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Abstract

A theoretical model was established for evaluating STI performance by combining data analysis
and mining methods. Through data analysis of numerous relevant influencing factors of STI per-
formance, Lasso regression method was used to identify the key influencing factors of STI perfor-
mance, and combined with gray prediction method and support vector machine prediction model,
a prediction model for evaluating STI performance was established. Using historical data as the
empirical research object, the expected value and future development trend of science and tech-
nology innovation performance were fitted and predicted.
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1. 5|8

B 21 L Sk, ASMETFIRIZHD N5 B, AT BIR A7 e i R0, X iy
36 RO A R AU OGBS I, X THEAT LRI 2 € M SCIE . fEBL T, Bl i 54290
BORZB WA Z N BN FrAt ek et H AR AR R A2 1 5 B AT BE it R 3 2 i e
A rR A B P Hcdi rh i A A

B S, A EE A 0 M S 1248 SR B QB SURaEAT o pr, F23 A B i is AT
P, X AR A B RHS QB SURCHEAT T, A 22 RE 45 3 BBUR 8 ] 1 1 5 BHE BB AR 5C JR SR 4 it
BUSIKAE, AREEHER SO, A BRI BR ZE R 7

2. R
2.1. BxE5MxBE

FEHIRZ BRI AR, BTG WS BUOKB) 2205 e I B SR . IR OB G R 2, A
T C AL R RN 25 2 AR R BB B . BT RE 1R B E KA Br kv FrE R e, F&
Greitiz SRR B S, R ERGE G AT ] RIS, BHEAENE R IE E K
LU RETEEVOEMEER, KRB 75 AL XA TS, HRTREER, Kt HE
FETEREATIRAR, HHRLRNHSE G Tk 2 bRk B K AK 2], B, $RERHAIE BN Inss R a
Bree s, HEREEAE SR, T RETEEMNS, 2 Ho0Em.

Rltk, AT H ¥R A 2000 FF2 2019 FH B (FEBHGOHFESY Bokpfds vopl, #7040

1) RPRHE AT SR AR O FE i J& 1247 0, IR BE R 3

2) Tl 2020 A1 2021 FE R R BIH SR

2.2. S RERE

AT H WEHE BT 54288 7515 2 225 CRISP-DM 204 /0 M R AL (3], 12 AR AW S0 dhs A 2 i 2 7y
N6 AL 4 f#E(Business Understanding). %3 BLf#(Data Understanding). ##f i % (Data Prepara-
tion). #37#i7%(Model Building). #¥{ii(Testing and Evaluation) #1354 (Deployment), FAKLIE 1 AR

Rltk, AH FEZOFELL TR

1) KRRV W70 B S A HE B IR 46 8 PR AR b X A DS 1k

2) FIH Lasso FFAEEFRA5 AL SE HURZma PR 25 rh 1) DG Bt e

3) LRERKETN T SCREMENLINREAL, A T

4) IE LRI TINEAL, HLE 2020 41 2021 GRS AT ST A EE T -

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.122013 128 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.122013
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

7 5

[l

B
Business > Data
Understanding: ------- Understanding

‘\\
\

Data
Preparation

%]

Deployment

:
R
Model
Building

<

f
‘
; ;
.
5 |
'/ 27

Testing and
Evaluation

Figure 1. CRISP-DM data analysis process
[ 1. CRISP-DM 5 #rid 72

3. MHRBIFEER A R
3.1. BERRE

MR A S ()M ERAR L, £ SRR RIS CR[4]-[10])5, i @R e BB R X 6185t
RIARE CL RN SERR LIS, 58 T — S 5 RITHFER R BV A MR RMBR, YIPERRELT
JEIE N B AR, AT ATTZ Ak R A U V44 PR A R PRSI R 2% 1 s

