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Abstract

Because water inrush accidents occurred frequently in Qidong Coal Mine’s roof pressing support,
it's the key to identify the source of water inrush accurately and rapidly to prevent water inrush
from happening again. Based on the hydrogeological data collected in Qidong Coal Mine, according

to the hydrochemical characteristics of aquifer, Ca?*, Mg2+, Na* + K*, HCO, . Cl", SO were

selected to establish a water inrush source discrimination model based on the combination of
Principal Component Analysis and Bayes discrimination. Taking 28 water samples from Qidong
Coal Mine as training samples and 11 water samples from Pan NO.2 Coal Mine as verification sam-
ples, the model is tested and applied. The Principal Component Analysis method is used to elimi-
nate redundant ion variables in the training samples, and then the Bayes method is used to estab-
lish a model. The discriminant results show that the discriminant accuracy of Cenozoic loose aquifer
(I) water samples is 100 %, the discriminant accuracy of coal measure sandstone water (II) water
samples is 66.67 %, the discriminant accuracy of Taiyuan Formation limestone water (III) water
samples is 100 %, and the comprehensive accuracy of the model is 90.91 %. Compared with the
direct Bayes discrimination, the model reduces the calculation error caused by a large number of
redundant original data and improves the calculation accuracy, makes the discrimination more
accurate.
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FER AR E F SRR BEUR, MU AR SR R e T M R KR AR EREE, M T K3 ) A% B
FANFE KR Z B 7K 3 B 38 h R AR B8, WIS BUE X /K SR 25 PR A 1] o Bl VR AR %
JRIR ARG, IR FT R E DAREAE 10~25 m 38 P DUl a1 G047 [2], B3I BT 9K Sl ™ 5
U 7 oY ST - ) = N2 176 LN K 7

T AR E N A WA Z K, SR & O E RN R AOKIR3]. #RE[ALRIER &R &t fe
P AL HIE(GAVRAL BP R4, I 3 B 17 S04 Hh 45 B iR Z2 e/ RS B d s 0 UK SRR K TR
) GA-BP #1248 W 28 ; Z8 22 [5]45 & 32 i 53 70 A it A% BVE AR BR 2% >J HL(Extreme Learning Machine, ELM),
W GA ik ELM, 56 R AR 51101 AR S Hs SR S A B, A 80t i Bk A6 5 B 148
BRI IR ELREMA, DAk 23 2SR O RUE RO, A IR SRR B el . TRk [6]45 & PCA 43 #Tid:
A1 Fisher JIRI I RACGKIFEAI IR, I BP &M HIRIBER AT, BA R
e IS 71 B 7 2 bR EE B A R A TKOKUR, dr TR R . H DL B VA
H—EAE, BP M MBENEB, THERONE A Fisher FI5I 7772 RENKT SR, BHA—E )R
BRAE; B2 S R s AU R AE TR b, AR 0 5 5 R A BB R AR AR AT I AR R AR SR F L,
TE TR AT i HE A 456 Bayes BB HE ST MRS, 2B g o ARG HE R B S AKOK IR, 7E A
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bR AL B KR R S AGEIE AN FE KSR E , T LA R L SRR R A o AR AR KA 2
ERIERIT, Bk, tha] BT HABSAT HARWAR], BT 2 .

2. ARXEER
2.1. B

211 W HHE

AR X M AL EI LS P Rl %%, e )2 X R At 2 X & a2 2 X AR TE /N X, X
IR H D, K R IR AP R 5 XA R E FIHLE N 2R T 8
FH&R. EHR. #RA. BWHA. ARAR. SR, PR, ALR. LE=R2MNENR.

1) i Z& EgKEL(C3t)

JEFE 192.81 m, HALLAKAERNE. HAHMZEIERER) 40% /. AKER 8~14 7, —Mk 11~12
2. AREGS AL NA—K~+ 20k, HpE=2KE. BNUEKE. B+ BEREWEE, AL
AT R IRES o TS —KEE—ME 2~3 m, TSR, & &siien KIS, M - Mg, 2
TEEANT L E AR E . AH S 6~8 2, MJET358m, BAKREEE.

