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Prediction model of compressive strength of recycled coarse aggregate
concrete based on TPE-XGBoost algorithm
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Abstract: In order to better predict the compressive strength of recycled coarse aggregate
concrete, a compressive strength prediction model for recycled coarse aggregate concrete based on
extreme gradient boosting ( XGBoost) algorithm was proposed. Taking the recycled coarse
aggregate concrete database as the research data set, the data set was preprocessed, and the
Bayesian optimization (BO) method was used to estimate the tree-structured parzen estimator
(TPE) to optimize the model parameters. The comparative verification of compressive strength
prediction models for recycled coarse aggregate concrete was carried out through examples. The

results show that data preprocessing and TPE-BO hyperparameter optimization methods can both
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improve model performance to a certain extent.

Compared with random forest, K-nearest

neighbor regression, support vector machine regression, and gradient boosting decision tree

models, the proposed model has higher prediction accuracy and generalization ability. The high

performance compressive strength prediction model provides a basis for the research and practice

of recycled coarse aggregate concrete, and also provides a new approach for predicting the

performance of recycled concrete.

Key words: XGBoost algorithm; recycled coarse aggregate concrete; compressive strength;

Bayesian optimization

Author resume: DAI Chengyuan(1974-) ,male,associate professor, E-mail:dcy366(@126. com.

0 3

Wil 5 2 SR T FR AR K R UL B R, £ fIG A
RIE AT IR, 3 LAk, i B 2 5 fL
b & R B A S A R S TH S R R B
M. FEIR T AL HEFR T, [ AR TR G R B
B H 5 38 22 Bk iR A D B TR, b AR A
4 0 T A A by R 5 20 X 10° ¢, 32 B AR B 7 =k
Hhiz IR EE M T, AL e B T HLA
5 8 A TR BE ()8, DRI R R AR S A B Y
I AR 2 g SR e T AU ) G

TRBE AR Rl ) 2 A Bz —, R
SRR 2ok BE IR SR 25 2 3 H AR BE IR B Ak 0 L R SR
i i LI 1) W LA G Rl E R (B 7 P
I A VR B TR — 7 — R FE AR Y T R 8
JE F- 1R BE 0 TR A SRR A D A A R SR R R
by R [P ORGP N TP A R
5% 2% WP AR M R R SR R BB M B AE AE B 2
SU R R R R R R AR R R R TR O R 2
IR APE B AR AR . H T AR R R R R LA
02 2% X TP AR ORLE BE P o B A A i
A —EER . AR EMERBERRT, HE
R R B+ 0 R o B TR e+ . Y
TR R R IR 3R AR IS S P A TR R B
o T TR A B LR AR B 3 TR BE 1
(00 R 58 B AR . il KR L B 38 K T A L
FHEBE 4 B o B A — R L bR R R R
3 o X R R AT B I T A R 4P 0 A T B i e R
ARELAY i K HFEM 2 R R . 2Rk S
H B8 T AL R R T A A0 R B R 7E AR
#1615 KR AN b b B AT T B IE RS, F L3S
A E RS LA . TSN R
{EL 58 J5 18 B0 ST T T AR HDRHE BE + Bt e o - 1
B R 25 o oy AEUY 3L T W TR A i

[

7 S F AL R B 5k 2 L O
AL RHRBE LB RS % .

PR B R BE - 59T e 58 I A2 1 2 A E I
BT S UL BB AR KO e HL B RE SR M
TR RER A AR RHR BE + bR 98 5
R Z MIAFTE S 2 Y AR S M G & L AR B2 0 2 46 2 5
/A FIE VB S 1 R ) T % DR 3R 22 [ B AH DG 1

