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Abstract

The objective of this project is machine learning, the so-called
data-driven analytics. Accordingly, we are to propose a training
methodology to predict business cycles. We use 68 input variables,
ranging from 1982/1 to 2019/12, together with two sets of machine
learning methods: Set 1: GLM, SVM, TREE, RF; set 2: H20.ai autoML
and RNN-LSTM. Our conclusion for applying Al methods to predict

economic time series are as follows:

Firstly, any single method will suffer from model uncertainty that is
derived from stream of new data, Al machine learning has no exception.
However, data-driven machine learning methods can generate a huge
amount of model predictions, which enables the use of Forecasting
Average to aggregate prediction results to enhance forecasting

performance.

Secondly, LSTMis a branch of deep-learning, whose learning process
is not only complex, but also delicate, resulting in time-consuming
computation without better performance. On the other hand, the Al
platform H20O.ai offers open source autoML (automatic maching learning)
includes deep learning method and aggregate the predictions of five
advanced methods, which match out way of study, we strongly suggest

the adoption of it in the future study.

In the future, we suggest consider the Corrected CV of Rabinowicz
and Rosset (2020) to account for the impact of correlated data, which is
known to have better selection capability, and is expected to raise the

predictive performance of forecasting average.
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(autoregressive, AR) ~ %]+ #-3] (factor model) % f ;=

o S5

-
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ARBADEBFN FRFTEAFRAN - B DR FEAHS
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2 # % LASSO = # o

FHEWIRE GRS R F ARG @R E HCF
7 % 3¢ > Bolhuis and Rayner (2020) M B8 ¥ % ¥ %
+ (Random forest, RF) ~ # & ¥ # /& X #+ (gradient boosted
trees, GBT)~SVM = ;2 ~ w2 @ % & & i 5] 5 #ic 3] DFM >
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(interpretability) » 3% ~ &R E RGP F ¢ T 2D AE -
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B BE Y e e 3§ HF » 4o Probit/logit
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S AR I A FY RFREREF RI T A
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(logit) #-4] » &€ * SVM = Rt A { & -

Puglia and Tucker (2020) 4/ * B &E > H 4] £ & H & 4
BAmD FE AWM RARBEEY S 2

probit regression Fg Bl # W F F % D e 4 TR HF 5 1972
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# 17 3 2019 # 6 7 > £ 558 £ % FoRl o L0 Btk A
R 0 e A u T Biia Kfolds 2% %% > W2 LR F
FLpFE R B 7| 3 4 a0 nested time series (NTS) 2 % %% » i (7
RADFRER DR o NTS LR HFHEG DR G PER

% probit ~ % ¥ 4 & -~ XGBoost ~ LightGBM ~ #g # & % i
AfFe g i Kfolds =R SR plLpFr » oo
BRAUKZERERESLBE S -

Puglia and Tucker (2020) 25 2 7neh e R S #E > 2 > 4o

PY

K-folds # &_ leave-p-out > — % Kk g+ @ * X F Y &4

I? bhias-variance tradeoff =H-A] > F * % ji.d.m 225 7 4p B

%%@ﬁ?lj?ﬁioﬁéfﬁfﬁﬂ&}%?ljﬁ‘}——Fx%'*ﬁ’ét [ AR
o LB B BN FRERALFHEFTE R YL
e FoR o T ,u+~:;;),@.'»%?7§KQ%F&“E%JF{@M{{?

Fl ¥ 0 o B F A ;;&:«é_ sl 4p B~ & #g 4 = (class
imbalance) £ % ##ﬁi%é?é T 5> NTS 2 = B3 ¥ 2 3/
BlidF x| (size) B%FEF F et ¥ UBE - B4
Lo ey JIE R i k- BAAFET DR o Ft
Puglia and Tucker 32 % > 2 NTS R HHFEH L 2 8HY 3
BAIFREL o LR E PR o
Soybilgen (2020) 1 * & f& F]+ #0322 &4 5 BT
FEREFRIFABRRAEEL SR L -2 2FEFL LT
ZBEAHIAI LAY BE TR TR kg 5 32

A28 100 B Rt RF ALY 0 FER B LA H R 3R

BB R R R B o H e B i RS

S AR 1 NBER a2 0T %339 ) % Lk # Kk
i L 1o TRy R TP ES O AP T 1960

e
#1032 2016 # 12" - FESFHT (1) #2272 %



mE AN EFEAT PV REERERDTF BRI E (2
g g LR R F ﬁ%éﬁmﬁ%&@ﬁmemmw
ik W pE 24 5 TR (pseudo real time and vintage data) >

FHETHN SRR EF §FEITR AR TR

—.
?&
=
AR

[l éﬁz ERPEA DIFR G A ? AL &
54

BE 3BT B ETIBE > A SRR DRSS
d o B F B BRI HAUNR T BRER ST Er
% # (common shock) B #&q- % & & p Bl % p=1, r=q=2

2 r=q=4 > NN I g s i3 o & (s » 4 L ficd o
X EAPHMP - k£ A (hidden layer) 2 - & A& I &
(output layer) o o *% v $3t Az 4o @ AR > FltE B G AR
¥ #nga 100 =% 2 F foA 4 B0 AR08 % 100 AT A U5 e B D

I L TRV E=

Psimopoulos (2020) m # B & % = ¢ g4 5 R i
(ANN) ~ # B £ 8 ¥ #% SVM 2" 4 & +k RF > Fp 0] ¢ 358
MBS A R0 F CEREEIRE 6RO F T
BABRPZFTH > 2 FHHFL40E > 5B EX]’;’»\dataset W g
% 150 1 % # - Psimopoulos (2020) % * % & % 5§ ¥
GDP i 4§ ™ % & F » & #-#03| R £ B2 & F
BoRrEe R R AT TR AES
i9={1,1,1,1} s B4 5 0%~ g Hik2 =~
i iE £ & R ¥ o CERAF RN FEF BR
TR R R 10 B2 o AR AHIFRIG 0 R H
& (confusion matrix) % A #H 6 B=m 2 o b AT

W REA] o B R R SVM TR K s d & o B A KM
19
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B R & 90%=+ > @ Probit & Logit #3483 > - B F
EYHA DG L o ¥ RAFRARM PR oD
Bote® B RGO K R AFFREF RINE R R

(Z2) H e HEREBT BEFY S 2

d 3L .% BAE TG AL L P ESN AR ERFE R
PRSI HAER A B B D IR 4T 8 pF Y 2R o Patel et
(2015) ™ & B S&P CNX Nifty 4 d#kc{frf § st g 4p &
(S&P Bombay Stock Exchange Sensitive Index) -+ # #ic¥z i
A A RS - BERSDASVREA L E L F X% - PR
A SRR - £ &+ (random forest, RF) ~ SVR %
Al > %% SVR &2 ANN g B 4 & & - Wei (2016) 3% 1 ” & p*
PR hg AN S B W % k% (adaptive
network-based fuzzy inference system, ANFIS) » #* & 3g ;o] & 4
R R Ak 4B EL KAk 1B REL (root
mean squared error, RMSE) #7& % »c > B 7 23S B 4 B
* p #ir §F (autoregressive, AR) #-A{r SVR #°3] - 1 3t &
MO e % FE R 3 % 0 Hafezi et al. (2015) #%& ) v bat-neural
network multi-agent system (BNNMAS) ~ if & F & /2 $g4 5
(genetic algorithm neural network, GANN) - GRNN % =
oo AL B gk DAX F R AERI A ko~ E A
g boat o A 3g Bl 2007-08 & >k £ ﬁa&f # T DAX a1/ s {é
%% BNNMAS E & mEd B &7 Jenficd] o d 20 g 3 v/l%
i@ * st AR (nonlinear AR, NAR) #-3| g Rl 8 - dpdkc > =<
de Stefani et al. (2017) # * % B & ¥ #3] 3 BI & B4
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¥ 4 et %fsﬁ%] »~zEam i p #  (nonlinear AR with exogenous
input, NARX) i fF = ;2> T £ a8 iy dicenin L s FE R 2
- Bl BRSNS REEL > KNN f- SVR % -
o R HT A NARX 24T > F - Bidcsit L L g e
WM NAR FHE T R RIGE L > & m kA g Ehig Rl 4 o

et al. (2013) J& * LASSO  m#r3 B 7J% & & LY > 3¢ P
DI PP o FEAEF LA SR ERIFRITEEE R
B & L > 4o Hutchinson et al. (1994) £ Yao et al. (2000) -
Khandani et al. (2010) £ Butaru et al. (2016) {1 * i §F #+7¢
Bl E O 3 T &g ) o Sirignano et al. (2016) 7 - BIFER
ﬁﬁ@%@ﬁﬂ,Aﬁ%#%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@Wo
Heaton et al. (2016) A% B g4 S e 2 HA > B F R FT 28
EH

WEEY 22 5P EARAFT A LR S o Rapach

TRPEFEY T RF KA TR e KR M - Harvey
et al. (2016) 4| * bootstrap & 42 4F 3+ % & & ** # - Giglio and
Xiu (2016) & Kelly et al. (2019) » | * *2 e ™ & B3+ ¥ &
T_F+ 2% # 3] - Moritz and Zimmermann (2016) J& * A K
Bt 5 A #0303 & 5 portfolio sorting- Kozak et al. (2020)
& Freyberger et al. (2020) i * Te 5 & & # (shrinkage and
selection) = 2 » & % REEWITRF)F EFFHIF S
e P

Gu et al. (2020) H M L 4Fp SRl end BF H 2 ;I;Je B
7z ® :H - F Fama and French (1993) £ Lewellen (2015) -
MR EFPENIFIREFF LR o - R 1}%1;—1 sV
P A KRR LR - B E YR g

RREEE N i R

ko us
—Hp
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Pt (T §F 3t ;2 = §_Welch and Goyal (2008) - Koijen and
Nieuwerburgh (2011) - Rapach and Zhou (2013) 4R pv 5 p* /¥
Fo2Upipl o £ 3] 1F2 MG fr3 W F o EFMF 2 ¥
RAMIRI F]+ TR R DAl 1 OLS & A #
h= fEi GFHC3) 0 ¢ 45 Boosted = pF A~ M A A K
PEE o Guetal. (2020) H* s EFHEFFELIIT > FE
#p B 1975-2016 ;& # %) 30000 £ % £ > & L M L 5 94 B 4F |-
RREOTABAEIM SR FELHEE X 900 B baseline signals -
7 #E. %%ﬁiﬂ)%%5$W$ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ#ﬁ
PHT AL A OERG R TR EEY BWIER
g3 5 () A@A$W‘mﬁﬂ’mﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%$
BYI R E LR EKZPHE > A H aIig P FFEa i
BoHARR R E LR Q) REBEFY PR PR

i portfolio selection » ¥ + #§ 3% % Sharpe ratio > & = % 7 4

\

Mo inBE E R o

‘Aw

SELG - AAFRD R TR LW EF Y 0ET
AR AP EEY S B EATARREE S R
AAEFREBBE > 1 BFTALG LR cApHEY

= Kelly et al. (2019) » Gu et al. (2020) » Feng et al. (2020) -

THEEB B ESY S R AR A BT - 4
Suss and Treitel (2019) A * “F 4% & +k 77 P & B 4L {7 R 4
(bank stress) ; Nik et al. (2016) I * A ‘g 3 % 35 | 37 &8 5 &
Mg p s o wif2 /gkﬁétf?%s Z_r panel data 3 = 3 & &
R AR F R T RS AH O X T RERE A
&1 (lag structure) -
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57 %A Jl* panel data shpF R 7] F @ > Tolo (2020)
FI* R4 5% (Recurrent Neural Networks, RNN) » i
= H®% w 1-5 & 1 M & g BB o %2
Jorda-Schularick-Taylor data sets > # = # & 1870-2016-° # 3
17 BRpSWE2hp > N2 AHEHRPEHREFTH >
RREL D AAF e RAAPFAFaEE L (&9

1-5 &) % 1,245 0. @ * @i 4§ Logit 3] ~ MLP ~ £

S|

wd e REF M 5% (long-short term memory, LSTM) ¢
RNN-GRU (the gated recurrent unit RNN) » & 2 AUC 7
Fall v e d ma‘ﬁ # 97 %% I RNN-LSTM £ RNN-GRU #f 3%

PERF RS E F AR NTERIN 4 o & T OB F T L E R ko

AFE R R RRL R o b g2 G L A T A

A o
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b > 24 S Sl
B AE RN R

L
%E:
3

4y
o

S AL (EAE)APRERFESF DR F BEERD
Hri s #H - s Y {0=%3 1=#H%} & E*
WEEYFEZRF{0=% I 1=HR}DFRE R ok
HARR® - RS F ke Lk ar 8 -

-

A c G H I ] K L M N o P Q R S T u v w X Y

1 |Date transition01PL TWN LD OECD LD G7 COIND_USLAGD _US NIDUSD TWN_Uner TWN_labo CPl Export_NT Export_US Import_ NT Import_USILD TWN LD TWN_(LAGD TWMS TWN
251 1981/10/1 0 21.09 992477 9889 7 37.865 173 0.16 13716 16544
252 1981/11/1 0 2028 99.1124 987437 98.1 3178 69407 16734
253 0 2414 989731 986034 918 3784 72199 1606.8
254 0 18.62  98.8189 984615 914 31712
255 0 1997 98 98308 97.1 37912 57990
256 0 2197 98 98.15 96.7 38097 70614 1863.7
257 0 96.4 38337 71813 1890.8
258 0 97.8961 962 38756 76035 1986.8
259 0 97.8284 96.1 39.092 1880.3

260 0 978116 96.1 39429 2012.6 16318

261 0 97.8531 96.2 39.799 1997.6 16873

262 0 979625 96.5 3985 1819. 13613

263 0 98.1364 96.8 39.963 14874

264 0 983713 912 40479 1347.1

265 i) 91.1 40.062 1678

266 0 983 3988 14728

267 0 98.8 39877 1203.7 99.04

268 1 99.4 39955 71376 18576 101

269 1 99.9 83607 1442 251

270 1 1003 85963 10433

271 1 100.7 88820 2098 10492

272 1 100813 101.1 93151 1802. 2111 104.66

273| 1983/8/1 1 101005 1014 964 19009 2108

274| 1983/9/1 1 0 101.156 101.6 86841 14949 21.14

275| 1983/10/1 1 101027 101268 1018 85896 1902.1

276/ 1983/11/1 1 101.128 101341 1019 94734 19969

277 1983/12/1 1 101.195  101.366 102 926¢ 5
278| 1984/1/1 1 101217 101337 102 0.203 5839 94912 6145
279 /1 1 101.186  101.258 102 40.184 5898 76518 62 6
280 1 101.107 101.136 101.8 40.024 99197 601495
281 1 101 10098 1016 39.735 103590 596948
282 1 100877 100.809 1014 39.669 114161 80329 104.66

283 0 10074 10063 1012 39.784 T1184 1035

284 0 100612 10047 101 39424 81595

285| 1984/8/1 0 0497 100329 100.7 65 39.043

286| 1984//1 0 100208 1006 39.1 992

287 1984/10/1 0 100.111 1004 61.7 39.173 103966 98.23

\
= =\




(=) v mam

AP R FEZVREAF EET R R LAFEL TR aﬂc 7
# #c ¥ B~ (features extraction) » & | iR Il £ L o FF #p &
- BEIFRAKRE FEITOND > R FRITRLH o

Fo AR BEFDTFATH 42 AAFR A
a4 R B (training data) fric & Gl R F
L & (test data) :

Training data Test data

time
B 4.2 2R Z%FIT 2
FHEALIPF AV RTFREEY AN BER R

(validation) » = ,Th 73} - K-fold = = % # (K-fold
cross-validation) > 4™ B 4.3 :

25



Available Data

)

