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Abstract

With the development of drone power inspection technology, drone inspection has
gradually replaced manual inspection, becoming an indispensable tool in the monitor-
ing and maintenance of transmission lines. As a key indicator of the safe operation
of transmission lines, accurate sag interval prediction is of great significance for en-
suring the safe operation of lines and timely maintenance. In view of the new drone
inspection scenario, this study proposes an overhead transmission line sag interval
prediction method based on Quantile Regression Extreme Gradient Boosting Deci-
sion Tree (QRGBDT). By combining the quantile regression model with the extreme
gradient boosting decision tree model, a sag interval prediction model is constructed
that can effectively handle outliers, capture the diversity of data distribution, and has
high fitting ability and excellent generalization performance. Through actual applica-
tion cases and comparison with QRCNN and QRRNN models, the effectiveness and

superiority of this method are confirmed.
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1. 5|5

BEE B RGN EAINLAS NBORBUHED, AL BEAE b7 55t 8 o i 24 % 1) U AN 4k 7 o 3y
BRI E K A [1-3]. BANBOL T E8 A A =2, 22 HARIRI . A, fd
LRBR 0 AT B BCR RSB B VO . 2R B AN 2R s i, RSB R rh, RES
I SR S B (RT3 L, S A 8 SR R HERA I, X H 0 e NS et 1) 2
R T E KPR [4,5].
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I o 14 B A PR 2R B 2 IS AT IR B AR 2 —, X T AR IS e B S A B A HE R
S [6-8]o IS IR R AL, AT LU e 2 B S A AR B I AR XU, R I SR IO A e
B L A A o R A IR TN AT OIS 4E N SR BEEE IS A5 2, LA S ERBR I 4ES TAE
XA BT ENE BRI E T, RIS YERCE, PR ERA .

SRR P I BUEAE AT 32 21 2 R i, B — @R AN ETE [9,10]. DX IR T ANMY
20 R PR ) s il v, iy ELSRAE 1 HOIMEL A LA IXTR), (AR TRINE R E R A S A [11]. HERK
ST [X 18] I GE 9% 9 26 i 1 3 A5 0 A AR AR AR, T DA B 4 Bl 2 6 1) S B 2R AR ARE /0, AT A F
RGURERMSHE L, KB BRI 2 BO A S e A o 9 X T T mT LAY B Se B
TRBPELES, ] A [ I B A B Rzl B, SRR UG T dE AT A2, AT 22 e i R 2 % 11
A SRR T

D) T L e oA AR 2 U BT S s, R &0F . BEIRSE 2 DU [12,13]. fE5REE
W5, DU R R ARG ik SR RERIA . ALK EROR, X TAE
FEE EHUAS TR TSR [14,15]0 SRT,  H T4 A R R A B2 1) R IR MEAN B AR 2 1, B
A7 75 VA TN A8 e A1 5 AT A 5t 2 1)

BEXS LRk, ASCIR M T — R T A HOR SR T (QRGBDT) 4% i L 24 B 9I T [X
TR 7532, B AE VLS REME L3 S PR BURG I . SN A SICEE T o 7057 25 [l V3 B A 0 e o B A
A BB A VAT RES T S B AT (1 2 RE R RS L TURRRESETE (GBDT) ULH A = U & e
TIRE S I AR RE [16]. 1ZJESS & 1 20 0K m] AR R A KR BE SR TH AR R L s, 3 17—
ANKERA S PR A IR X (] AR . ASOR X2 A BT PRAR AN 4, JF I SERR R S 61 BA R
FABER R B, SR A R AR -

2. EETANKIET =R ERIREERMEZE

AR VRS A 4T 1 T AP A 37 5 ) TR Bl e iy e i 7, ARk BE BE T iR 4k
o PUAL P UL R B SR ORI . Dy 17 AR E 008 B A M T i PR B PO 9T, AT/ E M —
R LR RINE-E/7E S

2.1. BIERE

Hli R LR EBAR RN — 2D WATE SN AN I RE il 8225 8, X L3l o
oM AR S S R AT A X LEH S T O XA 2R Al . FEARHT T, 3R
AT LIS AR D A st AL R R TSRS AR QR 1 U0, 2 BT IR HLER AR ALK O =
e RRAEE . GIREEE. S SRS 2 A A B T AR S ISR AR S 1A IS
A Bl fili it

