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Abstract

Statistics is a government department of social and economic operation of supervision and man-
agement means such as decision analysis of important basis, and the quality of statistical data
about the effectiveness of government management, so the quality of statistical data of the test as
government departments and economic theory researchers on topics of mutual interest. Suitabil-
ity assessment is an important content of statistical data quality assessment, this article is based
on gross domestic product (GDP), the total retail sales of social consumer goods (LS), the whole
society fixed asset investment (INV), urban per capita disposable income (UPDI) four indexes,
through the integrated time series and simultaneous equation method to match the statistical data
of four indicators analysis, concluded that Xinjiang macroeconomic statistics matching sexual needs
to improve, and give advice.
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Figure 1. Relative error of prediction and the actual value in evaluation index time series model
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Table 1. Unit root test——Augmented Dickey-Fuller test
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Figure 2. Relative error of prediction and the actual value in assessment index of simultane-
ous equations model
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