BRERMRGENBORIRIZAR 413

EEY BB (2019) 0 T35 HAEH A 42 5048 & 28 5] AR = BF
Ry PEREFZAFELEHR  F_+x4% Fwil > & 413450

HER AN SR TARZ AT R

i

Y
Bif Rk RETRETHLEZR

AR E

Bl Zf sk KEAAFTEER

HZ

HHBSGBEBALRYE LA CREF SO EMAMAERN TR > HEL M
B G TR G BB E ST RS R &KL 0 BRI ETEAR]
ALBEFHREZEN S HTAANRAELTALZ — « KOFRFHE —EHBEZ
B BAE M FAAP 42 5 #a42A (Complex Neuro-Fuzzy Classification Model; CNFC) » »A
JRiFE 5 BEE Bk (Subtractive Clustering Algorithm; SCA ) #k7] &+ 28 5] > #H
BB A AT KX TR L PR A T AR MALIR £ % (Particle Swarm
Optimization; PSO ) #2u% 3@ 5% .]\F 7 % (Recursive Least Squares Estimator; RLSE )
LA Xk AEALE % (Hybrid optimization algorithm ) » 4+ 827 R ] 38 589 %
HEATRAL A AR F o FBRBSITEE S04 - B
NN B A AR EE B AZ L 0 B heAhAE RS W AR R AH IR 0 S IR ALY 04 TR BB A AR
71 o Bk A R S AU R ik 4 R 0 Bris CNFC #) FaR| 2 A 82 PSO-
RLSE #4 5z AL sk 27 AR B R 7 70 8 F B AR AR T »

BIAET BB LB B BGETR TREREALSLE ki
ol o ik

*  RIEAMEE o BT EHM4Z4 ¢ jamesli@mgt.ncu.edu.tw
2019/04/12 #% 4% ; 2019/07/22 14537 ; 2019/08/24 3%



414 SNEEER F-+1E FUH

Wang, C.F. and Li, C. (2019), ‘Prediction of directional classification using
complex neuro-fuzzy model’, Journal of Information Management, Vol. 26, No.
4, pp. 413-450.

Prediction of Directional Classification Using
Complex Neuro-Fuzzy Model

Ching-Feng Wang
Department of Information Management, National Central University

Chunshien Li*
Department of Information Management, National Central University

Abstract

Purpose —Facing the current international environment, investment has become a
way of profit for many businesses and people, stocks are a common method of trading in
this area, but stock price fluctuations have a wide range of influences, it is difficult to
estimate and forecast. Deep learning in Artificial Intelligence (Al) is one of the best tools

for current prediction.

Design/methodology/approach — This study proposes a novel Complex Neuro-
Fuzzy Classification Model (CNFC), identifying the directional classification of data by
Subtractive Clustering Algorithm (SCA) and assisting models for dynamic classification
prediction. The model uses Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Recursive Least
Squares Estimator (RLSE) as the hybrid optimization algorithm for parameters
optimization of different parts of the model will effectively improve the efficiency of

model optimization.

Findings — The experiments to verify the predictive performance of CNFC and the
optimization effect of PSO-RLSE through repetitive and literature diversification models,
which has better ability in stock price time series data.

Research limitations/implications — In this study, the class degree of input data is
fuzzified through the characteristics of complex Gaussian fuzzy sets, which more
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accurately describes the class value and enhances the prediction and application ability
of'the model. In the future, we plan to combine the famous classifier (e.g., SVM, Softmax)
with the CNFC model.

Practical implications — In this study, we provide an innovative stock price
forecasting model that can be used as an auxiliary investment tool for investors, and
financial practitioners can further explore the relationship between stock prices and the

overall economy.

Originality/value — This study is the first attempt to optimize the parameters of the
CNFC model using PSO-RLSE hybrid optimization algorithm.

Keywords: complex neuro-fuzzy, complex fuzzy set, feature selection, particle swarm
optimization, recursive least squares estimator
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% i

AR E G FHERES  TRAESHAMANET ARG T A
— o RERASLBPER T RO BNG 0 B RAE TR T B R &k
KF o FBPERABRBZEEE S - RILBGE ~ WIEREFF - Wk FAR IAIE
SE BRI H R AT AR EEAE B o T U S AT RS KSR L IR B & A B iE
%) (Brownian motion) * Z AR T iHxE — P RXATRE - AR FARM LG
% %12 3% (Random walk theory) » 4 SR AR LB FBEHR K E & —FEHT X -
B AT AN EURIGIGAN » T—F g EaF 2 R BARAEFLE  BREY
FETRRL M NFEFEREE R - SRATAR TN - KRa - AR A H B
A 5 7] (Time series) A% » & — 48 oy I W) 649 SR 18008 5 B % Ak 09 IR 28
F 18 BAE B 09 BRI B — AR B T Y

¥ AR r BT Rk a3 AL B FE #ae  L#sdd John
McCarthy 78 7T 1955 42 - HE &0 1982 % » Engle (1982) #dg#2 s T
ARCH #£:%# ( Autoregressive Conditional Heteroskedasticity Model; ARCH ) » gt 7l
FEE LT ERGAIF Tk 0 B ALK BAF AR IR R B A5 A - K hadt
FHTAR] £ Rk 0 T AR o FEAR 0 S AMIGAR AN T TAR AR B AT R 0 EE AR
REPRRELHEALY B 87 TAR » &3 % (Classification ) + X #7

(Clustering ) ~ 1@ ## (Regression ) ¥ B H B (Association) % » &AE 75 k% A
HEBABERZ ALY EZRKA - Bollen » Mao #2 Zeng (2011) J&R A #a 4RAELH) 24P
22 48 3% (Self-Organizing Fuzzy Neural Network; SOFNN ) & #% 5§ 14 B R B 1% # 5
( Granger causality analysis ) #F % ALBE 4978 N 64183 » ETAR 2 RE I T ¥£35

¥ - Dimpfl ¥z Jank (2016) #F 52 BEAR ok By 130 F A% T BEE Z BB ME > 3R A
A = s AL A (Autoregressive model ) i 4TFARIERZE o Patel 5 (2015) ATV
434 ( Artificial Neural Network; ANN) + % 3% & & # ( Support Vector Machine;
SVM ) » [ # #x+k (Random forest) 4% & B 3 #7528 % (Naive Bayes classifier)
J& R 7 EP B RAR T 3 X FRA o

