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Abstract

This study systematically compares the predictive performance of four models—ARIMA, VARIMA,
LSTM, and GRU—for forecasting Shanghai crude oil futures prices. Empirical results demonstrate
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that traditional linear models (ARIMA/VARIMA), constrained by their linear assumptions, exhibit
significant prediction errors on the test set (RMSE > 9.5), particularly showing delayed responses
to abrupt volatility events. In contrast, deep learning models demonstrate remarkable advantages:
GRU achieves an optimal balance between efficiency and accuracy through its dual-gate coupling
mechanism (MAE = 4.6928, with 25.6% fewer parameters than LSTM), while LSTM exhibits robust
performance in capturing long-term trends owing to its triple-gate structure (R? = 0.9647). Ablation
experiments further validate the necessity of gating design—removing the forget gate from LSTM
increases errors by 50%, confirming its critical role in noise filtering. The research outcomes pro-
vide a deep learning solution that combines accuracy and efficiency for oil price forecasting, offer-
ing a theoretical foundation for constructing intelligent risk management systems.

Keywords
ARIMA, VARIMA, LSTM, GRU, Crude Oil Futures, Price Prediction

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

(OB o s

1 ARER

JRAEABAR Ttk R vk, HEZMETE F FASAEP~ RSN R MMUEFEABRE, TRl
e HECEMEREN S R E AR EY), GId M. RS T2 B iR, S8 Ml 55 s)
JIRRE LT TR A ERNEE Tl % . A EA SO S AR [ L] R4 R, 4Bk H 2 R 7
R LA, Hossmizi g b ik 65%, T EENEFE Y 12%, K HESHEHGE 10%, M7 %
DA 2B R IRIN 4 o = oCEREE T =, A ol v B3 30 1.2 1470 GDP 3, a7~k
AL A 6~8 fEREUN . FEFRE AT, A T DTk 1 4.3%01) GDP &, EL45CHK 3000
RF = 5o ARG HLA7E 2022 AR5 i R S EUR REIR L OGN, M bRl R 120 %o/
I, R BRI A i A PO BLA B P S v () 1.8 424, FE00 EIIE 1 A7 il 2 4% [ R & Br Mk 1) e i
YER o BRI A% 1R R B Bl it 72 IR % R e W) R S R b, AR S LA 2 4R . AR 2R ME IUARRAE
Ml AL TR UEE, 2020 4F WTI BRI DT s Jo w3 2% 2237 SETu/i, BBkl DR 5146 )i
42%, BEAERL 50 J MW Gk o M5 5 i = gk ) R I, Sk A G PR A B S 7 SR 2
AR E B, SR neh E SK Innovation S44E RN 55 5 H1A 18 /237G,

HELA RN AR R R R CSCN & B4 20 22 A SR IE RS, IR i p e Hoh RS O
TER . B JE A e i fueE S & R 25 5F, hrdids WoRHL X M Ag St AL 0 T . EE 2%
ZARH R TTh,  HERR R TR — L XU R PR B T R E . TR R R A L A HE ST
AT RS AR ST Y, EEASTH SR 0 A R IANE . AR GRS (] FP R, il dan E (a3 85
£ 71°F- %) (AutoRegressive Integrated Moving Average, ARIMA, Box #ll Jenkins F[2]H R4t a4 7% 715),
FER PR AR BN S5 I 55 SR RL([3TA[4]) o N L ReASE AR A 1 AT B 25000 v 2 ) IR RS ik i e ), R
THEAF b TS0 ASRAN AR SR AL 1 S8, BIAN[5]. X SR AL RG22 i (B3 2 o) I SRR 1) A L(Support Vec-
tor Machine, SVM, H[6]#&tH, [710F &8 N ) FlBEHLAR A (Random Forests, RF, Hi[8]#&iH, [9]1v3
BOHT N ), DARIR FE 2 S B G R 4 22 9 2% (Recurrent Neural Networks, RNN, JL[101A1[11])Fl& FH s
2 M %% (Convolutional NN, CNN, JL[12]F1[13]).

