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Abstract: Addressing the challenge of fault pattern matching in complex dynamic process industries due to variations
in curve length or parameterization, this paper presents a novel Fréchet distance-based adaptive rank-order morphological
filter (FAROMF) integrated with locality preserving projections (LPP) for fault diagnosis. Firstly, in the proposed method,
the LPP algorithm preserves the local streaming information of the data is used to extract the fault-related features, the
high dimensionality and nonlinearity of the data can be overcome to obtain the required template signals and test signals.
Secondly, the Fréchet distance which is introduced into the distance error of AROMEF is used to obtain the output trend
characteristics from the FAROMEF transform of the test signal, which reduces the consistency requirements of curve length
and parameterization, considers the spatial similarity and dynamic characteristics, so the error between the output trend
and the template trend is calculated more accurately and reasonably. Finally, Tennessee Eastman process (TEP) is used to
validate the performance of the proposed method. The results show that LPP-FAROMEF exhibits higher accuracy, robustness
and speed in fault diagnosis.

Key words: fault diagnosis; Fréchet distance; locality preserving projections; Tennessee Eastman process

Citation: LEI Hai, CAO Jian, LI Qing. Improved Fréchet distance based AROMF and its application in process industry
fault diagnosis. Control Theory & Applications, 2026, 43(4): 832 — 842

1 35 JIRNZE A A = () B i) — T ARG R 2N
MR W A B IMAE T T i i R, SR R K R A P A2 W ) A8 T KB AT AT,
B HA R AR R JE SO IR Tl 3 s JENR T 2 A RIS Wi iR, —BeR UL, i
Wik H #: 2024—05—22; StHHA: 2024—11—12.
Ti@{E/E% . E-mail: caojian@bistu.edu.cn; Tel.: +86 15810006081.
AT FHARAE.

AR B RO AR IR H (2023 X710) B ).
Supported by the Research Foundation of Beijing Information Science and Technology University (2023XJJ10).




Fam

TS Gk o TR BE S B AROME M AE AR TV b2 v 833

R 12 W7 1) 7 92 3 A 3 B T Ik B () 2 e
T3 BT B R R S W VR AN T e
PO A T R AR s e NN e N E A S AN
N AR ) PE AR 1t B 2% TS AR B ki 2
FE AR AE DAIA ) s AERR R0, A7 LT AR p A AR A s 1 o
AT, BHRIRAN TR XS 7 S A A FRAE ] SEIZ T 55,
AT I AE 2 B O T 2 T 5040 DR B P i 12 Wi 4k
e

IS )T EE R L Z oGt i N AGER,
—FROR UL AT LUK 22 Te Gt iR NP RS — Rt 2k
YRI5, 79— AR s W L P2 ot
T 51 R A U 43 B 77 ¥ (principal compo-
nent analysis, PCA)®| %% <& /- ) 51 43 #7177 1 (Fisher
discriminant analysis , FDA) . fhif/]N - 3fe(partial le-
ast squares regression , PLS)!'0V 25 77y SR 17, & 2%
TR TP 2 1S B et R 2 B I s
A AR AR, SX BT VR AR AL PR IR R AE
o) f_E RARARN . Pt iIE 5 2 J5im] LI
AR AR A 1) . PR B F5E5 (locality preserv-
ing projections, LPP) J7iZ1@id 54K H AR 7 51 1) 2 1t Bk
5, BTG 2 Bt PR 4 2, AN AT DAOR B itk 1) SR 8
X [IARFAIE, 38 FT DA VOB B AN e B3 2R S 1)
R, HA T AR 12 AR DR s U2

T M ) 43 28 ) 8L, LPPARLYE: e ok 080 ) Ak
A REFHIVER, SR, XT3 RAE 551 5, LPP
SRR AP IR AE A 3 1) 70 4 SR A R AR A 1 0 FE 0
. BHIERFR T LS )E) 48 (adaptive rank-order morp-
hological filter, AROMF) & —F & T 22L& 5 115
ST A, fEAROMEPRI S kb, e ] L I i
HRE 5 5% &5 Bk AR 22 10 B R gk T 18 20
AHAMAEDLIC, B s HEmh It SRR, SR, fE4E 48
(1) AROMFA AL L 75, — MR FH BR G RE B 4F
PIAME S AP TC R R A RIR 22 R B, ZE SR BIX A
55 IULED, 752k B LLB™ 4 1) 26 A, EERIANME
5 A MIEE TR HAE S — XN, iR 5
AN JE S, PIAME S AEILRC R w2 B 22 B B 1)
2, F2mVCHCRE FE, RN HE B S AR, S
P