FERFEFR P A58 A B B )% (Shannon entropy ) (Shannon & Weaver 1949 ) 4
L RAE BT R BFERE R RBE BRSO B E BB
PR FARI AL 1 0 LR BB AT & 5 B A ( Complex Neuro-Fuzzy
Classification Model; CNFC ) % i@ 4F #4 i 47 PR AR A S TaR] o 3,404 BAR TAR &F 72
fe R TR BAR SR TAR S 5 JA TR 0 AT R B AR A0 Ll TR 7 X &b m b —
FAMBET M - A ETAR 69 BB A KA (Complex neuro-fuzzy
model ) ¥LAE#I » 288 (Fuzzy classifier)) &-4f & — BB AP & 5 a4 - 3t
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HE R T AR AR AR S 4 B B S 09 AR FAA] 0 FRIAREATY EEA 0 &
AAE X o ARIBAFIE Y » HA T RiE»FE A % (Subtractive Clustering
Algorithm; SCA) EH AR & Bk Sy o B A A AT AE A48 R 5 F %
BREBLT 24 0 A BAR T HRik A @ 20 A& - & B XFARMA T HHo9 ik
BEE oy AR TAR R AEFREZ R - ZBERNE RHIELTHLE:
RALAREIGAT BT R EA BRI TR 0 R T EET AR 5T
B EZ 4 BT 8 G CAR A A EABLR E R AR AR BE R 6T AL o B B o
BEA e NHE S 2 H 2 SR AL B R B AR IR AR 0 Dk TR RIEL
’® % (Particle Swarm Optimization; PSO ) (Eberhart & Kennedy 1995) 4 4119
4B E Bk (Recursive Least Squares Estimator; RLSE ) » 7 s, PSO-RLSE
AR fELE Bk (Hybrid optimization algorithm ) i 47 % # &AL HAZ > £ 2L
B AR BB FA AN 48 o AR S B0y T ik o

R RBRIES

AEZMMARF AR T P RO H T ik QIEHFAMN T EE
o IRGTHAN R 46 A 0GR BRI Ty ik 0 VA B AR FR AP LS BE AL e BEH R A
HBAE > RBLREMATE ERAVHRBLETIRELE -

— aFEE %

AFE 2 —AEAS BOR o FAR A 0 BT o R e EOR B BARATAR ST LA B BN IE
BH X0 F ik B AART AR P BN RIE - EFFZ HARKAR —
BB ERERANNE  BEESBNSBERIAF SR THAEXELEATRY
Moo B ik sng 5 BEIR B ke R E 5 BE % L7k ( Subtractive Clustering
Algorithm; SCA) » sb& —A#Eteik B — kA8 5 X » A d SRR Lk

( Mountain clustering ) ( Yager & Filev 1994 ) Ffztfb i & » B3R AH—ARIFEILE 5
BB oo 0 RSt A RIEEE R B e BRI L 0 RO R B BE 2 R A B
B ny T REME o B C MM F fa8 A% (Fuzzy C-Means Clustering Algorithm;
FCM) (Dunn 1973; Bezdek 1974; Bezdek et al. 1984 ) B iE i #3843 E 8355
AR HAREZRALBIZREG T X - ERABFHSFB G R
Bezdek (2013) MAE# C MARMRE L FEARFEAFBAR L 28t
Zheng % (2015) Bl T H GH i B AR & S B2 B 15 96 8 Hh B AE (A 09 A
J& ]
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FEA% 3 2 AR b o 4F 8L IR (Feature Selection; FS) 75 7T #% & 4 12 IR &,
MBI - BB FRBERE T E RO AL AR T AR AR E &
KOG EH » BB ENRERN T EMER - RAOWRFBERE L ETRI 04

=##1%] (Guyon & Elisseeff2003) > 2 5] & L4 48 ~ #@g MM A S -
ORBLEER SR TESTE TR ETEAILR > ARE A ETHETE
W%% HeB bt A 2@BARK  ERAA XL FHIEVGREFRTE

» P AR 0 2 (Recursive Feature Elimination; REF ) Bp & f 4% 58 2 F B Al % 0k
a}l] B FRBRSMEHER > BHEOGIHOFRTESETT —Halsk 0 dEiFR
fE48L © Guyon % (2002) 42 th A EHAF B X £ ¥ w124 (Support Vector
Machine; SVM) 75 ik 4 IR AR B3R o IR 8 & T H A A SR BEEITR 0 0 48
BAL KRB AR TEESZI TR FEHHEFHAF BRI RERETE
G BT R MRR Y ELE 0 BT BRI R A A RGBT
#rBr € (Pearson 1900 ) i i 5048 $1 3R 3 (H oY 3Rk Z 43 > B M BLiB A 24 8L
Shannon ¥ Weaver (1949) 52k /7 220405 » 5IANZE R RAIEH TP ELTHE A3
AL 54 FIAFHA R E T o0 E B 8K -

BN R TR AR I 4k L B BT # KX ° 4e Tibshirani

(1996 ) Ff 3% & 6y 5 o]~ 48 ¥ & 4k 4& ( Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection
Operator; LASSO) » #§ B 1A B A S R B X ©I5F AT AF R B % - b o
Tsai #2 Hsiao (2010) %4 £ & » % #7% (Principal Components Analysis; PCA )
kB %E K& (Genetic Algorithm; GA ) A % #8 ¥1 & % #t ( Classification And
Regression Trees; CART ) % fE4F B BE LA BITHA AR AN ¥ - L&
A2 PRAR TR -

= BEHMES

AEHRY  GAFHFS BB ER > BLERZRRIZ WEEO KR
KolNFE o B A HEAZRE  BAAAFT R IR R R o 2 A B A Y B AR
I ap T Meik 3t B AEHL K] B o MARIE L ARG & A o Bp T T RS IE AR B AR 3R ey
Bi# 44 (Fuzzy Set; FS) (Zadeh 1965) » 7R T #% & B4 4 » sb— 7 XJ§ Lkl 5 42
Z PR HALRBFN RSB ERALRANEMEY > T TARBRELE®
Regakin o LTI ES (XM LWAEES) (Cantor 1874) F - EAH P+ 2 F
MR RE@RGZ L TE - BRIR 5t 7 A H B — A E & B RTBATES
HABMBETE  BPRROM I 5% 0k T B R > B7A 4 1 - HE
H—Bakhax 2xBir—BELSA Thithx €A TRlx¢A-
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B A EE S (Crisp set) FlicEA &AM LE » LB RHEHARMD
T OMETRMERTALRA BRSO BHARA 0 1 ey =iy
MARKLO0E 1 EMYOTHR AL EMZ (Membership degree ) » sbit B
AE b B FE oy & BE M R A 0028 % & . (Membership Function; MF) &5€ o #4848
AAREE S B RS LA EF G T E B BAR AT R AT
RELEZMA  RHOBRZBAAEMBR AR B IRERCE AN
(Triangle) ~ #7% (Trapezoid) » 47 (Bell) &% 47 (Gaussian) % H8 & ¥ -
R SHTEB R B TR JEARME R R o AR A4S T AR
SR B AT 0y E H B o v Nauck $2 Kruse (1999) B F #2448+ &
A %7 & % # v 4. (Function approximation ) #8 B B #2 - Manogaran + Varatharajan
1 Priyan (2018) 4% 357t % 400 52 H 2 B 36 JE LM FAAY 48 He T8 2 40 J& A A S iR
I BT o

WU ERBELEERBEILERE X

MBEZFHARBANTEEZ ;L G FRRER LTI - BRI S sk
i BREPERSGPERK  HERARFAIWTETIHKAEL A HEE R
Wik ZH5AHHFS CRANKREZERAE -

AL Ab & 48 %% ( Artificial Neural Network; ANN ) T VA f§f 4% & %8 4 & 49 ¥%
(Neural Network; NN ) siv424g5% » T8 % T 1943 Fd5 McCulloch ¥i Pitts
(1943 ) PiAli > Rosenblatt (1957) #2 ey R sn 3 4R (Perceptron ) 2 5 F- 4%

