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Gravitational universal index formulae of environmental quality based on
normalized index value
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Abstract; This study aims to set up a model of environmental quality evaluation, which is clear in physical meaning, scientific, reasonable, universal,
and simple to calculate. In reference to the universal gravitation existed commonly in nature and the gauge symmetry principle in physics, it is argued that
there are also the interactive gravity of cluster among environmental samples that are similar to the universal gravitation. This study sets the proper
reference values and normalized transformation forms as well as “reference grade samples” for all indexes, and proposes the concepts of “normalized
quality” and “normalized coordinate” for environmental samples. Therefore, it is possible to build the gravitational universal index formulae of water
quality and air quality, respectively, based on normalized index values. The applicability of the formulae were verified by some samples. The results
shows that the gravitational universal index formulae of environmental quality based on normalized index values exhibits the characteristics of simplicity in
form, normalization and unity, convenience during calculation, universality and commonness.

Keywords: environmental quality ;normalized transform ;normalized index value ;universal gravitation law ;universal index formula
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AR

TAGI ATV ARG . T
17 Ry AT A0 WA P R 2 (R A A BAE
A 511, HEE KNS BT TR m, Fom, (1)
PN IE ., S EMZ AR E r, 1705 U L.
AT B e B A B S B R — 1k, R, B
A2EBN A 51 07 A T GRS R 42
P45 7] R A Kb R (B RN KSR, 20085 2 T 4F
2006) . 322 RS R JE i, IR AT IA e AT T A
IIEREA Z (R BAFAE AU TT A 51 ) RS 1 R 2K
AHEAER 5] 7. PR 2B X FR i (AR 1)
BRESTALI I EEME A, S S E RS IR
(BRI BR (A A R AR 4 X A BE “ S IR HEAR Y
SEmt b e SOARBEREAR I BB i B B AR
FIMERS S5, kv 7 A 51 ) A ] A PR EE &
M RISFNN H 57 3 T F8 A AL (E Y R BT R
A (BABEAREREA ) 5« S IR FEA 2Z W] A AH B
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W3 3 FH %) IR 58 5 PR A 48 B S, IR AR
P BRI 75 Y BT A B R R4S B D SR B L B L
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2 IMEIERERMERS BRERERENRTE
I (Section and benchmarks set of indexes as

well as normalized transformed forms)

IR FE TR FOK BRI B BRI GB3838—

a. W FKFE bR (E AR e =

(cﬂ)/cj)2 ¢ < ¢y
(cj/cjo)2 ¢ =
. - (cj/cjo)o‘5 ¢ = ¢
¢/ ¢y ¢ = ¢y

1 ¢ > ¢y

1 ¢ < ¢y

b. 1 T KSR FRE AR

2002) Hb 7K PR BT i bR ifE ( GB/14848—1993) | ifg
IR bR vfE ( GB3097—1997) | idi FH T F& [ i
VAR & B IR AR U B S b s SR i bR
(GB3095—1996 ) #l % W =5 X i & #r #E ( GB/
T18883—2002) , 7 LN T 4 FKAAKI 95 Tifs b
(o, M 2Rk R K K RS A SR A KA 4 Gl
A 24 T 33 T 23 T 15 Wifg bR ) F4s SR 29 5
BhR(HA BN RS WIEPR M E SN 2R 7 iR
PRIARE  H 2 Bl [R5 G bn MG T8 ) A S 7K 30 55 A
A IEM SRR R,

T [FIZE AR B AN [R) 46 A 00 B 67 | F 44 R ) 2
PRUEEUE AR 7E 25 5%, PR, 25 B B MK 00 45 48 b i
FEIRPREE B AN 2 AT 1] B AR R B
UL N B B 3N Uy 8. S I, W45 FE b

SY R —E 2 B IR ¢ FUHN T2 8 (¢,
OB AHR (1) ~ (7). K 4RERSIRI o, SR

ELAHL A ek R N G R 4 K f 95
SRR A RGOS 0T | HEB R Bt (4
AR 155 ) 1) b 22 M A 0
POFMERLA (L o, 25 R AT fiE /N, TS R 2
BRI 2 5 R T ek, 35— b B 0 i
Hy o, AR S Bk I ST XS | 1
SR 1. AT T LA B (7 0 4 Jok
PREGITA 95 T4 b B 7T 15 5EA BTG RS A 20 4
Flol TGS B N Sh28 SORBE 0 20 Wik bR
15 A B bR S
, 1
j :ﬁ
ST, o KRR OB s AR j B0, Xt
4 KK PR 2 S R R B B Rk 4
(2) ~ (7).