ZAER, IR AHEARED KR, A5 KR 1d12(Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM, [14]F1[15])
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T4 PR B T (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU, [16]FA[177]) B AR A (1) 1 I A0 28 () 264 B ) Fig o T 46 ik 77 3%
WA A IIIRAT F7 7% (E A TS PR 27 2 T iR ot 3 S 3 B AN A R T o S A A2 o AR 04 ARIMA
5 VARIMA {ERZUNES IR, 200 A LI H AN A S LSTM #1 GRU SEAMZ 2 E, LR E A
Jir 7t B B s 00 TIOORG i, i 25 4 By DXL 57 34 38 AR % 2 (8 L 8 R B R e AR o

2. BT
2.1. ARIMA &

BT 1 1) S AR B TG I 2 — A O B S v 2 5K Yule XK BH 381 S IBIE 7, 0 31 e
LT [18] 55 [191S FEALIL AR S0 A AU TF QUL T AR s ARAR Py J7 22 PR P S A0 mT LA e — AR R oA 24 i S g
SRS RINBCTEY, RIS PR . X SR AU (R P AR B E TR, N SIS
F AR 3 T S HE SRR T B SR [2]

TR BRI T, B PR FE TR AN L 0 7 37 0h s (N R BOA 4 R &
SMEERR) LY R FPa, BB BT AR 25 B R R ) SR AR N o S A R
B A0 H RSB O AT T 28, S A RIEABR S &P 20 B A& MM T ARIMA
(p.a.d). BCEHAN:

(1—Zp“¢,u](1—|_)d yl:,u+[1+ic9ijjg[. (1)
i=1

j=1

Horf LIRS T, 4 60,2338 B BIA AR 550 B RELL LA FF MA 58 j I REL u AHE
BRI s NAYEE . p AEBIETEL o MESTFINEL, o NESRE. IBGE 1=0. ABIEEHY
(1—Zi":1¢,|_‘)yt BONMRIE y, Bid 2 p AP S ALk PE LG vsE, 1R PR SRR 18 7 200 K e 3 (s
MHELE RBK). 24 p=10, v, =4y, +& BA AR EOURIT 8 — 20, 20 8E 55 (1-L) y, 38
i d B Z K AP R S AL S PR P A, R AR T R 10 A (i A B 2 e Eh) . — B 22y
(A=L) Y = Yo — Voa» HERENERS B 22t — DR R xﬁﬂ%ﬂ%@%ﬂﬁ(l+2‘}:ﬁju)et,
YA Hd 25 g MR Z L H A B IEAR, AT R RENLILE) (RS X AN B vh i) . 24
q=10f, y =g +0¢,-

2.2. VARIMA =&

RMILSEA T S SR RS H BN 2RI HLW, Wl RN ZRac . kg, g fiEs
UeA T RIS, 150 ARIMA RIS — [ S0P A1 BTG i 412 A 1) 0 0 ) 0 45 S AT L o D R
R, 22FH ARIMA g E & H B S H 30 FEER(VARIMA) . 1288 Sims f & [ 7115
(VARG AL R[20], @I 5| N REGER: @ 1O, HRIFESH 4 M0, , KPBENZES. AREAY
B B2 g, VER[21]. RO A:

P q
yt=/u+zq)iy[—i+z®j€[—j+€t' 2
=

i=1
Hrpy AREEAPW AR, FER 22T B . WIRAAIEEE, WH%[23] B K [24]3047 2 57
Ak N IA B iR 2218 IE AR (Vector Error Correction Model, VECM)#EAT & Sl H ARG 56

3. HZ ML
3.1 LSTM &ML
Mikolov %5 A\ VCHE R FRAZE [0 25 (RNN) S 1 11 4818 55 A FR[25], HLARALE M B HE A R Bt 1
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[ . RNN AR AE A — AN D A AT B AR BB, R T 545 31 1 B AR B0 A B 1] 26 fy i i 3t
AT X FARE—ANE RS, RNN RS 5 b — N B AR S, 456 T (28 A S
BRI EORR A & TR TR T B BRI 28 X 25 48 i 44 B IR o 22 I 5

