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Abstract

This paper established a Lasso model, which selects four key factors affecting the financial reve-
nue of Wenzhou, such as the total wages of staff and workers, per capita consumption expenditure
of urban residents, GDP and tax. On this basis, we also get the forecast values of above four factors
especially from 2016 to 2018 by using GM (1, 1) model. Finally, we give the forecast values of fi-
nancial revenue of Wenzhou from 2016 to 2018 by building an appropriate BP neural network
model.
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1. 53|

b7 WA BN A X R 2R & S, 2 1T 34 48 5 B R M BUR EAT 2 IR 2 I il BB JK
[E4E 4 3 LTG0 @ ar, Rl B BI85 412, O R BSOSO 16 43 AT -5 F5000 25 1]
R SR R AL 2 ST BT AN . R T7 W BOSON 23 BT B TR AR 58, AU X & BF R e ik
1] AP R D 5 7 T B 5 S, i HLGE A S 1 ) - B DO IR TR R IBUEOR, SR T I BN
Mls B B, Rk RGP (@R, PhiR ey A T RS BR . DRIt X b 75 T BN
BEATTUN, AARER), 1 HAR TR . R S BTN M BN, x T T IR A
WO B R RIS B M, IR T BN S &5 A B R B T BRI S = .
VE R B T ER O RE TR, KR RBASEZG A2 R E,

RFTRE AT, M 2015 4F 1 A 1 HARRE FFAEMAT 08 (TR 58 8 % ZBUR 2 20 37 95 4 P TP
MEHLE o T % MR GF TR0 LA R I IR 38 DA B AH DG83y, 6 22 4 A BN 45 52 H gk A7 A B TI0I — B2
FATIBUR 75 IV BUE 52 e p 75 LA 0 000 e 80, 9 e 90 T T DA 2880 v SRR T A 1) ol o AF0 IS 320
Fo SHEMBURNT S, S B BB AT & B 200 T, A AT LA 1 80 “ A6 Bl ” 1)
R, 30T DA 24 B T AR e Tk A 2 PR KPR v . E I, S T O A N TSR 285 4 S5 T T
AFAEARWI 538 R R 2 0] o FRATIH0L 22370 (B e AT S ) B AN AR A5 5 38 51N 4wl s it i 3
ZIEAR, IR LM W BOSON TSRS, 45 il M 1T (0 SE PR e IR N 1T = W]
{1 A BSOS N B4 T TR

RIER 2 225 06 BN T 23T TR Z W98, T 30K (2003) [1] AAL BT 04 H BE Ry HE Al
KAV R B B O ER AL T H 5 A BUN S GDP [P REAT TR T, R
¥ 5 4(2006) [2]741 F P B #1806 b [ I BN 5 GDP 2 J8) 9% 2R 33047 SEUERIE 7, BF 70 3 W o [ B0l N
Y5 GDP Z [AMFAEK A (1 1 88 0% R AN HH AN A8 R BENL, I HL =3 2 [l AR e 3k . 4275 (2009) [3]F
FIE 1952~2007 £ 1) GDP A BUS N EHE X — # 2 [ Ph 8 50 /AT 7 SLUERF AT . 2675 % 55 (2004) [4]
VELIA A T o) e 57— it 5 T EOBON O TSR . k4848 (1999) [t =Fhit (Al e, R ikEH. B
[l YR ) = Fofr 5 SO B S I NBEAT T, I B T =R VR B TR BB, 7E IR b SRR A HE AT 5 2
. BB 5KAE1R(2005) [618 L 5 Fh 22 7 AL v (8l A B f 0 7 VR A 7T 1 4 R I BUN 5 =k
FENIEIMEZ MK & . [FH(2005) [718 60 EBURN S =00 3 #E4x Aol A G BL RSN K
S HARRZ AP Z oA, R ENVA 7 E MR R AEE R 705 728 2 IR RS ). Fhot. B 57(2007)
[B1EF X WL A FE AL, PSRN T 5. 2 08t BAMEE T2 2138 1) SVM Bk, 70 3i% 1%

