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Application of five element connection number method- improved entropy method in water quality evaluation
SONG Lt jing, WEI Chen, SONG Ling mei
(College of Civil Engineering, Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: To tight the relationship between the water quality monitoring value and water classified standard, the five element
connection number method was used to establish the five element connection numbers of the evaluation criteria for various indt
cators of water quality evaluation. On the basis of traditional entropy weight calculation, the rank method was used to set the
preference correction coefficients and then to obtain the improved entropy weights. The five element connection number ui w as
combined with the improved entropy weight WRi to obtain the com prehensive five element connection for water quality evalua
tion. T his is a newly combined objective and subjective method for water quality evaluation. T he method was applied to evaluate
water quality grade and analyze the variation trend of water quality in a river of Guiyang City of Guizhou Province based on the
monitoring data of a cross section, which verified the applicability of the five element connection number method improved err
tropy method in water quality evaluation.
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HE T L TE I 2R B — A T 4L A PR TRV S A
R B AR TSP T ik, R e ST B B AR s R o, MR At
15 LB I VRN B85, Wb TG U8 VST B, BRAR & 5 b5 17 11 4
PEAMZ 179 50 L S0k 8 0 K R 5% W05 K IR 4R A 269K, B
St B B W U REA S5 P S i T B RS, HW TG
I R BV S K 1) AT s 0K, X A 496 1A A E A7 5
T8 V5 Y FR b 7 45 7K A 3 T e Ak 3 e AT Ach B8 1) 9 5
TREE, IR 56 3 R AR 2% kIR v e FRAE 10 38 7, W 5L
SOPRE A b 00 A A TE R s, TR A H VR
ey A S (A R0 VA K S, 884 K S YA
FRAEACTVE MY b B0 45 T, AT 5 &% VAR 3805 18 ER B 5
B B, F IR BB Ot BT R HL I 25 4 1E ik,

IKAAFEbRBEAT I BCAL HE, 3R A543 A 1R AR L, 4 1k BEAT K
FUWE o XBIITVEH T I T PPN & 0 35 AR, Bt —
Tl E R WLLE G MR 712
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1.2.1 & uHk A %0k

T TCIR FR B PR T Sk ) Akt A ik 4 BAT TR R
RKRMES, B— DR W= P - 2257 & WRT
“ORPI AR R oy, I BOEITIETINBRR L, 2l o
b d, e fFF K FR o> i FR Bk R LR Tk 2850 B A OR 1HER
AN, BRI . B BER H N = 3 I, dar i) i o Bk
E e

U= a;+ bli+ ¢lr+ dls+ egq (1)
KPra~ e RIER 708 RE AL HWINEZME, BILRIK
LT HEA . S ACRAN R SE B bR (AR K PPN o, AR5 5
KARARST N IBRUE) , s= 1, 250 Lvq 1EN FORPSE % W 1)
Frid, qg= - 1.

KT n AVEOFERR sm DAY, oy A D HEAR
TRPRIR A . & SVE M $8 07 5 55 Zbs v BRAH MOk & S= 1
MR HEA 0, BB N JERARBRAE 50 S= 2 RN s, BB
0 FAAEBRE 527 s S= 5 FIRAO0 FKKAFMRM 54, LR
0 FKBRAE 550 M5 1R BRAEAR IR 1, % 254 F BRI
LS R L BRAE . AR TR A A AR S bR E S AR
HRER, Bk T ool R Bk ik I E X ), it S= 1
P Tk R B R IE AR 1.

1 S=1
Tab.1 Computation Expression for S= 1 Five Element Connection Number
2 (X [8]
(0, s,/ (s1, (s2+ $3)/2]8%(0,( 2+ s3)/2] ((s2+ 53)/2, (s3+ S4)/2] ((s3+ s4)/2, s4] [s4,+ ]
a 1 (s2+ s3)— 2n5;/[ (s2+ s3)— 2s1] 0 0 0
b 0 (2% 5= 251 )/ (s2+ 53)— 259 (s3+ s4)— 2x; /(54— 2s2) 0 0
¢ 0 0 25— (s3+ s2)/ (54— 2s2) (2s1= 2x)/ (s4— s3) 0
d 0 0 0 (225 = s3= 54)/(54= s3) 0
e 0 0 0 0 1

VE: M sy = sy I XA s, s ]300 M0, 52 ], HEEAXF 51= 0:2 485> 1 gﬁ,xg €512, HAJET S 24, (sie 1, Si)s(Sinsi 1) WA S— 1 1 EBRIE.S 0 FBR
T8, W U= 1= (5= xy ) /(5= sim )+ [ 1= (x5= s, )/ (5= 52 )]s Ay €S- 280 AARRT S- 14 Ry €5- 3 4 Mu=- 1.

