JOURNAL OF ECONOMICS—18/2

msAnundiIunianswaciogaiAsnsuc
uaznmswenstiguaiAsnguciiudszinAing:
nsiAnNYT nduta1asngutiuLNaEn
laznauca1asngudiianaussnn

THE STUDY OF FACTORS INFLUENCING THE AUTOMOTIVE ossawa duwns 1
DEMAND AND AUTOMOTIVE DEMAND FORECASTING Ushi souasny 2
IN THAILAND: CASE STUDY OF SMALL-CAR AND '
PICKUP-PASSENGER VEHICLE (PPV) SEGMENTS

unAasa mmamwuﬂivﬂaum&Jmﬁﬂﬁmaaqmu mmtﬁﬂm%
ﬂﬂmﬁmaammmm mamwamaaﬂmmammﬂaﬂ
3‘(?1Elu(iﬂ%ﬂiumﬂ\lﬂEJI@EJT’]']?@'TNLL‘LI‘LIR]']@@Q Two-Stage
Least Squares Elummu ma T lona Laaﬂﬂammmmw@mwm@mﬂ WALNANAAR
immmmmmwmﬂummﬂﬂm Mﬂmwaa@ maﬂsﬂmmumaaa ARIMA
mmmmwmmmaﬂmmmaumhmamammm 119A% Lwamwamﬁﬂﬂm
WVL@:mL‘ﬂmaaaauuawumm@amﬂ,@amumﬁma LAZNITGNAG

NNNMFANHINL ‘ﬂaaawmammmaaﬂmmmmm U5enausie :1eNTneua
MLmamamm@ iwmumwﬁaL‘waqmLﬂuﬁumﬂéﬁﬁimammmmamm 10
imaumﬂiymwaw%mummenaﬁwmﬁumﬂﬂﬁmLmuﬂu A g msy
mﬂmwmﬂmmavﬂamm@ LLavﬁmvlmwmIm muﬂimwmmmmawmﬂu
aﬂm@aamnaﬂamma“ﬂamamamwuam@m LLa”Lﬂ’iadm\HH@WﬁNﬂi"ﬁWﬁ
mmmaamaamumiﬂgaﬁmﬂ slummﬂm mmumiaimmmmaa ARIMA
Lwawmmmaﬂmmaaumiwmavﬂamm@ maawmnmumaawmmvfm
m‘m‘umi‘wmmmaa@mﬁamaamméﬂmmaﬂ LLavﬂammmmammmmim
16un wous1ae9 SARIMA (2,1,2)x(1,1,0),, bAE LLULINRDI )
ARIMA(1,1,1) SNNA G @doaﬂwamsw?wsﬂ U§:v"'mr>u:

IFASUYANERNS UN1Ing1ady

ronsAIng

o o - . . ] . 2
AdIATY — gUavAsngus, nMswennsnd, Iuudnasy ARIMA anAns1USYATn Kangns

IASBIFANANSUMIUTUTIA 811031
IASYYAANSSSAY UK1INg1dy
romsAIng

27

JUL.-DEC.

2014,



18/2

FACULTY OF ECONOMICS—CMU.

ABSTRACT This research mainly consists of two parts. In the first
part, researchers studied the main factors influencing
automotive demand in Thailand by employing the

Two-Stage Least Squares models. In this case, researchers selected the retail

sales volume of small - car and Pickup - Passenger Vehicle (PPV) segments as

the studying case. In the second part of this research, we used the ARIMA
models to forecast the automotive demand of the aforementioned segments
and using these results to be the decision-support information for sales and

marketing decisions.

The results showed that the factors affecting the automotive demand consist
of the owned car price of each segment, fuel price representing the price
of complementary goods, other car prices as the price of substituted goods,
advertising expense for each segment and consumer’s income. All of these
variables have a significant relationship with the retailed quantity demand
of automotive in all studied segments and the sign of all coefficients are
consistent with the demand theory. Finally, for the construction of ARIMA
model for forecasting automotive demand in each segment, we found that
the appropriate models for forecasting the retail sales volume of small - car
and Pickup - Passenger Vehicle (PPV) are SARIMA (2,1,2)x(1,1,0);, and
ARIMA(1,1,1), consecutively

KEYWORDS — demand for automobiles forecasting, ARIMA model
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FILNBDYINNMITLLNFNNITN @ NS H @Qg\lﬁﬂéxlﬂ']ifa@;iﬁﬁ']%iﬂ@nLL‘L]??W@W?DEJ%@] N

p = f(FP, Ads, Rev, SP, API, SF) ®

Q - f{(FP, Ads, Rev, SP, API, SF)

Towi

Puaz Q = s1e9neU@nsnoud (L19) azU3anmsnaud (fu) th 9aaaunm

FP - ndemdsdadunaveddudidusinauiusnaud

Ads - lawanTIneaIgInaTn LU

Rev = vwlduesduilng

SP - nenAudmauuiuzasneug Seldun meneudsaniu
Y

API = ATANAAMINNENNTINE UL

SF = éhtmivjuﬁ WaAIDIANNAUHIULDINGMA (Seasonal Factor)

v
1Y 1

Tumaudoan fa maheszanmmsres)3anugiase (Q) uazmiasnaug (P)
o . y oA . o vda o , y
Adnmldanaumi @ Fevimihiiudiuys Instrumental Variables 3014
Tumadszsnamssumsgulaad o

sun1sgUaen
Qd = f(FP Ads, Rev, SP,P) @

andinlihaumsi @ fe wudansglasdiaislueneitmsves 2SLS 4sld

~o 5 X T X o Y v Ao 6 A o
GL%ﬂ”li’JQEI‘D’%‘H) VINUNITUIUNITONINANIVING U mmqﬁﬁzm@l,wammﬁmmmm
Fuusaeniedaudsnmelu uaseianuamaniauag
WU 890 UaR - aUmu 4

q K Tundsonus AP na: SF Aa foIUs
gas:ludouvevaunisauniu
Juldsouoglunisuszurtunis
aumsaUavluiunougaring
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aa'wvlfsﬁmm LLuuzﬁwaaqaﬂa@ﬁﬁgﬂﬂiymmmié'fga 25LS Lﬁmmmhaadﬁa%ﬁﬁu
LwawmitmNammwaammemaaﬂmmmaum waladmmyawa wilu
Lmumamﬂﬂumﬁwmmm muu 1%%%@8%6@%?8 Lwaslmwammaaaa@mam
ﬂmmqﬂivmmaamiwmmm R mﬂ@mmimmmmmaa ARIMA (p,d,q) x

(P,D,Q) uay Luudaad SARIMA (p,d,q) x (P,D,Q); M &/ 1@35n195994 Box-Jenkins
smLﬁmmumaaw%ﬂmamaumwxgmmmmwmmimm@maLLavLLmIm

SNTUMIN HWT‘I?MQ‘UENQ ARV aﬁammamﬂmmazﬂqmam

HATeuINamsfinilu 2 du 16un (1) wamatszsnm
3 MENNTUaIRe3TN1s 2SLS way (2) NaMTaTIEh

- WUUS1809 SARIMA §W5UMInennam; 1o ﬂumaaamu
mammevmamﬁuaaﬂammmmmmmﬁnm@Laﬂ

ganmIsAnNu
LLamammma EJ%G]%GTN‘LITTVIT] @NT]EJ&JLE] EJ@@]@VL‘]J%

3.1 — gan1sitAs1IzHAlIguUUIIaal 2SLS

3.1.1 — uvui1aal 2SLS dnsundunarasngudiiguroidn
mamwaﬁmmaumaaﬂammmaaumﬁwmmaﬂ lerun I@]I&J@n’;aaa
FOURER BouduST “am namsAnENLI Lmawmmaqmﬁwiyﬂwma@
G]’]LL‘]J?@H%LL@’QUWJLLﬂiL‘]J%VL‘L]Gm\WIZ]H{]aﬂﬂGﬂ mummuumaaamymﬁmm
Multicollinearity LLmvmumwmmmmaqﬁmwmaﬂmv@mw possule lnsan
@1 VIF (Variance Inflation Factor) 2896usdasetaani 10 (Nenes G, et al.,
2|0] 0; Golder, M. & Golder; S., n.d. 4o IHua, L. and Zhang, B 2006) ENL‘UHSUGW‘U
Aaae oy Multicollinearity NAaaN@AILUTDEILD am GL%LL‘]J‘]JQW&@G%
ﬁ‘dawa@iaLwiazéht,t,ﬂiﬁaizﬁﬁmﬁmaﬁmzéﬁuﬁaam%ﬂ@ Famaafi 1
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MsNA 1 — naaswansnagoudiym Multicollinearity vouluud1aad 2SLS vodnajuna'msnaur;iﬁ\l
VuIRIaNn

