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Abstract

Based on the PHM2012 bearing degradation data set, this paper uses CNN neural network, LSTM
neural network and CNN + LSTM neural network to predict the remaining service life of bearings
respectively. The research shows that the combined neural network of CNN + LSTM can predict the
remaining service life of rolling bearings in advance, and reduce the impact of bearing failure.
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1. 3]

AR PHM2012 HliAGR AR AT 701, 1283 4 /2 H PRONOSTIA 58 & 315 1) B axt
5k A5 ) P DRl 8 L PR 6 (T, A WS 380 1 B Sl 2 il T e 4 AT iR AR5 5, 3 sk B il 7k
PRENME 5 IR PR ENICR o SR Dy SEBUN AR ) A3 8 T 7 ar B TN, Fgads B — 22 1 8% LSTM P8 [1], At
TG RIAE T FE TN 1O 120 22 000 208 16 7 S ol A o) A Ao Y 7 i 0000 07 T A — 5 SE R RV . )
EEXSFE A TN FE b P R K A2 113 1B IR, TR T —Fh 45 & B A 4 I 24 (CNIN) Rl K
LI AL AZ AR 22 0 45 (LSTM) R il A e 2 A P i T 7 9k [2], BCTAR B ) #1408 CNIN IR
FIH] CNN (5 B R B S MO U], B ad R DSBS A5 S5 il 3 = o0 2 TR AR ALE , K 3RS TR 2
fEE LSTM Mz, i AR AF M E 2 . DU/E N EREE R, MR A OB AL PPAN 48 ot 7
R IEAT LU, AT ST 45 RO 1 Rl AR R A b A A i TR0 77 T F) SE AL
2. REFEIMSHNA

TR %% 2] (Deep Learning, DL)ZHL#% 2% ] (Machine Learning, ML)4TUsk it — AN B B 0357, IR 24 ST )
T2 AE T ARSI 28 0 2 EAT B o A A R, W2 E . IREERI A M SRR, DLy
R IR ZUCREAN R R . BRIk, PREES: 5] C 4 U RUL TIOR8 9081 — KR, IREES: 3] BE T
=ML KEICAZ M Z (LSTM). Transformer DL & 5 FR 42 /X 25 (CNIN) 2SR AU g 132 I FH 381 4k 2 8 4%
A I 5 i T o

Pl R AEHZF A (RUL)ZFE — DIt . RABANEIRBIR MRS AT, TiT LR IE 51847 1IN 8] 25
o e R TR g R B b O B R AR, T PPN B B S AR A BN AR M RER M . HE
ST

][l

TeuL (t) = {TF (t)_t|TF (t) >tz (t)}
3. IREINE
3.1. CNN £ MR A [3]

CNN 122 0 2 (B AU 22 190 £%) R TR JEE 2 2] U B B EOR 22—, B R N AR I 2% ) — R AR Ao,
B EA RPN RR e, A AR BT B B EEE P S RRHE, RSkl
BAFRRIRTF R R, A SILR AR 2E BARI i X 1S5

EAPP 22 X 2T 1y DL T 380 4L

(1) BRZ: BRUZE CNN ISR . SN 3 — BRI M A EARBURHIE, S RAE
NSRS WAL F A, BRI SRR TR PR

100) _ ety (™) S 1) 1 (540)
yrl =K ext l =) Kitx
2

(2) WAz BFON T RAEZ, HAE L H AR RINRFIE B 4 T AT SR R R S Hlc, (R
BRERT LG o B BRI E u ottt RS SRIUEAT AR IE AL, WALJZ TS0 T B
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pl(i,j): max {al(i,t)}

(J-)V+ist<jv

(B) &E#ZE: WEMTHERMNE T HIRENT, HTBRMEREFIFH. E8RMET.
3.2. LSTM H#IEZMI4&[4]

