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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of low prediction accuracy caused by non-static and non-linear characteris-
tics of stock price, the grey wolf optimization algorithm (GWO) is improved by introducing Halton
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Sequence search algorithm, Levy flight and hierarchy strategy. A stock price prediction model
based on error correction and CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM was proposed. Firstly, the stock transaction
data was normalized as input for extreme learning machine (ELM) to predict the stock price to
obtain the initial prediction result and obtain an error sequence. Then, PE is used to adaptively
determine the parameters of complete ensemble empirical mode decomposition with adaptive
noise (CEEMDAN) and decompose the error sequence. The IGWO algorithm is used to optimize the
adjustable parameters of ELM model and predict each subsequence. After stacking the prediction
results of each, the Error subsequences obtain the final stock prediction result. The experimental
results and Diebold-Mariano test show that compared with other prediction models, this model
has better prediction accuracy and superiority.
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1. 5|

IR 2 MATR) “BEM R, USRI T IR $ 7 Sl T 7 s A % HERf 1)
T AN T B 3, NI BE RS, MU BRI, B GBI R U IR A . (H
FHURE ALY APRIREAL R RS, HmAURI AR, A5 SRS I T A A

FRT, BRI E B —RARG MG, 0 B R I 22 A0 A& 2R 47 T
RN 2 S TINBE AL . AL Uit 8] 3 0 T 7 208 ek 2 M AR AR () 4002 0o B 2 A s AT T, bR
JRA]RAERI[]. @ B S) TSR ANE S B A (ARMA) [2]. ARIMA [31%5 7545, BEE KEEA N T2 6t
HARNIK e, PR IRAE D 12 AR T 2 rh, inBENLARAR(RF) [4] SCREMEAL(SVM) [5]. £
WIZE[6] [T, M TSR GT F A, WA 2% S AYLE B SE 700 5 TR A 4 58 4 ) T kG 512
TEPERE8]. MR PR SIHL(ELM) FIL 2 LAAH R I 2 N R hi ) — R AL 88 22 >0 Jids, HLs ol dh, VIR e
L, ZALREIRRIOOL A, AERCEFMI9]. T2 SAT[10]. O TR [ 112 VF 2 J th P R et . 5kS0)E
SE[12 @ KR SVE R ELM M8 XU 220 TS A, S 82 2% (4 JXUTE 7 51 30 A7 T000 BUASH3 e () T 85 2
I [13]R LT LSTM & o 4% (1) Jle SE A i TN ASE 28, 5 4% Gt b 1] e ) T AR R ARIMA AT L, LSTM
Stof Al £ 1) S0 ) U 1 B B A, PN SRR AN o RN S o B — PRI R R AT AL A AT, B 2 [14)
EFXE LSTM G BN R i AL A R, 2 HH 9 B 2 21 5 R i 2 ) AT 4 &l SR OB, 3 i sz B0 IE B 7
AR RLE ZANKE BEAR bR A B AT o K5 & S5 [ 15 F 45 A0 22 I 28 (CNIN) S BB HR RRTE A N 21 LSTM )
4%, CEEMDAN Z3-fif PM2.5 J7 41, HASRY GRAE i TN PM2.5 FRIVRFEE . i S R, R BEAE Ay
BATH G, ARG 5 5L (0 TIUIRS BEAN AE R PE[16] [17] [18].

