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Ultra-short-term probabilistic forecasting of offshore wind power based on spectral attention
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Abstract: Because of the high fluctuation and random nature of offshore wind power, time-series data contains not only
global correlations but also a large amount of short-term local noise. In addition, existing probabilistic forecasting studies
are commonly based on quantile regression methods which suffer from the quantile crossing problem and unreliable
forecasting results. Therefore, this paper proposes an ultra-short-term offshore wind power probabilistic forecasting
method based on a spectral attention and a crossing free joint quantile regression. First, combined with the long short-term
memory (LSTM) model and spectral attention model, the global long-term dependence is mined and local noises are
filtered in the time-series data. Then, a joint quantile regression loss function model is built to avoid the quantile crossing
problem by dynamically adjusting the loss weights and sharing information among all the quantile regression tasks. Real
case studies demonstrate that, compared to LSTM and TCN, the proposed model has improved the sharpness of quantile
forecasting by over 6% and the continuously ranking probability score by over 10%, with superior prediction accuracy
and the quantile crossing problem well addressed.
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Fig. 1 Attention calculation process
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Fig. 2 Spectral attention model structure
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Fig. 3 Flowchart of the proposed probabilistic prediction model
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EREes, TSR

1 T
E,=—> p0) (25)
Y i)
1’j>(0t)<)>(0t)
p(t)={0 O, (26)
’yt(au) /yt(av)

KA pt) Nt RN PIRPEREG u,vell,2,,n)
Viay T Doy TN R ILE L @, 5 e, &
T, Ha, >a, . 20 %HI0 652
NXIGE, pOERN1, FWHRNO0. E, N0 RN
R 25 S TE 53 Hss X

3 ROInth

3.1 WERFISHFES

R 56 VIE AR SC T B M R TN A A () e S AR
e, T P i b X 3 BSR4y
Bro ZRHIZIH — L 23E T 34 SHPLERA
3IMW B REBRAL, KEIHE 4 [8] 35 kV K HE
GENFE L 110 kv FHEA R, AT
K. i E X SCADA RSB RESFE N 5s, %
A TARWI90 m B RGE L AR ) ALADR
DAY . LSRR . AR . b
ARAD)Z5 PN ANEREAE » XL 3 4 XA 3.5~25 m/s,
— AR LZH AT e XECN 13 m/s, BT SERR TR
HAUE KR E %, BT AR SCR A RS 1 R LA
WHE R RGUFE . A SCEIT A S A AT T
FRAETRIE, RIS S. PIADRERBR RG5% 18
ANMFFAEFE FIF R T RN G T S NS AE, e 1
FiRe

=1 EEIZMNGFESE

Table 1 Input feature set for model training

RHE XA RHIE L2
WHECARIR . iR T B IR T
KREHL R EEE 1/s NIE m/s

HY) kW T kvar
BRI, 24 3 N-m TRME 1. 2. 3 ©)

HUACTR B2 C A1, 2, 3 —

TER SR T, SN T 5 8 S a) & R
/NR 48, HirH N 15 min J5 BXMLA DhDR I 10 4>
LR . ASCRH Adam AL 2R BT S E AL,
A SR BEN IR R IREOR E N 100, HEMRE M
K2R, BAMEEHARAEE IR 3 fin. LRI
F Intel 19-11900k Ab¥EB%E. 64 GB N {F. Nvidia

Geforce RTX3090 i {441 & , iz 47385 A %L T Python
] Pytorchl.11.
*2 HEBSHRE
Table 2 Model hyperparameters configuration

ARG ZH Bl
LSTM % AR it 2 41 22 784~ 44 hidden_dim 51
LSTM M%)/ 41 num_layers 1
LSTM M %% dropout_rate 0.429
ERES 0.0056
YIZRHEIX Batch_size 64

*3 REREHIRER

Table 3 Data dimensions of each layer

R LN 3 At A
LN (64, 48, 18) (48, 64, 18)
LSTM %wfi5 2 (48, 64, 18) (1, 64, 51)
{5 BRIUZ (1, 64, 51) (1,64, 51)
GG 2 (1, 64, 51) (1,64, 51)
TH A H (1, 64, 51) (64, 10, 1)

