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1 Y eaEe] & Afde & AYRE BA
Fein ok 23y B A Be dF
sojob & BAE0] ° i' W TEHAL. 1
Age AGREL AFH JGEIGE Aokl A BAAEL ol& e F AY FA AHE
ge ZA2 AYs o2exE gT7HD Uk e AMNEY 3}{%}4 #AH S At &
2 B9t EA%E AQHE E oy BoloA o] F8 & AmsE foh olAH EALA
3 AYANEo BAE T3 98 Be d2 7 & sy St #AY SR AF AHRE #
NS0l A7E D Agde] HeHel g ey Hsta ARAQ] B 3§58 B 2 2HE
gy Ry o2 e BAddel 2 223t d3sirke AAE AT 7 dF(Case-
gololsn, o8 ARE FFd] o|&Y F Based Forecasting)e]&t §tHLee 1994).
Asde E58 "c'lﬁjrw 9 g ATk 2R Ay#l| 7 ¥he] & (Case-Based Forecasting)-&. ©
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E 97 19968 Aftetn mul d7ula A4 Bol £AHUE.

y @l ZAsje] wek 7] FaAd e Wy o 4 odded AR Al Aol sME Fadithe odd ddMe
Genera]zzed Additive Models' Hastie.T.& Tibshirani.R.(1990), ppl8% #&Axnsn, o] AT7E +4§ =aEd Aix 2
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OH

Hoiga, AR SAF FEo A
BE 97 P““ o 93 AF JAHHT EEEHS &
©H(Burke 1991: Choffray and Lilien 1986:
Easingwood 1989; Mahajan and Wind
1988 Thomas 1987: Wind, Mahajan and
Cardozo 1981). T3 Burke(1991)& #z 7
#Hlol gt Avja} whg-g o Feted FFFE4
~®l(Case-Based Reasoning System)< ©|&
gk ub 9t}

ey A7) EA] 28 (Case-Based  For-
ecasting System)®] &g (DAY AR

2 ()28 AR s 28y
()83 A FAREAC 7HEAE Fojshe WHE

o] doht EFHol gt ¥ =EdME
of FolA F3 Agd fAMt AseE 2
T WS M £88 BAZ AQ4dtn A
Ao ApsRg gAE] HE o 7EA] e
HEe Adstn ALty £F Agdeld
ol gt AAE WHES FEE M2

2ol o] ¥ =89 AL oeF 2o A2
*J"WT: At 7SR A 259 212G At
o fAE S, 2R AR eEd
of BF . FARC JHEA Fobiy e 2
& Atd7| R o] 2EAQ EAEY Bt =t
2, olelg £AE #Fstr] AT o sk Wy
g ALt A3 E Agdold ABE

g3ol 2ol AYF DI PUS AL
e B Boz AN ¥ el 23
% goln ¥ A7s] BAAE A4 5F <
Fof e AN
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II. Alf7|ERE 3 ClSA|ARS] JH

At#7]9ho] & (Case-Based Forecasting)ol@ 7]
29 BAEAH W Zo] FAYY Ul HFE
te] BAA FEE durdE B3 JFHE
ot Aol oflet, d A} fFAME #HA -
AR a2 REH ZANEE J AYg F
E3tal &8 e A2 e w3t
At 71k &8 FALGE BA ALEE o] 838t )
£ d38 o o]&F + e FEF A Y =
9 #teoltH(Kim and Kang 1996: Han, Park
and Kim 1996). At7Pdb o 2A| A8l o &

o dFE FE ARoBE AT HHF & }

T 5%, AR AFY FAAHY 7H-’F 2%, 4
e ARt ARG shER Rt B8
A} olg F 2o s} 2 de%E U] A=
& Ao AFY FARESY AFE 2
olty, Wk B =F& AF & FAME A
AP Afdsted 48 Fd

oo 4y

2.1 AlEfel RAD YUY

oA 2 dFste Aol 7 AUV
a9 7HE Ak FFE 9L P AR AR
o Fate Aol 7ME AAY dFo] @ Rolge A
oft}y, olm) F At fAIE FHel A7
Hed FAEE e 7P 488 P F ¢
E olE 9 AE o&sle Aot sHEd
frEslz= Acle Adgsd /P i 29
F shiRA & 2ol 2HEH.
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AlizigtolEAl A E el HaE dAE HE A FY ARPZISEE Y ¥ AT