T

x5S PPN GBI, W avde BRK, b BRI (R BER]
it HHO AN [R) G () T eI R L U .
PPN FR AR AL R w; B, XL R AR TR R ECIALLL
B TR A ARG SRR
U/‘ = iai,.wﬁ ib,;.wil]+ iciﬂl)ilz+ idi,.w,»l3+ ieﬁwiq (2)
S i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

i=1

1.2.2 &R

SR T5 B M ZE T J1 % Shannon 115 ELH,
AL ST REAE BBk AT A MgE S 1 Tk i pn s
FE BRI IR /N PE T ARAR BROH BUE . K P AN M BURT
A RAEL SR TEVEART T o R VA DR AR 2k
KI7 e AREA n AT SRR, AT m AT, |7 X =
(X )uen VP FRRE o B¢ X FEREEAT bR AL AL 2

X e X
X~ Xom (3)

O X e~ Xonin 23 2R 7R [6) — F6 B 140 B3 R (BRI e /M
WREMFEFRIESE S H = (b, he, b, -y ) 2, Horh,

Y= (Y )uxm, Y=

n Y.
W= T S = 5 (4)
A ¥

b AH T AV IRBRIIAE .

PP FE BRI RIS W= (w1, waw,, - w,) BN,
oo,

w;= l_nhi w€70.1], HEwi= 1 (5)

n— _Zlhl =1

1.2.3  WHEBAGE

FRLGIENS 32 B B e 4 A 7= 2 4 VR 4%
TEEU VRO FR 0 1 TR0 22 25 4 Bk, T8 I A58 1E 2R 0 TT W B L
SRR L, B8 o Feds 1IN RS, & T S R
Wt 5 . FELEE H gy KA PR 25 AR R AR FERE (W
it b, 2 A 00 SR RS i AR E L HE P IRAE o, K AR EK
A, AbFE AR B R S, %4 b M AERE AR, 2, B
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Ri= - (6)

ik /K3 BT M FR RS R K kT Gt A B, R
TE AR IR EAT R e TR A L, A SCRH 75
JBbR WAL, I L5579 240 AR A0 TSR 1) 44 WAL 7
PSS Ty IR (G . ) ¢ FE AR Sodt A

WR,= ul (7)

ZwiRi
1.3 BRI T3k

(1) % m ASVERREAS VR BRI FIE, #0  n ASVEI TR
b, HESE A TN AR RE X .

(2) #3857 T 70 R AR HORVE AN /K 5, FEAEIK TE A 4k 4
S YOk Gy KRR 1R TREAFEA N S FYT iR
PRI R E .

(3) = I AR gt i A, (9 2 X (7) W B e
TV F bR AL TR WR, .

(4) ¥ & ETP F5 05 B WR, AN 2 30 2) 8, 3k
PR ARG AR .

(5) KSR K 52 , 238 5 LU ] — FEAS AR S 2%
T SR A IERIE Uy ave KANRR, IR UL o BK, e
AEAF /N8 — 0065 S (K] S 20 A D9 B A R e 2 VP 2540

2

2.1 P RAE LA KR o) 45 R

Bt N8 B BH T R BT b Ak 25 B v R R AR, SR TS TTK
Fo IR A R SR PRI, L ORI A ST T E SR
1R 1l w18 - S 3 ol E Y P/ 7 I S R - N S
VPR B AT, AR B . B ST R R, T R R
AT T A, v5 K AR BE ), Sl 2K B B 2 R

7K 0 A5 A Y5 B BH T R A 1 2013 45 R I A G
AT R 2 2R o SCFE 43 S HOT ot b3t (-4t 1 B i A
W 2 WIAn A () 32U 3 W28 (TEN) G 4 Wi, g S
W 040 A by K BTPPAN % %2, - Wi T 2013 4FF 7K 3Yi(6 H- 8
H) AR g L% 2.

