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Abstract

This paper analyzes the time series of Chongqing’s GDP data from 1979 to 2021, establishes an
autoregressive moving average summation model ARIMA(p,d,q), compares the GDP data predicted
by this model in 2020 and 2021 with the actual data, optimizes and evaluates the established
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model, and finally uses the optimized model to make a short-term prediction of Chongqing’s GDP
in 2022 and 2023, providing reference for Chongqing’s economic development. According to the
established time series analysis, the optimal model is ARIMA(0,2,2), and the average absolute er-
ror between the predicted value and the actual value is 1.22%, which can better reflect the devel-
opment trend of Chongqing’s GDP and make short-term prediction. In addition, the ARIMA(0,2,1)
model of automatic language recognition is analyzed, and the GDP of Chongqing is predicted based
on BP neural network, CNN and LSTM model. In 2020, the absolute value of the relative error of
the results predicted based on ARIMA(0,2,2) model is the smallest. In 2021, the absolute value of
the relative error of the results based on the univariate MLP model is the smallest, and the average
absolute error level of ARIMA(0,2,2) model is the smallest. It can be seen that ARIMA(0,2,2¢e) modl
has the best prediction effect.
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1. 51§

GDP (Gross Domestic Product) & [ [ 51 4% H it A2 o 1) B B e br 2 —, Ref8 o — [E Bl — M Hb X
AT A= I R £5 5527, 7L GDP FEUE X T 2055 1) R RSB T IR S5 B i Re iR
HO TR GDP S, 82 aT LUK 00 45 5, v 8 5 Blitb X 7E il 58 2 5 R 7 T 3R k4 F =
F1EH .

Gwilym I George [1][2] [3] [4] [5]EZA4H ARIMA BRI ST I VEANRLFE , 43 5 AR (KR 51 L A 11
96 AT DY AN FE o X HA[617E MM E T ARIMA(2,3,0) M5 70 o] S5 iR UM B4R 117 GDP; 28R K 4%
[71%H ARIMA A0 2 AT b4 GDP, & ZHiE | ARIMA(0,1, 1A% GDP i il & AR 5 4 .
OGS [8]5 L. ARIMA AL 734 R4 GDP B JEARDL, i ARIMA(1,1,0)B2 806 GDP #i it 78L&,
FHHZBRITN 7 ) R4 2005 42 2008 4[] GDP, 15 H H ARIMA H 815K 5 1T GDP 250 58 4 (1) 45
Wo SKICREEE[91 M 4 GDP FIEEIEAT T 04T, WEB T ARIMA(0,1,4) 88 n] iR 54 GDP, {H2&
A S SR N T B 4 GDP . B SE[10100#1 164 GDP R AL ARIMA(0,2,3),
ARIMA BRI b S WUl 1648 GDP & It 35 I HEAT A 30 7«

PR AN CERIE M EFETI[11], BOfJLER, ERMET LOPusE K s, ERxMEs b
TRFFZ A ER IR AT A5 S n) . BT AARSCA xS B IR GDP 4l AT /0 Wik 72, 158 GDP &
A — € FIILEE R T o ANSOEBERT [ 7 51 43 Mt (6 7532255 B PG GDP AT T, - B 1] 7 1 T sk 4k
PR 5 i8] 7 70 BB SR T AR A A, gt R i I a3 A s 2 AN IR AR SR T Rk B, T
S3 BT AL BRI i Rt R SRR R I R, SRS AR R SL R AR TN AR R Ak . A E
BP #1245, CNN. LSTM 2845 # K GDP B (8] 7 FI A 4T 1 AH G i S Xt L.

2. ARIMA 128 E 4

EZH% %K G. E. P. Box Il G. M. Jenkins T 1970 4E 5 k32 ! ARIMA #i8Y  iZ A 7E ARMA 5
HFERE bR i85, I F BR300 5 G Bt ek [8) HE R 11 72 i) i 1 1), AR A g R ) s mT BA A
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18] 5 4 i 25 R BE A SR T A SRARL o B EAS AR A2 [ (B3 3 PSR A5 AL ARIMA(p,d,g), F
W g BB, d IR RN AR B 22 4 ik, p N E R T

AT (LA REARURE - 7 I A B e 1) AR A T T B P e AR R BE AL 41, LS AR Ta) 3 0 A
S IR, R E B R SRR L BEN LT . 24 p=0,d =0 I, SLEMEI PR MA(g), 4
g=0,d =01, FZEBTHEE ARPp), ¥ RHd=0K, HAAR T B 6537 R A R
ARMA(p,q), FrLLJE =FiiE A2 ARIMA #E7Y (REIR T 3K
2.1. ARMA &8

ARMA (p,q) BB E H [FH#E R AR(p)FIE B PR MA(@RRATE, AT ble RO B [BEIE 3)
PEPRAER, TR N:

Y =c+gY  +4Y +"'+¢th7p +e,—be,_ —be, , _“'_eqetfq (1)

o, ¢ BREHL 2 .dyo. g, ARIERA AR BIREL p 2 AR BN 6.0,,--,0, 23 TR
MA [ RE, g 2 MA IELL e 2IMER 0 2R o A A .
2.2. ARIMA 5!

