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Evyaprotieg

®a Mbera va gvyaprotow tov K. ['kdyka IlepikAn kot tov k. Xogrovo EppovounAd yuo tmv
eniPreyn, v ovclaoTiky Bondeta Kot TV ad1dKonN EXGTNHOVIKN VITOGTHPIEN TOVG KB’ OAn TV
OLIPKELD EKTTOVNONG VTG TNG SIMAOUATIKNG epyociag. H cupfoin kot 1 kaBodnynomn tovg nrov
aE00MUEIMTN Y10l TNV OAOKANP®OT OVTAG TNG €pELVNTIKNG TTpoomdbetog. Tédog Ba MBeha va
ELYOPIOTIHCM TNV OIKOYEVELD WOV Y10 TNV GLVEYN LTOGTNPIEN, VAIKT Kol U1, KaOdG amoTéAecay

KaBOPIoTIKO TAPAYOVTO GTNV OAOKANPMOOT TWV GTOVOMV LOV.
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[TepiAnym

H dvvatdomta mpdyveong g TG Tou QLOIKOD aepiov €xel mPoEAVY oNUOGio Yol TOVG
TAPOYWYoVS, KOTOVOAMTES KOt ETEVOVTEG GTNV GYETIKT 0YOPE TOV PLGIKOV 0EPIOV. TNV TOPOVCH
dumAouatikn yiveton tpoonddeio tpdyvwong Tov natural gas spot price pe v ypnon uebddmv
uNYevikng padnong ko cvuykekpuéva Support Vector Machines (SVM), Regression Trees, Linear
Regression, Gaussian Process Regression (GPR) kot Ensemble of Trees. Ta poviéla
EKTOOEVTNKAY LLE TN YPNOT EVOG GLVOAOVL 21 enelnynUatik®v pHetafAnTdv. Xpnoiomolovpe v
uébodo 5 fold-cross-validation pe to 90% TtV S€30UEVOV Y0 TNV EKTOIGEVOT] TOV HOVTEAMV KOl
10 tehevtaio 10% tov dedopévev yo tov €reyyo oe dyvmota dedopéva. Ta amoteléopata
delyvouv 61t o1 puéBodot punyovikng pnddnong mapovctdlovv dopopis oty akpifela TpoOyvoong
TOV TIHWOV TOL PLGIKOL agpiov. Qotdéco ta poviélo Bagged Trees (mov avikel oty puébodo
Ensemble of Trees) kot Linear Regression napovoidlovv v kaAbtepn anddoor tpdyveong 6€

oLYKPLON UE TO VTOAOUTA LOVTEAQ.

Abstract

The ability to forecast the price of natural gas benefits stakeholders and has become a valuable
tool for all market participants in competitive gas markets. In this paper an attempt is made to
forecast the natural gas spot prices using machine learning methods and specifically with Support
Vector Machines (SVM), Regression Trees, Linear Regression, Gaussian Process Regression
(GPR) and Ensemble of Trees. These models are trained by using a set of 21 explanatory variables.
We utilize the 5 fold-cross-validation method with 90% of the natural gas spot price data for model
training and the remaining 10% of data for testing purposes of unknown data. The results show
that these machine learning methods all have different forecasting accuracy when it comes to
forecasting natural gas spot prices. However, the Bagged Trees (belonging to the Ensemble of
Trees method) and Linear Regression models have an improved forecasting performance
compared to the rest.



1. Elcaywyn

To @uowkd aéplo €xer mpotabel wg Avon ywoo ™MV avENoN NG OCPAAENG TOL EVEPYELOKOD
€POOIOGHOV Kot TNV peimon ¢ mepiParloviikig pomavong oe OAov tov kKOGHo. AToteAel 10
8e0TEPO IO Sladedopévo evepyelakd epmdpevpa, petd o tetpéhato (Ceperié, Ceperié, & Zikovié,
2017). Mg v avtikatdotacn Tov avOpako Kot Thv gvpeia 14600m TG XPHONS TOV PLOIKOD
aepiov, N TPAYVOOT TNG TIUNG TOV PUGTKOV aepiov £xel yivel éva amd ta mo kpioa {ntnuoto o€
moAL0VG Topels. H axpipfg mpdyvmon tov TGV Tov QUGIKoD agpiov Kot 1 katehBvvon twv
aAAOYDV TOV TIHOV elvarl vyiomng onuaciog, kabmg ot TPoPAEYELS AVTES XPNGLOTOIOVVTOL GTNV
gumopio. mTPOIOVI®MV, OTOV GYESOCUO TOPAYOYNG MAEKTPIKNG EVEPYELNS KOU GTNV  ANym
KOVOVIGTIK®OV AmOPACEDY, KAADTTOVIOS TOGO TV TPoc@opd 060 kot tnv {\tnon omv ayopd
QLGKOV agPiov.

Eivar kowvadg yvootd 011 o1 mAnpogopieg eivar ypnoeg v pmopovv va a&tomombodv yua tnv
BeAtioon pog dradikaciog AMYNS amopace®Y. XTo OKOVOUKE, ot arogdoelg Paciloviatl cuyvd
0€ TPOYVAOGELG TV AVOIIKAOV 1 KaHOSIK®V Kivioewv TG pHeToffAntc otoyov. Etot to directional
forecasting pmopet va mapéyet Eva yprioo mhlaiotlo yo v extipnon g a&iog mov mapovolalet
1N owovoukn tpoyvmon (Blaskowitz & Herwartz, 2011). Mo avapevopevn dvodog g Tng evog
gumopevatog Oa avénoet v (mon evo pia avopevopevn peimon Bo 0dNyNncel 6e TOANGT.
Yy mopovoa SmAopatikn eotidlovpe otig Bpoyvnpdbeoueg Tpoyvacelg tov Natural Gas Spot
Price, mpoPAémovtag 1, 3, 5 kou 10 pépec pmnpootd. Xtdyog TG SMAOUATIKNG OVTAG Eival
dnuovpyia evoc admiotov poviélov Tpdyvewong ¢ Ting tov natural gas spot prices ue v
xpon HeBOdwV pnyavikng pabnong, kabmg Kot vo €EETACEL TO TAEOVEKTNUOTO KOU TNV
OOTEAEGULOTIKOTNTO, TNG UNYOVIKNG HLAONoNG otV TPOYVEOOT TGV TOv GLUGIKOD aepiov. To
OUVOAO TOV EXEENYNUATIKOV LETOPANTOV eMAEYONKE e PAon TV oyeTikn PAoypagia kot Tnv
KOVOTITO TOV TOPOVGIALOVY GTNV EVIGYVGT TNG TPOYVMOOCTIKNG KAVOTNTOS TNG TIUNG TOV PLGIKOV
aepiov kat yevikd oyetiCovron pe avtd. Ot emAeyuéveg LETAPANTES TPOPOSOTHONKAV GTN GUVEXELN
o€ VOV GNUAVTIKO aplOpd LOVTEL®VY TPOYVMGNG, LECH oG dladikaciog pabnong training-testing
LE amOTELECHA VO TPOKVYOVV TOL TTLO OMOTEAEGLLOTIKG KoL LE TO IKPOTEPO GOAALO LOVTELD Y10l

™V TPOYVAOGT TOV PUGIKOV aEPiov.



2. Literature Review
AOY®D TOV CNUAVTIKOV OIKOVOUK®V OTOTEAEGUATOV TOV TPOKVTTOVV O TNV TPOYVOOT LDV,

&yovv dlepevvnOet ko peretndei moAhég teyvikég (Ying , et al., 2010) (Aksoy & Selbas, 2019)
E101KA OTIG YPOVOCELPES TOV OyeTICOVTOL LE TNV NAEKTPIKN EVEPYELD. MepPikéC amd avTtég elivat: Ta
teyvntd vevpovikd diktva (Artificial Neural Networks) (De Felice & Xin Yao, 2011), (Liu, et al.,
1996), n mpocéyyon Fuzzy Logic (Abdel-Aal, 2004) kot moAég dALeG cuumepAapPavouévmv
TOV KAMIGOIKOV OTATIOTIKOV 7Tpoceyyicemv Omwc multiple linear regression kot ARMA
(Autoregressive Moving Average) (Park, EI-Sharkawi, Marks, Atlas, & Damborg, 1991). Qotdoo,
ONUOGIEVGELS GTOV YDPO NG TPOHYVMOONS TYMV PLGIKOD aepiov Kot NG ayopdg Tov gival oYeTIKA
OTAVIES.

Mia and T1g Alyeg HeAETEC TOV EMIIOKOVY VA TPOPAEYOLV TIG KIVIGELS TOV TILAOV TOV PLGIKOV
agpiov ya v ayopd twv HITA, eivon avtiy tov Buchanan et al. (Buchanan, Hodges, & Theis,
2001), 6mov avarvovtar ot umopikég Oéoeig (trader positions) mov dnpocievovtot o€ fdopadiaio
Baom. Ot Nguyen et al. (2010) kavovv Tpdyvmon GTIG TIHES TOV PLGIKOD agpiov, aAld Pacilovtat
oe unviaio Tpobeopokd mpoidvia kat cuuforota perdovtikng ekmAnpwong (monthly forward
products — futures) avti vo emikevip®VOVTOL 6TIS TPEXOLOEG TIUES. Xpnotporotdvog Eva multi-
layer perceptron (MLP), po ewdwn popery ANN, mapatmipnoov nog to poviéda pe v xpnon
GARCH vregpéyovv évavtt tov MLP.

Mia GAAN pelétn Tov avolvEL TIC TIHEG TOV PLGIKOD aepiov givan avtn twv Salehnia et al. (2013).
Aokipalovv didgopa pun ypappukd povtéda: to Local Linear Regression (LLR), to Dynamic Local
Linear Regression (DLLR) kot ta Artificial Neural Networks (ANN). Xpnoipomotoov nuepioteg,
gfoopadiaieg kot unviaieg spot tiuég tov Henry Hub omd to 1997 éwc to 2012. Katainyovv 610
ovunépacpa 6t to MAPE (Mean Absolute Percentage Error) yio to poviélo DLLR eivau
yopnAdtepo og oxéon pe ta povtéda tov ANN, aAdd n TpoOYyveon TIUNG aTOL TOL HOVTEAOL OV
eivon 1810itepal evivootoxy kot apketd noisyl. Ot Serletis & Shahmoradi (2006) avaivovy ta
YOPOKTNPLOTIKA HETAPANTOTNTAG TV peAAovTiK@V cuporaimv (future contracts) puoukcol aepiov
Henry Hub ypnowonowwvtag poviého GARCH. ITiotedouy ¢ ot peydieg KeEQOAOLOKES

OTOATIOELS KOU Ol GNUOVTIKOL ¥pdvol mapdooong mov oyetiloviol He TNV Topoymyn Kot v

1'0tav cuNAéyovtal Sebopéva, urtdpyeL tdvta kdmoLo ept@wplo AdBouc Kat avakpifelog, ondte ota SeSopéva ou
cUMéyovtal mapouatdletal kamolo odaApa. To obAApa autd amokaAeltal noise Kal dnuLoupyet pofAnuata yla
TOUG aAYOPLOUOUG UNXaAVLKAG LaBnong.



TAPAd0oT) EVEPYELNG, KAO1GTOOV 0VTEG TIG ayopEg TOAD gvaicOnTes oTIC avicoppomieg LETAED TG
Mnong Kot g TPocPopdc, yeYovos mov odnyel oty vynAr actdfeia Tov Tinov. Emmiéov,
Oewpodv TG M LVYNAN petafAntomTo emnpedletal amd TIC KOPKEG CLVONKES Kol TOVG
TEPLOPICUOVS YOPNTIKOTNTOS TOV LUITOPOVV VO TTOPOVGLUGTOVV.