B T 5 LB AR 9 i 3B g L LA 2 ST T IR iz
FH - TR0 R B A i A% TR RE . AT LUK g R
FERNH & KBS PP SR T A S RO AR
L-M Sk itk BP A 26 00 2%, 000 P A VR B 1 o B
Duan 5% F) TN T 25 16 £ T5000 2K 4R B ORHE BE +
P A B R R 25 e B B0 o 3 R SR A A O 4
Pl TR IRE - E AT e 45 AU R BT Al 1 A B R A BT
B AR PSO-BP Al GA-BP 1 25 I 2% 45 A4 i
P AR B RHRR R 15 L SRR AR A L 42 i
BRI TN A R R 22 R T 8 A 2% T A 2
PO 245 o 25 40 B SR e A R ) v ) e R X L 23 A A
P AR T R A R B AR A —E R R R, T
I S A E D 10 A i A ORHTR B -
560 JIE TN AR Y L AS SCHE T XGBoost 3835 X A2 4L
TEHR e 5T e 5 EAT T DL R K LE R AR
FR R 238 AR LR i e 3 A M R R AR A g
N TR R 235 40 AR 25 %8 B2 il 1 DL i 38 07 12 Ak 2
B0 AT TS JEE v 32 A BE T e otk Y JT 00 A5 Y il
A2 TN A R B - BT B A OK

1 EREE

1.1 HREAWERFEE

e B2 TH B (XGBoost) '™ 2 5t T g 3 44 11 45
B R R PR T Bk B T S S b
2 AWTE A D BB AR 25 IR 2 A 3
SRR 4h B B A R B 4 00 I 4 i . XGBoost
3 3 451 2 BRI FIORIT I D) I, S BT A A LR vk S



102 AEHAFE TRFIR

2024

ek Z 18] (P Al . 8 DRAIE R AL PR BE /Y [ L $2 71 T
BRI B3 A7 R0
L1l ek AgR

B o o) B R0 AR O BRI SRk o o A L O
Ko o) fv il il — %€ 19 07 SN A e 208 R R Y
s B . XGBoost i B T ik 155 1Y AE 22 11
BLA o7 > S0k - SR ATHI 1) 70 A1 5905 Bl AR Oy e )
ot o X — BRI B TR — A fe UL i - 32 20 0 3 A
At 2k o 5 BRI

3P = D) = D f )+ P @) (D
A9 NS T NEEARP T ; £ (2D 25 5 R
WHER sk SR e ST IR BB 2 NS 0 D FEAR B R
TR s f37 Cae) R S0 75 LA 5 & A T U AR S
1.1.2 B4 &%

XGBoost Bk, H br ek B[ 5 (2) 12 5 X &
— BB AR AR £ SRk, H bR ok ECA P 21
T3 - — B AT T T B A 451 2 R R T 3 SRR £
Z I KUK s 53— R B AR Q)
2 224 Y 13 45 ) DKL

N t
OF = D y3) + >0 =
i=1 j=1
DU+ fila) 00 (2)
i=1
KO W B BV REGy WESHE; N
IREARKL; 1y, 900 MRS BREL: >0 JIE N
j=1
)
Q) = 74 52D ) oA R 2 5Ok 5 51 9
ji=1

JE T g A5 [ A 1 it 35 B oy DS S AN
T HE.

B H AR e& R LAREAS AR S H AR PF 23 2 U545 5
YES9 EL bR A B 28 3 R O 28 AR A H AR R £ A

T
iGIj

ji=1 i€l
- 1
}prﬁwfdu+}m]+ﬂ‘ (3
j=1
KrPag =00 1y, ") shy = e 1y 97V ) s
G ZZgE;H, = zh
el el

w; MiR/ME AR E O

, G.
o= J 4
Wi H] +/\ ( )

<~ G
Of* = min(O) =T =53, o ®

11,3 AL
AR An] 3 24 R e TR R A K AR ) O B TR) A
XGBoost J 3k R W O R Mg, & X8 — A F
PR R A3 L O G R A B A 25 L DR IORE 25 B K S UEAT
IR, BT A AKX a6 s,
GG (GG
8= i, A THe A H, T He A
Arf.g MWBE:G. NETFT T EBERN ;G A
HTW AR Hy N AT 50 5 5 5