TERAEHER T, K 2019 4F 2 H—2020 4£
12 AR E X B L SCADA #iiE . NIREE K
AEUR R 20 T XU HE T SR S S P AR e ok i
DA 15 min BT 7 SRR UIZRAE S AL LAl
RT3, NGEFEAEN 6874 4, MREFEAECH
2946 Ao TESFEAEHHN SEREIEAN T, B4R
A 15 KL DR 2R, 260 RE R
B, WORKRIEFERE, KTUINSGEEUIH X
HBEE MR R AL X EIRR A 2T R
ASRIER R EE T EEEAT T Ak, FFE TR
I ACFEATLZEL 1] (19 225 [B) A DA X H A AR BLZH R S4B
AT T
20.0
17.5

15.0
12.5
10.0
7.5
5.0
2.5

] :
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

I 2 AW
4 iZXEF 1 SXHLXIRIZRphzk

Fig. 4 The No.1 wind turbine wind speed-power curve
3.2 BRERTMEE R 724

FEARTIVEE 7T, TR E) BE 5 5 P T i
AT 7R i LSTMMY, GRUM, TCNUSL,

R /(m/s)
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W) R GRS B s

SRR VE 5 K A 0 12 4 R 4% (DALSTM)! 1A
DQRPHH . DALSTM M%K% fE7E LSTM 128 [ 2%
F Al b 51 NAFAERTI e X = IR, R
g N AR A0 P 9 8 SR 7 Sk e 220268 5 10 R4 B
AT

TERS R 7 T, A 25 0] P AR AL A4
0.05. 0.1. 0.2, 0.3. 0.4. 0.6. 0.7. 0.8, 0.9. 0.95
3L s B (15 min) M D) D 26047 7L, 2R
J& i#1$[0.4,0.6]+ [0.3,0.7]+ [0.2,0.8]. [0.1,0.9]. [0.05,
0951 BASE AN 20%. 40%. 60%- 80%F!
90%MEFE XA, FHitE LR
3.2.1 BolE Frd s n v = AL B s

N B E BT AT S AL B R, R
T LSTM 4wt f] LSTM-SA-QR #5741 55 2% fefrf
FEvEE AW ) DALSTM-QR BER3E4T 0 L, [ st
StEE /4T 7 LSTM-QR . GRU-QR. TCN-QR 7 1]
TR FE

T 43R 6 JRn [ AR TS R . R
4 TR, SAERLE R LB ] EE P R AR i
0, WOLHEA RIFMFM AT FENME. HE S A,
LSTM-SA-QR 7EA A B AF X [8] N pe b et LA
BAFEE N 80%[ B A5 X [8] N, LSTM-SA-QR 5 7
K88 EEFEFRAH L LSTM-QR. GRU-QR. TCN-QR.
DALSTM-QR 435I FEAIK T 23.27%- 21.31%- 10.86%
A17.06%. HF 6 AJ%1: LSTM-SA-QR FEAY {1454
PEREFE AR /N, MHELT LSTM-QR. GRU-QR.
TCN-QR. DALSTM-QR 43 5l F#1K T 32.62%
26.88%- 16.07%- 10.14%; FHH 437 H3s
IR0, FoRSHERILHIL T AL 858 SRR

&4 BEBERTNGE RSN
Table 4 ACD of probabilistic predicting models

B Ew Ew Ew Ew B
LSTM-QR 0.132 0.159 -0.173 -0.085 0.142
GRU-QR 0.038 -0.051 0.057 -0.089 -0.094
TCN-QR 0.032 -0.068 0.051 -0.054 0.097

DALSTM-QR  0.074 0.062 -0.097 0.083 0.061

LSTM-SA-QR  -0.038 0.054 0.092 -0.058 0.076

=5 BEBB RTINS RITEXTEL
Table SAW of probabilistic predicting models

E

AW

By

20% 40% 60% 80% 90%
LSTM-QR 23836  358.41 457.38 485.35 569.35
GRU-QR 216.84  326.29 428.37 473.23 546.86
TCN-QR 219.46  317.36 385.42 417.74 473.89
DALSTM-QR 19426  305.95 374.32 400.68 442.57
LSTM-SA-QR 152.62  268.84 328.98 372.37 415.69

