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Abstract: In order to reveal the relationship between the volume of purchases and the volume of reviews,
this paper introduces a data-driven symbolic regression method to discover both the form of the model and its
parameters intelligently based on a large amount of data. Compared with previous empirical studies, symbolic
regression via genetic programming does not need a prior hypothetical model form to fit the observed data.
The data sets of this paper are collected from Tmall.com. The data sets include 5 387 products belonging to 30
categories. By the method, the linear model assumed in the prior empirical methods is found. Meanwhile, new
nonlinear models are also found. Such models hasve a better fitness in terms of the relationship between the

volume of purchases and the volume of reviews.
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Fig. 1 Research framework
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Fig.2 Tree structure for the expression 0.5z + 0.222 + 3
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Fig. 3 The genetic operation schematic diagram
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Table 1 Descriptive statistical results of the data

VS A KR/ 2%

S 1y ok E = = NN
AR TRRRIT Cem RGE VM WEE RME Rk THE bR
FH TP
FHL 104 8 208 388 155102 339593 0 92 081 52523 12 635.4
FHE U 200 1 18 452 725.6 2079.9 0 9 807 320.4 992.6
HAHL 191 1 72751 3171.1 8 406.6 0 30797 1200.5 3219.5
U 186 1 944 527 16707.1  85740.5 0 254 354 4981.7 23 526.7
% A 158 2 2562409  55513.1 2325618 0 871523 175882 782752
HRAEAL 158 0 5038 250.8 583.8 0 1639 84.1 194.2
BEAAHL 172 1 148 688 8110.2 18 481.7 0 68 498 34409 7 856.7
VKAE 191 1 210 819 7701.5 23615.0 0 64 582 2835.0 71815
HLALAL 200 1 69 207 3928.1 81254 0 26811 1779.4 3550.6
23 188 1 90 963 6163.4 12037.8 0 35496 2384.2 4730.8
145 A2k
Tl 200 3 47210 919.4 3561.6 0 15901 257.0 11927
TEAKE 200 20 8177 915.5 13435 0 2199 235.7 371.1
AF A 200 1 25637 742.8 25233 0 7873 233.0 822.2
[l 193 0 46 962 761.3 42242 0 9757 210.5 881.4
Bk 166 1 16 159 10315 23459 0 5702 360.9 862.5
R 199 1 18 625 1620.4 31415 0 6715 588.6 11724
ITA4H 200 0 72 072 2288.1 6424.6 0 11155 651.2 1399.4
Ly SESN 200 0 7001 648.2 11165 0 2967 226.1 4183
UL 180 1 40358 2027.0 5821.6 0 14 652 424.4 1346.0
sk 80 8 117 909 5590.8 16 952.0 1 38 072 1334.0 47882
A5 AR R
ST 199 4 212201 5495.6 17 531.4 0 45152 1205.7 3807.4
S 200 0 408 700 123375 416445 0 101 105 2513.8 9357.1
557] 200 0 683 057 16128.1  55579.7 0 157 354 3160.1 12 082.4
[P 200 32 2665548  566061.2  602581.9 9 728840 1618550 169 194.4
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Table 1 (Continue)

W SEH R A VRS KR/ 5%
e/ ME. KA PEIME S AR &ME KA P kR

TS 7 R A

i AR 2
KoK 114 0 85799 31794  10333.0 0 14242 524.7 1809.5
KR 200 1 313912 125169 326853 0 100 239 44682 113544
FE 195 0 634 695 192135 67226.6 0 148 885 5397.1 176336
K 200 0 54433 12712 45922 0 19 877 461.1 1671.2
mEsy 108 0 186 050 50584  23868.3 0 65 674 20643 96412
KPBHER 205 0 42 645 1603.8 57648 0 10 843 529.6 1749.1
A 5387 25 906.4 7552.3

1Al A, &7~ Pl R PR g 2 ek B/ T s 3o, HAP 0P IR 80 (7 552.3) 2 1 3 1l S 3L
(25 906.4) 1 =2 — kA,
32 IWRGERSH
3.2.1 A8 RAAA

SERG R, B AN BRSSO B T A — N R A, X A B R R A5 [ g vk a5 3 — 41 24T
AR, R, 6 T30 7 S R BR 5 3] T 30 M BAERACIE R ZH. SN2 8% 75 778 38 F (1) 05 R
BUE G —AN = ik, et &It 1A P SRR e R AL A, KR - FRAREIEAT BT
H, HEHT 10 AL S T3 2.