[ |

Training Testing

New Available Data

A

Training Validation Testing

—_—
et

_ it so e
slelle 105 all~ noldanolitr samniep
: i AULL O < | JIUUUL OAi T IC

Bl 4.3 K-fold = = % &

% - ~ & f4 (Rolling) %3
ik o 4 R AAeT R 44 8 dhie &5 R

ke

=3

T

)

=

=

IRy
i

«

B 4.4 5 ¥ fw

CE A EEY ""ﬁ*\)j*{/!«r\* ENRAT AU SRl 4
W N RBIFR AR NPT 2 RRPIFED BB
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Tralning data Test data
time

Training data Testdata
fime

Training data Testdata
fime

B 4.5 xR FYH & 72

;@\fr-"— P #cdp AP F4tp 1982 & 17 3 2016 & 2

P X 398 BREKEFTLHFL6BT 0 ST

Y =f( X1 . Xi-g)

& - BERE PR 299 B > plEEH A 25 B 7 o
4 10-Fold 2 = g Fl ot # # — = fp 4o H 40 25 % 0 o
»F M PR 2 e AR TR R B 2 % v (sampling

- 2 HBd 4 =
variation) -

Bleb e LSTM » 2 B B ¥ LSTM %] 5 & R 58 ik
s oS AU - i S S f};f",f Cache size » ]t & * Hcvk /| >t @
WS o B B3 280 B 7 0 Pl 23 B o HAEY KT B

35 0299 @ 2 Rl 25 B F o

(Z2) BIEY i

’b&%?ﬂﬁs”/z)‘”ﬁ % 7
PA e AAIAPERERLT e H S AT IR
2L
F
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1.5 4 (Support Vector Machine, SVM)

TEWEEYC 2ESFEOSUMC Sam s LA kB
Pk 0 H o d g st R mzﬁ]i:gﬁﬁ% e &

W
4%
d

N

% & AR o SVM ez &4 4 Vapnik (2013)" 2= = 5 72 o 3t szt
Y 22 o F ER 'R ) R B (empirical risk
minimization, ERM) » #-2" 50 38 B & ] 1+ > SVM 4 34
FHR & (structural risk minimization, SRM) 1 12
M- AL it AL ent R - £ R RE SVM 2R

4%

BRI - A

SVM & - &R 7| HF] > B 5 5% « &2 Lo B g
A A R BF RRIFRE A 7 & 34 - SVM
E 2R HhER S E AL A A Y &) T 2 2 (least
square) #-T 3 2 X % {c (sum of squared errors, SSE) # /]
C v E 4y St E o (L SSE B 1t ehdk b2 - 0 A S dikc
SR EF LA - BRI MERTEAER R R AL
pFEE ) R £ (minimization metric) ¥ 3 ¥ - B F &
% > 4e Huber S #cH B ZERT TR - 7+ k Kz
EeoF AL BT D R o R TSR L E

o A B L Si B  BRRHES R AL

PN

s
e
\\\?{x-

R
I

)
e

=t
i

2 SVM ¥ & 4- T B 4.6 > support vector classifier
(SVC) n i LB & chge & B 4> - SVC ,TA;{;}J} S A A = e
& & (subset) iz A HFMPEAZT e (hyperplane) vhe £ o

YR E E R 1995 -
28



> Hyperplane:
B+ BX + BoX, = 0

A

Support

Xa
1

A

Support > Support

AL kR © Jamesetal. (20130 % 9 &)
B 4.6 : SVC %4 57 & B
SVC+ & & 5 T Gt Snfenfz g

Max. M
BooBK B,

p
sty pr =1
j=1
Yi(Bo + BXy + BX, L+ B,%,) 2M(1—¢),Vi=1L n,

& ZO,angi <C

i=1
vy, e{-1,1}:associated class labels

yi RASER Y Yy RBRERES Y= -1 RBEL 2 o
PG ERE TR T PP EL L 0 FREFEASRL TG
() B+hu+hx, Tidde ¥ o5 mEE y=1 a5k i1 %
M0 it s F2o 0 TRR2EASLT G T3 (2d)
Bo+BX+B% 5 f B foyi= -1 pk s > 7k & M>0 auig i o
SVC FEZThafzdiE M B~ ddc o S BRMELFFE 2

W EREDEERET LN A iﬁl:’i BARMART 5 &2 %



BRER>LAHONEE 40T B4.7 (A)

X,

SVM ﬁﬁ{ﬂ * kernel & #ic »

4.7 (B) :

=+ * 2 =.
. * o*
b |
- .:. L ] .
e ., $ .
.
[=I o ® o8 o®
st .’ggl
L4
L] .‘ -
N 2 .
. -.":
77 I
T T T T T
—4 -2 0 2 4
Xy

(A) SVM & ;2 g @ A 32 7 3, B

X

442

A

SVC # &

d

ke e B

(B) SVM * Kkernel =4 5 3c%

AL kR © Jamesetal. (20130 % 9 &)

Bl 4.7 1 SVM i & R 32
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kernel & #cf ¥ & ;xs,fj}u{— BHE kTR ERK
Frigar (Ta) R e FIL 2 MR AT R

Input Space Feature Space
®] 4.8 : kernel 3£ 8% &0 #icor &, B

;‘I&ﬁzé‘? 3.4 > SVM fr&;{ﬁ;~ BB id b S Hche T

Max. M
Bo.siK B,

P
sty B,
i1
P P
Yi(Bo+ 2. By + 2. BipX) 2 M (L—¢;), Vi=1L n
i1 =1

&, ZO,Zn:gi SC,Z’):ZZ:/B’J?I( =1
i=1

j=1 k=1
He CE_ & A ¥ (cost function) o

SVM e B ass AR 1 f(0)=4+) a(X%)=6+D K(XX)

ieS ieS
s kernel @ K(X, %) =XX

i1 i

bt kernel 5 7 4 -
LK 53858 KOXX)=(r+7-%%)" ed>0, - 4 r=0>y% % & (1/n) -

2. Radial kernel :K(xi,xj):e“"xj o L A BB LY > 5 F B R
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2] Eﬁxﬁrﬂi o

d 02 F 3 4R s SVM3 i g A e 4B
IE""TE‘?;?%%T'F‘}i’éSVMﬂEﬂ?fﬁ‘iﬁxiﬁ—J‘lTﬁ'—rs\iii’@j
—:3]] IEJ = ﬁi}‘\. ﬁ,\,J‘ L

n P
COSt'Z Lg(yi - y.)"‘ZIBJZ ’
i=1 j=1

B o L() & & 7 &g > A5 > Cost S i = & fd o
Ed R H AL E o PR &T% (ridge
regression) & i #c 2 z‘éﬁz‘é & 3 % (neural networks) g &
% 7 (weightdecay) # 7> Fla i E A Ln 3 £ 48
AHE R AP Ry SYM e s gy e

B SVM o S i B Y 0 g i A G FEiTe
it B oo e §_o g Im 3 glm o ﬁfﬁifﬁ I AKX A SVM ¢
AEMAYTERYVHYEFTHR I MmAF LR SR FF
#%éiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’i%&%ﬁﬁwjmrﬁ}iﬁﬁ;

222 A 7w E 2 (Genetic Algorithms, GA)

AFwmE 2P EANPIF PP F o BARF IR 2R o
GA R d Fit4 b Bmypit@Asm k4T B 4.9 5 Kuhn
and Johnson (2013, p.497) :

2 8] & 2_numeric P > SVM £ W % Support Vector Regression (SVR) » ¥ &2 it 4 07 iR
FA - R* ASHSEFERF A FEAS L FAH 6 SBERFE > 2R G FiE frig
A B4 o GRS Pl o Tl ﬁi}é}‘,@gﬁ)’ﬁ PA g LGARRE S T o GRS
i; Foo M2 SE(FIER -

32



Parents Reproduction Children

33 33
4§ §

Crossover (.‘m.xso\ er Mutation

Location

O

COLOLOL®

LOLOLOLO
OL
OLO(.&&

L‘L‘LLLL
LOLOLQL

B 49: A %% &2 B

\\\?{r
<l

AFFE 2B AT R FE T Y
Kuhn and Johnson (2013, p.498) #1if 4c T

1 Define the stopping criteria, number of children for each generation (GenSize),
and probability of mutation (pm, % %1 &)

2 Generate an initial random set of m binary chromosomes, each of length p
3 repeat

4 for each chromosome (# # ## %) do

5 Tune and train a model and compute each chromosome’s fitness

6 end

7 for reproduction k = 1. . . GenSize/2 do

8 Select two chromosomes based on the fitness criterion

9 Crossover: Randomly select a loci and exchange each chromosome’s genes
beyond the loci

10 Mutation: Randomly change binary values of each gene in each new child
chromosome with probability, pm

11 end

12 until stopping criteria is met
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o bk o AFR R E § B EE Y fe R b ey it ks
Ris A4 - B ®H loci @RS (mutation) 13 ¥ TR
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁié’%i%ﬁ%4ﬂﬁﬂ o A FlW B 2
1t E o Hd - ®Ar A (GenSize) W BT A p L
Fedt - W4 A BT - X (GenSize/2) F
(reproduction) » = ,?e—l?\lpuﬁ BIFeiE o — B EAF B &
PR S pmol 2t 5% BB F B r AR g se s 2 v KNN

T S SESR A S

N

223 pHIVBEREY (Automatic Machine Learning,

autoML)

At HOwai T A H Ehp LS BRE Y582 v
Zp B EEY o &I B IREAS % 640 H,O.glm £

B HO BB & - - it AT - H 08l £F & eiE R
gﬂg EF'?"&E'T:& ) éi’éd{iﬁl}#ggﬂﬁa ;'éi"'}!:;‘z-l;‘ N AE]J- ’{F'KE-"’E’

Jrs
2

BEREIE N § O o NP g
BRES VS > sk EFRER
FY (M4 KL)% A&+ (random forest) ~ — 4k i fﬁti
WA s R ES B FE (gradient boosting machine) ~ % #

(naive Bayes) ~ & #f # = (stacked ensembles) FE oK
N ARk ES BI R AT S X RAFE BN A
A e S %o B s B fE o (stacked ensembles) & & 4
B chip Rl o AW EEY o2 5L R g

(committee approach) » #f i 3L 3+ ¢h3g B T 3572 (forecasting
average) o » f]%—&L;su » TR & B gL S HpO.autoML it R HE
PR DA E - FRESF VD o A A e

BN ToELs RSk o

M
«H
A
T3
v
R
we g

s
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HO 25 B EF YV R v § RFTFEDFERF A
BH o A2 < 2O ik (features) T3 2 i 2 1
RpGLEFRFTHEFAGHE - o7 B 4.1

= train_tbl

value index.num diff year year.iso half quarter month month.xts month.1b] day hour minute

0 431136000 2.68e6 1983 1983 2 3 g 7 August 31 0 0
0 433728000 2.59e6 1983 1983 2 3 9 8 september 30 0 0
0 436406400 2.68e6 1983 1983 2 4 10 9 October 31 0 0
0 438998400 2.59e6 1983 1983 2 4 11 10 November 30 0 0
0 441676800 2.68e6 1983 1983 2 4 12 11 December 31 0 0
0 444355200 2.68e6 1984 1984 1 1 1 0 January 31 0 0
0 446860800 2.51e6 1984 1984 1 1 2 1 February 29 0 0
0 449539200 2.68e6 1984 1984 1 1 3 2 March 31 0 0
1 452131200 2.59e6 1984 1984 1 2 4 3 April 30 0 0
1 454809600 2.68e6 1984 1984 1 2 5 4 May 31 0 0

B 410 H,0 22 <~ E W 874 8HE

%72 4. LSTM

R E Y 2 F kY F o A G & yr# (pattern
recognition) > % H_% 7 FF R B S IR P AT E O o 3 B FER T A
B AT AR B E T EF 5 R R
m,vﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁWOWﬁ%w

CRAREEFLFTHEVR L - BABFTHE K
Wit A 2 SRR e

2y
~my

o
s
™
e
]
Ay
W
&y
Pt

—

G

FREEY N SRS HN R sfr S g ad dks &2
FABRK oA Ed FE 2 \ ‘

T heng A gk E o LSTM $A1 2 & L@ afe g4 S Ri
(RNN) ehpr g 1A 2 2B F - B2 EF A B LY @



FABRF - A>3 2o uidme 2 km@izgd 3@ o
B2z oTR2EFE A APz a5 2FH T R
TATL Y o o BALaE A SRERITEZRIFALEE o b
e - FR PR FEREE BRI A R EE R A X
R TRAR TR ARET L T REER o T R
411 Z & > RNN #3441 % T3 Fu Blaoprin i®
) %‘t* 7/\ ]°
E A j
(A) RNN 7 it [¥]
® ® ® ®
D by ol ol T
A = > » A » A
(B) Unrolled RNN
L kR - Olah, C. (2015), “Understanding LSTM Networks,”
https://colah.github.io/posts/2015-08-Understanding-LSTMs/.
B 4.11 : RNN % [
BP 2o AL - BgA SRR BEFHE T X frid
@h’ﬂ@%mar%&m+~ﬁﬁ®ﬁi1*ﬁ%°
- HFEFTAFTER R ALIL(A) PR - AN G
T 2ot 2 F o RNN VAR 5 40 F 3 % 948 & (RNNs) »
FRHAENLBLIBH KL EE R Bt B 411 (B)
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Wi g A o B RNN 2 k& %> 8 5 5 4p M o

Traditional ML algorithm

dog

cat

Input layer Middle layer Output layer

Deep Learning

N\

dog

Lololololole-3
Xalelalalala

18 cat
Input layer Middle layer Output layer
B 412: BABEL Y iR 5T ot i
R4 REAPESTYOFATY B EE Y L
B AF A gkt o RNNs (5 & v fied 2 8% » &

B 3 e F F FF @ (speech recognition) ~ #F 3 o A
(language modeling) ~ %% -~ B s i
FoXr A AR DEFEY G TEE >V 4 B Karpathy (2015) 5
g M o RNNs chip e 4 8 & 0 8§ it
CETD RN NS ¥ SN

- % =

2= > Xe (F

(image captioning) *

g\

® http://karpathy.github.io/2015/05/21/rnn-effectiveness/
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RNNs H ¢ — @i » a3t a2 d 5 g i b
FooBpARFRD T FlEFREAPRZTAREITIN LS
FEES B Ak T E - BERER N IR TR
FdE S A e & A PR F 8 Y T % e 3 “There are many
birds flyinginthe 7> FE R &6 - B> F > HF NiFE 71 F
BT 5T RPEENET E D “sky?e AAFRT
MHALITETE =82 PP > RNNs ¥ @ * 52 2
LEY > TR 413X e Xy ¥ EF Yso

® ©
TT ?l

> > > b
Ll > Ll Ll

3&&»&3

R &R - Olah, C. (2015), “Understanding LSTM Networks,”
https://colah.github.io/posts/2015-08-Understanding-LSTMs/. -

Bl 4.13: A RNN: B¢ * 54 0 4 8 ¥

Ra 2 S HERTAFPZTREL ALY o bl PRF
KT % a3 “l was born in China... I speak fluent 7
KPR - B>F oA LERTBYFT - BF
T F o Edrgk RN frﬂ/"*,%{ﬁ/ygg'gg{é@ E EFH,T&;;%.% AT

L =32 Bz dixx @ RNNs
RZEVRANLELE S M2 IRELED R -

2% ks RNNS 7 4 32 £ #p 2o ff iR > A P JE E B

SHco Ea MR RGBT E o 23 RNNs 7 %+

T L

TR EEYEBRINAL 2 A AR A KA (vanishing
gradient problem) TR SREMRE & E IR T
£ ¥ > ¢ & & 1+ (long-range



2.

