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ABSTRACT

This paper presents an approach for the monitoring and detection of faults in induction machine

by using data fusion technique and Dempster-Shafer theory. Features are extracted from motor stator
current and vibration signals. Neural network is trained and tested by the selected features of the

measured data. The fusion of classificalion results from vibration and current classifiers increases the
diagnostic accuracy. The efficiency of the proposed system is demonstrated by detecting motor
electric and mechanical faults originated from the induction motors. The results of the test confirm
that the proposed system has potential for real time application.

2l & Mo
qiw:mgma4 ERE DI
di . 4¥¥Es UE AEe $2c AT
E(x) : 9d¥9E x 9 £893)

I CHEA e AR WA

L; D RAFAHYY Z+ Z(layer)

m ¢ 718 N3 s A7k (basic belief assignment)
p © tHE HE (prototypes)

s’ ¢ BA#R(activation)

u'y : OE Wele) F#A 44 % (membership)
® B = Fal

X D YEdE

t 1‘]%}1}1} Az, EAYET
E-mail : bsyang@pknu.ac.kr
Tel : (051) 620-1604, Fax : (051) 620-1405

* RAYRE e %

AR

7IAEY

L d A5
DB =g (FOD: frame of discernment)
: A3 A% (normalized rule of combination)

yio] wWE A

1_‘3._\_.

Do e

o
s



PP AAEA, W lAEY o) AMgHT Uk
o] FllA FT AFEA o“ﬂc’l Hojg), 3Ha g
IR A EAMyo %—iﬂ AHEEo} ghon),
3 Bo| At dis)] 548 vehA £
3l el gl g d A& 24 (motor current
signature analysis: MCSA)< 1989 Haynesol 2
3] Alt=lo] I AA B3 FF WA AFAG A}
&350} gop©

ol 7|&d FE AVZZIYSY F3Y& 9% =
e 9 71EE ol§HE Aoy, HIde
T8 AnE BF ZAEAY g AEE =07 ¥
AME s B JeRe EbsE, &
o] zgol "a3iths Ao) de] AdAHL th

A% AdME BwA JjAe dHE JepiE &
Age F237] A8 A48 A7) (transducer) %
= AlM(sensor) & ol&3td EHQ ¥E ANE
2 WY, o AzZFH EAAFZ(feature
extraction) 3} 57X (feature selection) #3<
3P°=] FE2 EAES FEIH 1Y ol B4

F7)(classifier) & %39 < (training) & 4

X UW Az 54 HR(HoEH)E ¥
o ol AYAHH A&HEAY EFHE Y
Hrh

54 AgA A J94 Aee AREE AIMY AR
s 2AE Asan
AFEd 2A 99 :3: w=r) AHe E8F,
A AR FF T FFY AA o
RorS A FsA gk olgd dHEES shtd
MZE AF Aed iy & g <
Age 284

x,

AZeA] E3le Al (uncertainty) ©l

o Ed B AMeld AN g8, F9 B
% B3 FHA WANN R FuE MY £
W AST 5 Qe Anel BFAY BAE EA
T_‘}” 8)

& xS MEAEE PN

(information fusion)” ™ 71&¢ H&3 AL A
SHE AN & AFINAM AFalse} 4
2 AFAEE FAS3Y 2 SV

540 sl 2F/1ZA 9749
RUER A4S AFHOE WRIT, 193 3

o] Z(evidence theory)® 349l Dempster-Shafero}

2 A .

o

=3
2

2o Haste T RSARE AR (decision
level) BAlolN BFATS §¥ate] B} g 2
g AEE dE A S7HES Agart wpAge

2 AA SRAEN Al el 1 f84S
gl MM ARES o83 REAde) viwsd AE
g}

2. o|2H &

2.1 ol &
A2 oF A (multi-sensor) 2] dlol8 §¥71E

2 WP R A REY $4S A AWE F5L
23 Yok dolE $W1ee ©BF AN d8e
Yolg ol i2vE HolHE AU sEEA,

el ANE sk
Be 59y #
Aol gick
Qugow o Aud 3 HASERY A%
4% AREANEL ATHE He o —rﬂl@‘é
A

of BAF ¢ U} 53

Auth P42 4R

£ (inference) S oJEIE F = &

Nll‘l
n] (¢ O.L.

