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Abstract

This research assumes that ten variables are
related to the percentage of votes the candidate
will have and whether he will carry the election.
The ten variables are the candidate’ s birthplace,
educeation level, party nomination, policy appedls,
image, present government position, supporting
groups, campaign, the number of candidates, and
internd  split-off. Through andysis of the
empirica data of the 13" mayor election from 21
cities, it shows that the number of candidates,
party nomination, present government position,
supporting groups, image, campaign, policy
gppedls, totaly 7 variables have ggnificant
correlation with the percentage of votes the
candidate will have. However, the other 3 factors,
the candidate’ s birthplace, education level, and
internd split-off, do not. When we further analyze
the data using multiple regression, we find that the
main factors affecting the votes ganing
percentage in order are policy appeals, campaign,
supporting groups and the number of the
candidates. These four factors explain 87.89% of
the variance. In addition, the present government
position, supporting groups, image, policy appeds,
paty nomination, campaign have sgnificant
correlation with “whether the candidate will carry
the election.” However, the other 4 factors do not.



When we use logistic regresson to further
analyze the data, we find that the main factors
affecting “whether the candidate will carry the
election” are policy appeds and present
government position in order. From the previous
discusson, we can conclude that: the winning
factors of a candidate are only partly explained by
the voting preference of vates To sum up, other then
valas vaing preference, whether the candidate
will carry the dection is ill affected by macro
and structural factors.
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