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A sodrabiolA gt 2891309 SFAE A S A3l AT FAESAE A5E ATk k. of
8 felvels RS Au o Frlspr| Aste] A7 A4 (water quality index, WQI)E AHE-3t1 1Tt
sEAEl, S FRASAE AR WQIE ATt ot 3 As 54 Alms WQIE ARkl | 43 4 As
7} Zw3HA] it} o] AT AAITEe = 3 WstE Hrksl] SsiA UEASAT AEE SEe A5 (artificial
intelligence, Al) 29 (modely& ©]-4-3}0] B4 (calibrationyd FAAEZAY A5 WQIE o534} g}, S84
&l e] FAAFSEE AR T A5 (missing valuey’} Hl 3] 22§47, FFA=, ki, AFE, A3
Z8, A3 534 A2 E 43180 RS S8 FAAESALS) 7P AT 9 AR USRS T
A2E F-43139k. Cook?] A (Cook’s distance) B]TE 0|28 A 3k1 A3 3)7 (linear regressionyS Sl 3N
BASAGY FUF FAF AL FEAAESAT AR 5 AT (coefficient of determination)gto] £ H2] A5
e BASGT ALY A ST A8 E FHALE (training datasets)E AHEEHT BAE FAAFSAY ARE AF
A} 5 (test datasets) S AF8-5Fo] thokg &1 2] F(algorithm)(MLR, SVR, XGBR, ETR, ANN, ELM, NFN, ANFIS,
GANN)C. 858 2 dl9] o5 452 HAlEZ22H(root mean square error, RMSE), H12t] 2 XH(mean absolute
error, MAE)E B7}51%ltt. 87} A3} zt S| E = H3 daelFd 545 Aolsiia 30] U Z9-(WQrrt
F55) d35A%F0] vy d@o] FE31gith A5 9 RS FAE PIAIITE AAe 2 FAXNFSEY AL
29 WQIE F&3] 53t 74929 Fus} A&7ksd sld@BE ARt 7Fe g Aol

Abstract — The Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries is providing real-time data from the Real-time Water Quality
Monitoring System(RWQMS) to monitor the marine environment in areas of concern for pollution. The Korean
government uses the Water Quality Index(WQI) to evaluate the state of the marine environment, but the data from
the RWQMS is insufficient to calculate the WQL This study aims to predict the WQI by using an Artificial Intelli-
gence(Al) model trained on data from the Marine Environment Monitoring System(MEMS) to track changes in
water quality in real-time. The study focuses on data from six specific RWQMS stations(Busan Suyeong, Gwangyang
Jeongyang, Masan Samgwi, Incheon Songdo, Sihwa TPP, and Sihwa Banweol) with relatively low levels of miss-
ing data. The data from nearby MEMS stations was used for calibration. Outliers were removed and the RWQMS
data was calibrated through linear regression, considering only data with high coefficients of determination(R?).
The predictive performance of the model, trained using various algorithms(MLR, SVR, XGBR, ETR, ANN, ELM,
NFN, ANFIS, and GANN), was evaluated using Root Mean Square Error(RMSE) and Mean Absolute Error(MAE).
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The results showed that the optimal algorithm and predictive performance varied by location and poor water qual-
ity resulted in poor predictive performance and consistency. Better data quality and calibration improve real-time
WOQI predictions in the RWQMS, enabling early warnings for water pollution and promoting sustainable manage-

ment of the marine environment.

Keywords: Real-time water quality monitoring system(3l <2 245574 ), Water quality index(5+2 % 714 ),
Marine environment monitoring system(3| Y2454, Artificial intelligence(21 54 %)
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A &AL 3| E-o] &7t SrleAA fjke] eyt
7VsE 3 Qi #oke @ s S Adsty A8 HAE
FAEAZ = Q. #dS AS7FssA B -A=s] flste] ¢
ZuEh= SUBAARE AFsI ik o)F At L H4IR¢e]
337 FelE FAIF 02 T sh= alld A E S8 W (real-time
water quality monitoring system, RWQMS)& 2005\3%-E] -+45}
I Yot AT EAY ARE AL g HaE FHAY,
23710284 9 7153t A Foll E85 1 3t sjdrdAt
TSR AL B QAN 7| A3k, AlEEE, AHF
), "Rt 371(vP, vREes, v, 3 3716899,
Fokad, AT, FAFRATY), AlThE, SAHEARRAD), §
e (A7, YA V1aFS%, YEEA), 9Avdst
T V)(BAY, FAEX), B, Aide] Qo 2 718
S HAME FE(temperature), B (salinity), T4:°] &5 = (pH),
277 =5 (electrical conductivity, EC), -8<E114~(DO), Bl 5= (turbidity),
%S4 a(Chlorophyll a, Chl-a), '#=F (blue-green algae, BGA)E
5% 7HF 0% Z33sle) STl s& BT ik ATt 2
Z4AR]E= 384 1% (chemical oxygen demand, COD), &
4 A~ (total nitrogen, TN), F-<(total phosphorus, TP), 452 YoM
A4 (NH;-N), A A 2 +0}84Hd A A (NO;-N+NO,-N), THAHT
A(Si0,-S)E MR HF 05 FA8t] SATelA At &
AARAME 7AREARE, 718, Adss, 5, 8. 4T
F)9} QAFA(PO,P) ARE F7IE AlF o). ASFBAFET
(marine environment monitoring system, MEMS)2 <19+ &l 23]
9] ¥ FeiE VU] A5l A 432, 5, 8, 11¥) 74,
BZF1 AF2) &, 9, pH, DO, COD, NH;-H, NO-N, NO;-N,
$E57]4 4 (dissolved inorganic nitrogen, DIN), TN, §<E5-7]21
(dissolved inorganic phosphorus, DIP), TP, SiO.-Si, -2 (suspended
solids, SS), Chl-a%} 5% %= (Secchi disk depth, SD), F2AH7}A|4
(water quality index, WQI) 53 AEE AlF3skL 3tt.

SEuels AN DA A|2018-10% Mg 7)E 2 A
74k srrd 7)1EL v 2 WQIE Aktele] £28 wrle
I 3l A 71Ewke] digte] s/ 2 FEGEFEE AS
DO, ¥3 DIN, DIP, Chl-a)®] A5 tigdsle] wQlis A @
WQIE B3l 93t JAAIAE FEH o E uesiy AuH
?l FE B7HE T Aok SR SFAAE SN E
°]% &% Chl-a ©]2]9] A5 AFSHA ot WQIE AXTE 4

St Jeon et al [2020} FATHe] S FrAAFSALCEIEH)
52 Au 9} NS ESAYY WQI 55 AEE ¢ A8E G
f-8}o] 858 7] Al 8¢5 (machine learning, ML) 3 132733
(artificial neural network, ANN) 7|4 Zdl2 YA FZAT
A5 WQI 55 S, sHARt RS EET drd
AR5 AR ZARAT FYsE el Al 9R], AL AR
AldzA g 5] Ao)sle] @ B-F(misclassification)e WQI 5
Fo2 ¥do] Ed(train)sh= FAIZF Y& 5 YUt

o] AFelx= YRS HL ASE v = B A (calibration)ys
3L o] (outlienE AA T AYFAANFTSHT A5 WQEE
A S84} $Hot. Kulisz ef al.[2021]& ANN 22 9] Qg
(input variable)s A 3}7] $13 Ak TAARE o|&3t th
%418 3] 7 (multiple linear regression, MLR) 2 9-& 33 WQIE
di=slka 78 Zgkell i3l Cooke] A& (Cook’s distance)= 7l
Akse] ol A& AAYY. AFRASAT A5E FAT 2=
BAE AT AT AR WQIE A53%S o 29+
AA G2 28 AAztoz B} A F71E 5= & Ao
t}. Park ef al[2013]12 AAZE SGEE B4 L AF AAE B
& ML) 913t FEAGY 10d AxARE AEE 9
w2 (support vector machine, SVM), %ZAF17 % (back propagation
neural network, BPNN), LJo|B. Hjo]= ¥537) (Naive Bayes classifier,
NBC) E92 o553 43 NBCA 7 ¥2 o5 s B
St} Lee er al.[2018] o]u]u]A]o] 4 (e-Navigation) Ag}ellA] A
ARk R 39 9E ) dlofE (big datays EE&F 0= A
34 4= gl Weko 2 oM (ensemble) 71HT | 2 (deep
learning) 71"-& AFAC}. Kim ef al.[20221 SHLTHEEHT &
BE SE% ML 7|9 2ES o] 83l AlgtEe] wQl 55 o
E31% 3 29 YHSE H4slE w2 YRR 5P

