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T ARG AE SST S P A5 A | 55 2 e (] 05 455 484 A
Lb, TS A 55 52 BR SST HAT B iy 1 AH M R A%
1 1 77 #3 1% 2% (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE) .
JIA 094 FHK 45 1012 (Long Short-Term Memory,
LSTM) #fi 5 ) 25 A5 R A 57 T AR Vg A K 5 d 1) SST il
R IR Y BE A% 0 b e W AR T T IR 1) 2R
AL BB SRy E A B A ( JE 0a FA
41 (Seasonal-Trend decomposition procedure based
on Loess, STL) I LSTM #fi £ ) 28 % 37 1 16 ek 151 U
BT, I 551 T B 3 800 I 45040 o SST 47 Tt
25 LR WITE STL 43 LAtk 1 N FH i 28 o) 45 85 7Y L
B — [ A 5 D) 2 A5E AR (1) TUIDORG E T g o AH L THAE
B0 0 TR TR 7, N T2 I 2% I AL A AN
ST T ) P B R R A T G b B BBCRR A 1) 728 A
T, PRI I e T R PR AR G i R . 7
T R T U AR B, FRATTAE A ik S AR E R
SEEE 22 oA R S A G AE B I [R] 81 £
I, X SR = B AT B2 A 1 SCIR M, — 28 N T
Z5 2%, 4 RNN B FLAR il LSTM i 28 ) £ 46 g %
75 LA AR TN Ty S0 R B A DG 7 1 SR v Y
F I ] 0 I 25 b B A 2800, o 25 08 3 i TR R
TG P B A R R 5 T 7 52 ) A R B[]
FEPE AR SCHEE T 5@ B T BH IR () T SR ORI 45 3
X # K R M X WRF (Weather Research and
Forecasting) i /<. % Tl #i¢ £ 9% , % H 32 0 43 40 A
(Principal Component Analysis, PCA )2 %f H.i#E 17 [
AL F W, e O GR 2 R @ VIR e 4R, O
LSTM W 28 i A7 R AE $ B, #7311 208 B L
BE 9 32 11 PCA-LSTM 17 i Fil 4R A A0

1 FEfy ik

1.1 &R TR

AR A 20194E 1 H 1 H—2021 459 A 30 H %
B I B P AN S A AR R TR bR 2R )2 (T LR 0.5 m)
H 3% SST WL BV R ik 58 %k 42, 231 1 004 4~
A o X 2 LI ERCHE R AT A SRR (7 FH
U 7)) R R B AE A2 B R AE ) DL AR L H
SST 248 i 1k 2°C 1y 58 {8 (Vg PH 3k 34>, N TR #%
2 B I O I 25 Ay Se i SO ) 49 Ay T — R A O
1Ho

1.2 BEHETREIE

S BUE TR EHE R AL 55 1iE 17 8 WRF 45
R LB AR Y KT 23 BEEE S 10 km, 3 1] 43K
342 IHIEK R 90 s, TR AR A 1 36 [ [ SR
K A4 B JR) (National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, NOAA) 4= Bk 7il 42 & %4 (Global
Forecasting System, GFS) iy i 4le 45 5 . Bi=4 H 7l
LA 120 h, % 3 h —K . AR SCHEEL T 2019—
2021 %45 H 24 h () Pl 25 A 0 IR 1 U 2548 o, %
TRRTAT 2 m B (T2) A EE IR (Q2) ifgF- T <% (Sea
Level Pressure, SLP) . £fi [1] 10 m KU (U10) | £ 1]
10 m KU (V10) 4t 5 2R 1 H - Y E ST B 5T
RANEIRAS 1004 A,

1.3 WO oHE

T A2 )V U0 O 0 5 A AR5 T B R A T
TR, R L HE S, NI E et Ll b
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PETC KM 25678 & (BRI 2B 53 ) , PR 32 5053 1) 32
THOTHRR A TR AE 4 JE 00, DA B BB T A
SERTIOZEA AR B LATK 2 06 JRUAS B R £ A 2 1 2 1t
() H U, RS T R 25 AR ek 22 [ F A G52
FE b R AR e fF BRI ETER R, A &
B oy AR RAFE T IRAS B P A 235 R .
PCA X} JF If AR 1 AT FAL B , o] LA v RE £ b
PR A AR {5 L R I/D LSTM il 28 I 45 1| 25
B P 2 80 0, it v A TR A S - il /A AR )1
pI] AP BRANE