KR CIZ(LSTM) & RNN [1)—Fipik e el 51 c 4240 (memory cell) Ko e py 4z Hil ML) ,
RI5t 5171 (forget gate) % A\ ] (input gate) F144r Hi ] (output gate), E—AN BTN AR S L AP ARG 2
()2 BA), FFiE e B £ (i sigmoid R #5005 EVAUEAT IR, AT S5 f b A 412 I6F 8] 7 4710 o SR
WO R, BERMIICIL BEEEARIE . BT R M) 8

B

Figure 1. The forget gate in the internal structure of LSTM
1. LSTM A& Z IR

BT ST A IR BT RS, WIS 1o B MIRSEURAS A A S, 5 A IRE A
MG X, ZAESHW, A E b, BEE, JEN LSTM 4244 o 38 55 1T v A% 42 2 (X B0 s 0k sigmoid R4,
HEERE Y (0,1)

f =0 (X Wy +S, Wy +b;) ®3)

ST KBS C, . f,OC, AL B AR, ok o £ AN IR 4k 1 46 e B o B 6 2
Hadamard &7, f, BB 0 FRIB i S, B 1 204 BA B OMRIE. 117, bl e], 341
i Ly HEATHRE, TR S, B X, FHiit.

BN TR LS b B M B ARSI 2. 9% S, 55 X it tanh B8, A T
AT AR B 22 X (1A (~1,1) i Az €, o

C, =tanh(XW,¢ +S_Ws. +b). )
AT 5 10 AR [T 0 N 454 i, BLIEHLR S A X, JREDXHEIRAIZC, . $REUE B
i =0 (X Wy +S_Wg +b,). (5)

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.1410415 4 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.1410415

h§
1
@
&

Figure 2. The input gate in the internal structure of LSTM
[ 2. LSTM AEREZ AN

ST EEICIZAC, , i, oC, NEEEHAR. i ML 0 FRELEEBE, #iL 1 #REEKR
LZHOTLURAZIKCIZC, . FTBLC, B f, 0 C,, NAM BB E KB AERICIZ, i, oC ARMARIE N
HrELIZ:

C,=focC_+ioC,. (6)

YL T M) £, © i, © BERHEAZ C A G AT SRR IE . EARE A1 P 5 ML, (128 3ct 40 12 57,
B W, Wy o Wy« Wy BUREEHE 5 W, FIW,. o (i b, b, DL B34 b, #5665 R BRI
el BT P R S R FE s R

Figure 3. The output gate in the internal structure of LSTM
B 3. LSTM AIERLEH < St )

R IR A 2 ATCAZ 4R C, A 2 R B E AT Dl e B S AZ s s LA 3,
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S, =0, Otanh(C,). @)

T AR R SR s T A N T T :
ot = O-( XtWXO + St—l\NSo + b0 ) (8)

PAEA LSTM ZEH(E] 4), BGBUIRES S, B R TEE LN ZIMELE, HEESAN 2 AE5,
FEINBUR T B AR, SR B S RS E A X, IR 2 S CZ . g C, 4
AEWAZ. I C L, BIC, HEALHE, JEABUSAE AT SSRMBRBUAINEE, /& LSTM B F4. \T
LSTM s i KCAZ it [ 14534 “ 8m” , 7 RNN & “ 23”7, Rt LSTM AJ LUGEE G A 5 334 2 ik i
BIERE, AR TREKEE.

Figure 4. The architecture of LSTM
B 4. LSTM 2244

3.2. GRU &M%
I TG . 0(GRU) /& LSTM —AMAEILICAS, REm it S5 LSTM [AFEIRR, HS%0E D, Ik
FER, WIE 5. B R A EE ] (reset gate) M1 #7 1] (update gate):
rt = G(XtWXr + St—lWSr + br)’ (9)
U =0 (XWy, +S_ W, +b,), (10)
Hw, « Wy « Wy, W, WIRESHL, b Mb, AfwE S HEEFEEIRE S, 2 L HkERE S, 5
HETHA X S E A, LA EE 56 S, , 255 EA MMt TN ESA 20 s
POl I EE, WimtkE T S, EP%EHJM =X B