Zouepwvo pe tovg Mishra & Smyth (2016), diomiotddnke 0Tt 01 LEALOVTIKES TIUES PVGIKOD 0EPTOV
(futures) dev vreptepoHV otV TPOYV®GT, évavtl evoc random walk povtélov. Awmiotdvouy ot
ot Tég spot ko futures tov puokov aepiov givarl TPoPAéyieg péow TG ePapuoyng unit root
tests, ta omoia enTPETOVY TAVTOYPOVO TNV VTTOPEN ETEPOCKESAGTIKOTNTAG Kot TOAAATAG Structural
breaks. Amd v GAkn, ta gvpPuoto oty mpoavaeepbeico Piproypapio TapEyovy IKTA
AMOTEAEGHOTO. KOTO TNV €Qapuoyn Unit root tests yio tov éleyyo vmopéng g vrobdeong
AmOTEAECUATIKNG oyopds. [a mapdoerypa n vdpyovoa Bipioypapio ioyvpiletor 6Tt ot TIHEG TOV
euokoy aepiov eivor non-stationary. Opiopévol cuyypageic vrootnpilovy Tmg avtd glvan
GULVETEL TNG OVOTOTEAEGLOTIKNG AVTILETMMIONG TNG ETEPOCKESACTIKOTNTAS GE OEOOUEVA VYTANG
ouyvomntog. Katd v televtaio dekaetia, ot mpooceyyicels ANN cvvdvalopeves pe GAleg
uebodovg (cvvnbog fuzzy M eéeliktikég pebdS0VC) ¥PNOUOTOIOVVTIOL GUYVA OTIC TPOPAEYELS
TILOV Kot OYK®V OTIG OYOPEG EVEPYELNS. X0V UEIOVEKTNUO ®CTOGO, gpeavilovtol ToAld
TpoPAnpaTe 6ToV oXeSIAGUO €vOG cvothuatog mpdyvoons mov va Paciletor ota ANN yio
TPOKTIKOVG okomovs. EpeaviCovtar dvo mpoPAnuata mov oyetilovror pe too ANN: 1) to
“overfitting” (To Baociko TpOPANUA TNV EPAPUOYT GLOTNUATOV UNXAVIKAG AN oM ival OTL EVED
and kabapd mpaxkTiky dmoyn 1o va Ppebovv potifa dev eivor wiaitepa dvoKoAo, T0 va Bpedovv
®GTOGO AVTO OV AEITOLPYOVV OEWOMIGTO GE KATAGTACELS TNG TPAYUATIKNG (NG eUmepLEyovv
apKeTE epmodia) — 1o TPOPANHO owtd dgv Tapovotdletar povo oto, ANN aAlG kot o dAAeg
TEPIOTACEL KOU 2) 1M «KATApA TOV JoTdoewv» (mpokoAeitoar omd v avénon g
TOAVTTAOKOTNTAG TTOV GYETILETOL PE TNV TPOCONKT EMTALEOV SOUGTACEDY GTO VELPOVIKO O1KTLO).
Y7o avtég tig ovvinkeg, maporo mov taupralovv (fitting) kodd to mponyodueva dedopéva, ot
TpoPAEYELS pmopel va elvat Un KOVOTOUTIKES.

Ta SVR (Support Vector Regression machines) npotabnkav and tovg Drucker et al. (1996) ko
tovg Vapnik et al. (1996), evd ypnoyomombnkav amd tovug Chen et al. (2004) koar Mohandes
(2002) otV TpdYVOGN Y10 TNV OVTILETOTIOT TOV TOPUTAVD TPOPANUATOV.

H pnyovikn pdbnon Bewpeitan évag topéag pe po tAn0dpo SUVOTOTATOV KOl TPOOTTIKMV GTNV

OKOOMUATKT KOWVOTNTO, EVM TOVTOYPOVO TOPOVCIALEL TOAAEG YPNOELS KOl GTNV TPOYLOTIKY|



emyyEpnpaTikn epoppoyn. Ot texvoloyikol yiyovteg 0nwe n Microsoft, n Google kot to Facebook
e€arxorovBodv vo Bewpovv mmg aKOUN Kot T TLO TOADTILA Kot EEEAYUEVA GUGTNLOTO LY OVIKNG
naonong, av kot givat ypMoIU 68 TOAAEG TEPUTTMOGELS, TOPAUEVOLY OVEAAGTIKA Kot domavnpd yio
¢ etoupeieg kar tovg meldrec toug (Ceperié, Ceperi¢, & Zikovié, 2017). Mepwd ond ta
TPOPALOTO TOV TAPOLGLALOVTOL LE TNV ¥PNOT TNG UNYXOVIKNG ndbnong etvar 6t av emtpomel
otov aAyopBpo va avalnmoset dedopéva yopic Eexabapovg epoynods Kot 0plo  UTopel va
evromicel potifa diywg vomuo mov Umopel va @aivovtol 16xvpaE 6To 6T EKTOidELONG AAAL Oa
ATOTUYEL GE AYVOOTH OEOOUEVO KOl GUVETMG OTNV TPAYUOTIKY €papupoyn. Emmiéov dtav ot
EPEVVNTEG VIEP-MEPUTAEKOVY TA HOVIEAD TOLG, GLVNOWG TPOGOHETOVTOG TOAAES TAPOUETPOVG
TPOKEWEVOD VAL TAPOLV T OMOTEAEGHATO TTOV avalnTovv, &va TPOPANUE VILEP TPOCAPUOYNS
npokvntel (overfitting) odnydvrog ek véov ce pia TOAD emituynuéVN andd0oT oTo dESOUEVA
eKTaidevong oA pe amoyontevTikd anoteréopata og dyvmota dedopéva (Ceperié, Ceperié, &
Zikovi¢, 2017). Tdppove pe ™V avaokomnon g PpMoypagiag mopatnpsitar 6Tl o1
peBodoroyieg g unyavikng pébnong mapdyovv peyolvtepn axkpifea Tpdyvwons oe cUYKPLON e
TIG TUTIKEG OKOVOUETPIKEG HeBOdOLG Kot TVTIKA vrtepTepoV Evavtt Tov RW poviédo, evd ot
OWKOVOUETPIKEG TPOCEYYIGELS oLYVA amoTtuyydvovv o avtd. XNV gpyacio ovtny Aowmov,
TPOooTafovpE Vo ovOKOADWOLLE TNV BV GxEoN UETAED TOV TYMV TOL PLGIKOV aepiov Kot
GAAOV  OKOVOLUK®OV pPETAPANTOV Ypnoipomoldvtas pebodoroyieg pnyovikhig pabnong pe
nuepnote. dedopéva, KabmdG KOl VO EVTOMIGOVUE HOVIEAD TTOL £YOLV TNV OLVATOTNTA VO
wpoPAETovV pE emTvyio TIG THES TOV PLUOTKOV aepiov. Ta HOVTEAN TOL EKTOOEVTIKOV NTAV TO
Linear Regression, Interactions Linear, Robust Linear, Fine Tree, Medium Tree, Coarse Tree,
Linear SVM, Quadratic SVM, Cubic SVM, Fine Gaussian SVM, Medium Gaussian SVM, Coarse
Gaussian SVM, Boosted Trees, Bagged Trees, Squared Exponential, Matern 5/2 GPR, Exponential
GPR ka1 Rational Quadratic.



3. Statistical Properties - Data

3.1. Assessing the Data

I'o v ekmaidevon Kot Tov ELeYY0 TV HOVTEL®V cuykevipmOnke Eva dataset mov omoteleiton
amd 2423 nuepnoteg tiwég tov Natural Gas Spot Price amd v Bdon dedouévov tov Energy
Information Administration kot 21 oyetikéc otkovopukég petafAntéc and v Baom de0UEVOVY TNG
Federal Reserve Bank of Saint Louis kot tov Yahoo Finance yw tnv mtepiodo 3 Aekepfpiov 2010
éwg 18 ZemtepPpiov 2020. Emmdéov vroloyiotnke kot tpootédnke oto dataset to momentum tov
televtaiov 5 ko 10 nuepdv, kabdg kot To moving average 5 kot 10 nuepov. Me géaipeon to
interest rates, oleg ot petafAntéc petatpdmnkay o€ ELGIKOLS AoyapiBuovg. Xtov Ilivaxo 1

OLYKEVTPAOVOVTOL KATOEG POCIKEG OTUTIOTIKES O1OTNTEG TOV UETAPANTAOV AVTOV.

Mivakag 1: 16510tntec Acutepeudvtwy MetaBAntwy (Regressors).

# Name Mean Standard @ Skewness @ Kurtosis @ Variance
Deviation
Panel A:
Stock
Indices
1 NASDAQ 5289.44 2132.48 0.61 -0.4 4549055
Composite
Index
2 S&P 500 2112.97 607.77 0.18 -0.92 369500
Index
3 Dow Jones  18797.36 5195.66 0.3 -1.04 27003372
Industrial
Average
Index
Panel B:
Exchange
Rates




4 USD/EUR 0.19 0.09 0.3 -1.29 0.008
5 JPY/USD 4.62 0.14 -0.82 -0.61 0.019
6 USD/GBP 0.37 0.1 0.19 -1.5 0.010
Panel C:
WTI Spot
Price
7 Cushing, 417 0.37 -0.57 0.34 0.1401
OK WTI
Spot Price
FOB
Panel D:
Interest
Rates
8 Effective 0.638 0.77 1.17 -0.15 0.5974
Federal
Funds Rate
9 5-Year 1.7 0.32 -0.84 1.57 0.107
Breakeven
Inflation
Rate
10 10-Year 1.94 0.33 -0.44 0.36 0.1142
Breakeven
Inflation
Rate
11 1-Year 0.75 0.82 1.1 -0.23 0.6757
Treasury
Constant
Maturity
Rate
12 10-Year 2.22 0.61 -04 0.51 0.3736
Treasury

Constant




Maturity

Rate
13 Bank Prime 3.76 0.75 1.18 -0.12 0.5732
Loan Rate
Panel E:
Future
Contracts
14 Natural Gas 1.1 0.26 -0.171 -0.51 0.0686
Futures
Contract 1
15 Natural Gas 1.11 0.25 -0.174 -0.62 0.0626
Futures
Contract 2
16 Natural Gas 1.13 0.24 -0.163 -0.69 0.0573
Futures
Contract 3
17 Natural Gas 1.15 0.23 -0.096 -0.75 0.0519
Futures
Contract 4
18 OK Crude 4181 0.371 -0.53 0.15 0.138
Oil Future
Contract 1
19 OK Crude 4.189 0.358 -0.37 -0.45 0.1283
Oil Future
Contract 2
20 OK Crude 4.195 0.348 -0.27 -0.81 0.1213
Oil Future
Contract 3




21 OK Crude 4.199 0.341 -0.22 -0.95 0.1165
Oil Future
Contract 4

3.2. Analyzing the Dataset

3.2.1. Xpnuatiomplakoi Asikteg
Xpnowomombnkav tpeig ypnuotiomplakoi deikteg (Panel A) ywo va e€gtdoovue v mbavn
oyxéomn HETa&D TS ¥PNUOTIGTNPLUKNG AYOPAS KoL ALTHS TOV eLGIKOV aepiov. Ot deikteg avtol etvan

ot Dow Jones Industrial Average Index, S&P 500 Index kot NASDAQ Composite Index.

3.2.1.1. Dow Jones Industrial Average Index

O ypnuatiotplakdg deiktng Dow Jones Industrial Average (DJIA), yvootdg eniong ko g Dow
30, Ttopakorovdei 30 peydieg dnuodoieg blue chip staipeieg pe agloonpeioto otabepd kEPON, OV
dpaotnplorotovvral 6to Xpnuoatiomplo g Néag Yopkne (NYSE). Opouéveg and avtég Tig
etarpeiec mepthapPavouv v Walt Disney Company, tqv Exxon Mobil Corporation kot tnv
Microsoft Corporation. O DJIA givat 0 de0tepog maroidtepos deiktng ayopds twv HITA kot évag
00 TOVG O OTUOVTIKOVG OeikTEG TOV KOGUOL KOl Ypnoilponoteitor oG Pdon avagopds g
GLVOMKNG ayopac, evd maiaiotepoc Oewpeitor o Dow Jones Transportation Average. O DJIA
OYEOLAGTNKE TPOKELUEVOL VO YPNOUEVCEL WG TANPEEOVG10 Yoo TV vyeia kot otabepdtnTa TG

gvpLTEPNG owovopiag tov HITA.

3.2.1.2. S&P 500 Index

O S&P 500 eivon évag ypnuotiotnplokds deiktng mov mopakoAovdel Tig petoyxés 500
ueyarokeparatovywv (large-cap) stapeidv tov HITA. Avtimpoownedel v amdd06N TOL
YPNUOTIGTNPIOL OVAPEPOVTOS TA PIoKO KOl TIS OMOOOGES TV HeYOALTEP®V gToupldv. Ot
EMEVOVTEG TOV YPNOLUOTOOVV ®G ONUEID avaPOpiS TNG GLUVOAKNG ayopds, He TNV omoio
ovykpivovtal ot vroroumeg enevovoels. O S&P éxel meprocdtepeg large-cap petoyéc omd tov Dow
Jones Industrial Average. Emiumhéov €xel Myotepeg petoyés mov oyetiCovral pe v te)voloyio og
ovykplon pe v petoyn g Nasdag. Zvykekpipéva tov Ampitio tov 2020, 0 57% TV TIGTOCEDV
(allocations) Nasdaq agpopovoay v Te)VOLOYia IANPOPOPIOV GE GVYKPLo™ e To 23% yio to S&P
500 exeivn Vv ypovikn mepiodo. O deiktng avtog otabuiletor and éva avartato float-adjusted
opro ayopdc. Metpd onAadr Lovo Tig LETOYES OV eivan d10BEGILES 6TO dNUOG10. AV aoyoAEiTOL
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LE UETOYEG OV KATEYOVTIOL OO OUAOES EAEYYOV, GAAEC eToupeieg M KLPEPVNTIKES LINPETiEg

(Amadeo, 2020).

