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Annoranust. Crarbs IOCBsIeHa pa3paboTke METOAOB MATEMATHIECKOTO MOACAUPOBA-
HUSL BBIXOAQ KOHEYHBIX [IPOAYKTOB IIPU IIPOAH3€ PACTUTEABHON GHOMACCHI C HCIIOAD-
30BaHHUEM MOAEAEN MAIIMHHOTO 00yJYeHHs.

OcHoBHas LOEADb UCCACAOBAHHA 3AKAIOYACTCA B pa3P360TKe 1 aHAAN3€ IIPOTrHO3HBIX
MOAEAET. AAﬂ O6y‘IeHI/I$I MOAeAen HCIIOAB3YIOTCS AQHHBIE, IIOAYYE€HHDIE B DE3YAbBTATE
HaTYPHbBIX SKCIIEPUMEHTOB. B kauecTtBe 0CHOBHBIX TIIPU3HAKOB BBICTYIHAIOT XUMHUIE-
CKHE U (l)I/ISI/I‘-IeCKI/Ie XapPaKTEPUCTUKHN COCTaBa 6I/IOM3CCI)I, ITapaMeTPbl TEMIIEPATYP-
HOro peXuMa IIponecca MupoAn3a. B xauectBe TIPOrHO3UPYEMBIX KOHEYHDIX BBIXOAOB
IIPOAYKTOB ITMPOAN3a BRICTYIAIOT JXUAKHE IIPOAYKTDI IIMPOAN3a, BKAKOYAS CMOAY;
TBEPADIE ITPOAYKTDI ITMPOAMN3A U HHPOAI/IBHI)IfI ra3 B IIPOLEHTHOM COOTHOIIEHNH.

Ha ocHoOBe 3THX AQHHBIX Pa3pabOTaHbl Pa3AMYHbIE MOAEAH MAIIMHHOTO 00y4eHMs,
KOTOpbIe IPOAHAAUZHPOBAHbI C TOYKU 3PEHHS BO3MOXXHOCTH HHTETPAIIMU B HHTEA-
AGKTYaABHYIO CHCTEMY ITOAASP>KKH Hay4HBIX HCCAGAOBAaHMIL. B pesyabrare u3 HuX
BBIOpPaHA MOAEAB, TO3BOASIIOIASI C AOCTATOYHO BBICOKOM TOYHOCTBIO IIPEACKA3BIBATD
COOTHOIIEHHMS PA3AMYHBIX QPAKITHIL BBIXOAHOTO IPOAYKTA B XOA€ IIMPOAM33, YTO
OTKpBIBAaeT HOBbIE BO3MOXXHOCTH AASL ONITHMH3AIIUK ITHPOAM3HBIX YCTAHOBOK U IIO-
BBIIIEHHS UX 9HEPTeTHIeCKOH 9 PeKTUBHOCTH.

KaroueBple cAOBa: MaTeMaTH4eCKOe MOACAUPOBAHHeE, IPOrHO3UPOBAHHUE, IINPOAH3
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Abstract. The article is devoted to the development of methods for mathematical mode-

ling of final product yields in plant biomass pyrolysis using machine learning models.

The main objective of the study is to develop and analyze predictive models. For
training the models the data obtained from full-scale experiments are used. Chemi-
cal and physical characteristics of biomass composition, parameters of the pyrolysis
process temperature regime act as the main attributes. The predicted final yields of
pyrolysis products are liquid pyrolysis products, including tar; solid pyrolysis prod-
ucts and pyrolysis gas in percentage ratio.

Based on these data, various machine learning models are developed and analyzed
for the possibility of integration into an intelligent research support system. As
a result, a model has been selected that allows predicting the ratios of different
fractions of the output product during pyrolysis with sufficiently high accuracy,
which opens up new opportunities for optimizing pyrolysis plants and improving
their energy efficiency.
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BeepeHune

ITporjecc mUpoAM3a IPEACTaBASIET COOOI MHOXKECTBO GU3HIECKHX U XUMITIECKHX PeaKIIUi,
KOTOPbIe MOTYT OBITh IPEACTABACHBI AecsiTKamu ypasHeHuit [ Fatehi, Bai, 2014]. O1o cosaaer
TPYAHOCTH B Pa3paboTKe aAeKBAaTHBIX MATEMATHIECKHX MOAEAEH, TOCKOAbKY HEOOXOANMO
YIUTHIBATH XUMIIECKHE B3aUMOAEHCTBI MeXXAY MHOTOYHCACHHBIMI KOMIIOHEHTaMU TOTIAH-
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Ba, $pa3OBbIe [IEPEXOADL B TeUeHNe PeaKliuy, [IapaMeTpsl peakTopa mupoansa [Ranzi et al.,
2017]. Kutermdeckue ypaBHEHIS AASL PAa3AMYHBIX TUIIOB GHOMACCHI TAKKe MOT'YT Pa3AHYATHCS
AOCTaTo4HO cymecrBeHHO [ Ranganathan, Gu, 2016 ]. ITnpoans 9acTo poTeKaeT B yCAOBHIIX,
rAe TeMIIEpaTypa U COCTAB ChIPbs H3MEHSIOTCS BO BpeMeHH, YTO TPebyeT CO3AAHMS HeCTalH-
OHAPHBIX MOACACH.

ITupoAaus mpeacTaBAsieT COOO¥ IPOLIECC TEPMOXUMHYECKOM IIePepabOTKH OPraHMIeCKUX
U HeOPraHMYeCKHMX MaTePHAAOB ITyTeM X PA3AOXKeHHS IIPH HEAOCTATKe KHCAOPOAQ.

®a3oBble NIpeBpalIeHNs BEIECTB B XOA€ MMPOAN3a (MCHapeHne SKHAKOCTH 1 BBIAGACHHE
ra30B) OKa3bIBAIOT 3HATUTEABHOE BAUSHHE Ha TEIAOBOE COCTOSHHUE CHIPDsI, TaK KaK B PEAKTOPe
H3MEHSeTCs MACcCa Bell[eCTBA U BeIleCTBa, IIOKUAAIOIINE PEAKTOp, YHOCST ¢ coboil ompepe-
AGHHOE KOAMYECTBO TEIIAOBOM dHepruu. B xope MOKMAAHMSA peakTopa BelecTBa y4acTBYIOT
B KOHBEKTHBHOM TEIIAOOOMEHe 1 TOXKe MOTYT IIePeHOCUTD TEeITAO U3 OAHHX YacTell peakTopa
B Apyrue. TeMepaTypHblil HHTePBaA IPOLIECCOB BHIACACHHS Pa3HbIX BEIeCTB B XOA€ ITHPO-
AY33 ¥ 3aBUCHMOCTD M3MEHEHHUS MACChI OT TeMIIePaTypPhl MOXKHO IIOAYYUTD M3 Pe3yABTATOB
Tepmorpasumerpudeckoro anasusa (TTA), AuddepeHimasbHO-TePMUIECKOTO aHAAM3A
(ATA) u c UCTIOAb30BaHHEM r'A30aHAAM3ATOPA.

