55 35 % 5 6 1] fin = zh 1 Vol. 35 No. 6
2020 4F 6 H Journal of Aerospace Power Jun. 2020

B H S 1000-8055(2020)06-1326-09 doi: 10. 13224 /j. enki. jasp. 2020. 06. 023

ETHREGEMBRE RR RN
R TN FE S B

FRA, FAE
(PHIL Tk K2: 3h T S5REIR~BE . Vi 710129)

1% o L PR KT R S HLIE B B R 0 B 1 58 % R R R S T4 R 4R — R I TR
0K Bl 1) 25 5 BOMI RSB TR 2 W . SR AN ¢ 3948 (FCVD 307k X & 0 1E 35 B A B0 R 17 SR 2415 3
AL RS G B BTS20 5 S b0 AR S e IR FE AR BOHE T T A% 3 P Bk e O 4 28 5 R 1 ok 3 AT A 3] i
A 00 45 2R 32 R LG B 1 TE ST IR A B A A RS L A 1 RS S K R 5 B S SR A FCML B0k R 4T
AR 43 2, AT AR B A 10 5 B A A T TR AR X B A I TR, I L AT A R (TS R . A TR
FLEE T A2 50k X WO P R T R TT 3K 96. 8 %0, IR R i KGR B 94 06 o R RUVA KO & 3 WL S B 4R A
S5 ST 2812 T S0 R 0% o R P 1 G 00 - R T

% 8 W WEAE R BEEISE BRI BOM o B (FCMD; OB % 8 7] £ 3

hESES: V233.7 XERARERD: A

Fault diagnosis of liquid rocket engine based on
comprehensive fuzzy clustering algorithm

DONG Zhoujie, GUO Yingqing

(School of Power and Energy,
Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi'an 710072, China)

Abstract: Based on the completeness of the normal and fault condition data of liquid
rocket engine and the improvement of data quality, a data-driven comprehensive fuzzy cluste-
ring algorithm was proposed for fault diagnosis. The fuzzy c-means (FCM) algorithm was
used to cluster the known normal sample data to obtain the optimal clustering center, and
the obtained cluster center was used as a-priori sample data to select the optimal classification
result of the closure method to obtain the fault detection result. Only a small amount of nor-
mal prior sample data were required to quickly and accurately detect the fault; then the FCM
algorithm was used to classify the fault, and the corresponding fault type can be clustered ac-
cording to the existing fault database, and the range of fault amplitudes can be given. The
simulation results showed that the detection rate of the algorithm was up to 96. 8% and the
fault isolation rate was 94%. The actual test data of a liquid rocket engine show that the

fault diagnosis algorithm can detect and isolate faults accurately and timely.

Key words: liquid rocket engine; fault diagnosis; fuzzy clustering;

fuzzy c-means (FCM); fuzzy transfer closure

7 B 8 :2019-11-09
TEE RN H A Q995—) 58, Wi 4=, 3258 30K K 5 & B WLk 32 T R 5%

S AR R AR SR B T LR S O SR I IR 0 AR T R S LR 2 Wi [ ). A= 3 0 24l 2020, 35(6) 1 1326-1334. DONG
Zhoujie, GUO Yingqing. Fault diagnosis of liquid rocket engine based on comprehensive fuzzy clustering algorithm[]].

Journal of Aerospace Power,2020,35(6):1326-1334.,



%6

R 7R A T A R S AT A WA KT S B LR A2 1327

Bt A 3 VA KR O S B H 45 1 2L LA
Lo — AR K5 3 T3 R S8 e W ) e B T
F 'R S AT B A A B . A R
748 A IS A AR A e Sl AL B A L R
AT RLP AR R S HLIE BOR B0 5 & B R B0 T 1Y 05
FURHE o K T R A T S S BIL R AT BdE
AR AT LR L O W 5 R T RO o A B
ShALI R 12 8 0y TR SR TR

RORY 5 24 B0 125 R — ol B T 00 Y B 2
T ORI B2 o3 A 2 — R F BRI B0 3t 4
i — 58 W) S BREA T 03 0 2 A0 Bk 237 O
By — BRI FEAS A B 1) J 1 A A R] 110 23 i R
FUAR AL AR s SCROM) ¢ & IR 78 S Atk B AR 4 —
SE Y S ROk T o SR 2R OC AR L B B Bl 1Y O
V5 E i HURR SE R A T B RO OC 2R L DT 52 3 % 0L
ELAER R

