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Abstract
This article introduces a customer composition model for supplier proactive maintenance based
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on TCN and LightGBM, aiming to solve the problem that traditional passive responsive services
cannot meet the demands of today’s competitive market. The model combines time series analysis
and machine learning techniques, using TCN to capture the time dependency of customer order
data and utilizing LightGBM to learn non-time series complex relationship features, in order to
quickly capture market changes and improve service experience, allowing customers to have con-
tinuous supply without inventory pile-up, achieving the transformation from “responsive service”
to “perceptive responsive proactive service”. The contribution of this article is to propose an effi-
cient supplier maintenance customer composition model, which has strong adaptability and pre-
diction accuracy. The application of this model can effectively improve the competitiveness of
suppliers and meet market demands.
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1. 51§

Bl & 2T BRI R i R R, A (R R BE R R L A B A TS ERAR AL
Fro fEGRMFAT B LUBRIR I AR A AE — 28 8, WEAEE S R TAHER . PR R
T P 1 A, I ] S e O R RS AR R A R RE ST A T R RX SR R, AL R
RN B, R TR IEEAT R AE TN, AT B AR RIR A IR RS, B S HE SRR IS R Ak
A B 2 R e

BLAS 2% SIS m] AR A s AL R AR 2 1 L JE~F AR 07 2255 1), I BB o i ) R AN AR P 1]
LR A BE LA #R(Random Forest, RF) [2], SC#F#[a &[] JH(Support Vector Regression, SVR) [3], FfJE
& FH#4 (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT) [4]%5 /7 o Candelieri 5[5 K FH IFAT AT SVM [A]
AR SEAT TG, FEAE KT SR EHAR A LT 7 AT . Chen F5E[6]#EH T —MJE T XGBoost
P AL, R T 2 MIREOR, WRHESHET . SRR AR BURSE. B EHEALSE, SRknidgEs
BRI A, F H BRIz e DSt . g BaR R K2, FEHEA ST
JEYE, TEAZ PRI TR IR . (HiE, XGBoost FSR1FAE—LLJRBRME, 1l dnve b3 R E 4 4
I, AR PRI R A0 TN T T e 2 52 B R o A T B ERIX AN ) R, Ke 55 (7142 1 T LightGBM (Light Gradient
Boosting Machine)§L#5%% 21 5%, FEREKH 785 XGBoost A FIRALFIAR, WIE T EERFE. BT
B B BIARAE . REAE AT FIEIE AT 58, SRS R B I 2R AN TG e B, e H B AR R FE Az AL e
7. FHEFHLE81H LightGBM Hyk R T A Ffmr B, kAR 1 %8R A S s i v Sk LA Bk
o AL 22 ST EOR AT LA Bl A b4 v B 8 ToU0N () AE R PR RT AR, AT S 2 Mo 5 B 85 AR AT R SR [ 9]

BEE VH AL SRR T AR E, R ST RS [ Bl kb M K B 1 7 S A R 2 S BB TR
A, I REDE 0 AR A & AT I P B[ 10]. KT 06, Hochreiter 5[11] 1997 42 T RNN [
B R T ——K 4 B 1242 (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)RI 545 . LSTM s& —F A4, H H
TAEE P H R, WERES A EE R SIERA LR AR5 . RE LSTM fEAL B R P
FIJ7 TR, (HAEACHR S 42 i n] Be > TG 2 i KW iR [ 12]. 8 1k LSTM K [a)id iz
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X E

I G P P 28 ) 5, — PRk 1) — 4 A5 A o 28 0 285 5[] 26 X 4% (Temporal Convolutional Network, TCN)
(1314 tHIFT 2 N T I PR i ab B e, B 7 — RAERZ A, X5 E Re 8 1T AL
I AR, I R AR SEME S RGNS . BEE[14]15T TCN BIEN N R EER AT 7 f
T, i AR AR SRR TR A SE RS I ISAIEEET 7. 45K, MLLT LSTM #%Y, TCN
SRk BT S A ) T AR