AAS pa3AMYHBIX BHAOB OPTaHUYECKOTO CBIPBSI AAS ITHPOAM3A KHHETHIECKHE MOACAU PA3A0-
KeHHS MOTYT CHABHO Pa3AnyaThcs. KuHeTHyeckue mapaMeTpsl ypaBHEHUE HANTH B HayYHbIX
Iy OAMKAIIMSX KpaiiHe CAOKHO. Kak mpaBHAO, AAHHbIE ITapaMeTphl IOAYYAIOT U3 PE3YABTATOB
TTA [Ranzi et al., 2017].

CymecTByIOT OTHOCUTEABHO YHHBEPCAaAbHbIe KHHETHYECKHe MeXaHU3MbI IIHPOAH3a
6uomaccer: FLASHCHAIN [Niksa, 2020], FG-DVC [Klason, Bai, 2003], CRECK, CPD
[Wooters et al., 2005; Pielsticker et al., 2024] u T. . Tak KaK AQHHbIe MeXaHHU3MBbI coaep-
XKaT MOAGAMPOBaHHUE TeIIAOBBIX 3P PeKTOB, XUMUYECKUX PEaKIMi U BbIACACHHE IINPOKOMI
HOMEHKAQATYPbI IIPOAYKTOB IIMPOAU3a, OHHU SBASIOTCS AOCTATOYHO CAOXKHBIMU M MHOTOCTY-
IeHYATBIMH C TOYKHU 3PEHHUS BBIYMCAUTEABHON CAOXKHOCTH. KI3Ha4aAbHO AQHHbBIE MEXaHU3MbI
6bIAM paspaboTaHbl AAs upoan3a yras [ Hasse et al., 2021 ], Ho moske GbIAM aAQIITHPOBaHbL
B TOM UKCA€ M AASL PACTHTEABHOM 6uomacchl. ITpu CIOAb30BAHNM AQHHBIX MOAEAET! Al0Dast
pacTuTeAbHAst 6HIOMACCa MPEACTABASIETCS] KAK CMECh 1]€AAIOAO3BI, TeMHIICAAIOAO3BI M AUTHH-
Ha [Parmar, 2017]. AAS AQHHBIX BEIIECTB COCTABAEHbI CAOYKHbIE KHHETHIECKIE MEXaHH3MbI
peaxuuii mupoansa [ Sharma et al., 2015 ].

OcHoBHbIE 9K30TepMUUECKHE PEaKI[UH PASAMYHBIX BUAOB GMOMACCHI IIPOHMCXOASIT
IIPY Pa3HbIX TEMIIEPATYPHBIX YCAOBHSX. TeMIiepaTypy, HEOOXOAUMYIO AASI HAYaAd IIPOLieC-
Ca TEIAOBBIACACHHUS, MOXKHO BBIICHHTD TOABKO 9KCIEPHMEHTAABHBIM ITyTeM C IIOMOIILIO
TTA u ATA. Kpome Toro, 13 AQHHBIX 9KCIIEPHMEHTOB MOXKHO ITOAYYHUTDb TeMIIePATyPHbI
HHTEPBAA IIPOTEKAHMA SK30TePMHYECKHIX PEaKIUil U GYHKIIUIO TEIIAOBBIACACHHUS OT TeMIIe-
parypst [ Tabakaev et al.,, 2019]. AanHast yHKI¥S AASL pa3HBIX BUAOB PACTHTEABHBIX GHOMACC
MOJXXET CYILIeCTBEHHO Pa3AHYAThCsI, T03TOMY Hy>KHO poBoAuUTb TTA u ATA aast aroboro
HOBOT'O PaCCMAaTpPUBAEMOTI'O CBHIPBSL.

AASL TPAAUIIMOHHOTIO MaTeMaTHIeCKOTO MOAEAUPOBAHIS IIPOIIeCca IIMPOAU3A HCIIOAD3Y-
IOTCSI CAOXKHBIE BBIYMCAUTEABHBIE MOACAM, KOTOPbIe OCHOBBLIBAIOTCS HA 3aKOHAX COXPaHEHHU
MACChl, UMITYAbCA, 9HEPTHH H BKAIOYAIOT B Ce6s HadaAbHble U IpaHudHbIe ycaoBust [ Popescu

dusnKo-MaTemMaTyeckoe MoaenpoBarmne. HedTb, ras, sHepretuka. Tom 11. N2 3 (43) 149



BauypuH P. M., 3axaposa /. . 2025

et al., 2020; Kaczor et al., 2020; Wijayanti et al., 2021]. B Takux MopeAsx Takxe paccma-
TPUBAIOTCSA XUMUYECKUE MPEBPAllleHNs BEeljeCTB [Sharma et al., 2015; Ranganathan, Gu,
2016], 06CYUTHIBAIOTCS TPAEKTOPHH [epeMeIeH s IPOAYKTOB IIMPOAM3a BHYTPH PeakTopa
METOAAMU BbIYMCAUTEABHON rupapoprHamuku [Hasse et al., 2021], uto Tpebyer pomoanu-
TeABHBIX BBIYMCAUTEABHBIX MOIHOCTEH yCTPOMCTBA, HA KOTOPOM IIPOU3BOAUTCS IIPOLIeCcC
MoaeAupoBaHus. TakuM 00pasoM, MOAEAUPOBaHHe IIPOLIeCcca IIMPOAU3A Iy TeM YHCACHHOTO
pemeHus cucreM AuddepeHnnasbubx ypasaenuit [ Fernando et al., 2015 ], onucpisaromux
BCe BbIIIEIePEeYHCACHHOE, TpeOyeT 3HAYUTEAbHBIX BBIYMCAUTEABHBIX PECYPCOB.

ITo cpaBHeHHIO C KAACCHYECKUME YHCACHHBIMU AATOPUTMAMH, METOABI MAIIIMHHOTO 00yye-
HIS IPUMEHSIIOTCS. BO MHOTHX O0AACTSIX M 00AQAQIOT PSIAOM IIPEUMYILECTB, TAKUX Kak 6oAee
BBICOKAsl CKOPOCTD BBIYMCACHHUH M BO3MOXKHOCTD IIOCTOSIHHOTO YAYYIII€HHS ITyTeM UX AOTIOA-
HHUTEABHOTO OOy4YeHHs Ha HOBBIX AAHHBIX.