TR R S EE, SR A A I ISR (B A F N B AL () H AR AR B, $R AU 4 AR AR
TR, RN MAZ R, W TR RS, RO IR A )RR R, W
MBGRAE . K K. TSk, SRBOSIMEAR AR R R, W, LM,
PR IR K T A, RIE O SURIILAC 3 28500 BN Sk R 5. Al
Jiv BTAKHEE. SELER. KPIKAS. PAKEERE., QMR WEEARSE. 1 UKRH5ES
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SRAL. WA FERIRSE. ZiBg RS E RN R, IR THERREEOR . A1) S 22 45 SR
PREZINE

2.2. ETHIRRBEETLIE

FENCHE SR SRR I, TRA T B AT I 0, DR . BRGSO 1
B2 SR R0, WA T R0 025 ) 50 5 A 5 2R o A 3 0 T 2 2 20
P LRBR AR TR R, S RCT T R AR T B M R 2, SR R
Bl R S R LA P DU I RO R M. TR 75 B AT B LA B,
BRI T S BT R (E. R SR, SR TR R ATRS (T b .

B B, T AR AT, TR SIS e, BRI
HlRiES, B RO R O B B R

BHEAREG: T ALK AR b, 45 4 0T BB LB AR B AR AR A 7 AL
S RO R AR AT, AT LSRR — BT TR S I, IO 1 2 R
i, RTINS REE . 2. IR, R SR, Mol

AL L EE ) A B A T LA B 3RATT 1 A AN )R I S R 2R 0 T 45 SR ) DR R P . X
XoF TSR (R R AT AT AR VR AR H L, R E RT ARE B AT B AR R G e BEAT T A0 . e Ah
AL EE Rt T DA B B AT B A P R R SRORAE AR A, DL O R R e P A AR
SE PEREAT VPG -

RFAEEFE:  RPALL HE B 7y A3 7T DA B BRATHEAT WP AL B 3, RIS v 8 5 5 o B2 A 434K
S A PR RE AR . O 1 SRR RS, FRATRG LA B ECA A AL th 075 206 HY 45 9 T A
FHORIVRHE . @I ARG AT £ b (PCAD 55755580

Lol Bl UL B R AR AE e 3 e, AT T HE3 THOL TR IR e AL PR b 7, 53] 1A
MRFIEE 1.

2.3. $HETIERTE

EBIREM 2T, FRATTHE B E G E A AT RME TREACEE . FRAE TAZACER Y B br 2 FEHUE
BOCHRRE, DAME SRR BdE . FRAREE f R A e, MR m B B PR e . EF X e AMLIKAS:
ek 5 A B A, AT LAEAT DL RRE T RE AL #

FRIER A 0T ml ReARAE ARG 1t 58 RIVFRAE, Blansftt R4 (ELCO Mkl /) (BRF), #[LL
SR B e BT AR HOR W S e 15 H A AR & 2 [k R A2 518 3G .

FROEGmAD: XFIRBIRRE, WHEESEH (VTG). PRA (SPT) fIS4RS (CDT), FHE
B A WONEUE RURFE . o] DM 3RS (One-Hot Encoding) #ibrZ4mfi (Label Encoding)
£y R

YAEAET0: T BUERVRE, L EA (DW) MM (TCSA), A LA TIH—{h4b
P, PAVHBRENM R v LR/ -ik KIH— (Min-Max Normalization) B{FR{EL

(Z-Score Normalization) o
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Table 1. Sag prediction features and their abbreviations based on UAV inspection data

& 1. FT R ANLEAS Bod 9 TR AR b 4

Himn FFHIE R EFR HalgiR) i
LR S ) Voltage level VTG 5 T
YA Span type SPT A
LS B S is Conductor type CDT By it
I Terrain TR A
ARAZHES K Service time ST HEA
R4 R Span length SPL HEA
WOt R = H 2 Height difference HD ACIERiE!
KR Maximum sag MS g
e %iﬁ?ﬂ%‘l)}% Ambien.t temperature AT i&ﬁ@
8o Wind speed WS HEA
FPE R AL Elastic coefficient ELC HEA
Tl Wt 71 Breaking force BRF HER
(S NN ) Resistance per kilometer RPK g
S EERSAER Diameter of wire DW HEA
LIk 25 Linear expansion coefficient LEC g
AR EE Weight per unit length WPL M
A AR Total cross sectional area TCSA g
GIPNER G Steel core diameter SCD A

