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Abstract

Given the complexities of global financial markets, constructing an accurate model for gold price
prediction is of significant importance. This study selects multiple key factors influencing gold
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prices, considering various dimensions such as macroeconomics, financial markets, and political
risks. Spearman’s correlation analysis is employed to filter indicators and establish an indicator
system framework. The Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO) is utilized to optimize the eXtreme Gradient
Boosting model (XGBoost), resulting in the development of a GWO-XGBoost model. This model is
then used as a base learner to construct an ensemble model, Bagging-GWO0-XGBoost. Experimental
results demonstrate that the optimization algorithm enhances the model’s performance in predict-
ing COMEX gold prices. Furthermore, the integration of the ensemble algorithm leads to improve-
ments in the model’s RMSE, MAE, and MAPE metrics. Therefore, this model can provide more accu-
rate predictive data for gold price forecasting and is considered a practical and efficient financial
tool, aiding in market predictions and decision-making processes.
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1. 5l

e —MH R MEE S S EENR SR, ARG REL FIRShEEEEMA. HE
AR B A ) — SN, R ARRE T A R PUBK M R TR ENE R T, ERe T
AR A BRETE A B YR R AR . BEAh, 38 S 78 BR 5 1 TR R AU ) o FH 52 AR . i
e, B HWGEUA K BT, B BRI DL ARG DA M JE T R, AR
PEERZATIHRE. EHEFRT, SERATRZRBINCE R L, R & DI s e Rtk RN TE
Yo HEEEAE S0 NIRRT AE 5Ty, 35 & B DR AT AT RN XU B D e o B B4 T L.

R0 T T S A OB TR B A Ay N =3 ARG R HLAR R SRR R4 A A
R, i, fREHEFIFLAS B 1@ A [ E A 43 e 3 2 (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average,
ARIMA)BLALST COMEX #5467 SEN A B AT IS [R) 7 510 40 A7, e A5 A ARSR A A 2 /i Bk it 4518
B2, IR P AR R A DU AN S [ R B0 2, IR, SO S8 R IR B 2 21 5 kAT v, 7
[ 2)18 ] 2 ki T BEU AL 29 (Particles Swarm Optimization, PSO)EAL ) BP #1228 4 5 R o | g 85 42 %8
5y BT B & SRS AT 2 AR B TN, 43 % ELAIE BA AITHR HE ) PSO-BP A58 AT B s (A T A /1. i
FENTERRRIRE, —S2 iR T M EES GYLE S IRV CAR 0, ZRJw kAo 2 3] 48
3 N R 7 ) 58 4 B A R B AR A5 43 i (Complementary Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition with Adap-
tive Noise, CEEMDAN) J7 71K 55 #1212 (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM) /2% 45 4 1) /7 3.6 COMEX %
SHATROAR AT TN, 25 SEB R I, 0T O S o) e P AT AT DA AR R R B AR . H2, X —
DI IR LA A BRERT, SR K

X YRTHR AR A SCHR T —FhBE T Bagging 2 A B0 EE R TR . %4557 L) GWO-XGBoost
NHEAERL, HARBIET 46T GWO B SH M =ik it 715 XGBoost [58E KTRMNEE 77, M i
FIRTHEAR VR A AR T, HOZBR AL BT s AN S It B I R AR e, E A M A s S
B RIS, BTk, A0k Bagging SEMUEEME G, DLt B 3L THBLAL I TR B F AR
SEVE, G N RE T (AL B 0 v AR AR R R R T 2%
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2. HENBESREME
2.1 BIRMEHEE

TR AL 532 (Grey Wolf Optimizer, GWO)/2Z 1 Mirjalili Z5[4]JF & [ —Fh 3 T RER B BE 70 8 & A
% HRIBSKRIET AP B 2450 . TETORIIAE SRR T, H o’y IR 6 TRAT 0 RIUANAH
ERWIAR, HAba A WA B RIGE IR, BRI T RN BA LS I SR DY AR
AR T GWO Ak I8 &R BRI P AR, o o IR, IR 6 RACEH SRR, o TR
RFMRIEMR . B ERRT =058 o - pIRAT O, BT S AR B Ararit. S5, 3
BIRPIAEN o ], ENSHEACS a. pESBIMNEXRR, ZHEEERKMRA S5, WH.
RS BEEAE YA IR