AR S B 7l b THT 7K 7K 35k FR85E T el 28 B e D (SRR &
(1996)37 5), Fui (1 Wi LA ) B A 11 oK 44, i (2
W) ATB R O K A A S (3 Wi ) oA O 2% KAk 22323
(4 Witk 4 LT ZoKAd; RIS Withn) O gk 4.

2.2 AT AT

TR 22 T8 P R SR 40 16171920 3o K SR A Fi bk 33 AT 0
B FE AT pH FRFR W VE R UK o8, & BT
MrF b 8 KT B b DO s B T b5 B Ml 22 S AR /N

4

2 2013
Tab.2 Water Quality Monitoring Results of Each Cross Section
of the River in Guiyang in Wet Season in 2013

- W DU T
1 2 3 4 5
pH 7.85 7.89 7.76 7.91  7.89
DO/ (mg* L) 7.2 6.7 6.6 6.2 7.0
COD/(mg* L) 19 21 23 18 34
BODs/(mg* 1Y) 2 5 6 4 13

NH+N/(mg* ')  0.31  0.329 3.2 1.1  10.30
MBE/ (mge L) 0.07  0.35 0.3  0.06 0.83

BE/ (mge L) 2.1 2.55 4.6 1.86  13.80
BE/(mge L) 0.014 0.021 0.03 0.027 0.031
AL/ (mge L1)  0.30 0.43 0.43 0.037 0.62

41k 0.000 3 0.0015 0.004 4 0.0031 0.003 8
VEMIIEN 0.02L.  0.14 0.02L  0.54 0.16
6 7 BERE ¥
;7(7:/?/; Eﬁ f& 24 000 92000 14 000 4600 240 000

s pH G . LR A RSO LA, 2 0L LR A SRR AT
5

NH - N LG SR AR A7 FEAT SRR KUY (MK Z E AR
IR AE TN 0. 38) , SURCIL—AE PP I A i 2K
A W IUSAR A I Ze, Toik xRk AT RO (KR I, BN
NI RN T2 e AR, A AT AR L
LB e AR AL e TS B TR, AR I K REEA

B, VRSO, BB, SUBE NH » N FER M 865 2 oA
[EALN NS

B &, BEEUHI P I 35 CODLBODs W NHy N 5k
PR o FEAA B m= 5, BAFEAH n= 5 MEMET (1%
PL IR RR ) o A H€ Hh 7K 26 55 5T bR 1N (G B 3838-
2002) , V5 Je W55k B (0 IR A T3 3.

3
Tab.3 Concentration Limit T able of Various Pollutants
e br
R coD BODs NHyN B HR
[(mg* L'Y) /(mg* L") /(mg* L") /(mg* L") B
N %(s1) 15 3.00 0.15 0.02  0.002
0 (s2) 15 3.00 0.50 0.10  0.002
0 2(s3) 20 4.00 1.00 0.20  0.005
0 %(s4) 30 6.00 1.50 0.30  0.010
0 2(ss) 40 10. 00 2.00 0.40  0.100

2.3 AUBAIGIESL R
HER 1 e (2) - R(4) T HEE: SR ANFETFANIE
Fdt S= 1 &g HoulkRE U, WK 4.

S=1 U

Tab.4 Five element connection number U for S= 1 of different evaluation indicators of all samples

XF 1R uy

EEL
1 2 3 4 5
CoD 0.81,+ 0. 21, 0.2L,+ 0. 8L, 0. 4/ ,+ 0. 6L, 0. 931+ 0. 071, 1q
BODs 1 115 113 0. 6311+ 0. 371> 1q
NH N 0. 65+ Q 351 0. 63+ 0. 37, 1q 0.3+ 0.7 1q
OB 0. 62+ 0 38/, 1q 1q 0. 69+ 0. 311, 1q
7R 1 1 0. 7811+ 0. 231, 0. 27+ 0. 731, 0. 9211+ 0. 081,

