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Fig 1. Filtering shipments by ship date
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Fig 2. Total shipments by ship date
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Total Shipments vs Humidity

Total Shipments vs Temperature
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Fig 5. Scatter plot analysis of total shipment volume,

I ERF]

right)

and humidity (

left)

(

temperature

PSRN

wribn

]

i

e

Ehekly Avevae Borpeatens

o ErbE Ak Aol

Bl w
H 1=

)

53 &%

Zﬂ—y

S

-

=4

m Z2&

5w
T B
- o
7 F
reale o
Mo o
G
djo o
=~ ®
il “ﬁ
el

3 B
go M
= AF
i
Mo
Hl S
o
T
Y
= w
BT
wy o
= %
o
o o
T T
oo
o W

Zarzerz

¥

Grtod dokbmd 2E2hOw

LRE

14

o
S

of

3

] ol A EvtE Aol

Weratiy Aveedlpy Dontoy

Boa T W
ol w X
Eww -
N = =
N
ﬂddﬂ ‘Wﬂ;ofl
oo
L N
BEE
O
~ AR AR
aapnrmwaﬂaaa
- Mﬁo‘.ml
= op w2
=% N
T L
_@oﬂzoim@
ﬂthMﬂJx
QMMeaumw
-
RE ooy AR
dl.ﬁElJEtﬂmO
.z__.;odlll
oo e B
n = M
imﬁ&?g
= o R
S
B o ooy °®
o BB
Moo o
Aok X oF
s
fff,uu.
Fo
7
Bog 8 B % % £ %

o L A g

o)
~

o

Fareesz

[+

Bl

st

R

e

aerint dukba?

SeREAn

il

Nr

il

}
N
A

Jo

EVPE Byl ojje 249 ofd 2Bl g 7

al

2
[Ga)
=
@)
[
S
:
O
<
= %
)
i e
& B
o2
Mm o
ol %
BE
—_ o
®
=) e
ofp Mﬂ
zr X
=5
=
= D
e
X =
N S
ny o or
N
0
el
= o
T X
o

SICT

)

749 o
" (RS-2024-00259703

%

2714

a2

o
™

ATAEA] ] ATAFAE FFH

1.0

Correlation Matrix of Weekly Shipment, Temperature, and Humidity
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