Advances in Applied Mathematics BZF #1243, 2023, 12(12), 4955-4966 Hans X
Published Online December 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.1212488

ETHFLREIN A E R T E AN
BRI

— R a6l

@Y, X535, &nasg’

UM R K SR R, WD BN
20 B TR SR BB, WYL O
SHUMN B TR S B, T

Weks H . 20234F11H7H; FHEM: 20234F12H1H; KA HM: 20234F12H12H

wm B

WL SR KR ELIR P SRR AL R T 48 BEAGER BE R R E =R T PLE T A, N R E AR G E s R
RO BE. AXDFUNTERANAENR, BESEENERRNESE, BRAET2. BRSHT
FEEMAUINERATER . RELERRY, PR ANERIRREY, EREGHEEEER.

Xiid
WK, i, BEEE, Byad, EES

Research on Residents’ Satisfaction with
Urban Brain Construction in Zhejiang
Province from the Perspective of

Digital Governance
—A Case Study of Hangzhou City

Hanzhen Li1, Qiaoqiao Liu?, Yigiang Huang3

'School of Management, Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou Zhejiang
’College of Economics, Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou Zhejiang
*Zhuoyue Honors College, Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou Zhejiang

Received: Nov. 7th, 2023; accepted: Dec. 1% 2023; published: Dec. 12th, 2023

SCESIF: 2RI, x5, SRR, T TG B A A S RG4S T R e R T T D). N
R, 2023, 12(12): 4955-4966. DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.1212488


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.1212488
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.1212488
https://www.hanspub.org/

Y

Abstract

The urban brain in Zhejiang Province has emerged under the background of the deep development
of Internet-like brain and urban intelligence, which provides new ideas for building an efficient ur-
ban governance system. In this paper, Hangzhou residents are investigated, and the data are ob-
tained through questionnaire survey, and the data are analyzed by various statistical methods such
as factor analysis and regression analysis. The survey results show that the present situation of ur-
ban brain construction in Hangzhou is good, and the overall satisfaction of residents is high.
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FOFTHRRTEER . S+ /U =gt “ s R e b ERr Gt o 3 RIS, HEEE 5006 B A R
AEBLRE T HIIARAL ” ) TR R S BAR, i s B AR SR R R AN s fR I s 22 T 1) o T BB
PRALESATF R AN, B P A J AR B TR A 85 B3 i A AR AR S I R B R 2% R 2020 423 H
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SRR BRI SR AR . EHL RS LA AHT, BT B B T 4
KRFFEEAERS] . R, AT ER I T @ vy T — B R RR B . 2016 £E 4 H, HUMNTTBURTE
AR EEATHE A E ) IR R R, R P DR o I T i AR PR R
o T TELIDE D S A RO T R e AR R LA R T S S 005, UON I T K P Rk
W K@ 23RN, R RIEZ ICERY ER BRI, LT BUR . Tidg. BdE. BRZE
IR R, AR TN RAF O IR Z A2 BT R, BTt AT IE
(2] B, BN R EVRGAEETE “FRIME” HE. EELEMEESRERG. mERE
ARFVEIAAGRZ  RAT T R ARSI 7E P e ] R
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Figure 1. Sampling flow chart
1. HERIZE

3. SCIESTH

A2 EELAAL I B AR SEBUA B RO RME, BIAE 2 BERR AT P SEg 71, XL, G R L
MREEFAM K, BUFRS “uifBL” R8s, RVARCE B2 IO R 2 JeiT s AR AT B LA Rl R
BEOR, B, e Ak MEZIUTEIE RS AT “AIRT MEEAMER, Bttt
[FIA[3]e ASCRI B BRI S PANREEARMF, HERKMBR T L 1.

