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Prediction of Land Use Change Based on Markov and GM(1,1) Models

SUN Yi-yang', LI Yi-xue", JJANG Huai-long%, ZHOU Ying—xue'

(1.College of Resource and Environment, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, China; 2.Shandong Land Survey & Planning
Institute, Jinan 250014, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the law of land use change in Laiwu City, Markov and GM(1,1) were respectively employed in the prediction of
land use change in Laiwu from 2015 to 2050, after which the results were analyzed and discussed. The results showed that: (1)The variational
trends of all kinds of land use change predicted by the two models were consistent and the goodness of fit of the predictive value in
corresponding years in the near future was high, illustrating that the predicted results in the near future were credible and the trend predicted
in mid long term could be used as reference. (2)The cultivated land would remanin almost no change from 2015 to 2020, and then gradually
decreaseed in a small range from 2020 to 2050. The garden, the woodland, the grassland always reducing and the decreare range of the
grassland was the largest. The urban village and industrial and mining land, the transportation land would be continuously increased and the
range of urban village and industrial and mining land was the largest. The water and water conservancy facilities land and the other land
would be always reduced in a very small range. It could be concluded that the results predicted by the two models in the near future were
credible and could provide scientific basis for land use planning of Laiwu, while the method could provide reference for the prediction of land
use change.

Keywords : land statistics; prediction of land use change; model; Laiwu City; Markov; GM(1,1)
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TSI (S GM(1, 1)PRERERY  ASCER 525 TR A MR
(R P B e st 64 bR FHAZ A I Markov 507
AGM(L, DA RIFEA TR HE NI, AR R — &
390 2 ST X 3R 5 T £ - 3t R AR A A 7 T
FERE PR AE SRR L A3 , LA DA 3 e i - ) A A&
FEALRLEAAE , L) R AR e 2%

1 #REFE

1.1 SARXER

I FRINARE, R 117°19'~117°58" b
43 36°02'~36°33", AL ARV R 55 b, AR I T 1 L L RO
U5, P Im 28 R 28 PUAR R AN X . F bR KR 2
58 km, 45 PG i KB B 56.8 km, [ 1 224 603.43 hm?,
N 133.27 T3 STE RS NI 2 A~ IX, 6 M EE
AL 14 AV, HASEW X 4 A riEd Al (11
AN IR X 2 AN AL (3 M

2014 4, 41 A4 )7 BB (GDP)687.60 127G,
2013 AFEHEK 8.8% . Horr S5 — kg finfE 53.15 14c,
K 3.6% ;55 — PV e 374.78 1200, 4K 9.7%;
55 VI 259.67 4270, 344K 8.1%. 3 ™k 2
¥ 2013 4E1 7.6:56.0:36.4 &% H 7.7:54.5:37.8,

2014 4E3EIET AT 224 603.43 hm?, 4 FH
158 784.02 hm?, /5 &L 1d ALY 70.70% , v #f Hb
72 614.29 hm? [El H1 16 01843 hm? Ffith 37 447.48 hm?,
B 32 703.62 hm?; @ FIH 50 731.84 hm?, /5 AR
[ 22.59% , AR e T4 i 33 185.56 hm? 38 i@ iz
iy FFI i 6 873.63 hm? /K48 K 7K A 4 it FFI s 10 672.66
hm?; Hofth 4 b 15 087.46 hm?, |5 A E R 6.72%.
1.2 Markov {2V R IH

Markov 157 & —Fh B B RIFEM LS iz 8, HA
“ToJaatE”, B Markov 3 B2 A9 56 (n+1) 25 AR AS A
ROAHE0,1,2, -, (n=1) LAPRESHER AL
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TCG5 R AAFAEIEREEY n fif P(n) JCZE 0, ) Markov 12
PR I i i Ve SRR S A A e B R 5
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2016 £ 5 B

o7 R (3) 2T XS 07 118 Bsf [ i 107 R, [R] R AR
JEE T i B A 2
xD(141)= x<0>(1)—f§ ew+% (5)