3.2.1.3. Nasdaq Composite Index

O Nasdaq Composite Index egivor évog peydlog ypnUATIGTNPLOKOS SEikTNG oTodUoUEVOL
KepaAaiov ayopdc pe meplocdtepeg amd 2500 petoyéc, apepikovikés amobnkeg Kotafécewv
(depositary receipts, ADRS) kot gxevoutikd kotomiotevpata akwvitov (real estate investment
trusts REITS), peto&d dAwv. H obvBeon tov deiktn oamoteieiton oyeddv katd 50% omod
TEYVOAOYIKEG LETOYES, KATAVOUAMTIKEG VANPEGIEC, VYEIOVOUIKT TTEPIBOAYT Kot PN UATOOOTICELS
TOV AVEPYOUEVOV SNUAVTIKAOV Bropmyovidv. O deiktng avtog dev meplopileton povo oe eToupeieg
mov &yovv &dpa otig HITA — kdtt mov tov Eeympiler amd TOVE TEPIGGOTEPOLS OEIKTEG.
[MepiapPaver téhog Oleg Tig petoyég g Nasdaq mov dev ivar Tapdywya, TPOVOUIOVYES LETOYES
(preferred shares), kepdloa, ypnuatiotnplokd kepdAioto (exchange-traded funds ETFs) 7
peoypaea (debenture securities). A&ilel va avagepOel To¢ Tapd TIC Sopopég ToL TaPOVSIALOVY

ot 3 awroi deikteg, teivouv va kivovvtar poli (Chen J. , Nasdaq Composite Index, 2019).

3.2.2. Exchange Rates (ZuvaAdaypatikég looTipieg)

Agdopévov 0Tt To mETpéAaio gumopevetal o doAdpro HITA (USD) kot tov yeyovotog 0Tl M
ovvorhayuatikny ootioo EUR/USD ypnowonoteitor yioo 1o 28% tov maykdouiov Oykov
nuepnowg cvvorlaypatikng wwotiog (Dimitriadou, Gogas, Papadimitriou, & Plakandaras,
2018), em\éEope emiong avthv v cvvaAlayuatiky ootio pali pe tig wotpieg JPY/USD
(Japanese Yen/United States Dollars Foreign Exchange Rate) ka1 USD/GBP (United States
Dollars/Great Britain Pound Foreign Exchange Rate), kabmg ot 600 avtéc givar ot apéocmg mo

S100ES0UEVEG GUVOAAAYATIKES LGOTIEEG pEeTd omd avth Tov EUR/USD (Panel B).

Q¢ ocvvarraypotikn wwotyio opiCoope v a&la Tov vopicpatog evog €Bvoug évavtt tov
vopiopatog evag dAlov £€0voug 1 otkovopukng (ovng. Ot meplocoTEPES CUVOAAAYLLOTIKES 1GOTIUIEG
eivon free-floating kot Oa avénBovv 1 Ba pelwbodv pe Baon v TposEopd kot Ty {iTnon g
ayopdc. Optouéva vouiopata dev givar free-floating xar £xovv meplopiopote. Mia free-floating
GLUVOALOYLLATIKY 1o0TIio avEAVETOL Kot TEPTEL AOY® OAAAYDV GTNV 0yopd EEVOL GUVOALAYLATOG
(Chen J., Exchange Rate Definition, 2020). Ot cuvaAloypatikég 160TIES TTOV YpNCYLOTOMmONKaY
etvar ot EUR/USD, GBP/USD xa1 USD/JPY.
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3.2.3. West Texas Intermediate (WTI) Spot Prices

Emniéov, akorovBdvtag t BipAoypapio Tov amodidet TIC SIOKVUAVGELS TV TILMY TOL PLGIKOV
aepiov 6€ aKPOIES KOTOOTACELS TPOSPOPAS Kat {Tnone, cuvuToAoYicape Kot Ti SPOt Prices tov
Cushing, OK WTI Spot Price FOB (Dollars per Barrel) (Panel C). To West Texas Intermediate
etvat éva apyd TETPEAALO TTOV YPNGIUEVEL MG £VOL A0 T KLPLOL TAYKOGHLO GNUEID AvaPOpPiG TOL
netpelaiov. TIpoépyetar Kupiwg amd v evooympa tov TEEag kot givor €va amd To TeTpEAULO
VYNASTEPNC TOLOTNTOG GTOV KOGLO, TO 0Toio givar Wdtaitepa evkolo va dwAtotel. To WTI cuyva
ovykpivetat pe to apyo metpéiato Brent, To onoio amotedel kot ovtd onpeio avapopdg yio To dVo
Tpita TOV TAYKOGHOV cvpfacemv tetpélato mov Pacilovtal 6to meETpEAAO TOv EEAYETOL GTNV
Bopelo @dracoo. To WTI Crude Oil Spot Price givon m tyun yo v aueon mapddoon tov
netpehaiov West Texas Intermediate, emiong yvootd ko og Texas Light sweet. To WTI
€101KOTEPQ EIVAL YPNOLUO YO TNV TILOAGYNOT| OTOLOLONTOTE TPOIOVTOG TETPEAAIOV GTIV AUEPIKT

(Chen J. , West Texas Intermediate (WT]I) , 2020).

3.2.4. Interest Rates

YvAéymnKav emiong to kOpia interest rates mov ypnoponomdnkay g onueior ovaPopas yio. Tig
HITA kou tqv Evponaikn owkovopio cuvailayodv, cvykekpuévo ta Effective Federal Funds Rate,
5-Year Breakeven Inflation Rate, 10-Year Breakeven Inflation Rate, 1-Year Treasury Constant

Maturity Rate, 10-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Rate kot Bank Prime Loan Rate (Panel D).

3.2.4.1. Effective Federal Funds Rate

To evepyod emtdkio opoomovolakdv keparaiov (Effective Federal Funds Rate), eivot to emitokio
7OV 01 TPATECES YPEDVOLV M piol TNV GAAN Yo ddvela piog NUEPOS Y10 VAL KAAVWYOLV TIG OTOLTHOELG
T0V amobepatikod tovg. Kabopiletar and tv Opocmovdiakn Emtporn Avowtig Ayopdg (Federal
Open Market Committee FOMC) kot amotelel 10 O 10XVPO KOl UE TNV UEYOADTEPT EMPPON
EMTOKIO TNV owovopia gvog €0voug, kabmg ennpedlel TV amacyOANCT, TNV AVATTLEN KoL TOV
mnBwpiopd. H FOMC opilet £va emtoOKio OPOGTOVOLOKDV KEQPOAOIMY OKTH POPES TOV YPOVO, LIE

Baon Tig emikpatovoeg owovoulkés ocvvOnkes. To emtoékio avtd pmopel va ennpedost ta
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BpoyvmpoHeco EMITOKIN OTO KATAVOAMTIKG OGVELN KOl OTIS TOTOTIKES KAPTES, KabMG Kol va

ennpedoet to ypnuatiotipo (Chen J. , Federal Funds Rate, 2020).

3.2.4.2. 5-Year Breakeven Inflation Rate

O ovykekpiévog pubuog tinbwpiotikod cvvtekeotn (Breakeven Inflation Rate) avtimpocmneiet
éva. LETPO TOL OVOUEVOUEVODL TIANOWPIGUOD TTov TTpoépyetarl amd Setec Xpedypoapa oTadepnc
ddpketag Tov dnuociov (5-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Securities) kot a6 Setéc ypedypapa
otafepng Owpkelog pe deiktn mAnbopiopov (5-Year Treasury Inflation-Indexed Constant
Maturity Securities). H teAevtaio petafAnt) vmodniovel 10 TOG0 avouEVOLY, Ol GUUUETEXOVTES
otV ayopd, vo givar o TANOmpiopdg v enodpuevn Setia, katd péco opo (Interest Rate Spreads,
2021).

3.2.4.3. 10-Year Breakeven Inflation Rate

Mo avtov Tov pLOPd TANOBWPIGTIKOL GLVTEAEGT 1oYVLOLY TO {310 TOV GYVOVV Kol GTOV S€TN,

AmAMDG [LE Tpocapprocuéva dedopéva Yo tepiodo 10 etdv.

3.2.4.4. 1-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Rate

O deiktng avtdg dnpooteveton amd to Federal Reserve Board pe Baon v péon amddoon piog
oelpdg ypedypagav (Treasury securities) tov Anpociov, £xoviag TowTOYPOVe OAX TPOGAPUOCUEVA
o0T0 100dVvouo NG Oldpkewag evog étovc. To 1-year constant maturity Treasury (CMT)
AVTUTPOCAOTEVEL TNV AITOSOCT| TV MO TPOCPATO, SNUOTPOUTUEVOV YPEOYPAP®Y TOL Anpociov,
evog ypovov. H unviaia tipg CMT evdg ypodvov givar vag OnpoeiAng deiktng vmodnkmv pe tov
onoio cvvdéovtar ToAAEG vtodfkec puOlouevon emtokiov (adjustable-rate mortgages ARMS).
KaBabg aArdlovv ot otkovouikég cuvOnkeg, ol daVEIGTES YPNCHLOTOOVY avTdv Tov dgikTn (0
omoiog TOKIAAEL) Y10 VO TPOGAPUOCOVY TO EMITOKLIN TPOCGHETOVTOS vy GUYKEKPIUEVO aplOpnd
EKATOOTIO®V HoVAd®V Tov ovoudletar margin (to omoio dgv mowkilAel) otov dgikTn Yoo TOV
KaBoplopd TOV EMTOKIOV TOL TPEMEL VoL TANPAOGEL £vag davelonmtng. Otav o deiktng avtog
avePaivel, TOTE Ta EMTOKIN TOV daveimv Tov cuvdéovtar pe avtd avéavovtar eniong (Chen J.

One-Year Constant Maturity Treasury, 2020).

3.2.4.5 10-Year Treasury Constant Maturity Rate

INa tov 10-e11 awtdv deiktn woyvovv Ta id1a Tov oybovv kot Yo to 1-Year Treasury Constant

Maturity Rate, anldg pe mpocappocpéva OAa ta dedopéva yia mepiodo 10 eTmv.
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3.2.4.6. Bank Prime Loan Rate

To Bank Prime Loan Rate (enttdkio tpoanelikod davelopov) €ivol To EMLTOKIO TOV YPEDVOLV Ol
eumopikég tpameleg toug mo alldmiotoug TEAdTES TOV, Kuplwg peydreg etoupeieg. To emtdkio
Tpamelkon davelopov kKabopiletar o peydlo fabud amd To ETTOKIO OLOGTOVIIOKDOV KEPAAI®YV,
10 omoio elvar To emtdKIo oG NUEPAG TOV Ot Tpameles ¥pNoLonoovV Yo va doveilovv 1 o
oV GAAN. Amotelel emutAéov v PBdon M To onueio ekkivnong Yo To TEPLGGOTEPQ EMITOKLA,
CVUTEPIAOUPOVOUEVOV TOV ETITOKI®OV Y100 DTOONKES, Yol OAVEWD HKPOV ETLYEPNCE®V 1N Yo
TPOCOTIKA dAVELL (TAPOLO TTOL TO EMITOKIO AVTO EVOEXETAL VO NV OVAPEPETOL GUYKEKPIUEVO (G
oLOTATIKO TOL EMLTOKIOV TTOL YPeM®VETAL TEAKA). O KivouVOog Un EKTANPOOTG VITOYPEDCEWDY EIVaL
0 KVPLog KaBoploTig Tov Emtokiov ov ypemvel o tpanelo oe évav davelonmtn. Eredn ot
KaAOTEPOL meAdTeG oG Tpdmelag €xovv eldyloteg mBavOTNTEG ABETNONG VIOYPEDGE®Y, 1|
Tpamela Pmopel Vo TOVG YPEMCEL £VOL TOGOGTO YAUNAOTEPO OO TO EMTOKIO TOL YPEDVEL GE EVAV
TeEAATN TTOV £)xEL pEYoADTEPN mhovOTTA PN ekTAnpwong vroypemdoewv (Chen J. , Prime Rate,
2020).