Baaropapst pa3BUTHIO OHOANOTEK MAIIHHHOTO O0YYEeHHUS 1 YACIIeBACHUIO IPaduuecKux
YCKOPHTeAE, METOADL M TEXHOAOTHH MAIIMHHOTO O0Y4eHNs ITMPOKO IPUMEHSIOTCS AAS MO-
AEAMPOBaHUA Ipoljecca MUPOAH3a [Mighani et al., 2017; Ting Yan Li et al., 2021; Shen et
al., 2022; Lee et al., 2024 ]. MccaepOBaHHS BKAIOYAIOT KaK MCIIOAb30BAHUE KAACCHYECKUX
Mopeaedt 1 aaroput™moB [ Iscen et al., 2023; Shen et al., 2022; Vikram et al., 2021; Ae u Ap.,
2020], Tak U MOCTpOeHUE PerpecCHOHHBIX MOAEAEH, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha MCKYCCTBEHHBIX
HEMPOHHBIX CETAX Pa3AMYHBIX BUAOB [Rongrong et al, 2023; Cheng et al., 2023; Balsora
etal.,, 2023].

Ilpu 5TOM OCHOBHO¥ CAOXKHOCTBIO SIBASIETCSI IIOAYYEHHE AOCTATOYHOIO 00beMa AQHHBIX,
TpebyeMbIx AAst 00ydeHrst MOAeAr. OTKpPBITbIe HCTOYHUKH, BKAIOYAIOLIHE CTAThU B PA3AHYHbIX
Hay4HBIX U3AAHHAX, COACPXKAT AOCTATOYHO OTPAHMIEHHOE KOAMIECTBO AAHHBIX, TOAYYEHHbBIX
B pe3yAbTaTe HaTypPHbBIX 9KCIIEPUMEHTOB.

IleAbto pabOTHI SIBASIETCSI HCCAEAOBAHIE IIPOTHO3HPOBAHMS BBIXOAQ KOHEYHBIX [IPOAYKTOB
[IMPOAM3A PACTUTEABHON GHOMACCHI B IIPOLIEHTHOM COOTHOIIEHHN METOAAMH MAIIHHHOTO
obydeHuUsI.

MaTepuanbl n MmeTogbl

AAst 06y deHIsT MOAeAeit OBIAM HCIIOAB30BAHbI AAHHBIE PE3YABTATOB HATYPHbIX 9KCIIEPUMEH-

TOB IMNPOAM3a paCTHTEAbHOﬂ 61/IOMaCCbI, IIOAYy4Y€HHBIE U3 OTKPBITBIX I/ICTO'~IHI/IKOBl

, KOTOpbIe
IPeACTaBASIIOT cob0it Habop u3 751 samucu. Habop pAaHHBIX chopMUpOBaH U3 72 HaYIHBIX
CTaTel, OTUCHIBAIONIUX IKCIIEPUMEHTDI, METOABI U TIOAXOABI K MATEMATHIECKOMY MOACAH-
POBAHHIO BBIXOAQ TIPOAYKTOB IIMPOAM3A IIyTeM HX IPEACKA3aHHs C IIOMOIIBI0 Pa3AMIHBIX
METOAOB, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha ITIOCTPOEHHH PerpecCHOHHBIX Moaeaeil. OmMcaHne AAQHHBIX

IPUBEAEHO B TabA. 1.

! Dong Z., Bai X., Xu D., Li W. 2022. Machine learning prediction of pyrolytic products of

lignocellulosic biomass based on physicochemical characteristics and pyrolysis conditions //
Github. URL: https://github.com/dazhaxie666/Biomass-pyrolysis-data (para obpamenus:
03.03.2025).
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Ta6bnuua 1. icxogHble AaHHble N3 9KCNepUMeEHTa NMPorM3sa Bromaccesl
Table 1. Data from a biomass pyrolysis experiment

MokasaTenb OnucaHune Mpumep
Biomass species Tun 6uomaccsl Jerusalem artichoke stick
M BnaxHocTb (%) 15.76
Ash 3onbHOCTh (%) 3.34
VM Bbixog neTyumnx selecTs (%) 67.40
FC dUKCUpoBaHHbIN yrnepod (%) 13.50

C Honsa yrnepogna B 6romacce (%) 45.36

H [ona Bogopofa B Chbipbe 6.11

@) [ons kucnopopa B cbipbe 47.26

N [onqa asoTa B Cbipbe 0.75

PS Pasmep yacTtuL cbipbs Briomacchl (Mm) 0.5

FT KoHeuHasa TemMnepaTypa npoLecca nMpoamsa 550

HR CKopoCTb HarpesaHus 6rnomaccsl (°C/MUH) 10.0

FR CKOpOCTb NponyckaHua MHepTHoro rasa (Mn/muH) — 100.0
Solid Phase BbIxo/, TBEpAoro sellectsa (%) 35
Liquid Phase BbIXO, KUAKNX MPOAYKTOB, B TOM Yncne cMonbl (%) 44.9
Gas Phase Bbixopg rasa (%) 20.1

3HadYeHs YaCTU IPU3HAKOB IIPOITYIIeHb B HICXOAHOM HabOpe AaHHbIX. JacTb Takux 3Hade-
HU#T OBIAO 32ITOAHEHO CPeAHNM 3HAUeHNeM AAsT OHOMACCHI TOTO ke THMa. [JoAHOCTBIO OTCYT-
CTBOBABIIIMe 3HAYEHHS ObIAY BBIYMCAEHDI ITyTeM BhrauTaHMs u3 100% sHaueHHIT IPU3HAKOB
TO# e rpynmbl. Hanpumep, oTCyTCTByIomuil MPUSHAK «BARKHOCTD (%) > GbIA BbIYHCACH

o popmyae:
M =100 - Ash - VM - FC, (1)

rae M — Baaxuoctb (%); Ash — soabHOCTD (%); VM — BbIXOA AeTyunx BemecTs (%);
FC — uxcuposannbiit yraepop (%).

Tpebyercst 06y4uTh HAOOP MOAEAEH MALIMHHOTO 00y4YeHHUS AASI IPOTHO3UPOBAHUSI IIPH-
3HaKOB: BHIXOA TBepporo Bemectsa B % (Solid Phase), Bbrxop xuakoro semecrsa B % (Liquid
Phase), Boixop raza B % (Gas Phase) ¢ TOYHOCTDIO, AOCTATOUHOI AAS MHTETPALIUM B UHTEA-
AEKTYaABHYIO CHCTEMY.