I R BRI A LA 5= S BRI S 4T AR A B B . AORIRAE B2 (GWO) [19]2 5 T |
SRR HARBER ) — PO A R RE A TS, B IR I S R B BRI M E R (T IR, BEAUAIRE B
B, BHREEAT IS BIRAR AR B 1. R [20])42 AR AL 5L (GWO) Ak 2 RF [ EHL(SVR)
RETRIAEAY, 5 HARBAY G L, GWO-SVR URSIGHE FE R, TR 2250 /)N . zhang &6 [21]i83d SSA #iisE
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LSTM 84, R0 45 FR I SSA-LSTM A3 B @ ) FURE & . B RS [22) R IR 9l ia b JELR
WCSHCERL T B S SRS X GWO X dg /s 3 SCHF 1A A L(LSSVM) ZHUAE A1 IR AR bR 50 9 S AT <
M, S 5 SRR UE 1A% 7 AR 5 A e 1k

— e BB SORFE RSO NS . 5 BN R AR S 8, 45 A AR A SR M R A AT
¥ . Daniel Ocran Z£[23]4E 2022 £E42 H—FhEl & HGWO 5 PSO (& HIR & B K RE kL, 454 PSO 5 GWO
e, EvERRINA R I HAR R BN ERFIIT & e 71, HEVEMEREIL T PSO. GWO AL 4titt L 5i%(GA).
Bikash Kumar Saw Z£[24]3F HIIR & KARKL T FE 515 (GWO-PSO) X AN A B A1 70 A5 20 FR YR AT AT 3R
£ IEEE33 169 15 5t RDN - dEAT 5451 43 41 5%F bb [ 38 BER B B2 (APSO) LA AR 1) 14 BE - MasumeKhodsuz
S [ 2518 T BT SRR IR A AR AR 0T 1k H 3 (SA) ZhAS AL I 52, SR PSO-GWO W& 5L H#E SA B
HBH, SUIRKR Y] PSO-GWO VR A SR REIL T A A 5%, $RALSE e A s a6.45 5 .

CEEMDAN Hy% B8 08 fift DA 25 VR 2 R 75 5% B 1) A, 454 Sedt GWO URSIGER B 38 2R 8 715 DL ELM
Tk, AR —Fh TR 248 1E 1 CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM B ZEA & TSR, 5| A Halton Sequence %
RHIL. SRYE AT 5 R T GWO BT . 1 oot o B A i ZEAE B B AT A — Ak, R
F ELM B SEM A 3 AT TS BRI AE TRINEE K, 5 S B M AR 25 2R 2751, SRS PE FIER
Hiffi e CEEMDAN 1S40, FXHRZETF AT 2, i2H IGWO it ELM S HHNRZT T 5], &
TR H R T25 5 2 05 X WIaa T 45 SR T IE, G R ST AE . 17 HSLaa 45 SR DM K36 45
RRH, HHAMBRE L, AT S AR B LE S T 75 THI A S A e A TR RS B R — 5 A e

2. ARAZ*
21 BENEETEEASLZLEES SR (CEEMDAN)

22 I A7) fif (Empirical Mode Decomposition, EMD) [26]2& —Fhétxf AE £k AE-T-Fa &2 2415 18] 41 1)
YRS, AAFAERGS RS NS XTI, A5 7E EMD SRS B3R ) LR F et wu
[27]15542 H AR A B0 145 73 i (EEMD), 51 N 22> i it 1 18 75 0] S 6 1 41 8 g AT EMD 43 i, % 9747 IMF
SR TR A E] IMF &, EEMD /& — @R LM 7SR & R R A, BN I 5200
ASRETH BRIE B BBEATT IFERE o B ANERRZ AR A 7 (Complete Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition
with Adaptive Noise, CEEMD) 5| N\ B 4AH [ H i) 1E 11 (114 7 (28], 55 EEMD 3+ il ik 21 AH [R14S FE Rk AR 8
KK, ABTEE ARG 5 A SRAELE AR NI (e 75 (52 . Torres S5 A& H [ IE N s 56 % 4R B 2 U0 15
A f#(CEEMDAN) [29], 83 B i& M sy 7 RS, fif gt EMD A1 EEMD R A7 7E S S TR 28 A g
B8 8, CEEMDAN E AR b BT

B L AEJRIAR(E S x (1) IR0 N PO AL IEZS A I e n (t) , 138 N AR5 g (t)(i=1,2,-,N) .