ASOR) B AZ SR BORTZ I % PN T B AR OCRIE, $2 25T TCN Al LightGBM 1 {4 5 7 3= 3
Yegre PR RSS2 RLE ] TON e F7 1T S350 (R s [ 4Rt , [RII A1) LightGBM 2 2] RIS
IR RFHIE, DA T I m R S AR 0, ik FBEASKIT G, AFUER, SBL < ma S il
257 1a) “IEGn RIS RSS T AR

2. #F TCN M LightGBM RILL R i Esh4E P T PR ER
2.1. [EEEENX

N Z&IF ] _EAH G 24 1 7 41 o] AR 7R A« Y={y1,y2,-~-,yT}N » RN, Bly, e RRFIRIEL i 2%
1A P 1) A Z0 AR FRATI 2 AR & Z Fll H b i 745 2 TGE B AP P HI{E Y = {yl,yz,---,yT}N s
RS0 MBI H ARk & AN a5 P 5 AN 2 E, B Fs:

Vrazk :f(ylzT 5®) Q)
Horr, f() AR BIIER, o NEMMZHL.
2.2. BTE)EFRMEZERLE(TCN)

i 7 R X 45 (TCN) A B 28 P 25 (CNIN)SE R S ik, S B — 4B A7 2 060 77 20 B 13047 = 3 1t
RGBT HES Z NG ERM B E S RMEA . £ N EREF, SRR/ iR T AR YR EE 1
FRER T, SbAlh, TON AT DA AR Z B A ik G AR S AR I — D3 i Y [ 1 e
2.2.1. ARER

[A A& (Causal Convolution) & —FI¥EFEEAE, & 0] LATES AL 1 A T8I0 — > 5] SR 98 9% #3 (Causal
Filter) R ARIUEASFAERAE 2 R 31, B o AR T4 N\ b 1 248, AR T R ME . RIRERM S5
WK 1 R

Yo Y1 Vt-9 Yt-8 Vt-7 Yt-6 Yt-5 Yt-4 Vt-3 Vt-2 Ye-1 YVt Yes1 T
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Figure 1. The structure of the causal convolution

B 1. BEREREH

R B AR AN 8 SUR X ={x0, %, X, x> BHESCRY ={p, vy ) BRIZHN
H={hy,h,- b, e} SR EE SRR, S 7 AR AME y, . BRI pR:

V=X, @)
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Hep, KREBBPIER, 22400 %],

HE, MG A AT 202 Ja A E, AT 20 AN R, BRI A IE T P8
BRI, AT AN, AT BUE I BRERE R

EBERER T, BRI TR A A PR TR B 248, 1S ARRAETESS. Rk, ATBL
BEERRIER AT, A BEIRIEES o KM F T R, BAnXG)Hns:

v=Y ke, 3)

Hr, e =x, Mt<KB, ¢ RREMANFIIMMEELRT K-11 0 FIER. XHE, p 8 kT ¢
FEHIR I 28, S ASRIETEOE,  ANIMARIIE T 4 H 5 41 (0 D5 2R

HI P 1 AT, FE D SRS RL AR a2 AR (A M REA AT L — 2 P 0 — R S R R A A R AR
T AR A 6 5 I R AR T, BRSSO R AR R BRI T S AT NS SRR
. Fik, FFEGRAEIAE R E L WRANE, MASH RN . SRR W 2 254 [ Rt 2
FEH RTINS B AE SR . DRI AR (1 RS2 BT B 5 45 PRI R B LR RS 0, 7 K28 17 Jek
W, WEMSEEZMNGRZE, 255 IR BNER 4 m .
2.2.2. ¥ER

N T KRB RGBT R NG B ARC R, BN T kB Sy ik G rH R
L SR 2 s .