2.2, HWumsEERA

et F $2 7+ (eXtreme Gradient Boosting, XGBoost) & — ity &l HL5% K AL A% 2 > B0vk, w1
YLy KANENF A8, B Chen A1 Guestrin [S19F & . T8 B4 T+ U 5 4% (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree,
GBDT) 1 AR, Sl 7EE BRI AR B I 2R 2 AN e SRR S AR A2 = T P e . 5 GBDT AHEL, XGBoost i
N REEITY R T BAsekE, WORE 7 2 MRWE BRI A T HHERTE . XGBoost SCHFIE AL
FR, DU G S04 108, % 5250 T LIS I f /MU 7k ek BB FE SRR AR AL 24, M4 s I 2R
RAUESTE . (EREE . ATARBE RIS MESS 51, XGBoost A& —FIEH s KNS 2= I 5k, |2 M
TECEIZI L B AR B AR AU . TR FE AR 2 28, 10 learning_rate. n_estimators. max_depth
S, DRI FRAT AT DUSE AL SR 1 % XGBoost 124 DL Sk Bl A Fildll . XGBoost F A (1 #% 0 £ T i it
HE) ST PR R SRR AR ), A ARARE (1 T 00 43 BSOAE AR D Tt ASE R Fr PO, o S0 225 SR (1 ke 22 400 & 9
Ak R TR 4340

2.3. Bagging &REF )

Bagging [6]HIA% o AR B BhVZCRAE RIS RS AR AR . 127 V25l i %) SR AR B AR AT B BhidoRekt, R
RENAFRNGFEE, HEGATE PTG —ANEAE 4. BT AR T3 RN F 8 1
£ RIS, FIENTRA 2, e B AR A 77 22 . fETFY B, Bagging idid~Fi5 prfy
FLEE SRS R, R BATE . X P AR & TR R e I, B RETE— e FE R Lok
A IE, (15 Bagging 7EEA M G I B aFrIvERE . U8R SR BN HIERE RS 5 i & f, w]
PAfsE FH Bagging Sk FEARIE 400 & XU FF 4 s PRG F,  WOA ST I Bagging 1B 4R T2

2.4. Bagging-GWO-XGBoost 1& &

BT 2 A% 7 5 BUE B A BRI B YA B 2, 91N Bagging 5032 ] LA BRI 400 & XU
I, ¥ Bagging. GWO il XGBoost #8474 &, AL Bagging-GWO-XGBoost 15 78 . [5] 1 AR IR S
PmAEE, BAAR@BUPIRITN.

e, R TALER . R E I 13 AR PR R AN ) S A SSEE A Y (R R, X TR 4
B AT 2 A BRSBTS AT B — L DL BR AN 22 7 B b3S R FR IR 8:2 Ll
K153 N ZrRBa Rt g o

HR, FHREAESE KRR EE N XGBoost #i7 F 4R B AES B .. 1 eI IR RE,
TV IEAR KB EER /N s PPAS AN IARAN A IE BB, 38 87 FE B B T A M RE VA Fa AR MSE SRATF
flis Z G AWHEAE KR E, EEIE R RIERIKEL
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Ao BJr, IV T HE A 30 AR A TN 45 SRORAS B S RSO Y R 25 T A

SR % 1 s K4
e 5 K PACE
* et +
WA BRI 5K P
PEIARAMA T L, A5 A 4
A 38 L fo U FRT R = VLR KOy ik 7
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Figure 1. Bagging-GWO-XGBoost model prediction flowchart
1. Bagging-GWO-XGBoost #& B F057 72 &

3. IEIRFEREN
3.1. BIENKIE

WM MEEL, KAL) E. ISP S ERE SR &2 RE. B TAAMML
5y B (COMEX) B AT 58 Sy AN ER S, O RRE E i G 1e 87, el REpmeiketr. £
THIG LA A SIS G, DAL S & AL, IAHE Tk FF COMEX eItk
HA AT TR R BRGE T 2017 45 12 7 1 HZ 2024 4 3 1 20 HiW&HAZ S 40E, 31t 1620 /M
A, Bl RIET Choice % . fESKIRH, HRSEMNIHT 80% /NS, J& 200/ A Mk4E. K 2 &
7 I P igs U RS FE P9 ) COMEX 38 B R i it i 2 35

/,—+

DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.143256 685 R T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.143256

