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Abstract

With the rapid development of the economy and society, enhancing the operational efficiency of
water treatment plants has become a key aspect of water resource management. This paper pro-
vides a comprehensive analysis of the current operational status of water treatment plants, estab-
lishes a scientific performance evaluation system, and identifies the core factors influencing op-
erational efficiency. It discusses the factors affecting efficiency in detail from both internal man-
agement and external environment perspectives. Based on these analyses, the paper proposes a
series of practical strategies, including process optimization plans and the application of
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technological innovations to improve efficiency. The research results indicate that implementing
these strategies can effectively enhance the operational efficiency of water treatment plants. This
study not only fills the gap in the research on strategies for improving the operational efficiency
of water treatment plants but also provides concrete references and guidance for practical effi-
ciency enhancement, holding significant relevance and application value for water treatment
plant management.

Keywords

Water Plant Operation, Performance Evaluation System, Efficiency Improvement,
Process Optimization, Technological Innovation, Management Strategies

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|

KIS E R B K BHIR A G B AN Rl BRI ACRERE N, KT IR H 2888 0
F BT I D BRI R e AL PRI, $RTHOK) s s ReR BARIC N E . SCHRIT ST R W], SR ST
BURACEOR . T REIRHER R AL 03 TR IS0, A BT 3wk BRI B R[]

SURCE PRI S AT OB S CBE SURAEAR(KPI), WIKACFR R, BEREFEAR . HIKOKITEE, TR
PP EXEASFEIRK) A, A IR AR H R H 5000 375K REAESEHITT I, KT 7R BUE AL
A REREAERE N TR/ T 0.6 T ELIY o HAOK T, 45 & B AR bR e, JCHRX R DhEERE
FERRBCE AR BBR A, B ORAK R 2 4

BURMLBARIIN T, 0 ek 558 B AR AR LR IS TN e 2%, RIBTHE ERCRMEE TR, JEidY)
BRR(10T) BRSNS 7K BRI A IR A B SN W%, 7T DIORE e e LIS TRV A A 28 2 /NP BAPY KR
JEU a6 AU TR] o 808 20 A 8 K e e T S PHOK P oy, REMBAR MK O UM NEBE T B R
BOK RS E M.

TREIRHR T THI[L], R R AL B G 2SS IR 5 (VD) A R ol e it T PASEBIAE SRR 5 At
BB AR 10%~30% 1 ERE. RIS, HEATVS VR T R BRURAL R, S5 ek A 2] 30%LL E, AL
PRARALER A . H 075 Y AL BREOR U IR AL, B B T REIR B 20 Al iR =2 AR

ST S BHLHARGAR R, SR G BLRENS SR T 03 T TAR R AR, . SEite R,
BAERIRE . B 4RI SR TS, W DU B kAR, (3 W BECR IRTT &8 80% LA o B4, it 4t
RG-S WL, A8 3 TS A 80 70 5 R B AE B il R B B R S 1, DRk R R O SR B ST

K] TIBERCRRTT TN RENT, EEIRI R R E . BUCCEOR RN - 7 REFEAE S UL A T
TSR, IR R T K B R A R e AN AR T R [2]

2. KT BEBEIRSH

FEHK] RIS E AR, AWFEESE “ 5B RS REAE” RITIT ik, R 7 BAL K PPAG
R, A I A oK A TSR i b R [ X EE R [ 0T, DUIIAE 7R K ) 188 R R T A 5
FEME. BILIE 2 el b BENLARAR G, DL Bl B 4% 70 T (DEA) T7 %, WU AMUAF 4552 1
IR BRI AL S, IR RUOGTE 2 AR FR L 1A AR B R X HL L5 E RN . SO R Br R rh S R Ak
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HKE . BEFE. b2 BT AR MR o G R N N, DA X A2 8 OR [ 5E m J) J5E
[2].

FEIX TR T, ARFE 2022 4F 32 2024 4R 7 S0 0 i, W 90 R AL BROK BB A i 1 & i B AR{E,
THK)AEBRRE IR IR T s RN, BeRERPEE N IEAS HAMEZ R ZEBE4RR T 1 Re S A2 AE . L4t
RIS, R AL 2 S BB N, D I AR TR R T R R B R B R 2R

TERAEIE I, BIRN TG T I TR, Kk 1 SRR ZE R, MARIE
FIBE MRS B AR, $ERTE A IR E B AR AT T R SR o U ARSE 3 1) P K [5] F 28 1)
JOBE AR AR T R AL T RS LA R, IR T AR H R E R AT AT S PR 2] .