X

Inx; (1)

XF DO

Xt COD,, .Fe .BOD,

%} Zn Hg . 0il .Phenol ,CN FIK AT
X HAR 14 Tig bR

X DO

XFBR DO LIAMY AR 23 Tidghn

(2)
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(cj/cjo)2 ¢ =c, XfCOD
, (cj/cﬂ))("5 ¢ = ¢ X NH; -N NO; -N .CN Mn .Zn Mo ,Co .Cd .Ba . Cu fl Hg 3)
' ¢/ cy ¢ = ¢y XFHAS 21 TidghR
1 ¢ < ¢y XA 33 TR bR
c. MKIEIREZ
(ep/e))’ ¢ < ¢ * DO
(cj/cjo)2 ¢ = ¢ Xt COD,, DIN( EHLE) PO, -P . As Se TP( E#)
(ci/cy)*’ ¢ = ¢y % Cu.Pb.Cd Hg.Zn ZKH SS 0il ,Cr,CN A%k
(¢/cp)"” ¢ = ¢ XA LA 2
- ¢i/cp ¢ = ¢y Xt Chla PP BOD; (4)
\Q_&Mkpq28ﬁﬁﬁq<T%Xﬁﬂ
1 8.05 >¢; =7.95 Xt pH
1 ¢ > ¢y *F DO
1 ¢ < ¢y XTER pH Al DO LISMIYHAT 21 Bids bR
d. & EFRASEIR A H
(c}o/cj)o'5 ¢ < ¢ %} SD . DO
¢/cy ¢ = ¢ X ppro
6= (e/cy)”? ¢ =c,  AHA 12 iR (5)
1 ¢, > ¢y X SD.DO
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e. A TINEFRARE L X
(¢;/cy)? ¢ = ¢, X DF(FEA) FINO,
5= e se, ¢ =c, R DF FINO, LISMOHA 5 TUHgh (6)
1 ¢; < ¢ X438 7 WidE bR
£ N IR PR (A e
ooy ¢ ey XS0, CO, NH, U I HI(a) E(BaP) TR ABUESI(IP) FVE(Rn)
x = (/)" ¢ =y X CO0,(SHR) HE(HCHO) A (CoHy ) FERMEATHLITE) (TVOC) (7)
(c/-/cjo)o'5 ¢ = ¢y Xt NO, V& KL
I oo=c, A 1S TSI

K (2) ~ (7)), ¢, 9455 j 09I E bR v ;
o NBLERITR IR j B BRAH 4 287K 1A 95 TR bR 19

ZHRAH ¢, FIZE ) AP2s 329 TS AR 0 S BRIH ¢ 43
Mg 1 2 Fn.
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Table 1  Benchmarks c; of 95 items indexes for 4 classified water bodies
K 1Rk K wEFR KK
eIty € ity € Eisy € ity € ity o
DO 20 s 0.5 Pb 0.001 DO 12 Chl-a 0.05
CODy, 0.2 VEPMLE 0.2 Ni 0.001 CODy, 0.8 TP 0.1
COD, 5 WAk 30 Mn 0. 0005 JEHLA(DIN) 0.08 TN 0.001
BOD; 1 A 7 Be 5x10°¢ PO} -P 0. 0065 CODy, 0.01
NH, -N 0.03 AL 0.05 Hg 5%x1077  dli(oil) 0. 0005 BOD; 0.01
TP 0.005 ] 0.01 Se 0.001 Cu 0.00005 NH, -N 0.001
TN 0.03 .40 0.0001 Fe 0.015 Zn 0. 0002 BIO 0.2
NO; -N 0.5 AR 0.0002 COD, 4 Pb 0.00002 SD 500
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K 1R K K & ER KK

L7 ) izt ) L7 ) izt ) izt Cp

NO; -N 0.01 BRRE: 7 CODy, 0.2 cd 0.00001 DO 3000

Zn 0. 001 VA R ER 5x1073 Hg 5x10°7  ppro 0.1

CN 0.0001 SR 15 As 0.008 NO; -N 0.01

%+ 0.001 EmRER 0.3 KWy 0.00005 NO, -N 0.001

0il 0.0002 ZERVIR 0. 005 BWE(TP) 0. 0065 PO; "~ -P 0. 0001

Mn 0.01 wkyy 5x1073 SS(ETEM) 0.1 TOC 0.002

cd 1.5x107% NI 0.001 Chla 0.25 BIEY 0.01

Ph 0.001 PR 10 PP(THIFHER)) 3

HDS 10 | 30 BOD; 0.125

Hg 5x1077  As 0.001 il 0.1

802~ 0.01 Zn 0.002 Cr 0.0005

Fe 0.1 Mo 5%x107° Se (fiff) 0.005

e 40 Co 0.0002 CN(5Uky) 0.0004

EHTA 0.0015 cd 4x10°° AOLARLN 2x10°°

ESYN7i] 0.005 Ba 0. 0004 pH 0.05

7 K 1x107°  Cu 0.0004

TE B K R B 3K B AL R K P A SR 1034 L AR IR BR AL
1 mg-L~" 5 & EFRALK R chla F1 TP SAL0 pg- L',
F224 1044 L1 AR A7l mg- L™

SR BAT A 104 em 3 Hi AR bR B

£2 EWNIES29 GUERNSRE ¢,

Table 2 Benchmarks c; of 29 items indexes for the indoor air and outdoor air

R mg- L' 5K pH JEAAL, PP FRIEAR D) ) FA T4
ppro LR hvy] g;-m_z-d'l ,SD Bfiiy m, BIO H

