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Abstract

Accurate stock price prediction is of great significance for investor decision-making and financial insti-
tution risk management in the stock market. With the rapid development of computer technology,
more and more financial scholars are paying attention to neural networks and using network
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technology to establish a stock closing price trend prediction model, which has achieved significant
results. This article explores stock price prediction based on the Gated Recurrent Unit model selected
in Matlab. Considering that the selection of neural network parameters has a significant impact on pre-
dictive performance, an improved hippopotamus optimization algorithm was used to optimize the GRU
model parameters and construct an IHO-GRU model to predict the closing price of CITIC Bank. The ex-
perimental results showed that the IHO-GRU model performed the best in the RMSE, MAE, and MAPE
evaluation indicators, demonstrating the potential of optimization algorithms and neural networks in
financial market prediction, and providing some reference for actual financial investment.
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1. 53|

BEA A BRZ G DU R AN G R T ) 1 H 28 O, BTN T AR Bt i R —.
AN AE I EE T 3% R B o R AR b, LU S M RS AT TR IR 51 T KB AN . fER ST+,
TR P A/ T KT 45 75 38 1) ke S o) o R G AL () JXURS: A B LA B B o Bl SRl T 34 1 5 A P A
ANHE VERBG N, AL GU T 7 VEAE N AR 2 M 5 I A7 AE — 8 SR BR P . DRIk, PR 2R T v ARG HE P
M T 7 925 1A 224 4 AT P — AN L

IAESR, RIS SIHARTE S ARG T R EHE, 1163 5 0(Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU)f# 1k
T B AR R 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN)AE7E A B 1 1 il 8, - DR L7 b B A 1) e %) B30 T
PRBRVERET 32 2 )12 6 . SR, GRU BLAL ) U BURTEIR KFEE FAKH T S5 thak, H T iz
— ), AHEFCRR T — R T AR BE, GRS A A DR GRU BARLZE AN T 2=
DL, B AR A A AR A R

AW FC IR HT 2 A TE 45 G ik (] AR LS GRU AL, DASRTH IR A 000 ¥ 4G FE A e o A
SCRHAE TP {EERAT 2018 4F 4 ] 10 H 3 2024 4 4 H 10 HEgPs s, #% IHO-GRU Y, @i xf Lk
SEEG RIS R PRAL, A 4 UE R0 S LAY B B B I AT SE I SR SR, RN BV RN R B 2 5] TE Gk
I I FH R R JE

2. HERERIAR

J EZ TR (AL S8 71045 VAR, ARIMA Al GARCH #EA4%, YRh A& g [1] (2021)45 4 VAR Al
GARCH 158, RG5HT | 2 Fh 2 WA 528 S H se iR I (g2, $2 4t 1By T et Fa A . T35 ([2]
(2022)>k F GARCH I AUARHE Y 300 F5HON BT AN MEHEBR T, =5 08 1 I 8] e o1 vp () 5 07 22 1%, B
B HISEBR N A . S5 EE[3] (2023) 1 ARIMA A5 R %6 # Be AR AT A A b 4T T S 3 0, 45 SR B
RIS Xof it 1 P A A A B A v U A

T E A A A — S S ME AT LR 2 BSR4 G 7 VEAE RO IR S s I A A — € J= PR A
[ B Pt A N % e S HTVR BRI RS, LA 2 D il vz S T IR 30 A B 58 2 o sk st i o
WIHEESE[4] (2021)R A 1 2R A SR EML(TSVR)IX —HBUF FINLES 22 21 ik, I S A 24T e, A3 F
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FolAS [ 100 A% o B0 30 Jo 3o A% S Aok P B LA Sk AT S5, MR TR G 07 v B B iz A v R
FITHE R . FMNINARAE[5] (2021)i i A% 18 & LA ik XGBoost (Extreme gradient boosting) 1% 2 (1) 24,
HHUT BME 6 R SE bR I B , U R TE 1 IR A5, 300E T B AR JRLx 5 K FE A4 i 1) T
71, BRI bR N A E