A =X (4) X6 — vk B AR s i FEAE « @ () nf
PISRASE A EI 3 S E -
xO0)=xP ()= (-1) (6)
Arfa=1,2, - N; IHHE «(0)=0,
Db B 1) 8 DA 5 S LA 2 [ (1) B 22 (E
() FIAIRHEZE ¢ (DU
8(0)(t):x(0)(t)_x(0)(t)

q(z)=‘;$38§x100% (7)

XEFIINAR(S), BB FIRG 2R Al 4%~
TR A . TR

0= zan (8)

st=y OO OF (9)

gm)_ Z (‘”(t) (10)

sgzﬁg[ém(”_g(oqz (11)
HWK GBI R L e=s./s, &’JW%%%*%%P :

={| £ (1)-2©|<0.674 55,) (12)

HHRE 35 L ¢ F/INRZEMESR p XTI HEF T80T,
2 p>0.95 Fll ¢<0.35 B, A BRI A] 56 | A Al A 7 13
U D L E A X 5% 2 A (e © (1)) 1 43 B %
K (5)HATEIE,

2 HBRENH

2.1 Markov #5245 i
211 bR BTG RS R 0 5 R AR [ 1
H

F 4 2009—2010 ARG sE e, AAS - M 2 T
FR T b S TR L B AR n e, AT 45 b A F )
TRARZSHER 341 P(O),

P(0)=[0.3220 0.0731 0.1682 0.1553

0.1359 0.0300 0.0482 0.067 4]

F e Ie i 2009—2014 44 5 A Bz i 1 Hb
FIIFHBRARAS 2 Gty 5 ANBF 1] B o8 1 - b ) 4%
FEHEREF R 72, mT LAAS 4% = R 2R R T R
SRS IRARARS , PETTHEAS 2009—2014 4 5 AN
[i) 32 PN 4% 28 = A FH 2R B AR b () AR - 4 5 B
R, BRI ae R A A R A B (V=0 ) .

2.1.2 Markov FERUELH FI0

R A 2 R o 1) - R P A 00 i RSB 238 A A
P(O) WIIER A S B ME A0 4 (N=0) L) J% Markov i
R AT R (D F(2), 50514 n=6.7.8.9.10,
11.16.21 .31 41, | Ji] MATLAB % f 12532 & 15
2015.2016.2017.,2018 .2019,2020 2025 ,2030.,2040
2050 A (1) - R AR TR AR U (3R 1) 6

MR 1T, B AR A S A 2015 4
FRELHTIN A 2030 47, Z J5 a8l 5 S i T E A
Tl Ak S Al v R TR B B, B AR R R
PRSI 2251, R, X6 16 B 2 A R R A A DA 565
2.1.3 Markov FE RIS F 37 TN

