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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the effects of five weather
variables (temperature, precipitation, relative humidity, wind speed, and STP) on the
particulate matter 2.5 (PM2.5) concentrations and to apply a long short-term memory
model (LSTM) in order to predict PM2.5 concentrations from these weather variables.
We used the PM2.5 data from the Pollution Control Department (Thai Ministry of
Natural Resources and the Environment) and weather variables data from the Global
Surface Summary of the Day (GSOD) in the area of study (Bangkok area and Bangkok
Metropolitan Region). We hypothesized that weather variables relate to PM2.5
concentrations and could be used to predict the concentrations of PM2.5. The
results showed that temperature and precipitation could be used to predict PM2.5
concentrations. We also found that a more accurate model can be obtained by using

data of predictor variations over the same period.

Keywords: PM2.5, Weather variables, Neural network
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Auazeesvunaliiiu 2.5 luasou (PM2.5) 1uduifiduiugud nandlaiiu 2.5
lupsou ianrnnisnlndifannenummug mawntagnisaues Tt uaznszuauns
gnamnssu Nsazauvesriuniadulueinia lnediulngiinainniswavianmield
M9n15tnwRg il wazn13esesiuess Jadusua windouonvdwasormuduty
¥93% Uazopsves PM2.5 Tudf 99 Tudaniai fn15991959uuu WU ngannumiung
uazUSumma Mdwszaudguaiuniseiniregaguunss dadunauiainnisimm
LITEENAMATNI5VE8R 0T 0398195957 ey avesnsumIUANNaT vUTEIT
A, 2563 wuinAnad udures uazeas PM2.5 lunane q AiufidanAudiunsgu
Tnglanizninnarsluyszmalng (Air Quality and Noise Management Bureau, 2020)
lusvozeniuazesvariavdmanssnuyhliaussonmaesenananduanvayilviie
TsauziSeuan savaenaudniauizoss uarluguaedfidgmmedussuumadunela
lsariala Win uazdateny asdrnulweeunavuindn wasnszduliiinein1sena 4 la

fnenityanavialy (Dajsakdipon, 2020)
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Tun13@nuin1s1Ud suntasnuninnseinialagldlasaiigszamiion
Uselaneing o annsaviunglavategduu Tnelud we. 2560 lainisldlassneUssam
Wiy Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) ileviunefinelulasiaulaeenlas (NO,) aindeya
vafivuazdoyanisgnioningrsredalus luviiaauu Marylebone Liosasuneou
Useinedangy (Cabaneros et al., 2017) siaunlud w.e. 2564 Shams et al. (2021)
ladnulassieUssamiisy (Artificial Neural Networks, ANN) kaghuU31889n1500 008
\Fansiaad (Multiple Linear Regressions, MLR) Wi ovhwnededaieslasenles (SO,)
Tngvinaifiurusudona SO, i 16 amil melud ae. 2015 Vinaademans wmesu
Uselnednsu (Shams et al., 2021)

LUUFIA0IMUIBANLTITEE T ULUTE? (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)
Fadudrmilswedlassineuszsamiiion (Artificial neural networks) Taguuusiass LSTM
Junvudraesi faununanlasaigUssamifisninde Recurrent Neural Network
(RNN) wsilfisiifina1n RNN Aeansnsaandn (Memory) anuzvesusiazlunld Taoiiuses
(Gate) Mvhmthauaumsit-esnvesdieya lnsswideneunih@nwinmsihuieaining
uduvesuavens PM2.5 Tu 24 Falusdnenii Taglduvusaesmisesssssdunuuem
LSTM LS Ul s ufi ukuuinaasauynsuial (Seasonal Autoregressive Integrated Moving
Averages with Exogenous Regression, SARIMAX) Tudsndangammnaviuas lagyiinig
arnaeuauiugweuusaedagldiaanadeuidsaenads (Root Mean Square
Error; RMSE) LLasmﬂamﬂ?{aué’myjidLa?{a (Mean Absolute Error; MAE) Na@N15338WUIN
wuud1ae9 LSTM ansnsavhwnea1nnududuvead uagead PM2.5 lakiugininuuuinass
SARIMAX (Thaweephol & Wiwatwattana, 2020) wonaniulud w.a. 2563 muieves
Singhaworawong (2020) satiuanuusednsnmuedkuudiass LSTM lnea1uidesingnd
finms@nwuuudnaes (LSTM) ilevihuneaduazess PM2.5 Tu 24 dalusinanth Tudmia
Fodlual Tagvhmafiudeyaduazess PM2.5 5193u dausl 1 uns1au n.e. 2562 f9 31
NQUAIAY WA, 2563 LazINITATIUUUTIABY LSTM HaNITITeNUITLUUTIADIEIU150
vihunemiduazoos PM2.5 Tu 24 Falusihanthlsognausiug)

mMaudIuvesuazess PM25 eraiinndadensgadeninerfiunannns
WA suwUasvosussonialaniazd 193 nd ed swas on13n5za18/21909H Uazees
(Thai Meteorological Department, 2021) lagdadan1sgn deuingrdwanoninududy

