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Fig. 1 Distribution of meteorological station

in Henan Province
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values of Sgp;-3 of different models
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Application of Extreme Learning Machine Model Based on Particle Swarm

Optimization in Drought Prediction of Henan Province
BAI Hao-nan',ZHANG Yu-tian®, LI Qiong-fang"*, HAN Xing-ye',

DU Yao',HE Peng-fei' ,ZHOU Zheng-mo'
(1. College of Hydrology and Water Resources, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China;
2. Jiangsu Hydrology and Water Resources Survey Bureau Taizhou Branch, Taizhou 225300, China;
3. Yangtze Institute for Conservation and Development, Nanjing 210098, China)

Abstract: Drought prediction is an important non-engineering measure to improve drought prevention and resistance.
This paper firstly evaluated the ability of multi-scalar standardized precipitation evapotranspiration index (Sgpg) to identi-
fy drought events in Henan Province. Then a drought prediction model based on particle swarm algorithm optimized ex-
treme learning machine (PSO-ELM) was constructed, which used Sgpp; as model outputs and major drought-causing cli-
mate system indices selected by Information Changing Rate and Conditional Mutual Information-Based Input Feature Se-
lection Method (ICR-CMIFS) as model inputs. The applicability of the PSO-ELM model in drought prediction in Henan
Province was verified by comparing the drought prediction results of this model with standard extreme learning machine
(ELM) and differential evolutionary algorithm optimized extreme learning machine (DE-ELM) models. The results show
that the Sqpp-3 can effectively identify specific drought events in Henan Province and reflect the drought situation in
Henan Province accurately in terms of time and space; The main drought-causing climate system indices in Henan Prov-
ince screened by ICR-CMIFS are the western Pacific paratlantic area index and the NINO index; The PSO-ELM model
can predict drought in Henan Province accurately, and the prediction accuracy is better than that of the DE-ELM model
and standard ELM model, which has better applicability in drought prediction of Henan Province.

Key words: drought prediction; Henan Province; standardized precipitation evapotranspiration index; factors of cli-
mate system; PSO-ELM
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Distribution Characteristics and Ecological Risk Assessment of

Heavy Metals in Sedients of Huaxi Reservoir
YANG Yan-ni", WANG Zhong-mei'”,ZHOU Xiang-yang'”,DU Yan-yuan’,LI Xin®

(la. Key Laboratory of Karst Georesources and Environment, Ministry of Education; 1b. College of Resources

and Environmental Engineering, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China;
2. Liupanshui City Planning and Design Research Institute Co. , Ltd. , Liupanshui 553001, China)

Abstract: Huaxi Reservoir is a typical karst mountain reservoir and an important water source in Guiyang City. In
order to find out the distribution of heavy metals in the sediment of Huaxi Reservoir, a total of 21 sets of sediment sam-
ples were collected from two cross sections. The content of Cr, Cu. Zn, As, Cd. Pb and other heavy metal elements
were determined by inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometer (ICP-MS). Their distribution characteristics and con-
tent levels on the cross section were analyzed. The potential ecological risk assessment method and geo accumulation as-
sessment method were used to evaluate the pollution risk, and systematically analyze the degree of heavy metal pollution
in two different sections of the reservoir. The results show that the content of heavy metals in the section of inlet reser-
voir is low and lower than the background value, and its concentration sequence is Zn_>Cr>Cu>> As>Pb>Cd; The
heavy metal content has a law of decreasing with the increase of the offshore distance, the main reason is caused by the in-
fluence of surrounding agricultural activities; The content of heavy metals in open sections is relatively low, and the con-
centration sequence is Zn=>Cr>Cu>>Pb> As>>Cd; The heavy metal content increases from the left bank to the right
bank . which is mainly related to river velocity and sediment particle size. The heavy metal pollution in the sediment of the
reservoir is light pollution, and the pollution degree of the section near the reservoir is right bank™left bank>>river cen-
ter, and the pollution degree of each heavy metal in the open section gradually increases from left bank to right bank.

Key words: Huaxi Reservoir; bottom mud; heavy metals; distribution characteristics; ecological risk assessment