LSTM #1285 [ 28 (K 58 HHIT A2 18 28 WX ) E B IR 25 IR 4% ) — /)N BE AR AR, 5 H A [ 4% &5 ) B 25 AN TR
& LSTM ZEH 22/ G 5] N 71012800, IX— BTk 7 2 T #, o HARIZE 5 Th
T R T PR A G0 N 265 P B Y S ME RS, A KU R T B IR A X 28 DAL 2 2] K B AR AT JE 1 1)

LSTM H =N RBER T 1A ML R, =38 W [RIAE P Sk 1A 42 i 18] /3 2 o 045 BRI, & 78 SRS B il
74 H K IR, L PN 28 78 AL 3y BB B R AR 0 B . BARTEET D IR R

(1) BAETTTE AW Frs:

fi= O'(fo X +Wihy +by )
(2) NI AW R Fos:
I, = O'(Wxixt +Wyih; +b, )
(3) fEiEk LIz Fr e B v A S R R
¢, = tanh (W, X, +W,.h_, +b,)
(4) 1eAZ I B A T Fros:
c, =f®c,+i®C
(5) Fr T A W R R
Ot = O-(onxt +Whoht—1 + bo)
(6) LSTM 25 5% A =0ln R Bk
h, = o, tanh(c,)
He: h A E—BZIHH; W, W, W, W, 25RTERZIt N Z x FIEEGRIZ 1212580, i
AT BSTT A TR ACEM: W, W, Wy W, 25N BRGEEFER % t -1 5821 t 2 [id 17
TG BNTT BEUST] S TR b, e 2 W AW E DG by, by, by 5% R 3 ANk TR B
Tji; o N sigmoid A%, HUEN 0~1. HEZEEWI R 1 Fios.
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A
aVaes @ AL
Ganb
®
ﬁ il Cf 0[
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of LSTM
B 1. LSTM #E52 &

4, L5
4.1. BIBENR
A SO 5K FH B 9 s BSR4 |EEE PHM 2012 Eshi&EIN#E % drdidE, 2 PRONOSTIA R
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SR R AT 10 Oy TT, BRRFFEAMERN K )y 0.1 FPIME SHEA . I AL IR 3R 1
RFEAZ BTN 25.6 kHz, RIHERICR A A T 5 2560 ANEd s o iR BEAR IR AR RS U 10
Hz. W36 5HAS N FE—AS, 4> 517E 1800 rpm A1 4000 N, 1650 rpm £ 4200 N, 1500 rpm £ 5000 N iX 3
FPAN R AN BT T, BB 0 N 35 1 s

Table 1. IEEE2012 PHM data table
%= 1. IEEE2012 PHM #iEZ&R 4%

147 T TH1 T2 T3
ek 1800 r/min 1650 r/min 1500 r/min
ke 4000 N 4200 N 5000 N

Bearing 1_1 Bearing 2_1 Bearing 3_1
Bearing 1_2 Bearing 2_2 Bearing 3_2
Bearing 1_3 Bearing 2_3 Bearing 3_3
1800 r/min 1650 r/min 1500 r/min
4000 N 4200 N 5000 N
Bearing 1_4 Bearing 2_4
Bearing 1_5 Bearing 2_5
Bearing 1_6 Bearing 2_6
Bearing 1_7 Bearing 2_7

ARG PHM2012 $0dE SRR R4y, ePedhRk 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2 2. 3 1. 3 2 &FHaEdi{E Nl
GAE, HARRATIEETHE BRI NI, R, MR AKPIRNE S R ERSE 5 R
W AR R AR, PRI R AKCSPIR SIS 5 AT 5506, AR TR A o H5d VR gu kI o 45 SR R 3% 2 iR

