The air pollution early-warning system with
the mechanism of dynamic evaluation
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Fig. 1. Relatlv changes in air pollutlon of Jing-Jin-Ji area in 2021.



= f BRNESREILERRNYM, SIHIELHE.
EfW@W@WMWW@W@M%%W%M@ PR, B, RN A

**WWHW“WMWWWW—*WM EARBIF, RHETVMDMEKIINEIELR, ¥
f*%“%*fﬂ€%+%wgﬂfm{: RIS IR HTS Y HEAT R, FEIRIE 2R 51 )

o bt~ ke o e HREBEMNKIRAT. SRR,
4 HWWWM “NR-BER-EH” HEDTLIEEEMD.

e EEMDS, BVMDEM EEREEE, TEATH
ettt A AALREN R

Fig. 2. VMD-based analysis decomposition procedure.




Table 1. Results of the Lempel-Ziv computational complexity index.

VMI VM2 VM3 VM4 VM5 VM6 VM7 VME VM9
sy S0O2 0.052 0.232 0330 0.365 0418 0447 0.610 0.506 0.480
§ NO; 0.098 0320 0.365 0.427 0.463 0467 0574 0.525 0.424
g CO 0.049 0.166 0307 0.418 0.434 0.522 0.607 0.545 0.382
S O3 0.082 0.254 0320 0.440 0.460 0.457 0.571 0.525 0418
g PM,s 0.052 0.147 0.271 0.401 0.460 0473 0.591 0.515 0.496
PMip 0.042 0.160 0.290 0.359 0.444 0.460 0.604 0.519 0.470
SO, 0.108 0.326 0.427 0.388 0470 0489 0.594 0.499 0.460
5 NO; 0.069 0.284 0.264 0.352 0372 0.467 0.600 0.643 0.199
% CO 0.098 0316 0408 0.434 0480 0.489 0.577 0.529 0.460
C%D Os 0.095 0.290 0339 0.330 0.440 04383 0.584 0.519 0.258
= PMys 0.042 0.147 0297 0356 0427 0463 0.584 0.542 0.463
PMiy 0062 0.170 0.307 0.336 0437 0.506 0.594 0.509 0.515
SO, 0.085 0.320 0.405 0.440 0486 0486 0.564 0.431 0.558
o NO; 0.075 0303 0382 0.427 0470 0405 0.561 0.548 0414
5 CO 0.091 0307 0362 0362 0470 0453 0.581 0.568 0.434
g 0; 0.085 0254 0310 0434 0476 0434 0561 0.542 0418
= PM,s 0.039 0.147 0395 0414 0473 0.519 0.607 0.620 0.307
PMi, 0049 0.179 0.320 0.356 0.486 0.424 0.545 0.577 0418
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Table 2. Findings of multiple technical model pollution concentration calculations in Tangshan

NAIVE ARMA ENN ELM GRU LSTM svm VMD-svm VMD-ARMA VMD-svm-ARMA

MAE 2.204 1.520 2.703 1.402 1.928 1.708 1.350 1.348 1.519 0.559
MAPE  26.966 22,326  46.577 18331 24268 22292  16.80! 16.820 22.386 8.053

502 RMSE 4.350 2.623 3.777 2.637 3.561 3.057 2.644 2.635 2.620 0.916
P 0.759 0.899 0.785 0.899 0.804 0.872 0.896 0.897 0.900 0.988

MAE 8.131 4.283 4.744 4.606 4.561 4.453 4.432 4.385 4.319 2.120
MAPE  32.995 17.782 20954 20.066 18359 18.557 18.264 18.012 18.160 9.208

NO: RMSE  11.709 6.462 6.968 6.746 6.910 6.762 6.712 6.676 6.451 3.154
P 0.909 0.972 0.967 0.969 0.968 0.969 0.970 0.970 0.972 0.993

MAE 0.187 0.109 0.137 0.108 0.127 0.134 0.109 0.109 0.108 0.055
MAPE  23.532 14722 20.229 14.627 17.152 18.031 14.261 14.251 14.584 7.734

cO RMSE 0.322 0.177 0.212 0.178 0.200 0.220 0.184 0.184 0.176 0.085
P 0.834 0.942 0.916 0.941 0.924 0.908 0.937 0.937 0.942 0.987