FAE SRS E TENE SRS RIE

ezt cp (AFF1) cp (HFLY) Eizan o Ei=gan ¢
S0, 0.004 0.010 S0, 0.03 EEE S 0.015
NO, 0.004 0.008 NO, 0.0015 T 0.015
NO, 0.018 0.030 co 4.0 #3f-(a) ¥E(BaP) 0.10
PM,, 0.006 0.010 co, 0.008% IP (SR ) 0.01
TSP 0.015 0.020 NH, 0.02 TVOC 0.20
DF( ) 3 4 0, 0.05 2R EN 15

co 0.20 0.25 HCHO ( B ) 0.03 Rn( &) 30

CeHy () 0.033

3R M DF AR tokm =2 T 1 B SR cfusm
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X ( Universal index formulae of environmental

quality represented with normalized index value
based on universal gravitation )
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Table 3 Grade standard values of universal indexes for classified water

bodies and air environment based on universal gravitation

I,
HREEH T :

k=1 k=2 k=3 k=4 k=5
[l 3 25K ik 0.3114 0.5163 0.7715 1.0750 1.4489
WEK KA 0.3114 0.5163 0.7715 1.0750

EIN AESIEE 0.2465  0.4553  0.6234
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HRAE R G0 R 7 S, 5] J1 4880 1 X8 bR i{E e [0,0.5] (X¥7Kik), «, e [0,0. 4] (25, é,
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(21) R4 REE S fHINF 4 Fis.
F4 HEETFAEIEHE ' BI5IHEH T3 FERENEIE o HREE S,
Table 4 Sensitivity of gravitational index I corresponding to different normalized index values x; for the monitoring data ¢;
S,
" x'; =0.5 x'; =0.45 x'; =0.4142 «'; =0.40 «'; =0.30 «'; =0.20 x'; =0.10 x'; =0.05
+0.5 +0.30 +0.2930 +0.2914 +0.2917 +0.3095 +0.3750 +0.6111 +1.1053
+ +0.60 +0.5859 +0.5828 +0.5833 +0.6190 +0.75 +1.2222 +2.2105
+2 +1.20 +1.1718 +1.1656 +1.1666 +1.2380 +1.50 +2.4444 +4.4210

M 4TI AR I B M0 < [ - 1,1] B,
A SR PR S S, <1, B3| 358 1
KRN o, I97AE S IR B, )52 H T RAER (10) B2 (1) AR H
\ , R SRBER T A 7T 17 ﬁﬂ%%@L[ﬁﬂﬁ
M R 2E = R H
Mﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%cJT?%%tﬁﬁﬁ%d, & B (10) FISE (1) F T
ﬁn:¢2%§ﬁ;tﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ1ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁl 41 HEAAI G 5L 0140
e U 7 i1 -2 . B 2008 ST 4R 6 TS 6 AL 2K K

AR B o, (R 57 972, 2010) , BLR R (1)

ﬁAﬁﬂ%ﬁ- st (2) MBI HR AR o, W3 5 Bis. X

4 L4 (Cases study)

%5 ETENEARIERENEIR ¢, (mg- L") RAGEE «, MITHER
Table 5 Monitoring values ¢; ( mg-L ") of water quality indexes and normalized values «'; as well as assessment results of water quality for the Tumen

River basen in China
D0 CODy,, coD,, BOD, NH, N Pheol  TREAR  mbk

¢ «'; ¢ «'; ¢ «'; ¢ «; ¢ ' ¢ ' Iy 20590 BRIERES

9.2 0.1553 2.03 0.2317 6.7 0.0585 1.0 0.0000 0.100 0.1204 0.001 0.2303 0.2034

7.8 0.1883 16.10 0.4388 37.5 0.4030 6.0 0.3584 0.090 0.1099 0.002 0.2649 0.8949

7.7 0.1909 26.00 0.4868 63.1 0.5071 8.5 0.4280 0.160 0.1674 0.003 0.2852 1.3214

7.7 0.1909  3.65 0.2904 9.6 0. 1305 1.0 0.0000 0.035 0.0154 0.001 0.2303 0.2409

8.0 0.1833 8.70 0.3773 23.7 0.3112 2.2 0.1577 0.110 0.1299 0.001 0.2303 0.4477

5.0  0.2773 18.00 0.4500 48.1 0.4528 9.0 0.4394 1.970 0.4185 0.007 0.3276 1.1485

Wi

h o = B =
NN = B e

= O N




502 |

34 %

¥

Wil 2 F1 3, 2R (13) X551 198 BUE T AT
TR FLAR T T 6 LA B R SE AR IS R, X (10)
AR (12) THEAS 48 Wl K R 51 28 A H8 50,
IR 3 v 3 Rl MK IR 5 2R G BUE R 43
bR e K 2 BT S5 SR (2 5) . & 5 Hhifs)
H T 32 3R (FSLHT S 2010 ) A DIE AR 1
PPN S, T LA Y, R 51 073535 48 204 20
FHEEUMETEXT 6 AW 1 K 050 A PEp 25 2%, 58 4
— 3.