Homonlsaas: AUKLNBVOIAINIUSDES: VIF vounoilsaas: IncurivadA VIF
InP SIVOINGUSOEUAIVLIAIEAN 2.272727 10
In Ads ATelusnnansundunaInsneaustovuNAIEn 1.694915 10
In FP sIMUNCUILUBU 95 3.507122 10
Rev Aondsinus1elrivevgusing 2.652520 10
In SP SIMEuMNAINUAY 4.807692 10

2

uaﬂmﬂu mzawmaammmammaammLmumaammﬁwmummaM
I@amsm@ﬂammammaau (Residuals) ?JENLLU‘LIQ']@EN%@’)EJ Unit Root Test

A A

‘?N‘W‘].I’N ﬂ"lﬂﬂ?@LﬂﬁB‘WUENLLUUQW@BG%NaﬂHmy%G‘WﬂEJN@N@@]N@W@U‘V] 1

(1% - Difference Data) Tmamanm\mam@agmy@m 0.01 0.05 e 0.10 (1319 3
Tunasuan)

NAN1TUTLNIWAILLUI1889 2SLS mmmamamsmmmmmmLaﬂ
mmaaammma‘lﬂu

InQ - 128 -0.298 In FP +0.085 In Ads
(16.62)* (-31.03)" (57.42)
+0.009 Rev +2.980 In SP -3.37InP

(101.01)* (70.30)" (-148.09)*
n =112 R?=99.9

F- Statistic = 39606.73* Durbin - Watson Statistic = 1.93076

(FERA t wandlady wae * vianeils Atiuddni 0.01)
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Towdi

Q - aﬂmﬁ(aa@maﬂﬁﬂ) nanemAInEUstmaEn

FP - immmumamm sﬁﬂmimﬂammmmaummﬁnm@Laﬂmaaﬂfﬁ
Semhsuuuiugs Wumnenhiugamasdmsunsaneiiiosan
soemstommadndnlngbhsiulsuanil

Ads = ﬂ'ﬂ%@dwEJI@Ji:fmwém%fma'mmmaamﬁiﬁwmmﬁﬂ

Rev - mwldaasdfuilne sﬁﬂmmumaam FAdulddrinaniome
AENNITN (MPI) Lﬂ%@]’JLLﬂ’i‘VlGL“HLLVMiWEJVL@‘TIQGNLI?IJW@ s
KAVt oaaLIfan ue T T T, B (GDP)
dudeyamelesins

P - emudannguamaaneusimnaEn

SP - PAuE e nandTeTaEn

=

Gmblw,mumaamw’m ﬂﬁmmaﬂarma34mmmmmsmﬂsvmwmvumm@ 1 614
Lfluﬁumw@meﬂ@mmmammma&mmmﬁnmmaﬂ Hosan mnmama‘ﬂ
2556 NRNAAIAEDY (Sub-segment) YBINANAAATONTLLLVING 1 iy
ﬁqa Tutsswelne Ao NANAMATONTELLUMA 1 FULULRUARS (Extended-
cab pickup) Andludadinulszanmiosas 47 uAUIDIAINAD NFNAAIAID
NTeULIWA 1 éfw,mu?i'ﬁiz@ (Crew-cab pickup) Aadludagmulssanmsasas
38 LAZAUAUFAYNY AD NANAMAINNTLLLIWIA 1 FULLLRaUGIE (Single-
cab pickup) ﬁmﬁuﬁ@ﬁmﬁiumm%aaaw 15 WALTIAVRITINNRNANATNNTLLE
W10 1 mmmumaumma Lmuaﬁivmaaslwmﬂﬂammﬂmumaiwmﬂuaq
NANAAIATD g sUALEN wonaniL aismﬁ‘s”Imﬂuﬂw{L%awuwmummim
wmmuﬂﬂ@ avmmﬁawmmmau@mwm@Laﬁ NANAAIATANTELLIWA 1
@mmumaumq (Extended-cab pickup) LLﬁ”ﬂﬁ&l@]ﬂ’]@imﬂﬁ“U”“ﬂu’]@ 1 614
LL’LIIJﬁlliu@] (Crew-cab pickup LmeaﬁmﬂﬁﬂmumawumﬂmmﬁmmLmu
ﬂuvl,@mwm
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IwuNWA 1 — AAgIWAATAIAGEU (Residuals) VovaUauAganvIeUanndunaInSNEURIVUAIEN

Residual Plots for In QPB hat

Percent NORMAL PROBABILITY PLOT Residual VERSUS FITS
99.9 0.04
99 co 00 .
90 0.02
°
50 Y}
10 oo :"‘-"" ”.’-' “ tes
o0 o
1 . -0.02 ®ee 0. ° L] o, M .
0.1 °
-0.050 -0.025 0.000 0.025 0.050 8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5
Residual Fitted Value
Frequency HISTOGRAM Residual VERSUS ORDER
30 0.04
20 0.02
0.00
10
I -0.02
-0.03 -0.02 -0.01 0.00 001 002 0.03 1 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
Residual Observation Order

Lmewéfm%wumLa”é’m%aa’wwammmwﬁ 1 waed Wdiud m3nszaedn
YDIFIABIALAR DUYDINLLIIAD 2SLS mwﬁmammmmm@mmmmaﬁ
WuwuuUnd (Normal d1str1but1on) eﬁaaa@@aaaﬂu Normality of residual 831
YoFNNG (assumption) Yanilarainsnnnesdaduasnede (Ordinary Least
Square Regression: OLS)

#w¥1 Homoscedasticity #9usaaund (assumption) 3ndaniwasmanenat
L%@Lé’uaa'wdwg (Ordinary Least Square Regression: OLS) LqumWyé’ﬁwmmu
PDILNUAINA 1 Uaad Wiuinuuiiansidonadasfiudaaundi Wasan
m@ammaamaqLmumaaaﬂmmmamwuﬁamammm‘u (no pattern) fiu
fitted value HANIING, LNWAINENUINTTDINANG 1 LLa@wﬂmmmwmm
LLﬂﬁﬁmmammm@L@aaumﬂmymamwmamumw namMfe MAmALAADY
daulngiunueg lutaesening -0.02 £9 0.04
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ANUULIRDITIAY ma&JVLMaﬂiﬂmmamwmim’mﬁmmﬂmmmm sl
awﬁwamaaﬂmﬂUamnaﬂaﬂﬂammmmﬂuwwmmaﬂ o1t miwmﬂammum
SamneEnistudosay 1 LLmaﬂm@aamnaﬂaﬁﬂammmmwmuwm@Lan
ALANAITBLRY 3.37 ‘mi’]@Wiﬂﬂii%ﬂﬂi“lﬂ‘l’lﬂi”ﬂ“ﬂ%’]@ 1 61t (Gml,ﬂuﬂum
wmmuvl,@mmmmumuwm@Laﬂ) Aadusauay 1 LLmaﬂﬂamammﬂan
ﬂammmmwmmﬁnm@Laﬂavmmmaaav 2.98 MATHHANAANADFENNNITH
mmumLLﬂJimew&JVL@wmIﬂmwmu 1 Ga@LLmaﬂm@&Jammﬂaﬂﬂamm@
souudmaEnanfiaEusosay 0.009 mmwammmmaumﬂammmmq
sn‘mmLaﬁmeﬂmmimwmmmaaav 1 LLmaiJaa@aammﬂamammmawm
SemneEnaningusosay 0.085 enugainga (eﬁamuaumﬁimamu
mmymawmwmewLammzmmawm@a\mmmaﬂanmammmma}ﬁaaa%)
AN usoeay 1 LLé’aqﬁﬁ@éyaﬁﬁnw&Jﬂﬁﬂﬂ@'mmmaamﬁimmmﬁﬂ%a@m
Souay 0.298

