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Time Series Analysis Using Neural Networks :
Forecasting Performance Analysis with M1-Competition Data
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Neural Networks have been advocated as an alternative to statistical forecasting methods. However, the empiri-

cal evidences are not consistent. In the present experiments, multi-layered perceptron (MLP) are adopted

as approximator to the time series generating processes. To prevent the learned MLP from being overfitted

to the given time series, the information obtained from ARMA modeling is used to determine the architecture

of MLP.

The proposed approach was tested empirically using the subsamples of the 111 time series used in the

first Markridakis Competition. The forecasting resuits were analyzed to find out the factors that affect the

performance of MLP. The experimental results show that the proposed approach outperforms ARMA models

in terms of fitting and forecasting accuracy. In addition, it is found that the use of deseasonalized data improves

the forecasting accuracy of MLP.

FAo] i AAGEA, A%, ARMAR Y, 7 H F(overfrtting)

I.A4 &

Aol AAGEN o]88 5 Use] FE
¥ (Lapedes 9} Farber, 1987), 47342 71&9 &

*Zojstam

A ISP EES AT # 3 FEd Foz
FEel o Bl AR Al2dez
RE dojd AAIE AFEE diF 4F5H B4 5]
BT 9" A7EHAE HolAe WUtk Werbos
(1988), Weigend % (1990), Tang 5 (1991), Sha-
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rda®} Patil (1992), Foster 5 (1992) % Hoptroff
(1993) 59 A7 2= ANAGE ol g3l F& 24
AR A%, White (1988), Fishwick (1989) ¥ Ripley
(1993) 59 ArAT e A ge] 71& FAH
WHE HE o £ d3ATE HolA] WUt
ol9} e AFA AFAHE] BYA| thal Chat-
field (1993)= N7BFe] 2L FHE S5l
EAYUAT ABRA A 2HQ g Fo) o]§HY) 9
AME oA AMARI PF=Hol ¥ Bastin
BY .

71E Al AMSE ARG nEe iy gAS
WA E &(Multi-layered Perceptron, MLP)o]3l=t,
MLP7} o2] §-&-Fobol A& £& 43 Bl
¥ 7V YA o] 451 sle Y REolelE M E
wkgshs Aolrh AT 2L A4 23E AR
Soll= MLP2] ol&de] A3 dxd I74H4E
AR X3t ol 2 A BA o] HA ALS A
AN2HEo] A&z WIstl ¥E FE e
FES T Qo] AAIG A AA 7 sk A
v gAA el BEXEC] AlAGHA Bo] A
HEog B 4 Stk & A4 Ao 2
?:*?_ ol AAEES (1) 293 A 9
#EATS A, (2) AAEHY FHeol st
ol G&d gowFoldn FE) oy, (3)
71Ee) AAE BAhibiEe] AHEn sle A
NAGelehs 7Hel AYEAl & 97 wobM
@AW AAE B (univariate time series analysis)

& AHEEl £ dEXE de g oA T
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mlm
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AR A2Fle] A FolMe el mhet Ak
e AEAE A7) A% F7HAL] AT 2
7bsd 297t wi E 2dd #3Ase AAE
4ol =8o] HA g AHBTFeT BEA Y =
golok 20070 Wiefolar 5070 wRke] ASATE Zhe
AALGEE A=A ¥t b FiHoR vie He

=XES 7 A% J%JJ' FAG AFA e
ANALE d=s7] 9
e AR AaEAe Fael FdxE glon
39 2y e d3RY 22 o A9
(o BFPERZ FH AL dFAES 28 HF
EXE dv WYl frasvn FHH7IE
(Markridakis, 1983, 1992).

