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Conclusions:

Abstract:

This paper aim aims to predict the quantities of water needed in the city
of Baghdad for the next 10 months. This paper focuses on potable water,
based on the time series data of the water consumption phenomenon in the
city, which was obtained from the Ministry of Water Resources,
specifically the Baghdad Water Department. Statistical forecasting
techniques were used on the monthly water consumption data for the city of
January 2014 until May (2024, a total of 125 months, and that is Baghdad
in the period from to reach an estimate of the quantities needed by the city
of Baghdad in the future. Curve Estimation and Linear Regression
forecasting techniques were used, such as linear regression analysis and the
Box - Jenkins (ARIMA) methodology, to obtain the best water
consumption model in the city of Baghdad and the most accurate. In This
paper we concluded that it is the best model suitable for predicting monthly
water consumption in Baghdad city is (3,1,1) ARIMA among the models
proposed in the Box-Jenkins methodology in terms of accuracy measures
and (Mean Absolute Percentage Error) which reached (2.44-MAPE).While
the (Mean Absolute Percentage Error) for the Simple Linear (MAPE=8)
Quadratic Regression model and the Quadratic Regression model were also
found, the research concluded that monthly consumption will increase in
the city of Baghdad, when compared to Between the actual values and the
predictive values of the methods used in the paper to predict the future.
Finally, it is recommended to take the necessary measures to limit water
consumption in the city, through pricing, awareness, education, intermittent
supplies and other measures that preserve water resources and achieve
sustainability.

Keywords: Forecasting, water consumption, linear regression, curve
estimation method, box-Jenkins (ARIMA) methodology.

1. Time series of monthly water consumption in Baghdad city It has a seasonal behavior (general
trend increasing instability around Mean and variance).

2. The time series has seasonal fluctuations for every 12 months of the time period.

3. In the Box-Jenkins methodology, multiple models were tested and we found that the best model
among the tested models in terms of accuracy measures and corrected coefficient of
determination It is a ARIMA (3,1,1) model.

4. The most accurate model for predicting water consumption in the city of Baghdad in terms of
absolute error rate is ARIMA (3,1,1), where the average absolute error rate of the model was
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(MAPE=2.44), while the average absolute error rate of the simple linear regression method was
(MAPE=8), also the average error rate was the absolute value of the quadratic model is
(MAPE=3).

5. When comparing the actual values and the predicted values of monthly water consumption in
Baghdad city, we notice an increase in the level of future water consumption in the city using
the four predictive methods, which are the forecasting method, the Quadratic Regression model,
the Box-Jenkins simple linear regression model, and the Simple Linear Regression (ARIMA)
methodology.
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86664 JsY) G i 111023 JsY) o i
75715 Sl oy 101915 S o
70953 Js¥) oS 110700 Js¥) o 5is
2024
105178 Sl o ls
102714 Ll
110299 BE
111851 Oloas
115709 BN

ORoRia G ABDlall jaE g agdl GS}JQI\ [AERPREN

(Y) 2cinall el 5 (el Sian (X) Jiiuaall aiall oS4l

ks ela 5008 Auilall 30 gal) 3139 1 eaal)

(Alad) oladyl) Jaseusll add) Jlaady) aladiady i) 2.3
Simple Linear Regression
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Al ¢ SA aaf Aaleall e alaiel )Y = g + bx asiasdl
duaa ad e 2l (V) 2ainall uatiall 428 gial) asdll Clos
(4) Jgasll ‘55 [9XS c.\l.iﬂ\ GilS g (X) Jetosall _);ulaﬂ

Ailae Glual Doy e A ol e Qlhall (<0

lal dgibiasy) okl 025 L) sl laasy)
Lall dlslaa (e (a) i) anll il s (b) Jsal) Jalas

Simple linear Regression bl hil) jlaady) 73 gad] @illi (4) Jyaad

N8y Adgda A (5 gl slaal) g Jiicall paial)
F T Sig | A R? R? Beta B a
114.16 | 10.684 | 0.000 | 0.477 | 0.481| 0.694 | 262.7 | 79819.68 Time
(0.000)
y =79819 + 262,7t

P-value = 0.000 Adlaia¥) dadll 114,158 <aly All
zasall Lgina o Ju 1385 <0.05 e B S5 Al
eapa sl paidl ddee ded of LS o hall laasy)
) O i Glls 262.7 ied &y dmse (0el)
3b ) g2 (anly Led) ) Baslg Bas g Hlatar (a3l
zhsaiy) dalea ) (gla Dl olall Mgl Jleal
zisall @l mag (5) dsally ¢ 262.7 A5 ol