e (t)=x(t)+&n (t) (6]
T g, A2 w7 1 M 7 R R JR 3

BB 2. X N ATUEEFA ¢ (t)(i=12,--,N) #1T EMD Z-R3 2105 B 8ok, #3015

—/NIMF 238, IMR e (t) FPAUEET EMD 2R3 201058 — S0 &

IMF, =%iIMFﬁ )
n=x(t)- IMF, ®)

IR 3: 7 LE, (1) AXFIIBEAT EMD SRR EE kK MES R, XA E IR mE S, 15
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BN ABIFI T (1) =1 (1) + 66, (n, (1), BT EMD 408, SRESEEEIZ A IMF 405

IMF, =%iNzlEl(r1(t)+,lel(ni (t))) @)
r, =1, (t)- IMF, )
BB 4. HELIE 3, 152 kA IMF S B kK NMERR T E.
IMF, =%ile:E1(rk_l (t)+ & 1Es (n (1)) 6)
h =T (t)— IMR, )
BRI AR BRI RE, WHEIR . BEES x(t) /AR A:
K(t)= X IMF +R(1) ®

ot IMF 285 T AMEE AR, R(t) B IRES &
2.2. BIRMALEZE(GWO)

HARAE B AR T P2 — MR VE S, R T A E IR IR, A RS K AIRERE A2 T
M. A LRI B2 o W, BTRBEACR, ZEMSURBERN . REERE; 252 g IR,
5o REMNERZR, B o B E RFEIAMTES), 2 o RAGRIN, B IACEIRBOVHTHIR: B=J22 0
Wy WA o JRAN BIRCLKE IS 6 R HIERE o W, GTREHSNERIKE, FEATTHIITL L=
JEAR IR L DR FFARARE PR (KT8

£ GWO Fikrf, AR o IRELAF R AL, AR, B=I2MR 0, o LKL, 15
e, i a W], pIRAT 0 RINALE ST o RIALEBAT R, (EARFHEES. SR B C

JSRFAEAT A o
IRARALIEERAT IR 7 R AT 23 3UHEAT B3
D=[C-X, (t)-X (1) ©)
X (t+1)=X, (t)-A-D. (10)
e D FRIRAE G2 RIBRE:  FR MR RIS X, BB E R, X RN
FRHETA R R AL CREWDFE AR, HitHARWT:
A=2a-rp—-a, C=2r, (11)
a=2-21T (12)

A a SR T, AEREE S AREIE I 2 2 0 ZEPERVN, A T 7052 24 TS AN AR
B r 5 R WA 4ERBUE AL, 1] P HIBERLIA &
AR 5 HARSEAT 9 2 R

R
D, =[C.- X, X, (13)
0, =[C; %; - %]
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K D, « D, D, AHRRMREKR an fo 6 SHMBKRAMERIEE: X, - X, X, HilEa p 8
ﬁ%amuﬁ C.~ C,+ C, #NBENLIIE: X FRIRMFE
X, =X,-A-D,
X,=X,-AD, (14)
X;=X,;-A-D;
X (t+1)= X+ ); X% (15)
K X, FRIZ o ]I o RETHDK G X, R o ]I fRFELEKS ;. X, %

NI o JRIA] 6 RFEIT
2.3. HRBRE SIHL(ELM)

TR KGR, HEREART o REHE.

IR I S AL e 2 M 28 SR AR, SR BENLA BN 2 BUE 5 B el f R e, A 52 BBz f

2l O L L A = I i
R={(x)li=12--

Yi =ZL:ﬂig(a)ixj +bi), j=12- N
i=1

X B O BUE: o ARIABUE; b JBSER)= # 28  BE ;

