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(Determination of PAC Injection Rate in Water

Treatment Process using Neural Network)
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1. A & (Introduction)

SHA FUAEL A5 gxo £29 ¥ wa FAZ A Jar-TestZ Hol oz 2
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3 EA FUE AL 223 ool AsFHol FAR WHEE AW TFHoT giNY
F itk o] WEol FAAEo] o8] dEFRJYES HANoZ AT £ dE wye] aHA)

43197 FAA 2R dFHA BANYEE o) &sle] AFE A PACH LAS
of FUE FAHL st on =3 %?‘él% Aoralach, £AAFAHIPNDANE AN Y A%
274 Alzg AT E A AviMe #FH AEEQEFS HAM  Fuzzy Neural
Network(FNN) 2458 && E9stgen 228 dFol7lsd Arx2% FNNL AASgz
HlAdE s B4 Y 33A 598 2dA 488 AN R0z gAY

2 ATE 734G F FEYY F4dY 52 ol fsld LFEH FUHE AEE 2F
PAC(Z&] 98t #1F; Poly Aluminum Chloride)®l F4&-¢ A 7% (Neural Network)S
DB AEY Bl AeE SHA FUE Z2Ad I FE g 2 oA

L5 o
AUEdd FAA Uy ohF A A (Multi-Regression) 3 8l A 38}t

2. 2174 % o] Z(Theory of Neural Networks)

el opl A Qe 2ov gAe
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% %(Hidden Layer) 1832 %% Z(Output Layer)22 7
2 2d¥ #yeln 71&7] st 98 (Gradient Descent
5 JES AFsy] dsty s A
28 A AAREE Tt Wioldt ol dF F9
#Fox2 EEHEE BAFTY 7|78 F3td misfd
o2X oxte HaHd mEdtn ol uwiriWsE A3
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3. 28] A4 (Composition of Models)

PAC 98 24€ 94 pl, 94 4%, 94 Yo%, $UF gu, 95 LEE PACHY 4n
Auo met Rdge FARGL B8 AF%e] B FRE MUPEFA ARS F4E A
gshent.

e 471 gow W8] ARBE(Weight7h BoldA 17w

ol

reol o el

as He

b, dg2PAE 55 B4 Adstie 2H5E R st 7o qiid 8 A Ao
Z geA o, B dFdME 29F F8 IR Ak 238 292 == (Nodes)= A&S +8
AR = Qe Lol XIgE dutrog w47l L AL wdo] £ q2BL RHolE AL
defA Aot 2y REA =257 BE FL dFYS Hole o] otk w3 =47t BoW
b HOverfitting) 2 st} o5 9 duks} Fo] Hold 4 Q. & AToAM 7E% B
< PAC 9809 &

H& Model 13 Model 8747 o]® N-N-1€8le] 27494 748U} ZH
280 g@ dYus 293 F= E 1% 2ok

¥ 1 Y985 48 PAC 5% 44 4

2dy ML eHF
Model 1 154%, 95 pH, 95 2= 945 d¥dx, 3§ 9= 5
Model 2 AFEE, 95 pH, €5 £5, 945 gAE, 4
Modet 3 s, 945 pH, 94 25, $3F 9% 4
Model 4 9595, 945 pH, 945 dVIYE, IAF ¥x 4
Model 5 974%, 945 pH, 95 4= 4
Model 6 1785, 95 pH, 95 &&= 3
Model 7 95485, 45 pH, $3%F 9= 3
Model 8 A5 E, 94 pH 2
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PAC U8 Z24e s&H4g $ote] 24% QAAFEES o889 ANYG, dAR=E 7
Zol AHE dAMSZ AN FozA He wmuge 9E9s AFAAEES Yehy A
of Q= ATl wEze J¥H FEE Geit welq PAC 3E AL 248 AABE g
2

4. 2947 E o Z(Results of Simulation & Forecasting)

4.1 EA9 9 (Analysis Methods)

Am BAN 2Yel Aol o8 gPHoR MY vH ByRgd F2 o)gHu gt
Agol ofd 4y EAE 7] skl B AN E 7Y duHoz AeHT e

Lol

T A& 2 AHMSE; Mean Square Error), Hth¥# <2 2H(MAE; Mean Absolute Error), At 3&

AL A] &

(Absolute Error Rate), ¥4 < (Correlation) ¥ ZAAAFE A&t on, AL e g}

BEAF LA = LN gl(yi - 0)° AP d ez = ‘l—N gllyi - ol
C— o (3; = 0)*

o d g = [0 |y R = 1- _____ﬁ]
o > (5= 0)?