FAP IR R o KA A BT A& 2 5 0 KL A E K% -
HAR ZAMETERE 5 8 THKEH 00 8 TERETH > ERERARN
HWBEFAMART R RS EH - im T ANEEROLT =R
AR SR AEMAR C BREAEMEE - X [BRE X R B 6L eI
IR 0 AR AR o AR A A o) JAAY 2 B BE AR BN B AR B AR S MR R JE AR
R 0 BlARM - HAER FAR B AR BT8R 9T o dw Khosravi % (2018) 25 % B a7
£k $a4b 42 49 3% (Multilayer Feed-Forward Neural Network; MLFFNN ) i 47 & /7 48 B
TAA - EFRETERAYVBEANE RTRTEIRBKYAAFBEELZY
(Overfitting ) w4 B A8 - BPAEA) & A2 B A5 Sl B H R eh 45 - R W & R FAA]
B AT T -

RABACE L EASP - B ARILE AR ESBEACE BRI E AR
EHEE B ARk s BATCARMNERAFRZ AR A
Lt oo dodks FEERAEALIE Ak (Eberhart & Kennedy 1995) & —{H#i5¢ % & (Swarm
Intelligence; SI) th1E# ] Z FEMAL 708 Sk » odn AL RAFE £ m 1~ T TARI 6y
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W ITIE > BB MR TITLEZIRE - CHMER TR} - 5
BB RMRAAE 0 LB A RE R Rk AR RO ES
Hasanipanah % (2018) Pp s AR A& 6 8 B RBEMBAN EHIE R &
Colorni % (1992) P32 i ey4&8F% 7% (Ant Colony Optimization; ACO) yA%E%%
REZITEHEIZCHS  ERBRERMBRTHIE THEERILEMYE -
e by HAGIEIRIE FAM IR ZARGE o sboh 0 Bl RAEALIR ik ek @ R NP o
1&3+ % 5% (Recursive Least Squares Estimator; RLSE) & & \F F &3t B ik
(Least Squares Estimator; LSE) Z £ 4b » B 64 AR IEI AN T FHE 5L — B4R AR
A SRR S N B AP TR 2 A L T ME o

5~ R &
AEAFFF A AT R X AT 0 A R i A A £ 4 (Complex Fuzzy
Set; CFS) (Ramot et al. 2002 ) + T-S ( Takagi-Sugeno ) ##1#£A (Takagi & Sugeno
1985) sEi#n o %88 (Fuzzy classifier ) % & ok 09 48 BB B0 38 AY 48 o JARE A
( Complex Neuro-Fuzzy Classification Model; CNFC ) » it ¥4 PSO-RLSE # 4 X, #x %
AR FFAERA SRR AE - B 1 N RALE

Data set

A 4

Data
preprocessing

A 4
Feature
selection

CNFC | PSO-RLSE

A

Model output

1 EREHt 52 A2

JE)

— >~ AFBEER

KB 2 SCH AR T T RO B GRG0 R B R A UEAE & TR ELAR
BEZIFE » R FA = ¢
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HX) = =Xz, P(x;) - log P(x;), (D

Hb o HX) &MEAMA S HXGERIE » P(x) & FHx 0 i A #E - i EXTH
Go o 5 EARX R AR EMG 0 BPP(x) 0 AERIEN SRS RS SRR A
e F MM I F I 0 BB RIEA G R KA o BARA e AAF IR Z B A &
b AT HBRELTEARGEANRE > SOF AR EERARERAR > 25 &R
B BEAR  AREFBAEFATR T BAR - AKXQ2)& R ERE S B A ML R 40
Fam ALK
H(X,Y) = —Yyeuy Xy;euy P(0,)) - 10g P(i, j), (2)
H(X,Y) 54 S BX MY 54 R EHFERT AN P>, ))& = FiFx i
HEEEAZME > UyiiU, B 5 0] Rk TS XY ey FE4S (Universal set) o
f‘: T WA EIRIEN B 6 0 RAVLA T ARG EXE A% > BARRERERY
R IAIE A AR R A A A G BX AR ATIbE: » LR AE - B E

U T A L M KR ING 0 TR EP AR S R A A X T 0 AR SR e R
I 0 o KB)FFF

Hy(Y) = H(YIX) = = Seuy Sy euy PG 1) l0g (), 3)

A p(D&FHEARFEGINRZIT » FHyBEIHE - 9 AL
TImeg M N ER S v“%fi‘&iﬁ—_ FRFBF AT E R 23t S 7 K o g Sy R T AR L A
FAF o B E A R &k A R RF 0 RV K F % E K (Probability Density
Function; PDF ) /X, bl df skt 69 50k - 5 L K(DBEKXQ) ey F A A X% g
R ENCAOE

H(Y) == [,p() -log(p(»)) dy,
~ [ p&) -~ tog(p) .
y
= [,p) -log (=) d, 4

Hy(Y) = —f fp(x,y) logp(y|x) dx dy,

= ffp(x.y)-—bgp(ylx)dxdy.
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= [ L, p(xy) bgp((l)d dy, (5)

p(x,Y) BMEFEE I LT p(Y|l0) AR ER T EHE AT » Fihy
PTAsA og R o g B BAN AR 0 MR 1R - RAPVE T i — 5 3 X (4) R & X
(5) » 13 A% g $ X 1Y o4 Z &3 (Mutual information ) » 4u X, (6)Ff F :

I(X,Y) = H(Y) — Hx(Y), (6)

ZAEATHAMBREGE A ITREZITREN L — 5 FIXY) =
IV, X) - fed7A B R EREA>HR K - EREAAGOETRA A R ARG L
ARIFEE R A G ES > LA ARMIMAARTE— AEM » ARG RO mA—
%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%’d%&“ﬂm# THL AR - a Ko X(T)PF T ¢

a = max{max[p(y)], max[p(y|x)], 1}. (7
e x fdcaz 4 E NG R)E 9T

H(Y) = [, p(y)-log( ) dy, (8)

Hy(Y) = [, [, p (,y) - log (55) dx dy. ©)

Rt RATAR F @& > EBAHF IR EFZ ZEBITARZETEAR -

— M RMEAFHEFIFRER LTy & EMER A WRIFT ez
&%ﬂ&ﬁizﬁ o MAMEHE KX EREF T oA R T EEMAFIFREFE
X IEAATREGT HABREZ SN E A ARFE R 74K EH EZ XM
AL ATIRARAE T » FIARHEA B IR Z 0 A A ¥ F XA T R (10)52 X (11)
Fif o

Hy+(Y) = [ fyp (x*,y) - log (m) dxdy, (10)
Hy-(0) = [, [, p (7, 9) - og (5= ) dady. (11)

KAV EBZ B ML R BAZOE AN VAR BFH R 2] 45 808 FHaT 3246 4
THA ARG F G » Db Bp TG R H £% » EHEEZAR - X (12)8K(13)
i o 3 kit K(10)3 K(11) 3 R 46 B A2 F A8 i 0y W A6 2K A% - AT

