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Abstract

In response to the issue of predicting the impact of atmospheric pollution transport on PMzs
concentrations, this paper takes the Pearl River Delta as the research area. Hourly PM; s con-
centration data from the Pearl River Delta were used as the research dataset. A ConvGRU model,
which combines convolutional operations and GRU (Gated Recurrent Unit), was developed to
account for both temporal dependencies and spatial features. The ConvGRU model was em-
ployed to predict the hourly PM;s5 concentrations in Zhuhai. The results showed that the
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ConvGRU model achieved a high correlation coefficient of 0.83 between the predicted PM; 5
concentrations and the actual values. Moreover, it outperformed other models such as SVM, RF,
ConvLSTM, LSTM, and GRU, with significantly lower values of mean squared error (MSE), mean
absolute error (MAE), mean absolute percentage error (MAPR), and root mean squared error
(RMSE).
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1. 518

ITERKESTHE AR, SRR O5IE 2 KE[L]. Hh, R (PMys) 5 R, X
LA PR B ] A 433 i b X ) o BRI ol [ 2] . PMys T4/ L5 48 5 dE HWR,
FESHF R R, X ATIAENE . Rk T IORSETE (3] Tl 2 05 Gy ml B 2 A FIBUR ATLAS)
O 5% 71 BB 5 Y A B A R A T AN LR SR S . R, R T A AT SR T PMy s FOBRBEIRE, DINGE S
SRR, R AR, XA EEPBISE .

R 2SS YR BTN @) 5V E R B S =R, BN EE AR S AR LR A T 1
TR [4] [5] [6]. HCEARTL R I8 I 4438 KR 5 A4 I 53 J7 R SRASEAULTS G e Kb i 3L 2 A8 Ak
Aty ic ik 72, B AR I A B R 4 2 ROBE U B A (CMAQ) R AU F 58 A T3 A5 7Y
(WRF-Chem) [7] [8]. T3 S A5 7Y (1% ok ff 1 v B 4 6 1 16 4 04035 Gt HE s s, DR AE S B T 0 v
SAFTEATRE M . FL YR ET06 5 s 500l P9 0% R AT B0 RS2 e i8S, % WL ARIMA Al
ARMA 54 L Gr i 18 [9] [10]. RN GBS R ST 4 B AR Ak . A OB AME il 72, BTl 4t
TSR T B A T BB AR o (H U SRR 3 @ T/ B il A A AR S i (] 7 31 e A4S, 9 ELGT 3
P PR AR I ER,  DR AR K B BR 1) T 48 il G R AR A s S T e TN oh ) R REAE P M. e
S BT L2 ST TR, 5 0L BEALAR R (RF) RN L2 0 26 (ANN)Z5[11] [12]. 4RTfT, ik
R TR AN A TF BB RAE, X AR KRS BT AN NS . IF B AR R 4E ), eIk
AN 2 B IO R BRI e 0, X RO SR SR 7B AT S IR AR JT . R, A s AL A R A
iff (PSS 0 S et 2 <05 G T

RPEE ) AR AR IR I B, B BRI E % IR IR e e 0, g™
72 N FHAE 2S5 P TN AT [13] 0 e rh i A 0 22 R 2% (RNIN) B L AR A, dn K S ST A2 B A (LS TM) A
IER B IG(GRU), #ETTH T FHT M . Biancofiore &5 [14]144 FH 33 V3 4 45 /9 48 (RNN) RS2 I PM, 5 I
] 5 1 SR BRI T, 45 JE R B RNIN TE PM, s B[R] B @ A5 0 A b 3R I R 47 o SR, 25 <005 e T 7%
BN b A AT AR 0 2 05 e s A0 RGO 2 ) R B 8 Ok RBEAT AR, TR — 5T RNN
(AT ] BEATY SR AN 2 LA BRI S AR B AR 42 . [RIUk, N T s RSN EET RNN FIBERS o, Nz
TR 22 /9 2% (CNIN) L AT H (o R RRAE SR AL 0, AT 78 A CNIN S35 SRt i i 25 el e . 3 4 S5 154k
F RNN-CNN ¥4 Ji 2% ] TS B 6 PM, s #EAT T, 45 SR ], RNN-CNN #EHL7E PM, 5 I 8] /5 471 T
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R BLH B TR Z AT RNN AT CNN, 1 HiZ fhi% 2 A%, #WAEE%[16]R A CNN-GRU 414
TRIARE A 6 R AT TN, F T CNN-GRU R Gl A T 23 (B RV GE T RRAE,  DR] L ASE 204 1 00000 05 58 46 v O
HEAB B &,