4.2 HTAKFEN =26 T

FE 5 AR ALY S U T K8 b WA
(XIHESE,2009) , AR H1 X (1) F12(3) A By
FEPRRLIOAE », W3R 6 PIm. LELASHR b1 SEAUIE
A 10) A1l (12) AR 2048 W s K B 5|
CEOHRBUAR B, AR 3R 3 h 3 Bl b K AR
LR R UM 53 b 1 AR K 5 2 ) ) D &4 R (3R
6). Frid H1) i SCHER (X HESE 2009 ) 22 8 Mo
FAr BT (TOPSIS) MM H: I PPAN 25 5, ol A 2 Fh
T3 AR T 25 SR 58 4 — L

®6 FESANHTOKMENSHIERENBIE ¢, (mg- L") REMEE , MIFERER

Table 6  Monitoring values ¢;(mg-L ~1) of water quality indexes and normalized values x’ ; as well as assessment results of groundwater quality for Feng

city in China

- HDS TDS F- cl- S02- CIDAE NV TOPSIS
- ¢ %' ¢ ' ¢ ' ¢ x'; ¢ %' Iy 25 ISR
1 379.0  0.3229 1735  0.4058 2.22  0.3793 128.0 0.2906 209 0.3396 0.8389 4 4
2 140.0 0.2234 1040 0.3546 0.56 0.2416 85.2  0.2499 175 0.3219 0.5572 3 3
3 92.1 0.1815 1108  0.3609 2.96 0.4081 101.0 0.2669 146 0.3038 0.6886 3 3
4 351.0 0.3153 1059 0.3564 3.54 0.4260 105.0 0.2708 112 0.2773 0.7732 3 ~4 3
5 1146.0 0.4336 4505 0.5012 1.61 0.3472 534.0 0.4334 1819 0.5560 1.5033 5 5
4.3 W AROK BT S AT RAE AL HE A 0 A4, A (10) A (12) 3

TRILH 2002—2003 4F 3 M3l 5 8 Uil /K 48 4
WEIBE ¢ (755 A% ,2005) Gngk 7 s, (1)
I (4) TR AYFE bR A 7, 4038 8 Fos. i1 T
B 1Y 2003-8 R A 2 Y 2002-5,2002-8 Al
2003-5 FEA A [FIHE bR OIS EL ", AHZE R, N TN
I C13) X5 R BB SEAT INAGTHEEAh. Hodr B

SRRl KK B 5| ) 56 485U, IR 36 2%
3 HEIKOK BT | J1 48 800 BAR AR PEAN 25 3 (3R
8). FH L H Y SCHR (215 AR % ,2005) R BP AT
P2 DA A8 B PR 45 . AT LR Y, 4
12 AFEAR 2 RO 2 I PFA 92 ) 58 42— X

R7T  ERTA 2002—2003 £ 3 A3 SK ISR ENEIE ¢,
Table 7 Monitoring values c; of sea water indexes at Pearl River Estuary in China(2002—2003)
B SRAE H ] ¢/ (mg-L7")

(%F-1) DO THUA  EvERERREE A COD Cu Pb Zn

1 2002-5 5.38 0.538 0.007 0.054 1.11 0.0046 0.0018 0.073
2002-8 5.86 0.178 0.022 0.032 2.72 0.0176 0.0035 0.032
2003-5 5.86 0.378 0.032 0.025 1.52 0.006 0.0011 0.019
2003-8 4.03 1.126 0.027 0. 166 1.83 0.0082 0.0224 0.041

2 2002-5 5.74 0.346 0.003 0.002 0.99 0.0062 0.0002 0.099
2002-8 5.96 0.075 0.026 0.059 1.73 0.0065 0.0031 0.026
2003-5 4.58 0.721 0.032 0.033 1.22 0.0027 0.0005 0.033
2003-8 4.01 1. 464 0.103 0.06 1.76 0.0113 0.0176 0.147

3 2002-5 7.05 0.129 0.005 0.062 1.4 0.0096 0.002 0.127
2002-8 6.86 0.059 0.01 0.014 2.6 0.0108 0.0024 0.045
2003-5 6.63 0.316 0.024 0.002 0.65 0.0032 0.0014 0.008
2003-8 5.7 0.81 0.034 0.089 1.01 0.0054 0.0219 0.034
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Table 8 Normalized values ', of sea water indexes and assessment results at Pearl River Estuary in China(2002—2003)
R — A ‘ x'; SR X BP 9%
DO THLA WEVEREIREE A COD Cu Ph Zn Iy 3
1 2002-5  0.2407  0.3812  0.0148  0.2341  0.0655  0.2261  0.2250  0.2950  0.4060 2 2
2002-8  0.2150  0.1600  0.2438  0.2079  0.2448  0.2932  0.2582  0.2538  0.4093 2 2
2003-5  0.2150  0.3106  0.3188  0.1956  0.1284  0.2394  0.2004  0.2277  0.4087 2 2
2003-8  0.3273  0.5289  0.2848  0.2903  0.1655  0.2550  0.3511  0.2662  0.8915 4 4
2 2002-5  0.2212  0.2929  0.0000  0.0693  0.0426  0.2410  0.1151  0.3102  0.4486 2 2
2002-8  0.2100  0.0000  0.2773  0.2385  0.1543  0.2434  0.2522  0.2434  0.4137 2 2
2003-5  0.2890  0.4397  0.3188  0.2095  0.0844  0.1994  0.1609  0.2553  0.6618 3 3
2003-8  0.3288  0.5814  0.5526  0.2394  0.1577  0.2710  0.3390  0.3300  0.9234 4 4
32002-5  0.1596  0.0956  0.0000  0.2410  0.1119  0.2629  0.2303  0.3227  0.3099 1~2 2
2002-8  0.1678  0.0000  0.0862  0.1666  0.2357  0.2688  0.2394  0.2708  0.3018 1 1
2003-5  0.1780  0.2747  0.2613  0.0693  0.0000  0.2079  0.2124  0.1844  0.2870 1 1
2003-8  0.2233  0.4630  0.3309  0.2591  0.0466  0.2341  0.3499  0.2568  0.6163 3 3

