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Abstract

F107 is the solar radiation flux with a wavelength of 10.7 cm, which is often used as an important
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parameter input in different space weather models, empirical models of atmospheric density, and
is also one of the most widely used parameters to measure the strength of solar activity level, so
its accurate forecasting is a key concern in space weather research. In this paper, a F1o.7 prediction
model based on VMD-TCN is established using the observed solar radiation flux Fio7 data from
1957~2019, in which 1957~2008 is taken as the training set of the model, and 2009~2019 as the
test set of the model, and the datasets are grouped by using the leave-one-out method for multiple
cross-validations. The experimental results show that the VMD-TCN model predicts Fio.7 with the
root mean square error of 1~4 sfu, the average absolute error percentage of 0~2 sfu, and the cor-
relation coefficient is as high as 0.99. Compared with other models based on the same dataset,
such as the TCN, VMD-ELM models, the VMD-TCN model predicts Fi07 with a lower root mean
square error and a higher correlation coefficient, which gives the best overall prediction effect of
the model.
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1. 51§

K PRGBS0 MR s G MBS RBSEHAH EEN, 1M Flo, (2800MHz, 10.7 cm XFH
o IR B ) A — AN I A B OK B S B KT I LB S 4, RS S K B S B 1 A SR PE A K[ 1] (Tapping
2013)0 Fio7 TEECLEMTR A5 P38 TR (1) R85 BETH SR A e e il {3 B L S T, Froo 7 TREGHT R EEEH
ZH. BN, Fio; B AR B BB 28, H TR 4B E SR A21[2] (Ortikov et al.,
2003). Fio, W8 2N H T BE . ST, 1835 MG %[3] [4] (Huang, Liu, and Wang, 2009; Ya Ya et al.,
2017 5§). R, XF Fio, BEATHERS IO TARADON 3005 30 (I EAT 4 78 B A, T HAE =S (8 R AU Fidi
IX—FRF2ER 50 H B A LR X [5] [6] (Swarup et al., 1963; Tapping and DeTracey, 1990; Henney et
al., 2012).,

Fio7 TRECTIINAR B B T-1F (8] 7 SR A . VR 2 0F S0 N G348 FH AN [B I 5 VE SRS Fop W TR AR Y
Mordvinov Z£[7] A\ (1986 &) 3 B Bl AR A KA Fyo7 BT F39ME, AHZBRALETRIN Fio, HFHE
IR ZEBUK . Warren 55 A\ [8] (2017 42) RN TN H B SE 7 ORI SL AR, 25 SR WY I A 75 42 T
AR AT B EE 77 . Zhong 55 A [9] (2005)F] F 75 7 1% 73 145 5 A BB AR TIN 1 ARk 27 RIFKFHIE
Bl Fro7 1880 BRALEE SRR, 1ZITIELET Fio, FEE000 EHAVEAS AL 77 TR I R 4F « Henney %5[10] (2012)
HI I e R AL R Y A S BB TR T Fros 3T 1 REBZREMRRECN 097, Liu [1115A
(2018)M.H Yeates [12] (2007)F1 Worden [13] (2000) I AMERI TN T Fo 7 WA HIAR L. 75 KFHIG 3h /K
AR, AR () Tt N A B8 A UL ME

BEE NS 22 ST R I 28 (PRI R & o VR 2 F TE N SR ATL 88 2% S0 FHAH 22 10X 24 58K 114 2 2T R ) ok e
SRR, R EA R TR BHVE B84 . Huang %5 A[3] (2009 45)3 F SCRE 1A AL IR A 77vE T 1K
FEVE BN Froz I HEME . Xiao 58 A[14] (2017)f8 H S A% 3% 1 22 W0 28 (BP) TN K BH % 2 H 35485 Fro5,
AT . S5 5L, FIH BP #0242 /28 Tt oK BH i 3 H 76454 Fio, LT Huang 53] (2009)[45 H o Luo
SE[15] (2020) 2t 7 — P 2 IR 10.7 BEOKS HGEE )7k ZIEES S T 2R A7 i (EMD) X
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AL SR N 25 (BP), R T Tl Flo; Y EMD-BP #7% , Zhang %5 A\[16] (2020)#2 H T —F o Fl K48
WICAZ L (LSTM) J7 i35 KBS 3 H P85 Fo 7 BEATHITIHRAO T i%. iZTREA 0.98 HIRAHOC R
HA 6.20~6.35 sfu I TR R 72 R Bk 5 T 346 0 28 I 28 (RNIN) R 45 4 S AR RSB T R AF IV Fyg
TR, AR ) o R AR A AR SR KN RV RIS A7, 1T HAE M 2Rl B P Id 22 18 BB 1%
Y Bl BV S5 25 19 L[ 17] [18] (Zachary et al., 2015, Yang et al., 2021). [F}, K BA%E SHHE B4R AR5 R 21,
FHF VARG B AR PARAR BERUR 38, B DA T K BH 8 59 18 & 00 R o A T i) AT SR AR 2 L IE &
LR RGN A 2 IR B AR o] DLk, I B S T g 0B 7 T — b3 m . Ehxd
XU, AR TN T AR R EIE(VMD), W Fio, TEEGHAT M. VMD Bk R R F
V) 13 5 5000 1 P SR AR 2R 1 o JLUR BTN TCN #& L8 0T Fo, FEELTRI . TCN 148 W 26 W IG5 44
AR AL P s 8] 7 51 A R AFTINGE /7. BRIk, ¥ VMD J5i5A1 TON BRUAHSE &, W T Fioq F85L
(1) VMD-TCN TR A, FARX EHE R Flo, SEEU TRINKEE . R4 00 45 S5 25 T4 [m) 25000 42 e i e L
fl ALY TCN, VMD-ELM AL, 36UF VMD-TCN il F,, B4 A a] Sk