Table 1. Descriptive analysis table of sample satisfaction

= 1. HAREEmAE SR

W BME BKME TP bEE it &£ 63554
gl gt %k &k gk &t *’gf Giit @iﬁ
TR 372 2 5 472 0.531 -2.109 0.126 5332 0252
R AR SS ARG E e 372 2 5 4.62 0.599 -1.430 0.126 1349  0.252
RGPS 372 2 5 4.72 0.506 -1.722 0.126  2.885  0.252
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T FERY 377 3 5 4.64 0.563 —1272 0.126  0.645  0.251
TA: AR FF LR 377 2 5 439 0764 —0.929 0.126 —0.185 0251
BE R AT ] 377 2 5 4.45 0.702 —1.038 0.126 0289  0.251
F§zﬁ?§§§ﬁ%ﬁ% 257 2 5 4.33 0.752  —0.740  0.152  —0.479  0.303
LR K| 257 2 5 435 0786 —0.949 0.152  0.025  0.303
TIEEEAEWE 257 3 5 4.20 0.799 —0381 0.152 -1.335 0.303
ARG 129 3 5 450  0.651 —0.935 0213 -0220 0.423
AR LT b 117 3 5 4.44 0.662 —0.789 0224 —0.258 0.444
B B4z 130 3 5 4.42 0713  —0.804 0212 —0.626 0.422
i 102 3 5 4.35 0.639 —0.472 0239 —0.653 0.474
AGREE 20 A 101 2 5 4.23 0.823  —0.667 0240 —0.574 0.476
30 FHBIENAE 106 2 5 4.42 0.827 —1.553 0235 1984  0.465
SR R 397 2 5 4.24 0.658 —0.360 0.122 —0.506 0.244

B R ZE(A) 50

3.1. X9

K 2 R ek R BT BIE 2 w1, A A AR & 2 (B A E B B AR DG R,
% BB R BHAAE—ERAR KR Hd, REMATEHEIR AR RECN 0.856, HMH BEMK, W
B AEIEST . AR T B EAA IR AR SR R A3 708 0.365. 0409, 0.409; fEFERS. #7005t
Be. BEfRAEHRLE AR 2 RIAHSE R BN 0.096. 0205, 0.218; (S8, i, il
SRR AT & 2 M RIS R B 308 0137, 0.133. 0.158; A4, fELRED . b R4EE AR
AT R FE 2 TR A 26 R B0 108 0.024. 0.056. 0.041; L. FANRE. B ANMEA SRR EE
[B) FRIAH 2% 25020 9 0.017. 0.044. 0.077.

EEST AEMME RN FORE EREN BEREY  FUEN TEFEREER ARE EREF BEE4EE  RIETE SRoAE EEAME SEEERE
wRF 1.000 0.104 0.216 0.270 0.135 0.140 0.118 0.101 0.054 0.092  —0.029  -0.009  0.004
SR 0. 856 000 0.041 0.227 0.209 0.217 0.233 0.203 0.126 0.083 0.119 0.063 0.101 0.106
EAE R 1.000 0.069 0.187 0.242 0.157 0.165 0.138 0.111 0.066 0.103 0.033 0.062 0.074
33T 0.104 0.041 0.069 1.000 0.075 0.093 0.077 -0.079  -0.134  -0.098  0.032 0.007 0.029 0.096
SRR 0.216 0.227 0.187 1..000 0.138 0. 180 0.147 0.024  -0.017  0.012 0.075 0.053 0.070 0.205
ERER 0.270 0.209 0.242 1..000 0.121 0.153 0.126 0.024  -0.024  0.008 0.053 0.033 0.055 0.218
E ] 0.135 0.217 0.157 0.075 0.138 0.121 1.000 0.295 0.280 0.287 0.234 0. 256 0.177 0.137
EREH 0.140 0.233 0.165 0.093 0.180 0.153 0.322 0.289 0.305 0.227 0.245 0.167 0.133
BEBAER | 0.118 0.203 0.138 0.077 0.147 0.126 1.000 0.309 0.301 0.302 0. 259 0.158
A4 0.101 0.126 0.111 -0.079  0.024 0.024 0.295 0.322 . 1..000 0. 36¢ ) 0.024
TELRER 0.054 0.083 0.066  -0.134¢  -0.017  -0.024 0.280 0.289 . 1.000 5 0
R 0.092 0.119 0.103 ~0.098 0.012 0.008 0. 287 0.305 0.302 1..000 0.371
e -0.029  0.063 0.033 0.032 0.075 0.053 0.234 0.227 0.241 0. 362 0.385 0.371 1. 000
FI-ON-| -0.009  0.101 0.062 0.007 0.053 0.033 0.256 0.245 0.259 0. 39¢ 0. 4 ¢ 1..000
A 0.004 0.106 0.074 0.029 0.070 0.055 0.177 0.167 0.183 . 0.353 1..000 .
| skmmr 0086504000400 | 0.09% 0205 0218 0.137 0.133 0. 158 . . . . ) \ 1..000