HBil A0k 3R 28 20 A J7 12 iz as T R g Ak
RSP w2 R g5 I 2R iR R 2
W) A G L 5 SRR T TR R R R K
5 FUA A PR 5 SR R (. RO ST
Ha TSR 03 Hr R i T T WA K K Bl BIL R 12
W L5 1912 W 45 R i fulF P ) 508 B R R 58
B R R A AR I 0 P 5 2 e 2 K B ¢ 3
I T WM K A S BIL Y S 2l aod A
DU 5 v e R N (L ) 22 BB A I R 32 N Ry
Wi PR 2R HL AR K5 Lee S50 B ST 1 86 F R R 2 08 U
e A BRE D] 1~ R 45 5 R0V KT R sh AL R 12
SR LA R A A0 A M L 5 5 Zhou SV 4R
TR EE TR AR I AURER) 2 2K (weighting fuzzy
compactness and separation, WEFCS) Y £ 1% 8 4%
B A 25 S s BILI R A2 i 8 O kL 3% 05 TR R
JT R AE L M M B K s b S B R BeaE TR
A L o AR 1 B2 T

AR SR PR ¢ S5 (B0 SR 2R ARSI A% 328 P £ %
455 W 25 G ORI B S8 W B 1 X WU IA T e s L
PEATHEC B2 WT A S 56 R R A T s B o
18 R S BE 7 S A AR R R A2 TR B L S IR
PR 2 S ALY B8 12 W L 2 BT 110 295 2R ™ A% iz 1
RN 5E X G N BE ke I A A S B
M) o 2 et TSR A B0 2 R A BB O & L DA ik 3]
AL I P A TN D o

1 ## c HERE(FCM)

1.1 FCM JHE
B ¢ 1H B2 (fuzzy c-means, FCM) B3,

W A EH ISODATA (iterative selforganizing
data analysis) 75 %, J& — Fl 56 T H b5 ek £ 6 7Y
Bedn R TTE il oA F AR o8 05 3 25 AR A XS
Fr A R b SR BE L DT PR E AR A 1Y 26 LA
KHE AR E R, FCM &k & WA R H
P bR B O Ak 5 0 B2 i Bezdek™ il
Dunn""' 78 Ruspini®"™ £ 1 ) 508 2] 73 #E & 55 il
BHESAR R AR R S A5 — A ARk
TR 1) 80, K 5 R FH 28 45 10 Ak 3 et SK il G 1B 1)
Gy 28I, 58 AR, FCM 553 2 — i Jmy 0 48 22
AONC L Ji 2ok SRS A PRI ) 3 JE P U 2
[F1) 1) 5 5 12 AR 4K JR) T s 10 i

B 2R 25 H A5 R B A A T

Ja(U.PY= >3V (uy)" (dy)*s U € M,

(D
Horn NREARDNK c REFREE,m N HEH
T EEN AL 5,25 ) w T R AREARTE
TH O RMRBE A N e DREAER K
Rt R L SO
dy = |las — pi - (2)
M AR 73 25 18], B K 20U F

M, = {Ulu € [0.1],Visks Djuy = 1, V|
i=1

(3)
RISHHEN NI S, (U P B /IME 435

=" 2 . BRI AN U & B
S B R I S A
min{J, (U,P) } = i}min{ Z (uz )" (dy )2}

4
Al DL RIA% B H T B0k oK i
F = Z Cug )" (dy ) + 2 2“* —1} (5)
i=1 i=1
A — B &R
9F -
Ja/\ - ;LL& - 1 - O
(6)
laF =m(uz )" 'dy® +21 =0
duy
bR 7 B ] DUA# AR (dy >0 B
wyp = % 7
SN
d

= jk

HoId, =0 0w, =1.VY j7iu, =0,



1328 i

=3l

JioE w535 %

FERE 9 75 % Al LLAS 2] min {J, (U.P) } X
IR 55 @ AR L 1 fE

n
Z Cug )"y
_ k=1

D7 Cu )"
LAEAL X REHH c P EHEFm 2,
0 T8 ) 16 A R 43 4 B U 5w R Ak 2 288 R
P {5 0] 38 5 3% AR A 1% 0 AH I A S5 A AR Rl 4y
FEL AR 2 o I 45 B AH I 1Y SR 2R 45
1.2 FCM $ %

