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Machine learning approach for predicting apparent permittivity in clayey soil

Naoki MASUDA! and Hideki MIYAMOTO?

Abstract: To clarify the effectiveness of machine learn-
ing approaches such as linear and random forest (RF) re-
gressions in predicting apparent permittivity (€) in clayey
soils, we obtained long-term € and meteorological datasets
from a reclaimed agricultural field and constructed predic-
tion models of the € at 6, 12, 24 and 48 h using these ap-
proaches. The predicted € values from the linear regres-
sion model were generally consistent with the observed
data, except during rainfall events. Although datasets for
at least the last 72 h must be included as explanatory vari-
ables in such models, we confirm that the RF regression
model could provide more accurate forecasts at the speci-
fied times than linear regression. A machine learning ap-
proach with RF regression would facilitate the autonomous
prediction of € values in clayey soils exhibiting structural
changes based on the availability of long-term € and mete-
orological datasets at the locations.

Key Words : apparent permittivity, machine learning, lin-
ear regression, random forest regression, clayey soil
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FEBINCH L. BEOKS TR, Bl I 21—
YarvyZHEANG. KELOBE, WS 5 L IGET
37z, MRELFICERITEEINLD B, &
B - B37, 2001; /IhK - B EE, 2022), HZmRsE o2k
B IARERKDBENRENZE LD T2 (RS,
2017). HHESHZH & W o 22 EFRE Wk o 73l %
HERNZITOENT 2 72 90121%, LIEBE RGN
Biithichin z, StEEBEMOGEREFOZLE, £h
FRFHEILCHEBEICE 22, ZLTEFALEHAHE
HLET2DERDZ. ZOFRHPLERIEKRKTH 27
o, BGFEIERENTHS. Ltz ehrs, 18
KD TR 2 HHRPET VAR T BHEHTE 3,
Wbz, BEMOTHKS TN 2L S 2 2 LA
RETH 5.
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BABIZRBELODDOHS. TEKIZTOVWTDH, BN
B EARMEORRY T — 2 2 HAZK e L-ER X
WHEO L TR GER - ARH, 2014), 1 HET e BEDRE
TEAKTBIURR T —XEHALZH L Lz R—MX
7 VAR ES 4 HE2E 7 HEDOTHI (Gill et al.,
2007), ¥z % 6 MO FAE 7V 2V X 41280 < Tl
(Acharya et al., 2021) FOWMENBD N L. HZL D
mFFHDRPTH, VXL 7 4 LA MARIZL ST
KD TMOTRIFEEDE < (Acharyaetal., 2021), ¥,
B2l —yar e BOEDRWEMKECHZ L DR
4 H 2 (Carranzaetal., 2021). fES I 21— a v
WP 37— XERERI TR O SE, AR BB
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ZFHTEBHICH S (Karandish and Simiinek., 2016).
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57YZN7 VA NAGEFBELR 2 BOLEKS T
HEFLEMEELE. 20T, ERIHEIIT T 2ET L
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2.1 k5 - [IRER

BRI E T 2 Rl R R B
X — . FHERAEENORBELYE (REEHRRET) %,
AHZEDOX R Y Lz, ZOREBD 30 cm DIED &I L
7= TN EHBE, 02362 %, L FA455 %, #h
+723483% TH YD, Heavy Clay i XN 2 CEIES,
2020).

2018 £ 5 H 22 H (DOY142) 2, HisRH = HEAES L
L7 —5cm, —15cm, —25cm, —45cm, —70 cm DFF
5 »fiftc, TDR-315L £ >4 (Acclima) % /KT L
7z, Th oD+t %% CR216X 7 —& 1% — (Campbell
Scientific) IRt L, B3 DFEER (¢), R (T,), N
N2 EC (o) it 3HHBZ 1 FERERECHE L. %
o, TOEGEERTIREEXD, F—RBHCBNT
1 MR CHIE Lz &R (T), MExHEE (RH), E#
ws), HitE (D, FKkiE (R) FOXRT—2—ADHE
&2 7=, 728, TDT k¥ & % 1T3E/K5 - EC #ll
EEIToFIES (2020) DG L FEMIC, &> PR
BICTREDHEL &, ZORIRICEBT SEMICHNT 5 €
DIVEICERPET -0, | o HEREICEETRKH
B 37 HEREH L2 2018 4E 8 H 15 H (DOY227) X
D7 — X ERMILCHHT B 2 L.

