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Abstract: To diagnose the fault in the Tennessee-Eastman (TE) process more accurately, a learning pseudo metric
(LPM)-based case retrival method is proposed to replace distance measure retrieval method and a case-based reasoning
(CBR) fault diagnosis model of TE process is established. Firstly, the LPM metrics are established to train the LPM model.
Then, the similarity between the target case and each source case is measured to find the same type of cases as the target
case. Next, the solution of the target case is obtained based on the majority of reuse principle. Finally, the running data
of TE process are used to carry out a performance test and a comparison experiment. The results show that the proposed
LPM-based CBR method is superior to traditional CBR, back-propagation (BP) neural network and support vector machine
method and significantly improves the accuracy of the fault diagnosis. It has a promotional value for fault diagnosis in the
actual chemical process.
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TSR AL BHEn, e Lk R RS W v
BUA IR AW SR KB, BT Tl R
BN p iS4 ARMEAER SR, LIS
SIRE I B EA Y, (AR IR B T VA P B AN RS B
1. BRI A L AR M 2 A G501
PR SE R LIS, Hoh, 28500175k
TE NG V2 BB R %A, Sebr BRI e 7R SR
TR RN, BAME ML SR ENLEE T VEA
T EIE 2 AT A, (B S A7 AE — 2 n) 8, Lk
WA EE 2 (I S5 R BT ), SRR LE B A KHL
TV SRR AR 2 ZEARMREE, (R, X L2 W 7 VA AR i
FH EARME S AR EA S, 75— D i FU T i
2 I 7 k. I O, 58 5 41 P (case-based reasoning,
CBREA N T2 Re I8 — PB4 1) SR A 5 ML 2%
5 273, AE T IS AR R s 2 i e iR B AT 21 1T
2 R SR, CBRYEHEFLR L AR, i —
S ] R SE A AR, Ean, BB RIS T, &H
FH B2 5 T R B AR UM B2 & 07 VK, AR AE AN i) R,
— R AT Aff e REAE S M PR R ), RASEAS R 1 40 B A
A B ERA I, AH SOANSAS T I PR 25 Fe B 1n) R, B R 5
BT IS A5 A — 52 S (R, A CBR
BHAT IS W, 75 B T T R B R AR AR AL
PR

BT Bk, ASCRI 2% 2] B0 FE & (learning pseu-
do metric, LPM)!SUC fE 20 F S A0 R 5 v g v —
LT LPMZE A 2R I CBR S 12 Wi i 4. 1y 4t
S TENG HA R R & S 2 W S0 2, 285, ARIELPM
J5 S AE T LPMAR R HEA T 25, 2T A Y S B 461
KR IRE, B PAKIT ARV (K-nearest neighbor, KNN)!©!
SEMURE BRI B, 2 517 B AR S 15 H ik
S WrEE, s aidid SCIS ISR | 7R .

2  TEFE#E IR (Faults of TE process)

TE JEEH 5 IT: RN A B K40
Bl 7 585 Ve85, 8FiEL4: A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H.
FE NIRRT

A(g)+C(g)+D(g) — G(liq)

A(g2)+C(g)+E(g) — H(liq) (" ih2)

A(g)+E(g) — F(liq) (I i)

3D(g) — 2F(liq) (B )

Hr: A, C, DEERA = Fr i 0 EE R B T
Moy, & T2 R B A FIGRIHA H bRk =4,
FJ9R1™ .

A 7= i GATH VR & EAS A, Bzt &l e
FERAERL, IR LR, AU S ERAL, RIBEA T
B

TE PR A Fi ik 1 2 1R F2 5 F%, SCRik[17151]
X e PR A R R K 2R, RIIDV(1)-IDV(21).

