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Abstract

The term structure of interest rates and related issues has always been a research hotspot in finance.
With the help of the dynamic Svensson model and deep learning, this paper constructs a deep learn-
ing prediction model for the term structure of treasury bond interest rates. This paper selects the
yield data of inter-bank zero-interest treasury bond bonds from January 2012 to April 2024 to

CHEREE

CEGIH: RN, ke R, T IRE S E R R R S TR 5 0 0], N Bk g, 2025, 14(2): 448-462.
DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.142084


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.142084
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.142084
https://www.hanspub.org/

RN, Ke R

conduct an empirical analysis. The results show that compared with the prediction results of the DS
model, the DS model with macroeconomic variables, and the deep learning model without macroe-
conomic variables, the deep learning prediction model proposed in this paper has significantly im-
proved its effectiveness and has better robustness.
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NTAEE RSP IRE . 7. g, MR RE, LR, 2EE BT RAT T ERNBURGS,
BT RAT BYBUR 5 25 A R SRR & o R [ [ G A B L o [ [ e R 2R A PR 5 4 . 2R IR 54
— ELE R A TT R R [1]-[3] 0 BART 2 SRR 45 R R 4 HR AR [ (IR, R o0 s ) e S PR 25
PR BhASFIZE ARSI . BRI AR 45 ML DL . 1971 4F McCulloch [4142 Hi (1) 2 10X
FEZ&2:; 1980 4 Powell [5]44 i B-FE2%¥%; 1987 4, Nelson £ Seigel [6]# IS5 /K T AR, #iE
=R R IAR) R Ak 5, BP NS B8, BEJS7E 1994 45, Svensson [7]7E NS AL L fik 384 7 —
ANRT, BRIYR R, B NSS AL, NS BIUAT NSS SRS HAT LA 6E S5, Sty i e s fn
E A RS A, 2003 4F, X FEWS [8]10] 22 AR 5 HAFR 25 M) Pl A A 847 7 X bk, & I Nelson-Siegel 15
AL PR H Svensson A5 7R rp 5 [ R 2R HIFR S5 A BONHERf . 2006 4F, FRBFR[O)AMCKE NS 557
J7 F T o 5] 5 ) S BABR 5 A T, B VRN T AR S EI S5 .

A5 2 A R 5 R A5 B R A MIST [) A B2 7 BT UM B 38, 3 IV 28 V5 TR B 400 8 B AR R 32 44l . 2006 4F,
Diebold [10] & X2 IR TEF4S Nelson-Siegel B4 i A =ANsA K7, 133 1 3145 Nelson-Siegel f5:%!(DNS
B, BT DNS AL, 36 [E E Fiieas 2 AT 7, XA HL, DNS Pl dEmfs e Acie A NS B8,
2015 4F, Nyholm [11]7£ DNS HAI LA -, $2H 7 RDNS AL, FRAEBIILEAL, 0RO 447 e ek
KRBT 7T, TR BT . 2014 4E, {AREREZE[12])3E T DNS AAL, o e [ [ 43501 2R IR 45 /34T T
G, WEIRRL, XULEH 7 DNS BB & o [ [ Fife s 220, HA RAF IS .

AER, R 258 {05 RIS OB TS PO I N N TR e T, Wi s . L ks, H
PSRRI B AL MEVE . FERMRME. JEW e SR A, BARORNF IR ), SHELVER). m A
WIME B0k R ARG BT IE . 2007 4, ZEBIE[13]0 TR S IAR S MR i, T LAS e in &
MU 7 2 ST A SR R AR, ] UKL GE 1N U i 5 N TR RE 7 kgl Aok, 2010 48, EMERF[141%
BB BP MM Gk, MEA A BRI R SRR S M BE T B0, B 70 R B Fh 7
TR 5 AR T 2 0 ) B ] T 00 f 2 R . 2018 41, ZRAEAR[15]4H I _LAEFR B % )R 300 FR%L, X
ARMA. RNN. CNN LA LSTM 12 [0 4% 55 5 L (0 P B8R A7 Xt i, e85 R BoR, LSTM #4e
W4 268 7 1 R T R 22 A, TN B RS HE . LSTM A2 I 4 TN R 5 TR kb BP A8 X4 I 37 R G5l s o6 4%
Dy 8 R ZETT TR « 2018 47, AEE [1614 YR AR LSTM F528Y A T i B i 2y fiol, 45 R 2o,
SRR TE U A LSTM B0 CR BT, A58 132 A g 13T RNN DA AR SEl) BP A2 48 AL . 2022
4, Kauffmann ZF[17]2E T PG R 2 PR G5 M STUE 73BT, 3 H — o) P o 22 D0 8% g A 2 236 o 42 TR ASE 2,
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FEARI T AR T4 507715, IRAEBK IR+ . 2023 4F, Delucchi Z5[18]1A A {4 FA ML &8 2 > 1) 7772
RERE S AFH U B I L. RS SRSt fahl, LR SEIR RS R R IR .