2. BEKIFES A
2.1. BuiEkIE

—— Train
— Test

350

N N w
3 & 8
3 3 3

F10.7/sfu

&
&

100

50

1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

Time/year

Figure 1. 1957 to 2019 data for F'y;, where black indicates the training set and blue indicates the test set
B 1. Fo, B9 1957 2] 2019 B3R, HEPEERRFIILGE, EaRkmlitsE

Fio7REBAKN 10.7 om KPR SHE R, IR/ RO FHIE I TERES o Fio7 210 KBRS Z)
AP TR K AR B2 — 10,7 JE K A BH 3 5 LUK 38 & ¥ 07 (a sfu = 10~22 W-m 2 Hz ')o ASCUREE T
1957 & 2019 4 1 K BH 48 5 38 2 (Fio7) H B 202 2080 SRR T 35 18 [ 5K i v A KU 3R I 3k
(http://www.celestrak.com/SpaceData/). Fjo, AT N 10.7 EKFRKFHAESEE, ZHEETKMMERT
KBRS B I)BRE . 10.7 JEK A H K PHIE S0 ok B 58 [ E S0 AR S BRI Ml o AR T = IR
WENE . B 10.7 BEKKPHIE SN & =AMER R WA, #HEEHM URSI R4 D {HZEXHME).
NLIMAEL 2 K PH 5 S e & A B 7. BB AN SRS K PH S sh /K P AT ER 5 KR 2 18] F AR L R B
& A2 K PEE ahdi it BR P S B FE s E I 7 v, BRI B i e BRI RIS R ) 2. FERF R
FHE, ANAy B2 HBRk 5 K BH 2 [ PE AR AL BT 51 A2 i 10.7 JE KK BHf & (92 R ) . S8T0, 72 KPHIE &I
D55 75 BEAE R SR IR R OK BH ) B2 ik B AR b, 3 BRI e — R KRBk 2 (B A RE B . BRI,
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EHERE

FEAET —ANBOMOE, FOVTRRE, S35 5E T HER - KBHFE S ML, FHARRFIE RS . E % 4
X DU AR A R AR o R S SRk PR3 i I P B 48] DR - WG T A [ A0 258 1 K 9H e o 2 S s 5 s . o
RN K S RHEAE 4SS, TR — &5 D &, HF D BEST 0.9 RUHEEE19]
(Tanaka et al., 1973).

= A ET IR A4 Bt B 1700 B 2000 BG4 IER)FT 2300 B . SR, BT HEAL LAY
R AR B, 76— A LA [B] AN AT RECRFFIX SRl 8] . DAk, AN 11 H 302 B, JEEE a 7E
1800, 2000 F1 2200 2%, DAMERBAEHSFZ DL EEtg s, nfDURGF &, Bk, RATEFREER
WEAH Fio, 7EM b 8 S RME, FRAVEM 1957 42 2019 4E1 Fio, B0dl, FFIEHE 1957 4 11 A 10 H
2008 4 12 A 31 H 51 AERBIEFEAIIZE, 2009 41 H 1 HE 2019 4512 A 31 H 11 EREIEEN
MG 1 BIRT Fo, BdEBER AL th 2218, RBERR ISR, W aRRNAE8dE. eI E
o MEA
2.2. BHEALE

AR SR HAR AT bRt A AR BE o 75 AT B N B AT AL FR A, RS2 0000 &5 L 100 P 12k
AT FEVERRARHE R G — 1 o FRATTIE N S 4 s e e 9 TE B AN I AR AE AR, AT 38 S A [i) e 1 0 AN A
[F I FR ARSI, Rl S 48 R TE B A LU, Ao g sei 25 R 2 . — o BB Rt 75
VARG LR ME B R HE AL (Min-Max 457, Z-score bRt FIZEPEZ bR .