AR, BEEIREEE I MIRIE, AWML T Ham K12 S Re AR A& /e 7, 72 A0 T
BT T N AR LI AR A [6] (2022)i8 5 6l 37 M Hh 45 & Bagging 5921 GRU #1444, K Bagging
HEGIN GRU A& M4 ISR RS, 30IE T AR ALTE A [RI T 3 b ¥ FL A 5 vy P FOU00) fE A e R A e . e
35171 (2023)K I AR AL S (Grey Wolf Optimizer, GWO) 55 BP M M4k 454, FIFH GWO ik BP #i£: k¥
EIREMWE, H T A 005 B 0 SE AR AT ST b, UE AR AL I S R N4 S A A Rk .
W4 IR A [8] (2023) X} 2 AR BT 25 BB BHAT T 1 Ry B, BFE SRR M 2% (Convolutional Neural Net-
work, CNN). K47 #1312 M 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM). [ J420E 3 8 70(GRU) M H4H S8R, @
IR T ANRIGR JEE 2 SYASERUTE J B 0000 rp ) S B B FH R B0 IE 1 IR B 2 ) R AE A B0 42 4 A K Sl 7 T

(a1 35
3. PN

3.1 MBREEE

] DAt 4k B3 (Hippo Optimization Algorithm, HO)/2& Hi Mohammad - 2024 448 H 0 580HT A RE R REA
B[], %I e BRI AT NI R K. 1T HO BB TREHLI R o s kR REE, 4
FENCSIGE BENS 25 5y BN S s o T o A R A58l ot o 0 L3R LA 1), R Siine VRIS [10] 70
R0 I 7] 2 X) S (LU B2 m VI aa P AT i, I NARZR MR ISR & [12], RS K, 7RI S b Sk e s
54 R 48 2R o 3 48 28 2 IRV AP 1887 o T S PR A B A2 B0 Sy =38 G B SE BT B AR B A B B Bt

HO FIRIA ALY BLis K ML TAA AR I A2 i, ok SRR S IR A B AR B A 20

X; =Ib; +r+(ub, ~lb; ),i =12, N; j=1,2,--,m 1)

ot r (0, DN RIBEHLEL  Ib; Flub, 735958 | MERE B FRTR 5t
B B — T2 O AT S AR K AL BT, X — B BRI S AR A S G RN B A AR o BRI
AL B B A
XijM =Xty '(Dhippo =1 Xij) )
S o, FR T R AES | RAORE, D, RAHHEIETDORE, v, [0, UKFMOHIE, 1,/
MBS R T o ME I B BGPTSR T A 5K

)i +,(Dygpo —1,-MG;), T >06 o
” A, else
B Xij + h2 (MGl - Dhippo)’ I’B >05 (4)
I, -+, (ub; ~Ib, ), else
T = exp(~t/Maxiteration) ©)

oo 1, (L, 2K R, MG, s AR B ML BRI — S50 T PR, 1 Al 92— MO, 1]
X ] P RIBERLE, A h, S BRI R B B SR T 7R 0 o 1 B
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else

Wit B . T AR TR S A T W f £ I OB AEAT D, e AU 1) 75 A AT 9 SR S SRVE BN SR
MR, MEEMERRA

(6)

Predator; = Ib; +r, -(ub; —Ib; ) @)
Horr &2—ANE[O, 156 H P I BEAL I &
TG0 RO
RL @ Predator; +;i Foregaror, < F
HippoR ' c-d XCOS(ZTCg) D ]
RL® Predatorj + , else

c—d ><cos(2ng). D+,
Forp RL 2 BAG SR/ AT RO BENL IR &, T BODUE I 10 38 Mo ) S ol 2 547 8, f, ¢, d, g2
BENLE, TPy B SN ) s BRI 1) o A T T A SUSE R SR i W A B
{XiHippoR, FiHippuR<|:i

X, else

X =

©)

= BOR R T Sk B H AT, X BB TR R AT A R R AR, DU
D5 SR RS R AN e ] S R A B T R

Xirj]ippos — Xij +r, - (Ibzocal +5,- (ubzocal _ Ib;ocal )) (10)
Iblocal _ IbJ blocal _ Ubi 11
e e o