—FERARMEAMES B BRI SFRENELZEXZIRETTE> G
fAafe - JABATRAE o G5 % %R (Influence information) » & & &
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WA £ EXHA DR ERY I RBUBERLT  RAAAARLPE
FaY Hb — A By oy # Iyoy o RAX BT X475

I(X,Y) = H(Y) — Hy+(Y), (12)
I(X~,Y) = H(Y) — Hy-(Y), (13)
Iy = IQXHY) [P p(0)dx + 1(X7,Y) 2 p(x)dx, (14)

Hb o R EE & $ (Girolami & He 2003; Parzen 1962) A 4k3E B A2 81 4& %
EHATIE eI MFE B4 R L EBARE T4 A TR MG R B - g
MRKSE AR AN —BERMIMKE - AFREFHTRY > MHAFES>H (Normal
distribution ) 7 X 3t 5L /R B AR 4+ U4 B S8 LR A TR T2 B AR M 5 -

WRHBERAFEZ > RMFE—FEZE R TP EEAER (Influence
Information Matrix; IIM ) :

fi /2 fn t
fi [ I(fi = f1) I(fi = f2) I(fi = fu) I(fi—=10 ]
f2 | 102~ f1) 1(fz = f2) 1(f2 = f) I(f; = t)
fn ](fn - fi) [(fn - fz) l(fn - fn) I(fn - t)
| I(t = f,) It - f,) I(t = f,) I(t > t) ] (15)

WA AAREZ BRI S — RS R LR PR AEE AN+ 1
B n=12.,nt  H—EFHERRTHABRGE LT RTZI » HM L
RFHREEBRHMNA TR EREAL X ETRERZ ARG B EANRA EITE
B ML AE TR EARERNTA BB A RE 0T F EAME R
BIEZBELENR MERMGTE -  SHBRESHRAAEHARTTREZ A
G HBEPERNIEEATOH AL BT « b LEHMERE %
SHEPITATEIRZE AT AR d LERGAF SRR RIIHLEEZEE A
& 24 Ak F A (Redundant Information; RI) o

W EHMA A RERAFRERRALLTARNERTLEREZ
(Selection Gain; SG) » R+ H & KA K (16)F7 T © sbiF 7T 4+ ¥ & — A4 L 8F B ¥
7 B ARG R 5 EATHE R » B R 3E S & (Gain table) -

SG == Ifi_’fn - lei_)SF(n), (16)
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A Bl Ly & FUEZEFH A ISR AHEZZHAENEERLEES,
PRt ey B EAAE » i=1,2,...,n+1° Rl g B 2 F IERE MR F 28T
FEZfHNFE T E Hl%‘%‘ffi’iSF(")Ffréié’Jmﬁ%’“’ﬂg i TC AR A S04 3F dm 3t
B X AR A R M Z M X AR Y AR FH T

RI _ ont1 Fiofn s
fioSFW T 4=l 2 ’

(17)
Ab o fABMOHERIBH nkFLENB ORI BYHH =
1,2, ,n+ 1 ATFA S BEERAAZ Y S B F a3y 9 -
H 1. F L iz E ¢ (Candidate Feature Pool; CFP) 2 @ i 4 iy
(Selected Feature Pool; SFP) » #-475 3+ 8 % F £ 2 #klf p 1
EHAGS 0 U R A B AR (T o
# 22. ﬂ**%%%%éﬁﬁaﬁﬂg’ﬁﬁaniv%@aﬁgooﬁ;
- BEPE ORI RE G A TR R R B 25
R SR L SR A Jlf GRS G AN RS
Hes o

HA3. REHF 2 PERR - B BT RYE-FENAT) B
EPHE 5 A& 4piE 0 ot W (16)77 7 o ’;alﬁéﬁﬂt PR

Beiow ERAE O TRy BSr ] i E T
FER A REEMHPATIR 3 AERBHBOAIFHRE R
B BEAEERUFKE LERBR #%’Fﬁ;‘ﬁﬂﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂ"aV }Ti i
%ﬁﬁ%&&kmﬁ R EAAR A EATINER
VAT B 2 A AA2 B 04 7 X 2 BUAF BB IO R AR

}_
C X
e

JEFESMOC (CFP) | | RIEZHBITHRE
LR #4540t (FFP) st H 38 % F 3 (SG)
B CFP ¥ $i ik K EHHMA N S
BME () 2458 % iE 3R 3 AFFP
# AFFP
[ wcrpesrmaasa | A
AEHE FEE R
PR 45 &R
HCFP ¥ 4 — 44zt ||

H R E (R

. & 2 : 5}%: ;’ilgﬂxlllba{i-.
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= HEBEMES

W E AT @ E AT R ESTAREER G F XRA Tk BaE £
AR 0 E 1 ZH - & 2002 5 > Ramot % (2002) 32 :h T 4 BB #1 4 A 09
BB RABEMESY —HEBREBRE I HEFLEARE BT
IR LA TRk 0 ABBRAR RGBS 0 W TR A E R o sl RAST
KIGIEAP R BAZ L 093K > EAvtta il — BT E Y ERBAZE - Rk - 2H —
BERBEMESA LT FxEBRETAR T T ¢

pa(x) = 14(x) - e/wal®), = T4(x) - COS(WA(x)) +j o ra(x) - Sin(WA(x))’ (18)

b jaV=T o ()AL IRNE S > wa () Bl AR E R LA R EA O
M REBREZMNEHERAGEMES  THE—E0 E 1 ZH
WEH - ST 4 FRA L O B ALHBH RSN RR A — BRI ES -
HHHBEMESGAREZATEST » AT X(19)FFF ¢

A ={(x,1a(x))|x € U}. (19)

%7t 2013 4 - Li 2 Chiang (2013) A% & #7 &k B R E S LS B &
A E S IR E % ¥ (Complex Gaussian Membership Function; cGMF ) » pb.% # 84 J&
A PRI R g FAR AL J1 - EARA AT S AT R B A 0 A AKX T AT

cGMF(x,c,0,A) = 1,(x,¢,0) - exp(jwa(x, ¢, 0,1)), (20)
—_ 2
14(x,c,0) = Gaussian(x,c,0),= exp [— (XZJCZ) ], (21)
—)2 - —
wy(x,c,0,1) = —exp [— %] % A= =1y (XJZC) A (22)

Hb o xBIMANEH > ch BT L E o cR A HLER SE > mAR LA
ES S &

Aot RER T-S BRI L BEMBANE s RAENOEMEAR L2
Takagi #2 Sugeno (1985) WAL#F 72 HPTie a8 - KA OB LKA $ A4
M A& S — AN R RETER SN BB R T LA S X IERM
A% ZAKNIA W %8 f-Then B A A 406 W ok, > B A 48 K Hegsedtae ) o
b XIEFRE LA e Bt HAMR T @AHELFS » HHBER
FHRA T :

Rule®:1F x; is AV (hy) and x, is A (hy) and ... and xy is AD (hy), (23)
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2

