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Abstract: Water quality early warning models are a key component of intelligent environmental decision-making and management systems in the era of big
data. In recent years, the increasing demand for early warning of water quality deterioration has stimulated researchers to develop new modeling approaches
and improve prediction reliability, and artificial neural network ( ANN) models are developing rapidly. In this paper we review the development history of
three group ANN model and model structure characteristics. The research progress of ANN models for the purpose of soft measurement, data quality control
and time series prediction of water quality are summarized. We summarized the general modeling procedure, technical recommendations, and performance
indexes that are commonly used. We found that the application of ANN models has been limited by the poor quality of measured data, weak interpretability
of model outputs and the substantial requirements in terms of hardware and computing resources. We emphasize that future efforts should be made to
develop and apply early warning models in the field of water quality prediction. There is an urgent need to promote the coordinated development of
innovative technologies for environmental monitoring and early warning, through constant validation and upgrading of models after their application in a
variety of situations. The long-term goal is to form an online water quality monitoring system, incorporating intelligent early warning and emergency
management, driven by big data, to support environmental governance.
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JH 455 Y ( Multiple Linear Regression, MLR) ( Wu
et al., 2009) #1224 A 18] 4 5% 3l 7 2 BB ( Auto-
Regressive Integrated Moving Average, ARIMA )
(Valipour, 2015) %881 Fi 7K B i i HA HE
ANERANAEPRRE R AR A, W LR e T 2 B R A X
DAGEA T HERA f9 T ( Liao et al., 2020). 5 F /K3
AR VA LA Wy 3R A 27 B AR n HLBRASE B
K o B BB R P ( Water  Quality  Analysis
Simulation Program, WASP) ( Ambrose, 1988)  Ff3%
WAK B f1 2 A A ( Environment  Fluid Dynamics
Computer Code, EFDC) ( Hamrick et al., 2000) 4§,
H T 2R A 28, 7E A RN 2o A
TEBOHFE R BB AT 7. AN T TR A AR 4 i)
DUECHE AN JE IR 22 | 33 SRR S s 1o A7, W
DASEHE A B 7K B T

R, B — R BRI AR, N BE AL
R P AR E A0 O ), AT AN TR RE Ry AR
) AEBIR A R PR B LB A R R AT
BE IR 3l 19 57 FF 18] 5 HL ( Support Vector Machine,
SVM) | # B & 3 ( Fuzzy logic ) . i#t L i+ &
( Evolutionary Computing, EC) F1 A T 28 [ 4%
( Artificial Neural Network, ANN) 2R e L1538 T
TR B 22 1) 75 R, L S i DR 7K B U [ ARt TR
(LI (Luger, 2005) . ANN DA 3R K27 2
RESIHNZ AL RE 1 BN T 27 AR BRI TOlL AR WF 52 £
AR ANN S —Ff LA ST A R BSOS 2 1) A SR O KR

SFORA N HARI - AT 38 T LA B
(R GE BB 5T, 6 K J50 T AU AT R4 14 18 P o
J1 AR FTHAT Tk ST A AU A SC R 3
ZEIR 3 K ANN BERY B 2 Ji Dy S R R 25 R 5
HREE T ANN 757K 5ECH A e K00 S 6
[ 5 51 F900 25 D7 TG ) T 5 0 TR, DA — RO A U
e, 4 AR SR AR AL, S A5 T R H A A 1 7] A
FFHR R AT T R e 5 R, O LS 51 & 2
PABEAS TR R T AL , A 0 0 358 AR AR 5 2 Bk 52 L
WS .

2 AIHEMEEE K ERE (Development

of artificial neural network )

21 AIHEMEEN

ANN JZ—Ff DL 28 T S FE AR 25 44 5050 1) KR
BE BACIE R G, 0 A JZ | B2 F 2
2B ANN I i B2 v, B8 28 5 IASCSR 1 B A
A EIECE R S A B S TR R R B
{HIF 5B AL E. ANN [ 1957 4R I LISKR E A 60 42
AE B BT 1 .1957—1969 4EJ& ANN H5— Ik & i
TR, 7E L T ] ANN 9 A I 00 % % 5 1986 4F 5
ANN Uk T 58 R IR, SR 53 A R R
fi% ;2006 4FJ5 ANN -5t BER & X K, QB 52
I b, R B T 2 R M ANN R J g R A
RN

I3 AL EE

BPNN RBFNN,GRNN,ELM:-- LSTM GRU SRU
1 1 1 1 1
1974 1981— 1997 2014 2017
Q%/ 2006 2013

IErr

| o

LeII\IetS AlexNet Gotl)gleNet \IIGG ResNet

1998 2012

2014 2015 2016

B1 AIHEMEER L RBIKEE (FENN, BiF 245 BPNN, I A AL R 28 W 45 ; RBENN , 42 [] JE R 28 26 ; GRNN, ) S [m] 9 i 48 )
2% ELM, B R~ 2T HL; CNN |, 5 U 28 [ 2% s RNN, R A 28 W 2%  LSTM, K 4 1312 M 2% s GRU, I T HR 895 ; SRU , i BAJE R BATT)