Fz2 B0 MREREMEFHTR X RIRE
Table 2 Top 10 relationship models based on the descending r

R ERAGi7EN o} R%(D) r

MI vy = avp 3 0.846(0.203)  100.00%
M2 vy = avp — bv2 9 0.90000.102)  60.00%
M3 v = avp — b 5 0911(0.172)  53.33%
M4 vy = avp — b — cv? 11 0.927(0.080)  26.67%
M5 vr = avp + bvy — cv} 17 0.811(0.190)  23.33%
M6 v =a+ bup 5 0.6850.152)  23.33%
M7 vy = avp + bvZ — cvd 17 0.949(0.073)  20.00%
M8 vr = avp + bvg + cvg — dvg 27  0.964(0.054) 16.67%
M9 vy = avp — bvd 11 0.930(0.078)  16.67%
MI10 v = avp — In(vp) 9 0.961(0.064) 13.33%

BCHL, 7 5 SUMBUMORREIE, ff5 R A 05 MRE ™ A FOKR0 L), 188 K R BRI P, 38
AR K
ry =, @)

Horbom FoRP MR BB E, n; RoRPTRKIUEARL 5 177 AR &

B 2 W, RZEMEGRE R? (P81, D & R? MisdE %, O AL E 345, v, RoR5= i i %
#( & (volume of purchase); v, 37~ P& & (volume of review); 15 8Y  flr 5 48 & 5T 1) R B a, b, ¢, d 55)13)
N IEEL. 2 HE AL B T OC SRR R AORE () 77 i R R 2, AR ) A Y BT R AT = R A M
M2 1 M3 A] @R 50 % LA f7= SRR, R RE iR, HEA B ERF A0 (RE A KT 0.8).

R SRR () B, WS RIBL R AE AR R? BRAE B4 T2 SR8 E, S5 2 i s B A [F
(1) R? BB S AL 4. R? BB R B AL I 15 1Y) R? 7535 2 B /IMEL, FH TOR B = T R BE A,
ZHRACT R? BUEREAY. 45— R? BIME BT R T, 01 AT & 25 1 AR, SR 5 R r X RS A [ 7
HEF, 7 45 R ILEE 3.
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Table 3 The distribution of models corresponding to different thresholds of R?

r#%F R2>01 R2>02 R2>03 R?2>04 R?2>05 R2>06 R2>07 R?2>08 R2>09

1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M1
2 M2 M2 M2 M2 M2 M2 M2 M3 M3
3 M3 M3 M3 M3 M3 M3 M3 M2 M2
4 M4 M4 M4 M4 M4 M4 M4 M4 M4
5 M5 M5 M5 M5 M5 M5 M7 M7 M7
6 M6 M6 M6 M6 M7 M7 M8 M8 M8
7 M7 M7 M7 M7 M6 M6 M5 M9 M10
8 M8 M8 M8 M8 M8 M8 M9 M10 M6
9 M9 M9 M9 M9 M9 M9 M10 M5 M9
10 M10 M10 M10 M10 M10 M10 M6 M6 M5

BN, 4 R? BIMEZ 0.5 B, 4 M1~M10 A R AT 0.5, 1% 10 AMEEAY R RS » BHOR /MK
YN M1, M2, M3, M4, M5, M7, M6, M8, M9 il M10. M3 3 Fu] LLE H, 24 R? BRIAE1EAS [H] it B AR Vi e I
=AML M1, M2 AT M3 [1HE? A AR, (R A RS e H i ILE AT = A B B, BERLRL M1, M2 F1 M3
AR )

PRk, REE A M1, M2 F1 M3 I FTA A F R B BREGEAT 7007, S8 T AT AL R B = /MR Y
X JEL A BE I 00 A 5 0, SEZE6 43 B B R M1, M2 AT M3 H56t B IR T = AN R? 8 B v 0 R, 0L i 2%
Wik 4 s,

B = MR (1 bR B0 T i, AR M RIS AL M3 S 2R PEAR AR AR M2 R AR LR MR AL N T 4 S 1 E 4
3BT =AY SR HOY X BTk PR S 50 S R 2 ] R &