FEHARGEFRATHITM, R HIMFEERRTE, SR 7K 1R P HEE R Re b o g 72
BASHI R E R . BEGEEEHERRENHARMEFEEK, W NE BRI AR ZmMRK) 28
RRIRTH I E BT

AW FOLTE R RS YERE, Gl ER R RS B AR bR, BRI TR 5 18 AR IR R
BetE o P RS IR T A BRI T R 55 S S I B3, IR R84 T 188 R 4 i . T8I A THH)I
TR FERIRER, BE— DU T RAIMA RSO R, XAMUBRIR T B TR R IR, MG RO R ks E
KRB AT

KT IEE BRI R B — A A, T R G SRR, AT B AL SRR R 1 75
g, AR IR0 I s R B AT . I IR EEEE AT S B AR M LA VAL, SEEILRK) IS E S
LY S ESTINAK] P

Table 1. Performance evaluation index

T+ 1. SO ERRR

GUREN PR L <R3 2022 4F 2023 4F 2024 4F SRANIEN TS
- VLS WA SV A
ALHE K B Tl 6575.0 7032.2 7450.3 7600.0 B H AT
- BEFREBREN%, BHH
REFE KWh/ 77 i 450.3 425.8 410.6 400.0 bR 2
o = AT T
i Al & I/ 5 e 3.2 2.9 2.7 25 v, A
. _ N T RA Rz,
NI A TG I 85.0 785 74.9 70.0 kT H A
- ks ) 2 U
Y3 9% Ti ot 320.0 305.0 290.0 280.0 FROEAES V(O

AL, AH A 52T 1)
[l g, HOLH

J-ZNEIE RS % 72.0 755 78.3 80.0 .

AbBERL RESR T % 82.0 84.0 85.5 88.0 ﬁﬁziﬁgﬁi’
PP E Wi/ 75 50.3 48.1 47.0 45.0 WWZEEggy’
KA % 98.0 98.5 99.0 99.5 Zkﬁ?é?%i;i;igifg’
BE A JiTt 1860.0 1795.0 17250  1700.0 &ﬁﬁ@ié&@%
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R
e FERFZ, o
RLEAW = % 85.0 87.0 89.0 92.0 AT B
_ Hahfuoot B2, %
é 1
ARG HBMIEE % 65.0 70.0 73.0 78.0 B4 A B A
N AAL RS S35 3N
A
IvE=CasLiE Sl 4 5 4 3 1 I
. WRERER, H
BRI EE % 90.0 91.0 93.0 95.0 .
2= H Z 55\
BEEMERRGEMNAZX % 70.0 75.0 80.0 85.0 AR RGN
B R AT

FERD K 8 E RCR BRI, I\ T 2288 IR 7 4t i B4 (Multivariate Sequence Statistics Model,
MSSM) LAAE B A0 AS R385 FaAm (8] AR DG o RIS P 3l AR, 6 g sEBm AT 1 IR FE 2408, 10
S SRR GBI 3R . N, RS UTKOKAR B RA . MRE. AR R 0 AR RS AR AR A
i, HAHERREL MSSM #7r. s b, RO oA il X ia B AR s R 3, X — idid
PR (Cointegration Test) 53] 7 4ttt EHIAESEZ[3] .

AHIF FE 0 2 RS AL B IS S SRR T k. I SR ST SR RS, S AL A
W, BT BhAMALE R (Dynamic Optimization Model, DOM), =23l T % AC & 1 S2i 84k . DOM #5i#Y
)18 5 2% 3] (Reinforcement Learning, RL)&E, SEFREEK HERIESE, DLERC/MERA BB, IIZRi%
BRI, WE T ARRIENG], U ORI A ) T-HE T B ik 819 B HL T Rp 8L iR 3]

TERHE AL EE 7T, RN TS AR N EE, HoR A T DU 4% (Bayesian Networks)i2E 17 i 4k
W, DU RS 23 B e e e (R T SE KO o RSB U0 O R R M RS A S A, O S AR ) B E e
FORREE VAT R, WA T G ST IMERAPE . 3E—25, (£ e 2k ¥ [31)3 (Multiple Linear Regres-
sion, MLR)A1 32 FF =] &= AL(Support Vector Machines, SVM)X 48 & 2 [8] 1) 9¢ R IAT 8K 514, DIERRIEE
REIRTH TS AE IR A

B SR 738, AMUANAT B EAL G132 8 23 LU, B id I #4) 4 DEA 154! (Data Envelopment Analysis)
1 Malmaquist A= 7= 228500 5 T %K) 2 AR 2 5, BRI RIS TEAR . S RE FE 7 (Key Per-
formance Indicators, KPIs)£: f1 88U 73 4T (Sensitivity Analysis)ifk— 5 #IHT, #75i%k H s 5 20 A v
MM KPIs.

