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Abstract

The air quality index (AQI) serves as a crucial metric for gauging air quality. Given the intrinsic ran-
domness and non-stationarity within, constructing a rational analysis-prediction system for AQI re-
mains a meaningful task. This study minimizing Integrating ensemble learning strategies and effec-
tively improving both the prediction accuracy and the robustness of the model, is applied to air
quality monitoring in Yunnan Province, China. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed
based on stacked random forest time series prediction model achieves significant accuracy while
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outperforming traditional LSTM, GRU, and Transformer or some common other models that used
for AQI prediction. In the prediction of a total of 13 sample points in Yunnan Province, the evalua-
tion reportindicates that the model’s average coefficient of determination R2 reaches 0.801. On this
basis, its high accuracy in numerical prediction is demonstrated.
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ATEIRE(AQN N —ANTo AN R H, 0 I a7 A4 B A A Lk s e, G RORLA)
S B AN IR L, @ A [ A A oy — A B — R & PR B DR i i) 2 Ui &R
Blo ELMERBEFTH, AT RASGIER 2 2 Bk is Jeiiid IE R EIKE, 20t AR AR RF IS
B ERNSE. Fik, BROBNSSFAERGEE, DMEER. fiibraAcEEsSiesEExE
=,

EAERE A, LT 2R T B P L) DRSS AR bR R BE AR, KB mT 4 ik
FAERA[1]-[3]. ST AL[4]-[8] A KM A8 2% ST AU [9]-[12] =38 Horhr, BEER IR RE, #41 CNN
[13]. LSTM [14]-[16]F1 Transformer [17]5 18 izt 4347 [ 5k HHE Sk T A SR (10 5 FR) 968 B2 25 ) B HRY 7 Fil] 2
AT G KT ) s P AR IR T A R .

B A B T RN LA B B R4 B IR, A G i AN B AE B T FrROAS B A AR (i 1 b 0 R i HE R
B, RIS A (EL BRI R H BE SR R I, 72 B 0L R B 7 AR T B AR B Dy Bk ) 1
[18]-[21], ASCINAVIMEMEE L T OGEBAA S GE, FECRAER 2025 S AQI Fi8 BUMH X HUE 1138 77,
b FRALE, KA STRAEA G B . A SCHR IR B0 T 28 A S 1 B B, IR a5 I SR ]
PFERE . S S IR DR AERAAE, YO IR — B R 2R, B4hA KR
PCIZ ML (LSTM). [ JHE0E3 55 (GRU)FI Transformer, LA %5 HLRE & HU T AQI F£E fli o S R AL

2. HXI1E

B A R 2 ST R R D, S T AR P AR R) 7 81 AR 2 D B B4 S 19 in 101 [16] [22]-[24],
TOUIRE AR (P e 2 $ v o Jorp, ARREJESE AL T on R PE RN R 5 T TG 5T (GRU) BT T 3L
ISR 5, 5 ARG RS 2] T VE AR LU HAS T SEAF (R TO0 1 BRAIAS B [22] s [RIHA, B SCEe ke Y — it
] BB SR AL S (BChOA) 5 K48 JAIC1Z M 48 (LSTM) M 45 & DL IR A 7L f vk fe e A RCR I 789516 LB
WA o AR TR & SRR B SRR (LSTM. RNN A1 MLP) 7325, 38518 Be i 22 TR b 78 200308 1)
TR T AR R TIN ER E[24] . 8T SINBAMFE, PR S BRPEREAF LASR T DA /NTTR R
JE 368 Tk R FH 800 4/ MR AU SR 12 v T A 12k PR AR DG 9

2.1. RRAGIMFIER AQI FUMHESE
S NI A B FL A A R P 2 (DI, BRSO, X (578
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BN I0 H FRARS AL FCy — R T80 2 W s T PR 7 ik [25]-[28] . A A (A IR TT R T
SOMESE SRR, G AN F AL 25 S AN SRR TRIN AR, MR T B R E R T2 05 B/ i SR BB
[27]. Z&iaF BRI FI T H st BUR 0 (PML0 A1 PM2.5)IRI/K Y-, S8 4B /R AS F3R T 6] PM ¥ GL (¥ kg
SRR, Fia R 73T i) PMOREE S5 LD AR L, G PM2.5, S H ST SR At e AH R (28] P
IR ) — oty b A 2 5 4 22 0 45 A 485 -6 (GFM-NIN PRI A5 P T 45t I i £ 7 49 28 I 4 SR Kb L5, 2 TR B
Pa A2 S5 R F R bR EL I T3 95 [26] -