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2017.612212 1511 HEREERTE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2017.612212
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B — M TSN R 2 BB Pl ST B IR 2, g 5 B A A TN R vk, LA+ —
VA Y 0 SN e R T o YA A 9 N 28 N(2008) [9]35 T iy 75 I LN 52 31 2 [R5 B i R 2 55 R 4t
JELEME AV, 38 I A € T AR FR R A 2 O 4 B 45 5 S SR P T VAT SIIE A AT, SISIE £ SR %
TRAE T WA B R AT AT . B R R F545(2010) [L013E T 40 Hr REma A BN RO 2, 38 7 B 28
PEENEZFERD AR BERY, St 8 B A RN K S0 BOON AT 7 0000, 3 e 00 7 D SECON K A B
A ErE SR EIUR, B8]0 /R . TR, FE 55 A (2011) [11]2E T4 B Pk FE %5 58, K
I IE) 3 HUAR A . YN SE RO A . H R TR B AR AL Pk R AR AL AT 20 A, X T REAR SR AT T SE
AT,

R ERTLAE Y, R I BSOS N TR 7 T AR 7 RO ACR FEE AR 25 b 5 TBURT ke bk E R 4 ST
FAE . T BN B AR, (HR TR SR AP G, BT RIS A AE IR B, S A SR S
MARGMEEA R — DR JE . B FE N 2RI 72 T 00 25 14 £ B A AR K da e a5 Al . dRedillith, FRER 2%
H ELAAE T BUSN B 52 0 R 243 B T (A ik i 25(2012) [12]. FEH#F%5(2015) [13]. ¥FHR(2006) [14])i3E47
TIRZWEIL, AEABATR 2 B0l i S BN 5 R0 DR 35 2 18] (1) 22 G 26 1 (el DA AR 2, S0 ko 504 X 4
UG ST AH R IR 22 TC B AR o 22 e B [ml VA RS 36 5 FH 3 1) g /) — FfevZon [l VA B 7Y 1) 2 ik
APAl it TR B R BN SR B 20 B H o F58 1, AR/ ZaREIE R IE D HE, #E AR Z AL,
AT — R R R T JR i B L T A 2 A e A . RN AR B id 2, FARE BT O R B AT s
1T, HFSEEB A NERAESM, WMSBFRIERRE 2R, L4k, RGTITHHEARE
RIEFIGEE, XS E FHT 0T 50 7 vk 28 st 5 WP EBUIRON s R 3 2 AR L B2 1. BATTIE
AT EAL b Lasso A8 545 75 vk S s e i M 117 A OO [ B8] 2538 A B . Tibshirani (1996) [15]
P i) Lasso B2 —FhRENS SCBIAR AR AR G MG TR Il T 702 o R FZ O iR FRATT AT DA H IR 17 T
WO I R R 3R o IR, AR VR REURE 1 o iR ] 71 T SRS N 194 S B A 5 i K 3 4 J30) 2 7 P 52 i R 3% 1)
IRETRMAERS GM (1, 1) (N ELIESE N (2014)). fefa, FRATTING 2 7 5 T4 28 I 28 B AR TR i ) i 3 7 WA i
W B3 T TSRS, AT SR T 2016~2018 47 (10 B A g N 364745 BT o
2. TEIZEAMBIBIIR
2.1. TRIEH

TELEA ORI TAEMZERE I, 456 25 BRI BURON Fe RS, dld B Wi 0 T Geih R ik R4,
ARG T 1994~2015 4F £ DL T % PR Z i M T I BOSON (y) O R AL &, 1 I 1.

x : (ERET THEH(ZIT), 68— AN TR T8AKT, af LU R S Bt £ 4 Ao i i o

X, : FLeTH PR RELAB(1LIT), RULT BRI TRGL . 8E AT 2 R K5 R
PA R 8055 G0 HA 7 TR ARk, AR 3 I BN S

o SR R AL LA (OG), AR RN AT S FL IO B R R AT REH TP AR R i
WM, HS T SO, BN It i %

X, : SRELUE R Pt S (), EUE RNV B S O AT 2K s, T 2R
B, BSOS R

% : FERBAOCIN), NOMAEHFHRRZWAN, EHRREATH/HL T, 78N DEg
%, N BN

Xe : EALMEE BB A1), At e R A EE TR, AL, HiRg
Grsdy, fE— R R E BN .

