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Abstract

This study aims to explore how to effectively apply time series models in a dynamic retail envi-
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ronment to predict monthly product sales. The continuous changes and uncertainties in the retail
industry make sales forecasting crucial. Utilize sales data for data analysis and feature engineer-
ing. Research includes different types of models, such as statistical models, machine learning
models, and deep learning models. The experimental results were analyzed using the root mean
square task (RMSE) as an indicator to evaluate the predictive performance of each model. The
discovery reveals the potential of time series models in dynamic retail environments, providing
employees with better sales forecasting tools, thereby improving competitiveness and profitabili-
ty. This study also provides insights into the potential applications of time series models in other
fields.
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PELE2016) [3)iEIT I E VAR (Vector Autoregression) i 7t 22 48 iHE i 5 Wit Mk 2 18] i 5h 25 Wi
NI RBEAT T SEUENE AT . FMER(2022) [4]43 B A Random Forest. XGBoost (eXtreme Gradient Boosting)
LightGBM (Light Gradient Boosting Machine)x+ 2011~2016 47K /K ¥ 17 7 b B Bl 3k AT 7 4B M i
YR TR, B LightGBM A5 AL AT DA U 1 Al 1 Ab B 2 4000 . 2R AE Y 5 R A KA T 7 i Y T
DI R, A KT T 2 A i3 FL 8 5 8 it U T SR IR 3 o JEI T 4(2021) [S]48 H —FhJE T K-means
ARG LA ) A1V S 0 TR ASE R DA o 22 5 AT 22 4N 7 o PR B 5 000 ) 8, 3R B 6 F K-means IS¢
R 1) 82 (B VA ) PR ASE 2 e I A L, LT HE AR 2R 0 25 SR B Sl A0 T S v A Y DA R AN FH BR 2R ML 88 2
IR JERINAR(2020) [6]F4%E 12T 243 H BIH# 3T 2 (ARIMA) (Autoregressive Integrated Moving
Average) BT 5 BEHLAR IR (RF) . W2k $2 T (XGBoost) ) = F 4 S A6 Y, H 8 T I VA T it
TR . TR AL (2021) [718) 3T 2 21 i LSTM (Long Short Term Memory) k7 %) 3% [ 14 & 45 5k
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SRR
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Figure 1. Average annual total sales volume
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Figure 2. Annual total sales volume
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Figure 3. Monthly sales of different products
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Figure 4. Monthly sales of different stores
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2.3. XM

K 5 &R MR E, BRRT &L EZ MR R, “date_block_num” (H 14 5)
5 “year” (F43)A1 “month” (H43)2 [B fIAH SRR 35(0.94 A1 0.22). IXs&[AN “date_block_num” j&
FRAEAEAD RN O R B, DR e AT 2 (R AR B R I 2R i K &R

“shop_id” (F )i ID)FI “item_category_id” (7 @200 ID)Z (Al IAH SVERLSS, (EATY SR AE — B R
(ARG PE(0.01 A1 0.09) . X T BEAZ PR Dy J= 6 i I B 405 ) T4 5 5 2 2R A R 71

“item_price” (F&HMA%)5 “mean_item_price” (CF-I4I7 b #8) 2 18] A7 AE 558 ) IE AR 5P (0.67) . X
B R i RS RT3 B AN A TR AE — B IR TG &R

“item_cnt” (B fhETEE) S “mean_item_cnt” (F-XJR LAY &) A “transactions” (58 55 IR EN) 2 [ 4F
TERLHR 1 1EAH S (0.45 T 0.56) . X 3R B 7w B 5 5 5 P XA B AN AL 5 B AT AE — B AR PE R R
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Train Dataset Correlation

date_block_num
shop_id  3.3e-14 0.8
item_id  1.8e-13 4.7e-15
item_category_id 0.1 0.0094 -0.0015 0.6
item_price  0.034 -0.00086 -0.045 0.18
mean_item_price 0.078 -0.0013  -0.061 0.36 0.67 L 04
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mean_item_cnt 0.058 0.0023  -0.026 m 0.18 0.26 E | 02
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Figure 5. Correlation analysis of thermal maps
E 5. BAEEXMES R

2.4, HET 2

2.4.1. HBFEIFETRE

AW FE HAFAE T A2 B DL R AP IR

1) L uE: RAERE AT IE S, R EZRIFEA . BARKA A item_cnt (54N il R 48
R 0 3 20 Z08), LA item_price (B3N & (140 4%) T+ 400,000

