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Abstract: To improve the prediction accuracy of air pollutants of the mass concentration of PM, <, a
method of PM, s mass concentration prediction based on collected image data were proposed. First, image
data were acquired by mobile phones or cameras, and then feature vectors related to PM, ; mass
concentration were extracted by image quality analysis model as input. A support vector regression
(SVR) prediction model based on particle swarm optimization ( PSO) algorithm ( PSO-SVR) was
established to estimate the mass concentration of PM, ;. Results show that the prediction accuracy and
efficiency of the PSO-SVR model are better than that of the SVR model and the support vector regression
model optimized by genetic algorithm ( GA-SVR).
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Fig. 1 Comparison of image changes between sunny

days and haze days

1.2 HHEREX

AW E S RICH & KA, 15 2 K 5
B s . o R B & I A (image  quality
assessment , [QA ) 19 715 | AR BRI R I RE. HAT, $E
AR E I I 32 B R LS ) S e R
L I S s AR 1 A A R R, 5 385w LA [] Bsf
AL R B2 38 P T2 2% (no reference,
NR)IQA 7 T 2, KT, A 15 2 it it B i
P&t R 1 i 4 RUAGORN % L MR =2 ) 1 2 5/ R
FREE VAT B s PPy, A SCEERE T 3 AP 19 R
F P EM AL ( JE 225 B3 T A AR & I
A MR BT B AR — B E R ge T HE B ok 2
IR T X6 b BE AR A A ABE TR R TI0 2 25 8 B I £ i A
A SRARHURHIE.



%523 AR AF . BTGB R ST PM, &5 ST T 193
51 oH A £

1201 55 1 dURPAE I(m)=[ e de, m>0 (3)
0

55 1 LHAFAE S R T SCHR [ 11 ] wh i g A 28 3
ATHREUR) , EARYE BT 42 H 1) —Fh NRIQA B &, #RAE
TZHMNHET B i AE A& & , i sk 1
BT A i Re ny K B R 2 e ARG R 5
(human visual system, HVS) J5 3 5 45 BURRAEN?
XEHAFE AT L IR 3 A4

551 FBAUE M3z L ER RR BN 2 AL IR A AR A
REVFHIE. ZAHER H 2 DA ES7% 10A Bk
KHME. ACHEEZRIE A e R Ie SRy, IE
4 Friston #7819 [ B REENS K AE PR H AR B rh
KT NIAT Ry BN 2 1) JL A G 30 1) il e 4
—Ede. ZERITF DU AR Y T A AR Y ik
PRE A BEA RS2 2 AR e, S H oA 70 A A 2 8
Ntk AR USRS | N SIS ORIl RT3 g 4
i NSRRI R A 3500, 5 DAt ek 1Y
J7 R R AT E . XA EPERALE —1>
BEAS BOME AR | n] LUK gt g ml BEPESAN SE 5
T RIS L8 BRI 2ok 5 33 A1 AT RE A IR A B
GEG R E R AT RETE. 7R EL S ORI B
[ AT 22 0 A IR, DR A iOSE AN ] B 2 e
(). A% A5 A AL TN 235 5 A 1 O 22 BT
5 NGRS I 1Y Jo i DI AE G, Ee = T LU T
Jog ]

55 2 RO FRIE S —2E HVS 5 & BFRAE (6
SR AF BB ) T [R5 i AR AR 2H A, 32 B A
FH B AR A&, X UERH HVS 2 ik 1 3 i sk 2D 56
TR A IR AN B A P A SRR B A AL
L.

55 3 AR IEE DK T SR T4 AR (generalized
Gauss distribution, GGD) L5 9 2= % e IH—4k
FREOREAREER P AR BT REfi . 7E3C
HRL 14 ] b, & BUARAR OC R B0 T LU o 7 ] JR) AR 2
PEIZFERNT LESERE | DT B3R 22 X5 BO0t Fb v i Jeg 381
BRI 5 — A X HRORT Lo BE Y R A2 4. Ah , 3X
SE I — Al SE BE AT A AR IEIR 1Y s B 0 T B I
Ao 207 g TR R S s b
(X LR s FEMC T AR . DR, W R GGD SR 2k
PR MR 5z (I ge i AR AR A =X

f(x;/_[,,0'2> :MLWGXP(—|X|//\M) (1)
AN ER GeD. K

v fFE)

