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Abstract

The forecast of railroad passenger volume is one of the important foundations and main bases of
railroad transportation organization and management. In this paper, we establish multiple de-
composition-aggregation methods to forecast and analyze the monthly passenger volume of na-
tional railroads. We use the ensemble empirical modal decomposition (EEMD), the singular spec-
trum decomposition (SSA) and the wavelet analysis (WT) respectively to decompose the original
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data series into several sub-series, then we process the forecast by fitting, forecasting and aggre-
gating by the seasonal difference moving autoregressive model (SARIMA) model and back propa-
gation neural network (BP) and their combined model of the sub-series, respectively. We find that
the use of decomposition-aggregation methods helps to improve the prediction accuracy, and the
combined EEMD-SARIMA-BP model has the best prediction effect among all models.
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1. 51§

BRI [ X B At i S R RAE TR, RAE T T A MBATME R &5 R[] HEl
TEAE T BRI 1 v R R ST, sy kB IR 55 I 4 83 i Y TR A T oK, R 2 N 52 52 3 22 A DR Y
AR IR ST, Rk AT IR AT 3R AT B [2]. BRI IS AR R i 2 e i (1 S A
FrERRR, ATCAERR RIS IS T, ARBILBR S R4 10 B A8 R 55 I o B I Bk B ik s TN
%, ATV R BRI IR R T, JRAS A AR AE I BRI, e AT RRER AR KT, A SLIlis
BRI A A AT E R 2 R R3] [4]

FAT, SREVF 2 238 X T ki 2 iz E P o it EEA gt Mgt k. NLEGEEMAS
M TTE[41-[16]. ALGERITHRAMGE 7 i 2 T ) pg St B A R 2GR, S 8ot B AR
RS I BCAAR A . TR [6]5F ARG PLER A Zia R @S EM A I, 73 BRI R B ik
AT 7255 H RARE S P 2R @R . B IG55[7155 N Se ] SARIMA BT £k it 7 32 B AT AR T
PRI R X-13A-S ZE5 i B 7 L BRI, /53] 1 X-13A-S BT iEEILmgiit. N TR
FARIITRIN 7 248 QUG T BUF TN ACR, ek AP M4 B . KRG e . SR rENLE R, i
H SRR SN BIF B TN h [8] o FRARLIRI R A o= [A1R F I A4 # (BP) N A 22 I 28 SLIL T 1 kit
FIE TR T 5. T [9155 N % is TR BP 4 M4 BT AR, 193 T Sudkf5 1 BP 4
o0 28 A5 B TR ROR b v BP AR BUALIR IS5 18 . VEMEESSE N[1014 5 Ik BP #HE W 2% ) T+ SRR ANZ Ak
REAIRM L, 454 Gram-Schmidt 1IEAZALEEE, $&H 72T XUZ Uk BP i W 4 A5 R [ kit s B Tt
BT . B0 s B () 7 A1 (R PE AN R 2R, VF 2 223 thd 1R A4 & 0 75 2R e PN FR RS 12
TN BHORI 5 (R W (1314 A (N B0 (I BE il B, @ T GM(L1) S A RIS, PIEE[14]55 A
N TR FBFZICER DN, S8 KEHMEE GMAL)5S A R, 53] 7 55hMER)
B AT o XUBRIATLS]ER Y 1 A 2 R 20 rid 2 BRIk D S UG Bk R 2 12 DR 3R 2 (VA S,
BEAT PCA-BP M2 LSRR A RNTI ,  49 Be s (O T RCR o

