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Abstract

As the aging degree of the population deepens, coupled with the continuous decline in population
mortality and prolonged life expectancy, a more effective prediction of mortality is particularly
important in the study of longevity risk. In previous mortality predictions, the time terms of mor-
tality models were mostly predicted using traditional ARIMA time series methods. This paper se-
lects Chinese population mortality data, based on long-short term memory (LSTM) network and
dense layers, constructing a LSTM learning machine based on recurrent neural network to predict
the time term of the Lee-Carter model.
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1. 518

E xSt 2021 45 5 A 11 H ARk A E 038 2 5 AR 45 1 HdkE Bon, 4 E N D35 141,178
TN, 52010 £ AU E A DS HER) ) 133,972 J5 AL, #inT 7206 75N, HKZE )y 5.38%,
P K ZN 0.53%, Lk 2000 43| 2010 E TG K2 0.57% N % 0.04 N F 4 . 3T 10 FoRIRE A
4kl MRS AR K. H, 0~14 £ A0k 25,338 /1A, 5Lk 17.95%; 15~59 % A 1A 89,438
JiIN, (Lt 63.35%; 60 % LA NI 26,402 Ji N, (4t 18.70% (FH, 65 % &Ll A1 19,064 /i
A, itk 13.50%). 5 2010 4E4HEL, 0~14 %, 15~59 %, 60 % K UL b AL FE 2 5] BT 1.35 AN 2
My TR 679 MBS AL EFF 544 ANE S A RED)LNOWEES, A F BRI IS T RRRBE.
GRS, BN Z IR N AR N CE R R B — i, Iz NIBET R RESE T BN O U 75 Ay
MIABIER:, ARk — BT SRR Tl A K 51 A R i R )

ST BRAE N E N TR SR AR ) E R R —, W T A oy B, SBT3
NRFEVFZ 5T, HHAHRRRIE S Horp, 7EKF KR I, 1R v e H R Gk LA R N T
W BT HEZM, TR, JETERBNEAA TIRKM R RS, WM T 2RI R R,
TEE 4L, Lee %5(1992) [L]3&H T —FiokE A 1 Ge i85 B4R 8] F7 51 Bk 2R 76 — /S (1) 5 B0 2R A Y, Y
Lee-Carter #i% (DL T % LC £i%Y). Renshaw £5(2006) [2]7E LC BB (3Lt FAnN T AN, H Ik
FEH T RH B ok FL R B TEAE 22 AR L SR T2 T . Cairns 55(2011) [3]38EiE X 6 ANFHLAE
TR ST, R I A S RIS P AN 77 THI SR s — MR (1 & B . Li 55(2013) [4]i2 ¥ @1 LC
PR T vk 56 AN H ASSE T R BRI T LA 5 T . Enchev £5(2017) [5141H 6 ANE R HFE T 2500 %
[F) 408 350N, (CAE) S5 BEAT LA T Za A5 Y (1) 405 AR 3R AT E AR, B AR A Tl & B CAE B AL B AL » Li 55(2019)
[613Z I — AN FT RN CIFE T R TS B 6} LU R B, B L APEE 4 AN E R0 s o0 T R BT 7
WA ST . EE N, 22EA%E(2010) [7]iE A 2019 X ELAN CIET R AR AT IVE T, 25
TR AE(2010) [81i2 A RH ARASE o [ 531 N CIBE T3 AT 7 70, s FL N FH 21 TR 7 i A 42 R 3R
(AT T o B A 25 (2010) [91%F LC AR EAT T etk , i — AN XU AL R LC AR o (o B () T30 47 A5
M #e45(2016) [10]1K F Boostrap /7725 LC A& A0 T 2 H0 4l , 12 FH 5 T3R8 0 P BB AL A S B A T TR0
LC LAY o [N VAR T2 AT TR0 5, AR TR0 4 B 1 28 504l 5o b (BN 1P 3 O A AT 5. 5%
5K T 2E(2018) [111FE TR E AN DZET- R R, X 8 NIET-RE MR BT T L /i, KL APC i
Sof N BB TS R LA ROR Bt - FRRZE25(2019) [12]32 F G R i N H BB T 3B X DL $ir 4 2 7Y
& 8 FAE TR MR EAT T Lo T, B il 0L [ KBk A V0, 3 CBID RS AR ) 3 [ KTt b X sy
W BET 2 (AU A AT LT