?J@LL%”%WL‘}N%IEI‘LI’]H’ﬁﬂ/ﬁllNQ’]’W%WEJT\@S\IG]GW@TOH%@l%d‘ﬂ%?@lﬂﬂ VL@LLﬂ
B\I’(i]']%%']&Iﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁ?@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬁﬂLﬁ‘a’&lﬂ'ﬁ?ﬂH maammmaumﬂuﬂum
WNLW@EI ONOF L%%i@’%']ﬂﬂ']@’)'mEI@%EJ%E]‘]JHG@@]E]T]@'W]N'IT’]T’YM 1 MIaLdIn
ﬂ??ﬂ?&l‘ﬂﬂ‘ﬂN‘]J‘JIﬂﬂ’iﬂﬂ’NNQWW%WB@@?W@W?DH%@] @%Q”ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬂ@@%?&lﬂﬁﬂ
ﬁﬁNC‘]ﬁW@L%ﬂW%L‘WN‘ﬂ% mmwmﬂ%mﬂmwmm&JLmafL‘waamwﬁaﬂ%mﬂau
Wﬁ?@%LWstJ%@HNN%HﬂW@m “18*

Y v

AR ST T TR e T N o N T B e g S T e EE Nt e s
wmwmamm@ﬂﬁwﬂﬁ mmiﬁﬁumiml,ﬂ%mmﬂm L% mﬂﬁﬂ'fma@ﬁua@
miﬂmu@ammamumy@mm M3 W raIunNns “av LLW%m’iQ@ﬂ‘JNULWQﬂﬁ
Tawaniiiasnnmesaasumaneludnuasivnly leﬂm?mw MDA
ﬁmn@Laﬂmmaummaslmaﬂm@ﬂammm@mmmmaﬂmmu(awaamﬂmmm
EJ@muaﬁmmaﬁwmmaanammmmw@mamm@LamLaummmmmuaﬁmm

@]BQWI‘?\IHMWJBGTWSS\I@]@WWD H%@]%G‘ﬂ%ﬁﬁmﬂ)
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3.1.2 — uuui1aol 2SLS dnsunduoalnsngudnaniussnn

G'ha&J'N'i'mmm@ﬂuﬂﬁmmméﬁ%ﬁqmsm I&un Toludmasaumuas dgg
mmnu/mmﬂeﬁ msﬁmﬂmisaﬂaw "1 NAMTUTENIWNITARLLLLIR
2SLS WU 103 eanE09edNsEANS A nsuusarsulsbaseaanndns
ﬂumwgaﬂﬂaﬂ w1 maam’m‘wuﬁmm Multicollinearity Glmmumaam
aealsfiony iv@mwnmw,t,wnaqﬁmmua ﬂmvww saxsUld 1iiasan eh VIF
uaarm 10 (Nenes G., et al., 2010; Golder, M. C@”Golder S, n.d. Uag Hua L. and Zhang, B.,
20006) HaueaI tym Multicollinearity # mmmmuﬂﬁaaivam GLuLmumaaau
waawamaLmaumuﬂiaﬁﬁmwmimaﬂmumw pansUle damsed 2

mswn 2 — 1amwanisnadauldyn Multicollinearity Voulluud1aay 2SLS vaanaumamsnaumua
ﬂ\lUSSf'In

BosmonUsaas: AYWHUNBVOURDIUSDES: VIF voumoIlsaas: InfurivaA VIF
InP $INVINFUSNUALINIUSSIN 5.813953 10
In Ads AlEdeTusndnSuNauRaIASNEURAINIUSSN 1.278772 10
FP ABUSIAMGUSINAKLIAWSINIU 1.808318 10
Rev sglavedyusina 2.932551 10
In SP SIMEuANAINUAU 3.424658 10

uaﬂmﬂu mzawmaammmm@maamaaLmumaammﬁwmvmmaim
I@amiwmﬂaumﬂmmmaau (Res1duals) snam,mumaamma Unlt Root Test
WU m@ammaamaummmammaﬂumvm (Stationary) mmmama
(Level Data without intercept and trend) I@&Jmammu&lm@mm ¢a1 0.05
e 0.10 (611919 %Elumﬂwmﬂ)
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NANITUTENIBAILLUA 8D 2SLS ﬂ?‘ﬁ'ﬁllﬂﬂ&l(ﬂﬂ']@'ﬁﬂH%@%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂiinﬂ

mmauLa H@@G@la‘l‘ﬂ%
InQ = -l114.161 +0.0176Rev -0.005FP
(-35.94)* (84.04)* (-33.78)*
+0.320In Ads  +11.31In SP -3.07InP
(90.70)* (69.51)* (-8.85)*
n =112 R?=99.8

Towdi

Rev =

Ads =
SP =

lmo)
1]

42

F- Statistic = 11491.00* Durbin - Watson Statistic = 1.89550

o v

(FERG t waslInEY wag * nanats Aded e 0.01)

6 A | 6o A
@‘]Ja\riﬂ (vaeenaUan) NRNOA AN INYUAUINILIIVN

ﬁd@%@ﬂdﬂﬂﬂ@ sﬁﬂmmumaa@ﬁ maﬂmmmawa@mm
AENNTIN (MPI) Lﬁ%@l’JLLﬁiV]GL“HLLVMiWH\lﬁﬂﬂawuﬂﬂ@ Hosan
KAV ayaTFan el T YY A SN, NPy (GDP)
Lﬂwﬁamaiwﬂma\na

VA o

i?ﬂ?%ﬁ\l%lﬂia SBN ‘Ni%ﬁi‘MﬁﬂS\I@]ﬂW(ﬂiD H%W%ﬂﬂﬂ‘]_liﬁ“/m NIy

U
a

1%@%%NU31§1@W34’]@%'1N%LS§9 waatluea LL'VI“HSW mumwﬁm‘wm

mmmmsmmnamamu L%@G?]']ﬂiﬂ&l%@]%ﬁﬂdlﬁﬁ’]ﬂ?ﬂﬂf}\l NG
UsenaumenaInman EJTH) Vldi%“/ﬂ“ﬁ%?&l%@ L“ﬁﬁLLa”%W&I%L‘U%”ﬁ%

ﬂﬂfﬁfm EJI%’JHMWHW%?UTW@ HANNIN El%(ﬂ%dﬂﬂ‘]ﬁ?i‘ﬂ n

TN El'ﬂaﬁﬁaN@@W@iﬂﬂ%@]%daLuﬂﬂi”’ﬁd@ﬁmLﬂ%ﬂ%@ﬁ’l@m’luﬂ%
vL@mmmammmmammmmswm mamaimmmmmmmam
AaAInEUdTIDINLTEasd Taun gaud 20153 wnlsian uetldn
N FBNG 5 U1q BN 118

NMNLUANNGNONIATOLUATHINILTINA



JOURNAL OF ECONOMICS—18/2

IWUNWA 2 — AAa1AIAGaU (Residual) vovgUauAgonv1aUanngunainsneusiunoussnn

Residual Plots for In QSD hat

Percent NORMAL PROBABILITY PLOT Residual VERSUS FITS
99.9 0.05 =
99 .. ,-""""' '.0:..0 ....
90 °® ‘. b s,
0.00 I? ° .'.V.'
50 A ° o o of o
. * & S
10 P -0.05 . b
o A e
-0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 5 6 7 8 9
Residual Fitted Value
Frequency HISTOGRAM Residual VERSUS ORDER
0.05
20
15 0.00
10
5 lll L N
0 .----
-0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 .0 0.0 0.04 1 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
Residual Observation Order

Lmewéfm%wumLa”é’m%waa’wwammmwﬁ 2 WEAI A L‘ﬁmh msnszaedn
P0IFNAAALAA DULBIULLIRD 2SLS mmunammmmaummmmﬁwmﬂu
LUUUNG (Normal d1str1but1on) ‘Nﬂa@ﬂaadﬂm Normality of residual GNL‘U‘LL
YoFNNG (assumption) Yanilarainsnaneedaduasnade (Ordinary Least
Square Regression: OLS)

#w¥1 Homoscedasticity #9usaaund (assumption) 3ndaniswasmanenat
L%@Lé’uaa'wdwg (Ordinary Least Square Regression: OLS) Lqumwﬁmmmu
PDILNUNINT 2 Laad Wiuinuudiansisdonadasfiudaaundi Wasan
m@m@maamlaaLmumaamvlmmmamwma&mmﬂufuu (no pattern)
U fitted value WONAINE, LNHMNETUINEIVDILNRMN 2 LAl
mmLLﬂiﬁmmaam@m@maaumﬂmyﬁﬂaqLLuumaammwmaNumuagiu
F395¥M319 -0.05 £14 0.05
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|
A A