Table 2. Division of bearing data set and experimental data

=2 HARBIRSEX D R KR

e S HhAR Y k4 A ] (x 10 s) L:F5 A ) (x10 s)
Bearing 1_1 —_— 2803
Bearing 1_2 —_— 871
. Bearing 2_1 —_— 911
RS Bearing 2_2 _— 797
Bearing 3_1 —_— 515
Bearing 3_2 —_— 1637
Bearing 1_3 1802 2375
Bearing 1_4 1139 1428
Bearing 1_5 2301 2463
Bearing 1_6 2302 2448
Bearing 1_7 1502 2259
MRS Bearing 2_3 1202 1955
Bearing 2_4 612 751
Bearing 2_5 2002 2311
Bearing 2_6 572 701
Bearing 2_7 172 230
Bearing 3_3 352 434
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Figure 2. Level diagram of bearing time domain signal
B 2. HAEHEESKF T EE
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Figure 3. Vertical diagram of bearing time domain signal
3. HAREIESEE S EE

4.2. WRTALE S

B UIZRE SR 17 AL R UG I SRS 8, R FRT SCRiMUS AR B S, Re I3
PRANEHE Fe W o PUSIRAE S 5 o LhAR 1.3 RIREAAB], B 0.1s I A) 7 11 P9 (4 SR AR IR Bl I8 7 2 2 X 2
MIBURAE S S, 45 R il T IE 4 Pos.
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Figure 4. Time domain and frequency domain signal waveform of a sample of bearing 1_3

4. Bk 1_3 F—RARREHE RS E SR E

FESEIG R, XIRBNEAR LS 5 AT B A B AR OIS 5, XSS 5 AT 0 — Ak, BT —F
e RN (EVE VNS

4.3. BF LSTM BORBhEH &R & 5 F &5 TR 947

K LSTM 19 £ A5 78 56t A 7 961 4 4 FH 253 i iR AT 00000, AR 22 VRS2 36 54k, W e T 4544 3 AN LSTM
2, M ICHRIANES W 256, 128 F1 64, DU 1 N4ERZEM ReLU % )2 . HEMSEEE I % 3
IV

Table 3. Hyperparameter settings based on LSTM model
F 3. BT LSTM HE MBS HIEE

SRR SN H

HEE KN 32
EES 0.00001
RALAE Adam

T 5% ek 2 MSE

FEEFE Y Fe M I 58 A Y R IR AR 2 s 700 FL Pk REEAT B0 o PSR A N Ui K 42
T S A R bR . BlK 1.3 SEBRA i 5 TR a7 2 BB LRI R 1] 5 R, i s T
{6 FI 5 HSL A dr -2l BlRIB IS, (BRI RZE

N R G R R BRI, SRR 3 T K (MA) VI DB BT VA AR B, kA BER b A A AL 34 5
RS, MRS B S B ROR o KT A B A8l 78 etk U, HEE R R 6 .
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Figure 5. Comparison of predicted life before and after smooth bearing 1_3 with actual life
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Figure 6. Prediction results of remaining life of bearing 1_3
6. & 1_3 MRFMIMER

M 6, AT LA Y b JEE 2 H Tl 4 SRAE AR (AR a3, 338 1T 0T A 7 ) A5 P 75 i il AT R o B B Y

Tifli o

N ORGSR TRY T 2 RE PP SE I R % S50 (B, WU T 480 R 22 (MAE) 5 73 6 11 73
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PR ZEA I (1 25 6 PP 23 T8 (Score) P IUER oK LWL s IR A5 2 00 £ 4 1 1k AR AR 2 AL e 77 R VA [5] . 3
AT Fros:
E - actRUL; — preRUL, «100%
actRUL,

MAE; =%zi":l|actRULi — preRUL,|

HorpactRUL, AT preRUL, 70 AR 55 1 SRSl 1 SRR 73 dn AL 0000 P 45 (R R A7 i, En 3R
ARG TR PR ZE T L
BOMEE B — iR BIR ZE X B MR RERTE A R A R A S MER . B, F[EREZ A HRRRIR
FFORZE AT 7, LB AERR PP AR R B AR SR L. 1573 Score 5L 300 R [6]
exp "O9HES) Er <
B {exp—mw-s»(wzo), Er >0

Scorezﬁzn:(A)

X R THE, BMPINRE KT FN, R &l 1z R A7 dy, RENE AR Rl R3O A S
Yedf. PR ZE /N TR, U WIFEIE B0 % RO 8] 2w AR B R TR, XAMEOLS, BMER%E
RN, iR ERBIK.