Solid Phase BkatouaeT B ce6si pa3AnuHbIe TBEPABIE BEIeCTBA, KOTOPble 00PasyITCs B IIPO-
Ilecce MUPOAM3a PACTUTEABHOM OHOMACCHL

Liquid Phase — pasamdHbie )XUAKHE BeIjeCTBa, BKAIOYAsi CMOAY M BOAY, KOTOpBIe 00pasy-
I0TCS1 B IPOIjecce MHIPOAU3A.

Gas Phase — ras, 06pa3oBaHHbIi1 B IpOIlecce IIUPOAN3a, KOTOPBIH BKatouaeT B cebss CHy,
CO, CO,, SO, Hyur A

AaHHbIe OBIAU Pa3A€ACHBI HA 00YJaIOIIyIo BHIOOPKY 1 TeCTOBYIO B cooTHOIeHNH 80 K 20
COOTBETCTBEHHO.
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AASL peleHHUs 3aAa91 IPEACKA3AHUS BBIXOAQ AOAEH IIPOAYKTOB IIUPOAU3A B KA4eCTBe
KAQCCHYECKUX MOAEAEN MAIIMHHOIO 00yYeHNs OBIAU BBIOPAHBI perpecCHOHHBIE MOACAH
u3 bubanoreku scikit-learn. Kpome Toro, 6s1a1 ncroabsoanst Mopear Light GBM, XGBoost,
CatBoost. MopeAr 1 UX KpaTKOe OIHCAaHKe IPUBEAEHDI B TabA. 2.

Tabnuua 2. PerpeccroHHble Moenn Ans npefackasaHus NnpoaykToB NMponmsa

Table 2. Regression models for predicting pyrolysis products

Mopenb

OnucaHue Mopenu

Linear Regression

Huber Regressor

Lasso Regression

Ridge Regression

SGD Regressor

Elastic-Net Regression

Bayesian Ridge Regression

Bayesian ARD Regression

Decision Tree Regression

Random Forest Regression

MoZenb NMHenHow perpeccun, npeacTasnsaowas cobom MeTos,
HaVMeHbLUNX KBaZpaToB

MoanouLMpoBaHHasa BepCcust MeTofa HauMeHbLLINX KBaapaToB..
ABnAeTCs NMHENHbIM METOAOM, KOTOPbIV MEHEe YyBCTBUTENEH
K BbI6poCcaM, YeM 06blUHbI METO HaMEeHbLLINX KBaapaToB

Bapvauma nMHernHom perpeccum, ncnonbdyemasn angd peweHns
npo6aemMbl MynbTUKONAMHEAPHOCTW 1 0TOopa Hanbonee nHdopma-
TUBHbIX MPU3HAKOB

Bapuauusa nMHeNHoM perpeccuu, ncnonbayemas AN peLieHms
npo6remMbl MynbTUKONNMHEAPHOCTM, KOTAa He3aBrCUMblE nepe-
MEeHHbIE CUTbHO KOPPEnmpyoT

JlnHenHas perpeccus ¢ NCNofb30BaHNMEM CTOXaCcTUYECKOro rpa-
OVEHTHOro cnycka. Moaenb MUHUMU3UPYET Perynapu3oBaHHbie
AMMMPUYECKUE NOTEPU C MOMOLLbIO CTOXacTUYEeCKOro rpaau-
E€HTHOrO cnycka. MpagneHT NoTepb BbIYUCAETCA ANA KaX 40
BbIOOPKK, N MOLeNb OBHOBNAETCA UTEPATUBHO C MCMOb30BaHUEM
ybbiBaroLLIEN CKOPOCTWN 0By4YeHns

Mogfenb perynapusoBaHHoON IMHENHOW perpeccun, kotopasa obbe-
anHseT wrpadbl L1 (Lasso) n L2 (Ridge). OHa nonesHa npwv paboTe
€ HabopamMu faHHbIX, B KOTOPbIX HabntogaeTcs MynbTUKONIMHeap-
HOCTb (CbHas Koppenauns Mexay npusHakamm)

MoZenb IMHEeNHOW perpeccun, KoTopasa NCcnonbayeT 6anecoBCKui
NMOAXOA, 4117 OLIeHKM CBOMX NapamMeTpoB. B oTanyme oT knaccu-
YeCcKoWm puax-perpeccuu, kotopas fobasndeT Wwrpad K QyHKUUK
CTOMMOCTM A5 perynapusauumv, banecoBckas nuHenHas pe-
rpeccus paccmaTtpuBaeT napaMeTpbl Kak cllyvanHble BeNNYMHbI

1N BCTPamBaeT NX HeonpeaeneHHOCTb B CaM NPoLecc MoAeNnpo-
BaHWA

Mogenb ¢ aBToOMaTUYeCKUM onpefeneHnemM peneBaHTHOCTH
(Automatic Relevance Determination, ARD) — pasHOBMAHOCTb
6anecoBCKON NMMHENHON MOAENN, KOTOpasd, B OTIn4Yme ot ban-
€COBCKOW pPUAX-perpeccum, NpuBoanUT K bonee paspexxeHHbIM
KOahdUUMEHTaM

Mozenb MaWwmnHHOro oby4eHuns ¢ yymuTenem, Kotopas UcnonbayeT
CTPYKTYpPY AepeBa [si NPOrHO3MPOBaHUS YNCOBbIX 3HAUEHWI

AHcambnesasa Mofeflb MalWNHHOTO 0BYYEHUSA C yuuTeNnem, kotopas
MNCMOMb3yeT aHcaMbnb lepeBbeB PelleHnn A8 NPOrHo3npoBaHuA
YNCIOBbIX 3HAYEHNN
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MpopomxeHue Tabn. 2
Table 2 (continuation)

Mogenb

OnucaHue mogenu

AdaBoost Regressor

Bagging Regressor

ExtraTrees Regressor

Gradient Boosting
Regressor

Hist Gradient Boosting
Regressor

Stacking Regressor

KNeighbors Regressor

SVM Regressor

AHcambrieBasa Mofeflb MalMHHOTO 0BYYeHMs, OCHOBaHHas

Ha npuHUmnne éycTtuHra. OcHoBHOM NpuHUMN AdaBoost 3aknoyaeT-
cA B 00yYeHnn NOCNefoBaTENbHOCTY Cnabbix MOAeNeln Ha Heoa-
HOKPATHO M3MeHAEMbIX BEPCUAX AaHHbIX. [TPOrHO3bl BCEX M3 HUX
3aTeM 0ObeAMHAKTCA NOCPEeACTBOM B3BELWEHHOr0 60/bLIMHCTBA
rofIoCoB A/1A NOSIyYEeHMA OKOHYaTENbHOro NPOrHo3a

