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Abstract In recent years, the deep integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) technologies into space weather
and space exploration is accelerating a paradigm shift in space science, from the traditional “physics—
numerical simulation” model toward a new “physics-guided data-intelligent modeling” framework. This paper
comprehensively synthesizes research progress across various subfields of space science and systematically
reviews Al-driven modeling and prediction applications in key processes such as solar physics, coronal
dynamics, solar—terrestrial coupling, geomagnetic disturbances, magnetic storms and substorms, ionospheric
responses, magnetic reconnection and turbulence evolution, and planetary space environments. Special attention
is given to the modeling capabilities of mainstream Al algorithms, including Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs), deep learning, Transformers, and Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs), in capturing multi-scale,
complex physical phenomena. Their strengths and limitations in event identification, time-series forecasting,
physical structure reconstruction, and causal inference are discussed in detail. The paper further analyzes
common challenges in current space weather Al models, including poor interpretability, imbalanced datasets, and
limited generalization capability, and emphasizes the foundational importance of building standardized “Al-
ready” databases. Using examples such as NASA's SDO mission, the SPASE metadata model, and China's
Meridian Project (CMP), the paper explores how multi-source, multi-scale observational data and physical
simulation frameworks provide critical support for AI model training and validation. It advocates leveraging the

Meridian Project as a strategic platform to build an intelligent infrastructure for China’s space science of “mission-

driven, data-grounded, and Al-powered”.
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Table 1 Primary physical processes and representative machine learning tasks across the various regions
in the Sun—-Earth space weather system
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Table 2 Performance and applicability comparison of mainstream Al models for space weather modeling
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etal, 2021); H % W3 R AT 55, 8 o 25 & kg &
SRR =2 H RN, R B K PR K
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HLH L T 4 4% (Wu et al., 2018; Jarolim et al.,
2023); £ i 8 K 5 55 25 1 K 0 it A5 rh, PINNS Ji2
R T e BE AR LR Bl g A I v ) iR i R M S A
P4 & (Rosofsky and Huerta, 2023). PINNs {9 & JE A %

A AL Gt X b Sl A A i << S Hh -y L S A

B, Dy b A e B 2 B R AR R — AR
BRETUE RGTi it 1 255 SR

2 K sIEIX (Solar Activity Region)

IR B 17 2 15 DXz K B 4% 2 1 4 (oK B B
5 H &Y IS, CME) 1 3222 % A X, Hiiin 4
4 5 VPR I L M A R A 1 ik R AL B X
25 [B] KA 52 0. 34k, AR 24 > Tk el iz
7 FH T K B 36 h I DX A U | o285 0 A AR A A
X2 T5 1 B8 DAV St 1) S BH ORI 54l v 28 i v A A
2, A R T R BE I Bl i VAR S T AE
R AP SR P e 0 AR L R K o JRE DA B AR e T
55 T R P 3 A A A LA B 1) R
Yy AR . 1 B X AL S 505 A e AR
B, BLES 2 2] BR IE B 25 B8R 4 e K BH 1 2 T4 B
R 5 R 0 G T B
2.1 1P, CME, 2F, B

Z L GE ML AR 2 21 7 ik BB 2 I K P
6 SR X B BUAT: 55 Horp, S HFm AL (SVM), 4
B 52 Bt 22 ) 4% (Cascade CNN, CCNN) L K K 45 18]
ICAZ M 45 (LSTM) 78 A FHEBE . 227 & H %4 il
S0 140 2 B 28 . Qahwaji %5 (2008). Colak Al
Qahwaji (2009) 4 %I #] 1 SVM 5 CCNN %f SOHO/
LASCO 1 NGDC $2 1 iy A BH UL %5 5 1t 47 s AL
SEPR T ORE R BHOREBE AT CME 9 T . Liu 25 (2017) {d
FHBENLAR AR (RF) 5332 T 4 2 16 21 X AE 24 /B N
T RS BE, AR Y5 I K GOES %540k
EBERI 40 B, C. M., X PUZE; BRI L F SHARP &
B T YIZEEASE . Cinto 25 (2020) HE— 5] AHb
JFE 4 TP KRR (GBDT) 5 B 8] i L, 38 3k 47 F
FEEE T T WOIORS B . 4 B2 > U7 ik (W0 RF. GBDT)
I R A YRR, A7 AR AR T — A5 Y 2ot U
A [a] .

B A R B 2 2T 1) TR R R, RO B 2 T R &
D 28 114 7 4 T T R BB BRE 8 B . P57 5 Ak e i
Huang %% (2018) & 7> SOHO/MDI F1 SDO/HMI 4 5;
BRWE ], TR H CNN AR RS2 3T 8 5 5 JE RR 1R

(4 A 42 L. Liu % (2019) 4% LSTM W £ 5] A fE 5
G3RI, ST B X AR 24 /)N B R B ARE 24 T A5
Y. Jiao 45 (2020) Bk — 25 41 JF& I ) P 1) A6, 4
T X LA E B AR ). He 5F (2022) $2 145
& LSTM 5% FRAS B2 $E 7+ (eXtreme Gradient Boosting,
XGBoost) F L I Tl e f BY, 176 L SHARP 2 8§ X
AR 5, T T AR R 48 /NI 2 A kA
=M JHEBE. Kumar A Fl Kumar V (2024) F FH X 7]
1% 1 ¥R B JT (Bidirectional Gated Recurrent Unit, BiGRU)
K IR A CNN-BiGRU M 4 F A PH 2 s b
R, 454 R R AR 45 B (CNN) 5 5 22455 (BiGRU),
FETF T SSN (K FH 28 %) #Y LAl 70000 BE . [ 4F
Kumar X #& i Vipin—{5 & 43 i 5 241 7% 2 % 11 A 7
(VD2R2w), £ i Hif [ 7 51 43 it | TR 3 ) 4% 5 7R By T
WIHLE, 75 2B 4R RSl TR G,

TEFT A ML J7 5 5 B 2 45 i g B Dy T, Ak 1
Transformer 22 #4) (1) 453 74 13,728 37 1o FH 1 oK FH 1% 2l 1
Hh. Wang 4§ (2020) FJ FHJC Wi B 4% = 5343 Br (Kernel
Principal Component Analysis, KPCA) 75 ¥ M\ & BH 7%
B X R S 2k (PIL) B BE HE R [RTAZ FI 24 /1N Y
2257 BUR Hh B HEEFR IBURAE, 45 R R W I R AE X 1
AE TN 5 VAR R 0% 7 T A 2, BB T AE SR RERRE R
{5 H: 2% 43 . Abduallah %5 (2023) #2 4 f8 SolarFlareNet
HEZRZE S T BRI Z M 4 (CNN), LSTM 5 Transformer
2%, REREHEAT 22 JOME S8 T . 255 80 3 Ao 1 ARE K B
T SR DG 2 800 I 18] 7 91, 0 3 42 T T T kS
B, JUHAE AL 3G 2 I 2 REAE 5T Je 30 0 1 R
Zhang 5§ (2025) $£H DeepHalo 1% (—F Transformer
FEAD), BT WG 31 X (AR) 76 2K 24 /i Y& 75
SRR H R Y RIS (CME). 1888 3 A
F &Ik CME T 1Y transformer #5455 7§y A hy
SDO/HMI #J SHARP ‘K i fih 2 % (18 > F#AIE), 2 T
2010 4F 11 F % 2023 4F 8 A Ay 1283 4~ CME S 4 (7%
117 425, 209 48534, 957 A~9E%: CME) # 2%L
i 45, 30 3k 2 M A7 (B ORI Bk 2R (B RN /D B 2o R
# + K (Synthetic Minority Over-sampling Technique,
SMOTE) it} R A Ak 3UAS -1 45

B A K B Sl A 5 X8 5 B ) TG L B —
k5 R e ) ORI T, RS W B LY R S IR
20 Y A 5 vk A Y RIS A R T R A R
BIfF5E o, Camporeale 25 (2017) % JH & 71t 72 (GP)
Xof R BH XUESCH 347 4320 5 T A A8, 454 DL 7 4
P AN B 5 P E AT AL . Wheatland (2023)  PINNs
N7 T S I R B H g8 A, S T X BE 5 CME
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15 2J) 1 P e R T, B TS ) DR AR T 1) B R
P 5545 B (Wheatland, 2023). Johnson R % (2024) I #)
H T — Rl 45 5 PINNs IR A HESE, HF
K FHXURT CME B 25 #2488, S0k 1% 7 i 7E AN TR
K BRI 3l R A i AR E PR RS R 0 Ak g
Shen 45 (2024) 78 H B 5% 1K PINNs 5 % B 115 0L
LD B AU 25 G, b 38 OK BH B 5 18 B 1 2 5 KR
B, B R T E RIS 12 SO I B4 A 3 v ) 1
. Tllarionov (2025) £ T PINNs 7€ K FH 2 + ¥
SR R R, 48 %O IR LA L AL
PRAE 25 30 6 5 4 T R D7 T B A A
Zheng % (2023) Xf £ Ff #i il 5 8 (LSTM, SVM, DL
55 PINNs) #5477 R Gtk e85, 48 A W) 53 i 7 AN [
B SR TR R T,
22 XKPHERERFHAIKARERETKF

K FH 7 BE i 7 (Solar Energetic Particles, SEPs)
AR BH #8485 7K 9 728 A X 2 ) R A Wil 5
P B E L, R A AL R AR 21T A
KAT AL Kb T ) R G 7 R A CHHER. B
0, C &A1V 2058 R T RIHPLE 5 > 5
HEARXS SEPs F A4 AT HEAR 5 FU, DL =5 % K FH
i 2 T 25 ] R A0S 1 g 07 32 2. 481 2, Kasapis 55
(2022) $#2 1 T —Fh 3 F SMARP (Space-Weather MDI
Active Region Patches) £t #fs 1 H 2/ 1k SEPs = {4 i il
Jiik, G54 T ZE AL BIAAR . X — Ty ki it
40 R A 0 5 32 55l B 2 0 | N e 0 oA
R 72% $ETEE 92%, H HAEWS AT 55.3 min 4T
o, B K M R T T U R G0 I A SRR
Stumpo 45 (2021) i — 25 X LA 1Y S B K PH R 2
P i 557 (ESPERTA) #E47T T HLAR 2% 2T ek, 51 A
Fii A - 42 1E 5 SMOTE #§ 4k - #7445 32, i 1 41t 4k
B 53 A R AR AR ) BUN AR 7. IR SR A5 R R, X
LAY TE O B8 26 40 A — Bk YRR T, 00 A R
(POD) ik #| 0.83, i %K (FAR) B & 0.39, #f — &
P TR RS B SRR e . TEIRE R ik,
Abduallah 55 (2022) $2& 4 T — Fl 56 F B Ja) K 40 4
012 B 4% (bILSTM) (Y SEPs 35 4 1 I J7 &, # H
SDO/HMI ) SHARP %% it 4 ¥ Z: %k, 31454 2010—
2021 4 [8] /) GOES ## B 5 DONKI 45, #3717 —
A~ T SEPs = 4 $ 0 % K5 9 4 . 3d i 5 Rl AL AR
A (RF) F1 £ 2 B0 AL (MLP) B2 &1 i % 1, 2% 1
biLSTM 45 70 75 i 2% . F1 {80 S Ak 25 15 0 45 22 33 -
flifabr 3900 T HABAE GEAL AR 2] T ik, R TR
J&E 3 A AR A A B 3 2 4 P ) S 3 A L e b,

Moreland 55 (2024) #E i} ) MEMPSEP-III %% #5 4 , %
& T Z VB, 1055 GOES, ACE, SDO #il SOHO %
TR, W T 23 555 24 KB 3 A W 4
W] 252 4 BH MR S5 00 R 17542 S B PERE AR, R
SEPs =5 {4 T I $2 41 1 3= 55 A I 5 9% U5 RN B v A T
WK BE . Whitman 25 (2023) % 36 #h 24 5 Bl 224 X T
J% 0 SEPs AL YE 47 T R gh | AU 28 Y A HE 240 06 A
R PRI | HLAS S SRR e 2 B &R 5
25 T 55 R R T 00 0 45 4l 1) DG B O R, e PR A ok i
5 47 L 5 ASE TR AR Ao~ o 3ok A o 45 47 B ok e
B, BTH AR5 A H AT AL S 1 I 2 43 A1 5 B g o
AR RIH N T B AR RS rh Ul B 24K
Hepiil 52 5o 256 22 R AL i X Tl a7

