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factors on the Tibetan Plateau based on the improved RWEQ
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Abstract: Freeze-thaw wind erosion refers to the process in which temperature fluctuations cause changes in the surface
structure, significantly impacting on the formation of surface landform and soil properties. However, due to the particularity and

complexity of the Tibetan Plateau, the study of freeze-thaw wind erosion has not received widespread attention. Due to the
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relative scarcity of quantitative studies on the freeze-thaw wind erosion on the Tibetan Plateau, this study utilizes a Revised
Wind Erosion Equation (RWEQ) that incorporates a freezing N-factor to analyze the distribution characteristics of freeze-thaw
wind erosion on the Tibetan Plateau in 2022. The study also categorizes the intensity of freeze-thaw wind erosion across the
Tibetan Plateau. The results indicate: (1) The freeze-thaw wind erosion modulus on the Qinghai- Tibet Plateau ranges from
8.90x10° to 4.95x10° (tkm*>a'), with a total erosion amount of 2.87x10" t and a total affected area of 2.41x10 km?’
(2) Moderate or greater freeze-thaw wind erosion accounts for 84.26% of the total affected area, indicating that light and mild
erosion are predominant. (3) The significance tests of the five factors were all significant, and the influence of the freezing-
thawing wind erosion modulus on the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau was ranked as meteorological factors > soil crust factors > soil
erodibility factors > surface roughness factors>vegetation coverage factors. This study not only provides foundational data and
practical references for environmental protection and sustainable development in the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau, but also offers a
diverse range of methods and experiences for studying freeze-thaw wind erosion in other regions with similar climatic and

geographical characteristics through the application of the model.

%44

Keywords: modified wind erosion model; Tibetan Plateau; freeze-thaw wind erosion; freezing factor

0 3|5

R AR iU FE 76 = JE X, PR ek 2z, +CHO W
(7K 53 e A AR DA SRR el AR, 51k £ CA) R AL
W3R, FEEITFR BRI T, Pz a8 #ER 42
AR, R AR R S ik, AR K,
R ORI B TR 2R 1.268 9x10° k™), 7 98 555 i
AR B v Ll DX 3R [ AU i DX R Rl A ok e Ry ™ 1Y
M DX R R o Rt SR P AR [, S ] B P R
Rl RV R Rl A kb i — R KU 4 AR R
Al T AR S R R IR e AR ) R R P,
SR ey Do AR DXl S R FE VA RN T R 2 o T R AR A
ik, SRR, AR H L R ZE R, SEURRSSE K A &
Az, BB R AL PR T R 2 T AR AR R, AR AR AL
H 2, XA vb B B gy St 1 58 e R . 7
e S DX 3 R A o o 3 e Rl AU g X R R
R BRI AT RN T VAR il XU ) A A A T AR K
A JR, (E 2 BT 7 e i DX g R R v N A2 Ak, B
HIO T H AR AR o

5 Rl XU 9 1) 1 AT 45 2 KUk Akt gt . B
AT AT 1Y 7 502 R F Woodruff F1 Siddoway 42 i 1)
XU 5 2 (wind erosion equation, WEQ) XFIF % X XU i 5%
FE AT AL IR ARTE 70, SR, 2 EH I
WEQ A& —fh g 2 B T2 ny i, 7 — & B E -
FEAE R BRPENY, HORN I 2 T B IA 505 A Rl A
RZBME R, M H H 2 WAL, = X% XUk
PLERA OB . DRIk, 2SS 78 Ty o 0 T 0 7 v R v
AR it 5 XS U 2 o o T e sk 2 J PRV, 5B

A FEXTZAE R AT THEIE, AR . RHERT ik
PR R MRS B DA M K AR A B ARG
WEQ B 8 1 I Ji, 1 & 1E #9155 7 (revised wind erosion
equation, RWEQ)!!, 22 AR BTG 7E FRAR 458 26 HL Al XUt
PASERY, G T BRI A TEAMI'™ | WEAM BRI /]
it XU 2 AR AR DS XU S A, (H RWEQ #5244 P H:
PRl AE G 42T L BSHE 2 T30 BCAE D0 #7153
TR