R H R AT TR, BT B B o AR, AR T A
PR FIIALL,

2.4. BUREWE

L1 B AL B AVRFAE TR 5, AVS B — A& F BRI C K. R @ 4R,
i Z B ORI 2R SR AN 4R 0 Kt o A BT — s AR YE DA G R K8l 20 A7 AN 2 3 BU A TR g
R BEAh, IR B IAT AR AR AL B, DAV BR A R R AR 2 1R B AR, PR AR A I 2R
FEANTERE -

N T EF AR A4l FAT 7 ZER X SR 0 sk I RS A g . AT I8 80% I
258 10% MAE 10% S0AUEAE I LA T 22 SCIGAIE R 75 b AT Bl Akl 7 . KRR H R N 1
FEA R BOPA R O PERE . S0 UESE A TR B R ARG S 80 A F T PP A I AR A8 R R 2
& Bz A ERE

W AR, BATE T — A R AN S IR SRR, BT R I
ZH BRI AN LA R SRR AE . 3K D9 T 00 230096 B S AR £ I X1 9 00 5 24 g )1
GRS A JISCRE . AR SRS AN FGAE T, FRATIARS A T A Bt S R A T ) E
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3. BT S I BRPRER E I BV IN 2 X B UM R B A

FEARFTH, BATREVEG S 412 T AL BN IR ER 52 T+ (QRGBDT) A9 [X. 8] R 45 2 Ay
R EE, FRATTRE fa] a5y i B m] YA AR R RN IR BE SR TR . B, AR G AN
R X PRI AL 25 5 DU S o (X[ AR Y
3.1. S fu[E)AREY

S E A (Quantile Regression, QR) & —MAESH Gt ik, HHARZBISE 2008 T
(2T At e o R R RS RS AT T T E AR AR AN A o 2 8. 25 e MINAE X A0es R H FRAR
&y, AR AR RN

y=XB(7) +¢€(7) (1)
X, B(r) R = MBI IHRE, e(r) R 7 B ZE . BRI H AR 2
HE|—HBH R B(r), EAR TR ZE 2 F /MY

min Z p(T)(y; — X:B(T)) (2)

B(r) &=

K, p(1)(u) = u(t — I(u < 0)), I(-) iR

eSS A Bl A A, e 7 R o AL B R R B R B4 (Quantile Loss Function)
JE XA

Ly (u) = pr(u) = u(r — I(u < 0)) 3)

Ho, w ik (g — XiB(7)), 7 RIEAIER S AE (BLT (0,1) KXIEIND, I(-) 2w
R XA K R BAE DAL RE XA R PR IR T A F AR . 2R Z NIRRT, BEDN 73 5%
ZERRE, BEN (1—7).

Y G B AR XA R BR B R, SRATAT DAL LA . 022 w NIERS, HUREREUN
BEEEN 70 HIRE u AR, BREEA —7 4+ 1. XERERKIIERZZ B BGE T, HRORH
Dk 22 32 BIBAR M G B A T, 0 B B R AN TR 0 7 BT 4 H AR 28 & A ARy
fiE.

N T SRR, AT 75 B dm /MU H b e 4

N N
min 3 Lo (y = Xi8(7)) = 3 pr(y — XB(7) (4)

i=1 =1
RFZAAG R P DR 2 R0, nZe bk, Wik, BREE N IESE. XUEEALETHE

AR BAER A RS B(r), lis/MESTUR R
I A B IR VAR ) 53— AN AR TR R SR AL T 0 LA X R LT 5E H AR AR R AR A
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[Fl >R BOT B FRINEL,  BRATTRT AT B TIAE A B B Bl XA 90% HIEAS XTE, FATH
PATHELSS 5% A BOMEE 95% 0 R8O R TIAEL, AT A5 2 T X1 o 3 Al B85 DX ] i T 78 XU
PP AN RS SR B L EANME

3.2. BEEIRFHIHREY

FEEEFE M (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT) j&—Fh3& T B & /7 VA IR SR 42
W, BRGNS R Iz Akt RE . GBDT il iZ Bl — RV R, [ES AR A5
XA — B R Z AT G . W F,(X) RoREE m BRI BTSSR, N GBDT A ] AR RN :

F(X)=Fy(X)+ > amFu(X) (5)

X, Fo(X) RAGTIME, M 2ZMEOEE, o, 25 m RN REGE.

