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Abstract

With the development of science and technology, emerging industries have emerged. In particular,
self-service under the mobile Internet model—the “photo earning” APP (Application), allows
people to conduct part-time work more conveniently and quickly, while businesses can also con-
duct business inspections and information collection at a lower cost. This article is an analysis of
the issues related to the pricing and success rate of the “photo earning” task. The conclusion is that
the success of the mission is related to the price structure within the mission area and the number
of premium members, which is, when the price structure is reasonable and the number of pre-
mium members is large, the success rate of the mission will be higher.
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Figure 1. Three-dimensional scatter plot of survey task allocation area
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Figure 2. Mission completion 2D scatter plot
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Table 1. Correlation coefficient between number of members, total number of tasks, and price
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Figure 4. Area B task completion
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Figure 5. Regional C task completion
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Figure 6. Task completion for area D
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Figure 7. Two-dimensional distribution of membership and mission completion
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Figure 8. A-region price and membership curve
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Figure 9. Price of region A and the total number of tasks
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Figure 10. Success rate and price in region A
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Figure 11. Price, total task, and number of members
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Figure 12. Two-dimensional distribution of tasks after transformation of the model
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Table 2. Comparison of success rate of old and new schemes
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Table 3. Correlation coefficient between membership ratio and success rat

3. RREHISRERXRY

[R5 RriE £ gl
1 -0.667
RN T 2 FEORRBRA R N 0.333
4 4
—0.667 1
2 Bl FRFFMHRREEN 0.33
4 4

Table 4. Correlation coefficient between quality membership rate and success rate
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Table 5. Quality member, task amount, success rate information table for each region

=5 BXBMRER E5E. RMEREERL

X 35 A B C D
i 2= L8 59 78 120 47
5% & 184 160 352 119
b 0.320 0.489 0.3412 0.4030
I 0.2950 1 0.5990 0.6554

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2018.75065 539 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2018.75065

FH A

%

X AT RYERIE, ik 6. % T B
M 6 AT LLE H R N 0.889 21T 1, Fr LAZRYE B VAR AR 4T, 452 |1V 5 RE vl (S FE v, T RE(T):
n=3.507xy—-0.757 (7)

FEG K HE IR, O B KA R IIR A 100%, FTAARSCGAH B KIS 2 B 5E5%
AN SR RN, RALEATIEMASE X, HARES TS XS AILR 2 s,
Gt ik

THEH B Xy 5, iFEALA®):

=N

==X
=1

VAl

IS

_ NBﬁEfD’AI (8)

5=
RB,E"\

RN 0489, BT B XEOAHEMN, A IZMETAN A Co D =X 375 75 78 =N X 5
FIBAT S EOCRAT BN E TS <8), HEATNO). (10). (11):

Ni G
Ry =—25 (€))
B
Pitos =tand(Ry, ) (10)
Pz = RiI“F/\”E 11

1 SERR S DL R E DL 2 5 i H A AT RE— AR BALR 2 R R D #BE S A S5, FTEASI AR
NEM o (o SR RNBAE KRR, AT MRS, 00502 NS I A5 B R AR R
— AN AR IV PO AR U BT RO LR 0L, tHRAXIN(12). (13):

Riy =Ry +0 (12)
N,
1. =3.507x—2% _0.757 (13)
527

BRIL(9)~ (12)s (I3) RS R, Wk 8 s,
T B3RS B XM R S iR, IS AASSCHE I B DX A i 0 At = AN X I 47 s 45 4 14T
A, HRGE B KIS, ek 8 Fir.
AKX N(14):
Table 6. Summary of linear regression models
7= 6. LR IEBHHE
Ry R RVJT WS R VT o v i R 1%

1 0.943° 0.889 0.834 0.1177648

Table 7. Coefficients of linear regression

F 7. MRV R

bR R AL PRtk 225
A T BEME
B PR R Beta
1 (W% -0.757 0.353 -2.145 0.165
MR 2 51 ) 3.591 0.896 0.943 4.008 0.057

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2018.75065 540 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2018.75065

EAH %

Table 8. Simultaneous equations calculations
=8 R FIRETHER

X35 A B c D
R, 132 160 270 106
a, 182 160 352 119
R, 120 160 245 9%
o +12 0 +25 +10
90
Dlixn,
g —i=65 (14)
RB,\rj

B RN A R4 THHAS:
TR 6 HIME N 70.48 .

URET, A5 H AR X NN AE A — MES WP, U eSS BT R, — MR
G TATR S HE TR LLT M M 43 24T LS HFX N IR A

R B R AI A, A (15). (16). (17):

90
Dixn
6=r0— (15)
Ry,
0, =0xRy (16)
g -—C (17)
"R
TSR

TR0 0, BB TWEX MR ENITE T Z2ME5, MEIME, KR, TRERALT R
FHEIESh, —s NAT LR — M55, E0A] DURME \AME 55 N SRAF M R O FRm,  mT AR 2 A &
AT AT S5, $emBtt, HRWE, SEERMEE N EMTS, FAMTEEMITE, AFTSE
BEHHL, HECEERENL, BB A, SR T ICCPETPIRES, B B X B TFIE
A

HERATH MATLAB 23l 2503 J5 HIAE 55 BT 5 SRS DL SRR 5 B B, sl 134 1] 14 B

HERzAmAE S R eHE TE L, WE 15 .

BRI KR B ds R A=A KRB 2 M), s 16 Fix.

BV X 455 P F 4 B2 RT DA XN BRI BT AT 55, 28 SRR AT 25 14 28 XOITIAR 7 1 B X S i #7 EL 51 45
gy, BT A HER FRRy 8 5, ATl 8 MESFT N—A, XA 2 51T RSZ IR, &P
FEU A TCVEAT 5 B i R B H (R T DUA B BB Z eTh 26, Fr LA DA B3 &L 6]

5 SOk R R R AR A T B0 A R (14):

Py =1and(Ry,) (18)
WA KIRIT O, Wk 9 firg.
AR A ) H S TR T 754 L S B 8 1 4 3R (19) s
0, =0 xR, (19)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2018.75065 541 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2018.75065

FAH E

R 5 T 55 A — e s

ot
.".‘.'.' .-..- . .t
_P'.. .. I '~' KYS . .-'..
e [ I :_.‘ , .. . . ".
o - -
z A -
D 1136 — * .
[0 . .
& . .
o ’ :
. poey
. el N .
. ran L
; . e - s
! x
228 232 23.6
1% GPSI i
Figure 13. Task distribution 2D scatter plot after improved model
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Figure 15. Scatter plot of membership, number of quality members, and mission completion
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Figure 16. Scatter plot of membership, quality membership, and mission completion
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