ARMA (p,q) B84 W BEAE () FRars (8] 7 a0 b N, 6 FARPE I8, ARMA BRI RURBE A, X i
MFHEGN—/NFREEL, B ARIMA Bi%, ARIMA H7 3 SR P EF R (R st a) 7 51 1) 231

(Y} R—MAPRINEFPA, 16 d REMISH)G, FHZEET R, #Kk{Y ) 28 EIREsF
BIRANRE AR, R Z Y EHF W, = vIY il ARMA(p,g) R, B2 ARIMA(p,d,q)id #2, 57 [Y)
jj%%?%: /?\’ ﬁVVt =Yt _Yt—l :

W, =W, _ +oW,_, +”'+¢pVVt7p +te,—be_ —be,, _”'_eqetfq (2)
AR5 v, Ko
oY = (V= Yn)+ (Y =Y+ g, (Yo, =) 3
+e, —be —be ,——0O¢,
S T T DA
Y, =(14+4) Y, +(h—4) Y+ (8= 4) Y+ +(4, -4, )Y, — 4,7, @
+e —be —be ,——0e,

RN ) 22 5y T RE I . ERE RIS, ZRENEEEKZ D ARMA(p + 1,¢)id 2.
3. ARIMA #HBERE S 5500
3.1. B4R

I TR] PP 2 PR A AR 3 008 B P AR A 50 32 S B 45 P AR AR 3 A0 I e PSS SR PR AN T T . IE A T
ARIMA 3 53 B 500 () I 18] ) 06 2002 P AR R M 75 e 41 o TR BRI 8] PP 57 ) =5 AT 22 4 Ab 3, B
ERI PR o, ZEMREU R ARIMA(p,d,q) 3. — ORI, Z 0 EoR# 2.

ARMA(p,g) WA= XA (8] 750 5, o] 7 51 ) B A O B (ACF) Al H AH 2% B (PACF) i
ITMEE M, VDA R ME, (AR RE LD 1 FvR. R ARIMA BB, i)
JEARHE AIC B BIC NSRS I AFER, 4 AIC 8 BIC f/Mf, ARIMA A 1) B4
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Table 1. Selection principle of ARMA model
= 1. ARMA RE &R R

ACF PACF MR

fu)2 p R ARMA(p,0)
q R fiu )2 ARMA(0,9)

i) 2 ARIMA(p,q)

3.2. BEEE
T H K AR RAUR A R Al 1 ARIMA (p,g) B R 125
3.3, FERRIE

R T E R A IR ARG I 18] 5 S & (AP IR, R E I BCRIR 22, ol ZER s FE R R,
BRI A BRI B Rl . BRI REE N S B THEE TR, E R ZE P A TR, R
MSHATHE R B Z I B E A2 A F 5, NSRS AR, IR S RO REE, W
A, TR PR B AR TG . 8 H R Ljung-Box ZEiHEAG I I TT R AW ZE R 1) 2 15
MR,

3.4. BT

MRAE BRI A EE AL B Je 45 R, P TR 2 () ARIMA (p,d, )R8, FH R B0 B0 F00000 Ty BE XS A5 7
HBEAT TN, 75 2 JFUA I 8] PP 0 R R A 3, 0T BT R BB AN S B O BB AT IR ZE 0, st —28
IAFRE AR ATAT I . BRI ARIMA(p.d,q) @B EULIE 1 FToR.
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Figure 1. ARIMA modeling flow chart
1. ARIMA E1ERIZE
4. ARIMA #EEIXFEK GDP BT & SEIE S #r

AR ER 1979 42 2021 4FHT 42 A~ GDP #3147 17 4081, A T A ISR T U IR 1 LR B R4
UAE AT 40 > GDP $dE F ok A, I J5 T 2 48 10 B0 SR A6 36 45 74 i L& RO, B Jia B T 2022
HF1 2023 &) GDP.
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4.1. FREFEHRE S4E

