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Abstract

In this paper, we use the statistical principle to analyze the factors influencing the concentration
of PM2.5 in Xiamen daily in 2016, and use statistical software to test whether it has correlation at
first. Then we use the method of multiple linear regression analysis to build reasonable mathe-
matical model, to forecast the concentration of PM2.5 in Xiamen during January and February
2017.Finally, reasonable suggestions are put forward according to the prediction results.
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1. 5|

WREESFRERENS K, T2 EMHSMTAE, Fi, BTHSREAENIT. HERk[1]4
A5 1] T ) 2 24 0 PR o T Al A3 A AT BT 7T B R SRS IR A b . X
IR [2) A0 S F 3L X PM2.5 (IBEFE, 204 PM2.5 SR Z 5 (20 . AR T T iR 2R
H PM2.5 YR FEREAT R FORITRIN,  DAE T4 57 R BOCA B0 a2 ] PM2.5 (VR BE, X ] DL 3 T FLR) i An
IR RIR LS S 1075 el A SR AR 4R

JEITHARK PM2.5 [k 5 H & =Sl A NFEFR PM10. NO,. SO;. CO. O3 SR F AL, XL
L Fa bR A B Ao T RE RS T B BRATHERA T PM2.5 FOIKIE, S AT OO E TR S A R R T . A
FERIRT LLT LA )

1) A HTE T 2016 45 AQI HLK 6 ANIEA W W45 b (1 AH & 1 5

2) PM2.5 [ FEAR AL 52 HoAh 5 ANFRAREZIE R 1, fS7 B4R, SR PM2.5 15 8548 & (A 9% R 5K

3) MRS, UL ZE T R[4 MRS =[] R E AW FT, AL AR,
2017 SFRTPAN H PM2.5 PRI P 502 1 ] U1 5 17 56 B T

2. BiRERFNAbHE

T A HTRIIGI R SR 1T T PM2.5 R 2, FRATAR S MATE [T O R A 2] 2016 4R JE [T
2SR TR BRI PM2.5 IR BE () H AP AR IR P H I . R H S48 2ok o A B an ik 1.

N TS R E AN E A S PR, BATN PM2.5 () H B EEE T IR, il 1. DUE T TR
W ERIRIE b, SR T e SR A R R . B CAR I 125 5 R IR LR EAE H A Z F 1)
BTG, AR

JZ 1] 2016 4 PM2.5 K FE A 1K 5~10 HIREERUR, 3 A BTN 40 pg/m®, JLITHEIIER 1.5 £, 3~6
HERI T, 6 HARIK 16 pg/m®, [KTEHL. 6~10 AWREHHEATBAK HLARZRE /N, 24 PM2.5
WA HBARNHRL, MEZFENm, EKIK, 4.

3. PM2.5 iR E RN E BV K S5 H

ML Ha g1 3 H PM2.5 VR FE A e 6 F &A%, FRATHE 3 A AN 6 H B 34T 43 B A 7%
T KGR R R FK O A R PM2.5 G SE R Pk (R AR, AR A O b 7 VA WX LR R 2R 5 PM2.5 IR B
B2 HA I . 1 JaR B R O R UL R AT 30 B S AH S, 12 4K SPSS % 5 3k4% 3 H1ir 6
AN M A A O 2 B a2,

f7 2 70, 3 H PM2.5 525540 AQI HLARSR ARG, HAFabr+ PM2.5 Jh i 25 < ik
BE KK R, HAHXREGE 0996, PM2.5 5 PM10. NO,. SO, I8 B & A & etk M FR4EAE
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Table 1. 2016 Air Quality Index and Monthly Mean of 6 Indicators (pg/m°)
% 1. 2016 S FREBIE R 6 BUERE B 19{E(wg/m’)

