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Abstract

This paper constructs a combined forecasting model integrating the grey GM (1, 1) model and the
Markov chain, realizing the accurate measurement of the e-commerce logistics demand in Guizhou
Province. Adapting to the forecasting scenario of regional logistics demand characterized by “poor
information and strong volatility”, the model can provide quantitative support for the layout of e-
commerce logistics networks, precise allocation of cold chain resources, and dynamic scheduling of
supply chains. It facilitates the collaborative empowerment of the e-commerce industry and mod-
ern logistics industry, and has both theoretical innovation value and practical application signifi-
cance.
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PRI ST PP A SR EEAT T, IR TR R Sk mTAT R . EAR3E . I3k 3 Fh =114
By, 42 & H R AR, X AR AR TR KRBT 1 3 MAEEER BN, [RINHIERT 1 75k
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BOYIEE[S iz ) LSTM AR R F00 A 3 DX B 75 SR I sh 42 4k, IR N &5 R 525 T BP #2481
5 R BEAT R LG, BOE TR R VR AL R . BB AR]85 AR BUT IR L K S T AR Y A
FEH A TR, Xl P8 K RS BEDD UL R SR E AT T, A3 RRh 18— R R PR . AR5 7]
P GM (1, NYBRL TG pu it O i, JFRIBRR AR E . BB R Z 5 AR A K
T, BT 2 BEN PR F RIS R HOFRS TR SR (BAT HIARE, MR ERZE
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2. RBEFESMREE

KRGS IR E A F XTI [8FE 1986 FEAISL, HEERIH TN RE/MEAR . TUEBERAHE
PERGE, WAEREMEE . TPAOHRBAE IMERER, SSBN RGEAIR T, T DX s i i
i SR P A R i T A RUE RS . GM (1, DR N K B R GBI IR DR, 8 T AR, — B K il
TR, HIE T P A oA, ARG B AR BN (R Fr 9 R B AT S AR, BRRE A R Fr 1 A AR R
RS, SR T XFEALCR RO, HlE 7 2R AR Z X, EREE . ARSI T
FEAATERKIS, O ZNH TG SRk . (HiZ R A7 £V R RIRVE, 5 RS
A REIA L, DHEVIWLT KRG A E B EBOR M ZE, HELUE MG 5 M 4 LR 0 7 R (50
RHIE

Ly R RAEERER DL “ToJa 2k Az AiE, P IR A e A M R v 21 i B L A 5 ) e s LR
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RITGE 7). BTk, ASCHE GM (1, 1) - B/RREEH AR, BLot & Tria S0 A A3 o sRACEE
AR T JESUERT 7T, B0 UEAR A DX 45k Fht R P00 75 SR FOUI P (A 2 o T 7 PSR 5 A Bk B — A5 PR B
BN B W R T 5 W T 55 T R AT SR AR G — Pl B S i B SR BTN 3%, B 1 X 5
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3. REERE
3.1. RE GM (1, 1)EE
KA GM (1, YRR — B AT K (7 T R, R Coiliid — X RN (1-AGO) T & JR 4 7 51
MIBENLE S, FZ4Ea R, Rl R RIAGO)E R TRIIME . R AP dfs it 18] 7 519 -
x© ={x(0)(1), A (2),-, x(O)(,,)}
o, o JgREAc, X (k) A k WISBREE.
XF IR AT 1-AGO ALPE, 153 R4
x® :{X(l)(l), A (2),-, x(l)(n)}

(%§
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HE GM (1, DO KB TR
dx(l) (t)

+axV (Z) =b

Hof, o ARRERYL USRS b ARIETR, W R R R G dh i
TN~ TR RIS HO 6 =[a, b] , HHARN:

é :(BTB)_I B'Y
XH, BINAREM B 5EBMEE Y 0RN:
i 1 1 1 1
—E(x()(1)+x()(2)) 1

5= FOE) )y [y 0 0 ]

1 1 1
_—E(x()(n—l)+x()(n)) 1_
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Table 1. Classification of model accuracy grades