I, TR T TR (Efficiency Dashboard), 5% FH Al #1 4k 77 v AE 45 25 A48 4k,
—H T, JrEEEZHATIRE SR B B, WG NEARIRR N AR, 12 B
KBTS, SRR i E IR [4] [5]

AW FEAEIK] IS E SR MIR T b, AJEIR T 751518 1) A B A 1 b v, i FLd
RO TR e, BB Vs E RS 5 B IR R . R X BT i SRS 5 5 T
R, ATRLAK) 88 ORI R TR A S I 25

3. HIZEWRER

BEXIZK) NS B B 0E T RCR R AT IR N T FIAIT IS, BT R i T — B e BRI A &
WRRHRFE . ST R R R bR . W SHEMT, Uil T RIRIPPO Fabs, Blin, IR
FIPPAS AU SGTE R IR B, 5 AR I AT 7. WHFe R gl AR 2 g B R R i R 2
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TR, R M 2022 4] T8% IR THE 2024 E ) 79%, X RV YL I TR RN ZE YRR R /9 8 7
FHFEREI S . AR, MBS TAT LR 75 Ak i) 85% LA EFSFI45%R, 54 B B R4 TH 25 1A [4].

TESETLRUE T TH, AW AR T 58 R e EAH LS G 1771k, WA T S mia 8 AR It AN
HR RS SR . G, @85 5] NRFESCRE RS, T Al A SR TR R I e S S A HE R 1,
M B BE5RIE S R . B b, WP RS T RATVERIN A, AT DA s SR T BT, 5K
PRSI AR 1032 AL AN R 224k

B Hh, AREFFOE A THREM TAEMEE LR, MAERASRESCRIKE. HL0aEA 3k
XA BNEVERISEMR . BRI E & B L E S 2 A E N F I, FRIE ogit i,
PR T & R A A S AR R e R . ERUR A A, B T SPSS M R &4 ittt Hifk
T BT R AR E SR EES]. BN, @ RIE AT AL, G T I R R R R A A 4
188 AR B8 ) 2 AAFAE B IE R E R .

gr BRIk, ARRFUCRA T E IR AR TR TR, AMUGE IR TR 2 P R DR 2 A LI
S, MRMNEEFM RGN AE K, BT —RIBERIK) BE MRS . @i SRasb,
TSNS 2 AE & OSSR bR - s ARACR, X TSeBlK) oz SR A EE R B A S A E -

Table 2. Internal management factors analysis table

2. AMEERRSAR

EHER 2022 4F 2023 4F 2024 4 BresR iy TREARCR
W 8% 81%  79% BN PR H R it
BT R o6 % 7o s, gl o TUER
AR 45% 50% 55% SR AL B RIS ER
LA R 60% 65% 68% PRA PR 8V 38 R TR
CIC YR 7.6 7.8 8.0 TF AT T3 THE I AT JZ R /)
BARFHFI(H) 18 16 14 WERFEIAGERT, SIHEEHER AR I PREAR Sk
BERAERIR (i) 320 310 295 FINBALE S R 5 PRI & A
P R (4 E) 82% 85% 88% PR AR e R AL PRI B
TR 7 L S & hEg m% SR XU PR A 5 B 4% kDI KUK
PRI B 2R 75% 7% 80% Ak B Y5 R i S FETF B A Aok
BRARGENRE 60% 70% 75% s BT RIHZE B MR
WEE S5t i EAT 85% 88% 90% HET 9 Be JRAE AR it Inag AT RESE R R BE
BE AL L (7K /T BLA) 4.5 48 5.0 TR S B i AR VR F 20

