A 99FERB Y FRAPREFELIEFY D

-\

_}u' =, VR ~ \ L y >
AEXFHREEHZEF LG22

IpRH M RRRT b
STC3 BLAM S SR R LS A I e - -
YR Y FAm100# 47 27 p (A=) P 9pFT 1255

SR A T RS AR S B T



- EYES e

SR R R SR ER F

CC SR E 1 EY F

CEERERE A

APy RERMTR R H L NE A ERPe i FHE
—p Bl F ¢ o http://etweb.tp.edu.tw/fdt/A04/

GL: TP A FRpE: 2R RL2RN? FRF > H
Eadede r o Z4cqi* o 3¢ AP BEE AR EATE >
FOFFREERPITAMNRDE 0 )



http://etweb.tp.edu.tw/fdt/A04/�

4P NFERF R EHBHUKFLESESY 5—
PAWH2 1EREIHIFAGL RN

I
FAFAL A EERBEY EA KT R R ERL TR E o
NP
mdLE R RTHALZ R 5 8 1R R EAATHALZ KF B a0 T
HRBRERBMPARFP LT Y R HRLF A IR ARFLEESE 2 KE S

3L o

m!

TN N

-~ EE LA R A

SRR A G A EPRERE A 2 E T e 8

B

SR R AR AP R (FREFROFERY ~ 2P B
PR E KA FP B IR o

CEY T ARL00# 40 27TP(2)L O 12/ K33 R

PAAF S-S Fad B (MY D RERSE- K 165 )

Il -HERE

LRARGE S I Lt N4 O KR b

I YA P R A BN RS Y X K

Jiv
ht!
O
}i;ﬁ;

i

Sl

08:50~09:00 AR R T

09:00~09:10 ARRPBERF AL

09:10~10:30 1ERFZHEZIFLA LB

10:30~10:40 R4 PR

10:50~11:30 1¥FHZHZIEL LN

11:30-12:00 PERFEILLAR

12:00- mE R



N §J; »’t{,-’ )7\:—/';5?\;iﬂ9

R
33 ::Ff

f;-%wz]mo& 4% 22p (BT ) wxnsHFEL L4147 }igﬁpﬁ_,_ d AT HEF AT
F3ER” (%u http://insc. tp.edu. tw) 5 HRAD REF I 2 RKEF ABED T3

7 (4% x http://inservice. org. tw/index2-2. aspx)

-1
()RBRATELIED Y B D] P
(Z)E g 2310 AP Y EB T B %IRRT
();E@&%ﬁ“ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ’%ﬁg‘ﬁﬁ%Lﬂ»igﬁﬂ““ e
TEEER

(=38 &2 > N HF 48 http://web.fg.tp.edu.tw/tfg2002/tfg_info/index.html )
(2)AFiEh2 §HFR - fUFEPeSEEr REAM TR SRl 81 55
4 o http://etweb.tp.edu.tw/fdt/AQ4/ g% fF i f (72 F FEis 4l |

020


http://insc.tp.edu.tw/�
http://inservice.org.tw/index2-2.aspx�
http://web.fg.tp.edu.tw/tfg2002/tfg_info/index.html�
http://etweb.tp.edu.tw/fdt/A04/�

— ~

=4
(-)2FE b LRHATI E- L LA B HBFROHFL 3 5

N

1 BT E
WHEF UL EMGE FJE HRHFEDLER S > doPerroux 77 & ¢ @
#"~  Schultz " Industrial-urban Hypothesis” - %] » 1 ¥ % 2 %
EFERSFESND P EY AT AR g g 1 EHT R RS
wR 2 RS i o
(COFF- 14T 2R F Fradfe D R4 RFF e ER1ER
[ N ) TS
S REIER AT R E APRMA
SDER 23k
. 221 ¥4 30~ & F
(1) R 81 £% P P4 4} > 1 BRT5)a 2t
“*%’Li(@ﬁk’i’ﬁi)
— 4 AP 2% & F(weight-losing rate)
— ETRF 27 R R Fﬂ‘«fﬂ " (localized material )" # i#n7s &
i‘#f' B (ubiquities material )t i
(2) 23 2 &y
(3) ik
(4) iy
& b (e &)= » (assembly cost)
— A& fe= A (distribution cost)
() # #F
— - PR HPF R
— T3 d & & %9” # 7 (input)
(6) F*
() ¥4 Fag
(8) 2 & v L5t
2. &S F&
(1) A #%##(industrial linkage)
— w48 '¥*% (forward linkage effect)
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3. Price-ratio Lines(Relative Transport Rates)
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A3 Hotelling- Chamberlin e#-3¢ § 7 7| % 4 o)

(1) Original situation

I |
—— : —
a b c d e
(2) T :fixed
I : mobile
I I
a b c d e
(3) Tand IImobile and comparative( f ® # & % )
I I
a b c d e
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I |
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(case 1)K :

(1) A va3 o+ asks 5t

(2) ¥ &% %=0.025 ~/> 2 A T T T T
(3) &3 58P > & AP lunit

Seller T (4)
a b ¢ d e row max

a 0 +30 +20 +10 0 30

Seller b -30 0 +10 0 -10 10
I ¢ -20 -10 0 -10 -20 0
(-) d -10 0 +10 0 -30 10
e 0 +10 +20 +30 0 30

col min -30 -10 0 -10 -30

Saddle point=C — O
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(=)

Seller
I
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(case 2)B3K

(1) F case 1

(2) ¥ =@ % 5=0.025 ~/2 2

(3) 7 7 FsB <125~ > & A HF 2 units
1.25~1.50 ~ > & ~ p§ 1 unit
.50 &~ > & ApE¥ 0 unit

Seller T (4)
a b C d e row max
a 0 +30 +30 +20 0 30
b -30 0 +10 0 -20 10
C -30 -10 0 -10 -30 0
d -20 0 +10 0 -30 10
e 0 +20 +30 +30 0 30
col min -30 -10 0 -10 -30
Saddle point=C — O
(case 3) B3k -
(1) F casel
(2) Ex@ g 5=0.00 ~/22
(3) 7 7 ®R3Ep - <1.25 ~ > & AHE 2 unit
1.25~1.50 =~ » = A ¥ 1 unit
>1.50 =~ » # A pE 0 unit
Seller T (4)
a b C d e row max
a 0 +15 +15 +15 0 +15
b -15 -15
C -15 -15
d -15 -15
e 0 +15 +15 +15 0 +15
col min -15 0 0 0 -15
Saddle point= b, c,d
BECR

(1) Teame? wge(C) - B total sales=15+15=30 units

(2) 1
(3) 1

2
2

8
100

bord:> I &#c: total sales=15+10+10+15=50 units
b II &2d - total scale=15+15+154+15=60 units
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