AT 2 AR EA Al2HY] &) glojAxe
By By o FL& AFHARE A& F U=
AT A3}E (Tong 1990; De Gooijer $+ Kumar, 1992)
S 7ehe o AAWE {FET &S shisldl
E-UAT Aol HA% FAE depvete
7t U5 grke 38 uelsor 3t MLPY &
Arbs AddE MLPY] 7%, & Y4283 2 2439
A QAEY Fof o3l B JFE UHolE B
3ta 7|E9 Aol e Fo7 AAIE o3| A
MLP 72§ Zode AAHS] =EEo] HolA ¢
tth MLPY] 2717 AAE FA8org stetHeha<l
A A 7R (connection weights) E°] V1 ol F
ol AAIgWe FuE FIAAE gt
MLPY d&¥o] &48 4 lon, MLPY 7|7}
Uz Zowd ggd MLP7} Foldl AJAE S Ad=E
Adgsta] XA "ok

wetr HHg 7719 ABHE AHEe Aol F
83}, 53], A3 2718 2R WA 8
o) UHF AYRATY ke HI} eduF A

AG e AFAgRE AP WHEC] Fo A
Algol zte EAES dAvit & widsh=rioll 29
ke d& g o, FHg zrvle] IS
’“E“?ﬂ*“ FAE MLP $-89 4358 s

& ok & 19 99l ARAEE e AA
Z}E"ﬂ disf 67}]% eote] AETHE Yo 2 AHg
she AZEFS TAHYUTE o JSRFPo2RH
FL 2R AV P& Bloint o] o] HHEF
aA71e) 4YFLE wFse AARE ARRs] A
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HAe Ao FolW NALE FAF) AT "er}
Lo% B33 Weigend & (1990) S A2l 7]
Eo} AT EdME AT st S8 Elo]
MLPS] =718 Yoz ARt ARS8t 7] wiol
A7) o &Adate] dis) dXHA ¥e AT+EH
£¢ /AT A

ool +=oF ulgog ddws AAE Ao
Aol o= HFol Wad AEL AHels HY
o7 2o

(D AAE W #5337 7 H& 39l = MLPE
ol&g AFo] FAFI?

2 FA 2 AFF T AAGe] Ze Aol
MLP9] «&-d7o] Age vxer}?

3) F& dE&4HE 471 A% MLPY =7 ¥
TEE oA AA=oor =7}

(4 MLPY ghgAake d54dae ol J8e
Fe7H?

(5) AFEAA A2"e «lZe] lojMm w]aF
o] MYERF vis| ¢Yg 9SHTNE BY £
RAet?

B =7 EAHL oly3 AIgES 7hedd g
AAAY AAEE dde s AFse Aoz A%
ANME 7ol AFE-E AAIE 259 M1-Competition
A7 2 Ao disl AWy, A3PelMe
MLPS] o &A#E vluiAsh=u AHgd J3¥2H
¢ A3 o] 5HA 28 (Autoregressive Moving
Average Model, ARMA)°l thal Ad=gtct alg3tol
A& ARMA B2 & 3lo] A7Hg o83t MLP 725
AAshes FAeF MLPQ| Sh5datol dis] s &
AsFolA 111709} M1-Competition AHE ThE
MLPS] A&X4#AE BFA9 4 AAGe 54 &&
ek Ay

II. dlolet 3 AW+

ST AAE B4E A8 B dS7HE0)
6, 708t 58 Jidso] whds) ghoh. Markrida-
kis 802 AAMAIY tgd M ZRE 10017000
olzx ANAEES #3F F, oY d37YE9 A
gA4e vlasty] 4% Z4usg Fasgd. Ml-
Competition®]2}aL &2l ©) AAdsd B o
ZHEMEO] FAged olBLe AAYY &34
A ol B ARAANE A AR Eal,
o2 Fojxl AAY AFZTHE s AEo]
e A&7 Ho) BE AEXAE FFYEA 4
FAE AJ3At. Markridakist #H4le) fE8kR
A AA BEAES A2 AZSHNEH vasy
F 27 dE7IYEY] AYEE ¥4 @Hgsigh
Markridakisell 13} frE8 Zt A|A| QU 9] BAZ3]59)
FARE ARF AAD BE 67l 718 AALe 87k,
Ui AALE 187001900, &) A H
H) 2 28] &(Mean Absolute Percentage Error,
MAPE) o}l <]} &3 =21t} M1-Competiton®] 23
AE7HE Alolol B & =& 88 doA, A Mar-
kridakis® 29702] AAG& Mzo] Fuld AH23 o)
3191 M2-Competitions 7§ 3} t} (Markridakis 5,
1982, 1993).