FEAT XS K I8 B RCER TR Z T e, AR ST © S BOICR B AR A R, R
RS B gt R SRS o D R GE PP A B R 3K H W IS AR IS, 38 3 10 B B AR AN LM A FE VR A R
FEL TR 3 AN R R TR . ERT, EUUKEE . MEE A EOR P S B R R A 2401
INELEACA T A o ASHIE TR F R B 2 S AUE PERIR AR 45 & 10075, EPFr BR T ERE N 1
25, 5 AREMNREEE, S 125 8 2 1 H 2 6] -

NTRORIE TR A AR 1, AT R iz 7 2 7 BB T 2 IR HTik (AHP) RIS AE 73 45
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ity ik R TR ) o AAE S IR, T T A e A R R A LA R H e 08 8 R IR
FEVERL /KRBT, A, ASCE XA R R IR AT T RGBT T, 3 1 et K ser AR A Ho s b
BEBL MR T ESUIR R PSR R . AN, R T BURBORM R P SRR T, R
fift 7 BUR G A5 s DL R E I T T 2R, oK) R4 T S v 108 8 Sk

ERERRZ, NPT RR TR, AW TR R T 7 BEEA & R A AR 1
R 710 W TUR A BEE LA X KT 8B MR iR o 0 2, I BOK) RE AT BUR & &
SEH, UG AR E . SoREEDINE — DA BRI R R, ok B LZHRH
A R T A B AR I AR IE & AR [6] [7]

FESHTE FE R, I LEASRDK ) I B s 5 MM S R R AT R A AR, W T 31 ot il
SRR 5 AR IRTT R B IEA G . X — R IR 1 18 RO B IR, b ASRTEAN I AR
FAs FAL 75 5240 IR I 78 00 56 A [ 7]

AW FCAE BV AN SE B R T3 A R RS APERE T — NI SN BRI M PEAIRESE, B OhOK
J e EEERM T RIRFER SO R UCRNRASCRE, RARTIK) 88 RCRA AT B 1525 30k -

Table 3. External environmental factors analysis table

= 3. IMBIMERES R

Sh B % ik I -5, 5 Jf) B
IR IR AR . AU R 4 A
SR HEWOHRIE KR TR % 5 e Sk
BB TEECH I, Bl 3 P i MR

GHRIAT JBIX GDP. TALALA TS 2 T e T,
%Pk KRR KR R 4 P A, P
S i 30K HORAR S K T 3 T T
R WHR. BT S0 RERMR 5 A AT

REGAMS ERRE LI R 4 P TR S

WETEGTHERE RS RTINS 4 e

MR A O R A ES 3 ISR S

BRI R .

4. BRIV
4.1. REMUEER

RN B K] isAT e e, WA T IR IR HAR: FERIZE A, 1R AL BEAR
K BTR . NSEBLZ LS AR, ABTFUSeIa R T 200G, &2, W et AneT s BAGRRE B s R,
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XK JEA IR RGEFEAERFERAT 7 A, 5N T3 TEM (Internet of Things, 10T) % #8 a4 47
Ao T A B S S SR AL BRI R G ER , I A MLAS 2 S SRR A A R B & . TREETE B S
Zitefl, SELEZNAT, MMIET T8 8 8E[6].

HATHL, AHFFRREEEEHMTERE, W T ENIZFRFK MERLR. 51\ kidtriEs
L, WOk RS EA S PRSI (Six Sigma) B EL A, K 1 B2 BNEDK) I H s 4EE s . 8
s TAERAR, WA BB BRI, S, AN KIS R S FRE7].

XK B B 34T T AT VPAL o FEARHE VR RE VP AL 25 SR EAL b, YIRS eRAC T . FERE Ml ik
FARATRAT T OGS s e, BT OCHE WA, WNZE AR LR, N TR B IR S, S AT TN M 4R R,
BRI T TR A 158 % Wl e 5o 32 5 PR 52 T [ 8]

Zx ERTRSREE L T 1 oK) TIBE AR AL BT ORI BRI AL U7 % o AETT R B, BT
SKECT /NEER A BB 1SRRG, DU IR — D IR ER R AR B A i P A R . SE S B, T
JE T VRIS, RET REBEEIE, BRI ES WL TIRE ST, F 50T S
177 b

TERE] 2 “ =R R I RCR AR i 2R Bbs el DL SR 2, SERRAL SRNE f5 , K [ RE IR R0R
RERS, BERAR THETH. FERIEH M E ARG E B RN EER T, B4R
VRS R MRIREE, (RN 4R S v SE AR 2 T BT I p R, 0tk T BANE B R,
TER T AT DL IHE I B, S AR SR A T AT RS SE AR AR 18] [9].
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Figure 1. Optimization diagram of water plant operation process
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Figure 2. Efficiency change curves of the three strategies

B 2. ZMRRR R (L hLk

4.2. BIARBIFRA

KT I E IR TR R, HoR QU R A 3 T 2 B AR T KR R e, 2 50T
VESRTE . AR B M B AR LR . BRI R G D R A M RS T AL R G
PRI, AE0S B R A B R BT R . ZERN AL (AL B T2 R b, AT IOt b T 14
2 RAHORSIR SRR, IR S A RSO, B AT AR TR AL B R S
FRACRL].