2003 45, Ang ZE[19]42H T & Z AT AR A 2 IR A5/ AL, [T VAR B, 58 7 &bt
A B AR 2 PR 25 4 R 7 2 AT B0 2555 R . 2006 4, Diebold Z5[ 101346 168 55 K 5 2 M4 T A & 5
FIR IR G5 M =R T Z M BhASEER, 13 T 2 WA G52 AR 2R R S5 4, R 5 3 R &5 44 ol 28 3 &
KEMMATFRME TS 1. 2016 4, Levant Z5[2015K ] DNS #E7RL,  FL4& T [ [ 5 R 2 IR 4544,
BT T AT AL B R IR A5 e, a5 5R I, 25 G5 A8 B0l ) 2 A PR 5 1) () s i 2> B
Pl AR PR I AT AR A [ N 3 B S [21] EURERA S [22] LA S 2= T 25 [ 23] 34 2 IR 25 HA PR 45 440 15 7 0
ST R MFERR. 2014 F, SRBEHRAFAFRYIRGHE, ZE T EZUETF LR, @ T
AR n) B B ERBAY(TVP-VAR BRY), Z553R0, FIZ RS54 55 W 22 5F 2 1814 0% R AFAE I AR A0
i EtE. 2022 4, KM [25] NEME TR B IRIERME R, KMo E BN NS BRI, A
RIIPREE AT T, i) 8 4 BrEBUR A BT SR IR 5%

ARSCAEZEM AT Delucchi 260 7 i 2EAE L, £E20ZS Svensson 1 5% 2 ST AL i, Mg 1 v [ [
15 1) 2 1 PR 5 AL TR A T A Y

2. 1RBIE

£ TzhAs Svensson #iMY, WA HEIENURH T, HERLFEEDTHE L. S Cy. C, WUABhER
THEAT TVP-VAR #HL, ik th 5 3 T B 45 M OIIAR O 1) 5 WA B AL o K vk L 1 20 B 5 0 3 S R
S5k — I NFE] CNN-LSTM VR4 2 A A e, A 1

SRR R

hASvenssontzE

TRBEREFEE

F AAPR U R =R

Figure 1. Deep learning prediction model
E 1 REFINER

3. SEUES#R
3.1 BiEiEE

E i 0028 5 AL E B R R BRI T, A SCEE B G AR AT R % E Gl s 5
Wi o AR Z 22 AR AR A H B, DRI RATT AR F 55— R 1) BRIV IR 2 64 9 [ 457 ) P a0
EEUIVE Dy 2012 4F 1 H 3 2024 4E 5 H, WFFCHIMARR N 1. 3. 6. 12, 24, 36. 60. 84. 120. 180.
240, 360. 600 (Ffiz: H), B3] 149 x 13 MEASWE, Fra Bk B Wind B 2 .
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32. AMEFLEEIEN

AR SRR 2 W B PR AR e R e B o iR 1 AR A T 36 T 2 WA B E B . A5 itr N
54K, 13 M TidEE

LT UM R AR AR LG T 0 R AR BU(CPI) < VR I 2 FEFE B (PMI) . kA8 e [ B (IP)
T EHUR IR MAL R (ML) BT MR S (M2) FilkE 22 il 55 A (TSF) .

BER RIURAT IR BT 0B H IR ZE(RO07) . A IR A7 3K % 8 % (RRR)

TR S ME TSRS AT IR B(MLAL . EM AT 5 A —SHEE(MCI) B K 22 W& 5 5 A
Ja 18 (MLEI).

AN RS e HGRAR RR Dy 10 4 ) 3 [ [ 5 1) 22 31 PR 25 74 (Americal 0) #1356 To 4R # (USDX) «

3.3. S8

#175 Svenson B A IINAESH L . S« Cuo Co BB Ay Ay 3545 6 NS, (ERHREASIR &
W, B BHGEAA T, S SRR R, R DD AR T 8 EBR R M
fefes .