A HolM m A A 2ole FHWFE
9 AFol we FAIEE FA T UM 74 5
e 4dEe 848 vehdth ypshage

714trt3l] (Base Case)$t EMAALE (Target Case)

o A A5 e Jet R, dpe 718t bet
B e REEls AYE Jepdd w3
Ak F0A 7 A AL (EREFIEY F8
Aol et M2 8 715 E FoBM Ho 3E
g 7%?4&78& & & o hEAE e

E HAE7HY g@dd 93 Yoz A E Fe
H, x}ﬁoim Fojzl AlEY 5YRTES B
AP et B I BAE S
(Coefficient)®] 27| Hl& =
W, A *J%_i&?ﬂsl EVE k=1t
olo] ul&g rtFAE & ]
Yol Sl £ =8 t %ﬁtﬁ
of BAAAY} SHHFE 43 d

F adate o a2 WReE JEXE

F795e] ALgeT

919 AolA me
to P /‘}OH ]-’F(Correlatlon Co-
effient) & YER) R p,, & Wi R 3
AFE Jehdoh 99 Fda E¥Res B
B AdAC g2 e EYESETY 48
BAE F&rE A7 ARG, B9 B

M2 et 9 1AM b RAlEE
At o2 = Azt sl SFYc AR
o 42 HPETh dEEC] AFALEFE A
48 A% FAE Spmexpl-de} 2 FA & & U}

2.2 FXo| Zehy FAMAIS Fiseol ChE 2Ry

ARl 27 g2 sy d&XE 7RRn
it wetA Fge fAte S o] Al 7t &
oA FQd dFe vt 2 dukEo g &
Mol AR A Fsh] Boke B 9 fARAL
HE Aistd dFste o] B &g &
7beA ot ket AR 22 BAARRY @
& Agatd dESTo N MEE AHY BAgE
Hr} g 2o gog o8 4 917 Wi
o} o|2fd At E At dFate e o
HAE7FEY dEAY O e AR E F
et dFste AF fAlsit E=3F o7 g
dERE AHS FUT dEgto] MEAQ] 54
Bt} A &3ri(Clemen 1989. Winkler 1989:
Lee 1996). matd o= Ax AEd o
AR L SR QAT P e, Al2He] o &d
o b & 4EE vile Ae HAY ARE F
AR TRgrel dig AAolnt 71 A 8E oS
g HAste Aleslgel #ste] oo & e
Ao gk a2y dwtder AgE 4

A9 St FHE 42 429 Bi(sHe
AR o%/n). W AfAbIY F7 E01%

AMsr} o AA@A7 Ay sats oo o wet AFA Y & d FAIE A EY o FA
t2 EdWsdel ARz oy o gy BE %ol XS Hof, AA AllY BdgeR
Az AgEe] & 71ExE 21| B4 "o FHgd] wet Boh & H9(Bias)E 7HE 4 4
9) BRGE A7 o ZA ARG dZena she W4 St EASY QutHoR dete F4m4} ofyle) sgdct
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t}, olst Wl AP Y FUt A AL
z7lgm Mol 7Aashs Ao Ut} watd 2
At e S Batn Hojalole] #¥-E EFHO
2 23 o] gojop Ik dZoH A&
F e %Y AR A e o
7HE A 4 sled, B eRdAe A% &
ApatEle] A é?ﬁa}‘— QERQ 7R W
ANsted 1 PHEe g 2o

2.2.1 499 N Al U
(Fixed Number Combining Method)