A SRR ECHE 3 A Min-Max H— 407572, 1 a5t R aG v S s i se b B, AR = 1 Kt iR
FEHIEIN X 4l X

Y- X — X max
X max— X min

1)
A Xmax S BIFEAR PR IAG, MXmin@ BRI R/IME. T— 0 RIFEAZE X iEid = 2 #i4E
TRE-1 F1 1 2 6] {18 .
X=2%X"-1 2)
3. 5%
3.1. VMD £ 3%
VMD Hykw AT PGS, A RSOt B BHEAFAE[18]. XM TFRIANES, B ILtiEAs 4N
B, BRRIGES YN kDN aE, RIED TSN EA ORI A R 5 RS &, R 5%
BESIE TR 2 N, AREEATEREZ I ERIEE S, U VMD &3 i e A4 2R i Ay

S ) N
J {(5@%] “ <>} }
: g 2 3)

m@mm%z
s.t.i u, =f
k=1
A K ATES RSN OERER), (v} {0} 70K B iR 5 5 K MRS/ s i, ()
RIKFI TR S, NERIBERF.
5|\ Lagrange 3VEH T A, LR AR5y ] L AR NAEL R AR 43 1) /8, 15338 Lagrange RiAAN:
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3.2. TCN 4%

i) 7 2 A 45 (Temporal Convolutional Network, TCN)7E 2018 “EH Bai Z£[20]#2 H, B —MHAK
B 18] 3 A1) M A2, 2 AE A5 R 28 ) 45 (CNIN) ) S8 il b 04T edeadb (), LA AR B 0y A0 4% ] S 45 7 (Causal
Convolution). Z={|#&F(Dilated Convolution)F1%% Z 15 £t (Residual Block). TCN [ 5 F2 e fF HLREAE A 2L
T G RS AR I e R v R A o Y R B PR R 3 BB AR )1 R R TR ) R, () B R A 3R P S S2 B A 0 A
Ik, BATH TCN ST Fro, BT

3.2.1. Fyo, FF3IER
X T BAAR R IN [E] A T, TCN R i N I 18] P 47 i Je AR, At AR IR S, Herh
— 2 NS QAR AL H R IR 18] PP 37 R RS 2l — A ] e A B AR I L2170 T 4 BB G 4] 2 Ko
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Figure 2. Schematic of sequence data prediction
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BN N x = (x5, 5,0+, %, ) » WBHIRREIH PN y = (4,39 ) » Fo 2,y PS5 2
W RO R, RIZE S Al i 2045 2 N X, %+, x, SRTGI ¢ B Z0 0%y, , TCN 2% [ i s
H A 72 AR WL AT R R B RIAS SRR 8] B T [ 3R] 3R 7R Ay -

)31’...,)‘,“1:f(xo’xl’...,xi,...’xT) 7

Horb, x, F oy, 2y i 2 EOUIME S FROIMEL, £ TCN 28 I 25 HA SR Y bR ER 53

i ) &AM 4% (Time  Convolutional Network, TCN)J& 7E4FI#H 28 [ 4% (Convolutional Neural Network,
CNN)ZE: Al bR R R I L2 —[20]. TCON R —4EBRMES, HIZIKE RGIRMRZBRA RN . T3
¥ .

3.2.2. BEKERERIRE

— YRR K A S04 T B R B R ARAE , (E B I () B R I, R 5 L X 4% )
T E 2 AERZ DEBICE KT T RBRIESRUIER DT T o0, RvrERI M A7 1R
WaRARE, JZHON L HAEBKANA k BB323808

r=2"Yg )
AT FIF IR s AR R GRS H F 2 UR:
k-1
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e x=(x,x, x5 ) ARIAFE, d AT EET, CRRY REPIZET, fAERRAE, k e
BUEKAN, s—di Fonfm L £ T .
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Figure 3. Inflated causal convolution
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Figure 4. TCN residual module structure
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Figure 5. Technology roadmap
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LR AN RERR R RNN TEy2 A K 2 5 05 1 11 I A, S e AR o 420 D 8% i DR 0 R 55 A0 R P 25 )
. BRI B A B T AR A A Bk, AR TON & W48 5 VMD SEAHSE &,
PERT 1~3 RIUM Fro, $850. BHIX P A 53908 VMD-TCN #8 , HAACE IR 5 fios. K5 B 5ok
JR UGBS VMD 5715 A B 2 A IMF ) &R — ANk 25 5 &, B2 R RAE A TCN 8 43 73 %6t 5%
SR REATUINZRTON, 55 J5 1 45 43 B I T 45 AR N1 B S 4 T &5 5L . VMD 7] AR/ B e 52 2 M A 5
AR AL (] 7 AU B, A SO B A JRZeE, EPRRRE s, @i VMDD J5 v 2508 i i b s
RAES, FTLMELS TCN AL T o 13 S 850 N iR 45 2, AT B4 i TR SR i 4

