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Sparse ONLSTM and non-negative constrained industrial

soft sensing modeling

GUO Yingchen', SUI Lin', XIONG Weili'?
(1. School of Internet of Things Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Advanced Process
Control for Industry (Ministry of Education), Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: Industrial processes often exhibit characteristics such as multivariable interactions, nonlinear behaviors, and
time-varying changes. Thus, the resulting modeling data contain excessive redundant information and complex time-de-
pendent patterns, which increase modeling complexity and degrade the model performance. To address these challenges,
an ordered neurons long short-term memory (ONLSTM) network integrated with non-negative garrote-based regulariza-
tion is proposed herein for industrial soft sensor modeling. First, the shrinkage coefficients of the non-negative garrote
are embedded into the weight matrix of the ONLSTM input layer to eliminate redundant input nodes and enable vari-
able selection. Second, these coefficients are integrated into the weight matrix of the ONLSTM hidden layer to assign
weights based on the importance of hidden neurons. Consequently, redundant nodes and their corresponding informa-
tion pathways are pruned, achieving sparse optimization of the network structure. The proposed method is validated via
numerical simulations and subsequently employed to predict the SO, concentration in flue gas emissions from a desul-
furization process in a thermal power plant. Experimental results demonstrate that the algorithm effectively selects vari-
ables and sparsely optimizes the model structure while maintaining high predictive performance, offering promising pro-
spects for broader industrial applications.

Keywords: soft sensor; long short-term memory networks; ordered neurons; non-negative strangulation; redundant in-

formation; variable selection; sparse optimization; deep learning

WA Tl B fE AL i AW E, Tl A= &

W H HA: 2025-02-18. P4 H AR H #3: 2025-10-10. . N L o 4 b e o
BB [{5 A AR R0 (61773182); T keege T ARG RO Bz 52 T o O 4 i 7 il It
B ey SRR NIRRT e G o0 e i L 43 0SSR AL 577 I
B < AEAF . B-mail: greenpre@163.com. o DDA O B4 o b AR B R AT SR U

O (B RERGL ) ImBH AIT A



https://doi.org/10.11992/tis.202502004
mailto:greenpre@163.com

%6

FRIRZ, 2 FE T AR LA M 514 ONLSTM K H Tll ] 4 1245

* 1367

HERHE A E S T AR A B AR 5 TR
2Z TR] 1 B2 A5 SR A AU A OC B AR i, B
Tz 0 FH T TN ek 7 00 R 4 o] o w7

Sy AT ol sk A W I 5 4R R R, s A EL
R T R O] R S R Gk, N
) 4 4 1 LR R Y I 2 PR WS 8 7 5 T TR AR A
5 R A 27 2] B8 7 B BRI St SRR A 5 T e 7,
ARk, AR IE1Z (long short-term memory,
LSTM) ™ 4 R AR 10 1T H08 BR A 22 I 2%, i
MRR A T 25 A 4 S B 2, AT M AR T 4K
Pt v A R AR A DG R U1 Sk [13] A b R
A LSTM W 2% 15 4 FH W 25 119 R AiF $ BB 7Y, -]
FH LSTM S SRR fl G, 328 10 1) FH 42 34 2 5 ey
AR, SCHR [14] 8 i A #4454 LSTM
BEL R i R B T N4, IR Y LR L s
PR BT R 2 A HE B p, 2 — R B 5 S 1Y
Transfer Learning-LSTM [ 2% ] -2 2§ - H i 1118
B W, SRR [15] DA% B X 4e S w25
(1) LSTM X 45 1fii 3515 LogicLSTM, #F471 H A 2 4
HEHLRE ) A0 I S RO A B, LR R A 28 1) TN o
P R AT R