2.2 EMEWE (D) DHE

#%ih3T 2 2D e THIE T MTHEATDHAZED 1 2
LT, IWRETHICZAINZEYNE (D) 2EA
52 l7. REHHERLET, DZEALRHE
I, FENIITo7% R ZFAZE L L FHlIcB W T,
RERNTZ D T 3K DI @2 O FHEMEIK D o T2 72T
B%. B BT B D) 13, KRTEREND EBA -
/M, 1981).

D(t) = D(t —1)e® +R(1)e*/? (1)

ZZT, R(r) EEOHL 1 128 AMKkE (mmh 1),
D(t—1) 1% | FfERTOEZNE (mmh™!), o & THE
OB HRETH 5. R M 13 o ORI E LT,

M=(In0.5)/a )

rERIND. MECHEEGICE->-TERSZ M X, =
By I7ETMCX DT HREE» SBESIND
A (B zE, TR - 1R, 2005; BH 5, 2006), H#lEFiE
DEE Lk, TNo0HMEHE Mo THIET 2 e TER
W, I, KBTI, € DRAMEICES L o OHEE

ZUTOIERFRTHEITMCT > 2 e Lz (Fig. 1). 7%
bb, a OUBHEE —1,  BICBT 2RKEZ R(1), HI
FERRAIZ 1 = 0125132 D) % 0 & L, KKk R()
DRRIN T — 2% D(t) ORERAN T — 2 IE# L= (Fig.
. 2L TezHNER, F—KZDD, T, RH, WS,
I OFt 5 HE Z#AZ# e hzivEd, RoBERE RN
ZBI3 a1 ~as BEUb it U7z,

e=aD+aT +a3RH+a,WS+asl+b 3)

2o () 1T, ALK %5 SHEHHOHE T — & 2R
ALT e ®HEEL, ZhrRHHHEL DA MH RN
YRBET o DEHFE —HOFGFEERRBE L. —EMEIC
B LTz o %, & > YA EL Lo RAMRE E HE
FNcAZ L, D ORI TFT—XEMELZ. ZDXI
LCRD7Z o IV 2 BRI L, Bk % e Tl
EFUVEERTI2HHERD 1 D422 D 2HET?
RIRX=RY LT, AETIIMNEMNTZ L L.

23 BHEERE LV YA LTALAMEIRICES ¢
¥R

R & & DTSN T 2 TEICEHA T 2 BEENR
TG FRIE TV OREE HIE AT, TN
BOEMPELRTORBICHRDIEIV —5cm D ¢ #H
R e L, TR THIEF V2T 220 e L.
ZL7T, D, T, RH, WS, 12, DOY (Day of Year) %
Mz 7zt 6 HEZHHER L ED/-. DOY ZEA L
B, FERMORNEZEZEDRTHMREERT DI
U723 A R LT, 8K TRNCEA X 75
(#1213, Karandish and Siminek, 2016) %@ LT, Zi

(a=-1 (W#1B))
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Fig. 1 FZWE (D) D5 X —& o OPRETIHE.
Determination procedure for the parameter ¢ in the antecedent
precipitation index (D).
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Explanatory and objective variables.
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Schematic illustration of the prediction of € value.
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Schematic illustration of the prediction of € value using random
forest (RF) regression.

€100

PEATIERESRED NI 2LTHS. U EDOHM
BB X CHHLZBD R 2 T — &2y b 2 DIXnE
L, 2020 4E 12 A 31 HLETOK 24FE 4 » A% € Till
ETNABREROLOD¥FERT—%, 2021 4F1 A1 HX
e 1 FE5 %R L =TT 7L OREEFHIE D 72 B D

T -2 ZhZEDT.

MIAZH r HNEB O 2 EEEFITBVT, ¢ T
ETNEMEL . THIEMREZ 2 RREEORAE L,
Z DR HiBEANDOR R Z K, KRR % P
LED (Fig. 2). THINGE 22 PKE#%D € #HW
ZH, KWWMRiETco D, T, RH, WS, I, DOY @ 6 /&
DT =Rty FEHHLZHR Y ZhZ2nED, P=6, 12,
24, 48h D& PITH LT, K=0, 2, 5, 11, 17, 23, 35,
47, 71, 95, 119h @ 11 &, bbb, &AT 720 fd
DFHIALE» S8 % € TRIEF L EHELE (Fig. 2).