LA LR, REZEE SR F IS BT 7 2402 . AR S0, S T IF2ETH
JR . (HE TR I B B TR ARSI R B %, VF 2 AT EAS R AR . 7L
Sehih b, B3P PR kR S M R AR, PR T IR0 AE AR 15 RE D T R S v AR
AR SCE SR FZE I (] 7 SRR (SARIMA) FI BP #1122 [ 28 (R0 Bk i H i kAT 7, FRHESE
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IR R (EEMD) &1 5 0% 43 il (SSA) RI/INGE 43 il (WT) = Fh 43 i 77 1506 H iz BRI T 0 ik, 4546
SARIMA #iRUFT BP #4845 R HEAT P o B J,  JEck 00 &6 SR bbb ok 7 vk 00 Rtk SR i v
2. EFHMES BEVEAREFHER(SARIMA)
2.1. EHBRVABEHERELRFEARIMA)
BB A0 S5 M) IR R B Bk VE 22 43 @ (33 8% 5h°F- 2 (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average)tid, fa
A ARIMA(p,d,q) 5 #1[17]:
®(B)Vix =0(B)¢g
E(gt):O,Var(gt):af,E(gtes):O,S;tt (2.1)
E(%&)=0,Vs<t
K, vI=(1-B)': ®(B)=1-¢B——¢,B" Jy PRI ARMA(p,q)HE 7 ¥y [ [l V1 5 % £ i R s
©(B)=1-6,B —--—0,B" 9 TRl i¥i ARMA(p,q) i/ (1% 5 T 24 R %% ik
2.2. FHMESBEABFHERFE(SARIMA)

SARIMA HEAURIFET B Z 53 AR B P IR (ARIMA), XRROAZE SRR . /45 AR P E AN
TR R T, ARRSER 108 ARMA(p,g)f1 ARMA(P,Q)s tHIRIMZ R . 454 d friad =y
AUAREIY S 920 K 1) D B9 22 70 3 AT -, SRR (R i 40 R 31 24 U [17]:

0 @&W(M
Hre(B)=1-6B-----6,B", ®(B)=1-#4B----—¢,B?, O (B)=1-6B°—---—6,B%,

O (B)=1-4B° —--—4,B™ , ZIERILL A ARIMA(p,d,q)x(P,D,Q); -
3. RALUES7HIEIR(EEMD)
3.1 KBS SHERFRE

Z UM A M R(EMD), 225 [ 6 35 R 50 8 W T 1998 4F4R 19— g 10 B 38 R 435 2 I A b
BB R[18]. AR ECAR A B RN TR A6 £ B AT AR IR AR R B (IMF), 454 IMF 435433
SOV 2 AN I I P ) J A 135
J9 T MGG MR IMF, EMD F4 it Rt F
S B P 8193 B BRI A, | PR AR 8 e e IS RRE 22
WA R, FHE L FRSA T M (L) . REEEIE x(t) . 78 x(t) % m(t) G5
h(t)=x(t)-m(t) (3.1)

PR UREAUR I D (1) 7% IMF, 52 L0 ESEAR S h(t) 3T 2008, 0 h(t) WO 7 BRI
IMF: C, (t) . FE/35I— I IMF 505 A (5 S rnie, EEIRIA M5 v, (t) AR A5 380751,
SR JELA BT 43 AN

X(1)= 255G (0 +5,(0) (32)
32. RELRESHBERFE
YA LIRS REEMD), R4 T v EMD 7 k{7 AERGA R A SR R TTHEh 10— 7 A sn i (1
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FE ) 2 IR ARAS o . R i s B SR ) S e A I e e, 8 A O [R) S5 M B AN [
I P R SO AE 5 HIARAE RURFYE, PR 2 IR B RS 73 e A5 2 B AE . IMF BT S A2~ 1R DN B
MR, AN A RS i A A TR S 1R 7 A

EEMD 7 fif i) HAR IR [19] [20140°F -

F—0, BB BB (SR A ) m;

WD, BAERLRE A x(t) oA S AR E A ¢ (), =12,--m

X (t)=x(t)+&(t). (3.3)
W=, XEMEFA X (1) 25T EMD Jrfig, MRS E IMF 38 C (1), j=1,2,---, 3 sz &

r(t) -

% (1)=21,C; () + 5 (1)- (34)
U, % T FHREI R IMF SR A TTAEE SR 55 kA IMF 4 ¢, (6) B4 (1)
6 ()= 27 (1) 1) =275 (1) @)

B, JRFFAIN RN
K(0)= 206 (1)+r() @)