1) LAY

B M1 figfis L R2 {54 0.846 [P 344006t B FRRE TG 72 i Fh R VPR B R 5 T S R T 1 26 &R 1%
BRI R EOE XN v, = avy, H a ZRIE, o > 0 FoRIFREE 5 W SEHE NG, TREITFR £ DL
WEL a (13 e BE A W S AR R D 0. B VRS 2 R AR E AN, SIS AER O OC. M B S
Z R G 7 10— 18) e [ 2 M A AR B AR — B, AN S BUSEEUR IOUE T MR A AE, X —WF A4 R NIt
Ko 500 AR R AR B AOC R IR ME TR R, B M1 2 A R R (R 2 FE N 5), i@ FVE ),
HE R E TR E R 1 = AR A A

R M3 (R N v, = av, — b, HIEA M1 AFRIFDZ B M3 G AR, o] DAERAR A 27 5 1%
KHERT a/b I, PR FVFIR BN KT 0, W 4(c)Fr. #25 M3 BE#ELL R2 {52 0.911 M-I 411
FEfRERE 53.3 % W= S AT, B 16 N7 i it 28 o PF 18 B i 5 00 S B0 (] (1) 0% &R 0T p AR Y M3 il ) P A
B M3 1) 16 DN EARRE) R B THE b/a KPP AR S 14, AT, 53.3 % BIF=mfpeh, R4~
it R D SE AP 3R I 14 AN A 2 PR, BRI, X T8 E N7, K0T DA RERT AT 14 AN A% S
HIRB G TE L2 MR A, DURIBEbA 1R S Y625,

2) e A Y

bR 7 2t Y, 8 I RS B 7 VR R 7O I AR A R M2, B fE DU - A A
FE R2 8 0.900 R 60 % 7= S Ak, BIZE 18 AN i Fh 2 b (R Hidis R B 7 A5 AL, M2 B (1) o B0 30
N vy = avy — bvl, BRE—DTRAREER (vpo, vro) M (a/(2b), a®/ (4D)) 1 — X PREL

T A AT AR B 1 i R B AR OC R, R T AF S BT U 18 N BRI R B, TH A B T SR A
P vl i = 1,2,..., 18, AR SEit 18 AN dh M SR E s th BARAR I KA ) s @ = 1,2, ..., 18, LUEO
KANFTHL VL oy < Vhgo @ =1,2,...,18, LA 5.

VP UG R AR T U BRI L7 R T R VP I S B A G AU (24] i SV B BE R AE — 4 E IR IAD Py, e R 2
W I B 5 7 i U SE B ) LA
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MRS M2 IR (R 5R FR AR, RV M2 52 XK (B — 8 iR (B 5 P iR sied il 1 B K,
FUVE AR M2 7E vy € [Up mins Up max] LA F R R, BPFIR IR o, BB W SCECR v, BRS04 n,
(R 3 2 A BRAIR. IR R R W SR D K77 i, PR AR N e s 7 D SR AR RO 1 7 i, 1
AR, R AR M2 722 BT T T B P 1, B R R PR SR 5 W SR i R R AT
CAFHH 2 5 AT 0 BR 45 T A RE.
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Fig. 4 The top three highest R? fitting curves for M1, M2, and M3
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Table 4 Relationship models of different product types

R T YIS R R 5
THE o R2(D) v (D) v R (D) .
1 M1 0.845(0.145) 100.00% M1 0.854(0.208) 100.00% M1 0.841(0.261) 100.00%
2 M2 0.928(0.073) 70.00% M3 0.975(0.031) 60.00% M2 0.935(0.062) 70.00%
3 M3 0.884(0.047) 40.00% M2 0.791(0.008) 40.00% M3 0.865(0.267) 60.00%
4 M4 0.938(0.116) 40.00% M6 0.698(0.142) 40.00% M9 0.930(0.078) 50.00%
5 M5 0.889(0.129) 20.00% M7 0.967(0.051) 30.00% M5 0.808(0.273) 30.00%
6 M8 0.926(0.080) 20.00% M10 0.993(0.001) 30.00% M8 0.989(0.009) 30.00%
7 M6 0.623(0.007) 20.00% M4 0.874(0.175) 20.00% M7 0.932(0.098) 30.00%
8 M10 0.865(0.000) 10.00% M5 0.738(0.166) 20.00% M4 0.957(0.006) 20.00%
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Fig. 6 The optimal Pareto model set for “Body Shower”
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