Python F DM EE 5 4 75 U [scikit-learn (https:
/lscikit-learn.org) | 2RI LT, MRS L7 VX
A7 LA MEE (LI, REEREIET) 12X 3 280
e PHlEF LML L 72 (Fig. 3). 20 hER, MR
NE MRS 5.

7, SEERED ¢ THIEIE, —MBAI7RERIF I
CHEBRICLTRD . K2F4 » ABO¥ERT— &%
FIH U7X D, FPIZBWT, 11 DK%
B 2 EEFENXEZJGE L (Fig. 3). EMIFSHT
X, HHZBEOZLELMEERTILELHZDHD
O, BEREETEKS FRIOMZ BIgTARMIETIE, %
W OB EBRH ORI EEZ#EATENEE R L
W, DD, SAZROEREITDRVwWZ e L
WMEER 7 — 2 NOFAZE R T — 2 2 EE R IfRA LT
e THlfEZReD, Zho2HRfEL L. EllfEc
X3 % FTHMED ZFFEFiEEZE (RMSE) 8 XUk
ERE (RY) KWHOXTHNEER, £-THKEre7
VOB TR EHEEE (AIC) (Akaike, 1974) 12
BEoxzhznitiiL, e PRI REEREINHE
L.

—7, RF [, RERO—FETH 2 MEFAE F &
MZHIH LT — &ty bR L, BHEFEARICHE
DB ROFEZREST 2 FETH . FH
H7—&»6, PRHEZOBNERK () & KKHEDTD
HEAZER (D, T, RH, WS, I, DOY) OF—X% 5>
RLHHLTT =Xty b2 L, 20550 e T—&
BEx, ROMEMINC 2 DI HERTRERFIFAZ R L £ DR
EEDBEEE L EDTT—Xty bE25EI L. Rk
WKLT, BELEET—&Ey VD e A 1 D12k 3
FTREIRKIET A&, BEEEEZE T MR
REER L7, —#HORRAIERFIEZ 100 KIEL, &
100 & (Treel ~ Tree100) DEIFEARZER L7 (Fig. 4).
ZL T, @A, BEEH7T -2ty O K K750
PIAZ R E R A LTS 100 D e (g ~ €100) DF
BEEHEH L (Fig. 4). kB, T—&% 7 VX LI
5% RFENFOME |, R—¥EH7— &2 1L T
b, FRETS 2B ZENFARPIER SN 720,
Bohd efl (g ~€o0) DFHEIKIET 3 -0CE
D BAREMEATE V. RIFFETIX, F5&MHFICBWT RF [
e X 2 F9fEE 3 EEEL, £ 0REMEEHEE €
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Variations in (a) precipitation (R) and (b) apparent permittivity (€) and/or antecedent precipitation index (D).
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Variations in precipitation (R), measured apparent permittivity (€) and € predicted by a linear regression model at P = 6.
THME L ED7=5 2T, FEREICH T2 RMSE BX K FEoD e EHEE, K=0, T74bb, HHAZED RS D

R* ZHEWH LT
. BREER

3.1 ¢ LR%F=E (D) DE(L
—S5cm D g%, BERFFICERL, EERRFICETNLZ

(Fig. 5 (a) ,Fig. 5 (b)). € DZMLEZ, £F LV HE
FOHVREL, B TRABDRKR (44 H) o7

2021 £ 9 A 23 A2 5% 11 A 5 HORIZ, €% 123
FCRAMLL (Fig. 5 (b)). —7, D%, RITERLT
ERUE, FEE &b icfhcicmd Lz (Fig. 5 (b).

X B) Del@ETLo>mElLEINTDIL, € LM
UL 7= BERGISN S 2 I0E 2R L 7z,

3.2 FEERRICED< e FRER

23 8T, PRISEARLZRELE L, SHETE - FIE

BIBLZD, EFHEFNMICE S & DFHIFERORHY
PRGN T 285G, FA—HRICBT2FAMEE & P
B E e THHEZ LK S 20 ERH 5. £ PIBIT5
F—HEFOTRlEZ, FHFEMNZIO P RHEETORZNC
BV, 205 KKHDOBRET — &0 5 FHIL7ME
LEDDZITED, AEICBIT 2 ERE 2 HMLT 5.
Fig. 6 1%, MEEH T -2 L ED7= 2021 £ 1 A 1 HIYL