2) &R NS4 (PLs)

JERE 120~165 m, “F#% 135 m, DL 125~150 m A% . R AMEMIP A MibE . Ba EZEHmR. &
10, 11 MR, S A% 0.80%, 10 JE= EAEEHML . 10 IEAART HRH T REEL —, 11K
E— AR AR E . 5 RS .

3) ZBR NG N A& TH(PLxS)

Ko N = TSI, AR DRSS 2RO T, DL K3 A 2 RN T, )= R AR EOR,
P % JE B2 205~245 m, P13 235 m, 4 [X L 220~230 m A F. & 4. 6. 7. 8. 9 HLAEEE(H), &8 10~13
2, BEEJE 1553 m. S RE 6.69%. AU NAN HEESHER. BHEEERDE. hibE. A,
R I Z . DA 2 AE 63~9 B2 (4H) IR 4 1 (4H) .

4) FE=AR(R)

FE=REEATHS. LS, EEALE 171.50 m £ 369.300 m ], P 275.60 m, 5 N{RH)E
EARBEEA . WETLUE YEE A G RHE, A SR S A G ZERITRT L, =204 Bli5(E3).
FHGI(NLD). _EHSE(N2).

5) #IYR(Q)

JEJ¥ 70.55~101.60 m, ¥ 87.80 m, 5 NARHIT & AL S

212 RFE

1) 32 12

RWEEAGETA T, EEHZ 234 110 m, FEBZIEMAEARK, UL RE, HEE
FELE 031 m & 411 m ZJa], BART L EREL N 1.62 m, 2857 R % 53%, X AT 80%, JTRI5% K 0.82,
BABNE IR X TAER, FEN 1~2 ZR AR, W2 LA NE, BH. Biiba®
B, MR RRE, KX e R

2) 61 152

RF FAEETHRFE, T 60 B F KL 11 m kb2 6 A h KB NEEN—Z. HA XA LA
PRAERZHOTIFRAE, SHEREEAE 0 3 520 m 208, “FERELE 1.56 m, 285 Z¥0H 56%, A
KA 0.77, FERTAZEA 70%. VBB ITARD, BETERA /SEMDEME, HRENSFIE,
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SN M E AR, BERRE.

) TLHE

NTEHEN LE, AT AT HR T, 63 K4 30 m. ZX KA ANCRX, EEAE0 mE
478 m 8, V) 1.87m, R HRE57%, W KF5%70.83, TR 70%, BRAEME R, £H 12 )=k
fifs TObR DAL AR b 2 o 3, ORI« 71 BEZ = — M R e IR M 2%, m] DLFE R 2 B0 X R

4) 82 12

MFRAETFHRE, 81N 7~18 m, —Z 11 m, A[FFRX AN, WEEFEE 0 m
2554 mZ[A], ) 1.61m, AR RE 49%, JF K48 0.95, MFHATRZE 90.5%, =Ttk LAb s v+,
Pt M A, 82 EMN T HAWEER R E, AT TFR XK.

5) 9 12

ST AATHTE, 82 ETFHZ10m £ 21 m b, FIZ) 16 m, W] JFR X sk i FAR X &k,
JEEEAEOm £ 578 m ZIa], V257 m, AR ZRE57%, TR 70%, A 50 Ma i a WA,
5T U 25%, 10 SRR ARSI RN E, DA E, b a AR E RN,

2.1.3. KB

1) HERKEKZ

WA JE AT 7.50 m £ 65 m i), KIAHEHRTE 21 m, 4URibE 5 RHD . ZEDARNEREFR
AFea, —/PMBaKEBONTEE, UHA A, 2 K3 a7 REWR, REERE. Wit
TR, 32 B Je T iR D A HE AT 24-25-10.30-8j5-5 FLET, 7E 32 i b b AE R AE TR K AR F 25-26-7.
27-12. j4-5 £HFLEEBHE: q=0.0039~0.00815 I/sm, k =0.002~0.1114 m/d. %% /K)Z8Akw KRS,
H/ o3 X 3 — 52 W 7K