FCM 553 0] LAw) 6 A B0 %) 73 %6 B U 8 4]
IR IR PR AE R A B0 6 8 4 90 46 1k
P it B R RS RSB B — R bR A A WA
16 U TG A5 AR X L I AR 48 . B 0G4k P kAT
FCM BE L BT -

D) Wik B0 s AL R A PO R R M
AR X B AT LB e S 107, 25 i
T m 1.5, e KIEARIREL buex 200, 340 4K
/H6=0;

2) RGO IR BRI 73 H B U

3) AR O EF WA LA POV 5

O MR [PY =PV |, <e. S H BB ER R
RUE MG 3k A 1k B A b=b+ 1, %% )
B2

5) T b s A A SR i T i A 200 1 de K /D
T 0.5 B WA kg oA 0 1 il e 2 785 A5 D) A K
{ELXT L 1) 28 30 B R i A A SR T i 28 51

R JH FCM B33 0 47 30 I B 285 10 2 ) it e [
wmeE 1 i,

Di (8)

-
I —
RApEA BV b Sk
FH AL gy | |2
BOSTOR e
KL
T HpR s MEZE
v
| IR SRR S
v

| R T % Bk P
Bl 1 FCM % gk e b bl g o e

Fault isolation flowchart based on FCM

Fig. 1

2 REHfEE A eE
2.1 RHEEAEERE

RO A% 32 P 6, 125 50 2 A1) A A A s 1 22 TR 1Y
M) 5C 28 A0 AL AT R AR LA B R SR T e AH80 A A0
Fi SR AL P A £ (RO, AR 5 AN [ 19 43 #1142
X (R FEATHRZE AR A 1 11 0 28/, v DLAG B A
[F] 73 S B 1 43 2 45 3L S AT LU Hh A SR 1% 32
P15 0 — b O B 1Y o 2 O ik HOAS R B 0 B
(B A3 B[] 1 SR 2R 45 5 ME LIRS — A et i
RELIR . ARSI IR (C HIE# FEAO i
TR R T HNIEH AR R — LW 3 G 0
H AR SRR E A MM R A AR B
L R TE AR SR — 2 ke 38 4G D ke s v L 1)
2.2 EMEBEAEESR

1) by Ao P 8 o o P

BE— R x; 5 m DFFPEREAR B 2 w]
W m GEAFPESR b5 ) 4 R

X; = (T TigssZin ) s 1=1,2,.nm

D)
Horb oy RORE § DREARRE ) DRAESE AR W 2
ANFEAS 1Y BT AR5 1 38 B AL B PR 48 BR B L 10 A
X =[x.x,".x, " (10)

2) B AR vEE b Ak A 3t AR 2 1)

XoF S A H I AT TC R AN AL B K AR B R T R
B g AL — 1, 1D TA] A o AL SR o

- HS - o 22 A8

Ty = " (1

Horp oy FOREE B AFEA B ME BB s, 56
e ANFEAS T A 1) B s o 2%
PRS- 2 AR
— f;__xf , (12)
g}f’g{m y— @{p,{xfk }
3) ) T A AR 0L
SR A A6 XL (B 004 T AR A 0D 0 A 5
1 i=j

=i

c

L
lzlﬁ‘kxm

k=1

1F£ (13

/E:':F' c j‘]ﬁ%’lﬁﬁﬁmﬂfﬁ’@% T 6[0,110

A) RN A R R OR A% 385 P 6D

MOR= Cry ) e, A ARGE B 5C 2 A Bliz 5
AT ARG B R® (R e 25— U B



5 6 0]

R 7R A T A R S AT A WA KT S B LR A2 1329

R'-R*=R" 0}, 15 #fL ¥ 1 ¢t (R) =R", Hop k<<
[logon ]+ 1.n HFEAANEL.