* 270 « ETERE



RS« Fon A 2ok SR AR £ 78 AR IE A o 89 R A

[FIEE TS, S FEANT 2 0.3 0.4 RINBERBGTE K.
2.4 BCHBAET 4R
2.4.1 AR5 R AL K ARIF R E R

KA 2 BIPHAT Tl Al 5 m BRI R 2% /& NH + N
i, B 1 AT, 5 AT A S ARl 7, T T
W N BT, I NH + N s @95 350 2EA0 N N 5L
BT S Huanxm i 1 Wi K T2 AR &K
BOAR % F X FabntE R (V0 U, SR W 24 e ad 4
VE A PRk LR SR B VF 48 b 34 DG 2595 9 B, 3%
K(6) HE . KLU, NHy N $5658 ik Bk %, & Wig
YUHEARIRA 2, AR Fe bk e SRR TS0 e b 2 0
R EN 1. 50 Al Fabn MUAEL S BF 4SS IE R Bk, WLk 5

5

Tab.5 Preference Indicator Assignment and

Preference Correction Coefficient Table

b COD BODs NHzN  R#f ERH
AR I HR bR IR A 1 2 5 4 3
Ml IERE R, 0.2 0.4 1.5 0.8 0.6
i NHy N F8bR R A% 1 R E0E 200 A A 2US (16
2.4.2 FNHEERE
PEAEE X = (X5j) xm o
19 21 23 18 34
2 5 6 4 13
X=10.31 0.329 3.26 1.1 10. 3

0.07 035 0.38 0.06 0.83

0.0003 0.0015 0.0044 0.0031 0.003

{20 4) - X(7) SEERL 5, PEANTEFRAS (LA TS KK 6.
6

Tab. 6 Evaluation indicator entropy and weight

EiFL7N COD  BODs NHs N A ERM
JEARMSAE b 0.855 0. 341 0. 855 0.842  0.788
T E w;  0.11 0. 50 0.11 0.12 0.16

2.4.3 B ENIFN R HE
= (7) WHRABIE AL R
WR.= (WR., WR,, WR,, ...,

0.28,0 17,0 17)

2.5 HARGZOKZETESER
FEIERRE WR, AR (2), K S= 1 LW K45

KIRPE wy, GERIFR 7. FIFLATSR, 5 A A XA 725 22

LR RBRIE U

7 S: 1 u/'1

WR,) = (004 0 34,

Tab.7 Comprehensive correlative degree u;; for S= 1

FEA LRA RIRIE )

u= 0.797+ 0. 1950+ 0. 008/,
u= 0. 346+ 0. 1121+ 0. 032[5+ 0. 34/3+ 0. 17¢
u= 0. 1480+ 0. 063/2+ 0. 3393+ 0. 49¢
u= 0. 164+ 0. 5131+ 0. 323/,
u= 0. 156/,+ 0.014/,+ Q 83¢

[ N O S

FEAR IS AN S G 56 R JE U HT 0 8K, e BN,
FWIFEAR 5 5100 S QBRI 2 RARIF L baend K
AN T REAS B A AR PPN A5 G R R AR, A U
TR K T3 el H At 25 4 1 1 R KN

FREARBEKGERRES WS 8, nfLLEH, 1
WT 17 4 W7 BT Y FOVPN S 2 S= 2.5 = 3 ¢ RARH B,
a> 0.5, P WZ I BEAK TR Ak A Ay oA 55 20K 5 (9 vl B 1 I
AN M 2 Wi 3 Wik L 5 W N PR A 4 S= 2.5= 4.
S= 5, Ha< 0.5, {5t B iZ ] BEK B B2, A AR 48K i &
YRk, (0T BE, K BRI R AT B 2 SRR R i S5 AR5 2
SRAER SR E -

8

Tab.8 Maximum comprehensive correlative degree

and evaluation grade of all samples

HEA KGR ),
u= 0. 984+ 0. 016/,

S=2
u= 0. 466+ 0. 0241+ 0. 345+ 0. 17¢ S=2

u= 0. 414+ 0. 136/ + 0. 0685+ 0. 10253+ 0.28¢  S= 4
u= 0. 859+ 0. 1417, 5= 3

u= 0. 21+ 0. 79 S=5

[ I N O S

CL 3 BT ], YPANSSEZE S S = 4, AR AR S= 3 4 45
EBRBERE U= 0.198+ 0.352/,+ 0.45¢, S= 5 ) U= 0. 352+
0. 3681+ 0. 28¢, HH: as< as, YW 3 Wil 5 S= 5 FH KA
Y], FTIU T [P es= 0. 45> es= 0. 28, Bl 3 Wi
5 S= 3 S ixd ik SEWY . (R, 3 T ATAE T B KR
HAZMER