x5 F_ i
“%
2,

dependencies) #-A| it G FIEE o M PE BB sk & Heh )
* DL4J £ 3 7 RNN 7 LSTM % % -+ 44 3 LSTM %

o

4o SVM » LSTM « i 4 AR(P) 12 2 4% {v % & % 4F

AR EE . T AL G A E AP R grid

search -

(z) FRIZE
AR AN S BRI AR T REF R ER R
£ t£ (precision) ~ F1

»
e Big s A 0 & FEE (accuracy) ~ H
fv Kappa e t i fotFmigr® 7 SR E T2 | 2R > i
i3t 0fr 1o 4% % 4% 45 - F1 4o Kappa Al % 3@l 5 T |, &
Wi o A km s FLEE /43 04 1 4% % 4% 4% ; Kappa #

BAMN-14 1l A3 0487 o FHHFHRP o7

Actual
DL I 8 0 1
0 C=312 B=40
Predicted
1 =1 D=4

d R R e SR e T SR

1. 2% (Accuracy) @ ik~ 7 2 ¥ & RIFPIE S (SRR Yes/No

Gii FE%) » T (C+D)/(A+B+C+D) - 31325;4=88.52%
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BRI L 5 =0.874+0.0112=0.8852 (= © 3+ 5 4 ¥t & & > )j*m
accuracy)
312+40
P (Bl2+0)+ ( ) (440 30861640652 .
= T‘ v "1 357 357 ’

0.8852-0.866 _ 0.1417

Kappa =
PP 1-0.866

it
q’:
|

Kappa i i 5 Epl 3 & cnfp € > 15 ¢ R & 3 40T L

A 2> 45 A
SRR REF,

¥ % ¥ 1 ; Kappa

-1<Kappa<l: % Kappa<O0 # B % F* & &
Kappa=0- P Z ¥k % % = > d
>0 HPRERZFRFEFANFIPBIEENRA - HG LR
@D 4o% 0<Kappa<0.40 - R P B8 FEZ%R 7 £ 4 2
£ 40 % 0.40<Kappa<O0.75 Rl P £ 3 ¢ 3 BV £ 4F 1% ;
4o % Kappax0.75- /REZ L U R R R E 5 EFH¥ L 454 o
WhFLZIPIAPRBE- HhEFEFRLERR DT

&
& )

X

4

Kappa coefficient £ - & 563+ & it 4p > T i w] 2 [ 0w fd e ﬁa"ﬁ fﬂ M "i‘uiﬁ EE

HlE Hﬂ*?';“?ﬁ'“f#*ip*ﬂ B “B " Hﬂ%’ﬂ\ﬁ:iﬂ Ko DFP TREAS R
- FREOOR RS PRB R o B Y R g TR m%}% ) L m R A
Poa ¥ ERIPPI TS TR AL ‘ﬂ%wﬁ-m*ﬁiéﬂ %#Eﬁ WP LI EdE By (F
EE N R ok IR E R ) R T

(A+C) y (B+C) N (B+D) 8 (A+D)
(A+B+C+D) (A+B+C+D) (A+B+C+D) (A+B+C+D)

40




EAFR  REPBFFE IR O

4. F1 Score= ——————, Recall=C/(C+A) FL % 0fe 12 '

S
Precision Recall

48R o

() BARF

PHEANAAFE TR R A A KR
1 $ - B (B9 #2)

(1) B &RMEHEA (B8 o 28 5 g0
(Logit) » g {0, 1} p 1% % % -

(2) A K AFERI{0, 130 p & % B o

(3) mPEEY g P HES R LR B

i i 4t -
(4) Ha ARy -
2. B omEB (B REL)

S BEFWEFTY 22T ECRBEFY (autoML)
fo LSTM » 23 @ 4R 24 en F o B4 o

5ﬂﬁ%@a;¢ﬁwﬁﬁiziﬁ,ﬁ@ﬁm%%i*ﬁﬁ*’#yiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ$&i
&i&—ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&$ﬁ%ﬂ,aKmmﬁ%%{ﬁﬂJi@?&ﬁﬁoﬁ&@*
+ > 4o Landis and Koch (1977) 1R 4 B L g * il 8 gz b > k4477 B3 %o L GUpk
A8 i Kappa:}gfﬁ':"n]%frz P HEEFD TR TEFATBEE YRR LR &
PEF P B el ¥t - #3388 % Kappa 4p #% (Peker, 2016; Kuo and Chen, 2020) -
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(#) BEHP

BETYEEE T RS SRR Y S Y
PR § R B R R TR By e

(www.stock-ai.com) B~ > fw & F B 4o T o

LR LS S
EREE G NFAFEERFREDR  hles AR
o RS H - ki FRYPEF S 1961/1~2016/2
(% 14 = j5 %) -

A gk

IPI_TWN : 4 41 %4 2 43 % - 1961/1~2019/12

LD_OECD : OECD “4g ia‘%ﬁt > 1961/1~2019/12

LD G7: G7 é?f;t:}ﬁ& > 1961/1~2019/12

LD_NAFTA : NAFTA éﬁisfﬁﬂt > 1961/1~2019/12

LD_US : ¥ R4 + 47 #c - 1961/1~2019/12

COIND _US: £ |k Eﬁ“:}ﬂﬁi - 1961/1~2019/12

LAGD_US : £ &% {s 4p ¥ - 1961/1~2019/12

NTDUSD : > H s 2 ~ & - 1961/1~2019/12

M1A @ 4 % (o %E 374 %) . 1961/7~2019/12

M1B @ 4 i f % i H x4 %) 0 1961/7~2019/12
M2 @ & % s g (—g £ %) o 1961/7~2019/12

. QuasiM_NTD : # [ % (7 § #74 %) - 1961/7~2019/12
quasiM_USD : 2 ¥ ‘b (B B ATE ) - 1961/7~2019/12

quasiM_postal : 2 {7 > #RpTiEE kA (P 8 ATE ) 0 1961/7~
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.
24,

25,
26.

27,
28.

29.

30.
31.

2019/12

Deposit_money : % 4% b % (B & #74 %) - 1961/7~2019/12
reserve_money : 5% b (B F ATR W) o 1961/7~2019/12
deposit_FI: x4 (§ % &£ mi84) (7 4 A74 % )-1961/7~2019/12
deposit_demand_MF1 : 4% (W & id) > EF B L @ 7
B2 (F §#74 %) - 1961/7~2019/12

deposit_time_MFL : w4 (p " & fid4e) > £ 5ol * @ TR
%% & (F 8474 %) - 1961/7~2019/12

deposit FX_MF1 : 34 (f ' &@iste) > £ F ok 4 @ o
5 (F & 374 %) - 1961/7~2019/12

deposit_postal_MF : 4% (F ' & phigte) > $RociiF w4 (F F
F74 W) ° 1961/7~2019/12

deposit_government_MF : 5 4% » Fcfpir 40 (F & A74 %) - 1961/7
~2019/12

ACRS : } # i%-chfid 415 % o 1961/7~2019/12

Loan_INV_1: {#fedt 7+ f % & feistf (F 8 A74 %) - 1961/7
~2019/12

Loan_INV_2: { #4c F» B4 (F 474 %) 1961/7~2019/12
Loan_INV_3 : FaAc 7 » 2 &4 F (F § 474 %) - 1961/7~
2019/12

Loan_INV_4: | fife i 7 5oy (7 4 #74 %) - 1961/7~2019/12
Loan_INV_5: R acfrdi > W7 £ ¥ (F #8474 %) - 1961/7~
2019/12

Loan_INV_6 @ et > #4455 (F § 474 %) - 1961/7~
2019/12

TWIL & g 3% 4c f2 %5 1 4p #c - 1968/1~2019/12

TWII trans : 32 &2 438 (F 7 > 7 &) - 1968/1~2019/12
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32.
33.
34,
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44,
45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
ol.
52,
53.
o4,
55.
56.
S7.
58.

ForeignReserves :
creditl :
credit2 :
credit3 :
credit4 :
credit5 :
credit6 :
credit7 :
credit8 :
credit9 :
creditl0:
creditll :
creditl? :
creditl3 :
creditl4 :
creditl5 :
creditl6 :
creditl? :
creditl8 :
creditl9 :
credit20 :

IR (FHE 7)o 1969/3~2019/12

EIEm A 4 LHE S - 1972/1~2019/12

IR &3 L S E A 0 1972/1~2019/12

Ew kT X LHE S o 1972/1~2019/12

&% A AR 0 1972/1~2019/12

&P 0 F A2 pER © 1972/1~2019/12

AR R A2 REIR C SORHBM - 1972/1~2019/12

ERisi : PARE R J{Fj‘ﬂ—_ ¥ . 1972/1~2019/12

ERIE C FARE AR ¥ AR o 1972/1~2019/12
e ¢ﬁ¢ﬁﬁf§ B A pba (LD) - 1972/1~2019/12

%‘ AR £ 2B 4 H40 (EN)1972/1~2019/12

-QT\:

® LAk AR REIR o 1972/1~2019/12
B % - 1972/1~2019/12
R % - 1972/1~2019/12
% 4 B A% A o 1973/10~2019/12
D3 £ ° 1975/3~2019/12
A 1975/3~2019/12
DB w 4 o 1975/7~2019/12
D5 7 £ - 1976/5~2019/12
A 1976/5~2019/12
DB w 4 o 1977/3~2019/12

Wt

;‘i)‘—gﬁftg)tl)v\'ﬁ LA

SO R N

T

47K

AR !

TWN_Unemp : % % ¥ & - 1978/1~2019/12

credit2l :
credit22 :
TWN_labourNetTurnover :

fjl&éj IE %&,%%-E . /r’ﬂp lpq ﬂ? I{F ’r}\ ° 1980/1’\“2019/12
£ %S () FEREE 5 A0 - 1980/1~2019/12

EAE Y HE # - 1980/1~2019/12

CPI: 4 #if % % + i 47 ¥ - 1981/1~2019/12

Export NTD_million @ 4 # !

o (025 ) o 1981/1~2019/12
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60.
61.
62.
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64.
65.

66.
67.
68.

69.

70.

71.

72,
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.

Export_USD_million : & # 31 (02 % <3+ ) » 1981/1~2019/12
Import_NTD_million : £ #f:& v (02 553+ %) - 1981/1~2019/12
Import_USD_million : 4 #:& - (10 % =3+ 1) - 1981/1~2019/12
LD_TWN : 4 447 % 45 # - 1982/1~2019/12

LD_TWN_detrend : 4 ##47 £ 47 #ic (2 *448%) - 1982/1~2019/12
LAGD_TWN : % #% {5 ip ¥k - 1982/1~2019/12

Tax98 : ¥ ¥ 4> 12 B * # & T 5 (NDC_data_SW.xlsx, tax) -
1982/1~2019/12

Tax98 - 4% # fa.fijz (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, tax) » 1982/1~2019/12
Tax98 : | 4~ fi. (NDC_data_SW.xlsx, tax) » 1982/1~2019/12
Cl12: %3 ¥ % ¥ # #R% % (NDC_data_SW.xlsx, confidence) -
1982/1~2019/12

EM14 : 2LR $30F 3% & o2 8 (T30 WP S FIHRAL § % 2 o
(NDC_data_SW.xIsx, labor) 1988/1~2019/12

TO4 : 4 (T8 E (% 2 2) (NDC_data_SW.xlsx, traffic) » 1985/1
~2019/12

T95 : S 4% b & qz » (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, traffic) > 1985/1 ~
2019/12

credit23 : v #E R T 3 H  F F& - 1985/10~2019/12

credit24 © v @ T 3 H ¢ v - 1985/10~2019/12

credit25 : # R T 3 H ¢ A ¥ - 1985/10~2019/12

credit26 : 3% ¢ 73 4217 1 &3+ - 1987/5~2019/12

credit27 : Hix A3 4205 ¢ g E4eB 4 (EN) o 1987/5~2019/12
credit28 : 3 A% ¢ T3 47 1 Foft o 1987/5~2019/12

credit29 : B P 427 © 4 {7047 i X o 1987/5~2019/12
credit30 @ PR RAT ¢ RPN 4LET (f 457 B EAR411(7) o 1987/5~
2019/12
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88.

89.

90.
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94,
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97.

credit3l : ¢h 7 B A% ¢ £ 3 0 1987/5~2019/12

credit32: OBU * 5 522 & ¥ o | A0 & & 2 1987/5~2019/12
credit33 : OBU : # % 2b & gl 4 ¢ 24 % - 1987/5~
2019/12

credit34 © “h R pi ik ¢ ¢ F 4L Ay & {7 (LBFB) - 1987/12 ~
2019/12

credit35: FEg L Lt # e By ent B - 1987/12~2019/12
credit36 : 7 EE A L @ @ 45 Byfent @ 0 1988/7~2019/12
credit37 : i { H BA A RPMARF S MFRE AT E
4#2i7 (DB) - 1988/7~2019/12

credit38 : i i F fAx A 1 DB: PLE - 1988/7~2019/12
credit39 : iy 7 'ﬁ B3 A% DB: % E 332 - 1988/7~2019/12
creditd0 : i} % ¥ {0 A 1 DBt d fi - 1988/7~2019/12
creditdl: 5} % % R4 & % :DB: R 141§ # - 1988/7~2019/12
creditd2: ;{3 —‘F'f pPAc: A :DB:H s i 7 B 45 -1988/7~2019/12
creditd3 : :ZZH P4 T AT FP AT P FHRE AR ER
7 » 1988/7~2019/12

‘)\,T
o

P22 : 1 £ 2 A dp -4k g £ (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, prod)
1988/1~2019/12

P23 1 £ 2 Adp -7 ¥ Wd £ (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, prod) -
1988/1~2019/12

IP24 : 1 ¥4 & A g ¥ 5 % (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, prod) - 1988/1
~2019/12

IP25 : 1 %4 & 458+ & & JR4F 52 £ (NDC_data_SW.xIsx,

prod) » 1988/1~2019/12
IP26: 1 % 4 & dpdc-+ @54 £ (NDC_data_SW.xlIsx, prod) -
1988/1~2019/12
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107.

108.
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112.
113.