R, A0 BT ConvGRU ZH G B SKAR R BRifE 1 PMys YR BEVE AR (B R AE . [R] I 25 5 B L
HM(RF). SZHEFEHL(SYM). LSTM. GRU. ConvLSTM TR HEATRE I %F EE, DUME 78 704238 PM,s
BRI SRR, R FIAEETL, ASCRETE RN DO B B SR AL 2 D IR HER A AT SR T, O
P 2 S5 e e T

2. BlRE %
2.1 HiEFEMETE

AT SO BUERIT = AL X (B 5 AR 56 iy TN BN YT RN ZEER . AL AIERE 9 AR
1) 2018 4 1 H 1 H 2 2019 4 12 H 31 H PMys /N i Sk A AT T R, etk B 2 EI T o
SRR T 6. BTAFE HUAS RS A B 2= S B0 30 T B s ok, oA s sk ok 23 A1 A4
XA HER R BN IE 1.5%, % T8l S e SR i i 220 50F Y8 1 5 VA7 SE b 52 PR T RS i S A
IR RERIG T PM,s V5 BB S, & 1 Fis.

P LABRIT=MYN 2018 4E 1 A 1 HZ 2019 4F 12 F 31 H PM,s iR B 1A Git- 4 . A
FbRHEZ KA, A — B8 I I AR e 22 B W 2 5, IX W PMy s R AE 25 ) 178 Sk
WA FE SRR, 30T ) PMys W B TR AL AN IR TEZS 43 A, 18 B PM s ¥R FEE 8 10 P BB B A IR 2R
PERFAE

BRI IR, AHE TR BRI TT PMos V5 YU 1 ot th A8 &, HABIRTT PM s 15 S5 1F
NN &, TER BRI NG 2 A, T B N BT A — b B o A F0 A (R b Ak 7 VR R
ZERREAL, K T AR B Y AR [0,1] 2 IR, A A AR A 3 R
=~ X, =X

X, Xmax—;nt't:LZ'm’N ()
FoAt, X T X i 7390 278 SRR B S IR A AN AR IME . FFRE A BE S 0 — 4% 8:1:1 #yELA)

HATRI 7

Table 1. Basic statistical of PM, 5 in Pearl River Delta

=1 IZANPM i RENREASGTE

i) FHfE(pg/m*) iRl i £ g i
R 33.76 20.90 1.71 5.10
il 31.83 19.46 1.59 423
Il 32.16 20.33 2.24 9.92
H 26.19 15.02 2.43 21.73
AN 28.55 18.55 1.89 6.36
I 2481 14.14 1.45 4.25
EJN 34.78 22.91 1.78 4.92
Al 28.36 19.87 1.75 478
iy 25.60 17.82 1.76 6.24
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Figure 1. Time series of Zhuhai PM, 5
1. ¥k58TH PM,s iR EERTE F51E

22. Bk

2.2.1. GRU f&8!

Cho ZE[17]1ENGIA #2248 (RNN) I 35t 38 HE T 1E A5 58 2 U0(GRU), % SIEMR YL 1 AR i 8] J7 51
IR BE Y S A, O H 2Bk TR T, B T AR . AT ORISR GRU Sk, fiii
R PR AR — IS [R5 X6 A N (B [ 1 B 500 7 A 0 IR AZ RS, IR REAE SR Ja 1) — /NI TR B e A2 AT 5
B, HatE

2, =0 (W,[h.x]) )
=0 (W, [hx]) 3)
h, = tanh (W [r *h,;,x]) @)
h =(1-2)*h+2*h (5)

Hrp, x RoRMZITTRRA, W R RBCR S PR, W, ZoR EOB T IR, W, RonEE ]
WEAERE, o %o sigmoid B%L, h RRFEEUZ S -

2.2.2. ConvGRU t&##Y

ASCHEH A ConvGRU fRAYEE 2 GRU AL — My 2, ZHEH GRU BRI CNN BAYAHSE & o
ConvGRU (1) = Z E % & ¥ B RURE B IEF 2 5, XA ERHERR IO R P AU T GRU LI
T A s A 1T LR B 5 B AR M 3K T 25 18145 E . ConvGRU AR SR |1 45 Mg 1 1145 B sl AL 1 — &6
SEN T BRREN, 5 E NG 2 A -

ConvGRU i Bk # 4n ~ B 7 :
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Z, = (W, xX +W,, xH,_,) (6)
R =0 (W, xX +W, xH,_,) 7)
H/ =f [th X X, + Ry o (W, x HH)] 8
H, :(1—Zt)o H/+Z,oH, 9

Hp, Z, FoREH]; REREE]; H FRREET(ENHOCIRE): x RARGRIEE. o RRIGIEILH;
f FORAELMEBOT R o o Sigmoid BUH KB H FIW Fo i AN TK & 1 = 158
2.2.3. WA feHRE