Table 1. Property name and description

= 1. BiEafRinieg
JE A PR J 1

b SRR ISR I B E AN I RS T AR 90% b
RASHRERRED) AR 2 SR A B 1R B B A 4 B

IR 22 B P AR S 2R N SR AT B A P PR AR R T P K
AT SERR S Y

x3: BREAR AR E o5 A B H TSR R BT FBUR A MBI 1

5 B ZRBGE R RUE SRS LSRG I BN ) — ROl 3G,
P 3R AT . RS AFRE. S5 MR

xl:

x2: B IRES KR (R&D)Z 3 S

x4: B

’ﬁj;fﬁ*éﬁ*@’%é&*miﬁmﬁ " Ay S R A A H AT 30k 2 B
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Continued
x6: HEFLSIF R HLIEL

x7: [E R I0

x8: ARG O S HA T

x9: =L S b ELEE
x10: EERRHAETHE

x11: PR TG TR AR N R
x12: {5H8R B TEHL GDP LHE

x13: FbRIEM

TRITJE R&D T 2H 4 i L

CAEE R BRI LR BRBEARKIR. BRARBER

FRA R BOR P (Rt DR 157 5 S A
Fa 58 =k 5 58 b i el
R 5 o E 5 AR S R H
B AL, AR RN R 8E
F QR BT A Rt R (075 Yif BLE BUH AL T GDP [ L
TR R AR A M R

3.2. RGO

B, WEARER R FEA G T TS R I 2 Fin. HA R G SR (y) B AR v 2 43
A2 912,541.95 F1 796,991.97, X i B B K HE MBI SUSFAEE R ESR; H 2011 FJ5, SHEmFE
Fi B SRR R B oK .

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for each attribute

= 2. BN BRMRER ST

JE 1t Min Max Mean STD

x1 92.21 480.08 254 129.54
x2 895.66 22,144.58 8324.94 6816.12
x3 3.62 4.67 4.14 0.29

x4 65.66 852.56 340.22 251.58

x5 6,507,519 223,983,900 60,976,663.93 61,509,776.75
x6 8890 24284 14071.3 4880.49
x7 223 374 306.2 38.96

x8 89,550.08 1,502,104 790,620.11 465,047.79
x9 1.03 1.91 1.42 0.25
x10 22,524 182,879 69,942.5 41,345.69
x11 4233.75 6774.53 5535.23 734.14
x12 1.13 1.86 1.37 0.19
13 317,150 12,811,680 2.755.719.3 3.373.422.32

y 105,345 2,591,607 912,541.95 796,991.97

3.3. XM

JHItIZ F Pearson #H5¢ RE 7K W R UGG GBS 1Y Pearson AHOC REUEFE . [RIUG, X IR 46 500
Z I A S B AT R AS 2 BT SR M TR AE R REUERE I R 36 3 AT

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.122013

130

BB S TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.122013

7 5

Table 3. Pearson correlation coefficient matrix for each variable

%< 3. £ E Pearson X REIEM

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8 x9 x10 x11 x12 x13 y

x1 1.00 098 065 096 092 097 010 098 091 093 08 035 083 097
x2 098 1.00 056 099 097 100 -0.03 094 091 094 089 023 090 0.99
x3 0.65 056 100 050 047 054 065 074 070 058 046 082 044 0.55
x4 096 099 050 1.00 097 099 -0.08 091 090 092 092 0.15 090 098
x5 092 097 047 097 1.00 097 -0.13 08 087 090 0.87 0.14 097 098
x6 097 1.00 054 099 097 100 -0.05 092 089 093 08 022 091 0.99
x7 -0.10 0.03 -0.65 -0.08 -0.13 0.05 1.00 025 026 -0.06 0.02 067 -0.14 -0.06
x8 098 094 074 091 08 092 025 1.00 093 091 084 046 076 0.92
x9 091 091 070 090 087 0.89 026 0093 1.000 090 091 036 0.82 0.89
x1I0 093 094 058 092 09 093 006 091 090 1.00 084 030 086 095
x11 08 089 046 092 087 08 —002 084 091 084 1.00 008 079 0.87
x12 035 023 08 015 0.14 022 067 046 036 030 0.08 1.00 0.15 0.23
x13 083 090 044 090 097 091 -0.14 076 082 0.8 079 0.15 1.00 0.92
y 097 099 055 098 098 099 -0.06 092 089 095 0.87 023 092 1.00