X, HUIX A2 REALTT), ST SATWEINE RS, e— X 25 R R KT, lE X 4
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Table 1. Financial revenue and related data of Wenzhou
= L OmM T BN R E X HE

Year X, X, X X, Xs Xe X, X X X y

1994 25.53 136.38 5625 3942 692.4 91.43 295.87 30.63 18.82 0.54 21.68
1995 30.83 221.21 7507 5265 697.89 128.82 401.66 41.42 24.28 0.56 26.49
1996 37.29 274.89 8277 5868 70437  157.02  507.05 47.37 30.01 0.56 32.20
1997 42,78 314.63 9034 6524 708.35  178.11  601.85 51.68 36.11 0.60 38.71
1998 48.08 345.04 8968 6311 718.04 201.20 672.06 53.13 42.36 0.62 45.99
1999 54.61 373.12 10,339 7317 721.62 234.66 729.07 52.37 53.08 0.67 55.15
2000 61.30 397.91 12,051 8194 736.32 26525  822.02 53.21 69.74 0.69 73.87
2001 76.50 438.45 13,200 8999 73881 32866  924.30 56.19 90.92 0.73 96.11
2002 88.34 491.09 14,591 11,612 739.12 387.75  1052.35 54.49 115.97 0.75 126.26
2003 110.74 522.54 16,035 12,619 742.28 448.60 121249 55.67 136.79 0.75 151.77
2004 14662  600.83 17,727 14,212 74619  507.32 138891  62.62 163.87 0.78 182.44
2005 17081 68294 19,805 15822  750.28 54211  1590.82  64.89 182.92 0.76 204.92
2006 210.00 783.91 21,716 16,473 756.48 64555  1826.92 65.51 215.76 0.75 241.09
2007 253.44 914.77 20,922 14,947 764.57 737.03  2146.62 70.82 277.41 0.79 293.26
2008 296.81 1096.21 22,851 16,564  771.99  758.44  2407.46 7554 32213 0.82 339.78
2009 336.72  1264.72 24,467 17,825  779.11 83778 252051  80.31 344.10 0.88 360.72
2010 37951  1498.10 27,981 20,295 786.8 925.98  2918.82 93.69 386.76 0.89 411.43
2011 431.78  1790.68 31,749 23,337 798.36 175152 340797  107.88 251.45 0.93 485.62
2012 48411  1929.29 34,820 23975  800.21 2357.11 367056 11422  267.68 0.99 517.89
2013 506.72 2136.38 37,852 25624  807.24  2950.00 402450 11402  295.31 1.04 565.63
2014 554.32  2410.36 40,510 27,186 813.69 3053.35 4303.05 117.94 326.75 1.06 611.03
2015 59440  2677.73 44,026 29,438 811.21  3456.39 4619.84  129.57 349.56 1.22 675.95

TOBURE, A B, BN
Xg: o PEEICTT), BEEREF S BRI G, BB E A A A B R

X BN

I=2
w2

i) [ 2 D55 o
X+ BU(ZTE), B BN ) 2 R

X o PG E TP ME R, RSN T RIBLA A, 7 S5 B8 A OV OO Y

k.

2.2. BuERRE ST A

B BAR AT RER 00T, T BRI RARERE, SRR 2 n. B 2 BRATKREL, WEEERA
WA SERCUN Xgv IAEE B A IITE R ME S Xy ST E B PR Xos HBIX A2 77 U o bt ZHAE
770 UL L, USSR R [A) 22 SRR R K. BN I BE A AR HE ZE Ny 252.64 FI1 212.34, X Ui B  TT

ARG MBI T H{H 252.64 1470, HAER T BUNAAAERKZE SR .
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2.3. EXTHT
R RBE R P AR B ARG R . & 3 2 10 MFRR B 5 MR 8 I BN Z A
Pearson A< R EUERE, 4 3 AR M K 2K 5 W BUSNAFAE B K IEAH SR R 2R
24. ZEHEMNRE
ﬁﬁ%%%$:ﬁﬁ%ﬁj%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ,#ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%@%ﬁ%WE:wLﬂﬂ,
WA 4. WHEEOT, WRVIF AT 100, WA HK 2 FEILNE. & 4 h 2P RRIIR AN
HRA RO ER) 2 EILEIR .