M1-Competition®] AH&-HAR MAE A2 ES 1
F A EES 453 HAFsked iy &
£ AEE JAAHY Fe=d 53] A dolg
Holxg2RE Akt 2070, ¥71E g 237 2
48 6lE Fad NN AAE AR
B d7olA 018 o] Rt (Foster, 1992; Shardast
Patil, 1992). & A7 A= o] 11170} AlAIF ) uh3)
M1-Competition| ] ol|&-2] &S ZA317] 3|
ARSI EAEE Il 2 AfEEtd MLPY o
4TS A3l ol AEA olsHT =¥
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HRAE ok

FoiZ AJAIY {Z, t €Tl gt AZXE 7317
AA gEH o e G €& (jterative one-step-
ahead forecast) & ¢ S AHstgth & 3A 9
HAEZAE o83 dZes & 4 F, 8 o
£3te dl5A 2.8 3y A2 dorle ez
olg 2oz WA e rh

ZtH:f(Zz, Zi-1, )
Zos2= 1y Zty Zemty )

Zﬁr:f(Zwr-x, Z{+r—2y Y Zxﬂ, Zy, Z-y, )

A7 {Zs, r € L} AZV L TUX) AZXE
ojmjgic}, B dydMe d32ds & MLPY
ARMARF o3& F3=HReH F3€ & o}
A HEAE Wit F APAEINE 2R
sl e e RE AMEISTH

b2 (Zt_Z:)Z
R2=1—1t€7
r Z-2r

teT

q714 29} 2= {Z, teTlY BT 2 3%
o 28z Jehdth 39 C&7)F LE¢ dojd
d2Xe) FAES 2] JANE e 2ol
9] = JFAEEYLAHE (MAPE) & AH8-3Hich
I Zz+y_Z:+r |

£ X100
! Zitr

MAPE=

. 27137 ole% T =¥

27189 ol5H+d =¥ (Autoregressive Moving
Average Mode], ARMA) & ©|&3 Bugs} @7)d
29| $5AL AT o, AAl ASAYA Bol
AREE T g Bk ofE), A2 AIAE A5

< Magtel] QlojA 7idd RE o g Hrlsh)
A Wxna BP0 2% Fo] AL otk A7)
A A9 Ut poln o1FH/F AFY 5L
q?l ARMA(p,q) 23 9] 22 o7} 2ho] HEET,

®(B)Z=C+6(Ba,

where (B)=U(B)¥B)=1—-0,B—®B'—--— OB,
UB)=1-$B—--—9$B",
#B)=1—9B——%,_ B
éB)=1-6B—6,p—---—6pB,
BZ=1Z,-,
C is a constant

& is a gaussian white noise process.

3 AgolAM weF UB)=(1-B)E FHHEGH
ARMA(pg) 3L  Box-Jenkinsd ol A9
ARIMA(p-d,d,q) E%o] Erk 4¥H3 ARMARE 9
FRAE (1) A73A A8 2 olFHE A3
A5 (p) & F3HE B3 4Eu, (2) M A4,
@l ZA 28 seluell ¢9} 658 A=
stejeel FAHGA L (3) FHE ZFHo] FoZ A
ALS gt Z83] BAR=AE Atk 2