% QR 4 Bl U XV VXW I {1 A Bk
KERHEW X R G REBRE AT

(Q-R) (usw)= ‘U\G/VEQW,U)/\R(v,w)] (14)

5) R A B

Loy EMEA B 1 NREE 0L A XL A A
t(RYBEATBRE AR AL IZ 43 B X 16 0 T A
B RS ¢ (R, =Ly (O 1, s RIG X 1 (R, #EFT
IIAT AR 43 Sk 2 A K B RISE M 425 2
PN T o | O W R 2 | = R S P I e o |
FIHL A B 32

BRI
_j17ﬁ>k
o r<a

T x0x, € X 45 ry (O =107 A K L
x; Flx; AT LAE R —25,

I3 EME A N B AN TR, R S5 R A A
ANTE] S Sk 7 A R S R 2 . T A4 X =
[x s x, ,"-,@]T,EUEH n—1 A5G 50 1E B A AR FicdiE

—_—

i () (15)

A AR AR ) RGP 5 b R I e ¢ 306 BB S e A
FEREAS KIS B3R g — JE Y 45 2R O fe R 10 73 R 4
S I LA SR A W 5 D00 AR AR 2 10 DAy e o i Bl 2
3t P 60 325 1 S e A 000 7 R L A €] 2 P

T

¥
| EdEbekd |
[

FURERERLAAEE |
2
| s R |

[ i |2 AORIEE

CUHLE H RS
SRR —2

AL EE
EHERMIEH 2

A4
it

PR 2 A 0 A

Fig. 2 Flowchart of fault detection procedure

HFIEH B ARA M 51 A L e 50 R A 1 i
TR L 23 B 15 ) B RS 1% 328 PAD 50 25 1 A
S5 ANELE  — 7 I 27 B AR R A 2 ) 25 B i
K WU AT BB 23 T BB R AR AS Bl IR RO IR W 2K
Z 5 WU AT RE 25l JE AR IF B 10 R A e 3R O i e 2
oy —J7 1D B A S 0 R AR B A B i 1 2 K
BOBRSAH TR
2.3 SHEIR

Hy SCHER 2.2 45 AT AT, O Y AR AL 5 P 4
T2 1R RS I 25 L 5 e BRI 21 56 T R RE AR 1 5 o R
B A B U 0GR O R 3 T 00 Bh Ak SR Xl
SYHERE U Y FCM Bk X 15 A A 4% BN [] 38
A FOPIOR B 1 B 28 vty 4 FLAE O e 36 IE R
REA KO FH T % 338 DT 50 32 1 e G 0 3 B e £
PR AL AR 000 % SR Xk 7 ) R 288 v O A Dy e 28 LR AR
T £ 51 30 T 8 R AR

1 T S 50T 00 s T P e 00 e 5 40 4 1 2
A PA P S BB R ] F1-Score (FO) PE R 255 L
AL A 5 A T A R AR AN R R

F o 2XPXR
! P+R

Horhp P AT R 3 5l 8 K HEAR AN A 0] 2, HAR 5
ZMSCHRL L5 TR i PERES BO T A 5.

BT FCM R k0 44 38 P 4 1 AT 2 40
TR R AL WA 3 FR

(16)

iR G
Hodfg e ABik Hdfe

Y 4

SE TR 2>
HERENIFCMET T

BRI L
SR JTI 3o PR A 7 HEA T R ARG )

AT R YF 1-Score B

A

3 RS IMRARRE

Fig. 3 Flowchart of parameter optimization

3 SERMEE

RO % 336 A 2 125 FRSRYY o 3% 1 5% 2 530 1 W b
RIAIEA A A BB PR 3% 09 00 Bk s
ten# 1 R,



1330 o= 9 o R

%35 %

F1 FMHBREEEANRLBRSI

Table 1 Comparison of advantages and disadvantages of two clustering algorithms for application

EREN (=

B

B AR TR R

oy i P 0, 1
B et ik T 14 %% T 0 e

AT LL & o 0 AR AR T 4% Aol 2 A R 1Y

SO ¢ W EIRKE
BURT ¢ RS SR 40 KN e

O NG BEAN 15 5 T 2 L MRS e ALY
SR REE A TOHk Ay X T A% Bl e e ) SRR
AT bk T PN 5 2 SR A A L 25 R X

1 463 P B AR

2T FE53 TR SR 2SR D0 A5 B i
SR SR IS 12 Wi B0k R AR R A2 S L AT
B2 W ASSOR PR EIE S & 6 . & SE A TR
it DA AL 35 BB AT 500 19 S5 A D0 G 00 s 11
AR AR RN PR RS ¢ 2R SR I H ik X
A R R AT SRS DT 28 ) i o o 2 ) LA

