2022

AP Z2E 2dg o] & ouvA tir AFFFY ovA Fo%F 943
1%, olgol, 74
n571Ed T AUARAITSE 1

kimdongju@iae.re kr, lhaeve@iae.re.kr, jachoi@iae.re.kr

Prediction of energy demand in energy heavy consuming food factory using
random forest model

Dongju Kim, Hyungah Lee, Jae—Hoi Gu

Institute for Advanced Engineering, Energy environment IT convergence group

8 o

A7HS 93k T A B A| 2 B(FEMS) A-&5taxt malzy 7]4k g ¥ 2~E g
HF o & Rds EEa9ich #18 AF FANEFY BAZFS ALEF HolHE 7o R sYue I A 7 A
=3

Ho

H=
Bargom, dolelvely =l o] nteluiol q ATsH: AFZALE FuelFe o hus F skt F ohps
Ak 2 Q78 B3 AFTPIA BAVL: AUAY £0%S A5S FIF F Ut A Y5 2US AL,

I.H4 & shal wdll 7F Aewas S HA 20E sk H4o] Sl

gil

NP1 7| Sl A EAGS BAAH B oF 2 4uel9l 57
= O-1WolE £33 24

o A o] k96 % Tkt o, ol 20154 of# A&HA F7

FAE Bolt} 202190 £ Hekq o= FIks Aotk ek F] Az Ao A A3 YR doJHe S7MEAES Atele A5
& FAMHGDP) tiv] 11.45% o2 ] Ak Foboll A A5 Abe] TR A AT 7719AE Hatst A49E B8 d5a 49 =5
TEF A S74eka des & Tkl HHUTE EAZF AR} AFA A ol =37)7E 2 dlolE] &2
AEAYL GEH A TAE] gFor A AR 2050d A% Table 1o JERAITE AldE S@WRo] £2 ALgdlo] o2 nulo] 4
92 94e 9% duA A% 9 LWks ET Aol aPHT & B4 Aal BARE 5AAAS) Bk A AE A
oH, 3x A 7| ZA Eel o) 20255 109FTOE 39 oAl 4bFE /e BqE AAste] 127H4 9 ¥ Yehd ot
& MHlete AMEE U2 B U B A 2 H(FEMS) A A o5
3 Aao] dgslel Qo] oA BUEHGWE ohle AUF oA £ o A P—
RS2 7R 3 A 20 AHs] W 877k S7Hs 9 index (Collection period : 2017. 7. 3 ~ 2020. 10. 20)
t}[2](3] 1 Amount of LNG consumption today
TUA B A 28 ICT 713 F349 volgE 7wez o 2 Amount of LNG consumption one days ago
Aol71&S ggate] 2u] UAZ HA3 & 5 9= )&o|th 7]4_01] 3 Amount of LNG consumpt%on two days ago
L mEge] A wi gue] £o Ea ojux] A7k Al7} o] 4 Amount of LNG consumpt%on three days ago
oor} A eAsTe A)E Aujo ALss A 5 Amount of LNG consumption four days ago
go, FAUARIA L 7] 19 ofuA AHg, el 6 Amount of LNG consumption five days ago
Medde BUEYS A9 HolE B d5S FE THES 7 Total amount of product today
AojgtozN oyx] 4H|9 elgts =rd 4 k2] 8 Total amount of product one days ago
ZRNYA T A 28| A A2 DA el TEeH7] e A 9 Total amount of product two days ago
A7hoz 25 Bo|EE 28a Aue 220 ouix] 40 ool 10 Total amount of product three days ago
o HBHo] AZuREy ] A RO B A 5 11 Total amount of product four days ago
a7k B, tiwe] 4E3 et 2ol I R 12 Total amount of product five days ago
e 4 e dolH e /7 AgHo)7] wiol &Aiadte WM4E vy o
o2 AN = LS wIs= mde o] basih Table 1. Description of raw collected data
I B FHE 12714 9] MdolEl e Hol-2 4 A s AA4E] 7|HeR o
Sl1=de £ sl s, A1) o] dFd 2 HSPE &
B AT QNIAE P2 S ABART B 2V T LR A0 go] R g w
ato] 34719 SHMFL 1Y FO] EARA AN FOE FAE TEHHS
HAZHEFEMS)E 55 AvA HAsE Ddsr] 98l duA +4 2 dojy AN szarc4]
= O T,
% % BEe PRSI AFAETPIA ol E Fste] A3 .
. . B3k wele] skt wHlo] A HUkE fl3 R AA delEAlS
A 71k mAlY Y 7|HE AL AR S8 oS RAS 5



2022

gt dolBAlE H2E deoledlor FEstglon, st dolHAlS
2017.7.3. ~ 2019.12.30.7k41¢] 9017 dloJE{E A3}, HIAE do]H
Al 2020.10.1. T 2020.10.20. 7hA1<] 2947) HlolHE AFE-5IS)

X, = concat(x;, ;s Tj_ 9 T;_3:Tj_ 4y Ti_5:T;_g) (1)

wheTe ‘/Ei - [1‘“, .L“Z-Q, J;l‘g, tec 71‘“2} r
-2 o|Arlol & 58 AREA2E 29
AAeld oo wRoR oux 25 oS 2ds 4] 9
af dlojgjrtold =l o] mtol S ARS-EiTt oA utolel A Al
sk LaElE § WHEUAXES ARSte] a3 oS Bds 74 0}»
E

BAe AR duelEel A% RYRA

2 AT AREE AP EHAE Ko /i o Table 2

o vehhit

Hyperparameter Value
Number of trees 10, 100, 300, 500, 1000, 3000, 10000
Max depth 0

Impurity function
OO0B (Out of bag)

Least Squared Deviation
Used
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Figure 1. Comparison of actual value and predicted value using by
Random Forest model (Tree 300)
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