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Feature selection in machine learning models of groundwater level and its application effect analysis//GUO Minli',
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Abstract: To improve the simulation performance of machine learning models for groundwater levels, four feature selection
methods, including partial correlation analysis, Pearson correlation coefficient, maximum relevance-minimum redundancy
(mRMR), and random forest ( RF) methods, were employed to screen input parameters for three groundwater level
machine learning models in the Mihuaishun Area. The simulation results before and after parameter feature selection were
compared. The results show that different parameters require different feature selection methods. Groundwater level and its
lagged values can be determined using partial correlation analysis, while artificial recharge and its lagged values, as well as
precipitation and its lagged values, require a combination of mRMR and RF methods. Specifically, the mRMR method is
more effective for selecting precipitation and its lagged values, whereas the RF method is better suited for screening
artificial recharge and its lagged values. Feature selection significantly improved the simulation accuracy of the extreme
learning machine (ELM) and RF models while enhancing the computational speed of the nonlinear autoregressive neural
network with exogenous inputs (NARX) model. When applied to the three groundwater level machine learning models in
the Mihuaishun Area, the parameter feature selection led to notable improvements that the ELM model showed a 63%
reduction in root mean square error (RMSE) , a 98% increase in the Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient (NSE), and a
45% improvement in the coefficient of determination (R>). The RF model achieved a 49% reduction in RMSE, a 6%
increase in NSE, and a 2% improvement in R*, while the NARX model demonstrated an 11-fold increase in computational
speed.

Key words: groundwater level ; machine learning model ; feature selection; the Mihuaishun Area
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Fig.1 Overview of the Mihuaishun Area and location of

monitoring wells
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output in the Mihuaishun Area from 2015 to 2020
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Table 1 Partial autocorrelation coefficients between groundwater level and lag time of different mointoring wells
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AN [ I s 1) B4 1 AR O R K

#'7 0d 1d 2d 3d 4d 5d 6d 7d 8d 9d

10d 11d 12d 13d 14d

15d 16d 17d 18d 19d 20d

0 N N N R W =

1.00 1.00-0.99 0.99 -0.95 0.40 -0.18 0.04 -0.04-0.01-0.01-0.01-0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.03
1.00 1.00 -0.60-0.39 -0.16 0.04 0.16-0.12 -0.13-0.08-0.06-0.16-0.04 0.05 0.06 0.0l 0.01-0.03-0.02-0.01-0.06
1.00 1.00-0.91 0.84 -0.66 0.10 -0.26 0.27 -0.27 0.02-0.02-0.13 0.02 0.05-0.03-0.14 0.01-0.10-0.09-0.04 0.10
1.001.00-0.93 0.80 -0.63 0.19 -0.18 0.07 -0.25 0.17-0.07 0.04-0.14-0.04 0.01-0.06-0.07 0.02-0.04-0.08 0.05
1.001.00-1.00 1.00 -0.96 0.41 -0.18 0.05 —-0.03 0.00-0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.04
1.00 1.00 -0. 63-0.34 -0.20-0. 13 -0.08-0.05 -0.04-0.02-0.02-0.01-0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
1.000.59 0.25 0.00 -0.07-0.09 -0.04 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01
1.000.92-0.76 0.53 -0.32 0.06 -0.06 0.16 -0.18 0.08-0.06 0.04-0.06-0.01-0.03 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.01
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Table 2 Pearson correlation coefficients between groundwater level and parameters of different monitoring wells