i RGIHAET N BT RE, AT LA B
ey i L DX ) R Rl XU AR 9 2 AT DA (] 7 £
i, R Z M it T iR g . Horp, Y Cs
FE T e S I XUk, gk P RV RV SR
Bl SR GIS R, W P i R PR 400340 55 T Be, X 1+
B, KO RIHLE] . ARGV IRSS . B AR T
Gy AR S DT T AT T IR ABESE A 434~ R,
RWEQ #8Y f ip F A A A g2 4 7 20 T2, H T
VT SR A b DX KUY 3 SE Y R AN
T FRATTRT T 9 e S AR Rl RV R AR, SR iR 2D R A
FERRAL T D) S L T R R DX R R AR v R R
PRy il R, ER: AR S SRS T T KUk
R 5 Rl R . [FIFE, 76 RWEQ ALl BB =&
i PR Rk R FE ML DX YRR, N REVE G FR I 7 8=
Jir bl X R AR 00, L VR Rl XUk A 2 P B A 9 iR A
IR . HIL, A ARG H FRERESEH T, %
AR R A2 Ak R T B 2 R R A R R R FR AR,
ArEh | AT ERA ) SRR A R AR 2

XT3 96 e R 2R 45 PR B Y, Zhao 52T Pang™!
T Kudryavtsev A5 8X0] T 5 = Ji b DX 3 20 )22 I8 BE i A T



2025 4E

BrgBfil , A FET U RWEQ T TR SRR XU PP K S A 2R o - 87 -

T . i i SRR IGE ] AR 2R H 7 R
JEL R 224 0 36 B 2P R, i 5L T IE Stefan F07E
X = TR X 20 A7 U5 15 3 = B JE 114 25 18] 70 A R ik B H
ARAEACE R HAT THESE, THE 1 AT RER MG s 2R
AR R R o aR R IRAE PTI0G3 B
JZ R BE 2 18] 3 AT BRI FE , I ELXTASRA ] e 2
N2 R AR S B AT T b S
13 AN [R) AR R0 7 12, 08 75 70 o Ji s IX 22 4R R 4205
B2 5 1R 25 (8] o A AR DL EAT T AITSE, FEX AR AR AL
PSR 15 B JZ= B2 e B4 1 B AN oA, AR T fig
VRAX B B A R R . o B2 192 Stefan
Jr e, 177 Fe B U LA 35t A 28 O 3 3R R U T 18
25 UK B R R URRR R AR 2, DT A 25 Ak T X
I S R R R R R AT 0 M RS Oy Y, OF HLR g
N 7 B ifs 2 $eds b T AR BOT BT AR 45 b S e 11 R
RICRASSE AR . I, ABFSE & 1E 51 AREE N [H 11
RWEQ A5 78 Xof 5 J e J5E 1) 5 Rl DX o 2 A 20 B 47 1
AWFFE, FiZ s XY PRI O AP T AT R 28 K e S Rk 24k
RS (R, 8 R 1, A B O H A2k
DL 3t DX A8 R R XU P T e i 1 D7 1 A

1 AREXER

T 9 JELAL o PG, MY 2.5%10° km?, P
VR 4 500 m, BEFROMHIER “25 =47, A S EMIE S
Ze, Vil w s fib ol 3, R pEIL e, R, B AR
Jb—VE R A P, e R R IO IR K 2k b S
SN RAEZ X G S A, %X R T FERY I
KBS, REIER T T R, AU £, Y
ZEMELAWTRA R 43 T I, AR S ki ik sy HL IR AR
IR 2 AR R+ R B A KO (] 1—2), HR + 3 5%
T AUA ] 1.28x10° km?, 24 & & B E FLAY 51950,

33

2 33%

4948 0 300 600km
8366

B1 #MERSEE
Fig. 1 Elevation map of the study area

R IX
— R
2 e
D PER X 0 300 600k
-ﬂ%ilz o o

B2 HRRFELSEE

Fig. 2 Permafrost distribution map of the study area

T 98 1o DA 4 R S A X 3 L, g S SR T S A A
SRR, X X SRR A, H PSR S AT R
R WE, XX, IE 7R AR B AAE R
A 150 ~ 230 d, X FPIRGAL AL T VR RGP A A0 B AR,
R RELE AR E IR T 362 R IR A5 4, fi AR TS
FATICRIRERYE, DT Ry AUV R AL 1 R i v i o
T e [ AR AR K I T 400 mm, 25 [R] 43 A B AR
B 1) PE b ek, A7 B 2 1 s ) 22 550, IRtk AR
] PG AL, 75 96 e DA e S AR AR L VAN | R | RE R
TR (0 R0, JH v s S e R oy S R i 1
B E AR IR, b R A2 DL BB S Ak, R
JRVsh 32 43 A A SR LU RSP J ZEH E L AA
JEL 00 A0 25 S DX 8K, a1 5 5 A 3t P 3 1 ) 30
TR AT 35K, S A0 At NS, R A VL P i Y A
XAV BT (AU DX A5