E3F WQI 5+ Erh= WQIE 58t 2o FdshA 2
A E Azt 2 AdE 4 Qi) Gazzaz ef ol [2012]2 quick
propagation(QP) &¥ <¢1]% 7|8k ANN R 7}e] 10d 3
ARE slFslo] WQIS Y53k 371 A3 2 7 (neuron)®]
%, 858 (leamning rate), QP Al E =E3T}. Hameed ef al[2017}
WAL 7] A 4= Al 7 W(radial basis function neural network,
RBFNN)¥} BPNN 292 72] 108 $AAEE gFsle] WQIs
|53 A7} RBFNNS] o5 A& =7} o 34T} Yaseen et al.
[2018} 12¢d 7] 4RSS thet #4 8 (optimization) H 7}
A% 783 4173 HA| 8 A% (adaptive neuro fuzzy inference
system, ANFIS) @2 8h53lo] WQIE o538 23 ¢ 2
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s BT Li et al[2019F BFRAE da2}E (firefly algorithm,
FFA)2 2 #H3lel M X E ¥WE 3|7 (support vector regression,
SVR) 2E% 719 10d +HAEE g5 47 9 SVR B2
Bt o $2 A%< B3t Bui ef al [20201> ATAY] 6d
AZAEE MSP, WY E @ AE(random forest, RF), Y E&]
(random tree, RT), reduced error pruning tree(REPT)S} 173 (bagging,
BA), cross-validation parameter selection(CVPS), randomizable filtered
classifierRFC) #2]3} W2)-& E5h(hybrid)et Y125 7|9 R
843 43 BA-RT 222 WQI 454 %5°] 7H 313t
Abba et al[2020]2 extreme gradient boosting(XGBoost), 2
2 739 (genetic programming, GP), 413 3]7 (linear regression,
LR), 9714 413 3]+ (step wise linear regression, SWLR), 53}
717 (extra learning machine, ELM) ¢312]& 7]8F 2dllz 739] 12
d FAARE g53te] WQIE 53 23 GP WS 7t
ELM 29| o|Z J857} 71 £30th. Asadollah et al[20211
79 20d FAAEE FE FE ML €185 extra tree
regression(ETR) Z22] WQI A4545S SVR, ZYEE] 3|7 (decision
tree regression, DTR) 227} 0|3t A7} ETR > SVR > DTR 2]
= F¥5E BAr) Kouadr ef al[2021]2 AR E4
(sensitivity analysis)S 53 A gjE W9 FAXF S 531
MLR, RF, M5P, ¥l A B Au]0]X(random subspace, RSS), F
7} 3)¥] (additive regression, AR), ANN, A ¥E HE] 3]7 (support
vector regression, SVR), 4715413837 (locally weighted linear
regression, LWLR) 22 *]|5}29] WQIE ¢|&% 43} RF 249
o] 718 ¢ A5/d5E B3} Abba er al[202212> 3 &
212 Z-¢1 F 4 7 W (genetic algorithm-emotional artificial neural
network, GA-EANN) <& BPNN, MLR 223 WQI *I545S
H @3S W o] AL JYHTE WQIE AF3HA 53
Khozani et al[2022]2 Y% ¥ 4] E E(multi-layer perceptron,
MLP), A7]9%2 2] (long short term memory, LSTM), 335 Al
73 7H(convolutional neural network, CNN) 222 72| 108 <
AAEE sFsle] WQEE 5% 23 LSTM 249 +5 3%

Table 1. Information on study sites

AHl - A7 - oA

7} 748 %9kth. Khan et ol [2022} 1d $¢ S3§ 559
FAAEE LR, gradient boosting regression(GBR), RF, SVR &
2= 3h553le] WQIE 15§ 27 SVR Edo] 7 2 45
& B3ig

o] A7eME TaFBAA ) A5z 13 w2t AR
3R HY T FAARL, B, v AlEks, 1A Agte
WQIE 7 399 HFrdATSEY ARE 552t g
FF A3 As BRe A% A5ARE 0% WQIE 53}
ANZE A7 Y8 B7HAAE 7EsE Aol wdkEn

p A - s

2.1 e XY

AT AGL e,y A5 18] et AFE 5
Has F 570 G EARIY B, vpatel, A8l E, A
et o714 SEdEdL AYFRA7E 1A7) ol 3
T e D QA B dAR Folrt AAY FelE
2 2271 Q= dl9E 2nlRic}. el T (ecological region) H
2 FAAQE, 34, eRES: d)%tE) ¥ (Korea Strait) AJElT,
A|8kE, 1A AR MEK(Central West) HEIT-2 £HEch &
3], SEaEEy U o] AZE A9 AFAR AueAFdE
A8 AYFAAFSHLE LD Yt o] ATelxe 5EH
g3y F 5d ol YT ANTEAL ARE R F IE L
AR GRS, BT, v, AR, AE, 2
AEE)0 AAZF WQIE d551aA} it} AT 53]
el st YT AATSHFEARRANe] LFHA] %
A7t B3 FRARES X A S A7 T A E])
COD, TN, TP, NH;-N2 33511 Q%] sdol tpdR|odel A A2l 3h
o}, S AAESET 1D A7 BAY SAREC] AL &
A2EEFEY, Bk, rhes, v, Q372hE AR
o} 23] e g A5 E sk 3 drAAESHLE 7]
To= AL 71 7k AFRESAE RS AP

T —. —— Real-time monitoring station Coordinate
ogetige ca area Monitoring station No. Latitude Longitude
S (=] ! ¥ {+] T "
ot uyeong 35°09'55"N 129°07'46"E
S14 35°09'33"N 129°08'07"E
A Jeongyang 34°51'24"N 127°41'59"E
Eorsinet Grwmngyang S10 34°51'49"N 127°42'37"E
Samgwi 35°10"21"N 128°35'42"E
M
asan s3 35°10'03"N 128°35'23'E
Incheon Songdo 37°20'42"N 126°37'46"E
S7 37°20'30"N 126°39'40"E
B 1 37°1743"N 126°45'42"E
Central West anweo
Sihwa lake S5 37°17'36"N 126°45'22"E
TPE: 37°18'47"N 126°36'37"E
S10 37°18'30"N 126°36'55"E
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Table 2. Information on ocean environment monitoring datasets for
modeling

Seaarea Water quality parameter Station Year
S1-817 2013-2021
Busan S1-S6 2004-2012
S1-54 1997-2003
S1-812 2013-2021
Gwangyang S51-89 2009-2012
Temp, Sur, pH_Sur, S1-85 1999-2008
DO Sur, SS_Sur, S1-S23  2013-2021
Incheon  Salinity Sur, COD_Sur, S1-818 2004-2012
Chl-a_Sur, NH;-N_Sur, S1-815 1997-2003
NO,-N_Sur, TN Sur, 115  2014-2021