P27 1 1 % 2 A G E-2 e bRy Us W ¥
(NDC_data_SW.xlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12

P28 : 1 % 2 A dp - 75 Wiz ¥ (NDC_data SWxIsx, prod) -
1988/1~2019/12

P29 : 1 %2 Adp -2 © Wiz ¥ (NDC_data SW.xIsx, prod) -
1988/1~2019/12

IP30: 1 ¥4 Add-T 4 2 % F # k¥ (NDC_data_SW.xIsx,
prod) » 1988/1~2019/12

P31t 1 %4 Adp8c-* ki gk (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, prod)
1988/1~2019/12

Price23 : % 7 At i % % sk (x4 ) (NDC_data_SW.xlsx,
price) » 1982/1~2019/12

Price24 : § &+ @ ip ¥ (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, price) - 1982/1~
2019/12

Price25 : & v # i dpdc (¥ - %3+ ) (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, price)
1982/1~2019/12

Price26 @ 1\ v 4= i dp#c (* - %3+ ) (NDC_data_SW.xIsx, price)
1982/1~2019/12

riskl : peil I © 7 & ¢t pEIRF - 1961/7~2019/12

risk2 @ A% R ARfIF ¢ WP T < 42(7 ¢ L3230 1961/7~2019/12
risk3 : 28 FAHAJIF WP T <4207 TH - B0 19617~
2019/12

risk4 : 7 " 3 > 5 dp 8 0 BIS 1 2010 # =100 : j % - 1963/10
~2019/12

riskb: T & FHFIF WP T ~ 7L~ & 01975/7~2019/12
risk6 : ¢h %t R d R E A LT R E T30 1979/1~2019/12
risk7 : @ ¥ &4 f05 - = %3 313 30 =% -1980/11~2019/12
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114.risk8: £ 2 3415 © = 3 #:31 3 90 = - 1980/11~2019/12
115.risk9: B ¥ Z 3415 1 = & #:91 1 180 < -1980/11~2019/12
116. risk10 : £ 2441 F 1 4% ¥ :1 3 30 = - 1980/11~2019/12
117.risk11: % £ 2 359] 5% 14> %% #:31 3 90 % -1980/11~2019/12
118. risk12: 7 % £ 45415 14 %7 #:91 3 180 % -1980/11~2019/12
119.risk13 : T R T W &% 1% 2 90 = - 1980/11~2019/12
120. risk14 : ¥ #3285 4415 1 91 1 180 = - 1980/11~2019/12
121.risk15 : o £35#E % ¢ Fpfk ¢ ST 35 0 1981/1~2019/12
122.risk16 : . E ~ %%k 3 T 3. 1983/10~2019/12

123.risk17 : T B H &5 1 X LRk © 0 1988/12~2019/12
124.1isk18 @ 54 & & & © FH 5 0 1988/12~2019/12
125.1isk19 @ HF 0% & % 1 2E 50 1 58 0 1988/12~2019/12
126.1isk20 : F 2% 4 % ¢ EE 3 T - 1988/12~2019/12
127.risk21 @ HF4c8 & & 5 ¢ 2 5 4c - 1988/12~2019/12
128.risk22 : Fic o £ 5 ¢ H o A ob s AR 0 1988/12~2019/12
129.risk23 : s H £ 5 ¢ BEA & 0 1988/12~2019/12

M FEREEASp 1961 F 17 05 662 B 5 ECERlp 1988 £

12’94:“‘,%”1/%'“%7 r A £ B gEY 12 B2

%E%%$°;&—%i£%%o%ﬁ%ﬁé:%ﬁiﬁﬁ
BRSE R P RAEESET RGBT A 5
'ﬂ:%"pr»' BA - o s (s EH A 1982/1 chdicdy 0 = 68
¥ oo P F P A foih % mainData.RData - &k » F § £ 3 4

Rl T LD A

FOAMTECAETCE SR REE > K~ i (input
variables) X 7 @ #& : % - A8 68 L 4 dicdp o % - A A+ 7
FAEFEEFEHCEFF o AP RY =B E 0 B 129 Bz
MR as 10 Bop o b2 ¥ 3 2 (independent
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component analysis, ICA) ~ ™ 4p i G B EL 2 5 i & 5 3

pES

21
"_'

(princi

pal component analysis, PCA) ~ fo 12 & % £ fic4p L

Fendi E A E o R M GEELSHL S A FRL ]
A AR Rl T3 F B BlicR 4.1 (A)
(B)r P4t MR <> 03.7% 2R » % 4p M

R E e S B 10 BHS O INHEY £ R L e

P E e 2B 4B FSF o ICAR - ~ g B ik T n

p-value -] >* 0.02 52 #& » 2~ 20 B b= %]+ > B 4.1 (C)
6 B & &

Percentage of explained variances

Percentage of explained variances

Scree plot of variance proportion, Corr=FALSE
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Scree plot of variance accumulation, Corr=FALSE
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Percentage of explained variances

Percentage of explained variances
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Scree plot of variance proportion, Corr=TRUE
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ICA for P-value < 0.05

ICA1
2
|
ICAB
2
1

ICAZ
ICAT

ICA3
2
|
ICAS
2
1

I I I I I I I I
1980-01-01  2000-1-01  2070-01-01  2020-01-01 1980-01-01  2000-01-01  2070-01-01  2020-01-01

(C) ICA 7]+
B 41 55 kB

MTRE RRIFERFRF A SRR

% - I che B A &3 2 1 glm (generalized linear
model, & % #U{%#31) > RF (random forest, % 4 k) SVM
(support vector machine, #* ¥ & £ #) fr rpart (4 % & ¥ #,
decision tree) -

Yo EA B2 D HOal g it B E Y autoML
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Data, Models & Lags

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_rpart_LX6_t4 1 PCA cor_glm_LX3_t2 1
raw_rpart_LX5 t4 1 PCA.cor_gim_LX2_t3 1
raw_rpart_LX4_t4 1 PCA cor_glm_LX2_t2 1
raw_rpart_LX3_t4 1 PCA.cor_glm_LX1_t3 1
raw_gim_LX6_t1 1 PCA.cor_gim_LX1_t2 1
raw_glm_LX1_t1 1 ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t3 1
PCA.cor_rpart_LX1_t2 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LX5_t3 1
raw_glm_LX2_t1 0.923 ICA_svmRadial_LX4_t3 1
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_{2 0.923 ICA_svmRadial_LX3_t3 1
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LX1_t2 0.923 ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t3 1
PCA cor_rpart_LX6 _t3 0.923 ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t3 1
PCA cor_rpart_LX2_2 0.923 2} ICA_rpart_LX6_t3 1
ICA_gim_LX1_t2 0.923 © ICA_rpart_LX5_t3 1
raw_gim_LX5_t1 0.885 o5 ICA_rpart_LX4_t3 1
raw_glm_LX4_t1 0.885 % ICA_rpart_LX3_t3 1
PCA.cov_gim_LX4_t2 0.885 8 ICA_rpart_LX2_t3 1
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t2 0.885 E. ICA_rpart_LX1_t3 1
PCA.cor_rpart_LX3_t2 0.885 % ICA_rf_LX6_t3 1
PCA.cor_rf_LX3 t2 0.885 o ICA_rf_LX5_t3 1
PCA.cor_gim_LX4_t3 0.885 ICA_rf_LX4_t3 1
PCA.cor_gim_LX3_t3 0.885 ICA_rf_LX3_t3 1
PCA.cor_glm_LX2_t3 0.885 ICA_rf_LX2_t3 1
PCA.cor_gim_LX1_13 0.885 ICA_rf LX1_13 1
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t1 0.885 ICA_glm_LX6_t3 1
ICA_gim_LX2_t2 0.885 ICA_glm_LX5_t3 1
raw_rpart_LX1_t4 0.875 ICA_glm_LX4 t3 1
raw_rf_LX6_t4 0.875 ICA_glm_LX3_t3 1
raw_rf_LX5_t4 0.875 ICA_glm_LX2_t3 1
PCA.cor_gim_LX5_t3 0.846 ICA_gim_LX1_t3 1
ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t1 0.846 ICA_gim_LX1_t2 1

0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.00 1.01 1.02 1.03

Index Values Index Values

(A) &zt (Accuracy) (B) ## &z (Precision)
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Data, Models & Lags

raw_rpart_LX6_t4
raw_rpart_LX5 t4
raw_rpart_LX4_i4
raw_rpart_LX3 t4
raw_gim_LX6_t1
raw_gim_LX1_t1
PCA cor_rpart_LX1_12
raw_rf_LX6_t4
raw_rf_LX5_t4
raw_rpart_LX1_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX6 t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX5_t4
PCA .cov_glm_LX4_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX3 t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t2
ICA_glm_LX1_t2

PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_{2

PCA cor_rpart_LX2_t2
raw_gim_LX2_t1
PCA.cov_glm_LX4_t2
raw_gim_LX5_t1
raw_gim_LX4_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX2 t2
PCA cor_rpart_LX3_t2
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t1
ICA_glm_LX2_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX6_t2
PCA.cov_glm_LX5_t2
ICA_glm_LX1_t1

F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.8
0.80

1
1
1
1
1
1
0.947
0.933
0.933
0.929
0.909
0.909
0.909
0.909
0.9
0.9
0.889
0.889
0.857
0.857
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.829
0.818
0.818
0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
Index Values

(C) F1

B 6.1 & AR E T 78 & b i 30 % e

1.05

Data, Models & Lags
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raw_rpart_LX6_t4
raw_rpart_LX5_t4
raw_rpart_LX4_t4
raw_rpart_LX3_t4
raw_gim_LX6_t1
raw_gim_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_rpart_LX1_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_t2

PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_t2

PCA.cor_rpart_LX2_t2
raw_gim_LX2_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX4_t2
raw_gim_LX5 11
raw_gim_LX4 t1
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_{1
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t2
PCA cor_rpart_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_rf_LX3_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX6_t2
PCA.cov_glm_LX5_t2
ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t1
raw_gim_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX1_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_11

PCA cor_gim_LX4 13
PCA.cor_gim_LX3_t3
PCA.cor_gim_LX2_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX1_t3

Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

086

0.839
0.839
0.83
0.83
0.806
0.764
0.755
0.755
0.755
0.752
0.752
0.752
0.723
0.692
0.692
0.669
0.662
0.62
0.62
0.606
0.606
0.606
0.606
0.7 08 0.9
Index Values
(D) Kappa
o L & 3

S wH I

0.917
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Data, Models & Lags

raw_rpart_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX1_t4
PCA cor_glm_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_glm_LX4_t4
PCA.cor_glm_LX3_t4
PCA.cor_glm_LX2_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LX1_t4
ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t4
ICA_svmRadial_LX5_t4
ICA_svmRadial_LX4_t4
ICA_svmRadial_LX3_t4
ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t4
ICA_rpart_LX6_t4
ICA_rpart_LX5_t4
ICA_rpart_LX4_t4
ICA_rpart_LX3_t4
ICA_rpart_LX2_t4
ICA_rpart_LX1_t4
ICA_rf_LX6_t4
ICA_rf_LX5_t4
ICA_rf_LX4_t4

ICA_rf LX3_t4
ICA_If_LX2_t4

ICA_rf LX1_t4
ICA_glm_LX5_t4
ICA_glm_LX4_t4
ICA_glm_LX3_t4
ICA_glm_LX2_t4
ICA_glm_LX1_t4

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.038

0.05
Index Values

(A) & 7zt (Accuracy)

0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.10

PCA cor_svmRadial_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LX2_11
PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_t1

Data, Models & Lags
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PCA.cor_rpart_LX6_{1
PCA cor_rpart_LX3_t1
PCA cor_rpart_LX2_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX5_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX4_t1
PCA cor_rf_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX2_t1
PCA cor_rf_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LX5_11
PCA cor_gim_LX4 _t1
PCA.cor_gim_LX3_11
PCA.cor_gim_LX2_t1
PCA cor_gim_LX1_t1
ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t1
ICA_rpart_LX6_t1
ICA_rpart_LX5_11
ICA_rpart_LX4_11
ICA_rpart_LX3 t1
ICA_rpart_LX2_t1
ICA_rpart_LX1_11
ICA_rf_LX6_t2
ICA_rf_LX6_t1
ICA_rf_LX5_t2
ICA_rf_LX5_t1
ICA_glm_LX5_t2

Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

OO0 00 CO 000000000 CO0O0O0O0CO0DO0O0O0O0O000CO0O0O0OO0O

o
o
o

0.04
Index Values

(B) #FFx4+ (Precision)

0.08



Data, Models & Lags

PCA cor_svmRadial_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LX2_11
PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_rpart_LX6_11
PCA.cor_rpart_LX3_t1

PCA cor_rpart_LX2_t1

PCA cor_rf_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX5_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX4_t1

PCA cor_rf_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX2_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LX1_t1

PCA cor_glim_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_glm_LX5_11
PCA.cor_gim_LX4_t1
PCA.cor_glm_LX3_11
PCA.cor_gim_LX2_t1

PCA cor_glm_LX1_t1
ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t1

ICA_rpart_LX6_t1
ICA_rpart_LX5_11
ICA_rpart_LX4_t1

ICA_rpart_LX3 t1
ICA_rpart_LX2_t1
ICA_rpart_LX1_11
ICA_rf_LX6_12
ICA_rf_LX6_t1
ICA_rf_LX5_t2
ICA_rf_LX5_t1
ICA_glm_LX5_t2

F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months

o
Data, Models & Lags

OO0 O0COCO0OO0O0O00D0DO0O0O0DO0DO0CO0DO0O0ODO0OO0OD0O0O0O0ODO0OO0OOOCO

e
o
o

0.04 0.08
Index Values

C) F1

raw_rpart_LX6_t1
raw_rpart_LX2_11
raw_rpart_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX6_t2
raw_rpart_LX4_t1

PCA.cov_glm_LX1_t3
raw_svmRadial_LX6_1{2

ICA_glm_LX5_t2
raw_rpart_LX5_t2

raw_svmRadial_LX5_t2
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LX5_11

ICA_rf_LX6_t2

PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t3

raw_gim_LX2 t4
raw_rpart_LX2_t2
raw_rf_LX4_t11
raw_rpart_LX6_t2
raw_rf_LX3_t1

PCA cov_rpart_LX6_12

PCA.cov_rpart_LX5 t2
PCA.cov_rpart_LX4 12
ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t1

ICA_rpart_LX6_t1
ICA_rpart_LX5_t1
ICA_rpart_LX4_11
ICA_rpart_LX3 11
ICA_rpart_LX2_t1
ICA_rpart_LX1_t1

ICA_rf_LX6_t1

ICA_rf_LX5_t1

Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

-0.633
-0.582
-0.576
-0.453
-0.309
-0.226
-0.221
-0.209

-0.168
-0.15
-0.15

-0.144
-0.128
-0.125

-0.119

-0.093

-0.09

06 04 02
Index Values

(D) Kappa
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-0.079
-0.078
-0.078
-0.078
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
0.0



Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_glm_LYX6_t1 1 PCA cor_glm_LYX3_t3 1
raw_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.962 PCA.cor_gim_LYX3_t2 1
raw_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.962 PCA cor_glm_LYX2_t3 1

raw_rf_LYX1_t3 0.962 PCA.cor_glm_LYX2_t2 1
raw_glm_LYX5_t1 0.962 PCA.cor_gim_LYX1_t3 1
raw_glm_LYX1_t1 0.962 PCA.cor_glm_LYX1_t2 1

PCA cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LYX6_t3 1
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t3 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LYX5_t3 1
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LYX4_t3 1
PCA .cov_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LYX3_t3 1
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.962 ICA_svmRadial_LYX2_t3 1
a PCA cov_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.962 2} ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t3 1
s PCA cov_rf_LYX1_t2 0.962 ® ICA_rpart_LYX6_t3 1
] PCA.cov_glm_LYX1_t4 0.962 o3 ICA_rpart_LYX5_t3 1
2 PCA.cov_glm_LYX1_t3 0.962 2 ICA_rpart_LYX4_t3 1
B PCA.cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.962 3 ICA_rpart_LYX3_t3 1
= pPCAcor_svmRadial_LYX1_t3 0.962 = ICA_rpart_LYX2_t3 1
£ PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.962 2 ICA_rpart_LYX1_t3 1
o PCA.cor_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.962 o ICA_rf_LYX6_t3 1
PCA.cor_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.962 ICA_rf_LYX5_t3 1
PCA.cor_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_rf_LYX4_t3 1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX1_t4 0.962 ICA_rf_LYX3_t3 1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_rf_LYX2_t3 1
ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.962 ICA_rf_LYX1_t3 1
ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX6_t3 1
ICA_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX5_t3 1
ICA_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX4_t3 1
ICA_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX3_t3 1
ICA_f_LYX1_t3 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX2_t3 1
ICA_rf_LYX1_t2 0.962 ICA_glm_LYX1_t3 1

0.975 1.000 1.025 1.050 1.00 1.01 1.02 1.03

Index Values Index Values

(A) &zt (Accuracy) (B) ## &z (Precision)
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Data, Models & Lags