NNUULNDI 1] L’iWVLWLIaﬂﬁﬂﬂ’ﬂﬁ\lﬁNW%‘ﬁﬁyﬁ’JNﬁQQ am@mm@ﬂ WNQ‘VIﬁ‘Wﬁ
G]@@‘L]’ﬁ@ﬂEJ@@?J']H‘]Jﬂﬂﬂ@&l@]ﬁ?@?ﬂ&l%@l%@ﬂﬂﬂii%ﬂ oradh mmmﬂamaamm
ﬁdUiiWﬂLWNﬂ%ﬁﬁ&lﬁ” 1 LL@’]a'ﬂﬂﬂﬂEla@“iﬂHﬂaﬁﬂaﬁ\l@la’]@imH%W%dﬂdﬂi?ﬂﬂ
AANRITDUAY 3.07 f]'li']@'ﬁﬂ&l%@]%dm%ﬂﬂﬁuﬁdﬂ \IL@ WA SaUM "?ja']i’.l L‘ﬁWI‘JLa‘Vl
LAUGAN “1av (ENLﬁ%ﬁ%@?‘ﬂ@LLV]%VL@ﬂWMT]_ﬁDEJ%G]%QﬂG‘LIiTVlﬂ) LWS\I?I‘L@EJEI@” 1
LLfﬂ’)a‘ﬂﬁdﬂHa(ﬂ“m&lﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂN@ﬂ?@iﬂﬂ%@]%ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁ LWN‘H%‘JQHG” 11.3 el
NﬁNﬁ@ﬂ?@@@]ﬂ?%ﬂiﬁN‘NLﬂ%@]’)LLﬂ?LLW%ﬁWH‘lﬁNU?IJW@LW&I?.I% 1 Q@LLG’J@’]JEN@
aamnUﬂaﬂﬁammmmmummmmswm”mmmaaav 0.0176 oNUSHNI MUY
TL']El‘l/l;@mﬂlliﬂH%W%GﬂdﬂiﬁﬂﬂLWN@']%T’Q'IHI@JHMWJ%ﬁE]EIﬂv 1 LLﬁ’JQﬂﬂO@EJE]@?I']EJ
‘]_]’dﬂﬂaN@]ﬂ?@’iﬂEJ%@]%QNQU??‘V]W%LWN%%’?@E@U 0.32 ﬂ?@‘ﬁ%’i?@?NUiIﬂ@‘ﬁ&l’J@
%WN%L"D’QLWﬂG (GNLﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬂiyﬂaﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂ‘iﬁiUiﬁH%@W%ﬂﬂﬂ‘u‘a‘?ﬂﬂ) L‘WS\I‘?J% 13
LLﬁ’Ja‘ﬂﬂdﬂEJEJWIHEJ‘]_JﬂﬂﬂﬂN@WﬂW@’iDH%@l%dﬂﬂ‘ﬂ’ii“ﬂﬂ?ﬂuﬁ@ﬁdﬁaﬂau 0.005
L‘WﬂNﬂ‘ﬂN’DQ8@7@@@@%%51@7%18\]%%&?\16@L‘]J%GI’JLL‘]J?LLW%’?W@']%']N%L%QL‘W&Q
amﬂuﬂumﬁﬁmamummmaMm'mmma%mmmmwn L%aﬂ’ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁ&l@]ﬂ?@%
‘ﬂi‘“ﬂa‘ll@’éEJSD’MET]EJTH:LL’ﬁ”’WﬂWH@lﬁﬁ%@ﬂ/ﬂfﬁ‘ﬂG%WN%LUH%%LL’Q‘“%WN%G\Lsﬁa

mauummﬂamammmmm‘m&mammmmw@mammwnVL@ LN Nﬁ]']‘ﬁ%'l&l
ﬂ’ﬁEL‘Viﬂ’)']NﬁﬁﬂmﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁLﬁiNﬂWi‘mﬁ L%@QQW‘H‘J@H%@]Lﬁ%ﬂ%@WWS\ILWQH A9y
L‘Vi%i@ﬂ?ﬂ@']ﬂ’ﬂ&l&l@%EJ%Q‘L]HG@@]B?W@'MNW‘ITWW 1 ﬂ?‘a‘ﬂ\'il,ﬂié\lﬂﬁ'i“m&l%ﬂ%
NU?Iﬂﬂiﬁﬂ’J']NQWW%WB&@?W@W?QH%@] am”aawai‘waamwﬂaﬂﬂamm@mam
LWS\IGIJ“H) mmwmm%mﬂ%wmvmmmﬂ‘maamnaﬂammﬁaumm@mwmu
E)EJNS\I%EJE‘T']@E]_IU “18*
LL@mWNQTWLH&JGIHEﬁ?ﬂH%@V]dﬂﬂN@]ﬂ?@iﬂ&l%@]%d%%’]@mﬂLLﬁuiﬂﬂu@]ﬁﬂﬂdﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂ
LLﬁ’JNT’N‘WH{]Elﬂ’ﬁf’&@ﬂ'ﬁiﬂlll]’iyﬁ\ﬂMﬂ']’iIQJHMWGL%ﬂﬁ_IﬂaN@lﬁ?@iﬂ&l%@l%dﬂﬁﬂiiﬂﬂ
mﬂmwﬂmwmwaaﬁaammmmmumuwumLaﬁ Luawm NNLUUIIRDY
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%aﬂ"ﬂ'm% NT’U']‘WHHHVI‘?.I']Hiﬂﬂ%@]%dﬂ@dﬂﬂ&l@mﬁ@@ﬁﬂﬁﬁ’) ATAFITUUTENIL
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%Gﬂﬂlﬁ?ﬂﬂ @GQ”LWWKLGWWTW@”IWNNEl@‘ViEl%a‘]_]ﬂdﬂ(ﬂEJTI@W‘IJE‘JGTW&SJ@]&W@?E‘IEM@]%Q
5I.|‘1/H®LﬂﬂLLa”ﬂaNWﬁW@?ﬂH%@%GﬂQUi?VIﬂ%GN@WL‘Vl']ﬂ‘i_l -3.37 1Ay -3.07 §NNA9L

3.2 — 0an1sitAs1ziA181uUi1aad SARIMA
3.2.1 — uuui1a9a SARIMA &nSunmiswoinsindunalasnsudidguinidn

WA 3 L,Lamsnamaummnamaaaa@myﬂammammﬁnmmaﬂ (QPB)
eﬁmamﬁimawaammmmmawamimﬁﬁﬂaa wnaltiy (Trend) ngNa
(Seasonality) e mmmimw@ﬂﬂm (Irregular) i) mﬂsﬁaﬂwmamawﬂmu
wamkumﬂmmmimamﬂuﬂsvmﬁmﬂum’;vm 11 {aN 2554 aamnmjan
mmeﬂuﬂ%mﬂ% aa@mmﬂmmﬂqmmmmﬂivmﬂi‘w&1 1 2554 18 uaﬂmﬂu
Luawmimmammmmumw Histogram, ACF Wag PACF (LLN%J‘H‘W“V] 4-5)
mwmmimmﬂmuaqulmw AUNTHINGINGT mm:fmvvl,ma (Non-stationary)
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IWUNWA 3 — BUNSLINABIBEAVIBUANNEUAAIASOBURTIVLIAIEN

o5 Time Series Plots of QPB
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IUNWA 4 — Histogram voygoAvIeUanNduAaIASNEUATVURAIGN

Histogram of QPB
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IIhlunun 5 — Autocorrelatlon na: Partial Autocorrelation Function va\lounsuma‘laaﬂﬁﬂUan
naunamsnaunuavmman (QPB)

Autocorrelation Function for QPB Partial Autocorrelation Function for QPB
(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations) (with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)
Autocorrelation Partial Autocorrelation
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IwunWi 6 — aunsumawauman’maunun 1 (1 - Difference time series) Va\lounSUI:)a'lalJa\lFl
EJEJﬂV'IEJlJannaUma'msnﬂumu\lvumlan
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IWUNTWA 7 — Autocorrelation function vouieyauasiuiun 1 vevaunsuioa1 QPB

Autocorrelation Function for QPB 1% Diff

(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations)
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1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0
-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8
-1.0

Lag
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ﬁaﬂﬂ%mﬂﬁua@ﬂammmmwmuwmmaﬂ Ao NN UNNTIANTDIYNT
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Fumeugaddinauniiil a9 lag 24 1Nu2auULYe (boundary) MLLNumww 8

IUNWi 8 — Partial Autocorrelation function vouVoyawasingiuf 1 vovaunsuioan QPB

Partial Autocorrelation Function for QPB 1% Diff

(with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)