GBDT IRBEAE T Ak 2D #1225 bR B0 DB BE 7 TR RA BT I RS . 728 m 28, 3T
BT AR A (1 U BE AR -

_ OL(yi, Frn1(X0))

Tim = (9Fm,1(X1) (6)
o, L(ys, Frno1 (X)) RREE @ MERTESE m — 1 BIBRAE, i BRI BE . )5,

A P X LGB0 AR O H AR A BRI A BT O RS Fy, (X) o
BRR, BATH EHE RN F,(X) BIBE oy, XA BOE T S/ LA 353K b8 HIOR SE
W

a,, = arg m{inz L(yi, Fr1(X;) + aF,,(X5)) (7)

i=1
WO, FRATATPMEH LA R (Line Search) AKMAE oy,
BeJe, BATREBTHI AN F, (X)) FRUAE o, FFAINEZATA R

Fon(X) = Fp1(X) + anFn(X) (8)

GBDT Ml Zrd FEFFEEBEAT M 5, BB 1L i RS A REE R RSO .«
2(1) GBDT ALK th AT R AW B S i, AT 8 T A 55 P R B L i R 0L 5 e 0 Az
(RAERi

3.3. UK E IR IR R E

B LR ABE B SR T AT, AP 1 A RO SR TH (QRGBDT) #7, ifs
T AL AR RS AR T O e B S, XA E 7, FATEH GBDT 4

+
4h
/\

=

e
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IS SEwi N {EIVER
M

F(r)(X) = Fo(1)(X) + Y am(7) Fn(7)(X) (9)

m=1

FEINGRLRE S, FAE M AL E B SOk R 22, IR B R S A DL s MUK R 2L

min ZP(T)(% — F(7)(X))) (10)

am(7),Fm(7)

FEo LB FESRTH (QRGBDT) BERSeh,  FRATTFE SR FL SR TH 20 B p e 7 (5 £ [m] 1 45 2%
RUFH B . H5e, FATT B AR MEA ) Db B AH -

Op(7)(yi — Frn—1(7)(X5))
OF,,—1(7)(X;)

(11)

Tim (T) - -

Hrb, p(7)(yi — Fooa (T) (X)) FORER @ MERTER m — 1 DA EAERRAE, v (1) 2
X R A P

e, A RN LGB LA 9 F AR AR BRI A BT RS F, (7)(X) o FERX AR, R
ATTRT RAASE 2057 e [ R 3 SR R LA REAR PR SR (R 2544, LB R B A 0000 2 0 O HE A

BTk, AT E RN F, (7)(X) BB o, (7). X AT U S /ME PUT $ K B8
HORSLHL:

(1) = argmin Yy p(r)(yi, Fro1 (1)(X0) + aFn(7)(X5)) (12)

i=1
HEHON, FATATMEHZHE R (Line Search) KRMLE oy, (7)o
BJe, BATREB IR Fy (1) (X) FeUAE o, (1) FASINE] 2 AT .

Fo(T)(X) = Fon 1 (1) (X) 4 0 (7) Fon (7) (X)) (13)

QRGBDT MIllZrid R 2Et4T M %, BRI 25 1R %A s RIREEHURE RS0 .
A QRGBDT ALK i i A7t S AL & # s, T AE AL 55 Hh 3R B H 35 5 ) 900 &
JIRZACTERE

3.4. BT #sh B vt a9l X 6] FUN iR 2
N A A I DR A, AT SR B g E B R, B A T N

QRGBDT #&, SRJ5, FATEEXEARRA ko, LTSS & fin N RFAE ) 9IS (B AE AN R] 70 A2 2k
FRIFI IX 1] o
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B — NRINFHIE R & X, AT PLE S an R g7 2 S X A .
Uir = F(1)(X3), Ui, = F(12)(X5) (14)
X, 7 Al SRR T LB LA AETRININ B, FRATTRT DA FH 1 e R 7R AT 1) i EEL 2

R AR TN S AL ) DX 1) AT DA S5 o 2 FH 2 (H AT SR 9/ T g AR A v B A5 /S

B1F XA (Confidence Interval) J&—MH TRARSEANTF A E RIS k. ESTH-HER
H, BEXNERRESEEGKET, RASHWTRIVETEE . &5 X EIER 2 808 2 4
Mre# AT Z N, SR BRI AN I 23 4 45