F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_glm_LYX6_t1 1 raw_glm_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.979 raw_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.913
PCA cov_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.979 raw_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.913
PCA.cov_gim_LYX1_t4 0.979 raw_rf_LYX1_t3 0.913
PCA .cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.979 raw_glm_LYX5_t1 0.913
PCA cor_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.979 PCA cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.913
PCA.cor_rf_LYX1_t4 0.979 PCA.cov_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.913
ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t4 0.979 PCA.cov_rf_LYX1_t2 0.913
ICA_rpart_LYX1_t4 0.979 PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.913
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX2_t4 0.957 PCA cor_rpart_LYX1_t2 0913
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX2_t4 0.957 PCA.cor_rf_LYX1_t2 0.913
PCA cov_glm_LYX2_t4 0.957 & ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.913
PCA cor_rpart_LYX2_t4 0.957 ﬂ ICA_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.913
ICA_rpart_LYX2_t4 0.957 o5 ICA_rf_LYX1_t2 0.913
ICA_rf_LYX1_t4 0.957 2 raw_glm_LYX1_t1 0.906
raw_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.941 8 raw_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.842
raw_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.941 E. raw_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.842
raw_rf_LYX1_t3 0.941 2 raw_rf_LYX1_t2 0.842
raw_glm_LYX5_t1 0.941 0O pCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA cov_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA.cov_gim_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA.cov_rf_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA.cor_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA cor_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.941 ICA_rpart_LYX1_t1 0.842
PCA.cor_rf_LYX1_t2 0.941 ICA_rf_LYX1_t1 0.842
ICA_svmRadial_LYX1_t2 0.941 raw_svmRadial_LYX2 t2 0.839
ICA_rpart_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA.cov_rf_LYX1_t1 0.839
ICA_rf_LYX1_t2 0.941 PCA.cor_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.835
ICA_svmRadial_LYX2_t4 0.933 ICA_rpart_LYX1_t3 0.835
ICA_rpart_LYX3_t4 0.933 ICA_rf_LYX1_t3 0.835
0.93 0.96 0.99 1.02 1.05 0.85 0.90 0.95
Index Values Index Values

(C) F1 (D) Kappa
B 6.3: & AR T 3| & 5 R 30 £ cnficd| e & 1 ox
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Data, Models & Lags

raw_rpart_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX5_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX5_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX4_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX3_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX2_t4
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LYX6_t4
PCA.cor_rf_LYX6_t4
PCA.cor_rf_LYX5_t4
PCA.cor_rf_LYX4_t4
PCA.cor_rf_LYX3_t4
PCA.cor_rf_LYX2_t4
PCA.cor_glm_LYX6_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LYX5_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LYX4_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LYX3_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LYX2_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LYX1_t4
ICA_rpart_LYX6_t4
ICA_rf_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX3_t3
PCA.cov_glm_LYX6_t3

PCA cor_svmRadial _LYX5 t4
ICA_rpart_LYX6_t3
ICA_rf_LYX6_t3
ICA_rf_LYX5_t3
ICA_rf_LYX4_t3

0.038
0.038

0.05 0.10
Index Values

(A) - 7z 4+ (Accuracy)

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115
0.115

0.15

0.154
0.154
0.154
0.154
0.154
0.154
0.154

Data, Models & Lags

raw_rf_LYX4_t2
raw_rf_LYX3_t2
raw_rf_LYX2_t2
raw_gim_LYX4_t2
raw_glm_LYX2_t2
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX6_t3
PCA cov_svmRadial_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX5_t1
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX6E_t4

PCA cov_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_rf LYX5_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX4_t1

PCA cov_rf_LYX3_t1
PCA.cov_rf LYX2_t1

PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX4_{1
PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX3_t1
PCA. cor_rpart_LYX6_t1

PCA cor_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX4_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX3_t1

PCA cor_rf_LYX2_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX6_t1

PCA cor_gim_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX4_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX3_t1

PCA cor_gim_LYX2_t1
PCA.cor_glm_LYX1_t1
ICA_rpart_LYX6_t1
ICA_glm_LYX5_t2
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Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

OO0 00 CO 000000000 CO0O00CO0O0O0O0O0O000CO0O0O0OO0O

o
o
S

0.04
Index Values

(B) # Fx4+ (Precision)

0.08



raw_rf_LYX4_t2
raw_rf_LYX3_t2
raw_rf_LYX2_t2
raw_gim_LYX4_t2
raw_glm_LYX2_t2

PCA cov_svmRadial_LYX6_t3
PCA.cov_svmRadial_LYX6_t1
PCA .cov_svmRadial_LYX5_t1
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX5_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX4_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX3_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX2_t1

PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX4_t1
PCA.cor_svmRadial_LYX3_t1
PCA.cor_rpart_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX4_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX3_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX2_t1
PCA.cor_glm_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX4_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX3_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX2_t1
PCA.cor_glm_LYX1_t1
ICA_rpart_LYX6_t1
ICA_glm_LYX5_t2

Data, Models & Lags

F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months

o
Data, Models & Lags

OO0 O0COCO0OO0O0O0O0D0DO0O0O0DO0DOCO0ODO0O0ODO0OO0OD0OO0O0ODO0O0OOOCO

e
o
o

AR 53

raw_rpart_LYX6_t1
ICA_gim_LYX6_t2
ICA_glm_LYX5_t2
raw_svmRadial_LYX6_t2
raw_rf_LYX4_t1
raw_rpart_LYX6_t2
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX6_t4
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX6_t2
PCA.cov_rpart_LYX5_t2

PCA cov_svmRadial_LYX5_t1

PCA.cov_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX5_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX4_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX3_t1
PCA.cov_rf_LYX2_t1

PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX4_t1
PCA cor_svmRadial_LYX3_t1

PCA cor_rpart_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX4_t1
PCA cor_rf_LYX3_t1
PCA.cor_rf_LYX2_t1

PCA cor_gim_LYX6_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX5_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX4 _t1
PCA cor_gim_LYX3_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX2_t1
PCA.cor_gim_LYX1_t1

ICA_rpart_LYX6_t1

Bl BBk 30 4o e

Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

-0.633

(D) Kappa

04
Index Values

-0.09
-0.08

-0.078
-0.078
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
-0.076
0.0



(=) gl

W w44 B 3 4 /2 2 (Model Uncertianty) £
¥ I % > ® 29 Rabinowicz and Rosset (2020) » ¥ F &
AN R FT R EfR BT E ST R 4 & (correlated
data) R 4% - @ @ % K-Fold CV ¢ é,%:;)z BE hIp Rl ki o A

* 3pp| T 3272 (forecasting average) f#4&- @ APk B
dpte o & B A 1082/1-2016/2 3" U Hp 37 R| & IR & 4F ch 50
3 TR )jfaiiﬁ B4p G 50 B B4 PECA o R
i B oY 50 Benf] B T e Bifhow BjE T
R H Tim- = A 4 2016/3-2019/12 4% A ¢HE R > B % 4e
# 6.1A & 6.2

1.3 ARJE : xR ¢ e o F F §F HHRE sz ¥ 14
ARG 2016 E 20 gt LR B LBER B RS
15 Ao chfpoRdy » H 2L B h 50 BH > v HE T
kA A IERIESE 0 £ 2016 E 3 7 L 23 B0 b
WEY -1 2018 1 S g L EHFI3B Y iy o
32019 & 2" ZE KBRS 16 FRAFED -

2 6IA: AR F HRE £Y 1516 BHEIER (& AR F)

bR % R ORED ED 2R
2012.01 2014.10  2016.02 33 16 49
2016.02 2018.01  2019.02 23 13 36
2019.02

SLEAERE R 4oT 4 4 6.1B
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% 61B 4 4% 7 % 15 (AT

PredAveOnlyX
2016/3/1 1
2016/4/1
2016/5/1
2016/6/1
2016/7/1
2016/8/1
2016/9/1

2016/10/1

2016/11/1

2016/12/1
2017/1/1
2017/2/1
2017/3/1
2017/4/1
2017/5/1
2017/6/1
2017/7/1
2017/8/1
2017/9/1

2017/10/1

2017/11/1

2017/12/1
2018/1/1
2018/2/1
2018/3/1
2018/4/1
2018/5/1
2018/6/1
2018/7/1
2018/8/1
2018/9/1

2018/10/1

2018/11/1

oO|lojloo/looojlo|jocojloo|Fr|(FP|FP|IFPFIFP|IFIFP|IF|IFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFPIFP|PF
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2.

2018/12/1
2019/1/1
2019/2/1
2019/3/1
2019/4/1
2019/5/1
2019/6/1
2019/7/1
2019/8/1
2019/9/1

2019/10/1

2019/11/1

2019/12/1

N IR I R ===

$ ARE gt @ ARJF S % o 5 15 Tk 6 B 5 2
B0 oo BEE A0 2018 & 30 0 B RE ART (S 2 B
Vo 52019 & 40 o qpd 2ok oo B 5 2019/12 4 gk i R L

EAN S mANFAH o R BERE B R AR IE 3 P

LR o

%62 2R F BHRE 3T ¥ 1516 BHRIER (5 ARIE)

R B BR WEN S 2R
2012.01 2014.01 2016.02 33 16 49
2016.02  2018.03  2019.04 25 13 38
2019.04

7 raw data 3" 3 3t

A~ & 12 LSTM % H,0 = ﬁiﬂ’?}i‘.%‘f W32 EF3R-LSTM
024 2 x 18 ) PBF o HLPEFERRE ARG R

B 4T B > Bz A rawdata B H* F ER - ERAEY A<
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MACF R OB ARG AR ARG R o Y
ERRAGER  BEHET BB PBEEY ST

H,O et 2. m — 4% » (AR E Y LSTM F] 3 & £ efi
A eiRlEY R A Y i R Cache size o Tt R A diovg o]t aEHES
BEH B 230 B0 PR 23B Y o HARY R B3t 299 B Y R
25 7 o

Console  Terminal Jobs p—

(3 start Local Job 4

RCode LSTM_raw.R Succeeded 3:35 AM 24:17:56:51

RCode_LSTM_Comp.R Succeeded 1:33 PM 1:04:11:26

2
=

L
Ln
[
e
()

RCode_LSTM_Comp.R.  Succeeded 1:15 PM

[ =]
i
o
]
o]

RCode_LSTM_Comp.R.  Succeeded 3:38 PM

(<) FE R

FRAEY RS S 0 A R RS EEA RS2 A
4130 B > 3 & 4o

1. SER G re e F 30 BH A 2 L& > 4B 65977 DALl FE
AR ’X:%/Ez%zégt#i‘PCA"‘vié (£ % B i Ap B % ¥
FE) % LSTM & iaid 90% 7 +F 5 @ e it
S oom 30 BHRA L mreE 1l @ fg R #ic
% ~PCA= 2 (2% B ph lcmeL) ¢ » 11 |CA
> F2%amz LSTM~ 2 X 2 h4s#cdp2 HO ® & F1L 2
moX s R4-BIp 2 PCAZ 2 (2 B2 BN pH ke lL)
% e LSTM > F1 #23% 70% 17 + 5 @ & #-3] Kappa 4 31
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—

B FLAp e

FERE B L D30 BHA 2L > 4rB 6.6 77 1 DAL FE
B2 6 > X 5 B8 o LSTM -~ ICA = 2 %% b H,0 o
TS I 35%; Qe e oo 30 BRA S
A FEEIE L 00 & 504 PCA S 2 (& %8 #icd 4p B 4 ik
EE) %2 ICA 3 #E% %2 LSTM 2 H,0; ® & F1
S X 200 PCA =2 (X% PHKAAM GHREL) A
ICA = ;% % a7 LSTM 2 H,O'Fl1 3 % 0;@ & #3] Kappa
ik R FlAp il o

) TRl

A B XL R F IR B 0 % 2 ¥ 2016-2019
AR Fr HE TR AGIER o B EAo i 6.3
6.4 :

H,O.autoML : & H,O0.autoML ¢ | % & i evm 27 B i
Al s > BHIF R TIE F 15 X @I%\mr? W4 3 2017

-h_‘\

12 7 » g 18 @ ' fckEH 0 % 2010 & 6 0 Il B R
OB 4% 16 = 05k o oW 0 F A 2010/12 04 1k i 2k Hie

=3

N IR LTty

%63 L 8F F BHRE 53Ty 1516 B R (H.0.autoML)

bR B BR O WEY D 2R
2012.01 2014.01 2016.02 33 16 49
2016.02  2017.12  2019.06 22 18 40
2019.06
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2. RNN-LSTM : & RNN-LSTM g | & R & g cvmn 57 B #-3]
BE O PHPR T BRI AFHAIIEIT  FEEFI

I AL o

%064 4 8F F FH% 5% 15 16 75357 (RNN-LSTM)

RN L BR OB KHEP 2EE
201201 201401 201602 33 16 49
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P~ Bmp

)ﬁ% FhRABRRTUOELF R Z22 A BEEY G
PIHCA > RREF g R IR F R %S Y =04
sk dp =1} » F] e {0,1} e a‘f%fr&{ﬁﬁ o dr R FF R B AR B
¥Hor A i&ffﬂﬁ?éﬁﬁ" EREREELE®E AKTHEY 68 BiFH
R FLPILI 6 R ZFFHFETZALZAR
Boe )*Iﬁl?"\f‘:ﬁrﬁ TR F R R o F P AR
2016/3-2019/12 B > 2 i Fx * 35 p] T 352 (forecasting
average)- g p| T 3592 ﬁvédﬁﬁ?{i&é;ﬁ%j FxFFRHE
Fled A AR gk ARy GE TS
LA ELERORET VRS R f&%’ﬁﬁf— !
~#® %% > 4r RNN-LSTM &4 % : RNN-LSTM & i® & & ¥
E N RPE LI 0 e £ fs A 2016-2019 ﬁﬁé‘i * gL
B0 T L A iE R fe ® (over-fitting) RPAE > B FE Y 2B

w B A 5 A A R

]

P

B HE AL FEFREY PR A IR E R
Hdrh 2 otz do 2 g HE - #3 » a 4% 5 BRI o
g ] T 35 (forecasting average) - * % H,0.ai #74& & p #

L =B E Y (autoML) &5 o ,T*fl BT > A & chaE R
s H_ @k RBIEF

i » ARV T g amy 0 LFFEINHENY o
4L 4p & (correlated data) A X H R HIE R BE 0 B
Rabinowicz and Rosset (2020) - = # 3 w3t #H o 45 # P
S ES 0 K-Fold CV & T EF 3 ApiRM G 75 K
FARRIFL - FHRSFECLEINESE  SBEHERA
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Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_LSTM_LX6_t7 1 raw_LSTM_LX3_t5 1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t7 1 raw_LSTM_LX3_t4 1
raw_LSTM_LX3_t7 1 raw_LSTM_LX3_t2 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4 1 raw_LSTM_LX2_t2 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4 1 raw_LSTM_LX1_t5 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t1 1 raw_LSTM_LX1_t4 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4 1 raw_LSTM_LX1_t2 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4 1 raw_autoML_LX6_t1 1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4 1 raw_autoML_LX4_t1 1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4 1 raw_autoML_LX2_t1 1
PCA.cor LSTM_LX4 t4 1 raw_autoML_LX1_t1 1
@ PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4 1 @ PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4 1
@ PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4 1 © PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4 1
o ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4 1 o8 PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1 1
2 ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4 1 2 PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t1 1
B ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4 1 B PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4 1
= raw_LSTM_LX6_t2 0.958 = PCAcov_LSTM_LX1_t4 1
& raw LSTM_LX1_t6 0.917 2 PcAcor LSTM_LX6_t4 1
0O pCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1 0.913 O pPCAcor LSTM_LX5_t4 1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t1 0.913 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t3 1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t3 0.875 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t1 1
raw_LSTM_LX3_t3 0.875 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t4 1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1 0.87 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4 1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1 0.853 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t1 1
raw_LSTM_LX5_t6 0.833 PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4 1
raw_LSTM_LX2_t6 0.833 ICA_LSTM_LX5_t1 1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t3 0.826 ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4 1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX1_t3 0.826 ICA_LSTM_LX3_t1 1
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t3 0.826 ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4 1
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t3 0.826 ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4 1