Z9Ae) Al dAE ANk ARMA 2E3le) A
A Sl = B3 A dGA 7} tfds] Fagh), ol
grof R o) o] Fol AIAIE Ao A
(fitness) ¥t FHE Fof VT B depviet
ES MY Ae, 389 ARMARES dF¥0]
oA = 917) WEo|ct webA] 2 AP S s
3 o]l ARMA(p,g) EFEC] EAF Asde
71 e AFES Ze By, & gEvelEe] A
F7} b AL 2yS dYdde ‘A 4
(Principle of Parsimony)’7} ARMARE =¥l glo]
9% 2¥rgAzes AL Uk

ARMARE He] A eiNe Autocorrelation Fu-
nction(ACF) ¢+ Partial Autocorrelation  Function
(PACF) (Box ¢} Jenkins, 1976), Akaike Information
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Criterion (Akaike, 1974) §°] AH&==t, o] A
F2g Y] dsiMde Fde FEAH] 8+
31 HEA5(p,g) & AR A= SA AFF
ARMARE 99 A dAE wEHog F3sh
ol Brluslit}, ole} & ARMARF AEdEA
&S sFsisle m¥ry AL AEsistE
€ B2 850l o] stEd ofoll gk Al W
22 Jhee 9 Lee (1993)E F=3t7] vty H
ARMARHE AEA0oz 3 Fv 48§ AZE
AAE F2 31 Z Box-Jenkins ol <A AU-
TOBOX 3.0°] %o] AH8-53L A=H (AFA Inc, 199D,
o] AXEgoje] ARMARY FY7I5E HiE7le
530 488k Aoz Hrhaa glck(Sharda 9} Pa-
til, 1992). B Aol 1213 2 2 AUTOBOX 3.0%
AH&3t] M1-Competition A& F 111709 A|AIEE
2¥3stan &g FR=), oW 49T ARMA
2o Ao B HE = 473 L o)FHF
A9 A4=(p,q) & MLP] F32Z Aol AME-3H3 o1,
AUTOBOX 30% 53 g2 d&X52 MLPE 53l

2 g EFANES AAIGo] 2t 540 bt B {3k

v T Hrisled o] &3tk

V. dAE HAEE

41 ABEE o] &% AAL £4

A7HE EE FEEokl HEH HEFH
ATE Ry ged, HE EARIA, 494, A
ol 59 ¥ S&odx AAAF, AFEY,
AEx3, VAT 4F R FUHS T BENe
739 BARIME & U AFRE o5
g Fol &3 ol FIHRE A4S+ Uoh
AAE 39S ez ofske We=r

ol thl (1) B/l &71YE ARt Fe o
ZXES AWsId FIE ASHE A FHNA
ABRE A dEAES ARk 7HEAE de
ooz o)gsh WH(Foster 5, 1992)%, (2)
7Ae] SRR TYE& &8st FoZ A|AIGW
EAEhE AAIE HRES TSl olE YYo=
ARGt 7129 ETIHE oA 7P HEE o
Z2 %S A3 PF (Chu 9 Widjaja, 1994; Lee
9} Jhee, 1994) 9] F7HAE A2 & F Uk

FaAlE (2 DI Zo] AAE ARE vE §
Ho g ol AL g RE Y AFE de ¥
Holth (Z¥ 1-a)dllA & & A=Al a9 g4HF
ol o8 BHA ANAG BSHNE{Z 1, Zs 0 Zia)
& MLPoY 93l t AlFellMe] d&X Z, 2 ti3-"rh
MLPY 35e aiMe (28 1-b)e] vigds &
AR BERZ9 F8A 29 zolg HizMTe
Rol o gy o) #sjA= MLP ol 7Hd ©ol
AHgsle Bz aseld dueES FA%Ne] AN
&R o] 7hgsich ol Shgxta Y TS
(18 100049} 2ol 8 I A A 71
PEHUES USAA AEAEE TSR S8l
o 953 7o) ALS-Eh 38, oA ol & (Mu-
Iti-step-ahead forecasts) & JHdol €7 f3AE
(¥ 1294 285 Helarse N4 dike
uE E2|W g 71E 7 AT 9Ed 285
A2 ALE ST Al EFAH O dFAE

= Aol ¢ £ dSAFHE BTl g A Utk
(Sharda ¢} Patil, 1992).

