Northumbria Research Link
Citation: Onkal, Dilek (2020) M4 Competition: What’s Next. International Journal of Forecasting, 36
(1). pp. 206-207. ISSN 0169-2070
Published by: UNSPECIFIED
URL:
This version was downloaded from Northumbria Research Link: http://northumbria-test.eprintshosting.org/id/eprint/56014/

Northumbria University has developed Northumbria Research Link (NRL) to enable users to access
the University’s research output. Copyright © and moral rights for items on NRL are retained by the
individual author(s) and/or other copyright owners. Single copies of full items can be reproduced,
displayed or performed, and given to third parties in any format or medium for personal research or
study, educational, or not-for-profit purposes without prior permission or charge, provided the authors,
title and full bibliographic details are given, as well as a hyperlink and/or URL to the original metadata
page. The content must not be changed in any way. Full items must not be sold commercially in any
format or medium without formal permission of the copyright holder. The full policy is available online:
http://nrl.northumbria.ac.uk/policies.html

This document may differ from the final, published version of the research and has been made
available online in accordance with publisher policies. To read and/or cite from the published version
of the research, please visit the publisher’s website (a subscription may be required.)

M4 COMPETITION: WHAT’S NEXT
DILEK ONKAL

Forecasting competitions play a significant (albeit controversial) role in forecasting
history (Hyndman, 2018). M-Competitions started with M1 using 111 time series
(Makridakis and Hibon, 1979), and we now have the M4 using 100,000 time series. The
M4 Competition took previous competitions to a different level by not just increasing the
number of series and incorporating Machine Learning methods, but by acknowledging
the critical challenges of forecast uncertainty and reproducibility. These neoteric
extensions successfully serve the M4’s stated objectives of (i) learning how to improve
forecasting accuracy and (ii) benefiting academics and practitioners (Makridakis, et al,
2018a, 2018b). In addition to applauding the M4 Competition’s innovative dimensions
and cardinal goals for both forecasters as well as users of forecasts, this commentary
will suggest potential extensions for the M-Competitions to come.
Explicitly recognizing forecast uncertainty, the M4 asked for and evaluated
prediction intervals in addition to point forecasts. Communication of the uncertainties
embedded in forecasts is critical to users of such forecasts and prediction intervals
portray this to a certain extent. A more detailed profile of such uncertainty would be
provided by forecast distributions, and I hope future competitions will take this challenge
and include comparative evaluations of forecast distribution accuracy.

The added emphasis on reproducibility is another commendable novelty of this
competition. This feature sets a new benchmark for future competitions and
counteracts any criticisms on plausibility of findings via providing an open platform
enabling replications.
Also, given the prevalence of big data and digital torrents faced by many sectors,
other promising directions for future competitions would be to include high-frequency
data as well as considerably longer time series. These would offer a new set of
challenges but may be especially valuable in forecasting performance comparisons of
hybrid and combination methods.
My first exposure to forecasting was through Makridakis and Wheelwright’s
visionary book (1977). I remember how intrigued I was with their emphasis on the
fundamental role of judgment in forecasting and on how judgment is infused throughout
the steps in the forecasting process. As a researcher of behavioural dynamics in
forecasting, I look forward to seeing this pivotal outlook reflected in the form of clear and
structured opportunities for entering forecaster’s judgment and expertise in future
competitions. Noting that the M2 competition (Makridakis et al., 1993) did investigate
this aspect of forecasting to some degree (where participants could seek additional
information to incorporate judgment into budget and macro-economic forecasts across
29 series), I believe it would be very timely to return to this emphasis and include a
systematized judgmental competition cutting across multiple domains.
Current competition is confined to time series with anonymised variables, thus
concealing any contextual information and only allowing judgment to be incorporated
through method selection. While selecting a particular technique (or a combination of

techniques) constitutes one of the critical stages of sourcing judgment into the
prediction process, other platforms for directly including judgmental forecasts and
judgmental adjustments to model forecasts would prove useful in enhancing our
understanding of how to improve forecasting performance. This would also enable
learning/feedback effects to be investigated via providing outcome and performance
feedback to competitors. Examining how such ‘reality checks’ actually inform
expressions of uncertainty (as reflected in probabilistic forecasts, prediction intervals
and forecast distributions) would contribute towards the Competition’s goals of learning
what lies behind the forecasts.
At a time when forecasting is bombarded with criticism and when trust in forecasts
appears to be dubious (Goodwin, 2017; Onkal, 2016), Spyros Makridakis continues to
empower and inspire us with his innovative portfolio of M-Competitions as we look
forward to many more.
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