o 0.65 0.96 0. : : ; i 93 0.86

N 0.56 0.99 0. ; : 91 0.94 0.89

o 1 05 o0 g ! L .7 0.58 0.46 0.82 |0.44

s 05 1 : : { ! 9 092 0.92 LR 0.9

) 0.97 [0:47 0.97 : ! ; ; 0.9 0.87 Jek¥W 0.97

© 1 [0.54 0.99 ! 0.93 0.86 PN 0.91

= 0.1

o 0.94 0.74 0.91 0.86 0.92 S 0.93 0.91 084 1 0.76

2 07 09 087 089 0PN 093 1 09 0.91 JERN 0.82

o 0.58 092 09 093 [Jo[ZY 091 09 1 0.84 BOEM 0.86

b 046 0.92 0.87 0.86 goKwr¥l 0.84 0.91 0.84 (Xe}::4 0.79 O. -0.2

o - 035

" 044 0.9 0.97 091 EKEN 0.76 0.82 0.86 0.79 R

> 4o} .99 [0.55° 0.98 0.98 0.99 FJR 0.92 0.89 0.95 0.87 JFEN 0.92 -0.0

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 X6 xl7 x8 x9 x10 x11 x:ILZ x13 y
Figure 2. Correlation heat map of each variable
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I 3 WA, ERBERIT) SR B SR (y) MR R AR E, BT R. HRE
BESRHAU SR IIEMG R R, MR RBOUNMES], KK x2. x6. x4, x5, x1. x10. x8.
x13+ x9. x11. x3 fl x12. [AINS, BARRG M WK 2 BRI REON™E, B, Bk x2 Ml x6 2
IORFFH S — B IL M x1 SR T x3. x7. x12 SM A A B A7 A A6 P2 B (0 2 IRk s x7 H&A
MDA x4 5BRT x7. x12 ZAMAHABAR A 7™ 1 L.

I AR L AN ERR T x7 Ah, HAh AR y (AR TERGE, T RLRERH AR S
RN 73 Mt B RS AR B, (EIR AR 2 (A7 — € 5 R R, 7 2 AR B FHHOEER— 2 Ik 7 A
i 2 Pos, REEBEHRENARR TS W& NERER T x7 5 y ARSI, KBRS y f#E5 E
IR KA o

4. AREE
4.1. PRBIFHEEERERIRF

Lasso [V J& T R4l vH ) IE AL 72— o el i Ay s A 400 B 1S 31— A SRR A, A LA
BOE L REON T I RIS IS4 2 R AL, IR T Ui e, 52— P (i il v e ) A B R 3R 2 1k
K 19759 o

% EIRLMEAAAE T UG ER R AL TP I, Lasso [B1A AT AR N AL BEAL LA (A R0 1%, W] DA 20t
i 306 25 AR LR L AR AL (0 s S ko T i i 1 Bt 15 /2 B T DURT IR AT e 20 O B0as SR A ok 17 L, ) Lasso
T PRARFAE & TR 2 A5 B B 4E ) — B G R07 15 . Lasso BEAITEFR IS EXTEE R B MR BIHF AL, (BT
R AR AT LR, RIS — R e /5 0 Bt AT AR AL AR B

