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ABSTRACT

Despite the difficulty of estimating in the early stages of the life of the projects in light of the
limited data and information in the contracting documents, and for the purpose of overcoming
this problem and making high-accuracy decisions, traditional and smart techniques have been
applied to estimate the earned value indicators with a high degree of accuracy and with
minimal errors, in order to empower the stakeholders accurate forecasting of time and cost
performance. Therefore, main objective of this research was to compare the accuracy of three
techniques for estimating earned value indicators, which are the multiple regression analysis
technique, artificial neural networks, and the support vector machine technique for the
selected research sample, which are wastewater treatment plants projects in the Republic of
Iragq. Accordingly, nine intelligent models were developed to estimate scheduling performance
index, cost performance index, and overall performance index. Data and information in this
study were collected from wastewater treatment plants projects in Iraq. The number of these
projects that were used in building of intelligent models was (32) projects, these data was
collected using various methods such as questionnaires, historical data, work study, and field
cohabitation. Nine intelligent prediction models were developed using three techniques,
namely, Artificial Neural Networks Models (ANNM), Support Vector Machines Models
(SVMM), and Multiple Linear Regression Models (MLRM)), to predict earned value
indicators. Three acquisitions, namely Scheduling Performance Index (SPI), (CPI) and (CSI)
in early life cycle of WWTP projects in the Republic of Irag. Results of the comparison
between the three techniques, MLR, ANN, and SVM, showed that best techniques used to
predict three earned value indicators based on average degree of accuracy (AA%) are ANN,
as degree of accuracy for the SPI was (98.93%) and CPI was (98.29%). and CSI is (95.63%).

KEYWORDS: Wastewater treatment projects, artificial neural networks, multiple linear
regression, Support Vector Machines.
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(Cost Performance Index (CPL. Model)) 481 g1a) jiga gd gad - ;L

5 laia (R) Wle Wals )l 41 oY ¢ jaaia £1af 41 (CPL Model) 481 ¢lal 550 73 a3 of ZU5Y) (Say (7) Jsaall
FhiuY) oSa N ((%97,05) &5 (AA%) g5l B335 50 o5 (780,51) s (R?) vl dalaas ¢ (789,73)
(4) S8 (8 (e LS 5 Aaill ol o | Sliae L) el (CPI. Model) 4lSH 1ol j5e 3 5ai 138 )

(CPL. Model) %81 )3 Jdiga g gail dpilaa) pulaall 3(7) Jgta

¢ e w PN g1l jsa elal jiga c
Projects ms;\‘]w‘ ‘L"hi‘ Cu.\s& ‘ A el | 4GNS cpadal) Wﬁ‘dﬂ\
) Actual Estimate MAPE%
CPI CPI
1 12,998,800,000 12998800000 1.00 1.05 4.60
2 22,590,960,000 22590960000 1.00 1.04 3.64
3 36,415,400,000 36415400000 1.00 1.02 2.26
4 45,499,650,000 45499650000 1.00 1.01 1.35
5 58,500,000,000 68500000000 0.85 0.84 2.23
6 71,723,680,000 77723680000 0.92 0.89 3.77
7 89,600,000,000 89600000000 1.00 0.97 3.06
8 108,884,915,000 100884915000 1.08 1.08 0.30
9 123,669,100,000 117160200000 1.06 1.04 1.18
10 130,100,000,000 130100000000 1.00 0.93 7.11
(R) B Jdaa 89.73% 29.50/10=
(R?) 3l Jalase 80.51% 2.950
(AA%) 483 da 100-2.950= 97.05%
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1.10

1.05

1.00

0.95

0.20

0.85

0.80

1.05

1.00

0.95

0.90

0.85

0.80

0.75
0.75

(CPIL. Model) 44lS!) 13 jdisa 73 gai (3825 (4) SN

(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) & s0dall Alaal) s101 yisa - (LI
Glle Uslis ) 4l Y ¢ jacia olaf 41 (CSI. Model) g 5 iall Jaa¥1 61331 550 23 g0 0f s (S (8) U saadl 00
U (%95,246) s (AAY) gisall 3 a3 05 (786,13) 5 (R2) sl Jabaas ¢ (792,80) o (R)
One WS 5 Adadll 4l e ) Sliaa B ey (CST. Model) g s piiall Jaal) ela¥1 dise 23 sai 138 () L) Sy

(55) Jsdl 4
(CSI. Model) & 5 y5all AaaY) 6189) yiisa g sail duiliany) yulaal) :(8) Js2a
Agaal) plal Hhige | AR plal ydiga eV iga gl jdiga
Projects Cadall Cadal) ) gadall | adl Jlaay) | Usdl) duadl gllaal) Joal)
& diall Estimate Estimate Estimate Actual MAPE%
SPI CPI CSI CSI
1 0.98 1.05 1.03 1.00 2.5070
2 0.92 1.04 0.95 0.85 12.137
3 0.94 1.02 0.97 0.93 3.4918
4 0.89 1.01 0.90 0.88 2.5715
5 0.89 0.84 0.74 0.77 3.4720
6 091 0.89 0.81 0.86 5.8533
7 1.00 0.97 0.97 1.00 3.2919
8 1.10 1.08 1.19 1.15 4.0715
9 1.11 1.04 1.16 1.11 3.6787
10 1.01 0.93 0.94 1.00 6.4669
(R) 15 ¥ Jdlaa 92.80% _
(R?) winl Jans 86.13% 47.5423 /10= 4.7542

(AA%) 42 4a 100-4.7542= 95.246%

1.25

1.20

1.15

1.10

1.05

1.00

0.95

0.90

0.85

0.80

0.75

1.20 1.10 1.00 0.90 0.80 0.70

(CSI. Model) & s4all el )Y jdisa g gal 38l (5) JSil)
Lo A gl glal jdige 73 sad 383 A o S 5 AN daeiall il jlasiV oz 3ail &5 jlaal) Al jall &5 (9) Jsaad) G
i g g pdiall Jlaal) ela¥) Hde 3 ged 483 A 33 ¢(%97,05) ilo 48N ool i 3 ged 4B da 30 ((%97,434)
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saxial) el a3 sai (o A€l Ll il e (st Aasiioaad) sl ol a0 038 5 ¢(%95,246)
M\).ﬂ\ 0da ‘55 B)JLA“ C.JLA.\M LN 3 )liaa 225 Aai ZLE) dax Alle 48y :t;).l