KT E N DR FIFE T B 7T, K2 T LC il APC &5 JLANH WIIBENIIE -2 B0 . Difg
® 55 (2020) [13]%F APC AT g, $EH—ANETFET: 288! EAPC (Extended Age-Period-Cohort), i
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i A (30 RCR AT SCR, et AR E AT S, R EAPC BEAY B IE A T LA AT
E RN ZET R . 8 R %5(2020) [14]43 53z ARIMA 752 FTSLBE WL FE X LC AR 7R g B 8] 35332 47 391
W, @ R T AT TS R, S8 ARIMA D77 E A H s E N DFET R . T ek,
B LA 5 ST IR N, VR 2 58 TR AL A8 2% 21 7 V2 80 F BIAE L 3 I TR B o b, i HLR I B
IR R T AR R A TR . Deprez £5(2017) [15] R L T HLa% 24 3 5L v LA BOP bR HE B S 5B T
IR (LC BERLA RH AR BI-S8 . Hainaut (2018) [16]45 ] 4 il 254 40 T 2 vh 2 2 435 B
HEAT Y i FOAAERT , 3 V22 4 T P AL i A ASE AL AT T, FE OB T B TR0 M RE AR T LC LAY RT RH
B, Levan-tesi 55(2019) [17]FT-Jesibt . BEMLARAR. Hh SR TH S5 7 V200 JE T2 2 98 2R A7 005 A
T, AR EE T LC AL, RH BB Plat B8, [:57(2019) [18]4E Hainaut (2018)4& Hi )+ £2 (¥|
ZEAC TR A b, AR TR N VB0 T ZR O R AL, AR PR i o D7 v AN T D7 VR AT I
P 7TE G IRE N D PR I8 AU T 2R AR . FERIY Bl oh D7 3k b, 3O3R FH e Mt 1 g R o 422 K] 45 o
U AT B A7, FEARARY IR 7k b, R ARIMA RS LR I ) DR 7 AT e . S KA 7R 1
LGRS LC BB B P &5 b T X b, WSS RY B T A5 R AT b A5 SRR, SCEREE LM A M
LU TR AR A T 45 SR AR T LC R BY TN AE 5, 1AL P DA G e RO B N BB TR . ik
HEIE5E(2020) [19]5 FHAEE F afidds, @ IET RRAIME A, (R8I I ZRaeas B 475 1 BI50 T
RIPEIERFE, FRH B ILA 8 AT R 51640 LC BIAGEATILE M. 45 R E/R, Bgmidaint
FETT RIS RO S AT, MR BB T LC B, Uil A gmidas W8 e m 1O A0 T R il
MPERE .

HAr b, KZIETZR T > 2 5 T 501 ARIMA 77535471, Wei Hong %5(2020) [20]42
H LC-ANN #7, RIE ANN I TAET- R LC T 2, 40 Bt R V630 S 1k Lot Rk
ATH, 25 RR W] LC-ANN B 35 R AP T GE /1. A SCOAREL N DBET R 54 v, LA HstT: R
BT (LC Ay ke i, AR EEAT S50t vk, BRI M2 R 2R MR R s, 4300 LSTM 4%
RlEE L TG R 22 P 25 RSB T 26 R T A3 AT A2, AR BIZE TR BIME, S5 ARIMA Bl 77 VA AT
L o

2. FEHIE T EEAER
2.1 {HEIET

LC MU 00 HOPE T S ) B SIEE . Bhm,, 7 x 4 (AFE AR L BB T3, SRR
LC B, HOLTErH m MM HUS R B R R T R AR

Inm,, =a,+ Bk +¢, (D)

Hrbm,  FoR tER Y x SRHAROIET R, o, (x=0,12,--) ARBUEERE TS, R x B A
FOSHOET R85 B, (x=0,1,2,-) FoREERS B 70 I A IO RBURC AL s k Sk 1 AET - AR BEIN [) ¢ fr)32
WRERE, WHMONIET IR e RENLIRZET

LC BIALKFE TR [ SLA AT 4 AW L, 55— DR TR, N2, B, Mk EH K
AASRAL T T AT A T B8 8 XS I IR B 5 kS SZ I TR PR AR, T AR SR R I IR B, TR B4R
AN LC R, JERYE o, A1 B, KA THE, 15 21T AL R

YRR RAUR AR — M AR A T ENS ke AT ERHATIEIE, BONZ AR E BB SR AIARA /347, 1T SVD (Singular Value
Decomposition)iZ:sR H 1 ke (A5 THE 75 Btk — BB 1F.
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2.2. B¥ b

Xf _EIR BELAE T R AR A BEAT ZHUG TR, WBCESE T A B D, RIS ECH A, KA S A
Ag=m E B[

Xt =x,t ?