A7IM, N& #Age] £, y,& ZHZ, ot g, o g FFolg agm o=z
A

sot sease 484 R ARLLS 9 HEz2 A

oy
ooAEe Ae4s FuAS 2 ARALE 245 3
42 FH 23} (Results of Train)

TR L HH ABAE(Weigh)E A& #Aolth 2 dFoME N-N-1& a7 7
TE, TAYYL 2uey, 248 I Ao E(Sigmoid) 4R FHE AA sd o

TRES HFEAL 4 2Ee ex: E 29 2tk E2elM ESo] Model 47F MAES
0.9ONTU, MSE= LS5INTUZ & 2R $& 2432 Jehly o £33 Hu 2 9293
&0 11.77%, 426%2 Yetwtom AaAAsE 0988, 24 A4E 097602 714 Fdo] By wy
d& & + vk 224 Model 691 39 MAE: 14561100] 31 MSE® 3528503, At xg
21.89%, BALAE 632%2 ¢ EA el £3 Model 39 HFLAg0] 7% the nd
o 7b 58 2A48S JdehidY ey RE 2y NaASs A3 0988, A 09728
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4 Woo AAAF T8 A1 0976, HA0944% Uehth ol RE ®
3 FHAAE Jeygn agad.

4.3 o =72 3}(Results of Forecasting)

¥ 3¢ 7 2¥d PAC FYE dZZAxolt 71 & &2 AE B Model 49 34
MAEZ} 094 NTU , MSE® 133 NTU 283 o3& 982%°lx HF &2 350%%
Ueldth Model 391 A9 Hheatgo] 20%0ln FH#a&o] 7.99%2 7H Y ARE B
Z3 gty FHANY) vud B o A9 H 4 d24RE BHoFa Qo diAHor F-
Ad ol d= w3 A @ Aoy o HAW wo A 28 @t ¥ 3& B Model 72
MAE 1073 Hdox& 7.82%%Z Model 42t o £ Z#E vetda glvth &A% MSEY 3
o AE, ABAsT @ ZAASTE Model 47} o £& A E RAFT

¥ 27 524 FH4%

ag
Model MAE MSE daAr AR AT
4 o g
Model 1 1.169961 2.201218 13.60127 4575415 0.982 0.965
Model 2 1.273455 2.647793 16.48591 5.558970 0.979 0.959
Model 3 1.825606 4.776318 20.44540 7.640494 0.972 0.945
Modcl 4 0.988081 1512722 11.77558 4.245577 0.988 0.976
Model 5 1.078347 1.715075 13.48428 4724978 0.987 0974
Modcl 6 1.456110 3.528503 21.89245 6.326182 0972 0.944
Model 7 1.118218 1.791962 12.74717 4.769489 0.986 0972
Model 8 1.116097 1.812242 14.56275 4.895508 0.987 0.973

T 48 oE3)AE A (Multi-Regression) 2.2 T8 o2 of=3 Azelth, Z 2¥ Y A=
2y Uit gFIA4e FAXER BEULH 4F2 AFARE AHEE
9]?'5} dze A739% g2 MR 3 240 713 F2 2348 Yehidled MAE
= £ 158 NTUZ dexten, Hgx&e 1370%°3 Fd 482 351%09)
o A2 Eﬁéﬂ Model 49} vlwa] Hel HFo &S vEad HhoagoA o)zt Uz
& AAFe] gFAARNRY dEdo] ¢S e Utk dEFA e A7 %Y
< HrlenE RorM AZAYE FASe AFTSEY ST FAZAL FHA 3
of BHEA d=Fart FL& AL ohurt olmE Fdeo] HuhH I (Overfitting) HAE=AE A
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g Uehdeh s RAd o8 MR3Sl B#e A4S e 351%0lth et Hujoxe
$ REe 083%0)m TEHA BAL 1370%% etk ol BELARE HEah
el A2Y £¥ol o $438 deln it

o

ARHE olgstel A} 2¥ Model 491 A § A5 Ao PEoargo| 35%2 wwy A
2
3

b

837 249 4547

A
Model MAE MSE AdAs | dAASF
#H q q &
Model 1 1.033869 1.521394 9.386000 3.981424 0.983 0.967
Model 2 1.253857 2.709865 20.32555 4.659673 0.975 0.950
Model 3 2.192515 6.084341 20.61518 7.995329 0.962 0.926
Model 4 0.940531 1.335403 9.827942 3500431 0.986 0972
Model 5 1.021444 2.018464 16.84515 4.184173 0.978 0.957
Model 6 1.609718 3.695880 19.64638 5.920892 0.970 0.942
Model 7 1.072822 1.575825 7.826481 3.766397 0.984 0.969
Model 8 1.024904 1.984260 16.71058 4.062662 0.978 0.956

# 47 249 33 Ao @ =289

&
Model MAE MSE AuAs | dHA+
3 q q
MR 1 1.050590 1.773294 14.41038 3.932151 0.986 0.973
MR 2 1.221740 2492311 15.74423 4.906031 0.979 0.958
MR 3 0.958155 1.582792 13.69885 3.511849 0.987 0975
MR 4 1.888250 2.234434 1494115 4.632539 0.982 0.964
MR 5 1.245985 2.549386 15.53846 4.985146 0.978 0.957
MR 6 1.070825 2.062571 16.01300 4.264247 0.981 0.962
MR 7 2.544850 7.454924 21.89400 9.083055 0.984 0.969
MR 8 1.095735 2.018304 15.13800 4.314465 0.981 0.962
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5. & (Conclusions)

2 d7ME PAC FUE€ ZASL H3td 45 g5, dF pH i &5, ¢3F g5, 45
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