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Abstract

Considering the problem that the current big data has a long stand-alone operation time and high
requirements for hardware devices, this paper proposes the use of the Logistic Regression (DLR)
model in the cloud environment for the correlation between PM10 and visibility and humidity.
According to the idea of two classifications, visibility and humidity are used as feature values, and
PM10 is used as a tag value to construct a model using a logistic regression algorithm. The expe-
rimental results show that under the same humidity range, the smaller the visibility value is, the
higher the PM10 concentration of atmospheric aerosol is. The higher the humidity value in the
same visibility range, the lower the concentration of PM10 in atmospheric aerosols. And the DLR
algorithm model outperforms the traditional regression model in terms of temporal performance,
and has better robustness and real-time performance.
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1. 5|8

15 H R T, G0 A B T i G T E 25 T VERRR R L ORARRE L 5 IR PMILO EAT AR 5K,
WSTR[ ARAELL BE K FE B T R d8 5, /B 5 )M A4 R BE AN ZE T (T R R E SR AR AE s X3
PEEE2]N G4 Are GIS A2 w0 K T b 366 = T iy K R 425 G FR st ) % 2 8] o0 A e
fiE, FFRIF SPSS A X KA V54 PM10. SO,. NO,. CO. Os fl PM2.5 fIAHICHEREIT /0 4r; SCRR[3]
MR IR PM10 Y FE 3SR DA S ORI 8 14 35 ] S B0 WL EEEUE BRI . ARIX ST EAFE N N2 &
MK E . EFER, BLZHFEFRIELMABEN T, 20 tHha 80 ALK A TR AU M, ANTHe
WL NI SRS . 1 R ZSE AR HEET BP N T W% [4]F R BORY PMI10 JEIREE T, %
SN T AREE W 28 SR 275 Rk B S5 R R R R (R AR R A s ma B, AR B8 E IO K< PMILO Ji &K
FE 1521 A5 4k . D. K. Papanastasiou 5 A\ $& Hi A F 4125 X 2% [ 581 22 o RIS [ 5 DTN — 4 o 284 1) b i
W PM10 7K, PRAMBE A H B % B i TR0 PM1O SRS H 2448 .

SRIM, ARG AEAE Ab BRG] /A FH ) 2 R NFE S R IIAR G 7k o R TR 1 4% (R 2R
i, B RIS E O Aok R KRB IENAE R . mibE, e R, A T ot
BTN WESAEESERAR TR Y. BRI, s, B\ M ERE mfie eSS =
TR A B SRk B 2 A 58 385 XM 5 Vg e KB (3 S 1) . TSR (6192 tH = TH B3R T T 1)
B A5 AR N B A R SRS 507k, A T — B =B BB AT R S DL R At O BB A
RO R AN AR BT = AN, SRIG A AT BT R R DTV AE T (R RE R AR RIE AR . EReRsE
(7188 25T 2= TH RS I ) OLTP B 8 7 A i 72, $& H DU 23 B 308 40 v A B AT 8
FEOHET IR IR OREAE OLTP A MR 40 A in) @i g A7 LB A gh 0 Ao ok da/ Qe th — bk T
Hadoop = i1 51 & W SRS EIE AL 78 [8], XT B Jaik i€ W46 5K O I 9747 K-means S8 28 BT AH
RSLIR IR UE A G I SFRAERT [ VERE R . ERREAR T, S ERAR WA FT. Wi 5w

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2020.1012253 2389 THEAUR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2020.1012253
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

s R

FHMEET 2 E R AT K-means SEHARIZIWOT L 5N, FEAT K-means 532 0] DUA 8UE P o3 A1 203k
Paa) @, i R s B e R, AR E Hadoop “F & L SEH K-means 5721 MapReduce Jf
17491, 5K B K-means TR BCR LT, i1TI REAE G TR LN, BAA—E KRR S sCHEk[10]
BT s DL BT DX 4 (1) S0 B0 T VA 9, B2 Hadoop ~F & A% DL Hir W0 28 5 VAR S R 5 E dE 4T
T, B A eSO T R S B AR R T SR R B e T TR R . DL AR SRR, RiFE LR
R e KRS 18 S I R, I BT DA RS A SR A8 7 T

R, ARSCHT A E AR R R AR EE O AR T MR PR Uk D R R R AR T T R
5E T DLR (Distributed Logistic Regression)B 24 A T-Ag WLEE . 1825 PM10 AHOCHERIBF T, 5858 57
HTR B, W RE X JB] —BORIE I PM10 R BEBR R e WL RE /)N, BE L RE X 8] — R URA I PMILO 9K
FEARIE R R . S0 45 I R IR E N T 40%~90%, fE WEAT 8~19 km DLR A5 24 T 350 S e 4F

2. IBEEIEFENX

TEN BB AT, FRATCE R T PR M EE OB E: MY TE KB,
BB SR AE 0.5, HJE—28, HE N —2 . BAERNVART DU T — 58 73 2l [ 11], (HAFTERIBRS A2,
LRI BRI RZE, BN R Z .