0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.00 1.01 1.02 1.03

Index Values Index Values

(A) &zt (Accuracy) (B) ## &=+ (Precision)
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raw_LSTM_LX6_t7
raw_LSTM_LX4_t7
raw_LSTM_LX3_t7
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA cov_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4 _t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3 t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4
raw_LSTM_LX6_t2
raw_LSTM_LX2_t7
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX86_t1
raw_LSTM_LX1_t7
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t2
raw_autoML_LX1_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t2
raw_autoML_LX2_t1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t5
raw_LSTM_LX3_t5
raw_LSTM_LX1_t5

Data, Models & Lags

F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.833
0.8
0.783
0.769
0.75
0.743
0.741
0.737
0.737
0.7
0.647
0.647
0.647
0.7 0.8 0.9
Index Values

(D) F1

B65: FREY

N QU O U U U R U W G G

Data, Models & Lags

raw_LSTM_LX6_t7
raw_LSTM_LX4_t7
raw_LSTM_LX3_t7
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4
raw_LSTM_LX6_t2
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1
raw_autoML_LX1_11
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t2
raw_autoML_LX2_t1
raw_LSTM_LX1_t6

PCA cor_autoML_LX5_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t2
ICA_LSTM_LX6_t2
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Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.903
0.744
0.701
0.685
0.672
0.593
0.559
0.528
0.467
0.409
0.406
0.406
0.401
0.383
05 0.7 0.9
Index Values
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Data, Models & Lags

PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX6_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t4
raw_LSTM_LX6_t6
raw_LSTM_LX4_t6
raw_LSTM_LX3_t6
raw_LSTM_LX6_t3
raw_LSTM_LX5_t3
raw_LSTM_LX2_t3
raw_LSTM_LX1_t3
raw_LSTM_LX6_t1
raw_LSTM_LX5_t1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t1
raw_LSTM_LX3_t1
raw_LSTM_LX2_t1
raw_LSTM_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t3
raw_autoML_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX1_t1
ICA_autoML_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t1
raw_autoML_LX4_t1
ICA_autoML_LX6_t2
ICA_autoML_LX5_t2
ICA_autoML_LX4_t2
ICA_autoML_LX3_t2
ICA_autoML_LX1_t2

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0

[=elolle]

0.0

0.083

0.083

0.083
0.125
0.125
0.125
0.125

01

0.167
0.167
0.167
0.167
0.167
0.167
0.174

02

Index Values

(A) & 7zt (Accuracy)

0.24
0.261
0.261
0.265
0.304
0.32

0.324

0.324

0.324

0.324

0.324
0.3

Data, Models & Lags

PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t2
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t2

PCA.cov_autoML_LX6_t1

PCA.cov_autoML_LX5_t1

PCA.cov_autoML_LX4_t1

PCA cov_autoML_LX3_t1

PCA.cov_autoML_LX2_t1

PCA.cov_autoML_LX1_t1
PCA cor_LSTM_LX6_t3
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX1_t1

ICA_LSTM_LX6_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX6_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t2
ICA_autoML_LX6_t1
ICA_autoML_LX5_t1
ICA_autoML_LX4_t1
ICA_autoML_LX3_t1
ICA_autoML_LX2_t2
ICA_autoML_LX2_t1
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Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months
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o

0.04
Index Values

(B) #FFx4+ (Precision)

0.08



Data, Models & Lags

PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t2
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t2

PCA.cov_autoML_LX6_t1

PCA .cov_autoML_LX5_t1

PCA .cov_autoML_LX4_t1

PCA.cov_autoML_LX3_t1

PCA .cov_autoML_LX2_t1

PCA cov_autoML_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t3
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX1_t1

ICA_LSTM_LX6_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX6_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t2
ICA_autoML_LX6_t1
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‘4 B % #-3]4-k 2. Sampling variations
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3. o A AP IR ’]J‘C‘fﬁﬁﬂ’\‘%%
VoA A B FAT LEP AoieiF H

TR AT ¥ R AL 2
¥ 1l 15'— 7—“%35 Qf“} °

gul

=) (forecasting average) , 5 B
B LA R o AR B R
m e WEEY A
BRI E
Ao x 2 AFG fé’?f;ﬁ_—'\ FoE B
JAPTILLF X
3. H ik iTE )T}WE‘

(forecasting average)

faf'%mﬂfg_‘\ ’

i e

£ i) -
~ T 2 — 0 ¢
VRS R }\ iF é‘,

5 B A en3E
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PrELILL

gAY R

B 40T 0 8 TR TR -

4, IR B 7 R R & PEECGOIE R £ R
B R 0 AoTE R B AT R (R F R
TR AT FREH 56 ) t=4
it FEM L 100% o e f t=1 e R E
38% > F @ = IRl B A A o o
*%%ﬁﬂ%&%%%ﬁﬁﬁ’%im%

Bl o

& j\,{ﬂ

>3

5%ﬁiim%@§mmﬂ%m&%¢
50 & ﬁ;:'q'J v BT is . g‘ﬁ:’g
v R34 A el T

2L2_FE R o
g‘f%’if o

6. 73 2wmpt 4 BRbEFRES
GG U AR A L AIER
B4 A A R L 30 BRI
DI th-t7 2 i

% =d = AR TN
R e

1=
BIEREEZLE RT]

Rl % > e 32 (pp.93-95) # 7

AR R o dep i o

4 WEREY S ¢ FFTREEET
Pmd 28 od 37 b ERERL
R B L R
BFAREIF - ppFFYV s
B A RHFAL % f

k2 & T 33 (forecasting average) -

‘;\\}

5 ¢ (pp.93-95) #% 7| 7F iR
HR o 4 WP o 35 50 B A i A
A kg BEEE S
accuracy # & = 50 Z o X

5 P\ <

&) 4o &
ERr /5
4w 50 Lentis, g Tia.

6. FREF Y LSTM F]5 & £ 58
R ok fopl R A Y K f
L S AR
st o k% o3t 230 B 7 0 Rl 23
B1 oo Hepy R Gyt 299 B
RIFE 25 W2 o

Cache size » F]p*

146




ERALRE
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F & = 78RR
S

U'
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EXSIN

SRR

AR ERFA  HEEE

TRIMEE
PR

— FIRERELUEE 1/3

STETTTTE

1. ARFIFIREE L5129 ([ - 1B RIF IR S H 64 (BB S UE T 1T -
MR AN T 24 FE TS T RE Ry RSB » FoRIMAEED » FIRERS
AR B EERS IR -

2. RSB oy - R (T R R A Y (Generalized
Linear Model, GLM ) 7 logit fEHIEVAIC ~ BIC %EHI75E H iR AE 8T
g B FE 4384 (Principal Components Analysis,

PCA) - DIFR(REEEILET -
3. HHA e TR JRIE SR (confusion matrix) 75 25 {EfEiZ ]
2% Ry E R RS e > S RS EE e

MEREZR HIEMEFHEER - SUERRER B IEREFDHIER 2 Eh ] -
Ry IERETE IR R Ry B e > R FI RS ( Sensitivity ) -
FEHERE ( Precision ) ~ PR Hf43 (Precision-Recall Curve ) EFEFEIE -

4. AWFEZ SORKEIRAR e B - et 2D SR 0 EREfr
E?ﬂ‘iﬂj‘:fﬁiﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁrﬂ?{%%ﬁ\?‘%EZ@%ﬁﬁ ~ (ERZFRGETTIE

5. EEEAHTF'EJF?WU BERHELATERHEME > {#FK-fold Cross-Validation #5:R

i AIREEE R DA R R - FONIRAT AR, A A HER -
HEERAE [ RETRIPE L - PR (R — B RHETES > DR A

Bg s A EEER -

6. 16 EIIREE3 17 (AR | SR TR URE
eI -

» FEET

1. 68([HEE RS —(EIPI_TWNELZ 28 T 2L FETE S - RIS fIERAY (1961/1
~2019/12) o FAMRZHE T A FERENEZN  (SENANEILE
1988/1 » 10{EFEFENY T A EER - W AA —(EAREEIE R DR -

2. AIC/BICETT > jedftat LHIIEIE - MIEAZELNE S E B ERIEE - AK
JF AR W 125 73 PCARI— (BT R ATICATT iR 4k (Rpp.49-50) - #fjt
Fses 8 JMIELMHEHE=E -

3. AFEALHITEETEN 2 /T > BEBBET SRR - BEREES > HtE
KREEZEZN - sFAEIEHE Rpp.39-41 - Ryte B BRGENAER » e
pp.39-415128% » W HIEUEERS] - DIFIfERIEREHS © [E4.1 (p.24) - AEER
IR {0=%R 0 1=E5R) > NEEAIpositive=0 > FHETEIR o AFEAMN
VO{EFEE - accuracy 2 E1¥HO, 1} FEMI ] - precision/2& [ BIEHET > kappa
B EBIRERTORNEEGTOER » bR fRIE#Sensitivity/recall 1Y 7575 °
F1HI 2 [F]i57% & Sensitivity/recal Y47 & F51Z -

4. EEGESURY IR KT S%A (pp.105-111) ©

5. ARSI GREHFHK-Fold » FEUHIEHEM I ASR24E H - st R ZEBATR
A% —FS o BB 4fE% FH Rolling forward - Ff ATECHI K 3B i 1 —F% -

6.E2BUEIE » BfHTEIE -



— JREERELUEE 2/3

(=) AR BEA

15525 HRIEAHIZEE I K-fold 52 EREGZRT - e GIZHNTS (Nested
Time Series ) XX XEGEIEITY » SAbTFEBIERD A S it 2 25

2%% SCRRIEIREES AR — B S F R S SUHRINE » PUT(E
3. 554 HiI TSR A EER S MR AL B A R (AR R (EAORSE D) - EIsHEE
A RIEERA MBS - IS HITERUE R RN HEE S0 - M
iR B R AR (. (B SRR R E B I 2 BRI R SRR TR

1. FRAIIAS X BB (R A ANE 4.5 ¢ B Eftraining i fikEEK-fold3Z Y BgsE
TERIER AT Arolling—Ek (24{E B) - EfFaa i N aads - [Oth R Tk
AT Z B EATRTE -

2. E2HEIE - #HHFEIE -

3. AR ES s (EEREVEOR AN - BRI AE R T4

(EEERAIRIREE LK - T H— (BRI SR H () A e -

Bilan > EARATHE TGRSR » BT —TAEERBNA - EAVHER BT iRE
% > R TSR i s B e A TR R B DARRAL - 4
HERE - BESCCT R T RAEEB TR ERTEE , » 4R ©

— HIRERELUEE 3/3

BT

1ATRFEERATEEL » BAEREES) (datadriven) ZF5E > H

AIRTSTERIZE 2019 ££12 F » MR RR & S BB TIEA - 5hak
IR R AR E M E D A R R B -
2. KW5E B R E AT 750 » BIN ELERE R S RUIRRE - S50

ShmETEE o TS A TR AN SR TN B R - B AT
TR IR AR FE IR - DURER A ATRE Z T FE 5 [

3. HR ST AR - WaEil 2 &5 R ATREA Ry BhIRRE - ST aR

B e 228 ] e (AT A 5 FROEET 8

4. BRI PRRIEA [ R BN R TR A PRI A A
(BEFARAREOR, ~ A SRIE ~ YRR /6 H1) fEt=491CHENM: /5100% -
{EAEt=1 (Y IEREM:£3.8% > KM Ry FURISTS R 22 IR H i oRoferE
TR IR B - sl IR R R A e ORISR -

5. ST T AR B A A 228 H FEDRIR B R (R Y50 (B Y - DUETTIR TR
T BRAAEEAFEIE ST R EE -

6. FIIFL A A R 4 (B RBIRF B Tt - oAt 2R & > fft
FEVEIE EL B THMRRT (8 e die 730 (AL > H{FReS-t7 2RI & o
AL AT R = R -

1. BRI E SR II R > JYEBEAIR DUREETRE M - L > Ry T IREE
FIARHEE PERIRE > Sef% FUHIER PR TEUHISE 35 77 7 Aforecasting average « 125
B K ETEHIGESE - TEHNFHI9EE T T -

2. A% (pp-99-100) FEATRREH - BB RUATMORSERS - AR HI#EREL
BRI T E 4R S THMISE (forecasting average) » /& —{E[IEREAYE

B o ARFEMIRILASERL - 2R E s AN TREZENH > SESRiEZn
[EG AR tIERR REEAFRIGER I > R UZSHAEN
TERIFATECH] o

3. B R AR R DL 75 45 & (forecasting average) 25 (I TEHISS

B BN (pp.93-95) F2FITENIGER - HIsEsREA -

4. PRERE A GRS B A FMAZER - R AEEREAERAR
[E5R, > PETRHIRIGE IRV RS B A R E - SRS EN AR
REBRIEALGER - HE T LRS- (forecasting average) -

5. BRI (pp.93-95) HEFITEHIGE R » H5EEREA © i250{E R IR
BV EAERIFER » fla0{kaccuracyBEFFRT504 o A& i E4ERTS04MY
Sy 0 B .

6. JEfE BB L STMER Ry KA SREARY B AR HARE A B BE 2 fCache
size » AR BIS /N ATAUEES, o SR flET 230(EH > HEX23(EH -
Her SRR st 299(@ 5 HER25(E A -



—_— \%D SN E s
1. ARZEF G EKEISHEEEY » IsE7 R imn BB EE TEH| 2 275 (learning by doing prediction) »
k2 FTEs data-driven o FEFALL - FRMIEFEFEE—(E "FI4R SRR T TEH] ) AV R ERIAERS
FRFIER 68285 > £1£1982/1 71| 2019/12 » EARH4H kST AY
A. ZH1: GLM, SVM, TREE, RF -

B.  &H2: H20.ai fJautoMLFIRNN-LSTM -

2. AREHRRGA LSBT EHK YRR S
A, (B B S R E A E A AR DI RE I - A T RE SR as 2 St A B4h - (HZ2 -
data-driven HYMESELEA RN EBHAIT] LIS RS TN - It - $%H] Forecasting Average R4 & 45 5 12 /= FEUHIIEREME -
B.  LSTMERESAZLNERE - NILs AR ERFMOATLESY - AT FEH20.1 f2HEAYBHFIEEC autoM A EHRY
HH - i B TR A S TN & - AER SRS BRI DI E R -
3. RFRAHFEES £ Rabinowicz and Rosset(2020) fCorrected CV IR ERIE 5 > $27T
forecasting average Y72 -

—_ %*%%iéﬁ% BAREY y —RBRAET AN OIRREWEKRERR > SHpleg =%
e S B0 A ER A AT - 1961/1~2016/2(% 14k 45 22)

TEEENT |BIR il BT it e
e 1954.11]  1955.11]  1956.09 12 10) 2
EAE 1956.09]  1964.09  1966.01 96| 16] 112
3 TEE 1966.01]  1968.08)  1969.1 31 14 45
TA5E 1969.1]  1974.02]  1975.02 52 12 64
EERi 1975.02]  1980.01]  1983.02 59 37 96)
y L oTEE 1983.02]  1984.05  1985.08 15 15 30
we  [SBT{EHE 1985.08]  1989.05  1990.08 45 15 60)
LU IsfERE | 1990.08]  1995.02  1996.03 54 13 67
EEE 1996.03]  1997.12]  1998.12 21 12 33
1078 | 1998.120 2000.09  2001.09 21 12 33
SLI0E8E | 200109 200403 2005.02 30 11 41
SE120EEE | 2005.02]  2008.03]  2009.02 37 11 48
SEI3TEEE | 2009.020 201102 2012.01 24 11 35
- woa Ly : 5140558 | 201201 2014.1]  2016.02 33 16] 49
SISO o 2 :‘ ‘ 6w, i 6. T 15 38 15 53

27 0128
X 01341
5 0136
10033
01.25¢
OL13¢
10058
085
10043
1047
PRI : 19 (3% i 615 5 J 1081
26| I/ 3 00208 6 615 2 3] 303 ) (AL .
287 19841071 i 0 2587 100302 0011 (0 652 609 17 a4 S 103966 26593

To616 Eero (2020) Predicting systemic financial crises with recurrent neural networks. Journal of Financial Stability, Forthcoming.
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16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.