SR, LSTM [ 28 [0 Z il 22 ST A B A S, R
FIEM AT Z TR RAE B, S BN R fi2
JCA] RE 2 B AR [ R AR AR B, B sl & e Kt
1C12 M 4% (ordered neurons long short-term memory,
ONLSTM) idi i %} LSTM [N #B K& #f 28 Je #h A7 H
BIVEHE T OISl ARG, B EE RS
AT VA A3 IR 0 75 O R AR A B 7 B 17,
P 1 RTALOH RO OC AR AL RE T, Sl T
RE2EH ) IZ R . TR [18] $& i —Fh il | i
B ML A &AL ONLSTM W 2% B 3 i A% Y | 3
i A B 2 I 4% B AR AR AR AR B, IR S A AR
AL L Sh 25 R AR o SCHR [19] $2 1 —Fh
FHHERES5FH ONLSTM W 4%, 18 2 % 14 F 2 Bl
FRIEAR B AT 2 WA 43 5280 T 145 %6 19 78 4 75 i il
WMo SCHR [20] $2 th—Fh 2 T B3 8 88 19 0L fn
A ONLSTM #E5Y | >R FH AU 45 Fa kS i 4 il 1 B I
ik, IR AT Py i T 05 7 3 A HE 42 D e 1 (1]
[ A A LIRS

JE T VR B O 245 7 R et A AR v, AR
P J5T e B D) 4% 85 4 5 A [R) AR 2 AN T 22000 1) O A
MR 2 o SR, SEPr Tolkad FE g h &t 2
ToRABHR, PR TFEE L RNEH S E LS
B > B R, 2 T ol AT M R G 0 5 v e
Ra UL DRI, PR APRASE U 42 2% B2 O A A0 B B A v
1) S B B A 2 A0 e A Sl R 55 A 2R ) B} 2

M R AR AL E T R BRTUAR AR B, PR R AR
B T (S BV, AT AR A A5 o Tl B s 4R
B TUAR (R A1 ) B A A AL 2 4 ), JE R
7% (nonnegative garrote, NNG) & — Fift 22 HL i) 4 71
s B Ak 7 1%, LA g A8 e AT 1R 45 1R 4 24
HA AU 78 [ AR 5 | AR S 290, PR FF
B T B8 7 A [] B R IR A A R B . SR [25]
I NNG Xf T4 28 90 2% 1 i AR 15474 1
Wi, IR T TUA A AL &, 5 A ek Oy R M
Eb, T4 7 v AR BRI AR B D I LT R B
W AR R R . SCHR [26) 25 A JE R TR
H—Fh [ 3E R B/ T3 NNG 7, BEIE T 5
ANYERE, St sh A R R AEE L N L, T
P P B P IR EE I R AR B 0 2% S R A A
SCHR [27] B2 — R L TR LR S AE LR 1
P62 500, AALSIBR T IG5k AL &, iR 7E
A SIS 0 TR 2 1 [] Fsf o A 250 235 ) S A T 7 8

ZE bR, T A S Tl B 2R R
LR S A M A, R R T HE RSO IS5
5 i /6 ONLSTM T oll I i A A8, — Ty 1 )
ONLSTM H 3l 2% > J2 945 #4915 B $dis dE 17 78
3 WA DA SE 088 5 53— J7 38 3 NNG 5%
7E ONLSTM FE R 4 A 2 b 5] AR 95, R4
TEAS Y T BE ) B RTER T, BIBR TUAY AR &
) i} % JE 31 ONLSTM ¥ % 45 #4) 4 2% & A% LSTM
A T HE I, PR A B2 A NNG Bk, DL
ARSI T B A I S I D 45 A TR 9 TU AR 49 A, DASE
PRARAD (B Ak o e JE T A O ELR SR )R
iR un S E hato o T &/ VY (P VA SE @l R R
R, JF 5 A A o) & 5k AT R RE XS B, B UE T
LA R

1 ONLSTM # £ W %

ONLSTM 7 LSTM Y RERl B 3G 7 1 i8]
S AR BRORZE #h 2 oe AT HER, #Em S A
{5 8294, ONLSTM i i 32 35 i | T F0 3 5
A TTE S A B 2380y 3 350, B35 i Rl 5%
F g A GE AR B E W, 50 RE AN
o HEEFE 1R, B R @ ik S
LSTM M 45 2544, F (5,58 53 5 ONLSTM #7 14 45
¥ 545 LSTM [ 145 B e it i #E

fi=oxW +h_ W, +b) @)
i, =0c(xW,+h_W,+b) 2)
o=0cxW,+h_W,+b,) 3)
¢, =tanh(x, W, +h_ W, +b,.) 4