Fig.1 Development history of artificial neural networks
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1957 4F Frank Rosenblatt £ T 6175 P 2 b B
B0 B BT 5 M 2 M 4% ( Feed Forward Neural
Networks, FFNN), & ANN [ 4f £ ( Rosenblatt,
1957) d5c) , WF50 AT 3 A BRI 4 R A1
KW ,{H 1969 4F Minsky F1 Papert $2 1 T H)2
JECHIBILIC v A 280 A0 33 5 B8 (] 2 11 22 )22 T AL S TG
RO ZREN RS AR, ANN 11 & Jé H I itE A
4] (Minsky et al., 1969).1974 4F Werbos 2 T
R 22 I n) % 5815 ( Back Propagation, BP) |, {15l
Y% J= ANN B4 Al fig (Werbos, 1974).1986 4F
Rumelhat 2582 1 T 31479375 2040 # A9 7 i2: , e T
KIPLIR ANN H A RC(EL I 5 [ R, 22 08 ANN J#EA
T % ) & J& W ( Rumelhart et al., 1986).1989 4
LeCun #2 H % L # 4 W 4% ( Convolution Neural
Network , CNN) 5 D1 H 3 FH F F 5 5077 51
(Lecun et al., 1989).1990 4F Elman #& 1 T 7§ ¥ #f
2 2% ( Recurrent Neural Networks, RNN) ( Elman,
1990) , H Hy 25 5y H S04 J32 1 % R A 35 438 4[] R
BB Z M. 1997 4F Hochreiter 4 H 4 42 18]
1C1Z M %% (Long short-term memory, LSTM) , A3 P
AR T TR AT EE M 2 T RNN K [a] 51 il
SRR ME R ()3, A AR 58 T RNN 19 W FYE L, o
A 8] 21 AR 1) & R B 2 T 2L LAl ( Hochreiter
et al., 1997).2006 4E Hinton & K2 ANN Il 2Rt
b LT 2R [P AR A DR 5 58, KR e T ANN B2 7Y
HPERE, I 2006 AF 8% FR A TR A 2] ST AR
(Hinton et al., 2006) M) , B AR A 2R
FHEAHLAE i U A Je ) ANN 15 31 1 Ok B 2 i
FEAIIOCTE , R W TR B AR BE T, 45 4 0 53 12
JZHAGF SR ANN -t pss 7 8 A 220
SRl BEST I PR RS S
22 ANITHEMNEERSESERER

ANN A Z 505328, Hoh F 7K ot U 40 s ) 3=
FLALFE R A 22 R 4% (FENN) | 7 35 4 248 ) 45
(RNN) FIGFMIZE M 4 (CNN) 3 A~ E B AL ( Chen
et al., 2020).

FENN 2428 0 5 AUA7 A5 T o A= | B2
VLK )2 2Z [B] B A 28 X 2% ( Nourani et al. , 2016)
A Z LRI RERS S 1973 S A BP S0E 954711 2%
B I 1) A% 15 i 25 ) 4% ( Back Propagation Neural
Network , BPNN) 42 &z & UL 19 §ij 5% F 48 ) 4% 2 —.
BPNN BE TR A — 2 A4 AR (B 0T B 1) A R
B2 RET, B RE & ZE S B0 R 55,

SRS B B ( Karsoliya, 2012) . 428 [n] 3 1 25 ) 2%
(Radial Basis Function Neural Network, RBFNN) J&
R4 1) 5 pR UM DA TS PRIKCHY) FFNNL RBFNN 2 —
ol Jey P A8 T P 25 ) 4 | EL A e — 1) e A T R, BB
A B e BPNN A7 1 19 Ja) &8 fi A6 7] # ( Yaseen
et al., 2016). ] X [0 5 # 2 B 4% ( Generalized
Regression Neural Network, GRNN) j& RBFNN f#)—
FECHEIE . GRNN 25 BR 1 [ 2 Fil i 2 22 1] 9 3%
e 05 TR SR AZE  FE/NREA R | RS
TR R (Lixi e al., 2014). #2 BR 2% 2] #L
( Extreme Learning Machine, ELM ) Jj&—Ff HA7 # Pt
o ) B R 55 2 AL RE 7 A9 FENN.ELM ff ] 1%
Weidiis S n) 77 A8 T8 58 FENN R BP B33k
TEARIE—E XS BRI DL T P8 LUAZ 58 FENN B R Y
] MBS 38 T 4% b i S S i S 7 B
W (Huang et al., 2011) . Ff ZE#H 28 /R 2% ( Time Delay
Neural Network, TDNN) F&— 7 F T 4b ¥ i 1] )5 %71)
K FENN.TDNN 38 iz i 428 55 4 b B3 [i] )5 571
Bl 1) ShASFRIE X e 915 B A B8 AR AE S JRRE
J1(Wang et al., 2007).

