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Forecasting the exchange rate of the Algerian dinar against the US
dollar using an Autoregressive Model, Integrated Moving Averages,
and Artificial Neural Networks — a comparative study
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Abstract:
This research paper aims to evaluate and compare the predictive
performance of two models for forecasting the Algerian dinar exchange rate
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against the US dollar: the Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average
(ARIMA) model, and the Artificial Neural Network (NAR-ANN) model,
To achieve this objective, monthly data (01/2000 to 12/2025) was used.
This data was divided into two sets: a training set covering the first 281
months for estimating the two models, and a test set covering the last 31
months for testing and comparing them. The applied results, comparing the
predictive performance of the two models using prediction accuracy
criteria, showed that the NAR-ANN model outperformed the ARIMA
model in predicting the Algerian dinar exchange rate against the US dollar.
Keywords: Exchange rate; ARIMA model; NAR-ANN model; prediction
accuracy;

Jel Classification Codes:F31,E47

sdedds 1

WJoll IS sl izl Je 35 &) sladW) oLagll sl asl Glall e A
Coall Jlanl gl 06 GU Y cMeall @ls el dleall 2518 553 Say o
Aol Sball sshall (e e 35S 35 < Wy W LA s G oV pal e e
gt by ALl LSy Lnas ool Uiy cale dhay nll oSl 5l 23U Gy pslad
U Jlamial Leedy Crall jlanl 254 3l 06 cowlind) g9 23LaBY) alsall a dpotal
o) b ¢ skl bl (3 Aol dids wiss JV W) 8 e ) Oae il ARIMA
DAV oo ciad) Sl e ddle slgl it LS 3] ) 1 ARIMA £3U O
oY ARMA 22 MA 3 AR £3Us (MA Gpall 8-l Lo glly (AR G alh gl
is b3yl sy (2 Bl 6l o3l Grs ol L IS0 (3 oS ot Lens
@ bl e LUV DU e 23l e padl 1 Se Y (dWby el Al b8 o
P OUe V- CH YR R PP RSP TRRCS US U SAU: NS JO0S (R POV I %, DU PR V3 g WA, YN[
28 LUV Ll oS @ NAR-ANN fiaal o2l L) e gl udY) #3gan
el b gl L ARIMA 234 e Ly aely ST 2l LSl (3 2t
N EN NS WAT ROV HOE N P AINET B |

130




llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
Byl Al ys— Al ) Lomaal) SISCi 1y ATl S el

¢ NAR-ANN ipadl ol Jadl 8 G0 gl #2358 Gain e ) )
SHF Jll Bpall e sl G Jadt ARIMA £350n &yl o) G308 B3 3,8
RGP PRUR VS

ol w21

G Sl Grall e Al (3 5gmsl) L e bl 5 ARIMA 3L S Y-
SV Y s

e 3 (3 e B 32d NAR-ANN astbo) dedl oKul) gised oS4 -
LS el flie (g ) O al

53 @ ARIMA £54 Je NAR-ANN aelboV) fadl ol 2358 Syin-
LSV Vsl bl (A Ll ol

‘Coudl Bluall30 1

W Gl 5 1) Co) s e

LoV ARIMA £35¢ s Jseamd) Wlamtal iiby Blshas i = S5 it Cagyadl-
SV Vel blae el el e gl

738 e Jsamdl Ulenzal 22 by Leslsl (BLS caelbaoV) dpaal) SISGEIL Ciypndl —
SV Yol lae el 2l e 5l koY) NAR-ANN

5 85 pules Jlemzael (<50d) Lagdls) ,Liny eiludl (o 3aed) s —

! @@“'4'1

DU e Jpamdl Vsl e il o Vs e el mell e sl
s s s e WS gy (Brall e gl 4 NAR-ANN 3 ARIMA
(2l a5l (3 L) Bliag 3L

Al ol 5.1

ARIMA #3U cleszal o L Gpall ay ol @) 2Bl lahddl e el Sl
S5 e g o Blally Gordpadl VST clenzal a ey ANN 23U clenzal 0 Loy
1dazs 5 5gll Ll oLyl