I 2L ] BT, 2 BT IR £ Yl B K AT R S5 AR IR (v B
PEJLT-4%%5,5 Wi KBt 5 S= 5 24k [\ vk /N, i % bk
K, K TCARGL 22, W] B AT REAE AR .

Zx LTIk, BRI K IR SR R AR R AT, 5 5t BT K3
IRETTHAE RIS &5 R EL g, FEA | TV 4 &5 SR 15 R84 A
&0, 2 WT T AR5 A, 3 W T <4 7 T 52 1) 9 3] FR) 7 ek i A2
ZEWEFA, S Wi K R 22, 18 ik T Rl RS 2, 5 2 AH G
I L

SR R g R AR A A (1) AR M B A
SRAEASIRBER AT, T Tl A WP A5 A8 5 Y9 oA, 1o HK 3
LR, A B B AR A SR, BRI, 1.2 TR KO R AT
(2) VTR R WAL, S AT AR, W BT AT AR IR
DX, ST SRR AN T Y5 75 Y M AN K AL B HE TR AR Y5 K,
of 7K B3 B — E S, 3 W IT A4 T IT A 2K T4 22 I ; (3)
5 W K IR 22, SR AT i AR IR KRR, H
AT, BUR E %X AT 596, AT T W3, SR BYS %
YN 38D, KT B - BERIET 3 50 AR B R3] AT VR 38
TS5 B 0; (4) W00 U8 T () 49 % I b M 0 iz /s £ N
bR EBRARL, X PPAN &5 RARAE — B et AMEE AT .

4
(1) TLTCER R TG, A4S K5 Ml FEAC B B bm itk o5
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REY), RO T PR PR T b vl BRAEL 1] RIS ) . AR SR
JUBE BBV S5 ¥, AN LUK b fE 45 ) BRAELAE kS 5t
B, 2% T E LR b A7 8 AN ) 45 2 BRI D) — B0 il . %
FEEK AR T8 L2 W RN L0 Zede bRBR E 20, 5%
BN O Gt b BRAR e Bk, A SC SOk T 6 R A
T DX ), A4 SV E T 4 22

(2) SRR IR S & T 1% KI5 Y S N S BT 3k
K TEBAR GG 3, #2 W7 R IR Hisk 1 5 i 1AL
T, 33— R R A AT vk, TENAF A S bR .

(3) 2F L JCHE RE ol 3 BRI 41 1 KTV M s
5, % B BH T R BT HEAT T KOS VA, R AR AR K e
BER B E T TR BOK A 4R, 45 3R WoRFEA 1.2 WTifi K
JRAPR A 2 2, 4 WA N 3 2%, 3 WiTh k4 2%, 5 Witk 28 5 2.

(4) T A FEA KA [R]85 2 2565 T 28 P8 A DG DR 3R, 7T LA
SIAT BEAWT T BT 70 ] BOK BB AL a3 . Sl B2 W
B K FAAELE, KA SR B A 2 P 45 R T
L ThRe RIS 4 Fovm— 54, K TR, #F A 3.4 %2 BHT
s Qe VRN 5 AR T IR B T R R 2 5 1, i LK v A48 22 1)
a5 WK TR 2, T VF A 55 2, BV IR BE A B

AR SCHRE B 5 R — R BT ATF 9 7 0, AT &5 SR 2
IR TP T 5% . (B, % AR AT A2 JC I 5K
A e A A V0 A 2850 i, 53 4, KTV A 45 R 1 AR
KECGRF /K T REAR s 0 A T PR AN A 04 e 2k, AR SO VAR
Tl AL AT 25 AMPEAEEE, VPN TRiR K 2 R P TR bR, B
Z REH AR AR, R, PR 45 RAETE —E R T PE. R i, i
PRPPAN J7 270 R I 2 A SR I D
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