.Simple Linear Regression Jasall Jadll jlassy)

58 a5 ) odtef Ll daddl lassY) il 5

Apae A (o el) slaal) éblginly Jiaiall il il oy L
lsall gind) @iy el e Al (ny 1385 Apa pla il
48.1% (& il Jalae dad () 5 calaiy Aiaa B (5 el
Q\ﬁd\ﬂdﬁw)ﬂﬁmﬂ\ M\Q\&sdﬁéﬁ\;
g S (48.1% daaiy ol Blgin) (8 dlalall
A saall F 4l aa 5 diban ) Aalill (e Jsiie 723 5alll

Simple Linear Jswdl aidl) jlaaiy) aladicly (m3cill) s daa b o gdl) slaal) dBlgin 435000 adl) (5) Jgaad)

Regression
Forecasting of Demand by Simple Linear Regression
2025 2024

114498.04 s o sl 112921.72 RN
114760.76 S8 QS 113184.44 gl
115023.48 Ll 113447.16 <
115286.20 B 113709.88 Jsbi
115811.64 e 113972.60 ) s
116074.36 Ul 114235.32 Sl oyl
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Series3 - - Seriesg

Simple Jswdl hall iyl 48y jh aladioly 33 Aisa A olual) gL 4ysuitl) adll) g 48kal) aill) (2) JS&)
.Linear Regression

4l (Logistic sl (Inverse (xSall ¢S Jaie
gAY D) 5K s bl e Qllall g a3l G 483
oS3 ai Le Gahai | R2 wand Jalae ST elliay 53 caulial)
e deasil | SPSS Ver.26 el zalijll (peaddine

(6) Jsaall il

Curve Estimation (Asiall a8 aladiudy 5003 3.3
Dl e adied) eidl gl deladiul

ZEAQAJESL"_;\S\ J.L;J’\m::d\d&u“ fa ind xa .FA.M‘)ZJ\
‘sﬁu‘)ﬂ\ ‘)\J;.'a\‘j\) CJ}M\ r‘;\dil.u\ (;.1 cca}u\j\
,Cubic w284l Togarithmic «b e s Quadratic
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Curve Estimation (sisiall ;& 48, )b (389 A4l jlasdy) gz 3l gilli (6) Jgaad)

Curve Estimation (Asiall 3 g ilai
Quadratic 2 A JaadY) zisad)
R? A R? F B T Sig
0.587 0.580 86.680 Time 743.14 8.368 0.000
(0.000) Time**2 -3.813 -5.584 0.000
C 69650.5 28.736 0.000
Logarithmic 58 sl 73 gaY)
R? A R? F B T Sig
0.548 0.544 148.944 Time 10826.58 12.204 0.000
(0.000) C 54634.31 15.547 0.000
Cubic (Sl i) 73 5ad)
R? A R? F B T Sig
Time 610.737 2.715 .008
0.588 0.578 57.644 Time**2 -1.196 -.289 773
(0.000) Time**3 -0.014 -.641 523
C 71068.305 21.628 .000
S (Aada jlaad) g dgadl
R? A R? F B T Sig
0.271 0.265 45.816 Time -0.782 -6.769 0.000
(0.000) C 11.497 934.013 0.000
Inverse (~Sall jlaady) g3 gal)
R? AR? F B | T Sig
0.233 0.227 37.351 Time -62248.082 -6.112 0.000
(0.000) C 99064.454 84.993 0.000
Logistic e sl Jiaaiy) 73 ga)
R? A R? F p T Sig
0.471 0.467 109.559 Time 0.997 3716.660 0.000
(0.000) C 1.252E-5 51.193 0.000

.(SPSS V 26) =tz <la A o alde Yl Gald) dlae) a2 jdaall

(3o cill) (st slaall g

® Observed
Logarithmic
= Inverse

= Quadratic
== Cubic

- S

* Logistic
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80000.0 Mg

B0000.0

o 20 40 60 80 100 120

Time

Curve Estimation (faiall i 48 b o dlai ciliaia puda gs (3) JS&Y
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sy o) s (743.1) fiy Lsieas e (0ol
3 A gag (aals ed) Baaly Basy laay el
Vst ey ik diae (8 obaall Blgin) Jlaal
B Siay ij\ ‘):(2“ el Ll ¢ yasal) CJ}MY\ Addas
& o) oball @i e aSe o yils (8 (el
(- sl Aabeall cialy 3 Al i)l oY sk A
Dlaad¥) zisal) e alde¥) (Say ple JSG ¢3.813)
Gl gl alaky Abae (A obwall Dlgiuly guill  aw il