131



3 yadine

A Comparative Analysis of : sl (Emre Urkmez,2025) ., -
Artificial Neural Networks and Time Series Models in Exchange
Contributions to Finance and'_s™ all. 3 5240y (Rate Forecasting
oSl 23U sl Aaal) SIS Z3U olsl B)lis I anlll ods cdia ¢ 'Accounting
2010 slr oo sazall 3l I3 Sope¥1 Yol i 25300 85l 2o a5l (& il
BolilaoV) Gaall AR 2356 3o Al oda s bl 2024 ey ale )
LS Yol lis 5l o e ) 3 ARIMA 2356 Je ANN
Forecasting the . zul (Md. Shahajada Mia et al,2017) w.)s-
BDT/USD Exchange Rate: An Accuracy Comparison of Artificial
5,s2:My (Neural Network Models and Difterent Time Series Models
oda wida ¢ Journal of Statistics Applications &Probability Letters
Ao Cro e 5l (3 Bae)l Sl 23U lsb daall OISR 23U sll Bl ) Al
b wle I 2004 gl e sl sl IS SV Yl flie ST plsdax W
7358 o ANN zetlo¥l dadl SISGE) 2356 Goi5 auhlll oda @ils bl 2016
SVl e e KW o a3 3 ARIMA

A Comparative Analysis of :; z.al (Diteboho y Mogari ,2017)au,s-
Artificial Neural Network and Autoregressive Integrated Moving
«Average Model on Modeling and Forecasting Exchange Rate
International Journal of Economics and Management 3 3,52,
Jodldl 231 slsly pmnaall ISl 23U bl lis ) Auly )l ods cius « Engineering
oo s Bl S SV Vel Blie L O Wss e Oro a3 (3 )
de ARIMA 7356 o5 2l ods s opbl 2016 i e 41 1960 o1
LS Yol Bl B o ey 3l (38 ANN 2olla oVl daall A2 2354
Forecasting foreign . wuall (Abou-Zaid , Stokes, 2012),a.1)5-
«exchange rates using artificial neural networks: a trader’s approach
) asll ods cods « Int. J. Monetary Economics and Finance (3 3524,

132



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
By\ds Al ys— Lol Lmaa! SISy ATl S el

teas S Lo a5l (3 sl oSl 23U elsly Baall SIS 23U el )L
2l 411980 sl e szl sl I SVl Yol blie ool 5 a1 asdl ¢ g5V
Jo ANN 2eolbaoVl draadl Sl 2356 Boi5 auhlll sda @il 0612010 o)
LSV Vel bl ol A G s ) (3 ARIMA #3454
Comparing ANN Based . x4l (Sarker 4 Kamruzzaman ,2003) w.))s-
& ssadly « models with ARIMA for Prediction of Forex Rates
shsly maall SIS 23U ol Bylie I auhll sds cdus « ASOR BULLETIN
() e iV el (S Yol tetles B Gpo a5l @ Rl udlld) 23U
srall o QW Yol plie (gl Gl eiMgedl Vsl cgpshnindi Yol
S 2358 G5 Anhyll ada ils bl 2002 aker e 41 1991 ilr e sz
Ll oMt A5 Cpo a3l 3 ARIMA 2306 de ANN zelba o) 204
RUIESRN Y]
Dkl by 2
:ARIMA iblSi) S ol otlawgdi=gllt jlud¥l #3612

doged 2l 23U 81 st as (1970 2 Semr- 85 Ob r 3Ll 0ds @i £
(Rathod, zaef alaled) alandd (il gasll 2ol 2l pisnd 3ot 23U e 5le o
P ) oo (AR) Gl W) 23U mas 0 0S8 08 ple ISty 5 et al,, 2017)
ARIMA(p,d,q) o5l 2! aaall CSSy . 25)) o (MA) ) bl 23Uy
:(Asteriou & G. Hall, 2016) Jui s Js

AT (1= 1L — gl — - = $pLf) = (1 + 6L + L% + - + oL Ty

sde A QP s ALl Jad BN gl sae o AL LSS Ay 1 d e
Cdeds gy Ssdl ol sV Ut 5 (Jgd Je MA 3 AR 236 3 ag)l o sl

el ol aall Je
133



3 yadine

homgd) 083y (Yl ARIMA 358 512 omgin Jol 80— oS3 28 1976 2 (3

R e e I e O e i e
il ade Ll ko) 3l plasea) (Sa (s L aaseis
S = Syt Aengae Dglasi 1 S