NOAREAREL, L WREGE= 12 704

RA NGB D
N:x, e Ry, e RY | I — B2 ) B 2 5 BB R 9

oL FERAEA . WZRRE A

(16)

o () AMRZ RO B EG X, A,

A AR R R R N
T=H-p 17)
H 9BRs2 B AR RE s B g BB AR R
I FEAR BN GEARN, THEAS 3% AUE R
g(a’1x1+b1) g(w2X1+b2) g(wLX1+bL)
H = g(a)l)(:2+b1) g(wz)(:2+b2) g(a)LX:2+bL) (18)
g(@xy +b) g(oxy +b) - g(wx, +b)
i ERUE p AN
B=H"-T (19)
SRR BB/ N HME—.
H"J& H ) Moore-Penrose |~ i,
TS REAR MR EFIRICN ELM BRI T 25 5, B .
Y=Hp (20)
2.4. HEFKE
HEZJ# (Permutation Entropy, PE)F SR & 15 (8] 57 51 (1 2 2« A2 %, PE K, i BHIZ I (7] ¢ 51 i 2 4%

PE /N, Ui BAZIN 0] 7 AR . B RS B T A o
B, BT E RE AR B

THET RS HESS S 2y B B 287
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ﬁ?*%ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁﬁzmwﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁim,%ﬁi@ﬁ@
x(1)  x(1+z) - x(l+(m—1)r)

X(2) x(2+0) = x(2+(m-1)r) (21)

x(‘K) x(K'+r) x(K+(‘m—1)r)

X K ZoREMAEANEG m RS, « NIERI A, B AR g — 4T
(1), % (7)o x(J+(m=1)2)} HRete A SR, SRR HIRTHT 75 S0 9 TR 25 B 494 T ot
TEA . x(i+(h-1)7) < <xX(i+(jn—1)7) > R Jy, byoeee, jn FOREMICRIERII . 8 TR
1] 51 X (i) BEAT B A 15 2 A R (KB — A7 #8) DU — 85 5 581

S() =l J2v Jn) 22)
AT 1=12,,k, Bk <ml, m4EH7 B T 3E miRR ST (), b o) S(1) FUZ R
Fite 25 K MA AT 5 75 IR 508 B, Py, -+, B, MIFESIRS R R A :

rgE(m)=—jia|na (23)

=

P HHEAT A AR, #3: 0<(Hpe =Hope /(Inml)) <1, 5rfv Hop A0S 9 HE5UAS .
3. BUARIRMRALE X

N T MR VAR ROR A B T ROR S, S TROORS B2, 4R o ORI A B vk
(Improve GreyWorf Optimization, IGWO), IiE M4/ REE ), F 2 LT =77 AT ot
3.1. Halton Sequence & &%

FRARMAL 15 A2 R I BE LR 46 40 1 77 A PP R a6 0 B A B, X AL BT AR B A O B BEA LR R =,
AR BETVESL S A E AR ], SEEEBA RSB ESZE . S5 LR @, AR5
Halton Sequence 8 2 5y /= A BENLEGEAT X R BERIAL BTG 10, DIRWT:

EARRE AT p AEEEL TR mme (Ln), SIS LAFOR DUSE p AR,
FoREN:

bp' =b,p" +b,  p" "+ +b pt+by (24)

M-

m=

BT AKR(24), FREARFEEO, (n), HERBAN:
.9p(n):b1p’1+b1p’2+---+bmp’r”’1 (25)
S TAE AR m FI4ERE d e[1, D], SEEEBUECER T B py, pyie-, P ] FTAFE] Halton Sequence
WA AIREE, Hun N AXERIRN:
H (i) = [ 051 (i), 6, (i), 6,0 (i) ] (26)
1%t Halton Sequence #1UaAL FIBEATWI SR AL HEAT 07 BFUSEEG, B @ AR FHEEECN 400, fRAILEE N —
Y, 13B0E 1 BORMEES AT HUSE, WA R AR K, 7] PSR Halton Sequence WI4A LA IR T
FhBE AR A R Nty 5], HRE HBKIRNMAGL B ESIR . IR AR o i 2 B
AL E EE R, M Halton Sequence ¥FIdAb & MBI B BRI R, SEGEEEEHHE RA 4.