5 K FH AE 48 S 7000 75 1, Lai %5 (2021) 42 i
T —Fh 8 G TR B[] Y 31 5B 28 (Deep Time-series
Clustering, DTC) 5 F¢ fiF 73 & J1 %% B #l I (Feature
Attention based Deep Forecasting, FADF) [ & & &
2F SRR3R AT — /N T 4 BR K - i K BH R
A8 & (Global Horizontal Irradiance, GHI). 1% 1% %l 7 4b
PR BH 8 555 0 FE SR A Ry 3 28 AR [R] R L, B
5 A i i 7E Ttupiranga (E 7)) 1 Ocala (3€ [#)
PB4 4R RSk, AR LA S 0 R e R A
PEREIRY 73 B AR T 11.88% il 12.65% B 15 AR 1%
22 (RMSE), $2& & 1 K [ 4@ 55 350000 i) #E ff 75 . Daniell
1 Mehta (2023) W4 Hh T — B 48 Jli o 28 0 2% 5 125,
¥ 2 2 BANHL (MLP) 5K WE 12 M 4% (LSTM) 45
B BEOUE R B I R UR R P 5 HEAT I T 6 e
e O S 800 L, % 7 T AE A X ¥ O iR 22
(rRMSE) 4548 b5 [, AHAE T 4% 48 1Y 2 1 0] 0 48 A4 42
TET 48% 2 59%, A J ) oK BH e ) 000 S A4t 1 5
FERARff 7 2. Yan S N &% (2025) & A iTransformer
BRI Fo, 098 555 B0 30 1 o0 047 3K 5 2B 5 il
W, Il A 45 S AR R A R AR [RS8 5] A
TR X STERBEBEAEEL . I B KRGS TR X PR 5
A SRR AR IR B SR R K B I 2
FRAE (4 R BE F7. 55 SWPC, BGS HI CLS %5 [ bl
55 TR AL 1 4 25 AR L, 1207 1 A e 0 R v
Tt rp S T T R MR S AR v, IR EAS IR K B
1% Bl B B e 3 B R R WA, S Fo 7 F8 B T
R B AL TR Y A D 5 %8 . Kumari Al Toshniwal
(2021) Xof ¥ JBE 2% > 455 AU 7 K PH i B2 A v Ay g FH
AT T A MERE, H AT T LSTM, IR JE 5 & W
2% (DBN), 4 B 25 I 45 (CNN) 45 42 44 76 1 X oK B
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e S 0y TR B 2 R A AR L B A T A
WFSE R, TR 2 ~) A R A 1 26 5 i B A T 2 42
GETH R BRI JZ LA 7~ 7 1, REAE 1 1 1l 4l 4t
K BRAR S b i 52 A A 3 i 2R s A
LA M RE AN 52 B BRAG BT 9 B2 T, 38 5 i A
fEREFE . KRB 732 LI K I ) RORE C ' 45 TR 3R %
LEES)

3 AT R ARBAX

R 35 H: 55 1 R 2 09 A AR L, AT PR R
BH JXURT 5 2 K] 40 S P 28 55 380 1 90 A1) 3z b K B XL
(upstream solar wind) 5 =5 ¥ Il T Ui (9 3 H K FH XL
(downstream solar wind). JH: Hv, 375 b oK FH XU A 25 1]
KA TR, AL 3 B A2 L AL &
KIS (R L B E L WG 5 R AF) X F R
B 22 5 11 B A R A T L e s L DL
il 478 <375 1, K BH XU A A2 1 85 4l Bl A 43 25 R
507 DL K AT 3R Bl 1) 504 FI > = AN T, A 43 A 56
WhoE ik .
3.1 REREMEERE

MHTEN X CME 5 4 FHXE H b 53 8] 4% 3% 1 72
IESE, O & B H 2R T8 R IA 2. RGO
SR A I AN TR, X S A TR RS SR UH AN Sk 2K
O Gi it 2] S Gl as 2 ST R, @ 6 B 2 K
2% (CNN) & 7Y, (3 Transformer J7 §1] & B A A AU
@ ZREERGRAHE, © WG T ALBS
BERY . 25 IR AITE S A 4 sh 25 H iR 53 L 1] )
T 5 14 4% s A A A T R B R Rl B R A A 538
SEPURLS

Camporeale 55 (2017) 2 T 5 7 o # [ 15 (GPR)
B X OMNI £ HE 47 00 2K BH XL A 84328, 40 28
TERR R I 33 90%; Oliveira 25 (2024) F1J FH [l 19 77 v
45 & SC23-SC25 1Y B F $ 5 Wik = 4 B 40 il
SC25 I I 38 Ol 275 £ 10 WK, & T SC24 {HAK T
SC23, W 7n i Ge it Iy AR KW S il v i A2 e 1
5552 FHE . Collin %5 (2025) P & T —Fh 3 T £ 35 5
5] U5 A S Y, ) K BH A 22 40 (EUV) G A 4R B
H 200 1 A 7B DL K 27 KT A K BH XU 45 R 10E,
T 4 K5 B 325 1 BR (1) K FHXGE (SWS), JEH e 7
1 A BH XL (HSS). B 051 35 Lasso 45 AiF 358 5 A4 1
AR ffe (fif P HSS W {7 I A 1] 80), 7€ 2010—2019
AR b S U7 MR R 25 (RMSE) 68.1 kmes™', HSS

W ff 3 & RMSE 76.8 kms ', H 76 %5 25 K FH J&
(2020—2023) A9 Ml 55 Tt 2% B 0T 5 (RMSE 80.3
km-s™). 1% B A T ph 2 4% RN G AR Bh g 2
(MHD) 0 45 52 2% 75 1, AGE 3 /0 i Py BARRAE B ]
fif# B R FB A3 A BH XL AR 4k . Ahn %5 (2025) Xt e T 40 %
PEZ YR 5 BE 2% ) (DL) BERLLE 1 AU &b K BH K
RS e A P e, H DA R R BH XU (HSS) 1Y T
T B9 7 25 2012—2020 AEAH4E 10—12 A, il
1 GE R R R G AE Ty i, o0 WS [ BE 39 2 A
7SRRI R P, & I DL AR TR 75 v B0 1 AR
EEE AR ShiY R 4F (2021, 2022) T & 14 2 4
[ 53 S TR 07 FH T 1 A (A AR B CME J2& 5
2K HBR , % 45> CME i B 4 75 5 1 1% 3 f AR
LY 7 2 B E, FH T CME X b A 250 2E 75000 Fn L 4
53 #1 . Oliveira 5 (2024) %& T SC23-SC25 Ji 11 A9 K
FH 2 75505 B0 = R e T T 5, 2 57 [ U A 78 51
SC25 W4T B BRI M 26 275 + 10 K, Bl ki T
SC24 (187 + 8 ), (HAAIKF SC23 (343 + 12 IR), £
W1 SC25 Bl 5 8 rp %5 5 3 A K BTG s ke 38 122558
TH5 ¥ AE A W AR fa S B 1 B A R4 i 3
fil B )y 5 FasE M. Amaya £ (2020) 3T [ 2H 2 ik 55
(Self-Organizing Map, SOM) 5 ¥ i 43 73 # (Principal
Component Analysis, PCA)/ H 3l 4 15 #% X} ACE T2
14 5005 E T R 2, BT X 4 8 T XU I 25 245 4
Roberts %5 (2020) 7F K-means J& il [ 51 A 38 X2 jig
A AR JR AR o, 208 A 5 53 S HE R DL 2 1Y
T TE 25 14 . Narock %5 (2024) 4 & 1 4 28 b 25 W) 2%
(PNN) 1 70 3 — 25 5| A B A LA o Ak 0 28 AN 1 o
P, SEBE 96% 1Y 43 2 MR 2, 78 3G 9 A AL ] 5 Y
[ B DR T AT A R

Nguyen 55 (2019) £ 1 2 T CNN 25 5 8l % 1
5 (A ) ICME H sh U518 %, 78 WIND 04
£ LS T 2 84% 1Y A Inl ARG JE, B H iR K
L PR AE SR BUBE /7. Raju H Fl Das S (2021) #E— 4
¥ CNN 17 F T SDO/AIA 193 A5 k47 A 1 X33k J37
[l 945 %, T Lin R P 48 (2024) 454 £ b 51K
145y BB, FT CNN S HESREL CME RO | £ 78
oA B %280 Upendran % (2020) 42 ) WindNet
BRI, Fil & CNN 5 LSTM W 2% %} SDO #% % 4h & 1%
PEAT ISR, T L1 A5 K BH XU B, & e+ A B1A
S5FNE R MR Liu 28 (2023) # Transformer #1, il
UK BH AL 3 A5, B2 5 1 % s (i) 44 At 45 440 1)
A RORE BE 1M Alielden %5 (2023) 2 ! A9 LSTM-CNN
£ 1 15 0 LCNN, %5 4 STEREO-A/B % i 7 Il IR
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(Interface Region, FL1A] X)) /£ #& B} [A] , 7£ 20 ~ 160 min
FIUI T 1 P 35 2 93% Y U, Ry = ) T 4
HE 37 #F. Legnaro 55 (2025) fifi FH 45 B4 25 % 4% CNNs
MAR A Transformer ViTs, 3T Mount Wilson 4335 J7
ZEXT K BAE 3 X R AT 43 28, B ZEPEAN AN IR 424
() 1k RE . fd 1] SOLAR-STORMI %4 £ (2010—2017
4, % 15641 DFEAS, 43 alpha. beta, beta-X =),
T4 A5 B 3G 8 T A 2 S U A AL 25 I R 4
B T R 22335 8 7T 32 T B (ResNet18 I 5
0.903); 12 I 74 & i}, DeiT 5 % ¢ B fi A (i R
0.901); 1% FH % 2 1% % i Pk R S AR (i iy o 1 R
0.877).

T ZRBSERSRGHEA, LY C 4% (2024)
Fa S P o 5 ek R PT80S R, L Model
B 254 11 3004 1 2 %50, AH 3¢ 21 CNN A (Model
A) TE AL A B 1) $50 0 v 15 22 B AR 29 33%, MAE (Mean
Absolute Error, - )46 Xf 1% 22 ) A 5.12 /NI, JESE 4%
A W AZ LI 55 4 B2 I 2k AL B 2 D AR g i
$&£F+ CME 21| 35 B [a] 13 30K B . Guastavino 45 (2023)
DU 3 ol Gy L 4SS AR 5 b 2 ) 5% 1 L o B 4R
Fo, 7E 1~ 6 /N T % 11 P ik 2 400 T 4% e 5080 Bk 3
Jr, JBOR T W EALE 5] S AE AL A 1 7).
Yang 55 (2018) £ 1R &5 & e IR M AL &Y (HISS), 455
N T2 W 4 5 KRR 280, 76 1 AU K BH XU
JE T R B T 0.74 YA E RS 68 kmes™ Y iR
2. Lin R %5 (2024) ¢ PFSS Z1MfE Az 1l 1) 4 3 I AE R
CNN f#ii A, SEELXF 3 ~ 6 K i K BH R B (4 3550
RMSE 4 80.8 + 4.8 km's™', /% T H 8145 ¥ 16 IR
JE A5 R0 op (1 4% 0 /E . Barros 45 (2024) 5] A RNN X}
MULTI-VP & B ) i 55 AF 2E 47 Ak, BIAE AN 5 50
SR BRI R SR T RIS R AR T SR
32 KPBARS 2

TEAT B R K B XUBIE 5, S [ 288 28 O B R Y
B 23 20 T i LR PR AL | 3 Bl 2 DA B b sk
25 B KA 2 m HoA B 208 . HA, ALK s YK
BH X3 205 1 KRBT 0 LR PR AR BR A2 (1) 58
THEE 2 J7 LR (2) W48 28 43 2 5 1%

