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Abstract

To improve the accuracy and timeliness of the PMz.s concentration prediction model in Hami City,
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this study, based on the machine learning paradigm, selects three typical ensemble learning algo-
rithms: Decision Tree (DT), Random Forest (RF), and Gradient Boosting Decision Tree (GBDT). It
conducts a comparative analysis of prediction performance under multiple pollution scenarios for
three typical environmental monitoring stations, Balikun Station, Yizhou Station, and Yiwu Station.
By constructing a pollution feature matrix and a spatiotemporal coupled dataset, the dynamic re-
sponse characteristics of the models in different meteorological-emission composite pollution sce-
narios are systematically examined.
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B T A A T AR AR W b, 2505 e i) @ H ™ E, RS AIRURIAY) PMa.s X A S (g R AN
ARG R T Z MR 1] [2]. PMas T8 SR BEARN TBEET 2.5 oKk, BARifE
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XA . kIR 2023 4F 7 H 4 H & 2025 453 H 22 H AR 7802 PMo.s SEIECHE . 785080 i
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2.1. MEXER
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Figure 1. Ambient air quality monitoring stations in Hami City, Xinjiang
E 1. B Em R S RE RN R

AWFICR G T 1 2023 457 H 2 2025 4 3 H RIH5EAG 5 111 75 W 20T PMy.s R BE IS P AR AL RFAIE
S5 IR W 5 R B A 2R AT A b . AR AN 20 WML SR, & W ik 5
HA SRR, PMosIREEFERKATEREAE 11 HE 12 A)EE BT, WhE SRR &b . Kk
55 S 2 25 R W HAN R0 2 38 5 % DA OC

DOI: 10.12677/ccrl.2026.152041 362 SR TR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ccrl.2026.152041

e 5%

B EPM, R RE

_ FERPM, KBS
Es] [Emi:
2. &R \ ‘
Zs :
.,1'5’“1 @'c’@ v’*"\\ &1.»‘ &.ﬂ‘
T 191 16.7 |
sl HE) |
E:ZO i :‘."‘J ‘M\ Rl gt Jlat N,
o
o e e i s s e
_ + SR EPM, RS
Ea bz s
2 — +ZaE BHE
20 il Wt
E ' : P 3 il
o e o e o™ ol
~ BEHRPM, REES i * i i
%20 B 1 T | JHEpap—
2 s I | | il — ez sHHE
E:m " v X { \ L 5 y J w
o -~ e e - - o o o o o~
A WENEPM, KB
Eo RV e s
g a5 e8, M“ o BEH BHHE
7 v k) W
o
& & s e o & o o " rs e
- TMFARPM, RS .
. MMMt AN =~
= bl 5.0) f
E‘“‘w i A Y l . UI
e o o e o o e o o e o
EE
Figure 2. PM2 5 concentration trends at each monitoring station
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Figure 3. Descriptive statistics for each monitoring station
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AR B, BT WS B B KA 38 57 5 BRI 999999.0 ng/m?, BH 2 J8 T 14 2% i ol s S 5
N5 NLTE S 620 BT i dE AT B T e AR B DLIRE G X 2510 0 BROR T . RSBl PR — DR IR T %% X3 PMys ¥R
FER KIS S, A KRR miR I 5. 48 b, B 2 A SR R s et 7 B0
R, 0T o XU B S AR AL S BB i B SN ME

TR G T T, IR BT NN AR R I AR 2023 4E 7 H & 2025 4 3 H AR T
PM, s IR LSS 04T 1 3B ShR1HE 2 I BEAGLLEL, DR 7R X380 05 Geok1 S FLN TR SR AE, &5 SR 4]
3 IR,

N ORAIEASE B TROI (v Al PR AN R e M, B 75 A FH AT 75 R T DA R A 3D 3R

1) SRRABACIE : SR 4 (V5 B AR T B 8]~ S0 R D B R R B, 45 oty s ) i) BBl ™ e s ok
W Z AT AL BE T PLAIBR (R 1. 342 2);

Table 1. Summary of missing data

=1 BRKERERT

A ) PM..s ¥R JE (ng/m?) A ) PM..s ¥JZ (pg/m?)
2023/7/4 8:01 10.3 2023/7/4 8:08 10.3
2023/7/4 8:02 10.3 2023/7/4 8:09 10.3
2023/7/4 8:03 10.3 2023/7/4 8:10 10.3
2023/7/4 8:04 - 2023/7/4 8:11 10.3
2023/7/4 8:05 - 2023/7/4 8:12 10.3
2023/7/4 8:06 - 2023/7/4 8:13 10.3
2023/7/4 8:07 10.3 2023/7/4 8:14 10.3