5520 &

v
D~

—-
LR
i, ¢,
?(;p—

1 ONLSTM R % %514
Fig.1 ONLSTM network structure

KA fivin o &0 BIRIBIETT VBT By i)
B fige 8 B T AR AR (R i 1 5 e, 675 I IS 200 ) A
b 2T — I 2 B B A RS s WL W, 53 51 R oR
iy AR 5 B JE AL 5 b, R R 5 o ()
27K~ Sigmoid B4 IE PREY; tanh() 27 XU 1E U106
PR, LSTM Hr i Z R A B e RS iy BB T 5

C =f0C._ +i0¢ 5)

h, = 0,0tanh(C)) (6)

K C R, BB R T RS MR &R,

oM & IkIEE . ONLSTM 7E LRl I AT
— AN S PR, ORI S RO R R R

cumax(-) = cumsum(Softmax(-)) (7

f, =cumax(x,W.;+h,_W,;+b;) ®)

i, =1-cumax(x,W;+h,_ W, +b;) 9)

w, = f01, (10)

w, = f, -w, (11)

Wy =1,—w, (12)

C,=w,0C_ +w,0(fi0oC,_+i,0¢)+w,0¢, (13)
h, = o,©tanh(C,) (14)

s cumax(-) PRECH cumsum F1 Softmax PR &k
BN, & ONLSTM 7 58 88 51 A S0 V&K
1—cumax(+) & S [7] i) cumax PR %L, /& ONLSTM #Hr
B AT PR w R R AL fE R ES
A3, K 0V A A 5w, R f, R w1
43, RN 3 38 R 5 w, R i PR T w, 19 4
POPIVAEEE TG (o8 98

ONLSTM P bt 28 TT T 4 o S 1 )2
9, Hoh w2 e & oA KR R K A
B, TR )2 Gp 28 Ju A6 T DL g i 4 0I5
BT 2 (10)~(12) X 7Y 3 2% 38 S0 5 5L 0 i
KI5 B 50 W5 B TRl o420, X (13) F=om
C, /W BT 8 5, U b I 7 A ] 38 B 1% @ &5 1 5
i FE . ONLSTM W] 76 A [ )22 2 b 43 i) b 2R A B
DI ), 2 TSR A AR I R

2 FREFRHE

FEF LR (NNG) S35 — Pk T 2 R B Y
IR AR AL Sk, BEFE 5 B e B S A
AR AT FEARES &, FR ) BT LA D 2 A
ATl AR T o U 5 B S R £
75, NNG 5o R IR e £ 0 7 -5 88 R0 Zod R A
RV, TRTIN S T 2R 5 VR RE 2 ) B9 A3 R A
NNG 7k 0 S AR JRUB e A fie /)y — 3 53 12 14 Sk i
AN — A 2R R, 3 A — A AR R A
A Lk PR, SRR SR A 12 R B A (E LA 3R B
R ZEAT T SR RO o AL Sy {51«
y=pBx+¢ (15)
A x= [x1 Xy oo xp] *ﬂyﬁj\ﬁﬂﬁéiﬂﬁﬁ/\ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁ
T, = [Bl B - ﬁp]%‘%ﬂ??\ﬁ,[? Ry AN HEE
e EBENLIR2ZE . A X e R Rt AR, n A
BAG Y e RS R . 42 BRM REUGIT, 14
B A R 2% 1 B A L R
6'(S)=argmin Y {(y-(@0Px))

Y(x.pelX.Y)
, (16)
st 6,20, 6,<S
i=1
K S HEORBSHLG 0= (6, 6, - 6, W4T

5 6, % B WA R K SR X (16) T AR 4
W6 = [6; 6; --- 6], Ko fCA (15) RInl 345

S 1 B
B=00p (17)
O£ A S 45 3 B
¥=Bx (18)