FRMZ 71 2R 82 EM BT LA s . T S/KERERE 11~65 m, T4 30 m. It T
#ilal, 30-6. 30-3, 28-5. 24-12. 29-3. 29-6 fLAIRKING . MK AERBKE WKL, (HERKEAL
M HAYS), &BAAAERKIR G 28, & /KM ARH A A B . iR X 2 an%h4L, W 36-2. 30-11
BEAT K SER A%, q SRAEA 0.0042 Lism, kA 0.0755 Lism, k kA 0.0754 mid, J& T §5~has s
IKIZ o DR, 2 R T AR D 25 2R B K E N R E M B R K B K2

2) K EKE

Q) B—EKE

JRAMGHIRAE 20 m 22 41.60 m 2 [8], —#%%) 31 m, &/KRbEJEREE 6.60~31.00 m, —f% 15~20 m. il
EREIREL 20m K E, JFEL 1~15m, SAABIIGER, KL 0.50 m AKRE (. AR T
IKFRHKRIE B, g =0.5387 Lism, K AN 2.9094 m/d, /R 311 mid, &R — e K&K,

b) & &K=

JERARGETR 78.10~100.70 m, —f kN 86~88 m, /KD )ZESE 5.45~39.30 m, —f#% 10~25m, AL
FOONE, RAM. IR0, W, K 2~3 B LEibE . WEEHBONEL KA GIEAR F 55—
TOKERTHERD, WETHE—8KE.

c) H=EKE

MR 159.80~218.50 m, —#%Hy 185~200 m, E/KERYZEE 19.20~99.20 m, —#% 50~70 m. 7
PEREO MG, b, RS, K 3~5 EMmiEt. EEN 1-3 EEEIRKE, EE 1-3 m, RE, &
HageRie, EMREER, BAKMER. THPENKE. BREEEN, REATE, RRIERY
k.
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d) FHPUEKE

JERAR HEVR B /NNy 189.25 m,  f KA 453 m, —AEFTE 285 m. 300 m. 350 m ffti. EKEYEESE
SEHTE 0 £ 59 m (A, 45 Db U LR, RSN dikiAe . HORAHRR A IR 24 > 3 mm,
— IR BPRE L 0~6 )2, JCE KR 0~5 m. AURIAHBR A RIAEZ AL <3 mm, —BIeRs . HEdhKIR
I HRl, KAk AR 16.77 m, feifiz 69.50 m, q fix/MA 0.0258 Lism, #iz KN 0.4318 L/ism, K fiz/h
79 0.079 mid, KN 3.282 m/id, EIKIZEE KRR, 0/ 1.458 g/L, KN 1.582 g/L, 4=
TR e /Ny 31.52 [ F, e Ky 44.15 £ [E EF, /K5l SO4-Cl-Na-Ca-Mg %Y.,

e) NIFEH KA B BRI K (BY)

KRR S JERE 192.81 m, FHIERRK B IS SRR, HEHKEREA—, BHHAY
KYEWARKAZEN. B— ZERRAREAD, g B=ENENEARKAERE. 1-4 SKAF
BIRERE 39.2T m, 1~4 SIEEEHERE , KNIFMLF, EKER. SWHEBIULK, ARERR
TEFAHERAL R, BEE )RS R M IR TS « & K VEAE R BRUR B i IR R, R 2 & K PEEES .
25-26-2. 26-27-6. 27-11. VII-3 F1 J1-1 L H L™ Hillt)s. X 25-26-2 H- KR 1~4 BEREAT T oKk
5, #oKAIkRE 8.09~19.60 m, Q =0.3798 L/sm, K =34.223m/d, NHEE/KEKE. 5~14 MK ILRIT
BEMEZ, BEREE, KR E.