R FHZ5 A ORI 3R S T30 0k XA K s e s Lk
Ay B2 Wy - — T ThD AT LA s g e A 00 P9 2803
—J7 T AN RE % 78 07 B e S 7 3k mT L2 i R 8k
F1 e B i L5 L+ L it o 3 0 o A i
AN T8 o T I I R ABOR  E Af
L Y05 LA 40 2 B A BOHS A

4 HELERST

4.1 fHE#HR

AR SO C AT AR T R S LR AL R R 47
RS W G F 5T A% T AR I i S R 2k 2 iy
7 A PR i e R B T L YRS TR R R e
e 2% I TR ) B4R R G T T ) 28 00 P s st I i
Fe 77 i) 28 G50 950 48 M I s 7 3 2R 8 T e W
FE 7 3 AR G /IS ) R R AR AR R T
WA AR iR T MR = T

L B S 4D SR FH 80 B R 1 A1 LR
A K R Bh AL A A e e 288 R A 4 1) O R R
T IR R ORI R e R L AR A T
(AR T R Bh TS A i SL A% 2l I e g e R
PN 5 = N2 T B 3 A W S I e S
i B3 b5 (A OO BRIAAREME X O D 3% stiA b &
A IR 3t BEL S R i 5 5 00 1A Ry R A L L
RN 3 Fis .,

R2 BERFRIVNEZFZUNISH
Table 2 Liquid rocket engine sensor measuring

point parameters

i th 2404 Fr 5

FH 26 i %6 2% e 3t/ (r/min) n
VB 8 JE 5% T/ (r/min) n,
H 4t % J5 JE J1 / MPa Pt

W E % )G 71/ MPa Peo

=+ F 58 e 5 1 FE ) / MPa P
F R G A i )/ MPa Peo
AR A AR E J)/MPa e
RAREAR IR /K T,
#hbe= I J1/ MPa P,

R3 BEAFEAHNEER T
Table 3 Liquid rocket engine fault factor

s [N 5 1E K Y L 715 Rl
S 4 TR W 1] B SR B TR T F, 0. 97<F,, <1 0<CF,,,<0. 97
S, T 4 i B ) I B S R T Fron 0. 97<Fon<<1 0<CF e <<0. 97
FH e 2 0 il s I Feavitation 0. 97 F icavitation << 1 0<F fcaitation << 0. 97
F o 0% 60 20038 i e R Fretticiency 0. 97 Fieficiency << 1 0<Fleficiency << 0. 97
FH e 77 365 7 BEL e B 18] Frresistance 1<<Fresisance << 1. 05 1. 05<Ffresistance <<2
H o A s 9 B R T Flonass 0. 97< Frpee =<1 0<ZF e <<0. 97
T TR N Focavitation 0. 97<Focuvitation =<1 0<ZFcavitation <<0. 97
ST B A R B T 0. 97<Fuctticiency << 1 0<ZFousticiency << 0. 97
S I A L e e I 1< Foresisiance << 1. 05 1. 05<<Foresistance <2

SR B AL A PR IR

0. 97<F <1

0<"Fomuss <<0. 97




5 6 0]

R 7R A T A R S AT A WA KT S B LR A2 1331

4.2 #HEHEEASESHIHK
4.2.1 I RSHGESRE
IEHREA AR 40 043 3 10 Al A
T T IO Y BB A AR 5 b (B i SR DA A o {E
¥ 0. 1, & % 0. 001 HUAR AL 4 i o — A~ IE
HREAS T R RSO P AR 10 S E HRE A B
3L 100 41 1E # FEAS
FERG I BE A 4 - 3 IR R 3 Fp s [H 1 19 B
JU ] B AL 0. 001, HRURE 2 it Ry — A 15 A6 0 A
AL R A2 1000 20 . 3% 10000 4 145 46 0 ke
AEAE TS 8030 0 B A s A B i o A
w4 frs .

[ o N ] G SN

1000

800 1

600

400 |

ZRF IR

200

1 23 4567 8 910
AR R4

K4 SRS IR LA Bgeit &

Fig. 4 Statistical distribution of sample data for

parameter optimization

i 3 2 B SO0 W REAS B s A B e T o A 18 )
DL g B 475 100 X g ) 1 6 R I A A 4
A HOE AR K B Fl-score By PEAN fi 4
AL A 00 RE Y O 45

RENB R 2 3] 20, BRI DHILIRE 3
PP i B2 i 17 1F 5 M N ) F1-Score B A I
B3 o
4.2.2 RS R I

TELGE RBANE e W LLT L 20 AR 48 15 Fb
i B PR -6 2 ) 1 000 2 A 00 A 4 A 0 &85 S 31 350
%F W F1-Score, 3k 10 4~k & B+ F F1-Score 1
SFHE L AE F1-Score-mean., H B 5 A4 £ 1Y
ALIE 5 FrR .