LoiiCal) dagil) il yigal ddaial) Jadl) jlaaiV) 7 3lad (e (38 il (9) Jo>

f-\.\ci j;:,_. #13) pdipa i gad gl Jdise agal

. dalgy) Ay

. . u m‘ o’ . £
Description Model Model Model

SPI CP1 CSI
MAPE Ui 4ol glladl) Sl 2.5660% 2.950% 4.7542%
(AA%) 434 da 3 97.434% 97.05% 95.246%
(R) Bl Y Jalaa 92.46% 89.73% 92.80%
(R?) il Jalaa 85.48% 80.51% 86.13%

Lo lihuaY) Ay guanl) cilSudd) zilai 2,3

sl a3l okl L anaat Al e 8 Lpmnd o3 Sl aaiaall s Al 0 yiial) i Sle e
j._\.’\:\“ @.;45\ g.i}aj\ ol:\.o E\A.“J.A clasa t‘JL"‘“‘“ uaﬁha; e\.ﬁ;ﬁu\.: AN a_uahj CJ}A.\ S ):3#(—;3 KYRPRRYSN |
A guaall A0 CJ}A.I skl 3al< (Neuframe) C“'u)-’ O @\JJ\ Dyl e\:&lul.j AuiSall daall il ydigas
:‘";M\Y\ )A.ﬂ\ &;j ‘z\:ts‘_ujamy‘

(Schedule Performance Index (SPI)) 4 saall glal i (1

(Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 4iS)l ¢l ,i3 (2

«(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) ¢ s 0iall Jaayl oY) L83 (3

Data ) bl awdi z3sa35 (Output Model) z!AY) z3sais (Input Model) JBa¥) zasas Jie e dll
Weight ) ol)sY) basa z3sai5 (Network Model) 4 spasll 48050 & jlaza LSS 73 545 (Division Model
zas<is (Momentum Term Model) 5 shall aaa 735435 (Learning Rate Model) alafl) Jazs 735435, (Model
z2s<35 (Mathematical Equations Model) dxab il &¥alxall #3 503 5 (Transfer Function Model) Ji saill 4l

. [14](Validation Model) (a3l

Model Inputs and Outputs g/ AY) JBNY) adgai- )

43 smal) RS eI aat A agad calae Anen) oSS ) AY) 5 JASYT a3 pad A Gl il SR 5 aaatdglee o
doelibial) g guanl) AN ana 33L ) (A1 0S80 s 2) AV 5 JAaY) &l jaaie dae 330 ) o) 3 ¢ [15]Ae sl
>sal A Ol paial) aae HLEAY (3l e 2 [16]Reliball A4 suaal) A0AN 3. 8 83y M) gam Julbg
4ayHhal) sda o)) 3 cdul) Hall o2 ‘;J (Method of Priori Knowledge) A8uuall 48 yaall 48y jla Hlid) T C\_)';Y\J Jiay!
DAY 3 gai (paniad 288 L cialal) il 3l 5 Ayl (ga S 3 Baaina s o jliiall 51) gLl b 5 iSH adis
NELE) PREA| Q\‘):\ﬂd\

P st;ﬁd\ aly Ja ‘5;5\_)3 JS Lgaa B T (Base]ine) Ji (4.1_)\}45\) Lldall Jeall 4y juaail) 48l (]
. .(PV) (Planning Value) dalaiall daslly

el Ll La o Adlide die) Ll b lobea somas (RSl Aadll) Sadiadll Jeall & el A (2
(EV) (Earned Value) 4aiSall dagll _ausi ((Milestone)

Aladl) 28l oansi ¢ Milestone potall Lol W e xi daliae die 3 s A Ledbon (5 a5 Saiall Jeall duadl) 24 (3
.(AC) (Actual Cost)

@JM\P‘M\‘_A& JMMC\PY\CJ‘}AJLA‘
(Schedule Performance Index (SPI)) &saall ¢lal yise (1
(Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 4l ¢lal yi3e (2
«(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) g s iall Jaa¥) elV1 Ji50 (3

Data Division Model <Ubed) asd 73 gai - ;Lal
(ohs paelae N ) e Ll a1 A yaeanl) A0S ) AY) 5f JLAaY) bl s S

1016 JAUES, 18, 69, 2023
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(Training Set) <3l de gana (1

(Testing set) JLEAY) de gana (2

.(Validation Set) (s=ill de sana (3
oo SE (anill de sane padind s e lihual) Ay guasll 130 8 Alaid) o) 5 5Y) Japal axiiud (o il de ganad
i saand) 4030 73 5a3 o0 apiil (AT Ao pane a3 5 adadll ) je Calide 8 dielilaal] A guasll 4800 oo
4 graal) A0A Aadal 8 dagas danls 5 5lad codle) BN Cile ganall I Ll ol 2y SN ([17]Ae lilaiaY)
bl aladinly el 5 (asdll y il Gile ganal QUL apadl 4 12a 30 (10) dsasd! DA (e [18]4clilaaY)
Al ol Jumdl e Jgeanll Jglan 8 e senall s3gd clilull e Aalite s Caalil) ansind 3 (Ut 5 Al gladll
Al Gl jde G A8Nall Ao 5355 8 Gl ellh g ¢ Ll yY1 Jalaad dad et ) J gea sl dal (e dpelilaial) 43 suaal)
J81 eyl 3L 5 ((Adsiadl) Alall Aol Aagll il pipe) 5 (Lo Lol ApntiCal) Aol il 3 5) Ao LidauaY ] A saacanll
UL ey bl ot Juad) LAY Al all s2a ‘55 Olaadizal) Laa o) jlall (5)2gd c(Testing error) uanall (B A
e gaaal %10 5 pandll de sanal %012 a2l de ganad 9478 s ULl apadi Juadl o Adaadle Sy (11) Jsaall
- (95.5%) LY dalxdd Gad 5815 (5.9%) panill Uad 3 Jil e slaie YU (sl