%t i 2# > J5 B LA Camporeale 5 (2017) 32 H /Y
i 7 A B2 8103 (GPR) 7 vk O AR ER L B A fif
OMNI £ 4f v 19 J3 58 b 8 AR AS, BE K B XUk 2
(Vaw)s BT ERUEZE (o) £ KBS E S
T X ejecta, H BT KL, Pt URT B X5 8 XL 28 R
BRI A HE 53 2. 2 S UHERA R34 i 90%, If- i — 20
F| ] Bayesian A 5 5 tH 7+ 55 [R] 2 780 2 1] (1) 5% B AR

B, 90 R T R BH XU fb B AL 5 A e T R e i F
FEMESR O IR AE /AN AR S5 T R B R AP i iz Ak
A8 1 5 N0 MR IR AR 00 . Li 45 (2020) $2& 3 — Fl 3
TFHLES 2 2 B R BRI 2507 5, 8% 1 AU &b i K FH
AR H 5 )RR 5 e 3 A P AL L R B A B A U
ARG 2R A B XL L DX 2 s XA B XU 58 40 i 4
DU, 3@ X 13 A K XS0 8191 A4l & k4T
G52, WE NAESHTE (Bw Ny Ty Vi Nop Tox/ T
Sy M) FILEAE, Horh KNN J3 28 285 1 S A i o
B, 18 92.8%. Amaya %5 (2020) 25 & H 41 41wk Gt
(SOM). FE 7343 #r (PCA) Fl A 3l % i &% (X ACE
TLRLIE 14 4 0 R BH RECHE #E 4T T RIS, 42 i
DSOM 732 HESL, R AU Hh %2 0 X5 I A5 4 s 445
¥, JF S BT R PH XU 1 o R Y 5% S nT Ak
Roberts % (2020) F] /| K-means & 7% 5] A 38 X 12 jig
BE | A RE e AR R B AR, ACE B8 R
Rl 43 H ICME 5 4k 20 KAE 27, JRoR T Ny #i AR
R B> 25 W /7. Narock %5 (2024) 2 H A HE 5 p
25 4% (PNN) LAB /R 2% B | B LE . 45 85 ARl
e 4 /PLE oL NS RO N NS E e S R
(B KU i R B DX i | i s A R 22 ). A AR
At 5 AR AN e MO AT, R
96% 432 HERA 2 (1) [F] B 8 25 1 o T AT 1) m] {5 BE
AR, A S0 E AR o 410 Bl R ok 3 4 A TR rh R 3
5.
3.3 KBHX T 4R B

IR BH PRI A 2 ] R AR TR Ak T A O
R BA S BT 2 2 (] KA TR 3R A% O AR
o, X T SC I M RE PR B . F R )R ER AL AR A R CE
) 2 AT TR LA R S AR G vk 2O T B
FER (4 ENLIL, WSA-ENLIL %), 4 /i 58 F By
DU =25 B AR R TF: (1) R BR 3l i 45 R 25 1) 4% i
MAEAY s (2) Z2 25 ml )5 5 $ds 8 @A AL (3) 4 2 -
Al il & 158,

Lin R % (2024) $& @l & PFSS (37U 1) Hh
55 B4 M 2% (CNN) (1% FI0AE 42, F1 T GONG Wi
I B4 S R G L A BE 90 % 180 4338 2R (1) 1 37 IR A e
RS, SCIAT 3~ 6 K S5 L1 A BH X 3 A 70
FEAEE 22, BEAVERAS T 0.53 £ 0.07 [ AHE &R
. 80.8 + 4.8 km's™ Y 15 M 1% 2% (RMSE) 1 0.39
) fr 3 S 2R BB P 43 (TSS), T840 ¥ T CNN 7
H 52 45 ¥4 8 5 % R AE 82 85 )7 1 (1% 7 77 . Hecht
5 (2023) I T Z E WA ML 2 A8 R BH XS
BOmi LR, AT T B R R
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BE LR T L A LA 2 OB AR IR LR AR
T G B 18 5 5 R 4, i 2R R AR A
THSRF2E TR, O P T2 [R50 78 B 1k 5 3
LML 7 ) TR 5 [E IR, Bouriat 45 (2022)
X} ACE T1A2 1998—2021 4F- ) SWEPAM 5 MAG 4
PR VEAT T AR AL S5 R TR A0 B0, A i B U3
PEFIR] ) PR B RCHE A, k4 I 2% 5 A L 2 T
AL T Rafd () $PE . Yang 1 Shen (2019, 2021)
4T —FE B ALSS & 09 =48 MHD 17 2 Fr K FH
JRURE TR . 2 0 78 7] 22 b U0 50 05 0 ANIN 2 A 3R B
ERESURTS: LI N LY ET7E JE R AR E N e ST TP
e, o R A PR 52 B (pB) WL, G B 5E i
ANN 2545 g R0 pB O8I 4 S, R ) S 3 {1 9A
2 RE ) A H 7 5% BE A5 IZ A R RE S P BLUR R
S B 4K 5341, 5 OMNI Al Ulysses Wi £ 45 —
PR

Johnson %5 (2022) T K #& 45 & S AL AL 5 1)
PR (10 4 P A 8 2 I 4% T 1, R T R a2 1R
A A 2K BB, XF NASA OMNI ¥ 48 HE 47 £ 0
B 18] 7 91 4 A, 38 o I 2 192 12 I 2% (LSTM),
& B 28 W 4% (CNIN) A5 R R B 2 S A0, 00 T
T B B BRAT TR = 2D A4S0 () A e, A A BH XL
T B A4 TR A A RiE 2 . Guastavino S (2023) i
— 5 4 OB BEIR A AR . g H i B
Hi AL A 5 CME 1Y BH 77 2 85, 7R FH A28 ) 2%
X A% 4% 15 25 E AT R I Ak, A B T T AT R TR
I ) o 6 1 . Barros 5 (2024) 223 % RNN 5| A
MULTI-VP #5 %1 /%) 9] 43 25 04 O Ak o 72 b, RO R X6
SRR T U Sk, AGE S X R R A R, R
PET& T RTORG B 5 B UE RS
3.4 JEHE KPR : S HUE FREEE

AT Hi K FH XU A AF 5T 32 R AR T 5 o A
T U ) 4 8 X, (Magnetosheath). £ 24 2K FH XU b 3k
2 FE B AR FH ) 1 A8 ST, X X B 7 4 B TR
FE45 | TORER BT W BE iz % 3 ) 2R R
oy 1 G A €. 0 HORE A U 5 AR T R T A5 )
RATIA A) Bef 25 5 o 0 LA T B S 2T,
b BE X~ B DX 9 I D S 43 2 % A ) g I 4
Gy W B S B Gz AR sh A AR
B 75 . Breuillard %5 (2020) 8 T —Fp 3 T 2 E
i1 2  2% (Fully Convolutional Network, FCN) ) 432
AL %F MMS (2016—2019 4E) (T &+ 26 &% 5 1
R EAT B shbr i, B3 KBHR, 53k . /S .

BRI A, BALIEAR IR R IR B T 89% YR
FIAERG R, IR £ Cluster 4T 45 508, 100E T
HOS AT 45 09Iz AL BE /1. Lalti 25 (2022) #F— 2B 8 ~r T
H T e KRR 1) 5 e 2 B g Bdie A (2797 1%
By, J 8 A LR B 05, 5 Alfvén D% (MA)
GO BRIE bR T, s T AT AR R T
S Ty AR T e, H A B H R A
JEE 3L 336 ik 14 2% 6] 4544 . Olshevsky %5 (2021) & F CNN
BRI XS MMS WES -3 X (DIS) — 4 G 1% K #4743
B, ST A BH R, RS | R 2 A DX R RS
I8, AR AE B R 1 98%, 4 il HEL A T Uk o i
2550 BRI IX . Toy-Edens 25 (2024) 42 H —Fh
T E R 5 & (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM)
B JC W B A ) 5 s, A5G B SRR IE AR LS S AL HL,
X} 8 4F MMS B ds A7 Jobr i R 2, e 4 HoWl
SR B, HT AR L B R E 2 DU, A1 S MER R A
97.8%, FFSEI T Ao I 4 B ) A

Koller % (2024) i 1< XF H 2 il e I ) =5 % K BH
IER A3 BT 2 B, 2 208 B0 R P R o 2 930 A 1
T D ARG h s B T R R O, 3 X
T H A IR X B X (2 CME B85 37 4 X)) % i i A =X
Dimmock 1 Nykyri (2013) | ] THEMIS 047 UL %%
P kb 7RG X B L B S RGN G A
15, I 45 H 78 M 2 B0 S5 R R L X BAE AR
B AN X R, i 45 A5 8 T 42 Bk MHD 5
BATS-R-US W53k, i#f — 20 55 52 1 B —g 45 5
SRR I HLe B R S 4 L 4 S 0 T g
Karlsson %5 (2021) 454 Cluster fiii K % 22 & 0L, JF
RTETHEF#E. @05 & m s
TR, A RO T it R 2 X6 R A U 4
B4 B T, 1 T T AR A A AR . A et R B
[fil, Raptis % (2020) 4 2 1 %) 4 W5 i B0 g, JF I 2%
FTF MMS B0 B o 2 T 265 B 750 52 B G 3 288 780 ) 4
%5 (0g, < 45° HUEF-AT, 05, > 45° JUETRET), 225U
1 % 535 93%, B 7F IMF $i0ds B2 15 2 A 4R £
i g B FEPE. O'Brien %5 (2024) 7F & 1) PRIME-SH
(Probabilistic Regression of Inputs to the Magnetosheath
Environment) A5 74 U] 3£ F Wind fiif K #§ L1 & 0000,
YIZRAE I 25 R0 28 (RNN) X MM 44 30 Fi 1, 445 25 2
TR AT WE =R 8], 6% A R0 AL 0 BRAE |
W . WA S AR R IR, AT i
ZLRRMEARIT 4 (CRPS) #65h5 LiA 3] T 0.2270, 1 41
TG A IR,
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4  HMi#E)Z (Outer Magnetosphere)

4.1 EIAEHE SHETR

Tia) B TAT G )23 2 ik 55 K FH XUAH BCAE 9 56 —
AUV, HL 4540 e X 2 e B 1 A A [ RS 8
B P s 1k B S BT B 22 0k N T 22
2% (ANN) 5] A il )2 25 #) 2 8% . Dmitriev 1 Suvorova
(2000) 3£ F NeuroShell2 - {5 #4 . ANN B A, F F
K BHXURT IMF 25015000 = 4 g J2 0007 &, AR T
T A AT FRYE 0 20 6 GE 7, B 7R T RE)Z TUAEAS
[ IMF 3= S #L ] (U 2 H i | G 2 06 4 i L i) i
TRUFR) T FA A B A R, BEE T REE AT B )
A HE SR Wang 45 (2025a) it — 2 3 T MMS T2 %L
Wi, B85 G /N AR 4 5 PSR A 2R, ) K P X1
J22 28 5 DX 1Y) 22 28 0 A s A 43 DR A, S B 1 %R
BHOA . 5 3k . mESS . 12 IO R N R 2 45 X A
SRR o, BE R T T A 1] DX A R B S