BAEZ AW R B, H N K RS, AR, FRIK 7K AR ERe, JF RS
MW T SRR R B2 3 I, IR R AR ORI DA M2 8, R T RE 5850 10 SRR 5K 0 & & “XT R
Befh. RJETH 1~2 SRyBRIZER N, MELUERROKAM R KIS RS, 3~4 SIRANTERE, HHH
BURE, WKBKRE 5. TR AN E B TR s R0, 2 T A fl K E o H
Fro

f) BIKK

X2k 51 500 22K, AW 26-27-6 fLiEFE, EFE 10.33 m. AR¥EX AMAK R R R, B RK S
AR R B WA 5] T B R 1) Sk R IR B TT R 2 R0, IER SO N H I B m,
B2, AHERTE S /KW E BB IR R AR H A (0 5 I RS O R A K T REE o BRAZK JF AR 7=
(s 2 BT B R RIS SRR E K 2 B BRI R %K Rl 3
BORTIKBLG K AT
3. BipH*®
3.1. ERAIHE

TR T R A M B AE T, BN — MG ik, B T BRI A — 4B TR
FHORAS Bt oy — MM G AL B IS AR R BB R BN Ry, BRI ERIA(E B
HRFF IR LA (E BAAL . 5T PCA MIHHE A HRAE A ROH B = 4E 5 A S ME . SCIEE P4 i fb Bds 454
LI HRAE T EEAE8]. F A A M BER AL I R BraR[9] -

JRAEBARAERE X (X, Xy, X, ) I P AR — MR A, FoRA Y = AX, J,

Yl =ai1x1+aizxz+"'+aipxp
Y, =a21X1+a22X2+-~-+a2pX

’ )

Y, =a, X, +a, X, ++a, X,

KA ¥, Yy, Y, REANRREMERIME: Xy, Xy, X, FRFEIEEARRERE X ) — MR A ap, &

DOI: 10.12677/me.2022.103029 248 i AR


https://doi.org/10.12677/me.2022.103029

w
3
B
48

TR B2 1) P T7 2R A

F A TR BT

1) AR GRS AR AL, TSNS R BT ZE A A

2) SR LI H 7 ZE R (KR T LA FF 9 4, > 4, > o2 A, R RLIRAATAHE R T, T, oo, T,
TERHAERE A = TSI R, ATOE D ATARERES | BB ORFE AL T A, JF FLEE T ARy Y, (%
th RS § M B RS 4, SR

3) Hm A TR Yo T ETRE R &, =2, /30 A, =10 FHn(n<s) DERSY, EH Bitsumk
17'\j‘fn m1m/2—1m°

4) TR HORIOTE IR T BRUT R W, BB % SRR LB % 80961 F LK
WY RT LA A DA R R SREARTAT m AN A IR RE AR B K2 26 TN RE A I 15

3.2. Bayes ¥ 3574

TSR KB GBS T DASCRE, 2 BRE DU ey 0, = R T GO 2 o0 /A 1
FEARLE, PSR FIREA G MR RIE T 2 0 IEA A MR 2 R ESEE. A G MEARSEHHEL T
nAEEA, X n MEAH p MR, BT DUEGRAEAE —AS p 4E 0], 1X n AMFEAE AT LAE s A A
FER n ANBSEUY . EFIRIEFR R, R R DU e, — BRI A A =R &, AR —k
FIREAS X = (X, X0, X, ) RIVAAAE B BHA AR = B, AR RIREA RISy Ag BRI, 722 45 5%
B, BARXARIFEAKA )y Ag BEA .