;E{T LA lév ;l?’:—%%glj [ = 1, 2, 3, vees R > {xl,xZ,...,xM}é-ﬁ?])‘ ?#—'Eﬁé%i?é

LR VIS S I ERIEL E TR =R SR S S
st (If part) 8o {hy, hy, o by} 3 P12 85 - T @ {a, 0, a3
AL enis #3% (Then part) %¥c »

= BEBRmANE S AR

B3 TS ok HEA] R 35 e BOROR A 50 TREY) % Hde T I 3 4R

hy

hy

Layer 2

|
Layer 0 | Layer 1 Layer 3 :]\ Layer 4 Layer 5 } Layer 6 |
I I !
| |
Normalization :1 T-S Output { Fuzzy |
I} (Then part) | Classiﬁer}
] L ]

Premise

Inputs || CFS
(If part)

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
L

30 AR EARM AR 42 o SRR T R AR

F KRR (Layer 0) @ JLE AR BN » AFBR AT EFHMABLA 1R £ 40

APBEIR T — & > BPRMIE TR B 8 o ARG OB IR RAZ X
B2 &R AR » BRIt AT e T AT ¢

H= : (24)
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% — R (Layer 1): B AMEBEMESR » AT HF AL &S H
BAE > AKX (20) - By B RIBT AT EMANETHBAABENESY
HBAAE > mARKAAARSYNHEIEZ P () EREE (0) AR
AR (N) S8 AR Y - LEAE L AT S5 HEA PSO MEEF iR
Bk BATHRA -

% =R (Layer 2): SR BE TR » T L ATHEIRE - M=t L4k
MBI M AT ARAABBEMESHBEREZHEL > AAK T
P

Y =TIk, .“Ag) [P ], (25)

ﬁ#’%@MHaﬁﬁMﬁ@%%Aﬁﬂ’ﬁ%wﬁm%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%%&
MESZFHBEAL i=12,..,R  REAALHF -

% =R (Layer 3): JbR AL IEHICE » B 64 B3k AR M A MR F 2 P7
A5 Petr] o B AT B 0 BBy 58 E AT E RS 0 Kt By e F

10 = ﬂ (26)

%va & (Layer 4) : s/ #% & 1448308 » Bp3E ) 4T — /& P73t B 04 AL B By
REEH A RBME IR R EAR T AT 4o AR B s ik B BT AL Yo AR 1% 64 oy
T

BAE » 37 X RQTFTR - B s 4 3 al, al”, . a5 & RLSE
R REATIRAL -

X

YO =20-50,=20 - (al + alhy + -+ aPhy). 27)

% 7K (Layer 5): JuB#% &M & - BPof§ AT — B Pt S — R AL A1 b b
A AT AndE o AR A%, & A AR FRAY AR AR SR FRAI 09 48 8y oy

~

Y = ?:1 y(i)’ (28)

REEGH M ESZEBRELAEAE K EX Y - VREAMEHA
B TATHFAART

Y =Re(Y) +, - Im(Y), (29)

Hb o jaV=1> Re(V)X FAFETAR 43 h 2 TR - mIm(Y) &4 FAR]
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A R BB o ARIE L ASHE BFRRZ e by g o A SLE I B AR A
HEITRETH - BRA KB RITH aJr éﬁﬁii@a%ﬁiﬁf‘ W IEAEAE T o RIMAHE
# & AT BT E

TD = {(x8,y),t =1,2,..,n}, (30)

Ad o FPXERTLHFHZHATH G EXRBAZEHyY  HEYREMIE
o X, (31)FF T

elt) = 6} _ i1}, 31)
B (Layer 6): 2@ LM 5% > TAHEREANRE—R > Bes

TL]?’]“H'J"}%F}T# L X A R TAREAT R B WA R S oy B o 88 - At ARl A
BAL L » 2 Kok F P 5

C, = urq(?), (32)

Adq=12..,K  R7580HE  mAFRAFTIRAIREGY TR
#% # (Root-Mean- Squares Error; RMSE ) VA R 5 #8458 3% 5 P74 6%, » 0 & A2 BB #
FAAP 18 o FAAR A 2 AR AR AR » L RMSE AKX de F A7 ¢

n ol elt)
RMSE = M, (33)
n

Fift RMSE AX ¥ el zeluytppst F45rd - H{eld,t=1,2,..,n} ' nk
TEF M%' FH o HARAZ RN R - FEAMNS RIEKA RMSE > Wﬁ%‘%ﬁv}%%
R B IRARACR ALY 0 BRI B o AR RS B AR A TR
753 ﬁrﬁﬁiaﬁr AT AR AMEACRS - B S MR E M43 0 e K (34)PF
T AMASIRBEAGg AL REY  HFERRALERE (Confusion matrix )
(Stehman 1997) =445 (False Positive; FP) #2{4F& . (False Negative; FN)
AT » dolE 4 A9 e P I a3 T A (True Positive; TP) 2 H [
# (True Negative; TN) » 455l BE e B HEXEH P& A » e ¥ o5 — 7]
ko TAR - B ATREBTBRER > ELARB RSB[R — -
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Real condition
Tolal. Positive Negative
population
Posifive True Positive False Positive
Predicted (TP) )
ouicome Neeative False Negative True Negative
gatt (FN) (TN)
B 4: RAER
. ngpt+n
Cost Function = W, - RSME + W, - [2EEX08] (34)

Kb W AT A EFARRERE WL, 5B A AMRERE » nppill
NpNR TR FARERZ BT > nR L EHEFER - F L ELME - BpbRiE
R R AR TAL A SR ARE > EATFROTRY - 48 o Maskan g
MANTR EHEE R FEATE B 0 AR T8 K A2 350 38 5] TR R AT LD 4R -
Wb BRI B A 9 F R R AR A BRI EARAR 0 AR E R T ¢

Hit Ratio = ["TP*%] x 100%, (35)

Hey nAAHAEYH  RIFBRAERIRN TR LB LHEHREHEG] > nop
R EAETAR E 3109 AL E B non KR EFETAR A 2 2100 FHH4 F 3 - Hit
Ratio R % iE#E AR 5 %8 F FHE 48 F ey b fp] -

v ~» PSO-RLSE # & X JiEiLE E %

ARIEAT I T AR A B A Ay & o AR 0 TR ETARIZ R E 0 AR
FBRERIE » - BE R KRBT RATH T 0 R A R B AT RAL SRS o
BASHGALL S B BEiR s RB—RHEims » gaH
FERENSEE (RBMEERE) ML oF - A A TBUR LA EILeF
Rk REMBTAHKBEAFTE @ LA BH5ANMREEEART K
Moy X AR VO BIE R TRREIE AN Je £ 5 o #7 % (Principal
Component Analysis; PCA) % - 5 —Z @ » Bl A%A 58 H k7 XL BETHEA
SEARAG RV ERIR AR RARCEE - AT RBPIRA T K 0 B8k THIR
& 7% (Particle Swarm Optimization; PSO ) #2 %3 5% .]s F 7 i ( Recursive Least
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Squares Estimator; RLSE ) %4 A RE#R» 2 % (Tu& Li2019; Li & Wu 2011;
?ﬁ B & T4 2013) PR T REE Ak R 0 BRIAA KA F R
PSO Y eyf—ga% 7 (Particle) & — AR Ay /% - 1\)\@4&4%’: (R A5 5
ARS8 %M F— @i (Fitness) a%wmu\ﬂw it F B 2R T
AL EZAR S - AT e@iEYy A —EH% &k (Velocity) B-TFikE
BT F—RBEGGITR T IEd  SHE AL X8 RET 0% KMF‘%?&%L-E
MAFRER - FRETESSLEN K22 WEREZPE 2548 T
RZ Ak et B (Pbest) » VA Bk T #F5E F"/Aﬂifi #JEfatr & (Gbest) e l
o BREETRCEBSHARFAENL T IS B TRAEZH Ao F A ¢

