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Abstract

Due to the complexity and nonlinearity of the air quality index, a creative prediction method com-
bining error correction with multi model fusion is proposed. Firstly, variational mode decomposi-
tion (VMD) is used to decompose the original unstable air quality index sequence into multiple
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stationary natural mode components at different time scales. Secondly, the improved SA-BiGRU
was used for air quality prediction, and the initial predicted values of the air quality index were
obtained by overlaying various sub-sequences, achieving feature extraction for long-distance time
patterns. Finally, an error correction model is established on the basis of the initial prediction
model, and the prediction error of the training set is obtained through the SVR prediction model.
The initial prediction results are combined with an adder to enhance the model’s expression abil-
ity. Compared with the single model BP, LSTM and the mixed model VMD-LSTM, VMD-GRU,
VMD-BiGRU and VMD-SA-BiGRU, the average absolute error of its prediction decreased by
32.037%, 24.581%, 18.134%, 11.448%, 9.320% and 5.802% respectively. The experimental re-
sults show that the VMD-SA-BiGRU-SVR model has higher accuracy and better prediction perfor-
mance in predicting air quality index.
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TATTRBAN AR R N DA EE N R —[1]. BEEREST g, Tl ek,
RIEMIFEB G R 7 2S5 Q. HAl, oA KSR SCERN &SR E IR AT e 7T, FEn L
R E-RBRL MG ERT, W ARIMA BER, T2 AT ARIMA(L L 1)BAIN IR
PN SR EARECHAT TN [2] . AFIX B — MR #EEE0 E B P AR R e SR A 38, s A EH T
ZENZ PN R, RBMEER AR AT RRIER, ARG T X SR AL B 2 AH
RIS A2, B8 TIRR B LA S TR, BEAE TF RS, N DR REER I S R e, ML)
ez N B S SRR BT S 3], AAMBEEL SR, Wl RGREGAE S m4ESdE, HE
TRAEAKTI I, HEAEE FRE LM, WNRFFRRERE, IR EAIEFRR. dE4ME[4]. it
B B — FROIIASE 2R 0] 2 A0 & HEAT TR B S R PR, Bldn R R R R B502 A) (AR DG — b, i
LRSI B R AR P RE 2 ST SR . IR 2 =B H AR TR J5 5 Sl gk 47 b 31 2
ATTRI, X B AR 5 = R A T A, AR TR RIS AR i, AT DASRAS B A (0 TR AR
WHEE BE/NR R ZEAEAR S, TEE XTI B P SR Ltk . A FRRIRRIE, ERPHEIR e “ i i
JEERR BIAZG AR, TR R RN G PN 5 N TR e RRAGS G R TE R, BRBERAR
GuidtAT 2 R, Fe (8 FH 28— S Bl 28000 7 i v R IO R R 3, A Ja R TN 45 SR AT 45
&[5]. ¥ RENRHAEA EEMD X AQI 5414 i 7t i) 24 & Bl i 4Y EEMD-LSTM, 45 REMHE
PR L B — MR (2 A RE S ok . TOURG B BE v 6] GRVA5E AAR HY — ik T [ 3 B e 75 1) 72 HE AR i 56
BLAS I3 i (R 2H & TR B0 PML0 3 FEEAT 00, JCAE B 7R tH T e ik BE [ 7]

ZRorHT R I, AR T RO AR A X R A R s R, H DA R SCER R D AR R B I T
AR BT R R AR SCEE TR TN R 2, AT R SRR . i o s AN R B T T
MR 2, A AR 0 AR 7 A (VMDY SR AR AN AR 1) 22 U AR EUT S EAT 73l R 21~ R [ A e
oy s IR A XA TR 50 (Bi-GRU) W 4% 1 [FI B 51N B Ve & AL, 52 5T | = I LEl

ik
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VMD-SA-BiGRU #J4ETRIMIARAY ;2 37 45 AR 245 1E 1) S IRF 1) i (0] VA (S VR) A 28 3k 47 T 75 21 5% 2 Tl
8, Kwlih AQI TN 5% 2 Pl A ik 2 & A R R AL R, DR R SRS E, A
15 4G B A I

2. \B55%

2.1. VMD 4 fR[RIE

A5 7y 25 3 fi# (Variational Modal Decomposition, VMD) A —Fi{E 5 0 AR, 6 E B 2 B &
By seadEmIE, 4 SERMEARE T BEEPRUE 5 AT B i IR o R 8 2 AN B8 TSRS 4 7 )
IR AR5 0] R I A3 5 SR I AR [8] [9]