3.2.5. Future Contracts

Télog ovALEyTnKav Future Premiums (Meldovtiké AcpaAotpa) TpokeEVOD va, eEETACOVIE TV
KavOTNTA TOVG va TpoPAémovy Spot prices péowm g a&lordoynong 8 Future Contracts (Panel E).
3.2.5.1 Natural Gas Futures Contracts

‘Eva cuoporato HEAAOVTIKNG EKTAPMOTG PUGTKOV 0EPIOV, OTTMG OAL T EUTOPEVUOTO, EIVOL Lol
oLUPBOCT) TOV VITOYPEDVEL TOV 0YOPOSTN VO 0LYOPAGEL LLL0L GUYKEKPILEVT] TOGOTNTO PLGIKOV 0EPIOV
oe mpokabopiopévn Tn og po pehdovtikn nuepounvio. Ot nuepounvieg mapadoong opilovrot
yopw otnv 15" nuépa tov endpevov unva. Ta copPorato avTd EMTPETOVY GTOVG GUUUETEYOVTES
TNV 0yOPA CNUAVTIKT OpAGTNPLOTNTO AVTIGTAOUIONG TPOKEEVOL VO Yiver dlayelpicio To picko
OV TAPOLGLALETAL GTNV EEAMPETIKA ELUETAPANTN TYUN TOL PVGIKOV agPiov, 1 ool KotevBuveTan
amd v Mmon mov oyetiCeton pe tov koupd (weather related demand). Zvvowyilovrtag, ta
HEALOVTIKA cLPOAOLO PUGTKOD 0EPIOV OTOTELOVVY TO TPiTO HeYOADTEPO GLUPOANIO LEAAOVTIKTG
EKTTAPMONG PLGIKMOV EUTOPEVHATOV GTOV KOGHO KAT  OYKO. XPNOULOTOLEITOL EVPEMS OC EOVIKT

T avaQopds Yo T0 QLUGIKO 0£plo, To omoio cvveyilel vo av&dvetal ®G TAYKOCULN TTNyN
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evépyelag. TéLog cuviatovy éva ave&dptnto Kot avtdvopo epmdpevpo (NYMEX: Your Home for
Henry Hub Natural Gas, n.d.).

3.2.5.2. Cushing, OK Crude Qil Future Contracts

To Cushing, Oklahoma &ivai n tomofecia Tapadoong yio o cVUBOLOL0 LEAAOVTIKAG EKTANPMOONG
™m¢ NYMEX Light Sweet Crude Oil. TTio ocvykekpiuévo to peAlovtikd cvufoloia apyod
netpehaiov gival cupPoAiaio LEAAOVTIKNG EKTANPMGNG GTO. OO0l Ol AYOPOOTEG KO Ol TOANTEG
netpelaiov cuvtovifoviol Kot CUUEOVODV Vo TAPUdMGOVY GUYKEKPUEVEG TOCOTNTEG aPYOD
TETPELOIOV GE L OESOUEVT] Kot Tpokabopiopuévn nuepounvia ko T oto pEAAov. Ta peAhovtikd
cuuporaia Tov amoteAovv onueio avagopds Yo to apyd metpéhato otig HITA mepthapfaver to
West Texas Intermediate (WTI), éva metpéhato cuykekpiévou Pabuod mov £xel opketd Yoaunin
TUKVOTNTO KOl TEPLEKTIKOTNTA G€ B€l0 OV TO Kab15TA GYeTIKG £0KOAO Va dtwlotel. IoTopukd, £xet
eumopevtei oto New York Mercantile Exchange kot wg ek tovtov moAloi éumopot avagépovion
oto GVUPOLaa AVTE OG GLUPOLOLE LEALOVTIKNG eKTANpoTG apyoL meTpedaiov NYMEX WTI.
Ot podiaypapég yia ta svpuBorato avtd kabopilovtor Katd TE€T010 TPOTO DCTE VO, EXITPEMETOL
OTOVG CLUUETEYOVTEG OTNV Oyopd va To. epumopebovtol opotopopea. Kdébe copfdrato kardmtet
1000 Bapéia kot o1 nuepounvies mapdooons eitvar dabéoiueg £mg Kot vvéa ypovia 6to LEALOV

(Caplinger, 2016).

4. Methodology — Machine Learning Approaches

H pnyovuc pdnon stvon pia péBodog avdivong 0e00UEVAOV TOL GLTOUATOTOLEL TNV dNovpyia
OVOALTIKOV HOVTEA®V. ATotedel €vov amd TOVG TO TAYEID AVATTUGGOUEVOLS TEYVIKOVG TOUELS
onuepa, o omoiog Ppioketal 6TV SOCTAVPMON NG EMGTHUNG TOV VITOAOYIGTAOV (Computer
SCience) Ko Tng oTaTIGTIKNG, KAOME Kot GTOV TUPTVOL TNG TEYVITHS VOTLOGVVING KoL TG EXIGTAKNG
dedopévaov (data science). H mpdopatn mpdodog kat eEEMEN otV unyovikny uédnon ogeiletot
oV avantuEn vEov aAyopBpmy pabnong kot Bewpiog kot puokd oty cuvextllopevn «&xpnény»
™G O100eGILOTNTOG HEYAAOL OYKOV OUOIKTVOKADV OEOOUEVOV OAAG KOl GTNV VTOAOYLIGTIKN 1)1
YOUNAOD KOGTOVG oL TPosPEpeTal. OVolaoTIKA, HECH TNG UNYOVIKNG HABNONG O VITOAOYIGTNG
AVOADEL LEYAAO OYKO OE0OUEVMV, EEAYEL OLTOLOTO TANPOPOPIES KO TIG YPTCIUOTOLEL Yo VO KAVEL
TPOYVAGELG, VO, ATOKPLATOYPUPNGEL €AV 1 TPHYvmon NTav opb1| ko, av ftav Aovlacsuévrn, va
pébel amd VTRV Yo VO TPAYUOTOTOWOEL GTO PEALOV i To owoTth Tpdyvmor. H viobémon

HeBOd®V pNYovIKNG pdnong pe tv xpnon 0e00UEVEOV UTOPOLV VO EVTOMIGTOOV GE OAN TNV
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EMGTNAUN, TNV TEXVOAOYiOL KOl TO EUMOPLO, OONYADVING £TCL GE WO O TEKUNPLOUEVN ANy
OTOQAGEMV  OE  MOAAOVG Topelg tng Comg, ovumeplrappavopévov v  ekmaidgvon, v
YPNMUATOOIKOVOULKT, TNV HovTeAomoinom kot to papketvyk (Jordan & Mitchell, 2015).

H enidpaon g unyovikng pabnong éxet emiong yivel £viova oicONT TNV ETIGTNL VTOAOYIOTMOV
(computer science) kot o€ éva peydio vpoc KAAdmv Tov aoyolovvtat pe data intensive (ntiuata,
OTMG OTIC KATOVOAMTIKEG LANPEGIES, otV Oldyvwon PAafadv ce cOvOeTa GLOTHLATA KOl GTOV
ELEYYO EPOOIOCTIKMOV OALGIOMV.

Y1y mapovca SmAouATKn, epappolovtal 5 pébodor Tpodyvmong: Linear Regression, Regression

Trees, Support Vector Machines, Gaussian Process Regression Models kot Ensemble of Trees.

4.1. Support Vector Machines (SVM)

To. Support Vector Machines omotehodv pio. peBodoroyia emPremopevnc? pmyavikig pédnong mov
ypnowonotleitor oty tasvounon oedopévav. H Bacikn 10éa evog SVM eivor 1 emloyn evog
Hikpo® apBpov dedouévov (data points) amd éva evpitepo ohvoro dedouévav mov ovoudlovrat
Support Vectors (SV) kot opilovv ta 6pila Tmv 2 S1aQopeTIKOV KAACEMVY, EVD 6TO HEGO TOV OPimV
vtV Ppicketorl 0 BEATIOTOC S ®PIOTNG TV OEOOUEVMV (0 0To10g amEYEL TNV 1010 AmOcTAGT 0o
TG 000 KAAGE) — AvaAvTikd avtd meprypdoetor oto Zynua 1. H pebBodoroyia pmopet va
YEVIKELTEL KO VO EPAPLOCTEL GE TEPUTTAOCELS TOV TEPILAUPAVOLV TTEPIGGATEPES OO 2 KAAGCELS.
[Mapoia avtd, oty perétn avtn, epapudlovue directional forecasting, emopévac 1 dvadiky
£K000T TOV HOVTELOVL givan eTapkfc. To SVM pumopovv va emAboovy kot TpoPAnota regression,
10 omoio, ovopdletar Support Vector Regression (SVR). Ta SVR emlvovv mpofAnpoto regression
ue Baon to support vector machines (Plakandaras, Rangan, Gogas, & Papadimitriou, 2015). Ta
SVR gmmléov £govv 1oyvpn wkavotnto padnong, katt wov ta KafioTd KatdAAnAa Yo Eva pKpd
GUVOAO JEIYHATOV Kot £XOVV HEYOAN eMLTLYIO TPOYVMOCTG, EVO TAVTOYPOVO, AT0did0VV TOAD KOAd
amoteAéopaTo o€ Ayvoota dgdopéva. To Betikd avtd otoryeio TPoKOTTEL SLOTL UTOPOLV VL
enelepyacTovy O1dpopes epyacieg kabmg mpocapudlovial Kot TonTdpova omokTovV TpoOcPao

0€ IKOVOTOMTIKES OTAVINGELS. LVYKEKPIUEVO, L0 UT YPOUUIKT OYECT UTOpEl va petatpomnel o€

23tnv emPAENOUEVN HNXQVLKH KAONoN, 0 aAyOplOHOG KATAOKEUATEL Lol GUVAPTNON TIOU ameKovilel SeSouévec
£10060UC 0 YVWOTEC Kal eMOUUNTES €£660UG (GUVOAO EKTIALSEUONC), £XOVTAG WG ATIWTEPO GTOXO TNV YEVIKEUGH TNG
oUVAPTNONG QUTAG Kal yla eLoddoug e dyvwotn €€060 (cUvolo eléyxou).
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YpoppuK” pe Ty xpnon tov SVR kot €101 1 gpyacio vo emthvbel edkora (Su, Zhang, Zhu, Zha, &
Wen, 2019).

4.1.1. MaBnuatikny Tpocéyylon

Oewpovue évo, dataset (Siavvoua-vectors) xieRn (i=1, 2..., N) 1o omoio dwywpiletar og 600
Katnyopieg (output targets) yi € {—1, +1}. Edv ot &0 ovtég kotnyopiec eivol ypoppukd
dwywpiopévec, T0te opilovpe £va 0plo SLOPIGHOV MG:

f(xi)=wTxi—b=0

XvvovroAroyilovtag Ot

wTxi—b>0 foryi e+l

Kot

wTxi—b<0 foryi€e—l1

Qote yif(xi) >0, Vi. Onov W givor to dtdvuopa tov topouétpomv kot b eivar to bias.

O Bértiotog daymprotg (hyperplane) avayvopiletor mg to 6pto kabopiopov mov ta&vopel kabe
VoG Lo OEOUEVMVY GTNV avTioTOT KaTnyopio Kot £xel TNV LEYIOTN amodcTacT (Guyvé kaleitot
margin) kot amd T1g 6vo katnyopies. Ta opuakd onueio dedopévev (marginal data points) mov
kabopilovv v Béon tov hyperplane ovoupdalovtor Support Vectors (SVS). 1o Zynqua 1, ta
Support Vectors mapiotdvovtal pe to £vtovo mepiypappo, ot margin lines (ypouuég mepibmpiov)
(mov kabopilovv v amdotacn tov hyperplane amd kdbe kotnyopio) mapioTdvovton He TG Un
dwaxomtopeves ypapués kou to hyperplane mopiotdvetor pe TNV SOKEKOUUEVT] YPOUUN
(Athanasiou, Gogas, & Papadimitriou, 2020).
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Jxnua 1. EmiiAoyn Hyperplane kat support vectors. Ot 500 KaTYOPLEC AVTITPOCWITEVOVTAL QIO KUKAOUG
kot tplywva. Ta support vectors UMOSEIKVUOVTOL QO TOUC EVTOVOUC KOIAOUG KUKAOUC Kol Tpiywva
(kokktvou xpwuatog), ot margin lines (ypauuéc neptSwpiov) avTmPoownsUovTal amd TIG CUVEXEIC
vpauuec kot to hyperplane (Ypouuikog StoywpLotrc) avTTpOoWITEVETAL ATTO TNV SLAKEKOUUEVN YPAUUN
(Dimitriadou, Gogas, Papadimitriou, & Plakandaras, 2018).