55 FENN AHE RNN $5 R AN [ £ Ak BB 0
WAL T — D ERARAE B, X R AR Bk 110 45 4 {75
RNN HH4 A — B 2R 2 B9 1042 I 52 e >4 Aif g 13 A2
st (] S BCE CB, RNN 28 5 BB 2 71 2k
o FE SR MR TR % R A 7 9145 BN B &1z )
RE , FET 20 RNN AR (%) 31 2 e JBE B i ) 48 2R
T fRPIXAN AL, LSTM /£ RNN (14 56l 1 813t
MBI TR T AT R T TR S5 R e RE R
e b U 5 350 40 S 19 FF 9045 R (Gers et al.,
2000) .1 T LSTM 5 22 2] (U S8R 2, YNl 2R 2
AR 32 . 1 1] 4 25 PR JC ( Gated Recurrent Units,
GRU) {2 LSTM #—Fh i i S AR, HLiI 2k 12
PRT LSTM.GRU &3¢ 1 3AaXi] S AT Al 1719
B B T EORN R R B 2 0 R R I(E L
GRU 5 LSTM fy Uy fig 40 HHALL, VI Rk J5E SR,
S e A T BEAR, 7E 52 B iz 1 i AN A A
(Shen et al., 2018).

CNN 238 i B U2 AR AL (5 B, 2 DM
JEH LY P 51 22 2 20 s A JE % 3l 21 4 )=
PEATRAE SR I, 55 J5 K 52 S0 Rp AiE AR AN 53 45
.5 FFNN FH L, CNN BNERE R IBUZ i il 220
HUFIRT 4 A JZ o 0 07 88 73 i 4, S 5 02 2k
B[], B AR T 3k #0045 1 P BEPE. LeNet-5 935 3 A Ky
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J& CNN #5853k ( Dhruv et al., 2020) .{H LeNet-5
Mg 4 st | i = AT RN 5 9 sl e, hn 3
HLEIZ B RE SIS, LeNet-5 X T8 2% [n] 25 i) b PR 2%
RIFAFEAE 2012 4FHEE B AlexNet 1E/E4E CNN 1Y
Fenl - FH ReLU fE 3 1% oR %k, JF H 428
Dropout K414 51 45 T Be B 1k 3 #15. DA AlexNet 4
FEAitlh, VGG GoogLenet 55 155 HU7E Fifi f5 JLAF N B A
Y45 (Rawat et al., 2017) , {375 CNN #4115 5]

3 AITHEMFZEEREETRIE (Modelling
procedure of artificial neural network )
ANN AR ) — fise 2 A5 3 A 4 - g A2 4k
2L €1TE S B S 1)) QR B B e AL VBT E
SR BRI AL BR (18] 2)

f o V[ s
AR 1 ERSHN
o BUREES AT
1) o YIk%E
gy [ |0 BER
o Wk
(©)] . g
A
f @ B + FFNN
13 |« RNN
L L silbized ) . ONN
l
® ||+ WF A% Sigmoid,Tanh,Relu...
i sx o fiAL%8 :AdaGrad, RMSProp,Adam...
® * MBER
BEEAL 1 WmHieie
Mt o R
!
ﬁ&%ﬂ"m I« PRAE38KR :MSE,RMSE,MAE MAPE NSE R’..

B2 ATHEMZ—RERERIE(FENN, BTG R 2 RNN, JEPR 1 22 R 46 CNN, F BB 22 [ 46 s MSE, 07 12 2% ; RMSE, B 7 R 2% ;
MAE , P48 %1% 2% s MAPE - E 48 00 T 43 iR 25 NSE, AR08 R 8GR e 5D

Fig.2  General modeling procedure of artificial neural networks

Wy A AE 140 P iy A2 Kb B Y 3228 H 92
PR v B AN R AR AE S TUAYRRAIE, T3 T 73
S AEAR UM IR e W R 5 AE SR O 0k, 4 2 AL
SXG3 T, T LUK s AR E 3 18] B LR AR 2 5 )5
P2 BB AR AR 45 18] 33k 28 77 126 A 15 i &, (HL ey
TR R RRAE, R a] Rt 22 L Z T
FHORAE AT SRR 23 45 J7 12 8 o A I D 0 A

X H BRRFE 0 A 56 P ol T AR R 5T TUARRRAE
REUR AR F5 1E 10 7 4, F A B ME 98 (L et al.
2017) A, Kb A AT BOE e el 2 A e ]
A T T AR | A i i T

O &/ S UD€ S TR I SIS )c 'l N
R (R Y1 2546 A0 O 78 B i R4 T
PEAGALTY () TR0 B8 77, 75 B8 A e i A 78 1)
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PR AR ) BE. (E A SR A BRI Zhod b B
U URERINEe 6 P SR U BIVE S O i = L9
TR B A5 B, AT T i o) A 8 U 1| A
DM A9 BE 1 64T 2 LPPAl Ak, T DU 2558
Hh R 73 30 T A X AR R 14 25 48 A S B AT R
FEM A b AT AR TR BE A e 2 PR A B
BRI D) A ISR OSSR I T 1 R RHE 4 o)
Hoh 20y I AR T A A I 2R A S, &
PEPPAG AR B PERE.

OFHESR X2 ANN AT 1 Fi i 22 50
B — 20 R R ST B AR R A Y R
BOHE 4 22 7] — 23 A1 DT, LABA DR BT A AR s
Ks eI Zhoad i 52 21 [7) 85 (9 5 3 5 BRI 45 4
SIGHRE LR REAE 4 7 ik 3 A VA — A R i
AT I3 — AT e f WL B RS ARG T vk FLA
EAIA(T).