*® 6 BIEBMRFMERGEMRES DB EILE
Table 6 CRPS and P of probabilistic predicting models

eit] Ecpps E,
LSTM-QR 93.92 0.081
GRU-QR 86.54 0.055
TCN-QR 75.40 0.103
DALSTM-QR 70.42 0.117
LSTM-SA-QR 63.28 0.098

AT N AR SC TSR A v = AL AT
EEINLE, B 5 BT DALSTM-QR HiAIFI
LSTM-SA-QR &8 7E AL+ D) D) R 1E 5 i
RPN RIZL 200 AN TEREAS_E ) T 25 5 .
HE S TR, E&NEERE T, LSTM-SA-QR
R 25 P FI0I X () 357 o 70 R 2RI BN AR FE AR
NENZIES, il 5 2L FTR, DALSTM-QR A
Y BT X A8 5 . BRI, TEEEE AN
20%+ 40%-. 60%. 80%FI1 90% ¥ & 15 X [8] I,
LSTM-SA-QR # A4 LT DALSTM-QR 7 ff] AW
SRIEACT 27.28%. 13.80%- 13.78%. 7.60% Al
6.47%, H CRPS WK T 10.14%. XFAMIEE
B JIHUHSS T AR % sl U ) S A A, AN I [X
IR TSR e s e s
3500
3000
2500
2000
1500
1000 |

500 -
0_

B IR IEE AW

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
I ) £5/15 min
(a) DALSTM-QR%: 7Y

3500
3000
2500}
2000}
1500}
1000
500|
o S

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200

I} 18] /15 min
(b) LSTM-SA-QRAH!

5 FfER DHH TN X E)%t L

Fig. 5 Comparison of prediction intervals between

AU EE AW

two attention mechanisms

2 I, LSTM-SA-QR HEAUAY AH Hu Al Ge b 7 7l
DR BE S p s RE, B bR R I ALE e AT
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DL MG b3 7 4 a2/ 5 R ERE S, N
T A5 H B DA A ) T DX 8] o HLAE [R] B Ftn 22 >
Gy RLEISE,  ATSIE I S tH IR A A s AR
3.2.2 BRUFATHRIE G A A R AR AL A

T B BT R I 43 AL B A R AR B X T 4 A
EPUIRS FE A B AN a3 HE SR RIE R, 4300
7 LSTM-QR. GRU-QR. TCN-QR. LSTM-SA-QR
BRSPS JQR B, g H 5 AR JQR AALAN
DQR A AT XS L

L T—R 9 NEERMESE R, HE 77
W1, BT RRTLE S AL ) ACD 38R 0, W%
RS EA RAF BN el 5ErE . B3R 5 FIZk 7 ml %,
AT JQR A5, LSTM-JQR. GRU-JQR. TCN-
JQR. LSTM-SA-JQR #iBI[] AW LLJE G AIA A
ANTFI R B2 B FEAIC o DAL AE B2 DN 80% 1 LA X 8] J9 ],
LSTM-JQR. GRU-JQR. TCN-JQR. LSTM-SA-JQR
FEARUF EE LSTM-QR. GRU-QR. TCN-QR. LSTM-
SA-QR ] AW 737 FEAE T 2.65%- 4.08%- 3.09%7Fi1
4.4% . H7Z 6 F1 9 v %0, Thn T JQR #5245, LSTM-
JQR. GRU-JQR. TCN-JQR. LSTM-SA-JQR f#
) CRPS #Hlt LSTM-QR. GRU-QR. TCN-QR.
LSTM-SA-QR HiRI 73 HIBEAR T 9.22% 14.23%.
15.93%F1 11.78%, M Hr#ss XEHE R 0. X H8
FE R AR 3L [F 3 B 1 AR ST SR BR & 2o o Hiopi 2k A5 Y
X T TINKS B AR, R b 1 6 5 X
M4

