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Support Vector Machine in Forecasting the Supply of College Graduates
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Abstract: Multiple linear regression, time sequence extrapolation method, Grey Prediction GM (1, 1)
Model, support vector machine are used in forecasting the supply of college undergraduate graduates.
Based on comparison, it is discovered that support vector machine is the most suitable model for forecas-

ting the supply of college graduates.
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Table 1 The original data matrix
. RPN LAl HOTEL HEZ, 53515 0k 2SR T AR AR 4 Bk
YR N X,/ A X,/ T 6 X,/ TP X,/m? X/ A
1998 653 135 326 480 3904 842 49 521.97 154 004 631 3202 197
1999 936 690 335 771 5493 394 55 279. 45 175 247 930 3 404 445
2000 1 160 191 370 838 7 087 280 61 036.93 207 489 971 3 884 823
2001 1381 835 400 566 9 133 503. 6 66 794. 41 259 562 302 4 534 495
2002 1 587 939 454 882 10 188 362. 1 72 551. 89 302 512 862 5267 760
2003 1 825 262 502 458 11 665 761. 8 83 649. 02 382 017 582 6 124 580
2004 2099 151 575 334 14 878 589. 8 101 032. 43 455 105 466 8 671 327
2005 2 363 647 630 010 17 543 468 116 544. 96 512 872 732 8 768 108
2006 2 530 854 67 7056 21 297 613.2 132 236. 82 573 562 739 9 641 782
2007 2 820 971 717 173 25 502 370. 8 148 455.22 576 543 195 10 117 761
2008 2 970 601 856 040 29 388 768. 5 161 918.07 592 145 541 10 606 686
BAERW: 1997 2008 4R EHMESHIHAELE. HEM AR ES. Jbat. NREEF Bt
1.2 SuhFERMEE
RO, T SCH Y R ARl m R AR 3 EM TR
BN, X, ~ X, Sy Fe R AR B A AT B EL Table 3  Principal component analysis results
LS R G2 G S I =T S SR PR SR S A SR AN BRfb(E & F, F, F, F, Fy
R gL, AR A BB DA T &S R AP, X; 0.994 —0.069 —0.086 0.015 —0.006
1001m5%@m;r PSR Y 5 8 X, (i X 0.99 —0.137 0.031 0.004  0.03
-1, L 5) ZRIMARE BEES AT 0.9 (I ﬁ sz-mm(mM -0.013 -0.032
' 0.986 0.155 0.02 0.057 0.001
2), H i AH Z, Wiear gy mliH ¢
%J ﬁm RLEPSS S & ! X; 0.989 0.132 -0.009 —0.062 0.008
BAL, BREE 4.908  0.072  0.011  0.007  0.002
Y il &4
ERERESS S LS 98.162 1.434 0.215 0.150 0.040
Table 2  Correlation table %
X X X X X B
Y | ) 5 f s " 98.162 99.596 99.810 99.960 100
Y 1 0.979°70.976°°0.978° " 0.988" * 0.982" ik %
X, 0.979°* 1  0.990°*0.991"* 0.968°* 0.974*"
X, 0.976°70.990°" 1 0.996"* 0.955"" 0.960" " RS =T U 17 e O s o T I D v
X, 0.978770.991°%0.996*" 1 0.969"* 0.974" " 99. 596 % 1) it Tk R, HLel LB £
X, 0.988°%0.968°°0.955°*0.969** 1  0.992*" SEACHER A 5 AN ST 40T . AT £ AR
Xs 0.982°70.974°%0.960°0.974"* 0.992** 1 I Z SR
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F, = 0.448 7X; +0.446 9X; +0.449 1X; +
0.445 1X; +0.446 4X.

F, =-0.2572X; -0.510 6X; —0.294 4X; +
0.577 7X; +0.491 9X.
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Table 4 The coefficient of regression equation

B T {f Sig.
F, 0. 447

22.051 0. 000
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Table 5 The results of variance analysis

Model R Square F 1§ Sig.

0. 980 486. 266 0. 000
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Table 6 Prediction results and error

A o L HIAME X 22
2007 2787825 2820971 -0.011 74
2008 3077800 2970 601 0. 036 08
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Fig. 1  The original data distribution
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Table 7 Prediction results and error of time series model

R o HEH FHXT R 22
2007 2791500 2820971  -0.010 447
2008 3026718 2970 601 0.01 889
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Table 8 Prediction results and error of GM (1, 1) model

RV I HEH HEXFR2E
2007 2809 614 2820971 -0.004 03
2008 3152527.57 2970 601 0.061 24
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Table 9  Formatting results
653 135 1:326 480 2:3 904 842 3:49 521.97 4:154 004 631 5:3202 197
936 690 1:335 771 2:5 493 394 3:55 279. 45 4: 175 247 930 5:3 404 445
1 160 191 1:370 838 2:7 087 280 3:61 036. 93 4:207 489 971 5:3 884 823
1 381 835 1:400 566 2:9 133 503.6 3:66 794. 41 4:259 562 302 5:4 534 495
1 587 939 1:454 882 2:10 188 362. 1 3:72 551. 89 4:302 512 862 5:5 267 760
1 825 262 1:502 458 2:11 665 761. 8 3:83 649. 02 4:382 017 582 5:6 124 580
2 099 151 1:575 334 2:14 878 589.8 3:101 032.43 4:455 105 466 5:8 671 327
2 363 647 1: 630 010 2:17 543 468 3:116 544.96 4:512 872 732 5:8 768 108
2 530 854 1: 677 056 2:21 297 613.2 3:132 236. 82 4:573 562 739 5:9 641 782
2 820 971 1:717 173 2:25 502 370. 8 3:148 455.22 4:576 543 195 5:10 117 761
2 970 601 1: 856 040 2:29 388 768. 5 3:161 918. 07 4:592 145 541 5:10 606 686
TEMCEERS b, XHEBse s 2 n IR AN s HEA T A — AR b 3, AP Y45 R W3R 10,
# 10 H—f&R
Table 10 Normalized results

653 135 1: -1 2: -1 3: -1 4: -1 5: -1
936 690 1: —0.964 91 2: -0.875 329 3: -0.897 55 4: -0.903 03 5: —0.945 372
1 160 191 1: -0.832472 2: -0.750 24 3: -0.795 1 4: -0.518 157 5: —0.640 138
1 381 835 1: —0.720 198 2: —-0.589 65 -0.692 651 4: -0.518 157 5: -0.640 138
1 587 939 1: -0.515 062 2: —0.506 864 3: —0.590 201 4: -0.322 098 5: -0.442 078
1 825 262 1: -0.33538 2: -0.390 916 3: -0.392 736 4:0.040 820 2 5: -0.210 646
2 099 151 1: -0.060 148 2: -0.138 771 3: —0.083 412 4:0.374 447 5:0. 477 247
2 363 647 1:0. 146 348 2:0.070 370 8 3:0.192 621 4:0.638 14 5:0.503 388
2 530 854 1:0.324 027 2:0.364 999 3:0.471 846 4:0.915 174 5:0.739 373
2 820 971 1:0. 475 538 2:0. 694 992 3:0.760 439 4:0.928 779 5:0. 867 938
2 970 601 1:1 2:1 3:1 4:1 5:1
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Table 11  The comparison of the forecast

value and the actual value

RO P L HIHH R
2007 2821150 2820971 6.34533E -05
2008 2970270 2970 601 —0.000 111 425
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