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Abstract

In this paper, principal component regression analysis is used to make an empirical analysis of the
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main factors affecting the total health expenditure in Xinjiang. The results show that the urbaniza-
tion rate has the greatest impact on per capita health expenditure, and health resources and ex-
penditures such as the number of personnel in health institutions (people), the average cost of
inpatients (yuan), the number of beds in health institutions (Zhang), and per capita GDP (100 mil-
lion yuan) are positive with socio-economic factors The birth rate negatively affects the total
health cost in Xinjiang. Under the trend of slowing down economic growth in China in the new era,
the increase in health expenses in Xinjiang is jointly affected by many factors. The urbanization
rate is an important reason for the increase of health expenses in Xinjiang, and health resources
and socio-economic factors will play a huge role in promoting the increase in total health expenses
in Xinjiang.

Keywords

Total Health Expenditure in Xinjiang, Principal Component Analysis, Multiple Linear Regression
Analysis

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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L 20 AEJCILARIT 10 4, RIFEEUF AWK TAE MR, PA MR £ R AR
AR MR E” RSN RS 25 E 2 U 2 R I [ AR, T AR S g AR SRRk
S IE RN R R E U A G R RR[2].

A S 9% FH(Total Health Expenditure, THE) 28 LAt MR A ML &1 E T B, A ii it — A E K 8
Hby X E — 2 B T P (GBS 1 — 4R Asp b B TR AR & RV 3] DA i 2 R i i — N B R it [X
) DAEFENA AR B FORIL e dR, 0K T DAFRIESAF. a2 KR, K—AE Kb
X DA RIT B 5KV AR FHAR RS, SR UM i) A 8 T A 0K 1) AR R 4]

A R B R bl B TR ELE A0 DR 0 B SR 3R R DR Ak 2 R, R D AR 7 b [X
EER G, (EBAGFEM. RS R BRI, RS AR ERL Lk R S48 5 it
1o FERESIRARTE RN, BramBus TAEBNFRELI N, RS — Py K, R A
SR BEA ARV TR AR i 0, B R AR S T HAROB I . R aR AR o 0 SR A K I R
RIE, REHE DA R EES . ST 2 S P A S S H BA O, sl AR
B F 8K DA K R s ) 8 A e i i L B

2. FRKIR
B REEERIET 2012~2017 4 (E DALY [5] 2018~2022 4 (P E AR IFFEL) [6]

Je 2012~2022 (¥ CHra#giit %) [7]. DAELRAOEEN, 2k M NTAES . SRNETH 2.
NSO PAE B AE A 5, B RsE DA S S 9 MR, W&

YT R RIS
. A A7 B (12 8) X1
N e
WAL Xz
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BAENUE(AN) X3
PARIE AN RALE(5K) X4
PAN N RE(N) Xs
. I 11290 NIXIIEEST 9 (OT) Xs
B A X T () X7
PAMRSS CIF NIREL(HNIR) Xs
AH AR e
PA @ HdZT) Y
3. MRAESKIESTH
3.1. EARME
W GG R CPETAGEHESE)  ChE DA G (5] [6] [713RBUR L KR
1.
Table 1. Raw data
=1 RiageE
Ay X Xz X3 X4 Xs
2011 30,087 43.73 7587 125,391 155,701
2012 33,796 44.22 7820 131,542 150,083
2013 37,553 44.94 8096 137,325 159,513
2014 40,648 46.79 8285 142,956 167,598
2015 40,036 48.78 8359 150,263 178,063
2016 40,564 50.42 8330 165,925 188,399
2017 44,941 51.90 8294 169,636 208,204
2018 49,475 54.01 8250 173,670 212,718
2019 54,280 55.51 8285 181,175 221,297
2020 53,593 56.53 8175 182,884 228,800
G Xs X7 Xs Xg
2011 153.7 5159.5 7680.39 14.99
2012 106.3 4353.0 8386.56 15.32
2013 117.9 4646.6 9381.95 15.84
2014 126.4 4873.8 9978.97 16.44
2015 133.0 5168.8 10333.27 15.60
2016 136.2 5479.8 9584.68 15.34
2017 144.5 5786.1 9851.08 15.88
2018 158.6 6353.1 9392.27 10.69
2019 164.9 6779.9 10619.02 8.14
2020 178.9 6932.4 9509.16 6.90
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2011~2020 4 f) 8 LA 9 AR O ARG dn ¢ 1o ARAE 4 1 rp 8o X gl LA 8 2% P AU AR S RE I [ 2
BEAT 3 7307 o
3.2. BERERNEMS I