X, — X

min

X, =aX

+b (1)

P X I —AE 5 BB, 9 AR K« A
X, 3N R SRR R e 81 B4 e/ MEL AR ORAE, 0 F1 b
R TR — B L

W — PR A i T A A ol £ [ — e 4, R 4 4
Pt A LA (B, U9 — o 2 S8 008 A AT
SRR TN SCR, | eI Al LAE PR AEAL 7 ik AT
R, BRI U (2).

X, — X

X, = (2)
(o
AP, X NPR AR BB xR , & B
FHIE o SRR EE.

@BEAIBEPE AN R AR (1 35 M B S X0 78
HEATRRITAAT AN (7 B8 5 FH ) FENN 1538 T3 %
FIRF , CNN FT RNN B0 43 531 76 (5145 A 330 FN B )
FITFN T3 T AT H €0 (1) 28 BILOKE A ) 28 28 g 4 0 3k 47
A4, WA CNN BERUFT RNN HE47 BR8]
FUHM, R LLFE S K AE A B AR E (Hill et al.
2020) . bAb, SCHR R ISR LR [R5 | B AL 2R AR 55y
X A TR A T4 R, A1 BE AT L PR — A AR
A TR SR (Abba et al., 2020).

L HE e 5. X S b T SR IR R A 38 19 300 PR
BRI A B3 005 PR K0t o] S 2 v e S5 e 65, T
BT 25 0 45 1) AE S e 2R 38 R . A A X TRT ER 1 T
M AT 55— 8635 FH Sigmoid A1 Tanh /5 A4 PR
B, 11 Bt 25 0 265 J2 B0 IS, Relu e L8 il ) i ¢

FIRTBAI R PERE. 53 A, AR 2 1 £ ]
REZs RECA RN ZRRCR. W ek 2R
Adam ,AdaGrad , RMSProp 55, H:H' Adam ff fb 58 72
G55 T HAB UM B2 n po 3, 2 B Al 3 5k
(Kingma et al., 2014).

©@BSEAAL. 8BS Bt 2Tk | 2=
R I/ IE WAL R\ S B —
GO PR I TGV 3 s TR T R Y vk
it # H B S EL AL T B AL 3 A8 &R | Dl
HrOCA RN A 15 A5 I 4 R o 3 ) A 2
BB AR N G — AR SR b ki — 20
PERESAF A BC S, T3 A B R, AN 3E T 0k i 2
BRI R AL. DUt 3 0 AR 2 —Fh A 3 N Y S
AT, iR S AT E Sl ) S A A, R
TR —A AT B R 5 R W a5 1Y 4H & 3207 R
TAFEHESEUEA G Z A B AR O , (HJC 1k b PR 2
B B (1 O AT A R L AL
A5 (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) | gt % 8%
( Genetic Algorithm, GA) %45, HBAESRIF T4 YfEA
WrAS A i PR v & AR Y At AR O TSR
RLRC It o 2 B AL Ty 12 ) 3 6 10 485 5 B R R
HPRSE |, S ARPEAN R I AT T 190 A 48 38 v ok e % e A
e R el B AR R 1 C A X A R i)
R AT A ( Bergstra et al., 2011).

O RIPEAr LD 16 b 2 I R A R 254 5
SR RPN 168 PR 6 45 24 J7 122 22 (Mean
Square Error, MSE) ¥ 7% 2 ( Root Mean Square
Error, RMSE) 3445 %112 7% ( Mean Absolute Error,
MAE) | “F 3 48 X} ' /9 b 12 22 ( Mean Absolute
Percentage Error, MAPE) . 4% 11 3 % & %4 ( Nash-
Sutcliffe Efficiency coefficient, NSE ) Fl1 2 % & #{
( Coefficient of Determination, R*) %5%.MSE #il RMSE
JE IR PR BCBIPE BEFE B , 23 W B By 1% 22 43 B 55
e AL DR I8 0 i 22 55 R 1 B8040 23 % MSE
H1 RMSE (B {E ™ A 5 R 52 M0 MAE 758 52
FFIINEL 22 [ 48 %55 26 {8 7 24048, e 17 5 B0 Y s
ST 15 2 1) S B 5 0, (H B 4R OC T Tt 5
FREERYAE B, T JCHE B 4% S WA A 35 1. MAPE 3£
AN TN 53 HeiR 22 B~ YA, W T A AL AN
7] 51 ) B R . MAPE A7 — A~ B i i o5, 25 )%
B R sf 20 Y SIS ABL R E T O I, A/ 19 152 22
2% MAPE [8UE A R B K052 . NSE JH T &
SRR FE A AT ¥ 51 2 8] B 405 AR B AR Moriasi
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ZE(2012) $2 H 7K SORBE R BEDEAS 1948 5 R0, 40
HENSE KT 0.75, Fm 580 /) 10 o4 Ge AE # 47 R
5 FHI PR REFR A, (0 B8 S e 9 4 254 =2 18] 1)
AH DG T TC T S H5 R 1 5 OB B 76 I FH B A 38
KA JRIBRYE. T B — BT F8 bk e R 2 A B
2 WAL A P I, BN A B — A A
FREEPFAN FE B8 (U0 NSE R*55) Fil— ¢ X i 22 i Bt
FEAR (U0 MSE  MAE %5 ) S 81 k47 5 I 4 4 F &
PURIEREZ i

