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Abstract

In order to better monitor air quality and make corresponding air protection measures, this paper
uses CART tree to model the air quality level of Shandong Province in 2018, and the data from the
first half of 2019 for classifying and predicting. Compared with RBF network, empirical analysis
shows that the CART tree has a better fitting effect with higher model accuracy, and this model can
also be applied to the forecasting and control of air pollution in Shandong Province.
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Table 1. AQI air quality classification
= 1. AQI EHREXLFKIS

AQI 0~50 51~100 101~150 151~200 201~300 >300
5 —% =4 =% PO 1%k N
el it ] LA REE S G 3 9l abE S T R

ARICRECT 2018 111 AR 8 &1 12 AR SR B0 (3L 5853 45 8kd), 25T R B AFA0 SPSS # iz A
CART 73 M FAZ ) B R B 2 P 2 A R EAT 1 3 A5E, FH 2019 48 PR B8 (3L 2335 25 s )k AT 1 2
Bk, R MRS
2. CART HiFTE
2.1. CART

325 5 [B] AP A Y (Classification and Regression Tree, i 5 A CART) H Breiman 25 A7E 1984 2 H,
SENL T PSRN 2% 3] ik . CART ISR & XR, PERa SR BUE R “2” f “/R”
AN “FZ” , AN “B7, SN T3P a8 NE, BN 2 8] BIRHE == B 25 A RAS
BT, AR T R T R AT, R AE N 25 8 B2 R i AR A A . A
(% R FEAR TN, [V g A — AN S8 3] .
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2.2. 4y

2.2.1. Gini 5%
D) BRAE KN, FEASETE K RRIMERN p,, MMM BT H0E LR~

Gini(p):Zpk (l—pk) (1)
2) WTZRARINE, FHREASETH 1AM p, MRS 1 5 R IR ECh
Gini(p)=p(1-p) (2)
3) XM T4EMEASES D, HILBIRECH
. S, IJ
Gini =1- (3)
o-5(g

Hrp, C, 2 DB T k BFEARTE, K &R,
WURFEALE S D WRAERAE 4 £S5 ME o 050 FIBL D, A1 D, PS5y, B
Dl:{(x,y)eD|A(x):a},D2:D—D1 (4)

WIFEHFAE A I261F T, & D R IEE0N

Gini(D, A) = | 1|Glnl( | 2|G1111 D,) (3)

2] iz
Gini(D, 4) #me A=a NEEHS D AREYE, SEETREEBR, e R 4] (5]

2.2.2. CART ®E%

iN: WEGEFEE D, 1R

Hith: CART WM.

1) R INGEAEE D, MRS ST, B8IAH A5 AT DU R 3, A = SO

2) WEERINZGEHESER D, tHEIAREX ZEHE N Gini /5. BB, XWE—AMRHE 4, X H
FREE IR AME a, IRIEFEA SN 4 = a BIIERy “&7 5“7 ¥ D 43 #I D, M D, By, Wi A=a
i Gini RZ%L.

3) {EFTA TTRERIRFAE A4 LARCENTHTE AT REITI o 21 a 4% Gini BB/ MREFIE & 5 R )
I AR BARARAE S B R V) 49 s o WRIRARARIE S V) 70 m, IIRZE AR RS T-4h R, IR B 2
WRRHIE 7 FL B A48 mih 2.

4) WFPAST45 AU AR PP IR 1~2, B R0 R AT E AR

5) H4p CART WM.
2.3. BIHY

HiN: CART BIEAE R EN T, ;

. AR T,

1) Wk=0,T=T,,a=+x;

2) E LT FHREA P 1 C (7)) T L g (1) —C(%Cl(z )
INBL ¢ ARG TR, C(T,) R NSRS R 2, |7, ] 2 7, (it s A4

,a=min(a,g(r)): XH, T %
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3) E ki s NS S WA g (¢) = a , BHATETRL, FR0 4 Al e LB HER gk voe Lk,
BRI T;

4) Wk=k+lLa,=a,T, =T;

5) SR T A d AR s AL TR, U [ 2128 R (4);

6) KM XBAEFAETWFI T, T, -, T, PR FER M THT, [6]-[11].

3. BEEMHEMLE
3.1. RBF #1Z3M4%

12173 (Radial Basis Function) M 4% /& F Powell M.J.D.F 1985 E$2HI, LR EUE UL BLR N FERE )i
—RKAT AL, BAH% . BASMEENER A, BT BP &M HUK G KRB, RBF
2 B AT S TR BE I . RS R DL A S IR 2 I 2R I 2 bt (] /D SRR p o AR Tl B R B 2 2 — N R
R 2%, AEFR]JZE, B LA R A IV (1 A% ) Ji R 500 5 A 9 1K) 4 Je i 2 DR R B ER T R R L)
Pk, B R A IE T 2 A, T N B AR, e B WA A DU RIS R K SR
ETRMM R

RBF #2248 (A AR . H RBF VRN EE A TTIY “ 7 My plBasml /=75 (6], Bagsz 0 4 AR kA7 A8
e, PR R S N R A e B i s A) N, A9 AR I 4 25 8] P9 PR B P AN W] 4 i) R v 4 2 ) A 2k
Al 53. i RBF RS ITH) “He” M famiz = m, XFER T DUR 5\ R B B (A @ BOE ) i
FREA#A] . 24 RBF MG g LUG, X RS O REAfE 1.