D, ~ Poisson(m, E, ) 2)

Xt =Xt

Jorf, my =exp(ay + Bk ) Dy, RN xo I tHIFET ARG, E, FOREIS N xo B t {15

& NE.
R DL R, TR 40 . 20t UABESOR 5 TR IR AR B 20T BT
/1" _
L(d;A)= T A ©)
I=InL(d;2)=dIn(2)-2-In(d!) 4)
EREE—FER BT AN IS, )RR BULLAR B B R R N
l(a,B.k)= vat[dm (4 )= A, —In(d !)] ©

= Zx,t[dx,t (ax +ﬂxkt)_ Ex,t exp(ax +ﬂxkt ):|+C

T AN EE KRR, B O RACESF TS E R, s AR BUA A RIS S H A THE,
SES AWASR /I

. ~m  oL"/o6
oM — g _ 6
oL 06 ©

o, 6 25 n sz, L= L[é(”)}
it LC A AR AR N B N:

0! (n+1) Zt Dxl xl ﬂ(nﬂ) _ ﬁ)((n)' Izt(ml) _ R‘t(n) (7)

0= G S A
do_gon_ ZePa=OEA
-3, B4 (A
Zl(D —D(”*Z)k<”*2>
‘ZtDM( (n+2) )2
Hrp Iﬁii)_ exp( + K" )EJ‘Z[A);“‘) NE n BIERAF B SR TR THE . R SR S E R X

BUUSRRREL, M SECE RS e B S (R AR, JBEANT 1070 R, SRS A
THE-

3. LSTM fHZ 4%
3.1 EipER
LSTM (Long Short Term Memory, LSTM)® 4%[21] [22], s&—# RNN (Recurrent Neural Network, i

:&)((nﬂ), B‘)Emz) :ﬁ)Em—l) (8)

&(n+3) _ &)((n+2)’ lzt(n+3) _ IZ(m-Z) (9)

X t

ﬁ(n+3) _ ﬂ"(n+2)
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PR W28 Re R 2R 8L, ] DL S KA T 2 M5 2, 8 ISR 7E “ B a) B & 357 SR Fe ik
B FETE I . LSTM X286 W L FH SRAA) i D RIUABE F 368 1 o 28 X 28 Sk Ab BT 2 2] v B2 A% (R 1 1) R
kR, HEAHRROR .

5 RNN [23] AR, e MmN T — M HABE S A5G “AmEE” , XA IEREHR
SERIBFRAE S e (cell) e — cell HEACE T =11, 2B T T(Input Gate). 8% ](Forget
Gate). %t J(Output Gate). — /Mg Rk LSTM Mg, HERFEELRNASH T, ARFERERN
RSSO S B IR, B R TR IR (T ) HIRU

3.2. {REE

IS 163 70 PR %o 1 5 P M P — 2R i R e i B D 17 ) SR e 3 4R AT 58 (X X ) B
RARHHE (X)) ZHRER, —AEH MEXF R R IR — DM RIARE . AR R R keras
£, LA LSTM MIZE R34 H Kk &, @il keras £2H1 (1) keras_model_sequential, layer_Istm, layer_dense i
HOESL R M 2%, compile B Sm PR HOALAL H AR, JEH fit BT S .

4. TR D
4.1. BEFkIR

AR FH B SRR T 1995~2017 4E1 (HE AN DS 4E %) , deEGES: 23 £ F E AT 0~90 %
FET-RHIE . K H AT AR AR AR A 90+ (90 % K LA EFH 90+£7R), PbA S HI4ER FRR
B 90,
4.2. BHET

HEEL_EIA%HE 1995~2013 EIFET- R EHE, 4547 (8). (92N} LC M k4T S Mk, 4% T
x®, R L. NE LHAUEY, S8 a, £on x F NOWEGET-RIELKE, MEFERIEEK, HE
B TR TR LTS B AR MR TR X A U, AR PE R R, SRR B

7] 0, IRl NFEXT XS SET I 1A [ 7 O AR AL BEINURK, R 4N T SET R I AU EE R s K
(YAt 4 i 2 P T PR T 2T A1
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Figure 1. Parameters estimation
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Table 1. Estimates of &, and j,