OXF 1 n 2 A7 A AR R R A R X,
(m RFEAREO) AT 2 5080 (z-score) hrifE AL AL BE , 75 5]
PIE N 0.5 220 1 IR EIL AR I ZX

@I T FriE LB R B ZX BT P 2556 M R,
I FHARFAEAEL 53 7 1% SR A b v AL B0 6 B ZX 1)y

ik A5 IR e N R B/ R B, 75 B R AR E AL (K =

L2,-,n) FHEM R G, 5 FEITF o

@M 7 22 TTHR R BT 5 22 STR A E
BRAY o AR SCIE R A B 43 04 U A AN 143 B T 22
DR K T 5%, Rt 22 STk R M4t 95% , 7 &
AW p(p < n) A E RS F, R AEAE 53 508
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Fig.1 Structure of RNN

LSTM ™ % J& RNN 9 — 4~ 28 #fh ,
HOCHREITER %P4 . LSTM [ 45 38 2 ¥ Fe i
JZH ) RNN ST LSTM BTG, % M 48 14
TRIWICAZRE ST, P T A& S RNIN 7E AL R I ]
GNVEAE I 778 AR B2 TH 2R FIRD B JR M R) L, T 4F
K LSTM M Z8 FETE 2 H00 L BiaE L (5] 7 41 38 55 ] Rt
HAFHN Tz

FHE TALZ G RNN HL0, LSTM S0 25 44 B
REZR(WLE2), LSTM Bt k5] AT T Bl ek
5 5T ZE BR 2 1) AR S AR S AT SE 8 T 15 B
KIHICZ . B4 LSTM HoT i 4 25 i AT (input
gate) . % Hi ] (output gate) 135 55171 (forget gate) 3
25, DAga il pa s sp T ) 45 BCE L8 . HAT]
FHAR P E A2 40 B AR ASAT B £ 00T, st s 1
WP SR AR B OR B iy T T AT DR B8 75 2

Vet AR . AXE

i,=a(Ws:[h,_,x]+b) (1)
fi=a(Welh,_x]+b) (2)
o,=c (W, [h,_,x]+b,) (3)
¢ =tanh(W,[h,_,,x]+b,) (4)
¢, =f, Xe,_, +1i,X¢, (5)
h, = 0, X tanh(¢,) (6)

K foo e BHREEATT GBIET] T A
RS 5 Wb 43 50 A 6 187 A A i 2 5080 o R e 00 5 o
T tanh 4351124 Sigmoid 347 bR EICRTRUHH 1E D10 PR
Bk, A e 5@ R o RF 220 AR S T (L
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h,, | | | ‘ h,

K2 LSTM#iT
Fig.2 LSTM unit

1.5 PCA-LSTM BTz

A AR Y PCA-LSTM T Y, 5 A5 751 114 4% {4
MEZR N 5] 3 Fr7R , A 46 B s WAk B LSTM i 25 [
2 2 F i S 3T RE R . Bl TOUAh BEAR B £
TN AR SST T2 Q2 %5 6 TG FUK SCR BR 7 e
x,—x, VEATTRAL TR | 38 3 z-score FrifEAk F1 PCA Z5 5
2 bRtk 3 o0 i R Bk B U254 )15 2
JE X2 i N BLR AR 2E S B A A FE LAY FL—F o
LSTM i 28 [ £ B 8 S ] LSTM ST (LI 2) 5
FL P B A PR 28 X 4% 3 A I A e 2 ST AR A
s AT . 7E2 i BB X LSTM #f
25 I 24 By s ) T 45 SR EA T R AR R AL 15 3 24~
120 h By 250 A4 Vi 3 P o
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Fig.3 The overall framework of the PCA-LSTM SST
forecasting model
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2.1 HIETALE

AR T 20194F 1 H 1 H—20214:9 H 30 H
o B T8 PH 3 T2 000+ Q200 U10001,+ V10,00,
SLPon~ SST aary~ SST aory 19 K2 ZK #R (Pearson) #H O 5
B0, ARG R BT I rhaT DLBH 7 DL AR (]

1.00
100 095 ISR IEIE 092 093

0.80
095 1.00 0.77  -0.41 SOS8 IR 0.60

17 L 0.20 -0.43 -0.57 -0.58 0.40
el 021 01D 0.20
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yoo-0.12 R (.19 0.20
-0.20
3 1.00  1.00 -0.40
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72 Q2 SLP Ul0 V10 SSTiaqySST

a. Rk

TEAE A B AR DCE (LR 4) o 5 Bl Y BH Y SST oo
5720000 Q200m~ SST a0y 3712 2R Z [H] (1 FH C R AL
A3 3% %] 7 0.93.0.85.1.00 #10.96.,0.91 . 1.00 Hy 5 AH
KK, [ A e dod 2 PG 36 v A5 219 p {E<0.01,