W, # Bz S IDV(1)-IDV(15)AIIDV(21)/2& 165 T 41 #
B, IDV(16)-IDV(20) A& 5 F oK %0 # . 58 gk — 35,
IDV(1)-IDV(7)557Fh i i 8 2 A8 5 B2 AL
IDV (8)-IDV (12)55 55} il [ 1) 248 84 5 A% & 1) B AL AR
1k; IDV(13) /2 25187%%%; IDV(14). IDV(15) 5IDV(21)
E XN N R S

% 1 TEZAZBRARHRE X
Table 1 Operation modes of TE process

RS GHEEL B 44 R
1 50/50 7038 kg-h~*
2 10/90  G~1408 kg-h 1, H¥12699 kg-h ™!
3 90/10  GJ¥10000 kg-h~ ', HJy1111 kg-h™!
4 50/50 NG S
5 10/90 KRR
6 90/10 KA

3 ETLPM¥CBR¥EZ WA (LPM-bas-
ed CBR fault diagnosis model)

EF X TEEFE2 1R (1) 12 I 1n) R, AR5 3 S —
FHFLPME G R FCBRIZWIRT, Frishie T HiEsL
W, BIGEHEIEPIR.

3.1 (&G CBREFEISWIARA! (Traditional CBR fau-
It diagnosis model)

WCBRIHIZWHET NG « F— C, Fredr it ],
C R FE S, RIEAamodt & Plazai i [fICBR
BR8] mT DA I L B S Wi B . 45 e i A7
fErEp MEEENERECL (k= 1,2, -, p), f¥E R
3R X S B TR 2R 1Y), A H bR S48 1 i) R34
BAX )1, N TRRIERSEERNY, 1, WKAT a0
TR

1) FflkR. KA KIE S X, 5 X A
LA simy,:

Simk: 1_\/2 wi(wi,pwﬂ_xi,k)z) k= ]-7 27 D,

i=1

(D
/E\: ':F'Z $i7kﬂ|$i,p+1ﬁ’ %]J IEéXkﬂEDXpJ,-l EP %Z/]\Jiigéz
BEHAE; wi(i = 1,2, n)Hi MRS
IR EE, R A0 B () B AR R i =R BT, 3%
13 Blp N AHBLEE, 43 ) Asimy, - - -, sim,,, FERE H A% R
By HED, 7EEIEAL I, SR KNN SR O3 2157 K/
VS GRAGIN I ()t S 2 )

2) ZHIEH. RIEZHEHENE > 1H N
B0, B A 2 )RR S 0] I 1) s 2 ) 3R AT 4R
T, & ZH IS — A A E N X, 1 1R B R 2 )
Y;:ﬂ;

3) RHIEIE. X E 2R R, AT VAN,
PPN RGO T X2 Wl AT IE IE, ARG HHIA
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T WS R g R o ST AE.
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Bl 1 f4CBR MRS i
Fig. 1 Traditional CBR fault diagnosis model
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SE IR IR, 52301 FTs 5T Wk QRE 2 AR Al
FER TR, AR, RO RIATH, FETER
PRI 25 1100 P A P S % 368 28] 17) PR i 3 2 L 17
I3 TC S R B I B2 AN 32 B R L 32 A ik, AR
— i A B (AN EE 43 T i AT AUE R = AR
v R SR At A (1 L RE R, T P o o 1) L ) A A
2 R il 2 5 225 2 FH (R0, T il 2012 Wi 2
2 W RE. DRI, 3% 24N PR 36 (5 15 CBRZE il RELSR gtk
FEA G S L AT SEME L HERATE SR RS R R AR R,
MY B G AS T 3 R P S R B e, R SCRIF AL — AR
(RIARALI A 7 vk
3.2 ETLPMICBRELA(LPM-based CBR mod-

el)

FEE LG CBR W R BLA |, st 17—

Rl B2 WA, inpE2FR.