ar
dolgel te HAY =
L UEF ASFHAZY B

o gt AEstEric 7-}7] 2 d9e Jehle
ol 4 AR A (conflict) o)ehs FAI7} A EHA
Heh

Z3stal Ry Aol
g3 2 ugs £ dold % %
Agsted 3 s ARE AFE ik
ol F&3 HH Egol ZAMA AR
7] 913 RdE FEO|EF FA R ZAT P&
< (belief function), AH(upper) 2 3}&-E(lower
probability) ¢ AZFF 24, 7154 (possibility) ©]
£ % ¥gx FE(non-monotonic inference) 5l
A% 2ol Algtey Yo

2.2 Dempster-Shafer O|&

SHNEL A % 3t FEEx AT Dempsterd
Axe] 7)zatz rh B8AT A4S 2
7] 918 Beare) §-8430] ShaferVol oJsiA Ar
Atk SHoEL HA B = A(FOD; frame of
discernment) °ol&} Egl& /MEAT Q& AATch

=EE/A 143 A 11 2, 20043




A% 9 ARNE

vl o) B¢

T2 o8% FE

Q={A,..A,..,A} ()

ol AZ wietdoln AHe NAY e 7
Asjojoltt Bwmgoowry 2V wag A
H 933 298 1Eed & (909 2k

29 ={®’{A1 }’{AZ}’a{AN}9{AI UAS}""’Q} (2)

ZAEANN Z28 /1BAANFIF(BAA: basic

4 ()% ol Q9 Hy%
2% [0, 11¢] % AYeHE B9 mog FoAD
4 (W5 B 54 B

belief assignment) =

2% 510,1 (3)
m; () =0, m;(A)=1
P "

71 mo] 1o]d TAHE s, 0old A
SHE 9nsh

29 A4 wAd BEY A7 (mass)= FEE
9} fAEAE, O F3717F 299 ko] Eujg
o= AMdelth & QU9 ¥ Y43 (singleton)
Bot ollzt E§714 (composite hypothesis) ol & ¥
s Aotk my(A) ) 0dd
¥ AE me BNY2(focal element) 2t Tk m
#A¥E D235 Bel(A)s AAA S (plausibility
function) PAA)= v 213 72o] A€

»

Bel (A)=Y m,(B)

BCA (5)

Pl (A) = Y my(B)
BMA=D (6)
Beli (A)e 71 A7) Z(true) A& vellls 2
29 AR HzEH Bv" 5 U PL(A)E
F&3 F7HAQ ARt AgselAd FAHew A

2

I

ek

gE Qe B9 3718 yepdo,
B9 S;ERH AFE BBA m= AFHH
of oJ&l 7t FRYY AL Fi3te AE ANE
A3tk W9 A7) (belief mass) &= 24 AHYoE
HE Folxl BEEe] Wx=Hode AA A4E
o] &3l AYHAH o]&E 5 Utk 2719 EYH
¢l SAAZEE 4R BBAY md me ALY
(orthogonal sum)elgt B2l Dempster?] ZFH3

ol

12

oI-_J

AANY Q9 By

o a1
A2 S8 =22

719 2

(combination rule)oll 9J8jA] AMZ-E BBA m = m:

®m.E TEIA H3 A (8)F ol BejHh

m(@)=0 (7)
Bym,(C
m(A) = 2O

Bgi@ml(z;)mz(o l-m@) g
AEAS] goin B2FPxAL BN C2od
Q9 $2AY Bk C/F EAsok sk ol &,
mi(B) =03 mp(C)=0 Zzle] Bestth ojd 4
FomiT mes AR JFesiHi gtk oj¢h =

SmetsT HA T8 HAA AP A (conjunctive rule)
12 AL o BE AcQd hajA 4
(9) 8} 7ol A

m=mNm, &mA)= 3 m(B)m(C)