S8 15 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 28 15 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8%
0 0.31 0.25 0.22 0.25 0.34 0.36 0.06 0.23 P, 0.05 0.00 —0.03 -0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01
0, 0.31 0.25 0.23 0.25 0.34 0.36 0.07 0.23 P, 0.05 0.01 —-0.03-0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
0, 0.31 0.25 0.23 0.26 0.35 0.37 0.08 0.23 r, 0.05 0.01 -0.03-0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
Qs 0.31 0.26 0.23 0.26 0.35 0.37 0.08 0.23 Ps 0.05 0.01 -0.03-0.02 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02
0, 0.31 0.26 0.23 0.26 0.35 0.37 0.09 0.24 P 0.05 0.01 -0.03 -0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02
Qs 0.32 0.27 0.23 0.26 0.36 0.38 0.10 0.24 P, 0.05 0.01 —-0.03 -0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01
Qs 0.32 0.27 0.23 0.26 0.36 0.38 0.10 0.24 Py 0.05 0.01 —-0.03 -0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01
0, 0.32 0.27 0.24 0.26 0.36 0.38 0.11 0.24 Py 0.05 0.02 -0.03 -0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01
Qs 0.32 0.28 0.24 0.26 0.37 0.38 0.12 0.24 Py 0.06 0.02 -0.03 -0.02 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.01
Q 0.32 0.28 0.24 0.27 0.37 0.38 0.13 0.25 Py 0.06 0.02 -0.02-0.02 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.01
Q1 0.32 0.29 0.24 0.27 0.37 0.39 0.14 0.25 P, 0.06 0.02 —-0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.00
Qy 0.32 0.29 0.25 0.27 0.38 0.39 0.14 0.25 Py 0.06 0.02 —-0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00
Q1 0.32 0.29 0.25 0.27 0.38 0.39 0.15 0.25 Py, 0.06 0.02 -0.02-0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00
Q13 0.33 0.30 0.25 0.27 0.38 0.39 0.16 0.25 R, 0.36 0.49 0.44 0.44 0.31 0.30 0.49 0.91
Qu 0.33 0.30 0.25 0.27 0.38 0.39 0.17 0.25 R, 0.78 0.77 0.84 0.86 0.85 0.86 0.48 0.05
P 0.04 0.00 -0.03 -0.03 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 T -0.30 -0.06 -0.13 =0.10 0.10 0.09 -0.07 —-0.06
P, 0.04 0.00 -0.03 -0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02 H 0.12 0.03 -0.11 -0.08 0.05 0.01 0.11 -0.43
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Table 3 Top 20 parameters of different monitoring wells obtained by applying mRMR method

He44 15 25 35 4% 55 65 715 85 HE4 15 2% 35 4% 55 6% 715 8%
1 Qs R, R, R, R, R, R, R, 11 Py Py Py Ps Qs Qu Py P
2 R, H H 0; 0Oy Qo Qg R, 12 Qi 04 Py Qy Py Py Oy P,
3 R, R, R, R, R, R, R, H 13 P P; P Py Qn Py Py Qo
4 H O Qo T H H T 0, 14 Q Qi Pi 0, Pyn o Qs Q P
5 Qu T T Qi T Py, P T 15 Py Ps Qn Py Py Py Py P
6 T Ql Plz H P ()]4 H ()]4 16 07 P2 Pf) Pﬁ 07 013 P]l 013
7 P P6 Q] Pl4 P7 T Pl4 Pg 17 P3 P Pl] Qﬁ Pl3 Pg 09 PlU
8 P]4 P4 Pl4 P ()14 P 0]4 03 18 PIZ P]4 P2 P] 0 P4 P4 05
9 P, Qn Qu P, P, Py P, Py 19 Qn Pn Qs 0Qp Ps 0, Q13 P

10 0; Py Ps Qs Py Py 0O P, 20 P 0y Py Py P P, P, Py
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Table 4 Proportion of parameter characteristic importance of different monitoring wells obtained by RF method