EHIR
H b RBIX, ., YIZRLPM
N
S I Py wsten | [ zmmm]
(REHIC)
B O
—_«—%” ZHIEIE ol
Y, Y,

Kl 2 5T LPMI{JCBRIFHIZ s
Fig. 2 CBR fault diagnosis model based on LPM
F2rb i 2 D fg e B e A IR R IO, (k =
1,2, p) BEGIE, XL SGIRIE 1 ISR

A, R — MR D, 28 5 AR #5 LPM JE 5 74 U %
LPMAR BY 1 47 59 26 U1 25, 255 0t B B A5 Z 41
Xy AT E TLPMIN R B R, FEEH Hir 65
B MIEEBI AR, /535 B PR Z BT [R5
ZEBNKAY), 155K FH 22 208 F R KA [F) 25 2249
ERE RN X7 E‘J@iﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%%ﬂﬁ,ﬂ, Ja R ZEpIE
IEFNZ BRGNS B R — .

3.3 H S (Implementation of the algorithm)

NI B2 BT R S (R B S

1) HEEZEE. X T BA BUERE R Z B R UL,
— P L A T B (1) SR A0 3R T 5 Vo S MR R AE B A
IO [ R IR 5 A L AR R R O — ANRHE )
P, BANREGI BA 4R &, WS ANR
FHIC), AT IR NN N I g

Ck:<Xk;Yk>7k:1>2>"'7pa ()
o pRVR R HEHL V2 R 25 X2 C A 18]
IR, "TRINA
Xp = (5U1,k,"' ,5U41,k), (3)
Hw, 2 X PSR 21— 0.

2) My, WO = {C1, Cs, - ,Cp}%ﬁ/[\
R, CLECH — T4, B — B EEE. M
FEHG O WS 438 (PIRRAE 25 8] B ) — D 4EFREUER 1S
&l

y Liky "

F,={z=M(e) e R": e € Cy},

k:17o.-’p’ (4)
Hrho R rfEx TR,
58 SR D 1)
D = {(z,y) — & : (x,y) € F;, x F}},
i7j:1a"')p (5)

Seofr: o Ry AR I TE 3 0, 3R RIS 1
S B = G, = 0, TG, = 15 “x” oM
B

W) I S, T BLAAE 17 B 0
HI BRI D.

3) YIZKLPMAEAY,

A1 BRA RS R AR,
flx,y) = { L,z €fa;] Hy € la;], i # J, ©)

0, z € [a;] Hy € [a], i = j,
Hrr: [a]Bm— N, Hx P ET el T ERm 4K,
) TP BT 2 ST HEOR, BUANBPRHZE 2% 2
SEILER6) T RREL f . X T R 2 W5 43 2 ) R
KA —MRAEBPM 28 (LA — /N 2 T 4b 22
B, 2% R4 S f (2, y) IE 47 %% F-08801 JL°F- /& A~ 1T R
v, BRITH, R FH LA B Stk M S LPM P LS.
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Al) Yan(z,y) < &1, Haoflyld T F—fEm3o);

A2) Yan(z,y) > 9, HaRily)d FAFMEEE];

A3) |[Yan(z,y) — Yan(y, )| < &3, SHER KA
Y

A4) Yan(z, 2) < Yan(z,y) + Yan(y, 2), AHEE
1)z, o Fly J& T A RIS,

H: z, y, 2R R R &; Yo (2, y) & BPM 4%
4, R, yZ B FIAHAREFE; 1, 9, e372 ¥ 2L,
— MK iie, = e, BUE N0.2 ~ 0.3, g5 BUE NO.T ~
0.81151,

5 B2 et D, v LU R4 Rl 25
SERNAEE, VIZRLPMAR L 28 11 2644 v DAFE I 255
AP F 8 75 DLAS e A5 2 B o B g
TA1)-A4), HLI180%, ML, St AT LUK Yaw (2, y) FA T
RO R FE; BE A B LU R, K 12 R s ) e
A AR