TR A2 B FRARS SR SETCEE 2 U I N E A, Rk, A7 s B
BB TR R R o A KSR AT A 2,

S E

Mgz

i COMEX

LREZ TSN, B2 VAN NI AN SN e i

EBHIINER R RAENGHRIME R, W13 1 s, Hrp, X1-X12 KJET Choice & mk i, X13 2k
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Figure 2. COMEX gold futures closing price trend
2. COMEX B HARWEMNES
Table 1. External factors affecting COMEX gold futures prices
= 1. #0 COMEX B&HARMIRHSMNRE =
5 Ah g R 2R fETAR e SCHERAR AR
£l Wt : COMEX 4R Silver X1 [7]1 8]
HEVR WERSA Y : WTI R oil X2 [9]
%E CPI CPI X3 [10]-[12]
2 H PPI PPI X4 [12] [13]
TG )
2 E B H R 2 FFR X5 [14]-[16]
2% E BUN IV BT FRI X6 [17]
PR /R 500 3l e E VIX X7 [18] [19]
- DIV 44 usDI X8 [20]
LRt . :
EICH AR MR USD_CNY X9 [2] [21]
% [ 4 0 E R i i o TY10 X10 [20] [22]
HHR KW REF O &E ccl X11 [18] [23]
FAIEE
Sentix 75 018 SICI X12 [18]
AR K BUR KR 5L GPRD X13 [16] [18]
DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.143256 686 RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.143256
https://www.policyuncertainty.com/

3.2. BRB/RSMERIESTHT

itk — PR TE I BT e Fa b A R (A 280, R FH BT B IR 2 A DA 3 BB AT B6HIE . {5 SPSS27 &
PEEAT 530, SRR 2 Fos. ATRAKRIN, ASEISiEEE) 9 MR p {H3/0 T 0.05, RBlL COMEX &
SRR S B M. Hid, X1, X2, X3. X4, X5. X6. X7. X8. X9. X10. X13 &4
EARNIERDE, X11 A1 X12 Fg i Bor N R %

Table 2. Spearman correlation analysis
2 2. BiE/REHEX M

AR Wi R IR = M R A P {4
Silver (X1) 0.830™ 0.000
0il (X2) 0.366™ 0.000
CPI (X3) 0.674™ 0.000
PPI (X4) 0.664" 0.000
FFR (X5) 0.112" 0.000
FRI (X6) 0.145™ 0.000
VIX (X7) 0.210™ 0.000
USDI (X8) 0.317" 0.000
USD_CNY (X9) 0.201" 0.000
TY10 (X10) 0.141" 0.000
CClI (X11) -0.713" 0.000
SICI (X12) -0.382" 0.000
GPRD (X13) 0.199™ 0.000

H: **J9p<0.05,

3.3. BAUAMIERER

TSN B A IR AR, B BRI AT P AR AT 30 A 20, 35 AT B 5800 [] )3 17 /[ 24] .
SKH SPSSPRO ¥t X #i#5 1247 ADF SAALARAEe 70 #r, 45 RN+ 3 fos. WTLUKIL, COMEX 34 1E
WA TR A B R A ERa ), TfE—I 2435, ADF St &1 8-10.919, /N T 1%/KFHlm A8, p 14
9 0.000, W] RLIAK AL AR, X R B —BY 2 JE B B AR . kA, ARBFFEIAN T
S IR HAE A AR &, 18] 3 IR T COMEX 3 & 31 SR UACAE 0 B 7E — B 22 40 I OO 1 A e 1
(PACF)4 5. ¥ Yi N HFIE, WLYi-7,Yi-9, Yi-13, Yi-15} 1] DI AEHRE R st A& . Bk, &
SCHTHR L R TR TR £ i 4 i N AR B XL, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7, X8, X9, X10, X11, X12, X13, Yi-7, Yi-
9, Yi-13, Yi-15}.

Table 3. ADF test for COMEX gold futures closing price data
& 3. COMEX H&HASHI AN BRI ADF 1836

o Il SE
IR ! P 1% 5% 10%
0 0.648 0.860 ~3.434 2863 2,568
10919 0.000™" ~3.434 2863 2,568
13481 0.000™" ~3.434 2863 2,568
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Figure 3. Results of partial autocorrelation function

Bl 3. mBEMRAXEHER

34. )3—1k
BT & AR AR B < A AEAS [F A AN BRAL, O T A0 EEE BAG AT B, A 0 B B 0 — Ak 3
P AK(D):
X* _ X = Xin (1)
Xmax — Xinin