= 1. REEEFRN

Wi P S5 4% NMRZEREHR JEI 7 FSE A 3 ] 1
— R (1) P>0.95 C<0.35 SEATIE A
ZR(R) 0.80 < P<0.95 0.35<C<0.50 &EH

=2 (H) 0.70 <P <0.80 0.50 < C<0.65 HAEH
WEES) P<0.70 C>0.65 TEH, REMN

4. SCUEHT
4.1. FHEABIRIEN

DU B Bt M A8 T AR BN R I T SR B TGt iR &, AT SREUE A AR S, BEAR R0V
SRR BT R R AR R . Tid A E N XA T W A% O AT B AR, RS T RIS A=, 4
WEWIRIES, A N R IR O ARG 4y, FR R A 5 X kR R AR Kk A
JEIEARDG; FIRS, St BiE EEdE v NGt RTIE S A S G4 3R 2017~2024 %452, 5¢
FEIRIN (R 7 H0EE , BENE E ATT F/INEAR AR I BRI TR R, DR A SO EU S S (LR 2)1E N BT 4E
PP 7 SR B ARERFE bR T SEUEIE 7L

TR, URieEARERRGE —ERRME: H—, REEEE TR, K77 5K i
Vi S AR TR, O RS R B R AR ML mAG” A RE s T, TRISEEEN S
Z UM AEF=URRI OROR T s SR S R R s, LUK BN R B 5 Al R AU R SR U SRR AIE T REAELE
—EMZE. SV, HRIRBUESIZEECA AR RGP R R S
WRE . BT KRBk = BB AL Gt fabs, 1 Beis B4R AT LD =R bR, BB AR
TR 75 2K

Table 2. Logistics demand data of Guizhou Province from 2017 to 2024
3% 2.2017~2024 F M BYR TR E IR

FEy 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

E 5 (I 96,076 102,535 83,402 86,444 96,990 94,999 102,678 113,446

WMOCEEA AW -
X1 =1{96076, 102535, 83402, 86444, 96990, 94999, 102678, 113446}
4.2.GM (1, HiEEEHBEER

FETFEAEYE, Bk MATLAB KfE GM (1, DB 24, 152IKk)E Z%a=-0.030950 , KIEH &
b=84062.37 . KIEZKa<0, RPTIINE BRIV T K E FRIGKER . 1S EARNI 8]0 S R 5L,
P33 5N E H R0 T 2R S0 0 T A =

XU (k+1)=2812145.95-""* _2716069.95
i IAGO RIE IR, 152 546 51 Tt 22 3K
XO (k1) = XY (k+1)- X (k)
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Table 3. Comparison of actual values and GM (1, 1) fitted values
F* 3. EFRMES GM (1, HFUMLZERITEL

FA SEPRE ) GM (1, I EAE T ) e (JT) HES i 22 (%)
2017 96,076 96,076 0 0.00
2018 102,535 88,397 14,138 13.79
2019 83,402 91,175 =7773 9.32
2020 86,444 94,041 —7597 8.79
2021 96,990 96,997 =7 0.01
2022 94,999 100,046 —5047 5.31
2023 102,678 103,191 —513 0.50
2024 113,446 106,435 7011 6.18

4.3. GRAREREEIESH
4.3.1. BRERSS
WRAE TR 2 PP 5 1) /3 ATRFAE, AR ZERREZE AR RAE , K S48 s R 75 SR IO 22 K1 o 3 A
KA, GBI T RGP BIRAE, B BT BRI 2
- RE 1V FZE): e(k)<e-0.5S,, FRWRTERICTEFHBIM, A77E G
- RE 2 (KmZE): £-0.58, <e(k)<g+0.5S,, RpBHERL, BEHESIN;
- RE 3 (EMmE): e(k)>z+058,, FRMRTHERBEHBTN, FF7EEMBE).
4.3.2. REFINEEBIER

$22 3 IR ZEF AL BN ROIRES, BEMREFH: S=1{2,3,1,1,2,1,2,3}. ETREFHGiH%
FEUREL, HEE 3 MRS RS ME R A0 -

033 0.67 O
P={033 0 0.67
1 0 0

FREGE R AR, RS 1 EBERE 2 MR N 67%. BBEEHFMFN 33%; RE 2 FPRE 1
IREE 33%, HREIRE 3 BRI 67%; IRE 3 BB ARE 1 MR A 100%, BB R H 5t
A8 P IR 5 SRR 22 HPIR S He R AR ALE
43.3. BREWESEIETN

TSRS R ZE I, (ENRZEBIERUE: RS 1 BRZEHME: 7 =-6806.05 J7Hi; AR 2 7RZEY
H: & =—173.55 J50li; R 3 FREBME: & =10574.67 Jilli. Z4A1H1(2024 )R 2ZEIRE N 3, R
FEMEZRAERE, N 12025 ) BAIRFERIRE N 1 CEREMEZE 100%), LABLZEHETE RN 2025~2028 FFhk 7R
T SAEIE, AR AR A 5 T .