4) FETLPMM) S B ZR. F B bR S0 1) ) 2
BX, o HIREGIR) A ERIA X, (k=1,2,--- ,p)dH
Hp N ART, B

Dy (Xpi1: X)), E=1,2,--- | p, (7

FEH FHLPMASE B 4 tHp i Yo (X1, X ), B4 B3R
R RENIAL), FTLAGE S X, B TR — 28511
TREGINEL, RN KA

5) LI E . AR 2 HE A EN, KRR K
ANTRZENS B [ B R EAT Se T, o5 2 B —Fp
RINER X HVRBHRERAY

6) ZMIME IE. XF b H I B S Y, AT T
M, BV AT 75 62 Wi 4 It AT B IE, LIRS
B IR Y, .

7 EHIAFAE. T B — A H R K Cppy
(Xpi1; Y1), BHARE T R0 P, fHELEM2 bk
fift, 2, PR B EE A N + 1.

3.4 HPE(Algorithm steps)

gE b FTIR, TERE R MR 1) 2% ) B 0 FE 212 W 4y
2N, 1 BURUIZRLPM P A | 5520 Btk
TTE RIS I, bR

MrEg 1 JIZALPMABLAY.

IR JEEUTEAG EAR 7 AR (1) 5 — R s A
M,

W2

W3

IR 4

i )a—1k, BEEBPHIZEL
Fraa- A8 SSER;
FH S5 2 A R IR MR
WS FIHNGENZBPM4;
BB e  KUIZREE . MRER NI G 1M 4,
o SO AR AR 2 15 7 A B RV U A1) —A4), 2575 2 AT
HURT, AN R IR [P IES;

WRT KW A X R B AW, 45 et
ANMYBR2, Ak s AT 28 X SES:

B2 s

WIS XH IS R, ~ 2y MEEE
e SEFIARASY =D G

IR H AR ) A G D,

S 10  HD# ALPMAELRL T8 Hir & 5
GG AR 2R R (P AR ARA T, 75 B A %n HA HE R

BB MR A S H bR
[R5 ) K NJR A,

B2 Gt KRGS, 2 A4
B 2 B — PR 2R A N B bR R0 X, R R
%UYerl;

PE’13
%%UYI,JA;

S, K RBIC, 1 (X1 Yo ) AT
S, AR B AR AR B B, R BN B P
1.

4 S 58 (Experiment and application)

RNV TTEEE, 495E W N5, BPR/RBPHEA
PR 26 03255 SVMER /R SCHF M AL SR KNNAS %
W& (ICBRALVE: iC AKNNCBR; 3K FILPMAG & 5 1%
JCBREZ 1 NLPMCBR.

4.1 SEHBEH(Experimental design)

TEMATLABINES T, TERRY s B 475 FL [A] A
16 h, B3 minsKAEE— IR, AN Tk 2 AT 75 2 0 B
AL FE202E 75 AN [7] T H0 1 X 254, D e s ) o 245 a2
IDV(1)-IDV(20). 7EiX 2020+, 584N/ AbF-52
JE TR 00, FESE 9NN 5N H A [F] ).

FRITER M SEEE T BPEYEH, RA3E
WY 2% S5 1), B 20 22 e AN EOR 10, BOK R £ 8 FH Sig-
moid % pRE, Y1125 R BE B Trainrp, YIIZRIKECH1200,
HFRRZEE 1075, 5 SRS FS SR 2 53 51 0.1 F1
0.01; SVMAEH, FE R FHUL, #1KFF520.1, £
B AR 0] 25 B B KNNCBR A KEUS; LPMCBR
Hikd, e =5 = 0.3, e, = 0.7, ZILLPMAL Y 1) 2%
A5 A2 533745 R FE EAE T A L)-A4) 1) LA 2H80%,
Hth S5 B SBPHEIEAIA.