" DIP_Sur, TP_Sur, WQI S1-S8 2013
S1-S83 2004-2012
S51-82 1997-2003
S1-810 2013-2021
Sihwa lake S1-S6 2011-2012
S1-S3 2004-2010

Table 1 ©] A7) dIAHL AFFAAETSHE A A
FA5AE Aol diF A9 FAx Jrol

22 2 85 X7

221 A8 73 2 AA=

HAAAFHT AR AR, Fot, vt A31E, ¥
eHE SeAR SRR B LA AT dE g
BAERY A8 FRE Table 28 2} S YA SAT
A5 F BT F(Temp_Sur), T40]255 (pH_Sur), 44
(DO_Sur), ¥-5-=2(SS_Sur), F¥-(Salinity_Sur), 382 4k4 Q7
ZH(COD_Sur), 454 a(Chl-a_Sur), ¢FYoPd 24 (NH,-N_Sur),
A4 A 2 (NO;-N_Sur), 22 (TN_Sur), §E7712(DIP_Sur),
ZQ1(TP_Sur), WQI A2 S FH & A5 (training dataset)? AHE-
et 20216 889714 FAE ANYFAATSHY AT, %
e, v, AlZH, A3kY, JIAEFE) AR AFEEA
BIEN FART. A4 E2 v]Ed A717) ey sd o)
239 AR (FAHEY @ 2013-2016, 2018-2021; BFA T : 2014,
2017-2021; v @ 2014-2021; A13HEHE : 2013-2015, 2017-
2021; A= : 2013-2021; QHEE : 201720212 15131}
9 sFeRSAYTY T AL QA A TS
AR F EF F(Temp Sur), T4 255 (pH _Sur), #5412
(DO_Sur), B (Turbidity Sur), ¥3(Salinity Sur), 3}8+&A14Q
F=HCOD_Sur), 52 a(Chl-a_Sur), FEHePIEANH-N_Sur), &
AMJ A (NO,-N_Sur), THA(TN_Sur), 144321 (PO,-P_Sur), &
A(TP_Sur) AR E F2Jt. 9 sfFrA2AsS4T 238%
7Hg QA% FARSAYE Y ARE FE81 FY A
Aol 549 sFrAATSET At 28H. 2E% A4we
A TAZE ¥H =X (missing value)S A Aot

222 A5 BA

M 485 s fFrdATFAT A5E AT,
explanatory variable), |UFFSAY 2F5E WA= (), response
variable)%. 479351 D13 3] 784 (simple linear regression)S
TR 7N AFTFEAEFHE AR T G (Turbidity_Sur),
AERI(PO,-PY 22} SPFHSHL AR F Ao = ¥
F=A(SS_Sur), £FEF71Q(DIP_Sur)ell th$-A1 7T 3AEN 2
HE 53l Eq. 13} Zo| #H2 A (A, leverage)at-S ANTE < Qlt}
A Ae 54 A9 go] OE A9 gkt gvhd Eo
A 9EA YehlE HEolt}. of7]4 = B (observation) H3
(index), n& V52| 5, H= 5938 (projection matrix), x= 43
A 3, X2 [ASAEAEHT] 2719 A% E (design matrix),
T= X382 (transposed matrix)S oju|sl] AEH ST hi= 54
= go] M izt G4 (diagonal element)E A #=2] W
YA #hE Qv)sit

By = H; = (%) %0, (=1,2,...,n) )

olF A AT Bt )T B A5 B 77 A

(weighted distance)% LFERAWA A Wh-g3<= ghy)e] A o=
#(predicted value, 3,)°l P1X= 9 Eq. 29 2o 23 &
Sitt.

hii = y;

L

@

2K, error)= EA T (population)?] 374 A3} AA gk (true
value)@} o|Z3ke] x| 2 A oJ3kar B (residual, € )= EEAT
(sample)®) 34 A3 ARG A5t 2|2 et &
2te] 4k (variance)ys EBE|XE EHS 31 Eq. 37} 2t} o37)
A var(e y& i9A 23] B4t ois 2Ake] EARS ou) i

var(&) = o’(1-h;) &)

9z} AR S gl A 2& 5 YA AR £
AR BE QYA oA t2n. 2228 JAE 048] BF
Hat F ke AR Yro] EF3}%E FAk(Studentized
residual, #)= Eq. 49} 20}

&i

L=z = @

o] ATt o)Ak (outlier)S AAEL] 2)81 Foxd o)A
¥ (Fox’s outlier recommendation)®]] 2} Cook2] A& 1]
2. Cookd] AZlE Zxe)} HHE]A] glo] & 53 #5274
Y3 ARE Al (parameter)2] #2155 (least square) B4 ol W)=
&2 (influenceye B7FH= #hoItH(Cook[1977)). 54 B5<l o
3 Zajel )R] glo] F55F Cook?] ARj7F AR L o)A o]
71t} Cook®] AB)= Eq. 58 T34 A4S 5 Qo). o714
Vo = 98 A5G AAL 0 A5, £ FARDE FAAF
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©2H(mean squared error, MSE)Z 2Jn]§ic}, pi= 71 A=A of
3t o5 (predictor)®) o]t}

n oA oA 2
;§1 0i=Yia)

D, ®)

2
s

wlAEEO 2 Cook®] ABl(D )= Eq. 65} o] HHEx) 9} F3}
¥ Az 14% < Qv

Cook®] Az] #H=(cutoffi= THEOE 4/nd AMESIAL At} ]
ATFINE A A5 ti8l] Cooke] AR Alxtele] a/m o)
Ql B oPIXE Tk ANE ] AP DA o
o) o7} LAY kS W7k o)A AA FAE WHEH
t}. o)3R] AA @A vtk A FE F F A A S (coefficient of
determination, RS B3l AR A7 7 & AF3)A4E
o]§31 FrAATFAE AnE 2R AF-LATFA
3 257} ASBEEFY Asel o AP o] FEIA B
@EAAT7} 2He) Hat sgellA ALslch. Ry sfdrd
AFEAY A TEE ZA7] Y HFBASAT AR F
WQI A2E Agsle] F718 A} E (testing dataset)Z ARE-FTT.

23 29 ¥naE

WQI %5 299 gua)&e 71E £804 Bad 29 F 71
WQI 915 237} 98 220 dne|FE AN (Gazzaz et
al.[2012]; Yaseen ef al.[2018]; Abba et al.[2020]; Asadollah et
al.[2021]; Kulisz et al.[2021]; Abba et al[2022]; Khan et al.[2022]).