WHREA F BT 2K, Rl DR R R AR, BAR. AT PMI0
FERT 0.15 mg/m® 52 A, ¥ PM10 /N T 0.15 mg/m® $8 A KSR W EIR R, BTN H A&,
XLy B EC R =X (1)

E(ylx)=p(y=1]x) (1)

Horft, p(y=1|x)FRIE x=x By =1IM3. I, HLIBHEFEIT 5 BT L LEEA: p 7E[0,1]P9HL
FMEARMRS x KRB R ASCRABRALIR A T A RFIE B 5 LU 7 B By 1232 48 [ ) Ao

HN1(2):
- B ~ exp(a + fx)
p_p(y_1|x)_l+exp(a+ﬁx) &
A 3):
P _ exp(a + Bx) 3)

Hrh p FoREE KT 015 mgm®, 1- p BoRiEFE/NT 015 mg/m®, o . BRERSH. XTQ)N—TZ
AREARER, XS T (4):

logit(p)zln[lfpj:a+ﬁx @)

A@ KT, XTFQRKXTMARLER . LMY, TEXF2A, NMTEEIIHE
s EE, TG TF @) T AR (S). (6).

exp(a+zk:ﬂixi]

p=p(y=1x,x)= - (5)
1+exp[a+2ﬁl.xl}

logit(p):ln(lp j:a+ﬁ1xl+ﬁ2x2+---+ﬂkxk (©6)
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DLR #=& & EE

ZUFHAE T, DLR AR THEAE R 25 DU R i FE:

1) IGFEARLE,

2) XPERAE 4 et AT 45 T

MR YR b IR % (B )RR g SCRT LA e B T 1E 2R (1) DLR #5228 5] 3 75 F2 a5 7):
_ _ _ exp(ﬂo + 5% +ﬂ2x2)

f(xh)=ply=11x,x)= 1+exp(f, + fix, + Box,)

SEof DLR BUREE TR ZHL B = (S, B ) T LI 2558 S 950, o x = (o x, ) ol LS RIS

TR LS H y a0 (8):

(7

P(yIxf)=f(xB) [1-f(x8)]" 0=081) (8)
K F R RAL SR A T SE AR PR L 7 (9):
L=P(yIxp) =T 1/ (5. 8)" [1-£ (5. 5)] ©)

éf\HzlanlnP(ylX,ﬁ)=§‘,(yl-lnf(x,-,ﬁ)+(1—y,-)(l—f(x,-,ﬂ))), Jot, x ¥R X 5 AN

k=1
3, i i MO R R, THE 6 W RE T LIS RIS
B=maxInP(y|x,p) (10)

AR TR FE T BRI R AL SRR 1

ﬂm =ﬁi+€alnp(a);’y’ﬁ)
ZHEME T 04 2 DLR BRI LA IR0 R .
1) WIS, & Tia5 0 S RN 2R84
2) B IBTEAT S AT ER RREAS ) DL SRR A SR AEE S IR
3) B AR AT 1) B IR B AR BIAE .
4) FWrE RIS, RNEFEEHR, BUHIT). 2), HEWSL.

3. DLR 2RI FE R 55534k
3.1. SCIGHUIEE

BT VU RS T OR R B sk DL AR RS R B 0 1980~2014 SR HHHE, SFES
I REDLRE . WE R SRR .

SIS IR E BB L EER R = AN X TRV R, YR = AN X R A A VR B <40%; 40% < WRREMH <
90%; FSEAE>90% .« At ILJE A=A IX (8] 4373 2 AE UL (E <8 km; 8 km < AEWLJEAA <19 km: BEWJE(E>19 km.
SR A AR R SQL VB AR X L8 XA T I AL A A 9 AT 0, P4 lidid SQL iBH)1EH: PM10 %
e, o NI EAE R, R BdER 1 IR E<40%, BEIEE<8 km Xf R AR PM10 8; %1
R 2 NIBFEE<40%, 8 km < REWLFEME < 19 km X RFSIANK PM10 {8; HdER 3 NIEE<40%, AEILE
{E>19 km SRS PM10 {8; HdEE 4 MIBREEE>90%, #ENLEE<8 km W RIHSERK PM10 18; $dfk
5 RIBFEE>90%, 8 km <REMLJEAE <19 km XL IBIRME: EHER 6 NIRE>90%, HeILEE>19 km Xt
NS PMI0 {8 $EE 7 N 40% < W < 90%, BEMLEEME<S km %R HSIERE PM10 18; $dik