N Y R B RN B () FINKS E, Ad R TR 2 (MSE) . T4 R 2 (MAE) P24 %0 7 73 iz
Z(MAPR). %5122 (RMSE). 1] ¥ R EU(RAMG Gk I i 7 45 St 47 98- . kR T -

MSE %g(% -9,) (10)
MAE:%E(yi—Q)‘ (11)
RMSE = %ij(y - Qi)z 12)
maPE = 1% u‘ (13)
i1 VYi
R2 :1_M (14)
zim:l(y_ yi)

o,y FORMMME: Y, FORTRIME : m I R
3. ZR5i}ie
3.1. FmEE RAwSEEMN

N T BAE ConvGRU BTN PERE, A SCLL 2 PRk 2 LA 5 S B (SVM AT RF) A 3 TR i 2% 2]
A(ConvLSTM, LSTM, GRU){E S A AL 3E 17 X6 LE A3 #T

B, KA R AT BRI 2, B EEE R 8:1:1 (BRI 2 3 4y, 1T 80% KR/ kT )l
AR, A 10%MBEEE N IRIESR, B E 10%HEEENIINRE . Xk, FIE—EMIIZREmAR 6 4
BRI AT ISR, U ZRk R EIS 100 &k, HA8H A a] 10956 UF S8 H0E % I ZR A Y EAT I E, DA
UEI ALY 2 5 R A LA ARG 1 O o S5 Jim s A I 2RI IR 1 B AR 1) MSE . MAE. MAPR,
RMSE Fil R?. 545 503 2 fE 2 fior.

XTEG 2 AN LA = ST (RF AT SVM) I 5 AN EAR AT LA I, ConvGRU #: 8! ff] MSE. MAE. MAPR
1 RMSE ) 5#K T2 a3 088, H R® B8 m TRENLEE I8, 5 RF Ml SVM 484 10°F
PIEAIEL, ConvGRU BRI 1-4 6 4% MSE. MAE. MAPR il RMSE 43 A/ 7 17%. 12%. 17%F1 9%,
RZMIFET 5%. X2 B ConvGRU KA TP AE AL SVM 1 RF BEALTE 4. X BB R T4 KRG,
ZR G ISR A YL IE BRI R RN, PM, s HIIK BE T4k B B2 AR LR M A A T R P44
[18]. UL, fLGLI%ZHLEs 2% S SVM Fil RF X T 3EZR MR R 3E-F R i 2040 2% 31 g 1 2% F ConvGRU
VRS2 SIRER, i ConvGRU 7R FI 1k BE BE ARG .
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Figure 2. PM, s prediction results
& 2. PM,s FMZE R E
Table 2. Model accuracy evaluation
2. {REMEEITEMN
R MSE MAE MAPR R? RMSE
RF 61.71 5.55 0.23 0.80 7.86
SVM 66.23 6.18 0.30 0.78 8.14
GRU 54.86 5.25 0.22 0.82 7.41
LSTM 64.59 5.94 0.26 0.79 8.04
ConvLSTM 53.48 5.20 0.22 0.83 7.30
ConvGRU 53.07 5.16 0.22 0.83 7.28

Xif b 2 ANTRPE S IR (LSTM Al GRU) I 5 AMEAR AT LA L, ConvGRU % ) MSE. MAE. MAPR
A1 RMSE 4354 53.07. 5.16. 0.22 f17.28, ¥J23#{%T GRU Al LSTM #i%. Jf H ConvGRU %! R?
79 0.83 & & T GRU F1 LSTM #i%!., 5 GRU M LSTM #3551 ¥ME A LL, ConvGRU #EHY (-4 45
F% MSE. MAE. MAPR Hl RMSE 2}/ 7 11%. 8%. 8%7F1 6%, R*NI4ET} 3%. iXF B ConvGRU
REAL T REAR AL B8 1) GRU A LSTM BEALRE & o 1% £ B2 T PMy s IR FE TR AL AN 23 32 1) i 2 1 %1094
JE AL S (] AR HRRAE), 1T HOE 252 315k B J8 1 A 1T PM, 5 75 G AR A (23 [AIHFAE) [19]. GRU
HLSTM 1ER L SRR IR 25 A AY , I AR B 0 30 i FCARFAE 225 SR A SR BN 18] 7 71 P9 7 1) T R AR R
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1E, B GRU 1 LSTM #EAYLE S Briz F X 5 R T PMy s 175 G4 IR IR [R]RRAE 1T 208 1 2% [B]RFAiE o T ConvGRU
BALK SRR R B A MRS 5, XA ERHESR BOL AR P AL S T GRU HEHL ) B[R] FRFAE 7] B 540 £
BRI IR A A E . B, ConvGRU AR FNME A E AL T GRU AT LSTM.

