ith B IR IR F IR

J E E Vol.9 No.5 | Oct. 2018 ARTICLE

Journal of Earth Environment [v]e] BN WATLYA] A2 K:p11)- k]

FEEFERFEXSHEFEEENREZHKE

-ﬁ\‘ 7}/123, ﬁ%‘?&%’il’z, —Fyﬂ;i};\_ﬁﬁAt

1. 2 AR iRl 5 RIS E , ZeRE 725000

2. G wﬂk‘%‘?}%‘wﬁ SR TR AR O, ZeRE 725000
3. BRSSPI TRy, &R 725000

4. @éﬁﬂ?(&jﬁ”‘ P SHTEBISERE, P 710119

HRIENX

i E: 2AHEARTEASAGRBERTE, FAFABRT, LA TR RERBRN TREE
BRREMRARE, AT, BEHEZFEERIVK, ﬁA%F&%k&aﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ3%%y
BRBEZIAIFRE, BIAYF EREFNALT 2006, 2010 & 2014 5 A& PiE KR X RZETF XK
SHFTME, oM T SERBALELEEZNN T EENE, ERE5M. (1) AL PERAHFRRE 4
RBER 5 hE, AAZRRTBEERR, LLERRERRARBEE LEAEEF 27, (2) 2006—
04 FACEFERFRAR S ERREMERBAY, LEAABAH R AKEZHIE GE A MG e+
A X GE R oy = R AR m)ﬁ%wy% aLﬁ&i%nﬁ RFE R E TR ERE R l%
JEAE B HAR LALRIL R R R 69 IR AL AR . P AT 25 4 4 12 KR A B3R ROE IR R AV AR 17 5] DA B4k 30
%W%ﬁﬁ%&é%%&&ﬂ.&A*k&*iﬁ,&ﬁﬁ%%%@%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%%k%ﬂ%%ﬁ%
3 S
%%ﬂ AECEPEAFRARX; SHERE; TRAKE; ¥ LR

Multidimensional poverty measurement and spatial distribution pattern of Qinba contiguous
destitute areas

AN Bin"*?, XIAO Weiwei"?, DUAN Tali*

1. School of Tourism & Environment, Ankang University, Ankang 725000, China

2. Engineering Technology Research Center for Water Resource Protection and Utilization of Hanjiang River, Ankang 725000, China
3. Shaannan Eco-economy Research Center, Ankang 725000, China

4. School of Philosophy and Government, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710119, China

Abstract: Background, aim, and scope Since the beginning of the 21st century, China has made great progress

in poverty alleviation. The incidence rate of poverty has decreased from 17.2% in 2010 to 5.7% in 2015, with an
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average annual poverty reduction of 21.98 million people. However, the evaluation of poverty focuses on single
indicator, like income or consumption, which is obviously not accurate enough. As a result, it is of great necessity
to build a multidimensional evaluation system. Poverty in contiguous destitute areas is a special regional poverty.
Accurate identification and evaluation poverty degree, exploring the causes of poverty are the premises of lasting
poverty reduction. Qinba contiguous destitute areas cover five provinces, including Henan, Hubei, Sichuan,
Shaanxi, Gansu, and Chongqing municipality. It integrates old revolutionary base areas, large reservoir areas and
natural disaster-striken areas. The complex internal differences and various poverty factors make these areas the
most important areas in China’s new round of poverty alleviation and development. Materials and methods Based
on those, the paper shows the multidimensional poverty index system (MPI) with three dimensions, including the
hard state of the economic dimension (ED), the soft state of the social dimension (SD) and the potential state of
the natural dimension (ND). Then, it estimates MPI of all the counties by standard variance method in 2006, 2010
and 2014, and analyzes their spatio-temporal evolution. Results The results showed that the MPI in the poverty-
stricken areas of Qinling-Dabashan region were high, which indicates that the poverty degree in this region were
severe. The MPI varies in different poverty dimensions. In the time period of 2006 to 2014, the poverty degree
showed a decreasing trend, and showed the spatial trend of agglomeration in the central region from Huixian
County (Gansu Province) to Fangxian County (Hubei Province). While the overall MPI were significantly
improved, the different contiguous poverty regions and different poverty dimensions also showed different
evolutionary characteristics in poverty reduction paths. Discussion Based on the multidimensional poverty index
system, the regional poverty of Qinba contiguous destitute areas can accurately reflect the poverty situation.
However, due to the limitation of data acquisition, the county poverty characteristics were only measured based on
the cross-section data of three time periods in Qinba contiguous destitute areas. Conclusions In Qinba contiguous
destitute areas, the county multidimensional poverty was high volatile and varies in different poverty dimensions.
Economic and social infrastructure were the main cause of poverty. Recommendations and perspectives The
conclusions can provide some technical support such as the identification poverty types of the county-level, the
early assessment of the poverty alleviation work and the post-acceptance effect in this region. It also provides
scientific auxiliary decision-making support for the late implementation of the policy of poverty alleviation.
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Tab.1 Multidimensional poverty identification index system in Qinba contiguous destitute areas