BHEBSIIENGEG A DAERIE. AN H A5 TR H 58 P A 2 9% F i 3 2R R AT b7
5 R R M 9B AR A B A B R ORI T AR s SR 2

321 ¥MASNHENLR
A T M KA ER G PR (K B AN 3R R [8] [9] -
BBEH n MR, BMERF p NMER: X, X, X, > 13 EUA S I FE RS .

X1 Xy oo le
X X cee X
21 A 2p
Xowp =| : : (21)
X Xngo oot an

e T*ﬂ—iy‘jFlsza"'lFm(mép)’ B
Fo=ayX +a,X++ apXp

FZ:a,lzx1+a22x2+-~+ap2xp 2.2)

F. = Ay Xy 8y X+ A X
1) v 7 WEBRENAE SR T sem, 7R TSR E SRR AT AR AL B, AR S R R N, 15
BIFRETE RN :
(xu—Yi)/ai(i:1,2,~~-,n;j=1,2,-~,p) (2.3)

2) MRABHHIER,,, BTHE A N:
:lzn: (X —%; ka / (2.4)

Nz

TR, R AT . B R - A1 =0, SR EE A W e &, 2> >4, BXt
NG AR AE IEAZ FRFAE M & Uy, Uy, oo, U, o
3) WHFEHS:

P n
F= Z_Z}uijxi'j (25)

j=1i=

8) B FTRT m SR RAE BT IO4 RIS, T B SO AT, i B 5
R ) 80%Lh L RAIE m, BEEAIET m AT A T

5) LKA 5 I AT KN ERAT: 5, = YUK k=12m: =12,
j=1
5 | MR TR A

m
SOCRE, = Y &sys i=12,-,n (2.6)
k=1
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3.2.2. RS FHTRISSIES R
B e R E

MM AT HATAR AL, 13 BIAREAL AR AR ¢ R BOERE, ik Y

19 MEIR R T REREAT IR T br, S5 R WK 2.

Table 2. Correlation coefficient matrix

2. HXABIEME

Xy X, X3 Xq Xs Xs X5 Xg Xo

Z score X, 1.000 0.964 0.652 0.948 0.950 0.707 0.900 0.681 -0.817
Z score X, 0.964 1.000 0.621 0.988 0.992 0.787 0.949 0.598 —0.808
Z score X3 0.652 0.621 1.000 0.685 0.582 0.147 0.393 0.929 —0.152
Z score X4 0.948 0.988 0.685 1.000 0.979 0.716 0.907 0.638 —0.732
Z score Xs 0.950 0.992 0.582 0.979 1.000 0.819 0.960 0.561 —0.790
Z score Xg 0.707 0.787 0.147 0.716 0.819 1.000 0.933 0.175 —-0.820
Z score X 0.900 0.949 0.393 0.907 0.960 0.933 1.000 0.413 —0.887
Z score Xg 0.681 0.598 0.929 0.638 0.561 0.175 0.413 1.000 —0.237
Z score Xq -0.817 —0.808 —0.152 -0.732 —0.790 —-0.820 —0.887 —0.237 1.000

W 2 AT O AR SCHRFERER, BRI, MO MR R A AW T, 3
(R H T

N TS B AR

3.