F1 B HEITHE

age a, B, age a, B, age a, B,
0 —6.485755  0.049524 31 ~7.409944  0.012716 62 -4.738761  0.009012
1 -7.198779  0.020768 32 -7.361465  0.013027 62 -4.667308  0.008762
2 -7.830775  0.024110 33 -7.323007  0.012140 63 -4.425088  0.008303
3 -8.154655  0.024250 34 -7.171831  0.010912 64 -4.387482  0.008935
4 -8.315216  0.021919 35 -7.093256  0.011141 65 —4.221649  0.008949
5 -8.365536  0.019267 36 -7.032488  0.009878 66 -4.169830  0.008340
6 -8.358963  0.015974 37 -6.979232  0.010494 67 -4.000924  0.009830
7 -8.461958  0.016142 38 -6.908745  0.010090 68 —3.845957  0.009423
8 -8.461274  0.015274 39 —6.790529  0.009456 69 -3.793029  0.009199
9 -8.397840  0.011985 40 -6.675657  0.009538 70 -3.648517  0.008879
10 -8.286131  0.010071 41 -6.629195  0.008605 71 —3.555675  0.009007
1 -8.307184  0.008829 42 —6.449000  0.007348 72 —3.436063  0.008381
12 -8.253405  0.007470 43 -6.412013  0.007117 73 -3.328049  0.008381
13 -8.299446  0.008700 44 -6.312303  0.006716 74 -3.337263  0.007712
14 -8.284689  0.009693 45 -6.201040  0.006787 75 -3.105504  0.007461
15 -8.153931  0.009627 46 -6.188423  0.007416 76 -3.022168  0.009118
16 -8.150109  0.010607 47 -6.134400  0.008166 77 -3.105504  0.006511
17 -8.058737  0.011165 48 -5.872851  0.004936 78 —2.748997  0.007347
18 -8.062973  0.014415 49 -5.847377  0.006449 79 —2.693988  0.008332
19 -8.051155  0.015831 50 -5.765416  0.007645 80 —2.600064  0.007584
20 -8.007657  0.017679 51 -5.713672  0.006740 81 -2.510195  0.007328
21 —7.973424  0.016873 52 -5.688740  0.008439 82 -2.395216  0.007403
22 -7.936838  0.017557 53 -5576178  0.007652 83 —2.327588  0.007149
23 -7.831353  0.015875 54 -5.444280  0.007531 84 -2.249628  0.006536
24 -7.786893  0.016131 55 -5.424943  0.008543 85 -2.162488  0.006468
25 —7.746648  0.015897 56 -5.317418  0.007452 86 —2.057567  0.006176
26 -7.759412  0.015594 57 -5.267246  0.008868 87 -1.964543  0.006264
27 ~7.726829  0.015981 58 -5.147719  0.008245 88 -2.162488  0.006029
28 -7.689415  0.015375 59 -5.039057  0.008870 89 -1.964543  0.005800
29 —7.557582  0.014048 60 -4.958702  0.010389 90 -1.720298  0.005833
30 -7.556472  0.015389 61 -4.834724  0.008555
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4.3. FTT-FFM

XS 2 (I R G THEREAT BOK - B MR, WK 2. R BodRge, X 1995~2011 FHE (AN
WIZkE, 2012~2017 SEHARHEVIMGEE, AT SCHE @A (P2 PR BEAT I 25, LS AT, Fil
S5 RE R TN B 34T B A — Ak, SR TIAE, Lk 3.

4.4. EEBTH

WL 2 o, il 5 SEBRAE T SR H 0 DA AL G i) ARIMA 75 1 TRIIAE HLER, JE TR 4 M 2% 1) LSTM
S SPHAE T A N BB T 3R A S AR RAF IR . FIHFRA 2508 G LSTM 2 SIHLI W 4% 45
F, FREE S E N H BT 2PN e ph 22 P 2% 2548, [RIREAR BRI PR T 28 TINAEL, 501 T P 7 R 45 SR
(=88

W 3 FiR, FEE I LSTM M ESocis, FUE (RNN-LSTM2) B AR T 57 SCArde 21 1)
ARIMA J5 =13 B FIIME 5 E AT 10 22 X 28 T (RNN-LSTML), #3785 e T #0248 RN 48 42 JE T 28 Tl
AR

Table 2. Time-term estimated value after feature scaling

2. BN ESERUE R EBETHE

year ke year ki year ke
1995 0.98479325 2003 0.77086595 2011 0.45249095
1996 0.98469093 2004 0.70996925 2012 0.44552309
1997 1.00000000 2005 0.66548162 2013 0.39046947
1998 0.96067694 2006 0.49316280 2014 0.39483149
1999 0.91298239 2007 0.47151582 2015 0.01595222
2000 0.91137558 2008 0.52402043 2016 0.09414175
2001 0.83687991 2009 0.32367418 2017 0.00000000
2002 0.83754272 2010 0.43880770