H Aon o610 TpdPfinpa evtomiopod tov Bédtiotov hyperplane propei va d00ei amd tnv droducacio

Lagrange mov ypnotomotei v axoélovdn e&icwon:

minmax —||w||2+chl Za,[y,(w x;—b) —1+] - Zukfk

Omov &i petpd v amdotacn tov dtovdopatog Xi amd to hyperplane étav vrdp&et AavBacuévn

ta&wvounon. Ta al,a2,...,an ivat ot un apvntikoi ToAlamAacioctég Lagrange.

n
w = Z a;yix;
i=1

To hyperplane opiletat emopévmg wg:

B=WTxl-—yi,iEV,

Omnov V ={i: 0 <yi < C}, eivar to chOvolo tmv SUPpPOrt vector deiktmv.
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4.1.2. M€6odoL Kernel

g OPKETES TEPIMTAOGELG 1] AVOAVOT) U1 YPUUUKOV 0£d0UEVOV TapoLGLalel apKeTd TpofAnLaTa,
KaOADG 6g £vav LOVOSIAGTATO YMDPO OEV UTOPOVV VO SLOYMPIGTOVY GE KAAGELS TA OE00UEVA AVTA.
INo tov A0yo avtd, to poviéha SVM ypnowomowotv Kernel functions (mvpnvec) yu v
QMOTEAEGLLOTIKY] OVTILETOTION owTov ToL TTpoPAnuartoc. Ot Aertovpyieg Kernel mpofdiiovv ta
OTNUELD TOV XDPOL FEGOUEVOV GE EVaY YDPO VYNAOTEP®V dl00TAGEWY, TTOV KaAgiton feature space.
O ympog daoctdoewv ovéavetol Emg 6tov ta dedopéva oto feature space vo eivorl ypoppKmg
dwywpicipa (1 TOLVAGYIGTOV 0G0 TO dVVATOV TANGIECTEPA GTOV YPAUUIKO dlay®piopd). Otav 1
Aertovpyion Kernel eivar un ypoppikn, tote 10 mapayouevo poviého SVM eivor emiong un
Ypoppkd. 1o Zynua 2, anekoviletat éva chvoro dedopévav (dataset) mov anaptiCetar omd 600
Katnyopieg mov oev elvar ypoapkd dSwywpices otov apykd diedidotato yopo (aprotepd
yphonua). Metd v mpoPodn ce évav y®po vyYnAOTEP®V daotdoewv (de&l ypdonua), o

YPOUKOG dtoywplopds kabioTaton QIkToc.

Class 2 (Circles)

. A X
A
o‘ P
.. .‘ v
A o
»
o
X B . 3, A
A 0
o
A .A...
o A A
A A
0 0 .
A . B
0 -
«

Class 1 (Iriangles)

X,

Zxnua 2. To cevapto un Stoywpiouwv SeSoUEVwY O 2 KAXOELG OTIC 2 SLOOTAOEIC(APLOTEPA) Kal N
MEPIMTWOon oTNV omoia moapatnpeital dtaywplouog oto feature space UETA TNV mpoBoAn o ywpo
avwtepwy dtaotaocswv(Agéia) (Dimitriadou, Gogas, Papadimitriou, & Plakandaras, 2018).
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4.2. Gaussian Process Regression

To Gaussian Processes eivor pio €0EMKT KaTnyopiol Un TOPUUETPIKMOY HOVIEA®V UNYOVIKIG
Habnong mov YPNOOTOOVVTAL KOTO KUPLO AOYO Yoo TV poviehomoinon yopikov (spatial)
Je0OUEVOV KOl BEQOUEVOV TTIOV 0popolV ypovooelpés. Ta Gaussian povtéda ypMnoLOTOoovVTaL
ocvvnBmg Yo v enilvon dVcKoA®Y TPOoPANUATOV punyovikng nddnonc. Eival wdwitepa ypnopo
KOl EAKVOTIKA AOY® TNG EVEMKTNG U TAPAUETPIKNG PVOTE TOVG KO TNE VITOAOYIGTIKNG OTAOTITOG
mov mopovstalovv. Mo kown eeoppoy tov Gaussian Processes eivar to regression
(raAwvopounon). I mapaderypa, v £xovpe EMMIN YE@YPOEIKA dedopuéva Yo Tov Kapod (T.y.
Oepuokpacioc 1 vypacia) mwg pmopel KATOOG VO AMOKTAGEL TWEG Yo UN YVOOTEG 1 U
EMOTMTELOUEVEG TTEPLOYES; EGV Aowmdv vtdpyovv PAciot AOyot yio. TV KOVOVIKN KOTOVOUN TV
dedopEVMV TG TEPLOYNG, TOTE N YpNon Tov GP povtéhov Ba pmopodoe vo amoTeAECEL Lol GUVETY
emloyny (Powell, 2021). To Gaussian Process Regression Bociletol 6Tov Tpocdlopiord oG
KotdAAnAng Aertovpyiog kernel (kernel function) 1 evog pétpov opotdtntag peta&d oNUEIKOY
dedopévov (data points) twv onoiwv ot Bécelg eivarl yvwotég. Te ovykplon pe GAheg pebddong
UNYOVIKNG naonong, ta mieovektiuarto tov GPR éykevtal oto 01t givan o€ B€om vo evompatdvel
AVEUTOOIGTO TOAOTAEG EpYOsiec Unyavikng pddnong, 6mmg n ektipnon tapopétpov. Emmiéov
dabétel eEqupeTikn amdd0oN HE v GYETIKA HKpO cOvoro dedopévmv ekmaidevong (training
dataset) yio v mpaypatomoinon g mPOyvwmong. Qotdco éva yvootd TpdPANHe  mwov
napovotdletal ivar 6Tt Adyo ™S TOAVTAOKOTNTOG VTOAOYICHOD KOTA TNV TPOYVMOT|, kabictoTon
avéQIKTN N amotedespoTikotnTo ToL GPR Y10 peydia ohvora dedopévav cOpP@va e Toug Su et

al. (2019).
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4.3. Regression Trees

Toa Decision Trees eivar pio omd TIC TPOYVOGTIKEG TPOGEYYIGELS LOVIEAOTOINGNG 7OV
YPNOUOTOLOVVTIOL GTNV GTATIOTIKY, 6To data mining, kot otnv unyavikn uddnon. Xpnotponoel
évo decision tree (oG LOVTELO TPOYVMOOTG) TPOKEEVOD VO LETAPEL OO TIG TOPATNPNOELS Y VL
OVTIKEINEVO (TO OTOI0 OVTITPOCMTEVETOL GTO KANOIH) CE GUUTEPAGLOTO CYETIKO LE TNV TUN-
oTOY0 TOL AVTIKEEVOD (mov amekoviletar oto eOAAw). Ta Decision trees 6mov 1 petafintm
0TOY0G UTOPEl va TapEL GLVEXEIS TIHEG (GLVNOME TpayLOTIKOVG aplOovg) ovopdalovTot regression
trees. Ag vmoBécovpue OtL Egovue ovppetaPintég (covariates) x = (X1, ... , X5) kat e&oydpevo Y.
Mo avoroapdotacn evog vrobeTikod, amlov regression tree aivetot oto Zynuo 3. Kabe onpeio
670 0mOi0 VIAPYEL EVOG dLOSIKOG dlaywplopds amodgacng (binary decision split) kaieitar kopfog
(node). T Topadetypa, copeova pe 10 Zynua 3 otov apykd koépPo (root node) vrapyet pio
ocuvnin X2 < 100. Eqv to X2 < 100 &ivor aAndeia, 10t akolovbovpue v dtodpoun mpog to
aplotepd. Al@opetikd akolovBovpe 10 povomdtt Tpog ta de€id. YrnoBétovtag 61t to X2 < 100
etvar aAnBeia, PAémovpe 0Tt PTdvovue oe évav koOpPo mov doev dwywpiletat. To onueio awtd
Kaheiton Teppatikog kouPog (terminal node) kou  mapdpetpog ul = 1.19 givar  avaredepévn
T tov E[y|X] yio omolodnmote X dmov X2 < 100. Ag vroBécovpe 6t 10 X2 < 100 dev givar
aAnBeia. 'Etot, LETOKIVOVTOG KATO UNKOG TNG OeE18G TAEVPAS, ELPavIleTOL VOGS GALOC EGOTEPIKOG
KOUPog pe v cvvOnkm X4 <200. Avti  cuvinkn Ba edeyydTaY Kot Qv 1) GLVON KT eivat aAnOvn,
aKoAovBovpe TV d1dpopn TPOGS T apltoTePd. Avt 1 dadkacio cuvexileTon LEYPL VO PTAGOVUE
o€ £vay TEPUATIKO KOUPO Kot 1) TOPAUETPOS Wi 6€ 0V TOV TOV TEPUATIKO KOUPo opiletarl og n Tiun
tov E[y|X], 0mov pi givon n péon mopdpetpog tov i kOHPov ya To regression tree (Tan & Roy,
2019). "Etot yuo mapadetypa, og Evo Cmua pe Xk2 = 120, xk3 = 115, xk4 = 191 xou Xk5 = 56 0a
avatedel o typm p2 = 2,37 yuo E[y|x]. H tyun 0a ftav axpifodc n idwa yro Eva dAro (mmua K™ mov
avtifeta pe to K £xer cvppetapintéc Xxk'1 =130, xk'2 =135, xk'3 =92, xk'4= 183 ko Xk'5 =10

20



X == 10MD

x, << 200

7N
1 50
T

P

Jxnua 3. Mapabeiyua evog Regression Tree g(x; T,M) omou to i ivat n LECH MOPAUETPOG TOU | KOUBOU
yLa to Regression Tree (Tan & Roy, 2019).

4.4. Ensemble of Trees

"Eva Ensemble of Trees oynuatiletot amd moAld pepovopéva, 6évipa mov abpoilovot S1adoyikd.
Ta Decision Trees givol évog amd TOVG O OTOTEAECUATIKODE Kol EPUNVEDGIUOVS OAYOPIOLOVG
toEvounong, v ol teyvikég ensemble éxovv amodeyBel 6Tt gmAdovv mpoPAnpato TOL
npoépyovtorl oo to overfitting kot v dwaxvpaven. Ot pébodor ensemble mpotudvron emedn
ovvdvalovv TolAa decision trees yio va Tapdyovv kaAbtepr amddoon TpOYVMGN S, 6€ ovtibeomn ue
™V xpnon evog udvo decision tree. H Baotkn apyn mov diémet to poviédo tov ensemble givor ot
(o opdda advvapyv learners cuykevipovovtat kot oynuotilovv Evav woyvpo learner. Ot focikég

TEYVIKEG Yoo TV ektédeomn ensemble decision trees givon ou Bagging xou Boosting (Zimmermann,
2008).



4.4.1. Bagging

To Bagging (Bootstrap Aggregation) ypnoytomoleitat 6tov 6TOX0G LG EIVOL VO LELOGOVUE TNV
daxdpavon evog decision tree. Katd v dadikacio avth, 1 Pactkn éa givor dnuiovpyndodv
TOAAG VITOGUVOLN dedopEvmV amd to training sample emtheyuéva toyoia pe aviikatdotaon. Kabe
GLAAOYN SESOUEVOV VTTOGVVOLOL YPTGULOTOLEITOL Y10 TV EKTTAidEVLOT TV avtioTolymv decision
trees. 'Etor og amotéleoua, KataAnyovpe o€ €vo cOVOLO O0QPOPETIKOV HOVTEA®V. TELOG
YPNOLOTOLEITOL O HEGOG OPOG OAMV TV TPOPAEYEDV TOV TPOEKLYAV OO SLAPOPETIKA OEVTPAL, O

omoiog givort o wyvpdc Ko akpiPng amd Eva povadikd decision tree.

Classifier

Majority
Classifier
Vote

Random

Sample

Zxnua 4. ynuoatikn eneénynon tou Bagging (Peterson, 2018).

Ta Random Forest ivon po enéktacn tov bagging. Ipoywpdet Eva emmAéov Pripa, Kot To 0moio
eKTOC amd TNV ANYN TOL TVYAIOV VITOGVVOAOV JESOUEVAMV, AapuPavel ETTALOV TV TVYOio ETAOYY
YOPOKTNPIOTIKOV o€ KGOe node avti va ypnoyomotel OAQ Ta. YOPAKTNPIGTIKG Yo TNV ovamnTLuén
dévtpav. To mheovékTnua TG xpNRong g teyvikng Random Forest givon o1t dwyepiletor vyniod
aplOpd OEOOUEVOV LE UEYAAN OMOTEAEGUOTIKOTNTO, EVM TO WUEWOVEKTNUO €ivor OTL M TEMKN
npoyvoon Poaocileton otig péoeg TpoPAéyelg tov subset trees (6vipa vToGVVOL®Y), ETOUEVMG OEV

Bo amodmoet akpiPeic TIES Yo To povTELO regression.