L)) QAN i gal o) o il andi L8 1(10) Jg>

L) Jelaa U::;‘:;u lh:j:ﬂu‘u Data Division % Uk asds
Coefficient . o Giaill de gana | andllde gana | qudil) ds gana
R Testing Training . . -
Correlation(r)% Error% Error% % Querying % Testing % Training
93.6 6.7 6.9 5 10 85
94.4 6.4 6.6 5 15 80
95.5 5.9 5.5 10 12 78
94.3 6.8 6.1 10 15 75
96.5 5.8 5.8 10 20 70
93.4 6.4 6.5 15 20 65
93.4 6.3 6.6 20 20 60
Gstadll g JLEAY) 5 ) A panal i) Al (511) g
No. Percent
Gl Aant Al
Sample Training&.Azu.éfﬂ‘w‘?*-“—J-ﬂ.N 25 78.0%
gisa Testing i) 4:&9-&-‘ 4 12.0%
Holdout 8l 4e gana 3 10.0%
Valid 100 100.0%
Total 100 100.0%

hw‘ﬁjwm&m‘;& 61&}_}&4& (32) ladace éu‘jsm‘jw\ Q‘Mm‘ QUL:.J\ @)ﬁ&‘)ﬂj
(R s Bk DMy Giall de sane s pandll de sana 5 Gyl

gl e 4 sdie 3 ) ey ol puadiall by a5 53 el a5 48y Hall 028 (8 irandom 4 sl 43 )kl (1
(11) dsall G Ll J geanll af (Al Conil] Cansny 5 A0

dS5 gl pie Cle e A UL apdly zali ) o 68 48, Hhall 038 5 irandom 4k 8l 435k (2
(il de sans s andll Ao sans s il e gane o JSI ULy aual e gane

alaall s ) o sl g saa) 5 3 jaS B bl ae Jaladll & 455 Hhall o3 A :blocked 4w sl 44k (3
A5 pandll de ganad o585 AU (%12) A5 il Ao sanad 0685 Sl (o (J Y (%78 O (5! 30
i) e yaaal (555 L) (5 Y1 5 T (%10)

Jsanll A Cne LS Lgia (5aal o3 (e jall 5 kg 5l g 400 siall) apnadill Adlidal) el Sl alasi) 505 Al ja o) (e g
Jil Ll o) s (striped) (s pil) apdill 48y Hha aladinl die g 4 guanl) AN o) Juadl () daadle Sy ¢(12)
(95.5%) Ll pY) Jalaal e 5815 (%65.9) andll Lailly s
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A gaan) A £10) o apealill) Ay k50 1(12) Jg2>

. [T Uad dyead pveil) gl Data Division % <Ulnl) apds
LY Jalea : > ) - .

. waadl) Gl Choices of ic gara ic sana o
Coefficient . . ‘e ) N Gl As gana
Correlation(r)% Testing Training Division Giad gaad %Training

Error% Error% % Querying % Testing

95.5 5.9 5.5 striped 10 12 78

84.9 7.2 6.1 blocked 10 12 78

90.5 7.3 7.9 random 10 12 78

(Neural Network Model) 4 suasd) ASuil) 8 cilidall g sal) sas 73 gad - Ul

(1973805 o8 S8 (amll Lguiany ae Gl sl Lo Jass 5 Al 4G Hlall & doelidaiaV) 430 suaell 400N 4 jlara o)
zlail Lage Slale axy LelilaiaV) Ay suanll 3K0a o dpdans ol Adall 4 suanll diall e cauliall 2aal) a0a3 ol
8 sl Jal gall 23al L glin o S5 (Input Layer) Jia¥) dada 8 Sal) axe ol jlie ) lasy 3] aa ([20]4%040
Z1AY) ke Ll cidadl) AU 5 Hani€all el 5 Aaladal) dail o Jalse A iy deniSall dadll O jdipe il
Schedule Performance )) & saad) elal ji5e &5 san) 5 4y guac die EOE e 5 5ia3 8 (Output Layer)
Cost- g s iall Jua¥) ¢ls¥) yi5e5 (Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 4dSV ¢l ,é3es (Index (SPI
Jial o 5 ¢ pranll IS 8 4y saand) 28l JiaY) a2al) slagY ) e u3al) 0a 55 (Schedule Index (CSI))
28al) 22e 8 Agag HX3 B3k o el & (e g Ao 5l Al 8 saa) g Bdie HLAAL el el o (6) Aalaal) aladiu) o sl
Caalll U8 (e Al jall 038 8 salaie ] a3 o slul) 138 5 (A saanll ASWAL ¢ la) Juabl (38a5 (pal

(1) 1P 1+ (2% ciaall axe) = dial) aae

058 Ladie 2Kl o)) Jumdl ) 5 (sl Ao ganal Unall A 8 Tas Ungusy BB @llin o cputy olial (13) Jsaad) e
{(%5,9) il Uad dais (%95,5) Bl daae et Lo Ll goand @lldy aal saie I Gglae 05 25l 2
inputlayerd';.):ﬁ,\ln)@ﬁm; Gl EDIE e 3 5le Eanall 12 L.;’BJJM\:\S,\&\ al@@by&\ J<a UJS.“;LJLU
435 (S daliy 68 Aadlae Alee b 2588 Y Jaa) 45k (output layer z A 45k s hidden layer 4sdse ddk g
A2y A gl Adkall o g a3 (e g Apidal) Al ) (e slrall i) 42 Gl 22y Jaal) dida o 685 5 ULl Bac ) A<0)

oz Al Ak g Ll Aadall 8 o5 Cillall Aladll Aallaall o) 3 oz Al dala

Ll il pigal o1 o ddal) el 2o 80 (13) Jgaad)

w‘f:j 3 ) Und L oaadl) Uad A L5 Y JaaCoefficient
No. of Nodes Training Error% Testing Error% Correlation(r)%

1 5.5 5.9 95.5

2 5.9 5.9 95.4

3 5.8 6.5 94.9

4 6.9 6.8 93.8

5 6.8 7.3 93.5

6 6.8 7.9 92.6

7 6.9 8.0 92.9

(Learning Rate Model) alxill Jia 35435 (Momentum Term Model) 5 shill aaa zdgai - slad

IR e dal yie IS0 e Beny A e lilaaW) 44 suanl) ASLEN ool Cppad A Aagall Z3ladll (e Glad saill (38 2ay
985l aan Jalaa s s Jal cims  AY) Gmnall Laguians 3 it Laa IS 5 Ao b1 A5 yaemall A1 &y e
On A gana ol oals Gald) A8 3 e lilaal) A saaall 281 61 e (Momentum Term) a3 3l 23as cons b
55 Jabaall Vg oW1 ol (s )55 il a3l dama ikt QA (el Bue Uil aY) A pmal) A0 e il LY
& (0,01) el (e a3 3 dana g gl Aulia A8 (0l a5 (14) sl (e ¢(1.0) 524l e 2l (0,1)
e O Sun (0,8) (I Lsbose a3l 2o (55 Ladie AN 1ol Juadl o 5 Unall (il Lany 53 33l 31 oy 31(0,7)
8 LalS Al el 3 UL i o) Jas DU 31 ¢(%95,5) (1) Lliiy) Jane 5STs (%5,9) panill de sanal Uad 2
zasall ¢l e (Learning Rate) alaid) Jaxe 53li 8 iy 1 28Ul ¢(1,0) 529 41 (oY) aa) (ge pd 31 2350
(Momentum Term) aa 31 2asad Bl dadll cudii vie alaill Jana 55 58t 23 5 A8t alaide o aaad e Jany
pandl) de senad Uad il gl o) 31 (0,2) &5 lail) Jand dad Juadl o a3 3 ¢(15) Jsand) & e S5 ¢(0,8)
LalS 8 310 o 30,2 1 0,1) el (e 380l elal & TS o) JasDl 5 ¢(%95,5) (1) Bli)) Jae 1S5 (%35,9)
(1,0) 5254 GV sl e pladll Jana o )
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Leliha) 4y guanl) Al i gal o1 o ad 1) aaaa p ol iU 1(14) Jssa