R T 14) S B E T AR T 4
PR 5 24 T

HORAEE S T,
BERXS O SEBRTE DLREA T RS EBRIE , 25

& 1 Markov #EEIFN A & + i 2B FI FZE LA EL 151

Table 1 Proportion of land use types forecasted by Markov model

Ay Bt Fre] b, Mt HHb, WA K T M SSmisii i AR KRBt oAt + b
2015 0.323 5 0.071 0 0.166 5 0.143 7 0.150 1 0.030 7 0.047 4 0.067 1
2016 0.323 6 0.070 7 0.166 2 0.141 9 0.1525 0.030 9 0.047 3 0.067 1
2017 0.323 8 0.070 3 0.165 9 0.140 1 0.154 8 0.031 0 0.047 2 0.067 0
2018 0.324 0 0.070 0 0.165 6 0.138 3 0.157 1 0.031 1 0.047 1 0.066 9
2019 0.324 1 0.069 6 0.165 4 0.136 5 0.159 4 0.031 2 0.046 9 0.066 9
2020 0.324 3 0.069 3 0.165 1 0.134 7 0.161 7 0.031 4 0.046 8 0.066 8
2025 0.324 7 0.067 6 0.163 7 0.126 3 0.173 1 0.032 0 0.046 2 0.066 4
2030 0.324 9 0.066 0 0.162 3 0.118 4 0.184 3 0.032 6 0.045 6 0.066 0
2040 0.324 3 0.062 8 0.159 6 0.104 1 0.206 1 0.033 8 0.044 4 0.065 0
2050 03229 0.059 8 01570  0.0915 0.227 0 0.034 9 0.043 3 0.063 8
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JE B - b ) PR A S R A 5 4 ] R | 7R 0
FRIL 2009 AE5F5 vk 4 [ A i 2 LART Y 1 3t A1) B R
ARAZ ERCRA LR , e 2009 4F % 2013 4E 2 [H], 4
AN B 3 AN DA 34 2 A B AR Y R SR R R A T
A, ARHEZ BT E Y 2009 4F 4 Hu ) AP0 dEek A
WER A3 A1 P(O), Tl 2013 4FF0 2014 4 4 Hb A1) A2
ARG DL, 5 5L BB T A (3R 2)

2 AT LIE Y, R 25 e/ N B — Uk B0 A A
2009—2012 4F I HER A T, f RAHXF IR 2N
0.000 9, 8L T4, AU 7 2014 AESLBR{ERY 0.277 5%,
I, PR HAA AR FER 2009—2012 4R,
Bl 2009—2010.2010—2011.2011—2012 3 /> fit] B
F14) A ST 287 2 5% i 2 AR 23 Sy 0 s PR S B A AR 3 R I
(3 3), M BTAA S (19 2009 4F 1 H ) FH B 9] 06 1R
LR A P(O) LA Sz Markov 1 F I A 7 R (1)
X (2), BRI FIMATLAB 4 #2012 51%F 20152016 .
2017.2018 2019 20202025 .2030,2040.2050 4f- [#)
- R AR AL TR, £5 R ANk 4 FoR .

2.2 GM(1,1)#&EIF5:m
2.2.1 GM(1,1)FERIT5m

Fiddi 2009—2014 44t 5 A~ Bsf (] B %) - A FH 2B
BB, %8311 2009.2010.2011 20122013 2014 4F
6 MFEG G EE , 2 H DPS 3 GM
(1, 1)f5EA1

Bt xaO(14+1)=—416.273 244> ¥94484.074 493 ;

Bel b o x O (141)=—2 743 182.532 83700 ®2
2759 594.042 837;

MHL 2 (241)=-28 075 397.965 6480 324
28 113 166.195 648;

EHl D (141 )==3 117 233.824 350e 00" %y
3152 120.464 350;

WA B T AT i M D (241 )=

2 042 222.325 570e*5%-2 011 701.085 570;

SEAZ I M 2O (141)=1 431 794.029 537" 6%
1 425 059.869 537;

IR KB b 2V (24+1)=

% 2 Markov BT BEHO 0

Table 2 Accuracy test of predictive simulation in Markov model

T H Bt [l Mt o WUEN T sGEE M KoK RE A T H
T HUR AR 2013 4ESEBR{E 03225 0.0715 0.1669 0.147 5 0.146 1 0.030 4 0.047 6 0.067 4
e 2014 4ESZBRE 03233 0.0713 01667 0.145 6 0.147 8 0.030 6 0.047 5 0.067 2
2009—2012 4 2013 4EF(E 03224 00717 0.1667 0.1479 0.145 7 0.030 3 0.047 5 0.067 6
B3 AR 22 0.000 1 —0.0002 0.0002 -0.000 3 0.000 4 0.000 1 0.000 1 -0.000 2
2014 AEFIME - 03224 00714 01664 0.146 1 0.148 1 0.030 4 0.047 3 0.067 7
HIXF R 2 0.000 9 -0.000 1 0.0003 -0.0005 -0.000 4 0.000 2 0.000 2 -0.000 5
2009—2013 4F 2014 AEF(E 03226 0.0712 01666 0.145 6 0.148 7 0.030 5 0.047 4 0.067 5
Htg AR 2 0.000 7 0.000 1 0.0002 0.000 0 -0.001 0 0.000 1 0.000 1 -0.000 3
2010—2013 4F 2014 4EFRIIME 03226 00708 0.1669 0.147 5 0.147 3 0.030 6 0.047 8 0.066 4
By il MR 0.000 7 0.000 6 -0.0002 -0.0019 0.000 5 0.000 0 -0.000 2 0.000 8