SR 1038 i A S O Wi A 1) BEEAT AR
VITE AR A N AR e . eIt ek, &
RS BB, WA FGBOR, Hlei R BCE T
0o Gk RECE T 0 B, WSR2 Bl TR #
T 0, BRI i A S B B R

3 DNNG-ONLSTM & i 3% it

3.1 EEIZEH

R4S ONLSTM fig 58 4 A 250 kb 4 $i2 1) )5 5 4
TR RO 5 2 . (B M RR S 32 R I i
A Mg S5 p e m . R, 3 7 —Fh it
TR LA W H i /b ONLSTM # £ 5545 (double
NNG-ONLSTM, DNNG-ONLSTM), 1% 1528 T
LI oy N\ 72 R 3 33 R IR 2% 55 ) %) [] 2B Ak, e o
T AR B BRORURR 28 T S B T A n) A, LR
i 2 s .



%6

BRI, 4. TR A B 5 AL ONLSTM K H: Tl 5] e At + 1369 -

T
(AT ) TN | A | T | T TR
[} [} [} [} [} |

hey

N

B2 ETELARFOBEML ONLSTM ML L1
Fig.2 Structure of sparse ONLSTM network based on
non-negative strangulation

DNNG-ONLSTM 53k (1) #4 a5 223 1 7 4%
T 25 A AE T A AR 2R B AP A2 BR S,
ERE TR 3 RN g |
7 ONLSTM M £8 #5581 . 25 2 20 R A 20 R ik
45 2B KAy Wl A ONLSTM i Al e 56 2 FL
AR R, RAS I F AR 7 R R B /L ONLSTM
M2, JLNTR RN AR ARl 3 TR

g%ﬁ’):: CH
1T (3]
PN b ®—
[ak <>Q{_7%ZVI_"]) o | i
~ / M
W |~ _ @ | R—p—
\\\ AN A ]
VA v/ ¢ ®
\\/)\ //\ - > A
O [\ | @ o
e
T HE
@é_- A\ | LD E [
& _ b [, o,
he, | DT E h,

3 ETELLERBIFEL ONLSTM W% M ER 4514
Fig.3 Internal structure of sparse ONLSTM network
based on non-negative strangulation

32 ETFNNGHTEIREFE

N B, R Adam & 15314 ONLSTM
I 2, I 8 I 5 245 SR R A 1) 55 U AR SR ) iy
R, SEB A ] LRI

¥, =g(W,(o,0tanh(C,) + b)) (19)

K g()FR 21 522 WIS sREG Wb, 43 53
e 4 R U2 1 2 2T R R 2 1

FRYN LR Bz, Ayt S f A 0 AR B0 52, 8
NNG H 2 4 7] 2 e ik A ONLSTM Hii AR H
Wi, S5 30 A\ A8 08 B 0T 1) 559 A8 R 5 0 AR A i
WIHERE RS2 . BB 55 A B B

y, = g(W,(0,0tanh(C,_, O (f O w, + f, — w])+
EO 0w +i —w))+b,)
Ao BT I B L AR R
fi=o (Zxﬁ(afovv;f>+2h;'vv7{ +”?) b

Jj=1

(20)

=0 Zx(a/ @W”)+Zh’ 'Wfk'+b'> (22)

j=1

:a<zx(aow§o)+2h”wj’;+b0> (23)
i=1 j=1
= tanh a<zx(a@w)+2hflwf,j+bf>>

B (24)

f = cumax (0’ (Zx(a/ @Wl,‘f)+Zh’ 'Wj",f+bf>>
i=1 Jj=1
(25)

i=1-

cumax (0’ (i: X (a/,- o) Wf,‘(’) + 2’1: HWh b;) )
i=1 j=1 (26)
C=C_o(fow+f-w)+ oiow +i-w)
27
A k=1,2,.q, p T q 53 5 M i A S 4 i S AR
B BROBUZ 1T R B W R e W E T A
o P VST 4 P, o G BRI [0, 1] 9 Fl P 3 i
TR R BT R AT REE . HAROR L, o= 158
Nx e, Me, = 0F R x 8 8 M ER . mfE
WA 1) i o SRAR

@ =argmin Z [

V(x,y)e{X,Y}

0, otanh(C))+b,))’]