FEH AQI PM2.5 PM10 NO, SO, CcO O3
2016/1 48.35 31.55 47.71 29.42 7.35 0.721 35.97
2016/2 48.07 30.86 46.86 20.62 5.31 0.5952 45.34
2016/3 58.84 40.42 55.61 31.9 8.87 0.7477 52.71
2016/4 52.47 33.53 53.67 31.03 8.9 0.68 49.4
2016/5 44.94 25.58 43.68 20.71 7.52 0.5452 54.39
2016/6 34.17 16.1 32.37 15.07 6.97 0.433 36.17
2016/7 38.65 18.23 37.1 17.39 8.1 0.4161 43.52
2016/8 43.06 22.19 40.65 26 10.16 0.5374 59.65
2016/9 42.4 20.67 375 24.13 7.8 0.5937 69.53
2016/10 41.26 19.97 37.84 24.19 7.81 0.5245 54.77
2016/11 52.97 313 55.23 305 9.77 0.592 52.67
2016/12 57.9 36.52 63 35.61 11.71 0.6571 54.39

Table 2. Pearson correlation coefficients for each indicator in March
= 2.3 A& I5FRHY Pearson FX R
AQI F5%L PM2.5 PM10 NO, SO, CcO (0
AQI ¥5%k 1 0.996 0.975 0.567 0.809 0.185 0.173
PM2.5 0.996 1 0.969 0.597 0.81 0.229 0.137

PM10 0.975 0.969 1 0.527 0.835 0.049 0.259

NO, 0.567 0.597 0.527 1 0.712 0.559 —0.546

SO, 0.809 0.81 0.835 0.712 1 0.198 —-0.021

CcO 0.185 0.229 0.049 0.559 0.198 1 —0.607

O3 0.173 0.137 0.259 —0.546 -0.21 —0.607 1
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Figure 1. The monthly mean change of PM2.5 concentration
1. PM2.5 ;R E B B I B (L B (ug/m?)
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AN CO MIFHRMEART 55, AR 75 AW L 2 [ AR S P20 M AT DU A 3 PMI2.5 94 FEE P TN A2 7R 2 43t

A IR S
FEF 2016 £ 6 A0 5 SR B B 2EAT 70 M, dZ A SPSS & 53k 45 6 MR R AIAE X
FRE AR L 3,

7 3 ATLAEH, 6 A PM10 il AQI FI T EM LSy, PM2.5 SR/ MEir#l B A wAH M, 5
X2 TN AT T B JE . B, ZFET AR 2 AR AR R 3L FI R, PM2.5 IR
T2 Z A R sh i B K, B afiont 3 — k47 0 A 223 R R R 22 .

9T Pk AR SR B0 45 Rl B R 2, RATANK L H 4 KRB 7T, &2k T 2016 4F 366 KI5 44
W P W I BE EAT 00, R4 SPSS 45 6 AN WIIAE AR A 5% R $in 2 4.

B 4T LLEH, BRT O35 PM2.5 BIAHRMEARFRGRASN, PM2.5 5 HAMFE bR B m A s A G

N T SR AR AT aE R HERAYE, A ST R I — Bl o i 05 —— 05 2 0 M. RN A B 1) 7
ZHETF, W& MEH AR T 2 /0 BRI AR S BB AR AL R . 38 SPSS AT LA Hidn
V2 Fos B LA B R 3R 7 22 2 i 3R 1) 4 i 1

2 AT H LR 45 8: PM2.5 5 PM10. NO,. SO,. CO Fll O3 7 Z 4 #r ) P E3H/NF REE % E
0.05 HIRZE MK, FRBALL LR ZNE T KT PM2.5 IR BB AR AR AE B 2, T 7 A8 B AR %
PRS0 I

4. ZekitEIHRE

ZRA UL EAHR T IIAE B, XTI 2016 52 PM2.5 WREERIEE 04T, FEEELLT 5 M
# PM10. NO,. SO,. CO. Oz s, H T & 2 Jude itk Ml AR i) 56k, R H iR Jo iR, [Er] LA
HF MR,
Z LR ARAY, 8T 0N
Vi =L+ X+ BoX e+ BX +44,i=12,-.n

Hrpy BT PM2.5, x NHAH PM10, X, N NO,, X,/ SO, x, N CO, % N0z B (i=12,---,n)f
NEVARE, ATRR A SR R R R BE ALk 2.

