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Abstract: The statistical process control based on principal component analysis (PCA) usually assumes that the under-
lying data generation process is independent and identically distributed (I..D.). When PCA is applied to detect faults in a
process with multimodal structure or nonlinear monitored variables, its fault detection performance will descend. Aiming
at the above limitations of PCA, a fault detection strategy based on difference of score reconstruction associated with PCA
(Diff-PCA) is proposed in this paper. First, an input space is decomposed into two subspaces: principal component sub-
space (PCS) and residual subspace (RS) using PCA. Next, the reconstructed score vectors of each score vector are computed
respectively through k nearest neighbors (kNN) rule in PCS and RS, and then a difference vector of score reconstruction
can be also obtained. At last, the statistic values of the difference vectors are monitored to detect faults. Diff—-PCA 1is capa-
ble of not only reducing the influence of multimodal and nonlinear characteristics, but also eliminating the autocorrelation
of the statistic and improving the fault detection rate (FDR). The efficiency of the proposed strategy is implemented in two
simulated cases and in the Tennessee Eastman (TE) processes. The experimental results indicate that the proposed method
outperforms the conventional PCA, Kernel PCA( KPCA), Dynamic PCA (DPCA) and the fault detection method based on
k nearest neighbors (FD-kNN).

Key words: principal component analysis; difference of score reconstruction; k nearest neighbors; Tennessee Eastman
processes; fault detection

Citation: ZHANG Cheng, GUO Qingxiu, LI Yuan, et al. Fault detection strategy based on difference of score recon-
struction associated with principal component analysis. Control Theory & Applications, 2019, 36(5): 774 — 782

Weks F1 39 2017—12—-08; 5% A H1: 2018—06—01.

P38 {E{F# . E-mail: li-yuan@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn; Tel.: +86 13082424115.

AT BrHEis.

X A AR AZEEIH (61490701, 61573088, 61673279), IL T AT ITIH (LZ2015059), 1L 747 HARRIAIEE I H (2015020164) B ).
Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61490701, 61573088, 61673279), the Education Department Research Project of
Liaoning Province (LZ2015059) and the National Natural Science Foundation of Liaoning (2015020164).



55 TR JET R A2 S (A S 775
1 55 ()R ENNRE AT 13 5 B A IR TR ARG O 5 3

B8 & AR A = HOR R PR e, ok R IR AL 5k
BEAZ T T VRAE ORUE AR 77 22 4 | H i AR 7 AR A5 7 THI i
HEEEM. BT %] R4 (distributed control
systems, DCS)AJ LA F Zhilll & FIf7 g R 2 1) 2L 5%
FEEHR, DR T 05 IR B I 22 oGt R4 (mul-
tivariate statistical process control, MSPC) /7 £ C. 48 1,
N A R A S S T A Fr A e 112

=E It M1 (principal component analysis, PCA)EA
— P TR IR B I R R U7, TR Iz H S
A T A= 25 HEUS T & M EERE4. PCA
77930 1 4 1 AR ks S Ak A R) S A R 3 TS T
(principal component subspace, PCS) 1 5% % - 7% [A]
(residual subspace, RS), [7] i} ¥ FIHotelling’s T2 1~
77 T % (squared prediction error, SPE) /N 1T &
X FEARAE FOR A7 2 8] RS 3R AT e 4500, T2 0
SPE# il B 5 7E AR B R AR B il M 22 7 i i 20 AT 1)
R FRHATHE, X2 PCA T AR AR L thad F
PR AR A IR . DAy 1 AR A e T R 1) % ) e
— LI T PCAMARLEME ik AP i, RIS 2R
HOR RIS e A, BT BR (1 E 784 T (kernel
PCA, KPCA) /7 O A& A Mot H T kAR R 5
(i Io A A 1 RS 10L Sy T R R 1 S A R
AAT AR F 2347, )4 3 7673 # (dynamic PCA,
DPCA)J7iEBAAFE] 1Tz R HI 121 DPCA R —
ok AE G PCAHE) BIZh A Z R BB 7. BT
DPCAZ [& | #ds b i) e H1AH G, DR e AE 25 AT I
Tl ARG HBES M A R R

k75, IPCA, KPCAFIDPCASE, & H T A
AR FG N T 2 R, 8 AT
BRI A T M2 BT AR, HeSr iR th—
i 3R T Kot 0 AR B A I 77 7 (Fault detection based
on k nearest neighbors, FD-ANN)!'4!. 1 F-FD-AKNNJ5
5N TR AR B R AT I BE B R 2 2 BT REACIR
A, FUZIE R 7 2 AR 1 R 4% 1 5.
YA [FI A H A (1) 7 22 4540 22 RO HU B SRR K
AETOIN RS AR IS, FD—ANIN 7 v ) i B 0 124 fi
3,