AHcambrneBas MofefNb MallMHHOIO 0bYy4YeHus, KoTopas co3gaeT
HECKOJIbKO 9K3EeMMNAPOB MOAeNeln YepHoro ALlnKa Ha CryYanHblxX
NOAMHOXECTBax MCXOAHOro obydatollero Habopa, a 3aTem obbe-
OVHAET oTAeNbHble NPOrHO3bl A1° GOPMMPOBaHNSA OKOHYaTEbHO-
ro NporHo3a. AT MeToAbl UCMOMb3YHOTCA Kak CNocob YMEHbLUINTb
ancnepcuro 6a3oBON OLEHKM AiepeBa peLleHui

AHcambneBas Mofenb MaWrHHOro obyyYeHuns, cTpoALaa MHO-
XeCTBO AepPeBbEB PELLEHWI, Kax[0e 13 KOTopblx obyyaeTca

Ha cny4YanHOM NOAMHOXECTBE NPU3HAKOB 1 C UCMOb30BaHNEM
Cny4YaiHbIX NOporoB. [JaHHas MoAenb BblbMpaeT NpusHaku 1 nopo-
M Cny4yanHbiM 06pasom

AHcambrieBad Moefb MalWMHHOIO 06yYeHus, KoTopas 06beanHsA-
€T HeCKoNbKO crabblx 4epeBbEB pelleHU Ang co3aaHna bonee
TOYHOM Mogenu. OHa gobasnsaeT 6a3oBble MOAENN B aHCaMb/b
nocnepoBatenbHo. CnyyaiiHble AepeBba 00yYatoTCsA Ha ocTaTou-
HbIX OLIMbKaX, AONYLWEHHbIX NPeablayLUMN MOAENAMN

AHcambneBas MOAEeb MaLWVHHOMO 0ByYeHWs, KOTopasa ABNAETCA
ynyJdweHHon Bepcuen Gradient Boosting Regressor. B Hen ncnonbs-
3YFOTCH METO[bl Ha OCHOBE MMCTOrPamMMm, KOTOpble YMEHbLUAIOT
MNCNONb30BaHWE NaMATH N YCKOPSAKOT npoLecc obyyeHns. Takxe
[aHHaaA MoAesb MoXeT 06pabaTbiBaThb NMPONYLWEHHbIE 3HaYEHNA

AHcambneBas Mofenb MalWHHOro 0by4eHus, KoTopas 0obeanHs-
eT NPOrHO3bl HECKOMbKNX 6a30BbIX MoAenel As NoBblleHNs ToY-
HOCTW ¥ CTabMNbHOCTW UTOrOBOW MOAEeNu. B oTnnyme oT NpocToro
YCPeAHEHUS U FOI0COBaHNS, CTEKMHI 0DyYaeT MeTa-anropuTMm,
4YTOObI Y3HaTb, KaK /lyylle BCEro KOMBUHMPOBATb MPOrHoO3bl 6a30-

BbIX Moaenen

Mogenb MalWnHHOro obyyeHuns, KoTopas Npw NPOrHO3MpPoBaHNN
019 HOBOW TOYKM AaHHbIX, HAXoAUT K 6AMXKaNLWNX K HEN TOYeK

13 oby4atollero Habopa. bAnsocTb onpeaenaeTcs ¢ UCNob3oBa-
HMEM METPUKM PacCTOsHNSA (Hanpumep, eBKING0BO PacCTOsHME)

T. e. 3Ha4yeHVe LeNeBo NepeMeHHON A5 HOBOW TOYKM AaHHbIX
NMPOrHO3MPYETCA KaK CpeHee 3HAYEHME LieNEeBbIX MEPEMEHHbIX
k 6nmxanwmnx coceaen

Mogenb MalwmnHHOro obyyeHns, KoTopasa UCNOb3yeT MeTos,
OMOPHbIX BEKTOPOB. SVM Regressor nblTaeTcs MUHUMU3MPOBaTb
OLWMBKY, TONBKO EC/N OHa MPEBbIWAaET ONPeAeeHHbIN MOPOr, YTo
[enaeT MOAEeNb MeHee YyBCTBUTENbHOM K BbIOpocam
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OKOHYaHue Tabn. 2
Table 2 (end)

Mogenb OnucaHune mogenu

LightGBM Regressor BbicokonponsBoguTensHasa peanunsaums rpagueHTHoro 0ycTuHra
Ha OCHOBe [epeBbeB pelleHnin. Mogens oNnTUMN3NpoBaHa Ans pa-
60Tbl ¢ 6OMBWMMN 1 Pa3PEXEHHBIMU AaHHbIMU

XGBoost Regressor Peanusauus rpagueHTHoOro 6ycTuHra AepeBbeB peLleHnin, KoTopas
nocrnenoBaTesibHO CTPOUT aHcaMbnb Moaenen

CatBoost Mopenb rpagMeHTHOro 6yCcTrHra Ha CUMMETPUYHBIX AepeBbAX
pelleHunin

B xavecTBe $pyHKIIUHM TOTEPD AAS M3MEPEHHS Pa3HUIIBI MEXKAY IPeACKa3aHHBIMU 3HAYEHH-
SAMH MOACAU U q)aKTH‘IeCKI/IMI/I AQHHBIMH, T. €. AASI OITUMHU3ALTUN HapaMeTpOB MOAEAH B HPO-
necce o6y4enus, 6biaa BRIOpaHa CpeAHEKBaApaTHYHas omubKa (2), Tak Kak 6bIA0 BBLICHEHO,
YTO AQHHBIE U3 HATYPHBIX 9KCIIEPIMEHTOB He COAEPIKAT BEIOPOCOB.

n
1
MSE == (i = 9%, 2)
i=1

rae Y; — $aKkTudecKoe 3HaUEHHUE; J); — MPEACKa3aHHOe 3HAYeHHe; 11 — KOAMYeCTBO HabAlo-
ACHUI.

AASL OLIEHKH Ka4ecTBa PerpecCHOHHbIX MOAEAEH MAIIMHHOTO 06y4eHHUs NCIOAB3YIOTCS
METPUKH, TaKUe Kak cpeaHsis abcoarotHas omubka (MAE) (3) u xopeHs cpepHeit kBaapa-
tuanoit omubku (RMSE) (4) [Willmott, Matsuura, 2006].

n
1
MAE=EZ|}’i_yi|' (3)
i=1

rAe Vi — daxTHyecKkoe 3HaUYEHHE; Vi — [peACKa3aHHOe 3HaYeHHe; 1 — KOAHYECTBO HabAf0-
AEHUI.