=p +eX"(y-f(X.B)) (11)
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8 1 40% < TBFE{H <90%, 8km< REVLEE(H <19 km XIS PM10 {H; BHEE 9 N 40% < TR <
90%, REILFEME>19 km X B FSA S PMI10 i, DL N EEIR R LAEHE R 2 ), BEIRN A2 1 Bl
TEFEH<40%, Skm< REWEMH <12 km HAKIFEGRIR), SLibss R E DEdEE 2 FEdEE 8 A,

Table 1. Part data of data table 2
= 1. BIB/ER 2 BHEIE

4s H H Be LA S PMI0 1H BREE
1989 11 22 12 0.155 31.3
1989 11 25 18 0.137 29.8
1989 12 24 13 0.133 27.6
1989 1 4 10 0.110 37.6
1989 10 10 18 0.099 36.0
1989 1 12 12 0.155 24.8
1989 10 18 14 0.113 36.9
1989 12 13 15 0.110 34.3
1989 12 16 10 0.099 30.3
1989 12 22 8 0.155 34.8
1989 10 5 15 0.112 37.6
SRR
By gt HRIE LRSI
SQLJHIA
iz
DLRASEH!
T
anT

Figure 1. Experiment procedure of DLR model
B 1. DLR REISIIS 12

3.2. SLEERE
DLR #EALRE I = 7 SR BB A B I3 AT B A, R BE L S RRBEAF RS, X
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J&2 PM10 ARZEFIBEAT IO 30T AESEIR 2, AT DUy, 70l SRR IR LA x s Ak 25
HEE . ARG RTS8 DLR AR ISR AL T 34 o 5@ 3 PP A5 28 o0 #r
DLR FERY TR0 ARG 3, LA RS X[ Ve Rl P A et BE 38 & SR T PMILO HOfEL,  SESR SRR AN 1 B

3.3. SEWERIHT

PIECHE R 20 BiE R S M N Mt 5, INZRAiFMR 0.3 Ebil k) B, B 30%1EMAREE, 70%1E I
£, R EEARE100; EN R &SR Z 0.00001. DLR #EA R WE 2. 143 Fis.

FERABEARRERE, T ERweight2 Z0H4HE

- RE
FE A

1a 0a
values1 -0.1555705576654346
values3 -0.010142593518896
HE 0.8889573419259068 0

Figure 2. DLR model output results of data Table 2
2. #iER 2 DLR {RBUGIHLER

ERMABIEARIRAEHR, T ERweight£ Z084FE

L nE
FHEZ

1 0a
values1 -0.3490370382035013
values3 -0.08337938371483497
BE 5.710147458279673 0

Figure 3. DLR model output results of data Table 8
3. #iEK S DLR {HBHHLER

Horp ZREER AR, +RRIEM I, —RoRAMse. K2 REEE. EIES PM10 2 7t
Ko BUHETR 2 FEHER 8 NEEIRT) DLR BRI HERH T 737N 0.6649 F10.8279 B ROC MY, {H AR H

P RECRLF, Wl 4. K5 PR,

ROC
AUC{H: 0.6648550724637681
sensitivity/tpr

1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0
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Figure 4. DLR model roc curve of data Table 2
& 4. H#ER 2 DLR A ROC Bh%k
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ROC . @
AUC{E: 0.8279166666666666
sensitivity/tpr
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Figure 5. DLR model roc curve of data Table 8
& 5. ##ER 8 DLR & ROC Bh%k

T4 H T DLR ARV R 2. #aak 8 MmiE 5 REM GBI 6, K 7), #—DuiAsciz
Hi ) DLR R BB 07 (1 TP RE