WP =06 DMIEREIIFC X % ¢ THETH 5. 6 KFEHG
T—RIIES K e PRI, FEHMEE FE, BRI E
FUTHEEMRRICIKTI L (Fig. 6). 72721, 8 AHA]
OFHMELE, EREEKEBRS 629 1T EF Uz
2, ZOHMERVZETFHEOEENFEIED Zh XD
INE Do T HEE ORRERIIRRTA O BRI S .
RETHEREZE272D121F, K ORE{EPHBET
Holz. ETOPBINK OHEBEMFITBNT, E
HME S 2 SR ERIC & 5 FHMED RMSE 3 X O R?
ZitE L2 25 (Fig. 7), P=6 TIX K=351c8l)
% RMSE »3f/N (4.81) T, %7 R> %K (040) T
Hot. BT, P=12Tlx K =35 (RMSE: 4.89, R*:
0.37), P=24 Tl K =17 (RMSE: 5.03, R*: 0.32),
P=48 T K =17 (RMSE: 5.32, R*>: 0.22) iZBW\T
RMSE 235/MrD R? Bk e 2 b, mEOTFHIKERS
Boh s K pHEE LR (Fig. 7). 22T, TR
Z, ETNVOEMES, ThbL, FHEROBE HEE
LCiMiixd AICIE, P=6TlX, K=23, P=128
FUOP=24TIZK=17, P=48 T K =11 ORjIZHK
heleo7z (Fig. 8). £ PICBIZ2 6D K X, RE
DOFHFER»B SN K Fig. 7) Eh/NEhotz 72
721, Fig. 8 &b, Mi&ED K ORIC4T 3 AIC DAERIZ
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RMSE and/or R? for different K values when applying
linear regression models.
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AIC for different K values when applying linear regression
models.
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Fig. 9 (a) 2021 FED A2 OFEER (¢) OEJPEB XX ZDFHIE L BKkE (R) &, (b) 2021 £ 8 HoZzh 6 DE( L.

(a) Annual and (b) August-specific changes in apparent permittivity (€) and precipitation (R): comparison of measured and

predicted values.

INEWT=, RMSE BE U R? (Fig. 7) 1I2#5< K %%
ROTHRERDE LN D54 LTI DIEZYTH 5
CEZD. FEERHEEIGEE L KITBWTHHHEK
DB AEYI TH o2 R b, K% 35 XhkEL
L, siHZBE LTH522EET — X 2HP L THRE
O FIFERD 60T, W O IEEREIR R 2
ERERT 5.

FIZMIRIC & 5 e TR, 2 DDOBEIED s,
1 2HE, & PIXBIL2RETHRICK 2 ¢ THlfED,
SEME & BERSELL L 223 2R L7z (Fig. 9 (a)) 3
DD, Fig. 6 1TRL7Z&IIC, £ PIXBII3 8 AHHD
THHEAFERAEZ KE BB LR TH S, 2L
BERRIFIC D S LR LB 2 2 2 QKT %, #EEIF
FAEOHERTH 5. FANAEHEEKERICHYT 2 e iz b
RIEX EDHZIrICLD, ZOBBERERERETI L
WAZTHS. 220HIF, &P OFHRERER—HEET
s 2 v, BWBGBERD ¢ THIMHEEZ, POARKEVIE

CINEL ozl THh B, e FHIEDO LR ORSE Y 72 -
7R R T 2 2, F P v HRAMEX DK P RELE
L (Fig. 9 (b)), ML ZFERIESTOMEEESEMC
H@EL Do (KIHE). PRELONEKEZT
HF 2ARETIE, THISEHRZ & TR SRR OO
SERTF—&%, PHIEFVICHAAL Z LR TER W
%, BEMRBHRERIC LR & 5 RERIEE OZEIET
5. AIEMBEZHITO 1 K>S 10 Il 522
T, 0<K<1OFHALHT -2 2 THlic kX g5 h
5720, 0<P<1 OFHMNAIBEL R B2 TR, A
FTIZBIFZEP (1) B3 b LR OREIES
SHIRREY 7 b2 2 TRHBERMLES 2. Ly
L, ZAUfES EER ORI, P IKEWIZEHEXT
FNZ/NE 725729, 1 Hho8HED e FHlZHM
TEHEEOBER EMBIINEINEEZSE. DFD, 1
R & 2 Wik 2 ReRESE e WO EED TRl E1T 5 BE TR
WIR D, S8 3 1B X KGR o R R %
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Variations in precipitation (R), measured apparent permittivity (€) and € predicted by a random forest (RF) regression model at

P=6.
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RMSE and/or R? for different K values when applying random
forest (RF) regression models.