4.4

W E g AN S AT

MR EE, AR IR R 3 P 3 K IR G 1R EUE 4

KA R 45 A0 5 00 B SRR bR
M ¢, (AR ,2010) , A SR (1) Rk (5) 1
S AR AR RS &, INFR 9 FIT7R. ZERLASHR AR Ry 5
BUBBLE A (10) A (12) R G 2R G 98 2K

PR A I AR B IR EE 2R (K 9) . Frhid sl
H SR (2= KR KA ,2010) B FRIRSFE B2 2 TSI
PRI BOIE SR, T LUA 2 FhO7 iR L 50T 45
Roge—2

£9 KiIIHTiF45 MAEEF LIS ENEIE o, R EAEE ', F5 HEHAX TN SR

Table 9 Monitoring values ¢; of water quality indexes and normalized values x'; as well as assessment results of eutrophication for 45 lakes in the middle

and lower reaches of the Yangtze River

- Chla TP TN CODy, SD Sl HFREARX TSle
X ¢ %' ¢ x'; ¢ ' ¢ x'; ¢ %' Iy 2% 5 i &l
B 32.8  0.3243 168  0.3713 2.939 0.3993 7.55 0.3313 0.53 0.3425 0.8579 4 EE
JLH M 24.08 0.3089 150  0.3657 2.441 0.3900 6.83 0.3263 0.43 0.3529 0.8331 4 EE
B 57.62 0.3525 292 0.3990 2.837 0.3975 7.29 0.3296 0.51 0.3444 0.9150 4 HE
H V35 6.98 0.2469 88  0.3390 0.753 0.3312 5.52 0.3157 1.13  0.3046 0.6512 3 w
3 77.02 0.3670 230  0.3870 3.532 0.4085 8.58 0.3377 0.51 0.3444 0.9369 4 HE
i EE 72.05 0.3637 290  0.3986 3.542 0.4086 8.76 0.3388 0.43  0.3529 0.9573 4 BEE
H 22 17.45 0.2928 172 0.3725 2.654 0.3942 7.99 0.3342 0.51 0.3444 0.8321 4 EE
Kt .89 0.2531 108  0.3492 1.771 0.374  5.12  0.3119 0.58 0.338  0.7325 3 "
T 6.27 0.2416 59 0.3190 1.051 0.3479 5.95 0.3194 1.06 0.3078 0.6516 3 "
K 25.77 0.3122 116  0.3528 2.275 0.3865 6.00 0.3198 0.54 0.3415 0.8017 4 HE
FNER] 11.32 0.2711 73 0.3297 0.885 0.3393 3.79 0.2969 1.38  0.2946 0.6427 3 1
A A .83 0.2641 86  0.3378 2.339 0.3879 5.45 0.3150 0.84 0.3194 0.7309 3 =1
[#5] 0 744 4.29 0.2226 48 0.3087 0.617 0.3212 4.12  0.3011 2.75 0.2602 0.5606 3 =1
AW .83 0.2285 51 0.3117 0.611 0.3208 3.83 0.2974 1.56 0.2885 0.5819 3 =1
Z 77.02 0.3670  189.8 0.3774 2.0973 0.3824 8.16 0.3352 0.44 0.3518 0.8976 4 W
BERKI 71.78 0.3635  515.4 0.4274 3.2364 0.4041 9.60 0.3433 0.42 0.3541 0.9967 4 EE
S 15.67 0.2874  192.5 0.3781 3.035 0.4009 5.60 0.3164 0.36 0.3618 0.8452 4 EN-
HHE 10.4  0.2669 71.1 0.3283 1.003 0.3455 4.90 0.3097 0.47 0.3485 0.7004 3 W
SEFFA 13.81 0.2811 93.5 0.3420 0.6711 0.3254 3.50 0.2929 0.65 0.3323 0.6760 3 =1
REM .15 0.2481 65.1 0.3239 0.5234 0.3130 4.10 0.3008 0.75 0.3251 0.6280 3 =1
JHR B 4.37 0.2235 47.5 0.3082 0.4166 0.3016 3.30 0.2900 1.74 0.2830 0.5517 3 w
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e Chla TP TN COD, SD Gl %A TSIe
K ¢ %' ¢ x'; ¢ x'; ¢ x'; ¢ %' Iy 2% 5 REIE S
I 2.26  0.1906 49.3 0.3100 0.7366 0.3301 3.60 0.2943 0.95 0.3133 0.5866 3 ®
KEMW 4.05 0.2197 56.3 0.3167 0.7414 0.3304 3.60 0.2943 0.81 0.3213 0.6129 3 w
A 3.45  0.2117 66.8 0.3252 0.598 0.3197 3.06 0.2862 0.76 0.3245 0.6036 3 w
EEEKE  7.52 0.2507 36 0.2943 0.3174 0.2880 2.4  0.2740 3.72 0.2450 0.5111 2 L
230 3.71  0.2153 51 0.3117 0.7743 0.3326 4.1 0.3008 0.84 0.3194 0.6119 3 &
TS BH 4 2.65 0.1985 47 0.3076 0.6170 0.3212 1.3  0.2434 1.53  0.2895 0.5293 3 "
E U] 24.64 0.3100 548.9 0.4305 2.8649 0.3980 5.6  0.3164 0.36 0.3618 0.9285 4 HE
J\ LA 11.66  0.2726 113.6 0.3518 1.2096 0.3549 3.6  0.2943 0.53 0.3425 0.7176 3 1
KW 4.72  0.2274 125.5 0.3567 1.4293 0.3632 4.6  0.3066 0.37 0.3604 0.7315 3 &
# b 35.80  0.3287 207.4 0.3819 2.3589 0.3883 8.3  0.3361 0.41 0.3553 0.8767 4 A
A 16.72  0.2906 68 0.3261 0.764 0.3319 3.7  0.2957 0.63 0.3338 0.6775 3 =1
R 3.19  0.2078 38 0.2970 0.997 0.3452 3.2 0.2884 0.94 0.3138 0.5947 3 w®
T 59.36  0.3540 141 0.3626 1.872 0.3767 4.3  0.3032 0.49 0.3464 0.8291 4 EE
K 7.22  0.2486 72 0.3290 1.705 0.3721 2.7  0.2799 0.59 0.3371 0.6843 3 w
1221 5.58 0.2357 36 0.2943 0.348 0.2926 2.2 0.2697 1.54 0.2891 0.5314 3 1
2T 5.53  0.2353 38 0.2970 0.491 0.3098 2.4  0.2740 1.36 0.2954 0.5537 3 =1
R 48.98  0.3444 172 0.3725 1.865 0.3766 5.1 0.3117 0.86 0.3183 0.8117 4 HE
it 5.95  0.2390 43 0.3032 1.452 0.3640 2.2 0.2697 0.88 0.3171 0.6245 3 w
i 9.89 0.2644 51 0.3117 0.600 0.3198 2.3  0.2719 0.82 0.3207 0.6091 3 1
73K 4.27  0.2224 35 0.2929 0.532  0.3138 2.7  0.2799 0.97 0.3123 0.5640 3 =1
[l 2.14  0.1878 30 0.2852 0.439 0.3042 1.7  0.2568 1.53 0.2895 0.5019 2 o2
W 14.60  0.2838 50 0.3107 1.139 0.3519 4.5  0.3055 0.69 0.3293 0.6821 3 "
bl 31.02 0.3215 62 0.3215 1.295 0.3583 4.6  0.3066 1.19 0.3020 0.7049 3 51
1] 18] 3.90  0.2178 44 0.3043 1.087 0.3496 2.1  0.2674 0.53 0.3425 0.6203 3 w