S, =tanh (X Wys +(r, © S, )W +hy ). (11)
TR u, TSEE T T s S, (IR ) S REIRA S, (AR FBLE, $3I 78 T K

B Ee g
S, =(1-u, )OS, +uS,. (12)

GRU VA EH T u, #isIl 17 LSTM His s TSN T T2 WSS, b 7 S83E. Hik GRU #
CIZ BT IR NBRER &S T, S5 LSTM ARk, THR Sl B s bk,
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Figure 5. The architecture of GRU
5. GRU %24

4, BRI
4.1, BIEKIR

ARSC A T R A R B B A W s Choice 4l st (75 7T A_EIAF [ PR BB 5 A8 5 0 B I
TR, (HT I S SO S AL TE), IESRREY SCFI, ESA AR INEL . BRI Bt FF
s ety ARG WA AT — R A  BKERAE L KRR . BRI IL 10 FIHUEE . Bk ARIMA
BRI S, VARIMA, LSTM Al GRU Hf FI 4 10 #1144 . I ()45 2018 4 3 H 26 [H £ 2025
2 F 28 H, it 1680 X . HATRIZEHELKIET 80%/E NIIZREE, KT 20% 1 il ilde, >k
RIB AR Z AR T T B Ihr R B BN ZE RO, BA B A — R e E46 8 [0,1] 1A,
X, = Xi —min .Xi . (13)

max X; —min X;
B X, TR AL PR SR AR E . SRR R A8 F SO — i, K B ) B A G — BB
¥ b

Y, = y; x(max X; —min X, )+ min X;. (14)

4.2. RIBHLR

ARIMA (p,q,d) #7845 5d Python 1 statsmodels 24 2 , 4 22 (1) e (L A AT AT AR5 - F Augmented
Dickey-Fuller(ADF)#& 56 A2, #5 4 FFa(p {H >0.05), MIFAAT 20403, EEFFHBEALY, e
dfi. B/, FIH EAHKACF) M E AR (PACF)EIZHT p 1 g 2450, FFiEid Mg R i /ME Akaike 5
SAENAIC)LMAL (p.d,q) HE, AR (p,d,q)=(514) . BARIZHEH ARIMA(5,1,4) 4 P &
CCEEIRES SUNR R M

XFF VARIMA, it Johansen W56 4 W R G e MAFE KA K R B AF/EM ¥ (rank > 0,
A rank = 7, FoRAELE 7 MHOLIKIIOECR), WERA VECM, HZ0HER N
Ay, =a+Toy  + D P Ty e AU RGMEM d 240 (d e{0,1,2} )2 FRaLS, RAIRHE VAR
A S BT VARIMA (p,d,q) < EVIZRM Bodid AIC B Bk Fm R 5 4 p , A3 p=1.
K FE BN ] % H (rolling window) 7 sgEATREAR SN, & KB — IR BLSEE y, AN ZR4E,  HHTU
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S DL S — HME y,,, » 5 AT HL I % (look-ahead bias).

LSTM 5 GRU & T Keras 5 Tensorflow ¥ . LSTM BRE S E LSTM Hot(64 F1 32 A
2 7)1 dropout /Z(0.2 fEFX), @it sequential HE S SZHL M N 246 H )5 2 2% > s GRU A A
GRU E#EAR LSTM 2, M k. Wi B Adam AL 287 iR 2 402k B8, AN TAE Gip kA
SRAGTE, SR I B R S AR EE AR E . N2 AR 5N L ML (early stopping),  ME IG5
Ky JRAEESE 10 SR SGER & LIZE, Piiid s, KT ARIMA F(1 AIC HERILAL, EE L.
e, PTG H L ) N E 5 SE B AT L i 28, EOW R R B M R

4.3. TEEERE

XA EE AR PR, S RRTRE 5 21Ok F 8 bR, IR ECF 3 485 1% % (Mean Absolute Error,
MAE). )75 Hi# 2 (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE). “F-}44%+ 1 43 H % 25 (Mean Absolute Percentage Error,
MAPE). ¥t 58 &% (Coefficient of Determination, R?):

