EURRE SR R E MR CH KRB ¥R Vol. 33 No. 4
20124 7 H Journal of Huaqiao University (Natural Science) Jul. 2012

XEHS: 1000-5013(2012)04-0446-05

B 1 T4 fr B9 RBF #5122 ) 28 ¥ i) 4< 2

e
-
R AR TR R, W HI 361021)

W . PRI 55 ANJE T B TR S AR L AT SPSS G5 43 4 A1 Xk TR 4 AE 0I5 RE A 0 AT AR 06 M 4
FEVAAIE 150 11 A TRRFRAEAE 7 Kl 4 i) 2 ZE5 m R 2R . DAAR 1) 35k R 4 (RBF) i 48 (9 4% Ji0 5 S Jik i
A TR M A AR 3E 5, Y6 FR net=newrb(P,T,0.01,1. 0) 87 RBF f#% ., ] y=sim(netl,P) X} £
A AT YN LR IR, ST 53 H1 45 R 7R %A A LA B30 D 8 0 O 3 A SR 2 7R SR u BN T TS bR
TR A B B A

KEE: TR TR R REG AT EME; JEi

hES%XE: TU723.3; TP 183 XEFRERG: A

N TG M2 o F HA BRI A 2488 RASEERE 1 0y TR M B 2 0y ik 2 —. S Fh g
25 0 TR 8 A A B T 1k B T2 PR L A T TR AR R R A A 30 B R A R R G o A L B
SRABCE 8 BRI T AR AR B 6% S b TR AR T, A DA AR 2 AR AR o X4 T () B 32 B I 5 AR AN Y i
PRI, A4 AT B A Aok B A58 78 g (] S0 SR gk B2 A3 S . AR I 3K 1 4 T 1 o B T H A R R AR A KOk
SE L B Z BRI I 4R 5 28 S 1 A ) E b (O B S BR (B 1988 4R, Moody 48- B Seft RBFE v
FNT A2 W25 # s T RBF #2845, BP #2484 5 RBF 28 W 45 1) 32 2 I g 0 2 S PRl 4k
PRI L ZE 6T A ) i 28 2R G O R AL L I 45 254 5 3R B 0 IR B 1k L 3 0 O =X 45y T A A DX ) L (A
RBF #ft 28 [0 2% 76 235 R 77 2 2 Wl B 2 Ak MR RE L B T KR 0 i L A2 1) 356 oR 850k JR 3 0 A1 11 L
AR )RR I I 7 U IR e M R B B R T S S B B O R B B R X AT A 3 )
IO P93 B RBE [0 26 %ot A £ 14 R B0H0E A 7 38 300 e V0 S5 mT A7 09 7 S92 B 1oy P o Ol {8 R A8 i) 6 o B8 T 22
WO £ SREAE T RIS IE RO AR SC LA AR ) 3 R K0 20 I 4% R Ol JE K L A ST TORR o A B R, O 3% T
SPSS G143 A1 4 A Xt AR 45 AE F0 I Zhf AR 147 16 B

1 ETSPSSHITRERENHMERSH

1.1 HEFE

HR A S5 1] 77 2 A 48 A 09 TR RRAE R R R 19 AN PR 3R R AT 2 0 I R SRS 2007 A3 T E
2009 4F 11 H1Y 70 20 AR AL RO A 2 A1 R AT TR A E TR, A b
A 35 il 11 335 A1) » F5c S B L 58 AN ZE BN g B A 28 1) . AE SR AT R T (R R S 1k 40 BT 22 i X T AR Y 43 A
T OLEAT A 30 TE SRR S & b 56 TN W) A S 26 B A e AT T BOHiE O k. L H RO AE T S0 R T A 3R
P AS R) S 70 ) A4 45 43 A7 I 0 1 3 i 5 k. 1R ik AR A B SPSS M i AR L B R AT R B H G5
20,33,41 BT H BAR o 57 0 T U E L B Bk e AR A RO . I RE AR 28 5l 55 L 3X 55 A B
B o AT AH e A A
1.2 ARSH

1 SPSS B 19 B 2B T H A 19 A B R B9 5008 BEREEA T AH G PR 2 i A5 31 19 SRR A

Wi HEB: 2011-11-09

BEESE: Q968 Lo B, RN F TR AN A b 4 #5374k 1 BF 58, E-mail: yeqing@hqu. edu. cn.

ELWB: PREKEAR S LT 4T H (JB-ZR1162) 5 4& &4 M i B8R0 H (2009252) 5 4E
B K24 B2 IR A A B 835 H (12BS131)




%Al MR T AR Y RBF i 28 ) 46 1500 A5 7 447

SR B L e A8 R 2R JB) I A DG B I 2% 1 . PRSP R 2 A 2 2 T 19 R« 58 ) A DG P R R 4
HoAh 18 4NH 2 Z 1] B M & P A g R K. TR - 5 1 B2 B0E B R AH 5P (0. 637)  BUMIBR . IS5 M
BETAC0. 666) ([T 7 (0. 588) ML (0. 528) 45 #5 K AYAH ICPE . PN 5 1T L A 1T L ) 7 A% b T L R 2 ] 4
AR A G MRS R URHIE X 5 MR R G A RB R R s N R R 8 . RS
TR )RR TR B R AR DG A BR . 0 K 8 B P oK & A (0..082,0. 105) (AR
KV, FIEX 2 MR RR I ENTHIE IF hiE MU T 1 AR T RS F)2 45
M bR S TR A BRI AR SC . 4350y 0. 681,0. 532, 5 JEB AT T FE i i i 52 i e f B

Pl 12 A Z WA CH R N3 2 Fis. BT T 2805 1 B2 800, 68D (i B R 50 TR &
(0. 532) WY H 5 B8 (0. 734) A BRI A D E LA, JoAth 1) AH SC PEFRLE A 03 . e 20 8 T ik
I RS L B 1 2500 b 1280 L SERE T WESEAE T (05 L )2 1 Bl K ORI 1o
1& L, E MO T L 11 AR R VR FREN O Y52 F .