BT UL B M aT LG, b B R A AR B 2 AR
IE HAZ 2L G PCATT A AR M B /1. 534, S
ik (16148 H Seit-48F5 10 B AH < (autocorrelation) 1 /&
LM A 25 SR — AR 3R B RL G PCAT VE
FEAE LR AN 2 ARSI R ) = B DA S et e b B AH
SAE XS Aar I 25 R () S o] @, AR SCHE H — AP TPCA
543 B K0 22 43 W) 0B A6 ) 2R B (fault detection stra-
tegy based on the difference of score reconstruction as-
sociated with PCA, Diff-PCA). &%, N FIPCAKHIA
2 [0 3 NPT 22 (B PCSHIRS; £ 15k, fE439r %

BRSNS &Ja, S E 0 mET R NT? 4%
THE PR I 58 BRI, AR SCH) R N8 e R
2 AR PCATE; B34 AT F oot
53 BERE 2247 IR A A ) SR R ACHESE s FE 547 v, 18
it AN BB U8 A SO R A U 38520
ASCTTEAETEL FE 5 8, [FB 5 PCA, KPCA,
FD-ENNEE T V23047 0T L A4, 33— 2P B uF AR 300732
(A R 6T AR A OC R 2.
2 EAHr

ke = [z 29 -+ 2, NEERNEENSH
HAE, PCATT LB N 2% Hm e W W 7 2 F B AT
REAIE 23 A i O\ 25 [8) 23 fif N PCSAIRS, HAA i 72 L
(D)

x=tP" +tPT = [t t][P P|T =tP", (1)
Horp: BRENFEAAT Iy [n) &, FR PN SRR FE. M 3
JuJ7 7 21t vk (cumulative percent variance, CPV)a{
b 7 7 72 BT ik (residual percent variance, RPV) ]
DA F To8r, Hrh g B e o f T HER R
TEAAEE. W, FRP = [p, po - HJAETT
TIRAERE, Bt = [f £, - LN ETCESHEHR
b, = @p;. T ICHEIENE PHE T 8N 1 AR
A7 17, T M SE RV 2 1 3 R P S T S R AR B
EESEREISS

FEL R M A I b, 38 R T2 FISPESE 145 bk
53 I IEANAEATLE PCSFIRS H ) A5 4k

T? ={A " = zPA'P 2", )
SPE = (z — 2PPT)(z — zPPT) . (3
T?*MISPESE 11 Fi A 1 42 il B m] BA 1 20(4)—(5)

XE[ ]:
( )( )} T,M—ria (I)
( ) ? k)

SPEyCL = ¢ * Xhia» (5)
o TR R B B e fim — r B E 545, moN
FEAS R SPEITURM B HHEE R X2 3. i
S 2 HHE SPEGE THE b XA AT 7 2243 138 N a b,
W2 BH g = bl2a, FIh = 2a2/69. o B 5K,
I E LA 0.99570.95.
3 BT Eusairs o EZE 5 A
TR
AR HTEL X 42 GiPCA-T? FIPCA-SPE J5 7 1] Ja) R
P, BN T2 it 7 BRI RS 0 IR Z Tt s i 43
AT MSPESE & 75 B R ik 2= AR ST [R] 73 An, $2
— P T A B 22 40 TR R W S AR A
IR PR Sy AT ST RN E LR AR, AR R 7 3T

2 —
TUCL -



776 B owo#H w5 N

936 %

TR, B Sl PCAKE By A\ 25 (] 43 fi# IPCSAHIRS;
FENR, B KA AR 7 15T 19 0> A IRTSAS  E A
Eo R, &a, HERANGHH I E IR, 78
TELRAT SRR, B e MR A @ A A g S 2
HHRAS I AR SR B L S PCSFIRS H; 35 Rk, 115
MR EEA M A R ZE 5 H) i, FRE AN SR
b 105, AN GELT AR AR 43 ) 5 AR S ST e 1)
Gt F i BREAT LR, g A 45 R VR I 2 dn
K17,

I HPCATH RN SRR A £ o1 704 4
TR =AY ST,

!

!