HAr/Z PR f8in)Z
Destination layer Control layer/A4; Index layer/ B,

A#] GDP/ JG  Per capita GDP/Yuan
ANIWBA / JC  Per capita financial income/Yuan
ZRRUEEERE RN R E R AIS4ENA / JC  Per capita net income of rural residents/Yuan
The hard state of the AIJZE=7=\/{t A\ / JC Per capita third industrial income/Yuan
economic dimension AYJ#FHLEFL  Per Capita cultivated area/m”
(ED) AN E =  Per Capita Grain/kg

BT AU E B FT Total power of agricultural machinery per 1000
households/kW

ANHE#ZBEE/ (A -km?) Population density /(Population per km square)

Z AT N BT A mp24 %0 / N Number of population of regular secondary
Multidimensional poverty LRI students per 1000 population /Person

index (MPI) The soft state T the g ) i o pefirkict /

gecial dlg ension Number of beds of hospitals and health centers per 10000 population /Bed

(SD) AN BEEAE  Per capita length of highways/m
B HEIEIA S /% Number of telephone per 100 subscribers /Set
. FRME 5528 Forest coverage rate/%
H ﬁf&%(ﬁiﬁ AR X 5 B UL E  Rate of natural reserves in county/%

HIJ4%  Mean altitude of county/m
HIgPHE  Mean slope of county/°
ZAESH[%K Multi-year mean precipitation/mm

The potential state of
the natural dimension

(ND) ZAESEHIRE  Multi-year mean temperature/ °C
(3) RGERIBIEI (4) RGEBERLRITE.
Zk].:ZW(B k:)ka _ 5(14 k)
& . w(4,) %é(A/) ,

E(Ak):ﬁzzkj, e

k=ED, SD, ND 3) (A=Y X(Z,E(A)) .
ol BA) WRER kA 2, s R k=ED, SD, ND @)
RGL)2 kR A W) HEEIRAE REG 0(4) &
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Tab.2 Comparison of standard scores of MPI in sub-regions of Qinba contiguous destitute areas

2006 2010 2014 2006—2014
b B W, W EHEOTRE E
Region Standard . Standard . Standard . Decline of standard Standard .
Ranking Ranking Ranking Ranking
score score core score score
> 4
. %E%ﬁjﬁ)ﬁ-é&]ﬂ[g 0.6252 0.6235 0.5873 0.0379 0.6120
Qinba contiguous destitute areas
T R 2 L AR R I I X
Henan Qinba contiguous 0.5667 6 0.5989 0.5458 4 0.0209 0.5705 4
destitute areas
LR AR i 7 Re R X
Hubei Qinba contiguous 0.6193 3 0.5926 0.5557 3 0.0636 0.5892 3
destitute areas
HRZE DA P R RN X
Chongqing Qinba contiguous  0.5750 4 0.5630 0.5301 6 0.0449 0.5560 6
destitute areas
VU1 28 EL AR H 3 IR X
Sichuan Qinba contiguous 0.5736 5 0.5825 0.5429 5 0.0307 0.5663 5
destitute areas
Bl 2% LA o R IR X
Shaanxi Qinba contiguous 0.6560 2 0.6600 0.6149 2 0.0411 0.6436 2
destitute areas
HNZRELErE A
Gansu Qinba contiguous 0.7022 1 0.6522 0.6675 1 0.0347 0.6740 1