MAE 9.481 5.331 6.443 5.798 7.040 5.298 5.598 5.612 5.359 1.929

0 MAPE 33.136 22159 25206 23.017 41.614 21317  20.047 19.995 22.335 9.334
’ RMSE  13.060 7.719 8.651 8.127 9.615 7.819 8.161 8.167 7.782 2.778
P 0.865 0.955 0.948 0.951 0.926 0.952 0.950 0.950 0.953 0.994

MAE 8.431 4.891 5.031 4.885 5.135 5.059 4.819 4.806 4.845 3.008

PM MAPE  26.143 14.851 15911 14706 17584  17.047 14.178 14.112 14.632 9.570
> RMSE 14233 8.998 9.222 8.987 8.762 9.071 8.988 8.984 8.983 5.095
P 0.926 0.970 0.969 0.970 0.972 0.970 0.970 0.970 0.970 0.990

MAE 12.620 7.699 7.858 7.906 9.453 9.470 7.484 7.466 7.669 4.817

PM MAPE  22.793 14.903 15464 15517 17956  20.107  14.309 14.332 14.873 9.530
' RMSE 20253 14969 14986 15.000 18.273 16.485 13.773 13.767 15.020 8.528
P 0.934 0.963 0.963 0.963 0.945 0.957 0.969 0.969 0.963 0.988
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Table 3. Findings of multiple technical model pollution concentration calculations in Tangshan

City Num — SO, _ NO; _ CcO _ O3 _ PM: 5 _ PMo
woess - Nin, Aver. Max., Min.  Aver. Max. M. Aver. Max. M. Aver. Max. Mm. Aver. Max. M. Aver. Max.
Beijing 12 19 30 90 43 286 89 02 06 23 30 589 1555 32 349 2346 63 681 17703
Tianjin 9 34 84 199 103 384 1026 03 08 20 36 606 1771 3.6 405 2059 50 797 866.6
Shijiazhuang 7 24 86 401 71 299 744 02 07 25 89 700 1774 96 472 1886 125 972 8197
Tangshan 4 25 101 382 96 400 925 02 10 33 40 579 1759 80 442 1774 99 862 7499
Qinhuangdao 4 28 114 456 75 318 925 02 07 39 104 634 1649 44 358 1654 86 679 4840
Handan 4 21 105 426 3.1 292 745 02 08 59 50 676 161.6 50 479 2059 7.0 943 7699
Baoding 6 34 81 355 101 354 85 02 06 18 36 634 1621 85 432 1933 132 882 5811
Zhangjiakou 4 35 91 396 48 192 638 0.1 0.5 20 162 708 1393 64 284 2814 87 665 8455
Chengde 5 26 104 446 70 282 674 03 08 28 38 512 1421 96 313 1211 91 6l4 4440
Langfang 3 10 75 186 111 362 1007 02 06 18 32 613 1675 57 388 2221 105 822 8240
Cangzhou 3 23 82 298 65 307 85 02 06 23 63 671 1550 81 411 1799 101 794 1006.0
Hengshui 2 32 123 364 56 282 780 02 06 19 67 698 1784 67 431 1654 64 800 7257
Xingtai 4 26 97 33 71 312 728 02 08 27 60 667 1616 56 452 2025 103 88.6 7296
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Table 4. Days of each air quality level of A1029 in 2021.

Mbnth

I II M1 IV V VI VI

January 3 11 6 1 6 1 3
February 0 13 11 0 4 0 0
March 2 8 9 0 10 2 0
April 2 12 13 0 2 1 0
May 1 19 8 0 2 0 1
June 1 19 2 0 8 0 0
July 9 16 0 0 6 0 0
August 2 26 0 0 3 0 0
September 9 15 6 0 0 0 0
October 3 20 7 0 1 0 0
November 3 16 3 1 7 0 0
December 0 23 5 1 2 0 0

Table 5. Average air quality levels in Jing-Jin-Ji area in February, 2021.

City [ I [11 IV V VI VI
Beijing 5 13 7 0 3 0 0
Tianjin 3 13 10 0 2 0 0

Shijiazhuang 1 14 9 0 4 0 0
Tangshan 2 10 7 1 8 0 0
Qinhuangdao 2 13 11 0 2 0 0
Handan 1 11 8 0 1 0 7
Baoding 3 17 5 0 3 0 0
Zhangjiakou 6 17 4 0 1 0 0
Chengde 4 15 8 0 1 0 0
Langfang 3 14 8 0 3 0 0
Cangzhou 1 18 8 0 1 0 0
Hengshui 2 20 5 1 0 0 0
Xingtai 2 16 7 0 3 0 0
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The air pollution early-warning system with
the mechanism of dynamic evaluation
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