T fg T Hh Rt &K B S i 2 7 5
B UCHCHE B, ASCHR W 1 3T 96 7 A B 1)
NG 245 T B 28 (Fréchet distance-based AROMEF, FA-
ROMEF). iZJ7 i3 AMU B 10 B K FEM S H b i) —
BEEK, M H A58 T 2 b LA TT T
bRt SRR AR AL, T TR AN A B
) P 9 BREE 25, FAROMFREA R A AR (E 5
S EE 5 2 IAIULEC R, AFEALBE A 2 TR AL,
()l 2t R L AR X — TR I, KRR
FH 7 AU I 0 3 B AN TR 1, A B 5 4 S 1)
S R IE .

NY #2530 FEFAROMEF ) S FH Atek - T L s
FAPE, A SCH 9 75 BE 25 i 7 05 AROMFAHZS &,
B PE AR T — FHFAROMEAE A LPP ) i [ 12 Wi
Tk e, B RHEEE AR A S T, R LPPSE
IR AR B (0 S BRI, 28 i 5 A
BRA55. Bl J5, FAROMFXTIX P 2R15 5 AT TR A0 e,
FEARIEAS FEASEAR AT 5 0 W B 7 A 4% 5 110 7 T e
i 5 S S AR S = AR 5 5. B,
JE IS H 4 4+ = 34 FE (Tennessee Eastman process,
TEP) ) B 5 5631E T LPP-FAROMF J7 V2 A Rk
PiEAERF, X — I EAMUEZRT T 2 Wi
TRRE, A BRI R R R, A IS T AT
PAE THEIE LR, A E BT T

1) 54 AROMF S8 F R IR BE B9 115 5 2 [H)
(R 22, ARSCOIHEH LS N T 35 7 B iEE % 2] AROMF
o o T BEE BT B S W ZR AR AP AR AL PR AR AL
PE, R T A5 5K AIURFAE 5506 55 0 T A% TR i

2) AHE UK FAROME SLPPHE: 545 &, S2
SIS W55, FHEAETEPIS FR I T 1% 77 1: (1 e
WTHER RIS

AL ARG A2, [ T 54
MR L SIS, 72583755, {1 FI TEP KR KIFLPP-
FAROMF M) Mk, & Ja, 5 4 3 0 S A SCitAT 1 i
gh, e T ARKATRER TAE.

2 T LPP-FAROMF A E 1k
2.1 LPPHi%

LPPHEIAIERIR AL R AR E 5PCA B A ML AL,
ST, PR CEA B 1 75 20 B A7 AE B35 X . LPPSE
TEAMOOERE PR A0, SRR 58 TR 2
) AR AR 7 B R IR PR AR A TR X B 5% R
FAL, A LPPAHE S SRS A M I 3 25 b 5 s
B VA 5 I S B R AR, 38 5 8 R 1) S S0 e 1k,
LPPYE 48 B 4 Rk 72 o RS 1 BE o8 22 (1) S iR 45 4 15
B, T R SR M R B RN oA 2 S EL L (R, AH
B TFPCA, LPPYE #1240 i 2L H 8 55 33 FH 1k
AR, TEASSCIRE TR, BT SR a4 1 52 2= 1,
TSt AT B AT — L Ab B, KBRS (B SR
NAX =z, 29, ,x,} € R™" JRJ5H|H KNN
FOEAR BE I AN S5 B X RN s B EANARIE A,
S 5 AR s R BB B, G SR 55 2 T ) B B
7N, U3 3ok FAAZ R BRI 1K T A R, A
T 3R O AUARL. BB RE B T DL I #A% R Bkt
&, =) Phs:

2
Wij: exp(—M), $¢$ij%iﬁ/v°|3,'ﬁ,
0, HAR S,

Hrht BB ZE, © > 0. F e A i H o)
RYET R F € RV (v < m)BEAT B T DA 21 25040

€]