Figure 2. Correlation coefficient heat map of classified variables
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3.2. EEMERE

R TR B T 1 S I R A T R, Rl T R R R R BT RIS . R 2 BB AR REER.
He 2 WA, FRvEAL S IR TR B B R RO 0.840 HOKT 0.800, i BA )5 1 ] SR vy o

Table 2. Table of Kehlenbach coefficient
=2 REEHEHE

i A A AL BT ARUEALITH (¥ 52 LA R 5K %k

0.849 0.840 16

N AL ) 2 L e AR B IR AR SCEUE AT R A K. 4 3 /& KMO FTEEHRFRIRFAR 36K
HI7E 3 AT&D, KMO B2 0.773 HOKT 0.700, Ui B30 5 B % -0 R B A BORAOAR S 1, REWS B b I
S J7& B UM 3R T R K36 5 Bartlett ERFEFEAS 36 &2 1k p {509 0.000 H/NT 0.05, Ui iE L &2
PERL G o b A 36 U5t W 5 P T T A5 2

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett checklist
5 3. KMO FE4FFIHHEIE R

KMO HUke i d) 1 5 4 0.773
RS 8976.224
Bartlett f{IERIE LA 56 H H 105
ATE S 0.000

3.3. EF9#

N R LR 15 AR A 9 JUAN R T, I8 IR 4R AT i H 0, ASSCR I 32 ey 70 ik AL 7
R K TT Z2E0 B AT AT e . A5 3R T7 2L 4.

Table 4. Total variance explanation table

Fa. BHERBRR

, WIGRRFEE PR Aar - 7 FR e 7t % A~ 7 R

e B TE®%) O BRCH i TE®%) B B %) BE%)
1 4.904 32.695 32.695 4.906 32.695 32.695 2.924 19.490 19.490
2 3227 21512 54207 3227 21512 54207 2917 19449 38.940
3 2264 15095 69303 2264 15095 69303 2879 1990 58130
4 2134 14228 83531 2134 14228 83531 2815 18768  76.897
S 1652 11014 94545 1652 11014 94545 2647  17.647  94.545
6 0222 1480  96.025
7 0044 0962 96987
8 0110 0735 97722
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9 0.104 0.695 98.417
10 0.058 0.385 98.802
11 0.053 0.355 99.156
12 0.047 0.311 99.467
13 0.040 0.268 99.736
14 0.023 0.156 99.892
15 0.016 0.108 100.000

FEWTTIE: ERIT I HTE.

F

1S MBI T 15 ANMRT, £ 4 hirE A o R IZE TR R R ENE L. R
F 4 PR RBE S, AT R E SN 94.545%, ULHRT TN KT BE 05 AR BT A 5 R
TiH 94.545% 115 2., Al 2 BT K.