4. TRIBTHTHEIR(SSA)

ARG HT(SSA) [21] [22]72% 1978 4 Colebrook $ie H i —F Hl T- AR LRk Iy e G RHIBT % - 2252 10
SERIRIN [E) BOR U FE RS, R PO TR i i, WRORIEGEI ZI R 81 3 B tH & A B 5
Pl M. ARG S, APFTHRINE S P HE— 5 M AT e 8] Fr 1 4544 o

B, RN LR R IUEAE y = (Y1, Yo, o, Yy ) FEHOW PO HERE X:

y1 y2 cee yK
LK y Ys o Yke

X =(Xii )i,j:l = :2 33 K ' (4.1)
Yo Yia 0 W

H, LNERMEOKE, 1<L<N, K=N-L+1.
B0, TRENH. S =XXT, X SHATEHRES G AR LAMEH AL, >4, >--> 1, 20

ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ%uu&wﬂh,éd=mw&&>@w,ﬁw=j§hﬁLzmdoMﬁ%X%
A A AR T LA
X=X+ X, 4+ + X, (4.2)

Fob X =AUV B R X IORRSRE, U RERFERIR, V RARERR, (4,0, ) A
HELE X 1% T A= AR E
B=ab, . ORISR EAKIR, 4 X, BN m ARFRIALN,, -, |, SRR
A 0 | A TEN, =iy}
Xy, = X + X, +4 X (4.3)

T X HH RT3 i
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X =X, +X, +t X, (4.4)
g\:q:" le E/\Jjﬁf#ﬂt%}‘m‘?%ﬂg_\‘y\jZielj/’L'/Zlijsm,ieljﬂl'
SV, ER. WY N LxK 4EERE, FERETTN Y, . 1<y, <L, 1< )<Ko XL =min(L,K),

* * yi"%L<K v s, N
K"=max(L,K), N=L+K-1, yu.:{y’ Lok WEHFHG = (0o, 9y, Oy_y ) FIEE FHIF 1t

ji =
HakAS

1 K+ *
m mllymkm+2 Z—E'O<k<|‘ -1

1wl - - .
g, = Fz;:lym,kw2 U <k<K -1 (4.5)

1 N-K"+1

WK ek ko2 Ymiomez #7 KT <K <N

R4 E) AN REXHIE X, TEXT BT LRI+ = k+2 & HITHPLY, JERAARRI g, 1, MK
# X, T4 G.

5. NETIRIBIL(WT)

/N AR ¥ (Wavelet Transform, 4a5 8 WT), NHER/ANESHT[23] [24] [25], RS T@id A RKEE
PUE IR “BENEE” BIIRG I RE, EAAE ACRIRESE 1 07 I {8 5L AR 46 1) R Ak AR, s iR
AT L e L A e 1) T LR/ NASBE AR AR A S B . AN B AE XS S kAT 2 REEA i, (5
T E B A RO E AR SRS S T X, LR IR [RDR AT ) S A e g R R . N AT
BAFE R REMER AP,

INB R R T — N R By RS b S, BHEAFRE a N, SRS TNGES y M
IR, FOUOE RERRAE AN EEAL o /NI A AR )N i A )RR A

W, (a,b) = (y(t), %, ) =|a * J‘_*:‘P(%jy(t)dt (5.1)
W t—b\dadb
=K[["w, (a,b)a] 2‘1‘( . j ~ (5.2)

Hrfr, W, (a,b) ANESRREL a MWGEET, b N TFRET, W, ANEIEREL () AAEL y(t)
NEHE, PR Y L.
6. BP #H1Z M IEL

I A% 1 4 22 /9 4% (Back Propagation Neural Network, fii#i BP 128 % £% )iz F i AN Edis (1 1 2k 1k k9 2%
FEAEBARENZ, WM AR AL IZ R IEIL TN EE /7. B R EEEM 0 NN R, BREE, WilE. BP
M2 I gE I 1 R FESEEHANE. B Erf 20 IE AR, RENS FERE, BT
TOI IR R0 o B R ZE R, 43 T 25 SR 5 0 tH AN BT I [26]

BN BEREF R R W TR

NTRREEA:

y; = f(net;),net; =" vx, j=12:--m (6.1)

TR EA
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o, = f(net ), net, =" wy, j=12,1 (6.2)