4 : Chla F1 TP B4 wg- L', SD BN m, HARTEAREAA A mg- L s IURITNZ5 XTI E R 1 R (FUEFR) 2 ROTEFR) 3 R(HE

¥) 4 BOEEET) 5 RORTETR).

4.5 EHSRANFEFN L 247 B DT A5 a5 23 U 5 ) 285 1R (L, IR AR

ECDUTTAN R A 28 A b H R I 463 3 vh s OB B 2 A FR BB R A T Y
BE o (BAHEAE,2009) , AL aX (1) Fis(6) 3t WSS R (52 10) . Kb s T2 2% SCHk (7R 41 5%
B AR IE(E «;, W38 10 FroR. FERLAC A8 bn o0 45,2000) ARSI Uik A H i i 4521 T LUR
SR R 10 ARG 3 TP LB «', 20, SRR I 45 2R S X A i 45 2R 58
BARAKX D) M (12) By s hisen a2

F10 RNTARNSESHEBLENESE o, REIEE X', ITNER

Table 10 Monitoring values c; of outdoor air quality indexes and normalized values x; as well as assessment results of air quality for Wuhan city in China

SO NO. RN
I ¢/ : ¢/ : ¢/ = i %X\T%ﬁ%
J %' i X', i % Iy 25 PR S5 R
(mg-m~?) ! (mg-m~?) ' (mg-m~?) '
1 0.075 0.2015 0.046 0. 0855 0.362 0.2896 0.3307 2 2
2 0.107 0.2370 0.124 0.2838 0.661 0.3498 0.5960 3 3
3 0. 166 0.2809 0.105 0.2506 0.537 0.3290 0.5734 3 3
4 0.063 0.1841 0.059 0.1353 0.392 0.2976 0.3535 2 2
5 0.037 0.1308 0.026 0 0. 194 0.2272 0.1845 1 1
6 0.061 0. 1808 0.040 0.0575 0.420 0.3045 0.3212 2 2
7 0.032 0.1163 0.027 0 0.314 0.2754 0.2245 1 1
8 0.012 0.0182 0.021 0 0.171 0.2146 0.1223 1 1

TE:S0, \NO, FI TSP £ H -3 s 5.
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4.6 FNEARERETFN L7

