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Abstract: To address the strong volatility and significant nonlinear characteristics of photovoltaic
power sequences, as well as the susceptibility of forecasting accuracy to noise interference, a
photovoltaic power forecasting method integrating improved complete ensemble empirical mode
decomposition with adaptive noise (ICEEMDAN), a sparrow search algorithm-optimized long
short-term memory network (SSA-LSTM), and cascade regression (CR) error correction is

proposed. The original power sequence is decomposed using ICEEMDAN to obtain multiple
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intrinsic mode functions (IMFs), thereby effectively separating multiscale temporal features and
suppressing noise interference. The sparrow search algorithm (SSA) is introduced to adaptively
optimize the key parameters of the LSTM model. Cascade regression is used to perform parallel
error correction on the preliminary prediction results obtained after reconstruction of the
components, thereby further reducing the model output bias and improving the overall prediction
accuracy. It is shown by simulation results that, based on a weighted average according to the
numbers of test samples in the four seasons, the mean absolute error (MAE) and root mean
square error (RMSE) are reduced by 69.97% and 67.49% , respectively, compared with those of
the conventional LSTM model. Compared with the uncorrected model, the ey and epusz are
reduced by 34. 01% and 27. 78% , respectively, and all coefficients of determination R* (R*)
exceed 0. 96. The results show that the forecasting bias can be effectively reduced and the

stability and adaptability of the model under different seasonal conditions can be improved by the

proposed method, providing a high-accuracy and highly robust technical approach for photovoltaic

%60 %

power forecasting.

Keywords: photovoltaic power forecasting;

cascade regression;

sparrow search algorithm;

complete ensemble empirical mode decomposition with adaptive noise; long short-

term memory network

UEAE R B A AR & e e MLRLBE (0 RR 20 K, 1
RN RGE R ERABRE ", TR ER
Yy 5 5% KA 4w 5t i B | o~ A b IR B IR B S
DR 2% S 5 ) L B R M A R 1 0 sl A B L
PE. B GARIE LA A T K 3% Bh A B P 45
W 8 BE 32 AT L By 1 7 B BT BB R 4 A Ok T R OK R
1. B, $ = R K Tl R RS B X TR B
hRxGEeEREBITHAREZ LY,

JGAR & L ) RO 5 AR A A% DDA G, TR
SRR A B HA AR M | e AR P I B SRR AL X
FE— 2 B R D0 T T AR X . B AT
W BRI BILE L SR L g o g LT A
Tk Oz N TR & TR O AT 55, {H AE
8RR G R AR LR 1 I ol R A A ML A 3 4 %)
] 8 3 A7 A — 52 R B PR, S A 9 ) A A5 8 £ 7 £
Pt BT BB . SCHR[8 14 s — b 3k F ke ik
JEAR A S 0 12 1 28 W 48 53 (LSTMD 1)
JEAR Ty 2 T A R SOk [9 ] 45 G AR A LA )
(VMD) FIs it AR SR #5 # 7 2 F VMD-SE Filfl
A0 S 1) AL AR S e Ty 5 0 AR AR (R L iy 1)
TR TR — M, AR MR B B A
Wi i id A Ge s Bl . SCEk[10 182 i T ek i i B
I I MR R 58 A AR B 4 I RS 43 i (ICEEMDAND 5.
2 BENE A R AR 0 ik 3t A 7 2 A B A M R R A
GreE . SCERLLL M PR O 16 55 12 (PSO) X I 1]
4% W 25 SEAT A A0, 45 31 T 5 noRS B ) 10 25 5%, (R

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

L M DA AR IR AS B R A, TR B 2 T FE K it is
FGEUR . SCHRL 12 JH T R PR 42 48 R 5507k (SSA)
Rt Vi AR 23 28D (1] PR A4 9 4% (LTESND 4 46 199 6 AR %
HL ) R TR0 R 78 Sk [ 13 68 ) el ok 1 JRR 48 4 R
A AR B A B 4R TS R AR T T B RLRS B L i
FEAR T ARSI S (], SCk [ 14-15 82 8 T — B fiff
P IEVEL R RIS S S o iOE % N,