B Ao ME (218 l-a)olred 22 MLPY T
ZE g2 A8 ok & 2839 Agsss
gt ARRET 2439 9 F= SR AR
Hgen Aaroel= (Sigmoid) F47F Helaie]
Ho| g2 AME-H AT Homik 5 (1989)2] A7l
93d MLPE= Y& 3hte] &4Fihe 7Y s
oyt 3ol tisiME AAlg ZARNE 7]
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Time Series Forecasting with Muiti-Layered Perceptron

(1-a) Basic Architecture

MAPPING

(1-b) Cost Functicn :

(1-¢) Sliding Window for Input Data

QUTPUT
LAYER

HIDDEN
LAYER

INPUT
LAYLR !

>

2
T(Z,- Z,)

n-Input Space

n-Input Space

3 1. OIS HUEES o888 AAdg 24

P& 7H5 2A}7)(Universal Approximator) 2 ¥
g)-ech kA9 94 ARMAR EolAM 9 “EA Y )’
o} mlRx g Fo0)z AjAgel F FEHAT v

A F& dFAE dethe 242 gith MLP7}
Ao #EZXEE AU 4T T U=EF )
Asxe & 2o MLPE ARS8l AAIEUd &
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Ak AREL 7H53 ol &3 W g = 2o
vtz Bolx|¢h, o] A4 MLPE &% BR o]
gloz AAGHl e ge FL7AE 715
5o} ¢l&Ad%o] WolAE, & YA (overfitting)
EAE 2P F Atk o] AYHFEAY HHS
Zeol Astn AAGH SV AL A &
A AAGEN JAME e T2 AR
A5 et (Weigend, 1990). wepry HHE
2o MLPE AHE3h=zle] 3554l MLP7F Foi%
ANAG sl AYHPE AEE Foln FL2 A5
g de Wydolx o}7AA] ol i A HA
A7+AaHEo] dch

Aol ge A Sg-Rokd UM dHH
Elo] 7)o tiajMe A AF S 24 e ole
SgEAol o8] YFE ] 277} AbAel AR H 7
mgoleh SR ALSEA Alaele] 8elMe
Adig 53] gaglel ¥z AgE WsEY
Ae g qguele] 7] AAo] ¢ F8F #AR
QA5 gl o) H AW HFAHY SES
daiMe gEAlE ARE T Al dPA s
i3k 8 eV dFFolgke 4% 49YE
k= Zoltt (Caudill, 1989). 53] YWEIY =7]
AR e s AAYE BYMe tE Fad F
Az dF=ed oe AlAdY 54 WA &
e gEIteeEs £& dSXE dS &
f&olch B Qo= ARMARE 2AEdA¢A
viebgl ARMAR 39 215(p,g) & o183t AL E
o] 3718 Aske=t), o] ARMAR.F 9 2¥o] 3%
SAH BAo 2l Folr AAEe E4E F
Uyelle (pg & Ad9shr] Mol A37e] +24
Aol 9A Had AR AEEARRE dANFE
Reg AR + o

4-2. S5AA}

1HY AAE Zgeit 247] & 72§ Ze
MLP7} AAEen 2zt MLPELS siF AlAIGe
sl (28 Dollre} e o g Wz ool
dnYFE AH3lY SFAAN AAE ArES
MLPel i&=7] Aol 017 09410)9) g =S
AEEEEY o BIMEA AIAEES Hedr] ¢
T AU ALY AA AGE 3R] stk FEA
AM-E SHEHETHE Fol3 AAIGERE MLP7H
7hed B ARE ojHo] Y g riYs Seat
A &2} H(mean square error, 1Y 1b FZ)o|
0.0001¢1 o]2 A4, S&3l7F H 3834 5000
Hol olz2d g5 FUTE Yok oe m$ 7
% S HETE o2 MLP7L 0131 AlAIg el tis)
YA S ESA YA, B dFolxe
AH AEEMe] |4ES 938 FE ARMARY 4
HARE o]gstqd MLPY A7|E AP s 7
Ao ¥ 3A guin 4AEd. ® 57
R nAAEAEY G AR & e A
&2l dAME 7P £ dESAAE Hole
gE3TE o F vk AME e AYgd"
SEHE e AA H8rsAol We 2 3
olz} & + Urh