AR SR B G L %

N IR WS B o L %

15 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 15 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8%
Q 1.29 1.02 1.43 0.37 0.11 0.90 0.31 0.69 P, 0.54 0.69 0.63 0.07 0.05 0.48 0.10 0.04
Q, 1.23 0.93 1.28 0.35 0.09 0.79 0.29 0.53 P, 0.61 0.85 0.81 0.08 0.06 0.56 0.16 0.07
Q, 1.76 1.54 1.70 0.71 0.14 1.33 0.38 1.56 P, 0.43 0.56 0.48 0.06 0.04 0.34 0.08 0.04
Q5 1.54 1.19 1.64 0.65 0.14 1.16 0.37 1.42 P 0.42 0.42 0.40 0.05 0.04 0.31 0.06 0.03
Q, 1.28 0.99 1.40 0.36 0.10 0.81 0.30 0.59 Pg 0.31 0.38 0.33 0.05 0.02 0.24 0.05 0.03
Qs 1.52 1.10 1.62 0.45 0.13 1.14 0.36 1.37 P, 0.43 0.55 0.45 0.06 0.04 0.34 0.08 0.04
Q¢ 38.02 29.94 34.89 39.96 90.27 61.76 69.82 32.57 Py 0.38 0.38 0.36 0.05 0.03 0.30 0.06 0.03
Q, 1.06 0.91 1.15 0.30 0.08 0.74 0.17 0.41 Py 0.43 0.50 0.44 0.06 0.04 0.33 0.07 0.03
Qg 1.17 0.93 1.20 0.32 0.09 0.78 0.26 0.49 P 0.48 0.65 0.53 0.07 0.05 0.39 0.08 0.04
Qo 1.34 1.07 1.52 0.43 0.11 1.14 0.33 1.30 Py 0.60 0.79 0.76 0.08 0.06 0.54 0.12 0.07
(O 1.33 1.06 1.49 0.42 0.11 1.03 0.32 0.95 Py, 0.55 0.77 0.64 0.07 0.05 0.54 0.10 0.05
Qn 2.67 4.45 2.43 3.39 0.30 1.93 0.82 6.47 Py 0.40 0.39 0.39 0.05 0.04 0.32 0.06 0.03
Q0 2.04 1.82 1.79 0.72 0.14 1.48 0.39 1.65 P 0.45 0.57 0.50 0.07 0.05 0.34 0.08 0.04
Q3 2.45 1.89 2.11 0.72 0.15 1.48 0.40 2.81 R, 6.90 8.27 2.76 10.79 0.45 3.09 1.20 7.42
Q4 2.60 2.31 2.22 0.77 0.16 1.64 0.70 5.31 R, 15.17 16.87 21.61 26.26 5.99 6.85 17.02 22.42
P 0.48 0.62 0.50 0.07 0.05 0.39 0.08 0.04 T 7.16 13.08 7.88 11.38 0.62 4.61 4.84 17.76
P, 0.42 0.50 0.41 0.05 0.04 0.33 0.07 0.03 H 2.55 2.02 2.22 0.72 0.15 1.57 0.47 3.65
x5 AEEMNHZTHEREFHNEEGANSEH
Table 5 Input parameters for models after feature selection of different monitoring wells
WS W AKEESE FEEMSE
i Bt #Fi ikt i

1 6 Ly Ly Ly Ly Ls \Lg 14 R, R, H.T.Q.Q,.03.06.Q11.013.Q14.P,.Pg Py

2 11 Ly Ly Ly Ly \Ls \Lg Ly \Lg Ly \Lyg Ly, 9 R, R, H.T.Q.Q9.0Q14.Py.Pg

3 11 L] \LZ \LS \L4 \LS \L() \L7 \LS \L‘) \Ll() \Ll] 9 Ra \Rh \H\]‘\Q] \Q‘) ‘014 \PIZ ‘Pl4

4 9 Ly Ly Ly Ly Ls Lg Ly \Lg \Lg 11 R, R, \H.T Q3.0 .019.Q14 PP . Py

5 6 Ly Ly Ly Ly \Ls \Lg 14 R, R, H.T.Q3.0Q10.011 Q012014 PP, Py .P; Py

6 6 Ly Ly Ly Ly \Ls \Lg 14 R, R, \H.T.Qg.Q9.Q11 Q4 PPy Py Py P3Py
7 5 LyLy.\Ly Ly \Ls 15 R, R, \H.T.Q,.05.Q9.01.Q14.Ps5 PPy P, P3Py
8 8 Ly L, Ly L, Ls L¢ Ly Lg 12 R, R, H.T.Q.03.013.Q14.P.Py Py Py
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Fig.3 Comparison of simulation effects before and after feature selection in machine learning models for

groundwater level of monitoring wells 1 and 7
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Table 6 Average of evaluation indicators calculated by

three models before and after feature selection

s s} B RMSE/m NSE R?
LM 5 1 T 2.050 0.018 0.477
i 18 Je 0.753 0. 836 0.874
i BE T 0.316 0.959 0.982
NARX o
i e 5 0.361 0. 880 0.981
RF figu:0) 0.704 0.917 0.956
i 8 Je 0.357 0.972 0.972
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