destitute areas
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Tab.3 Comparison of standard scores of MPI with three dimensions in sub-regions of Qinba contiguous destitute areas

[X Ji 2006

2010 2014

Region ED SD ND

ED SD ND ED SD ND

ZUAEPE R RAIX
Qinba contiguous destitute
areas

TR 73 AR P 7 R I X

Henan Qinba contiguous

0.6977  0.6971  0.5451

0.5402  0.7142  0.5246

destitute areas

WHEZR A b R A X
Hubei Qinba contiguous
destitute areas

i RZR O P E R A X
Chonggqing Qinba contiguous
destitute areas

VU125 B AR P 3 R I X
Sichuan Qinba contiguous
destitute areas

PPt Ze A o R AR IN X
Shaanxi Qinba contiguous
destitute areas

HrzE B AR R RRIR X
Gansu Qinba contiguous
destitute arcas

0.7235  0.7653  0.4801

0.7512  0.6627  0.4211

0.7334  0.7307  0.4045

0.7178  0.6635  0.6074

0.7302  0.7019  0.6837

0.7292  0.6673  0.5388  0.6456  0.6383  0.5318

0.6391  0.6902  0.5226  0.5725  0.5910  0.5115

0.7046  0.6950  0.4687  0.6362  0.6495  0.4615

0.7704  0.6541  0.3975  0.6913  0.6565  0.3808

0.7903  0.7167  0.3975  0.7173  0.6673  0.3876

0.7666  0.6358  0.6076  0.6253  0.6248  0.6072

0.6381  0.6568  0.6661  0.6843  0.6803  0.6532

23 SHERFENZEEHTIT
Z& AR T ik R A X 2006 4E L 2010 4R %
2014 A (8] Wi T B9 2 4E SN IR (R 4) 454k

JEBUIR (F5) ZSMIorA, REHS 5 hn e 0l e R
Z AR TR R TR IX 22 A 22 TR ) s ) 45 4 728 2 1L
fo SR LFE, 2006—2014 42 WAL HIE R FFIH
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TR R IX, H 2R R 5 1] PR B VT AR S
4 BE XA S MPENAE S a8 (XA Z,
2015) .

F 4 FEEPIE TR X 45T B 1
Tab.4 The spatial distribution of MPI in Qinba contiguous destitute areas