A T AR o e

4R B R sE 0 BB 1982/1-2019/122 496848 input variables(out of 129)

LD NAFTA

COIND_US

LAGD US:
NTDUSD : 4 ¥ £ TEF - 1961/1~2019/12

MIA @ 24 G L3 EHEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
MIB: £ &% HLm(BEHEH) - 1961/7~2019/12

M2 BERRRLEE ENEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
.quasiM NTD : £ G (B EHEZH) - 1961/7~2019/12
.quasiM USD : £ §# > (B EHEZWH) - 1961/7~2019/12
. quasiM_postal : £ F¥ » LB L A A(E EMEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
. Deposit_money : £ & # (G EH 2 ) - 1961/7~2019/12

IPL TWN : 2 T ¥4 #4538 - 1961/1~2019/12
LD OECD :
LD G7 : G7AR 46 % - 1961/1~2019/12

: NAFTA%E 445 # - 1961/1~2019/12
LD _US : £ B48 %45 % - 1961/1~2019/12

D AR E S - 1961/1~2019/12

OECDAE #t45 3t » 1961/1~2019/12

2R %58 1961/1~2019/12

reserve_money : £ B (B B2 W) - 1961/7~2019/12

deposit FI : 7%

R(EH et (BEMEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
deposit_demand_MF1 : k(& ¥ & aetitd) > ©ERBA  FIMEREENEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
deposit_time MF1 : f73k( 8§ 2 akikag) - ©EMEA T M EFREEH L) - 1961/7~2019/12
deposit FX MF1 : 73 (& & atkis) » DERBEA D SMEFRE EHEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
deposit postal MF : 7722k (F ¥ 4 akthtd) » FRELEE A R(A BB EH) - 1961/7~2019/12
deposit_government MF : 773k » B 773 (8 &#72%) - 1961/7~2019/12

ACRS © A #E R by rk@ A £% - 1961/7~2019/12

Loan INV 1:
Loan INV 2:
Loan INV 3 :
Loan INV 4 :
Loan INV 5 :
Loan INV 6 :

T ARA R 0 B emmE(E BN L) - 1961/7~2019/12

BHRAEE > BR(AEEMNLHE) - 1961/7~2019/12
BHRMRE > @R BT(TENEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
BHMRE > BT EHEH) - 1961/7~2019/12
BHfEE  BALE(TENEE) - 1961/7~2019/12
BHRARE > RBARBENEH) - 1961/7~2019/12

TWIL 27 ot BRAE 45 3L » 1968/1~2019/12

TWIL trans : &£ X £Z(LET > BE) - 1968/1~2019/12

ForeignReserves @ SMNE & #5(F # £ 7T) ° 1969/3~2019/12
creditl : R4 4% © X FIkF - 1972/1~2019/12
credit2 : £ IR4 %8 | FEHAF K 0 1972/1~2019/12
credit3 © SF R E I X ZWRP - 1972/1~2019/12



36. credit4 : FRE K ERATEEK 0 1972/1~2019/12

37. credit5 ARk ¢ BEABER o 1972/1~2019/12

38. credit6 : 4 FkikA% T B AR RRER C BUFHM 0 1972/1~2019/12
39. credit7 : 4ahtkAS  BERABEER L BURLE - 1972/1~2019/12
40. credit8 : 4@k ¢ BARABEIR L AABAESR o 1972/1~2019/12
41.credit9 @ & ¥ A mRMAE T B2kgpbm (LD) - 1972/1~2019/12
42. credit10 @ &S aphg ¢ ¥ SMEA (ED) F2 - 1972/1~2019/12
43. creditll : 1z A &F4L ¢ BERRBER o 1972/1~2019/12

44. credit?2 : q:;ﬁrsmwﬁm& 3 @ F2k - 1972/1~2019/12

45. credit13 : AF4RMAE) - B - 1972/1~2019/12

46. credit14 : r]e?ﬁ&ﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁié x ¥ %% - 1973/10~2019/12

47. creditl5 @ 4BATAR | BATE - 1975/3~2019/12

48. creditl6 : 484TA R ¢ KA o 1975/3~2019/12

49. creditl7 : 4R4TARR © BE @4 o 1975/7~2019/12

50. credit]8 : H ¥ 24 4T E o 1976/5~2019/12

51.creditl9 : %% 23 1 k4% - 1976/5~2019/12

52.credit20 : HEZH  BEE o 1977/3~2019/12

53. TWN Unemp : &% % ¥ % - 1978/1~2019/12

54. credit2] : TR %R | FE RS AF 2K 0 1980/1~2019/12

55. credit22 @ S E(R) > FEHEEHFK 0 1980/1~2019/12

56. TWN_labourNetTurnover : £ % /%% % F 4 % - 1980/1~2019/12
57.CPI: &% &H W IB4a % - 1981/1~2019/12

58. Export NTD million : &% & o (22 & #3H8) - 1981/1~2019/12

59. Export USD million : %% # o (u;m*ﬂg) > 1981/1~2019/12

60. Import NTD million : &3 # o (32 & #3H48) - 1981/1~2019/12

61. Import USD million : % & o (22 £ 7T3HE) © 1981/1~2019/12
62.LD_TWN : £ 448 %45 % - 1982/1~2019/12

63. LD TWN detrend : % ¥ 48 545 ¢ (X FaAE %) - 1982/1~2019/12

64. LAGD_TWN : £ %1% 35 8 - 1982/1~2019/12

65. Tax98 : B ¥ # > I2MBA#4%F¥  (NDC data SWxlsx, tax) > 1982/1~2019/12
66. Tax98 : 42 44 .  (NDC_data SW.xlIsx, tax) » 1982/1~2019/12

67. Tax98 : & ##(NDC_data SW.xlsx, tax) » 1982/1~2019/12

68. C112 : #i& ¥ % ¥ 2 /2 A5 2 (NDC_data SW.xlsx, confidence) » 1982/1~2019/12
69.T94 : &5 3% TE (48N 2) (NDC _data SW.xlsx, traffic) » 1985/1~2019/12
70.T95 : 44 B ZE I ANDC data SW.xlsx, traffic) » 1985/1~2019/12

71. credit23 : TTHEE TG E D BT E - 1985/10~2019/12

72.credit24 : TTERE TG E BB - 1985/10~2019/12

73. credit25 © TR EEAFE KM o 1985/10~2019/12

74. credit26 © fF2k PR R 4RAT ¢ 3t o 1987/5~2019/12

75. credit27 © {53 TR ERAT T D EFEA (EI) - 1987/5~2019/12

]ﬂ



76.

77.
78.
79.
80.

81.
82.
83.
84.

&5.
86.
&7.
8.
&9.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94.
95.

96.
97.
98.
99.

credit32 : OBU : ##4 JF o mMiEe B4 - B K ° 1987/5~2019/12
credit28 : f72k @ AT A 4RAT ¢ BUAF o 1987/5~2019/12

credit29 : Bl P94RAT @ EEATOIRATIR A o 1987/5~2019/12

credit30 : MG R ¢ B P4RAT (3 TR ERBRAT) © 1987/5~2019/12
credit31 : s F 2 ¢ 3t - 1987/5~2019/12

credit33 : OBU : #%4 JF e akiday B3k ¢ JEE R ° 1987/5~2019/12
credit34 : B2k ¢ SN B HATARMS 4T (LBFB) - 1987/12~2019/12
credit35 : A X 2k ¢ GIFTEIEHY 1 {E - 1987/12~2019/12

EMI4 : E R £33 PFTREAR- L L THRBAR R4 HA G KL - (NDC_data SWxlsx,

1988/1~2019/12

credit36 : A £ 2 : GIF I ¢ {E - 1988/7~2019/12

credit37 : HEHER © KRI1E - BAERIT ~ ShEHRIT - PR H E48L4T (DB) ° 1988/7~2019/12
credit38 : W EF B2 K1 DB : R E - 1988/7~2019/12

credit39 : JHEE G2k k1§ : DB : B B{5¥E - 1988/7~2019/12

creditd0 : S HHE K k{E DB A EE K - 1988/7~2019/12

creditdl : JFHEF B2 k15 DB : B Ti@A B2k - 1988/7~2019/12

credit42 : HEHEB 2% - k{8 - DB : H4H & Bk o 1988/7~2019/12

creditd3 @ R G2k 1 RME ¢ B ABRAT ~ SNERAT ~ PRI E4RAT o 1988/7~2019/12
IP22 : T ¥ 4 & 45 3-8k # % £(NDC_data SW.xlsx, prod) > 1988/1~2019/12
IP23 : T ¥4 453 - A FE 2% E(NDC_data SW.xlsx, prod) > 1988/1~2019/12

P24 : T4 4 & 35 #0458 £ (NDC_data SW.xlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12

IP25 @ T ¥ 4 & 45 $- s R R AR A6 % B 1% £ (NDC_data_SW.xlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12
IP26 : T ¥ 4 & 45 #-R4r % 5% # % ¥ (NDC_data SW.xlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12

P27 : T4 3 #-FF4 B s % sl £ (NDC _data SWxlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12
P28 : T ¥4 F##-F A% ¥ (NDC data SWxlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12

100.1P29 : T ¥ 4 & 453 - A% % ¥(NDC data SW.xlsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12
101.1P30 : ¥4 Z43-FTH R A4 E(NDC _data SW.xlIsx, prod) » 1988/1~2019/12
102.1P31 @ T ¥ 4 & 35 #- %7](1’4%},@ ¥ (NDC_data SW.xlsx, prod) > 1988/1~2019/12
103.Price23 : RA-# & 35 R R Ae R (A% o #18) (NDC_data SW.xlsx, price) » 1982/1~2019/12
104.Price24 : % & %1% 45 3 (NDC_data_ SW.xlIsx, price) * 1982/1~2019/12

105.Price25 : =2 HiE45 # (A & % 118) NDC _data SW.xlsx, price) » 1982/1~2019/12
106.Price26 : ¥ 7 #1845 2 (A & #+118) NDC _data SW.xlsx, price) » 1982/1~2019/12
107.risk] : BECRAIE © A& © BEIRFE - 1961/7~2019/12

108.risk2 © A EGHAI X © BN R KRBT 1 T35 - 1961/7~2019/12

109.risk3 : EHEAFHRAIE : BN A KRBAIT : F3 0 —M@A © 1961/7~2019/12

110.risk4 © FE A ZE 2458 BIS @ 2010F=100 : & F &) - 1963/10~2019/12

111.riskS : BREAF AR - RN EKREEST - P 0 —&F 2 1975/7~2019/12

112.risk6 : SME @ BB REL D BATEE © 35 - 1979/1~2019/12

113.risk7 : HEZHEHE : —4HH - 1230 - 1980/11~2019/12

114.risk8 : M EZHE R F © T4 1 31290% - 1980/11~2019/12

115.risk9 : EZHEAIFE © —_&FH 1 912180K » 1980/11~2019/12

labor)



116.risk10 : B E Zy A% & T3 - 1£30K - 1980/11~2019/12
117.risk11l : BEZHEHE © & TH  31290K  1980/11~2019/12
118.risk12 : B EZ AR BT - 91E180K - 1980/11~2019/12
119.risk13 : TT#E T HAF KA1 L 1R 290K ° 1980/11~2019/12
120.risk14 © =] #h3% F $A 77 2 A1 % 1 91 2180 K © 1980/11~2019/12
121.risk15 : mﬁsfmﬂyﬂzr f& R ot T3 o 1981/1~2019/12
122.risk16 © % £ CEZ : B F3 - 1983/10~2019/12

123.risk17 : B EF/LE X BIEPF o 1988/12~2019/12

124.risk18 : fF2kEH 4% © FHIF 2 - 1988/12~2019/12

125.risk19 © 73R B4 F B E TR 1 FH - 1988/12~2019/12
126.risk20 : 73 M & F L EFHK  KH - 1988/12~2019/12
127.risk21 © 73R B4 % THFHR - 1988/12~2019/12

128.risk22 : 22k &M 4% @ AMbEH - SMEAF2 0 1988/12~2019/12
129.risk23 : 72k &4 % {52344 - 1988/12~2019/12

Factors Extraction

(A) PCA by Covariance (B) PCA by Correlation (C) ICA

Scree plot of variance proportion, Corr=FALSE ICA for P-value < 0.05
Scree plot of variance proportion, Corr=TRUE

ICA1
ICAB

xplained variances

oy

Percentage of e

ICA2
ICA7

o % 01% o " y 5 g o
i i . i . . . i i i 03
N PR 0§ 4 5 7 8 @ w 1
Dimensions Dimensions mn’
! = Wil
Scree plot of variance accumulation, Corr=FALSE Scree plot of variance accumulation, Corr=TRUE ‘
s o] \
54 § -
5 g : i
!

96.8% 99.2% 998% 999% 999% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

- H‘i‘g'!'mm‘ M i it

ICA3
ICAS

Dimensions



i

Tk 1 1982/1~2019/12 & 4 fl o 68 % 4 #

Fx N\ 2 (input variables)X A lﬂ'ﬁ?_

O H—MARGHIZOSEAFEYE

@ F-_#HILART \#ﬁziﬁﬁxéﬁ b2 l%
FATER R =B Ty A $TO8 1B AR FE & BE 4 A 718 ¢ 48 3L B/ F 74 (ICA, independent component analysis)
DAAB B A4 BB M3t B oY X A 7 75 (PCA, principal component analysis) ~ Fo A £ 45 B #8146 3t H 84
ERDF K RAARMGBERY ER Y BRLARA FTRRBAFTROEE - BFERGME
W E(MXE4.1(A) (B) » RIBH G BO0%G) AR FEAZ L » 3R A8 M ABUEM ST B 6y X h > BT
R F 5 3R LS BB E 0 X 0 BSE R F > ICAR] A = ui8 §F 8y p-value [ 7:0.02 & # »
ER6MEE LB F > 4o STEA4.1(C) -

3. HBMVNREE Koy =F(X,,) > p=1,2...6 = IR HH$1982/1~2016/23398
B » DIRERN B 29948 A 53t 45327 P4 10- fold & 3t AR
EETARSE A o Kk G AT B AR SAR o bt R — BB A 3R AR
AMB R By 5 0 OB 5 1A 0 HERET 428818 - 4% A 15288 AR A E S0
1178 58] kA 89 B S F52016/3-2019/12(% 685) - 2|4 #R21448 B > 8]
HA25M8 A » AR @ AT RS > IR & T X XEa3E 4y 10-fold -

NHmHﬂ

RS

RAEREN ZERALRER  FPEHHTERLDERRAE !

iF 7% M (Accuracy) ~ #5#E M (Precision) ~ F1fuKappa -

1. positive=0(W 45 #A)

2. EHEMFEEMEETRANA THE £ 0 HMANN0FL
AR AR ARAF o

3. FlfeKappaR|Z =R A "4 | B PAEA KA
@ FIEE N0l o A% KA S
@ KappaZtfd Ma-1Fu1 > K048 7T 3E »



-+ HH &I A
4. \%D7<$Y —1
AEFERT < glm, tree, RF, SVM

F— IR TR KRS BT A Wiy - LAd Binput variables & K8
YF(X,,)
y t=F (yt-pa Xt_p)
H—EREAREXAEHE T BE S AR RS TR FEH -
BB ERE > UBRABZRBRALER -

(—) &R yF (Xt-p)