R7 SEEE RN R TR
Table 7 ACD of probabilistic predicting models

O
LSTM-JQR  0.028 -0.094 0.081 0.064 0.011
GRU-JQR 0.015 -0.096 0.058 -0.046 0.084
TCN-JQR -0.077 -0.086 0.037 0.083 -0.037
LSTM-SA-JQR  0.046 -0.079 0.025 -0.061 -0.092
DQR 0.023 0.075 -0.065 0.018 0.087

7 8 HARBUML AR TN LE Rt FEXTEE
Table 8 AW of probabilistic predicting models

E

AW

iR
20% 40% 60% 80% 90%

LSTM-JQR 179.53 31748 437.93 472.47 529.84
GRU-JQR 17436 304.62 426.46 453.91 512.17
TCN-JQR 16431  284.79 373.75 404.83 463.63
LSTM-SA-JQR 152.84  247.32 317.97 355.97 406.10
DQR 173.80  289.95 350.67 377.69 426.31

*9 BEBEMRFMERGEMRES DB EILE
Table 9 CRPS and P of probabilistic predicting models

eit] Ecpps E,
LSTM-JQR 85.26 0
GRU-JQR 74.23 0
TCN-JQR 63.39 0
LSTM-SA-JQR 55.83 0

DQR 82.75 0.005

NTHEMER JQR RN T4 A 858 X il it
5201, PLLSTM-QR 5 LSTM-JQR % A, &
6 72 IR B AILE A AE 25 N BEHL A T AR AR 1%
T 95%- 90%F1 80% 7 i £ I Tl 5 5 . 4l 6(a)
LA TR, TERCA ] JQR LAY LSTM-QR #5
RTRIN 25 5L 7t B 90% 20z st (1 TIUIIME EL 95% 73 hir
MUTRIME R, BRI 2058 IR S, (HAEAH JQR
TR LSTM-JQR A7 rf  H 3

3100 -
3000 F
e
~
& 2900
g
& 2800)
N
T 2700 —— 95%sM ik
*90% 73 (5L
2600+ ——— 0% %k
0 0 10 15 20 25
I} 7] /15 min
(a) LSTM-QRAHY
3200+
3100}
z
]
4
= 3000
= 2900t
-S Ay
flug —_— 5% i K
2800F  — ogupsrfir
—— 80% A%k
2700 . ) , ‘ ‘
0 0 10 15 20 25
] 7] $5./15 min

(b) LSTM-JQR

6 JQR HEEYRG T 533 $3Z X [a) e HO S0
Fig. 6 Impact of quantile crossing problem by JQR model

Bl 7 29 JQR AL T A Fudi Jk frsg i, [FIAE
PLEIR PTG 95%. 90% A1 80% 717 Fidfi o Ay
%, LSTM-QR #5852 A FME S H k R 2= M5
Wi, FALEHRWSCHEAR—, FEALEAE X
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8, T LSTM-JQR AR I, X Z& H T JQR #%
BRSBTS AR A, B AR FMT 4% 2 T8
BRI, (REFSATSHURIPE, ks T L
X ING . (ETIKEEE T, LSTM-JQR HEAIAH
. LSTM-QR K] CRPS F&1K T 9.22%, i T
P JQR BAYLETIM 2 731 Bk, $&T+ T 43 Zmm

——95% i %
——90% ML
——80% i 4

0.020 -

0.015F

IR R

0.010 +

0.005 | g
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HEE Y
(a) LSTM-QRA 7

——95% KL
0.035 ——90% A R
0.030 ——80% i %k
0.025 +

0.020 -

DEACIHES

Kl

0.015
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YRR
(b) LSTM-JQRA5 7Y
& 7 JQR HEBUXS T 43 AL B 45 S Y 521

Fig. 7 Impact on quantile loss by JQR model
N T RAERTHE JQR AEALE B 3 &S Ar
HUR B R KL S5 (M 15 BIL ., BEm g ko
HOE X ). Bl 8 JE7R T LSTM-JQR BRI ZRAESS