BT AR T —F T LSTM MR B 2%
> UM BRI 25 A G [BA (CRO SR B L bR 28 18 R
Bk SSA Ml Y ICEEMDAN J7 ¥ i 47 1 1k
LSTM 2% BE 98 A &5 4 42 64K K vl it v 09 B 7
FRAE R 00 G b B AR 2 vk R e AR 0 B S 5 . R
25 Y /N T 5% 25 - B T 3% 2 ) (] Bt P T 2% S
MR RE T AR SCTHI A CR B8 25 A% IF B B b 39 00 4%
HEATREIE o B X B v i) M T B R AR 2 TR S (]
0, A SR ICEEMDAN J7 4k o 5 iR ol 80808 ok
17900 AL # . F BCHE 4 R D 2 A4S A B S oREL
(IMF) , 4 853 /0 7 W 75 50, ) B O B8 T G B
O RHIE . A B R A R B AT LSTM H R
SR AT AL L R U T AR B 5 T AR AE 1 & 58 MK
SRV FRST S T R, 3 — 20 B T T AR ) N R
FNR SR

1 PR Hr

1.1 ICEEMDAN # A& %

ICEEMDAN 27F H i@ W M SR E G LR




%09

120 WU » 458 < SR T R 00K I U % 22 A58 T R 8 480 % B0 Bk A0 A KBTI 9C AZ I 4% 140 D' AR % vl Ty 3R B0 5 1k 21

A4t (CEEMDAN) 55 3k B il | & i i >k (1 — Fif
CHE R S AL BT v . 1O Bl A 5 B AR R
SHLE 5 A N BLR B 7E 2% 1% 58 EMD K5
bR UL RS TR & ) 8y g W A B,
i X IR A 5 31T 2 ROEE 73 ## . ICEEMDAN fig
g 4R B — 41 B W) B A SO [ A AL R AL IMF
a1 1| DO A (= 07 N 1 TR O )
JR TR R . ICEEMDAN () 37 B B B E £ 1K
Mg 75 2 T A AR SRR AR IR X R R B 5 5 4
BIAT EMD 43 fif o Bl J5 % [R) B 455 285 43 o F 47 48 AR
S TR R E T R AR IMF 4ri, 5
CEEMDAN K H b 25 {& 4 Lt , ICEEMDAN 7 5% 22
T KT SR W R A AR IO R AT T G R T
SR T 9 72 SRk B SRR L IR R R T i A Ak
g Xt 43 fife I A S T, R e, ICEEMDAN 76 5
FR I P A 5 B 5 43 A o 6 B O v ) 40 M RS BE R
TSR 1138 o M
HE RS MEBIT.

BT, WIRGES N x5 § RN = 7 g s
Ho® Hhi=1,2, 1.1 HEEGVFHRE H o
FIME N 0. 0725 0 1.E, (+) FR4 EMD 4015 2
(RIEF b DNAHEREZAS S0 5 (o) FRXF T YR 5256 45 S Bt
AT RN B+ 1 B A f I R
HRE . M35 15 — B B e o A5 5t 5

7" = x+BE [0"] (D
Krpr: 207 N5« RS I G 38 9 5 — B BORE 40 A5
R I RE R/ D) NS S L Y i
]2 Xt Z” #17 EMD 4%, 3t 5 EMD 4 f# 19
g3 A8 OT- B (E A5 B 5k 25 5

r,=<(Z" —E[Z"] (2)
¥ x 5, 22, B8 B8 ICEEMDAN 945 — A A
fEREAS A 5 IMF,

IMF, = x—r, (3

PW3I mELTE] 5L 2 MERAEHBBE 2 A
REGS W H S r 2275 8] ICEEMDAN (15
2 NI B IME, , £k R

zZy =r +BE,[0] D
r, = (2" —E,[2,"]) (5)
IMF, =r, —r, (6)
PR EIEPE 3 2 DAMERS T E N
IMF, =r,., —r, (7)
P]S BHHE ERERE HEREGS REBIARE
ALt . IR MR SR AN

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

K
x = > IMF, + rg (8)
k=1
A K R ZRG AR TER S 8 re i

RS
1.2 SSA &%
PR RAE R P ZRRE AR S &
T RIR KRR R, BA L . 2
KBTI B S HUE D SRR L AR ER 4r B A Ak )
R B A R SR BE . AR SCER X LSTM A1 A
SRR, 5] SSA A H OGS BT A
IR I SR RO AR S BT RLR kB
(SA) IBAL B TE (GA) BT i 56 56 UE H 38 A
TE SSA L B REAS R 43 Ry A o R 8¢
HWE, AT E B B I Re A, T BRI
HREY XI5 PRy m HEE AT,