14
sit. 0<a@; < I,Za',- <S)
i=1
(28)

BAR, A (28) B— A L A RN A2
WL iffffﬂiﬁﬁﬂsllﬂwﬁo X T 45 R W SR
HSHS,, "i#id COBYLA (constrained optimiza-
tion by linear approximation) 5. ik 1 B AR AILE S, 5%
P Y S 0 ik, 3 A4 3 E A bR EIORN 29 31 1Y %
SRV, TRAE B — 25 0 15 DX el b A i 2
8T AT KA

7E NNG *} ONLSTM U 7 K kA7 W 4 1,
FOE S L1 2 5050 i TUAR R AR X A # 3 T 0,
AT 59 B TC A s AR 1 o ZHL R AT A AR A i A
HETE 5 N2 S HORARL, 78 52 LAZ B P £ 114 [ I
U DRI, S (28) B AR TR ) T A i
ik A NNG 535 DL i How F G Rl 22 R4 v de A
SKARI)E, BEA SR TC 7S i, B i A L 454



< 1370 * O R & ¥ #t %20 %
B a fCAZ (21)~(26) 7T 752 — 21 5 A4 AR 0 1 3.3 EFNNG &ML
Wo =aq,0Ws, i=1,2,-p (29) B T AR, AR RAS By (4 25 A ] B 2 R

NNG 532 4k A iy A2 38 1 AR AE £, 39
TR AE AT A R, A AR B R P, R
THTRANZ AL RE

PETIPERE o DR A ST 418 10 208 70 R 47 20 i e 1)
[alff, X ONLSTM 45ty dEAT Mg fitl . 151 4 25 i
TR R ZE R R A R

| o =01 |
N .
N S . ows |
: [T ool <o =D
I x J[0l001010], © - Ff‘x‘qoooom
i \‘7! g A - T B |
: ! |
I h P wh " %
: 1 I ~ pOW™ |
I I hH |
. I.} = = 1 R T S e e
! X ol © 4 P-beoooom |
| |
. .~ J |
I 11‘/_1’| |
| mERE X 0] MM ©
— .. 1_ ......................... '
i T |
Lo | : i |
. . | |
| xz’ I : | | | xzt .
I Py | 0=0 | | ° l
3 . | ! . ° |
I . I : | I . !
| x,f l & _| f | | xi’ |
| . L@ OW S - !
P oy |
| xP’ | | th |
I .
: h"! E |a! B! |
| P :
| hz."‘ 5 Ow i hiH :
| . - — T :
° ! . °
L - L R |
| h I b | : | hy I
: | b |
| p=0 . '
| m I RS I |
i ! I ﬁ | o ! I/”szf,’g: I
I —— — .
L._._._._._._._.l—.q_—.i._._} I S |

B4 HELMFRRTE

Fig. 4 Model structure sparsity process

nlal 4 froR, SR e s R AL e S
T A\ a5 3R, 0% 2 0N 2 1) i A\ iR
B, FLTE R A AT R A S T S R
SRR ERE o RN, oA AR R p - R R R
i R )T, R TR BB T A i AAS
T, L DAY 25 K Rt Ak, BT IS SRk BRI 1] T
y! = g(W, (0 ©tanh(C,_, O (f' Q! + f' — w])+

& O 0w +i/ ~wN)+b))

BEES, &N T TR B Bt 72

i=1

(30)

q
Zh_’,‘l(ﬁjGW?{)+bf> (31)
Jj=1

4 q
R PR SR I

i=1 j=1

V4 q
o =0 <ZXEVV;” +D_ B BOWD +b3) (33)

i=1 j=1
P B q

éyzmnh<a<§:xnxf+§:hfqzewﬁj+m>>
i=1 j=1

(34)
_ 4 o q . -
F = cumax <a (Zx;W;;f +D_ KB oW+ bf’))
i=1 Jj=1
(35)

p q
i’ = 1—cumax (o- <Zx§Wf+Zh_’,‘l(ﬂj®Wff)+bi>>

i=1 J=1
(36)