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the main variables

=2 EETEMEAMGIT

AR E Min Max Mean SD
X1 25.53 594.40 224.60 191.81
X2 136.38 2677.73 968.24 772.68
X3 5625.00 44026.00 20456.95 11464.85
Xa 3942.00 29438.00 14652.23 7762.69
X5 692.40 813.69 753.88 38.25
X6 91.43 3456.39 952.00 1046.76
X7 295.87 4619.84 1911.12 1377.08
Xg 30.63 129.57 72.42 28.09
Xo 18.82 386.76 181.90 125.69
X10 0.54 1.22 0.79 0.18
y 21.68 675.95 252.64 212.34

Table 3. Pearson correlation coefficient matrix

%< 3. Pearson HHx REERE

X1 X2 X3 Xq Xs Xs X7 Xg Xg X10 y
X1 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.96 0.94 1.00 0.98 0.89 0.96 1.00
X2 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.94 0.97 0.99 0.99 0.84 0.97 0.99
X3 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.95 0.99 0.98 0.88 0.98 0.99
X4 0.98 0.97 0.99 1.00 0.98 0.91 0.98 0.97 0.90 0.97 0.99
Xs 0.96 0.94 0.97 0.98 1.00 0.87 0.97 0.96 0.92 0.96 0.97
Xs 0.94 0.97 0.95 0.91 0.87 1.00 0.94 0.95 0.70 0.93 0.94
X7 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.94 1.00 0.99 0.89 0.97 1.00
Xg 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.99 1.00 0.84 0.96 0.98
Xg 0.89 0.84 0.88 0.90 0.92 0.70 0.89 0.84 1.00 0.86 0.90
X10 0.96 0.97 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.93 0.97 0.96 0.86 1.00 0.97
y 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.94 1.00 0.98 0.90 0.97 1.00
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Table 4. Variance expansion factor of each variable
4 BNTEFERKET

X1 X2 X3 Xa X5 X6 X7 Xg X9 X10

VIF 614 391 1504 513 119 348 2132 132 102 78

3. {RBIEE N MSCIESHR
3.1. Lasso [EVI#EHRIFE L

Lasso [A )45 % (Trevor Hastie et al. (2008) [16], P. 68)/& H i Eb 4 i 47 1 s 48 o Mo iz —, enf
DRG0 SR L2 0k i, 3 ELE AT LRI b AT AR B A S 5l S HuG i g R
g arg’gnin{i[yi -h, —jzplxi,-ﬁ,-j +zjzpl|/3,-|} ®
FIH R ESHH glmnet W E glmnet() &%, FATEL A XIGAEIEH Lasso [ 1 &4 A HET
2553376, I 1 .
BATEREEARN 34 AERNGFEAR, BIRE) Vs FEALE MR A . i 58 X6 UF % B 1 24
A =2.553 , Wi FATRT LASRAS Lasso [E1A RIS Efl v 25 5 LU 5177 1% 22 MSE Al 77 i % 2 RMSE
N 5 ffa—HIpn. FATE Lasso [FIAMSE R SEGIR/N T J7i%. RTES RIE LA A 5 1245 [FE 7
IS TS5 BT 7L, SR P RGX S v T 3R AS IR 2 7 R 25 (MSE) AR 28 AR R 22
(RMSE)FATAEL, Lasso [EIVAFMIK MSE = 110.216, L RMSE =10.498, X/ MUEAH LT/ 3. [AIHT
A (AL K 7 525 [ A BT3RS MSE AT RMSE Z/M3 2, X 1B Lasso [FIA7E 2 8 L2k 4 e i
B T R — PR L AR BB VESL, FLBTER LI R T A R A L T X = R T B A A5 R R
Ho [FIRE, FRATERTLUKE Lasso [B1U545 SR A 25 FEEATEOG, @ IdA8 XAGE, FRATERRMILEAS 4L
A =18.437, LI FT3RAS U [R] A (450 75 iR 2% MSE = 118.906, 1 RMSE = 10.904. X 3R B4R
N TT 1994~2015 4= (1) BSOSO S FLR2 M (R 25008 T 5, Lasso [V P Tt R SR mes Bk -0 [ V= P T 2005
H7 5 iR fE— AR, BATAT LASRASR M T BN (y) 1 Lasso =15 77 F& 4 R
§ = —32.644 + 0.315x, +0.002x, +0.092x, + 0.054x, )