2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014
X “ He# He#4 He44 X He4 He44 He4
isyi ZEL/ 28 / ZH8 / 2E. /. i=yA
Region o Ran- s Ran- o Ran- Region sl Ran- o Ran- 155 Ran-
Score . Score . Score . Score . Score . Score .
king king king king king king
'%E\,‘ 0.5543 15 0.5945 28 0.5547 25 HAS 0.6460 44 0.7074 64 0.6336 54
Songxian Nanzheng
bi E
el 0.5697 20 0.6457 40 0.5859 36 SIE 0.6379 41 0.6586 46 0.5843 35
Ruyang Chenggu
‘{gT 0.5728 22 0.6257 35 0.5810 33 {ig 0.6313 37 0.6490 44 0.5930 42
Luoning Yangxian
751
G 0.4980 3 05649 16  0.4977 9 ﬁg 0.6686 52 0.6482 43  0.5915 40
Luanchuan Xixiang
£
&l 0.6412 42 0.6719 51 0.6112 47 %E 0.6817 55 0.6743 54 0.6089 46
Lushan Mianxian
)EEE. 0.6368 39  0.6732 53 0.6592 59 . Tg’% 0.7057 61  0.6952 59  0.6589 58
Lushi Ninggiang
FH 0.6103 31 0.6245 34 0.5927 41 ki 0.6110 32 0.6235 33  0.6021 45
Nanzhao Lueyang
Wé 0.5232 7 05440 11 0.3914 2 e 0.6476 45 0.6624 49  0.6442 55
Neixiang Zhenba
NV BI ]
%E:F. 0.5180 4 05535 14 05402 19 o o 0.6525 47 05763 19 0.5436 20
Zhenping Liuba
N | i\r
dﬁJ | 0.5199 6 04914 4 0.4604 4 B .41 0.4783 2 04961 5 05023 10
Xichuan Foping
EIIH{ 0.5893 28 0.5990 29 0.5295 14 {XIZH. 0.6710 53  0.6619 48 0.5699 31
Xixia Hanyin
v
ﬁ.{ID 0.4366 1 04181 1 03613 1 E%{ 0.6361 38 0.6344 37 0.5843 34
Danjiangkou Shiquan
R 0.6935 56 0.6749 55 0.6632 62 .T@é 0.6042 30 0.5834 23 0.5655 26
Yunyang Ningshan
=1 <}
m[ﬁﬁ. 0.6959 58  0.6606 47  0.6529 57 % . 0.6813 54 0.7006 61 0.6160 50
Yunxi Ziyang
e
il 0.6640 51  0.6669 50 0.5946 43 P 0.6434 43 0.6727 52  0.5966 44
Zhushan Langao
(F¥%2  To be continued )
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(2:3 4 Continued Tab.4 )