BNC=A

Smetsel ATYAL A2 BY g9 Ak
'J_;QSL empty set)oll &g 4 U=, o

(& Swsbl Ge 284 MRS WAL ol
pé

S5 4%, WEREY AGE 4 (103 el
3. 3dg $9EE BBA m(2)E 4 (D3
2ol Bejdn ‘
Bel(A)= ) m(B), VAeQ
D=BcA (10)

m@)= Y m(B)m(C)

BAC=0 (11)

A (8)F A ADAA m(2)9 271E F ALY
S13 Sz Aleld AAE vepdY A 09 A
717F ggEs S-S HEAI7] g8 4 (8)Y ¢
W3 Zol st A7IA =i, 228 m S me
£ AAsA ¥ Aoz IHHAA,

AARY QoA st 7HdE Mesles A4
gel g FAT 2Tt MAAFEFIE e
7Hdel disiA e w9 (ranking) & F&3) 9E
o It & Q9 FEIT A<t Bl disiA
BellA) { BellB)3} 4 PZ(A)>P1(B)°\ 7V

37 WEolth o)d o4 M VEVSFE AR
Bl oA AEW4TT WA B BE Ace
of W Ao Aaol m(A)e] BBAZ T5a B

/A 14 4 A 1135, 20043/1093



w3t Pignistic8o] Smets™ o) 98 A= YT
2] (12) 8 7o) Aejdry

BetP(®) =Y, TZ—A),

aen 1Al

VoeQ
(12)

BBA mS dE e
gl Zelth o =EeM+ Denceuxd EH(11)&

2l IWPRE o]

o] &3t 2340 1 ¢y SL M)
23 B&s «4ng|E

7 P e NAZ 749 F9
olgstd Y xF MY FHE @, ..., 0y
BE3} e A2 veEska 72 FAdE x99
ge x9| Az d2 Adsd x9 Fehze] B
z2AZH s Bk o AL BuEyy Q
o o) dsA BBA m'E md@HR
o x'7t FR2 o0 A5EW 99 Z7)(unit

mass)7F Q9 F REAT & {w,}9 Q A £
wiEoj At FHEAF oA HH(nearest neigh-
bors: NN) gAe] A4t Egkado] -NN"Pwie] ohyg
o2 geA vl olgd EAZL AgH 9 o
E el (representative patterns EE prototypes) ¢
Aoz TS =Pgo N At Fdiad
degge wole dEdd p, ., p'H] AYE
Adgozs Fach 2z dEAY = 7 2
P2 00 25 4 (Zu,=1)8 A E¥d
A Fu2 gol YEAL 2&T y /=10 T
Atk (1=gol dalA w%'=0).
x9 ZHA A&%d 3 EFAAS
BBAL: thg-3 7o) 3nAIRE At
Step 1: 98® xst 2 tiEfE HEl p’ Abo|
9] Euclidean 78 d7} 4 (13)2% 7
2z h=4

4 XE

Z{(l)l,..

vehd =

Ix - pl, (13)
D zhzke] iEAES olsf AFSHE Ut

p'el Zux a&xe Af dol AT
BBA ' 2 YehloI At w({ @) u)
Alele] HlEAdE sl oE o=
Axgc,

d -8
Vge {,M} m'({@,})=aug'd) ()
m(Q)=1-a'¢p'(d") (15)
¢'(d") =exp(-y'(d)") (16)

DI g 03 LSl g 2E BaRE
2. o't BEAD i BAR FA0E (O (o (1))
Wy ES OEAD (9 DALY P 2L 2E 3
FolEoltt, Z7te] EAAY T AFE )0
A FUx o0 ¥ A% ¥YHT 4 (N
(18) BEals Aoz PARY,

Y mi(A)= Zm ({0, H+m (@) =1

AcQ

m(@)=0

(17)
(18)
Step 3:n7/9) BBAY w': AYWH T=

Dempstere] 3o <jaix doach A

A= 83338 BBA m=1 n, FAE
A59 BBAZ thg3 72o) Hegr

m=,_(191m, m=ml/K (19)

K=" m{w,}+mQ) (20)

U 2e 2L 4 (2D

dHE xo HE &%
~] doh.