3.2. RBF 3%

S I S RBEY IR IR, R ELAT R0 3 2T 2%

D) SNE X S B, (URESOR RO RBIE, R B

2) WABUR He MO B R, W f M2 O S PR B0 R R TR B, XA S 7 22
EETEESS

3) MHUZ Y ABEE S T (B O PR, RS AR T U
AT BUR I, (AR M 0 5 R

e e b 25 2 T KRR

=S wa(le—el/o) b ©

Rofte x NS RAN n R w NHERE: g (x) MRS o MRRMEEETL; o

1

NHRE: b R ERIE: o NERUEMZ T [x—c | M x—c K08, BHET x 5 ¢ ME

o
PR R MOV R R R R BAE DN 0, IZJRAPZTT i e A

R (x)=exp [—"x -, ||2/(261.2 )J (7
I B = 5 % L 2 AR 5% RN
= /()RS R 3 ®

Refre ¥ RAHITR, ¥ =[y0nee, [ B, g REHERBTE, W OSBRI, R WK
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4. kG

HERTLZRA 2018 AFH AUl AR AT T R RR ST, 3 2018 4RI A 4 13 5 4tk
Bl HE T FTRVEH, &AM RN RIRE S I ER R, HOONREE SR, BB AR A Bk
M R EBON R % A IS SR E IR A i R 2B A O NAFILA, SN 25.2%.
21.77%K1 12.29%, BIILZRE B RIS R RILELTF . % H 0 A BV E 75 3 H ik oo — A +—H
FVUH, SN 2.42% 1.25%F10.21%, & A EIEEG R MK —H. +—H. +=H
&, AN 13.51% 9.17%H17.26%, HIECN ™ E 1) 2[5 Y £ BE R EAFTRHTE,
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Figure 1. Air quality category for each month
1. RRB=ESHREL

5. M=
5.1. CART

5.1.1. HEBIENT
AR TR A T A AR RS A E R A TN AL B, AR RN . GEE PM, s,
PMp» SO, NO,. O;_8h. CO, —ikt 6 MEBEIMAT I FIIZRE MK, 152K 2 CART M.

PM2.4<151

Figure 2. CART-tree model
B 2. RIRIHEER
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AUER, N2 E, KT PMys. O 8h Hl PM,, = ANMEFRE NS> S R BT e sl , T 2205
TIRZ 5 AQIAHRMEA S I AIHRAE .

IR R ) SRR AT

58, K PMos AE T R EE —HFIE, 73 NS Di—PM,; <76 ; 13X Dy—PM, >76;

XFT Dy, ¥ Os_8h AE N RUEE - E, it — 5 N3 C—O0,_8h<161; 43¢ C,—0,_8h>161-
X5 T Dy B PM, s GRS 95 55 A4, 32— BRI NS C—PM, 5 <116 3 £32 C—PM, 5 2116 ©

WHEAT T &, A RIHA R CART #,

H_Ei& CART B A LAZS R 4512

1) PM, 5. PM,o Fl O;_8h JE 520 2= Sl i i EEH % .

2) B PM,, 2151 I 25 S o BRI 4 9 B BTG G

3) PM,, <151, 161<0, 8h<21558116 <PM,, <156 I, 2SRRI N b BTG

4) 76 <PM,, <116 B PM,, <76 , 161<0, 8h <216 PM,, <76, O, 8h <161, 5S1<PM,, <151 K},
ARG 7> N G

5) X4 PM,, <76, O, 8h<l161, PM, <1515 PM,, <76, O, 8h<16l, O, 8h>101If, ZSJi
BHONRI N R

6) 4 PM,, <76, O, 8h<101, PM,, <S1K, =S EHHILIS M.

5.1.2. RERIAIBIHL

BYR 2 RS 5 ) FOE R AR “ G MR ETB, ERSER ], Oy TSR RE IER 7 38
GEAR, ZEREREANER, AN G RRFER 30 2, XN ATBE BRI ZRAE A0, B (0 AR 2
IR, DABCTAEIIZRSE B 5 1) — S5 SO E A B 28 BA 1 — B i S 8ot ila . Bk, whaid =+
Bl 2 — 3 SOR PR LA I R [ 12]

ST AR AT PR 7 T ), — A RS H S A R BN, AR R S,
MR iR 22K, HTE S E0E CP, Ja# IS HUE Xerror. CP J2 245 /% & (complexity parameter)
VE R A AT R 7, W& 2, 2 CP KR, 73 R AR (nsplit) i/ o Hart 28 (rel error) &R
TGS AR 5 2 A P B 2 A . Xerror SAAE XIGIERZE, Xstd AT XIE 12 2 A bp ifE 2
[13] FrPAEAE Xerror S/NEHL T, WA CPRE /N, R VAMER T T2 %, FRATHR Z0 T &
B, T T CP{EY Xerror .