\

Table 3. The KMO and Bartlett test

% 3. KMO #0 Bartlett Fi#&1%

EHBATHE T oM, EE IR EHE T KMO A1 Bartlett A546, 45 R L%

HURE 295 FE 1Y) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin I & 0.641
AR TT 140.492
Bartlett [¥)
BRIV df 36
Sig. 0.000

%% 3t KMO K56 fHK{# 0.641> 0.5, Bartlett BREERIIG G iH ST MA 22y 140.492, HALBEMER 1

Sig {64 0.000, /NFEE KT 0.05, Kiss

SRR RV HEAT T 73 AT

T AN TR S 9 N ARRMILFELE, ERRIEHERD AR T 9 A BRI

fiEAH -

Table 4. Table of changes in variance of common factors
4 PNEFHETUR

¥ I
X1 1.000 0.959
X, 1.000 0.986
X3 1.000 0.975
X4 1.000 0.959
Xs 1.000 0.975
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gk
Xs 1.000 0.896
X7 1.000 0.990
Xsg 1.000 0.929
X 1.000 0.877

4 R AR 9 MR EARE 07T 22 1, BT T T R B 3 e
TA] ARIRAR G (R 12 A 5 1R 22
1 5 NER I MBI Rt 77 ZE DTk FE T 85% 75 E I HR A R .

Table 5. Explains the total variance

®5 MENERE

IR L GEER R RECPTTAMEN
it JiZH% 2R% it JiE % FH%
1 6.899 76.653 76.653 6.899 76.653 76.653
2 1.648 18.311 94.964 1.648 18.311 94.964
3 0.232 2.580 97.544
4 0.159 1772 99.316
5 0.035 0.385 99.701
6 0.020 0.224 99.925
7 0.004 0.050 99.974
8 0.002 0.017 99.991
9 0.001 0.009 100.000

B2 5 &1, BT 2 AT BBTTIRE A 94.964%, T TH RS S, Bk wT ik B §i w4 E A
AN ER S BRI 9 MR 4622 &
NTBUE AR THL KIBARTRALERT 1 BREN, GRS B R AL IR, a4

K1 IREA

A

6

,
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Figure 1. Gravel diagram

1. EHAE
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KL AR AR A DUAEHT 2~3 DA AL B AR R, B 3 N7, AR LB B
TorgE, KUHIEIGT 2 DA TN R G, BENS R LR IS SRR
e 9 MEFE A T LR E L.

% 6 N AT R A T HATHE R,

Table 6. Factor loading matrix
= 6. EFEEER

b0
PRUEALSE I A
1 2
X1 0.977 0.073
Xz 0.993 -0.010
X3 0.628 0.762
X4 0.975 0.087
Xs 0.986 —0.052
Xs 0.805 ~0.498
X7 0.956 -0.276
Xg 0.635 0.725
Xg -0.822 0.449

N T RS D T AR AN TR 1, IR 2 S AP R SEPR i 3, M Z i KA e A

THMB IR 7.

Table 7. Rotation factor load matrix

F 7. mEREE TR AR

X1
Xz
X3
X4
Xs
Xe
X7
Xg
Xg

1
0.796
0.853
0.140
0.788
0.869
0.946
0.960
0.165

—0.936

Jpy

2
0.570
0.508
0.977
0.582
0.469

—0.007
0.262
0.950

—0.044

B 7 aTUUEH, %8 1 BRI 12 AR = (EBR AR LA BRI, 3
5y 0.946. 0.960, iCHN Fy i FE M T PAZHREER, 5 2 FROETANME. 297 ARE
BRI, A 0.977, 0.950, TN F Ay, BT PARIES RS E.
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HIGETHRAF AT A5 2 2 A RO BRI 15 70 R BUERE CLTH SRR IO R R R 8. L3k 8,