[fTEP@’&tJ:/\ﬁZK ﬁJ\E’ka E“T ﬂjﬂ?ﬁéﬁ"ﬁi\ﬁﬁj‘ﬂﬁ]

AR, FEE A TR AT S 48, I A AT AAS )

!
[ frﬁffﬂiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁlmij [ PHEREA A 02 4 ) )

@Pcsqjﬁﬁ)r‘%‘izliﬁﬁ é}E"LﬂET@ GiRsﬂPiJrﬁﬁZFE‘J éfEiﬂET@

) )
[ BRI T ][ R T ]

(a) HRAIGHNT

RS
{

[ L e ]

FET, P BRI 3 018 5 Mk FET, AR IR 0k
AR, FFELM TR A S JEAT, IF B AR AAT 2

[ ﬁﬁﬁﬁzli?%é}ﬂ’]%/}ﬁ% ] [ AR ES A )
)

] [ G HET, )
!

2 2 . 2 2
g Thin> TprinUCLﬂZ Tie> Tregucr

[ i ﬁf’ﬁwl BT

o
o

TR

'

(b) AN
Kl 1 Diff-PCARBER IR
Fig. 1 Flow chart of fault detection method using Diff-PCA

3.1 HERES

B S HARE N X, SeFm A5
AHFIAS AL B PCASRIFEE AEPCS FIRS I3 43
ST, T, S OB P, P.

TEPCSH, % T 5 FEA (45 458, TE4E BT, o

PR T MR EAESEY € Ty j = 1,2, -+, k, FFIHEE
9 g e R, = (e, - - i, )RRV ZE R
R 6y = diag{67 ', 65", -+, 6.1} M

ﬁﬁmZEm{ﬁH)ﬁ:ﬁE%fﬁl%éw an=(6):

AN BE T AR TE SR LR P B 2 RS S5 M
F(6) AT LK FEAS = Te A3 50 TR B B — A, VH R 1)
SO 2 RS B 2 RS 1) P A AR AR 2 1)
F(6) AT LT IH— 1AL HE, 11X (7):

(73R e IR Z e m i A 22 1K,
A LLAEPCS HH AR 4 =02 & 32 — N BT I Se it 48 s, i
NI MAB):

Th.=e X' e, ®)
Horp X 35 225y e Py 7 ZE R

[i] 4, ERSEPTHLEFEUE’J?}EHET@S 1)
AEEAR 2, Gk S5 I ENE, € T, B, 6T, .,
AL AT RIEAREY, § = 1,2, - k. B TR, 116
S g 471 i B AR A 22 o £ O P R . T
RSHGLiHET2 AT LLE SUH

T2 =¢, X' el 9)

prln}FDTfes )42 il PR T, rmUCL}FDTrzesUCLﬁ DNl
A% % 24511 (kernel density estimation, KDE) /7 VA
s=(17],
3.2 kRS

BB — AR AR e, FEPCSFIRS H (K145 73 7] B
SHNE, =z, PRIE, = x, P.

o, AT, h R, BTG AR 1 8 €
T.,j=1,2, k FHRODIH 5250 &
e, = (t,. —m,)- &* ?%Eﬂfﬁ(& @, JOT2, 7T AR
NN, = e, X1 el A B, f1 3809, 2. T 7T
URRAT, = . X" el TR KT, T2,
73 990 5 AR R R E I PR T o AT s,
AT LB, e kg .

4 RS
4.1 FEZMEsp

AT M6 A5 AR N AR A B A1
TRIAEA S ITVE A R, 7 I P28 we v, AT A
e My i R ER R I 2 i TR R:

=2 +e, (10)
St AR e[S, swwm 45, 210, 21 LRI



Hs5M

GRINEE: T IO TR I B A 22 23 F SRR SR 777

SIMEF . AR AR A0, J7 % K0, H AT
e

UL BR300 B A, BN
200/ REASH T IRBIEL, & 100REAH TRedo
BURAG AT I S By SR 50, 2211004 e
B B2 ASBIIZRRE A B REA R R A
(OB . TG, 100/ ECRREA ) 0518 T 911
FEAR L.