wSaacll JdE
oS

N

""il

S = oSa Rengie Sl s s alazs) Ul sl e yiall

sl daall G20 2.2

+ hlassl a4l Artificial Neural Networks zsetboVi dasd oSzl
ol oal o dadl Lo 503l ey (3pall lenl sl Jle @ legs malll 8T 0 ANN
Demir y Bal) cls ) by ¢ LU0 Ot ¢ aleall) e el LS o (0120 0l
Brslsed) ranl) e Bgn 3L o B Beliao Y el Sl g b (2017
Aol LI o gy bl oy o aldl obS Ll s gl glally
ihS JE e m3ledl ods Croglin] W3y L aor g gl Amanll LIS dans U ¢ sl
(BENLARIA & sy LS olad)  aeed aldl slas Wy
BOUBEKEUR, 2021)
PURCIREN ERSRCIFR RO LTI SCE AN [ WP TSR R W R N I S ST
oo ey Alaze Lyss Jly s Slsgl e Ay Alaze JoY) Slisg e dib 1Al

134



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
Lylis Al ys— Lol Lmand) SIS0 AhalSTLl 38 et

«(Nanayakkara, Chandrasekar, & Jayasundara, 2014) ~1i+y1 ol
el Aaall SASGadly i) (Sstnn o 83kl Lansidl Jlgsg Azl caaandl Jls I 8L
0 g bl Rdadl ol daall 120 (Chakraverty & Jeswal, 2021) Lga
Sy (1) aakll ) noaabll e Slehall 305 o ¢ oEY b1 L Sleghall 335
O RT Y  § WERIA [C R [PRE P R WESK SR P JRCHE S WP ORN PR S RN
Slslall Lams o (alEYI ST 3 B8 b wlegal) 3505 0559 ST ol sy a2 aab
iy el oty oY 2k J] Gl G ey Bl A8 ] JlsY) 2L o

ASe

Lowand) OS2 gyt 2 S

dorem M ol Dld—0 il Ldadl o130
AT P A - - 2
N\ N 7\ N\
\N AN A AN
\\\ / \ Ny \ // p—y \
) \ \ \\//
\ /'\ _‘\: e \ /1\ / \
7N\ ZXI'N\ /X \/" 7N\ // \ /\. /\ \ /7\
' 3 ) 1 f ) { \

/ \ \

\ N ] . 3 1
NANSN /"‘\-/' SN /" \\/ /'\_/" /’v
|> / | / ‘\'\l/' ( /

\/ AV /// N\ / A\ N\ /
L ' 78 4 '} V

\,/”‘ NP “\_/ : N/
Input Layer Hidden Layer Output Layer Laput Layer Hiddea Layer Outpat Layer

Chakraverty, S., & Jeswal, K. S., 2021, p3-4.. yhal!
PN PIVIEE S gl (3 aelloV) ded OSa) Jlaze) ohbd il L
:( Kamouh, 2024)
Lol ) agadl O ) alSal) 1 g i) il SLL) e bl -
a8 (3 el dlis Lelad Leapdsy UL Cades 1o UL adblea
g eVl Cpdl wlegas 4] UL 2 O UL -
Aib S8 deasd) WDy Slabll sde Sl 3 Kl iK2) ag e 3] prenai—

135



3 yadine

Joo S el Slles I e O L) (gl bl pdsaal tzdsed) G-
LS eyl
DY by sl sy m3sadl B3 0o 1rdped) ki
Y e oyt Sslite] o m3sadl Ay ars B3lel i dsedd) -
Bl bl e 2l Olst ey ) el pdsral  gdi-
ket LY 3
sral) e SV Vel flie (b Sl Orp jae Sl o Jsd ¢ roibldl 1.3
—2000/07 sl cdat 65 bl o daad) ) g . INVESHING.COM f350 :1a
5 Yol Blis jldll Gl e sy il 3 IKad oy L es 312 (o1 (2025/12
e I e LM L sadl 3 eidl Cpall ae UL Blas) Uasde T Jgludt ol
0 Glme SLEL 4521 008 Loz i Vol blie g Sl B e OF Joud
stV o8 pass 4980 we sy efy 4110 wie & ggen @50 U] Joogy 0.263
5 el Agr gile SUL g e OF UL I e 1.5025 0.398 st g b iy
e o
UL o Y080 (3Ll Bjliey i 3 Wleaza) Lad ausls &M 1 SUL) s & 239
Sl W a3 %10 4 i) saatin 31 o) %10 oyl sasline 250