2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014
HLIX u 4 4 4 HiX HE4 He#4 He#4
ZEL/ 48 / A= 4H /. 4H 48/
Region " pan. P pn P pane || Region P pan. BH pa RS i
Score . Score . Score . Score . Score . Score .
king kin, king kin, king king
\/l
)%E: 0.6570 49 0.6444 39 0.6153 49 :'.:ﬂ. 0.6622 50 0.6789 56  0.5907 38
Fangxian Pingli
vz B
ﬁ{%. 0.6168 34 05927 26 0.5683 29 %Eq: 0.6210 35 0.6111 32 0.5522 24
Zhuxi Zhenping
fr 0.5715 21  0.4903 3 0.4343 3 i 0.7186 64 0.7084 66 0.6461 56
Baokang Xunyang
b/ b
A 0.5436 13 0.5357 9 0.4822 6 E,@ 0.7168 63 0.7021 62 0.6212 51
Chengkou Baihe
=i 05692 19 0.5526 13  0.5183 12 FiM 0.7022 59 0.7083 65 0.6705 63
Yunyang Shangzhou
Z,%w 0.5685 18  0.5823 22 0.5513 23 i 0.7239 65 0.7179 67 0.6934 65
Fengjie Luonan
A X
CEIL 0.5423 11  0.4965 6 04761 5 7R 0.7385 67 0.7440 71  0.7215 68
Waushan Danfeng
E‘% 0.6512 46  0.6481 42  0.6228 52 Fi 0.6529 48 0.6903 58 0.6604 60
Wuxi Shangnan
|
:!UI 0.6155 33  0.6511 45 0.5747 32 thFH 0.7433 68 0.7399 70 0.7220 69
Beichuan Shanyang
%ﬁ 0.5857 27 0.6429 38 0.6132 48 A 0.7046 60  0.6850 57  0.6804 64
Pingwu Zhen’an
HES 0.6375 40 0.6072 31 0.5911 39 1°’|E7J<. 0.7062 62  0.6998 60  0.6266 53
Wangcang Zhashui
EE:] —I
Aﬁ“ 0.5801 26  0.5904 25 0.5664 27 A 0.7285 66  0.6458 41  0.6618 61
Qingchuan Wudu
pon :
'.L“gj 0.5190 5 05380 10 0.5096 11 ﬁk%. 0.5580 16  0.5222 7 0.5498 22
Jiange Chengxian
@‘{%. 0.5990 29 05673 17 05295 15 ig 0.6942 57  0.6267 36 0.6947 66
Cangxi Wenxian
\V ) A=
{XWE 05776 24 0.5699 18 0.5369 17 A 0.8457 72 0.8338 72 0.7937 72
Yilong Dangchang
X 0.5787 25 0.5938 27 0.5373 18 J%E; 0.7514 69 0.7376 69 0.7014 67
Xuanhan Kangxian
TR 0.5385 9 05770 20 05470 21 E*ﬂ 0.7693 70  0.7031 63 0.7416 70
Wanyuan Xihe
ﬁﬂ: 0.5261 8  0.5267 8  0.4828 7 %LE\- 0.7774 71  0.7296 68 0.7486 71
Tongjiang Lixian
ﬁ{l 0.5768 23 05774 21 0.5313 16 %&E\‘ 0.6309 36  0.6025 30 0.5904 37
Nanjiang Huixian
D=1 N
N 0.5492 14 0.5480 12 0.4949 8 .Wé 0.5647 17  0.4681 2 05254 13
Pingchang Liangdang
Fl= . 05393 10 05866 24  0.5690 30
Zhouzhi
j(.E. 0.5425 12 0.5624 15 0.5671 28 A 0.6252 0.6235 0.5873
Taibai Average
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5 FOEPERRNX AT PR A4 ABURA A IR GE BRS04
Tab.5 The spatial distribution of ED, SD and ND in Qinba contiguous destitute areas
Hi X ED SD ND
Region 2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014
®H Songxian 0.4982  0.7011  0.5273  0.5826  0.6996  0.5390  0.5256  0.6259  0.5393
BH  Ruyang 0.4807  0.6256  0.6239  0.6351  0.6962  0.6206  0.6001  0.5175  0.6188