HT b, AT BRI T BN 4 A Z2 R, 002 x, —E I T T3 H(147T),
X, — AR E AN B SC i On),  x, — X A7 BB (ML), xg — B (14 7E) -

3.2. BUREARLGHESR GM (1, 1) GEANBTLE X BIEFE A (2014) [17])

FALE T GM (1, )RR SR DY A SB[ 3 2016~2018 AE I 1H -

IRETIM, SEFEXT RGAT AR 0 R SR AR AT TR, X BE &G CAE B XS A E S 2
RYAATHITM, Bl E — & YE B N AL . S A] R A SR AR REREAT T . R K I R R BT
BoRPIILGORBENLI . JRELEER, HEEREEFN. AN, FIS 2 8E A 2 & e R
PRI 2 ) FH A PR e S K B RS R0 I €8 22 e AT YO o A P )2 PR A EE T A gl 2 06 T
AT ) — AN — i) GM (L, DAL, BRI T RENLI R AR TR 551, 2t (0] B )E B
FRIFTHT IR B 7 51 S B R v P — B 2R oy R R IE I . 2R0EH, & — I 2R il oy i AR I fRE I B
7R SRR TP 51 2FEECR . Pk, 4RI 7 2B & B fe 5Ot R, KO GM (1, 1)
T 2 A T A
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Figure 1. Cross-validation
B 1. RZNIE

Table 5. Parameter estimation and error estimation results of five different methods

%5 BMARSANSHETURIZEMITER

/N9 & [H] 4 =18.437 [l Ipe %7 7 J5 18
Intercept ~137.765 ~266.701 34.198 34.198
X1 -0.017 0.184
X2 0.091 0.038 0.083 0.083
Xs -0.021 0.002
Xa 0.004 0.003 0.002 0.002
Xs 0.309 0.281
X6 0.016 0.030
X7 0.137 0.022 0.151 0.151
Xe -2.358 0.394 ~2.480 —2.480
Xo 0.055 0.206
%10 ~76.335 27.305
MSE 570.016 118.906 554,354 554,354
RMSE 23.875 10.904 23.545 23.545

Lasso [\ 1 = 2.553

—32.644

0.315

0.002

0.092

0.054

110.216

10.498

N EIRMRE W, AT GM (1, )5 % /44 .

X (0) :(X(O) (1)’)((0)(2),...’

n))

X @k X Oy 1-AGO 41,

4 Xy GM (1, 1)L 51,
X(O)(
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@ Sy X U g AR (MEAN)AE BT 51
29 =(2%(2),29(3),-,2% (n))
z(l)(k):O.Sx(l)(k)+05x (k-1)
N GM (1, D)IZRI 7 R T R

x (k)+az" (k)=b @)
KRef a RN RE RS b AKOAERR. %6 AEESHE, Ba=(ab) , MWAMS IR KRN
Fefili v+ 551 2
&=(B"B) BTY,
Hors
-2%(2) 1 (2)
_70 (0
RO I FUC
—z(l)(n) 1 x(°)(n)
i
dx® +ax” =b )
dt -

R KO (K) + a2 (k) =b FUEIL 7R, Bl T rFe.
Lk, WA

1)
@awﬁﬁﬁ +ax® = b B R 8 B A

b b
R (k+1)=|x"(0)-=|e™ +=, k=12,
X7 (k+1) _x (0) a_e +a n
C) Hx®(0)=x (1), m
i b] b
9 (k+1) = x9(1)= -ak , k=12,
X7 (k+1) _x (1) a_e +a n

d) & JEAE
£ (k+1) =2 (k+1) - %@ (k)