Table 2. Data after mean imputation

2. BEREERIERT

A ) PM..s ¥ Z (ng/m?) B 1) PM..s ¥JZ (pg/m?)
2023/7/4 8:01 10.3 2023/7/4 8:08 10.3
2023/7/4 8:02 10.3 2023/7/4 8:09 10.3
2023/7/4 8:03 10.3 2023/7/4 8:10 10.3
2023/7/4 8:04 10.3 2023/7/4 8:11 10.3
2023/7/4 8:05 10.3 2023/7/4 8:12 10.3
2023/7/4 8:06 10.3 2023/7/4 8:13 10.3
2023/7/4 8:07 10.3 2023/7/4 8:14 10.3

2) IFIEVRFACSRA:  MEAR I IR SR UM . . 19 H S5 () RS AL AL &
3) Bl brAEL/ a4 PR R ZRACR, SRR SR AT A A AL B, 8 G AN ) 2 SR ) i
#5

=t (1)

Hor, y MR E B x AT x, WERECME; X, AEEE R

max
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2.3. FANEEI R SHUEFE

DSEILXT PMa.s W& AT RUTN, A ST X 7 = BRSSPSR (Decision Tree). Bl
HLAR PR (Random Forest) fTAH & $& F 1R 5 4 (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, fij#X GBDT). X =Ty 14 H
A RIFIAELR IR ERE /1, RS BUTF G S PMy.s WRBE SO T V) 2 28 B2 BLOC RN R R Bl =

R B 2 — M DURFIE R 73 A ZE R ROR G544 73 R 5 R J7 %, B B G ke . ol R as
A, EEABEE M EEE . HBUSET 5 Al G, 2R TR .

BEALARARAB Y 2 — PP AR R 2 2] O35, i A 22 AN TR SRR IR0 2 AT R BT, A AT T4
R AR VERITRONRG B2 o HAEACBE S 4E RS . 2730 S0 I SR I Y R 2 1) B8 e 1k AN A 12k

GBDT BAYEE TR AR THESSE, I ARG Z 595 ) 8, BDINAIIR R EL, AT SEIR A 5
Tl . GBDT E % 52 2 AR 4 1 [0 U o i SR A e, A2 R T BI85 M 00 0 2 =i 2 o0 55 43

PRSI ZRad R, A SORE SR 28 IR UEFI 0 48 3 45 7200 OGS S B0 AT AR, DLIRTS IR AR
RIVERE . RN, AP TR AR (NI 712 22 MSE. “FIZA%HR 2 MAE. Yo iE R R 25 %) R 7 T 00 25 5 ¢
ATEACKTEE, AT VAL AR A [R5 i SR BT B I S R ZE

2.4, FEERNTLIEER

N T AL R F . BEHLARMAT GBDT =MEALAE PM, s W TIINAE 55 H O PERER I, A SCEEEL
PATR = A Bl R A -

(1) “PH2%f iR % (Mean Absolute Error, MAE): i S FI{E 5 5 SR 2 (B 28X R ZZ T E, tHRA
W

MAE=%;|y,.—j/i| 2

MAE X 5t WA AR, S WA R A Fo 00 i 22 1) ~F 50 7K ~F
(2) ¥J77% % (Mean Squared Error, MSE): fif & Flill & 22V 77 13518, 1HE AN

n
2

MSE=- 3 (y,-,) G)
MSE 7E402% © BT RUFIIPE R, R 57 5 Uk
(3) Yt RHUR Score): JII T REA LR RE ML I M A8 SRR L IO RE 0, #H3E A Ry
Z(yi _J’}i)z
R =1-2—— “)
Z(yi _y)Z

R R 1, A& SRR .
IR FEARICIR I B = AR A A S Rl it R TIURS P SRR E 1k, DUR R PP A 4 T PR AN 2
MAE -

3. ZERE5 0
3.1. 1RENERELLE
TR AL (O 5 1 N A S 251 43 B % PML s SO A7 B L1 5 S, A SOR o et B
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PLARMAT GBDT =ML R ILEAT T RS LLEL. SEIRERRYT, B BRLEAS [l i i 00N ORAF A2 22
S, AHEEAR B, B 1T IRBENLAR A S GBDT) B R AL T8 — B (R SEAY) (5 3).

Table 3. Comparison of model performance metrics

3. HRAUBIRRILL

R MSE MAE R
M (DT) 1110.23 29.23 0.213
BEALARAR(RF) 1115.87 29.32 0.719
GBDT 987.39 27.78 0.878

MIEAEFRRR R« RS RAE AT ol il B3 RERIE SE S5, R R A& e RiRERE /), (Hil T
SHEH MG, PIREMRRNEOR, FrAlRAE PMas BBIRIZIKI R B, RIAERE.