XF =Bk E 0, BEXEIRRAN:
0,,60) (15)
A1, G F Oy A BRBEXER TR ER. BEKPFEHRTAN (1-a), H o REEXN

AN, 95% BARKPXTRE o fE4 0.05,

FES AL ES VA Y S 37 35 o, RATTRT LIS I T 550 R 73 A2 BT B0 2% A 2 A SR T T A 4 B
BEXIE . B, ¥ F o 53 WS T B0 Lo A0 8, R4 FRATAT LSR5l v SR A A
TR -

Uro = XBrs  Ury = X P, (16)

ZRE, TME g EEEXIE (9, 0-) WIIBEFEA (1 - o). B HEEREXE, JATAT LU #E
B SOV A T B ) AN RE P, AT DR SRR XU, A 3o R A8 B W R AR A 9

4. 2T DI BY 3 M E ik B A=+ [X (8] T 4 2

Dtttk (Bayesian Optimization) & —F &R TTE, R HMZERER GEF 25 ind
) RIENH br ek B B g VIR iE A T e B AR B SR HAS B SR S I A
AR . EESHORN T, DU AR AT DU 80t 208 S50 R R B R S 8 &

FEdFE (Gaussian Process, GP) Z&—FBENLIFE, HA LS RAFENLAS &S 71 2
ZoumMiaAn. e AR R A

f(x) ~ GP(m(x), k(z,z")) (17)
Hrf, om(e) REHEREL (o, 2') AW T5Z KR8 £ et BAE A s iiid fEok @ 52 H
PR eR AR AR
FE DU AR - BATE S BE — A el A, AR5 IR I I 2 B TS R S A . 45
HAReR g f (), FATATELEN BUF A X5 5 50 A1

p(D[f(z))p(f(z))
p(D)

p(f(2)|D) = (18)
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i, D= (2,97, RWNBIEIE, p(f(x)|D) ZEKAA, p(D|f(x) REMREE, p(f(x))
RESIIAT, p(D) RIALEAIRREL.

KERE R M TPERZS PP E KR & WERE R Expected Improve-
ment (EI), Probability of Improvement (PI) Fl Upper Confidence Bound (UCB). #il#, EI
KR LR IR A :

El(z) = E[f(z) — f(z")|D] (19)

Horp, 2 R H ORI B FATE SRR KRR T — SR i

FEFE T DU S0 AL (0 73 A B0k 2 S T4 DX TR) TN A 2 iy 2 Bom Al A v, AT e g — A
S R, BATRA TSR R T Iie:

L Wlatl: EH—AHANaESEL THE HRREUE, B AR
2. WEFET —ASREE L BRI R ECRILSHE T — NS HA A

3. VPG EARRR G A RTE 0 S B SR 2R BN L BB EE AR T AR A, IR SRR IR AR
ERAARREUE N X aE s AR X FEREAE)D

4. BFrE AT AR CROET AW GRS S B AR BUED) MR AR, IRt
SRR Ao FURTCS: 0 s 2 WS A (i A Bk 21 T (i 51 H A o8 25000 T8 18
RTERAED, MRS B0, R[5 — P 4ksHl R .

it DL IRACERE, SRATA] AR BIAE B AR s B A (8 S AU & o X S8 2 5 1 2k
B WIERE ., 3 R5E, WAREESHAE)E, BATAT U X 258 S A B 1 454 LI
Sy R BORB FESR TR, AT A5 80— A 5 KA DX ] P A2 7

FEHE T DU S0 A B 20 5 2086 2 52 T+ DX TR TN A R o, DL S A J7 VA Be 8 A ot i R i
SRR R REESHA S, TR R TINTERE . AT 2 SEHI AR A R A BEN L R
Jrid, UM AR iR RENS SEARIM IR B e U, AT 48 1 S iRl A B

5. LW ST HELWIE

AR AL — AN 5 07 R UE R 1 5K Ji s 5 T (57 Bt B 4R TR £ S X Tk 000 A6 2R £ 12k
fE. BATHERN AR B ENERE, RERRLaR, J 5 AT ERAT

5.1. KR ESHIES

FRATALE A A8 2% i v 2 B N A S0 i B dls, Herb 0 T2m0%%%ﬁ%%$&ﬁﬁ%
Hil. HABERERER 1 R IRL. A B A REE SR B IR R,
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%\ﬁ?%%mi%ﬁEW#Emﬁﬁ\Hﬁmﬁﬁﬂ EMEIRZER. Ot
TRARAFAENE S, R B AT AR AL A S Bt 1B R A A ROt AR B DA ] AL