3

/:

Min res:i[yi —yt(f)]2 D

THRAFH 4, = 0.2931, fif C, MBI EFRIRMIR )y 7 AR EK, 4, = 0.6137 {13 C,, HIEMm7E
TR 3 ERF AR AR BRI AENER L, SRRUANSHB . B B~ BiliTERAN
FEBATME, REEEIEL. Sv Cy. Cyuo
3.4. Pearson fHX I8

¥ Svensson B HIZ A T L« S, Cy . C, SEMA R IAHEAT Pearson MRS, LM 5
B FAR R = i M A i, BARgs Rande 1 fiR:

Table 1. Correlation test between various factors and macroeconomic variables
F 1. BEFEEUZFLTENHE XSRS

Lt St Cu Ce
CPI —0.108 (0.283) 0.009 (0.927) 0.138 (0.172) —0.007 (0.944)
PMI 0.291 (0.003™™) —0.064 (0.524) —0.107 (0.290) —0.008 (0.939)
IP 0.385 (0.000™) 0.076 (0.454) 0.083 (0.411) -0.167 (0.097%)
M1 —0.396 (0.000™) —0.51 (0.000™) —0.505 (0.000™) 0.55 (0.000)
M2 —0.433 (0.000™) —0.467 (0.000™") —0.446 (0.000™) 0.537 (0.000™™)
TSF -0.195 (0.052") —-0.137 (0.174) —0.067 (0.508) 0.166 (0.099")
MCI 0.171 (0.089") ~0.331 (0.001™) ~0.463 (0.000") 0.239 (0.017")
MLAI ~0.028 (0.783) ~0.314 (0.001™") ~0.431 (0.000") 0.252 (0.011™)
MLEI ~0.216 (0.031™) ~0.329 (0.001™") ~0.232 (0.020™) 0.287 (0.004™)
R007 0.608 (0.000™) 0.05 (0.621) —0.022 (0.826) —0.388 (0.000™)
RRR 0.552 (0.000) 0.37 (0.000") 0.302 (0.002"*) —0.469 (0.000™)
Americal0 0.599 (0.000™) —0.369 (0.000™") —0.441 (0.000™) 0.278 (0.005™)
USDX ~0.672 (0.000") ~0.241 (0.016™) ~0.286 (0.004™) 0.34 (0.001™)

W BPBTRNRORB RS, ONBTRPAE, T . O HIACE 1%, 5%. 10%[1 53 KT .
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M ERGERATLLE R EWNAFALRE M1, M2, MLEl. RRR. Americal0. USDX 5PUAAF L,
Si~ Cy~ Cp, HIEZEMATILE 5%LLT .

{H Pearson A VEMIG HAFAE — S /R, HAE 2 AR IELME SR R, T4 Pearson #H5< R %A
TeIEHER S A B R B S ek, R ERE I B R
3.5. TVP-VAR EHE ST
3.5.1. ADF #&1&

ENTT AR A E R, TR PRt L, B N FEFH, A RT3 41 @4
& 1) EViews 13.0 F {0 & 2H504E 13517 ADF 556 . ADF KB4t 5ok 6 415 8 oy AR B 51, W3 2,
DRI 3 0 20 B HEAT — B 25 0 A0 R, {3 6 ZHLI 8] 7 A B O PR 781, W 3.

Table 2. ADF test results of various factors and macroeconomic variable sequences

2. EERFMENEFEEFTIH ADF RIEHER

24 T 4l & 1% (P) FRatEgh it
Lt —1.519444 0.5196 AR
St —5.150992 0.0003 T
Cu —5.240649 0.0002 Pz
Cr -6.900654 0.0000 Pz
M1 —2.067011 0.5570 AR
M2 —1.442562 0.8410 T FHa

MLEI 1.254534 0.9450 !

RRR —3.321261 0.0011 TFa

Americal0 —2.177863 0.2157 T FHa
USDX ~1.357658 0.5997 !

e MER P KT 0.05 AREdHLAER Y, AATRTSI.

Table 3. ADF test results of various factors and macroeconomic variable sequences after first-order differencing

F3 —MENEERFMERULFELEERFTIN ADF LR

e T4t 9% (P) TRtk S
D(Ly) -9.293497 0.0000 A
D(M1) —12.43583 0.0000 Fha
D(M2) —8.614201 0.0000 A
D(MLEI) —14.04135 0.0000 P
D(Americal0) —9.950297 0.0000 Fha
D(USDX) -10.01119 0.0017 Fha

e WK P AT 0.05 AMEIEAR R, NATRTFI.