Xo Xp o e Xt-8 Xt-7 Xt—6 Xt-5 Xt—q4 Xt-3 Xp-2 Xe—1 Xe Xggq Ut Xr

Figure 2. The structure of extended causal convolution

2. T KEREREN

fE 2 TR, EER T KRS R S AN, TR TR TR T S B
BB AT 3T BRI X = g x,ee oo,y ) ALIESS £ =10,1,2, -0 —1) , BEFE T
ok B RAE (%), BRI (&) Fi:

H(T)=(X* SNT) =200 £ (i) % &
Ko, n RBERAN, d R IER, T—d-i Roant P (S B

TER S R S B R 22 O VR FE AR08 U /N i R B 5 v 3k

BN T TON (85215,

223, BRER

B T SRS AL /N ik R BT DA I TON (R0, 36 AT L ik 38 in Beos 2 e . U5, IR
JEUR B 25 2 SRR AR I SR AR AR B R K o N T R PRIX — 1)/, TCN 51 F T R ZE U b FE AN Ao
SE M. R ZEP SR A 3 BT

TCN (R ZEH T B P SRR, — N X B — RIERERIE, 5 dr—
AN < 1B, SRR B E R 55Tk FUR SR R4 HiBE SR M — 8k, Bk in=(s)
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Figure 3. Internal structure of residual block

3. RERNEIGEN
X" :6(F(Xh")+X’H) ®)

Horp, 6()RE-DBGERME, F() R —RIKERERME, FTEOBVZHY KEPZE . DEH—
(Weight Normalization). ReLU ¥ & ZUF1 fE A1 257 (Dropout) »

BRI, §ikBREEEZl ERPRIRGRNY BN S, HTRBUEERRAE. BEH—
T T IH— A ph 2 P2 iR ACE, DT e [0 25 PO WA S0 B AR =iz A PR E  ReLU Y0 B B0AT JE ¥ i
USSR AN THRL R o AL R AT DA I 40055 0 RS, (3] N i v B Y (132 AL e

Y=o 15 1)

X :(xoaxl 7“"xT)

Figure 4. Deep TCN model
Bl 4. REXH TCN 83
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4 PR — Al h MREBIRE IR Z TCN. A TERZM S, IR Z M2 A R EE
IBBETT, PUOAEW] DSR4 IR 2 R )R o Ik, 4 2 N R BHE Bl oRkon] DAt
— TR L, TP AR ) RIB RE ST, AR Y RE S Ay M 0L 5 I 8] 3 B8 o XA IRR TON A
R FA TS A S 8] 7 37 o RS IR 5% R IR BE T

2.3. LightGBM #& &Y

LightGBM & — /M Ty S A1 S AR BE FE 2% ST HESE, H Ke S8 AT 2017 4F48H, # 2ZH T
SrRMENEAESS o fEARSCH, AR T Bl 86 Z KA (Gradient-Based One-Side Sampling, Goss)HE K
S /NEREERIREAS, 4 Ny RS RVE ], T BT EEE TR o E s, FURA T
B (Leaf-Wise) I B, 7R CRUEA ALK BE R HTER N RIS By (b 5.

2.3.1. BhEE R

PRI SRR (Gradient-Based One-Side Sampling, GOSS)#2& LightGBM 1t —F=KEESEmS, FT7El
SR AR SRR . GOSS E EEE I P Fh R R LI 2R R s — PR X FE AR AT KA,
PR RFE AT RAE . W T REACKAE, GOSS WU BE AR /N IR AR HEAT RBE, I Se AR R Af P {1
RN, ST OIS, BRI TR (I GRS A R K IISEIR, 16T B A 5 R R A ) A AR B
DIARUFRE R AR e e o 0 TSRS, X T 3ENRHE A IUE, SRR (A RN, T AT BEAL
KFE, TR R R EUE, W AR, AR e . X FEs T s b it S, I
R4S PAF RN, BN R T EARAE T G 2 A R A B A5 BRI AT ol SRl B SRR R
LightGBM AJ AYE (R IEAR AL M BE () I B VIR RE,  H ELRERS R KRR a0 £ 1l 5.