Kb, S8 p EHIE 3 IR, T 55— A2 4e?
MR AT 7 25, TEADEFE 8 iR IH — 1k
S E FR B 3 A T T G R R X R AY , BT DA 4
FVEIM . P X S RS ALR AU 5 1 5]
BULLR SR BB Sy i H — A 52 B2 R A& 5 oy
i, X TRERER, G 2 M8 (n, o) X 2
A ZH N G R AT SR R — b se 2 2
B GGD $UA Ko A PV 0l e i B AR L 4 98
RIAEIE Ty 245 3 SR IE AT 2 5 1R R K
R Jn— AL s e, B X R SR SR I T 750 x
19 HHRHIE.
1.2.2 552 4A%IE

55 2 LHAFAE 2 MRS SCHR [ 15 ] rh i FH i A 1 3
TR, BT, IQA MIRFSE EBAE P fEME S B
BT A iR 2 AU 4 RGO T 8, 2R I TR Ak
BT HORH O ) BRARRRCAS. SR, X L AR Ak
5 ERRFERBANFE. R 7 HRNXANZS 1, AR S
FHEUG E 5 A A — B E R G Bk 2 T
Xof Fo BE AR Ak ) PG o e

AR 5 B B HE ROk 4 3R (BT 5O T AR
TRR TQA V00 55 1 AN BOR H AR TR AR USRI E
FEAZ AL AR B AR | R A v o i R G i 5 H
JE IR BIASAR AR BL. e Ah , AT i OC T B 35 DXk
(Rt , AR 57 — 0P J W ( phase congruence, PC)
PR X, SRS AT AR R R X H R AR Ak
PR v i 8 DXl ) 008 22 5. 2 2 DR B S AT
EAK. EXER DR — B B gt i
(YME ATy 22) AR B AR AR B & 3P Al Y 5T
BRG3BE 20 R 25. S350 FEM AR E R H R
st E A 3 S 4 Brgeit i (A
WEE)  HAm s 7B ge it S A& R K.

1) A

WiAE R GE T2 iy — A E S e i
AP A AT BNk R BEALE S R E B &
XoF LU BE RS 8 H K. B S xt L B AR Ak B IR
x HRRR R

H(x) = = 3, Pi(x)lg Pi(x) (4)

U J il 0 00 B 055 5 0 OF 259 AN
e (AR BE AR FIIX 4 4% B0 (5 B i, i
SR AR 55 Mo th 2 A~ LA ) 2007 P L £y
VeI, 11153390 52 0 b 5T 199 55 00 G 1 1



194 dt = T b Kk 2% %

2020 4F

&, P 2 T E R R QORI L AR Ak T 5 )
VEREME A (A A 25 5 DL DU S AHRLBE. X R R R
s, 3T PC Rt g 5L e SO H (y) 3R H
FRABLEE
Ry, =H (%) -H((y) (5)
w1k
2) #FiEMTE
JRIR MG v - BE S — B g T e T BIR
BT IR B, T BRAR R AR o, — X 2% 1 5
(18 i) R Ml 8 (R P25 ) RS i (IR
WIS E) X4 SRR IR R 0 B IR IR P
PR, DL, BRARHLE B [ Sh IR BR E T
FIRTIBE , T LA FHAE 24 ) Gamma 5 5. {H5 1LIR]
b, AN IERA) Gamma DI REGE BRI AL MG L B AN
PR, PR, a5 | A i R gk
R=exp [ - ((E(x) —a)/7)"] (6)
KB — B Ge A ST, AT A& ST 2 A R B K alid
AN A Y S
Horp E(x) #l0E SO EMS « B9 EE, IF H o Al
T SR A P v SR 14 R IR 0 ] S A R 2
B deJa W ARDLURE FNET 5 B 25 ARk A5 o) L
AL MG R T o B Fe ¢, (1 FH ] B i) 42 1
A R EEA T PC MUY ST 22 5. (HAS
A, AR LB — A A — 80y, R R R
FEUGH (y) FET 1 PC 5 G SO K/ INAH L
WA 2SI, AT Sk SO R AT m A B T S
T, FA A3 5] 750 x 4 LLHFAE.
1.2.3 55 3 HFFHIE
55 3 LAAFIE SR ARG SCHER[ 18 1 TR It I S %
PRI e AR R UEA TR Y. T sh AR A PR
i, R B S5 RS OR BE AR B DR bs RS B T 15 B
ERw s8> S S SRIRER GV SN SEEX TN e =) s P aaes
BRI, SR 5 7E BL LA T, A €00 8 B S AR o i A 26
1 A5 R 2 A S AR B 1 7 B o LA S ik
il B s 5 B AR /B S BT P AR I T R R BT Ok,
PSR —F iy A5 B 0 %, B ) 0 Kullback-
Leibler HIU K HAE IE B FRAG . 184 5286 & 9,
B 19 2 B HG B A 1) (S BB AT B 1k e
£8P MR 2 5 I AR 22 AR B[], PR, o
SEFHI 7 R A
AN, RN 2 SRR g AR B
S i vy o S ) £ 1R R B RS B N i R R R AR A
SR, TEIE R ILAE T O T AR G A Ak B AL R
(IR ZR RN A W AL BE () B | A R 118 SR AT ) 1