Adole] Az Ashe WH(FNCM)Z A
AHES dole 533 Az 2%ee Bo“ﬁ%
2t (Kim and Kang 1996). 2§04
A48 doleiu|o] Ao EMAAL < 71““}@11 A}
ole] FAIEE Falod 7P fALE AlElEY ¢

RLISE AYSHE PYF FAH °Awau
A+E Q2 AFete] AgekE Aol Ak

B0, &g 93t 5/ TR B4 A *}
AE 2D, o] WL FEF dFE sl &
vht Be AllE 2o sh=udl g obd
o] 2AQ ste] glovt A o &% + Sivke A
Aol et

2.2.2 A9 WY AAH
(Optimal Spanning Method)

#Ao B9 APY(OSM)E 4 A
W9 (Span)E AA&F, A& = Wl e
SAaEtE Agshe WHolthLee 1996). uh
24 o2 g WY 23 HAH YAE g
ekl g
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olEY -

w7

A Aee] Bed dg 22 eAgezy
B dAAE o4 HY #e Aldde fAAxRE
022 g9stm, dAEY ol AlREE A3}
o dEFXE ZEsle WYPR o]FoF. FA
Moz dA¥Y(Boundary Distance)& e} ol
Bl (Parameter) A 2 FA3t, A9 EAHY U
o AHES FAF FARE 7K /& AL
A2 e wd, A7A B ABEEE f 8
A @grin wddted 09 FARE €933t 4
= doyoer A" % YA, AlxHY &3
AEA8(Estimation Sample Data) <ol =
A E gEsted] w2 F(Cross-Validation) &
Esld HA9 gg F4E £ AY%. RS
el 3 AA AASTHA, Foldle AHES
AHgstd a3le Adigks Sk EdE o
WS B8t o] AT ol d&eate #
A F(Mean Squared prediction Error)& 3

28 s e vlE A9 %S 98E # Ao
i /
Minimize MSE (), ¢y - sutioion =l2% v, - Z 1 f“‘ nki
ny A:l,,.\ Z SbA ' |

l

2 =8 9 F49 zadsPEs 5o
Zletatglwlo)| 28 FAsle FAMEARS 4%
oael BRFAFE s Ale FA iwE
#3, o|& olgd FAlRY WHE AR W
HE A, B Apide e B ARE
Z3% = 42 LT(Linear Transformation),
TK(Tricube Kernel), EK(Epanechnikov Kernel),
MVK(Minimum Variance Kernel)& A}83t
Act.
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A7 ol B A A

o Bus ol&g o AN ZY ARSI UH LAY

A-d,
. = for d, s 4
‘Sab=l 2 5 o

[ 0, otherwise

M J] P

- —Linear Transformation - (LT)

— Nonlinear Transformation

. -{7TK)
(TRICUBE KERNEL )
0, otherwise
TRy o -
s - 31~ Lw.“_] . for d,si - - Nonlinear Transforma tion (EK )
o 4% s (EPANECHNIK OV KERNEL )

A79 Wel AFYOSM)E 2RY Al A
48 2RoE A AT Aot AN o
dz S A4E Agse Ruc Aue

WHoz ¥ 4 Urh ER o] WHe ola) 4z
Hgo] e el Gou TAUZE Félol

2.2.3 A BE¥o wE HAHZ SRy
{(Mathematical Programming Model

Using Similarity Distribution )ol ¢
!