23.2. EFEEE

TEAL GEIRIBE FE SR TH IR SRR SR, BR324 RO 75 2538 1 P AT (R RRAE EAT I8 4%, TH B 28 5 i 4%
BARREREAT 70 2. H2, BEARAEAER RIS, XA SR EAEEFEN . M BTy B s
EEFIREARHERAT 0 B, SRS RN R R - PO I 28, AN T8 B 1 55 8 e 22 1) 1
A FRIALT X B s AL AT B B A, BT R i R S A i AT B U, H BT BRI AL
WA, NI 7 s 2o #2. EO7 BISEE R3S v HE B AR (6) s
1 (Zjdgj )2 . (Z,-E,eg/)z B (Z/eLUjo>2

Gain=— _
2 Zje],hf +A Zjeth +A ZjeLURhf +A4

(6)

Hep, L AR 3RS T XN, g, M h, 70 WRoRE j MRS EEA Hessian FEFE, 4 Fom RN {E
S8,y RonE/ N8R

[F LightGBM X B 5 FISREM 7 — Mz Ak, X T8MEAS,  THE AR S HiTRAE N B8
£ Al Hessian {8, 2855 5 2 BT FIFEAS (PRS2 A Hessian {82 , 15 21 4 AT FEAS RS E A1 Hessian ZE1{H
IXFE, FRATTAE AT LUd o 0 RE AR R R B2 A Hessian ZE (B AT 200, WA T BEAREATHT , A fivHE
A RIS

Mk, SR T E BRI, LightGBM BT DAUPRE M TH 5 H B ANRRAE IRIR6 B AR A2, ik
T EEAN KRR, AT RS 7SR R AT Y AE S

2.3.3. HFH Al oRmng
7F GBDT MR A, AR GEAHER T T 50 AT BEA I BB 5, I T AR S aI £ R 1 2 IR 5 R
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Figure 5. Leaf-wise tree splitting process

B 5 MFhamoRidiz

X SR AN AT DA e R A R RS g i, T LR DA B S A BN R B B R R, A
T2 e 17 PR Y P A T AR 17

JEAh, LightGBM (115 SR SRIEIE SR 2 R HAT V5L, T DAt — PR s AR . R,
SCRPRAIEIFAT TH AN B AT TG, T DA b BRI H S v R 1L 08k

2.4. &F TCN #1 LightGBM Ry B E T4 EY

T B R AFAE I A S VEARAE TR SRR AE X v A a5 T R R .
I, ASCEREH T —ANEF TCN-LightGBM R, iZ A8 AR H TCN X% 7 1T B AT R AEF H, TCN
Je—MEEE T CNN FIRHESREUEE /1A RNN 18 ]380 B RE 77 IR B 5 ST I 4%, B AT DA R e AN [
I [ R L B AR OE R, I FLIBE G T80 FE T R RN SRR AR o B SR B () AR S MR AE )
A R B S BRI N 2 T B U AN A, R LightGBM X BURIRFAEHEAT /3 2R ek |l 5 .
LightGBM /& —FhJE T Y SR AL 88 2% S 505, o] DAAERR A0 P th A B OC RS HE , JF H A BRIz
fhee I EEE . 8454 TCN F LightGBM, ASCSEHL 1% ST a i, JF BAEAR RS 5t N kT
TEAEAIVPAY . FET TCN-LightGBM FEAY (1) SARHELL I K] 6 iR

ZAEZE FE ) ISP IR AL,

1) SRR : 8 I B A 5 T AN T 377 TRAFAE , DXV 1R 55 SRR SR ARRAE, DA P AR 5545 S
W FLAA BSUAR SOOI A 2R (1) 4 N RFAIE R

2) FFEFALTE: XF T AR, FRA1EH one-hot 4ifid R E R H B BB, X T AR F4FAE, 3
AIEH Min-Max VA — ke A 6 BB 4 i 31010, 1] 2 18]