7E:2000—2013 4EHIHE) 2009—2010,2010—2011,2011—2012 ,2012—2013 4F- 4 i [i] B 45 P 56 R A%

£ 3 20092012 £ RE LT BT FHHBIEER
Table 3 Average transition probablity matrix of land use change of Laiwu City from 2009 to 2012

A 2 B el 3t M Hh WU X TR M SSEE R AOS RKR R . ol
Bt 09946 0.0000  0.0000 0.000 0 0.004 7 0.000 2 0.000 0 0.000 4
(g 0.0023  0.993 1 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.003 0 0.000 2 0.000 0 0.001 5
b 0.0007 0.0000 09978 0.000 0 0.001 1 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.000 2
B 0.0069 0.0009  0.000 0 0.987 8 0.002 4 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.001 8
B S T M 0.001 1 0.0002  0.000 1 0.000 0 0.998 5 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.000 1
A2 32 i FH i 0.000 1 0.0000  0.000 1 0.000 0 0.001 6 0.998 1 0.000 0 0.000 1
IR KA F#  0.000 5 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.002 7 0.000 1 0.996 5 0.000 2
Hofth 1 3tb 0.0045 0.0000  0.0000 0.000 0 0.003 0 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.992 4
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5155988.204 118,

HRPEF I L ¢ F/NRZEMESR p XHERIIEF T2,
JIT A 8 AR RIAS 25 10 HE ¢<0.35, /NRZEMER
p>0.95 LAY A5 MEAT TR, SR )5 1545 4% L Hb S AR
FIFHAEAL HLBI (6 5)0

NS AT LLE Y, AR 0 AR Ah R A ] 5 — ik
Markov HERIFH (25 SARRL, [FIFER H 2015 4545LE
Hahn, EHE) 2025 4, Z JEIEGN, 5T EANE T
Ak S i s R R B, #FHER R B BRI
S 2R, PRI, RS B e R s EA T A 56
2.2.2 GM(1, 1 )RS Frm = 5 il

2 R A BRI rT RIS Markov AL T
DAY R RO B 48— DA S GMU( 1, 1) % $5c s i 22
3R, e 2009 4 2013 4E 22 [A] 4 B (5 AS4EA)
4 AL EESEE BRI TALA, W EIE 2013

AEH 2014 A -3 A SRR AL (SR 6) .

TR B/ N — R T BBUAH 0 152 22 48 o5 SE PR A
53 Fe S/ N FIEN , 3E % 6 B T A 52
/NI 2009—2013 FOBIN, e i {y
47 0.000 8,1 5 2014 4ESZBR{A ) 0.248 2%, H L, %
HU L %5 B A0 36 PR 9 2000—2013 4E (1 ¥ 4 , BP
2009.2010.2011.,2012 2013 4F 5 3% SE4F 6y B4t
FHUGE ] DPS A GM(1, 1)ARAL .