Al Al BE mE HHE FeER
(MPMSD)2 Ahalzte] fAlE ARE ueowr
Agd Ao AleE AFse g R¥
(Mathematical Programming Model)o1tH Lee
1996). FeElRg & ALY & FAEES V)
AHA g ARE e it ERe] /AR
dog gapael 7lwhaldletn gdsle], A2
71ekatel g EbEALEIZE] RALEES A E Al

EHEBIHT 272 Mo (8%3) 19994 1Y

(MINIMUM

~ ~ Nonlinear Transformation

A - (MVK )
VARIANCE

KERNEL )

2 U @e Fdzlele Al E
g Az me ARE 23 9
Bk AR *}8417} g AR At BT # $-A
A& 7HAoF ke Algxzie]l e, oY
Aekxzior Qlalol Afatd Ao AL 29
Atdle) frAbE ghell @ SlA . o] 2¥E &
2o g vehd og3t 2o

Zslbzb
= |
(ZZS,WZ z)y

b=1 g=I

Max SF =

st. (S, ~8,)xX(Z,-Z)20 ¥V b and ¢
Z,=0 or 1

0<sp<05

Ao BEN n& AeE Al Aol Sp
E ElabE ts} ZIEbAbED Afole] frAbe]d,
bl 71EALRIbS 71ekALElg Atele] RAREClT)
Zve 71AHbe] Add dRE JdEhe dsEA
0%-2 19 o7 #& zer. ¥F Zyt 109 7]

}
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dAtb7h A 23R @
o A7l ALY (Se- qu) (

Mz ¥
o=Zg) > 08 A
d Ad Al 3 fARTE & A 1 fFAIE7 9

2L Ad LHILE sl= Aok 2A. 99
BYdA Bk SFE A3 HZ— FEAAAM AF

g Atlge] A, olmel Al A7t A
Aol 2 ARIAFI Se Aol

x5 919 Ufﬂow piE ZRToRN AFE
AEe e ol AR 24 4 sled, o
pgkol Z7}sid é%‘@ Ale Fe EoEd o
i pkol EolEW AHY AlHY FE sl
A ¢ 20N ZAFe e A
At o BALE ok frAbeS] §HE dEL BR
T 238 JlatE e fAabze e vehd
o oA71A pgkol o ERIL FAotAM © fAl
& Aldlgo]l EFHE rbedo] wop Rz Huy §
& AL ARE F sln, ddE pitel AW
27k ARA B gke] fAlEsE & 2 7
gt Eute] A1gE 4 slvh meA HAe 29
A g Adde] deiMe A48 pite ®
Agte Aol ot & =fdAE pits 23

7] Yella Azle] Wy AAHNM e T3}

Fo] Z2HMEAZE ol&slad @A F(Cross
Validation) & E8 AT #Hag i
sl pte ST, pakdl MHE 01904

0.997t412 gtol 33 A3 pghe 0.4394

0474017} A Aoz vehye

2.3 RAKIEIL oIF 2ol 71BXIE Fotsks W
AR 247 e st dE3XE Al

Atk gz @ e AR dFshr] 2

ge 2 A fARNEE Aetd AdFse Aol

rir
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Brh A o &g bl @k wEtA felA
AFT WES o83t AEE HA fAtAlE Y
Meg 2R84 3 FAe A3 43" 41
AIEY] ghg ol g8t B} BHEG dEXE o
= Aolth. o] FAMlEE A48T o 7 dEH
& - 74X E Hoietel A¥ste Wy
AHEE S Ho JE o EFXE IE 4 9
HEAE Fe PHoeRe ded $UEH
(Equal-Weighting Method), ™43, 718kt
! —7§°ﬂ 7IRbe E k. A% Ee udg )
T U 7PEEel shesith. v frAt
*}eﬂ; Pte g @ dEd oide BAARIg
A A48 1 ol Egte] Al Al gl
#E AFstet Ho 83ty aadejzta A4
7] wEo] 1At fAtE FEd] we vhE
AE Fo| dste Aol oud Feo stFHE
o gl Folr}. wela B =RME Al
o fAA T W wlge Ayl met HFEAE
= WS AHESHE T Lee 1996).
FrALE ¥ld sl 7t E Fo TRHAQ dF