834 oA R 5 N A

43 3

Y, Y = ATX. N 7B S I SR S B, 19
Fan AL
]_ n o n
minJ = 5 32 3 [lyi — yi Wi 2)
i=175=1

N T IHAET SR QAT RS, 1R s

. Zl Hyi - yjHZWij =

1
min J = arg min —
2i01j=

arg min(z Avz; Dzt A —
Z ATmiV[Z/ijx;rA) =
;g min(ATXDXTA - ATXWXTA) =
argmintr(ATXLXTA), 3)
H Dy = Y Wiy, JBEL = D — W HE/RTE K
B, 5T L F RIS SLORRET . KAk
=

ol

Q=W
ZAEYTDY = 1. dEik 5] NFia% B H R %, ¥ Lk H

Frer i A= (4), B
XLXTA=)XXDX"A. 4)

TN R AR, AT ISR SCRFIEEN,, 11
Ho A /NI E T RFAEAR A X0 B FRREAE [ £, R AIE )
SLALE 1T T BRI AE PR A, PR AR S B
e AR, S 254G EUREY .

2.2 FAROMFH &

AROMF &%} T-FRJF T &S I8 UK #% (rank-order mor-
phological filter, ROMF) | [ /& & Fl g it 4. 5 4%
R PGEE 254 A5 5 1] 1% 22 26X BE 25 1¥144 SE AROME,
P T A B 1 s R RS 22 5 1, K F A% S AROMFAS:
R LE e o U A2 Wi e R T s B 1) 22 S A 14D ) 8
X ] e T BRI 2 KK FCRE B TSR 2% A, gt mxd T
[ — S Y A (g R U A AR TS A .

JfARIE — PR, AR SCH] N 35 T /O B 2 H &N
NI A5 e s, AT e R 2 T FAROME. 1E fl 28
AR TG IC 7 T, 9 H 6P 5 TG 7 Lok R 4R e K
NSHAL 58, RN 58 T 4 b S pis LA
JeUUELE R A 26 TR k. 2 ik R A it 2k
Z A BITEARAR A, T B8 T KK ERER B A7 2 1 i)
.

M FAROMFH T 15 xQUC BT, Gn SR04 1 48 K
i, At s I RCERe. BT A, B /o FHLPPA %
SR FEAR N 2R 5t i 4 2, 15 B B 75 MBS 5 d, =
{d%, dz‘z’ T ad?} FeRv™", 4%&1/57'9%% %_"Ej‘l IEH‘T
X B AN AN () g A5 P 0 I 3k AT s 4 % (1) [
R4 Rl a, 1521 FE4E 5 S 5 p = {p', p?,
co Pt F e RIS SR NN, AN AR
B SENREE S, LIR(E SEAFRRAE 5/

B i TFAROMFE 484, 1585 E 5y = {y',
J2, oy} F € RV BHGERE T A g = F(p
dr).
B AL o T AR B R FH T o it S AH AL DT AT IS,
X T — AMEE 5 A S BB — 4R 20 ) AT
AR
0j(d) = {ur,uz, -+, unt, )
aj(y) = {11)1,’(1]2,"' 7wn}7 (6)
Hhj=1,2,-- v, o, (d)flo; (y) 5 3w i
A B HUS 86 &, WDa I ) b — 2 ] AR pan =(7)
N I=ea R
L= {(ual’wln)v (uazuwb2)7 Tty (uanawbn)}a @)
Eiﬁﬁ%l:'j a, = 17b1 = 17an =n, bn =n, Xﬂ‘ﬂ:
’ff%:i'l = ].,2,“ : ,nﬁaiﬂ = aiE‘ZaH_l = Q; + 1%”
bit1 = by. d, y 5L A7 A0 Z [RGB || L|| €
SN HIR R RE B R R, an=X(8) Fn:

I} = | max d(uq,, wy,). ®)

FEALGE T FAROMFESEIE Fhy, AU 53 5 fa H
WRPRER RS, RGBS A TS R A UL S 5 B M )
AR, BARFIE A —— X . Hat 5 A

n

S (g —dy)?, ©)