3 ghill aaa (Momentum ) Uad dpusd oaail) Usd dd bl ) JalaaCoefficient
Term) Training error% Testing error% correlation(r)%
0.1 7.9 6.1 92.5
0.2 7.8 6.2 92.5
0.3 7.8 6.3 92.9
0.4 7.9 6.4 92.7
0.5 6.7 6.8 93.6
0.6 6.7 6.9 94.6
0.7 6.7 6.9 94.9
0.8 5.5 5.9 95.5
0.9 5.5 5.9 95.5
1.0 5.5 5.9 95.5

Leliba) Ay graal) AQAL i gal ¢13) o aleil) Jana g g8 00 1(15) Jots

KA ) U s aadll Usd &y 2:“:;111131;::
(Learning Rate) Training Error% | Testing Error% Correlation(r)%
0.1 55 5.9 95.5
0.2 5.5 5.9 95.5
0.3 5.8 6.0 95.2
0.4 5.9 6.1 94.8
0.5 6.1 6.2 94.7
0.6 6.2 6.3 94.6
0.7 6.3 6.5 94.5
0.8 6.4 6.6 94.4
0.9 6.5 6.7 94.3
1.0 6.6 6.8 94.2

(Transfer Function Model) J: 523 4103 3 gai - ;Luald

A8l ool ol daadle Sy s «(16) disaadl 8 Gase LS s dys ) ol HLia) day l ol jal &5 Jysatll Als 4 )0 ol e
(6 sty (andll Und i 5 995,53 sy 1alis Y1 s (S 31 s o1 A1l g L () 585 0185 e i) A spacanll
Aaiaa) Akl (je JSI (sigmoid) A Alall aladiul die lgle J sanll a5 ¢%5,5 (5 st cuxil) Uad duii59%5,9
Lhad ) Jaad (s 43Y G guanll o gad ali€ e ool SV g ) i () Canlll peti) 288 UL 5 ol Al Ak
$te e sed Gl Ailn) [1-0] il (pan i Al ysad 325k e Lelilaca¥) A el 4030 il
) yall andeill a3 ) 53 saa) A 5 e UaaD AN LEEY) 4 )l s b oo sllaall Fidal) dagli Aol 8 (il 48l
Al )l oda g Al dpalal S0 A dariindl)

4 ganl) AN gigal o1 o Jagadl) DAl 86 2(16) Jssa

. L L e Jagaill Al
2:4:;;3;:; oaadl) Uad A uﬂf;:;“;&;l:“ Transfer Function
Correlation (r)% Testing Error% Error% ElAY Ak (Adal) 43,51
Output Layer Hidden Layer

95.5 5.9 5.5 sigmoid Y sigmoid Y
95.5 5.9 5.5 tanh gl sigmoid Y/
95.5 5.9 5.5 sigmoid oY) tanh gl
95.5 5.9 55 tanh il tanh il

(Weight Model) &/ 5¥) b i sal sludb

S Aagll o3 5 ¢y sll oo Aaghy adalsi Hb aahy dpelihua) A suasll AN 3 Al ¢ guac n Juall US
QU}.}.AQOA'&JJ\)E\ d;ﬂ\mﬁdSu_aHu}\mcdSe)s:\d\ cu;uj.uaaj\ u.m UyLMJMM\Z\z\&Y\gdAdSJE
gliad) i diall 2a daf AiLia) aa Lasan ol ) 53 aan 5 (a5 6l sucandl 038 e VLAY () 5y Al daykal)
2 Aaa S Aadal) il suae M o suanll s & Jysatl) s 0 (66 31 () samndl £ 53 o Calisy Jy a3 il Aa il
Gl 5 diad) ddpdall 5 JAaY) dda (p dAlal ) diall 0 Y1 2 e Jsandl a3 elilial) 4 guasd) 4S8 (0
(17) Il (8 (ae LS5 ) AN ARadall 5 diaall Adudall cy 0 5 5Y)

Lo liba) Ay graal) 4| cilish ¢ 0 g¥) Jasda (17) Jsaa
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Parameter Estimates
Predicted Value Y (siiall a8l
Predictor Hidden Layer Output Layer
g (oaiiall pulaalf FIEA P ENA] el AY ddd
H(1:1) AC PV EV
4al) 3x(Bias) -.235- - - -
Input Layer SPTA s2all ¢ 1af i3 3.433 - - -
Jaay) dih CPIAY ¢)3) s 2.667 - - -
SCI Ay £ Jdise 3.548 - - -
Hidden Layer 4dall 3(Bias) - -.762- -.775- -.851-
dpddal) A3,k H(1:1) - .896 1.493 1.771

(Neural Network Model) 4etihay) 435 suand) ASuil) 4 jlara g3 ga - slasla
Liaall ARpdll 5 #1 AY) Al JAaY) Adda) e SO ()5S dpe a4 suanl) A 4 Jlenad Sl JS 0
‘DL.\A\ (6) d&.ﬂ\ ‘53 O LAS} ('5.3:\} b.lh.j}

Synaptic Weight = 0
— Synaptic Weight = 0

E
o
[Z]

Spi —
~— T — N
<
T
T —

Hidden layer activation function: Sigmoid

Ciutput layer activation function: Sigmoid

Lo lihaY) A guand) AS34) 45 jlara (6) JS&)

(Network Equation Model) 4sUhwa) 43 guanl) 4050 Aslaa g gai - 1Ll

45¥) ¥ abeall JSA e oaall Cipeall slie dallas cillana g jbiial duuiSal) Al < iy 5l (S
SPI= [0.17/ (1-+¢ (0-762-0-896 tanh(X))] +(0.86) ..vueveneeeeeeenenns (7)

CPI= [0.52/ (1+¢ ©0-775-1.493 tanh())] +(10.73) ..eveninenenennnnnnne (t))
CSI= [0.09/ (1 OSTLTTLADO)] 1(0.62) ..o )
1) S
= 0.235+[(3.433%AC-2.66T*EV-3.548*PV)] ...veveeverenr (10)

.(Validation Model) @il g3 sai slauls

o e Aiial) dpaly Sl Vel 3 US 5 48y LAY Alian yulae day i o dlaie WL Giald) 2Bl jall 028 b
(SCI) & siall Maa}l ¢1a¥) 3505 (CPI) 48U ¢lol y3i5e 5 (SPI) A sandl glol yisal dpelihaia¥) 43 guanl) 4050
Mean Absolute dUadl daul 3ladll Jaeal) & 5 sasiall Jhadll jlasiV) zilei el 3 Waldie) &5 ddlasy) yulad) o3 g ¢
Coefficient of ¢l Jdzay Average Accuracy Percentage (AA%) 48 4s » 5 Percentage Error (MAPE)

Coefficient of Correlation (R) <l ;¥ Jdxs s Determination (R?)