3) 5T TCN RIRAESREL: 4 1A RS2 B N EE 1RRIE, AV BT TCN HIRAESR I 25 .
TCN & — PRI — 46802 5k 2 A B 4, BERS IR 4 7 21 B0 d v KAl o R o it f
TCN, AT BEWS 2R AE BB S S A R BhZS, R RERE PR IRAERE I 45, /D J S AL i TH 5

=

Ho

4) F£F LightGBM BRG] BT FRATRERHE RS R 20 AN ZREE . UMk eE, 72H M T
B U T 2 AT o 35 22 ORI A R 24, AT AR 3 T — DN BONAS E FITERA 1 LightGBM
B, JER LN T INREE B, X T R REAT . fJE, BAVER TSR RS, iy
R PRI IR IS, RVPAG LightGBM BRI TP RE, -5 Htd s T RALES 27 STRIREAT T LA

5
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Figure 6. The overall framework of the TCN-LightGBM model
[& 6. TCN-LightGBM &8I 2 (R 4HEZE

3. LS
3.1. ST

NBAEA S FE R HE I, B IEPRIE R A 4 T R G REE 2015 SE2 2021 ST A % HdiE
72 AR AS U BT A Gy fs, SANKEE T SN AR B R AT AT T . i TR AR AR A AE
POLANFER R, IR EITEZ . RaEEE R LS, KRR, A% K8 A7 2m
EMEIE. DIEHIEZEFREOR, i — B BRI 5 s 26 2080 e, He Sof8
BB — AFAEAE ST AR S5 2% L N ERERBOX S, AT A RIS AN [R) 45 2ol iR
AREFATHR, 2T REIRCES EH, N5 S8R EfER

3.2. SLIRTTNIEAR
Y5 R % % (Root Mean Squared Error, RMSE) & —F1 & i T & iR Z ks, BARun=(7)Fiw:

RMSE = /J > (60 -5) %)

P AL 12 25 (Mean Absolute Error, MAE) 2 ix Z 480 1318, 5 RMSE LG, MAE X H{EH
TR E R, BAR=®)Fis:

MAE—l (i)

-39

®)

i=1

P34 H 43 Ebi% % (Mean Absolute Percentage Error, MAPE) & — L & IR ZEVFN Fabr, 7T LAE W
S BRAR T B iR 2= K, BRI ER(9) s
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X E

A

2 Vi 100% ©)

i

1 <~

Viars = N Z i1

3R A ) 5 iR 2 (Mean Square Error, MSE)E AR AL ) 2R A4 2k B 4. MSE B8 £l 28 Ab Ak mT
T, BEROARREmEE, BiA=X00)FR:

s (0 _p0)
MSE =371 () 3") (10)

o, y05 50 9 RS S bR & B RTUINAY B R, 0 FoRIKEHESE A/ . MSE. RMSE 5 MAE fii
Ny TN CRBRG .

3.3. EofEEA

AR SEEG R FH DA S AR Y

SVR [3]: SVR @M ERIAMAE, & —MiEETXFFREN(SVM)BIEEEE . SVR #H b2
=R AT AN B SHE R AR ZE N T — DN A e BRME, I R v R IE

LSTM [11]: LSTM 2 KAEIHILIZ /L%, J& —Fa i 22 I 28 (RNN) AR 1A . & mT DLAR 3K e 21 50040
PR VR FE T R BB E R I e AN T TS ST TR AZ e AR, T DA SRR A
KR

TCN [13]: TCN 2B FERMLE, & MBS M4 (CNN) AR AR, &Rl UGS EEA SR 7 5114
i, BARREEMMGTE. T2 ERREREMEREERAR, USRI R .