=1

dE(y7 d) =

R, R PR X 18] e 81 AR FE AR AIE s AL B AR
UK, S BUEAL PR A — ER ARFE R 551
fE T, VERCRCRAME. O 1 SO IR RK IR EE B ) R BR 1,
AR SORE o AR 2 5N B AROME . 3 B B ER 25 7]
DLR I ACER 2 1 22 5 FIARZRE AT, e SLATE

dr(y,d) = minl_nllax d (g, wyy). (10)

¥ b B B R AROMEF s 5 5B =S
AR 22 BE B Skt AT R AR LU DTS, 5] AAR-
OMF /5 AR Z R B (1) B

E} =3 (min(l:r?%xndj(uil,wil)))z, (11)

K3
j=1

Forp of QIR B B4 5 B4R R, u AR IR
MRS 5. 56, B LPPELII S 5 kAT M4 AL 7,
MM ERAF B A HIBARAS S ARS8,
X IR AR FIE MRS 5, 752 MRS 51
BT, FIHFAROMERT H AT A28 4, A2 AN [+
Hr S 5. BE, Wi AN S S S SRR
55 2 AIIEACRZEIE B, i 5 A RE S VLA
FE T A IR A 5 28 70 2%, IR B de /N O BRAR A5 5
B e N IIRAE 5 AR S . FAROMPA UG RL
FiFEmE TR,



B4 1

FUFES: Motk Bl B R BS 1 AROME R AE A TV i1z v 835

Kl 1 FAROMFILAL Ty i
Fig. 1 FAROMF pattern matching method

2.3 ETLPP-FAROMF i) &2 Wi f2

B LR R B

1) X TEPAS 2 (¥ 5 b A S50 47 e A JH —fh b
B

2) St b E I IS IR HHE, R A LPP A ok i #dts gt

A7 B4, BRI HHE 1) SRR AR, AN 7] 1 i e A5 =
S RNGERMREE, 15235 T LPPISE A I,

3) o ALK R AR I 2R 55 35 46
FRERR, 13 RIS e BR (5 5

4) G A A R A P R A 5 3R A3 P
FERERRR, 13 AN R AR AR A R 5 5

TELLIL W B

1) 7EA [R] M B A X AR A5 5 MBS T b R
Bl 73 EHIMNRAE 5 3 TFAROMFIE 25381k, 15215
His5;

2) XS B EAMERUE 5 A0 5 2 3 R S 5
BT T 955 B s AR B 5

3) B/ NIE AR ZEBE B, 15 2 6 B AR
RO AR AN S S 2R,

BET- 9 BCHE B9 1) AROMEF [ g 4 W i 162 1)
K2,
3 FH SRR
3.1 TEP

TEPZ /NN T52br T2 e T i i
B, HLRT A i B S B A AR L SR A R AR LR M
P 2B B A e R 0 Rk P B AR 1) J

HERSCHRUR, B2 LT PP R A T R 4 5
W LA S B 2 I R R R ). I3 A TEPR AR .

1=7AN I A

SRR AR AR
11 5 )1 S5 A

DR

LPPELVEIRELY
TR A 2 (1) R AIE

3T o R BREE 55 11
AROMF#5 7!

BRAH DAL A R
PIL W T IR R R 2

i ERL

Kl 2 LPP-FAROMFI#i 2 i 5 2 el
Fig. 2 Fault diagnosis schematic of LPP-FAROMF

TEPE: 273 54N HTC, 70 2 N8 ¥ BEas
PR IEAGHL S SR B s AR RS . FETEP ) FUASA
AR, B EAA8M R A, 2 5IA, B, C,



836 B owo#H w5 N

43 %

D, E, F, GFIH, X} FiZid #2544 e M 5| A, DRIEHE %
HEN N BT N, C A1 Dl i A kg HE NG FE.
TEPE A 524 247 &, B4 MXMS(1)-XMS@ 1))