1-e*
1+e7*
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Figure 1. Structure of BP neural network
1. BP #E M 4EHILEH
7. BESth—2ESKREE 'S
7.1, HiEwER
AR B T B KGR AT R R R R Bk g R s B A ME (T N) . ASSCIEH 1984 £ 1
JE 2022 51 F, 3t 457 ¢k RIS EHEAT @B T . 15 2 haT DAE L, SRR IS R IR

R 2 ETHRIEMERA FRENES . BT AR S i Rk, 2020 4 2 Agki%FiaBIARL T 1
FHRARME, BkEFIeRBMAL 3723 AN, 1MJE%E 2022 £ 1 7, Ptz BRI K.
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Figure 2. Time series of raw data

Bl 2. RInHER A

7.2. JRIEFF SARIMA T4 R

ASCHE R 5 A2 X R 4R P 14 & SARIMA BN Bkt H eia Bt AT T« —Fr 2270 e i 1
P P PRS2 s R IAE OGRS, R AR ARMA (2, 4) 15 4 S 06 7 81 2 43 Fr 4 B0 (R S IR 1A 5%
AR, R BT A AMSRHEIIESUR, AEH ARMA(0,2),, BRI 4 243 3 B 24T EAH OGS B
Rk, fFEBAN ARIMA(2,1,4)%(0,0,2), » AHUGHERBEATICN, 45 R Rz A il i ik 72 1 e A A
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o, BRIALA B T LS A
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K SARIMA AL 45 B 45 R 5 ki H Z s B SKPREEAT X LE, sl 3 pos.
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Figure 3. Comparison of SARIMA predictions
& 3. SARIMA Tl £5 SR %t EE [

7.3. [RI8FF% BP LR

WA Z% . YNZRAN] L2 BP #4225 [25]EJEAT ERARINT ) = AN FEACD IR . e HUBR A 1) bR 5 2 1k oy
$r(‘tansig’), MRAELK ARG E RS EMEITTAEN 10, [FIS A SOR /NS 5 1% 25 (MSE) i A E AR A (1 PP A7
fobr, WEIAERZR/IMEN 0.0001, HAIZRAKA 1000, #>1%4 0.05. HAREE KA MATLAB
ML T BEA BN E . 2R 3%k Levenberg Marquardt 5032, [F]I 465 90% Il 2k A< %k,
5% I8 EFEAS KA 5% MHAFEA L, B 411 MIGRFEA . 23 DNIRUEFEAFD 23 N FIAEAR .

UG 7 5 R SAT A 43 R G B REE R E R BP A4 P4 R B AT N G B, 75 30 A T 45
F5SEBRME X e 4 R,

4 X100 ‘ ‘ EPﬁiﬁlﬂﬁ%
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Figure 4. Comparison of SARIMA predictions
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7.4. EEMD %y f#Fin|4= 8y

%@“#

A, IEH EEMD F g B AR O 24T 20 i . Nstd J2 1 iy Ve S bRt 22, AKSCHR 0.2,

NE Z AN 1080, ASCBREE Y 1000 RN 18 5 1y 51 IO BR i ) i B SR a e 1 BEAT 0, 1531
7 IMF 3 EAT LA, ARSI SRR IR A 201 2y e RGN 187 51 1 B s Ak

Bt A B RBEIEER, RIRENICE DRIy, WlE 5 s,

— 4
T g X0 T T T T T T T T
(%)§|> T t + t i I I ‘|
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Vi
L1 |X1O T T T T T T T T
= _?I 1 1 e | dEia L | | “
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o g X104 .
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Figure 5. Time series of EEMD decomposed IMF components and residual components

5. EEMD & f##EH IMF S ERFH S HERFE

H,

X EEMD 73 JG 110 7 A~ IMF 23 &8 A1 5% 22 107y 5 3547 SARIMA B (8] 7 51 7l . SARIMA #5

RIEM 48 R 15 S PR forecast £ 711 auto.arima() B BT LK) AIC /MR, 453 7 A IMF A1

PRETBE S HnR 1 R

Table 1. Model order corresponding to each component

® 1 BOEXMNNEERN K

ARIMA SEASONAL
p d q p d q
IMF1 2 0 1 0 0 1
IMF2 4 0 2 0 0 1
IMF3 4 0 4 0 0 2
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Continued
IMF4 1 0 0 1 0 0
IMF5 0 0 0 1 0 0
IMF6 0 2 0 0 0 0
IMF7 0 2 0 0 0 0
RES 0 2 5 0 0 2