2.3.1 Multiple linear regression(MLR)

)543 319 (multiple linear regression, MLR)= <547} &
7R A3 o, A5 M3 AL Eq. 72 vErd 5 itk o
714 it 85 U3, pr ASHETY T, v B5Y ol x =
pA S (independent variable)?] i ASA]E 2jn|3it}.
B= A AE B3 doAAE piA SHAT AT, 62
ifA B30 FHA 9 (identically distributed normal error)
£ uigitt. dEF 0= v A B850 A3 2d o
Erdelilbi=

Y, = Bot BiXiy +BoXn .. HB X tE (1= 1,2,...,0) @)

2.3.2 Support vector regression(SVR)

SVRZ Eq. 87 o] &4 (loss function, Ly, )5 3|7 =
date] AApt A5 2ol (deviationyE ZA| shEA FBHE
(flaty =5 3= Zlo] HHo]tk(Smola and Scholkopf[2004]). ¢
714 e AA g3} A5gke] Apole] thgt AF ¢ (marginyE 2

v gt 2 A5 F, xo 94 #59 S8 (independent
variable), yi= i A B5-2] F W (dependent variable), w, b=
39 A, &2 o585 (slack variable)Z A2k ZZ (constraintyS
H3lse] 2lol & B LT AT Motk g2 iR B
dial] et o 2 RE ko] A, £ () AGE vl
Ce B0 A &2 3] (optimization) EAIM LA vl& g
E] (penaltyy= §-{8h= “d<r(constant)®|T}.
yi—{w,xp-b<e+§;
Lo = g+ CE @ ED ) +hoyisersl @
£,820

&4 2] F(solution)S A|4Hsl7] € X5 Lagrangian dual
problem .2 &A-E AFA gt 22]3 Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker(KKT) Z71°]) w2} v]x|=o] oidt Z4g<4=2] njEgke] 0
A o) HAASE 7R ER ENFFE vl (derivative)3to] 3 Al
F(w, by T 5 Uk, A% H]X A (nonlinearity)yS 7HA|=
394 o)) 2-gateid AA(ie. input space)?] AFEZ 1F (dot
product)dt®] x}¥(ie. feature space)>E WAFIAF+= w3
(mapping)°] L83t} WAL 714 & <(radial basis function,
RBF), 418 (linear), TF3 (polynomial), A|-L5.0| = (sigmoid) T2}
22 A9 (kemnel functionyS ARl F718e] 2Hds] 1
M FREo R v E 4= Qi AFA 02 Eq. 99) o] njA g
QA FA2E E2F £ Qi) o714 oz iAA B2 Lagrangian
multiplier, k(x, x )= iHA] #52] AGESE vt

fix) = iilafk(x;,xaw ©)

2.3.3 Extreme gradient boosting regression(XGBR)

Gradient boosting DT 7|%}e] 9}-E-(ensemble) 7] A8 &
12)Fe]ch. 71 F extreme gradient boosting (XGBoosty 7 £
AeE vehlis ¢uElEes AT AREAUT M
B9 Eq. 103 Zo] Yebd 5= glo}, o714 D A5 (dataset),
e Al (example), mS 54 (feature)S- 2]7|$H}. Eq. 11-12¢04&
y; = o5 E¥ 2k (predicted output), K= V-2 =, = 0AA
5, F= 319 UF2 32k (space), g= NE UF-2] F-Z(structure),
7= Y(lea)d] &, wie U] 7FEA (weightielth. 78 919 7154
£ 25 o] HF 5 2 5 Ut

D = {(x,y)}(ID| =n,x; € R",y, € R) (10)

5= 8@) = SN SeF an

F = {fix)=w,e)}q:R">T,w e R") (12)

859 HA3LE 8iA &4 2 B 3H(regularized) 2 T
(objective functionys #A-3}3loiof $ir}. Eq. 132 713} o]
o}, o714 B vE7FsE BE(convex) AT, Q(Eq. 147= 7
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28 (overfittingyS ]317] S8 2de] B3k (complexity)ll THal
HLEE Foeh=s Fterm)yS v]dirt.

L(D) = TI0uy) + Q) (13)
i k

Q) = yT+ %xlwl2 (14)

Gradient boosting®¥13= Eq. 159} 0] MA| ¥HE- O (iteration
step)ol A iR Alzlel ohg oiZgke O oleka s wdle] 7]
& shashaA] i AlER B4 f5 18] B3 E A4
s}slefer gt

L = 3103 P+ ) + Q) @15

i=1

7Fest BE UF 7ol disf HA3kE sk A Algto] o)
A2 HA 2] A€ (locally optimal selectionyS dto] HF 3l
(globally optimal solution)2- 7-8R= B4 Y1) (greedy algorithm)S
T3 2 ol WA 0= 714 (branch)E Tk W02 A%
$t A 3}= $H(Chen and Guestrin[2016]). Eq. 162 15-2] #-2
(split) F- <=2 7 (loss reduction)E 2J[31H 2] tVd(split candidate)
S 37) 918 ArgEnt. 12 BelE W] 9% = C(node)] A}
HE, ;> 28% k=0 AHIE, A= T AHIES HHBLURSE
SJulict. gz A5l i@t 1x} AL SAIR (first order gradient
statistic), k= S ol digt 23} A} F A Z(second order
gradient statisticy& ©]v|gic},

[(J(z) (g:sf]_Y

L 1 el

split = 2

= 16
Y hth Y hth Y hHA .

iel iely iel

2.3.4 Extra trees regression(ETR)

Extra trees(ET)= Geurts ef al.[2006]°] Aokt SAFAAUE 7]
gk PE 7| Alsss daEEelo o e WY d24 ET
A 312]E-2 A (cut-pointyS Y8 Z (random) AEE] = =5
Felaly RE sy BES AMES 37 EA6A YR o5
& HF d5E 97 A8l A= B (arithmetic average)ell 213l &
AR}, Ve (biasys} F4k(variance) SHoIA ET S5 o5t
924 (randomization)yS A Tg PdE Edn o A ¥4
& 2N 5 Yot 22]1 BE Sy BES Ao e HE
& HA3F 7 ok T3 = #e Fake] G- (simplicity)>
AHEE HAsshe 08 A Tdng AE €Y 5 3o
9] zH 31 E4 (candidate attribute)yS 3122 £2)8}o] RFR
ot QoS B F7MAIH.

2.3.5 Artificial neural network(ANN)
Q152173 F (artificial neural network, ANN)Z Q1ZFe] ¢} o]

7% (neuron)°| 2} E2l= A2 &9 (connected unit)2] F o]t}
T2 A4 (real numben)® A3F o} ThE walof| Agwt. 7)
H 7] 9L 999 715 H(weighted sum)S B]A Y F4
(.e. B3} T2 AXlsle] et 718249 22 U3 (input
layer)oll 4] AF=E o} 2YF (hidden layeryS F33le] 2335
(output layer)eld] 275 ) 7T 422 858 3ldM &
ATFE HAE o WakeE T4 (i.e. 98A}, backpropagation)
HE 7AIE /A o] ZFAlE e 9E AEE A%
Eq. 17914 y, & £38% 74 &9 A58, we 285 7w o)
245 7 & 98 7Rl he 24T 230 2
243 7o FE u|sh}. = 850 843} 9 (activation
function), b= EEF w1 k2] ¥ (bias)o|tt.

Ve = f[;; wyh+ bg a7

2.3.6 Extra learning machine(ELM)

=8¢ 7] Al(extra learning machine, ELM) <& A2 %
(feedforward neural network) 3t5 £ 55 7)|43}7] $]8] Huang
et al.[2006]°] A SuelFo|ct. ELME @Y 24 % ¢3%
A1 7 7 (single-hidden layer feedforward neural networks, SLFNs)
9] &YF = =F QY= AYsin &9 75X E AR Eq.
18& 245 x=0] 471 N9l ¥ SLFNs®] 28 ()2 oulsi
e YUY, g B8 B, NS BEY & we MR 2YF
E9} 8 L 558 985k 71| HE (vector), = WA &
Ye x=8 $9F xTE5E Adsh= /15X 9, b= WE Y
EoJt}. wexis 7153 W9} 1= HE]Q &S oujgit].