1. FRAEH 1957 44 2019 51 Flo, B0E, IR VMD 85X Fro, BURHT 06, 2 @aE 5 A
IMF 73 Ml — AR ZE 5 i o

2. TCN B85 I ZRIZX L8 o3 fif o R 4 &, TESE R TON BB YIRS, FRATTRT RATIOIAS 2142 /i
1~3 RAEA > BT ES A .

3. F BB HERT 1~3 RTINS FARI, ] AR R Fo, 37T 1~3 RATIE .

HE 4 T, PSR A £ EOR ) Adam B RE R BRARAL S HHAT A, R B 3 ST
S [B] 5 41 (R AREAE A e AR Y, e Sl A 4 2 5 JEAT 45 T o 5 A AR SCHE TR (s A L1 e300 AT
IEM[22] (Zhao et al., 2017), {§ifH Dropout B kA L& 0 N T EAAKBIRL TR ERE, FRATERT
5 AP ESR M B I MERE, RN TIIENHRZE . WOTRIRZE . PIA E iR ZE . X R
X TANE W RPN Fa bR 25 VT 0000 A Tt 25 5

MAEzii‘fi—Fi‘ (10)
RMSE:i%§Xﬁ—Ef (11)
| 2l -F
MAPE = —&L (12)
N
MRE:lJﬁ:fﬂ*um% (13)
N i
2(f=F)E-F)
= (14)

P77 Sty

He, MAE R P41 %E, MAPE R FH4% H ik %, RMSE R HRIRZE, MRE £oR
SFEIRRZE, R R KR BRI, N RRFEAN, FRRHHRAE, R WIME, 2R
B, FERORTERMEE . AR A F A B 20 EBRL, MAE SR TRNE A S Bl 2 8] )P 3 a0t
%2, MAPE 7R TUIE AN S BR B 2 8] (13 485560 7 43 i 22, RMSE AR TRINAE AN 52 bl 2 (A1 f1 % 22
MRE #7527 PIE A SEBRE 2 (8] () P AA SR 22, R ARR TINME 5 SERR{E 2 1] R AL A FERE . Rk
MRE, MAE #1 RMSE 1 MAPE jti/)y, R, IR FAE: .

4. BER5W®
4.1. VMD SRR 540
AR IR VMD BIEXT 1957 422 2019 521 Fro, BT 75 - 0 J5 45320 5 4~ IMF 73 s 5k 2%
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JRUE Fro7 T EUF S 2 ARG I 6 AT s MR, Bk nf@ R H R 2% 5 4 IMF 4 B3R R,
6 IR T 2015 4E Fo, T MARES R . Horb, IMF1 A1 IME2 NEdisE S, IMF3 AT s S, IMF4 f1
IMF5 MRBUE S . R4 R SR, IMF3, IMF4 F1 IMF5 7 & (280, 9 sED, S8 B4R,
S50 Fio, BURM L, IZREETH . a0, SREEAR, XARTHAEM% TON B IME, BR
IMF1 F1 IMF2 JER K, (HEERIAEE RS, IMF1 A IMF2 J7 5 1 ECBIAE /N, DRIk T 435 58 1) 5 0
AR/ G BT DA FH 40 22 0 48 A5 0 R LA 280k T30 T2 41T
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20154

Figure 6. Fo 7 index after using VMD decomposition methodology during 2015 year
6.2015 £ Fyo, 38 ¥ER VMD 2R ERHER

4.2. MIMER D

Table 1. VMD-TCN model prediction errors (MAE, RMSE, MAPE) for F'y; data for the period 1996~2019 and R
Fz 1. VMD-TCN #ERI%} 1996~2019 FHA[E] Fyo , BIBHIFUMIRZ(MAE, RMSE, MAPE)F1 R