Lasso [0 AR FAE T BERSAR I s iR kb fie /N —SRVEANIZ A (0] VA D5 2500 1 R e LA TRk 2K, T LA
IREF AR BVRF LR, TR I AT 20 ok 22 AR ERMEAFAE T 2 AR R B . SRR — 4R
B R BN, Lasso [BIATA 78 3 i e — > B35 ARG RS 10 2 17 e ph s, XA 1
eI A RIAFEE . B Lasso [BIHJ7EA Wt ¥em, (HAEGE R 5T RIRBE RRILH & IR .
AT FUEE P IR AR — B 2 EILENE, 12 Lasso [RIEJ7 R SR BEARFAE o 1 2 i ZE AP B

i/ Lasso [IVAZEAT SR R VEIEI, S5 R I 4 Fos, 2SR LR R4 i 4 ATH1, A Lasso
[ 753 AR AR R BT ST R DG B R 3R AT 7T 5 i A R (R&D) N B A 8 (x 1) BT 7 45 il
K JR(R&D)Z T NS (x2) s BHEHR G A B A LEE (x3), Bl (x4) LB A R o3 42
BRI A& FEH(xS)s DGR (x6) EIZBHLRIAT) @AM 05 5 &
Th(x8) EFRFHELAMEIH (x10)s T BT LI T HEALBARN R (x11) BTN (x13).

Table 4. Coefficients of each variable

R4 BLEREER

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7
340.351 79.427 104,225.926 —161.864 0.004 —13.299 —1195.842
x8 x9 x10 x11 x12 x13
0.040 0.000 2.789 -97.022 0.000 —0.002

4.2. B TMER

4.2.1. RGBT
R AT 5 AN 58 DR R I B % R e L& IO ) — R 7 ik 3 PR E BB 2R iy, 5 22
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X SR GGl 7 AU AT B AR AL B, AR ER R B KR Fr SRR AL IS . SRR B 0 A e Ak B R AR
(ER IRV LNE G i v

IRAETIN DA AR R g et GM(1, DR A 22 2K E b 7R v i AR i v FR) o JCAGL A0 AR R G P2 1) i
BEARHER 5 Ps.

Table 5. Reference table for post-test difference test
=5 RUERKSERE

P C RN FE
>0.95 <0.35 58
>0.80 <0.5 G
>0.70 <0.65 R A
<0.70 >0.65 TE

KA BA R SR I8 A, ST 2 B 2 5t E RIUAEE, Rl o 4k
i P AE LA Y A H AR VR AL Z RO L o AR AP R TN RS EE 1, BLMRE FE T 0IE, 24l it 77
V2T R, NN B AR B T S RAR G s kX R e A1) 0 B~ e R R A, A R TR AR TR A TR
RS T I EAERRE LT, AT AR, B2kl )y 2685, FERREBEHEAK G
TR .

4.2.2. ZFFEBHLEIERE
SVR (Support Vector Regression, 35 [a) & [B] )2 FE A G I, SR T SR m &0 AR, ko #ofE it

ATEASHT . S BBARE T = {(x.31).(%00,) - (x,,)) > FH x, :(xfl),xi(z),...,xf"))T eR",y, eR,

P= 1,2, n o REFREAR (x,,y,) B RARBUR SR £(x,) S9BRME 5, 02 S RERBER B, 4 HANY
£(x) =y, SRR NE . SVR WIEABES I LR N: RVF £ (x,) 5y, LM e MR, HAY
F(x)=n|> a0, AUNEBK. 4|7 (x)=r|<e M, IABME.