I
o
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Figure 1. Comparison of Random Population Distribution and Halton Sequence Initialized Population Distribution

[& 1. BEHLFNEESF S Halton Sequence #I5 L FHEE S 7 Xttt

3.2. FRUETXIT

NTRERAKEE, FIA Levy ®ATX AR FIEM GO FEEATRAG[30] [31], HEH AR T:
X (t)=x(t)+1® Levy(4) 27)

Kot ) () FR AR CRITH | A © R M | R RIS KAORLE, 1= 001(x, (1) - % (1)) -

ot x, (t) F 24 BT YOS R B o AR AR Levy (1) % IR SEE A A O B 1, L.«

Levy ~u=t*, 1<2<3. BFRMENMENEI, HHMW Mantengna SLESATHONIIEE, K il5
u

= |V|T (28)

. 1y
et u RV A, u-N(0,67), v=N(0.67), &1, & = CLep)sin(m/2) |
y T[(r+1)/2]-20"

HR oy BUE SN0, 2], X HLSZIGEE M 1.5,
X Levy KATHEATAR E 28, 15 EH2i KN 1000, & 2 9 Levy AT ESZIRZE B, Levy KATH
AT ET N, BR T KRR, BAERWEREE, a8 TRSTIERN4RERLE

501 — levy K47
40
30
201

10

R

-10

-20

-50 0 50 100 150 200
4780
Figure 2. Simulation experiment results of Levy flight
Bl 2. SR4ETRITIMESSRER
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FET B0 USRS, R AR A S (b B ST 7 St AT itk A sB) Nt A o IR E SR, B

W o RS R HS AE
X, =Lew(X,+A-D,)-A-D, (29)
X, =X,~-A-D, (30)
X;=X;~A-D; (31)
3.3. ZHHIE

IROARFE A G SR AL, (HR RN R rh IR A IR AR — 7 1H, N 1 S I 2t ROR B
b = SRR S R B hﬁ%&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%&ﬂ%ﬂf”aﬁzﬁ, HAR TS AEBARFE T AL B, A= H SR
RBATR T — NMERE, 50N n,n,m,, HBESHA: nin,in,=4:3:2.

3.4. Bu# GWO EErig

WX HR AL AT SO, S0 R BRI AR IR R

1) 7&% Halton Sequence 42 H LW UG W K IR FPEEAL L

2) TR N IORAAIE R o BT AR 1 3E N, R I = N
il X X X o $BEIHRIORANMEEFARALE, o o 06 Bl T 2 (29) BT HHT

3) ﬁrﬁ%%‘ﬁ): IATEAARIE N EAE, EBSH B MASE A S E—RIORBER AR IR A&
LR, AR I AOE B A AR T b —ARAMAR S D3 L B B B e e (R AN ASE S A, R ARFFAE

4) FHERRECE B BIOERREL, HATHHR 5, KR EGHE 2

5 KA A AR AR A A B A SR I (i

4. IGWO gzt
4.1 MREHEREHISE

NEAE IGWO SFRIAE Rk, AR T 4 AMPrdEllal ek Fo AT 07 okl @i 5 2ORMIA 5%
(GWO). HiTHEEZ(PSO)HE TR EL . BLiE5256 7 & 444 Windows10. 24 GB P {7 64 bit R4+, KA
A python 3.10 (64-bit)ii4T . 72 1 NFRENHKRE I PR Rk, 4R HRIEEAMRAE, ik
BRI 1 Ak SR e A, T TSR I e 0 SR AERERE . M eR 2 2~3 bRt 2 W R
H, FT IR E R S R B R A A R B A R s DR 4 D e E 22 il ek 2. S
IV B BVER BN 20, f RIBARTRE Y 300,