X SR 1 T B PR 3 1 T2 000« Q200m~ U10,001~
V10 491,)» SLP g1y« SST 20y 6 4> G AK SC 5153 A5 1 4
7 KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) £ 5 71 Bartlett Bk & &
K5 . KMO K 56 11 45 5 nT LA s B A d [ ) A O A
B BUETE 0~1 Z 0], 45 k250 1, Ui W AR Rt ] i
FHOCHE R ;X KMO Ze it 7 0.5 DL i 13d B J5L 46
ARG A AT PCA T AR R, A B 8 R et
Bartlett £k FE A5 50 mT DL s W8 19 4 A A B 451
7 R A AR I ST A 45 AR AR (R e Sy D)
Toik N Th SR R B eIk AT B b5 2
Bartlett 35k & A 46 11%) {2 35 1k p {H<0.05 I, 150 A J5t 4y
A R EROE 0 A AR — e R AR BT

i Ji 1B BH PR 3 A5 7K SR R 78 Y KMO A
¥ 45 53 5]k 0.68.0.69, ¥ K F 0.5, Bartlett 3k J¥
o e 45 A by i P p {447 0.00, /T 0.05, 15
ARG AR R AR AR DG S S HETT PCA ST o

W JEL 4R A8 it B T 80% 1E M R BRI 25 A e FH T
FHE T ALY R P AR B, IS 20% FH - 7 5k
£ o ik S AR A5 BT R | AT 50N Ak
it IR I0E  J7 22 L 18053 R B AL e a1 2
AR R AT o XS I 2578 8 E AT z-score BRifEfb Ab
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Fig.4 Heat map of the correlation coefficient
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Tab.1 The variance contribution rate of each component

i % Ji % Iﬁ% fﬁﬁﬁ
Tk 1% Tk 1%

R F 3.75 62.5 62.5

F, 0.95 15.9 78.3

Fy 0.81 135 91.8

F, 0.39 6.4 98.3

F 0.09 1.4 99.7

Fg 0.02 0.3 100.0

5 F, 3.85 64.1 64.1

F, 1.04 17.3 81.4

Fy 0.72 11.9 93.3

F, 0.32 5.3 98.6

F 0.07 1.1 99.6

Fg 0.02 0.4 100.0

A L] LB B, 22 B I BH s B i) F
Fy Fy F, 17 22 51 Bk 2% 430 3 24 62.5% . 15.9% .
13.5% . 6.4% 1 64.1%.17.3%.11.9%.5.3%, 21 )7
25 DUk F] T 98.3% F198.6%., i i T I STk
F 3 B A3 328 B0, BB A 143 T 22 BT R OR T

5% . i1 2 GTRk R T 95%., R AR SCRE B P
Fy F F AE S A0 254 1 3 1040, 4% 6 41
KGR RIR AR REARE T 44,

P 2 MO HE R RO T A 32 A A R L A
I B R 6 2R, BEAS PR 32 1o 5 45 R K O it
Z AR OCRR B o A, 5 22 DT R B e 8 S )
F 5 EZ3T T2000« Q200m  SST (aany e IEAHE , 117 5
U100, U 5 A 5, BV P, 3278 S B OS2 R
TETH 5 | L RR G IR, A2 1) KURRA R 38 R 9 T
a2 e 220 g R A v U — s 221 Ut 2 AR X A
FEIRA F, 5 V10,49, SLP gy 2 TR G, SO T X
AL TR A SR 5 AT Fy 5 V10,4,
SST auny i IEAHIE , 5 SLP gy it FAH 3, 158 W 24967 31
A 1) KU A2 v B VST TR SR 8 2 R B0 IR
BEA ; RS Fy BT U100, SLP o1« SST sy
BT A AV s T TR T ) 5

BT LA X 2 B VAR BH R 3 500 o T 4 L
N7 RS T YI R A FA AR L BP0 15 d
WEWMERNENDF,F, F, F,o F| R
F1 AR ASE LA, 25 R 41 Bsf B) A 7, st B A 7Y
(I NREAR N T - 14~T d 1945 LAY, VI ZRAREE
PRUEILJG B T + 1~T+5 d( BRI &%k 24~120 h)
Y SST,