3 RFETFHIARE. BmE 3, §HENE TR T KA T ZE. BT, E A s T
FANHETF, TSR & R

i
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Figure 3. Factor analysis gravel map

3. BFathiEaE

R 5 RGN MR T HATHERE . WA FE S A fa B, 35 A7 A SRR AT AR R
H, XA FEE TR SCEHANG, AMET B 72 AT HR . LR 200 B 3 AT e fe, 1k
BRI E K, ERREETEANE T LA mBE, maELRE T LA NEIRERRT. £i8
M Z R KIEAS AL 2 a3 B e N 3 M . e JmBOH/NT 0.5 BB 3 8 R B, 7]
LR, fliefe)s, B8 T At

6 B M FERER, B3 6 TR [ 15 3R v 2 AR B 1 3 R B TR R AR S
NART F1 BRI L4, 20 PP XN 30 0P E NS SO MR 77 T fi =, vl w44 93
IR o 58 —ANAR T F2 FEARE RSB R A . SS B AL, SEN B RO B A
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AT R, e BONSIATIN o SB=R T F3 BRI ARG (ELE S b2 5
REETTHFWERE, WardoubsREHERET. BN AR T F4 EEBETR R AESSE. IR
S IR S5 7 T R A B, T A O RIRSS R 7o SN T FS LR R R . EPOmtEE . BEOR
PSS PR TS TR R, T a4 O BAE R 1o B R TR A RSN R T TR

Table 5. Composition matrix table before rotation

T 5. HERE AR o REFE AR

A 1 2 3 4 5
mRF 0.317 0.672 —0.485 0.366 -0.055
RS 0.406 0.617 —0.485 0.340 -0.156
RG] 0.361 0.642 -0.497 0.393 —0.121
e TS 0.119 0.601 0.677 -0.028 0.211
FPLELE 0.255 0.653 0.570 0.016 0.239
B= R 0.243 0.687 0.560 0.043 0.261
(B8] 0.681 0.140 —0.097 -0.654 -0.230
LS gt 0.691 0.162 —0.086 —0.649 -0.192
s B AW 0.686 0.126 —0.082 -0.656 -0.210
N 0.731 -0.303 -0.157 0.074 0.548
ELE b 0.710 -0.365 —0.154 0.075 0.519
55 R 4k 0.733 -0.326 -0.163 0.085 0.557
il 2 0.681 —0.340 0.363 0.355 -0.376
20 B N 0.706 -0.342 0.316 0.354 -0.371
30 RIS NAE 0.649 -0.313 0.345 0.423 -0.386
MO ERGT S TE
Table 6. Table of rotated composition matrix
6. KRR AR FEMER
A 1 2 3 4 5
el 22 0.964
20 B SN 0.957
30 AP RE ANAE 0.967
(XS] 0.967
A7 ) 0.960
2 EAE B 0.963
AR 0.947
DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.1212488 4961 N H o


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.1212488

S

Continued
TELE by 0.933
R4S 0.964
ik 0.950
GRET Vi 0.946
UEfF 702 0.972
ek 0.932
O 0.922
& R A ) 0.941
Wik ERS i e A Kaiser ARG R 5 21
Table 7. Summary table of factor analysis results
1. BFohaRLER
Bl 1 Bl 44 B P 35 44 T
1 2 3 4 5
i 2 0.964
F1 AR 20 F5 M b 0.957
30 FHBE NE 0.967
(E e 0.967
F2 AT AT EX bRl 0.960
TS B A 0.963
A 0.947
F3 s g B LG D 0.933
)2 4E1s 0.964
ik 0.950
F4 IR S5 HETES 0.946
UEA 75 2R 0.972
1 FEhs 0.932
F5 PAA R EgY NS 0.922
BEfRAEH) 0.941
T3 Z R (%) 19.490 19.449 19.190 18.768 17.647
BT Z R (%) 19.490  38.940 58.140 76.897 94.545

FH 22 7 AT 5N, 5 AN R 7 BEM R 35T R0 v =5 P2 52 M (R 22 11 94.545% 1 R IR LR FLARRE T 19.490%
IR, F2 R T 19.449%IM R R, F3 BB T 19.190% G K, =F 2N, XRH=AETF It #R
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LA BRI S M R L VR I B LA 3R . F4 R 1 18.768%IIJR A, F5 MR 7 17.647% MR, R W]
ZWA TR ERM, (HREEEBAT 2.