4.4. FERBEXEES S
Bt MATLAB 5 58— GM (1, DIEALS GM (1, 1) - DR a] KRB AR KRS BEFa bR, 4550 4
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Table 4. Comparison of evaluation indicators between the two models

4. AMEREITANIEIRRTEE

T A 7Y MAE (Jing) MAPE (%) R ZEL C INRZENEER P B 2
GM(1,1) 5261.02 5.49 0.79 0.500 VU (%)
HAERH 1415.47 1.40 0.22 1.000 —&k ()

M 4 TR, HE R B TR B RS B E R T8 — GM (1, DAL MAE [31K 73.1%, MAPE %
K 74.5%, JEIRZELL C F#IK 72.2%, /MRZEME PIEFHA 1.00. FERIUIARZ, #— GM 1, DEAYSS
B2 C=0.79>0.65. MEEME P=0.5<0.7, MEFEERN>CE D, BTIUHEZE), NES B
TP 75 R w20 AR AE R B /R ] R B 1IE, RERAZE %K), BRBIET GM (1, 1)
BT BEA LI EN I 22, KRS T 52148 R DI 75 SR R T RS
4.5. PRFERME SRR

FT GM(1,1) - GIRA A SRR, 58/ 2017~2024 F51 044 YR R HIE 5 2025~2028 4F
FITN, &5 Rk 5 prr.

Table 5. Predicted values of logistics demand

5. MRFBRFNE

4 SKPRfE GM (1, DA E AEHAMAE
2017 96,076 96,076 95,902
2018 102,535 88,397 98,971
2019 83,402 91,175 84,369
2020 86,444 94,041 87,235
2021 96,990 96,997 96,824
2022 94,999 100,046 93,240
2023 102,678 103,191 103,018
2024 113,446 106,435 117,010
2025 — 109,781 102,974
2026 — 113,231 113,058
2027 — 116,791 116,617
2028 — 120,462 131,036

4.6. MG RATMICH

) P FASE R R B N 4 L RS IR T R AL T L B SR 2 A LA 1), B ERORSEPRE . GM (1, 1
BT 2H & B2 FRME R AR AR 34

1(72)R W, SRPbrERP L0 ih 40) R Bl ETHIRAE, F24E 2019 324552 0 HH 30 A0 5
[E19%, 1E 2020 4 30FETEITE; GM (1, DR RIEE €0 fh 28 ) AR BE R PR SL s K 3h, (E6 T 5 13 3l
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LA LT B s 22 5 2 AR TR (S o i £0) 3 L S R T R ZEHEAT B 1E, g FE NG & 1 SE BB R B R AL
FETRIN BT Bt SE AT S 03 % SR s g Ko, By — e A Rk 5 s k.

1O ERW T R AL IS R ZE 2 5. GM (1, DIERLCIE (M) OB Z IR AR OR, R IZ 8 —
R R BB AL BNl A RE S R B AHEEZ T, SR (SR AR T B ZE FE NG 0 ZKT-4h, BEAA U B E
ey, VLRI A B A AR 1R BRI A 22, RIERTT 10 &0 R R R A RS S
FasERE, 5 ATSCHR R T 2.

1 3?105‘ e 14000
. —— S fRIE 12000+
sl - = GM(I, k%] |
X e Y] AR 10000+
12k 8000+
o £ 6000
S 2 4000t
1 & 2000
g 105 a2
SO 1 ’
1od 2000+
g —4000¢ I GM (1, 1) Bsk 2 _
—6000 s ]

I 41 A
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
0 o
WEXFLE BREHR

Figure 1. Fitting of logistics demand (left) and comparison of residuals (right) in Guizhou Province

L SSMERFRUE (E)SRELRBEH)
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L

4.7. EEBR D

IS UER YR AZ O N R BB E M BURTE B, R A8 DLR R385 08 LR W0 7 SRACERFR AR 1)
ATEEME, RSO 2017 R TE BV EIATE3% £5% £8%tal, AERUH 1 b iE &l (a7 41 . Xt v
AN

¥ (l) =x (1)><(1+)/)

Mooy ARENIREE, B (1) JERENJE HrvIRa ., JE T 00 AR Bk 6 SULHIBA A R g st iz e il X0 (1)),
F RV E BRI AR B IO, 51N MAE MG S MAPE AL R R S0y
bR, ARSI