R B B AN [ A TH R AR B (] 5 3R 3, 384T SPSS B3 B4 T 45 R -

# 5 BARSHHZENRE, KRB HMEFXET, ZEx, (NOY)IT T 0 4, wHHREBURE
FEIEA 2 [A]425)), BB RITRMACR, HA&RH NO, ) P KT R#E kK 0.05, #uzAZg&AE &1E R 7
Fro TR EAEBRRIEI T, 3G A 85 AR AT REVR T Bl A7 A8 e W A Bl e 7 21k

B AETATIAT (R A I HE R BAFE R W AE . R, 88 BB o B — e S O o A
PRI FE M5 HOR , — Tu et B V= AT 15 B B 22 PRI s R SRARUA - AR S0 22 e 4 e AR H P o
FEES(D )R, FIRIbRHESy: ¥ D <05, AW D > 1R E A HBIAHHESR
LUNNSE

H 1 3 FTLLAE H 58 53 474 10 e BE B (b COO_1 BI) KT 1, FRATTRFIX AT 7 ot 51 I J Pt 5
—RPE IR B R A R BN EE S AN T 1, WA mEECER T, TUEHTE, a4 R
% 6.

B 6 AIAIAE S x, (NO)REM P AEA 0.747, HIFR R WAL KR A 81T & MRS, i DU [E]
VEVRE AR B R P D DR AS 2 DR O B A A S A

FEROR, ARSCHUN BOR 28 GO R RBUERAT IR 707 =0, M, A Tkt ]
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Table 3. Pearson correlation coefficients for each index in June
5% 3.6 B B IE4RHY Pearson FH R H

AQI Fr 4K PM2.5 PM10 NO, S0, co (oY
AQI #E# 1 0.957 0.962 0.468 0.307 0.479 0.618
PM2.5 0.957 1 0.918 0.417 0.17 0.459 0.663
PM10 0.962 0.918 1 0.383 0.325 0.438 0.448
NO, 0.468 0.417 0.383 1 0.602 0.614 0.355
SO, 0.307 0.17 0.325 0.602 1 0.459 -0.136
co 0.479 0.459 0.438 0.614 0.459 1 0.188

(o} 0.618 0.663 0.448 0.355 -0.136 0.188 1

Table 4. Pearson correlation coefficients for each indicator in 2016

% 4. 2016 FZ15¥RAY Pearson HHX R

PM2.5 PM10 NO, S0, co 0s AQI
PM2.5 1 0.934 0.585 0.602 0.623 0.26 0.959
PM10 0.934 1 0.539 0.673 0.475 0.34 0.972
NO, 0.585 0.539 1 0.682 0.655 -0.04 0.546
SO, 0.602 0.673 0.682 1 0.376 0.212 0.648
co 0.603 0.475 0.655 0.376 1 0.07 0.546
03 0.26 0.34 -0.04 0.212 0.07 1 0.404
AQI 5% 0.959 0.972 0.546 0.648 0.546 0.404 1

AQIFREL 5PM2. 5 BRI 2= 7 2 #r PM2. 5 5COM BRI KTy 243 i
vkl df ¥15 P& Ryt af | By Foo| B0

e [107778.3| 58 [1858.25/69.783[ 0 24 1] 4. 886 58 | 0.084 | 5.522 0

A |8175.038] 307 [26.629 MW 4.683 | 307 | 0.015

M |115953. 3 365 et i 9.569 | 365

PM10-5PM2. 51 HL R 2R 5 Z 0 #r PM2. 550,/ 5 (R 3 7 ZE 40 i
P J7 F df ¥77 Foo|2EN V-7 df ¥77 F EN