3.4. B34

PR s 15 AN S i A 5 B T 0 PR B 2 PR A R o AN TR J . AR A AT
AR DA AR T RATEAD . URAAE T AR, DU R0 N AR 34T B 5 7 2 T
Bro RIEERIWTE 8 Fis:

Table 8. Summary table of multiple regression model

8. ZILEIRBUHER

AR R R P57 TS R FT5 PR S R R
1 0.868 0.754 0.751 0.539

BRI Y R J7 0 0.751, HABREIMEILEE, RIZ soRl AR il & 8 R B .
9 KL o AR T3 ZE TR o 1 O R, 22 o BB () B 2 AR G p B0 0.000 H/MT 0.05,
VEHIZAE AL B TG, A AR S AR (A B TR R

Table 9. Table of multivariate regression model variance analysis

#9. ZEFRBFES R

TR Rl H R ¥1J5 F BEM
1 [EVE 131.162 5 26.232 242.889 0.000
U&= 42.138 391 0.108 - -
it 173.300 396 - - }

10 22 TR R, A 10 W LS B A& B 7 R
Y =4.244+0.067X, +0.140X, +0.052.X, +0.333., +0.092.X, (1)

BT, o ROIR S5 RN AZ I8 H AT 0 SR S PE VR s e K, RBCE R T 0.333 A1 0.140. 2 A
fd BRI SCAR R, REGAF T 0.092 1 0.067. SEmE/NMAREREERE, ZE0N 0.052.

Table 10. Table of multiple regression model coefficient

F10. ZLEAERFRHR

BN brifE 2 EL gt gt
A t BEM
B [ZRGRE NN N B VIF
(&) 4.244 0.027 - 157.026 0.000 - -
AR 0.067 0.027 0.101 2.457 0.014 1.000 1.000
ATIE AT 0.140 0.027 0.213 5.173 0.000 1.000 1.000
B EE 0.052 0.027 0.079 1.927 0.055 1.000 1.000
RS 0.333 0.027 0506 12.307 0.000 1.000 1.000
T fg 0.092 0.027 0.140 3.410 0.001 1.000 1.000
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7 10 J1, AANEAZRENRZEBRT 0.1, B ZWIKE-F(VIF)¥Z /N T 10, U E AR &2 B A7
fEZ EIL M, RNZBMAFS Logistic RIHMIEAE R, DAANHE TR NEERE, BEHEETES AN
IR A5 B M FF 2 T Logistic 1. KA RS 4 NBUE, FEFEAERE “57 AREMERZE.
MY FsAARE, EIT 3 MER,

(Y 2) = By + Bix, + Box, + Pyxy + Bix, + fixs +& @)
P(Y 5)
P(Y 3) =By + Bix + Byx, + Byxs + Bix, + Bixs + & 3)
P(Y 5)
ig; :; By + Bix + Box, + Bixy + Byx, + Bsxs + € 4

8 FH SPSS B HEAT Logit [BIHSKAE, 19245 KWL 11 Prox:

Table 11. Table of Logistic model parallel line test
= 11. Logistic {RBIFITLAGTE TR

FEAY =2 UL I HHE BE
JR AR 528.631 - }
R 539.056 9.576 10 0.478

T JRRCHR AL B2 B A5 A W N2 25 AR [+

TATARRLE R R EVR p EAT 005, WIIFFABRACL, WEERMLTT. T
ARG, MR R I, TTUARHIA Y Logistic BUMIEF 4147
i 12 T, R BRI RS0 p (1 0.000 N 0,05, #ULHA ZBU G ML

Table 12. Table of model fitting information

= 1. BRNAERR

et =2 SFEUAR *I7 H WEM
AN AR 690.189 - .
& 524.258 165.931 5 0.000

MRHE# 13 o Logistic #AFISHL 4R, ATESEILUT RBARLZR .