Table 3. Mortality estimated value (Unit: %)
3. RURMITECERL: %)

year year
Age Age

2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017

0 0.610 0.315 0.106 47 0.272 0.244 0.249
1 0.133 0.101 0.060 48 0.323 0.302 0.306
2 0.078 0.056 0.043 49 0.345 0.317 0.322
3 0.057 0.041 0.035 50 0.388 0.350 0.357
4 0.045 0.033 0.032 51 0.398 0.364 0.370
5 0.040 0.030 0.030 52 0.428 0.383 0.391
6 0.037 0.029 0.027 53 0.469 0.423 0.432
7 0.033 0.026 0.027 54 0.533 0.482 0.491
8 0.032 0.026 0.027 55 0.559 0.499 0.510

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2021.1010367 3483 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.1010367

PR, 2

Continued

9 0.031 0.026 0.029 56 0.604 0.547 0.557
10 0.033 0.029 0.028 57 0.661 0.587 0.600
1 0.031 0.028 0.029 58 0.732 0.656 0.669
12 0.032 0.029 0.028 59 0.830 0.738 0.754
13 0.031 0.028 0.029 60 0.939 0.818 0.839
14 0.033 0.029 0.033 61 1.010 0.901 0.921
15 0.037 0.033 0.034 62 1.126 0.998 1.021
16 0.038 0.033 0.038 63 1.201 1.068 1.092
17 0.043 0.037 0.040 64 1.396 1.250 1.276
18 0.047 0.038 0.041 65 1.537 1.365 1.396
19 0.049 0.040 0.045 66 1.597 1.417 1.450
20 0.054 0.043 0.046 67 1.853 1.658 1.694
21 0.055 0.044 0.048 68 2.035 1.785 1.830
22 0.058 0.046 0.052 69 2.382 2.101 2.152
23 0.061 0.050 0.054 70 2.764 2.445 2.503
24 0.065 0.052 0.056 71 2.888 2.566 2.624
25 0.067 0.054 0.055 72 3.349 2.971 3.039
26 0.066 0.053 0.058 73 3.611 3.230 3.299
27 0.068 0.055 0.059 74 3.995 3.605 3.676
28 0.070 0.057 0.066 75 4419 4,001 4.077
29 0.077 0.064 0.068 76 4,587 4,063 4.157
30 0.080 0.065 0.075 77 5.376 4,930 5.011
31 0.086 0.072 0.079 78 5.981 5.424 5.526
32 0.091 0.076 0.081 79 6.688 5.986 6.113
33 0.092 0.078 0.092 80 7.913 7.153 7.291
34 0.104 0.090 0.100 81 8.301 7.529 7.670
35 0.113 0.097 0.104 82 9.137 8.280 8.436
36 0.116 0.102 0.111 83 9.926 9.025 9.189
37 0.124 0.108 0.118 84 10.946 10.034 10.201
38 0.132 0.115 0.132 85 11.689 10.725 10.902
39 0.146 0.129 0.148 86 12534 11.545 11.726
40 0.164 0.145 0.153 87 13709 12.613 12.813
41 0.168 0.149 0.179 88 15.126 13.960 14.173
42 0.194 0.176 0.185 89 16..494 15.269 15.494
43 0.200 0.182 0.203 90 21.077 19.503 19.792
44 0.218 0.200 0.227

45 0.245 0.224 0.233

46 0.252 0.228 0.233

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2021.1010367 3484 W =


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.1010367

PR, 2

- H _ T
0159 __ Actual : —— Actual 0.15 i
- -- ARIMA : 0.154 --- ARIMA !
----- RNN-LSTM ! ---=- RNN-LSTM ]
:' :
0.10 ! 0.10 4
s # s 0107 s ]
4 ; 4 4 /
R ! R R i
- ) -
0.05 | 0.05 0.05
0.00 0.00 0.00
I I I I | I I I I | I I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80
FEwk/ 5 R R
20154 20165F 20174
Figure 2. Comparison of actual mortality with ARIMA and RNN-LSTM estimated value
2. SEPRET-ER S ARIMA K RNN-LSTM it {ERIELER
0.15 —— Actual y —— Actual ﬂ 0.15 1 —— Actual
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Figure 3. Comparison between the predicted value of changing the number of cells in the LSTM network layer and the pre

dicted value of the ARIMA method
3. % LSTM M4E R B T FUNE S ESLER ARIMA FFETUNERI LR

5. &5ip
FET 2R 1T W RITI 4 A (A8  AR RO TR 1R R B0 38, ph A SR K 75 R AN 25 220,
BRI RIERE W AT, HEAFEER. AT IR RE UL LTS (R T AR RIC T 2 R
g, FESRIUR R H K K 5 MK . DU (58 T S i[RI K £ 4R Z FE AR 451 ARIMA 74T
LRMESMRE, R FIAR LD Z IR, AR IS T Keras [0 LSTM {EFF P2 46 FIRE AL, AR{S AR vk
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