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Abstract

Aiming at the air quality problem of Changsha City, this paper constructs the air quality prediction
model by using the theoretical methods of the k-Nearest Neighbors (k-NN) and Decision Tree Al-
gorithm. The model was established and solved, the main influencing factors of air pollution were
obtained through the algorithm, and the air quality of Changsha City was accurately predicted. Fi-
nally, the model is analyzed and evaluated.
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1. 518

K HAE A W, KIS S ERIR T R LRI R A E o BENEM. B
5 TR o A8 ) R SRR EE AL, KT SR ESRR TR, RGBT Su T,
HHAhg I m AL, KPS SREAT R Wik, KPR SR & T2 R AN,
KV I SR E R ERL, T A DS R 22 2047 & B T 5 2 07, T 2 A0 &k BIKE T
R 5 S ) R AT TS AR B[R] IR g ) R i Geds ) B — s R AR, TRV A B
RIEHAEER L,

KPR ETN . 2Wrst s, HiC&A R 25 0m M TR . R4 Ak e T s 2,
ST T ARAEIN T X B SRR, T VESUR R T K T[] R AR SR N I [R5 5
XTI T PML0 WREESS AT, 8 HE B 18] 5 270 T A 2 aok 2 9t o U] FR R 7R R R AR FH[2] . BRI A
— BRI T AR E A HOR T2, a0 2 n R YRR AR 3] AR I 2 RIS AL [4] [5]55 .

A UAN SR AR BT B, IEE K YD T 2020 4F 1 H & 2022 4F 12 A5 SR R E(AQI LA
S 73 TR P 2 DR 2R A SR, da FH R SR SRR AT LR R e R SR R Y T R E O BT b
AR . ) R SRR RV P ) PR R ot S Bt B e R TR SR, BB K v T AR R
IHTHRAE S AR

2. BIED
2.1, HIRFKIR

S AT R MR 255 R ) IR 2R A TR T AR A2, R R R, SUm A SR R R BRI TR Z
T, [ SR B it 6 1913 B35 Yehmvf : PM2.5 3K B (4R MUB0RE - pg/m®) \PM10 R B (RN SSUREAY) - pg/m®)
SO, ¥ (S AHR: png/m®). CO W (—%ELi: mg/m®). NO, k¥ (—H %A : ng/m®). Oz IKE(RA:
ng/m®), JERE IS Yk FE ) L R A AU R EU(AQI) (Air Quality Index)

AT FE S BOREE A KV T EIIX 2020 45 1 H 1 H 2 2022 4 12 H 31 H 25705 & B W Ik 250
H 253 P 5508, 8 F AQI 254 AT PMI2.5 % P88 2504 F s p MR A1 24 R IR A i il A /N 5 T SRR S 38 ) 5 4R
ook B A B 2S5 R BRI AT F B RO B A O (https://www.agistudy.cn/),  #B4rEdE L 1.

Table 1. Historical data for air quality index in Changsha from January 2020 to December 2022
= 1.2020 £ 1 A ZE 2022 F 12 R Kb =S RERRA L HIE

H 4 PM2.5 PM10 SO, NO, Cco O3 AQI
2020/1/1 77 77 6 42 11 9 103
2020/1/2 57 38 5 37 11 7 78
2020/1/3 69 43 5 32 11 8 93
2020/1/4 116 76 5 38 11 13 152
2020/1/5 122 103 7 48 15 11 160
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Continued
2022/12/29 67 72 4 25 0.8 53 90
2022/12/30 81 91 4 38 0.8 61 108
2022/12/31 69 79 5 32 0.8 71 93
2.2. BUEALTE

AL A5 21 or FSE— R, PR SRR B0 5 AL B A (0 B U 1, A B AT B AL
AbEE . SRR E A RILAEE K (ARSI ERIEE) (GB3095-2012), #4345 2 123 i S E Ak Ik
I3y 24 34 4. 5. 6 NAEG, HRIFRR. B BESY. RS, B G Y A E G QN
o ZHFRHEMZ 2 FiR:

Table 2. Air quality rating indicators
2. ERREFRER

ol il &% AQI
I 1 0~50
R 2 51~100
BIET55 3 101~150
LR REES 4 151~200
TG 5 201~300
P G 6 300 Lk

3. ARAZE
3.1. k IT4RE S,

3.1.1. EERE

k TR 5% (k-NN %) B Thomas %6 ATE 1967 SE2HI[6], TERBLIRANH, Kk IEAR5AE AT LLH kXt 3k
SHEMERAT 2, B ABAR R N BRI A, Bt Mg Ty Jehnss . Ho o BAE:
R ANFEARLERFAE 23 8] P56 F K ANRAHATIREA, X SLREA T BB 22 13— 201, M iZFREAE T
EAEA, FEARANIH BRI Wl 1 FR, LB R SRS Y R AR = ATER
EF . Ik k=30, BATEE R ST M =0, o UE AR =AEM— L, Fibay
KRR SR A=A R k=51, BESHEIENIA SR, G=AETEMBEDS =M, Bt
KRN R IETT TS, ARISHE, 4 kA BB, BRE A s50H T BRI 2 AN IR 20
3.12. {HERE

k 1T AR EVE AT 0 AR — M R

1) WCERFEASYE, AR ERIEAT /028, DA E— AN S i R a4

2) TR S R AR AR BT A B I BRCEE B, WaR(2)