F=28, ¥ EEMD 7 fEE1F 210 7 A IMF 43 S5 ZE I000 Hil il i BP #2228 B A 3R 47 Tt [19]
Fa s EAA TCANEON 10, NS B0 e S ZRREAS EL il B e SR SCHR], 733 BP T 4h

ISR EEMD 730511 7 A IMF 23 AR Z 10073 il i SARIMA BAYFT BP A1 28 [0 £ P A5 204 s
ITTNG, BL MAPE Mfekr, 19200 M 2 Fros. M3 2 afBLEH, 4T IMFL. IMF2. IMF4.
IMF5. IM6. IM7, BP £ R48 [T R R BT 41T IMF3, SARIMA B BLAT 8 s G T Tk 2
THUP 25 A TR0 2 22 B AR /N o

Table 2. Comparison of forecast results (MAPE)
2. MR 3L (MAPE)

IMF1 IMF2 IMF3 IMF4 IMF5 IMF6 IMF7 RES
EEMD-SARIMA  131.29% 37.56% 4.01% 32.80% 139.59% 2.74% 1.39% 0.00%
EEMD-BP 48.51% 16.10% 15.33% 2.37% 0.09% 0.05% 0.11% 0.00%

5 Jh, 31T EEMD-SARIMA-BP & Fitdll. #4742, Xt IMF3 FizkZ Dk SARIMA #5347 il
W, % HAth 4 B AL BP FRES X2 T Vgt AT S0, P45 B PR Tl i) o B A 2 5 AT LA Tl . 7938
HA T ) MAPE 24 3.96%, & 1 TR 2 .

HU 2020 4E 3 A& 2022 4£ 1 At 23 AWM H Zig EEE AT, $ IR 46 P51 B8R H
SARIMA FERITHMN . EEER A BP #4 2A= RY Fl . EEMD 435 73 73K FH SARIMA BT Tl . EEMD
YA IG5 ISR BP RS TN EEMD 43 iR 5 SARIMA F1 BP A5 %1 20 & T 45 3 45 5 () MAE. MAPE.
RMSE 47 xf b, 1525 3.

Table 3. Precision comparison of EEMD decomposition prediction model
= 3. EEMD 4y fETUNARBUE B XTEE

BP SARIMA EEMD-SARIMA EEMD-BP EEMD-SARIMA-BP
MAE 5303.2003 3907.7889 2240.0609 935.9701 811.9572
MAPE 31.93% 23.51% 13.39% 4.35% 3.96%
RMSE 6515.2181 5044.6015 2924.4861 1202.0687 1120.4639

7.5. SSA 43 iR TN E R

85—, KM Matlab SEBLAF 3 MR [22] . B %, FEURPREMACEE . HBUE R LKA L (R4,
—BBUE IR BN T BE S T P AR — ¥, R S E I HE SR FE 3. ARSI ki H s &
i)y 457 2%, K L WRE N 200, ARG R 200 MRHIEE . 25— R3S — AMRAMEEBCR H (TR 3
9 88.55%), JLIE 6. JEHAR(@S5) RIS M ELFH, HFGRNCIBE R . TR IRHEE R
SAERSFERE,  [7 A2 (4.5) K O S E A8, IS B s iR 23 o SR 4R 7 91 A fif i RO I e Pl
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7 Frs, ATEVE ki A R Ie BRI S EY R I BT R I ARED T RN SS  1 m A S R A
WP EOLBONRERE , BN AN PSR KR 2 iT AR e, (HE T WAL S R e Bl eth, A5
AT, Mo 2020 S 7 A I A B B IR TR SE e 2, HARER T kS H s B A T I BEA LI )
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Figure 6. Low frequency sequence
6. KSR

- g | : W“NWWW |
1990 2000 2010 2020
Time
To)
= g T T T T
1990 2000 2010 2020
Time
w3 N A
T T T 1
1990 2000 2010 2020
Time

E: MERETNEGEFI. BT, BT, B2 .
Figure 7. Original series and series diagram reconstructed after decomposition

E 7. REFSS iR EARIRTFE

P

5o, XA RS B AR =443 43 AT SARIMA B A, 15 30 s A 4 B (AR 2 50
P A PR o HUARAIIRAN ARG 43 9] F90IU ) 2020 4F 3 H #2022 4 1 H 4t 23 AN H Bk s % ia B M E AT X
Eb, BEFLER 3% 2 MAPE (152 319 11.11%1 95.02%.