Partial Autocorrelation
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AN Ina ma&mmamwmwmmmaiﬁuaqLL‘UUQWﬂ@@I@&JﬂﬁWQﬁW
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IWUNWA 9 — AiraAIRdou (Residual) voumswensnigUadsenvieUanngunannsngustovunnian

Residual Plots for QPB
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||p1unwwﬁ' 10 — ACF lla= PACF vourna1nindauvedmswensnigUasdgonviguanngunanasngusi
tvuUIRIEN
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(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations) (with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)
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dnumswennanigean (&Jamnaﬂﬁﬂ)ELumjmmmamﬁﬁwmmﬁﬂ ATt
emsFosiuSatay 95 Tuseniegrafaunnumen 2556 fafausunay 2557
PI8uUUA1899 SARIMA (2,1,2)x(1,1,0),, | ENadNEdIenTed 3 uay
WU 11

s 3 —wamswennsnigUavd (geviedan) lundunatasneustovinaiEnsosiuuiiaed SARIMA
(2,1,2)x(1,1,0),, (W.A. 56 — §.A. 57)

Ifou $9d19a1 Awgnsni Lower Upper Actual %\Variance
May2013 113 28385.6 21504.8 35266.4 32787.0 +15.51%
Jun2013 114 34290.6 25916.6 42664.6 31028.0 -9.52%
Jul2013 115 34031.4 24706.5 43356.4 30286.0 -11.01%
Aug2013 116 36119.0 25744.0 46494.0 33000.0 -8.64%
Sept2013 117 38279.5 26519.0 50040.0 30798.0 -19.55%
Oct2013 118 26457.6 13003.5 39911.8 26876.0 +1.59%
Nov2013 119 21685.2 6423.6 36946.8 28625.0 +32.01%
Dec2013 120 27404.9 10423.4 44386.4 29888.0 +9.06%
Jan2014 121 28394.0 9892.6 46895.5 15580.0 -45.13%
Feb2014 122 32143.6 12340.7 51946.5 18062.0 -43.81%
Mar2014 123 37658.1 16733.2 58583.0 21267.0 -43.53%
Apr2014 124 35574.5 13648.7 57500.3 17881.0 -49.74%
May2014 125 42255.2 19077.5 65432.9 17775.0 -57.94%
Jun2014 126 45016.7 20742.4 69291.1 20774.0 -53.86%
Jul2014 127 48443.4 23126.0 73760.7 18389.0 -62.04%
Aug2014 128 48731.9 22369.3 75094.6 18399.0 -62.25%
Sept2014 129 53176.8 25749.6 80604.1 n.a. n.a.
Oct2014 130 55469.4 26968.5 83970.3 n.a. n.a.
Nov2014 131 55771.9 26210.3 85333.5 n.a. n.a.
Dec2014 132 51990.9 21401.7 82580.1 n.a. n.a.

KUEInR: goAv1eUanvandusneusitiovAIdNaINa0lUsoUgonVIeUaNVaIsnausaousUsTo lassnausladu dais
nu1: Us=uituwamswanstisioglusinsy Minitab 1ng 1ISUAUWEINSING0I0a7N 112 tu SzAUAUIGaUN 95%
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IWUNWA 11 — Awensad lagouaouideludnSuaUad (semvieuan) lungunannsneustovuaidn

Time Series Plot for QPB
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Dafaungemean 2557 Fafutronon auesneNNEILWAE (s7.) 14N
quannaizeuiaslulsznelne Sudanansznudamsdhiomesy uazaa
mammaammwmmkuﬂm auamﬁﬁvaamsmaﬂwamaaNuﬂmmmu
ﬂ@mammnanv[mmmmﬂu

3.2.2 — uuui1a93 ARIMA &HSUMISWEINSINduna10sngudiaNussnn

ﬁ?%?ﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂi?ﬂLLUUﬂWaa\‘l ARIMA VIL‘VTNW”ﬂNﬂ?W?UﬂﬁNWﬂ?@?ﬂ 8%@]%&ﬂﬂﬂiﬁ‘ﬂﬂ
D\I’J’Q EILiS\IG]%’Q’]ﬂﬁ']iW’miM']@’J’]N Nummawamaaa@m yansn H%@l%ﬂﬂ@ﬂiﬁ%ﬂ
@dLLﬁ@GGL%LLN%ﬂ'IWVl 12

o B

II&IUﬂ']WFI 12 — aunsu|oa'|va\woﬂvaannauma'|msnaumuunaussnn (QSD)

05D Time Series Plot for QSD
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wazmamIniAnUNG (Iregular) uwsiasdidsznaungmamaaadamu wenanit
A33ufewudn Sample ACF 209 QSD lallfanasathnasqilugtuuuaas
Exponential 19 Lag Wan¢| na1aia e ACF @amamaqamaﬂmﬂ Waen ACF
7l lag = 1 fiudeny wosdendilndides 1 uananil e PACF # lag = 1 leh
Indidns 1 Gousacluumunmd 13) dotu fasedlédorlwdasdun

aUNINLIAT QSD maﬂwmvimua (Nonstationary)
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Iwunwi 13 — ACF lia= PACF vavaunsunavesgonvisUanndunainsneusitunaussnn (QSD)

Autocorrelation Function for QSD Partial Autocorrelation Function for QSD
(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations) (with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)
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NNUNINA 14 AL TeR ﬂnamwamwm 1 9899%N9N QSD Algsinng
ma@aa@ﬂimammﬂuu (Trend) a7 muamﬂsmawmmwaaﬂumma
(Seasonality) nande lwdounnmaxvasusasd mammﬂammmmmmmwm
ava@aammwaamnm@mﬂuﬁmmmmﬂﬂawm amaﬂumaumﬁmm
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ELHL@a%NuW@N‘L] b mnui‘mmvwm@ﬂ ARV El‘ﬂaﬂ“ﬂa\‘mﬁ mamﬂumaumm )R
H%aenNLane aﬂaﬂmadﬂamamﬂumaummﬂmm TeTal)
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LL%’JI%N (Trend) @x‘i%% LUDANEDY ARIMA QﬂLﬂ%LLUUQWaQGWL%NW”ﬂNﬂU
miwmmmaammﬂaﬂfﬂaaﬂqmmmaaummmmsnﬂ

II[:JUﬂ'lWﬂ 14 — VOU&U&FI'NE)UFIUI’I 1 (1St Difference time series) VO\]OUﬂSUIOEI']OU?I\]FIEJOF]V'IEJUaﬂ
naunamsnaunu\ln\lussnn (QSD)
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||wumwn 15 — ACF laz PACF Vouwasvun 1 vo\launsuloa'l0lJa\lnaonvwdannaunamsnaunu\l
n\lussnn (QSD)

Autocorrelation Function for QSD 1+ Diff Partial Autocorrelation Function for QSD 1+ Diff
(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations) (with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)
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INNeEEuTINa msaa%maaaﬂiu@mﬁmmeﬁﬂaumumaaa loums
NN uamﬂmmmmammvawmaaLmavmuﬂi I@mwmsmmﬂm p - value
W32 t - test YDILLUI1ADS) WEDNTIATIEOLIIFIAMIAIAAaY (Residuals)
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NAMVAABITINGN (WM 16 - 17) LLa@wﬂmwmumumaaa ARIMA (1,1,1)
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IWUNWA 16 — AAaNAIRGoU (Residual) voumswennsnigUavdgenviauanndunanasneusitunoussnn

Residual Plots for QSD
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(with 5% significance limits for the autocorrelations) (with 5% significance limits for the partial autocorrelations)
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ASWA 4 — waniswensnigUavd (gamvieUan) Tundunaiasneustnvussnndoeiiuudraoy
ARIMA(1,1,1) (W.A. 56 — 8.A. 57)

Ifau $ovioan Awensnd Lower Upper Actual %Variance
May2013 149 4694.86 3502.99 5886.72 4536.00 -3.39%
Jun2013 150 4683.13 3153.25 6213.01 3656.00 -21.94%
Jul2013 151 4679.80 2966.39 6393.21 4336.00 -7.35%
Aug2013 152 4683.23 2861.02 6505.45 3691.00 -21.19%
Sept2013 153 4692.13 2803.03 6581.23 3823.00 -18.53%
0ct2013 154 4705.43 2774.47 6636.39 3654.00 -22.35%
Nov2013 155 4722.28 2764.89 6679.67 5357.00 +13.44%
Dec2013 156 4741.99 2767.85 6716.13 7900.00 +66.60%
Jan2014 157 4764.00 2779.24 6748.77 4552.00 -4.45%
Feb2014 158 4787.88 2796.40 6779.37 4467.00 -6.71%
Mar2014 159 4813.26 2817.54 6808.98 5032.00 +4.55%
Apr2014 160 4839.85 2841.47 6838.22 4091.00 -15.48%
May2014 161 4867.41 2867.39 6867.43 4122.00 -15.32%
Jun2014 162 4895.76 2894.73 6896.79 3920.00 -19.93%
Jul2014 163 4924.74 2923.10 6926.38 3432.00 -30.38%
Aug2014 164 4954.23 2952.24 6956.23 3680.00 -25.72%
Sept2014 165 4984.14 2981.93 6986.35 n.a. n.a.
Oct2014 166 5014.38 3012.06 7016.70 n.a. n.a.
Nov2014 167 5044.89 3042.51 7047.26 n.a. n.a.
Dec2014 168 5075.61 3073.20 7078.01 n.a. n.a.