Ag = YL gs3 2o

;;m\o_%

Elrv (s

H },=I.n ): i p(TVlr = TVn I{Sn }inl.n )TVI'
b

=1

S

H

]
. Ji'”,b

S

(
Dk
e

Ao AeM n & AA d2& T A8
MeE AHES Fol Stye AMEE AR %
FARLE b Atele] frAto|th 2EE TVeE 7
ukAld) o] EbAk(Target Value)& 2wt}

BT 5272 MEE(SYE) 19994 19



A7l EAl ARl Hast oaR HE A i AirZT Y uE o7

g9 FAdA FAE HE(F, RE Al fA
=9 F3o Ui M RIS 7 71AL
9 FAEd ¥ &)E & AdE ARE o 7k
2 AREn. 23 84 Ale Bl diE
ZA e A A fAE vlgR Thed 71
Al ERE S EEET dlo] "

. AIEH[OIM0 oft 2t Wile| Rad
=

B 240lA] AAIG HAo AR FAF
Atee] Aol g 2FMEEY FEAEES AEY
olig B AFsHt. F, dolo AFE A
= P (FNCM), #H< He B2AHEOSM), 1L
2o Abgle fARE B3] wE FHAg Ry

3.1 AE 4d o HERA =

ABy ol ABE SASERIWL o] &l 1t

E2HE PR Y4HUL, SHESY Ay
A

Sz geob, FHdse 5UdsEd

1o o rir

3%
HAdEe] 3FF A9 @dl dAF HAE
22 ks ERAA DEUCY. ETHE AFLE
Fof whet 37HAR stk meEt Algdold A
g (71 E9dse F585 e #A4) x

(N

(37}2] ©r& doz T3P 3HE 97HA] FRHY
A7t YAHEAT (R 3-1) F=2). B2 27 o

2 E39] 23U (3X3)Z 47 307029 HEH
ole] Al(Sample Data Set)o] RHEAAHM(3x3
x30) 25 270709 AEdlelE Ale] AHHIUT
shte] MEdlolel Ale zt7] 100744 9] dolH %
?dE(Data Point)2 F4E F4& MEdcly
A (Estimation Sample Data Set)? Z&4 A
Zdlo]e Al(Holdout Sample Data Set)® 4
Foizl, & 200780 ARFQJER FAHHU.

2 =M AlEgoldd 2 A, WA
%38 MZdely Al(Estimation Sample Data
Set) & o|43ted 24 WY CFREL =&,
#A%¢ AEdcoly Al(Holdout Sample Data
Set) 22 1 efgAE AFANUT. ot ®A F
A4 AEdole A& of&sted ol AR A
Fate WE(FNCM), H49] M9l 24 (0SM),

olgth EYHSEY g 07 140l9 YR Aol fAlE B¥o wE HEs SRy
(B 3-1) MME AlB2o|M XtRoM D2{E 29
DA 2 xIE Qx|
Mg : =
, V=2 "W, *X, +a*e 10%. 30%. 50%
{Linear)
e Y= 20 "W, x X, * X, +a*e | 10%. 30%. 50%
(Multiplicative) ‘ 7 o
}5H ” 9 .
V=20 "W, xX? +ax*e 10%. 30%. 50%
(Square) /
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olEd

(MPMSD) & o] &3l HH & RFL 33}
At} 283 A7 SRS HE5E *Q%HMH
Ao At ol B E 1 A I ¥z
gt Z0aE FAsta, o|AE AFFEHN °ﬂ
Z9239] AF(Squared Prediction Error)&
Aot E=F 74 AEdolE Al fi} HEE A3
Bl A dFexte] AFE st
HEE AEY AHIATR Wrol 74 33L& AE
dlole ) o & extAlFe] #H#(Mean Squared
prediction Error)& T8t gz ztzte] 2¥
& B89 Ao dEeAAFe HE( °]ﬂM%E
2 3E BE vaFgeEy e 4%