32) ‘_é...aj\ Q—Q)Aj‘ bl:\A 4;1\.9.‘\ Gilasa @JLHLA e JJ&JJ e L_U‘)I\ 2:\31..4;\}“ )ﬁb‘d\ c.‘il:u dSA:\ slaa) (18) JJJAJ\
JWES) 3as (il e ganal Lot o5 30 5 aniineall el ) b Lgiatas et ) A0S il Ao Jis 8 s (Lo 5y
(%98.925) & las dylle 483 da 50 4 suanll AS0A 73 503 480 () G i) 5 e Llaia) A suanl) A<l 23 5ai 6Ly
Cost)) &SN el yise I (%98.292)s (Schedule Performance Index (SPI)) &saall elal ji3e J

5 «(((Cost-Schedule Index (CSI g s dall JaaYl ¢1a¥1 si3el (%95.63) 5 (Performance Index (CPI
':‘u.u“)ﬂ\ 0l ‘55 B)}LAS\ CJL«.\” TN 5 jliaa 2x3 Ay
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Lo Uhuay) 4 grand) 4S8N 73 gad Gad il (18) Jg>

dgibaay) yplaal)
Model LY Jalza aail) Jalea | Usdl) dgeadl gllaall Jal) FENE g
R R? MAPE% AA%
SPI-Model 1 0.95026 .903 1.075 98.925
CPI-Model 2 0.95707 916 1.708 98.292
SCI-Model 3 0.91323 .834 4.370 95.63

Cipuall slsa dallae cillane g bl Apni€all Aol il 5 ad 5aa Lkl Abesll LEAN wdll (0 45 Hlia oli) (7) JSEN s
Lo Luiiall all aa (SCT) g 5 pstall eyl 1Y) 5505 (CPT) 248N )] yi5e 5 (SPT) A saad) ehal yige o 5 ol
O L Y1 Jalrs e 0 1335 3 6oDle ) (9-5) 5 (8-5) 5 (7-5) ¥ alaall (o &y sl 55 ) shaall z3laill (e (And siall)
ASpl) 3l Adlall 81 e Jos il o3 05 i) e (%91,323) 5 (%95,707) 5 (%95.026) o4 pill o4
bl 8 Al Aail) Cl gy i) 3 3 gl 138 e alaie W1 A ) iy Laa ¢y shaall A Lilaa¥) 45 suanll

olaadl Aallae cillasal Al

105 — Obsemved
m—FIt
1.00 o
=
0.95 %
090 '~
0.as
1.3
= 12 o
@ xa
o 11 =
g 10 %
Z g I
0.8
0.7
1.4
3]
1.2 2
=
10 %
04 '
0.6
T3 5 7 9 111315 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31
Date

5 shaall Sl g el (ya Aad gial) il ga 5anLiiall Aial) iliil) (s A i (7) S

Support Vector Machine Model 1Y) gludy) 4a%e zilai 3.3

il (s2a dad ALY g Liall 8 laas¥) s Bl e o el JSLae Jad 48l 3101 o8 (SVM) das Il axiall A1
e % sa AL il ) g e llaa V) 4 guaall GIS0AL Guaiadiadl (e Glalill (e SN L] sl il
Al Hall oda Lg . [21] il &M Glanad e paell Al Gl dac |l asial) 4 L'Ji L) LS ¢ jlian aven’ glal PERLY
ol Jaai¥l il st 8 il pans Al e 8 L o5 3 saciall 5 Al @ jridl Gle Caldl s
Schedule )) 4 saall elal ji5a AN LuiSall dagl) @ i e 5uill dpeliha¥) 45 suasll CASAN #ilai s 222l
& sl Jlaa¥) el 5554 5 (Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 44l )l 150 5 (Performance Index (SPI

Jab ) sy 3 Waikato dzals (8 ) shall(Weka) el alaaiuly s «(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI))

Model Inputs and Outputs gAY JAN) adgai- ¥y
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danie ziad ool Gt 8 agadt el Lpea) i€ 21 AY) 5 JBaY) adsal 8 <l i) LS5 st ke )
s [22] Y g lady) anie zilat ana 53 3 1uS 180 szl AV JAaY) <l piie 222 o 3 o V) pladY)
ob 5 e liha V) Ay guanl) A0l 73 gai 8 Gpeddivaall LAY 5 JAOY) L g pud aladind &3 sl 2l 028

(PV) (Planning Value) dabaiall dadlly canii g ladal) Jaall 4yl 23U (]
(EV) (Earned Value) dsiSall dailly cauiy jaiall Jaall 4y posil) add<sll (2
(AC) (Actual Cost) 4l=all A3lSIL endiy jaiall Jaall 4d2al) 481S1 (3

@}Mﬁ&\)@um‘;ﬁ dm».)&ﬂc\);\ﬂcd)mu\
(Schedule Performance Index (SPI)) &saall elol yi5e (1
(Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 4l ¢lal yi3e (2
«(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) g s riall Jaa¥) ela¥) Ji5 (3

Data Division of SVM Model bl apud 3 gai - 1Ll
cralae O N Ao Ula a1 A gmal) RS8N 8 ) JAY) 5F JLAaY) bl mandi 8 Reainall Conil] ki Ciall) aaic
«(Validation Set) (81l de gana 5 (Testing set) JLAY) de sana g (Training Set) il de gana 1 A 5 dud )
Jsaall 3 e LS R lall Clgaiall AT daiar 8 daga s Ranla 3 5hd 2ay A e ganall I CGL andi o 5S)

A 5anad 95105 pandll de ganal 912 | il de ganal 9478 s bl agudi Juabl () 3 ¢(19)

ga8al) 5 JLEAY 9 quuail) A ganal clibud) dad (19) Jga

) 211l No. 4ud)) Percent
Sample Trainingu.w:\mﬁsw 25 78.0%
zisa Testingaadll 4 e 4 12.0%
Holdout3:8aill 4 gana 3 10.0%
Valid 100 100.0%
Total 100 100.0%