Bt x ) (1+1)=239 174 119.904 077e%%0 2 _
239 101 791.804 077;

Bl il o x ) (14+1)==2 506 807.732 800e 0% ¥4
2523 219.242 800;

Pt 2 (£+1)=-27 679 516.401 281e~0-0 iy
27717 284.631 281;

Bl x ) (141)=-3 416 272.965 786e 00 ¥+
3451 159.605 786 ;

AR B T FH L V(241 )=

2R 4 Markov #EEITRMEY & + 3t 229 5] A 25 46 19 EE 51

Table 4 Proportion of land use types forecasted by Markov model

Ay B bl 1 Mt T SREEAT R T M sclisk i AR ORI BT Al L
2015 0.322 4 0.071 1 0.166 1 0.144 3 0.150 6 0.030 5 0.047 1 0.067 7
2016 03225 0.070 7 0.165 7 0.142 5 0.153 0 0.030 5 0.047 0 0.067 8
2017 03225 0.070 4 0.165 4 0.140 8 0.155 4 0.030 6 0.046 8 0.067 8
2018 03225 0.070 1 0.165 0 0.139 1 0.157 8 0.030 7 0.046 7 0.067 8
2019 03225 0.069 7 0.164 7 0.137 4 0.160 1 0.030 8 0.046 5 0.067 9
2020 03225 0.069 4 0.164 3 0.1357 0.162 5 0.030 8 0.046 3 0.067 9
2025 0.322 3 0.067 8 0.162 6 0.127 6 0.174 2 0.0312 0.045 5 0.068 0
2030 03219 0.066 2 0.160 9 0.120 0 0.185 7 0.031 6 0.044 7 0.068 0
2040 0.320 4 0.063 2 0.157 7 0.106 2 0.208 1 0.032 4 0.043 2 0.067 8
2050 0.318 3 0.060 2 0.154 5 0.093 9 0.229 5 0.033 1 0.041 7 0.067 3

&S GM(1, RBYTM Y& £ 3t KBV F) A ZL B9 EL B
Table 5 Proportion of land use types forecasted by GM(1,1) model

0y Bt [l iy M Fith WHUR X T i SSlsi i KoK REA R A i
2015 0.323 0 0.070 8 0.166 5 0.144 3 0.150 2 0.030 7 0.047 4 0.067 0
2016 0.323 2 0.070 4 0.166 2 0.142 7 0.1525 0.030 8 0.047 4 0.066 8
2017 0.323 4 0.069 9 0.166 0 0.141 1 0.154 8 0.031 0 0.047 3 0.066 6
2018 03235 0.069 5 0.165 7 0.139 5 0.157 1 0.031 1 0.047 2 0.066 3
2019 0.323 6 0.069 1 0.165 4 0.1379 0.159 5 0.031 3 0.047 1 0.066 1
2020 0.323 7 0.068 6 0.165 1 0.136 3 0.161 8 0.031 4 0.047 1 0.065 9
2025 0.324 0 0.066 4 0.163 5 0.128 6 0.174 1 0.032 0 0.046 6 0.064 7
2030 0.323 8 0.064 1 0.161 7 0.121 2 0.187 0 0.032 6 0.046 1 0.063 5
2040 0.321 9 0.059 6 0.157 4 0.107 0 0.214 7 0.033 8 0.044 8 0.060 8
2050 03179 0.055 0 0.1522 0.093 9 0.245 0 0.034 7 0.043 4 0.057 8
http://www.aed.org.cn —293—
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1 950 871.019 808e*”°¥*~1 920 349.779 808;

A 3EIE L vV (141 )=1 704 632.195 323200347
1 697 898.038 323;

TR B K APt b eV (141 )=

~7 702 702.224 T48e0% 347 713 516.894 748

HAthFHHE V(141 )=—54.678 25607468418 803 .

RPEE R L ¢ A/ NRZEMES p XPE I T2,
FRA 8 AR AYER S IS B0 e ¢<0.35, /MRZEMER
p>0.95, FAIT[HE, SRJ5%F 2015,2016,2017,2018 ,
2019 .2020.2025.2030.2040 2050 4E (1) 1 s F1] i 25
FEHATHIN, ARG THEAT A T oSS R A2 Ak L)
(£7),
2.3 TN RS

R 2 A ) L H A AR A0 45 RO R (%
4 3% 7): HHHLTE 2015—2020 4F 2[R FEA PR FFANAE
2020—2050 4 52 /)N E gk /D e 3 5 1 el M Al | B
Hhy i 2 2R Rl A R A e R il i A
TR s IREEAT B2 T P b, 28 38 328 i FH M R B i,

