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A2
A A9 A4 g
ban
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
band1| 0.3828 |-0.6256| 0.2356 | 05117 |-0.2985|-0.2357} 0.4106 |-0.1845|-0.6973{ 0.5497 | 0.0937 | 0.0007
band2 | 0.4246 |-0.3799-0.1770| -0.1373| 0.7346 | 0.2925 | 0.4356 | 0.2374 |-0.2778 |-0.6767 | 0.4606 |-0.0816
band3 | 0.4205 |-0.1532|-0.1832|-0.7362 | -0.4610{ -0.1080| 0.4367 |-0.3109|-0.0276|-0.3340 | -0.7720 | -0.0661
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Hi. TA X0 Ald XY IRYH B
o] NRUHIES =5 BISIE 208 & LIZAIXIGS UEE T,
Ch 2 F4Eo Hg ge osy ge MM AMNSE UBUS R
AlO ol 2FEC - - =
o Stol 28 H1. PC-20IA DRHEH $59 8}
n ol= BHC HHe72 = f|Hol HeE
newBVi,j,p= gakp BVijk --(1) s WEzn W78 5 AR Qs
= 2 Uedtl 2 =+ JALh JdBE=
BVijp==4E pd BN & jHMEY ZAg PC-2%} HHC?2, BIE72 RGB2 X850
akp=F4E pol KHHE DQUE —m= = M Soxscm wol A
BVi,ik=K¥ SO {Hfy 8 Aol Wagt s ODH_H‘ =RE8x ==
n=E WS A UCHD Ollag £ ACH DRHUEH 259
Bl A= UE F4EE 0188 =&
= 2 =MEO WA e 2 oo m UASU HIHAH 2= Hreh 20l AY
A0l O WSO sHEsts DRWH 2t 0 NEE F UEUE XM WE(HES
S TN ME M3 0|0 DD 2 o 4)2t 0 2 BHS(¥E 1,2,3)2 Xt0IJt Dt
of EH2UAM Al KD AlM XH9 Z SESHA XU0IE B0 TA AdS
DA 29 X0l & KHO 2 sHCdy H“Eot=0 Z3HQ JFE¥E NX=s =2
DM 2rel XOI0 1 WE9 NRUIEHE 0l PC-20I104, SHIU&XNKR2 =EUA
2t S Hst HoICH Mo2 EEsH PC-2Jt XE&ol= COIOIEHIt MM <
e 2ch 14%2 Jt& 90| E&stn USSR
n PC-2% WHE2, HHET7E 0I8380 28
newBVi.j.p—newBVI.m.p=Z Akp(BVi,j.k-BVI.m k) HETE =2 £ A=XE AR B
k=1
— (2 Ct.

- 153 -



ZAE
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MNSEUCH ST 2AS
il MZE HQE(sample point)24E
018olALCt. .(van Genderen
and Lock, 1977; Fitzpatrick—Lins,
1981,Marsh et a/., 1994).
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