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Abstract

Based on the theory of factor analysis, this paper makes a comprehensive analysis of Yili state’s
tourism development potential from 2007 to 2017, and explores the trends of Yili state’s tourism
development, and obtains regression prediction model by means of tourism income and two main
factors to make principal component regression analysis. The results can provide a basis for the
balanced development and designing of Yili state’s tourism.
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3. SCUESHR
3.1. FEIRRSHEEAER

A SCEBUR RN 10 NMERE, 2051 Xl A 55K Xo 28 =il A K. Xs il
BERER . X TATH S Xs BBV Xo RBRHEE . Xy H2 T BB R . Xo 8= AR ML Xo
IR B Xao TLEIR 1%, FEARAE 2007~2017 AEAFALIATE v (1A N Gi AR5 6] BHALIATE 72 14 18 M)
[ B BRI 2 R SR GEH ARTIEFI L 1 10 MEFRIOE LR, I 1 Fin:

Table 1. Raw data
= 1 RIRHIRE

G i X1 Xa X3 X4 Xs Xe X7 Xs Xo X10

2007 39 443,065 80 61 51,327 43.9 94.66 115.26 10,352 9.63

2008 45 464,027 94 63 62,897 50.13 109.79 109.2 12,349 12.43
2009 46 484,944 100 63 75,058 54.78 131.05 145.1 15,054 20.64
2010 51 508,509 112 60 92,264 51.64 154.3 182.78 16,221 23.49
2011 55 524,996 124 51 120,734 54.9 172.67 245.06 19,479 31.02
2012 68 548,471 122 52 150,819 60 199.87 318.63 23,354 41.26
2013 63 587,108 124 57 191,995 65.84 232.56 502.28 26,801 54.75
2014 64 640,864 121 59 178,745 71.71 265.29 499.37 30,328 59.12
2015 65 694,619 126 82 183,937 52,51 296.29 729.99 32,824 85.95
2016 79 707,665 125 106 220,523 45.33 330.32 561.43 34,119 99.04
2017 119 767,415 127 124 261,210 40.06 353.44 565.86 33,120 107.19

3.2. AFaHh

B0, RYE prik ety , EF AN 2007~2017 FEG0 R, BT e bs ) B — B RIEiE A SPSS20.0
AT PRAEAC AL B . RS ARPRAH R REUERE, A1 H R AGFebn 0] A B A M 2518, S dRAn A7
MR R K 2 Fin:
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Table 2. Test of KMO and Bartlett
%% 2. KMO 70 Bartlett B8

HURE J2 1% J£ 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin £ 0.639
WEAARTT 204.963
Bartlett FJERTE B2 df 45
Sig. 0.000

FEAR) KMO K 584H 4 0.639, Bartlett BRIZ KSR UL L-R 7B )9 204.963, 75 H N 45 1244 2
MR sig o 0.000, 3R B ER IE A - BT o

FR, R F RS i 18 R AR Z 5Tk 3 R T 85% bR HEIE I E . 13k 3 FizR, RIS
ASER T I BT Z DT R Ok E 94.404%, FTLL, XIS 3 B AT AT RS

Table 3. Total variance of interpretation

=3 MENERE

o MR FRICTT7 A TR~ I
ait Tr %% 2H% ait Tr %% ENALL ait Tr %% 2H%
1 7.777 77.771 77.771 7.777 77.771 77.771 7.464 74.639 74.639
2 1.663 16.633 94.404 1.663 16.633 94.404 1.976 19.764 94.404
3 0.302 3.022 97.426
4 0.172 1.725 99.151
5 0.048 0.482 99.633
6 0.022 0.216 99.848
7 0.012 0.117 99.965
8 0.003 0.032 99.997
9 0.000 0.002 99.999
10 0.000 0.001 100.000

{5 R B AR (2 4), BT T 1 A AR OB SRR BT 2 RR AL E A2 i
WLV ATIN T VERE, TTANERE R MR I 5 BT

Table 4. Component matrix

= 4. RRIPFERE®
Dy
1 2
Zscore (jiiiF A Z5tIX) 0.893 -0.234
Zscore (55 ==kl A %) 0.993 -0.029
Zscore (Jiie 2 RS $) 0.817 0.422
Zscore (fiR1T#t) 0.769 -0.619
Zscore (2R E) 0.98 0.098
Zscore (Jik & J& % &) -0.083 0.969
Zscore (112371 2 fn 285 SH0) 0.996 0.033
Zscore (3 ==k 4% B s 4R) 0.922 0.216
Zscore (N ¥E 77 s i) 0.97 0.208
Zscore (H. 5k M 1 %) 0.991 -0.082
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Table 5. Rotation component matrix

5. HEREAAERE °

BA
1 2

Zscore (il A Z5tIX) 0.817 0.43
Zscore (3 ==k ailk A\ %) 0.961 0.253
Zscore (Jiie 2 AR $) 0.892 -0.226
Zscore (Jik4T4t) 0.609 0.777
Zscore (&R E) 0.977 0.126
Zscore (Jife 75 Ji ¥ 1) 0.139 -0.963
Zscore (112371 2 fn 285 LH0) 0.978 0.193
Zscore (55 ==l 57 8 50) 0.947 -0.002
Zscore (N ¥4 7= i) 0.992 0.017
Zscore (HLEER 1 40) 0.947 0.304

T EE R BRI E A B BRI, B 7486 5 A7 2 AR DCRERE, Bl ARFa&
XTF“ TRPRHIAE BB, 2 BT R S R s AR B Xﬂ“ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁn‘%ﬁﬁi%ffﬁ, AR AR A R T,
—ERFEH = NS Ml B E LA, A BMEE TR E, B RN AR
%i iR 25 JE) e 7 T SR
e, AR THS B Bt 3 70 RECERER W12 6 Fros, BIRT 45 X7 0 A B AN R 14573 R 3
X, =0.8F, +0.163F, +¢,,
X, = 0.12F, +0.046F, + &,

X,, = 0.113F, +0.077F, + &,.