HROMCEURT R A7 F 0 i e K5 7Kk B K R s
M A - AT DD IR EEAR /N

3 itig

3.1 FEE Rk itie

RS FE T 2009—2014 43 5 ANAF A1 B .6 4>
AR ) - A FHBDRAS R , Geit #5403
H Markov #5785 GM (1, 1) AR LT F500 , -6
GEIRIA T T, R B AL R 3 5 BB B ) SE PR 1
A —E M, R, JEF7 8] B 3 A B R4 T B R
HA, % 2013 AEF0 2014 4F 4 R FHAR A1 LdEF T 150
W, X8 LA A, e BRI IS B A v R Bl 46, 430l
7 i Markov F571 5 GM(1, 1) %} 2015—2050 4F
1) - A AR LR T, 45 Markov BRI
FHT IO A% - S TR R AR AR LB (3% 4) F1 GM
(1, 1) TR f) B T 4% 1 1tb 288 0 ) FH 25 £k 1) L )
(R TIRIEER S KPS ZAE X LAY, 75 LR X
FLas R L35 8.

F 6 CM(1, BRI
Table 6 Accuracy test of predictive simulation in GM(1, 1) model

TiH Ak [l i e, Bilh  WEN R T AN SSEEE A KK A
T HEFITAEE 2013 4ESEBRIE 03225 0.0715 0.1669 0.147 5 0.146 1 0.030 4 0.047 6 0.067 4
B 2014 4ES2PRE 03233 00713 0.1667 0.1456 0.147 8 0.030 6 0.047 5 0.067 2
2009—2012 4 2013 4ETFIME 03223 0.0717 0.1670 0.148 4 0.145 4 0.030 3 0.047 6 0.067 3
A G TR AR ZE 0.000 2 -0.000 2 0.000 0 -0.000 9 0.000 7 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.000 1
2014 AETHM 03223 0.0713 0.1667 0.147 2 0.147 5 0.030 4 0.047 5 0.067 0
AR 22 0.001 0 0.00000 0.0000 -0.001 6 0.000 2 0.000 2 0.000 0 0.000 1
2009—2013 4F 2014 4EFMME 03225 0.0711 0.1667 0.146 3 0.148 2 0.030 5 0.047 5 0.067 2
4Gy AEX R ZE 0.000 8 0.0002 0.0000 -0.000 7 -0.000 5 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.000 0
2010—2013 4 2014 4EFME 03226 0.0710 0.1667 0.146 1 0.148 4 0.030 5 0.047 5 0.067 3
Bcder s FAXiR2E 0.0007 0.0004 0.0001 -0.0005 -0.000 6 0.000 1 0.000 0 ~0.000 2
F 7 GM(1, 1 ) REIFM A & L 3t 2R BV 2540 A9 B 1)
Table 7 Proportion of land use types forecasted by GM(1,1) model
A Bt [l i Mt i W LT M Sisi i KoK bt
2015 03226 0.070 6 0.166 4 0.144 8 0.150 6 0.030 6 0.047 4 0.066 9
2016 03226 0.070 2 0.166 2 0.143 4 0.153 0 0.030 7 0.047 4 0.066 7
2017 03226 0.069 7 0.165 9 0.141 9 0.155 4 0.030 8 0.047 3 0.066 5
2018 03226 0.069 2 0.165 6 0.140 4 0.157 8 0.030 9 0.047 2 0.066 3
2019 03225 0.068 7 0.165 3 0.138 9 0.160 3 0.031 1 0.047 1 0.066 1
2020 03225 0.068 2 0.165 0 0.137 5 0.162 8 0.031 2 0.047 0 0.065 8
2025 03219 0.065 8 0.163 4 0.130 3 0.175 6 0.031 7 0.046 5 0.064 7
2030 0320 9 0.063 4 0.161 5 0.123 3 0.189 3 0.032 2 0.046 0 0.063 4
2040 0317 3 0.058 5 0.157 1 0.109 9 0.218 7 0.033 0 0.044 7 0.060 7
2050 03117 0.053 7 0.151 7 0.097 3 0251 1 0.033 6 0.043 2 0.057 8
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Table 8 Difference of predictive value between Markov model and GM(1,1) model

