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ABSTRACT: Aiming at the problem that delay time is
difficult to determine and prediction accuracy is low in
building prediction model of SCR system, a dynamic
modeling scheme based on a hybrid of multiple data-driven
algorithms was proposed. First, processed abnormal values
and normalized the data. To improve the relevance of the
input data, used MIC to estimate delay time and
reconstructed production data. Then used combined feature
selection method to determine input variables. To further
mine data information, VMD was used to decompose input
time series. Finally, established NOx emission prediction
model combining ELM and EC model. Experimental results
based on actual historical operating data show that the
MAPE of predicted results is 2.61%. Model sensitivity
analysis shows that besides the amount of ammonia injection,
the inlet oxygen concentration and the flue gas temperature
have a significant impact on NOx emission, which should be

considered in SCR process control and optimization.

KEY WORDS: sclective catalytic reduction; maximum
information coefficient; variational modal decomposition;

data-driven; error correction
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a2y BERERNESTE, JEHET
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support vector machine, LSSVM)INBUEHZ ) 2 1
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BT FH 3 B il A 7= e, Ly 25 ND2Mg B A S0k
MR AT B, IR T N TR Mg
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Fig1 Schematic of the SCR system of a power station

boiler
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2 SCR ZhisTuM&RE

2.1 HIEmAE

L) H R A 3% ] /R G (distributed  control
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Table 1 Operating range of the parameters related to
SCR
L LAY KT PR
HH NOx % mg/Nm3 21.378-37.241 Y
A NOx ¥ mg/Nm3 89.921-317.043 NOx
AF O R % 3.673-5.856 O2in
A CO WP mg/Nm3 4.275-864.527 co
TSI Nm3/h 115.333-149.616
NS ES kPa -1.155 - -0.549
Nl e °C 350.000-371.427 Tin
PIE-= m3/h 43.813-129.658 0
e KUHL B A 0.220- 0.708 34B
tH FUEASE 7 kPa -1.614 - -0.979 Pout
U AR °C 350.876-371.053 Tout
HE O i % 3.566-6.161 O2ou
kiR ppm 1.878-2.379 NH3
BLAH fr A MW 765.312-967.453 Ne
S t/h 251.343-357.814 TF
SR t/h 2783.210-3406.900 4
2.2 HEXSHIEIRRIE
w K& & R # (maximal information

coefficient, MIC) & — Fhffif AL & 2 [A] LML K &
gEitHebr, HaEH i E AR E b E Y
B GEHE R . MIC i E AR

I(x,y)

MIC(x,y)= max ———————— 2
(x y) xy<B(n) logz(min(X,)/)) ( )

p(x,y)
I(x,y)= ;{;p(x, ¥) 10g(m) 3)
Horb I(x, y)y N & x Fly Z A EAE BAE, p(x)-
POV NIDGREZR 34, p(x, y) WA R 734, B(n)
TR B NEEE n 1 0.6 KT KA
SCR &Rt 11 NOx Jii &k A2 i 0 <,
HEHOE SA6 I R G5 (CEMS) I B3 211, (T2
AR PR 2R, FBUH AR NOx ¥
BAFLE— 2 (13 5 I ()25 [F] i SCR R REL#S P (1
IR 52 IV e M B R 1 AR A7 R 35K A AR B[] 261,
It SCR RGHAWEIRFEE, DCS Hd Ehid
(924 I ¢ B 220 (R N AR B A S REAERA T SCR
RS T NOX W (1) 1B 4HLLHIE % 84T,
1T CEMS HURE A 28 K 82 [i] 52 2 Mot 20 o 19 1 45 11
FEIB1T, W SCR W LIEIMHE CEMS il 5%
MIEEES . Ma R 45 R R S B IR I M A 22 Kk
A RZARAY, i B K AR B R E MIC b A 8k
P p B A BB R A HHE 5 tH O NOx WRFEEMEE
LRVERRORME, THE S AR SHOHENT T H 1 NOx
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T2 HWATE SCR H O NOx iKE 2 [8)BYIE IR AT (8]

Table 2 Delay time between input variables and SCR NOx concentration at the outlet