BB A A E A
) —i
Xs)t = J Xiexp(g ) R0 9
x5, +ap. R=0

e g AR AR A G D BEE B R IE AR
B Xe, RS g WA S DR E 4R
HUME s o W HUE S B R [0, 1] A BEALEL ; 0 S LA v 1Bl
FELO. 5,11 1Y% 42 B {H s Q 2 i WA IE 245 73 A 114 i Bl
BGDRFTAITCERE R L1 X d 447 R Bon i 4
FIWTBEDLEL . 25 R << 0 F R A7 3 Jo LA A7 A 4
BH LRGN R = 00, FaRAMRERRKKX
S PN A7 AE A T i X

FB|2 AT R E R O
X}\fvorsl 7X$] . Np
[Qem(Ft). iy
Xf’},l — A
o+1 g o+1 . NP
(1o

K. X5 AT E AR X YT A
SR ZE DL N, AFPRER /AN A N EA TR R 18—
11 X d JERE,

HUR 3 ARSI T, A AR B IR B fE B A
TE B v B 0 ML R o e R A R
HEAH

Xﬁesl +/1(ij *Xﬁeﬂ) 1) Fi > F(,
g+l
O CXES — X)), _
tX"’ﬂLH((F,—Fw)Jr&)’ Fo=r
(1D

X AN KRR S AL ZBEN 00728 1/
A A FEPLEL: H R 3h J5 ) e Fl o [— 1.




22 [N 7 . i

PN

%60 %

L1 F, O Ym0 AE 1038 BB 5 Fy ALE L 43590 R 24 i 11
4 Jr B P R I 2238 ] B3 5 X AR g ARTIE A 1Y
PRAS B 5 0 2 Sy ik A 43 B Sy 2 T 50 0 A /DN B
1.3 HBEEFEZX

S Ik 1] A B9k — R 25 5 B8 DR e 17 H A
DB A B, A B AR AR A s S A 5 TR
B 45 [0 0 5 R G B R TR IR IS i AR . LR
S 38 AT Y 2545 B — 408 R B 2% B, [0 5 535 FE 40
GRIEAR 8" FFlR , Zead MR PR RIS A 38 I e A T
WIE AR Y, A — Uk 3% AR B R ) 1 [0 09 28 52 1, OF
HL AR A [l 5 4% 04 i A H AR BT — A [ 5 % Y
o BT A Y GRIR [ 5 2% R 3l 5 /M 3 e AR e AE Y
FEAR S 5 2 {7 1] U IR A0 % 55 R 22 2 2] B R
S I ] U A R IR AIF BE 5 L K O T A A A
H w1 o FLJC T X 5 A FE R i Ak 3

HANGE RN,
FB A RREIE A RS e bR 0 Y G
MAE S AR A R O A B S AR BIE R
PSRN s b L FESE R
SE 11 G5 R
]2 B AL H A2 F/ b BRI X 5 R 22
ik h

sU s s UL Ty s "

N

. A 2

mine = E I's,—S, I,
a=1

XS, Mg KEMGR M RIRSE R S, R q KEE
() B SE SCHE R0 A 3 N A FEAS KL

SIS AT UK T — A IS R B P
B IR

a2

wo= Sy AS! (13)
e S A g WEMR RS m — 1 IRIEREE RSy
B mRIEREER m=1,2,,M;AS) " R m —
T IRERWIE R =
B4 CRIPRI & SR — A TS5 A A 2
TRy R
ASr = B" (A8 ) (14
e AS™ W m WERIE ARG & B HEE m K
AT H B EEE A, A ¢ ik A RIS .
AR YR 1015 fe W) 2 T RS OB S A
H L2 2048 T 10 152 22 7 Y SEUARLTR) A 5 FH 1 B
AT 55, AR SCME % R 22 B R IEHLH  f L
FHTJGAR Ty 8 Tl 45 3R (4 5% 26 ' 518 1E
1.4 KEHIZIZWLE
TE I 8] Fp 51 A o 4% e A 5 1 28 0 2% (RNIND)
TEAL BRA 7 51 ) oy 77 A s B 9 2R BB B2 R ME R 4%,