< T5de Dx)=

m'({w,}) = max m'({®,})

Hidden layer

Output layer
the

Input layer

Fig. 1 Connectionist implementation of
evidence-theoretic classifier

/A 148 Al 11 5, 20049




A% % AFASY HoHEFES oW FER

273 4352 Fig 13 Zo] Uiy 4%
(input layer) Lui, Lz Ls9 2709 243 (hidden
layer) 2 Z¥2(output layer) Li8 94" Radial
Based Function(RBF)2173%¢] |2 FA=o] 3l
S Lol Lol 2 22 99 Step 13H
Step 2¢] #A4& EEF Aot

(1) 292 Lk =1+ nol dsix BAFF s'=
@' expi- 7' (d))49 nl unitsE TSI Yok &
AdPoary WEAH pi o 2 9 e} 7
AE3 BAE HolE7F dEHE s'e e A
A At
(2) 2492 ;& 7t WRoele] #2E BBA m'

Akeith ARG Q29 2 U9 FHi o
=1, -, M| A M+1 units®] n7ley ZEZ
AEo] Aok BE iv o)A 39 74 /9 AFH
A7, 2AH2 0,9 FAH WEHHY 25 o
2RE WE A7)0 AGeE m'=(mi . wur)

AskstA ek

R

&—uQ e

il

m' ({0, ), m' (Q))

st 15y (22)

m' =(m' ({@})....,

=5 ,...

(3) n7l¢ BBA m': Fig. 28} 2o M+1A9)
- units® n/le) REZ FAH 8= L, oA
AR A, BE 19 BAYE I =, Myy)
E 4 (23)3% 7ol HogTh

#it ol
.“:u.il o,
L ‘u§
—
m; o .uzi)brl
m;‘“ O
—

Fig. 2 Details of incoming connections to

module ¢ of layer L3

£719 AR

A= @), w (o, 1, 1 Q) (23)
4714 p'= BBAY m'. ... m'e) Agolnk

p=m (24)

“i=élm"=ui"'mmi, i=2,...,n (25)

Fig. 29] LyWellA BE -1} L9 BE (&5
B dgo] oW [ ;7 >1¢ EEY 7zt 84
g Axtste Rolvh £ /=2, .. »o WE 49
B £ o 4ol g3 utEAos ALtdn.

i~ i i-1_ i

1= 7 g+ i ml =M (o

.uziw+1 = “;ixm;l+| 27)
(4) 919 AL 3 £7571¢ 2998 m=(m
W my)' B T o] gt}
m =y (28)

M+l

m=m/K, K=2mk

2.4 mziolg &

& 98 AY x9 FEA AHE t=(¢1 ..
tw) ti= 0i B FIL, FARS LA 9} BF)e
2498 m £= Arstd 29¥E m'E ML
ROZ HoHth me M+19 928 FAE Wy,
ggd

b 4=

L

= M9 Aie]7] dE HAZF L

aA7NE QWY 9L w, ¢=1, ... M EuiE)
?‘5_1:}' A &‘ %QB—‘]H P, = (P,1, s Pv,M)t
Ut 2ol 134%‘3}.

P ,=m +vmy,, q=1,.M (0<v<l) (g

Pro P12 Pyms= BBA mol disiA ztzt 2
Hr 0,9 9L NAA 2 Pignistic FEL Jeid
o} FolA vk YFHE x9) £¥eA E(x)E

S2FVUSSHE=ZA/A 14 E A 113, 20043/1095



1 2 1 &
E =—|P — =_ —
L 0=|[R —t] 2q§:1,(qu

A7) N 34 #23% xo B2oAE 4
()2 AEL oS Jastel= watnly o

< 37 €
=l E (X)
Nxcx (32)
Atste 2HHE m'E o8, ol A3st
T ¥¥" 299y P, EL v 22 g A

BERIIEY

geblE ph o) ¥ 2 HiE A ()Y P&z
A sl B, ®= E,2 AAs A7) g 23
sold % 9ok

M
Y >0, O<a'<l, Y u' =1, 1<i<n
,2{ ’ (33)