B A R B 27 20 1) R R, A R A 8 0o 24 R HL K
HWiCIC S5 1k )1z F 1 g2 X3 sh A U0 5 4y
2%, Yeakel 5 (2022) 7 Cassini H( 4 I L8 L #4325
FRVEAE, 45 W LSTM 78 7% J2 T 2 R 51 v iy v
B %t 5 (82.1%), RE NS U $2 2 4% 2 1 [1] P 31 v
A . BE b, AR AE U] H O =5 3t 2 bk g
5 B3R ) 2R E B 91.2%, B E T HAE I R e B4
DU A R P B 1 . Tnnocenti 55 (2021) A A 4 2 ke 55
(Self-Organizing Map, SOM) %} 4= Bk MHD #5% 48 %% #fx
(1) JR B 45 B AR S HIEAT IR e R 28, T R oK
BH R, i 8 R 2% 30 S A5 X8, J R T R B A 2
TETC T eI bR i 2514 F 19 IX 38 51 5E /1. Edmond 45
(2024) 254 F M40 M (PCA). SOM 52 R B2k, X}
THEMIS 5 MMS (1) S 4 647 R 48 3, 1) i
8000 /> 2 i T 4 1) 43 FSBCHE B, I AR 1R s AR S
WG R AR AE Y, B AR MER AR 99.4%, S
AL )2 H 8l 43 5 10 e dF B AR 22 — . Nguyen 45 (2019,
2022) ¥ £ B $2 FF A (Gradient Boosting Machine, GBM)
I FH T 22 UL K 2 0 B 50d , SE BN W2 5 KB
AU 2 2 B SR, o3 20KG BE S IR AR AR
TAEGE S F ML (SVM) FIBEHLAR R (RF) $EARL, If:
BCIIR E T R 3 5 A 2 bR T O 4R Li
S 4% (2023) £ 1 2 T A 5] A Shapley il 2 fift B
#& # (SHapley Additive exPlanations, SHAP) fi# B¢ HE
20 B R B RSN JE 5 IMF 43 5 4 % J2 55 B8 B B

(MSD) Hiil () 5% 1, 48 7~ IMF B, 5 #3722 [1]
A Al 2 B [R5 AT 7 45 2 45 14 15 & MSD M1
DX, S R T T RIAL Y ) R A R S W

Sk G WA G T AE W )2 TOU300 K6 I v i PR 3
FR ], Wang J Q % (2024) 41 % SMILE 1T 45 W #% )2
Tl (magnetopause) 1) £ Wl 75 5K, £ i1} OESA-UNet £
R 2B 25 G IE N AL PR R R P (SE
He Rl CBAM #ibR) K U AU R 45 2544, F T AT FR AL
Y1 (FOV 2y 16° x 27°) H 4K X 5 4 A5 v A6 il )23
T & X 17064 5K MHD K& 11245
W, A A 5 25 0 T A% S 3 Gk D ok RN oAt 1 L
S EREARD (41 UNet, DeeplabV3+), ] A % 3 151 4k
UG T7 % (TFA) 4T = 4 )2 100 3, ik HJ
1% )22 55 IR B XURH B A FH 9 48 G R R S
42 WNHE: MEEBFHA

i BR AN S1 1% 2 v 0 g R A R R D A
AE g A 2R | HIBCRE I B B P AL T AR v B O
7, AE R A AT AL 53 Y 28 £ . OB oY &
PRI S LS AR L B A T 5 9K S AL S A O )
R, R SR 2 55 [ 2t Ty 0 o) i e A R AR R 1 2 )
25 VEAT 40 Ak A R A B 5% 1Y 28 i O . Bakrania 45
(2020) ¥ H h4ifS 4% (AE). 55001 (PCA). HIMH
T SRR R RBIELG G, MR 50 =y K55
BT RBE N 4y S N\ T2, I AR A g Ny
b e W% o AR R A Ry AT e M SRR
PE. L Ah, Wang 45 (2025b) Il H MMS £ 40 F1 g i e
R G T 2%, G R X 58 Tk 2 K 0y
X AR AY, SCEE T X 4 B2 B AL A (cross-tail current sheet,
CTCS). H.0> %8 F1K A (central plasma sheet, CPS).,
HEB TR R 1A )Z (plasma sheet boundary layer, PSBL)
FE M (lobe) 55 DX I A B 2 X 3, drak & @ o0 P A
Ji) DX 3, AR B ) 1 4 T

1E 3N A FEIB R J7 T, Constantinescu £l Marghitu
(2020) 4 [ 153 4 28 9 4 (FNN) 598 80 i 11 5 R A 25
&, IR & YEIKT (BBFs) 5 BE & 4% e [X 45 (ECRs),
1A BIOCR A R W LA AL PRS- 5 40 o A, T A
F T Ul gRe e kS F AR H 2 7. Stephens #11 Sitnov
(2021) 4 2 JE BT K 2% B B, 45 6 0 SR A2 1R
(KNN) 550, 7 155 400 rb il 32 Pl i 728 3 5 1 A Ak
FiRRUE, IS NWEZ 30 J1 2% (A% ) 15 5%
55 H P ) Al A, SC B ELPL D B R 4R AR
A

iF 6] 5 271 39090 7 T8, Priyadarshi %5 (2021) 5] A
LSTM #4 Bk T RCM A4 4y 13 1) - 47 ¢ 1 15U 0 AE
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28 A BTN R R LA o B i A5 B R R 2 (o
L g S g A ), R S ) FAR R — B
. Swiger 4 (2020) i — 256 IMF &4 . K A XU
Vi /5% B 55 0 by B A5 S A5 SR sl IR T 5 A R 48 T 4%
HEZEH FEXT 1~ 200 keV HLF-3l S HE 4T 4 /N5 O
T o5 25 R 2 0.38, B UiE 14 1 3h A g
B -4 BR A SR 1A Rk

ZHCRBIT I, Yue 55 (2015) F] I 52 45 1 & [
T (SVR) $ A, ¥y 3 205 30 1] — 4k 45 B8 1A 7 1 7
FRU T SV 1K 3 1 A R 3R ) A AR K B
BN s R BH B - H0S5 o A, A SRS [ A 1
55 by i X A S R AL, R 22 KR
5%, H&& 5 TR IS k. 76 oG R i A, Cao
45 (2023) 55 BEPLAR AR (RF) 586 8 §2 T+ B (GBDT)
X ARTEMIS 5 Cluster 2 i £48 #F 47 47 i 82 2% 43
Br, KB IMF B, 534 | Dst 46 UG R ERS V, 5
V. 43 i 5 ) B B 3 TR TR A R R T T v A DG
RHBGK 0.75, B F L TAE G APERAL, I8 7R IMF
5500 R A B Y R B AR, R AU R RE ) A
558 1) 3K 2 PR ] A A 5 4R 3.

B B840 9K 20 T A1, — S RIF 5 S 0N A B AR A
R S B 2 R B A ALZ5 9. 4 Swiger 4% (2020) A5
I NS N N D O 0 NG 7 B2 BU R S s
(g b 77 BF ) 5 5 IR AE S B 5 A T3 Y
R LA % AR AR BT 3 3 A YT R eR B R E R
HZRHFB, 9l AREEBE . B A Ak SE L A
BB T AT AL B — BOME 48 1]

5 W#E)Z (Inner Magnetosphere)

51 iEEH

b 3R A AR S G2 T B BR L R B R B
HL KL fit i DX 3ok, L PR 3 174 DR i o R Ok
25 [A) KA TV BLA AR . S A0, AT 45 R 76 48
SRR T N, s Tl I, F
AP XSk e S 45 Ty T K HE R B G e AL
B 1 e W 2% 3K 22 SR FH A% 28 I 4% 5 0 I RS AR
Koons #l Gorney (1991) #4 & = JZ BN 5 M 2%, LA Kp
e B 51T B PR REE 2 R A, A AL GEO #Lil
>3 MeV Hi, 7 il & . Stringer 4% (1996) i## —H 5] AW
Hi o sE (MILT), 386 56 ot /)N B 20 R 11 6t st 00000 05
Turner 1 Li (2008) W] 45 438 & FH & W 5 fedd:, &
SEGETE Il AR, R TFXT 1.1 ~ 1.5 MeV fEB b 45 B

T AR, O S AR A S AR TS B
A 2 20 B SRR B R R, B 9 3 SR L A e A2
% (LSTM). Z8 41 A 45 #% (VAE) 55 17 91 55 % 1
38 £ B[] AL ST S0 . Sun 45 (2023) AT Wei 45
(2018) & i 3 T LSTM iy £ H FLIAE 4L, 75 2 1> g
BE (BRI 2 5 RE >2 MeV) ¥ 3% B A e 5K
RMSE. Zhang % (2022) R Hl £ 54545 50 fi# (EMD) 25
A LSTM, $&7 T % i 38 5 ¢ 44 iy e Pk 5 T
K BE; 1 Chu 57 (2021) 48 H) 9 ORIENT-R 45 84 Ji| 72
A 2 B S R T 38 A A BH XU S B A
KR ER =095 [ I AH & M. Ma %5 (2023,
2024) B K & 48 51 AU K] Al N f# B (SHapley
Additive exPlanations, SHAP) Il SHAP 358 & hi 42 7t
43 HF (SHAP-Enhanced Superposed Epoch Analysis,
SHESEA) fEZE, X AR A AT ML g AT, B3l &
FE 70 S B0l s R MR 0 e BN, AT S
5 S B[] D0 e S 3 A G 9 EK A2 . Chu 55 (2023) JI)KE
W P e e 1 Ry E bR AR i, AN S A (] 5 B 7 4
7oA 5 TN RS A v Bk, B
YT A A G 5 R FRL 0 4 ) AR A AR AR SR
IS

Wi HsF ] 35000 411, BIF 9% 3 20 Bl AL XA TR]
U X 8 A 0 R AR UE AT A 1) R S S A R
Drozdov 45 (2023) 44 LEO TLE R SHLEs % S 1)
## LEO—GEO 1y it S #5 #, $2 T+ 7 vp 55 $L (MEO-
GEO) X 38 Fil Il (12 6] ) B . Hua %5 (2024) 2 Hi 432K
BRI L TR B S RS B IR 90%; Killey 55
(2023) J T JC W B R 243 AT 0 /S S LY f {40 £
A3 A 2SR, b B A A (AR T 4% 1) Stk S A SR AL T

wit.

2 R BRI A A W T AL R Y R
JEH 5. Yu %5 (2014) K RAM-SCB 4 F AR Rl 45y 1 5
it 22 X 45 LA TR A, 1 i X A BH KUK B8 T e S T
Ak B A . Xiang 25 (2021) T4 AR ) 7 85 72 S 50,
BEALER 2 2 BIE A RBOR L AR, 22T XN 2
BER T IR ERIEE T, Chen W X 45 (2024) 45 &
Fokker-Planck J5 & 5 # 45 W 4% & 7 i1 A 414 (LBC)
T U A, A RO R 58 15 | & BRE I R
it #2, Staples 55 (2024) W@ i £ 40 W] fb B2 A $2 T+ K
U T 0 A

RARTEXIAN A L X A g =4 (4 SEPs B3R
W) (1997 AL.RE 71, de Lima %5 (2020) 7 PreMevE 2.0 t
2l BE 4 Ak >4.50 X 38 4 1000 v A R
Smirnov % (2020) I & MERLIN #i %!, #| Ff GPS &
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JAE B S P £ RE BE (<1 MeV & >5 MeV) 18 2 T i,
JE B T T S RS M B . Qian 4F (2020) 45 A
EMD 5 R /R 2 gk, ffke i 38 ft i (i) )3 51 9 AP Aa
P ] @, $2 5 5 5 35 8 19 e 7 2 74 . Shin 4§ (2016)
A2 B 5 K4 £ B 0 AR AR AE R [R] g it 22 1 5 i or
B RIE A, S 0 N R 2
52 FETFHE

HhBRAE B R Z A T R X, BTN
BT RGLN, )2 - B R -2 AR B Y TR A
F1R) S B IX 3. 2% )2 465 ) A 8 3 D AR AR T
R BIER AR S PR R S 0 R 0 ) R F i U
L A2 7 R e e VR . S TR R
i 243 Y 3 R L T 2 i) KSR G 1Y) T 1 AL