2) RREFEEL S RRAE LR item_cnt_month RFAE: AR B (] I5 X item_cnt HE47 0 5 4E, 921F
— N AW ESE . item_price_unit FEAE: TR R RIS, BIRS AR BR DL B HE .
hist_min_item_price HI hist_max_item_price HFfF: &5 P 5 07 S S ARAN K I S B A A% .
price_increase Fl price_decrease 4F4E: TH AR b O AS G INAIAN A BRI B . IR BN D GiTHRRfE: X
item_cnt BEATIRZENE HUH A, BAERME. BORME . CPHEMbREZE, XA [F 24 (shop_id
item_category_id. item_id)#E4T i1 5. item_cnt_shifted 45 /E:  ARIE I B X item_cnt BEAT S A,
REFLA H R EEE . item_trend FFAE: ARAERT LA H A SEEE T HESA R MEEES . JFHAR
SC AR P R AR SR I 2R

3) BRIy BREARBIRER > NGRS WAFERNERE, HTFBAIIZR. PSR .

4) HIEASFHE: FETURELEE, tHEAFFE(W shop_id. item_id. year 1 month) ¥4 85 &
Ko, R HAE B RE I BV 2RI SRE SR

24.2. REFIFHELRE

KRR EGE IR . 1D RIS D BEAT RS, AR T — N H SRR, RS,
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3. REIMTR
3.1. GEiHEE

VAR R —Foft 2 AR BN [R] P 1S, i 2 A AR B 2 18] RO LR 5% 2R A I (8] 7 471 4 31 25 18
Ao VAR BRI T o 2 INF ] i R EL SR T =24 T [ O, R B2 MR R R . 0 AR
Fe Z AN )PP 1 A B AR R AN, R K e A 6 et 2 L0 SR TN R SR I . AT & VAR
FERAG Z ANIA] e 5 AS B AL R — A A, L 5N A T (lag) KA A2 B Z AN Zh A SG &R o AR (1 4
(order)ZRos SIN ¥ J5 AR, FH T2 A 2 [ 52 2% P AN R 1

VAR AR — i 2 A2 S 6]y AR, 3 - 480 2 A2 5 2 T AR T ARORE 5% A8 A F000 R R
B BRI TA] PP A BOs AT R k& % 1A T E .

LightGBM A& — N JFi PR m RS T P S SR B THIE SR, STRFRIKI IFAT I 25 BB IR
Jt(Gradient Boosting) B AHZ: —kIEIARAE, EAREY, B8R, JFORIESK s HA W
RN

3.2. MF/FFIRE

3.2.1. LightGBM #%&!

LightGBM & —/NIFIR . Pisl. =k i35 T o s Sk 4R THIE SR, SCHFEm s It AT I k. B B4R
7+ (Gradient Boosting) AR E: —RMEERAE, EREEF, BN EA, FEORUER K 0 24 W
PN o

B EESRE T PSR GBDT 4G 1 BEH2 T+ (GB) FI R SR (DT) M Dh REAF 1, B NZRSRir . A5 ia
S . LightGBM B GBDT M —Ffr, 1T b3 i 8 50 7] .

3.2.2. XGBoost {2 #!

XGBoost f&—FhJE T8 2 2 T #4 (Gradient Boosting Tree) 5y (8 i: S AL . Bl i & AT IR 59 %)
R, R EMNHE RS KR, DS HiERE.

XGBoost 1A ()% 0 AR SR ik A I SR SR, FRAERR OGE AP L R pRi B, B FHBR B 3R
FHEE, @A AT R A I R 22 RIE AT SO TN A5 R . RN I U SR A B A B D TR I T AR
R R, B RIAE @ T B SRS

3.2.3. BEHLARMIREY

BEHLARMOE — R AR R 21705, HI T Ao RN ). et 2 ORI B, B AR 2
BT BEHLLE P HVRFAE TSR HEAT I 25

BEHLAR AR AR A AR I A 22 A TR, R i AREARHEAT SST (T, d i B2 BT
PR RE S & PO TIU 45 2R [8] o XA AR B T7 AL BEHLARAR RO I D &, JF RA BUF Iz AL e

3.2.4. ZMRE

LRMERAY R — 2R W PLAR 5 S Fik, R AR AR E T R A AR R B N R S AR &
IR FR o LAY () T 25 SR i NARAE 5 FOX A B Ve 2 o VBRI AR o 5
TRRBEAIPCE Y ZRe EATRT CARLF T & PN RSB (1 [ 8, L4 3 RN RN o WL R A A L 4 2 4
[l 324 [a] 5 R0 S 365 ) B ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM) [9].