Au: Us=unnuwamswannsnigioslusinsy Minitab [ng ISUSUWENNSNINGII0AR 149 ru s:AUAUITOIUR 95%

GJ’mD\Iﬂﬂ’]‘JWHWﬁ‘Sm D\I’J’QEJ‘W‘U’N uanmﬂm@mml,ﬂﬁﬂsamadmamiwmmm
aﬂmmmau@]hﬂamaﬁmaummmmwmqmm@ammaaﬂmmuw
ﬂEJWIJNﬂGLLa’J @ﬂﬂﬂ@?ﬂ&l%@ﬂ%ﬂﬂ&l%@ﬁﬁﬂH%@]%Gﬂd‘ﬂii‘ﬂﬂ&lLL%’JI%&I?IBGTW??LQ?DJ
L@]UI@W@HN@]@L%@G LL@]ﬂﬁUN@@ﬂﬂTﬁ"ﬂHWEIGI’JGI.IB\?@‘]JEN@GL%TW&N%%@Hﬂ’ﬂa(ﬂ'ﬂ
L@H’)ﬂ%i%ﬂﬂﬁd@]ﬂ?@ﬁﬂﬁ%@]%ﬂ?l%?@Laﬂ L%aﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁﬂé\l(ﬂﬂ?@?ﬂH%@]%G%%W@Laﬂ
VL@TLIN?S@’M?W%IEJ‘U’]Hiﬂ&l%@]‘ﬂ’ﬁ”'ﬁH@Wﬁ@@’]%&ﬂ@]ﬁﬁ?%ﬂ’ma (Eco-car policy)
mﬂsa‘ma "INGL%LWﬁLLﬁﬂ %ﬁﬁ%LﬂuNNﬂ@]LLa”Q’M%’]Hﬁ&lLLSﬂ“ﬂ@diD&l%@]ﬂi”ﬁH@
W@N']%&I']@ﬁﬁ']%ﬁ']ﬂﬂLLauLiNQ'I%%']EIiﬂEJ%G]%ﬂﬂ% Q\I'ﬁ‘ﬁ T LADUWIAN W.61. 2553
LLﬁ&GL%‘]_] 2556 @mzﬁgmummmmLﬂmuﬂmmmwmﬁﬂmmmmWﬂﬂad
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Yosuletneii AIUMINULARUNTAIVUNNAULNITNMIRIFINANTAM L (BOI)
AU 31 AAN N, 1. 2557 LLammywwmum@’mmUu@ﬂivwamwaamummam
NATTIUENG mw 2 a%mmmﬂuﬂ 2558 4ana N LLH’JIHNiW@WHEIﬂaﬂ
umwﬁamaﬂuﬂiumﬂ%amaélmu@maa RGN muﬂmwumwmsmﬁmmm
iu‘mmmmﬁmaﬂsv‘wmmiﬂﬁmElmmum{[ﬁmmmmmw TINDIFHNTTOUY
gUnIiImILeNNEZAIN LaTANNANAITUTITD aumﬁivwmwammmmﬁm
mﬂammimauauaammmaamwaawuf[mvl,muﬂw

nwunwil 18 — odmswennsnigUavdgenvigUanngunainsnaustiuiuussnn

Time Series Plot for QSD

(with forecasts and their 95% confidence limits)
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8,000
7,000
6,000

5,000

4,000 "VL
(]

3,000

2,000 /\/\\/’\/-

1,000

L‘H@ﬂ’mﬂﬂaN@ﬁ?@iﬁ&l%@]%ﬂ“ﬂ%’]@LaﬂLLauﬂaNWﬁW@iﬂ H‘Vo(ﬂ

4 mmmawﬁmaaa@mm’;mumvmmia HAY 38 209880
u Ernaﬁamamaaimamﬂuﬂivmﬂ%a mamﬂ 2556) muu
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A v Ay

muu maamamummummummaﬂuam@m Ao MIELULIIBBINS
'WmmmaﬂmﬁmﬂmﬂmmmLmumwnw 1AEMIES UL ADINEN KA
(Hybrid) 3£n3190U11a89 ARIMA ﬁULmeﬁaﬁywﬂssmﬂg (Artificial Intelli-
gence: Al) 16un w3aa1esz1Ltlsvan (Neural Network) Y18+ eraazidinleaina
ASufiRetasumsihunanraaeEon muwﬂivﬁm (Neural Network Model)
maimLmumaaqmmumiw&nmmaﬁam $lasanuuusaasfisannann
Lm@@umawawﬁivmi lun dszmisusn uuudiaasesadnasyulsyam
L‘]J%Lmamamm‘ummmevwﬁﬂauaamwnm sl uasninaninismems
aamam I@ﬂ’wmmwmw wAan3IadesEuUlsEaEm F3NT0T2Y UATA1RD9
ﬂqwmauwuﬁLLuu”MLmLmLau (Nonlinear Relationships) GL‘HRJE]S\I@VL@ I@EJN’J?]&I
I dasrinuadaanudin mammmmmmuuuﬂﬂm (normal distribution)
mavlmaﬂm amwu@im E‘J%Lﬂ EJ’m‘]J@’m\Im%LiJ% (prior probability specifica-
tlon) muu mza SuEaNTOIANS LS ma@mamm (attribute) Smel,uLmumaaq
%VL@ (Wong BE., et al., 1997 4o Gutierrez RS., et al., 2007) ﬂ‘i«ﬂ’]‘i“ﬂﬁ@ﬂ HIERGRN
l,mamm“uuﬂsvmwimumsaaﬂLLuumsL‘mmmimLﬁ&lmmmamwuﬁsvmm
G]’JLLﬁﬁaﬂﬁuLLau@]’DLLﬂi@ﬂN\l@] LNaLmumammmmamMNL‘WNL@N (Gutierrez RS.,
et al., 2007) Uszmsfisny Lmumaaqmaam&muuﬂivmmmﬁaﬁﬁu&;ﬂ@ﬂ,ﬂ@@
AULAUNMN9INA (Wong BE, et al., 1997) %aﬂmujmﬁﬁﬁaﬁé’ﬁwmgLva[%Imqﬂ%N
%%aﬁiﬂiﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁu (Unstructured/Semi - Structure Decision Analysis)
At mawwmnmmh LU LLavmmvl,umumwnawam Tneumasisnamg
mm@m@maauamﬂum mmmmwaﬂa\l LUHETh Vme mwﬂmamm (incom-
pleteness) mmmmma (ambiguity) mmmm@maamaﬁum (systematic
errors) mm@ammaammum (random errors) Lag mﬂwmmwa (reason-
ing) LarANNWITLUD \i\long BK. Ua¥AMe (7997) WU NUIALHIINNI 80%
(NI U Tei) ﬁﬂmmiﬁizqﬂmﬂ%uwsﬁmaaL@%aﬂﬂwmgwﬁizmw
dwsumengidamsuy Slassadevdadlaseaeu9din (Unstructured/
Semi - Structured Decision Analysis)

%E]ﬂﬁ]'m’]‘ﬁﬂ']iﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ'] Wan ma gLaua LL‘%:L‘MG']‘LL’)Q 81%@%?@@]&37\7 LUUIADY

WHWﬂim&ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂ mmmmmﬁi”mmm EL%‘]J?“L%@TVLWHVL@LLTW ﬂﬂ N@Wﬂ?@iﬂﬁ%@]
%G?.I%’]@ﬂﬂﬁ ﬂ@ﬁi@]ﬁ?@iﬂﬂ%@l&%ﬂﬂﬁgﬂﬂﬁ “18%
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nAduIn

MSW N — Waawsnsnsa9dounWTN (Stationary) vavaunsualguavAganvigUannaunain
SNYUALNVUIRIAN G9838 Unit root test

Null hypothesis: QPB has a unit root.