: b WS 4 (Quadratic Trend)

Y = 69650 + 743.1 t — 3.813 >

el olaall iy A5l adll (7) Jsall magg e
o Oy Loma sl i) mhsal aladiuly dlaiy dine B
e Bl dlaay Aae B gl oluall @Blgiuly gl
e Jpasll & U 2027/040 i 2024/0) 5

(e Amn il HlassY) Aabea aladiuly

058, (6) Jsall 8zl mln Al ae
‘é.’.:\.j_)ﬂ\} G.\.\:Sﬂ\ GS}A..\?‘ Lea }.\.uﬂ ) Q:\.;'A}aﬂ\
wanil) Jalae @y Gus (R2) a3 Jalae ol LegSOliaY
= Azl RP=0.588 el z3saidl
Dleiuly 5l il Z3ealY) Miniey R?=0.587
e JY CJ}MY\ u\ e Alazs Abdae L;"‘ gﬁ)@.&“ olsall
el 773 (st P-Value ded o) Gan dsine Jd
X3 madl 523 5X?
ad O (6) Isaall (b il syl ilis
G sime die (0.580) &L 38 (4 R?) zenaal) oail) Jalae
Oe glainl a3l e o) (A e 3 ¢(0.000) AV
el e Tk Al <l il (g (58%) 4t Loy
Jiad Lasd c(J\A:u YETE ‘f L.,S)é-‘ﬁ\ oluall Lﬂ).@.'h.u\) e\.ﬁ\
Zasai¥) 8 Jax al (Al &l el (42%) Adiiall Al
Lbas¥l Aalll e Jalle sl fiayy o isll
ve sy (86.680) zisidl Agusdl (F) dad sy
zisall Agea Je Ju A (0.000) AYA (s s
Jiisl) i) Aabea ) (A ALYL ¢ rn il laasy)

Eisadl alaRiuly 2025/0030 A 2024/ 00n (a8 (M3 dll) gl olual) gELY Lpl 4l (7) Jgaad)

.Quadratic (2 3 )ady)

FORECASTING OF DEMAND BY QUADRATIC

2025 2024
101566.66 SN o 102750.67 O
101306.98 BRIRER 102529.12 BT
101039.67 ENRER 102299.94 <
100764.74 JEIS 102063.14 Jsh
100482.18 B 101818.71 JsY) (i

DA e Ll A V) [ailiadl) 4 jead ALdid) au ) o3 Box-Jenkins (ARTMA) 4xagia aladiuly 5l 4.3

) sl daky A b el ol Nl sl

& el ol lgin) Jid A bl Jas) e
2024 /41 Sis 2014 /A ¢S e sl s A
((4) IS e Juass  EVIEWS Ver.13 gl

130,000
120,000
1 310,000
100, 000
20,000
20,000
7O, 000

f\\/

13

SO, 000

SO, 000

is i1is 17

is

o Ao seae PR (w ((ARIMA) 4k aladiuly

(s dal )
i 31 Aol puu s 1.4.3

Wi Agda B (5 gl) olaall g Al e 3l Alalid) a ) (4) S8

malie e g gind bl of Aaadle (Saps el e

120 S a5 IS e e ()
o ALl o) galy odel 5 jaall b ela Lo e oSl o
GhlisY) hhadl e eVl b cpangall ealial
Aaniall 438N e Correlogram <Y e &lld g Skl
G Y1 13 an Cus EVIEWS.V. 13 gl b

leie Alad l yie ole olad) aa g 4l (4) I3 G

Jsa Bofiuwe e Alulull ol ey 1345 Al ALl
b Al gl gl g ol paiil) 8 Aliaial) dgia 3 Al
Loyl e e Alulall ool ol i Laa 5SS
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Autocorrelation S LU )Y 3 e A oLl kil
(5) ISl A LS5 ( Jag 12) IS Lemds S5 AL o