LightGBM [7]: LightGBM &S HhEEAE AN, 2 — Pk TR ISR S Bk, B HE T H T
[ BE RN R I ZRAN D AT FE . B 3 T i1 R AR R SR SR I S 7Y &2 % FE A D i LA . B3
FEIEAT2E 2T RO . B IAE AL PR S 1

CNN-LightGBM [15]: CNN-LightGBM =& —#£5% 1 CNN Al LightGBM FIVRA A . & ] LLFIH
CNN $EHURFIE, FKHAE A LightGBM H4 N\ #E4T5r 2888 B AT 55 o

3.4. XBERS S
NT PHAli TCN-LightGBM BRI FPERE, FEASCHIRAENAT SR, KBRS HIE | Prs.

Table 1. Benchmark model parameter table

F* 1 BREERBSHR

R SRR
SVR B RBCON MR R A, TR 1
LSTM B2 (A A2 1 FHRRCTY s B 1 B R 50
TCN IER MR 64, TIERMR/NZ 2 MK RECLE (. 2 4. 8)
LightGBM W%ﬁ%ﬁ7%nﬁk%gﬁ§,%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁam&
kBRI L2 A Adam, $RTFHERLN GBDT
CNN BREMHER 1, BRILIERNEE0E 8, BRZMA/NE 2, EAERENHEZ 2

AN FRVRETRY PR R o) bE S B8 45 SR AN 2 FToR
M 2B 25 BRI LAE Y, LightGBM Al TCN-LightGBM £ =AM hr E#EUE T AR A, e
TEBCNN TR, R TCN-LightGBM, 7E MAPE _Fik#| 7T 2.88%, imfik T HAhmR , X {5
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P2

48

Table 2. Experimental results of different models

2. TRIEBSLNER

WA TEAR MAE MAPE MSE
SVR 30.56 8.77 42.11
LSTM 26.87 7.46 33.45
TCN 12.51 3.42 16.92

LightGBM 9.81 3.08 14.55

CNN-LightGBM 24.97 7.46 34.08
TCN-LightGBM 9.71 2.88 13.97

TCN-LightGBM REWS 5 by i e Hdis 8 e da, I B S (B BB 3 s AU . SVR Al CNN-LightGBM
FE=ANERS AT TR EUE, O EAE TR EARX 2 . i REZ K SVR AT CNN-LightGBM
BATERD IR AR LR PE L AP AR A B 1]/ 21 3008 B A7 E — 2 1R BR P . LSTM A TR 55K, 7E =448
b RSB RMBE R . IXTREVEN] LSTM Rl — @ R EALGHAR AR R, IFHAA—E NS
Bt

DRIREIE AR SCASEAY (R0 T FRIN A R A R, A SCR A L SR B0 AT 56 1E, KA SVR. LSTM. TCN.
LightGBM. CNN-LightGBM. TCN-LightGBM %A~ B Sy T 45 35 s B it A 75 bhan Pl 7 B

—%— TCON-LightGBM
— hRfE
—&— CONN-LightGBM
TCN
LightGBM

T2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
A

Figure 7. Comparison of Prediction Results between TCN-LightGBM and
Other Algorithms
7. TCN-LightGBM 5 E b B ETUNLE R xTEE

MIE 7 BTELE H, SVR TN AR A e 2, R B R RN S ORI, it 2 e 7 R o (E A B0
W2 BEAE BRI RN, IS8 SVR B G Ml E, SEUSM MR % . LSTM #
TCN A TR SR R I, F ERARA TG A T 5 1 0000 1) 2, A3 51 B R BRAR R 4 o AR AE Ab 2R
KIPFIRE, LSTM I a4 R 5525 5y H BIUASH PV S Rt FEE B AR 1) o 6 B85 9 2 2 3 UL T 2T 3|
KMo R, AR 2 S BRI, MELLIZR. LightGBM 578 (it 1 0 20k S5 A0 T oAl A A A%
B, RICRA T 2 e KA R LR ng, o] LR IR M A 2R SR v R . IR AR,
TCN-LightGBM ) Fi %5 S 54 - CNN-LightGBM, TCN KM 7 — 45k (05, 02 i SRR mpk 2%
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X E

e, AT USSR SRR b K I E 2, AT 4R 7 99 2 ST S O PE Rl 98T 4 o A S A R £
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