NI

Table 2. CART - tree complexity parameter table
=2 ORENNERMSHR

CpP nsplit rel error Xerror xstd
0.249251 0 1.000000 1.000000 0.0112859
0.094311 2 0.501497 0.501497 0.0097164
0.089696 3 0.407186 0.419162 0.0091172
0.072106 5 0.227794 0.227794 0.0071062
0.065868 6 0.155689 0.155689 0.0059903
0.047904 7 0.089820 0.089820 0.0046287
0.010000 8 0.041916 0.041916 0.0032006
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< 2 nJUUEH, TBLER], 4 nsplit v 8 FIRH i, BIAG DY F45 SR, 2L nsplit v 7, BRI\
A4 s IR R RS SORZE BN o T RS BT A I H 2 A 119 B8 /N A8 AR Z (xerron) IR o[BI DRAC
BN, BT AR 288,
5.1.3. REH AR BTN

M3 FTLAE Y, B I HERA 2 9(1163 + 637 + 0 + 148 + 218 + 141)/2335 = 92.46%.

Table 3. Confusion matrix
%< 3. SR

TRE
=3 Ll ey T Y5 e ke rhEES Gy ey
HSHE

R 1163 0 0 3 0 0
BT Y 1 637 0 0 0 0
PTG G 0 0 0 0 0 11

e 0 0 0 148 0 0
TG 0 10 0 0 218 0
HEIT Y 0 1 0 0 2 141

5.2. BEIE RBHEZ L%

5.2.1. BB

TEARER A, YIZREER A 5853 MHEAR, [HEFEAREN 64%, MHREERH 2335 MEA, HEMAR
(17 36%. RBF #122 /& 1Y (14 N 2 BRI N 2 M & e BOE IR R SEIR R R i e, i S0 2 1
A TCHERIE VPN TR e . fEALZH, FIASHCN PMys. PMjp. SO,w NO,. CO. Os_8h, HiA
EHMEa 6 A, B ENSECNME. B, BERY. hEEE, EEEY. REEY, Ml B
ZI0H 6 1, FR)Z I FEF R 20N Softmax PR, AL K 3:

Figure 3. RBF neural network model

[& 3. RBF &g = HY

5.2.2. RETFM)
ROC 45523 TAERHIE il Z(Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve), A& 5 s IR S PR 1 458
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BECEETENR, W EER R BUBP AR R R R, Bl IR SR AT R O 1 2 AR I 57
B, MIITHEH — RAIGURIEARE R, CABUR ORGSR OB AR O £, il 2k T T A
O, SWERPEB S . £ ROC M2k b, SREEITARKR I /e B 05 B R O BB AR S M R4 5 v R s 5706

1.0 R
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—EEEHR
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—EEFE
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RN

Figure 4. ROC curve
4.ROC #h%k

FH_F3R ROC 2R 4 ] %, 42 [ A 248 X 28 A5 R0 2 Aot S R UL SR L [14] [15] [16] [17] [18] 6
H% 4 F146 5 040, IIZREE A TRV RA R A 83.5%, MR AE A TRV AR 2 A 84.2%, HR A HERG A&
F CART WAL IR R A 5

Table 4. Confusion matrix of training set

= 4. NEERIRIBER

TiIE
R BTG Y TR 5 Yy e hRE TG g 5 g
FLIE

R 2545 286 0 95 2 1
B 118 1286 0 1 78 9
P 5 G 0 0 0 0 0 16

o 110 6 0 426 12 0
rh RS g 0 106 0 0 339 38
EEEG 0 1 0 0 65 165

Table 5. Confusion matrix of testing set

5. WA ERIRIERER

TiIE
=S LEIRAEE T Ty e LREREE S TG g
FLIE
= 1102 116 0 31 1 1
LA 53 619 0 0 34 1
I H T Y 0 0 0 0 0 14
e 52 2 0 165 1 0
CREREES 0 49 0 0 140 11
ENEREE Y 0 0 0 0 26 66
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5.3. {REMA L

CART W RERT LA/ 25005, T DU . AR A0 1) TRV ] DLERAR AR . 2) THE S AH
XFRUA IR K o 3) PLHM AT LATEIT )RR B LA B B il 1) MR AIRZ R, HHR ] Rt
SRR . 2) — MR 2R, R — DT Bok a3k,

RGO m2: 1) RREILE, S RRRSCEE R . 2) RAME—REERRE, HX
SRR /N EATLE . SR AE: RBF MEMEK 1A E LR MERLG RE R BITE RS 2 R bR B b, 172 R B R P 2 22
ST ISR E T LR E T, B ST R IR O ORI SR ) RBF #4848 [P RE AR A RE S NIl o

TE_FIR%T 2018 4F 1 H % 2019 4F 6 H 1L AR 48 23 000 =2 28 71 Tl fr A 2 s 7ol #2 v T UE 21, CART
PSSR 1) T HE AR 2 92.46%, T A% [1) 356 R 2504 28 IO 248 A2 0 P T AE AF R 84.2%, 8K, CART WA
R T T 2
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