1T St 1 R FUA B 5638 O BEAE SR D J% AP RO Ve, 765936, TR 3K R IEI BI04
S R AN R T, AT T SRS AR 32 . BT T G 2 S B i 3
il T R, BRI R AU L, LR SRR T

BT A7, A REA T BUEA %R, AR IR v R %
RS W90 MU IR, SRR AR, R RE L, TR TR % BIL M, BAR
SRR BB R, B2k B S RENORE . SR TR SR R R R B AN, i
A A e, ELEER R

5. FMREI R SEIERSE

BT Lasso [H)H, B 7T 5150 K B (R&D)A 7 20 H & (x1). W70 515K B (R&D)Z 9% iS¢
H(x2)s BHEIRFOE A SEM B R EX3) Bilix4) ZHOR A R 734 FE HBOR T 37 AE 4 TR < 0
(x5)~ WFFE ST RHINIR B (x6) B R BHEEIT(x7) mBoR S 5 5 B84 it (x8) EERRHL & 1ET
H(x10). P& ZI TR EARNG(x11) BAREN(x13)8 &, i K T A 4G X e As &
2020 A0 2021 FHIHNHIERME, W& 6.

BT 6 TR, HHARNBHLQH SN R M S AL AL, 53] 2020 4% 2021 4
BHZ BB FAE, R4 7 MK 3 fos, Hdy_pred FomBHE B G801 FUE .
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Table 6. Predicted values of each variable

6. RLETUNE

2020 FFME 2021 FFMAE TR P
x1 561.89 610.6 I
x2 31,705.28 36,400.93 /a8
x3 4.47 4.5 &
x4 1052.28 1197.04 I
x5 240,877,000 290,696,700 Jies
x6 24,933.51 26,527.97 I
x7 315.69 316.56 A A%
x8 1,879,519.86 2,046,673.4 /a8
x10 167,521.98 184,104.76 &
x11 6773.6 6907.4 I
x13 16,790,178.98 21,408,026.22 ANEH
Table 7. Projections of STI from 2000 to 2021
%2 7.2000 F£ = 2021 FERHLBIFRIFUNE
FEfy y y_pred FE Ay y y_pred
2000 105,345 101,046.9 2011 860,513 896,746.6
2001 114,251 262,917.6 2012 1,255,138 1,192,184
2002 132,399 136,221.7 2013 1,313,000 1,313,729
2003 182,226 177,261.6 2014 1,302,687 1,441,474
2004 190,238 154,372.3 2015 1,518,192 1,517,898
2005 219,003 188,814.7 2016 1,753,763 1,749,754
2006 268,002 269,937.1 2017 1,836,434 1,897,466
2007 351,782 339,980 2018 2,447,460 2,447,460
2008 411,982 411,668.2 2019 2,591,607 2,590,852
2009 581,992 587,031.5 2020 3,212,352
2010 814,825 814,852 2021 3,700,227
le6
—-— vy
2 .
1 .
O = T T
leb
3 —&— y_pred
2 4
1 -
O = T T T
’LQQQ 100(9 0»\'0 '),0\’6 079
Figure 3. Comparison of real and predicted values of STI performance
3. MGG E L ESTUNMERTEE
DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.122013 134 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.122013

7 5

AR 2 0 T AR AR AN S ) AU R IO TN 8 2R, T A, R ) 201 45 T 7 v 5 RS B B 4t
RG-S TR BB, B AR R, ey — AR R R RHR B ST A R T 1

6. &t

MABHL BB ST K PIRER TN ZE FORE , I ERSQUH SR RBONE, B 2005 I REF
FACT IS, RS /2. 2010 LG, BHEQUFRSUR BN, FEREIH A P A
ZRNIE B RHCADHHN 17 B R AR B3 (0 e ot S Y, AR AHT B8 F1 7T 420 T 230 F1I
454 2020 SEAN 2021 FERITRIMEAE R, ARAKIR B QUF SRR S Rl R G, B R IR (R )
of, PR AN W SR U B 5 S ARSI ERT, BORRHEQIE a1, RN 2 18, Rkl
WTREFT R FEAR B M S Bt

AHE T LR A AL G A B B B SO D 2R, A R AR, e 3
B QURT IR AT AL T, FIHAR AR a3 . (Bl THER gt e 1, 0z i B T0AE
FEAN,  JaSa] OB /A DX E . ZRBEMERO, S R AR AR W A PO AN 4R 5 0

S E WK
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