F =00, Sy AT 43 R AT 2 R AT BP AR X4 I 1] A1 TR0 . AR S A0 B S AT SO TR
8 FIRAEB A F TN &5 5, &1 9 Dy SRR 4 i P 45 R . [FIFEIE AN 2020 4% 3 H & 2022 4F 1 H %
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12 5 S A AN TR 33047~ F A R 22 IO LR 3, 75 2R A0 2 7/ MAPE S 0.04%, 1Tl =1 41143 & 1) MAPE
5 86.05%.

Table 4. Model order determination parameters of high and low frequency components
= 4. SIS ENERENSH

ARIMA SEASONAL
d q p d q
&5y & 4 2 1 1 0 2
Ry 3 0 1 1 0 0
5 x10¢ {EAFBP M4
25¢F 1

—-O-WAE
Y

1.5

05 . I . . . I . . .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Figure 8. BP prediction of low frequency series
8. {ESMARSTAY BP FMLER

15410 ——— TP RN

T

25 . . . . . I . 1 .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

Figure 9. BP prediction of high frequency series
& 9. S3ER5THY BP FUNLER

HXS T35 57 1 20 il i) SARIMA AL, 73 fift S5 SR ] BIP A0 I 28 A5 R 33000 73 80 £ v I 70 D 3%
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HY 2020 4 3 A& 2022 4£ 1 H3t 23 DA A %ic & RE/E TN, K 548 5 B3R
SARIMA FRIFIM . B K BP #4 WZAARLTI . SSA 435 43 3K F SARIMA AT . SSA 43
iS5 45 1% FH BP RSB Tl 45 21 45 5L MAE. MAPE. RMSE #TX L, SR 3 5 Fix.

Table 5. Precision comparison of SSA decomposition prediction model
3% 5. SSA SRR RS EXTLL

BP SARIMA SSA-SARIMA SSA-BP
MAE 5303.2003 3907.7889 3513.6369 2908.2811
MAPE 31.93% 23.51% 23.11% 15.65%
RMSE 6515.2181 5044.6015 4853.0374 3960.8071

7.6. VRS ETMRE

F—, AT /NE S RS . TR bR E R — TR E N R ek A, R AR S A
e a B LA IR A8 MRS S [23]6 dbS /Mg (BT Daubechies /N /E /N BRI 5 /NI 20 it () J2 50
KA, xR B M S P BRI AR, TR ZHOK 2, IS8T A8 7 il (118 AR R UK [24],
FTUAEGAH ISR, ASCRA T =2/ . B 10 8o 7 iisif . H Matlab B pFE47 5 g fi
B, HARME 11 Pon. Hoag MRS 8] COg EME I &, FEAMRRE 7RG F AR, ot
TERER H iz B . d . d, A d, ARG T S B, HLRRGE TSGR
fiE, ST Bk S B R SR IE R BB ALAFAE -

800, RN R E R R AR ARSI a3, SRS d1. SRS 2. AT A d3 ik
17 SARIMA BRI, 193] 4 N &S HUNE 6 fiR.