T I LPMCBR 77 7 10 R, R T B S Xt
SRV I RS RN e 1 3R AT AR, AR JE K L RIBP,
KNNCBR X SVMBEAT 5 Eb S 86, o b SI2 56 40,25 15 355
g3 WA TN 22 b2 W, Jorp A 1 S 56 45
i 1 R0 BEREAS R, HA 20380, RPIDV(1)-
IDV (20), 2 W[ 12 W (1) S 56 A5 0 A i 4 54l B
T KA T2 G, & 205 PE IR s A FRAR S
FEAEL WS EE5E B2 AR

B IE MBS Y, 75 1) 1E B ) H i
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Table 2 Basic information of data set

REIERIR  H5 FEAS s
IDV(0)-IDV(2) A 300 3
IDV(0)-IDV(3) B 300 4
IDV(0)-IDV(4) C 300 5

4.2  HHEMA (Performance testing)
4.2.1 FasEPEHr(Stability analysis)

AT VAR LPMAR Y 1 £ 1, DV (1) 9, 123
AT A8 XEHIE. 15 %%, MR D2 254 Ml
WA BB LE I — & 5 H AT 285, e
1% NLPM T4 45 R i 5, 36 0F FE s E AT -
ALY R Z, WIR3—4FTR. R34 UL, X T
IDV ()% 7 B 4, Bl 25 4 NS AN B0 38, 1125
£R I L BB A DAL AR E 22 43 71 250.10, 0.13,
0.31, 1.29, MR 2 B = iE N A1) -AD) bR iEZE 5>
WIN1.12,0.98, 1.24, 1.91, TR I ZREE RN EE 13
JEFFEAARERAAS, 15 B LPMAS Y B8 0% (77 755 B 1)
FEEVaREIN, BA—emieeEtt.

% 3 IDV(1) % B2 A N 6 2 &

Table 3 Measurement criteria satisfaction rate

of IDV(1) training set
%
. VIRLE

AR Al A2) A3 A4
1000 98.61 98.68 89.62 88.89
4000 98.85 9839 90.46 89.26
8000 98.85 9834 90.04 89.46
12000  98.84 98.6 90.41 87.05
16000  98.86 9842 902 8832
20000 98.7 9854 9025 86.24
FHIME 9879 985 90.16 882

FrRUEZE 0.1 0.13 031 129

* 4 IDV(1)MK 2R B2 W 6y %

Table 4 Measurement criteria satisfaction rate

of IDV (1) test set
%
" PlES

LR E Al A2) A3 A4)
1000 98.61 98.68 89.62 88.89
4000 98.85 9839 90.46 89.26
8000 98.85 9834 90.04 89.46
12000  98.84 986 9041 87.05
16000  98.86 9842 902 88.32
20000 98.7 9854 9025 86.24
TEME 9879 985  90.16  88.2

brUEZ 0.1 0.13 031 129

4.2.2 &5 Pr(Robustness analysis)

W SCHRSTH AT it R, AR5 7E 5 NS N e
2 N IRALPMCBR & F . B X AR
ST Xt I P B B HEAT 1 25 (KB T 9 Rt v, R e
E g e i ) AN [R]4HL i B 25 24 AH [RIIDV (1), IDV(2),
IDV(3), IDV(5)), LA S il I Ji7 D<) AH [R]{HL i B 28 Y A
[E(IDV(3) 51DV (9)) i 1115 25 i 5 A g i 78 i e 22 457,
PLEIHALPMCBR /5 ¥ I RE. 1 4G, B —Hr sL it
PEAE AN LI R (R noise), IR (—1, 1) K192
O3 Ay SRIG, S STLPMAE R (R 4 — AN ) B (BAs R
), A UAONAFTHEAEF AN (i =1, - -+, 10)
TR, M1% ZEAEE10%) I, B, F N [ EAr
NI+ N x diag(noise)] s, Hrp id S 4E 5 A
B, diag () Fmit FAERE. TEZTEMNIE S IIE T,
WELS W R A4k, SEIGEE RunE3 AR, AT LLE
i, LPMCBR PHERf R AEARE A T I L T 33
AR, BB, A B EE B — e HI S et