4 ANIMHEMHZEEEKRINE B A
( Application of ANN model for water

quality early warning)

FHTF Web of Knowledge B0 72K R I 26 N T 1
BeGHEE, B 1996 4F LISk ANN 7K J5t B A OC /Y
TR &S EN /ST M RPA Y =K IS UNLIEC oY . 3111 §19'8
Bt iR IO (81 3) , e 7 ANN AERLFE K o 7%
e R g TR ST AL T e i S S X6 DA B Sk b i
248 SR OC B IR HE AT RS i (18 4) 2453 6
ARIFREZ, 73 5 8 K I (water-quality ) | A T 28
2% (artificial neural networks) &7 (model ) |, T
(prediction) % #f ( management ) F15 7% (algorithm) .
KEBHTIE ST ANN X 4% 287K 5t 75 4L 40 1) 00 4

risk assssment

RULRR ST WA T8 SCGE T ANN 254411
i, A K R PR S A TS UE. 18 SCRCR HEAE
B2 A R AR YO ] S ] e ] B
B H B ORI R R M) I A (A
Sa) Horb e 0 S ] 18 OB B S T A
ZAMIESCR RS 5| BORE , B R AR T
HARAS I (] 5b)  fE— @ B b Bt 13 FE 7 X —
7 R A KPR FE RS [ B AT A — 5 22
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IEAESK  ANN 767K BT 8008 3550 8l = ke
U RS 7 51 T 00 R 8 g R A o B
4.1 BIFEHITE

BT R R 2 56 1) F BOR RIS A
SE4 ELE A 5 2 (BRI #% , 2014 ) A FH ANN #4750
P TR RE IR D SRR NI AR A AL T R
TR 5 A R BB EL A 2%, — R 2L S d
2K AR ] A fE 15 290 2 25 5. Dogan 45 (2008 )
Wb At i | Tl SRR AR E A i A B |
37, BPNN A5 A5 A Ak 75 S vk B E AT O R T T
SE0L5 ST AE 9 AH O RECE IK 0.958, W E & T
MLR A5 355 i 2 P 2 W00 K A 35 v i 8 k8 1)
BLERHR, B 5 AR & HFERT (Kuo et al., 2018).
Heddam %5 (2019) i 17 RBFNN 5 54 a D) 00 1 95
W W M CRBGE R T 0.917. £ 44K =57
B DX K A B o 52 4%, Vs i S R A K 4
PRI AR M S B = K5 B 16 L 3N A AS DN Ay fife e S B A=
7 i SR P TG R TR R Bl 2 W X
AR, i 4 (2020) 2K FH ELM 4 37 7K 7 57 46
KA s it SR BE A BT BB AR SRy el A 7 N B
PRALSAF K BT BRI A (2020) 48 1 —Fh AR T

BPNN 71 55 37 4 ] 5 AL AU () TR & B 5 0, fig
U K P R AR K AR s AR B S A AR '
] PRS2 O 2, B M BE e e i A3t 5 L i
B X615 7K A B 3 A e A 7 W G DI A (2011)
5T T —Fh 2 G BIHIE 48 R 50 BPNN BERURR 5
{2t AR TR Y | 35 757 iR 22 /N T 0,005, B i
K BT A e RAIE 7K T

LT ANN (RT3 ABE TR A fife % 54 Ah 38 5 1
WA )12 BN . Amiri 25 (2009) i 3 FFNN [0] )55
UG T B 1 7K BB . Heydari 4 (2013) (BT
ZEILR JLF FENN BERL B SR (R4 L T
FrAs WY H A RS | el SRR AN AT 5 2 A 5 T A
TR 11 7K B 28 PRI 540 e 2 S5 B0 T DR B AN 2 1Y
[A]#81 , Nhantumbo % (2018 ) {i ] BPNN 45 %Y i 47
B 0 AN, 2 A A o, AR I e A T
Mitrovic % (2019) 18 i BPNN #EHIXF 18 /4> WLk
RS EGHEAT T oAb, SR T o B 4 97 1B RRE 5%
ffH.
4.2 HERERN

AT A RO 3 B R 2 5 R K
o W IR A ol R S A SR, T B U T
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HAB SR L TR A e A T A S B R AL K
JOESHE S BRI O v LS I T G A
O ETEERN I FETHEE AU LT R
HIETE (TS 2014) |, (H 33 B0 8058 7 To ik
WREIE T A R, BT R 238 4n . KM
R A I ) 75 R I AE R BT ANN SR ) 53 4G
MR T2 W . Jesus 25 (2018 ) ) I AHAR 3k 4
WL AR BRAE i A B, 257 T 25T BPNN A
Yk s 5 F R HE SR Sun 45 (2019) 4841 T
— T O AR S A3 i R BPNIN Y (1) S8 %K
PRI 5 E T, 5 5 — BPNN FERUAH L B 25 4
B TR A R Rodriguez—Perez 2 (2020) T
FFNN 55 f A 7Y 3 JH 0L 17 2 B AR L4k o7
AT S ORI 2 2] O D B BE MR UM B 28
s B Bh AR Z R S (.
4.3 EtEFF 5T