R LR TARSS & 17 BANRAE R Bt PN, (HIX SR T PR R AT B — R, i 50 4 & oA
FATAN A 7 2R A DU S A R PR AR s R R S L

22. ATESRETMNERSE B

TEZHTIWE T, B R I A P B FR) A1 375 FH SR sy Tl o e 2 () £ 35 S, R — RO T
TEFETF AR AR 5] 5 41 TR0 85 5 g —Fofr iy FH HLAIE S 280010 77 ¥ [22] [29]-[33] - Ksibi #2 Hi 7 % FH 64 Light-
GBM. XGBoost. CatBoost 1 Extra Tree [2] )= [¥] % /= HE S 2544 I AR BAESE, R AR T % R FL LR AL AN B
AEAPERE[29]. Yu I VR AR R ZUH I B 5 2 PILAS 2% )RR FE 2 2 J7A[30],  JFR TR BESE ML
A5 IHESE DEML, FEAFISRIX . ZENT AR SIS A R A ORISR ok R AN e M . Aggarwal SR AR %
BT NI BENVIR Lok F BB S HUR, JHEENTT R TIR A IR IHESE, Wi s 7 KA
12 (LSTM)RE R [ s 2= AN Fe g 1 [32]

3. EifiRE

nE—"ETR, R IME TR, I T BB R . 5A SR R —REAAH
b, ©HEAHIFREAE . ASCK 2 EH LSTM. GRU Al Transformer iX = Firfi B HEZL A/ R FE24 2] 2%, 1
SRR B, PR RNN ZERg8Y ()Fi & B &, HLEAE transformer [RI5E %2 2] 38 A I 7 24 TCN HFAER)
TR 65402 AR g e P A8 P RNIN B f) K 471 3 s o

3.1. BuEsE#R

TEAHIF 748 O BdE 4 M IEE ) 2016 4F 1 H 1 HE 2024 4F 12 A 31 H 1a) = 54 P48 W I ok it
46 A W I A A W I B o 3 3R 2S5 i B ok B AR S IR B (MEE) S b & AT B B S AR
AN, 2 KR, KR, A E. AR 10 KR v 285k E M era BURE . IIGEIET
KA AL L 1.

Table 1. Data Type and Unit used in train
1 NGB ABSHIRRN

Type Data Type Unit
AQI SEI AQI Y
PM2.5 —/NiF S35 PM2.5 {H pg/m®
PM10 — /iP5 PM10 B pg/md
SOz — /iP5 SO pg/m?3
NO: —/NF 1 NO2 B pg/md
Os — /NP3 O3 1 pg/md
Co — /NP5 CO M pg/m?3
2m & SR /NI A EE R P IR K
ZER B — /NI PN TE AR ) e 2R m of water equivalent
SRR R /NI PR ZE O ) B T m
KAEH SR AL KU B kPa
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3.2. CNN ¥4 2

R SC P 3R BRI BdlE LA K CSV AR IR AU, FEAE S MR AEL. 9 1 A TE SRR AE UL SR A dls
A RESIX— A, AT EITERE ML (CNN)EAR, T8I & 7 4% B 2 IR FARRE SR <
XOHIERCE, ZAMMRE T ERZ IR EAE 7, AP TS M ER CNN ARt 2 18] 7 B ORI AT AL
B8 M FHARFAL 18] (AR A2 2% S 50808 £ P AR R AE AR SR IO SR SR A B AR, DAPRAIEAE & I 24 AT 55 D g
FIRTIR T, S AF R B R R ARFALE -
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Feature Extraction Net

ConvlD Conv1D Conv1D

filters=128 filters=256 filters=512

kernel_size=3 kernel_size=3 kernel_size=3 Featu_re

. . i Extraction

padding="same’ padding="same’ padding="same’ Net
activation="relu’ activation="relu’ activation="relu’
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Reconstruction Net
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filters=256 filters=128 filters=1

kernel_size=3 |kernel_size=3 |kernel_size=3 Featu_re

. . . Extraction
padding="same’ padding="same’ padding="'same"’ Net
activation="'relu’ activation='relu’ activation="sigmod’
Output Layer
Conv1D,filters=1,kernel_size=3,padding="same',activation="sigmod’

Figure 1. CNN model architecture
1. CNN & 81524

WP 1R AT B YA CNIN AR, pARFAE B HC 00 28 A1 B 222 o 24 T TOUAEL 1 o JEE e A 2 S i 1 2
BTG NIE DA IR, T AR AL 2% 0 70 DBl D I 2 K, AR T USRI 3R R 2R (KRR AR 2D
. H, JEFE IR L H T (ReLU)E it el K i) F (¥ 4 S A A5 R r s SV SR (K 1), I bl
SIGHPE o AR S 2R B0 B B0 sigmoid, T CLSEEU R E s . i RIR B, R S E A T
B v LR 73 MU K P )

