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Abstract

Based on factor analysis method, this paper studies the comprehensive economic strength of all
regions (states and cities) in Xinjiang, and selects 11 indicators reflecting the comprehensive eco-
nomic strength of 15 cities (states and cities) in Xinjiang to make a comprehensive analysis. Final-
ly, the grey prediction theory is used to forecast the comprehensive economic strength of Xinjiang
from 2017 to 2021. The results show that there are differences and imbalances in the economic
development of each city. Urumgqi has a strong economic development advantage, ranking first in
the economy, while Kirgiz Autonomous Prefecture is the weakest.

Keywords

Factor Analysis, Comprehensive Economic Strength, Prediction

ETAF o e e
HIFTEB RS KT SEVEM

x 3, E246%

BRI 2 R E N B e, BRSBTS
Email: 992018350@qg.com

ks H A 2018411 H20H ; A HM: 2018 F12H5H; KA HH: 2018412 13H

=
ETRTF AP TEGIA T FESHON. TNEELTFEA R, FHER T RBHELIS KR T RS

NESIMH: EIE, EATL. FET TR G TN I S 1R i Lk A 2 TSN D). Sk SR, 2018, 7(6):
649-654. DOI: 10.12677/52.2018.76074


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2018.76074
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2018.76074
http://www.hanspub.org

FIE, EEH

SF LA T T EE 2. BEZA T ROUEL, XHE2017FE20214E558 85K
JIEEATH B LSRRI AW W EFF R RIFEZRNATE, SEHARFEFTBRNETT R RINS,
SHFHERE—, TR BE TR B BB MBS .

XK ia

R, SEE5FLhH, W

Copyright © 2018 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. IBiRIRIE
1.1. AFoHetEARE1)
RTHEAOFAM, WET p MR (X, X, X)) WX =X, X, X, FAXLEH A
BRAEN S —AVREE MR, BT LA EATBER & B R, RN e, FRA
X, = X FERER 5 + X SEH5 (i = 1,0, p) M
SEPE A3 m] DABE AR JL 7] 0 3R SCRC 45 R
B p NMERMILFETCET m A £, foo £ (m< p)s W)ZATE B
X, =a,fi+a,f, ++a,f, +CU, 2)

B X = AF +CU
o 4 =(aij)px,,, a z(flafzf"’fm)T ,CU=(C1U1,C2U2,~--,CPUP)T.
QR a, f,+a, fi +-+a, f, RIEFTCR OGS, TR T X, KRS B a, R T X, &
W R, B9 X, R T £, LR, TAERE A NIRRT AR
1.2. ZREFM GM(1,DIEBRIE L [2]
ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ”%QWUJ@@%WJW@yn%ﬁﬁ¢%&ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁﬁ@@GM@Uﬁﬂ,
REM S ThRE, BRI T,
Dﬁhmﬁiﬁﬁﬂuw=@mmﬁmeywﬂﬂﬂyﬁ¢,ﬂkﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%:ﬁ%%,
5K G (R — IR
(1)
Z)Nﬂﬂﬂ@ﬁﬂﬂﬂ%*M%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁz%%+mm:m
Hep, o RIERH, bIREMEHE. JRkliZHab, BRI (6), dEfiskd O (o) ®HueE.
3) it BN A B K 7 R A I AR AR B AR BT R Y
05(x"(1)+x"(2))
B= :
0.5(x(1) (n—l)+x(l) (n))

7, = (x9/(2).6% (3),.2" (n)) «
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b

(1)
FRO B ALl b R B X (141)= (x<°> (1)_2jem W2,
a a

5) >{%Elﬁx'(])(t+l)&x'(])(t)iﬁﬁ%jﬁt&’ B 2 LR R X R 5, Al B R A -
x'© (t+1)= ¥ (t+1)—x' 1) (1) -

6) F AT BEAT T - ¥ :[x'(o)(l),x'(o)(2),~--,x'(0)(n),x'(o)(n+l),--~,x'(0)(n+m)J o
2. FEEMMN TR ZRKFRIEN
2.1. B NIRfRER

DU s e O« 1) EHE AFEAS, R 7 T DUR BRER GBS0 11 TG vHabr, #ALEAH M
GUTRPRAR R, SR 70 M B 7 155 ST 256 L 1T VA . IR R HE DL 11 T EE R
X AE =Bl Xy A A2 RUE Xos BANE Xy S EE B F= T Xy RMRHGEY S 7= E X
A BN Xo: WG DA X FERIR TR M LT X TAFARANN X HEERNMEE
AETERANEL Xy W HRBEFELH X, FREUERE GREAIELE)  (2017).