RMSE = (4)

rae y; — dakTudeckoe 3HaUYEHMUE; J; — IPEACKA3aHHOE 3HAYEHNUE; 11 — KOAUIECTBO HabAKO-
AEHUI.

IToMuMO 3TOrO, AASL OLIEHKH MOA@AEH PerpecCuu MCIOAb3YeTCS MeTPHUKA KOIPPUITEHT
aetepmunaruu R? (S).
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Z?=1(yi - 5\11')2 _ SSE (5)

R?=1- - =1—-=—=,
Z?=1(J’i_yl‘)2 SST

rae SSE (sum square of errors) = 27, (y; — )% — CyMMa KBaAPaTOB OCTaTKOB (OmIu-

60x) perpeccum; SST (sum square total) = 271 (¥; — ¥';)? — noamas cymma kBappatos;

R? e [0;1].
PesynbTaTthbl n 06CcyXaeHue

Mopgenun MmalMHHOIro 06y4YeHus

AAs IpeACKa3aHIs BBIXOAQ KOHEUYHBIX IIPOAYKTOB ObIAU HCIIOAB30BAHBI KAACCHYECKHE Perpec-

CHOHHbIE MOAEAM MALIMHHOTO 00yveHus u3 6ubanorexu scikit-learn. Kaxxaas us moaeaeit

0byueHa AAS TpeacKasarust opHoro npusHaka: Solid Phase, Liquid Phase nau Gas Phase.
PesyAbTaTbl 06y 4eHHBIX MOAEAEH U MX METPUKHU KA4eCTBA IIPUBEAEHBI B Ta0A. 3.

Ta6nuua 3. CpaBHEHME KITaCCUYECKNX PErPECCUMOHHbBIX MOAENEN MALUNHHOIO 0byYeHns
Table 3. Comparison of classic machine learning regression models

TBeppble B-Ba XXupgkue B-Ba las

Mopgenb RMSE R2 RMSE R2 RMSE R2
Huber Regressor 5.1664 0.5513 9.3632 0.3442 8.4869 0.0337
Linear Regression 5.1662 0.5514 9.5424 0.3188 8.4453 0.0431
Lasso Regression 5.7050 0.4529 9.8590 0.2729 8.1301 0.1132
Ridge Regression 5.1652 0.5515 9.5402 0.3191 8.4289 0.0468
SGDRegressor 5.1556 0.5532 9.5234 0.3215 8.3614 0.0620
Regression

ElasticNet Regression 5.6692 0.4598 9.8192 0.2787 8.0652 0.1273
Bayesian Ridge 5.1629 0.5519 9.5048 0.3242 8.1576 0.1072
Regression

Bayesian ARD 5.2380 0.5388 9.5386 0.3194 8.1501 0.1088
Regression

Decision Tree Regression 4.1087 0.7162 3.2699 0.9200 4.1520 0.7687
Random Forest 3.3406 0.8124 2.8885 0.9376 3.1195 0.8694
Regression

AdaBoost Regressor 5.5958 0.4737 7.4884 0.5805 6.2222 0.4806
Bagging Regressor 3.5456 0.7887 3.1001 0.9281 3.0602 0.8744
ExtraTrees Regressor 3.3850 0.8074 3.0055 0.9324 3.0192 0.8777
Gradient Boosting 3.4373 0.8014 4.1398 0.8718 3.8490 0.8012
Regressor

Hist Gradient Boosting 3.4741 0.7971 3.4189 0.9126 3.0953 0.8715
Regressor

Stacking Regressor 5.1646 0.5517 9.4404 0.3333 8.2151 0.0946
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OKOHYyaHue Tabn. 3
Table 3 (end)

TBeppble B-Ba XXupkwue B-Ba ras
KNeighbors Regressor 4.4939 0.6605 6.2923 0.7038 5.5518 0.5865
SVM Regressor 5.7953 0.4355 9.4242 0.3356 7.1757 0.3092
LightGBM Regressor 4.2782 0.7156 3.9108 0.8891 4.3591 0.8133
XGBoost Regressor 4.0170 0.7493 3.9936 0.8844 5.3101 0.7229
CatBoost 5.6772 0.4993 7.7892 0.5601 7.7513 0.4095

Ha ocrose cpasrenus sHadenuit RMSE u R? B TabA. 3 AAS Pa3AMYHBIX PerpecCHOHHBIX
MOAEAET MOJKHO 3aKAIOYHTD, YTO AHCAMOAEBbIE MOAEAY 1 X MOAUQHIIPOBaHHbIE BAPHUALIU
[TOKA3bIBAIOT HAUAYYIIYIO CIIOCOOHOCTD MPEACKA3AHUS 3HAYEHUI [{€AEBBIX IIEPEMEHHBIX
R?>0.8; RMSE < 4.2.

AASl IpeACKa3aHUS BBIXOAQ TBEPADBIX BEIIeCTB HAHAyYIINe 3HAYEHHUS METPHK HMEIOT
Random Forest Regression, Bagging Regressor, Extra Trees Regressor, GradientBoosting
Regressor u HistGradientBoosting Regressor.

AAst IpeaCKa3aHUs BBIXOAQ KHAKHX BelIeCTB Ay4Illie 3HadeHIsI MeTpHUK uMeroT Decision
Tree Regression, Random Forest Regression, Bagging Regressor, Extra Trees Regressor,
GradientBoosting Regressor u HistGradientBoosting Regressor.

AASI IIpeACKa3aHNs BBIXOAQ Ta3000pasHBIX BELeCTB AyIINe METPUKU UMEIOT MOAeAU Ran-
dom Forest Regression, Bagging Regressor, Extra Trees Regressor n HistGradientBoosting
Regressor.

Aaaee, HCIIOAB3YS BbIIIENIEPEIHCACHHBIE MOAEAY MAIIIMHHOIO 00y4eHNs U3 TabA. 3, ObIAH
IIOCTPOEHBI MOAEAH AASI MYABTHTAPTeTHON PETrpecCHH, II03BOASIIOIIE IIPEACKA3ATh HECKOABKO
LieAeBbIX 3HaYeHu1. CpaBHUTEABHBIE PE3YABTATHI AASI METPHUK IPUBEACHDI B Ta0A. 4.