2 WMRFE

2.1 FdEkUE S ab

A Aol A B SR A 2022 A IH —fb Ak
PR TR IO B A T SRR R AR
P KR | 2R 0E A . I s . IR R |
T - R B AR AR R RS (R 1)

B TR AT, AR BT A B o Arcgis 7Y
VB G — IR 53 BEF N 1 k. A3 [ 75 6
o B R i S B, AR R A e AR R R B
& 55 7 UK T A BUR S — AL bR o GWS 1984, $E52 Ak b
k1 Albers FIMEAS BdE o Xt - S BE SF H (E EAT A B
JinE /TN Wt e o g S R a1 e w18 G S e R
NDVI 4 1517 48 BTt 2 4b B A 3] 45 8 o 2 AU B3
Je MR AR 2 204 B R e 7 5 R 5 b RS B PR D
W AR TR . T RO G TR S A A
S, T R g Dk X114 R RN X S s AT T



- 88 - Hh [ M KCE 5 B iR A 4R

®1 RS AKkIER

Table 1 Data citation sources

Ho Bl HelioRs i
0 s B R B2 e e TR BB S K .
RS B G o B2 B Y IR BB S R .
WER AR o B2 B IR BB 2 S R .0 H mm
R A o B2 B IR BB S R .0 A mes!
S R B2 = B R AR T & A mm
R o B2 B IR BB S R H mm
H R TR H e
- A - DR 2
A+ R A Zenodo V-5 1 km
e B o R B Y R BB S R . | km
A HUERVE IR 5 T a
—_— . —_— 2
S e R AL, X Bk B R TR B BRI p=348.01 x( 1.013-0.1183 ?L +0.0048-EL ) 6
{EANFR, 533 R K 1 km B S2MIHEEHE .
2.2 RWEQ A/ 21 ET:—(R+1)- R
16 TR 7 PR B 25 4 T LAAE 9 KU B 9% B, 2 SW= — N 7
— IS RIS FEAR G, G WA TR R 22 e T S e ?
I | e SR
He, AERIE S 2 ET, =0.016 2% = (DT +178) (8)
27 (f) ’
S1= 7 Onue (D SD=1-P(H,,, > 254 mm) 9)
N, /T“ » »
S=150.71X(WF-EF-SCF-K’-C)imﬂ] 2) itqufib—(ij%, EEJ'JIIL{MRLJ?E(Z mﬁﬂﬁ)uz/

Omax = 109.8X(WF-EF-SCF-K'-C)  (3)

A S —— X/ (tkm-a);

Z—— T R e R AU BB 5 /m;

S —— KA H K /m;

Onax—— M I K% 2/ (kgrm ™)

WF—S4HF/(kgm™);

EF—— T3] pl PR 75

SCF——+ 325 2 IR 75

K'—— b FR R B P75

C— B 3 o B TR 1

ST (WF) s e 7 K i izs 1 e R0k 4 fig
X—RE I Z BIREN  IRE . HIMEBEREZMEEDY
s, Hak X r

wr=wr-£.sw.sp (4
g

Wf:u2'(u2_ul)2'Nd (5)

EF =

29.9+4+0.31sa+0.17si+0.33 ( ; ) -2.590M -0.95CaCO;

(m-s™) AV RGH (2 m AL FERGE ) u, (IR
FE 5 m/s) FLEE T RAL (N ) 3553
(£ H KK T 5 m/s FRED;
p——F 5 EE (kgm?), HIBHREEEL (ms™)
s XL T/ K 185 3
g—— B ITNIMEE (m-s?);
SW——+ 580 B X/ JC 1 2
SD—— 78 55 N /G i 44
R— & & /mm;
[— B /mm;
ETp—— M 3 W8 76 A0 Xt 78 & & /mm, H K PH 48 5
SR/(cal-cm™) FPFAIREEDT /°C 1153453,
Ry—— W UCEORN (B8 HEE R AL
P— it AR BN S SIRE (Hew) KT
25.4 mm BHER,
FHERT R T (EF) O T e R A A1
T T KUk R R, LR AN R

sa
C

(10

Ay EF—— - 3En] ik R/ JC i 49

100

sa AP & (5.5% ~ 93.6%);