Table 8. Matrix of component score coefficients

8. S0 REIER

Dy
1 2
X1 0.098 0.111
Xz 0.126 0.070
X3 —0.163 0.442
X4 0.093 0.119
Xs 0.138 0.047
Xs 0.257 —-0.197
X7 0.206 —-0.071
Xsg —0.150 0.424
Xg —0.244 0.171

B 8 13RI 3 s Rk oA
F, =0.098X, +0.126 X, —0.163X, +0.093X , +0.138X
+0.257 X +0.206 X, —0.150X, —0.244 X,.
F, =0.111X, +0.070X, +0.442X, +0.119X, + 0.047 X,
—-0.197X, -0.071X, +0.424 X, +0.171X,.
G AR T
6.899 1.648
= R+ 2
6.899 +1.648 6.899 +1.648

3.3. ETEMSMMEIRE S HANETSHT

3.3.1. HTLLMEIARBEKRE
Z TR Al S Y B 2 ik 5O
Y =a+bx; +bx, +---+bx; +&(j=12,--,n) .7

Jogi
Xy WHEAE, . a. by by oo by RERBEIRISE, BRI E LA WEA R, o
PRfERZE, & MBEHARE. M/ —fikRkigafb,, j=12,-, pHfH.

SSE = 3(y, -7’ (28)
Y, =a+bx; +bxy +---+byx;, (1=12,--,n) (2.9)
4 a b, i FHCH 0 15
e,
@E:d 1=12,---,p (2.10)
ob,
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2T EAS R 7R
Z ._na+b12xl, +b sz. +etb ZXPI
Z iYi :alei +bllei +bZZX1iX2i +'”+bpleixpi
i1 i1 i1 i1 (2.11)

=

pri Yi = aZ,Xpi +blzxpixli +bzzxpiX2i +"'+prX§i
i1 i1 i1 i1 i1
FIHAFE R AL X e R IE R, &

Y1 D T a &
Y, 1ox, X, - Xp2 b &
Y= . ’ X: . . : .. : ’ B: . y E&= : (212)
Yn 1 Xin Xpn o Xpn bp &y
LR RN T R IR A :
Y=XB+e¢ (2.13)
XXB=XY (2.14)
ISIEESEIR
B=(XX)" XY (2.15)

3.3.2. BIATEERINIE
T E R A R, RIERA b SRE A THE A RIS BUE, ST S5 VR .
RAF B (P “ B2 I7 R SST 40 N4

SST=Y(y,-y) =29 -V) +2(v, (2.16)

paw IVsF
SSR=Y(9,-Y¥)"» SSE=3(y,—-9;) (2.17)

SSR N[EJHF- 7 F1, SSE MFR 2T J5 Al
22 UL R [T ks 2B S A 2R

2 _SSR_, SSE
SST = SST

FERAER y Asferh, Ok, BIARREASUR AR AR, IR Y 5 X [0 R

VIR
KRB r 2N
r= [R5 (2.19)
SST SST
SHXARBERNTREY 5 BEE X MR R . BRHKXLREr>0, BEdEREMXR
O B 2 YEXT RNR T R AT 5 22 50T

3.3.3. EARBNSGITERIE
A FEMEEMERRERH F R, 2o MERPFEEEHERERHOTMREN

(2.18)
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Ho:b =b,=---=b, =0, HTRIK FHEitREiHEARXA:
XE-y
p p
F = m—_ ~F(p,n-p-1 (2.20)
-9y 1-r ( )
n_p_l n—p—l
i p ROREZENG n SR E U5 e REEKT alf, & P ENT4eEE KPR
F>F, I, fEARMBK.
ENCINEpap oy ST E R CB LIRS T Gl S g F o o IS o QN A G ok e (e
Ho:b=b,=---=b=0(i=12,-,p), b MEEEGIER tGIHE. HHAXA:

b
T (2.21)
S
itl:':"
S; = 2% -5) ; (2.22)
I (n—p—l)Z(in_K)

B> t,, (n—k-1) i, FELETEL.