2
H 045 T 15 4000 BB 0 7 2 1 4

M T A4 S SOy
S TN e A
1.2 ETFHEMBERZENNHETRAALCEREFEE
1.2.1 Nt AR 2

D1 i3 £t 4k ( Bayesian Optimization, BO) &2 #l,
a7 2 B s — b ol 3 Y 2 8 Ak (Hyper-pa-
rameter Optimization, HPO) J5 . 4 % #8 2 5
DL ), DL Al PTSR A L S 8 & Hob 2
NEMBSBH Gy WSECEN, o) B R
T A

=y

x* =arg max[ f(x) ] P
€y

D ST DI 198 5 B 20 R R AR 3 A PSS A SR 2
PRAC, HEAACERA B AR A O A Y 2 7 s Bl . i
ST HE ARG A AR 5 R AR R B R PRI T — A28
A BRI AW T 1) 2 B0 B A B R 0 A
BERY, B3 K 3 de R AR AR
1L.2.2 MM EE AT RE

AN TR) DU 38y 0 Ak T 12 1 3 5 DO 7E T E R AR R
YR 4 pRBCAN [A] o A S PR AR 45 4 A 58 285 82 Ak
it (Tree-structured Parzen Estimator, TPE)/E
ALK (S ],

I(x) y >y

p(lb}){g(r) >y (8)
P p G| y) S S5 0 B 30 %85 B8 oK 0 o Ol 00 DU {1
v W b B R AR,y = min{ Cay s f (D)) ey
(y s fCo) b5 1) R MMAE = AR RBUNT v °
5% FEAG T 5 g (o) S WLINAE o) B 512K pRBCR T 45
Ty BB

TPE #8451 R AR e A By E N

E,, = Ji(y —ply | 2dy =

T U pGy | apy
Lfy p B DLy, 9



% 6 K kAs . F . & F TPE-XGBoost Jf i 89 7 4 418 #H i st £ 40 [ 5% B T 4L A 103
% ERT v ATREVERE K 2 B e R AT

Y= ply < y° )JR])(y ) p(y)dy —

() + A —pglo),
)

y

w =i pdy

E » =
b Yi(x) + U —pglx)

oc [(y+

%gu—wT
(10)

WSE T — A R RE 05 A28 5 e Ak B pR %
S YR SE o HA KR (o) BRI
g BF U kb Ey 5. 78 TPE B oh,
Kb E; o BB & Kb g (x)/1 (o) 1y 3 2,
() /LR R — AR e S o 76 H AR 86 UR

B L
Lt
wkmi | AEHE - SR
HARR | HARR
EHE | BRE
1
Fig. 1

A 2. FIH Python ¥ ML 2% 2 E b XG-
Boost L, ZE AN B SEMEN T K E % 1 h
(50 HE 5 2 A B XGBoost #8#1 ik 173l 5, SR 5
7 FHABSE AU 4805 000 3K 4 B8 A 7 FO CR .

A3 X BB AT A S BOR . 7RI R
f# ] 3 9738 B AIE 25 4 U 17 48 4k Xt XGBoost f5
HUFNBE AL ZR AR (RF) AL K 83T 8] 5 (KNN) 27
SRR RHLENE (SVRO AR B BF P 5 42 T (GB-
DT BRI E AT 48 S B0 b . ok B £ 2 B304, 4 1]
IR R e R R e K

B X W AR N R R
HEAT YN G o e D03t 4 B8 i A A B0 2ty g A A0 o
Pl A AS TR AR T80 (4 1 66 . 36 E 2% 465 780 1) of: 1 1k 9 b
RET7,

3 LHRR

RS
AT 58 ) B8 2 v 89 Ak 56 B 0 A AR X AL
oyt I BERFEAT YN ZR AN G o DL w14 A 1 e HR

3.1

2 FNARBIRYEZE ST

F: T XGBoost (147 A2 BRI IR 56 JEE T 00 A
TIREZRUNIEL 1 ez o P A2 LB RHIE T o 2 o000 A6 7
14 52 2 R T Python 38 4G 2 69 P A4 ML B BT
56 JE MU He 1% XF XGBoost B8 HE 47 Y1l 2, i 5 58 X
S0 A DL Pt S0 DG A B 12 T A R B S 0 ) A R 2
SCHEAT AR 8 P A R TR 6 - T i T 00 A6
TR JRE i vy o I UL 5 SSOR B i