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

S BRI R AE TSR A AL . o T IR T R
9% & 4 0 T K S 010 A2 W 45 25 4 L a0 5 AT TR
BL 5 40 bR 25, S B 6 B A 8L 1 K 012 55 3
BE R,
LSTM W 4 %5 ¥4 45 & id 12 570, 38 2o % AT .
3 TR 1T A R R S B A AR S
S22 A SE B0 I ) P A A A T, H 5
R /(1
TR X TRMAMRTFEE X = (2,2, 21
€ R™, T NWAIE K  d NFRIELERE . 82T i3t
W
f. =W h, i ,x,]+b) (15)
X f, BT 5 i o A Sigmoid 3G PR AL
Wi R T e BRI IO TR AR [ s b R st ] A 2k
B E R h N b — A RO 2R A s x,
R EIIELPN
TR2 WMATNITEASN
i, =ocW.[h ,.x,]+b) (16)
C, = tanh(We « [h, ,,x, ] +bo) an
Lo i AT BE M A5 AW, R b, A
AT PR ICAZ T S S 1 R AZ R B R B C
R AT ST A SACAL A We RA S0 AL
FHE M sbe AT RGACIL S A B R B
HB 3 MR A A T RS R SRR S
AT AR
C = f0OC, +i®C, (18)
L. € R 2 2 AT A R Co o B
Z B TR
TBR4 FhrImitEs
o, =cW,h ,,x,]+b,) a9
h, = 0, ®tanh(C,) (20)
X 0, S AR 20 g T AW, R R T
P S BE 5 b, by i 011 2R B, N 2 T R 220 e
EIRE R

:

1
Fig. 1 LSTM structure diagram

LSTM ¥ £ 2% 14




%09

120 WU » 458 < SR T R 00K I U % 22 A58 T R 8 480 % B0 Bk A0 A KBTI 9C AZ I 4% 140 D' AR % vl Ty 3R B0 5 1k 23

2 ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR il
RIRARE

Y F AR K TR F A HLAG B 1 2 28 RIS
B 1, A S %6 % ] ICEEMDAN X Ji 46 3 3% %
GNHEAT o0 fff o ARATAS [R) A 30 RUBE T 1 31 5 A5 25 pR 3R
Ay B W 7 B Ay AR s 4 S R I A S Ok e s i
R I U T AN SR W = 1Y S
i, R SSA X LSTM 58 56 # 2 k474 4k » LA
2 TR R X 52 A% I R A 114 2 T B 7 0 IR
FEUCEL AL b8 SSA R4 5 9 LSTM £ 8 43 5l H
T4 IMF 3tk i) B A5 T, 54 45 43 b 0L 45
AT E R AR TS5 R . a5 A G [E] I X i
235 A7 55 25 A5 0E DA/ T i 25 5 18 o A A8
HERTIOARG B2 L A5 AY T R AN R 2 TR

| stk soRs |

HHE T AL B

| RICEEMDAN S} i IS4 5c0 . 3K 1FIME |

i I £k A
A E R &R 5

)
| AumssAticLsTMEZH |

E el

IR S5 KT R T

H.
A

A
[ freehon f— ks
v
[ 348 6k % T A

2 LT R A T g R
Fig. 2 Model prediction process

2 18 ) B — TEA 48 bR o L 4 T S A R 1 B
Shy B4 T b VPSS TR 0 P R L AR SR AT 2 48 %
w2 (MAE) 35 iR 22 (RMSE) (T2 RE(R™) .
S84 4 X 4y AR 22 (MAPE) 15 ¥l 22 1% 22
(MBE) S PEAf #8588 $50 00 P fig . Ho ke R X

eMAE — %2 \y,- *&,‘ 2D
i—1

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

CRMSE — Jiz (y;*&,)z (22)

i=1

C (v —)?
Rzzl—z‘fl AR (23)
2 G
E€MAPE — LZ u ‘ >< 100% (24)

n .- Vi
eMBE — %Z(yi_&j) (25)
im1

A n AFEARRG y, B DR EIME 5, A
o7 14 T AL 5 y Ry LS B0 P 1R

3 R

3.1 HAREETLE

AR S0 RS b DX AR A HL T 2024 4E A AR SBAR
B AR R B SERT B BUH i R AL [T B 24 15 min, 42
AEAEARAS 366 X 96 =35 136 > 5 4R $ 4 A, LIk &
HL PR )R B o MW, B 7% 1] J6 K BH 48 8 L O
R R L B 30 T 0, % AR R Mg B e A B
I, T 5 X R R s BE AT R, DL S IR 1 TR] TG AR
FEA,