S-S NOx 02 co F Pin Tin 0 34B
FEIR ] 170s 10s 300s 50s 20s 260s 440s 30s
B e Pout Tout O02ou NH3 Ne IF T4 —
ZEIR B[] 10s 290s 10s 10s 130s 110s 30s

R B A IR IS [R], SR 5 AT SR A A AR i
15 Y IR A AR [ SRS FEE ) 52

T SURBEIRAEH NAEEN X, Fh A
B Y, X =[x (0),x, (0)] Y=p(0)
m NEINB LR, (=1, N, N NEERA
o B RL A MR R 2T R KA
B BE At BT NS & x, (¢) MR I IR B
2 k, FEZEIRIN [H])Y FE A AR & x, (¢) 1R IRFEACK:
FENR) AR AT (IR A AL PR, 15338 & x, (¢) 1)
k HEREAR P, Rox N x (1-1),,x, (1= k) -
HIR, WRAHE ke 5B R AR p(0) Z (A1
KGR R MIC, X MIC B 5K —415
BRI (02 181 2 P AH DGR e K
X R IR I ] B A o, (¢) B EIR 1], i
PZIVEARIE R & x, (1) MEMEERE T 5, &R
x, (1) MG RN 1o BAARUCRAF 4
ANAR B A REIR ] [R], 45 3 840 S B e 4

T SCR 4t B aE R AT AR IR
i A], PR SCR & 4t 4 748 S LA A 40 A
HHEKMERTEE. EEHAR. SR, &
PR MZERVEEA 300s, H4 SCR RGNS
B IEIRVE B N 600s. HIT M DCS Fr53H!
IR LA 10s SNIRIRE, R I i 20 8 1) e K AE
IR 050509 30 A1 60, I JA) ZE3R 1152 45 Bt
F 2, Hrh SCR RGN W2 & O AR A A
440s, KT ERE TF (1) 110s, 0IF T iH5H 45 H
R DI SEBRIZ AT 1 L -
2.3 HEFHEREREZE

MR 4 e i S S I HLER 734, SCRHE 1 NOx
R E 2 A2 S HUI R B0 IR B A L e
PRI GUR, INTURE B S PR T
TS FE AR I GRA TR) o DRI, 7 AT R AR
P B S A S I U R AR & . R RIRFE L
PR B T IR AN [F) 5 B0 ) B AR R A R A
BAFAEZE S, 8 B —RRAE IR B B M DA 4
T2 52 SCRH 1 NOx W B i B LR E SR & o

LR A 2 AR T W IR E S R S E BT S
TR HE TR, Hrh a5 52 A8 (classification
and regression tree, CART). Pf#HL#k M (random
forests, RF). & {H B B $2 Ft (extreme gradient
boosting, XGBoost)*5H %, BARRESRIT
AW 1 RIEHLEL D E 15 DM
SCR i 1 NOx ¥ & (A2 B AR IR IE AR B
R 20 43 AME DL b =R R 5 gk
TR, 133 15 Mgik A B B EVERR T 45
IR 3. KSR EAE SRR REIE T
BBV FAH IR SME, EAZR R RA R
B R
AW 4 RIS SSALEE BT PRIE R A
Y NO. &/ NH3 55 T2 S S s A R s
fEAR &, ARG MR A R ) A A S S A R,
1T 2RI 2, 2 T 5 S AR AR E SR &
*3 B {HEEREENEEMHSERI—LE)
Table 3  Sorting results of importance of single features

selection algorithm (after normalization)

A AR CART RF XGBoost
NOx 0.241 0.159 0.055
O2in 0.21 0.254 0.189
co 0.305 0.096 0.068

0.176 0.032 0.019
0.165 0.041 0.025
Tin 0.361 0.304 0.302
1 1 1
34B 0 0 0
Pou 0.186 0.021 0.029
Tout 0.301 0.315 0.506
O20ut 0.2 0.152 0.25
NH3 0.144 0.118 0.187
Ne 0.249 0.151 0.218
TF 0.126 0.089 0.077
TA 0311 0.183 0.204