2025 4E

BrgBfil , A FET U RWEQ T TR SRR XU PP K S A 2R o -89 -

+HER S (0.5% ~ 69.5%)
%—iﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁiﬁ%tb( 1.2% ~ 53.0%);
Bt &5 (5.0% ~ 39.3%);
OM——H L& #(0.32% ~ 4.74%) ;
CaCO;—kIRES & (0 ~ 25.2%) o
- 18R 2 R AL 25 S0 T R KU A LA
R, RSN (SCF) R 77 e Lk +
Hegh e W 4L 7, ik U F
1
T 140.006 6¢F +0.0210M°
i FEHLRE B K2 S e T A ke AR %o A 1 XU A
(R5ENE , HRGRAANT

_ 0.94 _
K = e(1.86K, 241K, o.127c,,) (12)

Si

cl

SCF (1D

(AH)*

K. =02x (13)

s K—— PRI AR A 0 M MRS 1< /om;
C.——FEAURLRE FE K +/em;
AH——JF 5 L Bl 9 AR T4 1 A2 25 /m;
L—— i HE RS0/ m.

KA TR REH 0 22 57, EANTHK 2R3
VDA A AN AR R L A o 7 s B R CAR I T 7R 4%
E R B w R RER, X KU T P IsZ OR . AR Y
X 3811 - s A1 A 55 (LUCC) 20 28 IR, A p A 26l
FEOR | PRHD . FEHb A 5 AP A, JHKE A A 1 R AL
KTt 45 FABE P 0 7 55 R 7

C =e“¢0 (14

NDVI-NDVI,,
= 1
¢ NDVI,..—NDVI,, (15

AR R AU 2R 88, Horh, ARk 0.153 5,
VAN 0.092 1, 53124 0.151 1,4€H4 0.043 8,
HH M 0.076 8;

S C—— M #0755 ¥ /%, i NDVIEHE #1515 51

NDVI. NDVI,,.. NDVI,,,——NDVISZFH . %

KAH K fe/IMH
2.3 Wik RWEQ #iRI J & [ FiH 5
231 GIAREHF
RWEQ B R s 4] #3290 b A A %) AUk 1 41

TOOI, A5 458 A0 16 TE AU 20 v ) 52 R 3R R % T 3
DT, KA, 33X 0 SR T T e it X o i S8 b D N A
FHEY o JUHIZIZ b X R il F 3 2l SO AR e 5 i
MY ERES R, T3 B AREAALAE ] B 00 7 o 7E %, 1T

A ai

SESA I B URES R AT #R . PRI, B in Y 25 s A
AT R TR MR M S i D VRS A AR . R, 5 IR
PR MR IREE T R AR AL . K RS AR DL K 24T
P 1% 2 2 R 7 e e S KU R S e - A, AR
SCFF RWEQ AR 78 i (1 25 36 [R5 4 Stefan HY A R4S
N, FFA 8 T —Fhid FH T 75 78 [ R fl XUk D 1
BEAL,

], Stefan J5 F2 3 2 TR0 4 2 A9 Rl 72
R T kA PR 220 AR RS M T O T R 2, Ul
MM LR 5 ~ 10em /) H P3990 B R iR S 806 A
Jr g, X R R BT, R H Y
TP LA AR B, 38 SR FH 2 H B4 ke 1 AR R 4 -
FAE% . AH LT BRI i b 3 Bk 2 IRA A TR, R
N SO ERE R, AE SEBRERAE Y, AT ) el
FAIREHE R R YRR AL, XA RE ST A—E /)
W2, N T SR AN AL, Carlson #2H T N A7, If
X} Stefan 5 BEIEAT T ALY A 2L

M ZRIGE , AF R — S 3 AR R ) A A2 4
BYFEDR, B S REHERA R R LRSS, T
U B T PR A A 1) i 7 3 R ASC TR, R A5 B A Bk e
PR T R JZ B A, PR RS R AR 22 AH S A5 Y 1 3k