Lag Length: 13 (Automatic based on AIC, MAXLAG=13)

P-value
of ADF test
NS statistic  AN5UNY Result
Unit Root Test at level 0.9989 A1 p-value voJ ADF test ounsuloa1vey QPB Glidu
with intercept Statistic > 0.10 fuUU IS Stationary Ns:AUUTBEANY
Unit Root Test at level 0.9928 8u0||1hoyggthe?z)s1n()3:mUUU31ﬂ[y 0.010.051a=0.10
with intercept and trend 010.051a: 0.
Unit Root Test at level 0.9960
without intercept
and trend
Unit Root Test at 1" 0.0000 A1 p-value voJ ADF test aunsunavoy 1°-difference
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 fUU 1s7Jnias QP8 uilu Stationary
Unit Root Test at 1% 0.0000 8u0||1hgggthe»s&n;:ﬂuuaﬁmm nssbz)u1u0831ﬂty 0.010.05
Difference with intercept 100518 0. la= 0.
and trend
Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0000
Difference without
intercept and trend
Unit Root Test at 2" 0.0017 A1 p-value voJ ADF test aunsuawey 2 difference
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 U ISW7IEs QPB Tunsruliilu Stationary
null hypothesis Rs:AudgdAry  Ns=audgdIY 0.01 0.05
0.01 0.051a: 0.10 lla= 0.10
Unit Root Test at 2" 0.0163 A1 p-value voJ ADF test aunsuIavay 2 difference
Difference with intercept Statistic > 0.01 ftu I1(Uias  QPB Tunscttilu Stationary
and trend null hypothesis Rs:AUdYEALY Ns:AUdgdAY 0.05 1= 0.10
0.01 1I5iFi1 p-value voJ ADF test
Statistic < 0.05 U ISU7IES
null hypothesis AszAUdYAANY
0.051a: 0.10
Unit Root Test at 2" 0.0001 A1 p-value VoJ ADF test aunsuivavoy 2 difference

Difference without
intercept and trend

Statistic < 0.01 AU ISIUFIES
null hypothesis As:AUdYAALY
0.01 0.051a: 0.10

QP8 funscididu Stationary
Ns:Aulgd1Ay 0.01 0.05
lla= 0.10
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ASW V — Waawsvaduug1aad SARIMA(2,1,2)x(1,1,0):, a"ﬂh's'una:uma'msnausiﬁ\wmﬂlﬁn

Estimates at each iteration

Iteration

W o Ul WN R O

O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

SSE
2507736287
2178269797
2064932814
2042863408
2029374311
2016231777
2002003430
1984503679
1959327417
1916387818
1836564757
1683149302
1465879776
1319929948
1237671657
1221915564
1221252203
1221238606
1221238508

0.100 0.100
0.092 0.096
0.094 -0.054
0.242 -0.122
0.391 -0.191
0.540 -0.261
0.688 -0.334
0.836 -0.411
0.984 -0.498
1.129 -0.604
1.271 -0.726
1.402 -0.823
1.471 -0.820
1.403 -0.751
1.331 -0.667
1.283 -0.610
1.288 -0.621
1.287 -0.621
1.287 -0.621

Parameters
0.100 0.100
-0.050 0.108
-0.107 0.117
-0.119 0.267
-0.125 0.417
-0.132 0.567
-0.139 0.717
-0.148 0.867
-0.160 1.017
-0.182 1.167
-0.223 1.317
-0.307 1.467
-0.457 1.583
-0.607 1.575
-0.757 1.580
-0.841 1.587
-0.846 1.594
-0.847 1.594
-0.847 1.593

Relative change in each estimate less than 0.0010

* WARNING * Back forecasts not dying out rapidly

Back forecasts (after differencing)

Lag -85
Lag -79
Lag -73
Lag =67
Lag -61
Lag =55
Lag -49
Lag -43
Lag =37
Lag =31
Lag -25
Lag -19
Lag -13
Lag -7
Lag -1

-80 -221.394 -116.700
-74 -16.595 98.995
-68 389.648 266.088
-62 147.943 11.523
-56 -331.508 -185.682
-50 -46.247 114.758
-44 519.605 347.500
-38 182.939 -7.079
-32 -484.892 -281.774
-26 -87.518 136.740
-20 700.532 460.869
-14 231.813 -33.232
-8 -697.880 -413.380
-2 -151.982 155.612
0 990.881 663.543

373.397
243.482
-312.329
-159.002
496.970
316.012
-458.171
-244.600
669.086
417.045
-661.227
-364.543
912.407
544.655

164.443
-54.845
-65.720
193.086
205.920
-99.524
-114.672
245.818
263.692
-161.787
-182.631
318.182
347.984
-256.791

0.100 =-127.519
0.104 -84.986
-0.043 -84.264
-0.113 -74.441
-0.186 -66.211
-0.260 -58.494
-0.337 -51.185
-0.419 -44.263
-0.511 -37.887
-0.624 -32.116
-0.756 -25.205
-0.875 -11.588
-0.928 7.634
-0.922 23.068
-0.913 33.183
-0.909 35.608
-0.918 36.278
-0.918 36.265
-0.918 36.268
-658.622 174.285
306.198 -142.974
905.668 -77.335
-233.021 297.097
-940.519 219.629
403.370 -222.278
1238.364 -130.850
-347.703 390.689
-1333.161 282.810
538.648 -332.839
1702.102 -205.073
-508.549 520.510
-1877.914 369.123
731.042 -465.270
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Back forecast residuals

Lag -85 - -80 -177.830 -201.206 -54.054
Lag -79 - -74 68.289 105.624 129.948
Lag -73 - -68 3.766 -0.264 -125.909
Lag =-67 - -62 107.243 45.398 -54.731
Lag -61 - -56 -149.933 -100.895 120.819
Lag -55 - -50 -30.708 -10.401 45.442
Lag -49 - -44 126.753 117.752 -98.641
Lag -43 - -38 50.791 -11.595 -105.019
Lag -37 - -32 -140.443 -104.074 163.630
Lag -31 - -26 -81.672 -21.918 87.138
Lag -25 - -20 191.230 152.837 -168.610
Lag -19 - -14 73.159 4.027 -116.666
Lag -13 - -8 -207.221 -164.721 208.244
Lag -7 - -2 -106.087 -27.481 116.583
Lag -1 - 0 305.070 272.086

Final Estimates of Parameters

Type Coef SE Coef T P
AR 1 1.2871 0.1573 8.18 0.000
AR 2 -0.6206 0.1176 -5.27 0.000
SAR 12 -0.8473 0.1082 -7.83 0.000
MA 1 1.5935 0.1136 14.02 0.000
MA 2 -0.9175 0.0706 =-13.00 0.000
Constant 36.3 111.4 0.33 0.745

Differencing: 1 regular, 1 seasonal of order 12

Original series 118, after differencing 105
1219635299 (backforecasts excluded)

= 99

Number of observations:
Residuals: SS =

MS = 12319548 DF

-16.664
18.082
-64.498
-20.201
124.716
-46.296
-75.941
-5.344
132.841
-19.696
-145.160
20.893
172.495
-36.844

Modified Box-Pierce (Ljung-Box) Chi-Square statistic

Lag 12 24 36
Chi-Square 6.4 19.2 26.5
DF 6 18 30
P-Value 0.375 0.380 0.650
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48
31.6
42

0.878

-162.611
52.943
231.859
-151.171
-170.717
84.222
274.691
-147.833
-298.642
166.778
348.596
-188.108
-418.361
228.032

67.694
-98.860
60.985
-25.693
47.448
-55.416
-4.714
43.259
6.635
-39.488
-24.597
62.814
14.893
-41.705
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ASW A — WAadWSNISMsI9AOUAILTN (Stationary) veveunsuidatgUaihgeaviaUanndunain

SnBUALNTYUSSNNADETS Unit root test
Null Hypothesis: QSD has a unit root.
Lag Length: 3 (Automatic based on AIC, MAXLAG=13)