B ) 3 270 T 0 X2 7K S T Y Al o 8 A Y
TN AT LR W 2 e 7K B AR I R R ok AR Ak A
LR A T 25 5 ] 35 IS SR BROK 5 B 45 48 e IS
S BRI, ik 2 K TG Y4 BTG UK. Huan
S5 (2017) A K B RIS P4 Dy 50 508 43 S A Tl b
JEIFor B S, ELM A5 0 X6 08 711 v %) 95 A Sk B
AT 3227 TN 5 SR 5 S0 {1 1) ~F- X5 4 %) 43
FLiR 25 FE4 5 1R 22 #4E F MLR T SVM #5%0  Hif
SRR Lin 55 (2018 ) K¢ ] 5716 25 B 5T ( Simple
Recurrent Unit, SRU) &% H F 7K = 555K H pH Fl
KR BT, 2 R iZ T 7 vk L RNN B8 )
DU 73k 5 T vy 0 U B R PR ) 50 3k 5 Ta
85(2018) $ i T — A AT AL 1Y CNIN o 0 458 784 Sfe fi o
VA e SRV B 1 T ) A, 2% SR AR A R 1 T,
CNN HERIAPEREDE T AL ) BPNN #5280 S5 A2
PEHEYF Chatterjee %5 (2017 ) 757 FENN A% pH |
L GRAE Z A K TR An E AT 100, OF H £ B brist s
SRR SRR S B i, TR 25 SR 0 3 R iR 2
AR T ARG A B AY. B e 7R 45 (2011) HIKE
FRECALSA AL T BPNN BB (45 by K 3 42 )m)
Wl , Bl 1AL 58 BPNN B35 25 5 B A=l s A
PR A, 7 IS 2 B %) Je A T o e R T R A Y
2 BE I RIZ AL AE J1. Cao 25 (2020) 5o 77 fife 8Lk
R TH] P 4 A 7 R 2 Ff ] GRU BRI R — 287
G153 A s TR Y | 55 4% 8 5 D AR L HAT T R Y
FHUMRG 3 F1 53 3% P, Zhang 45 (2018 ) #2114 7 — 3t
FAZ F 53 BT AN RINN A% [14) 5 i S v 5 00 0 A

AR TIZ 07 A R i 4 2 1 /K B AR 5 L v
AR, Zhou 55 (2020 ) K4 1T #% 2 ~J AR T
LSTM #EAI I 25, v il T P i A KR i Bk 2k 5 30
BRG], IF4% 2 A e PEAL B8R FH T IS
AR PR A DA w55 A S5 1 VAT 7K K 5T T ) T
Eze 55 (2020) 4 1 i —Fh 3 T8 iR 28 50 455 2 53 fie A
LSTM A5 (18 75 gk e i B8 T 0 7 2%, A e 0T 900 (12
h) IR S0 (1 A~ ) 33 A 0 5 R B
Barzegar 55 (2020) & 37 T CNN Fl LSTM f¥ iz & A
R HA CNN B F i A B8 Y 1 o R AR SR B
LSTM A5 53 NUPE AR BAGREAE A Sy fin A R4 T T 0. &) 53
5 (2021) HEAT T 2RI AFSE, IEH T 5 5 —
LSTM HE B AH L, CNN - LSTM Y5 246 4 (14 24 7 #3 i%%
ZEFPEIE 43 LR 25 244 WL T [ Abba 45 (2020)
FIH ELM  RNN F1 LSTM3 Ffr #6578 1 1743 591 i 0] 0
EE TR | K IR o T A5 S 4 2 P B — R
ML — Fh e LA A X I A B O T
FOTEE T EOR B TE R IPLE RNN B GE
B W~ > P 90 4 ) S I DA T BSUAS: B e 4 50 0
B (Liu et al., 2019) . Yang %5 (2021) F) 1 = HL
AR T B A B R | 75 CNN-LSTM iR &
TR B AR Ly b fifp = 2 e sF () 57 20) 000 [ 50, I
HLRBAE AR Hb T30 AN 7] Bsf iy () 175 L.

AN G ARAE AL P DA S AR iy A B840 oA
A7 BsF[) 3 T Hiill 45 (2020) F CNIN A5 AU 42 i3
BEEUG T 5 A5 B IE S A LSTM A5 0 ke 39 0] 3 25 ¥k
Ji.Wang %5 (2020 ) #f & 85 2 BF F CNN #5204
B EURFRE AT Rl IF IR R G & T AR KBS
B E AR 3 T I T Z IR RRAE AL A 1 K A
[i] 7 31) T ASE R | S5 SR 4 AT 2.