Date: O7/23/24 Time: 0240

e LBl sy 5 jadl 1A el ,Y 1A Jals Y
e Badh A dlldlll alalaaiyly clels )Y dus

Sample (adjusted): 201T4MO1 202a9aMOS
Inciuded observations: 125 after adjustments

Autocorreiation Partial Correlation AC PAcC Q-Stat Prob
T | EEES—— 1 o831 o.831 ss8 a34a O_O000
r e e =2 0O &858 -0O0.107 1aa 24 O_O000
' 3 0. 453 -0.205 170.97 O_O000O
T -t o.324 o115 18475 O_O000
s S o Z2a3 O._0sS 192 .56 O_O000
s s o 250 o173 200.90 O_O000
s 4 O _328 O 238 215 39 O _O000
s EEE—— s O . 342 O. 176 241.87 O_000
' 3 £= O.535 0. 09S 281 09 O_O000
s EEEEe— 10 0 .59 O. 116 330.08 O._000
' ————3 11 O.s08 0. 099 381.61 O_ 000
v EEE— .= o.s23 o255 436 20 O . 000
' e 13 0.549 -0.09S 478 91 O_000
' 1 13 O 448 -0.082 SO7 .57 O _O000
' ===a ] 15 0. 330 - 0.04a22 523 24 O _ 000
s 1S o 232 -0.125 531 .08 O_000
' - 17 O. 166 -0.095 S3S_12 O _ 000
' =1 18 O. 135 -0.133 53I7.81 O _O0O00
' =3 19 O. 173 -0.020 542 29 O _O000
' — 20 O 257 O.00s8 552 26 O_000
¢ 21 0. 346 -0.038 570.54 O_O000
' 1 22 O . a3s O._120 599 .72 O _ 000
s el 23 0. 437 -0.099 sS29 42 O_O000
' — =243 0. 439 o_ 132 S59. 65 O_O000

(o olall gELY duia ) Allell (PACF) (Sl A1 Bl ¥ 5 (ACF) (513 Bl Y cdlalas a9 ad (5) JS&)
a3y Ada

o= il Qi (Unit root 836l Hia e (g giat d3ia 3l
s (8) dsaally dassll Hia o Wl sial axay doadl
Dickey-Fuller . i) mili

bl 4 ) i) 282,43
Dickey- Jial elals o sk Auld) &y ) i) 48
Al o) Je pall 4edell dpm i o) &us Fuller

Dickey-Fuller J&ia) il ;s (8) Jsa)

Dickey-Fuller

Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic t-statistic | Prob.*
level -2.501500

1% -3.489117 | 0.1178
5% -2.887190
10% -2.580525

(EVIEWS V 13) gabin cla e o alaie Yl Galdl dlae) (a1 jiaal)

lelen s gomsall paiall o dpia 3l Alulull oy jal
Gohll (e Baaly DA e Aoewsd) A A4 6 s
(Pro) 4@l e EVIEWS Ver.13 zbin & 4aliall
a5 (Seasonal Adjustment) e dll Al Lgias
sle Jdsaslly (Moving Average Methods)
bl abyjle ol aal bl s Gl A 4 ) ey
8 e alulidll sy s Dickey-Fuller JLis) aas <l aay ol
(9) Jpsad il e Joaail 5 4]

el Ol 53 ¢(8) dsaall A il e J asll aay
X, 0.05 sinal) (5 sine o ) (0.1178) AdlaiaY)
Algaall adll e BB (-2.50) ool dsunall t dad
(0.01, 0.05, 0.10) & sinall Sl givsall pren Yo Ailladl)
ALl ol gl Al dpum jal) (oad ) AplSal pae i Laa
Bl jia e g sind dia 3l
A ) Bty Langal) 113) 3.4.3

L bl a8 5l A g dran gal) (e Aga 3l Abedad) 3 525 33 Dickey-Fuller JLE3) gl geda g (9) Jgaad

Dickey-Fuller
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic t-statistic | Prob.*
level -2.712395
1% -3.487046 | 0.0721
5% -2.886290
10% -2.580046

(EVIEWS V 13) gab 2 Gl sia o 3oV Ealll 32 Ga 2 taal)
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o ssin At ALL () (ol Asasel) A il nd
Baasll s