Hob, X REE, X RIREGEIE, X, REIEET RME, X, REEETR R KE. B R
BUEAE[O, 1JE I .
3.5. N IEER

AT B AR R TN EE S, SR A RS Fe AR DA T R AR B K RE, BRI IR R E
(RMSE). P2 %572 (MAE). 4%t 5 43 LL iR 2 (MAPE) AR 2 R EU(RY) . 24 MAE. RMSE #l MAPE
E8AEH RME#HE T 1 i), BTG TE R . A4 br T H R BE LA 2 (2)~(5):

2

RMSE = %j(%—m) 2

MAE:%i(m—mﬂ ©)

MAPE = 200% Z %‘ 4

R2 :1_M (5)
Zizl(yi -V )

Hor, nOAREARL,  y, Fox COMEX BB AN I SePr{E, Y, Roax COMEX < 1 S i 7y (¥ T
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6, V%2 COMEX BBt i-F 4 {H .
4. SEAESHR
41 KWIRESSHRE

A VKA L SE 62 /E Anaconda?.4.0 H Python3.10 PR35 At 4T, 43 F 2 B A Intel Core i5-13500 H CPU.
Intel (R) Iris (R) Graphics GPU F1 16 G RAM [¥] Windows 11 R4 iC AR . NIUEFTIEH T “4Em% -
17 BRI B AR R 2R, RSOl 2 AR AT 5 FRRSE, MBR—Lae 22 SIS, B AR SV
B, FEIIMAERFAR, BB IIE Ao SR PR . AR 2 AT AR T [25], ASEIG AL S
B ER 30 WIEA, MEER/INK 200 % 4 B T SEIENSHRE, Hf WOA-XGBoost il GWO-
XGBoost 7~ | % AL 5 IS EHUE -

Table 4. Parameter settings
4 BHRE

T 4 FR SHH
SVR BAIME
XGBoost LININEN

i n_estimators = 27, colsample_bytree = 0.428434, learning_rate = 0.101271, max_depth =
WOA-XGBoost 3.00281, subsample = 0.897977
i n_estimators = 20, colsample_bytree = 0.410239, learning_rate = 0.106116, max_depth =
GWO-XGBoost 3.6425, subsample = 0.835404
random_state = 80, n_estimators = 13 (Bagging);
Bagging-GWO-XGBoost  n_estimators = 20, colsample_bytree = 0.762746, learning_rate = 0.102715, max_depth =
3.65665, subsample = 0.88951

4.2. SRR

AHFAE N3 5 S EE AR S5 & 17323, 25 IR AN el IR 25 R0 [ SE 50 A A Y (A N RRFAE, I
IS OB R e, PRI HE R G Rt . SRaR 5 SR an ] 4 fne 5 fiow, 25 H, H5H
fFEAEREAIA L, Bagging-GWO-XGBoost FE#U%H COMEX % 4 3 B Wt 4 i) T 22 B0t A0 S ) i 4
RE. IS LLECSEIESE R, PR RILL 458,

Yo, TR —HLER IR, RATIRE T SVR 55 XGBoost #1754 H . XGBoost 7E IS4 %
DU SE A A PERE, 3 I LR R E A R 0 A T 1) N R % BE A RO SR AR AR R R
XGBoost 1Ak T e e AR R ) 732, il My 2 AR v s AT SR, AT i 1AL
TN Ee JJ AN E R . FEmEMAE TN T, AV ZHmINE ARSI R, GIFERETERGL. 1T MBEE.
M BUE FAFSE, X LG R R R BAH B PRI A AR S A HARZR I, it XGBoost 5L 7E AL HX Ff
STV T AT e LR A

FR, RAL EEAE R SR TN 6 77 77 T B A 5 B o 5 8 IR A B2 AR Y (B Y 2)#H L,
IIARAG S (AL 3 ALY 4)n] DU Z R AR I TP e, TP 4RARIS1S 3 T KIEEETH, SRR
A B R B AR () B AR S B AP R UM R . Ak, AREE AR SER:, GWO Lk WOA /& F R 241
Ji TR A SRR

G, SRR REETE JE A Y (Y Rl L B AR O BOR . SR 4 AH L, IR 5 (1 R2ATA i —
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H3RTF, H RMSE. MAE. MAPE 73 5l#27F T 15.56%. 7.81%. 7.83%. HT Bagging & [ i 45 A A,
LA %S GWO-XGBoost FALETHE K, 7T DL 35 BEAIR B — HLA38 5 ST B T BRAZE M I LA IS,
I HB 0077 REE G 2 AR TS5 SR, (56 73 B AR [ Tl 1k e 15 2B T
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Figure 4. Comparison of predicted and actual values of the models
E 4. BEBTUNES EFRMERELIR