1on

o
pos m}ﬁ
Homlo n

N

3.2 0% 2Al0| WE 7 wWle] SE4 24

AEHeld AAE d& 7t e MSEE 8%
st (E 3-2)9 2tk o714 9oy sz 2
gate W (FNCM)S) MSE® 7P #AHE Al
e 2PNE WiE 50708 2ERE wWA
dZPEAE vady AFHoz MSEZF 7

et

2L B4 AU ook wekA o) Wie 2
I3E o UER v 9 fsiol & A
499 Az @@3}%‘: ““E(FNCM )9} @srt
E e diEc ¢ oz yeigty 3
A RE 499 7H—r<41*1 TTEPD}EI = € o
T Aol

(£ 3-2)44 Hxo|l Zgd oxte] o] F7

=

g2 E3uael F4M40lo] 474]7} Bage
£ MSE7} £718ln itk o]AL BaAo) -;ﬁ
2 d&oart AAYdE A um\:} B =R

A A A C‘iﬂ 742 v FAIE B mE
-3 Fel2g (MPMSD)E o] &3 Wio] B
o E#A (Complexity)olt X¥E eAte =
7VError Term)oll #Aglel MSEZL /B¢ 2
Aog vehgct

EYWs F5uS 7re WA} AEY A
B e e AlY fAME 23 wE HA F
128 (MPMSD)d <& H’%O? 7V &3 84
2 AR Yeiga, T A7 999 AF
2%ste WH(FNCM), A Ha7h 29 3
ARYW(OSM)Y M2 vehdtt, &3 T34

‘,rm_CL w

do

(E 3-2) 2 gl MSEB|2

OSM
A A% FNCM LT TK EK MvK | MPMSD
10% 0.276 0.320 0.303 0.325 0.325 0.238
Wk 30% 0.373 0.404 0.385 0.411 0.385 0.345
50% 0.569 0.582 0.574 0.594 0.592 0.545
10% 0.709 0.772 0.774 0.787 0.787 0.680
53 30% 0.795 0.831 0.830 0.841 0.836 0.771
50% 1.008 1.032 1.009 1.036 1.038 0.998
10% 1.656 1.619 1.606 1.629 1.612 1.492
A5 30% 1.754 1.700 1.682 1.712 1.703 1.574
50% 1.945 1.891 1.891 1.890 1.899 1.752 |
1246 FERBBINTT 273 MEE(BWE) 19994 19



Al A| AL Ha3 oIR8 HB AN A ARPISAY U pe o7

QAo 57}%%*‘ At FAE EXe] mE
A48 g2 (MPMSD)# g Wy Ente] MSE
Aot olEe AE G T Utk oA Al
fARE B3 ©g HA3 42123 (MPMSD)o]
g el wlaiA o &P BAo] AT AYEA
3F, EPE oA o] FUIRFE o] WY S5
4 B34 $712 8 dddde Ae UrEJr
dAct, wtdd] Ao M9 AHP(OSM) FodE
EgE oxFe wWzle]l d#Aglol TK(Tricube
Kernel)ol <3t A#rt Aiidez 713 e
MSEE Rolx 2},

S S5 2k #AvE BEYY A¢
dME AEHBA MG w272 eatge] A7)
of TAIglol Atale] frAte ¥3o| ufg HH3 &
223 (MPMSD) & ol &gt whiel Ayt 743
FEMSES Holgn glen 99y Az 2
she WH(FNCM)o] 5 #A, HA9 wig 23
HOSM)dll o8t A7t 7 & MSEE W
T sith =3 HAo] e AAH(OSM) FollA
= OEFE exjso]l 10%9 A% LT(Linear
Transformation)7t 74 $-43124 TK(Tricube
Kernel)}e] MSExele  0.001¢] 2381,
30%9 50%9 ZASolve AA TK7F Mg Ze
MSEE & 3'1_0.9. T exrEo] woidd] ue}
e HFe wes gMse WHELT, EK,
MVK)#e] MSEAe]7} &t Axlz sitt. oL
gEde AU A ZTFY exggo| T EE
TRel 2ojg+ #hdol ti& Whidt $3dlte 21e
YR