A B el i it Fiih WAEA S T M SSmiskii AUOKR B A
2015 -0.000 1 0.000 4 -0.000 4 -0.000 5 0.000 0 -0.000 1 -0.000 3 0.000 8
2016 -0.000 1 0.000 6 -0.000 5 -0.000 8 0.000 0 -0.000 2 -0.000 4 0.001 1
2017 -0.000 1 0.000 7 -0.000 5 -0.001 1 0.000 0 -0.000 2 -0.000 5 0.001 3
2018 -0.000 1 0.000 9 -0.000 6 -0.001 3 0.000 0 -0.000 2 -0.000 5 0.001 6
2019 0.000 0 0.001 0 -0.000 7 -0.001 6 -0.000 1 -0.000 3 -0.000 6 0.001 8
2020 0.000 0 0.001 2 -0.000 7 -0.001 8 -0.000 2 -0.000 3 -0.000 7 0.002 1
2025 0.000 4 0.002 0 -0.000 8 -0.002 7 -0.001 4 -0.000 4 -0.001 0 0.003 3
2030 0.001 0 0.002 8 -0.000 6 -0.003 3 -0.003 5 -0.000 5 -0.001 3 0.004 6
2040 0.003 1 0.004 7 0.000 6 -0.003 8 -0.010 6 -0.000 6 -0.001 5 0.007 0
2050 0.006 7 0.006 6 0.002 8 -0.003 4 -0.021 6 -0.000 5 -0.001 5 0.009 5

ARS8 SR, 2020 45 LRI 1) d5c KA 2 46 XHE
g 2020 AF HAth, - b 7 AR D S50 AELAH 815 HS 1) 2K
{H,# 0.002 1, 5 2020 4 Markov FRI{ER 3.048 2%,
GM(1,1) T ) 3.144 0% ; 5 S A 22 2 4 X H
2050 AFEIAFRS S T FH b AR T AR D A5
MIECE, M 0.021 6, & 2050 4E Markov T IAE (14
9.390 0%, GM(1,1) FlM{E Y 8.584 0%

AR TR Markov A5 7R (1) T 5T 00 4% 4= 2
RUF AR ALY F 5 GMCT, 1) AR () 037 FL i 4% 1
ST AR AR AR R, % 153 PR A0 Tt I
W5 1, 25 M2 A Ak R 3 — B0, rp R 0 %) S0 s 22
MR o 196 B A P T 45 R RT3, v B B 0 £ s 94
AES%

3.2 Markov #EBIF) 2%

M4 Markov i #2 i A # L (1D) F1i(2), 4
n=100, FJH 2009—2012 43 Te i 4 Ho | FH AS b AF
VRS MR AR M, 42 MATLAB 4 F35 554502191,
PUOLEAEZZTE, BT LA Markov A5 BUAS ELAT 3 Ty 7, X
DR Ay [Tk 55 VRS ARAS S AT AR B Ry SR 55,
DL Markov BE78 () SRS A Al AN AEAE 1,

4 Hig

(1)Markov I GM(1,1)2 FpFALRIAS 1 & b2
AR S, o S PR A Ay IO ) G B v,
I 1 TN B 2 W8 3 B 0 A S 5 SR AT £
KA ST ES 2%

(2)#FHLAE 2015—2020 4F Z [A] FEA PR IFANAE
2020—2050 4 52 /Nl i /0 i # s T el ARl R
ISR GEREL S S WA < RN S e SN R A Y5
R s IR e T b, S 30 ac i P M A 15 i , H:
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PR AU R AE 2R B PRBE AR B 5 7 LR BUOR R AR
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