35.2. AEWEME

B EViews #AF R ISR EL(LR) RS0, 03I M AIC. SC. HQ. LR. FPE fi Myl sk*%E%E, Kb
[ “*” FongAEm EN AL RS RZNRENEL SURRAERRER SN . KR AR S

AL, Wk 4.
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Table 4. Estimation results of lag factor P
4. THEETF P MAITER

Lag LogL LR FPE AlC SC HQ
0 —1789.892 NA 0.069528 25.71274 25.92285 25.79812
1 —1216.050 1057.508" 8.01e-05" 18.94357" 21.25487" 19.88281"
2 —1151.789 109.2447 0.000136 19.45412 23.86659 21.24722
3 —1089.780 96.55673 0.000247 19.99685 26.51049 22.64380
4 —1004.286 120.9120 0.000336 20.20409 28.81890 23.70489
5 —930.3314 94.02845 0.000580 20.57616 31.29215 24.93082
6 —843.8699 97.57797 0.000926 20.76957 33.58673 25.97808
7 —731.9046 110.3658 0.001176 20.59864 35.51697 26.66100
8 —614.5220 98.93680 0.001672 20.35031 37.36982 27.26653

3.5.3. MCMC &#f&it
R4 15 2 iR G B0 15 Bh OxMetrics 6 344 S HCRH MCMC (5 IR - 4R 2 kit 4T

flith, BUEFEIEAARREOR 10,000 . MGETHEIRIATTT LLF 21| Geweke Ziit KT 5%, 4R

U, TR T AR . b A TR 6163, th R SR 10,000 Ve de s 103 4 pat

10000

A, B ERE) TVP-VAR B BAURCREF . At 45 R 0% 5 Fios.

Table 5. Estimation results of TVP-VAR model

F 5. TVP-VAR &8k it+45

Estimation Result
Parameter Mean STDEV 95% L 95% U Geweke Inef.

Sh1 0.0326 0.0070 0.0222 0.0492 0.135 4.84
Sh2 0.0203 0.0020 0.0168 0.0247 0.153 3.23
Sal 0.0347 0.0080 0.0226 0.0539 0.326 27.09
Sa2 0.1527 0.3624 0.0411 1.0009 0.018 54.34
Shi 0.0835 0.0310 0.0429 0.1662 0.919 75.44
Sh2 0.0973 0.0545 0.0428 0.2504 0.083 86.53

3.5.4. BBz 54

7E TVP-VAR KRN T SE RS, A4 415 i35 1) 7 W48 5 72 5 6] DY DR~ ik v i )92 43T, WL 5 e 1 A%
BIEA S TR0 ARNE T RIARLMERRAE, B, JEe A o) s e 82 FT RETEAS [ B[R] BY e 3R
A FEPBREE A, FEH TVP-VAR HEEUA & vVE REEET [H AR, G iy A8 P ah S e 7 A% & 2 (1]
KAMWAELAERFAE, 38 o A7 kvl 7 of B AN [R] I R84k, o] DAdE— 2B 3 A8 507

2 ML KSR 7 L Z2 o8t e by, 2021 4F 2 J AR N IE R s M2 % L )R Al rh e A AR
i A A2 s MLEL X L BB M2, HibdiisfE ok RRR X L fphdi s 2 E)y, {HA 2023
e m, fumid BRI OC: Americal0 X L P fE 2022 fEZ T £ N fnidy, (HAE 2023 4 IE H)
RIS K USDX X L fpehi N 2023 £EFF 46, 1 Ay i SURIIE K.
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Figure 2. Pulse response diagram of macroeconomic variables to horizontal factor L
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Figure 3. Pulse response diagram of macroeconomic variables to slope factor S
B 3. BEUMEFLEENHERETF S HIBKFIE R E

3 M1 MR S Z v fmhd, HipdiimBEEoR; M2 Xt S Z v fm by, Hibd iR
K MLEI Xf S b s B AE 2018 47 4% 2023 A=y iE [ phdy, Hyhoh ol Ak, HARmr iR 7E 0 J&
FEEZ): RRR X S Z Ay, s B8kl Americal0 X S 7£ 2015 % 2020 =4 fiia) it
HppesmEoR, HAR PR EE 0 FEFsh; USDX Xt S 7F 2018 454 2020 4E 4 mphifi, Hik
JERK.