Kernel Selection of SVM Model 3/ i) JLial zigai - (Ll

3aaia 3l 535 (Linear Kernel)isaall 31 sl & 5 aclall asia 4l 23 s 8 5) il A3 &) 1 HLia) &5 o3 sail) 128
35 s Jumd) LS o)) Cpw (20) Jsaad) o) ¢ (RBF)eladl) () Q1331535 (Polynomial Kernel)a saall
(RMSE ) i) Jawe sia aa Uadd dais ol e al peasd elld g 23 gaill 138 & (Polynomial kernel) 2 saall saaxie
(8 o kaia) o3 Ay Al it 3 il o34 () Ay Caalall & M5 ¢(%96,5) (R) Blii) dabae (e 5 (%0,0093)
Ll o3a 3y shaall aclall dnie A1 73 gad

ac Al Aaia i pigal 513 o 31 gill £ 53 il 1(20) Jgd

815l g o8 Uail) Jara dpei | Jonagia s Und pad Coefficient 2l ¥ Jalaa
(Type of kernel) GBJIMAE % | @A RMSE % Correlation(r)%
normalized kerneldbil) 31 i) 0.0333 0.0222 95.89
3 gaall Badia 3l 5
. 0.0077 0.0073 97.85
Polynomial kernel

el (ubay) A1 3) g3

o e} A3 3153 0.0091 0.0111 95.90

RBF kernel

Selection Parameter(C) of SVM Model :(C) Jelas JLiA) 73 gai - slay)

(10) S (1) o e 4iad 7 5l 555 3 < SVM-Model aclall 4xia A 73 503 e (C) dabaall Lili (21) Jgaad) e s
(10)) dad o o 8l LalSh (2 paill oy ya5 2 il sleal) 40aS i€y (531 23 5aill 3 sladd) aaa Jiay (C) el O
(R) 1LY Jalae da cilS 31 ((8)) ie (C) Jabaal G Juabl aclall dnia Al 3 g (38 28 5 ¢A8a JiSH 3 gail) (IS
el 138 b 4aladind o3 5 (a5 (0.0075) (RMSE) g il Jaws i jaad Und il e (799.65)
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S 1Al) dae AT i gad £1) o (C) Jalaa 13l 1(21) Jgaadl

Uail) Jara dpd | Janagia s Uad dpud LY Jalaa
Parameter C Gllaall & A Coefficient
MAE % RMSE % Correlation(r)%

1 0.0080 0.0092 96.81
2 0.0080 0.0091 99.82
3 0.0080 0.0090 96.86
4 0.0082 0.0089 96.90
5 0.0081 0.0088 97.70
6 0.0080 0.0086 97.71
7 0.0080 0.0085 97.75
8 0.0077 0.0073 97.85
9 0.0077 0.0073 97.85
10 0.0077 0.0073 97.85

Parameter Selection of SVM Model (Epsilon) Jalas JLia) 73 gad - slaald

&1(0,01) o Lo 4iadi 51 535 31 < SVM-Model acall 4aia Al #3 503 e (Epsilon) debaall il (22) Jsaad) G
Gia 2y iy S 23 sall YIS (0,01)) Aad (e oyl LS (3 saill aladll Jara iy (Epsilon) delzall O 5 ¢(0,1)
il xie (7/99.65) (R) BLiLY) Jalas dad il 31 ¢(0,02)) 2ie (Epsilon) debeal dad Juadl el 4o A1 3 50
Zosall 138 (8 aalasind i a3 (505 (0.0075) (RMSE) g il dass s el Und

po 1) Axia A 354 #1031 o (Epsilon) Jalaa il 1(22) Jgaad)

Uil Jora dpi | Joaugia s Und Ll Y Jalaa
Parameter Epsilon calhaall & Al Coefficient
MAE % RMSE % Correlation(r)%

0.01 0.0077 0.0073 97.80
0.02 0.0077 0.0073 97.85
0.03 0.0087 0.0078 97.81
0.04 0.0088 0.0079 97.80
0.05 0.0090 0.0080 96.90
0.06 0.0095 0.0082 96.87
0.07 0.0098 0.0100 96.81
0.08 0.0099 0.0110 96.80
0.09 0.0101 0.0112 96.77
0.10 0.0111 0.0115 96.73

Model Weight SVM Model :0)Js¥) bada g igai - sl

Ay JaaY) ey Alal sll d8all 1Y) ad e Jsasll 23 < SVM-Model aslall 4aie A1 73 gad oy p25 aay
AU aclall anie Al 2 3lail weka gl s ledle daan 31 Juai¥) () 551 (25) 5 (24) 5(23) Jslaadl zeaza 53 3zl AY)
e Y zling Vg ¢ Ll (CST) £ s iiall Jaay) ehaY) ydise s (CPT) 4l ¢lol yii5e s (SPT) A saall elal jise)
Y ol bl J gt o IS 13) Lo S ] LA auaa (S el (Y il g sl

(Schedule Performance Index (SPI)) &2l #13) jdisal alall daia Alf g3 gad ciligh ¢ ) J0¥) bapda (23) Js2a

PN ) AY ddda g JUaY) A8k fy &) 3 9Y) Aaid

layer wji (weight from node i in the input layer to node j in the hidden layer)
COlasal)

. EV AC

input

) 3 9Y)

v 2.7007 -2.9254
weight
FENTIEN

T 0.6522

bias
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(Cost Performance Index (CPI)) 441h £1a) j&sal ac)al) daia 4] 73 gad ciliah ¢ o) oY) bana (24) o

FERA]]
layer
<Dladal)
input
O
weight
FIRNTIN
bias

(Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) & sdall Alaa¥) £139) j&gal o )al) dafia 4] 3 gad cilish ¢y 0 g¥) Jasida (25) Jgan
FERA]
layer
<Sladal)
input
O
weight
FIENTIN
bias

) AY A g JUaY) Al () 5 9Y) Laid
wji (weight from node i in the input layer to node j in the hidden layer)

PV EV

-1.3046 1.9488

0.3756

ZIAY) A g JAN) s G ) oY) Aad
wji (weight from node i in the input layer to node j in the hidden layer)

SPI CPI

0.3214 0.8369

-0.1709

Equation SVM Model :<¥saal) 73 gl - slalu
Ay Y aleal) JOA (e M‘ s pall ol Aallas cillass @Jw AiSall daaall <l ydigay il S