AR R EHTRDY IR R E S 1979 24 E N A2 B8, B WL 2 Fios. #R¥PE 1979~2019
R ER GDP s, mENEFESE, WLE 2 s,

Table 2. GDP data of Chongqing from 1979 to 2019
= 2.1979~2019 R EFK GDP ¥

EA GDP (fZ70) FEy GDP (fZ7L) A GDP (1Z7t)
1979 80.98 1994 838.14 2008 5899.49
1980 90.68 1995 1130.6 2009 6651.22
1981 97.2 1996 1326.4 2010 7925.58
1982 108.08 1997 1525.26 2011 10161.17
1983 120.01 1998 1622.42 2012 11595.37
1984 141.64 1999 1687.81 2013 12783.26
1985 164.32 2000 1822.06 2014 14262.6
1986 184.6 2001 2014.59 2015 15717.27
1987 206.73 2002 2279.8 2016 17740.59
1988 261.27 2003 2615.57 2017 19424.73
1989 303.75 2004 3059.54 2018 20363.19
1990 327.75 2005 3448.35 2019 23605.77
1991 374.63 2006 3900.26 2020 25003
1992 462.47 2007 4770.72 2021 27894.02
1993 611.05
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Figure 2. Time series chart of Chongqing’s GDP from 1979 to 2019
2.1979~2019 SFE K GDP HIRFE]FF51E
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p=0.99, p>0.05, FIIXANIEFHZIEFRT . SIXA PRI T IEAT S —IRZE S, 1338 —IKEr
SRR E WIS 3 s, B A EREKES, VPRI RN, EETRARERE, 5
B, p>0.05 - HUEBFIRAFRN . XN FEHATHE ZIRES, BB RESFRITLELE 4
B, A 4 v HF AR ESE 0 B BN s, (Hif R F 2T SR IR LAEY], &5 193]
p<0.05, UEM T UG E] 541 AR . I ARIMA(p,d,g) ' d =2 .
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Figure 3. First-order differential GDP line chart
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Figure 4. Second-order differential GDP line chart
4. ZMES GDP T4 E

4.2. FfE ARIMA BRI %

M LR HTER], —IRZESEREKR GDP 4 PR, mH —IRES fGERFVIEE % PACF KL
K5 P, fmBEMH% ACF BWLE 6 Fizs.
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Figure 5. Autocorrelation diagram after second-order difference
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Figure 6. Partial autocorrelation diagram after second-order differ-
ence

6. —MESERRBEXE

M S TR, EHEKREERE 2 a0 E N, JFEREHE TR WE 6 iIEH, fmEHE
KA RIEE, FTLUER p=0,q=2, (AR2XFEMTHIBR R AR KM EWE, [FIE #7224 ARIMA
R DA BR R 22, 20 3% £ : ARIMA(0,2,0), ARIMA(0,2,1), ARIMA(0,2,2), ARIMA(1,2,1), ARIMA(1,2,2),
BRI AIC {HEK BIC L7 3 Fion, M 3 HllEE 2], ARIMA(0,2,2)B % 1) AIC {H K BIC 14
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Table 3. Comparison of ARIMA models
= 3. ARIMA #EEIELER

G0 AIC BIC
ARIMA(0,2,0) 589.9 591.57
ARIMA(0,2,1) 584.93 588.26
ARIMA(0,2,2) 579.94 584.93
ARIMA(1,2,1) 586.26 591.25
ARIMA(1,2,2) 581.61 588.271

4.3. EBEBRKRIE
BN RBATIETY ARIMA(0,2,2) 4745565, ARIMA(0,2, 2R R4 4638 W3 4 AR

Table 4. ARIMA(0,2,2) model checklist
52 4. ARIMA(0,2,2) 18 BUR I8 R

% ERe] i
Df Residuals 36
FEAHE N 41
06 (p 1H) 0(0.987)
012 (p 1) 2.704 (0.845)
Q Guith 018 (p 1) 9.328 (0.675)
024 (p fH) 10.151 (0.927)
030 (p f8) 12.786 (0.970)
P& B R 0.997

LT T RIARER 1%, 5% 10%01 2 K

A4 FRRARREAIRS IS AR, ARFEAL. BHE. O Bt EAVE BAENER AL . ARIMA
B B SRR (R ZEAAFLE B ARDCHE, RIREAY AR 22 e, AERA IR, RIE O Sl &M O fHp
KT 0.1 A A MRS (e A TR S, R CRIN ARSIV E AR, BT 1 BUR R LT .

I ARIMA(0,2, )G I8 %, T 7B GDP (1Z7T), M Q it B4 Rl LA 06 fEK
S EARIEEE, AR AR R 2 IS P IR, IR S LR RPN 0.997, A
RIS, HEBIBEAH L E R

ATATRT ARIMA(0,2, 2) 15584 (1% 72 04T e A 06, AR Gert 210 p (KT 4508 3K, s
RURG A0S AT LRI SR T . EAMAI A R B, 153 p (A EE KT 0.05, FULEALEL AL, A7 LR
T NTERATE S ARIMA(0,2,2) 15585k 72 FH ARG EI(ACF) W] 7 Bz, R 220w B AH 26 Bl (PACF) L4
8 PR e

MIEL 7 JE TR R 22 FLAH G BI(ACF), G R, BEE FIRAES TR, #AREREE, 9
AR AMKRE: HHXRECYERLEA, B EIAREEAR)RZ N S 751, A7 5 ZE R A5
ZERNEABEE T o