Table 1. Standard unimodal test function

=1L AENR R

SR EA S Fikx YEpz R VE 4
Sphere F(x)= lez 30 [~100, 100] 0
Rastrigin F(x)= i[xf —~10cos(27x)+10] 30 [-5.12,5.12] 0

Griewank F(x) =m2x ]:[cos[ ]+l 30 [—600, 600] 0
Shekel F,(x) = —i[(x—ai)(x—ai) +6 | N 4 [0, 10]  —10.4028

i=1
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4.2. SEWERITELSHT

N T G SIS A R E AR, R mSRIG HER P, R R B 2 s A R HE I X R B S 32 4T 30
U R RIS RAAE: PIME, bR, B bR A R AR bR, Sege 2 R ik
2 e Hp bz ERRIRRE ks T EMEM B RVERIR IR RIEARIL AR S IERCR -

I3 2 W, TE IR 4 Fy, IGWO BTt GWO #1 PSO, SRR ELF, PSO T4 AR

Table 2. Algorithm optimization results

*= 2 HESMER

GWO PSO IGWO
FEME bR wtE CFHE tlEE RRE CPE EE LA
Fi 6.72E-38 3.23E-37 9.44E-44 1.71E+00 3.79E+01 1.08E+00 7.23E-246 0 1.78E-261
F, 0 0 0 1.98E+02 1.06E+01 1.73E+02 0 0 0
Fs 0 0 0 1.78E+02 2.16E+01 1.26E+02 0 0 0
Fa —4.1784  1.3002 —8.1453 —-8.6313  3.0334  —-10.3994 —8.2967 2.7426  —10.4016069
400
—&— IGW0
GWo
60000 3507 —4— Pso
300 A
50000 -
250 A
40000 A @
2 52001
15 30000 - )
150 1
20000 100
10000 A 50 {
0 04 U0 i
(I) 5|0 1 60 1é0 Z(I)O 25|0 360 (IJ Sb 1 60 150 260 25'0 S(I)O
KRR IERORE
F1 F.
700 A 0 -
—i— 1GWO
GWo
600 —— Pso
2
500
4
400
o o
By S
19 300 -6
200 A
84
I
100 - L
~104
0 Ul
6 5'0 1(I)O 1 éO 260 ZEI)O 360 0 5|0 160 1 éO 260 25|0 3(')0
ERORE IRRORE
F3 F4
Figure 3. Benchmark function iteration curve
& 3. N R BuA K sk
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Figure 4. Flow chart of prediction model based on error correction and CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM
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Figure 6. CEEMDAN decomposition results
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Figure 7. Error CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM prediction results
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Figure 8. ELM and BP prediction results
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Figure 9. ELM and Error CEEMDAN-ELM prediction results
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Figure 10. Prediction results of optimization algorithm
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Figure 11. Optimization of prediction results using IGWO and GWO algorithms
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Table 3. Evaluation Index Values for Each Model
%< 3. HFERENTNIEFRE

it MAE MAPE MSE R
BP 1L X 2% 0.1426 0.1168 0.0392 0.9504
ELM 0.1189 0.0149 0.0353 0.9702
Error-CEEMDAN-ELM 0.0701 0.0075 0.0132 0.9808
Error-CEEMDAN-PSO-ELM 0.0686 0.0073 0.0105 0.9901
Error-CEEMDAN-GWO-ELM 0.0582 0.0057 0.0085 0.9922
Error-CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM 0.0437 0.0045 0.0033 0.9965

1% 3 A %01, Error-CEEMDAN-IGWO-ELM # ft] MAE .MAPE . MSE .R? {FH 8 A58 43 1 M : 0.0437 .
0.0045. 0.0033. 0.9965, Xf b HAMAA (PPN Fabr (e, ¥ e A, HUbii i€ 1% 212 IE A1 CEEMDAN-
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Table 4. Diebold-Marianotestresults
% 4. DM RIEEER

B DM
BP #1428 X 4% 2.5314*
ELM 2.1832**
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