2002 4F 11—12 JKFT 30 D= NHEA S Tt
PRUETNEE o, (HLE 5 ,2005) , LA S (1) At
(7) 5 R PR », W3R 11 PR, B FAEA
1,11 ~15 .26 F1 27 WA TRHE A5 715545 21 1 B 5 A
AHZEER, R 2R (12) HE S| 4 A48 50,
T (13) X 5| J 8 BUE AT AU T3, Ho4x 22
AFEAR TR E SR, BB SREART hiA
RBUAE , JARIE R 3 rh s SO T i 51 148 B0
PRUEMCH TR A5 53 (3 11) . TPl g1 Sk (A4

#155,2005) TR HIZ RS BT PE 35 A8 B PE AN 4

i T 3CBk (B LD E5E2005) T YR RSP HTPE 4
BN I YRN G RIE R (179 KI5 (27 ) |
B (37 40) st (47 ) RIS (57 ) %
5 9 MA S T Fe B ¥ HA 73 1 9.2 9.3
G “HXRR N (17 R3E 27 SR I5YL) Xt
NEL 2, (3" RIS ) XN 2 G, (47 s 57
PTG Y) XN 3 . R 11 AT LAE I, ROk
Mot e —i.

£ KED 0 A ERRRSIEIE o REHEE «, MTHER

Table 11 Monitoring values c; of indoor air quality indexes and normalized values x'; as well as assessment results of air quality for Changchun city
in China
- FH £} E.S TR A IR }%“(é{ﬁ}*ﬁ

6 6 6 6 PR o myl
1 0.089  0.2175 1.060  0.3970 0.0890 0.1984 0.0270 0.0588 71.0 0.0861  0.6106 3 s
2 0.039 0.0525 0.348 0.2856 0.0770 0.1695 0.2700  0.2890 32.7 0.0086  0.2889 2 BRI
3 0.069 0.1666  0.210  0.2351 0.3320 0.4617 0.8400  0.4025 98.1 0.1185  0.6033 3 EREE S
4 0.184  0.3627 0.850 0.3750 0.5490 0.5623 0.1300 0.2159 67.0 0.0803  0.6821 3 EREE S
5 0.120 0.2773  0.580  0.3367 0.5860 0.5754 1.7450  0.4756 65.4 0.0779  0.7220 3 iR
6 0.100 0.2408  0.198  0.2293  0.0280 0.0000 0.0400  0.0981 57.2 0.0645  0.1996 1 AR5 Y
7 0.099 0.2388 0.146 0.1988 0.0310 0.0000 0.0470 0.1142 87.6 0.1072  0.2004 1 ESERA]
8 0.136  0.3023 0.173  0.2158 1.1500 0.7102 0.4040 0.3293 143.0 0.1562  0.6069 3 HiGY
9 0.150 0.3219 0.056  0.1030 0.0250  0.0000 0.2600 0.2853 60.0 0.0693  0.2933 2 B2y5 Y
10 0.124  0.2838 1.010  0.3922 0.0770  0.1695  0.4200 0.3332 95.0 0.1153  0.5515 3 LREES
11 0.091 0.2219  0.930  0.3839 0.0970 0.2156  0.0310 0.0726 87.0 0.1065  0.5654 3 s g
12 0.094 0.2284 0.880 0.3784 0.0950 0.2115 0.0310 0.0726 73.0 0.0889  0.5571 3 g gL
13 0.080  0.1962 1.150  0.4052 0.0820 0.1820 0.0280 0.0624 67.0 0.0803  0.6169 3 iYL
14 0.090 0.2197 1.230  0.4119 0.0710 0.1532  0.0250 0.0511 56.0 0.0624  0.6423 3 iYL
15 0.081 0.1994  0.780  0.3664 0.0250 0.0000 0.0210 0.0336 64.0 0.0758  0.5988 3 G gL
16 0.040 0.0575 0.376  0.2934 0.0810 0.1796 0.2100 0.2639 32.7 0.0086  0.2830 2 BRI
17 0.046  0.0855 0.370 0.2918 0.0680 0.1446 0.1760  0.2462 35.2 0.0160  0.2663 2 BRim g
18 0.184  0.3627 0.850  0.3750 0.5490 0.5623 1.8720  0.4827 65.7 0.0784  0.8335 3 EIREES
19 0.120 0.2773  0.586  0.3378 0.5800 0.5733 1.7650 0.4768 68.0 0.0818  0.7240 3 HiGY
20 0.155 0.3284  0.660  0.3497 0.6440 0.5942 0.1300 0.2159 87.0 0.1065  0.6302 3 EREES
21 0.099  0.2388  0.200 0.2303 0.0360 0.0174 0.0530 0.1262 73.5 0.0896  0.2184 1 ESEES
22 0.223  0.4012  0.193  0.2267 0.0410 0.0434 0.0560 0.1317 83.0 0.1018  0.3677 2 IG5
23 0.136 0.3023 0.173  0.2158 1.1500 0.7102 0.4040 0.3293 87.3 0.1068  0.5898 3 HigY
24 0.131 0.2948  0.126  0.1841  0.9450 0.6709 0.3680 0.3200 148.0 0.1596  0.5797 3 iYL
25 0.150  0.3219 0.150 0.2015 0.0270 0.0000 0.3100 0.3029 66.0 0.0788  0.3464 2 BRimg
26 0.143  0.3123  0.228  0.2434 0.0260 0.0000 0.0380 0.0930 65.0 0.0773  0.4508 2 E=EPS
27 0.099  0.2388 1.260  0.4143 0.0540 0.0985 0.0360 0.0875 96.0 0.1163  0.6250 3 GG
28 0.104  0.2486 1.150  0.4052 0.0560 0.1058 0.3000 0.2996 100.0 0.1204  0.4900 3 EREES
29 0.123  0.2822 1.200  0.4094 1.0720 0.6962  0.5060 0.3518 78.6 0.0963  0.7451 3 iYL
30 0.128  0.2902  0.667  0.3507 1.6220 0.7790 0.7170  0.3867 101.0 0.1214  0.7409 3 HiGY