3.3. EEJH

WIAHSR TAE T AT, PR STHE SR CU7E b A 21 B F H B R, e 2 K R A E A2 9 28 AT 1451
IR BTGRP PR R PG PR A 2 WX 28 B, RIS 8] P2 5 T 0 v S B AR s R R R . kb, A TR
I 8] PP 51 1A R (T RO, 25 A1 600E H B 2 Skid = L B Transformer 4558 T b 2K 1A 14 8t
KFo

ARG 5 A R A HHEAZ R 28 (LSTM) « 1384524 5.0 (GRU) AT Transformer 2% ) = A L A5
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3.3.1. LSTM f&&#k

KA AZ (LS TMYRE L & — Fh i ik A AG FR A28 I 2% (RNIN) 224G o 3L 5 NIPIRZS, DA it =)
(AR D). FATIAR 20 3)FEHTI(AR 5. 6)Z T R IEAHIG, A gk 71 RNN B8 4k
HEK 551 HcH ) 38 1 Fr 7 A Y ARl A

= oW R ] bf) ®
10 o[, @
c!" =tanh (wé” [h@l, xf”] + bé”) 3)
c=tVoc+i"oc? )
o = {wl (1" 1) ®
h" = oY @ tanh (Ct(')) ©)

B 2 JeR T KA HRCIZ(LSTMYRIs &8s, Horb 10 P BEF 07 L Bk, ) vog s
o B e, CO i % 6 2 ik SCUS BB PR BRI, o) s A AR S Hh 44336 5124 T
it A4S A2

. sigmod function
. tanh function

. pointwise multiplication

. pointwise addition

Figure 2. LSTM Neural unit
2.LSTM 2B 5T

HARMUE, AHEAEEEAXUR LSTM =, A7 0R B RI4ERE, HOEEHER: LSTM JZ (il 21 Ik 46 i [7)
F R BT IR SRl e iR B MR . ieAh, AFIBEHLL T (Dropout) % () [X 4y, A1
FITHE R, R RE NS E P IR R ELE L . IXFP T VEIE 5 TR A AR B2 A RE ), R IR
THEZRIAE R . R BRI BARZY AN RS2 RE 7, AN 2 BRI NS AE 3 4, TR T “ o
(CECES T b B AV INITR S b S i TR

K3 R 7 bk LSTM BRI 284, B E =2 TNR. RREg b R 28 AN T50m o X 2% o
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input data
(batch size=32, timesteps=72 input dim=11)

LSTM Model Architectur

LSTM-64 (Hidden Layer 1) Units: 64
Activation: Gates: Sigmoid Cell State: tanh

Recurrent Regularizer: L2(1e-4)

!

Dropout(0.3)
v

[ LSTM-32 (Hidden Layer 2) Units: 32 J

Activation: Same as LSTM-64
Recurrent Regularizer: L2(1e-4)

¥
Dropout(0.2)

v
[ Output Layer Dense(1) Activation: Linear ]

Figure 3. LSTM model architecture
B 3. LSTM #8124

3.3.2. GRU #&UHA
I 1 IEPA LI (GRU) A KA I X 12 (LSTM) AL I — FhAE b o i LSTM It T TR T 15 IR N
—NR—REEENT, FEEBRMALAIRES, WD TS E. EHTIREEARX WL T AR 7 Bk,
Z,=o(W,[h,x]+b,) (7
HRKEHICIZ(LSTMBRAREL, GRU MIRALE TP Re Ak E, e, Bl BR e A
FUBER 3 = 3R BL . E 4 /R GRU BB — AN ARSI T

. sigmod function
. tanh function

IZ‘ pointwise multiplication

. pointwise addition

element-wise subtraction

Figure 4. GRU Neural unit
4.GRU #&Z 8T

KA GRU 7E S TR AIPERE A AL T LSTM 2%, ¥ GRU A4 5] N ik LSTM BRI, b LA R
PR IEAR IR 18 5 AR Y 22 FE 1 AT T SE AR R (P72 AL RE /0, RIS P B R R AR 1, I PRI S — AR B A2 A
P 25 B RUSE o A T el /D AR il A i R R UL P 1) 22 S DA RAN A il s SR RS, A SO 1395 30 e
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3.3.3. Transformer {&&#IR