E B AT 2

NHEEATES RO RGHA GM (1, 1), @it R IEF SR, THEARIRT TRSH x . MEER ALY
THINVESCH X MUK BB X7 B xo 55K KA 2016~2018 I HMIE, FExfHFNKE LSS T VR,
4RI 6,
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T Mg REIR, BATEL K G RGHE GM (1, 1)15 )5 =4F 2016~2018 4 JZ7E i) BT T8 S04 X, «
WA JE NI T S Xy MU AR 7 SE Xy ARG Xo 5 4 NS R I HUNAE, RN BT eql)qmzE
FLAEAE S CAE /N T 0.35, #UM3RATIZE T3 L IR 25 FH RS BT 1A S5 2 N B

3.3. iR MBI P 4 TR

BP FIZ0 W 2% i — Bl iR 22 AL BRI 2R 2 2 AT 4%, RE SR BT A B A AR R ML o AR ST HRATT
SR R T TV BN P P R 2R g s, DA S B 5 F R 3R IO 22 N . BRATTH 45 A Lasso A2
SRR 2 IR DL R DA S PR R DR 2R 7E SO BR T T3R8 X SRR RN S T B S Xy XA 77 A
1B X7 FIBLL xo 1) 2016~2018 “EIITRINME, YIZREE ) BP MM RIAY, FRATIIAE 7853 5 FE AN S Al
Z I A5 B2 R85 A3 BRI ESN 2016~2018 SETRIIME . FRATE BP #2415 8k
BN REREBNLT, 2EJWRECH 10,000 K, L GANECH Lasso A RIER TR N4 . @
it RAE S AR, BATTAT LASRASE M 1 I BN 2016~2018 4 H TR 23 1) 4 763.05646 12., 769.90083 12,
769.52872 1270, MIE 2 FATATLAE i, BP #48 / 45 75 FUE N 17 W BN i B R dr o), R
SE A ATINAE 26 LT E A
4. BB R

ACESL T Lasso B EEFAAL GM (1, 1)LA % BP #H2 ( 28 R (g 4 & TRINAR Y . — 7, FRAi 13
i Lasso [AIAAE RS 7 FE A (IR A ZIE | 7E SR T L0 A0, S E RN SR 0. HhIX A7 i B
SIS 4 N HR SR TTIABUN RO R, GRS H ST R 1) BMNTTFE R T8 a4
o it M 7 I BN B BRI TR RS E R, B R —Ma, SR I B R 3G 0 3150 3, T BATR

Table 6. The forecast value and prediction accuracy of the financial revenue in Wenzhou

6. RBHUMRELE M M BUINAE X E RFUMME R UM E &

ﬁ X1 Xa X7 Xg
2016 “ETRMIE 917.468 33204.87 5823.009 487.850
2017 SETRME 1047.187 35968.44 6517.164 531.278
2018 TR 1195.247 38962.02 7294.068 578.573

J5 36 7 HEAR SR CE 0.063 0.063 0.091 0.237
RIS B2 S5 2% bt bt bt 53

S [~ W EIAHIE -
S BRI N -
o — £

= 3 -

R g -

22 %

gﬁ g B ./

ﬁ o _| A~

= & v

}.B § _ - -

R g -
SHa =
o - - = - =

1994 1997 2000 2003 2006 2009 2012 2015 2018
Fhy
Figure 2. Comparison of real value and neural network predictive value of
local fiscal revenue in Wenzhou

B 2. RN 75 BT\ B S B A4 22 P 48 TIUM (B EE [
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MITTBUR LS5 T 51wt N4 85 BI&E E2 MIatlk b A, ek N A QUG 4 i TAE A S G, o
Jh A A RS RN A SR (O Ar i, IR A T BN A SR TR R IR BE R 51 AR B A E BER I
M G ARG I BL, RN TR A N AT, AR 2) SERUE RN P S il
A I [ SR M T I BSOS\ RO, BSORT T B R R B, B ORI T AR, DLV B A R I Y
WK, BB 5| RN T 25 E IS NI R — A RYETEM; 3) &N T GDP MBI th A 5 iR
M BORN I B I 18 R, 5 R (2) BA 1T A HE IR H it X A 7 BME AR I — M2, T i i
BOSNCREIE N 920 73, TR M T BRI — ML, TR T BN $EI0 540 75, R T TR R 1l
SPATRR E il M T 22 B A SR 7 AT BRI RN, e S AR T O AR SO B . S — T, FRATiE R
HESL GM (1, 1)A01 BP A R 2 PSR (R 20 5 PRI, 28t 1 s M T I SO N AE 2016~2018 42 (1 il
L, 3K AT DAL TSR 9 1) AR R (R W RS H TSR 3t DR AR A