Bigw; - x;+b)+t;, j=1,...,N (18)

b=

i

ELMelM = 24957H] 282 34 A= JEhid Eq. 199 2
o] ¥¥E & it

HB=T

1

(19)

71&¢] SLFNst 232 843 571 588 v 715
(differentiable)s}}d 318 7152 (w)et 295 AFG)S 5 =
7]ell LA AT Eq. 205} S AE 2 A 2] H 4253 (least
squares solution)q] B & T-3h= 3} ot}

IH(wl, e Win by, ey bﬁ)ﬁ_d

= O o wio BB (20)

ek He) 7} 2YF T 9} PohE(V=N) ¥ He
A A12}3lE (square matrix) 2 71433 H (invertible matrix)°] 7 2
A7} 0] ZANRLE. AT HEF HEY 57} 2UF wTo] SR
ot Bok N <<N) B8 H= FAZEe] oh)3 HB = T3} 2ol w,
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b, g7t EASHA eth HA F #4453 (minimum norm
least-squares solutiony= Eq. 213} 2t} o714 H':= s Ao §
o] Al 2= A} 30E (Moore-Penrose generalized inverse)?]t}. ©]
g7 ANN9] 7F1E 2435P7] f1% JaAL 43S Aokt A
&3 AFEE HA3Ple] 2218 €Y U

B=H'T (21)

2.3.7 Neuro-fuzzy network(NFN)

XA 73 B (neuro-fuzzy network, NFN)A= H%] =] (fuzzy
logic)7} A1 7 "(neural network)®] Z}& 7]4t 8h<(data driven
learning)°l] 2] E-E). HA= EH 3 ambiguityyS 2Jv]5HH
Zadeh[1965)} A|QHet X7 e (fuzzy sets)ll 2130 22 (membership)
9] AA7} E58% A$ 954 (contimum)S 2H= JHoE ¥
ot} HA AR 2455 (degree of membership)= 07} 1 A}
o]9] & 7HAth. WA FE(fuzzy inferencey> 2 712 |G A
(fuzzy proposition)Z5-E] 3l}e] thE ZARQ) HAFA S F%
&k WL 2k B 998 Y4 (input element)5S &
4314 (membership function)g &8 A& EE YeR)H o]& 7
A 3}(fuzzification)Z}iL FHet, #=|8} F- WA (fuzzy ruley2 &
£3}e] sl e 2k BAIE AT HAFEd
Z\(fuzzy inference engine)®. % &8 ZH=t}, I8y BE S
sk shue] HAFF e Yepdt, six|gte g u] ##] 3}
(defuzzification) 28-S 5712 A&t Zh(erisp value)o 2 BFIT]

92| 315 (fuzzification layer)?A] Eq. 229} Zo] HXA|3E 913
FE K (bell-shaped)?] 4535 AHE38IRIH 9714 xi= iviA
A, R (x)= A HRATFEE 28 idA gl dig &%
g Ju|) o= 2588 B3R AR, b= FY HH, &
%) Bk(centroid)yS YEF = B A 7F2 9] A5 A5 (premise
parameter)°| .

1

Ry(x) = ———
LA Zbu
1+ [(x;—cy)lay]

(22)

WA &S (fuzzy rule layer)o|A1E Eq. 23S ©]4-35lo] HA|A
AR B8l RS HA T 9 &8 (compatibility)S L=
firing strengthS #)AFgCHBuckley and Hayashi[1994]). L= k35
HATHE] =olt}. o714 f= A HATE = s iHA|
A zke] HA] oS (fuzzy linguistic term)S AA &= A3
(index)e]t}.

L= TR, = 90k ) @3)

i=1

] #2381 (defuzzification layen)el A& UHAEES] 7 2
A g} AFEL] A3 A2 R £ 23 e
Z} SA A9 firing strengths} 715X]8] A3 23S Akl 5
AT B5F F 92 (class) TH] & F % (matching degree)S Eq.

24} 0] ARKRTE 71N W& SATFHEE) pilA o) ]
AA5E) WA = Aole] AEAE gmiei.

=3 wulg
F=1

23 v A8 893 R FUA0] 255 (Eq. 252
FYd 71N 02 £25E, f= B3 §5E gu)Eith

0,=AT)

HAz} Ao e A B 24559 3] AjolE Eq.
267} o] Axtgirt.

24

(25)

E = E(ay, b (26)

i Cojp Wi) = %:§:1(Of_ 01)2

2215 HA3E F UL wWrkA| Eq. 27-30% 2o) A 7
& FHAsRA}. 1A A= HA3} 24, ne S5 E(learning rate)
oltt.

ay(t+1) = a () +n(CE/Bay) 27
by(t+1) = by(t) +n,(8E/0b,) (28)
c(t+1) = c; (1) +m(8E/Ocy) (29)
wy(t+ 1) = wy() +n,,(BE/Owy) (30)

2.3.8 Adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system(ANFIS)

Jang[1993]0] AHet 2&F HALAE FE ED(ANFIS) 571
o] Fo 7 FAE A= HAAZEolrt. Takagi-Sugeno HA|TF
2o 23l 2 TTE Eq. 313 0] YERd 5 $tK(Takagi and
Sugeno[1983]). x, y= =59 49, 4, B= AAAY, p, q, r=
E¢r2] EY Al (consequent parameter)°| T},

R:IfxisA,and y is B,
fi=pxraptr

2 WA Fot 2484 Bq. 329 2o] 2 ) e
U 24T TR T 0 ST 2458 Q1Y Wo} 24
£8 Eq 339 SN B4 TR AREE TR o)
H 0k 39 29, po)e 25F, wi AT HYE(Ge.
firing strength)°] .

GD

0} = Muy 32)
0] =w,= By () x up (), i=1,...,n

Al A Sele 2 iwsellA A 1A e] AREE Eq. 349
2ol Attt

0 =%-

(33)

VR
ﬁ,l= l,...,n
i

G4

vl WA SellM= 2 =0 A 139 S8rse Aarstd
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)8 (normalized firing strengthy® Eq. 358 2o] %}

Of =W, f, = Wilpx+qy+r),i=1,..,n (35)
ujx|u} 28 gelrme A0} QT BE Qg o &
22 Eq. 363 o] AXI). 2Eke 943 ghe 7R

_ Zwiﬂ'
i

(36)

205 8 28R AlTE AP A3l <4 dmele =
AR AgE 13 Y AlFE HAse] H18) HxA5H
< AR 9AAL SGells ZASH ) (gradient descent)H S &
& 225 ATE HAsR

2.3.9 Genetic algorithm-ANN(GANN)

7 g2 (genetic algorithm, GA)- Holland[1984]7} A3}
gt AE8H Zgevolution)s X3 318} Y112]E (evolutionary
algorithm)°|t}. F-82H(gene)y’} Tolel= Y o KA k2]
HIE 3 FF 9 2 gt el §E AR B9k
%7]3K(initializationyg ¥ ¥ ZF ARt th3l A= (fitness)E
Axgt, 28] 3 thg Hldi(generation)® EHE RS AY
(selection)¥tth. MEH F-HAE 7H2] WAHcrossover)E 53l Al
22X FAAE 34 3E F 957 Hol(mutationyE Y2A
ZeiEd). @A) Ade] fAAE F<& 242 )R] (replacement)
et 27|k g -wAbAo] xS fd iks fARPL ¢ o]
2 WislA] kS wlzkA] wEs), 12]3 HF AldielA 7
o FAAE = AREEi

AFANFGANE 715217 Tl djo| B R faAE At
t}. Eq. 378 ] 27] Ad9] 7l5AE 27]3%) o714 e
7] A ZEEAIFRAhS 7, W2 niA 7153, e 27] 7
FA, 0,2 7F-A18k 23 (Gaussian distribution) Zke]th 7F$-A]¢
X 7R F2A1e) Lok tsfiFe] faA) B=shAl Wskske
AL YA R
N()\;-f— 1) 5

Ae Ak F +$ A ¥ (ranking selection) HHH-S AH$A2]
REE e fuxe deac Yoo g 5 49
N8 FAAE Aggitt, ) dalelMe A4 2k AF % (whole
arithmetic recombination) ¥ & AH8-3t¢] Eq. 383 Zo] £&
(child) F-3ALE @A o714 x, yi= F-F.(parent) T34, o=
0%t 1 Aol gholet. A Ba) W Dope) 3 faiAle @
=ik,

W.=oaxx+(l-a)xy

Ww,=W+ta,n=1,..,

(38)

o &2 $EE FE A fie AP gEE 7 s
t] o= wat ol BT Al o) AT, Hol=

$A72 Qo) o2 WMAs|ET, o] & Wo|d 442E T3kl
ﬁ“"z—“l:fnez F& FAAE O AYE ZeFE o] B
Bajo] H2e) 4ARKie. 7S 2o} AFAARE HHB.