BIIRIIAH LS TR 1 (BSE(E<40%, AEILEE(E<8 km) AUC 1H N 0.6671; 3K 2 (M H<40%, 8km<
REMLE(E < 19 km) AUC {EN 0.6648; 3K 3 (MESE{E<40%, AEULFE(E>19 km) AUC {H°4 0.8695; & 4 (/%
{E>90%, fit ILFEE<8km) AUC {H>A 0.5518; 3 7 (40% < ¥ESE(E <90%, fit WLEE{E<8 km) AUC {HH4 0.7876;
% 8 (40% < WFEMH <90%, 8km< AEMLEE{H <19 km) AUC 44 0.8279, % 9 (40% < JRSE{H <90%, AEM,
JE(E>19 km) AUC HM 0.5, SEEGEE S5 # F BRHE TR 2 B0 AUC BME DARCRHIESI AR G R 8. @it
SEIGIE VR FEAELAE 40%~90%.2 1], BE WL B 1E 8~19 km 2 [A1 R B dF B 2% 8, HUGRIEFEHAE 40%~90%
2 [8], BEMLEEME/NT 8 km RIEURR 7. SRR ZEIZIREE /DT 40%, GEILEHETE 8 km~19 km 2 [8] B £ 47
2. I HA ERBAEIRR A, FRES values] IR REHREL values3 (AR REK. R
SER PR, HERMTEEDN 40% < 1REH <90%, AEMLEME>19 km, XANXARA w1 fE0LE,
KUAAMUS NG, [FRFR 3 LR AUC EH MK, FEAEARIEN, FEAREORN, ARV RTEAS X
Fo F5. K6 WANEERRNFFEFAMIREALCR D, I B RA A, BOGFEERILR LR .

REE/NT408E B (E7ES-1928)
PM,(mg/m?)

0.25

0.2

0.15

—JR{E
~u=FUNE
0.1-

0.05

0 T T T T T T T T T T T

1 5 9131721252933 37 41454953 57 61656973 77 81

Figure 6. Fitting the predicted and original values of DLR model in data Table 2
[ 6. ##E3k 2 DLR RE TN ESREMESE
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Figure 7. Fitting the predicted and original values of DLR model in data Table 8
7. 8RR 8 DLR RETUNES REMSE

ELIGSE AT el L, IR EFRPRTE 40%~90%2 (8], fE WEEFRFRAE 8 km~19 km Z ], Tl PM10 &
B s, HEHAR—BEEE T, PMI0 E 580 EE R EF—f LEERE T, PMI10 H57%
BEME R L . M ELIRE SRR, REILEFRbRA e . S0 A SO R B 4L, DLR RETLAE T 1 Ay R
.

4. DLR &3 5&4: [Ol)345 8 i 8] 14 RERY EL B

il 8 frz~, DLR FEALLE R [a)14 B b B0 TR S R AE AL, JEARTE BT R BB R R _Lig 1T
FEHIH B4 m, MISATH (AR b b et — DR R T A SCHE ) DLR SE7E PMI0 - 8 LJE - MR A%
MR BRI RIvERE, ERtEE .

DLR#& B 5 1& 4 Bl IR BYR [E) 14 BEAI EL A

12
10
8
6
4
2
0
P R R R Y R Y A
»@,’@% U A S A

=~ DLRIER! —o— &40 I1HE

Figure 8. Comparison of running time between DLR model and traditional regression model

[ 8. DLR R84 55 5 [0l )F1E BB TR E] L3R

5. &t

AR —ANET T EIAEL DLR B8, By AR T PMI10 - BE LR - W2 B AR SRR U AR 2
RIS, ST, RS (A1 2702 TR/ & S B BRI BN TR Rl o A\ SIZEG: 25 543 B ml %0,
TBEEFERRTE 40%~90% 2 8], fE ILEEFEARTE 8~19 km 22 [A], Tl PM10 {E IEMIRE e, JEBIER—IE TG
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BN, PMI0 E SRR b R —RE WEEVER T, PMI10 6 SR AE MU L. LR EZ SRR, fE
WP FRARA R E S . BEAh DLR SERORAE I (AP B 07 T E AR TAL G al AR . A H 53R 55 DLR
R XS T SEBR R B — € ATV . ASCHE AR R AL : SEIR SR T (I X FEKEE) B RER
B, Ja S AR NN E 2 (s A 52T SERR R 7T .

EHEWH

2018 4 U E AR Th E U IEREAE 3T H (NO.2018KY0699): =¥t FIEFHLas2: > o # ) T

PM10 FIAHSPERTFT: 2020 4F 2] V0 R o 35 4F BUMRMIT FEAl B8 752710 H (2020KY23019): T JE
ST RE AR X PM2.S 3 B TR B R AF 7T s 2020 AP RS R AR O 3L A BE IR T I H
(NO.2020KY23026); 2020 FAZHAFI A E TFE— MBI H A 25(NO.2020GKSYGAO1); SRIETT R E4k
b B ol R F i S 72 T BA(GXK S2020QNTDO02) .
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