4.4.2. Boosting

To Boosting givat po GAAN teqvikh Tov ensemble mov amookonel oty dnpovpyic €vog GLVOLOL
npoPrévemv. H texvikn avt exwva mpocappuolovtog Eva apyikd LovTEAo (T.y. éva dévipo N Eva
linear regression) ota dedopéva. X1 GUVEYELL, KOTOOKELALETAL £va SEVTEPO LOVTELD TTOV E0TIALEL
oV akpPn TPOPAEYT TOV TEPIMTOGEDV OOV TO TPAOTO HOVIELDO dev €xel KaAn amddoor. O
GLVOLOGLOG TV dVO AVTAOV HOVIEA®V gival KAAVTEPOGS amd To KAOe pepovopévo povtéro. Enstta
enavolappdaverar n dadikacio tov boosting ToAlég popéc. Kabe dradoyikd povtého emyeipel va
dopbaoet T advvapieg Kot To GOAALOTO TOV GLVOVACUEVOD EVIGYVUEVOL GLUVOAOL OA®V TV
TPONYOVUEVOV HOVTEA®V.. ZVVIVALOVTOC OAOKANPO TO GET GTO TEAOG LETATPETEL TOVG AOVVOLOVG

learners og évo povtého pe kaAHTEPT 0mdd00M.

Classifier

Random / Weighted

Random
Sample

Classifier
Sample Vote

Random
Classifier
Sample

Zxnua 5. Zynuatikn emeénynon tou Boosting (Peterson, 2018).

To Gradient Boosting eivon pia enéktacn g pebodov boosting.

Gradient Boosting = Gradient Descent + boosting method

Tuykekpipéva, ypnoiponotei alyopiduo gradient descent 3(kab6dov khiong) mov £xet v
KovOTNTA VO BEATIGTOTOMGEL OTOLUONTTOTE OLOLPOPOTOIUEVT] AEITOVPYi OTDOAELGS (SLopOopd

UETAED TPOYUATIKGV Kot TpoPAremopevav Tiudv). Eva obvolo dévipav (ensemble of trees)

3 To Gradient Descent sivat évag adydplBuog BeAtiotonoinong mou xpnolomnoLeital katd thv ekmaiSeuon evdg
MOVTEAOU UNXOVLIKAG LABNoNG. XpnoLULoToLe(Tal yla TV EVNLEPWON TIOPAUETPWY OE EVA LOVTEAO.
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ytileton éva mpog éva kat ta pepovopéva dévipa abdpoiloviat dtadoyikd. To endpevo dévipo
EMOIOKEL VOL OVOKTHOEL TNV andAgLo. TO TAgovEkTua ™G Te)vVikng Gradient Boosting eivat o1t
amodidel TOAD amoTeAecHATIKG OTav Yproyonotovvtot unbalanced dedopéva (m.y. otv
a&lodloynomn kwvdHvov og Tpaypatikd xpovo). Ta facikd Tov HEOVEKTAOTA EVOL TO YEYOVOS OTL
givan emppeneic og overfitting kot 0Tt amatteiton TPOGEKTIKOG GLVTOVIGUOG SLULPOPETIKMY VITEP —
nopapétpav (hyper — parameters).

4.5. Linear Regression

Yty otatiotikn, To linear regression ivoal o ypoppiky TpocEyylion oTnV LOVIEAOTOINGN NG
oxéong petald og Pabudwtg omdkpone Kol HoG 1 TEPIOCOTEP®V  EMEENYNUATIKOV
petafintav (emiong yvootég kot g Eaptdpeves Kot aveEaptntes HeTafANnTEg). Zuvenms, N
uébodog linear regression (ypoppikn molwvdpounon) eivar €vag Pactkog Kol KOW®MG
YPNOLOTOLOVLEVOG TOTTOG TPOYVMOGTIKNG AVAAVGNC.
H yevicn 10éa Tov regression Baciletotl oty e€€taon 600 Pacikdv mpayudtoy:

1. 'Bva olOvoro petofintdv mpdyvoong eivol OmOTEAEGUOTIKO OTNV TPOYVOOT  HI0G

eEaptopevng netafAnTig.
2. Tloweg petafAnTéc GUYKEKPIUEVO GITOTEAODV GNUAVTIKOUS TOPAYOVIEG TPOYVOOC TNG
eEapTdUEVNS KO LE OO TPOTO eMNpealovy TV e€apTdUEVN HETAPANTY.

O1 eKTIUNOELS OVTEC TOV Fegression ypnoiomotovvTal yio, va ENyncovy v oyéon netaéd pog
e€optnuUéEVG HETOPANTAG Kot pog N Teplocotepwv  aveEdptntov petapintov (Statistics
Solutions, 2013). H anAovotepn popen g e&icmong Tov regression pe pio eEapTMUEVT KOl Lol
aveEbptn petapint kobopileton amd tov TOTO:

y=c+b*Xx

OOV Y = EKTILOUEVT TIUN EEAPTAOUEVNG LETAPANTNG

C = otabepa

b = cvvteleotng Tolvopdunong (regression coefficient)

X = TR aveEAPTNTNG LETOPANTNAC.

O1 tpeig KOPLEG XPNOELS TOV TPOKVITOLV OO TV 0vAALGT) TOV regression giva:

a) To regression pumopel va xpnoipomon0el yio tov Tpocdlopiopd e EXidPOong TOV AKOVY
ot ave&aptnreg petaPAntég o pio eEaptnuévn LeTaint.
b) Aegbvtepov, pmopel va ypnoyomombei ywo TV TPOYV®ON TOV EMOPACEOV 1 TOV

EMMTOCEOV TOV OAAoydV. Anlodn m avélvon Ttov regression pag Pondd va
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KOTOVONOOLUE TOGO peTafdAdetal 1 eEopTnUEV HETAPANT HE pio aAloyn o€ pia 1
TEPLECOTEPES OveEApTNTEG HETAPANTES.

c) Tpitov, n avdivon tov regression TpoPAEnel TAoelS Kot LEAAOVTIKEG TUUEG.

4.6. Overfitting

‘Eva. mBovo mpoPAnua mov umopel va TpokvyeL KOTd TNV €KTOUOEVOT] HOVIEA®V UNYOVIKNG
uabnong eivor to mTpdPAnua tov overfitting. Avty givarl po Kotdotaon Omov T EMAEYUEVO
LOVTEAO €lvar TOAD KOAG TPOCHPUOGHEVO OTA OEQOUEVO EKTOUOEVOTG OAAGL OTOTLYYAVEL GTNV
TEPLYPAPT| TNG TPAYUOTIKNG O1AOIKAGTIOG dNUovPYing 0E00UEVOV KO GUYKEKPIUEVO GTO OEOOUEVAL
eréyyov (out-of-sample). Tvykekpéva, to overfitting mopampeitoan kvping dtov Eva poviédo
nabaivel Tic Aemtopépeteg ko tov 00pvPo tov dedopévav ekmaidevong (training data) oe této10
Babud dote va emmpedlel apynTikd TV omdd06T TOL LOVTEAOD KOTA TNV PNOT VEOV OEO0UEVMV.
Av16 onpaivel 6TL 0 B0pVPoc M ot TVYaieg draKVUAVGELS oTO dedOUEVA EKTOIOELONG CLAAEYOVTOL
kot pabaivovtoar wg évvoleg amd 10 poviéro. To Bacikd mpdPAnue oe ovtd eivor Tl ALTEG OL
EVVOLEG OV 1oYVOVY Ylo VEQ dedopéva Kat £T61 mNPedlovy apvnTIKA TNV IKOVOTNTO YEVIKEVOTG
TV povtélmv. Ipokeyévov houtdv va amopevydei To over-fitting (mpocappoyn tov poviélov oto
dedopéva Kot Oyt 6To PavOpeEVo), ypnotporoteitor 1 uébodog k-fold cross validation oto koppdrt
Tov training. Zopugwvo Aowdv pe v pebodoroyia cross-validation to training sample (deiypa
ekmaidevong) yopiletar oe N uépn. Metd v emhoyn pog apykng owapdpewong (initial
configuration), To povtélo ekmaldeveTan N opég ota péPn N-1, dotnpdvog ke Popd Eva puéPog
0L GLVOAOL dedopévov Yo okomovg dokwung (testing). H axpifeto tov in-sample pe v
emMAEYUEVT OLOUOPO®OT eivarl amAd n péomn Tiun Tev TpoPAEyemv o€ OAa ta TunpaTo N. Metd v
OAAOYT) TOV TOPAUETPOV TOL HOVTEAOVL, TPOYUOTOTOLEITOL €K VEOV M emovoAnmTikny péBodog
ekmaidevong (iterative training scheme) éwg 6tov Bpebei 10 6eT TOV TOPAUETPOV LE TO OO0
EMTVYYAVETAL TO EAAYIOTO oQPaApa Tpdyveons. To ekmadevtikd avtd oyfuo kaieiton «n-fold

cross validationy kot po ertokomnomn owtov omelkoviletor oto Zynua 6.
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Zxnua 6. Emtiokomnnon evog 3-fold Cross Validation training scheme. Kade urtoouvoAo ypnotuomnoteitat wg
Selyua dokiunc (testing), evw ta UTOAoUTA XPNOLULOTOLOUVTAL VLo TNV EKTTAISEVCN TOU LOVTEAOU Ylo KaOe
ouvbuaouo TIUWV TwV TapaueTpwy (Dimitriadou, Gogas, Papadimitriou, & Plakandaras, 2018).

5. Empirical Section

5.1. Empirical Study

5.1.1. [Ip6BAedm katevBuvon TG TIunS Touv Puoikol Agpiov

[Tpokeévou va eleyyDei n ikavoTnTO YEVIKELONG TOV EMAEYIEVOL LOVTELOL, TO dataset ywpiletat
og dvo pépn: to Tpmto 90% omotedei Ta dedopéva ekmaidevong (in-sample) kot to evamopeivoy
10% 1tV To TPpOGEUT®V TOPATHPHoEMY 0moTEAEL TO dedopéva elEyyov (out-of-sample).
EnléyOnke emmAdéov 5-fold cross validation yio v pedétn avt mpokeipévon va amopevydei to
over fitting tov dedopévov. Exmoudedmmrav avtomalivopopa (Autoregressive-AR) povtéla
npocBétoviog Kabe popd Eva-éva ta lags. Aoxkipdotniay cuvolikd lags amd 1 émc ko 15. "Enetta
ano v eknaidgvon v SVM AR povtéhov yia tnv €DpecN TOL IO AVTITPOCOTEVTIKOD apOoD
Autoregressive Lags, dev TpokOnTel KAmolo kavoromtikd poviéro. ‘Etol Aowmdv copnepaivetol
TG TO Series dev &xel memory, dniadn ot Topelboviikéc Tég dev emnpedlovy TIg LEAAOVTIKEG.
Mo tov A0yo avtd emiéymray enopévag OAa to Lags, pe OAeg Tig LeTafANTEG £xoVTag TAVTO TV

katevbuvon tov natural gas spot prices mg target (xbpio petafAntd) yo ™V EPAPUOYN TOV
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novtélmv tov classification learner. To anoteléouata ¢ perétng mapovotdlovrar otov Iivaka
Vi

Mivakoag 2. Ta moocootd akpiBeLo¢ mPOoyvwaong twv UovtéAwv tou classification learner yia ta debousva
eknaibevonc (in-sample) Tnv xpovikn otiyun t+1.