LM AT I JR) PR AE T BB N RRAE AN i 2 R AAE AR MG R . W T BRI ARER L [ B, 2R PEAR
RN B TCRAR P HE B I T o SR, ZR AR R AE R R AT SRR DT T B L%, A2V 2 SEBR L HT i AT)
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3.2.5. KNN =&

K 5RT AR (KNIN) & — ol 8 B (R AL 8 2% 20 5005 o e MR AR SR A ABA P I A AR Sk Tl A 0 A 114 288 Sl A1
HARHLSE, KNN 328 R ABEAR BT K ANEEE, HARYE S 10FR 2T T . KNN & T2 250 ]
VAMES5, I SR B S AR o) 2R ARG . B A 2 TS, RS A AR 2R 1 1n) R £ 2551
r95. SR, KNN RISk SOR TH R A E R, SHRHEZEBORIE B UR . R tk, KNN 38R — /M
HBA R RINLEE 2 2 ik
3.3. REFIJEE
3.3.1. LSTM &3

LSTM BRI — R LSTM H ek, B4 LSTM H & — N HIoIR A (cell state) 1 =AM i
Al (input gate). it (forget gate) 1% H! 1] (output gate). XL6| T3k E S B . MR B, b
A R b 5 5508

LSTM #5283 3 i [ 25 (time step) i@ NN 7 B, AR 22 1 4 AR T — I (8] 25 FRPRES SR 588 B
TR . RS, LSTM B eRYEH AN B A S meR A THE S, [R5 3 OnIRES R T TR A
XFE, LSTM AL REREARYE 7 51 B0 (¥ bR SCAS 82 21 T AR R (18

3.3.2. Autoencoder 1&E!

Autoencoder ([ Zidas) & —FhIC I B 5 I8, T2 PR e . RRESREURIAE L. B B w4 A0 A
T2 P o 2EL A, TR K i NS e 4 B AE S 20, PRS2 b = Y a4 A\ 25040 - Autoencoder
1) B b i/ MEE R, R A A PR R T e EE I SR AR TN o

3.3.3. GRU t&&Y

GRU (I #F¥R 50 ) & — P F 4G PR 4 22 W9 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN)FEAS, - 4b 3 7
IR o5 R . 54400 RNN BALAHEL, GRU AERLIE I 51N 1 H2 L Sk 58 f Hi ol 412 - A8 6t
P, IF BAEIZRIE R a2 1 0 B 2K 1) ] A

GRU 7 (et = [ 145 e, &t ¥ (update gate) A1 & [ ] (reset gate)ZH i, S| 151 7l —
o [R5 A JEAE A i [RD 20 AR FRJE , AT BB T TI045 R o Sl 1ML fo vF GRU A5 2 58 471 e i
A P AN 8 0 25 45 R, AT 28 A5 1) 500 v PR 06 &R o

3.3.4. DeepAR 188

DeepAR (Deep Autoregressive Model)i& 5 H 5] U455 & — i B 3+ 18] J5 47 Tl £y o 22 [ 25 A5 2R, o5 )
T BA A IO A0 . Deep AR AL L T IHIA ML B 45 (RNN) 2844, JESIN TR )
PUHI IR iD 2% - RIS BR 45K, AemE XA 18] 7 51 B0ds AT AR T50 o

DeepAR A5 Y ({4 0o JEVAEL 440 BF 8] 5 B1) 50903 e A A 2% AR A o i, B0 5 — BT SRR, T oK
KIME o AR AT G L 5K ) 1 3 41 e 46 A BB s, I A A 2 o ol P T A 3 0 0 7 A s oA Sk 1) il
Feg. MRN8 a1 A 75 20 R A I T (O TRIME, R AR N T B — g, B A A T
751

4. BRIERS S
4.1. MBS

RMSE (Root Mean Square Error, 35772157 2% )& —Fh H T PPAL TR MEBE I Fa br o B 1 FNAE
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5z pr U E 2 8§ T2 RARE, BVER TINAE 5 B 9E 2 8] BT 2 R 2
4.2. GeiHEATIN

5 28 G0 TSR AE B[R] P 51 0000 A5 2L A S IR g s o ARSI R T ) & [R5 A (Vector Autore-
gression, VAR)E AREE . VAR 1Y BB % 465 412 BT 8] 77 51 2 0] (R AH ELARH OC &R, % 1 22 A8 s ] 3 471 Bt A
AEAFEBEE ST N T RS H S b & ZI P AR, FRATTA 5 — 1 R T AL AR S 56 (Augmented
Dickey-Fuller test). ADF it H T VPAlE [a]fF 5@ 5 HA BAAR, RS FiRm. &—%I1 ADF
giitE 5l —148.95. —450.39, —140.97. —317.91. —317.80. —225.93., —448.87. —448.80. —448.59.
—449.20, x4t ADF Zuit& fE /N TR S RIG AE, PSR T H PR it . Bk, mred
HEAMH VAR B4, VAR BELFT 5 H R 7% 20 1.28.