2.2. YHREFIHTRIGER

2.2.1. KMO #1870 Bartlett ¥:08[3]

Table 1. Inspection of KMO and bartlett
= 1. KMO 70 Bartlett B4236

IURE 2 % % ) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin % & o 0.440
RS 260.873
Bartlett [{13R % 4G 56 df 55
Sig. 0.000

w1 Fon, S RGEIEHATAR AR RS, 153 KMO R IEUE R 0.440, EURFRIREERZ A5G 5
THE R IE N 260.873, AHRI Sig fH4 0.000, FEIRIE & AT+ 2047

2.2.2. HEEERNRERNHEFREERE, SERFROHEE. TMEMRTTHE

Table 2. Factor load matrix, eigenvalue, contribution rate, cumulative contribution rate after rotation

F 2. e ERIRTFEEAEME . FHEE. SRR, EitTiEE

FE bR BT BT H=RWT
X AR P B 0.857 0.330 0.329
A SH X A= SE 0.009 -0.104 0.961
ISYNu| 0.420 0.788 -0.254
A tbox [ e B B 0.631 0.716 0.087
PR S 0.008 0.962 -0.218
AFEWEREN 0.955 0.138 0.196
T OGHEH 1 A 0.896 0217 -0.103
7E B BR TP 44 55 16 T 0.102 -0.200 0.899
PAHARNGR 0.874 0.467 -0.091
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Continued
rEERRNY 2R AR FE R AL 0.921 0.110 —0.042
i e R A 0.992 0.038 0.062
AR 6.551 2.504 1.114
pis 59.555 22.765 10.128
FitviikE 59.555 82.32 92.448

12 RARIEHE T TR R, A AT SR SR bR e e A BT e AR, AR 3 B ox
PERRFEAE S Dok Bt orikR .m0 AT = BT R RV ST DA R 92.448%,
S AN I Y = AN 2 AT 40T

e B R s, 88— AR AE M XA P BVl . A SISO S A R AF IR
SRS DABOR A 2T 98 20 S AR b LA BRI AT . 58 A B R AT
Ak T E B . ARG S E AR b DA RIS . =TI M IR, A
P XA 7 B I P AN AR AR AT o

T AE AT R T R £ 57 R g TR, SE T R BRI L FFEARE, DA A T 0 A
TR, HESWMTRLESNPR ), MiEsEE P .

Y =a,F, +o,F, +o,F};

b Y RSO TSGR, E,« F, M E NSO THRARTEY, a,a,,a, NEHETF
177 Z TR S A E R 1 R 7 Z 0Tk LLE, 4308 0.596. 0.228. 0.101, ZRG15 50 EBk S,
R TTAET R BIRDUEREF, Z7A A5 iisn. ik, @il s a2 8o Mm%, 77T &
2016 FF RS HLOM . T)ILRE AT LI nEsS, WL 3.

Table 3. Ranking of comprehensive scores of cities

3. BWTLREBIHR

1355
W LAy LA
F1 F2 F3

[ER-P i) 3.41605 -0.96732 0.28992 1.84 1

s K —0.54995 -0.23727 3.30295 0.15 5

I 7 b X -0.50962 -0.75510 0.16158 -0.46 12

HE 2 Hh X -0.40431 —0.72241 -0.04371 -0.41 11

B B E R -0.07179 0.78595 0.29622 0.17 4
AL BT BRI 0.66739 2.34549 —0.28442 0.90 2
AL B R B (1) 0.26304 0.49912 -0.63714 0.21 3
Tt X -0.49765 -0.05156 -0.42416 -0.35 10

R 2 Hh X —0.34313 —0.87954 -0.82571 -0.49 13
TR HL S H R M —-0.41333 —0.88188 —0.70958 -0.52 14
HERSEE B M —0.25452 0.53375 0.50057 0.02 6

R 52 5 H X -0.20384 0.40372 -0.17917 -0.06 8
TP TRT R SR E A M -0.51501 -1.11038 -0.67831 -0.63 15
WA Hh X -0.23131 1.46075 -0.39308 -0.05 7

AT H SR X -0.35202 -0.42331 -0.37596 -0.34 9
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M3 R ER P AR, BEARFHNGERTE AR S, Rt 7 HERMGEERT .
R A= giat . REUNERE ). BEBREAM . ehiF . BEsissd aini, X
SO T ISR B R U ARRHIC— 2, R UIX B 255 S BT AN 22 — 2. WEAHBIX . B se o5t
D<o AMHH . B X, med X, rh G i X, Bzt X . B/RE S BRI . s B8C8 IR R
WA ERMEEE LT N E, BTSRRI B, B2, MERER™amMZER U T
SRS T TR R AR AR T B A TR .