Transformer B84 B A MR 1) 2 SkiE R MU, (R P HIEERT, getg 3Tt R M B S E =
T B (R R OGBRFR B, AT B AR 7 41 R A B B AR G &R, RO T B TP AU EER N, AR
TS 2R A DATE K 1 o 280R) FH ot B B A S ) 1) R

// input part / \ [ output part \\
—_— )
Y Add & Norm ey

input

(seq_len,features) Dense
(the last timestep)

Feed forward

i

(GELU) Add & Norm
o
ConviD > T NX l >
fiters=64 kernel=3
Add & Norm Feed forward
(GELU)
v v
" . . output
Position MutiHead attention Add & Norm (AQI prediction)

Embedding (heads=4)

| —

\ / \\ Transformer Blocks /
AN

Figure 5. Transformer model architecture
[&] 5. Transformer 5842244
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5 FEoR NSl IR Th AR M 51 N1 Transformer A%784 (1) WX 28 e 44, i3t il 1 (R SR 45 ARFN Transformer
BRIAR A PRE N 28 2800, FEH NP B A A DR G AR ZAE 9 FE BRE SR AR, I [a] DR SR OC RAF LAORFF 58
e, HERTER S RHERLE A 5IN T 0] 5 2 1AL B a it 2R 50 0T DURIE RN ZTERT [8]25 1 AE ilohr E 1a)
BB AD 7 AR BE 8 1 38 S 1 > AN [R] A 8] R b ) SR MR

AW T 11 MEIERE, 5 PM2.5. SO.. NO, 25, fRFEhEms i vk fr A HE 22 45 Fr 25 S i
BRGSO P 2 AR B TR AE ELAE FH G 3R DAR S BB v ) M A R S Rk ) R, AR 5
N TN S H B PR AE B AR transformer 157 . AR RS 1 22 A8 B AH AR FH 00 RPE AL FLAME BARIIE T4
AR (O I R B, T DLod i R At AR B ) OGO S CHE IR S R B, AT B A R ) A R HE A
P,

34. HBTF SR

LRSI 3 PRI AT, B — BT AE A2 [ S Rp PR PR, X DL Ax i P iodis b O S B 5 e . 4R
ARG T 2 ROL S, it m P RSO T — R RO . DABENLERAR(RF) MBI, T
PR AR LAY B T e AR AR AR, ARG TR L ik S (R B . FLREHLARARAE S
T2 WL A AT T g Ry, IR, el 1 REEA- AU S BRI 7T A A3 2 1 RN
MR, DL R, FRATIESE RF B NEE A ST T Z J62 2] 2
e FBEHLARPRED IR T S 58

SRR T A R R OB T 2 MR AR, A8 2 2 IR P [ RONE DA 38 55 1Y) 2 e A fe 1k
b DRI T REXE LA FIVE IR T IR Z A, SRR R LSt T — A agtt.
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Figure 6. Ensemble random forest architecture

[ 6. SEMRBEHARMIREIZUY

] 6 R T ¥ 3.3 PR B SRR 5 B A LA (RF)S2 AT 5 1T 00U E R B R e . i
KM, BINT SBIRIEIS, Red LSTM AL AU EE A 12 LA J GRU 76 KSR ZRARAT /5 TH
eSS, [, AR RNIN A (B4 23 J T Transformer B0 fai i SR A o7 48 3R 1 1 5L

AR = IR 5T 8, il e B L AR PR (RP)TE SN IR 62 ST 88, B SE FRAE
BEAS LR ER T 45432 1 R KRS (E SR USSR AR AR A 8 1052 220 LAl /0 I TIT R 86 17 HE 22 6 v 1 o A
A
4, R

ARICETETER — AT 200 R 0% 70 A5 RS F5E R0 R fg P 2 T R 1 A8 119 4 1l 2 /<00 o 98 B T R A 28 )
“&, MIMESL T =A% 5188 Transformer. LSTM A1 GRU, @it MBENARMRRF)IT K T — M E
R SIHER ., fERSRYSE R, FRATME A TEE T CNN FICE I #5546 B 42 S ik B o B g 1k
e, AVPASREALLE SRR AR R BV RESR AL T EUSE Mg 5.
4.1. WH&IEHR

TERFL I PERE TPl o, A B BT Al P8 A 2 A e AR FOIN BE  ( CB— 25 . FERAL FR AR 1 T
PEVEAS b, SOl BT — SR R A AS A DA AT TR HE A M VP Al B R B8 o e 35 7 R A5 2 RSP S8 4 %o iR 22 AH &5
H 77 FIE 51N R2 Fa BN ALA 0 114 5 A et B o Bl O R 6 0 45 6 25 VP Al Pl s Jlt L 50
WEAANTE, ek B — 4R RR 0 25, PR A P4 1) ] S R AR