W g MNMEMAIIREZR AR fy(), FE—REIFEARN ZIE T BHA Ay, SO XA FEAR R IR
RHA AL IRERSE . PL{hig}, FR4 T R[10]8KAL:

):j'Rh f, (x)dx )

Roft: P(hig)For RSN (00N o MRS Rh 2R RBU I
T BB TP 2 0 M IRARG, Bayes HE 5 H 40 40 2 (R 75 B30 2 00 26 4
Ryf: X L(Wg)a,f(x)> X L(h/g)a,f(x) ©)

g=1,g#h g=1,g#h

X L) TR FEAER R IR BEA A IS TP A IIHRERIE T qgfg ) R REAER R I RIS B A
I (05 BRSO () KRR AR B 1R IR VA 9 BEAR A I IR S B0 E 22

5 2 WA AR FIFEAS RV Ay BEAAR Ag 1) 5 308 BEOR AR AR VA D At B AR Jo 36 R AR,
FURFRE A RAFEARNTONEHE Age qgfg() B K HUR S TR MR oK A4 DS AR R — A
FEAR X = (3, Xy, %, ) JB T3~ BRI OB S, G AR e ihaC11] [12]40 T -

0,y () =0, (20) "= exp| -3 (x-2, =7 (x5, @

Rt x= (%, %000%, )+ B8 e Fm A £ P2k g=12,,G
ficif: Bayes HEI, BB AT, IEASBEAR S MR B R R
Z(x)=hyy +b X, +- +bngp ®)

Rebt X, MEEARSERA2 p MEFRIOSL: oy WA RH AL Z, (X),Z, (X), 1 Z, (X) BOELER
¢Hﬁwﬁ,%kﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁx=@my~%)%E%ﬁ%°
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3.3. PCA-Bayes E& ¥R S5

1) R EAE AT AR AEA AL T, HERR B Z AT B ARG 2 R B AN

2) WL AREZ 1A A W7 2200 B B A LA [ B 5 RS L A 5

3) AR kK AT T Z R (k =12,---,n);

4) HZIRERTT Z TR > 80%BURFAE(E R T 1 A SR LR R 3 1 75

5) MBI TR REUERE, | Y = AX RSB EROE

6) L Bayes HIHIE, RS B R EARN R ) ok KL

7) R AL R IVEAE I NEEAT BB, OB IR IS (1 B AA 5L A IR AR i Ja R R

3.4. PCA-Bayes Z& ¥R ME &

FEE BT oM, BATTE S R RAE TR B AT LA 32 573 B R STk A A B — AN K- (R AS &
B2 Je 45 L R AUR FRE — MELRIZKCOP 1), HJO IR SR U R A6 R RE IS 45 I AT & SE P15 55 Al
T S ARE (5 U 2 J 70 K 23 5 R T e SE B i 30) -

ERIT BOMRRE LS S R T B, ANMBIIR AR R SO A8 2E . WD), XA E Y
AR AR AAT AT o BRI, R ERR) 3 R4 A B m 3@ 5 L2 T IR A B AN p (BRAIE p A B EUD),
75 M E R FEAR A D05 AT RESRAN I 3 Bl 35 SCAS I J e A 7 2 10 i

FE B 3 AN U B 238 0 R RAOKIE SR, ZOR RSB AT IR, AT 3 g
HE AU R SEE o

4. SEKIKIFEFIHIIR B O L
4.1. BRREFNIR

P 45
@ BRIk % 5 21

@ WK Lo Fi
500  1000m + e L il 2

Figure 1. Location of sampling points

1. R EE
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e Y e AY
EO e

RPN K SCH R SR 2 2%, MVBUZ RAKEFEBUIIUR, EEARKEGKEZEFEF AR, BRI SRR
K EAIKEE, IR E X M e A ROR I B K 2T AU AL . T 2020 45 9 A ZEXTAR A AT
HEAT SEH B S O 28 ANIKAE(E] 1), i AR SR E K Z()FEA 12 )y, B RIE R H RS K
JZ(NFEAR 16 A, BURE AU SO ILE 1o BURFS 325 Na* + K*. Ca®*. Mg”. HCO; . CI- f1S0?
ANANSHGHATIAR,  BURERT R4 7 4% KT B 06 PH FZKIRSESHOHATINR, B /K AE 8 a s
% 0.45 pm I8, T BHES 72 B (/KR R I ER R ZE PH < 2, RA HUBGIR G 56 B TR R 1 R Bl
TEL(ICP-AES) I 5 3= BEPH &5 1 (1R B, HERFAFE N 3%, I B (il (DX-120, Dionex) il & & AP0 A
B, S BT kR /N T 5%, 8 B i 1R I i R AR B TR B, BT R S - LA P /N T 5%,
M5 R BAR WL 1.