AR 1 o SCHR 1L ]S Bt A £ A0 ML R R
BB B VR K LY R AR BB R S A R R
SR A R AR B A X e R A oAk B

/3 3
XGBoost
ﬁﬁt%bﬁ
WHE %% RF
KNN
SVR
“ I E £ GBDT
R 5
\— TR R 5t H

BAEATHEERN&EBESR

Framework of strength prediction model of recycled coarse aggregate

BEL R 4 DS RCGHIBOK TR R A B R R
FH A PR T 18 R 2 R AR RO D A A B
e i AR R B o B R RS T (R . 3R 1 8
YNNI O WRROR NG S SR - INUEE A 8 T NI EIN
e /IME . AR SO (9 20 A5 A 2 R HOK
PR B TAE 2~3 Z [ s RAR BRI 3
HANEA SN THEA 9N LA 10N S
FEA A R R 3l R T R AR B R I R SR R A
1096 ~ 1800 s P A ML B AU T BB AE 000 72
300 2841 50N ZEATTON AE AT 100 0 2 470 IR
B+ PR EAE 24, 21~73.26 MPa Zd],

F*1 HREANBATZTE
Table 1 Input variables used in study

A S B Bk | BME | P | BoME | BeRE
HE K b 89 2.53 2. 46 1.65 4.13
RIRBE RIS/ % | 89 8.22 | 8.82 | 3.82 | 10.20
PR REREAR/% | 89 | 11.60 | 13.49 | 0.00 | 17.70
A RERE/% | 89 | 60.00 | 70.00 | 0.00 | 100.00
B 58 &/ MPa 89 | 46.88 | 47.61 | 24.21 | 73.26




104 EHAFE IREER 2024 %
801 1.0
PP A --ﬂ

% 0 o ® Ceog <0 ° ﬁiﬂﬂﬁmﬁ 0.13 . 0.4
N5 20 25 30 35 40 45 0
o2 o R
(a) K EH 5 B R Wk BRE BAES BAR HUE
80 Jiz b HEE #HE ﬂﬁ R
ok - R OEE AR
£ ol 3 e = B3 WASHNHHSHESEMLEYR
| 50l g8 8 e 3 Fig.3 Multiple correlation matrix between input
o o o | ]
H 4ok L o ‘ parameters and output parameters
2 e 2
- *3 3.2 MEFRE
) SRR FE e T R T R R 98 7 1 B K
R (B o BF X FRA BOREE A AR BRI A AN EAT R R b B
L REREREERESR FLIIA 2+ XGBoost B B 2% (1 24 15 B 41 o
70} o . R 15 5 N R K A P A A 2
gl -3° . & ORI 30 SR X 9 K (8 46
2 8 c8e°g ~ 3 2 REAC N o 0 FE 388 B 2K 2 780 8 B E L XG-
R - - _ & Boost 8 2% 31 35 35 5 T b 46 4 O 38 7 DL 8
Ege SR S
090 2z 4 6 & 10 1z 14 16 18 YNGR A A B8040 49 38 0ok A o 1 A 381, 3 B 2503 2R
AR E /% . - % o v D
O LB gt {30040 R Ul 20— 0 875 2 AR
80r () 3 (SRR A A 2S5 AL
. of JEGh A S8 AR 4l © & 28 SOk ] SR R AR
5 6or BOBHREE -0 B 5 W ROK R AR R R R R A
] T RSB0 0 A
S| Bk H 550 T SR T ERS B 607 1L B
o : . . . . . (1%) T ABE AU, T B AN () B8 20 2 [R) 6 1 5 e TR 5+
= 20 0 6 80
P Remems 1 FEATIE R L 1 BRI L
(@ FARHERCESRRRR A TR B R 56 LU R, L 12 TR OB 14t e
H2 WASHBES® m%%i TR BE L ¥ K L L8 R, P AR L
Fig.2 Input parameter data distribution *’l’%{t}: - VA TR BE A B E R lﬁjj: R EE 1+ R