Kl 8 JeoR T BLAY R 2 fm A R E(PACE), BFE 240, BIE LIRFES TR, HAHX R EL
W, T TR (MA) 2N R FE P41, I [R] 7 S B SRAR AL R 22 8 M A Y 1. 256 IR 7 AL 8 1
SYHTAT AL, R ARIMA(0,2.2) 5% 2 2% FIME A 41 . B Rk H ARIMA(0,2, )R8 (28036 W72 5 R
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Figure 7. Residual autocorrelation diagram (ACF) of ARIMA(0,2,2) model
B 7. ARIMA(0,2,2)1%8Y5% 2 5 46 X [E](ACF)
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Figure 8. Residual partial autocorrelation diagram (PACF) of ARIMA(0,2,2) model
& 8. ARIMA(0,2,2)#E#1%% 2= i 5 5 X B (PACF)
Table 5. Parameter table of ARIMA(0,2,2) model
52 5. ARIMA(0,2,2) 8BS 85k
RS HR
ES briE 2 t p> It 0.025 0.975
HE 54.27 25.684 2.113 0.035 3.93 104.611
ma.L1.D2.GDP ({Z7t) -1.015 0.152 —6.693 0 -1.313 -0.718
ma.L.2.D2.GDP ({Z7t) 0.435 0.172 2.531 0.011 0.098 0.771

RS RRAUBMSHAIR, RN RE. iR, T RESIRE, HToirR AN, 2T
FBt GDP (470), HRAEHL ARIMA Bi89(0,2,2)K 5% HAE T 2 20 #dli, B AR
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y(t)=5427-1.015%y(t—1)+0.435% y(t-2) ®)

AL H T ARIMA(0,2,2)i [A B, WL 9 frow, Feom 7% 17 FIRS AL 1 S AG Kodie B . 4

GE BATE . FRATEH ARIMA(0,2,2)I [ F7 IR il fe il 4 SA%CHR,  FEIE TS Bz T Pt 2
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Figure 9. ARIMA(0,2,2) time series diagram
9. ARIMA(0,2,2)BiE] 51 &

Table 6. ARIMA(0,2,2) time series forecast table
= 6. ARIMA(0,2,2)R+ 8] FE 51| 7 5=

T
B Ho (i ) BRI
1 25179.401
2 27391.995
3 29658.859
4 31979.994

AN T BINEMAIE p,d,q &K forecast B H 1 auto.arima() 7] LA B ) 2 F IR Sl & 9F
Bhidk AT fE ) A AR AT . A5 BB ARIMA(0,2,1), ARIMA(02, 1) Y (A Fe b5 W72 7 Fios,
ARIMA(0,2, BRI 36 3R W35 8 ATvR .

1E4 8 PRRA BRI IR 25 5, ARAE R ARIMA BEBY(0,2, ISR E, T 7B GDP(ZIT), M
O il BRI M AT LA 2] 06 1E/KF EA IR E M, ANREIE A 5k 22y B e 3 41 Al s, T
IR LA AR R A 0.996, RAIRBIMN TS, BARIEAH L ER . X ARIMA(0,2, IR 5% 247 A
ARG LG, 793 p M EFE KT 0.05, KEAGE K, AT LU R .

Table 7. ARIMA (0,2,1) model
5 7. ARIMA(0,2,1 155!

ARIMA(0,2,1)

sigma”2 = 183232: log likelihood =—291.33
AIC =586.66 AICc=586.99 BIC=589.99

S

>

3

L

B
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Table 8. ARIMA (0,2,1) model checklist
52 8. ARIMA(0,2,)iE RIS IH 5=

&z iR i

Df Residuals 37

HEAYE N 41
06 (p fH) 0.464 (0.496)
012 (p 1) 4.723 (0.580)
0 giit & 018 (p 1H) 13.034 (0.367)
024 (p 18) 13.349 (0.770)
030 (p ) 16.088 (0.885)

A R? 0.996

UL TR 1% 5% 10%[ R KT

AN, BRATEL T R 2 A OC B (ACE) ATEL 2 (i B A1 2% K(PACF) . ARIMA(0,2, 1) 7 7% =
HAHREI(ACF) ILEE 10 Fizn, ARIMA(0,2, 1)1 245 7 H AH SR EI(PACF) LI 11 Fior e A bl 10 Fi
11 A0, HEHY ARIMA(0,2,1) AR 2 /& A 75 51

04 @8 1 HOCRE -0 ACFOS% B G X M E S -0 ACFO5% B 5 X[ T 7t

0.1

0 3 6 9 12 15

Figure 10. ARIMA(0,2,1) model residual autocorrelation plot (ACF)
[ 10. ARIMA(0,2,1)#& 8% £ B 8 X B (ACF)
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Figure 11. ARIMA(0,2,1) model residual biased autocorrelation plot (PACF)
11. ARIMA(0,2, ERI5% =1/ B ¥ % E(PACF)
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25 ARIMA(0,2, 1) RIS 5638 W% 9 Fiw.