R R GG, EFT T RN, I RS R T H K R (TN O A B R
SRR T ARG T, REGEAREER, Bt — 5 IR ARG ALK AL R T 242
06T kR . IR, TR A IR R B SO MBE M ILALE R, 523 IR AL s
W, EHTL T ARG, W TSR, IR TR S 9 [9] [10].

NT R R AR AR, MR T % 4 “HARIFRAN R , BRILA T % 5 A S
FH ISR B ORI e B0, AR R N — ST T S AL T, % COD %M MIsE
[l 850642 92%, R T 8.24%MIRFHEL. FRE, MRAIRGMIZIN, FIUHIRT IR Ak
R, T AR T KRR [10].

TELTRRAS T, A5 BB 31N SR A S A S, B T ARA 28 B kAL
DL IR AR, %A 4 AR P2 2 3006006 MS , 45 AbTRALE M B0% T2 95%, LAt
BRI AR 900 T3 TEATEL, FAs By BRI R T B 25
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R 1RSI AL B R AN, IR SORQUEIE 51N TSNS, A Fenton [N AR AE BT HE R A
HUMALBERE SR RIS, Aok 1 REAR I BRI A e & P AR i O AE G . BeAh, B REAL AR RSB 115K
AL PR P B SEI A RIS AT S B R T, D9 3RTHRAR RS VE A SN RSO T R A SRR S

.

SRS, JER 2 T ORI N TS G0, WIS TR S 1K) I8 E AR iR T g AR,
ST I 5 1 B SRR L S P A B R A o X B TSR AN A K A BRAT PR A T AT A (1 5
WA B 2 B, T X3 e e R R /K B BB F B B 5 S R ([10].

Table 4. Efficiency change curves of the three strategies
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$eTHE

S A

b oL s < . sk & g
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TEMIW AEYIRE SEREE: UbE 85 92 8.24 1200 AR5 &, Wb )E
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%gi% Fggii m*g%aﬁgym, - o 3571 1800 %ﬁﬁ%iﬁm%ﬂ@

y, N Y M= N . o~

%gg* %*Q@ %*‘@ﬁj'm5o 60 88 4667 2200  ARTHEREMLENOE
ﬁﬁi%EQWQ WU JEFLAZ: 0.01 um 80 94 175 1400 %%E%ﬁ%ﬂ(éé%{%z, A
BEALME  fEZRIEI S S SIS b S A
S T BSURREL: +2% 500 fis 7 55
BRI e o Wb 5 AR, PR
o MBR #iA JHEE: 25~35L/m2.h 75 93 24 1600 g
TEALFIR P EEA L sty Y55 7K A HE B AR A R

a1 z4 AR EE: 2 g/l 65 89 36.92 1100 A

BRAG WILEK e =, WD RERE, AT KA
AL . AMAZE: 30% 80 95 18.75 900 R
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it * SIS E: 15 min 60 82 36.67 700 T
HEKTAL BRI B 5k % ) ) WD RS A AR, IE
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5. &t

K TIEERRRT E AT R EE ARG U T2 BRRRERE Lo A S35l T 5]
NFET YR IS BOR, SEL B IRAS S M, DAy s i LI (8] o #E B4R 7 %, KA SCADA
Y, REMSAEIsF m Rt BL (A H R 7~9 I)SER ERKRSE, MRKBRRE . 55h, IR HETE L
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2 B BB PAX-18 BN o L) 40 mo/L A% % 30 mo/L, $RFFUIFFESE, 8D e ith (5 B I A
20%LA b, MM m Ak B[ 11].

TEREFEFE M T T, SEHASSAR (VD) R Z2 A T a2 ), FRAR ORI BB O T RERE, TRIT AR Re ARk
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N RN TR DA SRR 52 AU HbR, B BEIEG SIS I g S, R
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