A0 = 306 1) (1)
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Hr, d(X,)Y) &R X5 Y WEZEFEE, X, &me X5 kAN AERE, Y, &nm Y 5 kA2
BN

3) MIEQ)HFIHHHG N AN R Z BB KRN, #T—DNEFHES;

4) GG IR B B EGL T K AN FE R kA PR SR R

5) SEitHil k MEEAFTE A M BLRIIER, 5 I BUIE e 2R AT SRR [7].

Figure 1. Principle of k-nearest neighbors
B 1 kERE AR

3.2. RIRWEZX

321 HxRE

TR 2 FSRAIT 070 28 ] B ) — P RDIR G AR, G AR BB 5 70 (2 S22 SR, 42 RS 21 F 5
Wi R NBEAT I SE[8] . AERTT AR AID F2 /7 3 2 Ji5 i) — e8| 5% ID3 5%, CART 5k, ID4 5%,
IDSR 5%, CA4.0 SHEAM C5.0 5%, IXEEGEIRAR LI L MOARGE AT 202K, Wk TEAN )RR RS e — 3K
A SRR B BCR . Hoh, CART SRR R 1580038, BERT LUMI T 73 26 th m] LU [l )5
o FEEAFRISENS, CART FUERMIME 0 IHE0E, KEIE AT PR30, B3
KHE Gini 455, 2 Gini 88/, BiE D HIR . T CART SRAERR U 2L JE R AT 70 2RI,
RBE NMES 7Yy, Bl CART SUEARALAHZ — X . AL T HAMSRIET =, CART AU A BLSC R
BUK, 3BT PAKE PSR

FEGr 2RI, A kK ANEA, FEA SR T4 kK SRR p o MRS 23 A i 2 Je FR HUE SO

Gini(p):kZK:pk (1- pk)zl—kipf (2

XTI, A R T AN SRR p, UL A 2R JEF5 80N Gini(p)=2p(1-p) -
WURFEA S D IR RAE A IR — T REME a 2735104 D, A1 D, W43, B D, ={(x,y) e D| A(x) =a} »
D,=D-D,, WERHE A KIZAMF T, %4 D KEEHEHE XN

. D .. . D, .. .
Gini(D, A) =7="Gini(D, )+ ~—=-Gini(D, 3
(D.A) =[5 Gini(D,)+ r5r.cini(0,)

S Je R %L Gini (D) £tk D IIAHIEYE, 2EJE REGini(D, A) Ront A=a 7 HlJE5EG D AHE

Pho FERFREMEMOK, FEARZE S HA I E VE iR
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3.22. HERRE

R INGREAR L, MR SUFAG, 386 O BN RUEEAT W R ER A, A SRS [9].

1) ERITHE gini &5, PRk gini REUE R KIRHEIE A BRAFFE. X T4 % 28R4 D, 115
DU RHEXHZ BRI e R 5. Bhi, WG AMIE A, WA ITREENME a, RIEFEA S A=a
My “2” B “/ 7 % D 4%y DA D, sy, FIAHEQ@)THE A=a BF 5L 8 R4

2) XFHTA ATRERRRAE A DL ETTRT A AT RERID) 20 o5 a o, dR 3858 JE P 30 /N R AE B Xt Riff B 4y
FAE N S B VI fo KB IE S i 40 A1, MEGE A A i 745 05, B IR SR K
RHIES EC BN ASF 45 b 2

3) XA TEE B IHAE (1) (2), EEW R AT

4) "R CART RS

4, IERIHE

ARSCAFRASE AL B ISR B AL T A AR n 42 10], Horb n OREARRRIESL, A SO A A A A
AR EHE S T 1096 AMEEAS KR HE TR AL R N 25 8] T o KA SR B AR 20 I R AN R A
5%, 43BN 8091 20%, FEASANELSHI Y 876 A1 220, i, YIZREE KA EAAY, IR AR A SR I A
RLA R

ST K ARG A k E 43 BILL 1. 3. 5. 7. 9. 11 HHTIREL &% k AN BUEM R, 5
F k IEAPEEARIANECH 6, THEAABIRL UM AERG 2, A TR python (1) sklearn HLa% 5 31 B i)l ZhAs
AL, ESAEN kA, BN R, AR 2 PR R R AT I 25 T A A

e

XFF P AR, R B S e R4 JE I ) Skearn ) DecisionTreeClassifier() 6 %, Bt HLAH 1
random_state = 0, & E 241 max_depth, criterion, {1/ GridSearchCV &EHiRLZH, W& 3 hHEW S,