SHFN Sl Do jad ()1 pglad 13 Y2

log Exchange Rate Time Series

4.9

4.8

4.7

4.6

Rate

4.5
aa -

W
4.3 " s

/ e
4.2

-
o S0 100 150 200 250 300 350

matlab2019b it iz 1yl

136



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
By\ds Al ys— Lol Lmaa! SISy ATl S el

St oo ad o slaxV1i1 Joudd

clad | sl o el ied 33 | gylall 12N Lo il

1.502 0.398 4.980 4.110 0.263 4.521

matlab2019b it iz e bslazel el slasl o jtaald
(2 pall jpe ll oWt ARIMA 734623
zdsedl wud 1.2.3
7398 @ sl ol sl Sles ady Cnall e dlide il Hlasl Sebd o (3 ang
529 « ADF(1979) 5kl Joi- s jlast Jlenzal & dllad) dhodes 2l azal LYy | gl
S et @ ade bWl (Se gy apad) Slabadl (3 blisia) sy ol gal ds)
S = 0 s ez (Alhdiy, Johari, Daud, & Rahman, 2015) s>
o2h) Sa Y @l alind Jead) (3 and) o)l e oli ey aludld (ADF) jebll susgll i
%5¢ %01 AV (st dis by oVl Al 3 sasgl Lo e B sl 2
oo WelSan BT g L cabidedt b LoV Bodl) A e o) 28 b o @« 2010,
J(1) oy as,

gyl )yl 2 Jgud!

T-stat P-Value T b ) LAl
Imer 2.342 0.995 -1.942 -
D(Imer) -16.485 0.001 -1.942 &)

matlab2019b ity ol Jo slaze) comll shae o 1 junall
Lyt ARIMA z3s et AV oY gl el e Al PSS s sl £ 0 Ay
U LY g ACE gl LUV g laea) @ =3sedl s tiody c2pall s gl
3 moy ¢ UK i oy « BIC, AIC julasy dinl [K2)) (3 205l PACFE 531
slasViy ARIMA(Z,1,2) 5 ARIMA(2,1,0) (ARIMA(0,1,2) 2y 31

137




3 yadine

929 el ST 2 81 93 2sadl et ¢ alinl Joadl 3 and) BIC, AIC ol e
2l e 5l ARIMA(O,1,2) 23504
S @ bLyiy gl bl ghs - 4 e

ACF of First-Differenced Exchange Rate PACF of First-Differenced Exchange Rate

=) o

® @
[ o o
= Y ®

Sample Autocorrelation
)

=
()

o

N

Sample Partial Autocorrelation

°

s
.

o

[
-

o
o

S

N

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 El 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

matlab2019b wat; bz - jauall
BIC} AIC gulas cﬁl:u 3 Jj.@,-\

AIC BIC

ARIMA(2,1,2) ~1486.1 _1471.6
ARIMA(2,1,0) 1487.7 1476.8
ARIMA(0,1,2) ~1488.1 ~1477.2

matlab2019bpst, ez e bslazel Em ) slasl e 2yl

ARIMA(0,1,2) g3 pu&.2.2.3

-l il 4y b sl ARIMA(0,1,2) 350l o5 mils il 4 Jgadkt oan

ST el 8,0l 3ol Sl il Adaol) &g sy bR O Cp ) oda JDs e

el e dalall G OMas) piay PU pdal (2 2h sn ¢ (1.96) sk ae il s
Tigedl Slalas i) Gsw;4‘j5.ur\

odal) S)bakl Lo t dag Y

C 0.0023 0.0012 1.8965 0.0579

MA(2) 0.1948 0.0576 3.3799 0.0000
AIC--1488.1 BIC--1477.2

matlab2019b it iz e tslazel el slasl o jiaald
138



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
By\ds Al ys— Lol Lmaa! SISy ATl S el

:zdgedl jaseis 3.2.3

o2y Syl oy el dpaeid) SllasYls Gosmdll e dssat isad) dedlo el o
plis @y Sl ey il 5 SN ppm o Jaa) ey Sp Ly 3 BLeYI Al
Jsm e JKaw Cdds SULIL ekl SlGdly LUV w0 bagdls e Lol 250
S o AL Reglall o a1 (3 ogally Sl 3 DLV Wls ey ASRg i)
S DL alls s of of ¢ ash Jue s Sl G LY s ad B S
() Ggdd 5o ke etV 0T Jo 2T as 5ge Uiy Slestll e s 1)