Sty gheivlel 2 d4 715X (connection weight)
o} z2EAS 2337 A 1R AAEES
FA9 AREE et Wl 4250 R ERS F
Zt 2§ 2RE Il AAGES ol BF 12719
AAEE AHeEl dEAE S Y. srES a4
o] Alg= (0.1, 00,01, 0.1), (0.1, 09 2 (0.3, 05)
o] Y7k 2§E AFFed (0.1, 0.D& AR
EZFEG &2} ot FUTh AR 9
FAE dsiHe (1) 48xE7 vidaeig =
ke A% (2) 53 4¥F -3k 4% % 3
AAERe ZE #3X7F ¢ g ¥ 2dde
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399 AZAE Added 4EAgs WEE o
itk AAVVEAE 2 o) MY L AFAE
€ F AU 42 dFo] EYHE RE i
gd MLP7| dubd A #&XE & dgshs
7 EA43Y FEE #ASZA S dF d2F
PE F olg dH MG AV FEE A HEF
¥ MAPEE 73tk

4-3. THAIF HYEES] F2HH

HEF9 AHYaisy /NFE AH] Astd
ARMA(pg) 2¥L& 371 n=max(p, q+tD& Z=
‘deE]o] o3k Ael37t %7 2 (state-space form)
o2 B&7Festi (Harvey, 1984), 5= HeiF7t %
A2 NG 23 BAF 7tk AMEE ol
3t ateba] 3RA At el B AFoMe
ARMAE ¥ 9 F%& 93 Box-Jenkinstgoll <A %t
AUTOBOX 30% AH&3tn2 R3e] 482 ARIMA
(pd,9) FelZ o]F oAt} 371 differencing 3}
F& JeE de A1 ARA 9 2ol Hsd 5
Qemz Folxl AlAGe] ARS-E MLPS Y% A
2829 ¥ n=max(p+d, g+ Dol 3] 233}
At o)pzte Ha o] etddE AF3] H3o
£ 111712} M1-CompetitionAE%5 ¢ HollA A

__5184:4:56|

50

2 2. AlAEel of i s184
(s184= 56712l EX|E JIX 27(9Y AlAFo|ch

& 12719 AALe sl udES ST, o #
QoA &dF AYsd o AR BF ZA=
HESY .

(2% 2, 3, 0 cudde) AMHAA AAYE &
Z9] iRl S1849) ¥4 AHE vEhd Aotk (2¥
2) 2] S184+= AUTOBOX 3.0°1 &3 ARIMA(1,44,)2
Ao ed, ol ARMA(G4)S ZoB=2 MLPY
YHHE ZV)e 52 AR o gk (2§ )&
dHHE 9] 79 g MLPY H55HE =AE
Aoz $& Y=o EAE RY g 19 /eSS
7189 BEXES Z Ak Ao, HE Y
HA¥ MAPE &8 A&575 MLPY Fd9l| AMS-5A]
%1 FEE BEA g AF9] JEert 225

(3-a) $184: By Stopping Rule

30 _—-BT‘E—n—I_""""H"_a' 1
= 5
25— s 08
] o - N ®
w 20 pac: L5 0.8 5
o =
5 7 &
15 N 4 04 u:l
10 i IARIMA(1,4,4) I—— 0.2
5 — - 0.
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