T £E M4 (Feedforward Neural Network, FNN)
SR RN TS T IRZ R AL —, B
FHF V% 55 5 1 R % FE 19 8 A4 5. Bortnik 45 (2016)
FIFH THEMIS T A 2008—2014 4F 1 [a] it W8 1 54 4 ,
LS /NI R Y SYM-H H8 800 2 fi A, k4 XL
JZ FNN FEA o B T L=2 ~ 6 X IR i S5 8+
(A2 B AT L AR P 45 F TR O T R B SR H (HH
KZ B R > 0.93, RMSE = 1.7), BoiiF T 0 £ N 4% 15 155
JE A 4 1 25 () 45 44 UG P R 5. Chu 45 (2017) iF
— B b REA Sh A K (N AL F\q5) B 25 A B4R AE
SIS w40 5 07 S AR BIL I B FNIN ) 4%
[ER/ S PO I REN YA N I R N 1 ]
VA 3k AR 0 % SR, Ry B A o R R R L T SR A
T PR AR AL, AL 7 A B T R
J2 U 3 i B AL S5 R AE 43 T . Tang 25 (2023) £
LightGBM # F 3% 5 W} #5 £ 751 1l plasmaspheric hiss
U A e Y A, O o AR T B R T TR R GEE
£l 4550 AR B BTR. A6 5 A A5 B T B AR Sl dil
Bz e, BEAUAHOC R B 0.788 & 7+ 2 0.973,
O T N R R Zh B R I L AR . R
SRIE T AT AR AERFAE Ve £ L I S A ) B A R
J5 R R

R TP A B AR 2 AR T R Ak Y BT
fiF, Huang 55 (2022) $& i & T 1 25 #f 28 9 2% (RNN)
(%) 24 ) 48 — 070 D 0 2 440 , K b % I 2 4 0 %) B 1)
Fili A Bz 18], gk A TR FUIE S 500 A 45 5 1
T B AL AL D A TR R BT
X PR AR ot AR, B /N & H RO 9 R AR AR A
A 1 v e M RS R B, 0 T R AR e N 5 R
T fiyis i AR A 43 BT AR

FE THT 7] 42 BRI B 75 3K T, Zhelavskaya %5

(2017) #2 1} Plasma density INference Engine (PINE) #5
A, Sk H Kp. AE. SYM-H % Z F 3t 3 35 2019 96 /)N
77 S O A R i A a4 3 el 2 T 4%
L=2~6JuFENMHEF5E. BRIZ5 R TE Van Allen
Probes 5 IMAGE/EUV & 504 ¥R B H R if—
M. fE LAY |, Zhelavskaya 25 (2021) i — 2 ¥
PINE % it 5 9 AL RURR 4, oF R B8l Rl Ak SE 56, A
BB T T BT AE AR i 4 Bh A5 1R T BB E T, O AT AR
A5 — e SRS AR () A B TR AT B AR

Shy il JE TR L P G B B R R Y S PR
K, FRFIFER T H TR Al S0 ALB,
Bianco 45 (2023) 42 1 1Y PINE-RT KL &IV DL Kp 45 %
5 L1 A KRS ECORA, B RS0 AL, 27+
THERRUEE ZAE A ARG A R, (H A
WU BE J7, 38 H TR A8 70 KU M L AS R
AP R S S g, B R A e Y TR
53 FER

P QLI 2 PN 22 v R 8 20 3 THDIE B 5 R KL T
IR RS, EEHMAERTE 10keV E2HH keV Y H',
He'. O"45 B S L T4 A, 4 1l 6 Hb g e 2 1) 25 )
i B2 55 45 48 43 A7 . Bl T 2 e 7 32 380 K BH XU 4
CER7D0 I % T € WS Y Rl i R P A F R U
FRUK B i 1 1 28 0 45 4 R ANN (19 2250 32, J i
YL TR B A AL s, R T3S
WA S AL RS LiT X % (2023) # ] Van
Allen RBSPICE 5 i 25 43 B 5 i 504, A 2 T 3R
T T N T 28 ) 25 A5 BB (RCPANN). A5 B D) Hb 7
P15 B (SYM-H, ASY-H. Kp) 5 L1 &5 KK S
BONH A, TN 224 Bl T8 B 5l AR 45
7 AR A A R R T A Y ) A A b S s ) A
77 T ELAT A RS B, I s R b s ) X
PRt 50 52 kL FFEBUAT . X — S hn iR S T
ANN [ 38 5t 5 A5 455 80 ) B8 $12 4L 4 30 4y B ok R 1 0
WIfE 7, Jo S FH T3 sh 40 N kL SR Ak

Yan 'Y 4§ (2025) Fa 5 T 50 H A5 T b 28 ) 45 45
R, DL IMF 2800, K FH X B /% B 5 22 Hb i 8 B0
3RPIHFH A, FEF I H, He', O, FF7¢
ZARE R B S R R o0 A B RLE R I S
T F I R = LA 2 (Pearson FHE R %1 0.93 ~
0.95), & 7~ il F W R B F AU M R MEEM A
HO R 7 32 5, O 7E AR 8] 5T ik B, 1 O'7E
SERAE S IR T R S0 R LAk, He'5
FL 30 A ) ) 0 e b 34 5 % 7l S P 2 S TR
43 B AL AE P Bl i Rz v ) DG B A 0, SR RS TR
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51 A X 43300 L4 T4 B — B0tk . DNN 2544038
T4 52 A% R P ) S HE 7S ) -8 i 43 A R AR
Chen % (2023) # 1 ) EPFN (Energetic Particle Flux
Network) #5575 DL BH XU A . b G $6 %05 D 8 fL
AT RARIE, A T AR RE AR R TR E
i (EEP). A5 7Y M 5 4ifi ¢ EEP 7F 4 5% 32 AH S0 14 5
53R 52 R PR S ek e Y S o A R, R T A
T BB B [ A X 2 R DR A AR, 9 R LA
JE TIN5 A DX Ak 2 2ok F v i G B L O 1R IE AR
TR ARG E T2 KRR B SR R 25 1.

6 HL )2 (Ionosphere)

6.1 HBEEEE

W B J2 LT B4R (U TEC, f,F,. hyFy) 15
S5 K RIS 20 5 b3k 2 o] e 1z A9 OGS 5 )2, ZEAN TR
i B XS B S W B 25 S S AR e pE T AL
FRAE. AR GEMLER 2% 2 7 LA 2 A5 DX S AR AR I
i Bz Ak PEBE. Sun £F (2011) 3£ T SVM My & 7k 18
MBS S i (EIA) XI0RE 22 1) TEC 728 b F A AL, 3%
i & %€ . McGranaghan 45 (2018) LA SVM & ##% f [X.
GNSS {55 5 # 07 INBR, 32 & i B 2 R s 5 5 8
Y. Asaly 25 (2022) NPK: SVM FH T = A JK R 51, %
IHAG I My>6 Hi 7% BT TEC 5%, B 7R (WS
J& , Specificity) i5 85.7%. % B 2% > J7 I 78 AR 4
L S B SUR . Zewdie 25 (2021) ¥ BE ML 2R Ak
(RF) 5 LSTM filt &, #4585 18 LL W TEC 4k, 43 #7
Fio7 5 Lyodl &t (9 3K 20 /F F . Shi 5§ (2023) Fl H
CEEMDAN + ISOA fi# 4 J5 15 LSTM £ il A% A F,,
RMSE T [ 2 30%. Tang % (2023) 45 4 LightGBM
5 RS T e, TN A A2 S I AR R
Xof b R PG 2 T A4 v U 7 RE T S R T

06 24 22 I 24 Je HoAS (R LSTM [ HL & i 3
Rk AR PRRETRT 5 B RE ), 7E B R A T AR
29z . Liu %5 (2020) 42 H b4 BR8240 (SH).
Dst 16805 EUV i & (1) LSTM #E8Y, 75 {1 45 [X 3 7
T H E ETA 5 1 S 7% 3% 53 % £ (SED) 1 4. Shi S
S % (2022) LA b [ GNSS W & Sy At , # 2E XL JA
LSTM (BiLSTM) £ #1, & 3 it + IRI1-2016 5 1% 4t
ANN 7£ 1 ~ 2 /NEF TEC T H (1 2 8. Ren 45 (2024)
Bt T A SHC 5 VTEC {5 B ) Ton-LSTM # #1 |
454 W g H 6 3 ERAE (HDs/HDc), 7E 75 W X 4 1 ~
2 H WA BRI mS SN IR B

BEPE . Kim 25 (2020, 2021) ¥ LSTM £ % % A 4 23
BEARL SAMI2 HEZE , 430l FH T NoF, 5 fF, B0, 78
filh % W A 3¢ TRI-2016 4% J 2 T+ 8 1 30%. 1t 4h,
McGranaghan 45 (2021) 2 H4 PrecipNet [’ 4%, 52 Bl i
DXL~ T7C ok 38 At (%) K5 20 B A, Oy % [H) e A A
LR AL H T EL. Chen % (2022) & i —Fh £ 4 4 B
TR ALY (MSAP), 3 T LSTM - 45 & K BH 28 1%k .
Flo7. Ap Rl Dst %5 5135 b i 55 K BH 1% 3h 48 5, 5
X TEC A E 6 Ky T, HoF- 35 48 5% fw 25 (MAD)
¥ J7 M 22 (RMSE) 43 5l i 2.485 1 3.511TECU,
HE G ] R 0 R AT i Fe v M SRR 25, A Ak
GEfif 1 Y00 B () 3 S B 152 25 R AR )L

Wang Z % (2023) 4% 4 ResNet 5 EfficientNet 22
9, B SR B3 B X B Spread-F = {2F 1%, 43 251
Ty % 1 #8 % 45 9 {5 ¥ . Tian % (2024) JF % SELF-
ANN R4, SEH 4Bk Bs )2 H 5 J2 [N R0 B 1 o
Spearman 5 £ £k 0.589, 46 1F H: X} K BH I 3 (6 4§
JEWR R . Li W B 28 (2023, 2024) i#F — 4 3£ T CNN-
ResNet #7, L) IMF B, 2y 32748 fit fiy A, K5 o 5000 41t
B )42 TR B % (TMD) Wi B . Xu 25 (2024) %
J CNN-BiLSTM-TPA 42 #4 1 il Ik 455 f,F,, % {4 3
PEAL T IRI-2020. Licata 45 (2022) %} [t HASDM-ML
L CHAMP-ML #55 B 5 i 7 J5 #4J2 VA1 A5 v i) B
J1, BRI 1~ 3 RN K 40% % 52 T B %
Gao 4§ (2025) # H T — Bl 3L F IR B 2% 27 1) ISNet £
Y, TP 1 /0Nl T 0 A0 45 R b DX R, B )23 A R 4
%7 S4. ISNet BEALR HH ZFIREE ¥ S H R 5 A
BAESE, SCEE T AP AR i vl Rk, ml Sy Al 7 )
RAFMHTERDERENEREMLESE LW
B 4§ (2023) F1 ] ResNet T & 27 > HE 48 #4) g #0402 it
% (TMD) #A, 3£F CHAMP L& 2002—2010
AF LI H P DI 2k, I 38 12 GRACE-A #4#l . HASDM
A1l NRLMSISE-00 £5 %1 5 §iF , & #i ResNet £ 5 4% f&
45 MLP e T 47 $2 O I £ 45 v ) 22 ]ROBE R i 907
Rz AGRE Ty, HL o 42 ] 22 o S 0 E S i s AL AT A
B4 X3 o 3 o % B S R b 1 X S S ) ) 3 ek
X I 14 25 (R A BE 45 £ . Li L C 45 (2024) 44 4
T S5 51 ED-AttConvLSTM M 2%, &} 25 1458 iy
B2 e R 5 Bl e A R T, R A
5 R LA b A B $0 00 A AT T I A BE T BB R Jeong
45 (2024) $2 H HE T ConvLSTM F 8 faf > 1 X 5k, TEC
ToUIN A A, 2 AR AU BB T — 4 TEC 43 Ai &, 2
& FRBRAE R R 32 TEC A9 I e 1 Ak B A 55 45 i) 56
IRARAE, A RUF P T 1% 503 5 LSTM HUi Hh A A5 7]
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TR AN 3% 2 . A3 (R DRI B 0 n) R, AR
Ft T W TEC & /Yy 28 [a] — M F1 8 R v] & k.
Shih 5 (2024) $2 H o7 #h B 55 56 1R 1Y Transformer
LK, B SE 4Bk 48 /NiE TEC i, RMSE 4 i
1t 1.8 TECU LLN, i3 A LSTM A AL