Zi b, ANN 7€ 3 /SR 7 ) b A e o B0 4K
DU | R s 3 KA % DN A A 8 () K A5 48
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RS S8 (8 I SR B (B, DR TE 5080 1) 50 1k
I (] P 1) S0, = FH T 4 W e o T 1y
INAARIK AR AR B, S B A B A B 2 I3
Je SR A S e s ] e 2 T 2 e LAY
T TS S35 70 S A 00 D) AT D2 AP 7K Joi A
D RSCAS B8 w8 7K 0T B 4 09 53 o, 2 2 B[] 1 1) i
NSRS f 137 FH. 3 L FH 7 ) A A AR, 44 7K 0 73
EITE B BEARAR FR AN 7 18 B i E AR AR 5]
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F1 KRETEHE A ANN &

Table 1  Application of ANN models in field of water environment

N FH 5 7] W R
ARG TR FFNN .BPNN .RBFNN | ELM .GRNN, ANFIS
BRI  FFNN BPNN LSTM ,CNN

R, RBFNN . TDNN .ELM, RNN ,LSTM ,SRU,CNN ,
P i) 3 1) 15 0

GRU ,CNN-LSTM, ELM-RNN-LSTM

T FENN, Ji 5t 22 R0 4% ; BPNN, S5 [i) 4 4% 4t 22 X 45 ; RBFNN
el HEA 2 2% s GRNN, 7 SC Il 5 it 48 I 2 5 ANFIS, 38 I i 42 45
WIASG; LST™M, KT P CNN AU 22 4% TDNN, I 4 3
Z 4% s ELM, KR 2% 2] AL ; RNN 476 2R 4 28 1% 46 ; SRU , fA] S5 3£
JC; GRU, I TR AT,

4.4 ANTHEM2&EE R ARG e R
ST, ANN 757K FR5 U 1) 1oz FH AT Ak T k2
B, A VE 2 )R A i e . DM T K54 ot &
ANN R J5¢ U2 —Fh gz 8 TR Aol i g 1
BEAYPERE R AR 5 0% 0 5T W 0 A5 2 e ST
ANN BEHY BT A 80K ot 0% 1 4. H Y e I 4
ARE LXK pH A MU R
FEHRACAEBR 0 A0 kG P SR 2 ), 2 L AL
S AT S S K BTG e O R BT 45 A )
T 2 S AR A R B AL BN A3 A i R Y 7R
LMD AT AR BARG T o3 A P R B ey, A e A
Lot 75 oy it BN o i AN ERE | BN Bk 2R 45 [R) AL
X AR SEAR 7K B TR R A 2 DR A P B I v
JEERY Bl A M 05 A 8 K % FECHR o 4 ] R A
RUAF S D) 52 7 FH A Bt )32 B T 8540 4311 . ANN 22
SRECHE G AL 57 ) A AR, BV A 2 1) v A BT A
FEAHR Ik M HF 7€ 19 43 41 JE X ( Godreche et al.
2017 ) AEM ST [R) 53 A7 B i BL il B AT 2R T
7 2 A TR A" RE Sz A AS B AR Y R AR XS K BT
B kST ) 5341 e B R B 1Y e TR IR S Bl IS [
2 [A] (V8 kT S BB AR ik (IRUBK AT, 2013) .78
BRI K B AR A 0 S AL LR L T A )
RAEBAE AT TEAS , DT B0 DA 5 58 B s 22
BR AREIE S Ol OB 25 R fig Bt 22 AL 4t
HLPRAEAY TN G 127 7 2 0] DA A% & 22 8] 19 5C &
Y REOR XTS5 1Y 722 A0 A8 R, T ANN
VE Ry FRARJT R B2 mT A R, 75 SE B i vh o vk
R AT 28 SR K J5 e 7 SR EAL L Jg vk g R AT
497K o TV £ 2 B A1 T (0 AL B A . E T fple = %
ANN JK BB AY A BRI AT 5T, TV v 448 /K s 5L
PR RIS 25 S 1 DGR (D 7K o 42 Ak ok 72 1]
Al KB AR A — DN IR IR S S R 2 B 2R
PRI 2R B S . T I A R 23 A T ALAS JRg BR T X6

SRR 9 3BT, A S RO 2 AN BETR 4 b
WK AR B N AERLERR 2R ISt , KR IS E (e
PRI AT T2 L 56 8 8] A9 A1 O R K AT
f BT, 20 TU AR ™ L, 5 R R 14 A S0 R
TRONPRS B2 . R AL IE AT X0 7 2 7 4 2R %8¢ 5. ANN
AR 4 T E Ty B REAR KRR BE b IOk T B4l 4
R/ INFIRS AU 25 ) A 2 A B2, A R DT S 34 B i)
TG R (R GRS I X i 55 4%
SR BT EOR B

5 245 (Conclusion)

ANN 7E 60 RAER LB B T 244
%, Hir FENN _RNN il CNN 3 Fh 28 A 7 7K o 75
A W T AT O R FR NS
ZRAACT I K v 1 O 1) 45 5 T AR BT AS [R). 78 22 0
FECAEN] T ANN 2 —Fh s e B 2k B PPAG 1
T T L AE TR RE AR ELAT R KV . B
& AR AR 0 B R DL ST S HLRE R RN T4 BB
SR K , ANN 75 PR 5E 4505 1 1o FH AT 9% 52 B
R A S HAC ANN ) — i A It 2 30 4 5 i
NS TR B BOHE FE 3 o R 4 0 AR Y e B | 4
Mg SR BRI S T SRR A
e A 2 R S G U R s ) 47 S S T

TEIK R (A Z2 | ANN A5 78 1) 107 P 35 B AU 4%
PLRIUAN 5 1 - OBEA Wl 4 3 JC 1k 52 B0 % BT A
B YW AR AN DRI AT R AN AR
PR EEAR B T 2% W 00y e 205 1 | 78 o v R A
W T FSA I 7K JB 190 54 3. R Al S e s
BCHE AT 7K A2k A A 00 R K J5 XU T B, Y T
235 5 S et K JBIR 0 A S A A A DG4 PR
IV AT AE S — B ) B B A O AT ¥ G B 45 RN 2
WER , B KRR R Uk /K ¥ Y ST ok B . R
8 D77 Sk BSR4 0 AN ) 00 sy o5 TR0 7K 5 48 A 1Y)
25 [ I | 20 0 — il o5 B K R S I R i
i AR TR A 38 2o A5 R Ty G A T TR
18 7K T B B 5 2.