LLazmsﬂﬁxmaﬁwmtluazama&hdu'm (Mok & Hoi, 2005) WB991NN15NTLINYA VD
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Huazesszgnimunlasiadonignienine (Ayal et al, 2008) 4 ¢lud w.a. 2564
Das et al. (2021) leiAszin1sanneulBaudusen9d1e (simple linear regression analysis)
ilednuinavesiiadonsgn doninedeainnuidudures uazoss luussimeduife
Tnglddeyammudutuduazens PM2.5 PM10 grundl anuidaan eosdudiing Ui
el mnaoINe uaensedlig uasmsUnaquuese daeil we. 2561-2563 WUt
yaanine e e gungfl uasUinaniuu dswasiedaduduvesuazens PM2.5
waz PM10 oe191n (Das et al,, 2021)

ffugidedadondauvsmsanmenieldun guvad Uiy anudy
durins enmisron waranunaena lnelFuuusaemsanussrerdunuuen (LSTM)
WevnemuFmamnududuiuazens was@nwanuduiusfududsmaanineinie
Tnenindeyaannaumuauuaivluiuiingunme warUiuamainldlunisfinw §identen
ideiazannsntundudoyaflddmivnunuuimsinnisaunnernielid

Useansnmungesdu

Wanliun13ide
1. funouuariinismvsadoya

mAfedimafununadeyenuiiuiinng 4 Sasenauludae nsamenmuas
uAsUgH wuny3 Unusll auvsusinis wazaynsanas ulslunisne lnglddeyarinin
dutuveauarens PM2.5 1eiieu Aauid w.a. 2558 - 2563 9InNnsuAIUANLATIY
Ve 23 a0l (Air Quality and Noise Management Bureau, 2020) wazihanmAady
ooy uagldvayadiulsmeanineInaain Global Surface Summary of the Day (GSOD)
Fafususuteyaanmeniaainaninig 4 walan daurd w.a.2472 Feaseuaqu

o

1291981 warfiufifig3Tedonsine Tasdayadanaraunsonmiivanldu iy
https:.//www1.ncdcnoaa.gov/pub/data/gsod/ (NOAA, 2021) ;:J:?J “81%’%'a§gjaﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬁu
10 a0l luiufinganmumuas uasUiunma Ussielne Usznoude anfinganmaviuas
anauutunsunnuniuas anndviinse aafaeulles andvinenAeugissugil
anilunewn anifiuasUsy aniluyusd aonilaymsnns uazandaymsanas antui
fogara 10 donil thaumeadssedeu Tnsdoyadustanundsenoudegungd
Usinauiney anududuing anadiay warauRuUITEINIANIASE IR IA197 1

(Table 1)
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Table 1 Long-Short Term Memory model parameters

Parameter Description
PM 2.5 Mean Particulate Matter 2.5; PM2.5 (ug/m?)
Temperature Mean Temperature (Celcius)
Rain Mean Precipitation (mm)
Relative humidity Mean Relative humidity; RH (%)
Wind speed Mean Wind Speed (m/s)

Standard Temperature and Pressure Mean Standard Temperature and Pressure; STP (mbar)

2. Aasiveya

'
o v a

thdayaun scale auannsil 1 Wevilidayadudiouiam1 q fu 9ndu
AnwIAUFURUS (correlation) sEnINedUININEANINDINARUAUTUTU] UaTRBY
PM2.5 warld i duanduiussau (Cross Correlation Function; CCF) saaunisi 2
seMIniuUTmsan e InAfy PM2.5 il evnandoundaflinunzay 1dendaaaan

foundsimunauiioasrawuuinass LSTM Tunsiunedeya

k. 1)
S.D.
vuald X Ao Uaya oy ALY
X Ao Aaduvesloya

S.D.  fe  dmdsavuinasgiuvedeys

(x=%)(y = )
CCF = 2
2 VIO- 023 (y-7)2 @)