BENLARMAB TSI\ 7 AR ORI, R 5eTH TRz ALRE 1. fERZ Bl ni, BEAL
FRARHT MAE A1 MSE 20T R #E0,  H R*EHGE 0.80, BB H B A BRI SRR AT /T -

GBDT HARLURILE AN, Rl Rqe BB b G DO G5 S5 80 R B sl LA B B At
t, RMEEE ST 0.85, HirZER/D, RILHILTT IAELELL & B8/ AInR gtk .
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N B 7N B BT U HE W (GBD TR AL (R TN B 77, AR SCHIE 1 0 B 3ol o B DXl AP i = 4k
AR I A5, 43 S0 bU FEAE MR 5 Gt A AR Tt it 2% 5 il 214 4~6). R 3CBL 2025 4 1~3 H A
3 PSRBT BON), 0T GBDT fE B34 MRIEE . VA (R F7l BRI 22 20 A5 7 T PO B

EE RS 3 A 5 H 08:00~12:00 VbR Htahid e, GBDT #iill th2k 5 sl th 28 JLF-H 4 . AR
08:00 I ZI R HERA AR BV FE B 60 pg/m® EFHIEHS, BEJG /NN KA A IR R, B2 12:00 X 2
WEAB IS, FRIIAE 5 SEIE R B K w2 AT 8 pg/mde BN R E I 4a iR 24 5 ng/m3, 7R %
2) 5.5 ng/m’, 7853 ULEH GBDT 788 R MV A Sk v v Bt e . A0 RS FE Tl e

FEFMIIX ) 2 H 14 H 00:00~06:00 VAR 5 A8 @M S mpr B a3 iR AR 2B, GBDT [A]
FERIURSE o BAUAAERIR S 7 40 pg/m’ 298 EJHAE 105 pg/m® B4l fE, T HLAE b &5k 52 X [H]
(65~85 pg/m®) WK TR Z S HIE 3 pg/m® PLA, BIEZETH R4 55(06:00) IR TRARAL, RZEWACH 5
pg/m’. 145K GBDT Refig /I IR 55T Fa BA TOL T, FRELig it n] SR 1 .

EFREE 1 H 20 H 14:00~18:00 B3 X E SRR E S, B0 1 Bl R TEsh A 1R
ok AR TR, TER T BRI E G R R . EREE T, GBDT BEAYGHS QLK i Puid S ARRRIE Aok
S P T HR (E RE R DU AR H (0o RS MERRIE B T A 14:00 35282 70 png/m?® FFUEMIIR TS 2,
FEHFE 15:00~17:00 F=WEAE X [a] Py 19 T 2 22 e e 2 I AE LS pg/m’ JE RN . BEEAE B RE, BIALTE 18:00
AP HUY B S BT ER R T IR EE R BRI e B BB S 3 0 R ZE(MAE) 2 4 pg/m®, 37 R
ZZ(RMSE)% 4.5 pg/m’, X JJUEB | GBDT EAE RN LR R K N ARSI BRI R E 2 &
TG FAE R, HL A R R AN S e S FH A

25 LFTR, GBDT EAYTE = Ab S RY IS I i (& Fhys e Tl R T sl i woml v e, &MY A
BE7E IR VD AP B IR BREF IR FE Y, CRAIEVE(E IR 2200y RS AE IR0 00 iR ~F o R B 4 5 ks
FET: SRR Tl 5585875 e B i & 24 b, Seal e e B i 4249 2. #4okE, GBDT 1
R ERER . WEAE A PENIR ZE A5 M7 O T HAb AL GERHEE Y, 584 B 0% T 2 I 2 117 [X B Ui B T
LR S ESHIE

4. i

AR DA 3 T 2 U R T T 5, RS T RS (DT) FEHLARAR(RE) MU 52T+ D HEm
(GBDT) = FftS B AE A ) M il o 55 S PR e 00 R AP RER DL Jeed EL bty o P D3t R B — ARG
RYES VRGO, IRAG LT EELE L

GBDT Ao KA ARZ M A e /) AA AR ZERLIEN U], AE = SR T b 2 R B AL S ka3
PRER S VAR AE 1. WA ah, GBDT WEETIMNIRE <10 ng/m’s WRRRFBL G RERELE
3~5 ug/m’s BETTHI 5, W Rl IR Z IR JERFAELS pg/m?® DL, B2 00 T F ARV SR ATREATLAR AR .

BEALAR RALE LI 20 X 1A) L B4 (R (B Ve 5 T AR, (LK Al e L g M2 S B4 s AR PR SR
E AR ARREE, KN Sy 1L RORH R 20 (R e AN, HE DL 2 R R B AR . (Rl RF AN
DT " {E 9% B s b 5 TR, TiE i e s,

LREFriAR, JF GBDT M2 Uit BTN A &R O R S BRI B S RE vk, al oy o i S 2R AU X 4K
TR TVE L RGO B AN R F SR IR I BORSCHE, RN 9 Ja 8 2 BRIl & 5 72 20 SR 7 808 1 1%
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