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ESDA-GIS (exploratory spatial data analysis - geographic information system) @79 2o I8
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2 AAH g 23y o]# g SAM-7|ut ESDA-GIS d7FWHEL ux gus EXdnr 325
< FAFE AR A F, 79 2Ho|, FH 7]} (spatial autocorrelation)o] gt Aoz
B g @ed AAMFE, & ¥t B9 e FHE &M (spatial dependence)® FHA o] A A
(spatial heterogeneity)®] zhote] FojHm, oj¥F Z& thwlald BAL 93 whiE9 AL A o
Fo]A A Fgheh,

€ 7 SAM-7|% ESDA-GIS A7HHES $AA77] 98 oz SAME Mwelzm, 2R
AAYUE A, Yozt B¥E EA7IYE AFTEE Aotk oW SAMY A ZTAE,
Zbe] ABAAE Adde RS F IRAUL vIste AL 2AHoZ fgErgE L A4
]

¥ SAMS =83 Edr §
€ F g, F ol¥¥ FXH &4 (bivariate spatial dependence)’™ ‘oW B37+E o] A A (bivariate
spatial dependence)’©] =98 Zoln, M7 ojHF SAMOZA ] L7} ZX 7 o] ¥z SAMOZA <
L7t A2 Holn, sixto 2 23 oM@ SAME o83 AZs} WySo] oo &7 A2Y A
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2. o]¥ g SAM (bivariate spatial association measure)
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A F SAM| dig FdA HAAULS A8 T/ FIHe g AAHAG. a8y oW SAM
of g #4 AAME MTS FUE Axd FHo] itk Lee(2001b; 2002a; 2002b)E randomization
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Lee (2001b; 2002c)E $olA 7WE oA SAME o] &3 /X BEA71de Mg
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‘Local-L scatterplot map' < 2} F9H7F 1o METgA o= BEdo) 9xsl=rtd] o748 2d
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‘Local-L significance map’= Local-L scatterplot map® oA I F
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