Table 3. Decision tree parameters

=3 RRMEH

24 I}
CRITERION gini
MAX_DEPTH 15
N_ESTIMATORS 50
RANDOM_STATE 0

5. VERE
5.1. ERRER

MR RIS S T A ARSI LU, BRI B 5 B A FE bR . 8% R UFHER
i, PR HIVERE R, o R R R O

Accuracy = m 4)
m

Hor Accuracy Ron R, m O ERPIEH > RIFEA, m TR SRR .
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5.2. JRIEIER

BT AL 2 R RE PP R 1) A R HERR AR S, FEARBCE AP, g R rrae ksl mEXN T2
S RIET S, BRI S AN b R, DR At 1 IR VB HE FE 1 [0

ASCAEH TP (True Positive). FP (False Positive). FN (False Negative)fl TN (True Negative)ff AiFEHr
Fabro W 4 RIEFEFER AT/, TP N IEREAHE TN IR 2R MR, FN Ay IEAE AR 00y 7R AR 2,
FP N SRR A T A IEFE A AR ZE, TN Dy SR AR T > 57 2R MR

Table 4. Confusion matrix table

4. RIBREMER

U E 2 U i
SRR IE TP FN
SREPEUER FP ™

6. LR
6.1. BRI SIEE S

N Y AN B AR SR TR R RO PN R I, R b A 4 R AT T AL,
HNRVERERE, S5 R 2 PR, HEARP AR 0~5 B TRFHRIGIR . W IRIE R W] LTt
SFOX PR R T2 R R A RTINS SR 5 .

100
1 0 1 0 0 0 0
% 60 % 60
o 3 0 1 32 0 0 o 3 0 1 32 0 0
= 2
=
" 40 - 40
4 0 0 3 3 1 44 0 0 1 3 0
- 20 - 20
541 0 0 0 0 1 54 0 0 0 0 1
T T T T T — 0 T T T T T — 0
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Predicted label Predicted label
(a) k 1 &R 5Y2: (b) PSR AR

Figure 2. Confusion matrix of prediction results of two algorithms
E 2. BMEATUNS RIR AR

Table 5. Prediction of each grade
=5 BFRIMER

o T R 2R
FUEIE=AFR :
1 2 3 4 ARl ES
k JEAR: Kk (=3)/1% 98.38 73.47 96.97 42.86 93.18
PR 1% 100 98.29 96.97 85.71 98.18
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A AR T I PR R AT LA W T A, RSB ARN T k ARSI, A RS
i, IR 2 R SR BEAT TN . 3 A B4 RS SR AS — 2, B RS AR R mT DU Gy 3t
T2 R 2 T
6.2. MERBXRMESTHT

N TR RERE, 32D 7 A K5 YR DL b 5 e R SR 3R, R R SRR AR 2R A ol phe 5
s o> PR W] 3 PR .

PM10<=31.5
gini=0.593
sample=584
value=[172,323,69,13,7]

‘ True False ‘
03<=98.5 PM2.5<=75.5
gini=0.382 gini=0.472
sample=177 sample=407
value=[134,37,5,1,0] value=[38,286,64,12,7]
——True———False— ——True————False—
PM2.5<=35.0 S02<=8.0 03<=160.5 PM2.5<=115.5
gini=0.241 gini=0.087 gini=0.301 gini=0.474
sample=155 sample=22 sample=346 sample=61
value=[134,16,4,1,0] value=[0,21,1,0,0] value=[38,286,22,0,0] value=[0,0,42,12,7]

Figure 3. Air quality decision tree diagram
E 3. mEREBRERE

B gini = 2 AREFEBFREHIK/N, sample = 7 RORERI D Z HIA Z/DAFEA, value = [?, 2, 2% R
FERFRZE R Z /AR, BB e IR EE e br g 5 4, @R ER 1 E
FEREEK G PM10. PM2.5. O;. SO,. CO.

7. &g

BT AR E T I R, AR RE T RIS R S S SRR OCR, P SR SR AT A
FAEE, DARIDT XOUWEFER R, A 72T SRS SR I 2 Ui B F R S (AQN) AR A, IR i $% k ATl
SRR R LR, G5 R G RS E R A B KU B & B 5E, REW N B YD AR
RS HRYE. HZE, USRI MBI EA Gy, A EINE, XA E R F S
TSI TN AR G IA B 52 4 10 MR, 5 — LU T 45 SR =R LR o AR v e 438 (10 e sfeobis BV o e -
XA REAR B B4 R — N IR EE, XA 75 2k — Bt gt

X AR TR R, R SR R R KA O P RTRAE G PM10 IELEBCR, SO, it
PRI [ S W HE TR LA o 45 i ISR HCHE o 3t [ A A G 2 W SR B A 6 AR ORI ] N A5 s »
TERAZ IR IR B ORI B R ANE UGS, 5 Qe HECR, A Rk LE PR 55 G il 7o SRR ELIBC A
ZHRAEF IR, IR B AL R, SRR AR R R SRAB AT XRE . A PH RS R BT,
RN, Gl A Zm TR
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