4 v ML T ZE A7 CL oM IE bty Hoba BB YRR M2 %t CL M IE R rhed, £ 2019 4F 10
H st i ks MLEL St CL pphehi s 7E 0 RSN, 78 2017 3N IEm M, 78 2019 A K
{E; RRR X} C1 Mg iy, Hyhdiom e AW/ Americal0 it C1 7F 2015 44 2019 2 M 97 [m] i s
USDX %f C1 i 77 ] A2 AR A E
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Figure 4. Pulse response diagram of macroeconomic variables to curvature factor C1
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Figure 5. Pulse response diagram of macroeconomic variables to curvature factor C2

5. BMEFETEITHMERETF C2 HEKH N R E

5 1 M1 TR 7 C2 pha 5 171 2748, 7E 2018 fEAS Ay fra iy, HLpbabs S ARG K M2 st
C2 Z xfmidi, HAE 2019 4F 9 H Fm i s Bk 25 K MLEI X C2 7E 2017 4 %8 2022 424 it [m] it
7, Hobdi s EEAECR: RRR X C2 A i, i B A/ : Americal0 %f C2 Ik iy, 7E 2014
E TR AR, BEJE AR/, USDX A C2 £ 2015 4246 2 Bl 7 i pialy, 5 She e ol o 3 bk i b
7N,

Zg b, MLFI M2 X Y B s B AE s BE AR A, AR IR MBI — 455 & 3, H ML X}
VU PR BE N EURR: MLEN R N E MG TR bR, At A B RS A S, XY HEF 2l
Emppd, SRR HICRET; RRRAE N MECE TR, DY K7 12 52 2 2 GEIR B 5200
M55 ; Americal0 5 USDX fERyoh BRI 2% DU R 7y, AEZEARIME, {H AmericalO % P BH 1) o
T BN . M1, MLEL. RRR. Americal0 P4 i 55 R W IR 5 MR M%), 3 AARRN:, B,
¥ M1, MLEI. RRR. AmericalO PY-™7 W4 5 A i 9 N 1) 28 3 R 445 Ky 1 Foa i o 2

3.6. CNN-LSTM 342 L& TN

W0k A Z 5748 B M1, MLEL. RRR. Americal0 {E A AR BN RIS, BRI W
2% (CNN)F] LASR B N P REAE, P& R 2 P 25 (LSTM) 2 S IX U REAE, 0 i S Al Tl
TE NHHE 2 0 B 5 0 BE AT A — AL

Xi — Xuin
M) ?

Ak R A R o IR SR RN AR, B S X A N L S A SEOHAT IR E, A0SR
MiniBatchSize # & & 128, MaxEpochs & A 500, >R ¥ E N 0.01 2545, IR A% .

R (R TRk R P 2407 1% 22 (RMSE) SRR, AR 6 FhaRATAT LU A2, RN 1 A
). 60 A H (). 600 AN H (K ) CNN-LSTM VI ZRRE AL g RO R kA, I rb o S0 S o e, 0
N

RMSE(y, 9) ==Y (v~ §)’ ®3)

MFE 6 MIXFLLEE AT LUR I : B ME G B I — AR A5, B LA R ZE 40 A AR

kN, PUERERE S . (EXT L DS AU ZE A G AR R TI G, FIAMIR 1 A 3 AR TR ik
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Figure 6. Prediction results of test sets with remaining maturities of 1 month, 60 months, and 600 months
6. FIKHIPRA 1A, 60 1A, 600 MARMIRETUNLER

Table 6. RMSE comparison of various model test sets before and after adding macroeconomic variables
6. MAEMEFEEFESHEENMIRKERN RMSE Xttt

N(Iritg:ttﬁ()es DS (iJu)\%XﬁDdgé‘JME%) CNN-LSTM (bu)f%ﬂ;g;%%)

1 0.14154 0.24636 0.13451 0.05782

3 0.10225 0.16992 0.12131 0.03421

6 0.10375 0.10347 0.12853 0.03076

12 0.10999 0.10021 0.11068 0.02163

24 0.10021 0.09651 0.08634 0.02109

36 0.07923 0.07097 0.06581 0.01577

60 0.10442 0.07035 0.07782 0.03068

84 0.13163 0.06741 0.05203 0.02041
120 0.26679 0.08152 0.0991 0.02931
180 0.11989 0.07112 0.10985 0.03841
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240 0.08541 0.06409 0.09469 0.04465
360 0.12346 0.09615 0.12364 0.05891
600 0.26547 0.10586 0.16457 0.06852