1 28 30 eI, B B SSACE S 3
BRI ZREE IR, HESEC1~10 TN 10 S fr
HUES5 HIHR R AL

0 1 23 45 6 7 8 9 1011 1213 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29

HIEAR R0

0.30 0.45 0. 60 0.75

E 8 BN IHIRAMNERSIE
Fig. 8 Heatmap of every quantile loss weights

K 8 AHERH, 7ERT S FUIZGN, JHNES
HOSMSER); BEENZRERRE R, JQR ALY
BAFRIMAES ZHIR T T AFRIRE, 4568 7(b)
CIRYE S P i e R R SR G i T DA AE IS
)RR E, R T o s S pa)

3.2.3 KA [E i A ORI Tt 45 SR 1) 5 el

T HEFL SA-JQR AR A AN [F] gmAd A ot T
T g F s, rAlfEH LSTM. GRU. CNN,
TCN {E Rgmfidbih, HH 4 LSTM-SA-JQR. GRU-
SA-JQR. CNN-SA-JQR. TCN-SA-JQR #7447
Xt b

R0 NSRRI ZE R . ] FEME ACD J5
I, M TrAEEAE, HAeEE A iR o,
MR B RTINS, B R AR AW
J7TH, 1E 20%- 40%- 60%H1 90% & 15 X [7] I, LSTM-
SA-JQR R[] AW SN, {EAE 80% & {7 X [A] I, TCN-
SA-JQR HETI] AW /. ZiEMERERFR CRPS 5
IAEEAE R T TH, 7] LAWL %23 LSTM- SA-JQR i
AU CRPS /), ##:T GRU-SA-JQR. CNN-SA-
JQR.TCN-SA-JQR A 73 HIBEAK T 6.02%-20.17%-
2.4%. S EI AL S AR R 0.

FT 10 SREETUNLE RATE T
Table 10 ACD of probabilistic predicting models
s EC2  ECH g9 pov  posy

ACD ACD 'ACD ACD ACD

LSTM- SA-JQR  0.046 -0.079  0.025 -0.061 -0.092
GRU-SA-JQR  -0.083 0.017 0.088 0.071 -0.028
CNN-SA-JQR  0.019 0.049  -0.082 0.084 -0.093
TCN-SA-JQR  -0.006 0.021 -0.072 0.019 0.038

LSTM- SA-JQR  0.046 -0.079  0.025 -0.061 -0.092

CEEER 10—FR 12 /LR H: RS EEX
] _E, fH LSTM 1EAZmtoiisf) LSTM-SA-JQR
MR, HABUEIRAREAR, HErBMEReE . £0%
LT, M TCN 1EAZmISHIELE) TCN-SA-JQR
R, HLBUEFR PR AR, X2 H T TCN gahlibe il
M7 —RIEKERE, et B iR B N7
(PIREARZERME 2 (EARSCHTHR SA AN 75 ZE LU
FEAaRERHRR, £ TCN. CNN 144
P, BT IR A E R, i
RIS BBENLE R, &SRR N . 28
B, GRU oG T4k T 458, 4917 LSTM
(B T RN T TR B — H ST, AR
FH Bof 7 S S AT 45 e % B A Rlcth 2 ST [R) 7 )
BRI R, HIFAEHTEN SA B
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g, MELZ T, LSTM MZHEAH 5 KMd F 14 HBEWLER
12 80.9C, Befg B AR AT BRI O &R, B&EH Table 14 Ablation experiment results
FHERA SR SA B KIARITBIL. i Fu o

® 1 BEBEBRTUNEGE R E XL
Table 11 AW of probabilistic predicting models

E

AW

il

20% 40% 60% 80% 90%
LSTM- SA-JQR  152.84 247.32 317.97 35597  406.10

GRU-SA-JQR 15572 27442 33170  351.36  442.75
CNN-SA-JQR 172.10  259.89  327.83  373.60  439.38
TCN-SA-JQR 168.42 25450 32498 34942 41742