250
TR AT,
(A
65 _.
ppr, [, @-Tod 2.0
N= S =0 ~ — (16)

_DDTa_jg“(T—T)dzN P

0 a f ZT

0
A N——R%E N K, A b T R 25 48 205 R R
ZEFE BT HE R
DDT,, DDT,—— 3 i B AV A0 B - H (B

(°C-d);
T,. T, R B AR/ °Cs
T; 7Ks5.(0°C);
6, . 0,——R b (BARSS) KAV,

128 2CRT DATE 2o 31530 1l 3R R R AR A Ak
gE 3 1a) H S H4(E A Bt SRkt — 2 ik .
232 HHFIHE TN

(DRZHTF

POV R G R NOR A=A SR &/ TR N
ArcGIS, FIFH Excel 4T T X GH 54, AR 4 4% 1A 15 2]
KUl 2 m ANFT S m AR IR B, KA A R B R ST
SHAEREE K8 . A Excel ## X% K 0 #1132 700 mm



- 90 - Hh [ M KCE 5 B iR A 4R

%44

(8 5 (B85, -0t FH 25 W0 2 Dy i 4 MRl AR BB 24 XL
IS BN AE S K . R Excel i 08 H XK T4 F
5 m/s B S B, FE BE S AT RGE RKTF 55 F S m/s 1)
KB FTIFR Gl s B s R 28, A7 7 B A I A 2
Ut 18 R £ A N85 . A Excel sREDIARH A X
&SmO, T A 4535 5 WE ArcGIS H F
FHARAE 24K W DXL ibA% £k, Pl i 470 (7545 21 XU
5 J3E 1) 235 [B) 0 A

MR T A% B RE SRR P 2022
AERE K IR, JFTE Excel H A B WL R D) RESEAT H F
Bk B AR K i Ge it $ Ge T SRAR I ol 2 3%
2 2 3y A v HE AT 4 (B 2 5545 2] Rd AT R A 5K
P o W 2EHUR NC Bl S A, S ArcToolbox HLf#)
Z 4 T H., A NetCDF #i#%, 4% 2] )5 1 NC £l J5 it
Tk B R R, T 12 A H RO BE . X 12 4>
A BB IR SR AT IR | TR 5 DL S B s B AR 2%
FROR B, P R AT LA 5 BRI A5 B 2022 4 Y ZE HK
AR B o A A A T O 2 e MR B R A AT
BNz E, 1528S WH .

T35 K 7F matlab HOREAS B4 )5S NC S 17
SRR E, I AR A HIREKT 254 mm 1Y
WER, SEmAS 25 55 N R R EdE . AR T AR
H A UG 0 A A% B0, 76 ArcGIS Hfif 1 2 (B4
19 2155 35 X B Hicdi

WA T 5 A 2022 4F ERAS-Land 4 nc 5035 4E,
[F) 2% 1 % e ik 3 )7 =CAH [R], B NetCDF 4%, 15 2]
B F S it ) R AUEAR Bt B fS X FLEA T B 0T L 2 LA
FATF5E X BRI o i ) S {1, D3 2 (B] 43
XA AR A ML T A X B Y AR (LA T 345
AbFE, AR T E = H AR () iR ZEH® T
RLAS AR RS N IR A 2l AAH OGBS 2R 45
THIRE B, SRl BT A 4 5 45 SR 0 R, A
M T H AR v R FH AR A 06 Bt 42 i A T A, 25X
WNF

N — Nyin
N, = —Nmax N a7
AP N——R4E N KRt ab 25 B H;
N——UR4E N N A {E
Niin——RE5 NPT J5UAS B R B9 /DM
Ny — RGN T J5UAS B (B B B A

PREAL AL FRSE HY Z5 2R RIS URES N IH 7.
AR 2 2 AR S RGBT Sl
(2) -3 nl p btk D - F - 30 45 e TR 7 3 A R

i, 8 img Bl 5 B R FATIER, RS AR R
B MU AR SC A, TR B Arcmap i) 45 B T RE 4R B
T _SAND :Real(Vb & 4 ) . T_SILT : Real (It 6 & ) .
T _CLAY : Real(Fi+ 1), T_OC : Real AV &) |
T_CACOs : Real (T g £5 5 A1 JK & 1) A S B A%
PR, T T2 (8] 43 A7 BEL 0 1 P 2 A, AR 28 =0 A A 56
SHGE 1o WS TR TS EF R FLS CF IR HibA%
i