No. of input Units

‘" R_Squaﬁ? & MAPE

(3-b) S184: Best Performance

30 1
B R . . ™
”’—-—!u B
N
08
25 N
[ ] * °
w 20 08 5
a S
g / o /O\O/J)\ ‘g;
15 e - - o 0 o
o
10 {ARIMA(1,4,4) I'—‘ 0.2
5 0
2 3 4 5 8 7 8 ¢ 10 11 12

No. of input Units

I8 3. YdHE MajeLe| £71 dE4nol njxls
HE AAY S1842 HR
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vepdch ARIMA(144,)832 BAIE #2 S
AUTOBOX 30°) 913l 9ojzl MAPE @kolct. (19
3a)v AR sgPdasiel ojsl MLPY 5ol
2132 we] R2 ¥ MAPE @2 yuE|e] A7)
wpe} kA A7 Yebd Rola, (129 3-b)e 47
Foj7 2Z7)9) AHWE & 7FA 1 MLPE FHAAE
FAAA g&3e7E 100897 2 dnk fEE
HEAo) thF MAPEE T3l 1 ¥ 7P $&
MAPE & (o] ¥ ¥4 MAPE (Best Performance) =
B2)3 2] R2 &g A Jehd Aejrh o] F
OolM & F A=Al AEHEe] A7)7h 59
MLP:= 7H% £ MAPEIS 713& & £ 9leH
olm ARIMA(1,44) 28X} 22 MAPEZE 7Hh

(4-a) $184; Input Units = 5

B .y -
.2 - n
175 N 0.9
=-a °
R B Vil
w 15 & —gq— * LY 7 \ 08 g
g : A &
N F [7:]
= 125 . / R / alor o
L ARiMA(1.4.4) | AV
10 =~/ 0.6
Y X
75 - 0.5
No. of Hidden Units
m R_Square & MAPE by Stopping Rule
A MAPE by Best Performance
(4-b) S184: Input Units = 12
30 1
—m ,—.—_:‘.t—.?.*—_“._—.:."—-:
25 M 2 . 0.9
. o
20 e 2 o8 @
w <& «
&
% P A, & &,
15 fgomt—g g Aea 0r
10 !ARIMA(1,4.4) | 06
B 0s

0 2 4 8 8 10 12 14 16 18
No. of Hidden Units

a2 4, 24& HMeleae £} odiEMolofl olXls
A% A s1842 R

a2k 2 E o) 27171 WY AAY AR MLP9|
d&dFe] oS & F Atk F AHYEY 2
717F Aol wet R gkel 1o 7AA 71E B
Z2e F Ad¥stARt MAPE & #olx|z] ¢4l
238 A AZGA7} kA= e & A0
= 4HYEe] 37171 8, 9, 10, 11, 129 B¢ (2¥
3a, b) F x| MAPE#S H|astd MLPO
s 3leE ol¥A dhevtel metME oS4l
Be Ao} AFE B F Ao AA dSA M=
(19 3-b) 9] HA MAPE #58 228 7 ltks 3&
a2 stedol gl

(28 Pe 24939 Melaa 59 2Xd dg
Aoz qleuEle) a7|7} 59 129 B¢ 4% A

(5-a) S967: By Stopping Rule

15 e - e - Eio - s o ua- WU
.-.g--B-—0 —8
-B=-= N ;
12 e : 0.9
o
[ - L —dos @
¢ = , > 173
£ LY S 7]
6 Sl 07 o
ARIMA(3.1,1
3 06
0 0.5
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
No. of Input Units
ILR_Square o MAPE I
(5-b) S967: Best Performance
15 1
m-E -m--% B ..
=
12 0.9
w @ 08 ¢
& — =3
= ARIMA(3,1,1 iz
[ — 07 o
Y o . TR
3 - - 06
0 0.5

2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11 12
No. of tnput Units

08 5. 2¥E Xe|le4 £t d&doo) ojxls
HE I AAE s9672] BR
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