4l |152817.4| 58 [2634.78]47.302 0 41| |33265.84| 58 |[573.55(1.865 0

APy [17100. 41| 307 |55.702 APy [94395.29| 307 |307.48

M |169917.8[ 365 M | 127661. 1] 365

PM2. 5 5NO0, I HLER 5y 22 404 PM2. 55 COMJ R [KI 3R J7 2 43 Hr
SFJ df Y107 PR F 5 Al af 2] Foo| B

#E [21342.79] 58 [367.979] 5.442 [ 0 1 ] 4. 886 58 | 0.084 | 5.522 0

AP [20758. 41| 307 |[67.617 AP 4.683 | 307 | 0.015

BH | 42101.2 | 365 B 9.569 365

Figure 2. Single factor analysis of variance

E 2. BERRFESHER
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Table 5. Calculation of regression model coefficients
5. EIRBAHUE

B FrifEiR 2 PRt R t Sig.
(H &) —9.446 1.031 -9.158 0
PM10 0.615 0.016 0.888 39.399 0
NO, 0.015 0.037 0.01 0.391 0.696
S0, -0.306 0.096 -0.08 -3.204 0.001
co 20.899 1.951 0.226 10.713 0
05 -0.033 0.014 -0.041 —2.422 0.016

Table 6. Calculate the regression model coefficients after rejecting the outliers

6. IRFEEENEARERLITE

B PRt iR 2 PRt R AL t Sig.
(F&) -9.11 0.942 -9.674 0
PM10 0.653 0.015 0.927 43.804 0
NO, -0.011 0.034 -0.008 -0.322 0.747
SO, -0.394 0.088 -0.103 —4.49 0
co 20.44 1.78 0.222 11.482 0
O; —0.039 0.012 —0.049 -3.148 0.002
4 E C D E F ; H I
1 HEHR BREEE P25 PH10 Ho2 502 Co 03 Co0_1
50 2016/2/18 1k 22 21 18 4 0. 44 Fl 0.0035R
51 2016/2/15 B 36 47 32 B 0. 62 34 0.00783
52 2016/2/20 B 39 47 22 5 0. BT 49 0.00518
53 2016/2/21 B 4d 126 13 7 0, 58 B3 1.10002
54 2016/2/22 B dd 99 32 T 0. Bd 23 0. 16436
55 2016/2/23 1k 21 24 18 2 0.63 27 0.00811

Figure 3. Cook distance

& 3. EEmiEE

FFARLPERITE B A AR5 O Bdis 24T Spearman G, 45 Fan 7.

H 7 7 WTA0AE B PM10. Os 55% 22 405 (abs) B8 B ARG 5, R W BE A6 5707 %

AR T 507 2 MR, @ N G T A U CERR . X R E B ERATH
IR SR T, BRI R R 2 O R AR I 5 PM2.5 HLA SR A Sk K B AR Y PMIO,
A4 PML0 bR &, IR IR /N 3 fliit, 45k 8.

M 8 REM B WML E H 4B P AR 0, /NTEEMEAKE 0.05, FHAREHS 4k S0 $m 24T 100
Bro Li AL [ AR .

y, = —9.579+0.617x, +0.016x, —0.316x, + 20.974x, —0.031x, .

)i, N TSR LRI AR (AT S, BRATTIE T B A AT A A, A5 B
R EIZE R 9, % 10.

79, %10 RN L4
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Table 7. Spearman rank correlation coefficients
52 7. Spearman FRIB X R