Vilk +1) = w V() + o & (Phest,(k) ~ Li(k)
+C; - & - (Gbest(k) — Ly(k)), (36)

Ho o kR THFRRENR > CLHELC,HZ2H FH > mEWEB EEMALE - LA
A0 E 128 = V() =[50 (), 5 (K), o, Dip (AR o 04 T kR R 2
@A BADEARE - LK) = [Ly(k), lp(K), .., Lip ()] 8] & % Bk T4 5 kR 4K,
Z 41 E > mPbest;(k) & BiA TABKRERZIBERABE REARMASLE -
Gbest(k) &¥: TRERE &£ 5 kikiiﬂ'{ﬁ!]/ﬁ‘/kﬂiﬁ:kﬁifﬁ44§ Wi TEMEE £k
FARE BT IARFFEMN > BRI F TR - 54 B ERLERFH

BEZEN04 09 = M =T AFEL $x4ié’34ﬁ4b;i% Bfg it ek R E T
Jw% EAEREETIEEZH > wA TXEH*

Lik+1) =L,(k) +V,(k + 1. (37)

P ACBE R 15 48 3R S B2 U 3@ 5N 7 A 5H i % (Recursive Least Squares
Estimator; RLSE ) 2% 5% s % #3138 £ 7% (Least Squares Estimator; LSE ) % 2£
fi > B oy HARFIMAN T AE T —ERMAEA - @ BB I A AR 0y P R
EIBLRMEL o ABRA Iy hydi s S HATRT ¢

y = 2is1 0:/i(@) + e, (3%)

Eob o UAKAMAGE  (fii=12. ) AR AT H B R (0,i=
2, MAEEHNFIZEY > mARATEREAR2ARARAL  ARK
EFPT 6, 4002 MO BMAET b o AR £ e o R EAMERAKH > TIH
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NEFERTH, 1 =1,2,..,m} > deb o Bp T3 BImAB SR 7 42 X A T K(39) P

AR

|

yi = fiw)0; + L(u)0; + -+ f,(u)0, + €4 (39)
V2 = fi(uz)0; + f2(uz)0; + - + f(u2)0, + e,
Ym = fl(um)el + fz(um)gz + et fn(um)en + em,
H—FH o A B TR XERNER T X ERTT ¢
Y = A0 + E, (40)

Y AR B EE 0 AL iH4ER (Designmatrix ) > 04 5 F X 468
MERABRESE - THRF AT :

Y=1[y 2yl (41)
fitw)  foluw) - fulu)
A= f1(?lz) fz('uz) fn(yz) ’ (42)
fGm) foltm) o falitn)
0=1[0,0,6,1, (43)
E=le; e, e, (44)

Ly AB AR MR L N HH AT R £ Lo ME 0 R SN A AR AT IF0
LVATFHT T ¢

0 = (ATA)1ATY, (45)
BB A EZABOS B R T X E 0 3T

oo IR BRERATAZOM A B R AE TR b 03 IR AT
Ok 093 R ER KT

Pk@jc+1k+1Pk
P 4 =P, — St kil ke 46
k+1 k 1+a£+1pkak+1 ( )
Or+1 = Ok + Poy1pr1 Vi1 — a175+19k). 47)

He o {k=1,2..m—1} apk T&HZT4ERE A Emaddg > vkt
B2 Y ZEmIBRAL > Popiare F5 5 B @ JEXE 35 %% (Adaptation gain vector ) »
Vi1 — Ah410i) B ATHAAET B (OId estimator ) © /& st 77 42 X B %63t 33T > %78
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AP HLO) i AT I AL B o Py dsAtde F AT F
P, = al, (48)

Adas—EERER  mILBER - EA0 X IEILR B L BRI S
FHEFHERE o Mt PSO-RLSE #6 XR ALK AL EZZALEWE 5 FTT 7 2
TS FF fa 2 BA LR Bk G RAR -
TEE L M TFREREELFFE TR EEE TREEBITMEILEE
M e E kK R AMEAL AT AR SR X M B S MR RSP () 2
Begg (o) ABAREIER (A) 4% -

WEE 2. A AR A 0 SR AR S B AR AL A 2 IR LR BBy R T
{A,i=1,2,..,R}

TR 3. @R T kX P 0, AT AL E 0 de K (48) 0 M IE R
R R AT R R AR S o K(46)F tha g KA F ¢

Aisq = laa (kK +1) aa,(k+1) - aaz(k+ 1)], (49)
aag(k +1) = [Ag Aghy(k+1) - Aghy(k+ 1)]. (50)

WRIZ b X 4 ot 5 R (A7) B 7T KAF AR R 430 S B #) 2 6 o

FER 4. ST AR BTG A e A R TARI S B 0 L B AR E AHE ST
WEM  wKXGCDATT - AR AL LY FHREZE (Root-
Mean-Square Error; RMSE ) » 4o K (33) » BP & R#F 72 mk A% 2 AT
5 o

FERS. A FEFAR I B E - TG ARSI R AT RS
AR ARFERTE S AMRE - R HAE S — AT T ARR
% BB Z ARIEAT

FE6. BREESEH2 HETRPIAETREN L -

TERT. RBEFIAETHFEZIERME BT THREBELEL LTS
AR R R iEE A E (Phest) » VARV FREBE LR &
WIEAAAL B (Gbest) » i AT &k T3k E 45 F 049 2 37 o

B EE 8. FIRRARAE B AR SIS IS 0 2R BlE TR X
Gbest VE B AT#EA KA AL 53 > TR EFERE 2 -
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P 10y 451t

Layer 0

AF R R
4 3 A 4516

Inputs

A Layer 2
Pbest;(k)
#1Gbest(k)

BT
i fiLd

Premise
(If part)

l

Layer3
Normalization

|

Layer 4
T-S
(Then part)