BT LSTM (3R 2l AR F A3 5 FH A3 i TN 7 AL U S AR B PPN R AR S R W R 4% 4 s

Table 4. Evaluation indexes results of different bearings in LSTM
& 4. LSTM A [E4HAIFINEHREE R

AR S 3 MAE
B1 3 0.8892 0.0609
B1.5 —0.4484 0.1375
B1_6 -0.2701 0.183
B1_7 0.9025 0.0453
B2_3 —0.6144 0.138
B2 4 -1.6879 0.1764
B2_5 —3.7139 0.251
B2_6 —-0.0024 0.1777
B2_7 -10.742 0.2174
B3 3 —2.0256 0.4003
Score e 0.1438

1A BGE 7 AR AR R AR A d P 5 T A R, R LSTM B AL AE AR 1Y) B4 4570 9 0.1438.
4.4. BT CNN BURBhH AR R A FF U 54

NYGAE CNN A LSTM B P 7 Bl A B rh 2% 1 I TTRR, RHT CNIN 2 A5 0 o ] — A Bl 4 14 At A o
RAEHAF AT . ARG AR R R4 s 2. Adam IRALES . 721 %. batch size P S IZR%e Uil
G, HRERXTLE AT RIR#E AN 3 M ERZ, B EH 24 64, 64, 128. BRI KH]
KA 3y KA1 — e, 707 SO FIATE . SN Rt b2 5K LSTM I e B Tl e
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Figure 7. Comparison of predicted life before and after smooth bearing 1_3 with actual life
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Figure 8. Prediction results of remaining life of bearing 1_3
8. 7k 1_3 FIRFMIMER
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4.5. EF CNN + LSTM BURBhEH& R & 3£ &5 Foum

KH CNN + LSTM W 28 B o Al k3R BUE 5 R BT B 15 B, FERTFel R A8 H 25w EAT T, fR4E 24k
WIS, MR RERG NN 3N ERE, 3/MBLE, 34 LSTM 2, A& E M ReLU U kU2,
AR RIERE ST, 3 NMERZMBRUZELE 705108 64, 64, 128, BRUMZRH KNN3 BKANLH—
Ye %, AN FHEA . W RECR A R E AL 2 x 2. 3 )2 LSTM EMZ e 4053 3l 256
128. 64. HAEAESHE W N L 5 Fis.

Table 5. Hyperparameter setting based on CNN + LSTM maodel
%2 5. & CNN + LSTM #EBS IR E

HSH LR SN H
RN 32
Sk 0.00001
feftgs Adam
T 5% ek 2 MSE

N T R UE BBt (AR AR T AN [R] 00 IR S kR P 1) e F) i BREAR B S RE AR i st S S LR Ak ka9, LA
RANAR 1.3 A1 1_7 96, AT AT A 7 dr PN A5 SR A0 R I 9 AA] 10 i
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Figure 9. Comparison of predicted life and actual life before and after smooth bearing 1_3
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Figure 10. Comparison of smooth prediction and actual life of bearing 1_7
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Figure 11. Prediction results of remaining life of bearing 1_3
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Figure 12. Prediction results of remaining life of bearing 1_7

Bl 12, 4k 1_7 RIRFHFUNLER

AT AT BT R I HE TR 45 SR AE AR AR a3, X T Hlik 1.3 FEFFARTIN (I,  FTfS 45 RAFAE
TS B 22, (RN TR B 45 2 IEAK, R S5 IR P 25 SR 5 FLSAE B AR AT o Xy TR 1.7, £
FRUE TS, IR 7 W AR B s I i, BB AR E), H1E &G T 45 R 5 B sl
BT o