(3) b, AR 2 R 2 e e 1 b 3 ) AN R D 4 D K
ZEUR PR R, SEFR N R, i K = cosad LT3,
Horba ¥ . F DEM 508 5, X b f 73 B I,
TH-I0 I MO A 155 S i FEOHLRE R = 1/ cos((“Slope” )X
3.14/180)FE 47 3T oA 3+ 44 b TRTRELRES S22, 75 21 K R 7 #ibA%
HdE

(4)REWE 7 35 N1 S AT 20 NDVI U, $T7F
B T B TG, B L T AR AR A 2
W5 DX B Y NDVI R . 7R BRIS #9 NDVI A i 1#]
=3 R AR s o Y 30/ Oy R vy S B W VS G <3 |
“20” . BERFEE —AN B S%NDVI, g —A 5
Bi°h 95%NDVI, UK NDVI, FINDVI,, . FIH
MRS - s i AN RS 2 S CHIAS B , 738 1 W% 31
FAMRALSHAS 2 C H 7 £t

3 HER59H

3.0 FREHE AL
(DRZW T (WF)RTHR S5 R B, 35505 B
LN FEIEEALE 0~ 126.032 kg/m, X — 5 FBlA I T
TEAN RSG5 T KT 4 S B0k #2858 1 195 55 . 4n
&3 s, WFH R B X 3 B T 4e kAR i | 4t
FZE A ] n] P B R R X 3 2 X3 WF IR0
2B R ON Y M SR A R L 2R ki B ELRE K D BT
o GIAb, HEIROR A T U D, SR A N N
ST R R B X 2 —, SRSE Y A A BT
0.44 °C; v, T 75 548 1) m] Rl e L IX 3l DR) b 3205 v S R
Y EVS TR S A %M AR A Kk 8 N A g
[ 4b TR AR, SR AE-10.0 ~ —4.1 °C. X — 4
R IR B o R AT - A SRS X, R 2 IR
BERTUIA 128.5 me A A] P HL X sk 4 XU AR 6 B v, H
HF R 2 R B BT 10 mis. EAERIHEZ, [l
IR A 2 UL T 58] ik s Al R XU A 3 20 /s T O o i s
X R AR A, FEAEA 50 ~ 70 d B9 H ¥ X 5 m/s, 18
) VR AR KU 25 1 T, il XU R 5 2
() HEn itk N7 (EF) A S5 R . L Hen il



2025 4

FEEA A FET O RWEQ B 98 e JRL VR Al XU At DA B 5 i PR 36 53 A 91 -

>z

Een

— AT
WF{E
e 126.032 0 300 600 km
K. 0
A

—
SCF{E

e 1

0 300 600 km
ESIE: 0.050 069 5 [E

— R
ClE
=P
AiK: 0.0125254

—:Ar%'_: 0.711 112 0 300 600 km
S0
A

— T
K'MH
e 0 300 600 km
SO 0.041 796 7 e
A
=
gﬁ
0 300 600 km

B3 SRERMEFE

Fig.3 Wind erosion factor diagram of the study area
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Fig. 4 Freeze-thaw wind erosion modulus map of the study area
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Table 2 Classification of freeze-thaw wind erosion intensity on

the study area
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Table 3 Comparison of experimental values from the '*’Cs
nuclide tracer and the model simulation values
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Table 4 Correlations between variables
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Table 5 Significance and collinearity of variables

IR n 95% EAF X 1] i s sy
fep A pe
TR FRR 2% VIF
SL-WF 0027 0001 —0029 —0.025 0981 1019
SL-EF 0013 0001 0011 -0.015 0309 3233
SL-SCF 0020 0001 0018 002 0309 3231
SL-K* 0007 0001 0005 0009 0987 1014

SL-C 0.007 0.001 0.005 0.009 0.989 1.011
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Table 6 Regression coefficients

i RAREAL R AL it 5

PR — t M
B PR B

W 3.246 0.029 113.648 0.000
WF —0.012 0.000 —0.028 —28.883 0.001
EF —-0.762 0.043 -0.017 —17.528 0.001
SCF 0.499 0.020 0.024 24.415 0.001
K’ 0.152 0.018 0.008 8.527 0.001

C 0.094 0.018 0.005 5.120 0.001
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