R 3 RARIEA AR = AR L IE R SE T A
O EENEGR . R 3 A, ARK
PR AR N A HE P A, 140 CART
SR Y VR ) B B A v T AR P A



SR, RF SR X I B v B 6 oy T LA
A%, XGBoost Hy% N AT NOx ¥R (1) 3 %
B AR T HAD I A G . IX — 45 R B — Rk
EREVEH T EIER I 2R, EMARERE Lk
e H BV IR ZE e, A2 DATHERA S ik &
AMiE i A BT SCR H H NOX B O SE M AR B

1.0 - —

- - - H{H0.2
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06}
m
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oa| 1 H ___________________
0.0 .......Hmﬂmmmm.
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E2 EEHEEFEENEEMHFER
Fig 2 Sorting results of importance by a combined

feature selection algorithm

2 JEHERHEEFFEIE(MFS, combined
feature selection)fJ455, H T SCR H 1 NOx 72
AN NOx 28 Jiofird 2% B AL EE 5 7= A2 1, RIE AR BE N
I NOx W FE/E RFEAS & 5 P20 S0 A 58 I 2%
HEMRT 0.2 PREZREFE R MALE,
Binz s Q. H AR Tous A FHHAIREE
T~ B NE T4 NHETIRE 02, FLALTT
HAESKE 020 NORANYNIKE NOxo
24 THRIRESHR

MR H BRI GE R EIR R 25 AT 5, Ina
& Q5 SCR tH 1 NOx W EE AR AR I, H
ST SCR Ml I B2 BINLA g AL S AL
FISEAR 2 R R EEm,  HLN B0 v A 5 A S 28
iR, HnEE Q BAd-Fiatt, r4&mtsE
Rl HAEERREN G EARE, $inT
PHZE ) 2 TN R & AE 2 M R HOC R HERE
A gy MA™ 4 fE U7 (variational  mode
decomposition, VMD) & 2014 3¢ H 1 — 55
GIRRTTIE, T LRSS o0 il 2 A B A 58 XA
o H ] LB S EH B0, RA VMD 7 fif
A LLKHAE 5 0 i 4e E N B AS 7r & IMF, 4
G AN S S AT HIRR, NITIAR] 5 5
JRUEAE 5 AN FEAR AR B 1. B eIy
SHRAE T IS K ANE T VMD 7 fifs

MR A SX

IR S I HK

HATVMD IR, BRI
IMF -+ IMF,

K=K+1

- FIMFAXZ T8 IR 9% R 5P

P<UEBIME?

3 VMD S EERTEE
Fig3 Flowchart of VMD
BB & IMF, -, IMF, 5 F IR S —1
WA 5> ' IMF, fEAE 5 Z [RGB 30 Py &
2 PNTHRAT B E M BE RS, B R 5 5 — M
B & IMF, M FAE 5 AR, A i PLRAE
JRAE S MR E R, W R, RS AN
o1 ST M, BEW A IR VMD
SRR E 3 . BE iR VMD 4 fi#s
28 73 & IMF,AF 95 JEAEH S BN TG 4
s, 1 IMF,-- IMF,_ AR RAES, M
A RS HEAE TR ZHEE B H B
3L, W mAERESNCN 6, 4
fRES R 4 fios. 7L, STHERMEIERH
A ERHE R &, RN & O #H4T VMD 4 iR,
A3 3 T AR () N BB

bl P} } bl
Wi e ‘[ e L s

b ("
-

A |
T

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
HAR S
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Fig4 Decomposition result of ammonia injection
volume by VMD
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25 FMRE
251 BRI

P B 12E 22 2] HLI27) (extreme learning machine,
ELM)I S5t 5 Fios, & —Fh e = A ph 2
P ARBILE N MEA (x,,p,), Hebi AAEA
A4 R N X =[x, x5, | € R S
Vi =[Vis Viast oo Vim | € R™ 5 BETERZ A1 ZE 7T AT B
Hhg(x), W ELM GRS R 128290,