FHEOpyq

B EN S K

T MR
LS

Layer §
Output

l

Layer 6
Fuzzy
Classifier

B 5 : PSO-RLSE # & X ZAEILE B ik A2 B

B fh

AEBMKETE AR A IR REFTER - B B4R 5E 5 EEH A
A4 AR A - 3 E M PSO-RLSE # & X R ARALIE I 7k ST 3L A 2 AT S8 3R 1% 48
BT S BANER  R AR B BNIRA R R PT 32 RMSE AR o 4538 B4 A
Aoy AR AR AR 0 SR 5 R Fl 69 RMSE 134532 R 2 Wb BB R R T BUE W8
FHITARAZE P P EARE - &8 TRAMN 111 120 2 b4 o KB
A Gy b AR IEAR B 48 o B SR b W ¥ e S B - &7 8 k12 1b g B & ( Gaussian
Distribution Based Whale Optimization Algorithm; GD-WOA ) ( a4y & /R E
2019) AT KA R T ik XA LI o R IL Rk TRERAE LR Bk Rk AR
—ARLE R R 5 E o Ao A A s 4 (Humpback whale) dH7#7k
YA ERW — Bk 0 A A A AR (Bubble-net feeding ) - i 5847 &k
AR E AR AL SRR R B A XM AT B AR MR T 7 AR
FIR T B e EAS gt E A R0 0 Hokdh R AR B AT RRME 0 SRS A 5
ZRFMY BRI EALZTA—RBREF T RS HOMEY - EREEAF
B FERERLE - MSRM ERBAEF R E T @G E AT Rt
b7 845 B A B 248 5 582 (Hyper-cubes) 2 M45%) > 3 & &5 N IR 4 ML 08 5% ¥ 37
12 B AR » B R S RARMRBITSE - AP BRIFHEEAKX L HIRE
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S AL B ILE AT AR G B B R0 B AR SEARAT AL - Ml IR BIR T RIEE
RS G4 B BT AEILZ I 0 T A R SR SR M KA 0 FEMETUE— 1R
RO EAR MY ERE > WBRTRIBEE FNLABMIYT - ARSI R
@Az o AlPA 50%Z M RAG R I 4 N IREE SO R s 7 R4 B B3 -

— FE— ' BEFHISHSE S > aTAR

A& P35 8 XA 5 B & 225 (Nikkei 225) » L2 B R &R B RTHE
KRG BT 225 BAENRBIE B o AR F MG T 2017 41 A 2% T 2018 4 12
AMELEFE > EEARA A - AR BT EF AT RSB - i fsh A SR RE
¥ REFHAEIFAT 30 B R 5 B ey BARIE BRI AL 0 AP e T MR ik
AR~ R 18 MR AKAR o mi;%f;‘i‘“ﬂxfé {for, far fo3, f20} B R BERBARA Z
FBEE o Rl &% 2748 % 4718~ % 23 R % 20 E4F5 0 FAREA sy
FHta{(E®,y0)i=12. } CiRF %&m O a s AR E 0 y Ol
KA TR Z B 2T 38 R RIE R BRI X2 R T A7

Xt = [f27, faz: f235 f20)- (51)

M B AP @ AR ey T4k | BT - 3 gy PSO-RLSE # &
RRMEREFETAE S5 BF Lok 2 i1k 3 - SR EAZEHmE
ZMEEERELE 6 i B TRERVAYESXAKAEREL Y &HME

(Robustness ) » # & 47+ R E4H Ti*.%? R ZHwEk 9 LT HeE 7
Frow o B4 AR B B L SRk B R A pE th s dn & 4 o

%k 1: DA BN A AP L2 o AR 3
BB AP & AR A R R
BTN x(f27), x(faz), x(f23), x(f20)
Bl Y& & 50
A E 5
LEEES 8 24
BAEIR R B F 5
% SR - HF 25
NER A HFF 403
A A HER 60
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k2 FB— PSO AELE ik S e
PSO %€
T HE 50
TR 30
HAR IR B 50
Mg E 0.85
FH TR 2
¥ FdeiL B The value of the target in the SC
¥ F bk B Random in [—1,1]3°
% 3: B — RLSE f4Lig ik S ¥
RLSE #% %
a 10°
I 25%25 B Ar4E
Py al
0o 25%1 R4EME
k4 BRI - BEFAREH
Method Hit Ratio (%)
RW (Huang et al. 2005) 50
LDA (Huang et al. 2005) 55
Logit (Leung et al. 2000) 63
Probit (Leung et al. 2000) 63
Probabilistic neural network (Leung et al. 2000) 63
Discriminant analysis (Leung et al. 2000) 68
QDA (Huang et al. 2005) 69
EBNN (Huang et al. 2005) 69
SVM (Huang et al. 2005) 73
Combining model (Huang et al. 2005) 75
CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:1) 74.15
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CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:20)

CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:20)

CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:1) (Proposed)
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Nikkei 225 (GD-WOA-RLSE) Nikkei 225 (GD-WOA-RLSE)
188.6
191.7
188.4 1916 [
188.2 [ 19151
= & 1914
= 188r N
E 187.8 z o
© 1912
187.6 1911 |
187.4 191 |
\ 1909 F
187.21 L L . . . . "
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration
Nikkei 225 (PSO-RLSE) Nikkei 225 (PSO-RLSE)
188.6 |
191.7
188.5 [
1916 [
188.4 [
1883 F _1e1sp
= =)
b N
= 1882} 1914
% =
S 8
o L
188.1 ] 19013 F
188
19121
187.9 F
187.8F ey
187.7 - - - - 191 - - - L
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration

B7: ER—MeXREMEL XS e

BHER—HABEFYRAFIERGTAR > 2B 7 P FeM e AR EILE
HiEA R MR Bk 4 FPHBEARNATREREY CNFC A &4
PSO-RLSE 2 X gkPi4# th 2 Fiktbd > WwAa L A ARy FARIRE S - £ B4R
P BN E AT REREITEETH

= FR HRESRBIR A7 5 ATER

5B 432 4 1B 35 ¥ (Korea Composite Stock Price Index; KOSPI) % %% X 5
Prog e B3 ¥ o R BRI G T 2017 1 A 25T 2018 4 12 Atk A4 -
{(fis or fafr1} B A TR EAKRV IR ER  HAABRAGMATHE
((Z8,y®),i=1,2,.} ixkFasr  0assatzhig g yBalkk
BEAAS TAR 2 38 B 42 & AR A5 ooy BAZEH > AxB2 % o FRFF

Xt = [f181f27'f4—' f71]- (52)

M A8 B Fa AP 48  Fa R A 2 € 4wk 5 » PSO-RLSE #8 & R e 4E b8 H ik 8y
SEFCTRER—ZR2EEI AT AR ETH B EZHRETERE
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o
=

BE28 F_+7\E F0UH

LE 8 & T ERFERA M S K R ALK L &0y &M (Robustness ) » i 47+
REWHETH » ERZRA R 10 i » RELFBRWE 9 ATRIUKZH
AL IR B BR T AN R 6

R 5 FE = ARG AR T
BB FAAP 48 o A 3 T
AT x(f18), x(f27), x(fa), x(f71)
Bl Y& 3 50
WA 5
EE S ES & 24
BRI T 5
BN LR T 25
ElE & ok i 392
ARXAHER 60