A1 T RN AR B A AXMV(D-XMV (1 D114
PR R, Horb: MR EE AR, M EZ &R,
GARIHAE ANZILRE )4 AR s 161,

3
+

é‘@

‘ 8 o S 0 -
CWSl @Q ‘ 1k

:
=
=
@i

@

r———— - - ———— — =

| i i
—_——————— ==

EEHEEEED

®

BOE0

@
Zo

K 3 TEPjifEA
Fig. 3 TEP flowchart

3.2 LPP-FAROMFHZEIETEPS 2 56AE

TEPA 5P & — FLRHL T 2 180 A [7) 28 2 1y i e,
N 5 SCHR (1419 BB et AT b, SR EL T
F1AF6, [FIF7E Al F 30 7 M sar7, DLy w7
U B IR AIE R A B R . X S IR 5 T A RS
B, PATAS MRS R sh, BRI 2R, 18
I — e B, A BRI SIS BRI &2 24 B, B PR T Sk
6 45 AR R MR AT Lk, AT RE % S RN 40 B
LPP-FAROMFS7% [ Rt N i hs 2 1 $E 500
ANNZREAEFI2004MRE S, Hks ) e gk 1
FI7R.

TG, X AR b S A I R E A P LPP &L
HEATRAESREL, SEHCATAANRAE ) A RS 5, 1
B RRT TS AR (5 5 a4 PR,

El4FT 7~ NLPPELVE A AE $R UG 2 AN 145 5
e, IWE4RT] DA H, AR RS S 7
A —RFAE4E B LA AN R AR A 28 k. SR,
TR — B R R, RAR A5 S AR AR E4E R I

SRR AR AR, 3X o2 i F FAROMFHEAT A
FUVLHC (1 B Ve ZE Al 7R IRAFT A Pl A5 5 ), A
MLPPEIZIRAFAF UL IR . O T IRIESE T30
SR ) AROMEF fE 15 5 [LHC T A DBk, A0k
HCTEPH (¥ B 5 1 kA5 5, JF 70 B L S RARAE
S EFAROMFAE AT A VL BERSCR . S sl fs 5
FEAMRAIETT 1) SRS 5 IO VE AT R P S .

1 SR R F Aok 5 ik
Table 1 Fault case selection and fault description
HID WA R

F1 A/CHEELE . BB B (Hilfi4) Bk
F2 B4y A/CHERIEUAE 2 (iR 4) iR

F3 DiERREE (H2) ik
F4 SN EEAEIR N R Firik
F5 P IA R EIR N R ik
F6 ABEEMRAR R FiriEk

F1  CHEERIBUR-TT R RGRR4)  BrEk




FHIFEE: Ttk I R REE S 1 AROMEF S (E RS Vi W s 837
6 T T 2 - - 8 T T
40 4 0 6 I 1
P \ P i L J ul 2 H 4
Boor 1 o gl ]
2L\ 4 4 i Ll // |
4050 100 150 -6 ‘ : -4 ‘ :
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
FEA Ped Ped
2 T T 2 T T 6 T T
‘ ™\
\ 1 [\ i 4 T il
+ 0 '/\\ /\/m 7 _w(\‘ / \
b \ E ool [\ 1 ® 2 I
15\9( -2 \/ _ }:ib( | \‘ “\ \ . .}::x 0 J\ W -
1k et [
% -2 *\\/ s
-4 y ! I I _ I I
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 2030 100 150 45 50 100 150
FEA FEA Re A Rk
(a) WFE1 (d) HefEa
2 ; : 8 * * 8 ; :
0 of | 2 b il ]
"iﬁ I | HI(EH 4 _\ i or ) o~ 4 " T
B 2r 1 B 2 1 ol { = 2l 1
74 V | —2r \“ / ) “4r ] -2+ \\ / 1
-6 I I -4 | 1 B ) ) B \/ | |
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 60 50 100 150 40 50 100 150
FEA FEA B PEA
4 4 T T 2 T T 6 T T
g [ prAWeVE < [ \
I op | - . W of M 7 i n \ 2 4\\ |
2 [/ 2| a0 N E o]
-2 H \w/ - -2 T B -1k “ / Ny N ‘ /
J | v 2 A
—4 4 L L — 1 1 _ 1 L
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 20 50 100 150 40 30 100 150
FEA FeA B PEA
(b) #hkE2 () HehES
2 T T 6 \ T T 3 . . 3 T }\
| i T 2t VA
— or ~ 2 k - 2r 7 1+ ‘ -
g | | £ S . $ o 1]
-4+ b 72k\\ | - 0F i Ll \ |
,6 1 1 —4 e 1 1 _ _ 1 1
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 10 50 100 150 30 50 100 150
FEA FEA FEAR FEA
2 = T 4 T T 2 T T 1.5 T T
/” \ 2H\ 1 A /\ /
i \ ] 1h [\ 1 05+ ponins
e o/ D] 4 o \ < ‘
W of| \ 4 W 0 of e [ 4 H8 00 fui |
[ B2 . w RN ' ! U} |
-1k1/ RSV VLV 741 ] 1k ‘,‘ \‘f 05 / U i
_2 1 1 _6 1 1 72 1 ly 710 \4/ 1 1
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
FEA FEA FEA FEA
(c) W3 (f) Hek6