35 T T T T T

30l o YIZiEA i
+ IR
25 % RV E N f b
20 @g B
S 15F b
10 b
5 - -
ol i
R E— 0 P 4 6
x

2 ARZMEBI T BEAHURIE

Fig. 2 Nonlinear case: scatter plots of samples

T2, N A 42 [(IPCA-T2 FIPCA-SPETE A< {5l
HEAT R R, Hod a2, BAS K N0.991 kS
Mg a3 R, v LG H, PCA-T?FIPCA-SPE
SRRt — AN . BAh A B EARTE 0 F
2 [A] A HOS E B B AR 7K 0.9 B T2 4 il R |-l
GFEARSE E TG T B AL AR LR M 254, 1R 1 — 2
A S s X 3y B B PR I PR Y, 5 [ AP

25 T T T T T T T
20F o VA + RIBHA
& sk o WA — 99% bl
< ok
o 10 . 1
& o 30, of & &
00 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Feds
() TF I
10 T T T T T T T
A o UIGEREA  + RIAEA
& o WkREA 999 il
0.5
<
O
=™

HA
(b) SPEFf
Kl 3 PCARlIZE R
Fig. 3 Results of PCA

15+ o MEHA  + KREHA
o HMEREAR - 99% 12 il FR

o
=

-10 -

_15 i 1 1 1 1
=30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

HFEoT
Kl 4 Foor 2 Ao A
Fig. 4 Scatter plots of samples in PCS

Rk, B KPCA-T? FIKPCA-SPE J5 {45 A5
HEAT T BRI . A% bR B RN R AR ) A R L
|z — y!F)

3 .

TR SYIGAIE 7, SRR e EU B E N 101
15, PRI 25 R B S PR, EAME]H EARKPCAR]
DAY RRA $R I 2R B0E A AR 2R e S5 4, (B HRREIX 2>
SRR IIMmAS . BRI, 1277 Y E AR5 H g s A )
#NO.

5, NSO EAEAA g AT Skl 3200
2 B AF KT 0.99 B A I 45 St sl 6 Fr . wTT EA
A, T AT A B SR B N L e e,
BEAS I 2R = TAL SR T3 1%, WKPCA-T?, KPCA-SPE
FIPCA-T?, PCA-SPE.

K(z,y) = exp(—

80 T

o WEREA |+ RlobA

SER O WA —— 99 |
< 40F T
O
~ 20 &, Hk K
00 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
BEA
(a) TH%H &
10 T T T T T T
= o WEZREA  + RIBA
N o lEeEA 99% ¥4 il Fit
< 0.5+
8 O © s T ———————
0.0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

GES
(b) SPEF &
K 5 KPCAKIZ; SR
Fig. 5 Results of KPCA



778 B owo#H w5 N

936 %

o ke

= * KIGFEA
& 10 o MEEREA  — - 99%3F 1| IR
<
@)
=% -

10°1 L .*.w .

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
PEA
(a) T2, 351

100 T T T T T T T
o ZiREA  + RRFEA
&~ o HEEREA 99%32 1| IR
< 50 + E
@}
[a W)

A

(b) T2l

6 Diff-PCAfI4,
Fig. 6 Results of Diff-PCA

4.2 ZBEEHIT

TEARTTH, @ — M4 R B 1) 2 RS R
P 7 RAE B A STV A R, R4 =, BT
MR TR EA R, RN E AL, TR
R

=t+te,

M1 {7 “ e U(-1,1), 11
y=2t+e,
=tte,

M2 7 ° t~U(=5,5). (12)

y=050+2t+e,

(1), B MRSEENLA 100N 225 FEAS AR
B MINGREE; TS BEHLAE SO MR AH T
RGN F VR A 2. fEfs 1, T sy K AE
M ERAR AL, P=AE 100 BB AEAS. YIGRFEAS . IRIGFEA
Fk R A G T35 B My O EUS B 7 s, T
LASE AN R Al 5 28 — IS IS F MU e R DU AN BE S8, T
AP ot SR o AR T DL AT T O A .