Muuali X,y fie Teua PM2.5 Laziaudsvnadnnenniesig & sy

U

Ao AnadgveveLa PM2.5 kagmilUsnean ne1ne

Ll
<Y

#9  AUAIAU

va o

TunsnyaeuANingvmMuTae fIduienldirnuranrdouduysaliaty

(Mean absolute error, MAE) fleauin1sil 3 wazegadeanyateyanaaau (validation

g
Y
#

loss) MNUUFITELTONKUUTRDINIAAAIALATOUTIANER LarNansyINEANITNTIYEY

Ao

Huagead PM2.5 finfign

MAE = :—12?:1 |actual — predicted| (3)
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2

FAdeidenaranunainindouduysaliade (MAE) esandiaunanadey
yiiad fausoulmoaiinund (outlien) a1 4 smuizanlunisiluldvsedy
Us2ANB MU I4UUTIa0INTIAIAINARIALAA DUTTATY 9 WU SInTidedvesd1AlNy
AaRLAGDURAY S tdes (Root Mean Square Error; RMSE) vierAnuAaIRAAouLRaY
M&3ae4 (Mean Square Error; MSE) duni1smagaideainyateyanaaau (validation
loss) 1umsmuimnurandsuresuuUaesiiginaaeusteyn deyaiiuuuiiass
lineidfiuandou iafiounismeaeulunsdiiuuusiaedluldass fufuisiiaedamnzan
somsnTIRaeumLLiuE YR U UT AR sTign
3. nMsaf1uuudnaes LSTM

N32UIUNITYIIUTDILUUSIADY LSTM wanedan1ndi 1 (Fisure 1) Tnaisuy
nmsdamateyaifesiu uazUsuardayadaonis sale fnandisiu andundsdoye
oondu 2 4a lfun gadeyadildfndu (training dataset) 85 1Wosidu wazyadeyaiild
NAFBY (testing dataset) 15 Wasldu uagihyateyanlddniulunisairauuudias
LagnadeuLUUTIasie Yndeyaiilinaasudadudeyaiuuudiasslineiuunion

IS o o Y a
wilounsihuuudiaeslUldass

| Raw Data |

Missing Data | | Pre-processing |

| Scale Data |

| Training Dataset |

3

x| LSTM Model | | Test | | New Data

v

s| Learning Algorithm Training |

Refinement Final Model

v Evaluation

| Post-processing

| Final LSTM Model |

Figure 1 Flowchart for Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) training
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NAN1538

Tusddeiviunearauduturesiuazess PM2.5 Tngldtoyaanimennie
YINTUNN UazUTuMMA eIEN9FouvedaIes (machine learning) TayanAIy
\uduvesduazens PM25 ey gamgiieds Ui eueds Aenutuduivsiode

AN ANRAY LazALAUNINTEIWRAY Tounds 5 U aunsaasudeyanisads

§1mn37197 2 (Table 2)

Table 2 Parameter statistics from 2015 to 2020

Parameters Max. Min. Mean SD
PM 2.5 56.6667 12 26.78312639 11.13892292
Temperature 31.7743 25.5429 29.00569167 1.317650589
Rain 11.8529 0 4.005445833 3.328104932
Relative humidity 82.2116 63.0437 72.35485694 4.470958354
Wind speed 3.104 1.2722 1.877015278 0.375114195
Standard 122.0108 110.1262 117.0459431 2541834349

Temperature and

Pressure; STP

TnednamsfnyiuasUssansnm el
1. HavesguuniremAudiudiuveiuazeas PM2.5
PNNIMAERTURUSTIN nuBAanduiusTdiaduieungidounds
0 914 3 eou lngguugidanuduiusuvunssiuduiuanududul uazoas PM2.5
wazgmsldiandounds 0 Lo vleammngd a Landediuiy PM2.5 viunganududy
¥osrlu PM2.5 nuisansihugesnunlndifssiumaiedian uazlivihuneaanududu
vou{u PM2.5 ¢ fannit 2 (Figure 2) Tandl MAE waadayaitldfinau (loss) wiriu 0.2361

way MAE vastoyaiivuuiaadliineiiiuinneu (validation loss) wirfiu 0.2558
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Figure 2 A) Cross-correlation between temperature and PM2.5 at the different time lags.
B) The prediction results of PM2.5 by using temperature with a 0-month lag
(black dots showed the raw data points of PM2.5, the red line is the

training line and the blue line is the prediction results of the test dataset).