Table 9. ARIMA (0,2,1) model checklist
2 9. ARIMA(0,2,)iEBIIE I 5=

BRI B4R
R Frife 2= t p> It 0.025 0.975
WA 56.909 21.525 2.644 0.008 14.72 99.097
ma.L1.D2.GDP ({27t) -0.681 0.106 —6.398 0 —0.889 —0.472

UL T RS 1%, 5% 10%00 R KT

49 JEIRA DTSR BT 7Bt GDP (470), RAEH ARIMA F84(0,2, )54 HIAE T

2 ZE e, AL AT
y(1)=56.909-0.681+ y(t—1)

(6)

5T ARIMA(0,2, D) [P A&, W 12 R, 3R 7% E] PP AR G SR an B 18] L B Al 5
{H BAHIE . FATIEH ARIMA(0,2, 1) 8]y SRR T £ s 4 J58H, IR % L8] - Fti & v

L2 10 iR
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Figure 12. Time series plots

& 12. BHEFFIE

Table 10. ARIMA(0,2,2) time series forecast table
Fz 10. ARIMA(0,2,2)RF B FHIFM R

2020

PE
Bir (i 11)) RIESE S
1 25775.05
2 28001.239
3 30284.336
4 32624.342

4.4. EEITRN

AT AT IS ) ARIMA(0,2,2) B8, Fiiil] 2020 4EA1 2021 4FF#E K GDP, P25 3 W2 11 Fros.
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Table 11. ARIMA (0,2,2) comparison of predicted and actual values
%% 11. ARIMA(0,2,2)FN{E 5 SEPR{E AV EL 35

Point Forecast Lo 80 Hi 80 Lo 95 Hi 95
2020 25113.65 24595.57 25631.72 24321.32 25905.97
2021 27347.58 26603.95 28091.22 26210.30 28484.87

MR HE AR R Z T A K MR E = (WEE - BESME)Y/ESE < 100%, °71F 2020 45,2021 4 GDP
HIARXT R ZEAE 7 3N 0.44%F1-2%
@ K56 1) ARIMA(0,2, )RS, F3| 2020 4E A1 2021 4Ef( HE X GDP, THINZE B 0% 12 Fix.

Table12. ARIMA (0,2,1) comparison of predicted and actual values
5 12. ARIMA(0,2,)FUNME 5 EPREAIEL S

Point Forecast Lo 80 Hi 80 Lo 95 Hi 95
2020 25795.27 25246.69 26343.84 24956.29 26634.24
2021 27984.76 27022.45 28947.08 26513.03 29456.50

PRI AR T 5 22 T B A FUAT 43 2020 4. 2021 4= GDP (AR R 2 2 58 3.17%81 0.3%.

23 ARIMA(0,2,2) B2 fT ARIMA(0,2, BEZS[Y) AIC A1 BIC [ LSRR ZE LS, & ik i
ARIMA(0,2,2). 244K, ZERITH Y AIC A1 BIC LA 5t AT LLE AR ARIMA(0,2,2).

AT DL H 2 AT 0 A ) P A A EL B HER Y . 1979 4E 2 2000 4E 1) GDP 8K IE LT 22, (H
2 M 2000 £EF] 2019 FEE LK GDP YK A T 1) o [t 25 T30 B (8] B A A K, TNy 132 22 2 ik T 1
Ko A5 SRR S5 8 PR 2022 4FF0 2023 4E (1) GDP, il 145 543 I 29581.2 42, 70HF1 31815.46 12,75
B T 2022 AEATORAEAE 37 7 il 28 I BN, 2022 4R GDP B 58 232 B0, B LTI =k i Kt

NS EAE .
5. EF BP HEZMLE3TE K GDP BTGB E 54534
5.1. HERESL

TR X 25 A28 27 ST Hp — P DL BCAAR Y, @ i R s 2R AU T R AP 2 S B 1 45 0, R T (B
SACFE12]. 75N AR 25 (it R b, Ab3EAE BRI T — M A =28 BN, fr SR e FIRR & FR e,
F T LIR=A S BRI T2 A, & Jola HER R K/ PUESESECR I E .

B PN AR Y S5 44 -

y(t)=f(y(t—n),y(t—n+1),~-,y(t—l)) (7)

Bl H—RWETAI RS, RegtEE—52, WANEE Z SN, WeBRIMREEn=5, &I
B 5 NI ZE SRR — AN ZIAE ;s BRI 20 B A2 D s 5 AN 220 A A0 (il 58 7S AN Eis . =%
1~5 %), KRS,

LR FRATTR F X AN FE b R BEAT 40 W1 P I 45 1R 22 MAE, ¥JJ71% 7% MSE, #77fR 1% % RMSE,
FITHIXT IR ZE MAPE, g 28 R
5.2. N IERR

1) “FHI4%HREZ MAE: 25 2& Mean Absolute Error, ‘& & 71 PR FI WL IIAE 22 18] 26 5% 15 2 1P 4018
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X

ARWF
Z'yi _j}i|
MAE = — (3
2) ¥R MSE: 4/ Mean Absolute Error, TN EHE A1 JE 4G E0E X B rs 1% 22 10 1 7 AR 404 o
AT
Z(yi _j}i )2
MSE=—+ — ©
N