Table 1. Training samples of Qidong mine (unit: mg/L)
L OABERINGHEARR(ERAGL: mo/L)

= ca? Mg?* Na* +K* HCO, cr SO; KRR A
1 23.01 14.99 341.07 535.8 179.04 83.55 |
2 19.94 12.57 299.71 564.51 115.22 32.52 |
3 7.18 9.67 784.37 1373.00 221.58 7.41 |
4 15.15 8.71 404.46 803.71 163.08 12.76 |
5 32.7 12.57 514.37 765.44 219.81 301.70 |
6 15.15 5.80 855.07 1911.2 242.85 11.52 |
7 68.11 30.93 408.32 525.10 230.44 412.42 |
8 27.92 19.83 307.60 526.24 189.67 67.50 [
9 10.37 13.54 967.36 2191.06 246.40 6.17 [
10 26.32 19.35 813.07 1863.36 248.17 34.57 I
11 35.09 17.41 287.16 583.64 189.67 9.88 I
12 15.15 13.54 619.83 1353.86 171.95 13.99 I
13 24.73 10.16 337.64 538.20 193.22 88.91 I
14 35.89 8.22 299.41 569.29 177.27 32.93 I
15 55.49 18.96 439.71 547.72 235.76 375.38 I
16 5.58 11.61 548.09 961.58 241.08 86.44 I
17 44.17 32.28 402.99 547.35 253.45 260.47 I
18 115.87 33.78 288.50 547.53 236.69 262.20 I
19 99.14 40.20 260.89 335.92 234.72 280.69 I
20 98.10 73.80 316.80 466.44 204.92 543.31 I
21 120.91 72.26 260.80 338.71 230.44 540.84 I
22 92.52 53.20 363.58 568.34 22.64 442.06 I
23 100.50 78.54 303.67 356.41 212.01 572.12 I
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Continued
24 53.87 30.17 316.43 495.14 230.44 461.40 1l
25 112.46 62.87 335.18 432.95 221.58 576.65 1l
26 100.50 61.42 337.71 456.87 214.49 1524.00 1
27 109.27 29.99 389.23 552.55 239.31 433.83 1
28 98.10 49.82 365.61 485.57 242.85 484.04 1

4.2. NEHEERERST T

T /e K SPSS 26 X KRR BEAT S (BB, STt S (i 2 5 SR P P I E AR R (E
TRIEAT RO SR ITZRREAS Person AH2E REUHERE, I8 5 2 7 DU B: 2% 3 1 2 245 KB, i HCO;,
AINa + KREREEIA R T 96.8%. X KM E Nt A EES(EE, AR EEZEHIX 6 MEs 17K
PEFH, BN E RBEZMEE, FHTEERR, HaT R AU RS B, & s iR .
(AL, SEREARHEAT 2 o s b B A2 DA B[ 13] [14] [15] [16].

Table 2. Pearson correlation coefficient matrix

5% 2. Pearson fHx R EAERE

e k7 ca** Mg** Na" + K" HCO;, cr sox
Ca®* 1
Mg 0.862 1
Na*+ K* —0.564 -0.461 1
HCO, —0.599 -0.503 0.968 1
cr 0.078 0.008 0.275 0.2 1
S0* 0.718 0.751 -0.387 -0.471 0.092 1

e BARERr BB

SHINREA B RO M7, 7T DA 5 MRS 2 (# )R BN TR B 2), it
43 TT RIS IR REAR AN S Ao B SRR 7 MR 2 B0 819, T DURPREA P R
Wik DL, SERTPIAERS AR