3.2. BUHREE
3.2.1. Sine JB jhARET
Sine R4 (Sine Chaotic Map) & FH (v el i 5 753, 383 15 5% o8 B2k v ol 4 4 s A Ak
FERIMEEZREME . Sine VRS Ik DLR 4 A 2UAE R T 41
X, =a-sin(m-x,) (12)
Horr x5 n OB, x,,, 258 n+ LIRS INE, a 2RESH.
ARAE VR 7 B AT I S, AT 43 IRV U6 07 B 10 i
ub, ~Ib,

i (1) =T, +(1+x)*

ij

(13)

Horh g, (t) A Sine JRIEMUH AR 0T S AMARI IR B
3.2.2. VR R )3 3] HRME

2 70 2 =1 S e T 1 2 ST RN N4 R 0 S o Tk PRI AR 75 0 A R S R
R A R R A T, R IR RN B

2 X, (8) R 55 € YORARP= A g — MR, R, 9BLAE R AR, (x) N ERRERSL, P T ik
R T A
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A

%; (t) =r=(lb; —ub;)—x, (14)
Jerhr 20, D)MIBENLEL,  Ib, T uby 23BN S j 4ERE BB/ MERURCH, [ o), ub; |2 HURSSERF (A 441 1)

XT1a].

3.2.3. JELR IR R REY
ARLE ISR IS B S R SR s K, B SRR 7E 4 R 1 R AN 3 i R 2 [H B
. A BT & I BN AR R S B o, ShS TR D R sh DK RL, BB TN K S
U HO T4 RAKE .
a =0.05-exp(-0.1-t) (15)

FINARZE A 328 ol SRS (197 - X 506 2 14 S I PR A7 26 B

o - RL @ Predator; +;
' c—dxcos(2ng)

HippoR _ (16)

ij
a-RL® Predatorj+ f . , else
c—dxcos(2ng) D+,

<F

! F
: B ' Predator; i

3.3. IHEENET

IHEIEA PICRAERE T LSTM A KPR RE NI FIN, SHHEED, IRl IR, KRR T
THE R . GRU REWS I ARAN R I 18] FUBE_E ARG 22, 78 23 A IS 18] 3 510 808k £ P AEARFAE . f# 0 RNIN
HHAEAE HOBR LR AE R L. — > GRU 50w BLE XN

2, = (W -[h.y.x]) (17)
r=o(W, [h,.x]) (18)
h = tanh (W, -[r ®h ;% ]) (19)
h=(1-2)®h, +2 ®R (20)

Horb z NFET], $RERT RS MCZE BT HIRERAE; r2EmE ], fE Wi ar— IR
ERSHIOMAE BMLS: h AT 2, R FoR 20 2 RECIR S B

4. RSB SERIHR

R RS A (VAT S AR A SRR R P R S P U X R B [ 13] EL AN [R) B0 B 3R I o R FH ST 504 A
PAE 2 I VPAG DAL R I . GBI 7 10 AN FEAENN R O Foft 6 AMOUACSE: sk iy i) o A 5002
(IHO) 5 JR 4G T T e AL 5922 (HO) « R 7 48 2% 5392 (Sparrow Search Algorithm, SSA) [14]. i & & 5% (Ma-
rine Predators Algorithm, MPA) [15]. Z b5 1% (Honey Badger Algorithm, HBA) [16]. IR 5%
(Grey Wolf Optimizer, GWO) [17]. 1EA& %44k 5% (Sine Cosine Algorithm, SCA) [18] 514 LI A 4k B3
(HHO) [19]. A T PRUESEEG AT S AT S, FEARR 254 T XS B A LA T I BN AR RN
IRER A EBENLIZAT 30 IR, MPEER/NEE DY 30, 154K 500 X, DIREREZERE R 30, KRR # un e 1.