3.3.4. B EVARSEIES B

W RF o B IR P A S DR S BT VA 4 A vh ) 1 AR i, R i 12 A s o FRLAE Sy 0 051 4 o ) DR A
HEAT R P40 HT

Z TR PR g R an g 9.

Table 9. Model summary table
0. EWESLRE

oy S Wi gt &
A R R WERJ *T{E‘iﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂ’l Durbin-Watson
RE Ry FEK dfl df2 SigOF Hi
1 0.992a 0.983 0.978 0.14705135 0.983 204.601 2 7 0.000 2.179

a. A E: (¥&E), Fi. b. FAMNAE: (¥&E), Fi, F. co AR Zscore (Y).

BTV 45 HUAE 2 9 IR HH R*E A F1) 0.983 it WAL b5 B4 #0 & FE FE Ay, 7 72 1) DW AT ERAF A 2,179,
A IR FEAFAE—E A IEAR R
1% 10 &2 TTERNE 81 7347 K 5 2 07 Rt 45 00 2 5 4 ST R AR 36 (F A6 6e) o

Table 10. ANOVA table
%= 10. FENHE

TR P AN df ¥ F Sig.
ELE] 8.849 2 4.424 204.601 0.000b
1 7 0.151 7 0.022
Bat 9.000 9

a: A Zscore (Y). b: TAEE: (¥/|), Fi. c: TR (BE), Fi, F
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M 10 HRT DA H [ VAR pOU o 21 [l 5 5 2252 K Fak 220, H F {E28 204.601, 23 /K-F-J4 0.000
NTRFMIKF =005, UEMAZREMLNERREE . B MERHER &,
1L i 0 B AR [ R R AL [ SRR A I R L

Table 11. Coefficients output table
1L RBIHR

o AR R AL MHERE  t Sig.  HAMEGiHE
. B FRifEiR % A IR B VIF
(% &) —-3.911E-017 0.047 0.000 1.000
2 F1 0.327 0.019 0.860 17.544 0.000 1.000 1.000
F, 0.385 0.038 0.494 10.070 0.000 1.000 1.000

a: NAE: Zscore (Y).

H1 3 11 Af WA VK o = 0.05 , A FH REUE FEIER MR P <o , M5B MBALZ S 3K
RPEJGPIIINILR ST, BRI REB(VIF) BB R, 2R AL LR ML AT BE A K .
IR SR AT AR B Fr. R IR ZNEIK RE(VIF)ESET 1, #/0NT 5, DIGARRAR & Jo b2t
fHoL.

K2 B R S A SR, B2 (N LT 1B () AT DU 22 20 A ELE8 20, A S A, Ul A
BASRMRMIERS AT, WIRZERIEDS P-P B(H) RO A R B, WU AR, 12800
FEA A2 BV 7 BT ) 2% A

H7 K [] A BR YA 5% 22 (R A v P-P ]
A H: Z score (Y) 10 A H: Z score (Y)
3 ¥1{H = 1.39E-16 .
PRAERZE. = 0.882 0.8
N=10
e o
H
2 / \ 5 061 o
* I@; 0.4 5
1. % o o
0.2
0 0.0 T T T :
-5 -1.0 05 0.0 05 1.0 L5 00 02 04 06 08 10
[ AR AEAL IR 22 FLI g SR 2

Figure 2. Graph of data test results
2. BURKIGERE

T A 56 i AR R A (3 BRSSO B, W] RAE DA o i AR A B Y
B, ARSI AR, A bR AN E . SR 4 R B 2 n A R TR
Y =0.860X, +0.494X .

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2024.132039 407 Gt 58


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2024.132039

P

B bR B AR, R IE 20 N BDA 7 F8 45
Y =0.139X, +0.143X, +0.078X , +0.139X,, +0.142 X,
+0.124X, +0.142X, +0.080X, —0.125X,.