B AR S 2R £ (Intrinsic mode function, IMF) & B AT HOHiE o, (147 PR 56 BRI L, 28 47 1) 3 2
TG X, N kA IMF 238, (t) , SEA AR (Al o8 AR, Z90R AT N AN IMF
GRS RN S s(t) %5 BRI ARG 5 R AF IR

1‘;‘2&1"]5&
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[§U)+;%j*ukﬁ) M)

Aok, 6 (t) R
2) H A RO (5 5 50T o 0 Mg, MDA u, (t) BOUEAT R 25 40 7 0 B I

{(5@)+;§)*w(g}e*w‘ @

3) i T AR B (BR L A L2 YEHO N 5 S SRR AT

6{ *u (1) }e ""K‘

4) fEH%A IMF (175 58 545 3 2 Ff /s, Lzﬁ@)ﬂ@z’méﬂ%ﬁﬂ:
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2) FIFHAZ #J7 I3k 1% (Alternating Direction Method Of Multipliers, AMMD)i%:A8 5 3 & 70 & 5t
W, A3 BITCL AR S (R SO ) B R AR, A RN
$(0)- 2, (@) + ()2

AN+l _ 6
0" () 1+20:(a)—a)k)2 ©)
A o RRIE, G §(0) T(o) 5373 0t B R H 8 AR e
3) H RN R IEARE b2, B3k AN BN RS FTR:
) A
— <e¢ @)
Gy ,

A, ap A% n UOENRNE, G A+ LIRS B, & BiIRE.
2.2. all WETEIF R T4 BiGRU

I 1421624 %0 (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU) 2% & —Ff Eb A& J HHTCAZ WX 25 (LST M) B i 157 B P 47 24 4o
M4, 16 LSTM 135 ak FE T 45t i oo, 7EME oK IR i) @4k, 0 giMfii s, S50
BATHEFEPRILA[10] [11] [12]. EA4R GRU Wt 2 I RIEHIME B 1fkidh, (2 GRU M4 % Fk 1 48
MRS L8, 57 S0 A5 B R A% i 5 B ] (Reset gate) A1 55 | J(Update gate) %] . & & 12> E—i}
215 M 25 B G BE, BEHIF] L ZE B MR EAE, BUETE 0 B 1 2, MEMEHE 1,
T & e T B2 N R EAE, IRZINFEIRXS b 25 W & 5. ST 1RE AN O,
HEMNWEN L, WERR E—ANZIHE 5SS E S5T 2. GRU MZ L5 1 fis.

o o tanh

&)

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of GRU network structure
B 1. GRU Mgt REE

HE TR EALN:
L= (W% +Uh_ +b) ®
ZtZG(WZXI+UZh—1+bZ) 9
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Hrhr ZOREE], HRIGEZRTESAMEFERE, Z FoRTHT], EE RS TN 2 ok
SEMRLEEAE %I B TN

GRU 48 f& 4% IR R it 1= 1] 9 75 sCER B BARFAE 18] BRERHIRE )G, B mIl— Ak R
FESAIBLG, 0 RS i M I 3ok 2 SEMBUR A4 5 R A o Ul T T4 .70 24 BIGRU #2&
A GRU 5 /5 1) GRU ZH&r M, FonT KT IS 1] 5 41 1E ) RS 7 B RFAIE A5 S BEAT 7 I 42 R

BiGRU M2 ({1 HAAL5 2114 2 Frow, BIGRU H A IS B UZ » b il i Bz 2 21 0 s A5 .
W FERUR 2 S ARRAG D, o m B D S5 R RAE B A et &5
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of BiGRU network structure
[ 2. BiGRU M L5 B E

2.3. Self-Attention #1%l

RN Z B 7 NFWAE R LRI IR R, NI B ML 2 7R A o 72 v B
(K A5 5 AR EEALA, B4 R4 i A e A LR e ) W7 AR 58 75 2B L 5 R R DR i A% O B A BN 2
FOTE B DR EAM T VR LA B R R T AR A S PRI G, MR N2 KNS — A A
KRR M EET, JoyF Al ) 8] AR HLOC R T5 BUSE B N ZRBCR A 1 i) {1 [ 14] . H =S50
B (query) B (key)FI{E (value) L, H=F A%, EREICHAT ARG RBREK, FEKHE
HEHHR[15]. AL FE S A=, ERTFEREAS query AT key ZIAIMIAHALEE, DASRASAHRI value;
SRIGIER Softmax BRECH AL E AT IA—1b, FRIGME REL: &5 B AUE RECHHE R INBCR AT, PA3kTS
AT . HiFEARIT:

Attention(Q,K,V ) = softmax(QKT JV (10)

Vi
S, d, O key HOZELE.
2.4. SVR

SVR BLFRAESCRRAIENL SVM 702K BEA b, SINZ BN B AL, i 5 A2V S R S R A
PR ACHRE i N\ Kt S 2 e R AR 22 1 PR B SR UL T A T IR AR 5% T T A5 i 22 B /N [16]
[17]o R EERIER LT
f(X)=0"p(x)+b (11)
Hef, o NBUEREL  o(x) NARZIERST %, b Wi & .
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PRI SIS T &, &, A SR/ MU IE DU 2 2l DU, TR 11 [ U ) A2 e G 24 TREFE — kR
KAy, B

min{2off +3 (.4
f(x)-y,<e+&,i=12,--,n

yi—f(x)<e+&
& 20
E>0

(12)
s.t

H, CNESRET.
3. VMD-SA-BiGRU-SVR &R~

XA EIREAESR . BeBIVE RIS i, AR SCRZE S I LU EE B L XU 1]
PEPRM BTN 2% 21 45 St 22 B AR B AT T . 102 Us R S R SR A 2 A, AT 72
TGN EERUR AN TR B A 9 A FO0 AQIELEEAT T - 13 S 1K) AQI i 26 35 4 HE B B
SR, LU T BRI AU AR AL, A VMD X7 s AQI B #EAT iR, BRI 4 IMF Zr & E
LR LL 8:2 M LL IS B S R 7 ISR Bt S AN 2 o RN ZRFEA A SA-BIGRU Al ey, v
BIGRU RN V2 0 AL AT DA vy 5t 2 M0y >0 v HE I R B0 PR AR 5 90 PR VR O I R EA T AR, g 2%
AN PP B AT HA 0 DR 2 P 0 228 SR8 ISR AR 31 2 U AR BOTR TUEL . D 1 it — PR THZ A AL A T
MERE, AR T RZEMBIESM, @i SVR MG RIZER TR ZE, KIRGHIKMA S
VMD-SA-BiGRU 5 R4t FRIAT] 4A TRIIME 2 ZE iR ZE R (i N HEAT IR, 45 2R ZZ TRINAS A, 1 iR
7 TR b U i A B AT T A R R 2 RO TONEL, S48 TN 45 R T ik & & A5 B e Tl 45 R
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the combined model process
E 3. HEREREREE
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4. B34
4.1, IREBIRER

ARG 2T 2021 4F 1 A ~2022 4F 12 A i sebaas S E s, A aHE PM,s. PMy. SO,. CO.
NO, Fll Og N5 THI 175 YR, [ O3 AT L4506 A5 24 h PR BEAE I A BB AR A H R, 05°%
FHBK 8 h PR I F A BMEAE RN H IR, SRR IR T E PR A sk, S 5 an sk 1
Fiians 3 —ihor et B X G 8, R B KA. KA AR PR XUE . AR
e SR ACPRE LB AR KR, B HdE Ik 2 B,

Table 1. Xi’an air quality index (Partial)
F 1 ARMESREHERGED)

Ay AQI 5%t PM25 PM10 SO, co NO, (oX
2021-01-01 96 71 107 11 1.07 65 13
2021-01-02 166 126 183 19 1.72 79 10
2021-01-03 164 124 179 18 1.6 85 11
2021-01-04 208 158 230 18 1.91 85 6
2021-01-05 144 109 155 15 1.28 63 15

Table 2. Meteorological data of Xi’an City (Partial)
F 2 ARMRRBIEGERD)

GR KAUE(C) KSE (kPa) FHAHRFE (%) S35 JXGE (m/s) A8 L E (km)
2021-01-01 ~1.675 735.275 515 1.375 10.375
2021-01-02 0.1625 733.7625 46.5 1.875 8.5
2021-01-03 1.675 734.8375 51.625 2 5.9875
2021-01-04 0.4125 735.5875 57.5 1.25 4.875
2021-01-05 1.7875 738.9875 42.125 2 16.7125