* 12 BEBBRMNERGEEMRES DI BTN EITEE
Table 12 CRPS and P of probabilistic predicting models

e Ecus E,
LSTM-SA-JQR 55.83 0
GRU-SA-JQR 59.41 0
CNN-SA-JQR 69.94 0
TCN-SA-JQR 57.20 0
3.2.4 JH R SLL

NT B SA B 4 R 5 R EAE S B
R A R, A 7E LSTM-SA-QR #E R Lt |
HHATTHRAEES . 8 H SA BALEI THE 4 T4
2R SRS E S, AT R R
HPEE N 0 A No-local-SA #57%  F#iE= 1 5
BAEFEE N 0 #)1 No-globe-SA #i78Y, I 5 kA
AT ST EE . Ho, No-local-SA /s 15 Y A i3k 47
J e 7 A5 Ed E, No-globe-SA 2 7n AL T i
WA /K HE BN BTN R, K5k 13
i

NEAEN LSRRGS, R 14 JBR T IHRhsL
ORGSR . nT DA SR 2175 % Pl X 5] _F LSTM-SA-QR
R AW B/, H CRPS #H#ET No-local-SA .
No-globe-SA M HIBEAK T 33.76% 24.22%. %5
b, B AR EURERAGE IR, SA AR
R PERE A TR AL, 150 B AR 2 3R AT S 0 e 7 A5 5
BEUE, IR A R A D SE BN BTN 2 SR 2
BE,

13 HMSIIRERIS K

Table 13 Parameters of ablation experiment model

R RRERARBEN R R RO
No-local-SA S, EVSE()
No-globe-SA 540 3,

Fall-SA é, 4,

gt

20% 40% 60% 80% 90%

No-local-SA  169.37 286.19 331.86 39547 42896 9552
No-globe-SA  173.83 270.42 349.34  406.41 439.52 83.50
LSTM-SA-QR 152.62 268.84 328.98 372.37 415.69 63.28

3.2.5 R Z BT g

Rt G AT E: LSTM-SA-JQR #i A 7E #E1T %2 25 T
WU RE,  Z 04 00 5 K v BN 8 (15 min).
i3 (30 min). P41 h). A\ Q2h). +NF@h)
HESI . K 15 Bn T HE R8T 545Gk Re
febr. rTLLIER R, LL)\SD 5752 Tl g R o,
H 80%ESX A AW. CRPS B H. 555 T T
6.94%. 521%5 11.45%. 13.73%. &3 15 7JLL
B, BEEBNEDRKIm, BAYEREA AN FEREE T
R, {HIAEEE 15%, J5ER HEREZ A,

R 15 RS LTUNER
Table 15 Multi-step prediction results

E/\W

FiF K Ecres
20% 40% 60% 80% 90%

P15 min)  152.84 24732 317.97 35597  406.10 55.83
P$H(30min) 15736 25948 32531 35830 42293 5579
PIB(1h) 16290  263.17 34207 36497 42941 5731
J\B@h) 16942 28042 347.53 380.67 44207 5874
FAAH@Eh) 17189 31459 36080 39672 45642  63.50

3.3 {EAEE MK

VA R DN B e s . R AE.
AR A E KR, feE RFrfa e Bl SRk
e, ATHHAT TR AL A AP SN BRI,
LEMRAEE LA BENLE S v ~ N(0,07), Hfo? EE
8025+ 0.5, 0.75 8¢ 1, FFRRmes Z2aib, B H
SRS, 152 RIS RN R bR

NJE TR TR LSTM-SA-JQR HEHY [ i N T4k
fe 1, KHE S LSTM-QR FRAYYEA[F] M A N BEAT %
b, W 16 fizn. LA CRPS 5 80% & 15 X 1A )
BN, BEATLE S G, BTORE R R PERE Y
BH, AHFT A P e 3 ek e M 7 AR LD,
0k RS B K, BITHR B P BE R A AN 9.21%
1.62%, 1M LSTM HERYMERERE I 1A 31.69%-
9.04%, B FrHpily RA R b AN T aE
3.4 1EEN)IIZETEXTEE