Hi BT 5 45 5 AT RO 1% 3 AT A0 2 Tl
BEAS I 4 BT 3t 5 F1-Score-mean 45 b1 A8 AR & »
2 WIASORI 1% 128 A £, vk BB 08 A A% v A 11 A6 il
B, M BRRANH b Sl 4 B X R B9 F1-Score-mean
{E R, X 75 B8 B Bk 1 S I L 255 e BBGZ A I

DU B Fe (I 3R 26 v A D M A 336 PR L 0 B B 12
W ) S 36 2 R AS Bl

1.0 =
09¢F
0.8F

§ 0.7¢
= 0.6f
§ 0.5+
R 04+
2] 03+
02r
0.1f

0

10 12 14 16 18 20
LM

Kl 5 F1-Score-mean [ 8254 H2s 4k &

Fig. 5 Bar chart of F1-Score-mean with changing

2 4 6 8

the number of clusters

4.3 WPEKRNERSH

BCETE 5 I TEWR A T & Sl DL AL 1 i i
TR0 A 48 1R 1] 38 S 0 e R i
3 Rl T D SRR IR AE S 0. 75, 4 FLI (8]
N 10s, 2K H 0.001s,

O BEA i 280 ne B[R] R A2 Al £ 4n
6 B 7E 0. 743 s, fiy 1 3 AURRE - 10 Iy 1
IEHEE Y 5 s ARG 5. 408 s IEAUAR &
WIS Ry F oo S0 S5 20 R 0. 75 I me 5 55

1.28

|
= 1261 (0.743 5,1.268x10* r/min)
E 124
= 122}

1.20 = )
(5.408 5,1.203x10* r/min)

1.18
1.16
2114
1.12
1.10

RS TG /10

oL

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
A [ /s
Bl 6 S5 n A 2

Fig. 6 Curve of output parameter n;

O B EHL As F1 8 s I 2 AR IO B 14 20 25 2K
SERIE Ly BN E 7 RIE 8 Bras . Horp 2 SARER
8 IR AN [+ A0 D F RO AL (B R 19 0 2R R
Co HpIa]— 47 B 2 X L B REA G 5 Heh 1~ 40
TEHAEA DS .5 O 2 i I 20 B9 15 LA 4 5

WL 7T R 8 B R IAE R L A LU



1332 o= @ o R

%35 %

REAS1  REAR3 O REAR2 KR4 BEARS

T

2=0.0063 C=4
2=0.0036 C=3
2=0.0034 =2

2=0.0024

7 4s IR Y 2l 3 3R e g AR K
Fig. 7 Graph of dynamic clustering result

at four second

RFEARL  KEAR3 REA2  FEAR4 BEARS

2=1 =5
2=0.0337 Cc=4
3=0.031 =3
e R N 2
4=0.001 c=1

B8 8's I Xt i Y 3 25 3 e 4 L IR
Fig. 8 Graph of dynamic clustering result

at eight seconds

PRI A T B 5 DR A 4 7 2B B i
FEAS B3R — 26 22 T 00 6 B T 9 R A R
g2 T X4 P40 R A g R A B L S8 B OF
BRI Sy — 2K L A VR A 0 Sy —
5 I T M Al 05 9% B0 PR T K 5 WL 9 I e
Fdil,

44 MEBREERNN

A4l Sl B R R

2 18 3 TR AT R 1K B0 A i R R A R R
FNNJE T A O — 2, AT LLE bl 2 i AR
T B om0 A R AR ASER S5 T O R L TR I e ¢ 3
Wom WA 1. 25, RS sE 5305 1.2
H ) S B0 R A — 3.