F, =0.08X, +0.12X, +0.16X, +0.012X , +0.136X +0.122X
+0.129X, +0.145X,, +0.15X, +0.113X ),

F, = 0.163X, +0.046X,, —0.223X , +0.385X , —0.029X, — 0.57 X,
+0.01X, —0.1X, —0.094 X4 +0.077 X, @

Table 6. Component score coefficient matrix

%= 6. MBI REIER

ety
1 2
Zscore (JikiF A Z5tIX) 0.080 0.163
Zscore (28 =/t A %) 0.120 0.046
Zscore (Jig 2 RS $L) 0.160 -0.223
Zscore (JiAT4t) 0.012 0.385
Zscore (B EZIRTE) 0.136 -0.029
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Continued
Zscore (Jik % J& % &) 0.122 -0.570
Zscore (12371 2 fn 2 ) 0.129 0.010
Zscore (3 ==k 4% B ) 0.145 -0.100
Zscore (N4 77 H) 0.150 -0.094
Zscore (H.IE M = %) 0.113 0.077

R Q) R FHENEM R T2 8155, RIEAN:
Fi) 0746 0, 0198 4 i 15 41 @)
0.746+0.198 '  0.746+0.198 %’ B
Hop BV RRE B SN AT LY, BV FRE §EES A ART L.

H(2). @)= iHH R AL 2007~2017 S fRRiE =k e i i a2, dad & 1, wl i o AR AL ik
Wereb ik B i — A LA FE . 2007~2010 AL iR r= bk T8 LA E % eES, 2013~2014
PR RIS G S 2014 4 G rov ok e S TER SRS, RBLH BRI R R a8, KRR 1R
B 2007 4E-1.065 FF4: ETF, £F 2012 FE AR IE, 3] 2017 AE O E 1.439. MUK S, AR R E
(SR A AR DA SR KAk, A B 4 B e R ik, B9 vl Reit— 4 .

0
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Figure 1. Evolution of the development potential of the tourism industry in
Yili State

1 FEN KRR & R B IR

3.3. B354

it FIRRIRF 0T, MRIEPIA R FRUREDLICN(Y) (BBAL: A2TT), B [R5 47 JR 38 2 57 A ] )5
JE[8] [9].
BENDNERTFRNEEEF,F,, RIS NFEAE Y, W45 H EHE 2771
Y =B+ B R +BF.
FH SPSS Atk a5 L Edm gt T A3, 15 HARSSEEE W R -
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Table 7. Coefficient

=7 AH
FEARHEIL R R B SRS
L t Sig.
B TRRLEE Rl i VIF
(H ) -0.074 0.080 -0.926 0.385
1 fi 0.740 0.091 1.034 8.121 0.000 0.844 1.184
f, 0.311 0.106 0.376 2.949 0.021 0.844 1.184

h#744: B,=074, B,=0311, B, =-0.074. WFEHIFEA:
y = 0.74f, +0.311f, - 0.074.
X FIRBR A AT A G AT IR AN F AR, BRI 8. K 9:

Table 8. Model summary
=8 RELLE

it R RJ7 R Ty PRUERE T R 2

1 0.951% 0.904 0.877 0.23816575

Table 9. Analysis of variance

9. FESH
B Py i df oy F Sig.
EE] 3.745 2 1.873 33.012 0.000°
1 Rz 0.397 7 0.057

Bt 4.142 9

[FIE DT FERI U E R R? =0.904 , VLHH A2 5 WA 2 MG ERLE, H4h, BURZE MK
Fa=001, & F HHEAE Fyp (27)=9.55 HF > Foo (2,7), B0 RR RO B, Z%mE )7
T B A B R s E

s IR AERE X, X, o, Xyo AR FIH AR AT A2 AR BEBON 55 Tt A G5t IK L 55 =P Ml A
i U B A H A 1 T ROy IR T A

Y = 0.4493X, +(8E —0.5) X, +0.2782X, +0.4876 X, +0.0001X, —0.83X
+0.0988X., +0.0314X,, +0.0008X, +0.2774 X, —97.45

H1 2017 A1 2018 4R AR AT AN ¢ 10 Frzm, MTRINE AT OLINE 9 LEBORTE , A2 Hs (R 79
DR ZZEUN, RPIZER R BN SR EST 7T DL R A S bR I3 -

Table 10. Prediction and estimation for 2017-2018
%= 10. 2017~2018 FEFME T

by ML E e RER TR X ) F PRAE RFER
2017 297.85 224.598 0.2459 336.72 0.131
2018 363.97 270.862 0.2558 382.984 0.052
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4. 458

ZR Lk, REINIRINL A RZ 11 AN R, AR S8 K BI Pl K, R SRS iR
HONSFAERE KN IEAE . 1338 T i SR ) SCRE AR PR 58 LARROT R 46 — R AR i 3L PE R o« BRI
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