JEUR T AQI B H A7 7 57 (8L, A R EL A BL IS 18] 3 B R EAT T, 2 SRR ZEBOK
WEAE S AR TN 2 0T, e BBRIEAGEAR M 78 (i . 2021 45 1 H~2022 4 12 A K H 2 &1 505 6
AQI ARSI 4 Frzn, —3% 731 AUIIME. MEPATBLE , SRR EAA L. TR
AFFIE
4.2. BUEERERL

H T cdE A AR AL AN, W SR E AT R A AT AT RE I e (R (22 7 R LA SRR E
R, AFIFJEELMBTT, B SO IR IG R #EAT Min-Max drifEAL, 1 BRAS R i An S 400 BUE Vi 22
S, A BT R B, Mk EAR T

Xy = it (13)

new
Xmax ~ Xin
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Figure 4. Time series diagram of air quality index
4. BEERERHHEEFTIE

4.3. THNFRHE

FVEAGAS [F) 2= S5 s AR R L 55, A SCIk F P 3 4 0B B 43 L% %2 (Mean Absolute Percentage
Error, MAPE)H134) 75 H2 1% % (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE)E AR I3 Fa b5, R ARINT

MAPE = 1 313 ¥il 1000 (14)
niz i
1&,. 2
RMSE = HZ(y‘ -v) (15)
i=1

A,y MG RIRRRES | SR E AR AR TN . b, MAPE AT RMSE RN, B A
TRIBOR L, ez, BTN HCR AR X % -

4.4, EF VMD-SA-BiGRU 1&g 7:m

N T BERE TS BRICEEE TR E R SRIG, ASCRA VMD R A ST E R . m e
PRAIERE SRR SR K =45 BT T o =5000; WBURZE & =107 o K JEUIR B 4R B i 00 N
LR IMPs,  JRIUASFDREERIEHEE B . VMD 73 il 50E B K S B8 8000 i A R RFAE R
M IMF 735, I IMF 73 BRFALIE . 15 5 9 iy SR, 0 Ja S S AL s Acin 1] 6 i
s MWEIHRATULE Y, IMFL AL e B A2 a3 5 J5UF 51 R B [F) AR AR 2 BB 2218, IMF2 KRR BR
BB RS, TR BN R, BB, —BoAJy, WA R EE P LM IMF & L,
AT IMF 73 5 52 W P UL/, (EI RGPS 2 OR BRI TN i e vk, DTG DR BE T T AT 1) IMF ilop e 22
L VMD 7 i# )5 15 FP A 2 2R E W RAR T IR Ua P81, A B TR G .
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Figure 5. VMD decomposition
5. VMD &
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Figure 6. IMF function
& 6. IMF &H#

Rl A5 5 W e 2 U AR B 51504 AR mMBEERE S JE A SA-BIGRU i, fx
AR SR 30 9107 A5 ORI Em ISR B 2 8UR, AN AT IR . AU BIGRU
TR P 28 2K e 3 B

TELEAR it O &5 R an =] 7, %8 VMD-SA-BIGRU 414 121 Tl 45 1 5 B suqB xt Lu I, R
HERATT AT LU )25 AR B IE S SHAE IR A 25 R B3, A R s U W (B A ) B I )
ZH A BRI LA RIFRIROR .
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Table 3. SA-BiGRU model structure
52 3. SA-BiIGRU #& Bz

2% J2 P4 SESZYA ZH
Flz Self-Attentiom 20
HoR N2 20
FER BiGRU 2 4
FEVE Dropout /= 05
BHE fir th = 1
—— Truth

—— VMD_SA_BiGRU
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RiEl/HA

Figure 7. AQI prediction chart
7. AQI TN E

4.5. XFEESELG

N IAEAR ST IERILERE, BAT T AR RL R iz s S E R O, oA BPL LSTM.
VMD-LSTM. VMD-GRU. VMD-BiGRU ¥t §.— 45 R Fl = Ff AN [\ 20 & 5 =) i A 2