%7 Luoning 0.4165 0.7382  0.6479  0.5503  0.6926  0.6463  0.5161  0.6072  0.6230
Z5J1] Luanchuan 0.4009  0.6526  0.5103  0.5415  0.6563  0.5260  0.4247  0.5523  0.5321
111 Lushan 0.7615  0.7574  0.4989  0.8427  0.7833  0.5022  0.7932  0.6060  0.4970
Fi[G  Lushi 0.6286  0.7029  0.6066  0.7408  0.6905  0.6121  0.6663  0.7381  0.6109
M Nanzhao 0.6524  0.6958  0.5317  0.7621  0.6479  0.5181  0.7508  0.5754  0.4979
% Neixiang 0.5124  0.7413  0.4311  0.5881  0.7393  0.4117 0.3193  0.4791  0.4093
HESF- Zhenping 0.4197  0.7107  0.5134  0.4990  0.6567  0.5337  0.5269 0.5677  0.5351
Wil Xichuan 0.5966  0.7786  0.3608  0.6213  0.6671  0.3278  0.5678  0.6415  0.3186
Phlk  Xixia 0.5752  0.7525  0.5188  0.6668  0.6632  0.5112  0.6072  0.5903  0.4439
FHIA  Danjiangkou  0.5979  0.6561  0.2593  0.5912  0.5987 02455 0.5122  0.5079  0.2221
BEBH Yunyang 0.7960  0.8439  0.5458  0.7219 0.8644 0.5370  0.7544  0.7692  0.5468
®EPE  Yunxi 0.7558  0.7920  0.5986  0.8131  0.6233  0.5819  0.7819  0.6520  0.5643
rili - Zhushan 0.7250  0.8672  0.5229  0.7991  0.7916  0.5108  0.6766  0.6872  0.4910
S8 Fangxian 0.8199  0.8018  0.4801  0.8626  0.7073  0.4767  0.7578  0.7080  0.4779
1% Zhuxi 0.7435  0.6797 0.4941  0.6913  0.6862 0.4721 0.6212  0.6752  0.4769
f#)% Baokang 0.6266  0.7167  0.4597  0.4529  0.5932  0.4571 0.3496  0.5472  0.4513
Wk Chengkou 0.7061  0.7212 03645  0.7165  0.6651  0.3637  0.6227  0.5891  0.3476
=PH Yunyang 0.7927  0.6369  0.3985  0.8149  0.6255 0.3700 0.7332  0.6279  0.3488
Z&%5  Fengjie 0.7321  0.5776 ~ 0.4518  0.7552  0.6532  0.4353  0.6739  0.6658  0.4185
AL Wushan 0.7421  0.6762 03608  0.7763  0.6349  0.2910  0.7202  0.6735  0.2766
ARZE - Wuxi 0.7831  0.7016  0.5300  0.7893  0.6918  0.5279  0.7067  0.7261  0.5128
JtJil  Beichuan 0.7462  0.7137  0.4757 0.8379  0.7766  0.4691  0.7412  0.5914  0.4594
X Pingwu 0.5515  0.7717  0.5220  0.7077  0.7737  0.5221  0.6403  0.7562  0.5225
[E#%  Wangcang 0.7900  0.7575  0.4762  0.7392  0.6978  0.4697  0.7183  0.6914  0.4595
7)1l Qingchuan 0.7691  0.7919 03756  0.7941  0.7866  0.3796  0.7401  0.7817  0.3762
& Jiange 0.6282  0.7589  0.3489  0.6759  0.7849  0.3429  0.6108  0.7691  0.3441
(%%  To be continued )
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X ED SD ND
Region 2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014 2006 2010 2014
T¥%  Cangxi 0.7592  0.7046  0.4416  0.7382  0.6663  0.4094  0.6980  0.6475  0.3752
AYBE  Yilong 0.8017  0.6641  0.3989  0.8426  0.6293  0.3875  0.7815  0.6043  0.3689
FHIL Xuanhan 0.7836  0.7474  0.3804  0.8695  0.7311  0.3768  0.7178  0.6909  0.3655