70 T T T T T
60 F .
! -
50 w E
40t st ™ _
> 30 10 1
ol o MR s l
AR LN "
10 o HEEMEA 5 5 57
of e ]
-10 1 1 | 1 |

6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

K7 ZHESHIT ARSI

Fig. 7 Multimode case: scatter plots of samples

A R, 4y a8 A% 45 1) PCA-T?, PCA-SPE,
FD-KNNFIA S JjVEDiff-PCA-T2, , Diff-PCA-T2
HEAT 7 ARG, ARYECPV = 0.85, Lok B N
2; @it FH IR, FD-ENNJ7 #4840, Diff-PCA—
T2, MDiff-PCA-T 7 4573 B A AT Kb i i
B35 BMITIESR B KTR0.99 1A Il BT
WA N, DA b R vk AR I 45 SR I8 10T 7.
H T 4% 4t (IPCA-T?> FIPCA-SPEIE & T FA LA i [
LI, R b 7 A 43 4 H L A e IR R il e AL ) e
FD—KNNJ7 VA H 35 43 i, sl o i AL 4
IPCAT 1%, AHZ, BT PSR 1 70 A7 % B 22 e 3
K, TR FD—ANN 751206 25 S AR /N R 5 AN
T, R LA A7) v F 38 S e R AR R TE B R AS. AR
J7VEDIff-PCA-T2, FIDiff-PCA-T2 £5 15 i b o Yl
HIKE100%. T AE H, AR EE 2SR R
B A 2 A K. S, it FR AR AR S Mt R B
M ASE I A B P — AN BR IR, DRI R AR A o it — 25 I AH
KR A LT T 08T, W 11127, 5T?RISPE
L, A SC77 1 T2, T2 35 BT BRI AR DG
P, XA AR BA B sk 2R I — N5 AL

25 T T T T T T T
20k o WA ¢ BEREA
& st O HERREA  —— 99%FHIIR
<
U 10f 1
Ay
0050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
FEA
(a) TH%HIE
x1073
By o EREA  + KRIkREA |
2 O WEREA ——— 99% 5 il FiR
< 2 ]
8 . — 'D""
y)’.-- wEre ;'._.-»_‘:;‘ “". b % ’;i?-,_l-;-—_- ’-:1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
FEA
(b) SPEFHi| &
Kl 8 PCAKG IS,
Fig. 8 Results of PCA
40 T T T T T T T
25 | o WZREA  + RbEA
O WEREA 99% 425 fill fi
30+ 1
A
Z.
<
)
(S 9

FEA
Kl 9 FD-KNNAS,
Fig. 9 Results of FD-kANN



5 TREER: FET T TC TS B 2500 AR ARG I SRS 779
200 . 5 TEXE

o KA  » RIBFHAR
O WMRAEA = 99% 425 il IR

< 100
g 50
0 & ,,,v:-.‘ p— .qn Lk —
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
FEA
@ T2 FE
80 T T T T T T T
.5 6ok o kA + BlbA
&~ O WREREA  —— 99%3 iR
< 40r o 7
g 2
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
FEA
(b) T2 Fzil &
K 10 Diff-PCAINIZE 5
Fig. 10 Results of Diff-PCA
1.0 .
¢ |
K05
= |
T 00 ‘
&
-0.5
0 5 10 15 20
P 1) 1 5
(a) T°
1.0
#
K05
=
R N e e e e
Ay
wn
-0.5
0 5 10 15 20
P 1) e 5
(b) SPE

K 11 PCAZTHER B AN

Fig. 11 Autocorrelation of statistics in PCA

1.0
Eaal
K05
=
\]IE 00 - [ ) ke 4 - \. S— Y
"éa
-0.5
0 5 10 15 20
S 1% [ o
2
(a) ];)rin
1.0
Eual
K05
=
Bt P s S —e— =" S " — — ——
pé
-0.5
0 5 10 15 20
B 1% [ o
(b) T

res

K 12 Diff-PCAZETHRbR A AR
Fig. 12 Autocorrelation of statistics in Diff-PCA

TE i #2 /2 Downs %5 A 3T Tennessee Eastman 14,
SN F) LR LA P R R I — M R R4,
EI3FT/R, TES 2L & SN R AR B 0 R B8 74 ik
B EIRIELEL 2> B BV IR S A AR S AR R R
A, C, DHIE, P P 7= YIGHIH, 188 & &l = YIFf
PEHESARB. BN R S 22 AN S R AR
19 B I AR B AN AN A8 &, TERE & — A
W F IO B R 7 9 75 (benchmark problem), JL#¢ i A 4]
T SERRE R TS R R GV 2 JUAVRHE, (R A
TG N T i AR M S R
12 i G

TEA] 5 FR G i 3735 R A [A] B AN e 8 400 1E
ERAEINR, (Rl IE o] DB VPP ik B R 1. FE AT
oh MR SOk [18], 1 HR 3338 B ik B kAT 20 # . ik
EX9601™ IE 8 A FH T @ AR, [ I HU 4804 IE
WA ] T AR IS, R R £ 960N BE AR itk
BT 16 1 21 51 N R BT FR LS