3. TE AlAH

ATollA A A A2 A
‘?r

ZEBE olf

@Xéﬂl@qw HIOIEi %@%
2 A9 24E el

Vibration

‘ Sensor | ]

‘ Current l Selection ||
Sensor

Fig. 3 Diagnostic system

Decision
Vibration :

Feature Classifler Fused
Extraction Decision | pacision
& Level

isi Fusion
nt Oecision
Curre

Classifier

4 MY R HAE Y

)

At e Ee)
3 FEAESIH05HP, 220V, 3560 rpm) & ©)
AYAAE Fig. 49} o] T4, o] Aol
5215719 A3 Heom AN AENE

NEE ol8397, Thel Byl e

Maé AT 5o

TR sE Sty Al &%

}

o) OPO
rob

e
ri
4o oM iy A oJm Ok o 4> kI off

o,
i
32
au
g
_>,n‘
rz
folt
in

FIT,
1 2 290

-

HlolEl A

2 W91y B1ge] B4, FUYYG ¥ 5

HEE ANE R 2 3
ol

o AFAG WM AP FAsAS. 71AH
EHE L AF7 AR @& (end ring) 9
1564g - cm® ERY AFS FHsHL A4 2
Nzt JEeFE 259 wold o A" Hele
39 WHs % IR 7hedtd AR 52
THYFLR vA 2T F LS 3, F oo

28

Fig. 4 Experimental apparatus

1096 /et=2STSS s =28 /4 14 W A 11 3, 20049




AF 2 AFANE HolHEHEE o143 FEAFNY AT D
& T4 (in-phase) &2 ZA 8] 01mme] H4  HAESL dHolHE AREIHTh olgA A = 120
HEBLES NE 180° AA4oE s 048°9 /Y FHEClEHY 40719 HAE HoHE 71} |
Azt EEo] HEE ek T A & 127 th e dolEE 4283 22 EAFES AA 3
2 A7 5mm, Zol 15mm§ g 713t A91d A ¥EEZ BEHIT 120019 dlolHe 23ZdA
o7 M"Jr—ff*]iil 23 A4 (bowed rotor)E & F AWI 32 dEAEE FASA ok olE dlof
GeiA 0075 mme) HFo] WA} T=E HH WIS E%‘:— k-means ¥AFA 93 271 X7+ AR
7hekdTh A EHE > gsAe 0}‘Jr°ﬂ 1%“\% B 5 oaedE d5S S8 HE dEddeR 3
7}0}04 79%} 29ye A o AFAEd ARAL EHSH 4719 HH ol

AR89 Fa4999 H
5]915}. A HE
02 &R
"*Wi-rﬂ A7r3
A% (kurtosis) % entropy

sl RMS, entropy
estimation 2 dee] RVF(root variable
square) 8] F 6709 S-S A3

X
2
19
T
in'
o
o
OID

43 ek @
3114 7421 874 A@ZA] el N A5H
7 2074 A F 1570 £98 dolHE, 5rE
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Symbol Fault condition
Fl1 Normal condition (without fault)
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F3 Broken rotor bar (12EA)
F4 Bowed rotor (0.075 mm)
F5 Phase unbalance
F6 Faulty bearing (outer race fault)
F7 Angular misalignment (0.48 ©)
F8 Parallel misalignment (0.1 mm)
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Table 2 Combination process of two classifiers
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Table 3 Combined BBA m of two classifiers
about test data F2

F2 iffrr(g:hzation 2 rﬁ)frt;ralization

Fl 0.002 0.002/(1(0.715) = 0,007
F2 0.263 0.263/(1(0.715) = 0923
F3 0 0

F4 0.006 0.006/(1(0.715) = 0,021
F5 0.008 0.008/(1(0.715) = 0,028
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F7 0.009 0.009/(1(0.715) = 0,032
F8 0.003 0.003/(1(0.715) = 0,011
FOD | 0004 0.004/(1(0.715) = 0014
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