24 WXH4E A so|HI2HIE FY

o] AT XGBR, ETR, ANN®| #3F sjo|s gjzju|g
(hyperparameter) S B4 8}7] 93l GridSearchCVEl= RAHF
(cross validation, CV) 7|4} 3}o| ¥ g}2}v]|E -4 (tuning) *4]&
AR 2k 24 82 dlo| gl 2P E(gridyE T3
T BT Al EE(fold) T S ARSI, 0199 dueElE
7|4 2hL 7|E FHoAM Bud HA slolwuetrHES
©F trial-and-error W4 0 2 A5t g5t Q3AAT 7]
¥k 2do] EA%FE SARD F2 AREE Faddu| 4t
(mean absolute percentage error, MAPE)Z 75131}, Table 32
o] Aellx] AMEE HF slolguefu]Ejolt}, o17]4] kemel 7]
93k, gammat AY A4 (kemel coefficient), C= A3} Al
(regularization parameter), learning_ratet= 3}% &, n_estimatori=
V9] =, criterion == 2] $3 (quality of split) 57} 71,
optimizer= 21737 8hsy H2{3} W, epochsi= A Azl tjd
8k 47, batch size= 1 epochs®] AMEEHE S EE
hidden_units 243 x==2] <, random_type 7154 2713} %
¥, num_generation - 12l Altielct.

2.5 29 Hs Tt

o] A7 B WQI d54%5E B71817] H8) 71 E8elA
F50 % AMEH HF A2 xHroot mean square error, RMSE),
HA A ) 2 A (mean absolute error, MAE)S H 714 E (metrics) 2
AH8-8FSATH(Li et al.[2019], Bui et al.[2020], Khozani et al.[2022]).
7} G729 AL Eq. 39-403) 2.

(39

(40)

o] A2 WQl B4 &3 WPHE Fig. 1°] =431
3.4 % s

3.1 AEzs

FITAATEZAT AEE B A7 F4159 570 (Temp_Sur,
DO_Sur, TP_Sur, NH3-N_Sur, DIP_Sur(PO,-P_Sur)), %4 % 47}
(Temp_Sur, DO_Sur, Salinity_Sur, COD_Sur), $13- 4% 47(Temp_Sur,
DO_Sur, TN_Sur, NH;-N_Sur), "M 77l(Temp_Sur, pH_Sur,
DO_Sur, Chl-a_Sur, TP_Sur, NO;-N_Sur, DIP_Sur(PO,-P_Sur)),
A3 57)(Temp Sur, DO Sur, Salinity Sur, Chl-a Sur, TN Sur),
A131% ¥ 670(Temp Sur, DO Sur, Chl-a Sur, TP_Sur, DIP(PO,-
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Table 3. Optimized hyperparameters for each model

Station SVR XGBR ETR ANN ELM NFN ANFIS GANN
learning_rate criterion= optimizer= batch_size=4,
Busan_ =03.n est 5 ‘squared_error’, ‘Adam’, optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
Suyeong E =100 n_estimator  batch_size=5, ‘Adam’ optimizer= tion=500
=100 epochs=100 ‘Adam’
Tearning ras criterion= optimizer= batch_size=13,
Gwangyang_ =0.1.n esti ‘absolute_error’, ‘Adam’, optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
Jeongyang B =50 n_estimator  batch_size=10, ‘RMSprop’ optimizer= tion=1000
=300 epochs=100 ‘RMSprop’
learning rate criterion= optimizer= batch_size=4,
Incheon ; 8. ‘absolute error’,  ‘Nadam’, optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
Songdo kernel="rbf’, =(}.I,n:§i]umator n_estimator  batch_size=15, hidden units ‘Nadam’ optimizer=  tion=1000
%a“‘;f?: B =500 epochs=50 =32, random_ ‘Nadam’
by learnine rae_Cfiterion= optimizer= _ type="normal’ batch_size=11,
Masan_ epsilon=,0.l —0l.n 8. ‘absolute_error’, ‘Adam’, =1 optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
Samgwi - 50 n_estimator  batch_size=25, ‘Adam’ optimizer= tion=1000
=300 epochs=50 ‘RMSprop’
learning rate criterion= optimizer= batch_size=3,
Sihwa —03.n cgsam e ‘absolute error’, ‘Adamax’, optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
Banweol R 50 n_estimator  batch size=35, ‘Adamax’ optimizer= tion=1000
=500 epochs=1000 ‘Adamax’
y = ‘sq | error’, 1 41 optimizer=  epochs=100, num_genera-
ety :”O'I’“;gflmm n_estimator batch_size=25, ‘Nadam’  optimizer=  tion=1000
=500 epochs=1000 ‘Nadam’

Data collection

|

2 ZICHR:0.748). ©]9] ¥

stk

WSS SR 2RASI} -

)ul-o]

Data extraction and preprocessing

}

Data calibration and feature selection

}

Model training and validation
(MLE, SVR. XGBR. ETR, ANN. ELM., NFN. ANFIS, GANN)

!

Model performance evaluation
(RMSE, MAE)

]

Comparative analysis of model outputs

Fig. 1. A comprehensive framework for WQI prediction.

P Sur), SS_Sur(Turbidity Sur))?] WS A&slo] A5 E 8o
AREEIiTE BE ddoA FF o2 AEE W= Temp Sur,
DO_Sure|t}, s AATZA T ARl oA AA F ¥
ARASE vlns A ASBASTY A st SAA
AT AR 4HELE BE $34004 Temp_Sure] 713 R
THR™:0.87-0.99). 3= nlwspd vk SA4eA 71 2
THR%:0.994). The A1 = DO_Sure] o} sl 2 Bt
THR2:0.27-0.75). =2 v Z3L v AHEE SA4N 7}

FHAEL ST A sl dER AuE U}
WQIS] A2 (correlationy= Fig. 22} £t} H41¢1¢H(Busan) =}
FeXE DO _Sur, TP_Sustt WQU'H 3% AJaaAIE B3IcHFig. 2a).
ZoFiH(Gwangyang) AF89AM = Salinity_Sur, Temp_Sur® WQI
7} 7%t AAAEA|E B CHFig. 2b). 213 A2K(Incheon) AFE A=
TN_Sur, NH,-N_Sur?} WQI7t 73 &1 B3 th(Fig. 2¢).
wliH(Masan) AFE.oA= Temp Sur, TP_Surs} WQIZ} 7338+ 4+
BHAE B HFig. 2d). A13HHE (Sihwa_Banweol) A5 ol 4=
Salinity_Sur, TN_Sur?} WQUZ} 2t JA#AIE B3 tHFig. 2e).
A3} (Sihwa TPP) A= A= TP_Sur, Temp_Sur, DIP_Sur®}
WQUL 733 JBBAE BolrkFig 26). sPEE JEAssl wWQIS)
TS Bolsiitt. WQI Alitel]l ARE-E= W21 Chl-a_Sur,
DIP_SurS WQIS} o3 AaaAE Blh,

A FAAE F WQIS £¥+ Fig 33} 2t} vpitgke] 3¢
tE el v)E wQIrk (o] L) A= BlEo] £t
(Fig. 3d). F-At¢del, kgl Q1H A2 WQI 20 &4k Fro] 713
woky The-0 2 WQI 20 34k = 30 k) A8} Bkth(Fig.
3a-c). A 3kEE WQI 30 &4} 2}8571 718 ®@9ka oS0 2 WQI
20 24t 2127} USkth(Fig. 3e-f). AR 9} WQI £¥E 17
g of F1dQte] £-0] 7K 2 Ao g dddH.