Table 5. Predicted results of evaluation indicators
5. TN IRIRTUNSE R

e 2R RMSE MAE MAPE R?
1 SVR 8.335946 6.361137 0.323745 0.988038
2 XGBoost 7.917456 5.892560 0.299844 0.989209
3 WOA-XGBoost 2.025161 1.115733 0.056828 0.999294
4 GWO-XGBoost 1.249284 0.754294 0.038360 0.999731
5 Bagging-GWO-XGBoost 1.083062 0.708447 0.036033 0.999798

4.3. FHEEZEM S

V03 R i B (SHapley Additive exPlanations, SHAP) & — R ZE AL 4% 27 T4 A e T g Pl A 724 )
TR, wTRATHEAS R E M, R R X s, R T £ SR AR A B AR, A B
TH RS PRI . I BEEE N SHAP BB —FPR I, ML EWEMATNY, BT 4
JRfER P A Eg . RIEE 5 TRURIL, o5 = SRR R AT LR A, Bz Ak, R E R
AN AR BLIC AV S O e g, 25 B A A AU R 2R AN AR A

HE S OTREUR T EL VTR SR R, MBS MM, Mz TR, SPrE K
g, BEE R B R EETR, R AT RE SR B SIS k. R, MTRECNE, RIZREK
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T Es, WEERSES LT et MN Bk, R, 598 S 0580 T e ks i 1
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Figure 5. Feature importance analysis
5. HEEZEMS

5% [ 4R 31 [ £t i 2 A6 COMEX 3 Wi % (R 52 = 22 e AR TiT 3 1 28 M2 B BCROT THT o =24 FELfog A
R LT, ARSI aE 4R T, RIS SE R 22 G A St KR WL U I v, BERG I 2R kg, $R05E
B A T B e RN B R R B, A Bt R AR S B, s S Ee i T B

FIR SRR eE, EeiliiahRI EE OIS, —FH a8 R R Es) . e
WshG N, REEEESK BRI EE TR, ERRSHRENES, fT AR
R AR, T HREE NS, EERSESRSE L, v OV E RIS/ piEs . AR i
BN BE S (R W 3 T 7 I R TH 5 AR AR SN, R UIBE G 5 FVHR Z 1A A7 8 5 25 1A I A0 A S %
Fo R RAMUKI T St RITIA NI RFB AR, MR T H5E A E TR 5T 4
LA

4.4. MIPNSELE

N T PR A B IE MR ARE T, AW TUREAT T —IRAN RS, e E N A [F I R]SE B Y
BHRFEA . B2, X COMEX & WA Bk #E1T ADF K56, K IE—B 20 a5 I 80E 200 Falk, %
Tk, X —F 20 5 AR AT e B AR CHERSSG, S5 RN, BFEYER] 1 1k B AR SC e EEs RN D s 5
YRI5 14 K, BRG] 2 B Sh 85 N5 4 KA 13 Ko 25, B B 2R Sk e VARG 6020 4 9 BR A o
AR ZE IR . S8 LRTR, AR SCATHE H ) TR (1) g 2¢ 4 AN AR 43 79 XL, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7,
X8, X9, X10, X12, Yi-14}HI{X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7, X8, X9, X10, X11, X12, Yi-4, Yi-13}. FLAETLE
RN 6 pion. ATLAEH, FERIBTAIVE R Y, BRI o5 RANE A8 SL i S5 AT, B A A Sk
FIEE LRI N, B RPN AOR S B B e . BRI, nf DLUCAARHF ST i i “4ERK - fifb” #
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R T B S s e S5 R

Table 6. Predicted results of supplementary experiments
= 6. AN FELIHITUMLER

5 G 2R RMSE MAE MAPE R2
XGBoost 4818809  3.839638  0.258251  0.976725
2017 48 ] 29 H% WOA-XGBoost 1.961723 1525340  0.102202  0.996143
' 2019 412 /1 271 H GWO-XGBoost 1.050806  0.827475  0.055564  0.998893

Bagging-GWO-XGBoost 0.993206  0.792751  0.053300  0.999011

XGBoost 8.672165  6.741818  0.291710  0.995441
2022 422 F 28 I % WOA-XGBoost 2456421 1769838  0.076497  0.999634
2
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