Stepl: BEALBE M ARE w, MR W E b, ,
i=1--,L, L NEBEME TN

Step2: V5 FETEk = H S HFELRE H.o

Step3: i+ EL: p=H'T , Hh H .
BT =B ULT & 25

H(Wp'"»WL,b:"'abN»xlz'”axN):

g(Wl "X +b1)"‘g(WL X +bL)

“4)
g(wl-xNerl) g(wL-xNerL) Mol
,BlT y1T
p=| i |MT=| : %)
/BLT yNT

Feel

5 MRBRZF ML
Fig5 Structure of extreme learning machine
B IR AR H G 22 AR 2H A R 1k R SRV
SERFIEAR R, FFAAR S I R IGAR 2 N A
B, R SR, 2L B A R R O
VMD-ELM, M SCR Hi I NOx ¥ & [f) ki 5 A
SN

L

¥y, :Z[tanh(w[-x+bi)-ﬂ[] (6)
i=1

X = [Qimf] > QimfZ > Q/‘mf3 > Q/‘mf4 > Qz’me >

7
Tout,Tin,02in,020ut,TA, Ne, NOx] )

Hodr, y, —SCR i 1 NOx & FE Fiil {5
tanh (x) — X HH IE )30 R 2L
x — AR N
O > Oiys —INEERIBLS T 5
w, e R —H N EFIBGE h 8 i &tz

)
B e R—WaR R 3 i 0 TR R
L

252 wEBIEHER

T IR T VMD-ELM R 7 () 00 4 i
AR E REHLZHE TR A, R FH 1R ZE & IE (error
correction) 5%, HJPL VMD-ELM A Fiijil iR 2 A4
WFFNT G, FREAL IR ZEAE IR LTI ¢ B % 1R 22,
FEBIN ¢ I %) VMD-ELM B AL FNE, 153k
) SCR Hi 11 NOx W FERITRIIME . 1R ZE & IERE AT
SR ELM, L VMD-ELM f 7500035 22 Jy g AR
o R ZEMITE AT

e(t)=y,O~y,0 ®)

Hrre(r) 5 VMD-ELM B %, vy, (1) A4
B 20 FNAE,  p,, (¢) 9 4RI 20 () FLSEAR
IFLART 3 WZITMRZ e(t-1), e(r-2),
e(t—3) & VMD-ELM HJJRA A NIRZEEIE
BRI AN
253 JRA TR
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Fig6 Framework of SCR hybrid predictive model
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(1) M SIS R LA 10s Ay la] b 5t 7 SLis AT KR EARENRT 7500 HEHRENNSGE, 5
Bl , XS B HEAT TRAL B . 1710 HEARAE ML . K2 H 1) EC-VMD-ELM
() FHEKEE R MR SRR RS P71 5 DNN28I, RBFNNBY, SVRB2HEAT % L5,
IRIRFIE], 42 SE IR IS ) 2R ) 55 4R DLESHIEAE R (A R o 7R X0 PSS AL AT VEREVRAN
(3) P 2H B AL 0 BT 92 2 B R g N i, PP % (MAE)D « %1771 % (MSE)D .
. SEYERT H 7 iR Z (MAPEYE AVE Fabe, ot
(4) XM EIEAT VMD 7 i, 2H s A A SR,
Ny N R
¥l X (1) - MAE—%Z‘Y, 7 ©)
(5) #IH VMD-ELM #2450 £ 15 % f¥) SCR -
HINOx KB y, (1) 1 X 2
K, (). MSE=—3(¥-7) (10)
(6) AT =W ZIMRE e(r-1), e(t-2), NG
e(r—3) KEMANEHE X () ENHN, FIH] ELM 7%
Bt ZIEIE R Z e, (1) - MAPE_N« . «100% (an
() ¥y, (1) FBIEIRE e (1) BIEENRS
T AT B Y0 (1) Forbr NI RAEREAA L Y, SRl 218,
3 LWERSHH Y, AR A
34 ELM 75 ZER B[] 34 DNN 7 ZEiR i [i] 34 RBFNN 75 #iE iR i [1] 34 SVR 1 ZE IR i [
— FAR 2k — HAE 2 — Rk — Ak
;izo ;izo
§28 gzs
5 26 “’E‘ 26 “’g‘ 26
“ 24 “ 24 “ 24
MR g = NOXME U mgNmI) E NOXIE U mgNm3) = NOXMH (mgNm3)
(al) (b1) (cl) (dn)
2] ELM JESE iR I [ 4 DNN & ZE 3R i [i] 34 RBFNN JE %&£ i [1] ] SVR JEHEIR I (]
i — HAE . —— #Ah2k . — #R . —— #Ah2k
= t) % 28 g 28
‘;;: 26 ;: 2 ‘g 2%
* NOx:F" gé/(mgﬁ{\lm}f * = ”NOxu“! g%/(mg}‘;\lm};z * = 24N0$&ﬂ%{§/(mgz/‘;\lm33)z * ” 74NOx:J”IJg%/(mg}/‘;\lmgz *
(a2) (b2) (c2) (d2)
7 FEHERA) NOx FUMESPRNEERSE: (al) (b1) (c1) (d1)EEEIRFTEMNEIEE, (a2) (b2) (c2) (A2)FEIHEH
mE