838 B owo#H w5 N

43 %

2 - - 4 T T
2+ -
— OF 1 Tl or b
il il [ ]
X oL 1 B4l i
-6 L _
-4 1 1 . -8 1 1
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
FEA FEA
2 | T 2 A — T
H . TR 1
cn 0k N < 0 : “‘ \\ r‘// A\m\ m
m\ﬁﬂ \ "\ ]]ﬂmﬂ \ | “\ ;/ “ NI
Bl 1 1
2t | 4 2L ‘U‘ 4
-3 M L -3 | |
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
FEA FEA
(g) Hikw7

K 4 LPPREAEfE )75 5
Fig. 4 The seven fault mode signal graphs after dimension-
ality reduction of LPP

XF B ST AE 5 UL RCHEAT 0 M. XS 2 fbss
B A5 5 #E4T FAROMF JE 528 s 5, 45 21 5
5, FFAR A 9 A B S e S S RS P
TR ZE B, K N RFAE 1A R IR ZE AN DY R
ZEBR . AT LG5 R AT LA, Wl 1 3 e 7 1)

[lmﬂ '—"ﬂ-WJ/ N o
R o HEAGEE
o —~
- - Wkl
-10 L L L L L L
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEA
4 T T T T T T
31, A — AT T
o ~ fhfEe ]
2 k> / - W ]
™oof ¥ L g e |
-1E \/\/‘/‘\/y\/”i “ﬁ/‘JJ\A
2 L L L ]

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

2
—~ ik
-- MRS

_8 ) 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

FEA

BAE 5 5G5S 5 5 1% A5 5 1 B 45N
32.48, 10.28, 6.63, 5.6, 4.47, 13.75, 7.04. 1R SR & /M
B 4.47, PR R A O s 5. At e 2 i
FEFE] L, AR5 5 B R (5 5 iR ZE 8
B 2FTR.

H 220 LAE H R, 2, 4, 6.2 18] () P 55 A 22 45
K, EFERT LURZS Z) X 533X LRl ioes T-kb3,
5,7, B B iR 22 BE B AR Z2 0. (R, ARER T
b1, 2, 4, 65 LLX 7, (EE N 2R 4 IR LR H, 25T
375 BCEE 25 1Y AROMF#AEI2 W7 5 vk RE i XX J LISk
B B HERF 2325, St AR SC SO A Bk 2 T LPP-
AROMFL T 5 FL 5256, DA SR X oiodk 2 s 10 0 25 1
X Bt 22T R R B A () A B3R5 5 B AR i et
55 R Z B R 3 FTR.

H# 3 A LAE H, [FFE 2 #f% 5, FAROMEF 75 Hi i
IEACHE 2 & 4.47, AROMF 75 H 3R FE B 42 11.01.
[A Ik, FAROMF/E 5 UL 5706 T /M5 5 2 [ 1A
AR R R EE T, MG 5 2 TR AR B/ 15 B
PG 5 (A AR AL RE vy, BRI o0 2R HE B iR 1)
MEZRiR /)N [F) B A% T- AROMEF A5 5 e ) SR RS .
Bee 12 W 174) SR A5 P A vy, D) B R 4 S (R R S el )N
WERH T FAROMF A A 5 43 805 B

T T T

— AT
— fh{Es
> - RfEY
bl 1
74 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEA
6 T T T T T T
4p — RS
\ — Hi{E
Y. - WRES
= 0 e AR =
_2 A
-4