W gl blgy ¥t disy Bigdt -5 JSCad

Residual Plot Ruald_ual Sample Aulsx:ulmlzllol: Flll_lclion

0.1
08~
0.05 | | S
|| ' . £
=
il 1" | |.1| duh L |4|| 1 U, ) £o
o Hi#H 'ulI Gt R Al T I..1 y 5
I Ak d ke B L =
| | I ! | £ o2
| g ..
005 “
' | O f—— - |
os 02 I [ ] ]
50 100 150 200 250 2 g N 18 2

matlab2019b st w2 - jiaald
wledas fpme LY ARCH-LM L)y Jung-Box L) 58 mog alie) Joadd
pdn BU sl 2 b ab) Sa Y W) i Sl ada JSs e L Sled) Aldd 3101 LU Y
ljung-Box asle~y¥ asill ellas¥l aes oF el ¢ sl 31 L3V oMlas dsine
S 0 Jsi S adey 0.0 o ST 25 0.9922 aidll wdst i) DLy V1 ool
c Rl Jlgdd e 3le
zigdl Bl Ahnked ARCH-LM 5 ljung-BoxX jlest gols 5 Jaudr!

L JlaY) Wla>Yl dd Oy
0.9928 7.8467 s ljung-Box
0.0999 2.7077 ARCH-LM

matlab2019b ity ol Jo tslaze) comll slae o 1 junall

139




3 yadine

sl (2.7077) =Y Catlas a3 OF Dol Joukl 3 2l il IS e L)) ezt
Jsd o adey ¢ (3.8415)0.05 dpms ssny 1 - Gy die mpomglS 20l 0 80
LV A deat:6 el asgy L S alde 3 ARCH 1 Gl bW paddt 55
sl Slak Gl LU Y oMlan aoir w85 S Bl W m3sadl i Sl Sl b 1)
A Jie =

Sl Slay L I DLW 15:6 S

o Squared Residual Sample Autocorrelation Function

0.8
0.6 [

0.4

Sample Autocorrelation

0.2

(1]

02 " L " |
i] 5 10 15 20
Lag

matlab2019b st ol - sl

1D pall e josll J2e¥) NAR-ANN 346.3.3

zdged) i L 133

529 NAR-ANN zpaal o2l bt e gl sVl 2356 anhall ods contsinal
el 5 Z3gadl s i G el JudIL gl 3 Blassal Sl o) 300
dpdall gy e (BN ey L mdad) Sole] AT 5k e bl e Bl Ae allld alazld)
055G Lo ale Gl ol OF V) cielidaoV) manl) ISl ) ad) a2y i) 3 b)) e
@ oL s ) wle) .(Zhang, Patuwo, & Hu, 1998) Laks g &) 5.6
SASGE Ll e bkl el V) ug 3l Bl med Y1 A eas Y Gk S
oo cLemyling Lgn ISU a1 iy cagisd) olisglly JoY) lay e Bglize sl soaze

.(Hosseini, Luo, & Reynolds, 2006) a4 c1s¥1 w3 iadl jlas) ad

140



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
By\ds Al ys— Lol Lmaa! SISy ATl S el

e Sad) aa et (@il dliey OSad) e el Cud day Geele S by
AV aEDb dhe ) Oy BW e B, JsYl wab (il 7 K ) ol e
i) Brno aws sie 12 0 5550 (142) Bawy by Suxly Slie ol Bhmy o B5SGe

:&}\:J\ sl e Ly (3 feand)

q p

Imer; = wy + Z w; f| we; + Z wi; lmere_; | + &
=1 i=1

(Mol Dl oy Z3gadl Sliay JiE W
ows oot :Lmert—i ¢ Jonsd) 2> f gl diall sue 1q (JssY) die sae

JEANCORA [ Ry R (A

Hidden Qutput

el TRl

1

matlab2019b st ol - bl
255}&’\ d-Mog cld! )L:o-\233

apts & il sl NAR-ANN(S,12,1) sl 2548 a0-Sog ohsl Sl ol e
el b Lesadl s slaseal ¢y ST ¢ Levenberg-Marquardt ae s paseat
Lokl ape bowgze 9 ¢ 22 aab @ LE 2kl Losadl alsy aisd) 2kl 3 tanh sus)
LSy el e I e cmanll 8zl o] C*‘ﬁ‘ il 8 43y Kl aal S s