SPI= {(-1.3046* PV) +(1.9488*EV)} +( 0.3756) ....eevveee... (11)
CPI = {(2.7007*EV) -(2.9254*AC)} +(0.6522) ....eevevveee.. (12)
CSI= {(0.3214* SPI) + (0.8369*CPI)} -( 0.1709) .............. (13)

Validation SVM Models (38adl) g e - ;Uals

bl iVl 23l 5 Gaiad b badie] Gl dx )Y Adlas ) juleall e alaie WU Gl A8 il jall o2 b
Al 3l (pe Al Apualy Sl Yoleal) 58S 5 A8y LS ) (e (Lgnsii e lidaal Ay grand) AL #3lai 5 aeiall
(26) Jshaall ) (SCT) g sl Jaay) ¢1aY) yii5a s (CPT) 48l elal yi5a s (SPT) A saad) elal yisal aclall 4aia
(%3 1)) At Jiad o8 5 (abie 3 pdic) a jliiall (pa 2l g codle | day H¥) AilianV) julaall il Jiai olial (28) 5(27) 5
Al 23l ey JLaS) ey 38al) de ganal lgdiina o il 5 aadiosall (Weka) gebial (8 Leidad a3 ) 200 bl
D ac)al) 4aia

(Schedule Performance Index (SPI. Model)) &g £ jdia zigai (1

s Ualii ) Al 0¥ ¢ e 13l 41 (SPL. Model) Alsaall elal e 3 sai o U)Ky (8) ISl 5 (26) Jsaall e
QA (%73,1944) il (AA%) z3sad) 38235 )0 ol s (£61.45) s (R?) 2 Jalaa 5 ¢ (477,066) »135a (R)
Agledl) Agaall 4l oo Y siie Bl ek (SPL Model) A saall elal ydise 73 53 138 of zlisia¥) (Say

(SPI. Model) Qg3 6131 ydisa g gall Lilany) sulaal) 1(26) Jsi>

Lgaall ol Ldse

A gaall g1l dige

Projects Mms;l/w‘ &h;x\‘/w‘ () (i) ~ MAPE%
kil Actual Estimate Ui 4ol gllaal) Sl
SPI SPI
1 12,998,800,000 12,998,800,000 1.00 0.46 54.0662
2 22,590,960,000 26,577,600,000 0.85 0.47 44.8093
3 36,415,400,000 39,016,500,000 0.93 0.58 38.2585
4 45.,499,650,000 51,999,600,000 0.88 0.58 33.2674
5 58,500,000,000 65,000,000,000 0.90 0.67 25.8158
6 71,723,680,000 76,846,800,000 0.93 0.77 17.4135
7 89,600,000,000 89,600,000,000 1.00 0.95 4.7197
3 108,884,915,000 102,479,920,000 1.06 1.16 9.2326
9 123,669,100,000 117,160,200,000 1.06 1.26 19.1023
10 130,100,000,000 130,100,000,000 1.00 1.21 21.3704
(R) L ¥ Jda 77.066% 268.0556/10=
(R) ) Jdza 61.45% 26.8056
(AA%) % 4 p 100-33.1447=73.1944%
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R?=0.6145

1.10 1.05 1.00 0.95 0.90 0.85 0.80 0.75 0.70

(SPL. Model) A gaall slai ydisa @i gai (385 (8) Jil)
) (Cost Performance Index (CPI. Model)) 441l ¢1ai jdiga gz g4 (2
sl (R) Wle Ualsi )l 41 (Y ¢ jacia ¢laf 41 (CPL. Model) 24S) ¢1al 50 23 sai o) L) (Say (27) Js2ad) e
FUEuY) (S A ((%84,93) &l (AA%) zisadll 482 3a 50 05 .(782,85) sa (R?) waaill dalaas ¢ (7%91,02)
(9) SN 8 e LS 5 Alail) il e Ty VL) gty 28I ool g 3 g 12

(CPI. Model) 4 £)3) ydisa g gall Lilany) julaal) 1(27) Jgi

. . P ol s plal i .
FdiSal) dagdl) Alad1) 4alY) Aol IdnE e Lot glladl) Sl
Projects ’ EV i i AC AR adl) | AQIKH Cpadal) : Ty dudl
& ial) Actual Estimate MAPEY
CPI CPI ’
1 12,998.800,000 12998800000 1.00 0.69 31.27
2 22.,590,960,000 22590960000 1.00 0.71 28.68
3 36,415.,400,000 36415400000 1.00 0.75 24.95
4 45.499,650,000 45499650000 1.00 0.78 22.49
5 58,500,000,000 68500000000 0.85 0.81 5.13
6 71,723,680,000 77723680000 0.92 0.85 8.33
7 89,600,000,000 89600000000 1.00 0.89 10.58
8 108,884,915.000 100884915000 1.08 0.95 12.33
9 123,669,100,000 117160200000 1.06 0.99 6.57
10 130,100,000,000 130100000000 1.00 1.00 0.36
(R) B Y Jdaa 91.02% 150.69/10=
(R?) 1) Jalasa 82.85% 15.07
(AA%) 48 4 100-15.07= 84.93%
1.2
1
R?=0.8285
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0
1.1 1 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4

(CPL Model) 48 £13) ,disa £igal (383 (9) JSi
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’ (Cost-Schedule Index (CSI)) & sall e ¢1Y) Jdisa (3
Wiy ad o «Jsia slal 1 (CSL. Model) g spiiall eyl 61aY) e z3sad o ZUwY) Koy (28) Jsaall
(%66,296) s (AAY) £l 33 da 52 05 .(749,00) 5» (R?) 2 dalaas ¢ (£70,00) o_)a (R) Jow sia
LS s Adedll ) e Y e Wl jelay (CSI. Model) g s rall (Maa¥) ela¥) e g3 sai 138 of liiud) (Say ¢

(10) &) (& e
(CSI. Model) Ay £189) dsa i gadl ulany) julaal) :(28) Jssa
Aganl) glal Hige | A8 plaf ydige eIy jdiga gl Jdige
Projects i) i) Slaal) Gadal) | adl Jaay) | Uaid Al laal) Jondd
&bl Estimate Estimate Estimate Actual MAPE%
SPI CPI CSI CSI
1 0.46 0.69 0.32 1.00 68.4294
2 0.47 0.71 0.33 0.85 60.6373
3 0.58 0.75 0.43 0.93 53.6601
4 0.58 0.78 0.45 0.88 48.2768
5 0.67 0.81 0.54 0.77 29.6225
6 0.77 0.85 0.65 0.86 24.2956
7 0.95 0.89 0.85 1.00 14.8020
8 1.16 0.95 1.10 1.15 42313
9 1.26 0.99 1.24 1.11 11.2759
10 1.21 1.00 1.22 1.00 21.8026
(R) BN Jdlaa 70.00% 337.0336/10=
(R?) a3 Jalaa 49.00% 33.7034
(AA%) 483 45 100-4.7542= 66.296%
1.40
1.20
1.00
R?=0.4878
0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20
0.00
1.20 1.10 1.00 0.90 0.80 0.70 0.60