P-value
of ADF test
nstl statistic  A195UNY Result
Unit Root Test at level 0.6850 A1 p-value vou ADF test aunsuIdavey ASD
with intercept Statistic > 0.10 Avdu IsMUUIEs  Tunsritiluidu Stationary
null hypothesis As:AudgdAry  Ns=AududIAnY 0.01 0.05
0.01 0.051a: 0.10 lla= 0.10
Unit Root Test at level 0.0125  f1 p-value vou ADF test aunsuIdavey ASD
with intercept and trend Statistic > 0.01 fvdu IsMUUAIEs  Tunsridiilu Stationary
null hypothesis NiszautiodAry  Ns=autodAy 0.01
0.01 IFlaunsuga1vay QSD U
i0u Stationary
NszAudgdnry 0.05 la: 0.10
Unit Root Test at level 0.7061 A1 p-value voJ ADF test aunsuIvavay ASD
without intercept Statistic > 0.10 AvUU IMUUIAS Tunsm‘ﬂlu'lflu Stationary
and trend null hypothesis AszaududAny  As=AudgdATY 0.01 0.05
0.01 0.051a: 0.10 lla= 0.10
Unit Root Test at 1" 0.0000 A1 p-value vou ADF test UNSUIIAVoY
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 U ISUAIES 1°-difference QSD
Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0000 8“0”1 %yggme_s'os 1”05:”]“”89”“@ T}”js_m‘f'uou _Stagoo’:agy%
Difference with intercept 010.05 13- 0. ﬂS:%U1UOEJa’m[y .010.
and trend 0.
Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0000
Difference without
intercept and trend
Unit Root Test at 2" 0.0000 A1 p-value voJ ADF test UNSWIIAVOY
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 flU 1IS1U7IES 2" difference QSD
Unit Root Test at 2 0.0000 8“0”1 %yggme?&”;:“”““m”w funsdithlu _Stagoor:agy%
Difference with intercept 0100518 0. ns:%U1anmﬂry T
and trend a=0.
Unit Root Test at 2" 0.0000

Difference without
intercept and trend
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MSN ¥ — waawsvauiuud1asy ARIMA(1,1,1) dmSundunatnsneustunoussnn

Estimates at each iteration
Iteration SSE Parameters
0 61712266 0.100 0.100 20.831
1 60993954 0.053 0.147 21.932
2 60571395 0.202 0.297 18.501
3 60107945 0.350 0.447 15.111
4 59641445 0.495 0.597 11.810
5 59105929 0.629 0.747 8.893
6 58610562 0.635 0.814 9.497
7 58531989 0.680 0.852 8.734
8 58279429 0.741 0.903 7.500
9 57309396 0.817 0.968 5.778
10 56455917 0.820 0.990 5.601
11 56149241 0.822 1.002 5.461
12 55848474 0.810 1.002 6.022
13 55846077 0.806 1.002 6.132
14 55846071 0.806 1.002 6.125

Relative change in each estimate less than 0.0010

Final Estimates of Parameters

Type Coef SE Coef T P

AR 1 0.8063 0.0495 16.30 0.000

MA 1 1.0016 0.0004 2529.28 0.000

Constant 6.1249 0.4511 13.58 0.000

Differencing: 1 regular difference

Number of observations: Original series 155, after differencing 154
Residuals: SS = 55814252 (backforecasts excluded)

MS = 369631 DF = 151

Modified Box-Pierce (Ljung-Box) Chi-Square statistic

Lag 12 24 36 48
Chi-Square 17.7 30.0 45.2 61.6
DF 9 21 33 45
P-Value 0.038 0.092 0.077 0.051
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MISW 9 — maéwémsmsqoaounmuﬁ'\] (Stationary) VourAaAIAgaU (Residual) vediuudiaoy
2SLS VoundunaInsnauAlivUInIANA9E3S Unit root test
Null hypothesis: Residual has a unit root.

Lag Length: 11 (Automatic based on SIC, MAXLAG=12)

P-value
of ADF test

nstl statistic  A195UNY Result

Unit Root Test at level 0.9417 A1 p-value vou ADF test Ana1nIAdau (Residual)

with intercept Statistic > 0.10 Avuu 1ITUURIES  vodnuudaoy 2SLS

Unit Root Test at level 09990 Null hypothesis As=AudydAny vadna;uvlaw_ﬁlsnauﬁqd

with intercept and trend 0.01 0.05 3= 0.10 \Lmﬁjlapu;[ULLJu Stationary
ns=putigdAry 0.01 0.05

Unit Root Test at level 0.4946 1a: 0.10

without intercept

and trend

Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0006 A1 p-value Vo ADF test waraAUR 1

Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 U ISW7IES (1°-difference)

Unit Root Test at 1° 00007 Nl hypothesis ns=aulgdrnny vouﬁwmqwmnéou

Difference with intercept 0.01 0.0513= 0.10 VOUILUTNadY QSLS’_I

and trend VoINAUAAINSOBUALY
vunianidu Stationary

Unit Root Test at 1° 0.0000 Rs:AUlgdAny 0.01 0.05

Difference without 1a: 0.10

intercept and trend

Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000  F1 p-value vou ADF test WaruaauR 2

Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 U ISW7IES (2" difference)

Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000  null hypothesis NszAulgdATY va\lmﬂzjmmﬁau

Difference with intercept 0.01 0.05 la= 0.10 VoUILUIA0 ZSLS,_l

and trend VOINGUATASOSUALY
vuaidnitu Stationary

Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000 Rs=AulgdAny 0.01 0.05

Difference without
intercept and trend

lla= 0.10
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MISW 2 — uaa‘ws’msmsgoqaunmuﬁ\l (Stationary) VourAaAIAGaU (Residual) vovnuudnaay
2SLS vounaunaInsngumNiUSsNNAILIS Unit root test
Null hypothesis: Residual has a unit root.

Lag Length: 12 (Automatic based on SIC, MAXLAG=12)

P-value
of ADF test
nstl statistic  A195UNY Result
Unit Root Test 0.0787  0.05 < A1 p-value VoJ ADF test ARanindou (Residual)
at level with intercept Statistic < 0.10 fuUU ISWAIES  vouluugiaod 2SLS
null hypothesis NS=AUUBEATY  VOINAUAAIASNDUFL
0.10 fluussnntiidu Stationary
nszAulgdAry 0.10
Unit Root Test at level 0.4065 A1 p-value voJ ADF test Fi’lﬂa’lﬂlﬂélou“(Residual)
with intercept and trend Statistic > 0.10 fUU ISAMUUAIEs  venuudaavtivilu
null hypothesis Ns:AulgdAry  Stationary Ns:=AuUUgdATY
0.01 0.051a:0.10 0.01 0.051a= 0.10
Unit Root Test at level 0.0107  0.01 < A1 p-value VoJ ADF test mﬂamlﬂﬁouv(Residual)
without intercept Statistic < 0.05 fUU ISW7IES v'o\luuuv"waauﬂlﬂu Stationary
and trend null hypothesis AszAudgdAny  Ns=AUTIEIATY 0.05 N1a: 0.10
0.051a: 0.10
Unit Root Test at 1" 0.0144  0.01 < A1 p-value voy ADF test  WasiugAun 1 (1°- difference)
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.05 fUU ISWAIAS  VouAIAAIAIAGDU
null hypothesis AiszAutigdrAty  vediuudraoutidu Stationary
0.051a:0.10 ns=nuded1Any 0.05 11az 0.10
Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0289  0.01 < A1 p-value VoJ ADF test wasudAun 1 (1°- difference)
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.05 AVUU ISWAIAS  VOUAIAAIAIAGDUVDIILUTIADY
and trend null hypothesis NszautiodrAry  Tidu Stationary AszAUGIEANY
0.051a: 0.10 0.0513: 0.10
Unit Root Test at 1* 0.0008 1 p-value voJ ADF test waraAunA 1 (1°- difference)
Difference without Statistic < 0.01 VU ISTUIAS  VOUAIAAIAIAGDUVOUILUTIADY
intercept and trend null hypothesis AiszautigdrAry  Tidu Stationary AszAUTIEAN
0.01 0.051a: 0.10 0.01 0.051a: 0.10
Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000 A1 p-value voJ ADF test waraAuR 2 (2" difference)
Difference with intercept Statistic < 0.01 fNUU ISWAIAS  VouAIAAINIAGDUVDIIUUTIAD]
Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000 Suoll1 hoyggthe?:;s1n()5:ﬂuuaaﬁﬂru [L]JIBJ:J gtglstlon?[)y1r1()5:ﬂuuaaﬁﬂm
Difference with intercept O10.05 1= 0. O10.05 1= 0.
and trend
Unit Root Test at 2™ 0.0000

Difference without
intercept and trend
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