1 Day in Advance 2 Day in Advance 3 Day in Advance
Year " \AE RMSE MAPE R MAE RMSE MAPE R MAE RMSE MAPE R
(sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu) (sfu)
2009 038 0.47 053 09917  0.68 0.84 0.96 09717  0.57 0.77 0.79  0.9609
2010  0.53 0.67 0.66 09929  1.02 1.32 127 09708  1.16 1.54 144 0.9551
2011 1.1 1.53 098 09980 222 321 1.89 09911  3.26 4.69 265 0.9675
2012 1.45 2.03 1.18 09940  2.74 3.99 222 09768  2.76 3.64 223 0.9833
2013 1.12 1.53 091 09970 224 3.01 1.80 0.9881  4.00 5.8 272 0.9764
2014  1.88 2.75 125 09948 347 5.01 233 0.9827  4.00 5.84 272 0.9764
2015 2.06 4.42 1.68 09750  3.18 5.79 2.63 0.9575  3.88 8.13 321 09145
2016  0.74 0.98 0.82 09965 137 1.86 1.50 0.9870  1.67 222 1.83  0.9809
2017 091 1.80 1.07 09869  1.42 2.79 1.65 09672 158 3.52 182 0.9467
2018 0.3 0.46 053 09936  0.71 0.89 1.02 09758  0.61 0.81 0.87  0.9662
2019 0.38 0.48 0.55 09909  0.72 0.90 1.03 0.9661  0.61 0.85 0.86  0.9503
Total  1.00 1.94 093 09979  1.79 3.15 1.67 0.9946  2.09 3.97 190  0.9912
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%1 o TANFEAEA VMD-TCN KT E A IAE < A ) 4t it 240, X Bk 7 VMD-TCN FR7EA
FEEM IPERERIL. M 1 ] DI, $EAT 1~3 K Flo; TUNEE R HIR ZE 2 1~4 sfu, P45 E
RER 13 sfu, “FIJLUXT o R ZE R 1~2 sfu, FHICHER 0.99, X R AL I M BEAS 23 IR D B i 7l
RIS T (R AS [ T B B e 25 57 XA T T VMID-TCN REAY [ e

7 1AW, FEARFESEG, AR SCTHRRE EAFAE— € 25 VAR ST IEAEA R A7 HRAR BEIR L
DA BA 5 Bl 50 B Ao, K 56 K BH ) 1A K1) 23 R KBRS 301 01 5 R BH TG Sh TG BRI, 20 A TS 15 55
RKBHTE BRI R R, Wi 7 FiR. TR 7(a)H, AR ERRE 24 KBTES0E N S Flo, Bk
B0l AT 7(a)fEid, BIRARE R N . ARG 24 FISKBRRIL, H4EE Fiop 5T 110 sfu
M AL R BRESE R, HARFEA AR PES P, B 7(a)h S 6 RIZ KBS SR 5 AR
RIS PRAELL. B I, 2011 462 2015 4R 1 5 4EI], Fio, SERMEEE m T HADFEN, KBTS
BRI AR Fro, FEHMEMK BB NEZR, WAKMEESFEF . K 7)) HeIR B RIR A SO % ik
5524 KPS A Froq S EEMITRZE, KPR TE 74, EPbriEB g, 45K 7Lk
BIRIHRR E T DRI, AR SCT7 VR TR P AR X 152 22 55 K BH 5 2 5 B A A M A OG . 18] 7(b) BoR T 58
24 K PHEGBH A NG 5 Bl , 28RN Fiop MUY, W 28%R VMD-TCN AW FNE. HE
7(b)A %1, VMD-TCN AERURGFH T T Fro, IES, FEHAERE BRI P, B SRR TR (4 Ul
KNG BT o AT Fro, VEAER, VMD-TCN B8 (1 F AR B 5 BB AR &, JF AR KRGS &
SEHAR], VMD-TCN A7 (1) 00 25 At R AR
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145 o
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Figure 7. (a) Mean relative error versus F; annual mean; (b) Comparison of F,; forecast values with observed values
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Table 2. Comparison of the results of the models for the 24-week forecasts of solar activity

2. SEBERPAIES) 24 BITIRGERMITELEER

Model MAE RMSE MAPE R
TCN 2.77 5.15 2.51 0.9852
1-day ahead VMD-ELM 1.01 2.08 0.92 0.9976
VMD-TCN 1.00 1.94 0.93 0.9979
TCN 2.80 5.16 3.50 0.9852
2-day ahead VMD-ELM 1.83 3.45 1.66 0.9934
VMD-TCN 1.79 3.15 1.67 0.9946
TCN 3.99 5.66 3.89 0.9798
3-day ahead VMD-ELM 2.19 4.19 1.99 0.9902
VMD-TCN 2.09 3.97 1.90 0.9912
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