S FEUE 74 BAVE AsgwA

bl = el

(Square Relationship)ql A% 3
£ vas|ia A9 fAl EE mE HAg
FE 28 (MPMSD) & o435 Wil ofg ZHilr}

EERBHT M27d M52 (8YE) 19994 19

e EgE expgo] #AQlel 718 & MSE
2 B3 A Wg AU (OSM)o <3 Az}
7b 2 B Ae MSEE, d99 sz 3%
3 t’“ﬁ(FNCM ol & AFrt 714 & MSE
g T AR et 49 AEEAY d3dn
Aol Agete o AR gtk 1§ 471
29 HA e WY ZAH(OSM) FoMde £3d
Agol 10%9 30%% Al oAd TK
(Tricube Kernel)7t 7V & MSEE Holm
A3, 50%%1 7%= EK(Epanechnikov Kernel)
7t 7V 22 MSEE Jehdovt TKete] Aol
0.0012A4 £ Aol gl Aoz Yyt wet
A AR e ZFYOSM) 4714 FelMe @

Aol HAdd ¥ exge AVE ud¥ 4
TK(Tricube Kernel}& ol43 wWigol 714 ¢
& Ao Jehyt}

(a8 3-1)2 H9 495 sk el o
L2 VeRd Rolth (1§ 3-1)04 BHEo| =
et FEuge] BAVE AFAM d5Y
I AgEeR Mz 1 B34 (Complexity)el %
7Heel wht MSEZE AR 3, 28HE Qatgo] 7t

TE MSE7} A itk Eg Atz o] Byl
o eake] el A glo] MutAom Ab#e] fAt

T 23 & AHHg FEP(MPMSD)E o4
& o, oFHe] g F& Ao YT oA
& Ap7 b S M= A ARE 4R &
AN7 e AEGE 7hestd 2 AE R 7w
e ALE Ao uhe} A3t g
A7l E o] ARAYE ARt Qi

Agdold A, Ao fAE £Xo wE A
Az 78 (MPMSD) & ojujgt F3dMz 7}
T AEFGE7 B A0R YEgt. a2y o
el ok exprh B e 9@ et A
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18
16
Hied
14 o _
w12 —+—MPMSD‘
@0 1
= - TK
08 FNCM J
e |
04
02 ST B L ¢
My ME MY ciEd oEY sy Xal sl As¥
10%  30% 50%  10% 30% 50% 10%  30%  50%

Moz fo& wE zex A (Paired T £ PHENCM)ET thed BAEM X3 &
-test) & Edtd A, 2 AFAE (F 3P A 50%< 7348 A ZE HlwdM A

seorstnt
Alfle] AR

By

me HHst Ry
(MPMSD) & ©l4& e 99 /Asz 2t

23

ol

oER

2 RO ZolE Holx vt mEA AR
143l 2| 2% (MPMSD) &
Mrz Adshe

(F 3-3) Aol RAE 230 w2 s} $2|28(MPMSD) 2 & 2HE 2t9f Paired THE &3t

OSM
i sk FNCM | LT TK EK MVK
10% 0.0053" 0.0002" 0.0008" 0.0001" 0.0001"
Ay 30% 0.0001" 0.0079" 0.0588" 0.0034" 0.0588'
50% 0.0002" 0.2704 0.3792 0.1547 0.1759
10% 0.0088" 0.1306 0.1147 0.0824 0.0787
0534 30% 0.0219" 0.2834 0.2939 0.2188 0.2415
50% 0.3937 0.6237 0.8675 0.5797 0.5633
10% 0.0001" 0.1576 0.2125 0.1313 0.2134
A53 30% 0.0001" 0.2358 0.3013 0.1966 0.2361
50% 0.0001° | 0.1898 0.1956 0.1894 0.1821