8 T T T T T T

6 — AT

4 ~ HHEe
S S-S
. |

_4 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

FEA




B4 1 FUFES: Motk Bl B R BS 1 AROME R AE A TV i1z v 839

4 T T T T T T 5 T T T T T T
\ \

L RS~ M - WRES L o REREE - ST - MRS
P II AN
o X o | L
4 =

72 —

-4 | | | | | | -5 | | | | | |

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
A B

(b) WP SRR 5 %2 1B N FAROMFE4E 3t

6 T
o - 4 — AR ES
5 — i?u%%%‘
— u o~ L IR Ty =
= — ﬁzli{ﬁ% - oo % = :
— fhfET v .
--MES T 2r 7
780 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 740 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
JEFN
4 ‘
3F 0 — REAES
ok — MhES
MCJEH , - - WRES ﬁ“
I\ O | ‘kp(
,1 —
_20 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
[EFN FEA
(c) WFRSTERINR(E 5 M3 I FFAROMF4 3
- —HARES
— iﬁﬁ%% ]
HJJEH 7 - - WRES
X —HARES
— fhfES ]
-- WA fES .
-8 o | | 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 100 120 140
FEA
4 T T 6 T
I,
30 ——MARES | 4 *#ZK%% ]
2L — HES 5 — iﬁﬁﬂﬂa%
e} TR e =) < L R Aﬁ—:l |
R MIFER RS | = MHAE 5
S B oL 4
O -
1 ] 2t .
72 | | | | | | _4 | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEA FEAR

(d) MEESTEARMRAE 5 154 1B FTFAROMFZ5 5

6 \
T ] 4 — AR
—~ s
108 2 - WS
—wAEE L B0 |
—~ 5
- WiRfEE 1
78 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 74 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

FEA FEA



840 Boh H w5 N M a3
4 , T T T T T T 6 T T T T T T
3 A 4 — A
oL \ e ﬁ?ﬂj{zm B - %EI'IHTE'?
- I I EREl < 2 Ny
= R . - MR | o r - - WERES T
s 4 ook 2
0 ' -
-1 | 2+ |
,2 1 1 1 1 1 1 74 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEAS FEAS
(e) MRS TERR (5 5 s I FFAROMF4,
4 T T T T T T 6 T T T T T T
2r 1 4
oL /”MMA
— f - o2
B 2hb o 18
A il — AL 2 o
o — fhfEe
6F, - - s S 2
,8 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 74 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEA FEA
4 ) T T T T T T 6 T T T T T T
\
TN AT - BT - - WREE 4l THAES
w 2 — %ﬁuﬂjfﬁﬁ
B --WAES
= A
i SV g T ]
1 Nt
_2 1 1
100 120 140
2 T T T T T T 4 T T T T T T
o =\ =
i \
0F 2 /MMA
ﬂl\?ﬂ 2+ ‘ ‘ » ‘ |
il — ks — ARG
o ~ i ~ gt s
on RS R
-8 - | | | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 100 120 140
B
4 \ T T T T T T T T
L —RARET | —BAET
g ~ fhfs — (s
Higﬂ N - WAES - - W55
%p( \ - »‘~:‘-’.v : \ VVV
_2k -
,4 1 1 1 1 1 1 74 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
FEAR FEAR

(g) HOFR SRR S 5 P57 B F FAROMF4;
K5 il s pos L
Fig. 5 Pattern matching for fault 5

L SR 7 R AR B R IR AR A BT BRI VA A
NERG R N T T e 5 % B P /& 1 ge,
AT I AE A SC BRI FE A IS N 1 AN (] M 75 A S 5
F F A [F] 15 " EL (signal-to-noise ratio, SNR) (41 41,
SNR = 15 dB, 20 dB, 25 dB, 30 dB 135 dB)XHi 4k

PEREREAT VRAL. 7E07 Hakiah, A SCik# 7 AR K
PRI 3 DA DX 23 BB A S 1 A 70 G2, FE1m1 i
T AFIKE e S Was R4 ps.
MFRAHRT DL Y, B 78 A7 78 e 75 B IR 1
N, LPP-FAROMF J7 VMK SR B % DR AF 5 i )12 W v