RMSE Comparison

RMSE Value

g . 5 g & e
& & ) & S & & & 58

o o o o o o & & o
=3 LST™ =3 GRU [ Transformer [ Ensemble-RF =3 Informer 3 R 3 LSTM-GRU

Figure 7. Bar-chart of RMSE value for models
7. #8238 RMSE {BHERE
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ELLF=AERA, Y RIEbRE, ¥ AT, AR,
fE_EIRGE R L AR, 977 MR 22 (RMSE) Ml i K 3R 221 J7 SR J5 FEBCT- 7R, AT BUBOR IR 2L,
FEAG AT LA f Sci i 1% 00 T OAERRPE . v B AOERZ, 7 s 1 A RMSE fE.

RMSE = /%Z:(yi -9.) ®)

T2 R ZE (MAE) 2 FIIIME 5 3 S Z TR XHR 22 1T 24ME - RE s BB R 7= B AR 38 0 v
F P RSP 2 R 22K BiAh, MAE IR THEARS (A7 5, o/ R A I a 5, AEA SO, T B fif
S8 10 1 e SR TN 235 SRAE A AT O B 1 0L 36 S R A T 0 i P S8 7 70 v s A A AR R PO P . 15 8
AR MAE (AR IE

12 .
MAE:_Z|Yi_yi| 9)
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MAE Comparison
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1
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Figure 8. Bar-chart of MAE value for models
g, EhEL
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R? Comparison
08 i o A T o i
0.6 Ml M _._
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©
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Figure 9. Bar-chart of R2 value for models
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R2 AR IE CUIRA(FE 0 B 1 22 [0]), AT LA WAL $odls i B AR SO0 . — ROk, R2 ki
1, BRI E ROR B, B GE A BOt R A U R AR RS BB T R2 fEbR
AR B LIS 9.

RMSE :1—?1— (10)

4.2, THMERY

IR S 25 BoKs ok BT B A AR R R 5 = R L 24 2] 2% LSTM. GRU. Transformer DL & =i F T
IR 1] P2 51 TN (R R 7 (LSTM-GRU . Z6 P[R9, Informer), {# P4 %H% % MAE. ¥J5 1% % RMSE.
R2 VE NV FEAR AT 2 T L3

Table 2. Comprehensive collection of model evaluation metrics
Fz 2. HERITEIEIR ST

RAER T Max Min Avg
LSTM 5.9150 3.2137 4.599
GRU 6.1148 3.3595 4.7005
Transformer 9.3577 3.2302 5.1835
MAE Ensemble -RF 5.8883 3.2484 4.6348
LSTM-GRU 6.4291 3.2781 4.7670
LR 6.2551 3.5381 4.8500
Informer 9.0170 3.1726 5.1691
LSTM 9.5143 4.6618 7.0129
GRU 9.7337 4.8151 7.1075
Transformer 12.5056 4.6956 7.5665
RMSE Ensemble -RF 9.7048 4.7864 7.124
LSTM-GRU 9.8888 47227 7.1316
LR 9.9758 5.2072 7.31
Informer 11.9515 4.6289 7.536
LSTM 0.8888 0.621 0.8081
GRU 0.8882 0.6139 0.8028
Transformer 0.8964 0.6041 0.7838
R2 Ensemble -RF 0.8986 0.6923 0.8010
LSTM-GRU 0.8928 0.556 0.7992
LR 0.8953 0.5766 0.7901
Informer 0.8900 0.7865 0.5515

%2 NE I TSR LE AR 4 IR A g B W ERFR, SRR R G HE EE
PURET- 22 S IR — L, RIEAAEM A EAEIA! GRUL LSTM Al Transformer {03k1F 111
R2 43 %’/ 0.803. 0.808 10.784, M4 M SIHELLIITT DAL F] 0.8986. [ 1 J& T 1 B 4 il I Bk 2 =) #4841
P& T bR _ LA AR WAL T Informer. LSTM-GRU AL [ Y2555 AR RY . 2 B2 0) % H6 b R B AL At
—BIRAIET, W] LA S [ RO B 43 A 2 AR T 9 BBURR, T B RO A R LA A B R E B B AR T 1)
PERERIDLE, R SRR @ AR & th LB 35 S A I S AR L IX 2 Tk . X Mg s Az e 1, Fiin b
S R, RO B AR TR & h s v 5 . R E AR T &
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(e, 5 Al 5 U BB B (AQI) TR () BT A 45 4 AR EG, SRR 34 2, 1% 8 PR 7 A
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