FRIRZ, 2 FE T AR LA M 514 ONLSTM K H Tll ] 4 1245

* 1371 -

5% 6
C'=C_o(f ow +f —w')+

/=G .(f ] f, ) 37

o ow +i —w))
QRGN E NN
B=argmin > [(y—g(W,(0/ ©tanh(C,)+b,))’]
Y(x.y)elX.Y}
q

st. B;20,) B;<S, (38)

3 (38) ¥ NNG B ikdix AL AR 1) 1155 3
FErf, o SHE M R/NeE TR AR R, B
I, M SN TR 7 S F, Bk Mg R
RE 1 TCRL, BUFT A RRGER T BT 2 8.8
W N, B R R T B B R, 2T
F) 22 50K Bl T 45 25 0, 52 30 I 4% 110 45 A 7 i Ak Ak
PR PRI, AT DL A e SRR o AR Bk 2R
s, DT 5 T I I 1) TC A i A A8 o 5 0 AR B
PZTTIAE, BT AR F kR B R R LR
SR, IR H COBYLA R =X (38). ¥ g1t
AT (31)~(36) AT A5 21— 2 A9 A B 4 G «

Wi =B,oWi, j=12,.4 (39
Bi = 07 MR v fif [ 328 U1 B Jei 1o 22 5T b A i
PEIRAS o NNG F32: fix A Beosl 2 AU 5 P, flipp &2
JG[E] B P AL 3 0 1 AR AL . 38 3 R 46 TURIE 3 3%
P, BB JC R B 22 0, R AR s e AR T
A AR, AL CHER P 2 ofEH, 454 ONLSTM
(A P A 22 TC 25 K, EORS Y S B2 Tl o 72 2 ek 1)
JUBETE S R, B TR AR o] i 72 A ) e i
34 EiERE

DNNG-ONLSTM R 2% () & ~7 2 #2 43 J 5
oo B SGHE S MASIE R LT S EGE, [FRT
i Adam B3P HEAT BRI ZR DL A Tl 2k 2
BRI ONLSTM M 4%, Al H 51 A )2 A% &
Xf 2 P 22 T HE AT A RAHE T . R G AA
NNG B3k, 43015 8 56 T4 A F SR 2o
) 24 O BRI VB, KSR M NING 2407515 3] 4 Wi 45 1) 1
a F1 B 43 5l A ONLSTM i A K TR %6 [ 5 B i 2
AU A B, 75 31 3% 1 3F 1 R 1 H B /b ONLSTM
W45 . NNG 575K i 459 2P0 4L 45 ) i o T B,
G0 SE AR e S A5 M AR A T Re, DA S B
R 25 K A o

DNNG-ONLSTM T il 455 7Y 5 3 o 7 il A
mr,

1) Bt 00k B . 0 E o R AT IH — Ak B 4E A
UL S R A e O TIANC E  O ]
80% Kl 73 R I R4, FH LASEA 7455 A0 2 H00M A Fn
BRI ) B ALY 255 T 20% il 23 o R 4, ] LLE
Al A7 ) T 000 2 B o

2) W HEH— RIS B S A S, e
S FRAE R A AT R 45N 2 0E 2 2k, LSS
MBS BTV W) i ONLSTM [ 4% 5

3) AR A A A P8 5 A TR B T A O R
S EOW PG T BRAE, 76 S8 BrBUE oA A B BR
Y 1/4~1/2, KA A% 18 2235 1 5 DA AR i) D) s (1]
4] A i 1, 76 A0 07 %) T A IXC Ji) PR 2 A B 4 3
I 5, fre 24k I R S 4L S,

4) RIEF BN RMEABESES., BE AT
W4 R BT R T, 53 90 oK i AE Lt AN 5 X2y i
Ak k= (28) MR (38) 15 AL Ak i 4i 1) 5