PM10 NO, SO, co 0; BRZEHRHE
R RE 1.000 0.511™ 0.677" 0.493" 0.423" 0.212"
PMI0 Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
R RE 0.511™ 1.000 0.637" 0.667" 0.029 —0.008
NO: Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.574 0.881
R RE 0.677" 0.637" 1.000 0.397" 0.251" —0.001
50 Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.987
R RE 0.493" 0.667" 0.397" 1.000 0.132" 0.070
€0 Sig. 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.012 0.182
R RE 0.423" 0.029 0.251" 0.132" 1.000 0.148"
o Sig. 0.000 0.574 0.000 0.012 0.004
R ZRE 0.212" —0.008 —0.001 0.070 0.148" 1.000
Bl 72 2 W E .
Sig. 0.000 0.881 0.987 0.182 0.004
Table 8. Weighted least squares estimation regression coefficients
< 8. MiE /N ZFfEiTEIVARE
B FrifEiR 2 t Sig.
(% %) —9.579 0.154 —62.312 0
PM10 0.617 0.002 315.369 0
NO, 0.016 0.004 3.656 0
SO, —0.316 0.009 —36.939 0
Cco 20.974 0.204 103.04 0
03 —0.031 0.002 -13.79 0
Table 9. The test of R?
* 9. RPN
SRR 1.000
R77 0.999
ik (RrbrviE R 4.320
Table 10. The variance homogeneity of F test
F+ 10, HESTME F I
IR df )7 F Sig.
EYE 8260575.188 5 1652115.038 88540.663 0.000
7= 6717.382 360 18.659
it 8267292.569 365

1) EREH, HGiH TS R2= 0918, £ 9 BRilEZ 5 RP=0.999, MHZEEK, W HA
B RA R R AR e R, UL A R AL U
2) FZEFHESMT R EME N 0, NTEEMAKT 0.05, W BRI E e R A R,
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Table 11. The comparison of PM2.5 actual value and the predicted value
= 11. PM2.5 EFMESTUME R XL

(B E:E] PM2.5 I SZill{E PM2.5 Fiili{H
2017/1/1 24 27
2017/1/2 53 53
2017/2/28 60 50

*F L B

80
70
60
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30
20
10
0

N ® o a 0 © 2 ° o

/\\\,\ /\\\,\ R N\ R SV ¢ SV /\\q,\ X \'1,\\’ \’l/\\/ \,L\’l,

N AN 4 & & AN N4 S N
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ S
—PM2.5SPRE ———— TFE

Figure 4. Comparison of actual and predicted values

& 4. ZPRMESTMMERTELE

5. PM2.5 i FE B9 T

AR S E N H ISR T PM2.5 FIVREE, FIH A SRS @ MsiA, Wl 2017 45 1
H~2 HEIPM25 iKkFE, 4558 0F:

H7 11 7] PM2.5 MITRINME S Bl , wTReH JLAREA s EdE, B8 EASH KK, H
PRAUEAE RN 7V 1A B, I FLSE BRI 5 2 EAT LA, AT I G PO Sk vk B H O e 2 5
ERi. &3,

H 1 4 v WAL G ORI AN, TR 5 S U 5 AR e —, PO A Sy e B SEE B AL A, L
FIUEAE, T TN &5 SR 5 SR A BB AL, Wt RN — BRI A I8 FH R g A e, XTI
A KA PM2.5 [ TR 45 A d 1) S e i S

6. &t

M 2017 1 AL 2 HJE T PM2.5 3 B2 B FRIE h n] DU H R B 9ok 2 AR E I B g 2 BRAIK
(s, —FEREE T R AE B S, ATAT PM2.5 IR FE 070 2 — AR r) B AR 4k (st 18] 7 47
R E T IAL B, SUREMZONEER R, A2\ KM IR FINES). 2 PM25 2™
F SRR AR, X PM2.5 BRI T 254506 BN SEA fid e 26 v 78 2 A 1R K3 E T - PM2.5
(YR BRRR T b A DGR A DR 32 (IR B DAAL, e KRR 3 7 2Nl & ) Hv5 Y, 1 PM2.5 (1SR J5 32 222
MUBN I B A (R R B BT 5 g DMLk T RIS 3. R RS AERE . A AR
PRI NGB . R T HIREE R LA E
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1) PRINLE R L RE” KIS H, WIS B RE .

2) HESNE AR BB G, xR Tlkys Rt AT i a2

3) SR HEAT XUT ERAT R, MR HE R AW ERL, IS4 R

4) XHETIA R XIS BEAT AR E, & B ot R A S 2/ A0 B PM2.5.
5) AR A R B SUBRHE S PM2.5 SREUA [A )6 P It -
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