Ta6bnuua 4. CpaBHeHNe MyNbTUTAPreTHBIX PErPECCUOHHbBIX MOAEeNen MallNHHOIO
oby4yeHus

Table 4. Comparison of multi-target machine learning regression models

Mogenb RMSE R2

Random Forest Regression 3.3160 0.8571
Bagging Regressor 3.7126 0.8239
Extra Trees Regressor 3.1809 0.8688
KNeighbors Regressor 5.4460 0.6503
Decision Tree Regression 3.7636 0.8129
LightGBM Regressor 3.7253 0.7984
XGBoost Regressor 3.6829 0.8112

CpaBHUBas pa3sAMYHbIE PeTrPeCcCHOHHbBIE MOACAH, MOXKHO IIPHIATH K BBIBOAY, YTO HAMAYYIIIHe
RMSE u R? umeror moaean Random Forest Regression u Extra Trees Regressor. Mopeans Extra
Trees Regressor mpeacTaBasieT OO0 AATOPUTM MALINHHOTO O0Y4IeHHs], KOTOPBIH SIBASETCS
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PasHOBUAHOCTBIO aHCambOAeBoro MeTopa Random Forest Regression, rcrioassyroriero Mao-
JKECTBO AEPEeBbEB PEIIeHHIT AASI IIPEACKA3AHIS HelIPePBIBHBIX 3HadeHHT. OH ObIA paspaboTaH
AASI TIOBBIIIEHHS] TOUHOCTH IIPEACKA3AHUI U YMEHbIIEHHUS [Iepe0OydeH s,

AAst aHCAaMOAEBBIX MOAEAEI, TIOKA3ABIINX AyYIIe METPHKH KadecTBa, ObIA POM3BEACH
PY4HOIT TOAOOp ruIlepIapaMeTpoB MoAeAeit. BapbrpoBaAuch mpH3HAKH: TAyOHHA AepeBbeB
pelleHNs; KOAMYeCTBO AePeBbeB; KOAMYECTBO IIPH3HAKOB, PACCMATPUBAEMBIX IIPH KXKAOM
pasbuennu y3aa. [Toa60p He AQA 3HAYUTEABHDIX YAYUIIEHHMI, TAK KaK BapUAIUs 3HAYEHHIT
MeTPHK KauecTBa MopeAeii cocrasuaa: R <= 0.01, RMSE <= 0.0S.

Ha puc. 1 npuBeseHa Kpyrosasi AMarpaMma, IOCTPOEHHAsI Ha OCHOBAHHHU AAHHBIX, IIOAY-
JeHHBIX BCAGACTBHE 00ydeHNs perpeccuonHoi Mopean Extra Trees Regressor. Auarpamma
IIOKA3bIBAaeT BAKHOCTD HAYAABHBIX IIPU3HAKOB C TOYKM 3PEHHUS UX BAUSHUS Ha IjeAeBble Iie-
peMeHHbIe, TPeACTABASIONIe COOO0I BHIXOA TBEPADBIX, JKUAKUX IIPOAYKTOB IIMPOAM3A U ra3a.

CymecTBeHHee Bcero Ha IPOTHO3 BBIX0AQ IIPOAYKTOB IIMPOAM3A C IIOMOIIBIO0 MoAeAH Extra
Trees Regressor BAUSIOT IPU3HAKY, IPEACTABASIOIINE dAEMEHTHBII cocTas chipbst (38.2%),
ckopocTb HarpeBanus (9.2%), koHeuHyo Temneparypy nupoansa (14.9%) u 30AbHOCTD

(9.2%).
Ba)HOCTb NpU3HakKoB

Ash
M M

HR

N

Puc. 1. Bknag npr3HakoB B MPOrHO3HYHO MOLENb
Fig. 1. The features impact to prediction model

Ha puc. 2 mpuBepeHBI TpadUKH OCTAaTKOB AASI AOAHM TBEPABIX, )KHAKHX BEI]eCTB U Ia3a,
ITOAYYEHHBIX B XOA€ MOACAMPOBAHMS BBIXOAA IIPOAYKTOB B IPOIjecce MUPOAH3A C IIOMOMIBIO
perpeccuonHoi Moaeau Extra Trees Regressor.

B panHOI paboTe 6blaa IpoBeAeHA k-6AOUHAS KPOCC-BAAMAALIMS C padOueHMneM UC-
XOAHOTO Habopa AaHHBIX Ha 10 paBHbIX yacTeil. Ha KaXXAOM U3 MTepanuil OAHA U3 YacTel
HCIIOAB30BAAACh AASI IIPOBEPKU KAIeCTBA MOAEAH, 2 OCTaAbHbBIE 9 — AAs ee 0Oyvenust. Ta-
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KOM IIOAXOA TI03BOASIET 60Aee 0O'beKTUBHO OLIEHUTh CIIOCOOHOCTDh MOAEAU K 00001eHII0
U YMEHBIINUTD BAVSIHIE CAYYAFHOTO pasbyeHNs AAHHBIX HAa HTOTOBbIe Pe3yAbTaThl. Brian
[IOAYYeHbI yCPeAHEHHbIe II0KA3aTeAN KaueCTBA MOAEAH Ha BCeX HAOKAX, 4TO 0becrednBaeT
HAAEKHYIO OLIEHKY ee IIPOrHOCTUYECKON 9P PeKTUBHOCTU. AQHHBII MeTOA FapPAHTHPYET
BCECTOPOHHIOI [IPOBEPKY MOAEAH Ha PA3AMYHBIX IIOABBIOOPKAX, MUHUMUBUPYSI PUCK
nepeobydeHus 1 HeAOOOYUEHNUS, U SIBASIETCS CTAHAAPTHOM [IPAKTUKOM IIpK paboTe ¢ orpa-
HUYEeHHbIM KOAMYEeCTBOM AQHHBIX.

70 1
50 - ,’b
,I
60 e
!
40_
50 - °
Q

MNpeackasaHHble 3HayeHus
MNpeackasaHHble 3HaYeHna
MNpeackasaHHble 3HaYeHua
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PeanbHble 3HaYeHUA PeanbHble 3Ha4YeHnsa PeanbHble 3HaYeHna

Puc. 2. [paduK OCTaTKOB NPeACKa3aHHbIX 3HAYEHN % BbIXO4a KOHEYHbIX MPOAYKTOB MPO/I3a
Fig. 2. Residual plot of the pyrolysis predicted products yields (%)

Kax nmoxkazano Ha rpagukax, MOAEAD AOCTATOYHO TOYHO IIPEACKA3BIBACT BBIXOA AOAH
KUAKUX BemecTB ¢ RMSE = 3.37. IloAydeHHbIe 3HAUEHHS METPUK KauecTBa IPOBEPKHU
BBIOPAHHBIX MOAEAEH U3 TaOA. 4 COTAACYIOTCS CO 3HAUEHMSIMU METPUK MOAEAEH, HCIIOAD-
3YIOIUXCA B 34AAYaX IPOTHO3UPOBAHI BPIXOAQ IPOAYKTOB IIHMPOAH3a Ha OCHOBE AQHHBIX
[Shen et al., 2022]. MeToa cAy4aifHOTO Aeca MIUPOKO MPUMEHSETCS UCCAEAOBATEASIMH
AASL IPOTHO3UPOBAHKS BBIXOAQ IPOAYKTOB nupoansa [ Zhu et al,, 2019; Leng et al., 2022].
AepeBbs pelIeHHi, BXOAAINE B CAYJAiHbINA A€C, HCTIOAB3YIOTCS AASL ONIHCAHMS BAMSHI
TIPU3HAKOB HA LjeAeBble lepeMeHHble H 00bsICHEHHs TOAYYEHHS BBIXOAHBIX 3HaueHwuil [ [scen
etal., 2023].