Jii Wanyuan 0.7294  0.7170  0.3473  0.8414  0.7471 03547 0.7414  0.7714  0.3481
ifYT.  Tongjiang 0.6797  0.7535  0.3383  0.7623  0.6961  0.3210  0.7405  0.5596  0.3123

Fg71. Nanjiang 0.7344  0.7353  0.4033  0.8156  0.6395 0.4064 0.7151  0.5618  0.4036
V-5 Pingchang 0.8282  0.6534  0.3455  0.8587  0.6717 03303  0.7632  0.5829  0.3157
J81Z&  Zhouzhi 0.6067  0.6859  0.4206 0.7144 0.7648  0.4150  0.6592  0.7477  0.4290
KF  Taibai 0.5377  0.5403  0.5480 0.6729  0.4714 0.5510  0.5250  0.6472  0.5580
A8 Nanzheng 0.7364  0.6422  0.5784  0.7949  0.8058  0.5874  0.6350  0.7283  0.5822
Wk[#  Chenggu 0.7141  0.7496  0.5241  0.7862  0.7353  0.5281  0.6071  0.6546  0.5293
#E Yangxian 0.7358  0.7240  0.5084  0.8016  0.7227  0.5072  0.6729  0.6585  0.5028
Mg Xixiang 0.8086  0.7416  0.5319  0.7953  0.6830  0.5296  0.6878  0.6045  0.5165
fE Mianxian 0.7739  0.6474  0.6298  0.7887  0.6493  0.6100  0.6425  0.5713  0.6055
T Ningqiang 0.7876 ~ 0.7195  0.6339  0.7975  0.6761  0.6346  0.6986  0.6478  0.6348
W&FH  Lueyang 0.5982  0.6159 0.6194  0.6583  0.5750  0.6318  0.4909  0.7264  0.6357
FE[  Zhenba 0.7401  0.7050  0.5475 0.7871  0.7033  0.5523  0.6849  0.6976  0.5846
Bl Liuba 0.7901  0.5891  0.5878  0.7151  0.4260  0.5987 05176  0.4790  0.6099
f#EF  Foping 0.6388  0.3810 0.4270 0.6396  0.4626  0.4245 05632  0.5832  0.4186
WA Hanyin 0.7606  0.7193  0.5766  0.7581  0.6893  0.5764  0.5688  0.5690  0.5713
f15%  Shiquan 0.7497  0.6226  0.5586  0.7447  0.6272  0.5617  0.5886  0.6208  0.5601
TBE  Ningshan 0.6797  0.5469  0.5793  0.7666  0.4618  0.5515  0.6064  0.5186  0.5627
2H Ziyang 0.7353  0.7748  0.5897  0.7916  0.7794  0.5889  0.6369  0.6480  0.5816
K& Langao 0.7049  0.6935 0.5678  0.7716  0.7104 0.5793  0.6174  0.5855  0.5868
SEF) Pingli 0.7244  0.7200  0.5819  0.7917  0.7281  0.5708  0.5915  0.6418  0.5615
FHPF Zhenping 0.6576  0.6328  0.5840  0.6770  0.5606  0.5979  0.5246  0.5053  0.6071
AJfH  Xunyang 0.7394  0.7145  0.7034  0.7711  0.6468  0.7051  0.5947  0.6446  0.6921
7]  Baihe 0.7748  0.6789  0.6925  0.7813  0.6264  0.6978  0.5912  0.5569  0.6903
B Shangzhou 0.6946  0.6589  0.7370  0.8433  0.5529  0.7323  0.7207  0.5166  0.7387
%P Luonan 0.7577  0.7276  0.6936  0.7940  0.6712  0.6939  0.7009  0.6852  0.6924
FHRL  Danfeng 0.8012  0.6819  0.7221  0.8690  0.6561  0.7170  0.7363  0.7362  0.7012

Frd  Shangnan 0.6761  0.6452  0.6379  0.8108  0.6414  0.6383  0.6895  0.6664  0.6343
11FH  Shanyang 0.7784  0.7018  0.7393  0.8226  0.6519  0.7425  0.7389  0.6811  0.7335

A% Zhen’an 0.7018  0.6796  0.7228  0.7665  0.5536  0.7267  0.6548  0.6356  0.7309
¥E7K  Zhashui 0.6945  0.6370  0.7629  0.7527  0.5699  0.7623  0.5626  0.5380  0.7492
HAS Wudu 0.8446  0.6713  0.6732  0.6144  0.6615 0.6612  0.6955  0.6463  0.6447
Ji{E.  Chengxian 0.5748  0.6223  0.5090 0.4997 0.5724 0.5073  0.5448  0.6321  0.5096
SCH Wenxian 0.7200  0.6962  0.6714  0.6530  0.6364 0.5997 0.7799  0.8069  0.5783
e Dangchang 0.8748  0.8307  0.8301 0.7916  0.8373  0.8670  0.8408  0.6558  0.8486
FEE Kangxian 0.7950  0.7930  0.6923  0.7273  0.7673  0.7256  0.7699  0.6759  0.6647
PEA1 - Xihe 0.8562  0.6634  0.7668  0.7675  0.6870  0.6658  0.7638  0.7349  0.7279
FALE Lixian 0.8312  0.7221  0.7670  0.7780  0.6507  0.7508  0.7970  0.7155  0.7310
#H  Huixian 0.5284  0.7682  0.6531  0.4738 0.7156  0.6482  0.4723  0.7058  0.6362
M4 Liangdang 0.5470  0.5496  0.5901  0.4372  0.3833  0.5693 0.4944  0.5497 0.5374
HH  Average 0.6977  0.6971  0.5451  0.7292  0.6673  0.5388  0.6456  0.6383  0.5318
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