4.3. HlEFEF BB

4.3.1. LightGBM 5 XGBoost Fiilll

ASCAEH T Optuna EALHE 223K 1 3185 LightGBM 1 XGBoost Hi {1 & %, I Htkfg .

Optuna SFEHLAE R — A SHAE, HKHAL# L LightGBM 5 XGBoost #3471 4. FALEE T
FUSHUH], DAERERS A B35 G I SR T4 1 E 2R, DAY 24 I R) A B R

ITIZAT 100 ORI RE, R3] T BN SHICE XA RAERCE , 12k T 521 LightGBM
L XGBoost 54, LA HITE e BN G4 BUIZR ) i e,

LightGBM HJIlZR¥ 7 iR 1% 2 530 IE S R Z 438 : 0.71, 0.78. 5] 6 JE/x T LightGBM #5484 1)
TR &5 RS HIARZEZ MK R, AT LA H LightGBM AR AL HIL 45 2800 — o
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Figure 6. Comparison of LightGBM prediction results
6. LightGBM T4 R ELER

XGBoost FIIIZk35 77 1R 1% % SIAE TR IR ZE 03 N: 0.68. 0.85. & 7 JE/n T XGBoost 157 1) il
MeE R G HILAREZ MEI R, NEH LA H XGBoost #4748 4 3R — Mt o
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Figure 7. Comparison of XGBoost prediction results
[ 7. XGBoost FilLE R ELEE

4.3.2. KNN\ AR FnBEHL AR AT
BT H K%, KNN REUT 10 w AN SR ILG 8L . KNN I 2R3 5 iR R 22 5 30 IE 3 7 iR 2243
A9: 050, 0.80. 14 8 s T KNN BEBYAFRINSE R G IR 2 Mo R, MIE 8 thaf LUE H KNN
NG BRI 2
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Figure 8. Comparison of KNN prediction results
[ 8. KNN T 45 SR EL AR

LR B SR 77 IRAR 22 5 RS JT IR ZE 729509 0.73, 0.78. [ 9 o 1 S AR Y Tl 45 5
5 HSARZEZ R R AR, A AT DU H 2R AR R 0l 5 28R — i
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Figure 9. Comparison of linear model prediction results
9. LeMARBITMLE RELER

BEHLARAK B 2RI T7 AR IR 22 S IR UE T AR IR ZE 200009 0.70. 0.78, 5] 10 JRur 1 BEHLARMAL L 1 il
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Figure 10. Comparison of random forest prediction results
10. BEMARMTUNLE RELER
4.4, REFSJEBTN
4.4.1. LSTM #E& T
AR LSTM B —ANAAT = A LSTM JZRI AN A 745 2 10 7 51 TR B4 [10] . &) H A
AARE S N RIS T8 3 2 0 AT T« AU 3 T iR ZEAE R R ek B, I Adam AR AL #R R AT AL
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g, £ 142 LSTM B4 .

Table 1. LSTM model structure
2 1. LSTM 1=AI4EH

Layer (type) Output Shape Param

Istm (LSTM) (None, 12, 10) 480
Istm_1 (LSTM) (None, 12, 6) 408
Istm_2 (LSTM) (None, 1) 32

dense (Dense) (None, 10) 20
dense_1 (Dense) (None, 10) 110
dense_2 (Dense) (None, 1) 11

Total params: 1,061,

Trainable params: 1,061.

Non-trainable params: 0.

BRGNS D R T 128 MEAS, %2150y 0.0001, &ILYIZRT 20 k. 753 T I8 7 ik iR
ZEHAEHITARRZE 73 09: 1.08. 1.07. & 11 f&7R T LSTM B ALIIZR 20 IR ZRR 22 5 IR AIE ¥R 72 Y
ih 2k .