3 A A5 08 1 Y i A S 50 B S B0 £
A SR B o 06 1 R T e A SE M I R/, R
NS g v P A R R A SRR A R R AR R 2 R 1Y
AP B e (R=0. 76) , 2 5 A LB R B AR
SV K HE B R 6P (R=0. 37) , F- A= B8 B B AR
TR BRI K R R L i R K 3 2 AR OK R
Pt FER AR S AR R ) K S R
AL RHR B TR i B 22 18]G AR 6 1 A K R A
T 75 4 A o 5 i AR 2 R) R OGP AR R I,
1M 35 AT A i A A LR R A AR ) o A

FEWAR f./ f R ASEL
3.3 HEKNS

W 89 ZAKLIEHE IR 9 ¢ 1 B He 4 Al 2R S A
IR IR T I PO AR 2 0 34 A A

BRI 3 4732 LI SIE , BIVK )
IRAE AR B R 20 i 3 103 - 21 A i 2 AP OR TR G I 2k
LRI UE4E .

3.4 BSHMEL
B B A8 R TF 86 I s Ak HEAT TR 1) 2
B, BB 0k PR R T BB B TR . A



% 64

Kk, % L T TPE-XGBoost ik 69 B A 405 AR 8 40 & 3% B o 42 A 105

B 1 8 2 MO M) T 1 R 1Y 45 R XL T2 6 XL
W P m BRIz AR RE ) . fE S B AL b L BE A Y
TEIR LIS WAR AL R BB RO S 1% 28 A0 0L -3
PEARTE R L S RO Y T 6 2 10 4 T 2
SR & L E S . 22 A A TR 2 8000 A [R) B
ZIa S A B AR o — D SRS ] k2
IR .
%R 2 XGBoost BSHEX R HTEHE
Table 2 Meaning and scope of XGBoost hyperparameter

XGBoost i#i %t B RS
n_estimators e (30,100)
learning_rate 25 2] R (0.01,1)

gamma T 9 1E Wtk =%k (0,20)
reg_lambda L2 1 JUJ 551 4 A 0,2)
max_depth Bt KR (2,100
subsample TFREAS A7 I R 42 L B 0.8.1)

W A% 8 ROk S B R TR S A AR
AR HEAT U S5, 0 A 48 52 5300k ol ) B — > S804
B o T BRI FE I 1 T B8 VR 5 B AL I A 98 R DU i
[l e 5 11 7 2C3E 10 B 4y S B AL B AR R TS L OF
XS S B A AT R . DU e 5 02 58
0 A sk S 07k AR

(1) ¥ # 5+ TPE-XGBoost 11 P A= i & + Fil
T ASE AR AR o 11 2 s [ 7 R S BOR Y5 LN
BEALAE B S A G X =[x 2225245255 5
x| ARA KU 46 L I 25 1000 A5 A0 45 3 S B0 A A
(9 H AR 66 B B 38 LB SIE AP A S8 AR RYL T3 Y =
[ s f () s fCas) smee s f () T W R 1Y R 2
B0 TR B AR 2

(2) HeF TIUINDRG B 504 45 o RR AR 2300 43 S A A
2, @S AR AL

(3 FET E, RAERBMACHA A FH T — 4
S ECRHME S 2,0 I 20 S 80 A A B 4R
HEAT U 25, 45 310 P AR TR B B 5 R T 5 58 )
BAETFAE HE AR S (21D e

(4) 27 38 SUIG UE AT Ak 46 B T 2 25K DL &,y
VEN B S EOF &I T
3.5 #EELEMIERR

25 THI AR A 1 RE DT A 48 AR 40 Ok P e R OB
R* iR % Me VPR My, Hoh R H)
WS AR 1) TT AT M D R G R s Mg I T A 5 K
BRAE 2 2558 7 (1A 1918, My S e 150300 {1 5 5 B {2
[ 152 22 246 X5 ) - 0 T HRL S 2R

RR=1— (1
>y — 3
SRR | (12)
y = Ni:]yi
1~
Mg = >, (v — [)* (13)
N <
1 N
My =525 | o= £ (b
i=1

ey AREASEPRE s i AE @ A HEAR (945 R
TAE .