MR AT A, e . PAENUI A SO R BRI A Uk 38 (0) R Bk, ATLLBx =
AR T P A 8 S R SR R I, T DA 2 9 I R R 2
4. g

R [e) [ 25 % T A o B p K LA R VR R . AT 9 A6 P 3 B 1 22 0 2k Pk L DA RE AL, T 9 B
2010~2020 4F357 38 TP A= 4 A0 25 . STUESE R S, AKIE AP Bl . SR . TAERLIL.
PANIRA S, BANRIA RS T AT A . AR A ST A Ry
L2 00 T A 2 2 P LR B2

2 2 KRN R AE TG K P H 254 00, R MO B LS T DA, DA RS FARR 2 . o,
TANUIEL. DU R B0 AN R IR 2t — B B B 7 BAR I R E, AT 45 ok 22 9 A
9 k. HAESE SR PAR, BN RN R R EST DA R, e — R R
BT HE PSR, AR AR, B AT R T, R BT (R ORI
RS R THIEPASCH, R TR B DA A . ILAh, B IE At PA 2,
(R HE T o B DO K TP IR T, IR S TR R LI BET 41, (8590 2 5 BCH 3 hn v i IS 7 fi
FE, $RTHH5E DA M.

L L BTIR, SIS B R B R R B, T A A P ) kR 2 R LR R
ff) 4

4.1 BHEAEN DY R BRI

RAVICER, W2 EROEST RS AR BAPEI SR, AR AT AAHAL[10]
[11]o A, N ETRIIR 2 S5 K56 AR BUAARAL , R0 A= 2 FH T BT+ (0 70 [12] o OM I X K e BARTE L
FEEE L HFERal 7 RER B, BRI R 2 —Joaif, (5 i8Rt Ak v &
I X IR AR I 18, IR 2 2 AR IR AE BT R 55 A TS5 LR

MASCIRNA TSR, B SEER A A0S A 9 AT 35 IR o RSB AR 5 AR B 2 1A o5+
EVIERR, WAL DMEdt 22 5 A R, i/l 2 2200, o508 JE RAEF/KP[13], #Emft e E R+ 12
ARSI B AT R A AN 2 T Sk, i AR R 55 PR T R A A R A Al 55 R I EE R R 2 [14],
P PSR BEAG AR it 1 s RO T BAE RS A - BEE BRI B BERE HERE, — T3 T R IAE BT SRR
RBCEINAE Z; 53— 7 M, S RBAE — @R F Rk TSR At R e, 2 iz s X A A
Jo BREAPAM R (8 73 BT A 55 R SRAG 20 2, AT 3 2508 5 AR 3 T A8 o

4.2. DEHMASZBXDE L RANEMm

AR, FEEITEOR. BT EEARIE R, B R PARS R EMZ A, BRE RN
PAEMRS . REBUFEDTETEETG, — I E RN 7 Itm ey PAEREIRERS, 75—
Jr AR ARG N T AR SS BA, i AR B T G A A S PR 22— [15]0 T G T A BE R B %
R B o EE B A R R T U 8. el EAE LA B3 T RE 2 BN AR R 550 9 i AR R S5
R, BT H R AR

MASCH AL R T AT, 8 98 AR U N 53800t 788 T4 9 RO 825 IR R0 . B sl e )T
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TANUN SIECE N, Wb DA S AR IE AR . Hrsitab va ssizag st X, KR KTl
N G I AR T SR RARES o A I SR RO SE AR S0 1 TR AR T A A R85 97 5 S B AR AT (R BT
TRIBEUR, RIS BT AR, AUBBETT A NA BB AU S 25 M [16], 1X 12 T A 1 3% A
IEpIESY AR

FEASRIE M b RIS 21, OB el 1A BRURIC B A e bn 5 9 DA R B AR SO RO, Ul WA 8
B A RIRAA BN Z Y, BARRIRMLAACT AR, HAR fE RO BT IS5 I 2R ML, — B B
g, R ERE KRR

4.3. ABIR{ERZRANIDE B BRI
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