Fam

FUFES: Motk Bl B R BS 1 AROME R AE A TV i1z v 841

R, H5 AN 1R G5 F L, S Wi s 1)
N REE FE AR BN — 5 TR DUE Y, B (S e L
K, W2 kS B e i, 2415 M Lk 2035 dBRY, i)
B2 kS 5 BT SR AR Bs DR S 59— 7 THI, R4
2 Wk SR rh T LB R G 3, 5 LPP-AROMFAHLL,
LPP-FAROMFX} A~ ] SNR F # F 12 ok 188 o8 sy, 3k —
AR T TR IR AR B T TR B T
LPP-FAROMFYE A~ [ {5 M Lk R ¥4 RE SE B U 1112 Wy
PERE, DL g B, ZO Ve e O R —
[

2 AT hEIIE RN TR BKENKIZ 5 BB
WA 5 0i% £ 85
Table 2 Error distance from different fault test signals
to template fault signals based on Fréchet dis-
tance
W
PR
F1 1791 37.8 39.05 42.55 38.97 27.39 33.05
F2 3959 5.27 997 11.37 1098 16.95 13.73
F3 46.01 826 554 11.27 11.12 23.87 5.69
F4 4981 13.67 14.63 6.26 12.49 26.67 22.51
F5 3248 1028 6.63 56 447 1375 7.04
F6 22.64 20.21 22.09 24.55 2224 3.81 26.7
F7 3252 867 7.56 841 7.32 15.03 5.98
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Table 3 Error distance from different fault test signals
to template fault signals based on Euclidean
distance

R

PEES

F1 225 71.11 69.47 70.95 66.61 54.21 73.61
F2 5475 14.77 24.03 29.41 29.98 41.61 33.24
F3 57.5 21.79 13.29 203 19.33 43.57 13.43
F4 73.25 37.58 33.49 12.35 21.06 56.44 49.97
F5 47.22 2353 15.66 12.35 11.01 31.98 14.16
F6 55.13 63.75 59.73 63.43 5898 7.22 59.85
F7 50.03 27.62 24.26 26.93 23.36 33.72 14.17
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Table 4 Fault diagnosis results for fault mode 5 with

different SNRs
T PCA-AR- KCVA-AR- LPP-AR- LPP-FAR-
ik FC c
OMF/%  OMF/% OMF/% OMF/%

Without 19 30 65 86
SNR(15 dB) 6 13 45 78
SNR(20 dB) 5 18 47 81
SNR(25 dB) 9 20 50 83
SNR(30 dB) 11 21 49 83
SNR(35 dB) 11 23 53 87

4% 5 LPP-FAROMF 7 ik 5 HAw & 5 W 77 ik 49 14
WA R AR
Table 5 Comparison of diagnostic accuracy of LPP-
FAROMF method with other fault diagnosis
methods
izl PCA- KCVA- LPP- LPP-
¥5/% AROMF/% AROMF/% AROMF/% FAROMF/%

Fl 97 100 100 100
F2 96 100 100 100
F3 40 52 55 85
F4 45 60 80 100
F5 19 30 70 86
F6 93 100 100 100
F7 33 45 75 92
TEME 60.57 69.57 82.86 94.71
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Table 6 Comparison of LPP-AROMF and LPP-
FAROMF methods for 100 run times with

different faults
t/s FI F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 “F¥iH
LPP- 235 227 234 240 232 230 220 231
AROMF
LPP- 229 222 219 233 224 220 210 222
FAROMF
4 4w

A SCEFXSTLPP-AROME J5 VA TE fif U B 24 I sh 7283
FE T o i Hp g s A = T B DR i 2 K P B S St 2=
T TR UT AL AR, $EH T — MR T 3R TR BE B Y
LPP-AROMF#{[#12 Wi /512, 1Z 77751 Seii 4 2% 25
B[22 Hh 2043 BB 28, SR Ja R4 22 T I R /e
B SCHTARCLEE B3R, THEARREN Hh 22 5 & th 2k
FIREACAE, H AR AL FE 5 R R ASEASE B 6 P ke L Py g o
KAE AR M2 2 b R, PR B2 H
(6], 38 0 M 50 R 1% 5 VEAETEP L IGAIE T Frdg
T TERE. A SCHTHE H I v A R (R s
RERf BE AN R P R R 2 W B2, (R B S8 4 R
P, & T 2 M2 Bnd 2.
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