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Tab.1 Prediction performance indexes of four predicting models(8 1 )

e 125 f 3 A H 6 25

B MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE
T#

A 0.132  0.171  0.999 0.111 0.438 0.571  0.992 0.354 1.330 1.565 0.940 1.278
B 0.889 1.256 0.962 0.676 1.729  2.373  0.855 1.078  2.147 2.881 0.778 1.410
C 0.194 0.242  0.999 0.139 0.471 0.580  0.992  0.455 0.977 1.208  0.965 1.031
D 0.175 0.221 0.999 0.138 0.402 0.519 0.994 0.249 0.709 0.925 0.980  0.468
8

A 0.156  0.208 0.999 0.046 0.469 0.604 0.991 0.132 0.910 1.187 0.965 0.285
B 0.88 1.211 0.962 0.504 1.658 2.310 0.848 1.059  2.090 2.762 0.774 1.049
C 0.208 0.276  0.998 0.078 0.542  0.711 0.987 0.192  0.948 1.206  0.961 0.311
D 0.202 0.268 0.998 0.073 0.370 0.488 0.994 0.120 0.743 0.978  0.975  0.297
9#
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C 0.186  0.231 0.998  0.054  0.458 0.574 0.989 0.146 0.929 1.145 0.956  0.315
D 0.180  0.223 0.998 0.051 0.359 0.469 0.993 0.115 0.626  0.849  0.976  0.185
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Tab.2 Prediction performance indexes of four predicting models(3 £ )
i 1 25 H 3 A T 6 25
L MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE
2#
A 0.089 0.115 0.999 0.315 0.313 0.448 0.993 0.518 1.099 1.385 0.930 2.493
0.753 1.064  0.957 1.474 1.530 2.108 0.817 3.295 1.797 2.393 0.757 7.862
C 0.121 0.157 0.999 0.367 0.401  0.519  0.991 1.626  1.139 1.473 0.923 5.576
D 0.127 0.162 0.999 0.332 0.331 0.454 0.992 1.387 0.761 1.097  0.954  8.236
3%
A 0.096 0.129 0.999 0.711 0.372 0.481 0.991 2.794 1.207 1.554 0.906  8.253
B 0.713 0.983 0.962 7.468 1.406 1.966 0.831 10.782 1.770 2.339 0.751 7.834
C 0.149 0.189 0.999 1.177  0.473  0.597 0.986 3.842 1.246 1.580 0.907  7.846
D 0.143 0.181 0.999 0.760  0.337 0.469  0.991 1.484 0.800 1.164  0.945 1.663
4
A 0.097 0.134 0.999 0.077 0.423 0.537 0.989 0.298 1.182 1.498 0.913 1.069
B 0.711 1.032  0.959 0.518 1.333 1.852 0.860 1.250 1.699 2.310 0.771 1.130
C 0.141 0.178 0.999 0.092 0.512 0.647 0.984  0.326 1.411 1.787  0.878  1.396
D 0.137 0.175 0.999 0.070 0.382 0.517 0.990 0.272  0.941 1.344  0.930  0.899
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Tab.3 Prediction performance indexes of four predicting models (2 £ )

e 125 f 3 A H 6 25

B MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE MAE RMSE R MAPE
2

A 0.019 0.026 0.999 0.001 0.117 0.153 0.997 0.008 0.522 0.664 0.951 0.037

B 0.455 0.575 0.969 0.032 0.767 0.978 0.906 0.055 1.176 1.495 0.802 0.086

C 0.102 0.127 0.998 0.007  0.327 0.434 0.979 0.023 0.615 0.786 0.939 0.043

D 0.097 0.123 0.999 0.007  0.228 0.337 0.988 0.016 0.443 0.585 0.969 0.031
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