PU 2)

B(r3) = —8.992+0.247x, +0.573x, +0.197x, +1.530x, +0.334x, ©)
P(¥ =3)

A( )::—2662+41247xl+0573x2+0J97x3+1530x4+0334x5 (6)
EYS;(WMHMM%HUB%HMW%+MwMHBM% (7

B R A ARSI N 0247, 0.573. 0.197. 1.530 F1 0.334. 7E Logistic B, ff
AR5 IR o AT B B R, s B A R DR 16 i R R PR A B/ o AR IR BEAL AT DAL THAR TR
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74570 i R AT R BV 73

Table 13. Table of Logistic model parameter estimation

%z 13. Logistic 2RI SHflit R

90%[1 B 15 X 1]

ik R4 PRt Wald df BEM IR PR
[C41 =2] -8.922 1.195 55.779 1 0.000 -10.887 -6.957
R [C41=3] -2.662 0.224 141.234 1 0.000 -3.031 -2.294
[C41 =4] 0.921 0.127 52.877 1 0.000 0.713 1.129
AL R 0.247 0.105 5517 1 0.019 0.074 0.420
A AT 0.573 0.109 27.423 1 0.000 0.393 0.753
RO HEREER 0.197 0.104 3.546 1 0.060 0.025 0.368
HRIRS 1.530 0.200 58.627 1 0.000 1.202 1.859
DA 0.334 0.107 9.790 1 0.002 0.158 0.509

14 I Logistic B THIIFEA S A R P70 o BRI W R O,  PAACERAFEA LR

PR gDl SEA 323 DMREARIEH LA E ), TIER RN 81.36%. Hrf,
“ARHH R FIBIIERZEN 73.1%.

IEFIR N 78.3%, “WHim” TN IEFHZ N 88.3%,

Table 14. Cross table of overall score and predicted response category

F 14, 2T S TN IR 32 X TR

“ B B

0 5 24 51
S B 24 5 Mt
A= — & W E| T
T 0 1 0 0 1
A=
Hortt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
T 0 36 9 1 46
— %
"okt 0.0% 78.3% 19.6% 2.2% 100.0%
SRENT Y=Y
T 0 2 181 22 205
W
Bt 0.0% 1.0% 88.3% 10.7% 100.0%
T 0 3 36 106 145
FEEWHE
Horte 0.0% 2.1% 24.8% 73.1% 100.0%
M 0 42 226 129 397
Bt
Bt 0.0% 10.6% 56.9% 32.5% 100.0%

ERTIMAER BEF, Ui Logistic BUHIIMEREAUR RIF, BERSHRYE T4 1 45 70 B b S AU M i

o BRGSATUPH 8T 180 R P Ak o S PP 1 DL
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4. Z5ig

MR BRI A B o R B AT o, GG i R, AT R R B A2 B R R 55 AN
AT E TR A E EIA AR, SRR EE R BER RS . Kk, HEREER
UM T AN R R, S0 FE A B S5 A DR S0 AT AR, 7 58 3 I P MR IR A T RE O L il |-
FEHEE 2 N s, AT R e AT

5. XEREWL

N T AR EE S IR T R BESR T VE B AR, BTN REAS . KRR, BTN (g4
FEILENR], WISRIFGHEEE ). HEBEA “RIVR P B “HIRIEE” WEKEAR, W HdEeiT s
PARICZ N E S (4], B DITRGER B S, PR Sl A G BT e N R R e, et
5 BRI TP ENL S 2N 7 ST T VA 01, S TN SUE WV TE P, e
REREH, SILFER, ERAEET SR A RS E R RIEF A 2T, B SRR RIS At.

TR ER) s I 0 5 3 R T2 BT B BT B AARACRT 32 . ST B RA AR AR ZE |8
3G MR ARSI BAREEE, BAREIMEZMIIRR[S]. Nk, MizHEbHE., F0ES
JERHATREA G A o S BTN I T RN 75 2EAE T B R SR (K At _E SR DU T R s €, AR
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