(0.0721) Adlaia¥) &adll ¢} (9) Jsaall 8 Jaadu

Sl pae iy Lea %5 A sinall (5 s (e STl Sl
13
13
13
133
13

= 5 BN

PNWANONDB

13
143 is i1s 17 is 19 20 23 22 2= 24 2SS

L bl a8 gl AR g rangall sl (ha Ly et day Aaia 31 ALedid) a (6) JSAY
DL A e ami il Al SVl e dA Jote 2l sidl alall slady) o Gay «(6) JS&l O
i e Jeasi) dgia 3l Al a5 Dickey-Fuller Gl 331 Guaiuall (e 131 i 3l ALl 3 Tasa s
(10) Js2a 3 jtiee Ayt dlale o Jgeanll ALl s3gd dpalic )
Js¥ @A A sy Dickey-Fuller J4sd) gl (10) Jgsad

Dickey-Fuller
Augmented Dickey-Fuller test statistic t-statistic | Prob.*
level -7.665240
1% -4.038365 | 0.0000
5% -3.448681
10% -3.149521

(EVIEWS V 13) gabin cla e o aldis Yl Cald) alae) (a1 jiaal)

e ¢(0.01, 0.05, 0.10) dusimall Sl ghiall apen 2ie Alaayl dadll Gl s (10) dsaadl il (e
Y e 3l Aldall o)) (g) dpedal) dpm 8l (jnd ) AISa) Jiay t dad X 045 dsiaadl e e B (0.000)
Unit root s3a 5l )dx e (5 gia3 dallal) 4 saall aill e ST (-7.6652) (s skt A sminall

Y (AN 38T day milill) gy (11) Jsiad)

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-1)) -4.310362 0.562326 -7.665240 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-1).2) 2987517 0.512033 5834617 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-2).2) 2608019 0.453332 5.753000 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-3).2) 1.936011 0.390043 4 963579 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-4).2) 1.463651 0.308661 4741944 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-5).2) 0.987078 0.228730 4. 315473 0.0000
D(RELOGSERFINAL(-6).2) 0.390211 0.139730 2.792610 0.0062
C 0.037304 0.012050 3.095659 0.0025
@TREND(2014M0O1™) -0.000395 0.000159 -2.479170 0.0147
R-squared 0.673830 Mean dependent var -0.000359
Adjusted R-squared 0.649669 S.D. dependent var 0.088206
S_E. of regression 0.052208 Akaike info criterion -2.993358
Sum squared resid 0.294373 Schwarz criterion -2.780883
Log likelihood 1i84.1114 Hannan-Quinn criter. -2.907095
F-statistic 27.88946 Durbin-Watson stat 2.052646
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

@ el padi Ge Y (Al dagall D55l (e

» R2-adjusted zaaall maaill Jalaa s R? paail) Jalas
Al 38 o1 ) (0.649669) 5 (0.6738) —
B (pal) el puid) e Jois ) sas 73

Or dS o Agsine W il (1) dssall @l oa

—Trend bl o315 (0.0025) — (c) <l 5 < 5 4l

Gt Aad L Al F i) ddlas) XS (0.0147)
%5 e Ji1 (0.000) & sines (27.889)
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3sagae o Jy lae (2) e fan Ay 8 25 (2.0526)
Zasadll (ead)) A s om Autocorrelation SV bl )

WNRORNBDB®

i4a is 16 i7 is

io

Gl b Jicial) il il 8 Aboalall iyl
sk Durbin-Watson 4wd o) g Sbaad plall e

W

249

20 21 22 23 2S5

SV AN AR dny 03k Adpda A (o gl olal) LY Aia 3 Abeabeal) 4y ) &Sl gida ga (7) JSA)
A7) JSAY B a5 b LaS gyl 5ial) alad) ol (e A 5 5 e Aoia 311 Al () Lids sy o

A5, & ) Autocorrelation Partial (PACF)
ey MA A8 jniall Ll g¥Wls AR ‘é_'i\l“ Dlaaay) C.J}u
S sy P& e PACFs ACF e sl YU ol
P g i I KA LS oy Sl

e

EisalY) 4,y i 4.4.3
?Js" e gall dpia 3l Aldill 4y ) ey Jsan a0
din s Al ALl Jhay (53l coliall 23 gl sy
Function (ACF)(;S\JH Jal.ﬂ)ﬁ“ ‘é_“d\a ‘:Jc Talaie |