2. NamaaﬁmmﬁwNuﬁiaﬂ'wmmL%m%'umaw!uazam PM2.5
AUsinaiugounds 0 1 2 e faranduiusiamgdunuunsstudy
AuAMUTUIU] uaresd PM2.5 WagHan1svuIeAIduduly PM2.5 waneinisld
USmnanidugounds 0 e vieUimaninu w anfeatuiy PM2.5 aunsaldviune
Aeandidiuvesiu PM2.5 TiAian fanmd 3 (Fisure 3) Taoil MAE vostoyaiildiindu
(loss) WU 0.4330 waz MAE vesdeyaiiuuudiasslaiinewiusnneu (validation loss)

WinAu 0.5062

CCF between Rainfall and PM 2.5 Rainfall lag 0

T T T T T T A5 A A5 AS AB Ab Al Al A1 AB A® AB AB a3 A3 o0 49 ,-p;L\
15 10 5 5 10 15 °\l\°‘s?1°\l’*s93°\l’*s9s°\h‘3‘s9)°\h"e°s°\l\°‘f,93
Lag Month

Figure 3 A) Cross-correlation between rainfall and PM2.5 at the different time lags.

B) The LSTM prediction results of PM2.5 by rainfall with 0-month lag.
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3. wavesAPNTUETIMSRomANTuuTe I uaroDs PM2.5
Aeududusivsdounds 0 fv 1 feu danuduiusaauuunsatudiuiy
ANUNdUuareas PM2.5 wagainn1sasisuuuinaes LSTM wudinisldandeunda
0 WWau w38 a anfeaiuiu PM2.5 Tunisvihnermanudutuvesiy PM2.5 naaeny
TndiAssu1a3adign fanndl 4 (Figure 4) Tnodl MAE vostayadildinetu (loss) Wiy

0.3547 uay MAE vesdayaiiuuudiandlsiinerfiuania (validation loss) winfu 0.4196
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Figure 4 A) Cross—correlation between RH and PM2.5 at the different time lags.

Month

B) The LSTM prediction results of PM2.5 by RH with a O-month lag.

4. wavesmAUaNRerIALdLuYeuazas PM2.5
AanduiusTndagidutimnusiaudounds 1§ 4 deou lnsaruduius
WUURTITUT A UANMUT T U uaTBDY PM2.5 WasHan1svinungaAududuly PM2.5
Tagldrmnussaudounds 1 e awnsavihweairnududuves] uazess PM2.5
I¢Aigm fasnmdl 5 (Figure 5) Tneil MAE vastiagadildflnelu (loss) winfu 0.2479 uag MAE

vosteyafinuuiaeslsiineiiiuanniou (validation loss) Wiy 0.3500

Y
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Figure 5 A) Cross-correlation between wind speed and PM2.5 at the different time lags.
B) The LSTM prediction results of PM2.5 by wind speed with a 1-month lag.
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5. HAUDIAIANMNAUUIIEINIANIASIIRDAIANINTUYDIUaY ORI PM2.5
AIAUAUUTIEINIANINTTIUGTRUNAT 0 §ia 1 oy dauduiusgeluguuuy
wUsiunseiuANdutuR uAeBY PM2.5 UagNan159uIendutuly PM2.5 wui
N1519A1ANNANUTTEINIALIATFIUTDUNSS 0 LRBY NTBAUANUTTEINIANIATIIU
u nanfeufy PM2.5 annsaliviunemanududuvesdu PM2.5 I6fTige fanmi 6
(Figure 6) Tnedl MAE vaadosyadildlnlu (loss) Winfu 0.2205 way MAE wosdoyad

wuUI1adlimeLiuanney (validation loss) winfu 0.3596

CCF between STP and PM 2.5 STP lag 0
< 60
T -
o B e O L e B B e e et o L D O o
o E «
| F]
u o £
<° T T =
N 2
P T B B I 1 N O PO s
7 o
3 ]
: A ol B
! T ' T 1 T J \B AP AB AB AB AB A1 A1 A1 A AD AD A AD AD o9 20 40 g
45 10 5 0 5 10 15 Y e oY et 1o et oo 1 et et et e e el ge? 0
Lag Month

Figure 6 A) Cross-correlation between STP and PM2.5 at the different time lags.
B) The LSTM prediction results of PM2.5 by STP with a 0-month lag.

anusiena

vya o U v 6

Tuns@nwdl gAdeldmandunussiulunsAnwimnuduiusseninadanusnig

anmeniAkazANUTNTUYeuazead PM2.5 suddldlunmsideniiandoundiveusiay
fulsmsanwene Tasanuduiusinauuuusiunssiusasasstiuiu Swonadasiu
HaN15398984 Hamnkijroong & Panich (2013) dnwdvEnavestiadevgnienineise
ANududuvesuazeatuakifiu 10 luaseu lulwangawmmumiuns Ineawidedingid
Anwidaudsmeanimenialaun gaumad Uiy amnududuivg eraniian uas