Ay R B IXBR i 7 A AR T oK, Kataoka 4
(2024) #& 1 SMRAI2 [l bR A& W 2%, S8 A 0 A%
TR, HF S ot Ram 5. 5 i SOl
Gowtam % (2024) 4 F # X FAC W 4% 2 1 S T 4L
B, K ML-AIM #5578, 528 7F #4245 85 7 1R
6 R G R A PR BB Gao &5 (2025) R T —F
FE T B A I 25 40 A HE A0 0 R 5 2 DR T vk
DN BRI B2 S4 $8 8053 s S Fak shdg @i, Jf 5|
N B 25 B A i 25 oF A A ORI 50 90 1) Bl 2 0% R 4%
il I — gt ok R A e (5 B, LASGE 1 — >
IR BN R ke AR DR O 5 K BH A 5 b 4 30 45 Ak
S 5 M 22 ] %) B S RGN, T AR 1 /ISR A o vfE A
i T 12 AV 285 b DX R 5 2 DR R 4 B0 0 A
6.2 IRAIESD

e ' 2 v i F )2 e EDWE L B A 0 L B ) 2
ML, J& K- )2 - B 2 (SW-MLT-IT) #5 &
HLH 1% 2L T WA e B A0 254 5 i 2 o A R
I3 7 R Re s TR I AR S A1k, 18 35 OCHR W 2%
AL b | HL 37 TR R X H R A A A S B AR O
ok, 1525 T4 K2 % (All-Sky Imager, ASI) R 4t
(R )32 350 28 S 22 DR UL 0 4% 1) 2 ], N T8 BE (AT)
oA, e H R E %) (DL) 5 EGR 507 2, IEHE
SO o] E ok BE . A Sk S W B R A A S
(BT B B, AT W e T2 B AT AR AR, B O %
U 5 AR BIF 52 20 AT 43 S 25 0R.

B TR 25 ) 2 DL HG s 7 1) RS U 0 B T, Bk
Iz T WO RAZ B B 8l 43 28 4E 45 . Clausen Al
Nickisch (2018) 7£ THEMIS 4> K 25 K4 54 4 -y
NI RAE, TP 82% Y MR ER R, EAOL /AR
e I =4 2 AT 55 b 1) B BH A R 5 K 96%. Zhong 45
(2020) 2% ] AlexNet, VGG, ResNet % 3= Jii # #U xif fr
] BV SRR AT 43 28, 3 s o T TORRAIE 3 B
A AR #. Kvammen 25 (2020) JE— #1148 2 o6 2%
F R SRR B9F ResNet-50 7645 B (92%) 554 5 1
J5 TP F FLA I 45, R o B R 31 B8 5 s Ak
HORFSAZ.

X A PG bR T 500 B = i ), [ B =
> Sy AR T ) B iR B )7 2. Johnson ] W 4§
(2024) T SimCLR HEZE, 7E 2008—2022 4F: THEMIS

B4 Ll B i A M4, o N T AR i a]
P O O AR 00 TR 2 R AE R . 45 A RIS 5L,
IMF 7% i 5 i 65 o B0Hie , i) S 3 7S 5o R
14 43 28 5 JHC H ) 2 AR 5 0 AT, A AR G 2 LR
5 K BH XK sh AL il =2 18] (1 PS5 A4 1 1B i A%

e G 8RS 40 485 K ) B 3 A 0T 5 4R
Niu %5 (2019) 42 1 £ T FPN-C4 2244 55 15 By Bt 1 34
BL A 4 ok 5 % Mask R-CNN S 451 43 S04 80, 75 bR 1
Wk 45 I BUAS 86.8% Y mAP (mean Average Precision,
- $49 K B A (ED), BT N 18417 5K &% v 4R B
29938 FAR IR, 1M Ak R IR B B I GE T o A
Yang %5 (2024) i 2w B oLl sk 2 0 ROE 438, &
BRI 5 3 Al MG BCIE 25 40 A, HL 32 BT AR
P ACER AT HEER, BT 45 b AR 1 A A B i B

SRy i e W G Bl PR PR 5 S e A R
Z WU T 8% R 4 25 R G . Nanjo 55
(2022) & T ResNet-50 14 £ “Tromse AI” F 3 i1 51| &
4, b S0 R B AR 2 RIER, FL Ay B0k
93%, 7O RYAERR BT . H A2 AR S UT
6] 43 45 457 1iF . Sado 2§ (2022, 2023) I & “TAME”#
W, GG T 4 2] 5 SVM 432688, fER 285 —264)
JE AT 55 4 A B 73% 5 91% HOiR BIAE E, IF
TE U R 3K 15 min PV 2% onset B 2] J7 1] Ji2 B4 HY R
L 92 T 5

7 HbHETE Bl (Geomagnetic Activity)

7.1 dBy/dr T #E R

MR 75V Dby b3k 2 Ta) R ACER 48 4 R B XU
) LDV 1Sy SN 1 AIE 2 <7153 i W B 258 R = TR
HOKAF- 73 B TR Z22 A6 (0 dByy/di) PT A L 32155 K 5k
FURYIEN LI (Geomagnetically Induced Currents, GIC),
X S L S I AR G A G B R R T A
oSt T R . T A R 22 M R 2 ST AR U AR TN o
PLALHAERE. Pinto 25 (2022) R GEIAL T i 15 # 22 1)
2% . CNN 5 LSTM B ARIFE AL 36754~ Hufd &5 b i 4 50
T 2% L, & BE LSTM £ 14 2 11w jif v 3 B0
O R LR RN IR 22 U 36 . Siddique A1 Mahmud
(2022) #E— 2 £ i fiA D137 CNNL DL LSTM
5 DU 307 i 452 00 285 1 4 BUTR B 2 2] 45 0, JF 51 AR
& XAk T, 53 38 T B R s g vk 5 S BT
PE.AE 2011 425 2015 4F 5 2% = AF b, OB fR
FE 78 o TR MR 32, 38 Ay H ) U A AR AR T
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A Al AN B E R

P T b 2 U0 T 45 4 e KBRS R AR 5k
YYERME TS A S WA TR I 25 S TR 1% o A
McCuen % (2023) # #3 F SVM 3 i 48 3151 &
e, {8 dB/de W 45 AF 2 U I Bt 3 X B, I i
SVM 7328 Ho oy AR P8l (il e 3R i i 51 &) BN
NG T (s A MR | I B A5, Ay b R B
oAk B AR v HE A 5 S B AR AR T A AT
75 %& . Malanushenko 45 (2020) #£F Gibson #1 Low fif%
2R AR A O 3.6 77 CME 314 FE A, 4 2
CNN i sh Wil & 4t LIt 3K 543 & (By, By, By) fE
Ry A BT, B KR W) 0 3 5 41 max(—B) B T o
ik 97%; il B A6 BT 46 5 i S 8 (/L. Az,
VID) i AR ]I 95%. o, 54 4 5 V71 1Y) 5 AH 5G
P 2 B 2238 T i R U X CMIE 485 HL A B L8 )
72 METRS AE BTN

b 1 2 A Ry WG )22 BB A A 5 R X RR B
Y ok R, O R H A BE A B N5 A T A
FL 5 2 LI AR R TR B B0 D e 6 1 X b R B B
S0 T AE F8 0 (LA W5y AU 5 AL) KIH DL
ALz FH T A A DX R I R S R R R Y B
S Mtk g 2 5 ) RS Bl Y SR AR e T
2 TR 2 B0 G T A DAY, (R 7 e E
A LR T AL | S R o T % ek e T 1R A
JEAAE T AN R AR, N TR R, FE R
TR Pl 28 W 4 | 6 BB | F it DL k3072 2 59842
W 454, T8 AE 38 8O 5 W R S50 8 b e B
GERTE LV

TE AE 45 800 i B0 R R, Amata 55
(2009) $2 5 3+ A T 2 W 2% (ANN) [ AE 5 £ 7
DIAESE, BEALLL L1 S0 K BH XS 505 IMF /3 %
OO, A B A A R) S 5 4 R I A 4, H
T 5 min 55 60 min ] 1) AEH FLI . 7 AE > 400
nT A SR 50 41, FE 60 min FI P GE B 218 T4
SRR 5 min RO MBS B A R, )
e th AE 8 06 K BH XU A A7 72— A 118 < B 10 0
H X . J5 255, Ferreira £l Borges (2021) i i1 5|
AZETT My AR AR i, W AR T T ANN A
4805 BE 7, A OC R B 38 0.91, BFSE & B IMF &
i (R U2 B.) AHEE T R BH XU BE X AE 48 50
A LA B a8 A TR0 BT K, i A PH T 20 R A S 5005
Wi 452 /0. 3K — 25 SR i T o 4 G 3 1 B P TR 4L
HEA P Y SCHEFE . Yang 1 Shen (2022) FF & T —Fil
HT ALk B M3 4h A 4 A (Nonlinear Autoregressive

Network with Exogenous Inputs, NARX) 1 28 [ £% [
BEAY, FH T B H— oK S0 JE A M Y b B iR R
(LA Ap F6 B 2 ). A5 7030 A Ry DR B SO v 3 45 1)
U5 2 H AR AE (BN T /NS | B R
JE | WEER LR TR A, A T Ap TR R
. % CR2181 % CR2190 ] [1] fi4 7 ) 45 J 8 7, %
BERY (ARG B T 27 RIFELIE, JUILAE T 4p H5 %K
KT 10 F1 15 Ay bGP 2l H i, B AT 5 A 40 00 A
RN TR Y i .

B X TV 2 fih e ML 52 2% X LA B — B[] e 37
BB ) B, [ ZH 2B (SOM) 5 345 R R 4% 45 ) 9 5 |
AT ARG 4 2 55K 4455 Barkhatov 55 (2020)
T SOM #2545, F| 1 1998—2012 4F 33 N =~
FAF B AL o3 Bd, U] =2 R Y ) i A5
2, FF I IMF B, #5525 171 0] 6] 8] 25 B e Ak 56 i
PERZE, R R IE 70%. Maimaiti 4% (2019) I 1 VB
ResNet 45 #4) FH 30 28 M S T, A5 78 DA sk 25 2 /e
K B RSO Rt A, B0 Rk 1 /NEE 9 2 &
AEMER, R RIALR [5]3R5 77%, (5 E i s
K BH R A TRL A A 8 BE T A, 4 7 I 2% firk & AL 1)
WV e i R e i R R PRI A AR RS R, AR
YRS S0 AL HE AR HE 22 33F — 25 42 4 . Andriyas I
Andriyas (2017) 2k | 2 48 & #H 5¢ 1] & L (MVRVM),
P 3L T B B 26 19 M R 5 50T A AL, A
14.6% [ Y ZRAE A< B B 2 M Dst. AL 5 PC 4545
B, A R R (R 1 T AL R 3 K 82.4% . 84.4%
1 76.0%. 1% J5 AR /INFEA 4 3] 5 1Rz A T T e
PR H 4 £ #8. Nakano #1 Kataoka (2022) 0] 1) J
7O A W 2% (Echo State Network, ESN) #4 &t AU/AL
FEB AR LA FUAR A, 4575 7 IMF B, 4221 F{H K
IFT XU 82 4 v I, K B XU BT %% B2 X AUVAL #7AEAE
SRR VR 80N, DK 3R B B B AL T RO
SV A HIL TR 0 ik R

RS ) 5 e 8 D) 4% 5 T SR e A, 313
SRR T A IR I R 2 A5 FUBE AL | it DL i S 2%
P 5 HE R 22 4%, AL J7 1% 1F 76 5 98 AE 48 Bt
5 1 1 % U A R AR R 5 AR . Y A
1E AR G2 P 91 [l U= 2 o 2 2 ARG L AR T 5
PrEHLG A, SRR AR M 25 M i Rk e ) 5 S
fih 2 FA) A HE TR
7.3 Dstig ¥ E5HRETR

Dst 38 BUNE Jy FEAE H 08 30 B P 30 580 5 B4 56 S
SR KA T 2 ARG 2 058 3 |V fbad B K 23 1)
KA. SR, 32 FR T K PH X —Hb i 3= 4 1] 1) i R
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SRR G G R B Bl ma B e i B s B R, AR S
Yy IR Iy A5 A S P P L ST e L R B R
KA AT I R R PR AR, B AT 3R A
U N 7 A A SR I S WA e R
(Dst. SYM-H. Kp) %5 0958 B0 5 < B w3
e 8 P 2 B R R S

T4 22 B 28 (FNIN) 1 R AT 43 R 78 Hin i g A
it R N AR R 2 — ) BT 5 R R I R
LY. Wu Fl Lundstedt (1997) B YR 3T Elman %
8 U5 9 28 X6 Dst 1 B0HEAT I, 58 UE T R BH XU B
(V). B FE (n) S IMF W [W] 53 (B.) 78 3K 3l b w4t 2
i B AR . Lazzts 55 (2017) #F— D8k HEAR
1k (PSO) 51 AN T4 22 [ 2% (ANN) H, {0 36T B s
Dst JF A\ AE AT S2HE 3 /NE P 1 e kG B T S A % 2
BERUR B BF g2 o g, (HAE R i 30 2 . B0 M
12 BR 15 52 T AT B SEBR I AN .