H

TE: BRE ¢; BA0 Bq-m 725, HARFEHRIN ¢; (HEAAIIISH mgom .
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5 #5i8(Conclusions)

FEFTTA G 17 PR M AR e REAR G K
BRSSO i 1 5] S R A =, Y
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FEFE 1 B3 2 AR bR I )G b v R S (AR b Y
P UK A sl s SR T e 1 5 | 148 5 = (10)
MA(11) &3k 3 Hheg 51 13838 25 A 15 500y
PBRUEXTIX B 48 B[R] AE S . PR E, PR T 5
TR A W32 B S E M. S 2 S
BUE T BRI RE S Ty 48 B0 A B S R
RIATE, DT A R85 o A 4R 008 T — ol Jr k.
RIS AR SCHE Y A« FRYE BiE ™ R AR bR, B
FEPR", « SERURE AR S5 B S A B o e L AR 4
B kg 8 SR A s T AT AR
ISR K BEIR AT RS R K BRI R ) K &4
FIA] 22 2 R S AR OGS BRI ST A i 5%

EEEEEN . ZHER(194—), 8 # HEAESH, T
NEFAFRIA, ZZESKEkERE, FPEXRRFLFTL
SR, EENERIRFEE BT ERARKE L AT EH

% . E-mail : lizuoyong@ cuit. edu. cn.
2% 3Lk ( References) :

Bokar H, Tang J, Lin N F. 2004. Groundwater quality and
contamination index mapping in Changchun City, China [ J].
Chinese Geographical Science, 14(1): 63-70

Cai Q H, Liu J K, Lorzen K. 2002. A comprehensive model for
assessing lake eutrophication [ J ]. Chinese Journal of Applied

Ecology, 13(12) . 1674-1678

Dang Y, LiZ Y, Zou Y L. 2010. Lake eutrophic evaluation based on
bee immune evolutionary algorithm [ J]. Agricultural Science &
Technology, 11(4) . 156-158,188

Flores J C. 2002. Comments to the use of water quality indices to verify
the impact of Cordoba City ( Argentina) on Suquia river[ J]. Water
Res, 36(18) : 4664-4666

N, SME, TR, . 2008, TG E ARG
T[] HENLTAR, 34(11) ; 181-182, 210

TRAYE, SRITIL, KEFEEE. 2009. XS 43 BT i A8 KSR EE T8 PPN
BT )]. SRE TR, 27(4) ; 113-116, 42

Kuo Y M, Liu C W, Lin K H. 2004. Evaluation of the ability of an
artificial neural network model to assess the variation of groundwater
quality in an area of blackfoot disease in Taiwan [ J]. Water
Research, 38(1): 148-158

X, PMERE. 2009. BT AL TE 4= 4l T KK B[ T]. b
TIK, 31(1): 38-41

ETF, KA. 2006. A G EHRAERE PR H[T]. KT
FReER, (4):40-43

Li X, Liu CF, Wang L, et al. 2011. Intergated assessment of sea water
quality on BP artificial neural network[ J]. Marine Science Bulletin,
13(2) :62-71

AR, MR 2005, BP N TR AR R BRTT K BT g
MHILT]. 7K, 1(4) : 47-54

ZEEUK, RS, S, 2010, & EFRAL AT (19 X B8 R R H0HE 15 15
B [T]. BEEREEAR,30(3) :664-672

VK, BRIEAE, TR F AL, 55, 2012, JETFOKIREE 5 B TE A By k
P E R R A )] FRERAAR, 32(3) « 668-677

Sanchez E, Colmenarejo M F, Vicente J, et al. 2007. Use of the water
quality index and dissolved oxyjen deficit as simple indicators of
watersheds pollution[ J]. Ecological Indicators, 7(2) ; 315-328

HREE, JA 2248 A&, S5 2010, T A IR HGE TR K FiLs
FVEMTTIELT ] HEERERNE, 30(12) ¢ 1708-1714

WA, PN, FERERE  5E. 2005, JZRAMTE N PR IR K
R, ZEFEREF, 24 (2) @ 52-55

FESCHT,ZEAH . 2010, St it 88 U (BLTE A8 BT 1 i b e KK 5
W BIRHI[T]. EHARKFD, (6) : 36-38

Yang M N, Li D F, Yang J B. 2007. Fuzzy-based surface water quality
evaluation model and application in the Shaoguan area[J]. Geo-

spatial Information Science, 10(4) : 303-310