AMULTULAT WUTIAUFUNUSVRIRINYT gungd UTuraudsluy Aududuivg way

o
Ya v o

Anudandanuduiusuunliufertuiunuiddedsiu uenaniudidedifinyinaes
FuvsmufuusseMAas isdl waraiauuiasaiievinueanduduresiu
PM2.5 91 UUsN19a MBINARINETD Tanan1sAnwmuituuudiass LSTM a1u190
vuemaaduduosy PM2.5 Tigd
gampiidanuduiusuuunsedudmiuanudududuazess PM2.5 109910

Wegungiaiaiuiuanasszyiiniwinuseun Yuusseniadawalieu PM2.5
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Tuermeldanunsoruduarudouduld wardsmalidamududuees PM2.5 Sngetu
(NGThai, 2019) 183101583194 UUTIA0INUINQUNYTTOUNAS 0 Loy n38 gunqd
 Landgliy PM2.5 annsaldviungaianuduturesiy PM2.5 16 uagdan MAE
vosdoyaildfinau (loss) uay MAE vesdeyaiiuuudiasdliineiiiusnion (validation loss)
Wiy 0.2361 uag 0.2558 MuenAy

UTuraddulianudunus wuunseiud i At udud uav ey PM2.5

=

FeuFmaniruiinasteuiamswrdseynianig 4 luernia wu TunsduTunuinud
A8 HUANUIN kansTIuNIARuAzRRIgNTEa1lAERWINN deraliA1ANTNTIYRIRY
Y94 PM2.5 anad (Harnkijroong & Panich, 2013) TneUSunanidudounds 0 1oy wie
Usinaniiey a nandeady PM2.5 anansalddumanazyiuisaianududures
A PM2.5 I¢ififign Tsiiin MAE westiogafildiindu (loss) was MAE vesdeyaiiuuudiaes
Laiipewiuanneu (validation loss) Wi 0.4330 wag 0.5062 AIUEU
Anududuinsfanuduiusuuunsstudiufuanud udud uazees PM2.5
wrzdlefidledluoniegs snedslevhazluduiveuniams q luomasias PM2.5
ylieyneiunnasgiin feusinaledlueniausiunsatuaiaududuivg dedu
Lﬁ'aﬂmw?;’uﬁ’uﬁwﬁfiummﬂqa AU TUR WTIaAas (Pobsuk, 2019) TnoA1AuTy
Fuivsdounds 0 ey uie AranuTuduivg a nanfsatudanuduty PM2.5
aunsalddunuagineemanuduturesiu PM2.5 1dfign Fefian MAE vosdoyaild
Anely (loss) uag MAE yasteyaiuvudiasdluiineiiuunneou (validation loss) Wiy
0.3547 uag 0.4196 MuaIAU
mnudaufianuduiusiuunssiuiuduanudutuuazons PM2.5 Lesan
ieranunsauiirngs mnefsauiinisiedeuiiss vilvillennagsitagWatenornaly
uianiuseniy dawali PM2.5 fiegfluenagnitaseniusie (Pobsuk, 2019) TneAAuisiay
founds 1 1Weu annsalddmnanagiunsaanududusesu PM25 IddTian 3
A1 MAE vaadayadi lddny (loss) uaz MAE wostoyaiiuuudrasdliinaifiuuineu
(validation loss) Wiy 0.2479 uaz 0.3500 AUEGU
WAZAUAUUITEINIANINTTIUL AUFURUS LU UL USHUATITUAULTUTY
Auazesd PM2.5 insziiieanufuusseinanasgius mlsiusinueinates wwiin
yos0INIFITanas vhlenaassfagetu uazweyniadu 4 Tuenmasiudie du PM2.5

aesduluag dewalirianududuvesly PM2.5 luniaiiuAuanas (Pobsuk, 2019)
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TAAIAIUAUUITEINIANINTFIUEDUNST 0 LAY N30 AIAIIUAUUITEINIALINTFIY
& LAty PM2.5 aansaldmuianasiuieainnududuly PM2.5 TddTian
Fadlen MAE vestayaiildilnau (loss) waz MAE vosteyafiuuudiasdliineifiuindeu
(validation loss) Wiy 0.2205 uay 0.3596 AUARU
dewFeuifisunansiuneresiaulsmsan morniaaaanyi QR R FIGLE
Uiy Sarwdiiusiusazannsolinarinngldifian fmansvanesdenndasiu
NU3Teve4 Das et al. (2021) Aivhn1simszinisanneadaduatiaie (simple linear
regression analysis) s¥n3inedadensgniisningrfuaianutuduvesluazess PM2.5
e?fqwa%ﬁwqmmﬁl,l,azﬂ%‘mmﬂfmu damariaAanduduresiuazess PM2.5 11niign
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