Xt LA AR ConvLSTM B 5 MR FRAERS KB, ConvGRU #i74 ) MSE. MAE 1 RMSE #J1i
F ConvLSTM #%, {HH: MAPR 1 R? 5 ConvLSTM HifUAH4E ., 5 ConvLSTM %1545k, ConvGRU
FEAL MSE. MAE F1 RMSE T F8 8543 BIIRAK T 0.77%-. 0.77%71 0.27%. X ConvGRU #7 ff i
W REZLAL T ConvLSTM HERUHANEH & o (HYESZIR L FE , ConvLSTM A5 2 fy Il 25 b K 308 1 T
ConvGRU 7!, X FE R T15 LSTM Mk, GRU AN /b—A4iH1T, Bl ConvGRU R 4 7E 24
Lt ConvLSTM A/ =437 —. [Kk, ConvGRU BRI IR B R, # ConvGRU 7 A)L T ConvLSTM
PR,
3.2. [SRELRITM

M [ PR B LR b v 25 U SR UM [20], S 78 X IB(BRIAE) (1) PM, 5 (1) B0 SRR T (i 33047 55
Zix5yr. T PMys iR E X BMAGLE 0~115 pg/m®, DRISLIEECAT 3 MELHAT 40, W4 3 fim. WE
SAE AT KT, BRIEETT PMys 75 He Bt & E B R E L ()R 2 (), T 3 ZL(FeSET5 4o i Bt 2 A
B M6 AN TR 25 SRR, ConvGRU A6 7Y 1 275 Ye i &N BL Sl 22 R fedilt, HE LSTM
B, AHZE e K )2 SVM B 2 2535 Gediida i, 759K /2 ConvGRU #5528 0 3 S ) 4 1 7 B B 4,
HUJE ConvLSTM B, MHZER R IIISAZ SVM BAL. X RUITE 1 i5 4B N, LSTM BLAL ) F
RCR A ConvLSTM A5 F TR % R S 4, T 2 93 Gy Py )& ConvLSTM A5 T il s 2R o e o
I, 6 MERH ConvGRU FAL BRI 1T PMy s £0H I TN BUR 5 S E S N #23, SVM BTN 25
TR FRAG I 5 K

Table 3. Predictionand comparison of PM, 5 pollution levels in Zhuhai by six models

< 3. 6 PRI ERIBTH PM, 5 IS RFRFUMXTEL

S HYUE SVM RF GRU LSTM ConvLSTM  ConvGRU
1 2261 1936 2062 2027 2144 2112 2298
2 1167 1511 1379 1419 1335 1309 1168
3 76 57 63 58 25 82 38
4, &g

AW FCCABRYL = AP FEIX 3, DL PMy s /NI IR P By BRI AR o 285 P8 1) 23 ST Y 2 KA 1 ¢
W, JEAI T ) PMys V5 Yt 2 1 H AR TTT PM s WG SRE A, RIAFAE 25 [RIARAE . Huk, ASCHETA
FUZYE GRU MRS, HN7—ANETIN RS FOm IR 23 RRAE (TR FE 2 SJ B8 ConvGRU B ALK Tl B ifg 117
PMys ik . SRJE M 5 MIFAETEARIEAT T ConvGRU HIFRIITERE, FEXF EE AR Z5E 40 R T PMys FLSE2
EAMBMAELE R BB R 458

1) T EAIEFR. JELERER PMys R EEHE, ConvGRU HEAY LU AL S8k E ML 45 2% 21 57 MSE.
MAE. MAPR I RMSE 73 FIAE T 17%. 12%. 17% F1 9%, R*MIFETF 5%, Bl ConvGRU MY b A% 45
RIENLER B E AR

2) MLEET GRU H1 LSTM I & VA FE bR - 2B AH EE , ConvGRU EE R 14 $5 45 MSE.MAE.MAPR
A RMSE 737l A T 11%. 8%. 8% 6%, R2 NIH2Ft 3%, B ConvGRU A AY e 4 Sk 18] 7 41 (1)
I () ARRRFAE, T ELIG RESR HL 22 TN 18] 1 51 ] (94 25 [B) R AIE
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3) 5 ConvLSTM #4EbrAHEL, HAR ConvGRU HEAUY MSE. MAE #l RMSE WA a5 73 A%

0.77%- 0.77%#1 0.27%, {HAR SR AR 7 B E RTT.

4) ConvGRU FEX} 15 Y35 PP A%, 55 HSL K DL NI, B ConvGRU Tl 45 R 5 A7 A HSLAs B«
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