3) HIRIRZE RMSE: 45 /& Root Mean Square Error, ‘& 37~ TR AR IAE 2 18] 25 S (FR VR %)
HIREARRHEZ . ARUF
Z(yi - )’}i )2

RMSE =4{-+——— 10
N (10)

4) “FJ7FXHREZE MAPE: 4 FK/& Mean Absolute Percentage Error, AHX 1RZEEE &, B0 H 4%
B R Tk B T 4% 22 A AR VR ZEAH ELARTH AT DUSE PR R i 22 08 B A & Pk ] e 91 ASE 28 0l e i 1k . =X

¥

Z YVi= W
i Yi
= : 11
MAPE = (11
5) Y€ 2. R? (coefficient of determination), WHR AT REEMALE. ARWF
Z(yi _J_/i)z
R =1-38E 5 (12)

1_
ST Y (y,-3,)

Hth, FRATHAE iR TR FEFRR R T BP P W0 28 T I 8] e 2 AR Y, 3B BN T bRl (i
HIFRA, WA 13 R,

Table 13. Judging criteria for forecasting time series models based on BP neural networks

= 13. BT BP #ZRMILE TN e 8] Fr 5 AR BY R H FR

----------------------- RETHE
B 20 MAON 5 IR E L BT
PN R ZE MAE 1518.4619
%175 1% % MSE 2628635.7843
Y177 R %% RMSE 1621.3068
P FHXT IR ZE MAPE 0.083844
PE R HL R 0.94297

B REGEOR, BRSNS, BRI AN E e WA
FEIR A BRI TR 5 4 . 24 RP BB 1 B, RS RSB MR, MBI o i, FoRs
ARG . XTI 1A] A BE A RBUAR] 0.9 LLERRSFE G, E5 13 hRATAT LA Bk E 2B R
N 0.94297, HARUE SR ARIMA(0.2,2)MI HLiE, AT S i ARIMA(0,2,2) A, (HEA%
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RAWIRAEE . P AHMNRZE MAPE 4 0.083844, ARIH»2Z+, —Bis, FHMHMREEEGTZ+—
IR R, WL EE T BP R X 4R TN IS 6] 5 A A A R AR AN

6. T MLP =& E X GDP BT BB B FF 51 434

JRI&FNAS , fIFR MLPs, ] F} I 6] Fy B 9000 o 56 ] MILPs S3EAT B 8] 7 51 S0 Ff) o s 78 - 200 (R 5
FLARRL, S iR 18] 25 IR ELAE S A I SR P R AL 7 2

6.1. IR ER

TEX BAAR B PP B AT AL 2 1, ABZRUSEHEAT HE#% o MLP ALK 2% S5 22 i 0 5 B4 gt N i
2 W (R K. PRIE, UK LR PP A e S RT LA R TR I 2 AR . BB N R B AR
g, RME 1979 #:~2019 4 H K GDP Hidlask, ATAT LK 51155 08 2 DMFROHEA IR A\ AR 0, Ferp
=AM RPN, — DIPTSR,

6.2. PITEE MLP &R

—AMEH MLP B8 B BN B 9 SUZ AT — N T AT B0 805 12 o BN REA B B N\ 4E BEAE
B —NEZ € XY input dim SR E . WEAR L, BOALEAEEANET (A0 E (E— AN B EREE, T
AN BRI [R) 2

FE U, IR BB I SR i NGB o B 4E LB IR . split_sequence() & X HITRIR AT
TEE. FIFHBEAUEL R T R Adam BTG, {7 R Z SR R BOHFAT AN S,

AL S, BT TN . Eid i N E K GDP 4 = FBaE Tl ~ — =R E K GDP s kit
WA —AME . AR N TR Z 4B, B, T BN/, 20 3 AN AFE A

6.3. RBILGR

K FET MLP BRI (8] 7 S TEUE, ARARAEA S R ZE T A xRz = (NEE - HSHUE)
FSLAH < 100%, PR AAXHR Z ML 14 Fis.

Table 14. Time series forecast table based on MLP model
< 14. ET MLP #2UATEF5I Tl R

AR MLP 27 T fE HEME Fx 1 22
2020 26298.701 25,003 5.18%
2021 27841.172 27894.02 -0.2%
2022 30533.719

7. EF CNN MEK GDP BTG EIR B 54 4

CNN AT DA RN B AR B[R] e 81 0 ] AUt AT Sl i o B AR B g [ e 81 e LA I TR B £ 54 XL
Fr 5 2 RS Bt B, 7 B — TR AR 25 R0 e 271 e 2 3 LSS P 47w T — ML

7.1. ¥EER

AU E R 1979 45 2021 £/ 42 N GDP 453HT 708, &I 40 4> GDP s B kR @,
FEH G 2 A RAG IR R ROR, Pl 2022 SEF1 2023 4E 1] GDP.
BB 2 AN SN AR, FOAREAS, Hd =N REDE AN, AR A, R
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X

ISR TR — AN B TE) 25 ) B . I — A split_sequence() R ARSI B AE, %R BT LKL 58 I B
BRI NEZAFEAR, KGN FEARBEA T e mnIn B8, I B2 B,

7.2. CNN {58

CNN B — AN BHEEE, £ 458 B TR fERSER T, RZ/ErRERE B2, filin
FEHERIATS, RIERMLE, HESREERZE 5 RN RS TR . SREMLZEZ
Jrrt AR, TR ARG 0 SRR L. AEE AR AN AR R 2 (B J 1 2 R AR5 AL R A3 ]
WA—A—YEr .