Fine Tree : 53,5 % Coarse Gaussian SVM : 58,5 %
Medium Tree : 56,9 % Fine KNN : 52,4 %

Coarse Tree : 56,6 % Medium KNN : 56,6%

Linear Discriminant : 57,7 % Coarse KNN : 56,4 %
Quadratic Discriminant : 50,9 % Cubic KNN : 56,8%

Logistic Regression : 56,9 % Weighted KNN : 54,9 %
Linear SVM : 58,5 % Boosted Trees : 57,5 %
Quadratic SVM : 55,6 % Bagged Trees : 55,2 %

Cubic SVM : 53,4 % Subspace Discriminant : 58,5 %
Fine Gaussian SVM : 57,2 % Subspace KNN : 52,7 %
Medium Gaussian SVM : 58,3 % RUS Boosted Trees : 53,5 %

Ta mocootd axpifelog Tpdyvwong mov TPOKLTTOVY ard OAA TO LOVTEAN OEV EIVOL IKOVOTOINTIKA,
KaBdg Kavéva Lovtéro dev Eemepvaet To 60%, dGov apopd v enttvyio TpdPfreyns. Ta mapamdvem
AOUTOV amoTEAOVV EVOEIEN TG TOL OEOOUEVO OGS OVTOTOKPIVOVTAL GE amoTeAecUATIKY ayopd. H
VILOOECT TNG AMOTEAEGUATIKNG 0yOpas ONAdVEL OTL: 1) o1 Tpéyovces TIES TepLapBdvouy OAeC TIg
SdrBéopeg TANPOPOPIeS Kol TPOGOOKIES, 2) Ol TPEXOVGES TYEG Eval 1) KOADTEPT TPOGEYYIOT| TNG
eowtepkng oéiog, 3) or oAdayés TV TMOV ogeilovial oe ompoPrenta yeyovota kot 4)
AavBoopéveg eKTUNGELS TIL®V cvpPaivouv oAAd Oyt o€ TpoPAéyia potifa mov pmwopovv va
odnynoovv og consistent outperformance (Fama, 1970). Mo ayopd omiadn kakeitat
amoTeEAESHOTIKN OTav dev Kabiotatoar dvvatny ywo. Tpdyvwon HE TNV YPNoTn TopeABoviikdv
TANPOPOPLOV Kot OEOOUEVDV. Enpaivel ONAadN T OAES o1 SBEGIES TANPOPOPIES Exovy NOM
evoopotowdel oy Ty tov asset ko dpo doev umopel vo ypnopomomBel kopio emmALovV

TAnpoopia yo TV TEpaTEP® TPOYVmon (semi-strong form of efficiency).
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5.1.2. [IpofAeym Tymg Puoikov Aepiov

Eekwvnoope TNy eknaidevon tov AR poviédov npocBétovioc kabe opd éva emmAéov lag, evod
ekmoudevTnkay povtéha pue £og kot 15 lag mpoxepévon va Bpovue tov Pértioto apbuo lag.
Xopicope 10 detypo pog oe 600 pépn. To mpodto amd tic 19 Noeufpiov 2010 g g 19
YentepPpiov tov 2019, and to omoio ypnowomombnkay 2180 Tipég yio v exkmaidoevon TV
novtélwv (in-sample) kot to devtepo uépog mov anotedeiton omd tig 20 ZentepPpiov tov 2019 £mg
T1¢ 18 ZemteuPpiov tov 2020, amd 10 omoio ypnoyomombnKav ot vrorowmeg 243 TEG Yo TNV
a&lodloynomn g axkpifelag Tpdyvmong mov mapovcetalel to out-of-sample tunua tov petafintodv.
Xpnowonomoaype kot €0 to S-fold cross validation ywo tv amoguyn tov overfitting. H Béltiot
doun votépnong (dnradn o PELTIoTOg 0pdpdg lag mov Ba ypnooromOei yio v exmaidevon Tov

HovtéAov) emdéyetan pe Baon 1o eldyioto RMSE mov mapovoidleton katd to training twv in-

,/ZLm—yt)Z
RMSE = ~———

6mov y = forecasted value, y = actual value, T = observations

sample dedopévav.

H axpifeia tpdyvmong tov kdbe poviélov yia to out-of-sample dataset vworoyiletat oo Tov THTO
tov Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) kat éto1 660 pikpotepo 1o RMSE, dnladn to opdipa, 1660
KoADTEPN Ko o axpiPng eivor n tpdyvoon tov kabe poviélov. Exkroidevovtag Aowmdy to Linear
SVM povtélo pe evarlayég otov apBud tov lag mov ypnoyonotovue ke popd, KaTaAyOOUE
o1t pe v xpnon tev 14 tpdtov lag éxovue to wikpdtepo RMSE = 0,04196. Méow g mopamdve
dwadikaciog maipvovue o RMSE yuo to in-sample dataset.

[Mveton 60YKpIoN OVCIACTIKA TOV TPAYUATIKOV TILAV LE TV TOPAYOUEVOV OTO TO LOVTEAO TILMV.
H napondve dwdikacio tpaypatoroteiton yia kdbe Evav amd tovg ypovikotg opilovteg t+1, t+3,
t+5 ko t+10. Emmdéov npocbétovpe éva povtéro Random Walk yia kdBe ypovikd opilovta (t+1,
t+3, t+5, t+10) pe ta avriotoyyo RMSE yia to in-sample ko out-of-sample tov kabevog. To RW
avtd OMuovpYNONke mpokeWEVOL Vo Yivel cOYKPLON HE TO VTOAOUTO MOVTEAD KOl vo. Pyet
GUUTEPACLLO Y10 TO TOGO OVTITPOCMTEVTIKO KOl OMOTEAECUOTIKO €lvar TO kKABe GUVOETO LOVTEAO.
‘Emerto Aowmdv and v mapamdve Sodikacio Tpokdmtouy to anotehéopata tov RMSE yw in-

sample ko out-of-sample yio tov gpovikod opilovta t+1, 6Tmg Paivovtol oTtov Tivaka 3.
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Mivakag 3. Ta RMSE yia in-sample kat out-of-sample data yta tov ypoviko opilovta t+1.

In sample 00s

Models RMSE RMSE

RW 0.042643 0.057435
Linear Regression 0.038421 0.062872
Interactions Linear 0.1009 1.560244
Robust Linear 0.039067 0.05736
Fine Tree 0.04992 0.071181
Medium Tree 0.045707 0.083954
Coarse Tree 0.047189 0.083388
Linear SVM 0.038581 0.056694
Quadratic SVM 0.044703 0.161214
Cubic SVM 0.058968 0.456275
Fine Gaussian SVM 0.098278 0.461634
Medium Gaussian SVM 0.042352 0.243223
Coarse Gaussian SVM 0.046224 0.079625
Boosted Trees 0.065151 0.06169
Bagged Trees 0.041597 0.061089
Squared Exponential 0.039915 0.216353
Matern 5/2 GPR 0.039915 0.164098
Exponential GPR 0.039989 0.098513
Rational Quadratic 0.040069 0.120337

210 ATOTEAEGLOTA TTOV TTPOKVIITOVYV GTOV TIVAKA 3 TOPATNPOVE TMG VILAPYOVYV OPKETA LOVTEAN
nov mapovotalovv overfitting, emopévog emhéyovpe va emikevipobolue Kot vo. 0oyoAn0ovuE
LOVOo pe Ta povTéLa Tov dev mapovatdalovy overfitting. To poviéda Aowdy mov Topaleimovpie givar
aVTA TOL EUPAVIfOVTOL HE TO YOPAKTNPLOTIKO KITPVO (OVTO, Kot cvykekpiuéva to. Interactions
Linear, Quadratic SVM, Cubic SVM, Fine Gaussian SVM, Medium Gaussian SVM, Coarse
Gaussian SVM, Squared Exponential, Matern 5/2 GPR, Exponential GPR «o1 Rational Quadratic.
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5.2. Empirical Results
Me 1o mapamave dedopéva Aomdv yivetar n HEAET Ko 0 vwoAoyiopdc tov RMSE yia toug

xpovikovg opilovteg t+1, t+3, t+5 kar t+10, t660 Yo 1S 660 Koty OOS.

5.2.1. Xpovik6g opifovtag t+1

Xoppova pe to I'pdenua 1 kat tov [Mivaxa 4 mapatnpovpe tog yio tov ypovikd opilovta t+1 1o
Bértioto povtélo ivar to Linear Regression pe to pukpotepo in-sample RMSE = 0,03842, evd to
mikpotepo RMSE and ta out-of-sample data to €yet to Linear SVM pe RMSE = 0,056694. Mg
Baon tig Tapatnpnoelg avtég Aowmdv katarofaivovps Tmg to Linear SVM amotehei to dedtep0
KOAVTEPO povTéLO, petd to Linear Regression, agov éxet to youniotepo RMSE oto OOS data kot
10 0e0TEPO Yapunrotepo RMSE ota training data (1S). ErutAéov kat to Robust Linear mopovoidlet
TOAD KaAd amoteAéopata, Kabmg £xet To devTepO YounAdtepo RMSE ota testing data kot to tpito
yauniotepo ota training data. To Random Walk wov dnpuovpynocape, avtomokpiveral Told Kold
ota OOS data. Mmopodue Aoumdv vo. GUUTEPAVOVUE YEVIKG TWG TO. YPOUUIKG LOVTELD, €ival GE
0éomn va mpofréyouy pue vynin akpifeta Tic Twég Tov natural gas yuo v emduevn nuépa. Onmg
eaivetat otov [Tivaka 4 to féATioTo povtéro, mov ivor to Linear Regression, umopei va mpofiéyet

pe vynAn akpipeta dyvooto dedopéva.

Mivakoac 4. Ta RMSE yia IS kat OO0S yia Ttov xpoviko opilovra t+1.

t+1 In sample 00sS
Models RMSE RMSE
RW 0.042643 0.057435
CnearRegresson 00w 0062872
Robust Linear 0.039067 0.05736
Fine Tree 0.04992 0.071181
Medium Tree 0.045707 0.083954
Coarse Tree 0.047189 0.083388
Linear SVM 0.038581 0.056694
Boosted Trees 0.065151 0.06169
Bagged Trees 0.041597 0.061089
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t+1

0.061085
Bagged Trees 0.041597

06169
0.065151

Boosted Trees -

|

Linear SVM 0.056694

0.038581

Coarse Tree 0.083388
0.047189

Medium Tree 0.083954

0.045707

Fine Tree 0.071181

0.04992

Robust Linear 0.05736

0.039067

0.062872

Linear Regression 0.038421

W 0.057434937

0042642713

o

0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09

®OO0SRVSE M In sample RMSE

lpapnua 1. H ovykpion twv RMSE avaueoa oe IS kat OO0S yLa tov xpoviko opilovta t+1.
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lpapnua 2. SUykplon twv actual Tiuwv tou otoyou (natural gas spot prices) pe Tic fitted TiUEG TOU
BEAtioTou povteédou yla t+1.
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5.2.2. Xpovikog opilovtag t+3

E&etalovroag ta dedopéva tov Iivaxa 5 mapatnpodpe mmg to PEATIOTO LOVTELO Y10 TOV YPOVIKO
opiCovta t+3, pe Paon to in-sample dedopéva, ivar To Bagged Trees ue RMSE = 0,057793 ota
training data. Tovtoypova, to pikpdtepo RMSE ota out-of-sample dedopéva to mapovoidlet to
Boosted Trees pe RMSE = 0,077136. opemva pe Tig topatnpfioelg avtég Aowmdv ivar Eexdbapo
TOG T0 KOADTEPO HovTELO Tov Ypovikd opilovta t+3 amotelel to Bagged Trees, evd devtepo
KaAvTEPO Bempeitar To Robust Linear ue IS RMSE = 0,062508.Metd to Boosted trees, akolovbei
1o Linear SVM pe RMSE = 0,078857 ota testing data kot toavtdypova. amotelel 1o Tpito KOADTEPO
tov IS pe RMSE = 0,062709.

Mivakag 5. Ta RMSE yia IS kat OOS yia tov xpoviko opilovta t+3.

t+3 In sample 00S

Models RMSE RMSE

RW 0.073809 0.080507
Linear Regression 0.063132 0.082556
Robust Linear 0.062508 0.080896
Fine Tree 0.069429 0.110016
Medium Tree 0.067642 0.096673
Coarse Tree 0.068887 0.087867
Linear SVM 0.062709 0.078857
Boosted Trees 0.07715 0.077136
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Bagged Trees

Boosted Trees

Linear SVM

Coarse Tree

t+3

0.081771

0.057793

0.077136
0.07715

0.078857
0.06270%

0.087867

0.068887

B 0.080896
0.0805074
- o
o 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.1z
W OO0SRMSE ®In sample RMSE
lpapnua 3. H oUykptlon twv RMSE avauesoa oe IS kot OOS yLa tov ypoviko opilovra t+3.
Bagged Trees - NGSP
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)
R e it O T O e T B T 5 T i T o O e T < N T T o B i Y | W M~ oM O W M~ MmO wm o~ W~ M~ m O oo
L B S I B B B B B o B o o I o I R o B B o B B o Y o B o o T O o IR o O
NGSP BaggedTrees

lpapnua 4. Suykplon twv actual Tipwv tou otoyou (natural gas spot prices) e toug fitted TIUEC TOU
BEAtioTOU LIOVTEAOU Yla t+3.