F2 HHERE
Tab.2 Component matrix
W4 A B A T2 01, Q2001 U0, V10401, SLP g1, SST 4
TR F, 0.505 0.498 -0.432 -0.221 0.247 0.447
F, 0.032 0.049 0.236 -0.641 -0.698 0.207
Fy -0.147 -0.083 0.064 -0.722 0.568 -0.351
F, -0.164 0.067 -0.779 -0.075 -0.342 -0.489
Fy -0.101 0.834 0.351 0.112 -0.047 -0.396
Fg -0.828 0.206 -0.155 -0.030 0.097 0.488
5K F, 0.495 0.497 -0.442 -0.176 0.261 0.462
F, 0.039 0.025 0.157 -0.773 -0.600 0.125
Fy 0.176 0.059 -0.001 0.602 -0.686 0.365
F, -0.208 -0.001 -0.835 -0.021 -0.293 -0.417
Fs -0.380 0.860 0.231 0.077 -0.075 -0.225
Fy -0.731 -0.095 -0.173 -0.050 0.102 0.643
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2.2 JHLERSH

A SCHI FH PyTorch I8 B 2% 2] HE SR #4417 3 T
LSTM #fi 25 [ 4% () LSTM iff iii 151 1% 5 %1 | PCA-
LSTM 7 Ji 701 12 455 78 F1 R % Eb G 560 17 356 1 BP #if
25 0 245 1Y) BP W L TR S AR, LSTM il 4f2 455 74 5
PCA-LSTM ¥ iz il A 280 14 Il Sk S50 TR) , Hodi A
Bl S AE 1 PCAYE AGE 1 z-score bR Ak 7 1A AR
HEAL IS PG K SCR IR AR . BP P28 N 2% J& — Fif
I 5 22 R GG S I 2500 2 2 i 15 b 22 I 245
JE N ) IZ A 2 R 2 — AR SO Y
BP Ht N 45  t — i A2 A B 2 A — A i
241 LR 2 BP A2 4% g A BidE 5 PCA-
LSTM Vg i TR A TR A ] o 45 A 1) ELAAR I 25 28K
L2 3,

*3 BREMINGSH

Tab.3 Training parameters for each model

foi 28 {iEA
PCA-LSTM/LSTM e 2= £ 1
WL Te 217 A5 A 100
Tl 21 % 0.001
Ak AdamWw
AU AR 300
BP = T R KL 8
LY GRS E S 0.01
BEBLI T 03
AL SGD
AL 300

2.2.1 BRI LR

T EB PCA-LSTM ¥ i3 Pt 76 i A 2 ke
A SORZ AR 5 3 T AR HEAL IS B AR AR ST Y
LSTM 7 Ji5, TR FR A 750 11 BP T Y 91 1% L 8 455 10 k47
Fe g, R YE Rl A 2021 4F 3 H 13 H—9 H 25 H , 45
R 4, NFRPATLLEF],PCA-LSTM A LSTM
IR (1 0 4 50 B A T BP AL, R 1A B VAR R
PCA-LSTM # R1FI LSTM #4575 (1) 15 4% 5550 5 22 1) 4
JIN 5 T 7E 5 B 35, PCA-LSTM U 4E 48 h [ L) I
AT B 85 v ) A 4 SR A, S B I %R 120 h
i, PCA-LSTM 4 51 (i) RMSE [, LSTM H5 # f 22

x4 EEZERHRMSEXT LR (B4L:C)

Tab.4 Comparison result of RMSE with baseline models

(unit: C)
U R

A T Ty vk
24h  48h 72h  96h 120h
%p,  PCA-LSTM 065 065 067 067 0.66
LSTM 061 066 072 076 078
BP 075 078 082 085 0.87
WP PCA-LSTM 042 046 049 052 054
LSTM 040 045 049 052 055
BP 055 058 063 066 070

/b1 15.4%,

222 H5EA W AT

BT oR B v PF R 3l 1) D 3 A A5 i | R I
1) PCA-LSTM Vi il TR A AL i A 7 iR ik, Of 5 28
U5 TR EOE T ) R 25 SR A T b, S5 R L 5
A 5, AR A T e YA e S Atk 1 B e v IR TR
85 7= AR AT 2R b AN BH AT 7 1 Y H ¥ SST
PR 25 IR BB R A5 2™ iR AR 2537
T )V U SRR B FH 77 3, AR FH 22 Y 0 il 0 30 Y 77
i W0 25 SR %F X3k 7 v A X (Regional Ocean
Modeling System, ROMS) (1) £ 45 1 47 22 11 1E , il
IR 24~120 h, {57 B L0 BEOREAS 615 208 B
VAR B G S 1) A TR b SST WL B dE o 22 56 AR Oy
2 R IO R 45 AR AT N AT IR, R B Rk
24~72h,