ANN FERITE 7K 5T 008 ST loh A ) I 1Y) R R s
(i), AFL i 475 4 T I - B ) 2R 5910 00 I 50 0 8 B |
Bl B AR AR SR B AT AN B 1 45
B0 bl N A2l 55 Ak 48 i AR 2D
L. ST HRE X R ANN ASE D (1 010 ol it [ B 47 2
FHEE S R geit s THE PR R R 2= 1 TR
JERLE, A B HEE ANN AR (9 B R B3 5 75 Hh
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8.
6 ZE (Perspective)

e PR 1 S AR 2 T R R T
N ARSI B M E KT RA SN, i
KBTIV 37 FH E AR 0 ANN R 00 500 Sk He 3 % 2 1)
ML AR W & o5 02 O 7 ml 43 ol ff BE 1)
ANN JK AR, H B, ANN 32 28 06 45 & [A] it S Bk
PEATREH , B SLA138 P 3 A 5%, T TG vA A5 A R
M) {4) 7 [ T 7K S5 T AR 2R A SE Bz A v 30 R
FRAEASTRYZE R St 7K 5 A8 Ak AL AR SR 56 R kAT 43
BE, DME SRR X (74 B0 DR b, 45 6 SR B0 il R
FHAVR B | DS SR 7 45 AR 2R 47 B2 ) 7 35
PR SE 2 FEAT ANN 58 5008 12 30 2 AE £ 7 T
PR AT AR R ANN BRI 2 G E B H Ap, XF ANN 7]
it TR 11 BIF 9 2 B 4 v 7 i AR R 4 ) R LA
A B2 45 S5 F R (Angeloy et al., 2021) 4K
R AT A3k 7 e ARRE A BT AT T RE B O AR A
TRUTHI A | AT 2 Jay Fhe i 1 5 i A i A5 281 £
LR 5 4R PIASE TR DU 2 308 e = > AR ) T i R )
fAT AT 2k Bl Bly TR SR 4 T 5 I A, 356 1 1 o 2 T %
BT fife B A A ) 6 45 2 W0 2 W FH - (Pope et al.,
2020) fEAF G @B TEHEIK S 1) ANN FER 5 5L
Tl R LB R AR 25 A SEBR I F P, Bl ANN
R A LB TR R A 8 A ol s 5 PSR 4
A DEIAE RN, BT D3k 1) 5 4 A 7K JoR U R AR AL
AR f) A Ao R e A £ 38 B B A KO R R 1Y
) R0, AT DL ANN (A5 0L 235 1 S L4 36 2 50kb
FE. [AIAE  MLEE A Y ) 25 SR v LAVE A ANN B 1
NS | g B AR A LSS 5 A AN B o P T e B
LR BRI T ANN BRI HEI T8 . @45 &
KRR s R ANN BB Z5 4 25 ANN
TS TIAE, BN ANN AR 00K BE . & 2% e e A X
FIIETF AR i (A] DG R Y AR BT R 2 4R T K
o TR B 7 14 S . 22 BOUK B S BB B A A A G
Pk ZI0AH S | JE U A R A, A0 AT 3 A B
S RS ) e 8] 26 AR 3 2 T ML | B 1] e 371 SR 2K
SERAIR B R 2 K W AE BEHARRA . @FF &
ANN A 3h 1k 3% 3F AR 80 1R 45 45 TR 1k i B R,
ANN R (14 285 44) 56 56 FIER 2 5000 A 25 28 R Ll
IR 22 9645 4 v 0 2R AR5 o] 1) Ao 26 28 4
R FAE X R R B T e R A A
R ST B A A B R | Fas TR

T30 ANN ZK J5 0 f) $f 7 7 FH A B 2 S
BEAh, BEFR ANN AR ZEH 52 2 B i1 I, s B4 A7
il 2 AT BT IR A ™ BB AG T ANN AR 7 4%
BEAFF- £ 1 fR S0 FH . PRI , A58 LR BT A2 s 7 1 S5 A
TR AR B AR A5 31 FE AL

JRELIRA , IR HE 3 1 1 32 M B AR B
BRI W DA R B2 107 M AL R, SE B 2 1
PR TS H v R A JEE M TR 1 o RS,
SETE, DL #E ANN 7R 5 f) P [+ 42 Ji , 1645 Aol
IKRIRSE AN Y50 ARG 30 S B AR GA AR, e o
SE RS B Bl B 7K B 24 M I — S840 T A — A 7R i
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5 ANN BORIFE H K SOE BN Ak AR S A R
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