LTI
MAE =3[V, -], (15)

N =
1 2

RMSE = /Wé(vi—vi) , (16)
v

MAPE:%Z Y=Yl 10096, 17)
i=1 i

B %Zi’il(Yi -, )2

R? =
1 —.
ﬁZL(Y' -Yi )2

(18)

Kby Y.V REEE R
5. SEIE O HR
5.1. #BEILLE

JeFER L 6 MK 7, EREREREIILE T, ARIMA 5 VARIMA FIRIE R T L5t 8] 751
T NTERE S R PR . R 6 FE 7 &0, PRI BSTE N AP AR B B BB 1 — 30k, (HAET A
PR FE AT B2 AN A rh o I (T 2024 4E =Z5F OPEC + ZEAME™), T BIZE i i 5 T Sehrin i As
B, ROV DUl AR AFE . & 1 PR — DB TiZIA: ARIMA ] MAE H
7.1859, RMSE 4 9.5128, MAPE 4 1.2486%; VARIMA H7E MAE (7.1544)F1 MAPE (1.2447%) |- 1845 %
%, {HH RMSE (9.5728) [ 1fiilig =i - ARIMA, Ui B 5] N\ 2748 5 R A R IR B L1t 2 & 48, |afi vl
RELE VR B0 fal] B D1 3% 8 () 52 B IR B2 2R MRy SR MR E o 3X — &5 L EIHIE 1 2R AR Y
Yo=c+>. ' dYi+& +Z‘}:19,-st,j TEAFR G T AR LRt . AEPRR T BB BT E A A 2

Table 1. Model performance comparison

* 1 EAMRERTEL

VEAEIR ARIMA VARIMA LSTM GRU Beiygn|
MAE 7.1859 7.1544 5.8159 4.6928 R /)N L
RMSE 9.5128 9.5728 7.5017 6.4125 RN e
MAPE 1.2486 1.2447 0.9975 0.8122 RN
R? 0.9441 0.9434 0.9647 0.9742 I 1 T
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Stock Price Prediction with ARIMA
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Figure 6. Actual observed prices and ARIMA predicted prices
6. ASYNES ARIMA T {E

Stock Price Prediction with VAR/VECM (Close)

—— Actual Price
VECN Predicted

650 4

625 4

600 4

Price
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550 4

500 4

T T T T T T T T T
2023-11 2024-01 2024-03 2024-05 2024-07 2024-09 2024-11 2025-01 2025-03
Trading Days

Figure 7. Actual observed prices and VARIMA/VECM predicted prices
E 7. EZWWES VARIMA/VECM Fll{E

FHEEZ R, BREES B LSTM 5 GRU U 3 HH SEAR S 1 3 S 14 5 PR B2 o A TIE it 26 K
P Y5 i B O M AN AR I DB AR Ak, AR 2024 4F 11 H LSRN A S B I, MR
T LSTM (51 8), GRU BTl e (1] 9) SE i SEBAeL, 5 J o 2 b

1 IR R R AR X — AR BRI T /ISR GRU 1) MAE £ % 4.6928, RMSE 4y 6.4125,
MAPE 1Y} 0.8122%, & Wifabrty4mMm T LSTM (MAE: 5.8121, RMSE: 7.5024, MAPE: 0.9921%). iX
FRPERESETE P IE T GRU M1 1#s b, HEE T 5 Tu DEDWSHESI 75 LSTM =
MG ThRE, AR12): S, =(1-u,)O Sy + U S AR F&—Fh 1584, W8 7 BRI 4 ME A
BRI AL RE F7, BRAR T & XK. 5 ARIMA F1 VARIMA FHEE, TR 22 SRR R O AL A T HE
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TR 55

i i, BERGIE 2 R AR B D S8 T B 32 )RR R AR, AT AE i
AR T I PR 85 b 34T A A (1 T R I

Stock Price Prediction with LSTM

675 = Actual Price

LSTM Predicted

650

625

600 -

Price

575+

550

525+

500

T T T T T T T T T
2023-11 2024-01 2024-03 2024-05 2024-07 2024-09 2024-11 2025-01 2025-03
Trading Days

