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Tab.1 The main parameters of decision model
ok T SONFEARYIL SONREARMIK 66 AL 3400 REAR TN 80 0 FEA I LR .20 Y0 A< il ik
- (%) 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3

BTO 5 BOT : 87.878 8 86.259 5 84.732 8 85.227 3 88.1356 86.440 7 86.432 2 85.929 6 87.939 7
Accuracy 84.962 4 82.575 8 84.328 4 85.393 3 82.954 5 85.227 3 86.363 6 86.363 6 81.818 1
BTO & BOO 95.833 3 97.479 0 96.666 7 95.597 5 96.250 0 97.484 3 95.530 7 96.089 4 97.206 7
Accuracy 96.638 7 94.9153 95.7983  97.5  96.2025 93.750 0 95.000 0 96.666 7 93.333 3
BOT & BOO 7%. 428 6 78.5714 79.3103 78.3784 72.973 0 78.947 4 76.1905 76. %90 5 80.952 4
Accuracy 75.000 0 71.428 6 70.370 4 68.421 1 73.6842 61.1111 71.428 6 78.571 4 64.285 7
BTO.BOT CV  80.714 3 83.453 2 82.1429 81.1828 83.4225 82.352 9 82.3810 91.904 8 84.761 9
5 BOO  Accuracy 81.428 6 76.978 0 81.428 6 79.787 2 77.419 4 80.645 2 81.428 6 82.857 1 75.714 3
BTO 4 CV  85.0000 87.0504 85.0000 80.6452 86.096 3 86.096 3 84.761 9 84.761 9 86.666 7
(BOT+BOO) Accuracy 82.142 9 82.014 4 84.2857 89.361 7 81.7204 81.720 4 85.714 3 84.2857 77.142 9
(BTO+BOT) CV  87.1429 85.6115 85.714 3 85.483 9 86.096 3 85.026 7 85.238 1 85.238 1 85.714 3
5 BOO  Accuracy 84.285 7 84.892 1 85.000 0 85.106 4 80.645 2 86.021 5 85.714 3 85.714 3 81.428 6
(BTO+BOO) CV  95.0000 95.6835 95.0000 95.1613 94.6524 96.7914 95.238 1 96.190 5 94.761 9
5 BOT  Accuracy 95.000 0 92.805 8 93.571 4 95.744 7 94.623 7 91.397 8 94.2857 95.714 3 94.285 7
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a case study of Japan[J]. Journal

Decision-making model of public-private

partnerships projects’ paradigm choice
—— based upon the SVM classified theory

HU Zhen', FAN Xiu-fang', DONG Qing*

(1. School of Management, Xi'an University of Architecture & Technology, Xi'an 710055;
2. Schoolof Language, Xi'an University of Architecture & Technology. Xi'an 710055)

Abstract: For the purpose of constructing the decision-making model of public-private partnerships projects’ paradigm
choice, three factors are faken into account: investment scale, VFEM and yield basis as the impact factor. By applying the
basic principle of SVM classifier, the outcome demonstrated that the disciplinary accuracy and predicted accuracy of the
model all have higher level and such model also had strong instructive meaning and operability in terms of the decision-
making model of public-private partnerships projects’ paradigm choice for the government.
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