4 HRHH

4.1 BUHE AL IR X AR B M BE Y R0 43 AT

Ay 55 UE 5 A FHEXGT 5000 5 SR 1 52 e A AR
RUAE D G 00 4 (datal) R0 A 3 /5 25040 4E (data2)
VAT A AR REXT e . T 4.5 IE R R BEEE T 1Y
5 00 A5 A A o ity 2k Sz B A5E AR AE I 2 AR R 28 L
UEE B A 1E 00 . I RREARBON B A 45 . R* SN
et s XGBoost il il 45 AU 7 [ 4 £ 48 4 (datal) I 25
£ R* 135378 0. 85 1T 7% 3h , 450 1Y A T b 3 B8 4R
(data2) Fillgk4E R* 50T 1; XGBoost Fiill
R A SR K6 4E (datal) 22 G IF fc s R* 1840 M
0.7 2247, 76 T Ak PR 4 (data2) b 38 LB IF i &
#3430 0. 8 Zifi s XGBoost f& B 7E il 4b 2 % 415 4
(data2) PEREFEAL .

1.0
'—_‘——.\.\o—o
0.8f
0.6
&
0.41
—— YR
oal —— TXHiER S
¢ 5 17 29 a1 53
I GRFE A5

Bl 4 XGBoost A FEF IS SEHIRE L F ST i 2k
Fig. 4 Learning curve of XGBoost model on

original collected data set

T AL 1 8 22 5 22 U S EOR AL LA 3 Hr s X
BE R 4573 (49 24 {6 O 2 M0k BUHE A o e 28 3 57,
BRI, At U0 ASE 5 A oA BRI £ b A I R
IMRAR IR BRI BRI RE (R Y RIKRZIL T
LR CUE S ETE RS
4.2 BSHERAMEIER NS

P A J8 2R R 2 O I8 5 16 A A TR 114 2 B s 1] R
FEBY I Z MR IR L L R A R R AR R R S



106 AEHAFE TRFIR

2024

—0.6

I5 1I7 2|9 4I 1 5I3
U S
Bl 5 XGBoost BT ABHIFEE LHIF S H &
Fig.5 Learning curve of XGBoost model on
preprocessed data set
®3 HBEMAMAEHBEE LRI
Table 3 Performance comparison of models in two

different data sets

BAESE | B4R | XGBoost | RF KNN | SVR | GBDT

s Datal | 0.803 2 |0.879 3{0.91070.801 0|0.904 1
e S

Data2 | 0.947 8 |0.9338(0.976 1|0.764 2[0.933 3

) Datal | 0.5912 |0.919 3{0.844 7|0.674 9|0.753 4
ML 4R

Data2 | 0.957 6 |0.908 9|0.924 60.855 6 [0.945 3

%Y | Datal | 0.736 1 |0.6194(0.5153/0.563 40,7287

WAE4E | Data2 | 0.8457 [0.8339]0.7116(0.751 8|0.844 3

B AT DU AL B S 8 es M /N, S T
B b X6 B AN ) 2 EA0A A 7 ik X B Y M R 1Y) S
Do A% 48 2% 8 2 40 s () 5 B AL 4 3 S s ) — 2
3T 5 Hr o #2 11 13 (Gaussian Process Regression,
GPR) (% W M- Ak 5 52 T TPE 19 DL i LAk 2 %
UCBCRHTR] L R 300 ¥,

W s 48 K 5 ¥ S BE DL R 5 1 A B AR O A
2 AR S EH S A [R] T A5 D 56 91E 4 43 B
[ (R 4) . T BEPLIE R A 18 &K 28 R4 4 1 =5[]
(8 5 [B] 5 2 048 3R IR (8] R A8 T 00 A 48 2R R IR
Bl D A R 6 o B B SR R L I A R P 3
fi~7 . HET GPR 9 DLt 37 4 2 5000 1k Ak 1
TPE 1 UL w7 06 Ak i 22 (9 F90 00 A5 30 Pk 8 45408 T I

