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Fig. 3 RVEMD results of failure rate data
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Tab.1 The results of prediction

RVEMD+GMDH+GM-RVM

RVEMD+GM-RVM EMD-+GM-RVM

=) IS
H Sl T xR 22/ %% WA AR/ BUNE MERTRZE/ %
19 0.210 5 0.2237 6.2 0.227 6 8.1 0.190 2 9.6
20 0.233 3 0.229 8 1.5 0.220 3 5.6 0.214 7 7.9
MAPE/ % 3.85 6. 85 8.75
F2 BEBEBMNER
Tab.2 The results of prediction based on single model
s O (E : RVM : : LS*SYM : ‘ GM(IA’I) :
WOE MRERZE/ % BOWME MEXNRZE/%0 BOWME O MEXTERZE/
19 0.210 5 0.188 6 10. 4 0.236 8 12.5 0.242 6 15.2
20 0.233 3 0.208 5 10. 6 0.260 2 11.5 0.277 4 18.9
MAPE/ % 10. 50 12.00 17.05

PR 1 5E 2 0T LE W, T
TR e i 23 A7 F00 2 SR I AS BEARL, 0 HR A X
I 32 8 4 3 2 U B A R 1 I TR] A L B GMI(L, 1)

BIR I RE R . RVM Rl LS-SVM [ F I kS B S B
PR [ BAR S B0, 16 R X S B AT AR 10 H
H55 TR AE T A5 21 9 TIORGOS R — M. [HE L PR
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Tab.3 The results of prediction
e FU9 RVEMD+GMDH+GM-RVM  RVEMD-+GM-RVM EMD+GM-RVM
Sil=2 Hk N = 5 = N o
BOTRIINER X 22/ % WE MR/ BUNME AR/ %
21 6.0 5.78 3.7 6. 33 5.5 6. 47 7.8
22 6.0 6.37 6.2 5.54 9.0 6.42 7.0
23 5.3 5.44 2.6 5.76 8.7 5.78 14.7
24 5.0 5.33 6.6 5.56 11.0 5. 64 12.8
MAPE/ % 4.78 8.55 10. 58
x4 BEEBMAULER
Tab.4 The results of prediction based on single model
o L RVM LS-SVM GM(1,D)
F‘]EEA /E\-%ﬁ N o 0 N N 0 3 =l 0
WM AEXERZE/ N BUNME O MXERZE/ 0 BNE MR/ %
21 6.0 5. 34 11.0 6.73 12.2 6. 89 14. 8
22 6.0 5.08 15.3 6.82 13.6 7.04 17.3
23 5.3 5.96 12.5 6.04 14.0 6.52 23.0
24 5.0 5. 67 13.4 5. 84 16. 8 6.07 21.4
MAPE/ % 13.05 14,15 19.13
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