100,
98
96 |- .
. 94t §
=
’Bﬁ' gy
& 90| ——IDV(1) -
# ol —IDVQ2) |
- ——1DV(3)
i ——IDV(5) |
84| —IDV(9) -
82 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

FHRET /%
B 3 AR
Fig. 3 Robustness testing of model

4.3 X HeSEE (Comparative experiment)

N1 B RIELPMZ B R Ik A A, 5
BP, KNNCBR & SVMIEAT T X% L SEES, XHERIDV (1)~
1DV (20), JXEE77 7% (0 22 S SRi2 W B THERA 26 | Rk Ul
HERR 750 2 WAR S TR,

k5 TR 77kt S Esw A

Table 5 Fault diagnosis accuracy of different

thod
methods %
HHEELF  BP SVM KNNCBR LPMCBR
A 45.67 8433  86.67 93.33
B 25 71.13  60.79 80.05
C 20 5449 5417 57.84
SEHME S 3022 69.98  67.21 77.07

M 5 A LLE Y, LPMCBR J7VE7E £ #Ei2 Wi
ERf % 07 T 3 v T HoAh U7 . did R 6 & H, LPM-
CBREHAAXTIDV(4), IDV(8) LA K& IDV (11)553 /N Hir i (1)
T MAER AN e, TH I HMI 1T Sl v i
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K G EIIMERTE, LPMCBR 5 v (1 i S i A %
HA BRI 8 Bk, P83 FLPMACBRZ
I TER R M 12 Wb B S i 4a S PERE.

% 6 TNE) T ik 0y A A R

Table 6 Fault detection accuracy of different

methods

%
#E2%  BP  SVM KNNCBR LPMCBR
IDV(1) 53.13 9625 96.88 99.12
IDV(2) 57.81 9625  96.56 99.11
IDV(3) 8125 7421 4534 99.11
IDV(4) 66.25 50.63  46.29 49.06
IDV(5) 38.44 4752  42.85 83.29
IDV(6) 85.67 100 100 100
IDV(7) 50 6783 57.2 69.69
IDV@®) 50 5625 87.19 76.93
IDV(9) 63.13 60.42 47.51 91.95
IDV(10) 58.75 48.42  48.75 86.88
IDV(11) 74.06 46.88  49.7 61.4
IDV(12) 5844 50.94 48.14 63.4
IDV(13) 50.63 71.18  90.31 90.39
IDV(14) 90 59.32 4938 93.75
IDV(15) 53.13 48.14  44.07 66.43
IDV(16) 50 61.88 50 50.63
IDV(17) 54.06 61.88  62.12 81.99
IDV(18) 50.63 62.5  50.89 77.67
IDV(19) 50.94 44.38  46.57 51.25
IDV(20) 55.31 85.63  88.75 89.19
FIE 59.58 64.53 62.43 79.06

5 45 (Conclusions)

ARIAEAE R CBRI IR 12 W A At |, R FHHLPM
TR — FBT 1 RIS 2R T vk, FRSEBl T 3 FLPMI)
CBRMES I, il Seig R A B — 5
% 5 1 AT R P, X B S 6 IE B A R A I S
2 R R 5 AR T HAh M S 2 W 7. 3 BHLPMCBR
WS W A T (SR AR T &, 7T LASE R CBRAK
RIFER RO R 22 S PR RE. SR, AR — 52
FIRBRE, tean, MLE S AR, @ — R
AILPMAR Y FFE AT L. W98 o R R B 2 Wi o7
3, FEVHERLI (] B2 sRAN S, (H R A £ & 3 m, il
ZRLPMAL Y Ry 1] 2= FR 3 e (R SLFH , feT 72 30 2L At
I FRARCS TR] A2 2% 5, DB g B b AR 72 S R ) i
[EIZ T, 1% 2 DA BRI 78 25 S R0 1)
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