Table 3. Variance rate of principal component interpretation

ERG AT FHIEAE TTRRER/% SBTTRRAR/%
1 3.527 58.784 58.784
2 1.336 22.261 81.045
3 0.691 11522 92.567
4 0.302 5.034 97.601
5 0.119 1.980 99.581
6 0.025 0.419 100
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Figure 2. Composition of crushed stone

E 2. o EaE

R A0 R EOERE (LA 4) 456 A Q) AT DAF A e Fo ARy OZRPERR B A, L2y
X(6), AEMTFH R ME-

F, =0.317X,+0.319X, —0.046 X, —0.084 X, +0.242 X +0.325X, ©)
F, =0.069X, +0.098X, +0.424X, +0.37 X, +0.549X, +0.153X,
Table 4. Principal component score coefficient matrix
=4 TS B REIER
[ iz F1 F,
ca* 0.317 0.069
Mg** 0.319 0.098
Na* + K* —0.046 0.424
HCO, —0.084 0.37
cl- 0.242 0.549
SO% 0.325 0.153
5. Z&7KIKIEF A
5.1. KA
QAN FH 32 5oy 4 it AT Bayes FIRIEE S AR, AR (L)1
Y, =0.086X, +0.102X, +0.042X, —0.012X, +0.064 X —0.005X, —13.955 @
Y, =0.217X, +0.228X, +0.037X, -0.01X, +0.072 X, —0.004 X, —20.217

i Yo Yo RO E TS KRN & R R A R SR A R . IR AR,
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A

2 o A HIEM A =
WA R b, F 243 M Ty, TRk E 57 Bayes 15k, MR4E A X (G) T3P~ E K

JEKFERI I ISR, B s i 22 5(8) -
{zl =0.013F, +0.014F, -5.704

8
Z, =0.036F, +0.015F, —8.451 ®)

X, Zy, Zo 73BT A TR S KR AN — B R R A RS K Z I B B BUEL . P50 T3 9 —
BRI R B, WK B A S K= -
5.2. AKRFIRHR BRI UE

K 28 ZHUNZRAEA KA B35 22 20 (5) 45 I L 3 1 7 70 W Je 1) Bayes I 45 55 S B KR

XF BB L2 5.

Table 5. Discrimination results

F 5. FIRIGERK

i “ & bR S PRI

1 0.97808787 —0.80911686 | | |
2 —0.17050465 —2.7964362 | | |
3 6.63301848 2.78032833 | | |
4 1.71343798 —1.27455435 | | |
5 4.70845033 4.41935817 | | |
6 9.48632655 4.93944708 | | |
7 4.26140342 5.72165685 | I 1
8 0.82498667 —0.91136931 | | |
9 11.2525896 6.2006415 | | |
10 9.40255046 5.34833772 | | |
11 0.60678042 —1.61102226 | | |
12 5.24266426 1.35832659 | | |
13 1.13940748 —0.5450265 | | |
14 0.57930066 —1.58629407 | | |
15 4.21296599 5.18609625 | I |
16 4.40684655 2.0713272 | | |
17 3.49135642 3.73570497 1 I |
18 3.08343163 3.84965922 I 1| I
19 2.11770103 3.28556325 I 1| I
20 4.47917023 7.47091323 ] | 1
21 4.02632335 7.54672995 I I 1
22 2.3842565 3.10596618 I I 1
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23 4.25788066 7.74583887 I I 1
24 3.88364046 5.71211211 I 1| I
25 4.8458391 8.25885903 I 1| I
26 10.8432647 21.30154167 ] | 1
27 4.70830697 6.65129079 1 I ]
28 4.7190615 7.25151699 1] I 1