Fig 7 Scatter plot of measured and predicted NOx emissions value of different models : (al) (b1) (c1) (d1) reconstructed
data sets considering time-delay, (a2) (b2) (c2) (d2) original data sets
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Table4 Comparisons of NOx emissions predictions errors by different models trained with two data sets

ELM DNN RBFNN SVR
AN TR bR
Ya N Ya N Ya N Ya Na
MSE 2.22 4.67 2.56 4.70 2.89 3.90 3.05 4.78
MAE 1.20 1.77 1.26 1.75 1.39 1.59 1.41 1.79

MAPE 428%  6.48% 458% 6.42% 4.84%  5.80% 5.06 6.49%
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Table5 Comparison of model error before and after

feature selection
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FREERE AT 3.05 1.42 5.18%
RBFNN
FHIEERE S 2.89 1.39 4.84%
RFE % PR AT 3.38 1.50 5.42%
SVR
FHIEERE 3.05 1.41 5.06%
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correction

P 4EFR VMD-ELM  EC-VMD-ELM

MSE 1.79 0.87
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Fig 10 Prediction curves of NOx emission on test set
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The NOx emissions of coal-fired power plants cause
critical environmental pollution and endanger human
health. The SCR system, with the characteristics of easy
installation and high denitrification efficiency, has been
extensively applied in the post-treatment of the NOx
emissions in coal-fired power plants. However, due to
nonlinearity, large delay time, and strong disturbance of
SCR system, SCR modeling is a challenging problem.

Aiming at predicting NOx emission at the outlet of
SCR system, a dynamic prediction model based on hybrid
data-driven algorithms is proposed in this paper. The flow
of the proposed modeling algorithm is shown in Figl.

The modeling steps are as follows:

Step1: Collect the practical data from the SIS system.
The sample period is 10s.

Setp2: Delete the outliers in the practical data.

Step3: Estimate the delay time between each relative
variable and the NOx emissions at the outlet of SCR
system. And reconstruct the modeling data according to
the delay time.

INITIAL MODEL

acquire actual production
data from SIS

v

process outliers in
modeling data

v

Determine the delay time

and reconstruct the data

combined feature
selection method

v
| VMD |

Step4: The input variables of the prediction model
are determined using the combined feature selection
method.

Step5:  The
decomposed by VMD. Combine the decomposition data

ammonia injection amount is

and the remaining variables to form the input dataset X(t).
Step6: Build the VMD-ELM model as initial model
to predict the NOx emissions. The initial prediction result
is denoted as  y, (t) .
Step7: Build the error correction model to correct
the prediction result y, (t) of initial model.

Step8: Get the output of hybrid predictive model by
superimposing the initial prediction value and the error
correction value.

Experimental results based on practical data show that
the MAPE of predicted results is 2.61%. The proposed model
has high accuracy in predicting the NOx emissions at the outlet
of SCR system. In this abstract, Figure 1 is on page 6 of the

original paper.
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Fig.1 Framework of SCR hybrid predictive model