%6 B oakabrbdx @ SRS NIRBIER

Method Hit Ratio (%)
GALT (Kim & Han 2000) 50.60
BPLT (Kim & Han 2000) 51.81
RW (Wang 2014) 55
SVM (Wang 2014) 59
ANN (Wang 2014) 60
PCA-ANN (Wang 2014) 60
PCA-SVM (Wang 2014) 61
GAFD (Kim & Han 2000) 61.70
CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:1) 64.15
CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:20) 64.32
CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:20) 64.32
CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:1) (Proposed) 64.49
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KOSPI (GD-WOA-RLSE) KOSPI (GD-WOA-RLSE)
173r
20.5
ey 204
17T 203
= a
= N
= =202
8“ 17t ]
© 201
16.9 2
168 19.9
0 10 20 30 a0 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration
KOSPI (PSO-RLSE) KOSPI (PSO-RLSE)
20.65
17.38
20.6
17.36 |
17l 2086 [
17.32F 20.5
= g
< 17.3 = 2045
& 17.28 Z
O 204
17.26
17.24 2038 ¢
1722 03k
172
2025
1718 . n n . . .
10 20 30 a0 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration

B9 Koo KRR A AP Y ik

A RAEER —F » BnE CNFC BAAZHELZ S RBIEETARE T, B
BB LTI E o RIBIEE A E W] BAAAR AR & ey TAR AL 1 &
KR - Ak 6 Py ZHAC AR b > CNFC fR£F750 i 42 64 FAR] &

A
ne °

ZFRZABEARREM A7 5 ATAA

#4835 % (Hang Seng Index; HSI) & &k # &R0 RIBIHEH » FLHR
Be B TATIH O T RIS o KRERMEREG L2017 51 A 2%/ L2018 £ 12 A
L EFE  ERXZTTOEETHERREHE > LELIREHE - EhHAEH
LRATHBERE > {5 fo2, fio il B A TREANBE A ZSFR SR > mFARER
WA TR A{(ED,yD),i=12,. ) ik mEHES IV BBBAHZIAG
o yURIR AR AN TR X AR AR BAZE R AU R AT AT

Xt = [f75,f22'f10'f1]- (53)

A A Fa A & - fa R dm &k 7 P7w » PSO-RLSE # & KX fE1Lig Ak
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WEBERFER—ZR 2 R 3 - MAMFBEARE LI RETELIRSL
B 10 0 % 7B A g & Xm0 B k09 &4 (Robustness) » #§#47+ %
?%wk—t”é“%z CHEREH Ak 1l Fia o RESFHRWE 110 RERMERZK
A tbdxdn k 8 o

RT: BRI MEEMBAMNE > AR R T

A EAER A 48 - FARE A 3 R
BNAF B x(f75), x(f22), x(f10), x(f1)

3 8RR B 50

LE %8 5
ARG BT 24

BARIR R B E 5
RIS R E 25
EREHER 391

AR EHER 70

£ 8 BB =k - HBIEAREK

Method Hit Ratio (%)
RW (Wang 2014) 52
SVM (Wang 2014) 58
ANN (Wang 2014) 58
PCA-ANN (Wang 2014) 62
PCA-SVM (Wang 2014) 62
SSPQN (Phua et al. 2003) 63.35
TRNN (Phua et al. 2003) 64.39
CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:1) 70.26
CNFC (GD-WOA-RLSE, Cost 1:20) 70.27
CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:20) 70.84
CNFC (PSO-RLSE, Cost 1:1) (Proposed) 71.32
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HSI (GD-WOA-RLSE)
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B 11: BER=#H6ARMEMLELELT g

50

FBEAEIGHBARIETELNYNET » HABMAFRRSLEZ  £% 8 F11
vA CNFC ##t PSO-RLSE # & X 12108 B 2B A b gk » B o2 F wh 42 [
B LEAR SRy ESTIE RS EMABEZ RENLES -

5 - ik

AT A B — B 00 &K oA BR A E AL T I R AT IR

%9 : BB —= CNFC A = F4# T

GD-WOA-RLSE PSO-RLSE
Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20 Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20
No. | Hit (%) | Cost | Hit (%) | Cost | Hit(%) | Cost | Hit(%) | Cost
1. 75 352.364 73.3 359.103 75 352.241 75 356.991
2. 75 352.241 71.6 371.833 75 352.241 76.6 344818
3. 73.3 361.629 75 356.991 76.6 343.807 73.3 359.557
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4. 75 352.242 76.6 354.193 75 352.241 75 357.423
5. 75 352.241 75 356.991 75 352.241 75 357.142
6. 71.6 377.092 75 356.991 76.6 350.49 75 357.905
7. 73.3 355.376 73.3 360.602 73.3 352.241 73.3 357.420
8. 73.3 363.825 75 355.016 75 354.078 75 359.118
9. 75 352.241 75 356.991 75 352.241 75 356.991
10. 75 358.132 75 355.016 76.6 343.807 73.3 359.557

AVG | 74.15 357.738 74.48 358.373 75.31 350.563 74.65 356.692
Max 75 377.092 76.6 371.833 76.6 354.078 76.6 359.557
Min 71.6 352.241 71.6 354.193 73.3 343.807 73.3 344.818
%10 : F8% =% CNFC A X F#H Tk
GD-WOA-RLSE PSO-RLSE
Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20 Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20
No. | Hit (%) Cost Hit (%) | Cost | Hit (%) | Cost | Hit (%) | Cost
1. 65 25.037 65 31.66 65 25.03 65 31.6
2. 65 25.356 65 31.68 65 25.08 63.3 31.68
3. 61.6 25.512 61.6 32.34 65 24.98 63.3 32.39
4. 65 25.155 65 31.51 65 25.03 63.3 32.46
5. 61.6 25.566 65 31.66 63.3 25.34 65 31.68
6. 65 25.037 65 31.68 65 25 65 31.67
7. 65 25.003 63.3 32.16 63.3 25.24 65 31.7
8. 63.3 25.356 65 31.72 65 25.03 65 31.64
9. 65 25.037 63.3 32.34 65 25.08 63.3 32.46
10. 65 25.037 65 31.68 63.3 25.24 65 31.64
AVG 64.15 25.21 64.32 31.84 64.49 25.11 64.32 31.89
Max 65 25.566 65 32.34 65 25.34 65 32.46
Min 61.6 25.003 63.3 31.51 63.3 24.98 63.3 31.6
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% 11 : B == CNFC A =% &4 B

GD-WOA-RLSE PSO-RLSE
Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20 Cost 1:1 Cost 1:20
No. | Hit (%) | Cost | Hit(%) | Cost | Hit(%) | Cost | Hit(%) | Cost
1. 71.4 362.26 70 377.56 73 360.83 70 375.5
2. 71.4 369.96 70 377.43 71.4 362.26 71.4 367.6
3. 70 372.04 71.4 367.68 70 387.39 70 379.1
4. 68.5 372.48 71.4 375.26 73 361.98 71.4 367.7
5. 70 372.13 71.4 375.27 70 368.37 70 368.8
6. 70 371.89 68.5 384.13 71.4 362.26 71.4 367.6
7. 68.5 374.55 70 377.56 73 361.34 70 379.2
8. 71.4 371.6 70 379.05 70 363.23 71.4 367.6
9. 71.4 370.72 70 377.57 71.4 362.26 71.4 367.6
10. 70 372.13 70 377.56 70 362.26 71.4 367.7
AVG 70.26 370.98 70.27 376.91 71.32 365.22 70.84 370.84
Max 71.4 374.55 71.4 384.13 73 387.39 71.4 379.2
Min 68.5 362.26 68.5 367.68 70 360.83 70 367.6
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