1 5 A%, AfS A R0 70 ) Bayes HII 45 S, | SROKAE 16 4, FIWTIER 15 4, FHiR % 6.25%,
11 287KFE 12 4, FIWTIERS 10 4, HHRE 16.67%, LA IRZE 10.71%; fi F a5 /0 HT i Bayes 51 45
B | 2BKEE 16 AN, FIWTIERA 14 AN, AR 12.50%, 11 28KFE 124, HIWTIER 12 4, F5i0% 0%, 45
HHERE 7.14%. PCA-Bayes H| I L A% 4 Bayes HI BRI IE#IR T, FMAT LR TUAER, 7
R, R HSR S BRI T K K ] R

5.3. REIN A

A AL IEET 8 73 (1 Bayes FIAIBEA, DLk — 08 A SR BUZE K 1L R EK 1L K
JREAIR TR N = AN RN ZEAK IR 11 ANIKEEEAT J00, 045 L35 6.

Table 6. Results of judgment

6. FIFILER
R ca® Mg?* Na" + K* HCO, cl SO; SpREH] PCA-Bayes 5]
1 56.12 18.68 89.65 482.36 8.69 6.68 I I
2 45.78 175 106.53 481.33 12.36 12.89 I I
3 46.3 20.78 88.78 463.56 11.05 8.36 I I
4 61.42 34.42 738.51 263.68 934.3 386.25 I I
5 37.88 20.73 825.33 389.98 967.36 331.29 I I
6 2.5 2.63 232.06 524.35 51.25 36.42 I I
7 7.32 421 708.56 908.78 584.67 8.06 I I
8 7.07 3.07 707.68 786.38 621.85 0.35 I I
9 19.31 5.12 143365 143212  758.63 210.37 I m
10 110.32 2.33 122656 138859  733.65 148.35 m m
1 6.89 3.26 123345  1756.64  943.14 2.89 m m

Table 7. Judgment results of original index data

= 7. RIEFBIREFIGR

IKFEEAY | I 1] Bt

| 5 0 0 5

T3 Il 0 2 1 3
1] 0 0 3 3

DOI: 10.12677/me.2022.103029 255 i AR


https://doi.org/10.12677/me.2022.103029

AL

Continued
| 100 0 0 100.0
R 2R
%) 11 0 66.67 33.33 100.0
11 0 0 100 100.0

M T BRI SR AT AR, 72 5 1 KR, 5 ANKEEFIIIER, 1ERIZJy 100%; 3 4 128K
B, 2 ANKEEHDIIERS, TERIFN 66.67%; 3 A N 2KFEH, 3ANKAEHIBIER, IEMIZEAN 100%; 45
B ZIOKEE, ZREFIRIIERF Y 90.91%. L5RRMIASCINTIE L — Bayes FI5I S ANHERS, HORHITHER

TREARZ (50
6. it

1) 454 F Wi S Bayes HIAE, ST ARARE MU N AKKFERE, #07 7 S/KKIEH AR . R
F R S ATESRBUK A ZE AR RS 1 E SO R, BT IR A Ee (5 AT P, Wifbisisy, et
ORGSR, B E B TR R RZE o LIS S0 8 37 9 0 ) pR AR B i B, I FR R DU KRE () 48
FRREETT NTHE . B A AT X b, TR0 S KB 8 TR — 28, DRt ] DA Bt ) 1)t SR 7KK
EE TR

2) MRHEH H R AR IR IR 5, 23 B HE T PCA-Bayes 158 /K /K 54 146 70 2k Bayes ) 5 45 7Y
XFECI T, AR AR 1Y) 28 L RACKFEAE RN ZRAEAR LA R — A 1) 11 2 RACKFEAE RS AR 3k 47
FRKAKIEREAT N, Hd T i 2 A i Bayes I AIHERA 253 71108 92.86%F1 90.91%. 45K, KH
TR I ATIEIT B AT AR IS, B SRR TR AR B bL B AR DL S R A K

3) EAWIFLH, /KK IE BRI AR, BT IIGAEARBEAN AR, BT —2iRH. N
TSR TR, TERS it , NMoKEWEE AR EEE, BV HR G BAR e, s
RIS, BRI AR R R RS B
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