Regular LSTM

1.50 4
—— Train loss

—— Validation loss

1.45

1.40 1

1.351

MSE

1.301

1.25

1.204

1.15 \/\/\\

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5
Epochs

Figure 11. LSTM training error and validation error curves
B 11. LSTM iR E SRR E 2

4.4.2. Autoencoder #EZI TN

LY 4 5 2% (Encoder) A i 2% (Decoder) 2H i,  FH TSI BILJE W B (R RRAIE 2 =) FEHE A . w2530
T 24 LSTM 2, H TR B 6] 7 58088 48 N R4ER R . B> LSTM ERHHEEA T — 2
PN, TR JE R 1) 3, B AR 8] e 5 B g b o B R AE FE R R [11]
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MLP with LSTM encoder

—— Train loss
Validation loss

MSE

10.0 12,5 15.0 17.5

Epochs

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5

Figure 12. Autoencoder training error and validation error curves
[& 12. Autoencoder JIZRIRE 5 IFIRE ML E

fRID AR AR AL S T 24 LSTM 2, H TG40 5 (% 4 38 7R fiAL v 384 B s 18] 3 50 4080 o
T 2% B 85 g — NI 1) 2D o 2630 RepeatVector JZ 31T & i, SR )5 FHET — R 5 LSTM 247 @5 A0
I,

TR [y 23 3 TimeDistributed 2N 7E LSTM JZ_E 1 Dense 272451, x4 &N )25 347
. RS AR, BORUE H8 7 R ZE (MSE)VE Nk s 4, A Adam AL ES EAT S804 . x4
Autoencoder 57 1) H b2 8 i 45 AR R 48 AR, S I8 M B B ER R, SR i ) 51 Kidi
(1 E R AR .

18 FH 2 B 25 452 L (encoder) of )11 25 45 R8I 4R (1 I 18] 77 B 2500 JE AT G, A3 381 17 AH S (19 4 5 5 (1 B 1)
FER B . ¥4l o B3R £75 7E train_encoded 1 validation_encoded 25 & . F-41 4 i J I 1) 7 510
# (train_encoded F validation_encoded) ¥ i £ J5 46 1 Il 5 5 A0 536 0 48 A 4F 8 ¥ B REAE B . AE A
train[‘encoded’] 1 valid[‘encoded” 144 2 5 J (1) £ 45 s in %8 B R 204 B b o 44 B 46 IR bR 25 21 I 25 4R
MIGIEE AR, 53] 7 21 9 5 1551 BdfE #2 (X _train_encoded £ X_valid_encoded) A%} B () b5 25 4
(Y_train_encoded #11 Y_valid_encoded).

RGO T A2 ZERANIMLP)EAL, ZAAEE T JLA Dense 2. IXAMEALH T H 4wl f5 (1)
FRAEE AT I 22 2], EARR TR . EIgad ey, (FHY 7R ZEMSEVE TR KR, FEE
A Adam AL 80T S8 . 133 T-FIIZRIS TR 22 5 5 iE 3 O iR 22 40 il . 1,104 1.09.
12 J&7/x T Autoencoder #5411k 20 YRI5 iR 22 5 50E R Z 1 #h 28

4.4.3. GRU =& Fi

AAE ) GRU B8 2> GRU = M4 4 2 41 . GRU J= FH T4 I [ F 51 B0 v 1) 1 9 4k
KA, ERLICIZ BTN 1N SR AL B AN BE[12] o IX L8 HIBE0E R U 7 ReLU (2t B 7T),
T SINARLRIERAE . f5c)a (4 2 T4 BN R . % 2 /& GRU B 45 .
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Table 2. GRU model structure
3% 2. GRU &R

Layer (type) Output Shape Param
gru (GRU) (None, 12, 10) 390
gru_1 (GRU) (None, 12, 6) 324
gru_2 (GRU) (None, 1) 27
dense_7 (Dense) (None, 10) 20
dense_8 (Dense) (None, 10) 110
dense_9 (Dense) (None, 1) 11

Total params: 882,

Trainable params: 882,

Non-trainable params: 0.

RSP R T 128 MFEA, 2215655 0.0001, EILYIZR T 20 k. £33 T IR R R %
HIUER TR Z 50008 1.07. 1.07. K 13 J&7R T GRU BEARLIZR 20 IRl ZRiR 2 S gk iR 2 (¥ th 26 .