.0.00016 (sglugy 20 1S die Jomuny slal Liasl Of

141



3 yadine

S o1 W15:8 ey

Best Validation Performance is 0.00016295 at epoch 20

Al
=
&
E
=]
=
i}
= 2
B 10
=
S
=
-
=]
5
= P —
10— =
o & 10 15 =20 25

matlab2019b ~at; olx 2 - jauall
o) Slad DLV cMalas Lo Jgad) & lgzmSloy dhasd) 2820 B e gl
IS 3 mose s LS el U LUV s ) BLoYL (ST cblly L) lesy
cab T LY ot 06 9 S @ ol Bl s e ekl 105 9
LSy (sl e IS8T wbldly LY ¢ cpadl old 0.9983 (0.8903.0.9967
z3sed Hed G LY s S IS ey sl 2 il T e oBlelall o g
VI pdsed) st A LY Blas QLI e () e ol maz 10 S 3 2l
sl ol Al 300l OF e BT a5e joand pomatd) (ilag AR Bl e ks
el e Basgl aldldl

M\ c;.a\; .b\.ﬁ)‘}“ EMales:9 J&.’&J\

Training: R=0.99671 Walidation: R=0.94552

o
Data - [ S Data
Fit = Fit

b W= T <A + 0.8 o= T

2
o

o
kY

o 0.2 0.4 0.6 o.s 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Target Target

Test: R=0.89033 All: R=0.99835

4

5
[}

]
o
0

Q
&

=
[}

Output~= 0.98*Target + .0025

Q

0.2 0.a 0.8 0.8 ] 0.2 0.a 0.6 0.8 1
Target Target

MAtlab2U 1Y el o2 : pokaall

142



llawgly G g 358 alusuant  Sope¥ Yl ol (131 Sl Byl ja $od)
By\ds Al ys— Lol Lmaa! SISy ATl S el

Sled @ bLsyY as: 10 JLad

10 Autocorrelation of Error 1
I Corre lati
——— Zero Correlation
25 Confidence Limi
2}
s
o
E f
I}
o
0.5
0 .l 1 . 1 lo._u
T | I'I? LB Bl | ] ]
-05 )
20 1 10 0 10 1 20
Lag

matlab2019b sty ol - bl
o dgedl o18l Wy\ds. 4.3
t 3 B ples e poles O Jleaal @ ile )il Z3bel) (g5l oY1 )l o3
sl il bwse o (MAE)al ) Lbuge (RMSE) cls Y1 Gla e bowgzs
I UM e Lo ot iy « (MAPE) il Ll

N N N R
_ |1 532 _1 - _AI iy
RMSE = |—= ) (y; —9:)? MAE =— ) |y;—9;| MAPE =— —| 100
N £ 4 N £ 4 N ¢ 4 Vi
1= 1= 1=

.M\WW:N)S)J}M@E\:}% cw\mﬁ\:_’yi HGIVEN
coan bl 6 Joadt (3 dmoll jLa ¥l desast ST B 5l s ol o8 e 2l
YL 1) NAR-ANN(3,12,1) aetbaoV) tnaall 808 350 g5l el5V) Gois
w5 0 NAR-ANN(@3,12,1) 734 Jonw e « ARIMA(0,1,2) #5350 (550
Sl 0.0064RMSE jLat 0.0084 (AARIMA(0,1,2) #3540 3)lin jolalt Sl
o 3 Ll il bs i ARIMA(O,1,2) T3 el S Pl Gl alinl
Wy chad) Ahdod) o) we ke sy NAR-ANN(S,12,1) 235ad s Ll 3l il
Byl Jai¥l z3sadl 08w NAR-ANN(S,12,T) 546 0 Jsil S5 adey . Jail

LSV Vsl blie (g Sl Gl e 3l ARIMA(O,1,2) 2550
143



3 yadine

5 B3 e 16 Jgdr!

RMSE MAE MAPE

ARIMA(0,1,2) 0.0672 0.0574 1.16%

NAR-ANN(3,12,1) 0.0084 0.0064 0.72%
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