MLR, SVR, XGBR, ETR, ANN, ELM, NFN, ANFIS, GANN
daE|F 71N Wl 5 22e] wQl <154 %5S F7Hv i)
F3 stolsjaltv]El R 53t /E 29| 5452 Table 49}
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(a) Busan (b) Gwangyang
L 1.0
=2
-0.08  -0.10 -0.20 . z
0.8 IE 0.8
; 0.08 005 -021 -035 . b
0.6 §|
™ 0.4
04
ZE 0.2
02 3 _
H 0.0
(=]
0.0 o
o 0.2
0.2 2 =
=z 0.4
1.00 i 1.0
.26 msm‘m
0.75 0.8
-0.15 -0.33 -0.43 -0.08
E 0.6
2 0.50 011 -0.23 -0.36 -0.32
g _
0.25 _surl 018 1R 0.45 0.4
E ' "
2 1.00 TP_Sur P10 -0.15 5| 1.00 | 040 0.64  0.44 0.2
E 0.00 = - '
2 NO3-N_Sur 0.04 -0.33 -0.23 0.40 1.00 0.60 J0:26 0.0
z 0.57 1.00 -0.25 _
%’ mr_s.r%miJ 043 -0.36 ( .64 0.60 1.00 (027 02
- B wmm FXTIEEA 0.34 0.44 026 027 1.00 -
(=3 X
E2 5 = = B = B B
_“.75 {ﬂl {ﬂ. lﬂl o : o :
Temp_Sur  DO_Sur NH3-N E z g ; o : =
~ g
(e) Sihwa_Banweol
1.0 1.0
Temp_Sur P 5
DO_Sur L6 6
4 4
Salinity_Sur
.66 .47 0.2
2
Chl-a_Sur 0.0
0.0
= -0.2
TN_Sur —0.2 1.00 037
-0.4
-0.4
-0.6
-0.6

Fig. 2. Correlation matrix between selected variables and WQIL

2} Frd FA40ME SVR, %A F 534E ELIM, @1 SVR, MAE 7I& ANFIS 229 WQI 458%°] 7 313
AE L9} vl 544E ETR, A3 5345 RMSE 7] o, MAERT} RMSEZF 2 @2}el| 2@ 1134319 (robust) H]iL3}7]
& GANN, MAE 7| ANFIS, Al3t28 $3 4+ RMSE 7|€  #Esith
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(a) Busan (b) Gwangyang
400+ 175
350 1504
300, 1251
£'250- Z
z € 100-
£.200- =
& 1504 & 9
100- 50+
50+ 254
oLlaliadey | L
20 30 0 50 60 70 80 92 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
WQI_Busan WQI_Gwangyang
(c) Incheon (d) Masan
300+ 70
250+ 60
2200 a
= 150 =
] £ 30+
& 1004 =
1 20-
50+ 10+ 1
04— 0
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 30 40 S50 60 70 80 90 100
WQI_Incheon WQI_Masan
(e) Sihwa_Banweol (f) Sihwa_TPP
100+ 100-
80+ 80-
oy g
= =
S 60 s 60
= =
2 2
B 40+ =40+
20+ 20+

20 30 40 S50 60 70 80 90
WQI_Sihwa_Banweol

Fig. 3. Histogram for WQI in training datasets.

34 EE A4E v]s9E ¥ MLR, SVR, XGBR, ETR,
ANN, ELM 292 A[sigHe 23444 o5 271 718 37
YepRI $2)=] 714k AFAIEF(NFN, ANFIS) B2 njit
A FR34, 74 €EE 76 AFAETHGANN) 22 A3}
ZE F340NM L3P 718 Fct o] A7 AFer= F34 R
FHAE S} HRES el Aol7t oo 53 daelE B2 o
F ool gz vlmRrks P S34e0 e wal 95 4
g5 Adsias} g

#|9E 22| of S gh(predicted value)¥} A gh(true value) 7+
AlZ}A v]@= Fig. 48 2o A9 5349 2 WQI &5
A3} A A T 7I8E oE 2291 XGBR, ETR 222 WQIE
I 7 Hoverestimate)3le] 53R FE0) AUUTHFig. 4a). 019

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
WQI_Sihwa_TPP

2L AA wWQIZk 4021 AE+= WQIE 47 Hunderestimate)
so] dI=sigla A4 WQIZE 26, 35%) ApEE FErERe AL
HSict. A wQist B Wt 5450l vl delsisict. 4
0] 71 S8 SVR 2E2 53 7F9 WQI30, 36)= <A
37| (approximately) 15-8 31 01 H (@A <3%), HThzk(40), F
26PIHE 2 2212 RATHRAE>15%). SVRS AA| 52
79 WQIE 7 AE2] WQI 354 50] & o wad
t}. 23)e] A WQI HdigtelME FFE Edoly ELM B9
AS5gte] AAgkel o A3

BFAE FA440 BY wWQI A5 2 A4 wQU} vl B
21520000 dis) BE 2oy WQIE ZdiErete] «538isitt
(Fig. 4b). ©] 7% $2 50| LA 9l 5 = 27REH
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Table 4. Performance metrics for WQI predictive models in testing phase

Station Metrics MLR SVR XGBR ETR ANN ELM NFN ANFIS GANN
T RMSE 8233  5.056 6.862 7.203 5.176 8.532 8.044 6.656 6.913
- MAE 7.638  3.859 5135 5.763 4.448 6.956 7.583 6.445 6.040
T - RMSE 8912  8.953 9.879 10.085 10.278 8.525 10.202 9.998 14.427
= MAE 7.596  7.128 7.863 7.491 8.070 6.649 7.946 8.023 12.372

i Biemlin RMSE 12.364 12.321 11.590 10.824 12.088  12.351 14.863 15.982 13.079
- MAE 9.394  9.532 8.900 8.127  9.655 10442  11.261 12.850 10.274

RMSE 13.898 17.041 12.344 11.513  16.437  13.898  18.880 16.929 12.676
MAE 9.176  12.767 10.625 9171  10.859 9.176 12.148 12.818 10.626
RMSE 15417 17.556 16.530 15757 16.660 15439  15.662 16.006 14.163
MAE 13.091 12.957 11.740 12.829 12263  13.138  12.506 11.735 14.035
RMSE 12.748 11.394 13.419 12,793  12.759 12833  12.609 12.938 15.937
MAE 11.815  8.927 9.829 9420 9316 10.388 9.841 8.690 14.468
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Fig. 4. Time variation plot for predicted and true values in testing phase with water quality datasets observed by each station(Black solid
line means true values and dash lines colored as blue(MLR), orange(SVR), green(XGBR), red(ETR), purple(ANN), brown(ELM), pink
(NFN), olive(ANFIS), and cyan(GANN) are for predicted values by each model).

& < Qlth W= Hojgk@8)olA= XGBR, ANN, GANN £ 28 o= B4 F A9 v Auvto s WQIE <58 = v
ALt 45 APt ARTHeAHE<10%). 24 WQIt &2 A)7]  #ddErh AFe] 78 958 ELM 292 A4 WQI 29, 48]
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U5 Zg oAM= AR 535 O H A <8%), 159 o
74 (consistency)?] F=313]c}.