4.1. BRI

8 MR 10 NIEAEINA R BRI 2 Pror, Horb Avg (ORI SEERI T E01E, Best
REFIERRE . ATIEAE N R R B EASIIZ AT 30 e, SRIGEE RN 2 Frs.
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Table 1. Testing function
= 1. MR

Hi% 2 S
=2 [~100,100]
=2+ T [~100,100]
2 =l S y
2
=2 (2% [~100,100]
f, = Max{|x|,1<i<d} [-100,100]
f, = Z?=1|:100(Xi+1 - Xiz)z +(% _1)2} [-30,30]
fo=20([x +05]) [~100,100]
f, = Zid:lixi4 +random|0,1] [-1.28,1.28]
fo=2 " [-11]
fo=>0 (ixx) [-10,10]
fo=x +10°%"" X2 [~100,100]

Table 2. Test function results

2. MXRBLER

fekx IHO HO SSA MPA HBA GWO SCA HHO

F1 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 5.20E-61 4.44E-23 1.28E-135 1.43E-27 9.2697 6.09E-96
Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 7.02E-25 5.48E-146 1.31E-29 7.84E-03 7.90E-114
F2 Avg 1.40E-240 3.44E-184 293E-28 2.72E-13 3.98E-72 1.22E-16 4.39E-02 3.17E-49
Best 8.33E-259 2.15E-194 1.32E-193 1.83E-14 6.65E-76 1.48E-17 6.89E-05 9.59E-61
F3 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 5.80E-25 7.57E-04 7.83E-94 7.92E-06 9.79E+03 8.54E-70
Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 3.78E-97 6.17E-10 1.88E-105 9.90E-08 1.75E+03 1.78E-98
F4 Avg 5.84E-235 4.48E-184 1.22E-30 3.66E-09 3.60E-57 8.10E-07 3.75E+01 6.22E-49
Best 1.22E-263 6.59E-194 8.25E-284 1.12E-09 7.92E-60 5.70E-08 1.62E+01 9.09E-58
F5 Avg 3.11E-05 9.50E-02 3.52E-05 2.53E+01 2.41E+01 2.71E+01 2.80E+05 1.68E—02
Best 5.59E-10 2.05E-05 8.33E-10 2.44E+01 2.31E+01 2.59E+01 4.20E+01 4.23E-05
F6 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.68E+01 0.00E+00
Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F7 Avg 1.13E-04 1.67E-04 1.67E-03 1.38E-03 3.36E-04 1.87E-03 1.51E-01 1.96E-04
Best 6.03E-06 2.25E-05 3.62E-05 2.52E-04 5.22E-05 6.90E-04 9.81E-03 2.18E-05
F8 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.18E-53 3.78E—61 1.72E-300 9.89E-97 1.53E-04 6.22E-125
Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.10E-189 8.75E-68 2.47E-323 7.45E-108 2.30E-10 5.83E-143
F9 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 8.60E-60 6.68E—24 5.85E-136 1.99E-28 2.23E+00 1.15E-94
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Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.04E-26 2.39E-143 1.82E-30 7.75E-05 3.79E-111
F10 Avg 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.64E-29 3.12E-17 2.19E-121 9.13E-22 1.57E+07 2.88E—88
Best 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 2.39E-137 5.68E-20 5.20E-132 3.23E-23 1.24E+04 2.74E-110

MFE 2 i RAE Y, AR Bk 10 MR # L, 1HO IR ILAE /13 A mtf, BB AE 30 (AL S5
t, IHO F) 3 fe Pk e 9 T At ) R REAIL AL R0 R W HLAE AR B A SR R AR AK il RBU AT i AR A A
fE LR BRI L, SCA SRtk Re iR, ERFIME. PrdEZE MR EL 8 NEE PR B it
HRIZ .