(CSI. Model) & 5 all Jlaa¥) $139) 4diga g3 gad (a3 (10) Jid)

FARPUPLEN] el yEise TAgad 482 da jy CuilSy AN aclall 4ntia i zladl 45 jlaal) Al pall &3 (29) Jsaad) an
i g s il Jaa¥) elaY) yiige 23 gei dBaAa 505 (%84,93) alit Akl o)al ydige 3 gai A2 An 435 ¢(%73,1944)
da 0 L aclall anie A 2 ala 8 Al Aagdll e (el deadiiadll ¥l () (i Ul 038 5 ¢(%66,296)
:\u\)ﬂ\ b&@ﬁ)}bﬂ\ Cdm‘ﬁglﬁﬁujm‘)ﬁﬂ@@} c'éd;\;é\é.)

A iiSall Aagdl) il yigal oo )1l A AJ 3lad (e (A il (29) Jo>

S0 i gisad #1al s gisad $181 Jdisa glgal
7 . 441 LaaY)
Description Aaal) ey
Model SPI I‘g’lflel MCOSdIel
T2 Lol gllad) )
NAPE dad 26.8056% 15.07% 33.7034%
aﬁﬁ\ 3A_JJ
(AA%) 73.1944% 84.93% 66.296%
(R) 55 Jalaa 77.066% 91.02% 70.00%
(R?) sl Jalas 61.45% 82.85% 49.00%
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GO ) gl A28l 4

}\.\.\S\‘;.QJ.\.\SJ;L;\ ""“\Jﬂ\u‘)}@;é‘ﬁaﬂu_}\aﬂauﬁwu&utv)w&u@\mu};u\
Aouil Gl Jaxall (Rz) sl Jalea g (R) LU )W el DA (0 e:\:m.“ 4\.\1».:; 1) cAaiSall dadll Gl e (5a8al0
(o 215 1655 (SVM> ANN s MLR) 5501 il (1) JS20 0 s (AA) 61 i og (MAPE) (b
s e 73,195 98,93 597,43 als LD z3lail) 482 da )2 GY (Model SPI) A sandl elol yiise z3sai 585

.38l Als e & A5 lsill s Saa &l yliga

H MLR = ANN = SVM

(%) (%) (%) (%)

R2 MAPE AA

85.48
95.03
92.46

77.07

I 61.45
I 5020
B e
| 1.08

73.19
I o5.53
I o7

.
=
H ~
-

(SPI. Model) 4 gand) yésal LAY 7 alll g af il (11) JS&Y

(Model 44181 eaf yisa 3 sad 0085 3 3121 gdai (SVM s ANN s MLR) 45300 el o (12) JS3 (0 sy
o AN Ll 1 sus Sl ph5e s s e 84,935 98,295 97,05 ol A £3lall 483 4 50 0 CPI)
B MLR mANN mSVM

.(BM"“\:\_\;)A
—
o
@ o
Ioo I|
(%)

(%) (%) (%)
R2 R MAPE AA

98.29

15.07

I 82.85
I 51.60
I 30.51
I 51.02
I 84.93

1.71
| 2.95

(CPL Model) 481 i gal LGN g 3adl) p1a) s (12) JS&Y

eV eV Slsa 3 gd i (A e 2131 el (SVM5s ANN s MLR) 4330 il of (13) JSal) (e ey
cl@ll B sas G phse Ay Ml e 66,305 95,635 95,25 ol M zilall 48 dx 0 ¥ (Model CSI)
LR Al a8 25D

B MLR mANN mSVM

o

o M
o M ©
< ! N oo
. o \—i )
o8 S o @ ] ~
o I 5
S ~ 3
o R
~ o
(32}
~ wn
nN
—
(%) (%) (%) (%)
R2 R MAPE AA

(CSIL. Model) Slaa¥) o1a¥1 yésal LN g 3lalll o)) gilis (13) JSad)

1027 JAUES, 18, 69, 2023



DEVELOPMENT INTELLIGENT PREDICTION MODELS FOR EARNED VALUE INDICATORS IN WASTEWATER
TREATMENT PLANTS PROJECTS

(MLR) 222iall dadldl jlasa¥l ol aladinly A€l Al &l il e }.\.\.\H gl skt o3 (A Al i pal
(30) Jsaall Adia gy & i) mil5 Jaalds ol 5 ((SVM) pelall 4nia Al 5 (ANN) Zuelilaia¥) 44 suaal) IS

SVM 3 ANN s MLR 43l eyl 45 i gilii (30) Jssa

Ugand olal pdige gigad
Model SPI
R? (%) R (%) MAPE (%) AA (%) Models
85.48 92.46 2.57 97.43 MLR
90.30 95.03 1.08 98.93 ANN
61.45 77.07 26.81 73.19 SVM
A8 o) ydige i gad
Model CPI
R? (%) R (%) MAPE (%) AA (%) Models
80.51 89.73 2.95 97.05 MLR
91.60 95.71 1.71 98.29 ANN
82.85 91.02 15.07 84.93 SVM
ALY oY) Jdise zigal
Model CSI
R? (%) R (%) MAPE (%) AA (%) Models
86.13 92.80 4.75 95.25 MLR
83.40 91.32 4.37 95.63 ANN
49.00 70.00 33.70 66.30 SVM

Lordivuall L) Juzadl of (31) Jsaad) 8 iaadle oSy «SVM s ANN s MLR 4530 il ¢y 45 jlaal) gl 8
da )y il ) due lilacaY) 4y suasl) ISAN 4 o (ZAA) A8 da o o g o 3l A€l dal) <l b ey 3l
taa ) e oY) piine s AASH e s Al sanldl el 280

TAA Sy g itadl) Aslae GUELEY Lasiiue 4080 Juabl gildi (31) Jgan

) Y i) 4
& zail AA (%) Juad) Aisn)
MLR ANN SVM
1 SPIA gaall elal yige 97.43 98.93 73.19 ANN
2 CPIA saall olal yii5a 97.05 98.29 84.93 ANN
3 CSIJea¥) 1Y) L350 95.25 95.63 66.30 ANN
clauiiy) 5

Artificial ) dueilaa¥) A paanll S a5 L EOIE sy S35l o 3le Aand y shad sl s34 3
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