INEL T BRHIZNEINTH S 5.

3.3 RFERICETI< ¢ FRIER

RF [EIFIC & 3 € TN, FHIEERLZED, &
KTd 72 D OHRAER T — & 252 7AB IV
VML 72, mOBMHERDD VK =0 DHED 6
RefIRT 7 — 2B S FHME (P =6) &, EHME L B4
HE L7 (Fig. 10). #EEFEOSE (Fig. 6), 8 HHA]
WP HEEREZ K& @R LS D0, RF HIFD
& (Fig. 10) K zhr@o ohy, EfEdT 3
FHEOBEEMIZEL ole. PBIUK O2HEESE
Iz BT 2 TSRO RMSE BX U R? 2Rz 25
(Fig. 11), RMSE 23 /2723 K ¥, RZ DK%
K3 Ld—8ET, K=71 /395 onwihre
Kol LaL, MEDPI—HLEVEEICBNTD, 2
DD K I AMEDERIINZ WL E X, RMSE 2
N7 K #RBOTHREIG LN T 5L,
P=6Tl¥ K=71 (RMSE: 3.38, R>:0.68), P=12T
13 K =95 (RMSE: 3.79, R?: 0.60), P=24 TiZ K =095
(RMSE: 447, R?>:0.44), P=48 Tl K =71 (RMSE:
5.69, R?: 0.16) IB1F 2 FHIAHRED S D ¥ 2 - 7= (Fig.
11). RF R & 2 FHITIE, WFho PIZBWTH

RETHIEON2 K371 2822 b, EME
IR0 E (Fig. 7, Fig. 8) kX h 32 OFHER T — X
252 20ENDH 5 HH RE \IFIC & 2 FHIORETH
A9.
MEEIGEDES (Fig. 9 (a) X, RFEIFIZL S
€ PHIMEIXENIME 2 L & < —8 L7z (Fig. 12 (a)).
A —FEZ TR EZ DS P OFHMEZR BT 2 &, §iE
miFogE (Fig. 9 (b)) Rk, EHMEE 03hrE
» o (Fig. 12 (b)), HiffiTim L7 & 512, TR
SRR OERIOFALE T — 2 % THNC KT = vt
MATHZLE, Zo3 3L RF EFRICBWT D AA)
TH5. —7, BRIV 8 HOTHHEICERT % &
(Fig. 12 (b)), #HEEIGO FHMEICIEENEZE®T 2
DD bh/=b DD (Fig. 9 (b)), RF HRDEGE
WEWTHho PIcB0WTs@Ed T, KL bEAMEISE
WFRESE Sz, ERARE, FEEH T — 2CEBRC
D o NIH#HFANOEUED I 1 &N B 729, BEEH T —
R DIFHFHRHEDEE A T — & O Z2h L TRl LR VR
b, EEACE S FHIED BEICE X -HROHAN
WHEBEL 22k, 8 A& o FHIE
HERNRKETH 72D, DX S 7% RF BIRORHH
WKEBEIAPKEL, BOBVWEMEN T — 2% AT
TELEEICHREINS REERFOERALVWZ LS.
—77, AWIUCHER L2 RIES RF BIREFICD,
FRED D, RRKOFAX, BRERRE2T7—-2%A
F LGN Ur@EHE S, hotimEHL THEE
LWz Y, 20, FHIEFLOIAEMENZ 212
H5. LrL, T—2HRLNI5EDOFHNITBWTHE
A% FEHE L (Karandish and Simanek, 2016), o [A])#
124 5 VWEIFRFHIFERME S5 5 (Acharya et al.,
2021) ¥ XN 3 RF \I@E, HEENZ(LLE Y
TorHKSTFHETALE LTHEETH S Z I, ol
DIERPSDHSH»TH S, MoFgEe LT, FIHEK
PR TH 2 EBZBT 5N S, AIIFED X 512 FHIRS
MR DI NG A, SFAZEEADS RE [\l X 2 T
EIZBAEF R %2 & &2~ SHAP (Shapley Additive
Explanations) 28 L THIET 2 Z ¥ (BlZIX, Renet
al., 2023; Zha et al., 2025) T, FHEAZEEK S Z L13A]
BETH2. LaLl, P=6CBVTHRREDFHFEENE
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(a) Annual and (b) August-specific changes in apparent permittivity (€) and precipitation (R): comparison of measured and

predicted values.
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