B0, KN R E R S 13 2 R AR BP MR H . K 12 A& /N iR E A
Ja W7 AT 43 S 3EAT BP MR W28 T & 0 fa I al & 1, mT DUE RS R T

I INE R ER S 4 DNFEFIA B SARIMA BOELA BP IR HEAT NG, [RIREEE 2020
3 A& 2022 4 1 A W& IE & SLBME A TRNME BT P AR ZE 1 P A, fF3ITBCR sk 7 B A
F 7T AT LIEH, AT al, BP EIALAT SARIMA RERSFNKE BE 2 RIA K, #RAER/NEZE . Xt
F d1. d2, SARIMA #REAT Hm k. T d3, BP BALEFMMERA T B35

5 JE 14T WT-SARIMA-BP 204 Tl « S =47 471 d1 Al d2 B HX SARIMA HBEASEEAT F0il, XA+
| al A AT 41 d3 B HL BP #Z8 4% 7 vEEAT T, PR A3 20 (0 F00I0 1) 4 A 28 I 5 1A T 26 T
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Figure 10. Structure of three-layer wavelet decomposition
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Figure 11. Results of wavelet decomposition and reconstruction
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Table 6. Model order determination parameters of high and low frequency components
6. SRS EMNREEMSH

ARIMA SEASONAL
p d q p d q
a3 2 1 0 0 0 2
d1 1 0 0 1 0 1
d2 5 0 0 2 0 0
d3 5 0 0 0 1 2
4 X10° WT-BP W %5 Tl 45 51
-0~ FHE
0 K ‘ . .
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Figure 12. WT-BP forecast result
& 12. WT-BP FNLE R E
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Table 7. Comparison of wavelet decomposition prediction results
= 7. NES RTINS R

al di d2 d3
WT-SARIMA 1.61% 81.35% 40.33% 27.76%
WT-BP 1.65% 683.51% 62.57% 18.38%

HU 2020 4F 3 H& 2022 4F 1 At 23 AWM A %z & REE AT, H IR 46 P 51 B4R H
SARIMA BB, B3R BP #H& MBI TN . WT 20fif 5 70 2R SARIMA BEAS . WT 4
FRJE 43 ISR ) BP RS R WIT Z3 i i 5% P 4H 4 1 SARIMA 1 BP 4575 T 15 1) 45 5 (1) MAE . MAPE .RMSE
BEAT XL, 5317 8. 4L A TR R BITHIE Y MAPE N 9.72%, #H%:T WT-SARIMA 7 [(] 12.83%
5 WT-BP #A! 1) 9.80%F fIT T [%.

Table 8. Precision comparison of wavelet decomposition prediction models
= 8. N RRTUNAR B B X EE

BP SARIMA WT-SARIMA WT-BP WT-SARIMA-BP
MAE 5303.2003 3907.7889 2425.5059 1534.7437 1720.2375
MAPE 31.93% 23.51% 12.83% 9.80% 9.72%
RMSE 6515.2181 5044.6015 3120.4066 2199.2559 2284.4745

7.7. FUMEERRIEE

7.7.1. SRS TR E XL

X T BP A AR, @i Xt EEMD. SSA /N o i i TRINKE FE Fa b, #5808 9. & 9 Fh]
DAEH, =R g 28] DL i BP A2 W48 T RS FE . 0T BP TSR,  Z8-& =AM RAs i EdE 4
B, KRS BEMCHET . EEMD-BP #7, WT-BP B!, SSA-BP #7Y, BP 57,

X T SARIMA BRY, GHIENT HE =Fh o7 RO TIOIAS e fiabR, 493156 10, AAFE 10 ATLVERH, £adR
FA =R 2:35 ] DR i SARIMA B[ TS FE 65 F SARIMA TR, 238 = ANEFR I 24T
FE M BN HEER . WT-SARIMA Fi%4 . EEMD-SARIMA %, SSA-SARIMA 7, SARIMA 7,

Table 9. Accuracy of BP prediction models with different decomposition methods
2 9. TNEIN MRS ERZE BP RETUNMIE E BT

BP EEMD-BP SSA-BP WT-BP
MAE 5303.2003 935.9701 2908.2811 1534.7437
MAPE 31.93% 4.35% 15.65% 9.80%
RMSE 6515.2181 1202.0687 3960.8071 2199.2559

Table 10. Accuracy of SARIMA prediction models with different decomposition methods
F* 10. FRH AR EA SARIMA AT B 1547

SARIMA EEMD-SARIMA SSA-SARIMA WT-SARIMA
MAE 3907.7889 2240.0609 3513.6369 2425.5059
MAPE 23.51% 13.39% 23.11% 12.83%
RMSE 5044.6015 2924.4861 4853.0374 3120.4066
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7.7.2. FRBTNTSEBE XL