7.3. ERBEST

BRI AR N TR S, X RS A AE I (8] 5 BN AR EOT T A AR REAR I AN . FRAT
& — ARS8, IR 1. I 18] 5 802 78 K1 70 2 2R split_sequence() BRI S50 i€ L.

FEAFEAR BV NTEARAE S — D EUZE € U ANTEIRSE iR e . BRINE 2R, Bk, AN
I REHE I N LE LB R [FEAS, BRI, 4FME]. split sequence() Rk it HI VI SRR X RIAZIR
NIFEA, BEEE], PRI X BEBEIAR, BN —AMRRIE4ERE, DA 2 CNN B 5 N EEK .

CNN bR EIEANAEIEHA R RS, 2R HA o] APAT B AR R R 41 Fdi e LT —
MERZ, T RE —MRRIBLEN — DR E R MR . BE, fh)Z s M8l . %
BT A R BEN LS B T B gt AT 806, R 5 R 280 R B0 AT Ak o A BRI R4 A e S 5e
R JE, BT RIFMHEINLZ,

TERRIPLA J5 , BT DA e HEAT T o BN 2017~2019 4Ef) GDP Hod Sk 150 2 41 o ) R — M
1% CNN BRI N AR AE 4B, TERORREA . BRI, RAE], PRk, FEREAT I f, aiE %
BANIANFEA RN ZETEAR . B EE T CNN BRI (8] 5 2 P K(E, DLAHRSE AR R 22 05 O SR A3 1 AH
XFREWL 15 Fros.

Table 15. Time series prediction table based on CNN model
& 15. BT CNN R EUES 8] 5Tl

Bir (i 110) A TIE HLH X iR 22
1 2020 25780.64 25003 3.11%
2 2021 25827.166 27894.02 ~7.4%
3 2022 26000.836
4 2023 25941.82

8. &£ LSTM #EIXEFK GDP HIFRIK9ET [E]F 553 47

KEIHILAIZ S (LSTM), LSTM A& — Mtk [ E A #1122 /9 24 (Recurrent Neural Network), ‘EfifiR T
RN A [R5 9 2R A IR 40 P e A8

8.1. BTE LSTM #&

123 B LSTM #%Y(Univariate LSTM Models), LSTMs #] FH - B AR B [N 7] F 51 FH000 i) 250 ) e A 3 ke
v 230 R BN R 5 B A, B — AR WG 25 I 8 R ST, AT 0 AR i R — M. R SO
VHE/NEL K GDP — o (B R Z0 P ) LSTM #2420 W UL R N84 1% 5 Bl LSTM B AL AT FH - HL i
Vi) 25 B AR g I ) e 47 T
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1) Vanilla LSTM 72—/~ LSTM &4, ©H —MREER LSTM foof—MHTllrmt=. 5
CNN EHUBEANM N M= AE, LSTM B — BT 4 1 — A 5, @ — P WEIREFRR, k%
A ETFXER, NI4T .

2) Stacked LSTM HlHiS LSTM, A LUK Z A LSTM EHESE L. LSTM JZF B =4i% N\, LSTM
MBS oy =4, T LS W E S AR LSTM far th IR =4 . X RERE T LUE A N — E HIHIN

3) Bidirectional LSTM, 7£—%&7 %1 Fill il @ L, FovF LSTM BERL [ i Fl 1A) 5 2% ST 751, 9K %
P B B LSRR AT 2 1 o IXFRRA] LSTM . FATTAT DU i 55 — /N BRil2 A 26 7E — AN FR WAl f) AL
%8 2 RSB T AR A () 7 471 0 AR XL E) LSTM

4) CNN-LSTM, CNN A AEH A 20— 4 7 51 B (Can B AR S ) ] P2 510 45 ) e B sh 3R O 27 )
fE. CNN #EATH T AA LSTM JaumfiRA M F, g CNN I T#BEMA R TP, X7 55E
HN—NFFIIRHELS LSTM BEARARRE . X PRSP CNN-LSTM.