MAE R340 2 0 3

MAE, - MAE,

AMAE = x100%

0

MAPE FIX AR A

MAPE, - MAPE,
_ /4

AMAPE = | AAPE | x100%
0

Hrp: MAE, M MAPE, RIS TCHEENIN I P40 R % PRI IR 2, MAE, A1 MAPE, 73 3 sl e i
RUFIR BERZESR bR . FEXS AR AL A (BB R, R TR A (B DB O BUR I BRI, P bl .
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Table 6. Sensitivity analysis results of combined model error under perturbation

6. M THARBRENHRMDIER

PeahiE & BTG E (5 ) MAE (J3ni) AMAE (%) MAPE (%) AMAPE (%)
0% 96,076 1415.47 — 1.4 —
3% 98958.28 1452.13 2.6 1.43 2.14
3% 93193.72 1448.69 2.35 1.42 1.43
5% 100879.8 1489.79 5.25 1.46 429
-5% 91272.2 1482.36 4.73 1.45 3.57
8% 103762.08 1538.65 8.7 1.5 7.14
—8% 88389.92 1529.01 8.02 1.49 6.43

B 6 A1, BUAEXTWIAGE I T +8% 1 S KR BE RSN, A MAE AR AE0 A 8.70%, MAPE #H
SRR 7.14%, I8/ F 10% 1050 € BIE -

GERRI, AHFFAIEN GM (1, 1) - SR ] R H A B R 4R Tis YR E N 3h BAT A 1)
EREME, WILAEN/ MBS SRR AR 2 B85, FRHBIGIE T DU RIS E NN A Y
A SRAREABAR R AT EEPE, USRI B &5 R B A Bm S .

5. G REN

A SCHNENREA . SRIESIIIAET, LSRN 2017~2024 HEIT TR 6], MET GM (1, 1) - /R
AT REELH A TR, HE%F 2025~2028 S48 LR MU 75 SREEAT T, EEL LT

K GM (1, DY BE A2 5% N 44 L R A0 30 75 R IR A4 P R g Kt 34 (O g B8 a = -0.030950
|a| <0.3), {HHARMEREUESL A IR BN I 0, FRIINAG BEE B DU /(%) (C = 0.79 > 0.65, P = 0.50 <
0.7), ANRE MUK L T30 0 B IIR F R B . 78 GM (1, DAERYEGIERE b, R S 2R B B S S5 S
RHBHTBIE, 153 GM (1,1) - B/RAT REEH SR, 1 RN — R e, 2 AR A
HR YR I ZE TR IBENL B . I B4 AT AR, AR TR BT+ 2 — 2 (fl) (C = 0.22 < 0.35,
P =1.00>0.95), HAERRE TR S EERLTB— GM (1, DAL, fEHIERE b, ASCR A S
BEALTIN T 2025~2028 AE BTG BT SR, A5 REIR, XS 7 R 4k S (R RR R AR K AR 33
FAEEFEWEN, PSS vl i M4 YR AT R R RETEURICE « (LSRR R R AR L B A T SR A
B 77 H8 18 555 AR P [ R o

ik PR S M VIR X IR TE G 77, T THPRE L2 H R I = RO R A% 0 75 SR B AR ST 98 485
A o 1L

B TR TIN I) T SR IRV AR AR, AR PEAR 4 Bt Hig iR R ARG v A A . &5 2R o,
SO B YD KT 2026~2028 FFHRFAHE, FEAE 2028 ML B[, 1 2024 FFHIKL) 15.5%. HEit,
FRFETR PHFTIE A JE B AL, S ANEK . BTSRRIk P O3 i A Jo i B 4%,
TR 2R RS 2 100 A FLUA, FEHEERD 2028 RIS W HORCIE R BoR, PIseiTl iR “ i e
— AR [F, RERAWEN . REHE. N TESHTFER, WEREFRERAEAR, NBEY
T R R SRR BRI 2L [9]. 7 — 7 TH, BEALTRER T 7SRO BEPE B SRR : 2025 4F 75 R /NI RV
(), 2026~2028 EMFFEEZETH+T 2028 FTERUE BRI SNE(E, AT REREE, 551K
RIS AR . BEBENE” TR R . Nk, TR CEUF + HREEE + PiRak” =
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T O FEERMUAR R R 55 T 2 Sk AL I 77 RTC A 5 2T SN AR U A S50 i o R EE Bl A TR T 5«
FEAEN, BEAHEA. PHamtss e, BRE Al P8R [ 5 %
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