PHEE F40] 74 WQI 5 23 A WQIPT 4080 &
AmE WQIE ARl d58h= 8-S BelthFig. 4c). Bt
g2 307|5ke] A WQIE 7H AR Hugriste] d&shs
ZAEE 1. 54%5¢] 7 953 ETR 22 4] WQrrt
T AR (58-60)204 <52] Yo F53itt

Rk B} iRt 2] RE(WQIZF =2) 3 Holth(Fig.
3d). 2822 WQIt 2 A1719] AXzZE 3 AL FaE
AT v 340 29 F 7 578 ETR 22 A4
WQUF =& &AE(60 o)l dizl dI54-so] Rekth(Fig. 4d). A
A WQP} 4931 Ak=el] tisiM e oS 2417 o Ao exlE:
0.7%). 3HA%L, o520 d#Ao] B33t

A3 EA42) WQI 415 2dS A4 WQI Hdigk(66)3]
52 WQIE H4B71sle 45351 thFig. 4e). F5°] 71 %
4% GANN XS 2 42 2315 RJTHRAE>20%).

AlgkxE SALME A4 WQI Hog(Se)R! AEe Be B
do] WQIE #3715l cl&sklthFig. 40). 5] 7P 5
3 SVR 9% 2 52| A4 WQIME Bag7sk] o3
sieict. Wb A4 WQIZF 26-34%1 el = Blwy exp7) &
PTH A <14%).

3.2 O

24 oF A} a2 A wQrt & TRtelAE €54
50| W1 do] SRt YA} FRAF 5340 By
WQI ol el 5795 0] AolstEg AL AI71E 4 54
of we} e RdS AR dSshe s 18 E & Yok

R $34 Bl 71 B2 A58 Adste] sierst
S35 WQI Al4te] 82 %k M<=(Chl-a_Sur, DIP SunS Y3311
k. 223 FARE F WQUt & 54 st 7 gt
(Fig. 3d). AR WHeRohs Rdo] 7391 WQI ¥-4k(variance)
o] WQI 4545 ¥FL F+ A= H1s3itHAsadollah ef
al.[2021]; Tiyasha et al[ 2021]). 3ARE, 5452 € #2¢] b
3 kAl Y3kar ARe] o] YR A7) oF 50l W
SItHFig. 4d). <1340 718 78 R2(ETR)PIN 2A] wWQl
4921 A5 diF] $-20] FL 8¥ol: ¢S5 2} vl ke
QA : 0.7%) 20] gt o s W 118 37} wiy-
F(RAHE : 24.4%) TS AT TR 534 AR &

F&(Temp_Sur) A=+ o34 A|A F fLBRZSHT A=
of) tigt dg¥o] 7 F3n@RAST #ke) 31, sjFEHESA
T ABAAE Temp_Sure] WQISH 71 7t AAdAE B
(Fig. 2d). I8 2= v 5349 WQI 9545 Temp_Sur
o) G W= o= B

o]} FARH AAFE SHIAME A5 5] 713 58
EAETR)IM 24 WQI 6031 A7 sl d@go] F=53t o
5 B3k 20189 8€ A& oS 22T AgkoLheAlE

3.1%), 2021'd 8¥ ARNA = IS 2217} wi§- FATHAMS -
37.5%). 21HEE 544 AE A Temp Sur, DO Sur AR &
SFBRFEZAT Ao o dFEe] Fk ot AA(TN Sur,
NH,-N_Sur) A}5& A o] ylo} 24 250 tist 24 A8
7t 32 A ow padn. v, AYEESAY AmdME AL
21871 ddiA o 2 wQish 73t AaEAE BthFig. 2¢). 2%
o2 JAFE £349 WQI oS 2do] 40| o= A
71 97t e Ao s wddd.

o] dFeX= Az BE A ARSI L AEE B
d Fdo] AREESITE AHEE A A57) AJole Bk ol
AA)o] 7o) £ A7t o BUTHFig. 3). AR S SAA}
THATE BHAEE Y 5 8Nl gt AT gad
Aol EF5H AT HAFBAZAY AHL 529 WFe] 4
st 3 A57) vlAgAS 2] wiEel A45.2] H€ (pattern) S
g53l7] ook 2B EE 290 27t Qla S-de] RE(WQI
7t #2) AFFAAFSAT A9 4 50 &S F
714 A87} SRS Qv gad. B, A AATESEY
A2 AALE FTHAEE §8E 3 3 A5 471 7538
o] R ¢Fo] B E 4 Qi FF 4 AETE SHAH
B} o] /e EEE 0 H9HA99) WQIE d58 + Y
< Ao|t}, A9 A (scarcity) EAIE 23] F13) 2]
B AFRES o]85te] A Hlo]E](synthetic data)E AJAJ3] B
4 Fdo] AN s e ERkei.

WQIE AlAtsl7] fl34 AF DO ARS8t vt o] d A+
A% DOE WQI A5l 718 F23 xjeta Bae v ik
(Hameed et al.[2017]; Kim et al.[2022]). 3FA19} 3k E=
A0S AT DO AEE AFEA got o] A7elME EF DO A
EE o]gslo] WQIE YS5ethe eAIES 7K1 it

=gt R 8 Aol FojEks B39 F3(quality)e] RO
A& cllFo] oIt o] AT AYBASHY A5 Sk
TAAFEAT AR M 52 Pl dig AFIAE T3 A
< R g A2E FAle] 23 Cook] AR o)A E &
dste] AAS T HA 2 APsA 2ds T3 S B
SIARE Cooks] ATl 4% #50] F9BH viX= ¥ 4l
F(distort)E 5= 1] A AESHA o FAE Bk 22 ol
THKim et al.[2017]). T3S 2 isolation forest, local outlier factor 53}
2 A 714 A58} o)A B (automatic anomaly detection)
WS ARESLY] o) FRE AAT & ot EE SYFASHT
Az 8 AEFAAFERY AR ) AFAR BA o] opd HjA
3 2dg o] 8%t BAE AT 5 9t

.4 E

o] AT SEBHII LI Y AYPFIAEE
ARG, BT, THIT, QUEE, SR, Askee) 3
£ HPBISYY ASE o) §3le] WAtk B A



2l

4 w2} sl AMS-E AeE Adsigitt. HEE e 3
FHAASFYEATARYL, AL, v, Al3kE, QA AR E
tjekst Y1EF(MLR, SVR, XGBR, ETR, ANN, ELM, NFN, ANFIS,
GANN) 7|4t B2 Fds9itt. Je|i R ddrds S
A AR WQIE Y53l EhE 2Es Wit 2d e
7t A3 H9HEE WQUt 2 TN A5 sel ¥ Y
o] F=533ilt). £31-8 B2l AFRe] SdlA 4% (imbalance),
5% £834 (measurement uncertainty), A2 2o, 7| EI B F
Ao| &A% Aste] P gagc) 2459 4 AL w7
ata HANAS Hesie] RS Sttt S e S e
F Uoa gt =5 §943) 0)9]9] FjgE A (AL,
IFE, 2LREA UF )9 #EE HEE pedithd AAgke
7 P8RS A AFLBAIE A5k deE - e
Zolt), @l AXE Fall AAeE 3% 72 ARE o]
£3}10] 8F5¥ (data-driven) RAE Z2}F 0 2 o S31= Fo] 7]
& Z4(i.e. process-based model).t} 2JAFA7 (decision-making)
AREE @58 §° AtH(Mohammed ef al.[2022]).

z 7

o] F=E-2 202295 AR EGAN)] Ao doFAtst
715 A-AYRAEL LB FA7HAE A A ES o}
T8 A7 (KIMST-20220534).
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