Figure 8. Actual observed prices and LSTM predicted prices
E 8. EXMNES LSTM FUNME

Stock Price Prediction with GRU

675 = Actual Price

GRU Predicted

650

625

600

575

5504

5254

5004

T T T T T T T T T
2023-11 2024-01 2024-03 2024-05 2024-07 2024-09 2024-11 2025-01 2025-03
Trading Days

Figure 9. Actual observed prices and GRU predicted prices
9. ALWNES GRU FNE

REA AR B SUER I A2 SR, (HAB B R 1% T 3230 S L 1RO U BoAT i
. GRU BIRAER A FRRETHH Be (i 2025 4 1 )R CRFFEC R BN L, X —BLRIRIE 1 Rt iy 37 50
RN IAFAE —— BRI B SR R G S5 Sal . IXRW] GRU T THEMLH EEh S 21 1 i 37
ENEOFRFSERRAE, JLTEHTTRENS 5l N R SO AZ SR SR A Ee] . BeA, BT AL D AR
Ui (2024 4 10 H AR BT DLELF (10 3 5 i 9 T4 ) I #8 3 B 1 00 58 72 R AR R R IOAREAE, X B T R
ARG LA AR B R BRYE . Dyt s AME Ml S RE ST, SINAMBEAHMER, WREREEY . BN
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LU VORGSR, E RN BT IS @R IR A LB,

WS 6 FIE 7, PF TR R L P& AR, X BN T smaT Lo tt, WE R Hiz i T H
[A O EE 2> B, WE AR B33 look_back = 60, o F] T AR HIIIZREELL ] train_ratio = 0.8,
5, MRS EERA RN T R BT . X T8 8. 18 9 fide 1, Jy 7k BIW R AR L BCR, LSTM
1 GRU N B FEHLF T4 LSTM_SEED = 775 1 GRU_SEED =500, LSTM Fll ARIMA P21 1 77 7E AR
A P AEE2E 5 . LSTM I BEALM: i 32 BORIE T RE NI LAk . #1226 (B3 LSTM) IR E 75 I 25
THRRTA SR BN, T F R REAL SRS AT IR . A FFIHIAE A RS AL A% (40 Adam) &K
ZUE R R B E — SR AR BRARATE, RAWSIBIAFE )RR A B, AN S
KA AT, Tl A 2R T maogs, /MR (Batch) B B2 R . X EIRE
BFUGEARFHAIE H A B iR v R L, T2 AL — MR . S TR b A, LSTM AR
FRIE 23 4# DA Dropout Z51E N4k Fi A . Dropout 76 I 23118 2 PA— %2 HINE 2 BE H LR — 354340 28 76 1 i HH 3%
BAE. XML “EFF7 A TR IIGIAE—ADIE A E )7 M2 BT, XORRE 8 TR )2
bRy, (B ERESIN TN 25 1, LSTM BELIE & F A R . 5 LSTM A J, &) ARIMA
R LE S E FOFIUI 58 e 1), SR BEALYE.

5.2. jHRHSCIE

1E LSTM JHRabsE, 22 2 A 10 JeoR 7 DM AR AR et S BRSBTS AR 3
LSTM %Ol 1A 4RI E, HIRRAANFEI TR DIRET#Ek: LSTM-f: RRBRITET. fEbrdE
LSTM 1, 1] f, Fsnie B £ 38 07 5015 B (A (Q3)) - X BB e f, =1, RIGZAAREE 48 07 52112,
B o538t s A S B 3 5. 1K A B TR0 IFEES 1 7R D8R 75 5 vh (R OGBE T . LSTM-i: /R
BRENTTo BT, 2 H0H S EHEAAIR S (A R(G)). AKFEE G, =1, BITAMHEZHmAN, 24
R N 564 15 7 5242, TR N T IR (S BIRE R AME . LSTM-0: RoRFERREIH . Hithi] o,
1T 20 IR A B BROBUIR AS i s L gl (A 2X(8)) . 32 o, =1 )5, B HE A AR, BRI
JE, DL H TR TS B IVEH . GRU-like: FRfbait Bl 1 5%AIT, Bl GRU WL, B
PRERE 2 f 50, %06, W f, =1—i,, faifk LSTM NZ8ML GRU IR 1450, 1K & 508 1@, B7EXT
Eb LSTM 5 GRU Wit #2 2R . XTS5 7EE] 10 Ff B 2B T 2k LSTM-f. LSTM-i. LSTM-
0 Ml GRU-like [IBNZE 5 SEFRE XS b, SBRAS R T RS Bk i 0 B 2 i 1 22 5