23. ETREMAUERHEHAN, THEEEFHS

PR SR 2K AR [ 516 BT 8 - M JH 7E 2017 45~2021 4F FLAF A (0 2 5F IR 45 20 Fabm b A7 F0000 43 301l o
H7AMIX s FRFEIGE R TR, JRT THF, BB BAR R 4 FrR .

Table 4. Grey Prediction of Factor Score in Xinjiang from 2017 to 2021
%% 4.2017 F~2021 KB FUNFESHXEFES

& i) 20174 20184E 20194E 20204 20214E FRIGEERI T Ry

B R 1.8241 1.8218 1.8195 1.8173 1.815 1.81954 1
TR AR T -0.026 -0.025 —0.0242 -0.0233 -0.0225 -0.0242 7

I 5 25 3 X -0.3787 -0.373 -0.3673 -0.3618 —0.3564 —0.36744 10
A2 i X -0.25 -0.2357 -0.2221 —0.2094 -0.1974 -0.22292 8

B 1% R 0.3221 0.3582 0.3983 0.4429 0.4924 0.40278 3
AL IE =T VA 0.6599 0.6374 0.6156 0.5946 0.5744 0.61638 2
PENE IR E ) 0.1245 0.119 0.1137 0.1087 0.1039 0.11396 5
it X -0.4309 —0.4527 —0.4757 —0.4999 —0.5253 —0.4769 12

Rif 8y 2 4 [X. -0.5475 —0.556 —0.5645 -0.5732 -0.5821 —0.56466 14
R B RS2 HIR M —0.4979 -0.5022 -0.5065 —0.5109 -0.5153 -0.50656 13
B T E R 0.0053 0.0044 0.0036 0.003 0.0025 0.00376 6

B 5 5 b X -0.1532 —0.1846 -0.2225 -0.2681 -0.3232 -0.23032 9
TSI R e E VR M -0.5936 -0.5911 -0.5886 -0.5861 -0.5836 -0.5886 15
AT Hh X 0.1514 0.1596 0.1683 0.1774 0.1973 0.1708 4
FTHI X -0.3769 -0.3739 -0.3709 -0.3679 -0.365 -0.37092 11

M 4 FREERSE H, 2017 4E~2021 SEHTEESHON . TAEARK 5 ERALFFRIEN . S5 4
MERMERAK N BEARFEH. FARTE AR . BEBREEIM. BAX . HENEEEG). B
FERE W EE M RIS PR, B X, A RMX . A X, B X, R
hi5E EIE M BTEIZRIIX . SEACE IR R TR R
3. &g

1) #HE TR TE, SERFNMEESEFES LHAMON . T)EE, WS EAREm A MY
. ERZHAFEEEK, PAETFHRAE. XERNSERFHEHENE S, SGirimiily, 45
R A GBS B A X i AL, NS EARF IR AT K EREE T RIFFAEM. E8=FKF L, Wi
KT Fe AR O . T, T e R AR T T R R Eb R kA, N T ¥ s . dT A
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RAFEARTT B R T R I SEPRTE Lo B FARTE T IS A SRR A KT By, SR T T I 5542
of, S EfER h W X R SSE AR AL, I C O R E T R A B SO IR BB L, LS E AT
Mt R AT ey o TG A, BT og 5. AT X Bt X It X . k& R X, f i)
X FRESR S B M SO IRT R s BV M ER G N U, IR X R B 7 A2 AR ™
M EER R R, TR EACFEUR, OO R Sh 28 B8 1 B 7 RUFF SRR, pr LRI 22 5F
N X R B K 18 .

3) WO SRR Y, KON TSR E LG AN, TN LA
B RKREZAL, A DN TR e TR A i ALs).

SE
[ osit, SRR 6T DR 750 b7 0007 90 5 S R 17 200 R PRI DA (0], ST 7411 SRR 7). 2009,
28(3): 64-67.

[2] USRI, I 2K o OS2 kA7 S 2 RS TR 72 [T]. BT, 2018(2): 48-49.
1 gk, SB5kER, XI5 SPSS it i SATIL R R FEMIM]. bRt JEHE K RRAL, 2015: 364-369.
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