I S5 TR PPfily A 2R 1 R AR A8 R 1) E LR e o
YIRS TR PSS 20 R o o A 20 B Ol 52 i B
BR, EIFA—EREMREL . @k X LA R



-114 - W) 2GR B4

* 16 NEMEA THREETRE 11 8E

Table 16 Model accuracy performance under different noise levels

LSTM-SA-JQR
E,w =80% Ecpes

LSTM-QR
E, =80% Epes

2
o,

0 355.97 55.83 485.35 93.92
0.25 357.31 59.02 492.60 113.48
0.5 359.20 61.38 529.37 119.31
0.75 361.84 61.50 533.38 137.50

RV ISR 18], m] DA SE 4 T MDA AR 1 R R B
17 NACHAL 5 LSTM-QR.GRU-QR . TCN-QR .
DALSTM-QR #AIYIZRi A L, I ZRie ks B
9300 HEER AR AL B /NI RN T) 5 S I 5 5 )
AIRD: AHLGFIUA AT, A ST PR A A i A
BN LR T A TURAE R, B 2R
(i, BRSNS 8] 5~ 3 AR e I R () ]
Iy PAERE 27.42%- 27.83%LL E.

=17 ERGIGMERE

Table 17 Model training performance

S

BT R /NI R ) ST RERE Y R 1]
LSTM-QR 25.76 26.24
GRU-QR 19.30 21.7
TCN-QR 23.72 27.08
DALSTM-QR 20.51 21.8
PR 14.83 15.66

3.5 {REVEBS UM

IR TS ET T LSTM-SA-JQR R REN)
oM, AR BRI Z 4 hidden dim. num_ layers.
dropout_rate. Ir Z¥{ 144 & 7% (8] [ 16, 256]. [1, 3]+
[0.1,0.5]+ [0.000 01, 0.1], #ZRXEBLE N 100, AJ
Ptz Rl 9 fox, ESEEZEEIE 10
Fic. AJPLREL, 22218 Ir g N, 7E 5405056
I AT DL REORs HE 3 20 0 oK DAERAS S 4 1)
R

o FFRE
— A
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B9 #sHinE
Fig. 9 Hyperparameter optimization history

Ir

hidden_dim

dropout_rate

num_layers

(=}

0.1 0.2 03 04 0.5
FENE

10 BSHEEM

Fig. 10 Hyperparameter importance

B0 I i b XL EE R 23 T A LE ) B R A R
FEHEAS /& AL B0 SN, AR SO — T A
T R IR A o L R A i bR HE T e
SRR I v, BT b XU ) S A9 43 Bt
K

1) MO Ge iR AL 282 TR, RS
PRATRE v 3 AR ] LB G i 42 655 160 757 27 P 7 4
B 5 R R, ML AL e S IHL
HPARTY, H A RIS . o n ER T A ()
BEREFEARAETE 6% LA L, SRS MR A B  10%
PAE, A ) T 2 o

2) AT HRI A 43 A 5 a1 VA 453 2 A R T it B 45 1R
BB LB A TSI T AT S5 TRME B AL,
ANFENTHS . HEAEG A TR, Hok
FE AR BRI T A RS S in) R

BT N AP, A SCH AR AT

1) JBIE X AN [ gt 2% 1 S2 06, 150 BH 24 B A
T VE R TSR LSTM BTl g i bt 1 4%
AR .

2) I VH RS, Ul B A B AT R
TR R R, IR A R IA D S E BN BT
T2 5L 1 0h B

3) P AR HEAT 2 20 P I P e T DN,
HI)UB@h). /55 )T gs R mob s a
PEREFEAR 700l R FE 1 5.21%5 13.73%.

B R E S LR N R E A fa s, H
WAFAE TR BRI RS A, 0T Dy 26 Tt 1 e
P T ER . AR SCHT IR AR A E i v ) SR
YERE, AR AR X IR W TN, T A S
FL R RIS . O ) RSB AT AR &5 P
PRptfkHE . HFTERAE AL IR LEAN R XML 77 (11
A R, J5 22 A AT I J R 25 ) AH S M 92
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