AN DS FERY, WREE i TR S AR A R R R B, IS BUAR 2%, IR AT AL B M H
PERTNAE /) o WHAIIIRE , I ZE L2 B A& 1Y) DS B T 8RB 2 A Jrde i . il CNN-LSTM
R G RMSE (KRG, LA ZHLH 6 T FE EIHRESS, KBHER R IRy 36 1> %= 84 4
HIRRZE DN, XA IRV B AR & HOR B . RN XA 5 BATHT SO B ¢ = 0.2931 {115 C,y
BT FERI AR IR 7 S BUSEOR, @, = 0.6137 2fli5 C, ERIRWIIR Y 3 SFEITIA BB AR A . 45
b, A MR RMSE {E, IIAZE 2 GrAZ R ) CNN-LSTM AL AT HOR B4, TR

LURTCIR
AFEHIE REU(R? ) FIILEF 5 22 (MAE) A F AR RS0, B8 4 THT M PP AL AS L (1400 45 i 7 R T A
.
Ak
RE(y.9)=1-F—— @
é(yi _7)
~ 18 A
MAE(y,§)==2|y;-J] ®)
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Table 7. Comparison of R? values of various model test sets before and after adding macroeconomic variables

F£ 7. MAEMEFETEREZEIMINER R? XfLL

N(Ir?]tgrr]'ttr?)es DS (bn)\ﬁzxﬁésé%fsi) CNN-LSTM (bn)(\:g;’;lmg%%)
1 0.94539 0.88325 0.97445 0.98397
3 0.97312 0.94723 0.97347 0.98855
6 0.96119 0.95294 0.98891 0.98354
12 0.98426 0.97461 0.99257 0.99805
24 0.98025 0.96131 0.99759 0.99520
36 0.98618 0.97335 0.99354 0.99849
60 0.98866 0.98316 0.93749 0.99432
84 0.98578 0.90691 0.97146 0.99673

120 0.97062 0.60369 0.95676 0.99582
180 095312 0.92375 0.98526 0.98479
240 096119 0.97642 0.98865 0.98283
360 095143 0.86455 097303 097841
600 0.95025 0.62071 0.96183 0.96548
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Table 8. Comparison of MAE of each model test set before and after adding macroeconomic variables
8. MAEMEFLEFESERNXER MAE 3JEE

Maturities (month) DS i )\72%)32%1%3‘%%) CNN-LSTM o )(\:;\IE\’;IEQQQZE)
1 0.15834 0.19353 0.05712 0.04419
3 0.07708 0.13278 0.03898 0.03983
6 0.09091 0.12732 0.02967 0.03342
12 0.09977 0.10504 0.02617 0.01458
24 0.08965 0.09467 0.01789 0.01814
36 0.04232 0.08790 0.02971 0.01538
60 0.09137 0.06481 0.04569 0.03121
84 0.12221 0.06393 0.01901 0.01897

120 0.26191 0.07014 0.04789 0.18699
180 0.10112 0.06103 0.03291 0.04016
240 0.05695 0.05313 0.03915 0.02382
360 0.14656 0.08047 0.03342 0.03427
600 0.25332 0.07982 0.05237 0.02999
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AT R, N ZE A G &5 I CNN-LSTM #7L[1) MAE {8 F4MK, B B mmivEge, il 5 g
JE AT S BRI, N 2 R AR B S () CNIN-LSTM A 28 AT 6 2 B 4 0 ae % . % T K350, DS
PRI TN A AR AR, DR A 00 75 S AT 4 25 FE S M Br AR s NN & 158 Bh T3 A A
o} 3% 5 B0 4 1) TR AR TR
3.7. BEERE

NEGUE CNN-LSTM iR fa ek, & IEAS0 A0 YIMEA 0. 5% N 0.05 A0 7= s i 28 [E i A1 %
HARR 5 b dia b, g s g0 A BARR A 1 H Ao Tl 2 S 1A 7.

hnmg fE AR RMSE 24 0.053206, UESEASCAIRIIE e s L iae R R ir, WM EaEr S, A
B FEEYE, T DUSE i H S X B St S R AN E e A AR
4, g5ig

1) AT b\ SRR A A ] 5 R SR A BR A MR 2 S TR Y . 5 DS AL N ZE M & AR
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RN 4 TR LR R R AR T 2 R S R, R T
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Figure 7. Prediction results of the test set with a remaining
period of 1 month after adding noise
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