AR SCHS AW X 00 2 s K 22 5, R O
TR H B[] E Y 0 2k O k. 5 R M IX P & Ay
B R TR 24T H A R Bk 1k ) 22 5 0 3, R AR
SO R E R A BCR R Bl 06:15-—18:
30, &N 05:00—20:30, 4 %K 07:30—17:45,
X T AN T IO 285 A7 RO ] 7 1 Y RS 340
TRCBAEIET USIBR . &35 ve)a . I8 17493 4~
A RBOBHE S IR VKA TR, RS
AT IR AT LB, & 2 NIy s ) 28 4k B
PR RE Sy —3, B & R AT R D)3 R
4 H.7TH10 AR 1 AR A A, TS
SLI A3 ik A5 TN AT

Sy 3 S B[R] 8 S80I ) AE R R, 1 — kS
A U 2R AL T, IR 0 T D03 4R 8 4 s SSA S48
TR 22 B OE 25 I S ¥ Bl R 2R 4 L U R AR o
70% IR 4E 5 30% ., ICEEMDAN 43 i A % Il 5
A5 NI G A R AR A A B L IR o B A S TN I
ISR % B 200 22 1 v OR300 1 [ 58 B SR A T 40 e R
IR A R S SRR % S8 T sk 22
IE 2SR 1 2

B T 25 £ A0 R AIE Y S 4 R (B Y RO R) L Oy T
BT )5 Se BRI 25, A SCR F e /s R — 4607
8 S 20 o, 1 ] IX ], = R




24 [N 7 . i

PN

%60 %

2l = L T (26)

Tmax — Lmin

Ko 2" WIEH— ARG BB s o 0 B R IR R
18 5 i R ESCHE TH Y B /M

3R T H— b S B AR A ek k&
HLEHE 9 ICEEMDAN 43 fif 45 5. % % ICEEMDAN
B MRS FRIE2E (N N 0. 4; 175 HEB(NR) K B
1005 B KRB & R 4 0005 HAF MR LGy
WREC B M. &4t ICEEMDAN 43 )5 . 193] 9 4
ANV ROEE Y IMF 43 ik, AL 3 TR DUE i Bl
& IMF J75 B3, 2% 43 5 09 00 38 32 7 e K, 52 30
RIN=T RN T DR fy S

JRUR1E S
3

IMF1
|
S o o o

IMF2

|IMF3
Soo Rox

JIMF5  IMF4

IMF6
L

25
o 24
S 23
=22
21 L 1 1 1 L i ) I
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
t/h

[ 3 FEAJTF] ICEEMDAN 4345 2 ) IMF 43
Fig. 3 ICEEMDAN-decomposed IMF components of the

sample sequence

i & 3 [T, B IME & (IMF1 & IMF3)
F2 B AR A A B R P Bl 1T AR S R AR
b 3% A 4k 2 i I i M R G P A IMF 43 it
(IMF4 % IMF6) 43 4, 3 A X b 48 0 32 (1 28 4k, B
A —E M AR IMF 43 i (IMF7 & IMF9) 48
TR R RS W T e H ok R R R A ek B
PEH 2, Hb &5 —4 IMF /e, JL

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

PN T B A B R4

Sk FE  ICEEMDAN g % A 280 b 44 A 5] i
] RUBE T W5 BT B ok . sl oy i 5 B s 15 5
S RNE ST ) I TR (1R D S0 [ SR s S SR S 1]
WAL 3 43 i o7 =X S AR FL ik & A BRCHE R A
A3 AT B AL T I BT Y 25 4 SRk
3.2 SSA ik