UNSCRR[18-19141 21, 1T fa3, O 151 ik )]
PN HAEEA S FER IR, BRI &0 7235 A R
ARG DA B3 R W . KPCARIDPCAZE T DL vEff b
Kbt 2, 6,7, 8, 12, 135014, H R 254 3|
95% LA L kS, 10, 165119 54 B ARG 209,
FEARTT T, H4Diff-PCA-T2, FIDiff-PCA-T2 % i
5,10, 14, 16 F1 19 FATHIH S51£ 41 PCA, KPCA,
DPCA JFD-ENNEE I VE AT X LL 4 #r. & Fh 7R
SR B MR PCA 13 640 B oISl KPCAE
TR E N 25, T A8 IRAIE T iR W T S N
542190 DPCA J7 ¥ o $ 1 B N 20, S #lag =
2181 FD-ENN o3t 48 $ k ¥ B 93; Diff-PCA-T2,;,
HMIDiff-PCA-T2 H T e 99, M43 73 B I AR
ko368 3 0] A2 B A0 1) ORI E 50, BA &R
51 B R R W 2R AT R 2 WL AR 1R, Foh, Bk
25 AR IR SO B14-1845 tHT2, F1
T2 T ol g S sr s ) .

2R 1A LR H, A5 55 T PCARI HAl 7592
X} AR 14350 FA R AT (PRSI B, A8 %0k £11100%.
X TS F19, FF T2 FISPE AN 5] i F A i S0,
A AT W 26 3 T 70%; 17 A 3C 75 92 PR RS I 2k 3]
90% LA I, 4 1) A2 5o WA 5 5 P e Bt A 00 25 5A F1100% .
Diff-PCA-T?2 5 KPCA-SPEX} H i 10116 /46 Ml 2%
T ABAAR ], AER A S 7 V2 A B i b R 4R 6. 25
A LA BRI T CUR B, T2 BAT i T T2,
ia[Be S e I o U 4 o e e U el T B o 4 S S e |



780 oA R 5 N A

36 4

(. BT SPESE i 7R B sl e ik 22 AR B T[]
T A F AP RRARAL, SR IR AR BAE AR ML R
OB R L, I EIREGE T E, 2T SPE
(19 AN TR AL S s HAT AU PR e A 0 3 B sy 11 3%
. A, WA ERUL, SPEUH A2 215 77 £
AR I R AR RS, T X A B A T R
H EA B Wy ZE AR . — B f T ZE RNV R
S AL 51 HLAE R RV, I8 A fESPETHE I 2
th, 77 RO AL B0 SPEI TTRR AT LAZE o6 57t 1 AL &
FH K DTHR, AT P s DR AR IR, (45

H RGN A FEAIK.

FEABI R, Hh He 55 52 H 1 2 B2 SR A 0y v
FD-ENNUM 0 iR saesbAs 1k, dig L2 m] L
&, A7 BA T FD-ENN R A I 2. 3=
B AEFD-ENN R I RE A 5 3 40 P MK R R
BRI MR ACRES 200, X T F i B, [a] &2 1 e
A B R SE X Ry, Hm) Tl U, A B APy 22 454
IR AR RN B B FEAE A IR, T FD-ENN
I R 2 FE NSRBI A B 1AL, AN BESZ H L AR
PR R AR,

Kl 13 TEL ALK
Fig. 13 Layout of TE processes

1 APk A &

Table 1 Fault detection rate based on different methods
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Table 2 False alarm rate based on different methods

7 WS W10 W14 W16 19

7V WS WkE10 W14 HfE1e W19

PCA-T? 30.13  49.25 99.63 3575  20.63

PCA-SPE 30.75 55.88 100.00 53.13  35.50
KPCA-T? 31.88 56.63 100.00 40.88  56.75
KPCA-SPE 4438 82.13 100.00 8575 42.13
DPCA-T? 2775 4525 9975 2825 11.00
DPCA-SPE 31.13 5213  99.75 4938  60.25

FD-KNN  26.63 4400 100.00 30.88 11.63
T2, 3075 4925 8750 3175 550
T2, 100.00 8375 100.00 8625  90.50

PCA-T? 1.88  1.88 063 1750 0.63
PCA-SPE 438 3.13 3.75 8.13 1.88
KPCA-T? 125 250 063 1750 0.63
KPCA-SPE 3.75 5.00 375 4625 375
DPCA-T? 188 1.88 1.88 1250  0.63
DPCA-SPE 3.13  3.75 5.63 4.38 2.50
FD-kNN 0.63 1.88 0.63 5.63 2.50

T2, 187 250 175 1605 2.50
T2, 000 0.63 063 125 0.63
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