B OE M % e 2 00 B R R 9 PR R 2 I 2%
(RNN) } Hiifk 45 (LSTM. GRU. Bi-LSTM) /&
T AE BF9E 34 5. Gruet 25 (2018) 45t 45 A & i 2
) GPNN £ 5, Fl F Dst #5854 1 ~ 6 /1N (1% HE % 7l
W, Forp 1 /N AR 56 R B0R 35 0.966. Hu 45 (2023) N
454 GRU 5 Z (R B WG sm SR s, SCBL 6 /B 7 1
N RMSE = 13.54 nT [#)8 B 7K F-. Bi-LSTM 45 #4) i —
A B B0 19 R ] B[] REAIE, Abduallah 45 (2024) 45
A R P 2 48 45 ) SYMHnet B 78, ST 30 45 4h 4% 43
R SYM-H 1 K IR 1 0.

AR ) LB v 502 A RE T, A b A
H Bz K H. Ren 45 (2023) 4 i1} DLMEM #5 4, fil
& FE AL A M (RF), XGBoost 5 1F & J1¥L#| GRU, 7£
170 WK B 2 35 78 09 % & 3 TEC 3 H , 4 F Ton-
LSTM £ %Y, RMSE F# X il 40%. Wang J J 45 (2023)
FEF XGBoost Wil Kp ¥8 %L, 7 2B A E] F1 4350k
0.82, f. T SWPC [ 3 K Filiill. Wang T Y 45 (2024) F|
FHRR G H66 B S0 4 B ATB T A D3R 2 4, 48 71 T b
fd AT T5 4R A A0 %) 0T g BE . Wang T Y 4% (2025) VU
H 58, R RUBE 2546 S B0 A TR 18] - BIK 2y o 8 o 4% 75
Y, AR %) % R SRR B8 ) 3 R T IR PR v
() Kp 1550 AT TR,

1 W ik A2 1715 (GPR) 5 D1 i iy ok 28 ) 2 Sy b
TG B 0 B T AN S R 2R IR 5 AT E X R IEAR Y
fie /7. Chandorkar %5 (2017) 42} GP-AR/ARX 5, Hi
th Dst 48 800 2h A B A5 X, 35 TG 2 S 9025
Smith &5 (2020) X H Z FpEL RS 45, LA IMF B, fil

s 7 78 B Sy i A 1) DL B 578 FE SC/SSC %8 & i 44
T # ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic, 32 i
HTAERRAE) 155088 0.8, EL#&5 150 iy A fa vk 5 nT At
B, 35 A TR L | H 7 b 5 e KU 3 5

CNN #5278 PR HC 58 K2 [ e AR S e T, T
i J R 5K 2l Y b G B Bl R . Hu 45 (2022) 1]
SoHO T & MDI. EIT. LASCO &£ 15l Dst B [ 55
4, 5B 1 ~3 RIHERTT . Getmanov 55 (2024) 456
ResNet34 [% 2% 5 Muon 2 it 52 5045 L 51 Dst < —45 nT
A s A, WA RO T 82%. % ST ¥R R G AR AT IR
P Z RS0 RS B G At T
& #1259 4% (Graph Neural Network, GNN) A £ h
T W B 1Y) 42 R 23 8] 45 #4 $2 4487 F Bt . Upendran 4%
(2022) #2& H JC M8 TR B B A DAGGER, 454 GRU 5
BRI R KL TN 42 BR dB/de B9 1 min 2y BE R B, &
7€ 7] & BT 30 min M )i . Abduallah 4% (2024) 7 GNN-
BiLSTM HEZE T A4 & SYM-H 455 78 | 2 30 %k 58 &
e 50 5 25 18] B H . GNIN 7 9638 T AR 3 ¥
FE5 R | M X R A AR S e BRI S G R Bt

TET X 0 i 0 2 SO R e N P A ™ R Y Bk
0%, AL R TE 5 51 A RE 2R AL ) 3 58 0004 BB . Chu
45 (2025) $2 i IRANNA BERL, 5] AR i 22 2] 5%
W&, 22 TF SuperMAG SML 58 254 () 75 0 745 7ff =%
Wang R Y 45 (2024) {#i F§ Encoder-Decoder 25 ¥ 45 &
52 K5 1% Dropout #ILil, A Dst 751 #4 £ T 5 B A5 X
[]. Conde %5 (2023) il if LSTM 5 block bootstrapping
4, wAk SYM-H 2 /Nisf N S5 9 A A e, 38R
AR S RUEE N g Ra fd . O SE BB RE IR B i 2 4R
B b ) 4SS, AF 9 A 3 T AT 55 24 ST HE 2R, R
A Dst, SYM-H 5 Kp S5 k5%, Tan 55 (2018) 5
Wang J J % (2023) 23 % #i ] LSTM 5 XGBoost £&
T Kp, t 2 19 (8] 14 8 2 3 0L 1% e 7. Siciliano
45 (2020) o # CNN 5 LSTM X SYM-H #t #5 i) 2%
5, B UE DT S A5 B T TSR Y EE 2. Collado-
Villaverde 45 (2024) #2 ) 8 FH 31 4 48 b5 o> # 152 2
(BFE) fiij 125 A5 71 % 58 % % 19938 1 BB 01, b 48— 1A
A 7 25 LAl

8 T E I AR v U
1% Bk (Magnetic Reconnection) 5 Jifi . (Turbulence)

S K BH X~ 2 A EL AR T b e SR B A AR Lk 3l g 2
WA, S AAE T ER R L B B ARk KBRS 1T
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BPRzs M55 2R 5 B AR REC A K2
VS FASRURIE 5 8 7 1 0 B 1) 0 4 D Ak B i 38 14 i
O3 SRR R R, (A2 IR T S g 2 kS
25 () O I0 As i 1 , HORS o B L 25 4 U S L S
PRLATS THI I Pk 5. B LA 2 ) SR B 2% ST HOR 1 &
J&, T 5% 3 32 A0 A Bh B 9K 3h 0 vk 0 B R AR 1
BREARL L i S0 e 3 SOOI, AR T TR R I
5 A B sh R, I /N RE 45838
Ji 5 A o T BT AR IR R

AR5 432808 AL J5 7 fie 5 0 F i = R
55 i B T Y 40 B 2 — . Hu %5 (2020) £ T 4k
Vlasov-Maxwell 15 B4 2 1 2 2000 11 F- 3hAr 4
%, SR 8 BB 42 ) 4% (CNIN) YITZRIR 51 32 x 32 1%
FE A B, MR RIE 70%, B BTk 82%, T
1 G5 e SR RL, B IE T DL 7E 4544 1R 51 o i 40 34
16 TG Wa B 2 ) J7 T, Sisti 8 (2021) % ) K-means 5
DBSCAN X B 401 30 Fr 45 #9547 R 28, i AL L
AR=18 (1 BB Ak 73 2B, SCBXH g E B X 5 75
FIXAY A sh %4> Waters 45 (2024) £:T 2.5 4 PIC #&%
15 K-means 2, #E—H R HHAX ¥ EIX
508 K5 ot #5785 5 0 37 58 B X B T hE
2 R AY R 45 /E H . Dupuis 4 (2020) 51 A SRS
AL (GMM) 454 DU 345 B (BIC), PR AE &
iy o0 A RLF T S5, RS AR TR A5 10 S8
O, JU L AE XU HLIT R 45 4 1R T JE SRR IR 32
T A, X LERE R R, B S B A T BR
Y RE A S T T 5 T o R SR S X
Gy KA. 1, B 1E RFREELA 5 2 i K 45 WL AT 55
Tz N T

HYR, ML 7 i 7 1 o B 4 I 235 4 T
ok 28 Wk M FE R . Sitnov 4% (2021) 3 T K fx 3T 4P
(KNN) J5 2%, 42 Jift #% F2 MHD 5% 48050 3 , 5l 2 2 Ao
30Rg (Rp A M BR K42, 1Re=6371 km) i F2 & B [X.
55 20Rg W BRASE IR X, AH KL F PLIE BIPLIRIE T
Bl 128 58 k. Stephens %7 (2023) 45 4 26 2E L il K
aBE SRCUUN DT vk, A T R R AR P A
(I X £, O &k 5% N), 5 MMS TLEE 791l
DXL S 0 /INF 2Ry 1925 [R] VEBE, B0 0E 1 I 20 #4025
T HLH 0B B4 PR . Kohne 25 (2023) F JH A
2l R 5T (SOM) J5 5 % PICH 8L &% Hi8 k47 /% #r, I
R4y B PR A RLIX | B IFIX ., WX S
SRR DRI, R BTG WS B A v 4 4 B g 2 e
{14 07 FH A

B & A4 5T 2% S A R O, 1L &AL

B AU T I 2 AL BE ) 5 ] i R M B Rl S ) R 24
IR 28 0 25 1 2 T . Mathews 45 (2021)
3T Braginskii XU A BRI #4)  4) HLAE B A 248 ) 2%
(PINNSs), FFH — 4 7 Eamsk m i A, EdE Mg Y
ML 3837, 75 2 W 75 JR 45 T M RE L T Boltzmann 3T 2.
Rosofsky il Huerta (2023) 45 & 7K 12 {8 B i [ 45 54
HAE B A48 F (PINO), 76 A R4 1 (MHD)
VL Re= 250 AU P i g i U R 2 44, 8 B RE 2~
R,

TE K XS # )2 st B 58 vh, /N ROBE S5 # (an
/NELE T B4 SMFRs, 45 B 1 1R M 2 R G kS
Tift it fE 2 A4E HIAY B 1A . Farooki % (2024) 5 T
Wind L5 B[] 7 51, i FH ML AR PR 43 2 R FH AL
N MCs, SMFRs 5 3 % 48 X 5, SMFR i Jjl| 45
AUC (Area Under the Curve, {1 £ T i 1) &5 ik 86%,
PR Hon] BB IR T 75 5% W4 45 #4 # 1k . Bergstedt 1 Ji
(2024) FIJ I A MHD #4385 A 55 85 71K s, 45
Gk )2 CNN I 25 45 1 11 ) A AL, IS A ) 28 5k
70%, {HEF 50 20T 5B PEAE O s, Ul B S A A AR A2
ZOULIN B v (8 - AT A TR T

XU A e T ALTE Jay g 45 A 400 . B/
FOBE A 53 248 SRS 0 8 e A5 5 T B AR 7.
TR RE B TE TR 20748 B I 5 T U 55 B AR B )
iR R W VN Al IR i | e o
EGHLHNHEWT, AT AS W1 i 25 (] 45 525 I A 1oy RUBE
YR R, gl A sFEY R S5 NS A
> SR R B TR AT A Bt S AR A% O T ).