Psip MccaepOBaTeA€H HCIIOAB3YET B KA4eCTBE BXOAHBIX AAHHBIX AASL OOyUeHHs MOAEAEH
MAIIMHHOTO OOY4eHH s MPOLIEHTHOE COAEPIKAHHE [JEAAIOAO3DI, TEMHUIJEAAIOAO3BI M AUTHHMHA
[Shen et al., 2022; Tsekos et al.,, 2021 ] B AoorioAHeHHe K IPH3HAKAM, OTIMCAHHbIM B TabA. 1.
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3aknyeHue

ITpepAosKeHHDII IIOAXOA K MATeMaTHIeCKOMY MOAEANPOBAHMIO BEIXOAA IIPOAYKTOB ITHPOAH32
PpacTUTeABHO OHOMACChI, OCHOBAHHbII Ha HX IIPEACKA3aHHH C HCIIOAb30BAHIIEM AATOPHTMOB
MAIIHHOTO 00YYeHNUsI, B PAMKAX CO3AAHHSI CHCTEMBI KOMITBIOTEPHOTI'O MOAEAMPOBAHUSI IIPO-
Ilecca MAPOAM3a TIOKA3aA CBOXO 9)PEKTUBHOCTD. ITO MO3BOASIET IIPOAOAKHTD AAAbHEHIIIIe
HCCAEAOBAHMHS II0 TeMAaTHKe HCIIOAb30BAHUS AATOPHUTMOB TAYOOKOTO OOY4eHHUS AASL MOAE-
AMPOBAHUS BBIXOAQ KOHEYHBIX IIPOAYKTOB Ha OCHOBE PU3UKO-XMMHYECKHX XapaKTePHCTHK
HCXOAHOTO CBIPbsS U TEMIIEPATypPHOTO PeXXUMa IMUPOAM3A.

OrpanudeHreM AAST HACTOSIIIIETO HCCAEAOBAHIS SIBASIACSI HCXOAHBIET HAOOP AQHHBIX, IIPH I10-
SIBA€HUY HOBBIX 9KCIIEPHMEHTAABHBIX AQHHBIX TPeOYeTCst AOOOYIeH e MOAEAHL.

IIprMeHeHne METOAOB MAIIMHHOTO O0YYeHIS AAS MOACAUPOBAHIS [IPOLeCCa IIUPOAN3A
OCAOXKHSIETCSI HEOOXOANMOCTBIO GOPMUPOBAHIIS PEIlPe3eHTATUBHON 1 AOCTATOYHOM 10 00'5-
eMy BBIOODKH, OXBAaTBIBAIOI]eH BAPUATHBHbIMN CIIEKTP APAMETPOB IIPOIecca M XapaKTePUCTHK
CBIPBSI, AASL OOecIIedeHnsT AAeKBATHOCTH U BBICOKOM IIPEANKTHBHOM CIIOCOOHOCTH paspaba-
THIBA@MBIX MOAEALH.

B Hacrosimiee BpeMst pa3paboTaHHbIe perpecCHOHHbIE MOACAH QYHKIIMOHHPYIOT B BHAE
OTAEABHOTO IIPOTPAMMHOTO IPUAOXKEHHSI, OAHAKO B MEPCIEKTHUBE MAAHUPYETCS UX HHTe-
rpariysi B COCTAB IIPOrPAMMHOTO KOMIIAEKCA, 00AAAQIOIIETO PACIINPEHHBIM $pyHKIIMOHAAOM
1 [PeAHA3HAYEHHOTO AASI MOAGAMPOBAHHS IPOIeCca IIMPOAM3A PACTUTEABHON GMOMACCEHL.
ITporpaMMHBIit KOMIIAEKC OYAET BKAIOUATD B Ce0S CPEACTBA AAS IIPEABAPUTEABHOTO AHAAU3A
AQHHBIX, TOAYYEHHBIX B XOA€ HAaTYPHbIX 9KCIIepUMEHTOB, HHCTPYMEHTHI AASL U3YYeHHUS U BU-
3yaAM3aIlui KOPPEASIIMOHHbIX 3aBUCHMOCTeH IIPH3HAKOB BXOAHBIX AQHHBIX, a TakoKe QyHK-
ITMOHAA AASI TIPOTHO3HPOBAHHMS BBIXOAQ TIPOAYKTOB IMUPOAN3a C HCIIOAB30BAHHUEM MOAEAEN
MamuHHOro 06ydenust. Kpome Toro, mpeAnoAaraeTcst peaAnsarus CPEACTB AASL OCYILECT-
BAGHHS PACYETOB TEIAOBOTO 3¢ PeKTa Ha OCHOBE KPHBBIX, IIOAyIeHHbIX B pesyabTaTe TTA.

AaAbHeIIe HCCAEAOBAHMS IIPEATIOAATAIOT U3YYeHHe IIpoljecca IMUPOAN3a PACTHTEAD-
HOIT 6MOMACCHI B AMHAMUKE C IIHPOKUM HCIIOAb30BaHHEM METOAOB MCKYCCTBEHHOTO HH-
TEAAEKTa AAS IIPOTHO3HMPOBAHIS BpeMEHHBIX PSIAOB. Takye BpeMeHHbIe PSABIL, COAepsKaljue
H3MeHEeHHe TeMIIePAaTYPhl U COCTAaBa CBHIPDSI, MOXKHO IIOAYYUTDb B PE3YAbTaTe MCCACAOBAHMS
TTA u ATA xpuBbIX. B 4acTHOCTH, IAAHUPYeTCA BBIICHUTD, HACKOABKO TOYHO MOXKHO IIPO-
THO3MPOBATh TEKYIUI OCTaTOK CHIPbs B Pa3AUYHbIE MOMEHTHI BpeMeHH B X0OA€ Ipollecca
IINPOAM3A PACTUTEABHOM OHOMACCHL
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