PA VR EAE AL I 8:1:1 B ELBIRI > I gREE . BAEERATNREE o X T RUERFAE, A b
AR BAT AR EE s X IRFAE,  FRATE RIS A G 3t AT Ab B
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AL DL et 307 00 A 05 3200 7 (6 b6 FE R T AR R 2 Bk AT R L. AR SRER R, SRATTBEE
I3 B FE SR TR SR BB R B D (10, 200], B RGERCORIERE [2, 10], %21 %04 0.01, 0.3]. [
I, BATE BT X 18] 72 2 A D9 H AR R A

FESE BRI Je , FRATAT AR F N RSt Il 23 T 7o BOkF B2 552 T ek 14 9IC T [ ] o ol A5
M, FERRLN SR RE b, FATHT DUE TSGR R B R S MO 24, DR S me vk RE . &)a,
FRATT AT DA P B R PP A A R R S et TR

5.2. FHEEZEMFE X

ST 4 A RS AR B AR A A SR A 1

2000 ~

1500

Importance

1000 A

500 4

N R Qv O & o& C Qv ¥ & © &
LTRSS TTELITSL ¢ P9
Feature

Figure 1. Feature importance analysis of sag dataset

B 1. A AR AR B A A

PR EE B R, W LLRBIERRAMER G, R (SPL) & Z% (HD) 2 BB R .
MARPETE] (ST FAEZIRE (AT). HJE (TR) DAARYEER2EAY (SPT1, SPT2) % Fiil 4k
B EKHIFEMT o A U7 AE X TR 45 TR i S AR S B/ o IR sl g B B T 3R A 133 — 25 77 At T A%
TIRIRI, CACRRE LB I SO Y M B

FRAE FIAH R PE M s S an 1] 2B o

MR PR R 2 R, mT DA H

FFEE 0 (SPT1) FURFAE 1 (SPT2) Z[EIAHICHEIRIE (—0.079), WEBIEAIME SLBhAr; HFRAE 3
(SPL) FUHFE 4 (HD) Z 8 fAH S b E (0.241), WBEAZ [AIFELE — SR AR et
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Figure 2. Correlation analysis of sag dataset
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Table 2. Performance comparison of sag interval prediction among QRGBDT, QRCNN, and QRRNN
% 2. QRGBDT. QRCNN. QRRNN 72 [X ] T L )3 B

REZIR  HHIRE (MSE) FHHESHRE (MAE) R? (45 MIW CpP

QRRNN 1.0329 0.8250 —1.6439 0.0 0.0
QRCNN 0.7372 0.6968 —0.8870 0.5466 0.1797
QRGBDT 0.0361 0.1433 0.9076 0.2722 0.8485

MR 2P B)48hR, TLAVE H QRGBDT BLAY AL IR X A 500 77 T i) v e Il ase i, FL35 77 1%
Z (MSE) N 0.0361, “Fi#4axfiR2zE (MAE) 24 0.1433, R? 44574 0.9076, MIW N 0.2722, CP
9 0.8485. IXELIRARATEL S PIAMERY (QRRNN FI QRCNN)D 24t
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Figure 3. Sag interval prediction of the model
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QRGBDT AR A G X 7]t 1+ _E R e f o

5.5. DIMTERALEER

Table 3. Hyperparameter selection range and optimal hyperparameters results of Bayesian optimization

& 3. DU AC R S B 3 B e i i 2 5 R

B EESEE miBEH
S 0.01~ 0.2 0.1923
B RIRE 3~ 8 6.7938
2N R %N 10~ 50 20.8391
TRAEER 0.5~ 0.9 0.5367
FIRAEZR 0.5~ 0.9 0.8188
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Figure 4. Sag interval prediction performance of models after Bayesian optimization
4. DU AL 5 R AR R I [X. ) F0 285 R
# 45 BayesQRGBDT 1 QRGBDT Hif M AEXT L

Table 4. Performance comparison between BayesQRGBDT and QRGBDT models
% 4. BayesQRGBDT # QRGBDT #AEIPERER L

BayesQRGBDT QRGBDT
MSE 0.0319 0.0361
MAE 0.1261 0.1433
R? Score 0.9183 0.9076
MIW 0.2287 0.2722
CP 0.7706 0.8485

A LLE ], {8 Bayesian f4LHT QRGBDT AI# T3 QRGBDT RILFH4F. H ik,
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