RS XESOER A E AR YN 959
fY) ONLSTM W 45 A FE iR, #4533 FHE 2R 1
Fii Bifk ONLSTM [ 4

6) 5 ] X A B0 i A AR e 25 3 T 25 AR
AT S VAL I 5 FL A S B R ST H A

4 BRI E 2T

41 HEMHE
Shy 6 TE SR B A AR, AR AR DL A i Tl ik
FRARLR M | 2h APk K AE R TUR SRR, R T —
AT 3 LA S Rl A A S A B 31 R
PN AR AR ARG TE [0, 1] YBEBLEL
X! =0.4x,+0.6(x") +e!,
X, =0.8x7"-0.3x5>+0.5x" + e,
X =02(x)" +0.6x +el,
X, =0.6x;"+0.2x5" +0.2x7 + ¢,
X! =0.3x, +0.5x5 +0.2(x5°) +e,
y = 10sin (nX' X}) +20(X; - 0.5)" + 10X, + 5X. +e'
(40)
s x Ay 43 31k i A S R AR A, el S22
fHRNE ARHEZEN 0.01 BTN o (5 2508
12 (40) A= AR, BdE AR 30 M A R S
— N HARE R, AR PR 5 AR RS HR
AR AR DG, H A B 2000 ZH AR AR HHE -
42 EEEEITM ISR
W D BB A2 LA 41 Y 30 40 R I 4 A
DA, 38 3 8 2 BRI 5 a2 o] f B Ay, Jf
PR VR R RE . R LU R S5 N Rk
PERE PPN 4845
1) A E A AR (model input size, MIS): 57
AR AR AL HIFEA

. 1, 2,>0.05
M=V, Vi {0 200 @1

b v AR A B x; 2 1 O ARG A A



<1372 - O R & ¥ #t 52045
n NS T AN, A R A TN Y R x1 HEMEXBLER
2) IE15'_5$ (correct selection ratio, CSR): *ﬁﬂ Table 1 Numerical simulation results
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Fig.5 Scatter plot of simulation prediction results

A

6 HEMNERRERLE
Fig. 6 Box plot of simulation prediction result errors
BEAh, S Aoy B Al S 222 5 B A 0 A Y
PERERIIE AL IR T, 151 7 K DNNG-ONLSTM 595 1Y
o 1 iy A W 4 R AT ST IR 2 I, i

5 AR B



5% 61 RN, 45 F TR USSR R 5T AL ONLSTM K H: b i o A + 1373 »

10 1.00

0.8
o 0.6
4
&
=04t

02+

. . . .
4 7 10 13 16 19 22 25 28
LpANGS o
B7 HEGREEEANTEKRSERZHSIT

Fig. 7 Numerical simulation candidate input variable contraction coefficient statistics
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Fig. 8 Process flow diagram of flue gas desulfurization system
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Table 2 Prediction results of SO, concentration

FEEARY MIS MSE MAE R?
LSTM 30 4.9280 1.7296 0.759 1
ONLSTM 30 48116 1.6426 0.7648
STA-LSTM 30 4.8294 1.7529 0.7639
SA-CNN-ONLSTM 30 4.6217 1.7490 0.7741
NNG-ONLSTM 12 3.2953 1.4651 0.8389
DNNG-ONLSTM 12 3.2086 1.4600 0.843 1

R3 FRAMBEREHRBSHILE

Table 3 Different network basic structure and hyperparameter settings

SRR LSTM  STA-LSTM  SA-CNN-ONLSTM  ONLSTM  NNG-ONLSTM  DNNG-ONLSTM
WAZERE 30 30 30 30 30 30
P24k 1 1 1 1 1 1
BT i Bk 36 36 36 36 36 36
WIhfE > 5% 0.01 0.001 0.005 0.005 0.01 0.01
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LI 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Fig. 9 Prediction curves of desulfurization process under different models
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Table 4 Model complexity and training prediction time

LSTM O(4nh+h+4h%) 35.158  8.310
ONLSTM O(6nh+h+6h*) 29264  9.983
STA-LSTM OQn*+4nh+2h+7h?)  39.645 13.631

SA-CNN-ONLSTM OQ3n™+ryry 6nh+h+6h%) 50.438 23.554
NNG-ONLSTM O((6+k)nht+h+61*) 63513 6.489
DNNG-ONLSTM  O((6+knh+h+(6+k)h*) 94.216  5.984
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