SREMRBIGETT . VP2 A 9 NRIQA JE A vfE 4R
BET AR FGIT 0. xS B #1395 5 19 5 A
SEAEAETF, A SR EIG 1 )Ry 38735 B AN o 2413 —
PRAL L, {5 — b 2R 550 s bR o 307 o A, AN TR )
IR EAA A U AGKs JB P L o) A

SR, bR GE R IR A DA €0 3 Il 55 P45 1) 0
BT AN A, R, 75 S — R T A ARG
THERE AR X s L UG AT A AR Ge vt i F
FEFRM, F AR R UG8 M A7 T i AR S, 4 2
LR HCREY L BRIk, T AR R R T AR
Y5 BE RO e BE T i SE 3 [ SR AR A2 AR
b AR AR R AR TG 1) G B R 2R 1Y ] B
FIBE 1 22 18] 25 B4

55 3 57 PR A T (A I PR DR B R 2
FIRYRE Sy, #ESCHR[ 23], Wang 258 B HVS &
T IO M A SRR S A A R, T HL AT
PR T KA R B U A 32 T 485 WA AU 48 BO7E PRA
RUG TR T ¥ riRzE. F58 0,2
TR Y TQA F3E R 28 T 45 My A AU st B2 i
JERRALHE BT, AT LK LAk R 2548 1) 55 — b
B e A VR B i PG b B BT 750 x
11 MFFAE.

2 FERETN

2.1 KRR

TERHE SR I 5 5 2 A0 ] ) e 21 Iy
fiE 25 [) 2 32 W - 44 & UL 43 ( mean opinion score,
MOS) )& I e, 7 AE PR BT 0 B . AR A T
B UG RS B Z [ B 22, #0315 PM, i
VRS Z ] I 2R, RS 1 7 A T PM, B
YRR F AR AT RE

TE S v B 32 R ) & 1] T AL (support vector
regression, SVR) ! 7 FH T+ 5 B f2 DAk ) A2
B, A H A 12 1) FE oK L (radial basis function,
RBF) NAZ ) SVR 0 17— MR SE8. BEfs 8 T
JEZRREBURFIE B9 RO IF 5 e e i R BOR AT 1
B ASSOR FRL T REDC A 18 SCHR 1) £t [B1 U AL ( support
vector regression for particle swarm optimization, PSO-
SVR) A AL T L DL AL Y S HR 1] 2t (A1 YA HIL ( support
vector regression for genetic algorithm, GA-SVR) Ti{ill
PM, IRV . S0 520 55 BT 5 T PSO-SVR
TR AL R A D, A AR T BE S A X SVR 28
PEAT AR R A S i RN 8] 2 s



ZEHEH, AF . BT RIS TAY PM, 28 U5 195

FENPM, Skt
Y TR
]

HrthSVRZH

B ANGREAR

e i )

R IR IR BB R A

K2 KRk SVR SRR K

Fig.2  Flow chart of SVR parameter optimization by

particle swarm optimization
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Table 1 Comparison between numerical performance

and running time of three models

@

Y LA P t/s
9:1 0.709 4 0. 63
SVR 8:2 0.663 7 0. 63
7:3 0.6376 0.59
9:1 0.700 1 19. 60
GA-SVR 8:2 0. 665 4 24.30
7:3 0.6227 21. 80
9:1 0.7116 13.90
PSO-SVR 8:2 0.6679 12. 40
7:3 0.6381 7.80
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