Agie ) Ablid) Cacat ) Apliall Function 30 S Ll Vs Qutocorrelation
Autocorreilation Partual Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat FProb
rg o 1 -0.053 -0.053 03613 O0O.54as8
B 2 -0.089 -0.092 1.3713 0.504
[ ' 3 -0.342 -0.356 16.493 0.001
= I 4 0086 -0.169 17.449 0.002
= S 0001 -O.118 17.449 0.004
E_ & 0.005 -0200 17.452 0.00s8
= 7 0.025 -0.143 17.536 0014
g 8 00582 -0.059 18047 O0O.021
L 9 0.147 0087 20970 0013
= 10 -0.093 -0.125 22 147 0014
' 1 11 0012 -0.002 22 166 0.023
= 12 -0.164 -0.122 25903 0011
r §o 13 0098 0026 27267 OO11
v o 14 0002 -0 035 27268 O0.018
v g o 15 0037 -0.045 27 468 O 025
B 16 0042 0061 27 728 0034
v g 17 -0.032 -0.039 27.887 0.046
' ! 18 0011 0.001 27 904 0.064
' 1 19 -0.090 -0.052 29 117 0.054
' ' 20 0.059 0O0.051 29 648 0.076
N 21 -0.046 -0.032 29964 O.093
' ' 22 0.115 0058 31.994 0.078
' ' 23 -0.042 0. 017 32266 0.095
' ' 24 0.034 0027 32447 O0O.116
' ' 2S5 -0.092 - 0034 3I3.773 0.113
' ! 26 0009 OO0O18 33.786 0O.140
' ! 27 0.001 0010 33.786 O0.172
' ' 28 0024 0023 33 884 0205
day obal) dblgiu duia J Aduledl (PACF) (A0l (A4 bl ¥ g (ACF) (A1) Bl Y)Y @lalea a9 add (8) JS&)

A Ay

dal b Al ad s (6 F3ail) wand (S 1 Hlaig
ARIMA (pd,q) c3les o] s oulia JSq
Gllall g dpalie W) 348l Ay Jid d o) Cua Badxiall
Jsanll b il adi i aiaes .= (3 S Ayl
(12)

P R

o
(o q dads PAC (e p A 23 (8) JSall (e
Aalill S Bl LY deles of 2aadle Say sSACF
shll @i i 08 Laie S S ok e A3l
q JAad A1 (Ko e A& das e 29 3 gk
ooall SN LU Y1 Jalese (558 A6 s L) e
A Ugbae shalill (i 5 (58 Lexie S JSG (5 ha e
Qi OsS ladie 0 oo S JSd sy 4l LS (3
. p=sl p=3 Jlie) (Say A (6 3kl
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.y 142 -124 ladall ¢ (1) pgaldll) 2al) abad) Aaall 2026

Aa ) zilalll g (12) Jgsad)

ARIMA Za a3l

ARIMA (3,1,1)

ARIMA (3,1.,3)

ARIMA (4,1,3)

ARIMA (6,1,3)

N[ RN |-

ARIMA (6,1,12)

(EVIEWS V 13) gl Cla i o e Yl Eald) das) (e 1 jaal)

LS CALA.J\ c.au.\ GJL Llas é:\:\u\ zy g Blaaa puladl KAJM‘ Gsw‘ »E543
(13) dsll L S, falal) il e Jpemally 3L iy o5

340l Aad el ARIMA (p,d,q) Gl 458 il sy (13) dsa

ARIMA (p,d,q) g3 gt
i) \ EisalY) Baga mlaa
ARIMA (3,1,1) z3sai)
\Y% coeff t-st Prob. | A R? AIC SC | HQC | Durbin-W
C 0.003 1.206 | 0.230
AR -0.382 | -11.52 | 0.000 | 0.124 | -2.901 | -2.81 | -2.864 1.93
MA -0.212 | -3.74 0.000

SIGMASQ | 0.003 17.63 | 0.000

ARIMA (3,1,3) i34l

\Y coeff t-st | Prob. | A R? AIC SC | HQC | Durbin-W
C 0.003 0.004 | 0.458 | -2.850 | -2.796 | -2.887 | 0.111 2.34
AR -0.068 | -0.32 0.750
MA -0.325 -1.36 0.176

SIGMASQ | 0.003 | 15.32 | 0.000

ARIMA (4,1,3) gisal

\Y% coeff t-st Prob. | A R? AIC SC | HQC | Durbin-W
C 0.003 0.96 0.338 | -2.870 | -2.816 | -2.907 | 0.129 2.33
AR -0.149 | -0.88 0.382
MA -0.413 | -8.26 0.000