F 1 EEE DA R IR) 0 AH DG 1

Tab.1 Correlation matrix among the factors of decoration

H % P 4 1T S 5% TR 18 5 b TAT K
P 4 T 1. 000 0. 404 0.461 0.507 0.475
S % 1] 0. 404 1. 000 0.371 0.215 0.316

Wi 0.461 0.371 1. 000 0.292 0.429
B b T 0.507 0.215 0.292 1. 000 0.392

Kl 0.475 0.316 0.429 0.392 1. 000
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Tab. 2 Correlation matrix of 12 factors

K& O, I, I, I I, I; I I, I I, I, I
0, . 000 0.520 0.074 —0.014 0.081 0.242 0.542 0.453 0.517 0.278 0.670 0.122

—_

I 0.520 1.000  0.043 —0.051 0.235 0.532 0.173 0.198 0.327 —0.009  0.446 —0.114
I, 0.074 0.043 1.000 —0.223—0.477 —0.405 —0.290 —0.121 0.396 —0.262  0.368  0.145
I, —0.014 —0.051 —0.223 1.000 0.149 0.118 0.097 —0.035 —0.241  0.334 —0.190 —0.026
1, 0.081  0.235 —0.477 0.149 1.000 0.681  0.411 0.009 —0.320 0.081 —0.213 —0.056
I; 0.242  0.532 —0.405 0.118 0.681 1.000  0.401 0.102 —0.173 —0.127 —0.075 —0.056
I 0.542  0.173 —0.290 0.097 0.411 0. 401 1.000 0.094 —0.032 0.251 0.148 0.023
I; 0.453  0.198 —0.121 —0.035 0.009 0.102  0.094 1.000  0.249 —0.110 0.285  0.070
I 0.517  0.327 0.396 —0.241—0.320 —0.173 —0.032  0.249 1.000  0.081 0.734 —0.003
I, 0.278 —0.009 —0.262 0.334 0.081 —0.127 0.251 —0.110  0.081 1.000  0.074 —0.190
I, 0.670  0.446  0.368 —0.190—0.213 —0.075 0.148 0.285 0.734  0.074 1.000 —0.144
I 0.122 —0.114 0.145 —0.026—0.056 —0.056  0.023  0.070 —0.003 —0.190 —0.144 1. 000
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Tab. 3 Quantitative criteria of engineering eigenvectors
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Tab.4 Data of train samples

y A ESVETRS
MR Al A2 A57 A58
THEHEL 2 2 2 1
TR L 3 3 3 3
ZEF AT I, 1 1 1 1
R R4 0 1 0 0
i JRECT 5 9 8 4
FHehil I 3 3 1 1
W I bl I, 0 2 0 0
E B 3 1 2 1
J22 1 B K PR IR T 1 3 2 2
18 I, 3 2 2 2
M PR EO T I 1.132 1.083 1.109 1.109
Sk TEH O 1057. 79 878.55 808. 24 925.72
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Tab.5 Relative error of test samples in the different distribution coefficient %
. goal=0 goal=0.01
PGB
sp=20.5 sp=1.0 sp=2.0 sp=0.5 sp=1.0 sp=2.0
A9 0.05 —17.78 12. 84 1.95 —0.25 —1.90
Al0 —15.10 —275. 81 24.26 —10. 90 1.92 —5.41
A23 —4,33 —127. 86 90. 60 —1.63 0.59 —5.23
A27 —12.40 —450. 31 174. 89 —7.97 3.29 —17.88
A49 11.45 —23.94 23.71 12. 48 12.33 7.84
102 26 MNIRAR A 1L, AN S PR A I L3R
10! Tab. 6 Comparison between the simulation results
?iug \ and actual values in test samples
¥ 10 —
= FEZR 4 5 HEAUE PR A 7/ %
= (U A9 1083.8 1 086. 51 —0.25
m
02 A10 1279.5 125541 1.92
3 A23 1138.1 1131.43 0.59
- | | | | |
e 015 20 25 A27 1252.4 121249 3.29
Z AL
A49 1096.0 975. 64 12. 33

1 iR

Fig. 1 Error curve
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Prediction Model of the Project Cost Estimation
Based on RBF Neural Network

YE Qing

(College of Civil Engineering, Huaqgiao University, Xiamen 361021, China)

Abstract: 55 typical engineering cost indexes in Xiamen city were selected and analyzed, to obtain the correlation of engi-
neering features and training samples by SPSS statistical analysis software. Based on radial basis function (RBF) neural
network theory, the project cost estimation model is established. Selecting the net=newrb (P,T,0.01,1.0) to establish
RBF network through the test, using y=sim (netl,P) to train and test, the calculation results show that the model has
the advantage of convenient calculation, the estimation error is small and allowable, and the model is worth in the project
prediction estimation.

Keywords: project cost estimation; prediction model; radial basis function; artificial neural network; Xiamen city
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