38 2 7 1 RN B ML ) A 48 Z 1 XGBoost, RF
GBDT #E# $) &  BE ARk b F+ 0. 012 8,0. 005 5,
0.000 2, T TPE (% D1 - 388 2 500 Ak 75 ¥ 1 o
{18 T AR 7R M BB 2 A F 3 T GPR 9 D 178 2 4K
A T 5 B 52 B T A5 D, XGBoost ,RF ,GBDT #i
LA R BRI B FF 0,008 2,0. 000 1,0.003 7, H
T, TPE J7 i 0y F 348 R 0f [ 292 39 s,
GPR Jy i ¥ R IRy 1 108 s, 3 5 N4
TS T80 AE A [) 68 2 B AL T 1 T At 2 1) e R 5 8K
A
4.3 AEEBEREXLE ST

N [ A0 F0 A8 6 A PR 6 BT 7R, SVR T i A5
TR B e B S s KNI 3 0 A6 784 7 A AR
2.4.9 1Ay TIOINORG B ARG B ASOR A AR 2 s GBDT
PRI A 3R A A5 3. 7.9 b I R B 22 XG-
Boost i I 455 71 AH %5 - JH il 75000 A5 750 351 0 280 SR 2 30
oA 70 A RE AR A b 0% 000 S A e 25 e
/INo XGBoost il 455 % 78 1 2 45 | 950 00 A B fie 5
(£ 6) 4l RF.KNN,SVR.,GBDT £ %I 78 il 2t 4
I, R 4y B H 0. 048 7.0. 033,0. 102,
0. 012 3, H Mgy M e ¥K T JH Al F0 0 A5 7Y

XGBoost Ul AL B AE 22 L UE - R 8 b5 = T
HoAth T A A, %F [ RFL.KNN,SVR,GBDT # %I 75
kR R B, H R 435 iy 0,013 6,0, 135 9,
0. 095 7.,0. 003, Mg K F H Al 751 I A5 2 5 46 45 F H:
ftb 5 A1, XGBoost H A T 5k 1z fL 58 J1 . H K 2
GBDT #i#Ifil RF LAY,

T A L BE X LA P 7 TR » XGBoost 38 X
B UE - X5 R B 5K L A AL ELAT S A 9 M B L KNIN
B ) 38 SUBHIE R® A fie 25 5 4% 100 D0 RS 2 119 28 S 56
IEAR B3 R® /8 T R GG IE 4L -3 M Fl
S48 My 359 K T I 25 48 TN 56 48 L H AT BE Y SR 2
P 2B R RHR BE AR B RSN 5 45 0 K TR
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Table 4 Performance comparison of prediction models under different hyperparameter optimization methods

RS HPO J5 % o 4 48 &R Rt B3 R TPE-BO GPR-BO

22 SIS IR 4 5L 0.834 7 0.834 7 0.847 5 0.839 3

XGBoost 15 #1 2 4 43 % 0.937 3 0.937 3 0.957 6 0.926 1
2/ s 126. 395 18. 006 33. 000 1 156. 000

3 Y AE 53 B 0.822 0 0.828 4 0.833 9 0.833 8

RF #1 HURENESEAR g 0.908 9 0.908 9 0.908 9 0.908 9
1wt /s 258.572 89. 504 62. 000 1 116. 000

& LB UE 43 ) 0.844 3 0.844 3 0.844 5 0.840 8

GBDT #i %1 W 4 43 H 0.945 3 0.945 3 0.934 7 0.933 8
18RI A /s 319. 599 87.701 23.000 1 053. 000
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Table 5 Optimal combination of hyperparameters of prediction models determined under different hyperparameter