Training and Validation MSE

—— Train MSE

1.45 - - Validation MSE

1.40 A

1.35 A

MSE

1.30 A

1.25 A

1.20 A

1.15 4 I— S

2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Epochs

Figure 13. GRU training error and validation error curves
[ 13. GRU JIZiRE SWIEIRZE L E

4.4.4. DeepAR E BT
DeepAR BRI i — /N BTt 22 I 26 1) B FIONASE Y, FH - B 10 57 27 8000 150 T R 2 o AL R AZZ 0
ot —A 2 BEKENCAZ M (LSTM), 5% 2] i8] 77 Z1 508 b i i A ORI R 3606 R [13].
PRI % NZE P N input_dim, SR N B (R IESE S o ASCBEE N 1, RIS A A —ANRFE .
R (P RaSEUIR A5 4 B M hidden_dim, 27 LSTM 2B BURAS 4R BE K /N . AL E A 64
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A i 4R 15 D output_dim, RO AEAL AT HH O 4ERL . ASCIRE Y 1, BRI RS TN 2 A 2

fH.

A num_layers 2 LSTM 20, &2 LSTM A R I BSOS 4E BE RIS AN ZESE . 75 LSTM 22
J5, JEIE 4 EERE E (nn.Linear) ¥ LSTM (1% H Bt 555 31 5z 24 (0 Tt 4
FERERL T AL 3R, A SRS LSTM Z B BIRBORER R, AR5 85 474 12 2 347 Wi 15 2

Tt o

AR (R 451 2K oR B0 A FH 350 77 1% 22 (MSE) Rk B 48, AR AL 2% R A Adam fRAGES . 7EIZRIRE T, A=
1 FE T 4 (batch gradient descent) it AT 18 Z 8 S . 753 7R3 75 MR 22 5 50 IR 5 B R 22 93 3l A -
1.25, 1.21. ¥ 14 &= T DeepAR HAIYIZE 20 Rl iz 22 5 30 Uk 2 22 (1 Hi £8

Training and Validation MSE

1.45 A

1.40 A

1.35 A

MSE

1.30 4

1.25 4

1.20 A

—— Train MSE
——— Validation MSE

1.15 4 o— —_—

T T T

2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 125

Epochs

Figure 14. DeepAR training error and validation error curves
[ 14. DeepAR VIIZIRE SIFIRZE ML E

5. B&

15.0 17.5 20.0

K 15 03 T &AM A Il 2R 8 RMSE FIBGIESE RMSE, 15 H LN 4518
1) LightGBM #ILitAf: LightGBM KL F S LIk T R 1 RMSE {8, 201 3LLE = ik H
BT T B B BOHE R o e PT REE d  FHRFALE 52 AR 45 A SR SN T P 818 Th AR e R R

M v 1 T RE o

2) XGBoost FIFENL AR F AR : XGBoost FFEHLARMAR LY (1) Il ZREE FIIGIEAE RMSE {E#52T, 10
EAETIN = 5 A 4 T TR A R R I . X LR R B TR ST 5, il A 2 A G

SR v B A (K TN

3) KNN AR . KNN BRI 24 EHUE 7 BURE RMSE i, EAERIES ErA N, X
FIAERR 7R KNN BRI GRAE 40 & BOR BT, EAEAR WL i _ErT g B — 2 M &
4) LML BRI — M ek [l RO AE I ZR S MG £ E Y RMSE (AN i, ATREZ RN
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PERRYAE DA T 8] 77 210 B0 vh R AR MO0 &R, e T B TR T A A IR R SRR s T 4 A 1

5) LSTM. Autoencoder A1 GRU # K HIHI1Ll: LSTM. Autoencoder il GRU F 71 7E 31| 25 55 F1 56 F 22
B RMSE {H#%3, o HARALR T 1 B o 1 CO AR F R I TR B 22 S ik, RR RS AL BRI R 414K
P RS G &, A AT e 5 2 58 2 AU ZRB0E AR O R B2 P e

6) VAR F1 DeepAR AL HH: 7 : VAR 1 DeepAR AL 7E Il ZhAE AN IE4E E i) RMSE ﬁ&i%‘ , AJ
REA IR A e AT TTE AL BRI 18] 5 210 25008 (4 R Il R A7 7 — 1 R 1) BB B S 40k B A AL, R 7 2
T2 P SO R R SR g T A A 2

A IZREERMSE K IESERMSE
VAR 1.28 1.28
LignrGBM 0.71 0.78
XGBoost 0.68 0.85
BEALAR 0.7 0.78
KNN 0.5 0.8
el 0.73 0.78
LSTM 1.08 1.07
Autoencoder 1.1 1.09
GRU 1.07 1.07
deepar 1.25 1.21

Figure 15. RMSE predicted by different models
[ 15. RNEMREFNE) RMSE
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