e 95%AH Tt tE 90%0] ATl A Felds vebd
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(FNCM) 2t} BAHCR fosiA o +43itin
TE 5 ?\lq T At fAE BE uE F
A3l 22 (MPMSD)# HHe Hel A
(OSM) e BAAR) zolE AHEH HNFAA
oA FTEE QAT 10%U MEH 30%2U AE
asn BEY BACIHEA XFE eAtEe] 10%
Q! 7A%9 EK(Epanechnikov Kernel)®t MVK
(Maximum Variance Kernel)dlM+ 4422
A% Aolyl e AR Yehdont o el ®
E M e BARCE A% Aolrt gie AL
2 Jebdth ozle i «4 AF A fARE
w3 W& HAH3} FEF(MPMSD)9 o 5¥
o] Axel Mg ZAY(OSM)Y R B} 531
A BAHeR /9% wEe ot RAE
ofmj gk},

—

g A& R 5049 FAREE 2g9E
W7t2] 5 744 e MSEES MRS e Al
M5E vepd Zolv, OSM(LT,TK,EK MVK)®
MPMSDY 3$+ A58 ALY AHE 43T
wf o] &3k Al A §}7Hq~% vrebdtt,

ey os ¥HY oAte A7t E4E AHS
Y] AeE Eolde 4 F At T3 99
N42 dgste WHENCM)Y 29 2 7
W fAN XY eAEke] LR AYY
AR S AFrh wolHol d&F Aol FolH
& < 5 Jdoh FHAHe HYE gAske LT,
TK, EK, MVK)& @A77} Ager vMgoez
ERA4E o8l8 Afste AY et £
En ook Abe) fAlE B e HA3 ¢
el BE (MPMSD)S} %%, Ao nidgezr
A 4] FHEFE © IPE oA

rir

o

3.3 2} gty Zest Ale] THof ChSH B4 SVEFE Aeshe AY i) BoladAq B3
del Frtel] wrE d3AldY st 2 st
chee ALY 7 el Wk dZAE FE W A wedw YeE ¢ 4+ Uk
AHEE AR RS EAsl] (R 3-4)d 9.9 e AHNE FTHNEA, Al EA) 26
st (B 3-4)elA FNCML 1709] fAlAle TAY ERAol E45 7—5‘&@ AR A
(E 3-4) 2t o] ZEARel Th%
OSM

27 °x% | FNCM e — v MPMSD

10% 5 19.70 2277 18.77 18.73 7.410

249 30% 6 2167 95.70 21.43 2570 8.100

50% 8 2373 28.07 2173 92217 11.00

10% 4 19.13 29 07 17.50 17.00 7.790

453 30% 4 18.43 22 67 17.73 16.60 9.150

C50% 7 19.03 93.97 18.63 19.40 12.54

10% 3 18.40 21.67 17.26 13.67 9.690

A3 30% 5 18.06 21.56 18.00 13.53 10.10

{ 50% 5 2273 25.06 21.36 17.90 10.20
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Methods for Determining the Optimal Number of Cases to
Combine in An Effective Case-Based Forecasting System

Hoon Young Lee* - Kinam Park**

Abstract

A case-based forecasting system has been used to predict the outcome of current problem
using those of past analogous cases. However, the effectiveness of its forecasting depends
on the three factors: (1)accurate measure of similarity, (2)appropriate determination of
the number of cases to combine, and (3)appropriate weighting of similar cases when
combining them to produce a forecast. Among these three, determining the number of
cases to combine is the most critical to the accuracy of forecasting. In this paper, we thus
focused on the second. though briefly addressing these all three factors. We suggested
several methods to determine the number of cases to combine, such as (1)fixed number
combining methods, (2)optimal spanning methods, and (3)mathematical programming
model using similarity distribution. A simulation study was conducted to test their
effectiveness for accurate forecasting. It proved mathematical programming model using
similarity distribution the best among the suggested.

* Assistant Professor, School of Business Administration, Kyunghee University
** Ph.D. Candidate, School of Business Administration, Kyunghee University
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