F— ~ XRAE R




Color Key

02 06

£
a

Performance index: Accuracy

£ it =
5 R
Models used to train raw date
Color Key
0 04 08

Specifications of input variables

Color Key

0 04 08
E.
| |

Performance index: F1

EERESEERRRASRERERS
e

svm
gim
f
rpart

Models used to train raw data

Il
=
1

Performance index: Precision

Models used to train raw data

Specifications of input variables

glm

Specifications of input variables

0831Hierarchical clusters.pdf

Color Key

Performance index: Kappa

it
s
=

svm
gim

Models used to train raw data

F(X.,)

Specifications of input variables



Color Key

)
£

Color Key

4

Color Key

Performance index: Accuracy

[

Performance index: Precision

O

™

£
@

s
Specifications of input variables

rpart
gim

E
o

svm

=
S
g

Models used to train ICA data
Models used to train ICA data
Color Key

002 06
2]
B
Color Key

Performance index: Accuracy Performance index: Precision

Fl’—_l_‘ ¢ o s
—

Performance inde:

——_

Color Key

'3
Sk
Specifications of input variables

glm

=
k]
=

g

Models used fo train ICA data

f input variables

lons of

Specificatl

13 £
@ El

E £
o a

rpart
rpart

Models used to train PCA data by correlation Models used to train PCA data by correlation

Color Key

|

Performance index: F1

ations of input variables

€
]
e

€
@

glm

Models used to train PCA data by correlation

I3
Specifications of input variables

Specifications of input variables

Color Key

Specifications of input variables

Models used to train ICA data

Performance index: Kappa

£ =
el 8

Models used to train PCA data by correlaticn

£
3

Specifications of input variables



Color Key Color Key

Performance index: Accuracy Performance index: Precision

ﬂt

02 08

CERR
Specifications of input variables

Specifications of input variables
B 5

f

glm
svm
rpart

c £ tiniole used to train PCA data by covariance
B @

=
{2 Color Key &
= y Performance index: F1
Color Ke =
3 4 Performance index: Kappa
Models used to train PCA data by covariance .’_J
05 0 05
Lege 4
Legat4
Legn e
Lage s
L2
Legi s @ |
Laga 12 ﬁ
Lt &
Lgez =
Lotz 5
Legé_i2 g
Legz 2
Ltz O
Legi s &
sl
Lor §
Lz e =
Lot s Q
Lago 11 &
Legz 11
Legt 11
Laga_t1
Lagétt
Lags t1
b~ £ b= £ k= £ © =
& 15} =
3 = =) a a E)
2
Models used to train PCA data bv covariance Models used to train PCA data by covariance

(=) #mA . yt=F(yt-p’ X,))

F— o XRAEREHIK

Specifications of input variables



Color Ki . Color Ke
So. Performance index: Accuracy e

Performance index: Pre

-

02 06 1 L
— Laga
L2 1
Loz 1 Lagt_n
Lz v
Lag3 8 Legs. 1
I ot st
Lag3.2 Lag_t1
2.2 a2
L Lagt
L5 [
Lage Lagt 2
Lags 0 Lz
Lagt 2 Lags 2
| L2 & L
Lagtn L0
Lagi_tt Loge 2
Lagl 2 Lo

ations of input variables

Specifications of input variables
Speci

Lags 11 [rer
Lot 1 £ £ €
<3 o @
€ -~ £ £ E
o 3 E)
£ Models used to train raw data
WModels used to train raw data Color Ke:
Color Ke: o o i .
. Performance index: F1 Performance index: Kappa
0 04 08
Loz 1t Log2 11
Laga 1t Laga it
Lot 1 === ot
Lpe ¢ Lag3 2
Legst 5 Laz 3
Lo 1t £ Laga
&
Lagi s > Logs 2
[E Lagé 12
2
g = | 2o
5
Lgs o Lagt 3
Lage s & Lagl_tt
Lo 8 Lagt 2
Loz 13 5 Lags 11
Lags 2 8 %
& | ] Lage t1
Lage 13 Lags 3
Lags 12 Lags 13
L 2 Lagt s
2z — — e
E E ® €
5 £ £ 5 € £ £
=3 » -3 o El

Models used to train raw data

Models used to train raw data

(:‘) *‘?_ﬂ_ : yt=F(yt-p’Xt-p)

B~ XRTE4HER T
SVM, glmboost

Specifications of Input variables



Color Key

Color Key

02 ' 06
|
=]
|

Performance index: Accuracy

s
Specifications of input variables

rpart
glm
svm

Models used fo frain ICA data

Performance index: Accuracy

£ S
E)

£
a

rpart

Models used to train PCA data by correlation

E.
i

Color Key

Ei

put variables

Specifications of

Color Key

Performance inde:

glm
rpart
svm

Models used fo train ICA data

Performance index: F1

rpart
glm
svm

Models used to train PCA data by correlation

Color Key

Performance index: Precision

0 04 08

Color Key

E t = £
k) g z
Models used to train ICA data
Color Key

Specifications of input variables

Performance index: Kappa

B

05 0 05

Specifications of input variables

Performance index: Precision

0 04 08

H;
& I
@

svm

E
=l

rpart

Models used to train PCA data by correlation

ations of Input variables

Specifications of input variables

glm
rpart

Models used fo train ICA data

Specifications of input variables

Color Key

B

05 0 05

Performance index: Kappa

|

Specifications of input variables

—
—|

£
=

rpart

£
2

Models used to train PCA data by correlaticn



Color Key

02 06

= E
5

Performance index: Accuracy

k= £
8 5

Models used to frain PCA data by covariance

Specifications of input variables

Color Key

0 04 08

Best 30: Only X

raw_rpart_LX6_td
raw_rpart_LX5_t4
raw_rpart_LX4_t4
raw_rpart_LX3_t4

raw_gim_LX6_t1

raw_gim_LX1_t1
PCA.cor_rpart_LX1_t2
raw_gim_LX2_t1

PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t2
PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_t2
PCA cor_rpart_LX6_t3
PCA cor_rpart_LX2_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_t2
raw_gim_LX5_t1
raw_gim_LX4_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX4_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t2
PCA cor_rpart_LX3_t2
PCA cor_rf_LX3_t2
PCA.cor_gim_LX4_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX3_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX2_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX1_t3
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t1
ICA_gim_LX2_t2
raw_rpart_LX1_t4
raw_rf_LX6_t4
raw_rf_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_gim_LX5_3
ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t1

Data, Models & Lags

0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.885
0.875
0.875
0.875
0.846
0.846

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

0.962
0.923
0.923
0.923
0.923
0.923
0.923

095
Index Values

£
El

Models used to train PCA data bv covariance

svm

Color Key

svm

Performance index: Precision

Specifications of input variables

gim

Madale ysed to train PCA data by covariance

Performance index: F1

Specifications of input variables

Flllﬂ

rpart

Color Key

05 0 05
-
i

f

Models used to train PCA data by covariance

gim

Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months

Data, Models & Lags

PCA cor_gim_LX3_t2
PCA.cor_gim_LX2_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_gim_LX1_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX1_t2

ICA_svmRadial_LX6_t3

ICA_svmRadial_LX5_t3

ICA_svmRadial_LX4_t3

ICA_svmRadial_LX3_t3

ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t3

ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t3

ICA_rpart_LX6_t3
ICA_rpart_LX5_t3
ICA_rpart_LX4_t3
ICA_rpart_LX3_t3
ICA_rpart_LX2_t3
ICA_rpart_LX1_t3
ICA_rf_LX6_t3
ICA_rf_LX5_t3
ICA_rf_LX4_t3
ICA_f_LX3_t3
ICA_rf_LX2_t3
ICA_rf_LX1_t3
ICA_gim_LX6_t3
ICA_gim_LX5_t3
ICA_gim_LX4_t3
ICA_gim_LX3_t3
ICA_gim_LX2_t3
ICA_gim_LX1_t3
ICA_gim_LX1_t2

1.02 1.03
Index Values

1.04

rpart

Performance index: Kappa

svm

Specifications of input variables



F1 Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_rpart_LX6_t4
raw_rpart_LX5_t4
raw_rpart_LX4_t4
raw_rpart_LX3_t4
raw_gim_LX6_t1
raw gim LX1 t1

PCA cor_rpart_LX1_t2
raw_rf_LX6_t4
raw_rf_LX5_td

raw_rpart_LX1_t4

PCA.cov_gim_LX6_t4

PCA cov_gim_LX5_t4

PCA cov_gim_LX4_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_t2

PCA. cor_svmRadial_LX1_t2

PCA.cor_rpart_LX2_t2

raw_gim_LX2_t1

PCA.cov_gim_LX4_t2

raw_gim_LX5_t1
raw_gim_LX4_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t2
PCA cor_rpart_LX3_t2
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t1
ICA_gim_LX2_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_gim_LX6_t2
PCA cov_gim_LX5_t2
ICA_gim_| X1_t1

Data, Models & Lags

0.8

e R S B R AR AT SO -

1
1
1
1
1
1
0.947
0.933
0.933
0.929
0.909
0.909
0.909
0.909
0.9
0.9
0.889
0.889
0.857
0.857
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.842
0.829
0.818
0.818
085 0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05
Index Values

Kappa Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_rpart_LX6_td
raw_rpart_LX5_td
raw_rpart_LX4_td
raw_rpart_LX3_td
raw_gim_LX6_t1
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PCA.cor_rpart_LX1_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_t2

PCA cor_svmRadial_LX1_t2
PCA.cor_rpart_LX2_t2
raw_gim_LX2_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX4_t2
raw_gim_LX5_t1
raw_gim_LX4_t1
ICA_svmRadial_LX1_t1
PCA.cov_gim_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_rpart_LX3_t2
ICA_gim_LX2_t2
PCA.cor_if_LX3_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX6_t2
PCA.cov_gim_LX5_t2
ICA_svmRadial_LX2_t1
raw_gim_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_if_LX1_t2
ICA_gim_LX1_t1

PCA cor_gim_LX4_t3
PCA.cor_gim_LX3_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX2_t3
PCA cor_gim_LX1_t3

Data, Models & Lags
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0.606
0.606
0.606
0.606

0.839
0.839
0.83
0.83
0.806
0.764
0.755
0.755
0.755
0.752
0.752
0.752
0.723
0.692
0.692
0.669
0.662
07 08 09
Index Values

FE:H| 2016/3-2019/12

ol ={=1

ikssh

S A

VU eSS E R AP TN > AP —3K -

Y8745 ARTE

HARIE

AE =ik AR FRE BEEE 2ER

2012.01 2014.01 2016.02
2016.03 2018.01 2019.02

2019.03 2019.12

33
23
10

16
13

49
36

pE HiE HE FRE K@ 2R

2012.01 2014.01 2016.02
2016.03 2018.03 2019.04

2019.05 2019.12

33
25
8

16
13

49

0.917

SRR AT T



Best 30: LSTM & autoML

Accuracy Measure: Test Range= 25 months

raw_LSTM_LX6_t7
raw_LSTM_LX4_t7
raw_LSTM_LX3_t7

PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4
raw_LSTM_LX6_t2
raw_LSTM_LX1_t6

0O PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t3
raw_LSTM_LX3_t3
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1
raw_LSTM_LX5_t6
raw_LSTM_LX2_t6
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t3
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX1_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t3

ata, Models & Lags
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PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
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ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4
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raw_LSTM_LX2_t7
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t1
raw_LSTM_LX1_t7
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t2
raw_autoML_LX1_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t2
raw_autoML_LX2_t1
raw_LSTM_LX4_t5
raw_LSTM_LX3_t5
raw_LSTM_LX1_t5

Data,
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0.87
0.853
0.833
0.833
0.826
0.826
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0.85 0.90 0.95
Index Values
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Precision Measure: Test Range= 25 months
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raw_LSTM_LX1_t4
raw_LSTM_LX1_t2
raw_autoML_LX6_t1
raw_autoML_LX4_t1
raw_autoML_LX2_t1
raw_autoML_LX1_t1

3 PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4
& PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4
o5 PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
& PCAcov_LSTM_LX3_t1
B PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4
= pCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
% PCA cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
0O PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA cor_LSTM_LX5_t3
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t1
PCA cor_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA cor_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4

odels & Lags

raw_LSTM_LX6_t7
raw_LSTM_LX4_t7
raw_LSTM_LX3_t7
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX2_t4
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX1_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX4_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t4
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX4_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX2_t4
ICA_LSTM_LX1_t4

Data,

raw_LSTM_LX6_t2
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX6_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX6_t1
PCA.cov_LSTM_LX4_t1
ICA_autoML_LX1_t1
raw_autoML_LX1_t1
ICA_LSTM_LX5_t2
raw_autoML_LX2_t1
raw_LSTM_LX1_t6
PCA.cor_autoML_LX5_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX5_t3
ICA_LSTM_LX3_t1
PCA.cor_LSTM_LX3_t2
ICA_LSTM_LX6_t2
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iForecast: Machine Learning Time Series Forecasting

Compute both static and recursive time series forecasts of machine learning models.

Version: 1.0.1

Depends: R (= 3.3). caret. zoo

Imports: magrittr

Suggests: data table, DescTools. forecast. h2o, keras. kernlab. lubnidate. tensorflow, tibble. timeSeries. fimeDate, timetk
Published: 2020-11-04

Author: Ho Tsung-wu

Maintainer: Ho Tsung-wu <tsungwu at ntnu.edu.tw>

License: GPL-2 | GPL-3 [expanded from: GPL (= 2)]

NeedsCompilation: no
CRAN checks: iForecast results

Schedule of updates
1. 2021/3: binary Y
2. 2021/6: Corrected CV



library (iForecast)

dep <- macrodatal,"unrate"]
ind <- macrodatal,-1]
train.end <= "2008-12-01"
test.start<- "2009-01-01"

#Case 1. Machine Learning by library(caret)

models <—- c("svm","rf", "rpart", "gamboost", "BstLm", "bstSm", "blackboost") [1]

type <- c("none","trend", "season","both") [1]

Caret <- ttsCaret (y=dep, x=ind, arOrder=c(3,5), xregOrder=c(2,4),
method=models, tunelLength =10,
train.end, type=type)

testDatal <- window (Caret$data, from=test.start, to=end(dep))
Pl <- iForecast (Model=Caret, newdata=testDatal, type="directfit")
P2 <- iForecast (Model=Caret, newdata=testDatal, type="recursive")

tail (cbind(testDatall[,1],P1,P2))

ttsCaret (), ttsAutoML (), ttsLSTM()

= tail(results%data)

GMT

y ar3 arb QECD_L2 G/_L2 MAFTA_L?Z DECD_L4 G/_L4 NAFTA_L4
2019-07-01 3.7 3.6 3.8 -0.7054032 -0.7927722 -0.6833333 -0.8445375 -0.8891302 -0.8075641
2019-08-01 3.7 3.6 3.8 -0.6742180 -0.8242783 -0.7442388 -0.7519738 -0.7959486 -0.7036327
2019-09-01 3.5 3.7 3.6 -0.6120744 -0.8542537 -0.8072419 -0.7054032 -0.7927722 -0.6833333
2019-10-01 3.6 3.7 3.6 -0.56041829 -0.8938656 -0.8477125 -0.6742180 -0.8242783 -0.7442388
2019-11-01 3.5 3.7 3.7 -0.4422193 -0.79%64165 -0.7963173 -0.6120744 -0.8542537 -0.8072419
2019-12-01 3.5 3.5 3.7 -0.2810611 -0.6360092 -0.6177776 -0.5641829 -0.8938656 -0.8477125
> results¥static.Accuracy

ME RMSE MAE MPE MAPE ACF1 Theil's U

static forecasts -0.500012 0.8987078 0.6064988 -0.06692379 0.0886179 0.9650801 0.05521855
> resultsSrecursive.Accuracy
ME RMSE MAE MPE MAPE ACF1 Theil's U

recursive forecasts -0.4308448 1.224351 1.012473 -0.04577748 0.1595328 0.972795 0.12958

]
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