A&ilerva onueimet, 6tL oTig S0 ATEG Ypoviké mTeplotdoelg (tH1 kat t+3), to RMSE twv Boosted
Trees oto OOS Ntav 10 younAdtepo and 1o avtiotoryo tov in-sample. Q6td60 10 PEVOUEVO AVTO
napotnpeitar enedn vrapyel e&aptnon omd to delypa, KOOGS T «AyvooTo» dedopéVa TOL
ypnoonomdnkay yio tnv out-of-sample tpoyvmon dev ypnopomomOnkay katd Ty Stapketo g

(AoNG EKTTAIOELOTG TOV LOVIEAWV.

5.2.3. Xpovikdg opilovtag t+5

Ao Vv avddvon Tov dedopévev Tou Tlivaka 6, TpokdTTeL 0TL TO LOVTELO LE TO PIKPOTEPO dVVATO
opdApo ota in sample data sivar To Bagged Trees yia tov ypovikd opifovta t+5. EmmAéov 10
povtéro tov Linear SVM napovotdlel moAd Ko TpoyveooTiky tkavotnta Kaddg £xel 1o KaAHTEPO
RMSE = 0,083687 oto out-of-sample data kot tavtoéypova to devtepo KaAbtepo oto in-sample
data. Katairyovue 611 10 BéATioTo poviédo omotelel to Bagged Trees ue in-sample RMSE =
0,061787, eved debtepo kakvtepo givar to Linear SVM ocOupwva pe to training data. A&iCet
emmiéov va onuelmbei mog To Robust Linear topovoidlet kodd amotedéopata, kKabmg KATEYEL TO

Tpito younAdtepo out-of-sample RMSE = 0,090548.

Mivakag 6. Ta RMSE yia IS kat OO0S yia tov xpoviko opilovta t+5.

t+5 In sample 00S

Models RMSE RMSE

RW 0.084999 0.087654
Linear Regression 0.073369 0.107821
Robust Linear 0.073446 0.090548
Fine Tree 0.074703 0.144531
Medium Tree 0.075115 0.112186
Coarse Tree 0.076945 0.10027
Linear SVM 0.073128 0.083687
Boosted Trees 0.083491 0.090722

eaggedTrees  oows 0095294
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t+5

0.090722
Boosted Trees 0.083491
i 0.083687
Linear SVM 0.073128
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0.087654
. s
1] 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 012 0.14 0.16
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lpagnua 5. H ouykpton twv RMSE avaueoo o IS kat OOS yia tov xpoviko opilovto t+5.
Bagged Trees - NGSP
12
1
038
0.6
0.4
0.2
0
ﬁhmmmﬁhmmmﬁhmmmﬁhmgmﬂhmmmﬂhmgmﬂhmgmﬁhmmmﬂ
Lo I T B TR & T S " TR = TR = I O -+ N+ T+ T ™ NN o un D f~ 0 @ O O = = NN
Lo I o B T I B B B o B I I o B O A o R o I o IO o O o B o o N o B o N

e N atural Gas Spot Prices === BaggedTrees

lpapnua 6. SUykplon Twv actual Twwv tou otoyou (natural gas spot prices) pe Tic fitted TiUEG TOU
BEAtioTOU LIOVTEAOU YLa t+5.



5.2.4 Xpovikog opifovtag t+10

E&etalovrag ta dedouéva tov Ilivaxa 7 yio tov ypovikd opilovta t+10 umopodv va e€ayBovv
Kkdmota PBacikd cvupnepdoupata. [pdTov Tapatnpeitar TOG KOAVTEPO HOVTELD ATOTEAEL OVTO TOL
Bagged Trees pe RMSE = 0,064968, coppova pe ta training data (in-sample). Emmiéov
daxpiveTon Tmg dvTEPO OmoTELEGHATIKOTEPO HovTéELO givar To Fine Tree ue in-sample RMSE =
0,079428. A&ilel va onueimBei téhog Tmg 0 poviédo pe to pikpdtepo RMSE ota testing data
armotelel to Linear SVM pe RMSE = 0,102711.

Mivakag 7. Ta RMSE yia IS kat OO0S yia tov xpoviko opilovra t+10.

In sample 00Ss
Models RMSE RMSE
RW 0.10817 0.109871
Linear Regression 0.095624 0.225484
Robust Linear 0.095226 0.201394
Fine Tree 0.079428 0.166138
Medium Tree 0.081828 0.177008
Coarse Tree 0.089652 0.154343
Linear SVM 0.095423 0.102711
Boosted Trees 0.091786 0.135707
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lpapnua 7. H ouykpion twv RMSE avaueoa oc IS kot OOS yia tov xpoviko opilovra t+10.
Bagged Trees - NGSP
14
1.2
1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
o
-~ oM o un - M~ o 23] [T T B o o N — P~ e P~ oy - M~ [=2] [T I o I o uy - M~ o [=2] wy
Lo B I B B B o I B I B B I o o I B o B o I o I o I o B o |

MNG5P

BaggedTrees

lpapnua 8. 2Uykplon twv actual tyuwv tou otdyou (natural gas spot prices) pe tic fitted Tiueg Tou
BéAtiotou povtédou yia t+10.

37

241



5.2.5. ZxOALa

Evoiagépov mapovoidlet to yeyovog 0Tt 1o povtédo Linear SVM Eenepvdiel o€ OAES TIC YPOVIKES
neplotdoel to povtédo tov Random Walk oto out-of-sample dataset, a6 dmoyn opdipotog katd
mv npdyveon. Hoaporo avtd to Random Walk mov dnpovpynoape mapovctalel mord KoAd
OTOTEAEGLOTO GE OAEG TIG YPOVIKEG GTIYLES, EVD TAVTOYPOVO GUUTEPAIVOVLLE TG OAL TOL YPOLLLUKL
novtéla £xovv v duvatdTa va TpoPAréyouvy pe vynAn akpifelo Tig TipwéC Tov hatural gas kot
TopoVc1dlovy TOAD KoAN amddoon pe pikpé Tinég RMSE. TToAd koA TpoyvemoTiky ikavotnta
napovctalovy kot ta. Bagged Trees, £yovtag 1o pikpotepo training c@aipo e OAEG TL YPOVIKES
TEPIOTAGELS EKTOG amd v t+1. Zuvoyilovtag umopei va e&aybel to Pacikd cuumépacua Twe 660
OTOLLOKPLVOLAGTE XpOoVIKA TOcO ov&dvetar 10 RMSE tov poviélov kot emopéveg 1060

YEPOTEPEVEL 1] akpifeta TpdyvmoNg.
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6. Conclusions

H amotedecpatikng Tpdyvwon g LEALOVTIKNG HETABOANG THG TG TOL PUGIKOD 0EPIOV ATOKTA
0AOEVOL KOl HEYOAVTEP onuocio, KaOdG HEWMVEL GNUOVTIKG TO. EUTOSO Yoo TNV Tpoundsio
QLG1KOV aepiov o€ TELATEG G £BVIKO EMimedO, EVIoYVLOVTAG TOV ovTayOVIoHd. Emtpénet, emmiéov,
0TOVG EMEVOLTEG VL dtayelpilovtan pe PEATIOTO TPOTO TNV GTPATNYIKT TOVG.

2 mopohoo SUWAMUOTIKY HEAETNONKE 1 OMOTEAECUOTIKOTNTO TOV OAYOPIOU®V HNYovVIKNG
uabnong otnv Tpdyvmon tov natural gas spot prices, pe v ypron 21 pUNVELTIKOV HETAPANTOV
(regressors) mov emAéyOnkav pue Baon v okovopuky Bewpio, KaODC COLEOVA PE TNV CYETIKN
BipAoypagia emnpedlovv v dakduavon g tiung tov Natural Gas Spot Price. O opilovtag
TpOPreyng frav pia, Tpelg, mévie Kol déko uépeg petd (t+1, t+3, t+5 ko t+10). Zvykekpyéva
YPNOLUOTOONKAY LOKPOOTKOVOUTKOL KOl YPNLOTIGTNPLOKOT OEIKTEG, CUVAAANYLATIKEG IGOTIUIES,
emtokia, ot Spot tiuég ko ta. future contracts tov Oklahoma West Texas Intermediate Crude Oil,
Kkobmg ko Ta avtiotoya future contracts tov natural gas.

I v ekmaidevon Tov HOVTEA®V cLuykevipdOnke éva dataset 2423 nuepnolov TIH®OV Yo TV
ypovikn mepiodo 3 Aekepppiov 2010 émg 18 Zentepfpiov 2020. To dataset avtd ywpiotnke og 600
vTocvvora, To TP®MTO amtd T 19 NoeguPpiov 2010 wc T1g 19 ZentepPpiov tov 2019, ot 2180
TIWES Yo TNV EKTOUOELOT TOV HOVTEA®V KOl TO 0g0TEPO PéEPOG Tov oamotedeiton amd g 20
YentepPpiov tov 2019 éwc tic 18 Zemtepfpiov Tov 2020, ftol ot veorowes 243 Tipég Yo Tov
Eleyxo NG KAVOTNTOG YEVIKELONG TV HOVIEA®V OE  Ayvedoto OedoUEve, OV  OgV
ypnoporombnkay oty dadikacio ¢ exkmaidgvong v poviéAmv TpdPieyns. Ot ypovikeég
votepnoelg tov natural gas spot price ypnowomomdnkoav yio vo. a&l0TOGOVUE GTO HOVTEAOD
ekmaidevong mbavn paxpd pviun (long range dependence) otov punyaviopd mov dMUovpyet Tig
TG Tov natural gas spot price. [TpokeEVOL VoL ATOPVYOVLLE TNV TEPITTMGT THG VIEPEKTAIOEVONG
(overfitting), ypnowomombnke n pébodog tov 5-fold cross validation. H Swdwcacio avty
EMTPEMEL TNV ETAOYT LOVTEAOV OOV VILAPYEL IGoPpOTia otV aKpifeia TpoPAeyng in-sample kot
out-of-sample. 'Etot emtvyydvetor pio ooppommuévn oxéon bias mov apopd 10 opdiua
npoPreyng ota in-sample dedopéva ko variance mov apopd to cpdiua TpdPreyns oto out-of-
sample dedopéva.

"o v edpeon tov BérTiotov AR (avtomorivopopov povtédov) ypnoyorombnke to Linear SVM

ue v mpocobnkn evog emmhéov lag oe kabe Prpa. 'Etol, kataAn&ape 6tL 0 dpiotog aptiuog
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votepnocwv eivar 14. Y10 Bértioro avtd AR poviédo Aomdv mpootédnkoy ot EmeEnyNUOaTIKES
HETOPANTES Kot TPAYUATOTOMONKE 1) EKTOIOELON TOV HOVIEA®V UNYOVIKNG padnong. A&ilel va
onuewdei Tog ta povtéla Interactions Linear, Quadratic SVM, Cubic SVM, Fine Gaussian SVM,
Medium Gaussian SVM, Coarse Gaussian SVM, Squared Exponential, Matern 5/2 GPR,
Exponential GPR «ou Rational Quadratic mapovciacav overfit kot ywo tov Adyo avtd
amoppipOnkoyv. ZOUE®VO LE TO UTOTEAEGHOTA, OO OAOL TOL LOVTEAD OV EMALYOMKAY Yoo TNV
TPOYV®GT, 0T oL dev Tapovciocay overfitting kot elyav v kaAdtepn amdI06N TPOYVMOONG
a6 amoym pikpotepov cpdipatog (RMSE) frav o Bagged Trees kot Linear Regression otovg
avtiotoyovg opiCovteg TpdPreyng (t+1, t+3, t+5, t+10) mwov emhéEape va pedetndoldv. Mia iy
YPOUUKY TOAVOPOUNOT GTNV ovcia Tapovotdlel KOADTEPA OMOTEAEGUATO GUYKPLTIKA UE TIG
VITOAOUTO. LLOVTEAL TTOV EKTALOEVGALLE, OKOWO Ko oo Tt povtéla Tov machine learning.

Ao TV €peuva pog Aomdv KotaAyovpe 0Tt Yo Tov Bpoyvmpdbespo ypovikd opilovra t+1 to
LOVTEAO OV TTPAYUOTOTOEL TPOYVMOOT| PE HEYOAVTEPT EMITLYIO OTIG TIUES TOV PLGIKOV aEPiov
givar to Linear Regression, evd yio ToVG TO AmopUakPLGHEVOLE YpoviKovg opilovteg t+3, t+5 kot

t+10 1o mo amotelecpatikd povtéro gival to Bagged Trees.
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