5) ConvLSTM, #i \HIEA S B A4 @ 24 LSTM Bt %0515 a] - B8R & i () 3 4 7 o

8.2. MiIBER

FEX BAAS B PP A @A J, UM A o LSTM AL 2% =) — ARG, 200 DA 25 19 5 5130
AN, RS PR PRI, WG 51 25 e LSTM AT LA I I 2 NREA . 5 J8 — AN AR
BFFIBIER GDP IMLIME, H5Fr 5o e M A A, BOMREAS, o =N 8] 25 (R IED)
eSS, — IR (ME) (E ot BaREMELG G, & XWEHRL, BEATI1%%.

8.3. BEMH

R O LA T B AR B LSTM AR AR i (] 7 51 T BAEL, DA BAR H AR X 45 25 11 53 28 QT SR A3 K AH X6
RE W 16 P

Table 16. Time series forecast table based on univariate LSTM model

% 16. BT B2 LSTM &R 8 57N 3=

Vanilla LSTM ## % TRmE HIE PR
2020 26068.69 25,003 4.26%
2021 28402.13 27894.02 1.82%
2022 31082.297
Stacked LSTM ##7 I AE BSHA EPRTE
2020 27010.244 25,003 8.03%
2021 27994.934 27894.02 0.36%
2022 31746.205
Bidirectional LSTM #& %! A B FAXTRZE
2020 26729.777 25,003 6.91%
2021 27814.611 27894.02 —0.28%
2022 30804.012
CNN-LSTM ## %4 TRIIE FLSE AHX R 2
2020 26304.81 25,003 5.21%
2021 28029.484 27894.02 0.49%
2022 31772.566
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Continued
ConvLSTM #% 7! T AE HYE HXFR 2
2020 26891.41 25,003 7.55%
2021 28331.197 27894.02 1.57%
2022 31245.133
9. &V

N T I3 B AR IR GDP I 8] 2 51 B 73 A i B, g 2 SR (T 45 R e HE R 17

Table 17. Time series comparison table based on each model

= 17. EF 2T E LSTM BT E)FFIFUNF=R

ARIMA(0,2,2) % TRAE HSH AEH R 2
2020 25113.65 25,003 0.44%
2021 27347.58 27894.02 2%
ARIMA(0,2, 1)1 %4 TR HSE AEH R 2
2020 25795.27 25,003 3.17%
2021 27984.76 27894.02 0.3%
AR B MLP B A HIHUE HAXT R 2
2020 26298.701 25,003 5.18%
2021 27841.172 27894.02 —0.2%
CNN #7A TRIME HYHME AR 2
2020 25780.64 25,003 3.11%
2021 25827.166 27894.02 —7.4%
Vanilla LSTM 7! TRE HIYHME AHX R 2
2020 26068.69 25,003 4.26%
2021 28402.13 27894.02 1.82%
Stacked LSTM # %) TRE HIHUE KR ZE
2020 27010.244 25,003 8.03%
2021 27994.934 27894.02 0.36%
Bidirectional LSTM #57! TRME HYHME AHX R 22
2020 26729.777 25,003 6.91%
2021 27814.611 27894.02 -0.28%
CNN-LSTM #i %) TomE HYHE AT iR 22
2020 26304.81 25,003 5.21%
2021 28029.484 27894.02 0.49%
ConvLSTM #i7! TRME HYHME AR i 22
2020 26891.41 25,003 7.55%
2021 28331.197 27894.02 1.57%
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M 17 A H, 1E 2020 4EH, JETF ARIMA(0,2,2) R FU ) 45 5 25113.65 4220 H 92{H 25,003,
FARHRZ BRI/, N 0.44%, TiET Stacked LSTM A FHIM )45 5 27010.244, B ELS2{H 25,003
iz, MXTRZERLGXHER K, N 8.03%; TE 2021 &1, HETHARE MLP BTN 45 5R 27841.172
I LS 27894.02, AHXHRZEFILAXHE RN, N 0.2%, 12k CNN BEEIF 45 5 25827.166, &5
FLSEE 27894.02 Foizt, AHXTRZ EIHER K, N 7.4%; - FEIAIHRZKFF, CNN A1 4
XRZEKF IR, N 5.255%, N ARIMA(022)BE R~ et i 22 K ils, A 1.22%. i, ATEUE
H ARTMA(0,2,2) B2 fr) Tl 50 SR A2 fe U 11

N ) 57 47 = 2 R a2 A AE PRI R SR SR B8 AT T Py — o 7 92 o E FASE 4 A T ) 3 AR
T P AR 7 B AR M A, AN AL, T AT A A RO AR S, LUK B T VAR %
SRR £, ARG PR L H () ACF BRI PACF B, #iE RN ARIMA(0,2,2), B EL@E T 5
B S VA B0 RO 22 1Y) T PR R, M IDASE Y (T A LR B Ui AR 7, T A 5 SR S PR TR 1)
22 LR B TR (T AT . FE PR A IS RE A, ARIMA B AL T 45 300 1) R AR I, AL F00 ) 1 1)
MK FERR PR ZET K., L 2020 45, 2021 G FNE R SZPRME A RE T, SRR ZILEARE
g AL, 1 ARIMA B8 R REMT AR TN, X AUHRSE .
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