Shy H 1 A D M BB I o A BI L AR SR FHRR 42 48
FEL SSA X) LSTM #E I B S Bk ik . FE
o T (ST 3 E N 0. 6., T 4 B8 J2 75 64T
R E B ER ST A B T3 &8 R 2 FE 1 IF
T ARt et . A7 B (PD) B 5E - 0. 9, LU
KSR AR 2 R R R RE 1 BUE L6 (SD) iR 2
0. 4, LA ) FB 48 RACR A AR . PR LA
(pop) B RE N 20, LATE SR8 R BE 1 04 [R] 5 B AIG 31
A, i B AL T ORI IR A AR i T
FEE 25 0] 5 AT I (@) BT () 43 31038 7€ R 500
F16 000, F T~ XoF B S0 A4 3E A7 3 1o 85 45 5 DA T
PRAE R EE R 2 T A BN .

0.030 .
0.026

5 0.022

0.018

A 1520 55 ;o 35 40 45 50
AR IEL
B4 PR ARSI N

Fig. 4 Fitness of optimization algorithm

0 5 10

Bl 4 JB/R T SSA il 2 AR B8 Ak ) 3 1 B it
2. UL E AR KRB 50, WL F Y 5 K
AR A 25 J5 .3l B ik s TR . B,
ASCH SSA 1Y e KA 30, IAE B D 1%
KRBT SR A A g 5,
3.3 ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM ¥ il & H 45 R

JE G Gk & B TR 41 22 ICEEMDAN 43 i I
1338 2 REE IMF 43 &, JF 96 i @ LSTM i I 45
R, it — 0 3R TR R RE, B SSA XF LSTM
SRR KN GREEIR IE ML S5 L2 2% ) R A
FOHEAT [ 3 R AL 5 DA o R I R0 R T A
., %15 3 1 ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM # #1 f




%09

120 WU » 458 < SR T R 00K I U % 22 A58 T R 8 480 % B0 Bk A0 A KBTI 9C AZ I 4% 140 D' AR % vl Ty 3R B0 5 1k 25

S nE 1 xR,
A 1 LSTM TR A A A3
Table 1 LSTM prediction model parameters

24 Bl 28 Kl
W 76 2 B 2 Wl 2 2] 22 0. 004
el 78 /2 1 22 T B 64 HREWARE 8%
PN e 137 R PFENRTF 0,18
R 1 EMAESH L, 0.0014

K 5 4 T LSTM, ICEEMDAN-LSTM i
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM 3% 3 Ff 5 B %) $5i0] 4%
X EG 2% 2 BT R B PR AR

r e R
sl LSTMAE RT3

—a— [CEEMDAN-LSTMH 5 Fiisil (i
—— [CEEMDAN-SSA-LSTMA Y TRl

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
FEA K

A5 3 e AL ) 45 21 K

Fig. 5 Prediction results of three models

A2 3 ARBEA 6 T b Ak 2T
Table 2 Comparison of forecasting performance among the

three models

€MAPE / €RMSE /

MW MW % MW

€MAE/ EMBE/

A R?

LSTM 0.874 3.517 1.488 10.116 4.752

ICEEMDAN-
0.868 3.125 1.479 9.709  4.475
LSTM
ICEEMDAN-
0.970 1.584 0.859 4.688 2.123
SSA-LSTM

ME 5 i 2 ol LLF H . 4 ICEEMDAN 43
1 SSA ZEALAL G , LSTM #6516} AR % v 5 4 1
T PE RE A B W AR T, S8 — LSTM BIAUAH LL
ICEEMDAN-LSTM A 7E 1R 24865 F B A — & i
3,7 ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM #8513 — 2 AL T
MAE.MBE .MAPE I RMSE % % 2 4§ b5 . [7] i} $2
T RE R R W XS A S AR Lk I Y R AR 1 R
fIERE J BE 5, THOMNORS BE T . ZRA HLER 3 BRI,

zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM H 3 9 R 5 A0 A 00 35028
Uil ICEEMDAN 43 fiff RE 8 4 238 B 22 RUBERFAIE , SSA
AL BEE i — A 42 T LSTM A 255 e 8 14 45 B
T S 3R S AR T 236 1) o o i ) i
3.4 ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR il % tH 45 R

