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1. 4 83

gAjuio] wiE vid Fel Al ARHSLF, wGdE ALEHOE FIY 4+ Ae ol
YA Ado] Wesich AT Aldude] HABLF ALl $Y0] EQUEHI Y3 FARIAE o9
€ oilclh AL YUY, YGF Folld FuUU oYoE AFHT 3 FAYS
Yol FAI EMFAE A LET ct E dFoHE ABYSYE o]83lo Z o] EF
Y (HYHSF), ANIAEEF §Y(F4H4)2 = uHy SHAEME A3e] gy A
JIAEEe 4 Q AANEYe ALY o4 g HESACL

2. 43 Az ¢ Py

1) AB3H2Ye e ARHEYL Fig 13} o] 3Hte] YYSF(input layer), F¥-¢ &4%
(output layer) W S3NREE] ZZt&(hidden layer)o B JFHE MY AlA¥ 2l (back
propagation model )& AH§-3tGlTh o] B2 Alan Lapedesoll &j3l] #H¢tH ZoEH Uy U &
H3 FUE(unit)e] A4 (transfer function)= A8 (linear), FHH-L Sx}3(Sigmoid) o8
735 of qlr}.

2) AAY2Y 4 (1) US4 M4 dHsE 4 o]0 5 tEYE H4(mol:
&, neq: B)FolM UFA| a7t AL H4g Austdrt olw] Al E=1/n3(di-0;)? o]
(&, n:X}84, di: {PA], o $BA]), YFH4E 30003 ojglc). (2) 38 W FUE 49 &
3 2439 471 1,2,3 A Boirfidld HESS 2yl {4 F9Y $U348 AAn
o] B¢l tislq 217} A7} He RUESL +8 FAsAch

3) g % ABAE: EC R Z o] =71 $3E 18071 85 ¢ ¥yt 108 /& ¥
AR E AHESA R vnA] 7270 Al § FA Y xEE AHgsiach

4) ¥ X AX: (1) Y5349 3 FFY AFH2Y0 oisle] A8 LR 3= UG
¥4 BT A3t 1000003 = AA3te] HEAY LYo HAF APtk (2) Ssd
o] AA: ¥ HaH UABHEYE o83l 72702 A8 oy AP L AAsisct

3. 437z .

1) ABHEYe] 74 (1) g4 43 33359 471 1(9 units), 2(9x9 units) ¢ B0
tidte] AEY 3, meqgrEF A 97 wolsEE MY A9EC o2 9 $H&%EHo)
A &2 AA}E BRAcHFig.2). (2) 3% % FUE 42| A4 neqg’s = YUHoj thsid 3
ol 1, 2 ¢l ZAfo] QXY A2NF RYcHFig.3). B T30 1A Ao tisiy, |FUES]
<719, 11 1 B9 ¢ A2NF BRAHFig.4). FUE 118 ¢, HYay 2 72 §UE
7} @A lch

2) g @ AR (1) 534 2R ZAY 59x1 FUES 2o tisie] U534 g o
xtete] A= Fig. 58 Zrh <} 100003 Aol AL wHEs ¢l (2) d5Ae] AA:

727} Z}zmo i3l U347} 200, 100003 o] iyt e} JFA2e] WAL Fig 63} Yl
100002] 2] 7§, Y=0.987 X + 0.023, R=0.998, e=0.0642] & ABAAE Boct ABAI} tf
¢ AAUgL geyict lo—
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Fig.1. A typical structure of.neural network
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Fig.3. Relation between the nuamber of hidden

Error

layers and error
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Fig.5. Change of error with time in the neural

network of 1 hidden layer(9 units)
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Fig.2. Relation between the kinds of ion
concentration and error
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Fig.4. Relation betwveen the number of units and error
in the neural network of 1 hidden layer
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Fig.6. Comparision of desired EC and trained one

for the 200 and 10,000 learning sweeps