9 1TEZIH

11 B R AR AT B 25 R A 5% v e ol B2 2% B
JE A X8R, A5 0 547 52 B K B XU A A
WA TR AR E KBS EMRE 2 HNE
L [R] 95 . BE A TR S BT 55 B AN TR A, 0 Juno
(K B). Cassini (1 ). MESSENGER (7K &) 245l
et TE B2 MTERENKB & SRS S
BRI B . 5 ER B Z IS, X HAMT R R
¢ [ A L& S0 1) Sy B L5 A R A, B R 2
Tt (MP). 5 U (BS). 55 & T1K Fr . w6 R DL i
BRAF B )= K. Z IR TAT R A Z R
SR S0 550 0 5 6k R B 3h RO 1) B3 22 5, AL B AR
Py B R G4 5 1 3 R A D YA AR
BRONE I AT B3 N T R T AR 6 R BR
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FEMTE 5T, ATER IE H 28 R A7 2 25 R IR 55 00F 5%
() B Ah 7 TEL R AR AT B R )Z i AR
SR R A5 R A 28 L DA R B R =
AN RGN G AT RFFE O, R Rk &
Jre k.

16 )2 30 SR 02 ATFEAT B 25 ) IR B A 90 vp
LIS 28 B Y 451 B8 22 — . Collier %5 (2020) i FH Bir ik
) K-means RIEH L, RGN TR S5 KA )2
T 2B 0 G R AE . RS & B0, b Bk J2 T 5 PR
BRGS0 3 Bk WL S5 . % 25 S I A
TART — LAY 1w /FD % 525 1 A 3 58 BT A4 1l 1Y
S PN TR A S IR, A g R T ek R B 2
A BRI 5 T R B0 J2 2 Roe S AL, BL Ak, BF
Fib T8 R T — B 8UIE F 5 )2 TUIR S Z R A7 A
WE GG, B R R B REE R 2 BT R
$RAL T LA . AE WS B 5 2 5T, Cheng 45 (2022) 4
TR Bk 22 ) 2% (ResNet) 1 8 T £ 43 28R I HE 4L,
FIH Cassini 1155 1 3R B G 37 5 45 B 7R B, 5
P+ 25 0 (BS) SHEZ 0 (MP) 2841 H 5h
P ZB AR F1 48R B2 3k 3 92.1% H1 84.7%,
BFER T 2w W E %k, Bz eie s, # )
1 A K 4N JUICE A1 55 19 52 i i1 AU B e, 28
eIt , Nevskii 4 (2023) 2 T MESSENGER ## 5 11 4%
P by BEHLAR AR (RF) 55 3 HE ) i ML (SVM) BT, %
KRG E S AT TSR, 45 SRR, 87% M5
PO e LR 25 /N T LA B, 83% Y 2 o 3 I 245
W5 N T hriE—3, N BepiColombo 1T: 55 H Y i1 5
BUNATE 55 340 T H R 8¢

ik FE IR AR S A7 B WG R v BB B R S ORL 1 in
(O B B, J2 ALEEBE Y o) — 2 N 7 ).
Garton %5 (2021) % F Cassini 1T 55 8% , 353107 15 4
25 M 4% (FNN) B, DL KRTP Ak bR 2 F 0 743743 &
KA, A SRR R ) E R R A T
52 ML T B 45 4, AN 55 B PR T (plasmoids)., 17
#E J5 47 X 3 (TCRs) 5 18 #% 4k 1 #T (dipolarization
fronts), S XS K B UL I 450 4k v = 4 1 DR 4 1
5y e 7 T SCR ) BT 55, Moschou
S (2023) B UK Y ELE DA 2 M 2% (PINNs) J7 5]
AT BSOS S PR e 32 1k ) FE R B U0 £
WAE R A, 456 51 1530 J7 72, 38 i PINNs J2
W B Y BIE S Ry, 45 R o, 75 2 R0
I ke 2 55 Mk 75 %R, PINN's R 750 W] 4 %5 i 15 0
JESRTE 2 ~ 16 %, A OC I 2245 I 7E 1% LA, R T
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2 | Bk ) 5 A OB R A R T IR A %R, IER
R Tl W e LI 1 Rl L1 S R = 1 BN Sl 24 e
BB, R 5T, REHEE D) AL AR AR %S
[i] Ak 27 55 23 (R0, A A2 B i v ) R S
M, SRR S5 TR A Kede 4 WS BRI L 4 ) A 05
5 022 R 2 18 A 0 R AT 55
9.1 MIEFER: TEMFMRAOEERT
T2 B35 50, AL IE 76 % B W B 25 (8] Bl 24 44
2. 25 (B RS 5T 1 7E A4 R A + B0 (E A4 1)
U PR | SRR R R RS AR N U AT (Y 4k
AR AN B T 5008 3 B o B, S8 A6 B0 L
WLRGH . F R PR R A A L S
J ST AR 23 [B] R ARG IE MBS 1 <y BR A AR + %K
EAREIES, PGS + BRI sl + B Rk a
PR R DL b W4 Bl 48 41 (Dst. SYM-H. Kp) i,
FL1 97 1 i NARX 1 Elman [ 2% E 52 3 /N 91 4
WA 0 5 T A 4F 3k, LSTM. GRU, Transformer 5 ¥R
J& 751 [ 4% 55 XGBoost. Fifi L7 Ak (RF), U1 - ff
A SEHE AR Bl A, (T R S8 S B0 T A A [ U 1)
b2 MR A | 28548 AT MR R 5 AN s PR A T A BR AT
Ty — 7T, 23 AR I A AR Ak B AT 55 1 B UK
) T T [ o, NI S = S B =g o1 R O E 1
1555, AL J7 36 B TR B e AT K 28 30 FL IR0 | 454
BT OSEOR TUE | ORG T CR I AE O B U RRE L ) a0
Cheng 45 (2022) fdi ] ResNet £ 45 5 2 51K 746 )2 &
fh J2 45 ¥4 5 Nevskii &5 (2023) 38 1 L 2% 2% > 0 #r
MESSENGER % #f 52 B /K 2 # Wi A 3h 4k i 51
Garton 45 (2021) {f By fij 15t fft 28 I 26 % + 52 W4 FE s v
ERRAEAT /20, B BR T ALTEIE 590 A £

RN IL IS NI
9.2 UBBESAHZD: HE Al-ready AN FHE

Bt % e
ALBERL PR BE b FROF A Bk T ROA S5 A B
T 58 22 MR T DI 2R 19 B 5 454 DRt M R AR
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Wtk g5Mtk . 2640 . RO 0 Al-ready %5 [H]
FF B A R 2 50 I DA B B B R G2 R I A%
o H . 25 [E]) AT Y L OE <5 R TR AY, T A
. L NASA 19 SDO Tt H 4 4], Galvez 45 (2019)
AT 6.5 TB =5 0] AL K6 4R L3 T MR AL IE |
I [] Xof 5 3] A5 75 B 4 4 7 19 4 Ui B2 A ME Ak ; SPASE
JGHUE 155 A 5 HAPI 3 i (Masson et al., 2024) 1| 2
PR H by BRECHE S 2 Ny 1 i O R AR .

Fp ] 7R R K Al-ready BUHE A SIE AR T
’F 1.7 — # (China Meridian Project-1I, CMP-II) #2 i1
itk = 0 IO o AR B i A T B R 2R 1
Z RE RS G i B B K 25 () BE 2 rpoes 14 25 8] 36 5
5K SN 43 B F- £ (Multiscale Space Environmental
Effects Analysis Platform, MSEE), & H T2 Fl 55 % W
0 g 25 Sy AT AR TR I 2 i it < AR O AR AR 7 5 S S
PGV AR 2B 20T @ AAE W
B2, BN AL RGEPERER IS AT 5 Y
A5 % L it 132 i
9.3 RERE: Big“PEZTEEREEM TR

N T e AE 25 ARk 2 v 19 £ € 0F i 23 A T 5
] B BN B AR 28 AR AL RGEAUE R
A URIIRIE Y L DA DA S = oy A= I - A -3
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WL o] R AR R ) S SCHEL A 3
BTG I L A DX RE IR A | A B T A I A G B
1t AR W) EAIL

R AE S BRI 5 R ZS AR 55, i el B A
B IR BE 7 0 <3 ) A BE A 18y O B S B
AR BT, AR i 23 () 4 A kAt 15t 1 A
ATANBATR = A0 5 ) JE T

(1) BB ER 52 (Embodied Al and
Onboard Inference)

235 (8] B 22 1R 38 20 01 DN 2 i TN ] A 4
HUE AR B AL PR R A AL L B E
PR R 48 ) AL A Y (40 MobileNet, TinyML,
EdgeTransformer) 7Efi K- 5 b AN &R, KK
23 (8] R AHEAORE 2 28 I i TG 158 B8 2 AR PR e
A, SBT3l A 1) A b SRR 5 S e

H 5 ek (Embodied Al Agent) 1] BB, 43
M 5900 28 Pe SR BE T3 A i T 18 JERCTL AR S R0 8%, S B
AR BRI — 7 B 1 B A B a2 AT R
X — ALK MU A>T X b T A5 0 R0 4% 534K
L, 48 TE RGeS AR, AR AR A AR

ST D B A A ] ik AU B AR AR
AFEHY.

(2) 2R EEE (Causal Graphs of
Space Weather Systems)

HHRIE-NEREZ ZRE, mflaNE
ARG, Ww K. H% . ATEPRAS 0, )= B
EHRBEEZAN T RE. YET ALEAZ 8 T
AR, MELM R RGNS ) AR B AR

Ry G A FE AR AT S R, A > ik 7 R T RLR
#E 3 (Causal Inference), € fifl 2 % 4% (GNN) 5 %151
i (Knowledge Graph) 55 Al J7 i, #4) £ % 55 A BH—
17 B PR—1 2 - B 202 A AR Y 4 B X 3 ]
T, S

« Z W 2 H RE & 5 W) AL i AR 1 R G
Kik;

o ZUEECHE 5 R R B Rl A S IR

2
o X2 2% AL B R 0 AT g R e AR T 3 B
5 3 o 9 HE

TSR] Sy AT AL B {45 4 Je 46 5 PR 2R
PEAR SCHE LA B 4 Bl A [A] R A0 < HOHE 3K Bl i
7E [0 Wy BLK Bl e I T B

(3) T Al for Science RIEM RGEIR
(Resilient Al Systems for Scientific Discovery)

AR R 3 ) R AR AR G, B A A B
I BE 3 81, 30 I3l 1 52 A 5 [R) PR 05 v S AT 55 | 151X
Sl 5 RUBE Y O AR OR . K SR AL A .
ot RGUEEE, T LA A R S A E
FIRE 7, 38 1 AN [ S &5 F0OUL I 5% 58 22 55 ) 2R R
R A SRR L], PR AF AT ALY B — B 5 K
FasE 1k T Bz Ak 5 & It RE 01, BOXHE 55 B bs
AL 5 Bl M ik 1
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(Federated Learning), & 7Y 2% 1% 5 3h 2% &= 4 #L il ,
AT AR 52 BN < 25 T2 ] <Rk 22 B RR A 1 B
R, B A s N E AL PR B AT 552 AR BE T,
A 2 [ B AR AN ) Bl i B R S

JEBEAK, AL DU A, AR —FR}
PR RARARRIE. b B B4 LT =R R e

1) #4742k e 22 G0 A9 2 18] R AW 1) 2% (4n [

Pr7-F [l i3 IMCP);
2) A F o B TR =S RIME 55 1R &R (R A 4R
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G5 AR E=) SR X Vi I 53
ACE Advanced Composition Explorer R B R T B WM R BRSSP e e T,
RATHUE CMESF 4, LR MRS TR
Al Artificial Intelligence NTH 6 ZIRBAU NSRRI S RS, (P W) 4
, FEILE Y 2T TR, {5 2 R HEAL PR R M
o ZACE ’
ANN Artificial Neural Network N T 2% SE TG 55 50 A8 T 5 (EE 1/5).
NN Z BRI CNN 254, B R AL R,
y 22 R Y !
CONN Cascade CNN GRS I R, (15 P45 AL 5
o o KRS RGBS TR =, BRI,
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