Table 2. LSTM ablation experiment
2 2. LSTM jlmhscag

A TERR LSTM-f LSTM-i LSTM-o GRU-like LSTM BeuyalL]
MAE 9.5181 8.0956 10.0720 43773 5.8159 BN
RMSE 11.2134 9.4764 11.3035 6.0441 7.5017 BN
MAPE 1.5181 1.3956 1.7423 0.7539 0.9975 /N R

R? 0.9211 0.9437 0.9198 0.9771 0.9647 EREZIT 1 HRT

M 2 PEREFR AR AT LL AT L, B LSTM VAR (RIS 3% 55 T IR 46 LSTM B, SR 1 T 13451 (1)
DEME, JRUE LSTM ) MAE A4 5.8159. RMSE & 7.5017. MAPE & 0.9975%. R? 4 0.9647, TijA-{i
WRILFE 2 . LSTM-f: MAE % 9.5181, RMSE i£ 11.2134 (3404 50%), &A1 HLR SRR
EEFEMERS, TE E A R SR TR R R SRR 2 (0 2024 A HARTR), B0AE T HAE Bl IR
O IIEE. LSTM-i: MAE & 8.0956, BT LSTM-f (H4355 T JR 4G (RMSE 9.4764). X VK T4 A1)
FEBRJE , B N TG 278 521042, MISS 1 P e K BB IR BE R T, JCHAE PRI S B BLR 29K . LSTM-
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0: hREAZ (RMSE 11.3035, MAPE 1.7423%), i th I 1R RALEBURAS B8 LRI A EIIRER, F
FIMFZE(E 10)EREHT AU LS50S, A% D AR DS ME R R A AT BB . GRU-like: &4
LT IR 4G LSTM (MAE 4.3773, R? 0.9771), Rl fa140 25 H 75 2 B0 b 00 38 87 Ji ek 903 B 160 6 30 30 B RRALE
R T KA AL AE J1 (0 2025 4 1 A ¥FEk s B i fa) . AU LSTM =1 niih A
e, RN RS IR g

Stock Price Prediction Models Comparison
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= CoupledGate LSTM
1 NoOutputGate LSTM
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%
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Figure 10. Actual observed prices versus predicted prices by LSTM variants
10. EZMMMES LSTM TARTUE

% 3 M 11 MFF S AN GRU WAL, = 2 siist, BAENN S Iy B /1. GRU +
f: FORIIIMSLIRE ). bRfE GRUANE EE ] r AIEH T Tu, (A(9)~(10)). ARG ALIB ],
PIHEZR GRU Hist & 5 WAL AR UL 25 . GRU + peephole: #om 5| ABIHLFLIERE . ik fon B
[ ANHDIRAS, BT 92 TR SO0 N HOIRAS BRI, A TR BE TR B . GRU + ¢ R 7 BRI Hid
TR, IR 7. 05 LSTM Beit, KBITAF(6), SIAMSLAMIRA C, . FEFGH 1] o, 42
Fudt, MECIRES 7> B L 2 . X LTS AR 11 Hidad Fil i 2 GRU + . GRU + peephole #1 GRU + ¢
(% 328 7 Fe 5 S i 1) i 22 1 2K

Table 3. GRU Complexification Experiment
5 3. GRU 8 Z:t.3Li

AL TR GRU +f GRU + peephole GRU +¢ GRU W
MAE 8.0129 8.8867 8.8417 4.6928 B NBERTF
RMSE 9.6645 10.5736 10.5835 6.4125 BN GT
MAPE 1.3648 1.2596 1.5106 0.8122 RN R GF
R2 0.9414 0.9299 0.9297 0.9742 AR 1 AT
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Figure 11. Actual observed prices versus predicted prices by GRU variants
11. EEYNES GRU ZiAF{E