X Rt 10 AR [ TINASE B AR BE AR BR AN B HEAT KB4, 1581158 110 AR 11 LA ZE
X Tk A s B HWE, RA EEMD. SSA I WT = Fh 43 fif 75 1041 T LASR v T (K% 15« R EEMD 4y
PR T I TI RCR G £ TR WT 20, 1 WT R TR ACR SR T SSA A fiftidi. 43 Je K H
BP 7 AT 0 (0352 22 73k /N T 0 J5 B SARIMA RS RSFiIA5 B i1 25 . Forfr, Tl ek S e i 1 2
KH EEMD-SARIMA-BP 4G 15 AL EAT TN, 17y Pt 280 SR de 22 () o ELFEAE ) BP AR AY 1E 4T T

Table 11. Accuracy of all prediction methods
= 11, FTETUN G ERAE E AR

MAE MAPE MRSE
EEMD-SARIMA-BP 811.9572 3.96% 1120.4639
EEMD-BP 935.9701 4.35% 1202.0687
WT-SARIMA-BP 1720.2375 9.72% 2284.4745
WT-BP 1534.7437 9.80% 2199.2559
WT-SARIMA 2425.5059 12.83% 3120.4066
EEMD-SARIMA 2240.0609 13.39% 2924.4861
SSA-BP 2908.2811 15.65% 3960.8071
SSA-SARIMA 3513.6369 23.11% 4853.0374
SARIMA 3907.7889 23.51% 5044.6015
BP 5303.2003 31.93% 6515.2181

8. &g

B R m B A RRMZET, WEABANM, LN SN E R N e B A LR SR 24
Firie B, ARSCHINMEA TN B AR B A B E R . B IR s
W 2% 77 T 0 R da B AT A AR TN . T SR T B B AEE . ARSI NS RIS A R A R
I3 AN 3 fif = T2 008 P BV ASHE EAT A0 35S AT AN R RIS A F A . o 1984 4F 1 H & 2022
1 A A E gk A RIS 8BRS T 2R B, 53] T LUT 4k

1) B EEERWBR BT 5T AN R =R o R A BRI B 15 BN [FAR (1 4
P S PO AR IR AT SR 35 T DA S B s A P TOONRS B o X i B 43 AR SO T DR T EUE A AL
BAE R, A4S TS 2 () G A 58 B Bk

2) HEHEL LA RITIES, EEMD-SARIMA-BP ZH & B0 ) TS 52 2 s Se b 2 3 g+ R F5i)
B IR UF 1) o 17 EEMD-BP A7 (18 FE AR T2 AR, 32 RN ZH A B i 43 0 K SARIMA
A DAAS B AR B TN A, DR B S PR 2 S AR R AT DA v A TN RS R R . AN AT A T,
FER IMF 4r SR Z DY IEAT BP BRSS9 3 Tt 45 SR 22 M2 /N T4 BT 4 & 4 gk AT
SARIMA HERLTRIN (1) 15 22

3) WT-SARIMA-BP ZH & B2 52 BT /N o0 e P00 5 v ks FE e 1Y), HLURO2 WT-BP BEAY,  F0 2k
B ZNE WT-SARIMA #57, XUiRH, BP #1444 HEAT T A SARIMA J5 72 538 T /N 4 At
HEM G A ZE®TH, rTUSRETARERYE. B8 WT-SARIMA 58Sk FE RIS T HR w A
Jiid, ARIE R RS A BB R SARIMA REAUANT BP REAY S5 (A5 FE R £ .
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4) EIR TN RS BEAR T R P Fh 2 i 5 v I AR Y, {H SSA-BP 7 AT SSA-SARIMA [ THU A

JEE A v T LA TR R AT IO I o X 3R W3 o 3 S 1% 20 140 P 27 s O L s 4 o o A
RSB A P SE NI FCS AR, A 0 il 53R AT 2 Ak D 5 00000 ) Ao T DA vet M O L, (R X
TRkER Iz BTN AR THRE R A IR .
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