MNEE S TT DU B, 2055 50 A 2 BV FH A 35 1)
VU PR L HRAS: R AP35 G b S e 14
Wb SST 1Y 28 Ak 8 S TF A5 Tl o A T 28 56 T 41
FIBE TR , AS 5] f BE PCA-LSTM AR T4 45 5 1y
SE- 1415 22 (Mean Error, ME) | -2 4 %} {5 2% (Mean
Absolute Error, MAE) Fil RMSE 44 % K i B 14 99
N, R LW BH G vl 24~120 h SST i 1% 45 SR 11
MAE . RMSE 43 J] i5 3| T 0.49~0.53 °C . 0.31~
0.41 °C #10.65~0.67 °C .0.42~0.54 °C, ZBAILE
VA O] VA 3 1) AT A SR O S e T o AR, X R T
SRR BAE 2021 4F 7 AR AZ 3] 756 655 5 AL S
A8 s, H 34 SST LA R Uk g i I 2R 55 v
FEAAL T A o R AR, b s 32 A58 281 174 T 41 45



21y ZE A T 32 A BT I LST M T 25 0 2% 114) i T T4 A 75 7

R H BN, S H SR RORIR 22 . WIS (T B, B U AN 22 56 T4 3k
[Fi) ] 300 Ol (L Tl P B T B PR 2 0 0. ORI R GEIR 22 , 3 W] R P Ay 80 T4 A i 22
TIEMAAAEE BOR AR 2 AR RER R 2L G MR TTIE WM A0 SRR B 120 s B0 380

x5 BEWMAENBERLL (BAL:C)
Tab.5 Accuracy comparison of each forecast method(unit: °C’)

TR 540/
a5 Tt 5 ik 28
24 h 48 h 72h 96 h 120 h
L PCA-LSTM ME 0.13 0.12 0.11 0.07 0.07
MAE 0.49 0.50 0.52 0.53 0.51
RMSE 0.65 0.65 0.67 0.67 0.66
3T A BT ME -0.79 -0.82 -0.84 -0.85 -0.85
MAE 1.15 1.17 1.22 1.23 1.24
RMSE 1.48 1.53 1.59 1.61 1.62
22 TR ME -0.58 -0.58 -0.57 — —
MAE 1.13 1.16 1.21 — —
RMSE 1.54 1.58 1.66 — —
TEIH PCA-LSTM ME 0.05 0.02 0.01 -0.02 -0.02
MAE 0.31 0.34 0.36 0.39 0.41
RMSE 0.42 0.46 0.49 0.52 0.54
3T A BT ME -1.65 -1.68 -1.70 -1.70 -1.69
MAE 1.67 1.70 1.72 1.73 1.71
RMSE 1.83 1.88 1.92 1.93 1.92
2R TR ME -1.69 -1.71 -1.72 — —
MAE 1.71 1.74 1.75 — —
RMSE 1.89 1.93 1.95 — —
4 e s !I-“-ﬁfzz’;ﬁl %

— LITR

FETNe
®%/C

K5 5B TR T 20T LA R
Fig.5 Comparison results diagram with the existing forecast methods
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SST forecasting model based on principal component analysis and LSTM
neural network

LI Jingshi*?, KUANG Xiaodi*?, LI Qiong®’, HE Enye*?, ZHANG Yubai®, YUAN Chengyi‘, ZHANG Yanlin®
(1. National Marine Environmental Forecasting Center, Beijing 100086, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Marine Hazards Forecasting, National Marine
Environmental Forecasting Center, Minisiry of Natural Resources, Beijing 100081, China; 3. Shandong Marine Forecast and Hazard Mitigation Service,
Qingdao 266104, China; 4. Tianjin University of Science and Technology, Tianjin 300222, China; 5. Liaoning Natural Resources Affairs Service Center,
Shenyang 110033, China)

Abstract: Using the sea temperature observation data of buoys at Rongcheng and Haiyang marine stations and
the numerical forecast meteorology data of the regional atmospheric model Weather Research and Forecasting
(WRF), and based on the Principal Component Analysis (PCA) and Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) neural
network, a PCA-LSTM sea temperature forecasting model suitable for the Sea Surface Temperature (SST)
forecasting is proposed in this paper. This model can provide SST forecast for the following 24~120 hours, and
its forecasting accuracy is significantly improved compared with the numerical model and statistical model.

Key words: principal component analysis; Long Short-Term Memory neural network; SST forecast