% 3HWRER, FTE GRU H 4L R K J5ls GRU #5784, ERH GRU (1 fai fb 15 1178 Ji 3 317 5 73l
M. GRU +f: MAE J+% 8.0129, RMSE i% 9.6645, %4k%) 60%. #Inhsr i) E s Eig e K
Wiz, WMEESEHEEGL LSTM, SR, AR EEE b SR 5. & 11 4 2024 )47
FETRM R 22 0 2%, Ui GRU IR O R AU &8 s IhRE . GRU + peephole: PEBERS LT GRU +f
B4 2 T R 46158 (RMSE 10.5736) .  BLARSFLIEHEAR BRI T 19 Bus M, | I 2= 4 iR SR AT e (i
FEBEN), TERKFAF(Un OPEC + kj=)RRZEBCR, $iE T GRU Mz EMLH . GRU + c: RINAHT,
RSB T TIINEIR T GRU BIFRGHLH], (BRI R S5, TP LE PR 0 IR 2 B4R
Vi BT S, JE4E GRU FEAEXU T4 v Al u, 7ECREF okl FE R RN SE T B8, i 52 s b sk Rty
RIas, KRB AL H G BN N s I i wort-A B

6. FHeR=

AW FEL IR S BT R B, GRU REAYLE b g i v ) B AN A% T000 wp J I HE B AR 3, HAZ O ME AN
TE T TUIKS BE 52 FH(MAE FEIK % 4.6928, MAPE N 0.8122%), HE{E TS [H 7 41 Fill$ gt 1 = 21
TR e VENTREE 2 ST RN 2SS PE 208, LSTM BRALEAHE Ferp BB 0, =110 30 it
PRpt TSRS SRR NLE], JCHAE KIS T R I T AR (R? 153 0.9647). 1 GRU A
FRPE i — D AR ILAE F T TR B0 & L I8 R 1 S T R E, SE T D gz s 2
EIE R G o G0 7E Hh Sy SR A v KU A b, BB E B BRI SEAE 2 0.3 DUT, [R)E E B ] e Akl
PEMWIBEN, X PR G R T R SRR RS 2 A [RI 2 35 3R T T S HURER (B LSTM 87> 25.6%), NSRS
Wbl T AR BIRTT 5

MRS AL, AW FUER T IRE 2RI P AT R AT . EHXT GRU £E AR 3t 24 Hh 75 47 5 ¥ Tl 5 2
G, KK ATRR SRR GHELE: 38551 N Transformer V3 3 0L X 35 ) SCAS R 15 3EAT BN
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Fow, LRSS AR & 07 ZCHE s A R S R BN [N 7 A HE FE AE 715 255 I TR A 2% (TCN) I Z K6 71
SRR UK E, 109 GRU I PR A KNS s I8 AT BETH i A (3G 22 I L, i sh
I BRI B 308 SRR, AT P RS 5 5 1T AR . IR TT AL BE RS R THE A (1 S
PERE, WOy TN AR T AT (g Ty 5. AESEERN R, BT TSR FT B SCHE R RE AL XU
EHARGE . 2T GRU MBI Y w] IR A Ahs TIUE 51 8, 24 T i 22 3 e s X TR IS ) s e 22 0%
i MASSRIEE TR RGE, KPR S RPN RS FAER,  SCHLORIEG RIS SNSRI w1
WEHCRME IS A L, G ISk T ST 2, T 55 e fox ik g«

e, AWM —E R R, it P RRIRMIT . AR R T TR S5 R PR T s ) A
HEE A AR, ARSI s SR SEIL AR R RE 70 s[RI, 5 Ty a0 5 RS ([ By A7
5 E NG ZRR) MR TS A, I B2 2% 1 A BRI T IR R R T P E
RERRAMUA BT e E TR R, R IR BV T A OW S5 A4 B, i i S8 BB (Y e
I BB R LA AR ST
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