TEME ) ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR 4 4 i
WA AU, CROB% 25 B0 IE 85 8ty % BU B & X 4%
(CNN) | Fe /N X W 4 5 3 #558 F (LASSO) (B[R
T BE 2 T+ (XGBoost) (K 1 4B (KNN) I 3 4 ] 12 [1]
H(SVR) 5 AN 5% 25 8 1F 111 )9 8 JF B4l . 1 %6,
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM #5 #1 5¢ 5% # 45 0 5 15
1) AH I ) T 8% 22 5 B o R % 22 [ B A AN TRl
e, H A I UE 8 40 ) 2% 2 % 2 70 A0 A O b
IO 18k 2 165 T T, i THASE A i) e A 000 1 B

R G LA T H 2% A8 TE 25 2R A SCR AT
A8 IR UE 1% 25 F 500 I AS SR WA o 45 [l U1 4 A ER
BELARNTF AR GREE EXF A [0 )3 25 347 H 47 38 XL
UE T AR A S0 UEHT b 19 2 05 MR 1% 2% (RMSE) L
1% H V¥ RMSE B8 £ A AR 9, JF 647 15
—AbAb AR F) 5 A ] 5 #8 Y REE AE IE 2 N
D EARIMAERAIESS 036 3 FiaR . iy IR RE IS 46
UET5 22 /0N 0P B G 1 [ 051 8 7 A B P o B K L
o, M B2 5 5 25 10 1 45 R ) ] Sk
A3 EHRXXBIETEDEERE AL R RMSE
Table 3 Weights of individual regressors and ensemble

RMSE under five-fold cross-validation
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¥/ F
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Fig. 6 Model prediction comparison of four algorithms across different seasons
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Table 4 Comparison of performance metrics of the model in different seasons

=T Al R? enae /MW evpe/ MW evare/ Y0 ermss / MW
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR 0. 989 1.111 0.1531 2.124 1.370
ICEEMDAN-GA-LSTM-CR 0. 986 1.247 0.1597 3.238 1.596
ICEEMDAN-PSO-LSTM-CR 0.983 1.376 0. 4394 4. 089 1.738
s ICEEMDAN-SA-LSTM-CR 0.988 1.347 0.3417 3.234 1.536
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM 0. 970 1.584 0. 8594 4. 688 2.123
ICEEMDAN-LSTM 0. 868 3.125 1.4797 9. 709 4.475
LSTM 0.874 3.517 1.4884 10.116 4.752
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= HEL Y R eviae/ MW empe/ MW enave/ %0 ermse / MW
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR 0.975 1.128 0.3641 4.638 1.615
ICEEMDAN-GA-LSTM-CR 0. 970 1. 464 0.6732 4.997 1. 888
ICEEMDAN-PSO-LSTM-CR 0. 967 1.731 0. 8506 5.281 2.139
HE ICEEMDAN-SA-LSTM-CR 0. 966 1.702 0.5629 5.158 1.948
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM 0.962 1.828 0.7128 5. 995 2.010
ICEEMDAN-LSTM 0. 822 4. 844 1.5717 14.451 4.763
LSTM 0. 896 3.487 —0.1552 15. 139 4.396
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR 0.976 1.091 0.3814 3. 949 1.741
ICEEMDAN-GA-LSTM-CR 0.972 1.218 0.3213 4.153 2.014
ICEEMDAN-PSO-LSTM-CR 0. 969 1. 503 0.4318 4.944 2.137
% ICEEMDAN-SA-LSTM-CR 0.963 1.835 0.8128 5. 144 2.632
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM 0.961 1.845 0. 8558 5.372 2.314
ICEEMDAN-LSTM 0. 882 3.633 —0.2093 10. 802 4.461
LSTM 0. 874 3.743 2.9114 11.246 4.910
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM-CR 0. 969 1. 264 0. 2534 4.154 1.981
ICEEMDAN-GA-LSTM-CR 0. 962 1.314 0. 6527 4.214 2.681
ICEEMDAN-PSO-LSTM-CR 0. 968 1.518 0.1491 4. 892 2. 462
L= ICEEMDAN-SA-LSTM-CR 0.967 1.629 0.3901 4.398 2.509
ICEEMDAN-SSA-LSTM 0. 959 1.732 0.8973 5.585 2.881
ICEEMDAN-LSTM 0.818 4.792 3. 086 10. 973 6. 387
LSTM 0.797 4.698 3.0927 11. 811 6. 837
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