SIGMASQ | 0.002 14.90 | 0.000

ARIMA (6,1,3) z3s43)

\Y% coeff t-st Prob. | A R? AIC SC | HQC | Durbin-W
C 0.003 0.76 0449 | -2.849 | -2.795 | -2.886 | 0.110 2.30
AR -0.012 | -0.12 0.901
MA -0.383 | -7.07 0.000

SIGMASQ | 0.003 14.44 | 0.000

ARIMA (6,1,12) gisall

\Y% Coeff t-st Prob. | A R? AIC SC | HQC | Durbin-W
C 0.003 0.80 0424 | -2.763 | -2.709 | -2.800 | 0.578 2.09
AR 0.012 0.05 0.958

MA -0.283 | -2.03 0.044

SIGMASQ | 0.003 13.45 | 0.000

(EVIEWS V 13) gl » cla i o sldie Yl dald) dae) (a2 juaall
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i4 is 16 17 is

b sl AL 5 5all 33 Ll Yy S s )
i Lae celiay slin g 0 5 lae ‘;\),J\ o sLal J<El)

Mgy 3l 3 gl Jumadl 4y (13) Jsaall e Oy
9 s jitall 3Ll G e o Ade A g el sl
Cun e gsine 4380 1y CARIMA (3,1,1) g2

io

ARIMA (3,1,1) sl 7 8al) 73 gaiD Bl g aidlall g Ardl) Al a1 Jiag (9) JSi)

slia puall 48 mal Q-Statistics W) &l a) s
s JWA) 2y ¢ Al gl Je (White Noise) sbasll

20

21

22 23 24

saiill ella 3 galll G ) A Aald) ol seda Gua (ARIMA (3, 1, 1)
Autocorrelation Partial Correlation AC PAC Q-Stat Prob

' ' 1 1 0.032 0032 0.1272

1 ' ! 2 -0.137 -0.139 25472

1 ' 1 3 -0.070 -0.061 31722 0.075
1 ' 1 4 -0.136 -0.154 55771 0.062
1 I 1 5 -0.046 -0.0680 58563 O0.119
1 ¥ ! & -0.096 -0.149 7. 0768 O0.132
1 ' 1 7 -0.035 -0 076 7.2443 0203
1 ' ! 8 0077 00058 80332 02365
1 ' ! 9. - 0-121 0073 10028 0.187
1 ' 1 10 - 0056 -0.096 10465 0234
1 ' 1 11 -0.0249 -0014 10.542 0.308
1 ' 1 12 -0.118 -0.147 12 478 0.254
' ' ! 13 0083 0099 13.437 0266
' ' ! 14 - 0001 - 00683 13.437 0.338
1 ' 1 15 - 0005 0030 13440 O 414
1 I 1 16 0055 0002 13.873 0459
1 ' ! 17 -0.009 -0.008 123.884 0534
1 ' 1 18 0. 001 - 0026 13.884 0607
1 ' ! 19 -0.047 - 0019 14 206 0652
1 ' ! 20 O0O.035 O0.054 14.395 O0O.703
' ' 1 21 -0.021 -0.017 14 459 0756
1 ' ! 22 0.065 0.054 15.106 O. 770
' ' ! 23 - 0011 - 0010 15 126 0817
' ' ! 24 0010 0022 15 143 0.856
' ' ! 25 -0.056 -0.053 15633 0.871
1 ' ! 26 O0.000 0032 15633 O0.901
1 I 1 27 0.002 -0.009 15633 0.925
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Imverse Roots of AR MWV Polyrmnormiial(s)
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.MA 5 AR _s3 ((Covariance) & idall ¢l cow (11) JS&I
Forecasting i 6.4.3
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ARIMA (3,1,1) z3gail aladials 2025 N A 2024 O ia (e bl Lo Lilial) 4l Jiay (14) Jg2ad)

Forecasting by Box-Jenkins ARIMA (3,1,1)
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110030 Ll
110570 BN
Blgny Lpill aill g Lgal) adll G 4Hdl e 5 Gl gil) g claliiiuy)
b gl dpas Baad (o ell alaky Aie 3 oLl claliEy)

Gobll Bndl (3 L) olaal) BNl (s 5
zisalls forecasting A& yh Ay da ¥ Ayl
z3sadl s «Quadratic Regression sz il lasiy)
Simple Linear Ll hall sy
Box-Jenkins (ARIMA). 13¢5 <Regression
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Al Jgm 555
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A
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