4.2. WrsgHhZR 54T

A 2R AR PP AL FOE R RE I — DN 2R bR . 8 TR I BEIERE L . AR S sl
&L, TCURAN PR RAR U SIORE . RACE . R ENEBEAIAAT . 12 8 MEILAE i 2k ifE
TR B B S A, BEARARARRIEARIKEL, AR BRSO FE A IE N L PR, e 2SSO 1
N AN, AEREER SR B . X IR 2 FL A FO AT RAE M, IHO 5k B4R 5 HO 5k
FE=AMRR BRIV, 0T Hift 6 N5k, HPAFRERNEE] T ERRAUE . HRRUE IHO &

R B T
10° ; 10° i
HO THO
HO [} o H
SSA SSA
_ -50 | 4
g 10% MPA [] £ 10 MPA [
= HBA = HBA
g GWO g GWO
= 10-100 | SCA H = 1000 SCA
<10 HHO <10 HHO
g g
g g
£ 1070 | 10150}
2 2
2 2
=] -200 | =} -200 |
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2 g
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Figure 1. Test function convergence curve

B 1 i R A s R 2

5. SCERASE
5.1. #IEEEN

TEREZEMMAS T, 8 SHITF RN WA Rm AR DA Fe bR 2R, B 7E R T o2
ISP AR (1, AN [ B T st (1 (it SR O 22 00 0o e v I ARG A SR B, XA E AN TAN & & T AR e il FF
BT — HAEAY, R T AT —RAEEROC R, Wi o MR T 8A 5 A SR B s, 2k
SRR E R BN A B B AW . DR, AR SO BRSO A D I S T () AR R, DAkt B A b S
$ e K AN SRV R T I

ABEFEH TR DT E BRI kR, ik E T 2018 4F 4 H 10 H ) 2024 4 4 J1 10 H
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HIR: 4, AEEEACHD 601998, K H 5 HRAT I S SR AT AT 80%/E NI SREEFH T4k, FIFHY
20% U] Fi A 3% B SR B8 LR AR R )2 Ak i

5.2. {EETfLERAE

S SR F 1 77 MR 22 (RMSE) L ~F 128 0 22 (MAE) « P 514555 1 43 EL 1% 22 (MAPE)VE B R (1A 45
FRo IXEEFRFRAEE/N, RRRAIE MR b P RE LT .

RMSE = \’%é(yi - )2

1 -
MAE :HZi:1|yi - yi|

0
MAPE — 100A)Zn
n

yi_yi|

5.3. BB MLERFFEL 34T

F B IR S AR AL S A 2 THO-GRU AR Tl b A5 4R AT S EE A, SRA GRU. LSTM FERY A A5t
b, AN [ AR AN T &5 58, ke 3 Pl

2 I B ESEAE S OB AT B AT 2R (UE (28 2 NI SR LSBT s AL B R 26 AR T T AN A% ) o &5
BRAERE, AR RGeS RS B TN I SN A%, B = A8 b LRI AR .

Table 3. Results of prediction model evaluation index
< 3. FUNRENTENTeIREE R

(AR RMSE MAE MAPE
IHO-GRU 0.1124 0.0738 1.2316
GRU 0.1131 0.0745 1.2344
LSTM 0.1141 0.0747 1.2391
8- Stock Price Prediction
Actual
Prediction
75F
7 |
[0
265
o
X
3
» o
551
5 |
45 1 1 1 1
2023491 H 202344 F 20234E7H 20234E10H 20244E1H 202444 202447H
Figure 2. IHO-GRU model prediction results
2. IHO-GRU #RIFMLE R
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6. &t

A St BT S AL A SRE (IHO) I AL I TR A B e (GRU)BE Y, DA ey JBE A TN Py v s 2 R A 5
Yoo WRAAERRI, SR SO DR AL JS . GRU AL TE RO A S USCAE A il R B9 L B8 v PO N B
EFREE . BRI, Sof /a1 GRU 7Y HENS 5 AT R B2 JBe A AT AN 18] P SURFAE 80/ N PR 22

AHFFRAMNFE TN TNTTER BRI R, O ERR R B A T HMMERNZE . KRBT
A UAE— B R LA e B AL SR AR B 22 IR 25, DLRRERTH Bt T A R

E&mE
S BodE SR s AR A 3] 5 AL BRI B I H (35 FHE T 5 A 47[2020]5016)
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