¥ LSTM #5244, CNN FEALHT CNN + LSTM A58 (1 F0 25 S gk A7 T b, S5 Rk 6 fam . fEseda,
CNN % Ot IR BUR BRHFAE, LSTM [IAZ O AE F & il eI PR AR AE

Table 6. Prediction results of remaining service life

6. MRERFHTMER

B LSTM CNN CNN + LSTM
SRR S

MAE MAE MAE
B1 3 0.0609 0.17 0.0756
B1 5 0.1375 0.1416 0.1326
Bl 6 0.183 0.1682 0.1237
B1 7 0.0453 0.0788 0.0572
B2_3 0.138 0.1837 0.1048
B2_4 0.1764 0.1246 0.1775
B2_5 0.251 0.3848 0.1964
B2_6 0.1777 0.3883 0.1791
B2_7 0.2174 0.1666 0.2046
B3_3 0.4003 0.4217 0.2397
WE 0.1538 0.2032 0.1296
Score 0.1438 -0.2869 0.2086

FR 4 6 1L CNN FI LSTM 5 477 7 56t il A 8 42 15 FH 73 A PO PN 45 SR T DUE H, HF 15 MAE 4>
%y 0.2032. 0.1538. LSTM HZ {1535 MAE tt CNN 1% 24.3%, it B 7E A S8 vp i 7 43 10 o) il 2K 25 iy
SN ERAY ey N I SR 1
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R 6 1 CNN +LSTM 1 CNN P Fh 77 00 Sl A ] 42 f8 FH 43 i (0 300U 5 SR W LA tH, CNN+ LSTM
LB — CNN BUAHLEL, X CNN, ®ZE&R KBS/ TZE; A LSTM J&, RERZERIK, JEHAD N
E, ARG T U o 350 B B PRI A R THOIIARS 3 1) D

G 6 o LSTM AT CNN + LSTM PR 773255 Al 2 ) 4 5 FH 243 i 0 0000 45 SR o] DA, AT 3 —
LSTM 4115, 75 LSTM &l EHMAN CNN Bk j5, P4t 28k FIEKT 15.7%, SE01Em
T 31.1%. R BRI R IR ACR 2, (HSRPRAES G0, Rt —DIRRERE, Bl R e iy
K IRIFEM o

5. &g

AR LR B ACH T TN R, G IRIE S I AHR T 5, G IR 7t . R BB F:

(1) EEXHE GEmT 3003 B AR SR RS B2 38 T T R BR T, 5 X AR5 S AT FRT SRR N0
BAS 5 3G SRR B AR IR BN 15 5 R AE SR ECRCR ,  DUBE A TH MU A $245 45 A R B4R A

(2) $EH—PhEET LSTM 1 CNN + LSTM P 0 2 il 2K Tl 4 A FH 2 A SO (9 77 v o 475 B 40 LU A
A TR, TERS BT8R B fa R R PERL G, SIEIL R AR 2 o (3 FH A i I T o Jd ek b
I3HT, BARR LSTM 4445554 0.1438, ET CNN +LSTM K/ 575454 0.2086, 427 1 0.0648, JEIH
FERFAEAR U EL NN CNN 25 B AR 34 B 2E . CNIN + LSTM A58 B 33 25 %7 ) 51l 7R 7 42 s FH 745 i T30
I o

(3) MIAFELE CNN B, H P34 MAE 4 0.2032 fie i, 3 BHAE AR S8 A A 485 100 5o A 72K 5 iy T £
TUBRZE KT R B AE, ARSI

TEASC BT B TR0 7325 RO X6 A ST R Y B SR AT BOB 78, R R At el 2R B i3 47 5
TE T FEARKHIBEF AT LA CL LA 7 s —20 i — R IR M8 REAE S AL FIEAR, #fRIRECE
RN RIS SRS, EARsN. B P2 R BRI T 55 A T
ZREPRER TN R A R e (TR Y, ARG B 2% 2 AR ) SR N 3 5
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