T BB LR S AR S5, R 4 BRI MAPE. RMSE 4N i s 1 SIE 56 285 SRR
Pl 8 BIVAN [i] (1) 2H A A5 50 Tl 8 2R B 9 7 T v DA, HA 458 VMD-LSTM. VMD-GRU. VMD-BIGRU
Al VMD-SA-BIGRU 13 2 LY 51— 487 BP Al LSTM FRHLE T ; #1%! LSTM F1Ze5t VMD 4 )5 () LSTM
(R 2H S AR IR T 45 50T EE AT DA UM VMD 23 i 5500 5 B ARS B2 A B R 1K 52 7, Herh LSTM A5
2415 VMD-LSTM A GBI SH— 5, DAULISIEA SCHE 1) VMD BERTHE 2 25k BL VMD
IRISFEERE) VMD-LSTM. VMD-GRU 1 VMD-BIGRU = Fli 4 & K74 () F0 45 SR AT A, RS
JREHRE TS BIGRU RTINS 20T LSTM A1 GRU (1); @l EVE=Z LIS ) BIGRU i F 5 74
JE N AR AE R T e vE R, M LT VMD-BIGRU A5 B #E — A5 $ wm 7OBEY  TRONORS L, [
VMD-SA-BIGRU 15 Y (1) Ay i & 5 B S e e, B AR T o (%) 000 R SR K T LA Y, (A4 T
DIKS AR e e, LA R

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.129388 3977 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.129388

FilE 5%

Table 4. Comparison of prediction error indicators for different models

= 4 TNERBETUMIRZRFRXTEL
A RMSE MAPE
BP 25.180 35.948
LSTM 21.004 28.492
VMD-LSTM 15.115 22.045
VMD-GRU 11.930 15.359
VMD-BiGRU 10.258 13.231
VMD-SA-BiGRU 8.023 9.713
250 —— Truth
-—+- BP
-+~ LSTM
——¢- VMD_LSTM
-+~ VMD_GRU
200 | --e- VMD_BiGRU
‘ -~ VMD_SA_BiGRU
: i
: & f ;
150 | i i ) i
N 4 .fhﬁ\ A /i i1 N I
? RN AW N A A
b ] Kno W e f el % M - Py Ry A n
g, KAV PO AR ) N NS R Y 7
100 A, ANEERR DN Y Y AN AT BN N A
- al MR y A R L\ BN N PR\ [ N Ao \ A A AL
A AV ¥ N/ A TR Vol VA /A . VA e A 8
\ ,l\ /’,' Al \",l’, ‘lﬁ”" X ,.‘/ ‘\‘/ “u \(\ /\\\/ II
% T . 8 @4 \ SN W
ol W 'I," v A ' 3 \'\\‘(,: AR |
\‘/{/ u
140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210
FitE) /A
Figure 8. Partial comparison of prediction results of different models
[E 8. TREIMRBYHITINEERER 5% ELE
4.6. REMEIE
7E VMD-SA-BIGRU KR, t I ZI 4 BB FAIMEA Y, » B8 et T 45 5RO L 9, i #
JE R ZELE BT LR IR :
e =Y -L (16)

¥ VMD-SA-BIGRU #= 2 15k 2= 4 A\ SVR R AY1S 2I5E 2 FiIME , 12 1E VMD-SA-BIGRU #5847l

g5, fE SVR M rh x5 B B 25 A 45 R AT IR, RS BB A M A N, o 5 A& MR IR
VMD-SA-BIGRU 0 g FINE B i SVR KR HH AR ZE FRINAE, 55 i L S B R TR Y, -

Y =N +L 7

AR Z S IEA R AT T AT 2R ZE TOUAE, AR IR SLI0 b B A A 5SS ity Fot 45 2R A H 1)

WIUE TN AR 5 5% 2 FOEL FE Nk 28 &5 RS B R 45 . AIE IR Z M8 1E JG R i 2ok, FRATiE ¢

S B R
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VMD-SA-BiGRU 5 FT#& 11 i% ZZ 48 IER R EAT X E 2B, BB Fi0 R Z2 48 bR 5 5 A, BRAUE IE T JE X
Ebinle 9 s, M 5 aTLAfEE], ZidiR ZBIE)G K VMD-SA-BIGRU #5781,  H Fi ) 7 15 26 5 1% 22 {i%
% 3.911%, T RS IERIAEAEK T 5.802%.

Table 5. Comparison of model evaluation indicators before and after error correction
= 5. IREBERRIERITFM BRI

it RMSE MAPE
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Figure 9. Comparison of predictions before and after error correction
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