E&WE

ZTAES R THLA B R FHEHE 4 (No.LY17A010013). N 11 B R #0255 H (No.R20160005) «
B 5% F AR Bl 3 42 (N0.11201344) | M K2 2017 K24 AEGDEH IR H (No.DC2017043) 11Kk 113 K, Xt itk
E N VAR

SE3#Ek (References)

[11 T30, dbsimht sy e N5 GDP HIHh S K43 #T[J]. dExi4eit, 2003(8): 48-51.

21 FHR, HEE PEMBUIRAYS GDP A5 RE R SR 242 LR L[], Siit515 8812, 2006(1):
49-53.

[8] #%E. REVBUINLE GDP Z LR M. Hlbb i KE 2R (2R 0R), 2009(1): 62-64.
[4] 5055, B9, Mg —Phih 7 B N B FIGIE A ). A T F%, 2004, 23(3): 98-100.

[6] kiR, BULTRIARR G 50T 0]. B S5E H, 1999(1): 5-8.

[6] FEEM, AR, ZIooIRLtSBF TR &AL, Guit-5 5K, 2005(5): 20-21.

[71 A% gk EWBUN R 2 oo E H LR EI]. Siih 5k, 2005(5): 92-94.

[8] #hoc, B H5 B — R TSN TR B Je SEUE A #T [J]. B A B BOR &5t 7L, 2007(1): 38-45.

[O1 v, Ao, REFAK, S ALE PR AR 7 0 BOSON 0 R [I]. FE R OK 4 %44, 2008, 31(5):
536-540.

[10] 4G, ZRF5AF. o E T K R B BN T AT [3]. 4evthS5 3, 2010(11): 112-115.

[11] /K, AL, AR, & g7 BN DUR R K TR, #o7 WO 7L, 2011(2): 43-47.

[12] oA, 25, XIFHE, 5. F0E 7 0 BSOS B R 1 SEIE BT [I]. o E A4 0F, 2012(9): 84-85.
[13] FRE, KRFM, AfE. S8 B BN 32 B R R I SHE - FT[I]. B4 5, 2015(10): 16-17.

[14] ¥FAk. HbJ7 TABOSON B 500 R 25 20— LA BE R 7T 9 (1 ST AT 72 [J]. 4F X £235%, 2006(09): 277-278.

[15] Tibshirani, R. (1996) Regression Shrinkage and Selection via the Lasso. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series
B, 58, 267-288.

[16] Hastie, T., Tibshirani, R. and Friedman. F. (2008) The Elements of Statistical Learning, Data Mining, Inference, and
Prediction. 2nd Edition, Springer, New York.

[17] 0, Sk, XRS5 GM (1, D)BERE IR AT A R G VG R A, RE LREEBRTFHAR, 2014,
36(3): 501-508.

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2017.612212 1519 HEREERTE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2017.612212

Hans )Y
KRR R KBRS

1. FTJF40M T http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
THIFIRHEESE: [ISSN], HAHITI ISSN: 2169-2556, R[IF] A )
2. FTFFENM T T http://enki.net/
Ao« bR SCHREE” BEN, BN SCERRE, BIAT A

WhaiE A http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
WIFIHEAE : ass@hanspub.org



http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ass@hanspub.org

	Analysis and Prediction of Influencing Factors of Fiscal Revenue in Wenzhou Based on Data Mining Technology
	Abstract
	Keywords
	基于数据挖掘技术的温州市财政收入的影响因素分析及预测
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 变量选取和数据初探
	2.1. 变量选取
	2.2. 数据描述性分析
	2.3. 相关分析
	2.4. 多重共线性检验

	3. 模型建立和实证分析
	3.1. Lasso回归模型建立
	3.2. 建立灰色系统模型GM (1, 1) (详细介绍可参考刘思峰等人(2014) [17])
	3.3. 温州财政收入神经网络预测模型

	4. 结论和启示
	基金项目
	参考文献 (References)