optimization methods

ik S P % 18 2R FEPLIE &R TPE-BO GPR-BO
gamma 0 0 0 0
learning_rate 0.200 0 0.200 0 0.200 4 0.238 0
max_depth 2 2 2 2
XGBoost f£
n_estimators 32 32 30 49
reg_lambda 0.490 0 0.490 0 0.001 5 0.038 6
subsample 0. 800 0 0. 800 0 0.817 1 0.888 6
max_depth 5 5 5 5
max_leaf nodes None None None None
RF 5 81 max_samples None None None 0.998 7
min_samples_split 2 2 2 2
n_estimators 31 31 62 31
criterion mse mse mse friedman_mse
learning_rate 0.200 0 0.200 0 0.198 0 0.2155
max_depth 2 2 2 2
GBDT #% #4
min_impurity decrease 0 0 0 0
n_estimators 32 32 28 28
subsample 0.900 0 0. 900 0 0.900 0 0.898 8
algorithm brute brute brute brute
leaf_size 32 32 32 32
KNN & 74 n_neighbors 4 4 4 4
p 2 2 2 2
weights’ distance
kernel rbf rbf rbf rbf
SVR i % gamma 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
C 100 100 100 100
s 26 KRR SRR - A I B 31 b
1.4r o ;(éboost Table 6 Performance comparison of prediction models of
L) e IS(\I;III{I :::’ different recycled aggregate concrete
R 1.2 «- GBDT -
Sk = HZE P g4 855 | IR | XGBoost| RF KNN | SVR | GBDT

PEA 75
6 BTN EX L

Fig. 6 Comparison of predicted values of models

AR R BE - 9 AR OG5 A A 88 5 i B B v A A
SH . XGBoost ## \RF #£#)  GBDT A1l 45
B R FKAR R 5 A ASE R AR b AR 22 B0/ oz
PR 25 5 22 90 0% 25 V- B2 LU AR A g . B — A Y
2 5] M T A 2 3 (XGBoost \RF . GBDT) 4 W &
256 XUBS , 55 it #0&s KNN BRI 2645 R* KT
M4 SVR BRI 25 R® /b T IlK4E R, SVR
Y AT BEAT A 45 H KUK o

M 0.940 3 [0.933 3{0.976 1]0.764 2[0.921 6

R? ik A 0.957 6 [0.908 9{0.924 6]0.8556(0.945 3

A2 GEAE| 0.847 5 10,833 9(0.711 6(0.751 8[0.844 5

YIZ4E | 0.001 9 {0,002 1{0.0008[0.007 5[0.007 5

Msg | R4 | 0.001 5 [0.002 2|0.002 1{0.004 1{0.0020
2 LHIEAE] 0.036 5 |0.041 1]0.036 1]0.038 2{0.040 6
YIZ4E | 0.030 1 {0.0325(0.007 8]0.0710[0.071 0

Mag | R4 | 0.0266 |0.0315(0.0335[0.0555[0.034 6
ZEAE | 0.093 8 0,119 80,113 0]0.1354{0.100 4

4.4 N BRI AR B 1 E RS M S A
IS P RE AR AR OR AR 1 HOR T B 2 1
VB LT FUR G B0 B o Ak T /0 UL 5 4k B A
T Yy 7 e JE L BT A5 RAF AR 22 . /DR
B A AR S A 2 X Y ) T 45 28 A R
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Fig. 7 Comparison of model prediction performance
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W BE 23 7R B ARATY AR L AT VT 45 32 ) o o 1 . XG-
Boost #5871 1 g 5 A= A 15 RHE BE - o 4 B R
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Fig. 8 Ranking of feature importance of model
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(1) R FHACHE 7ot b 3807 vk AE — E FR BT DL
1o P A AL B R T 5 B T 1 BB . XGBoost . RF,
KNN.SVR 1 GBDT # # 75 7l &b B J5 19 £ 9 4 b
KR T B PERE R 7E 3 LI P43 ) 5
T 0.109 6.0.214 5.0.196 3.0.188 4.0. 115 6,
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(2) TPE-BO #8254k Jr 36 45 sk 42 7 48 HL
R BE 1 BT i B T AR R M B HLAOR = T
fib 48 S HUAAL Ty %

O TEAH TR AN ZRFEA S 0F TR L A 9 T4 1 1)
XGBoost Tl 45 7 4 45 - o Ath, 351 000 452 A, 150300 -4
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UL 55 B A T i RN 92 A B L X H RFUKNN
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