RS R RE ARG - 2 B3k 3 PRl 4 Ak
B L 43 S0l 6 BB 5 PR 73 BB FE 0. 7~0. 9 1if A1 )5 JF
DX [i] B B 0. 01 BOUE R fr) 5 78 iyt ol — A Je 6 ik
A A B3 AR o A I X R 20 4K R RE AR
3 80 4 it B AE A Hicdi

R R Y S IR X g AR 1Y) 20 ZHREAS B
s B 10 ASFEA B BOF B AR — DR E R
F JHL g et B 2 A R D AR L S 8 SR
JE

3t 50 4 114 38 B« T % g i B 4% =X (17) B
BILAE B 50 A5 ke PR 1 A o 4% A4 i s DR = % g
TR R S OV R IR B S L o A e
N7 BB A= B 50 AN I3 B L HE 200 AN 3
st

F = Fon + (Fhux — Fow) X rand(0,1)

a7
Hrp F R N 1 1M Foin s Fue 53 3 328 38
B e R 0 L ) e /M R B R fH 5 bR R rand
A — A5 S A i BEPLEL
4. 4.2 HERGHT

e Ik PR 1O R 26 3 F i 4R B 4 iR iR T T
JE S5 OB B AL 2B A s R F (B R 0. 855 8
F18 X I 1 0 3 R 0 AT R S R Y SR
FE R B9 BT, v B AR AR 2R IR RE AR A
Gt o 1~80 R SCH 5 4.4, 1 5 4
I R K B AL A A B G L 81 SRR A R T
TF B B RE AR L 9N A B 2 7R 6 B AR AR SRR i 38
10 SR JE B AR R R B R AR AR SR B a2
A B P K

L9 Ha] U 2 SR R 1Ay e e
By 0.8558 B, FCM 5 12 AR 5 A1 4 b b L 2R
N 1A 2SR, T LA B 26 A 0 R R
{E 0. 8~0. 9 X [a] P , B 5 45 SR 22 W] FCM 874 g
i A - b X VA KRG R Bl AL e S T R AT 4 0
FLRES 25 0B 1) MR W LS 1L

R TR I R ORI IR, wT DL 2 1l
W 10 5y K5 L e S A A S
JIT I8 B M 45 HL At 2R 5 A A B B L BRI S
L1, 1A 8 R 3% BH 2% 05 o UG it H T I 3 2%
A5 HIAEE RS, WR R 288 B i
JAE NIRRT IR G E N WARFZ A HA
Rk T 58 B (A I 2R 2K A e 7 R T RE LA K 2 5
KPVHIERE,

Mo B L i LR 2.5.7 B K Z
# silhouette fA#RHEIT 0.8, KR H R RAR
U s Hof 2 R Z 8 # K T 0. 5. 7] LLIN 43
S R R R A BB E S, RIRA
BN R AE DRI 25, v AR IR R xR R 1
B,

X BT A R A Bl R AT B R e 4 SR e T



R 7R A T A R S AT A WA KT S B LR A2

1.0 -
» -
BE 0,5 f———— oo
i
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

T EREA S
(a) Z—2, F=0.7~0.8

T PR
Y
]
#*
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
T BERE AR 2S5
(c) B2, F=0.7~0.8
1.0 —
Y
=
#*
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
W AR i
(e) B=2K, F=0.7~0.8
1.0 -
Y
41| S -
)
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

il PR A 2 5
(2) B IU, F=0.7~0.8

1333
1.0  msesence v *
i
4] S
i .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
TR R A R
(b) &5—2, F=0.8~0.9
1.0 :
i
0
=
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
T R AR 2
(d) 552, F=0.8~0.9
1.0 —
i
]
&%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
TR AR 2
() 5 =25, F=0.8~0.9
1.0 —
#
B (15 | e e e
2
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

T RERE A g
(h) Z5 VU2, F=0.8~0.9

PO o 2 e s B s B0 S 32 I T

Fig. 9

sk 4 s AT RLA iz FCM BE X T il e 19
P 20 A 5 L L e o R 40 70 o A R R B Ay
Ferbrife e 2 vl B B 9 9 3 R 100 04 T e B i
(R0 2 f 23 L ARG L 2 o T B BIL A S i e P
T 2 WME M AT AE 0. 8 B I A fE LU B2 22 5 Tl e 4
(14 55 5 B 25 0 %6 L 84 0% [ s EL i s 1 )
SrUERA AR AIA F) 1000, 3% R W] LI 8 1E 1 R 25
DRI 4 26 PR P A AR A A 0 4 3 AR L 1
{EHIX.

0 02 04 06 08 1.0
e

Bl 10 srREEERE

Fig. 10  Graph of classification silhouette

Membership matrix value for the final fault isolation
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Table 4 Statistical table of fault isolation test
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