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Abstract

Addressing the issue of industrial robot fault diagnosis, a method based on a refined Sparrow Search
Algorithm optimized belief rule base (RSSA-BRB) is proposed. Firstly, an industrial robot fault
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diagnosis model is established by combining prior knowledge. Secondly, an improved Sparrow
Search Algorithm is designed to optimize the model parameters. To enhance optimization accuracy
and prevent the algorithm from falling into local optima, the Sparrow Search Algorithm is improved
by using chaos mapping to initialize the population, adaptive inertia weight position updating, and
Gaussian mutation for the optimal individual strategy. Finally, through research on industrial robot
fault diagnosis cases, the effectiveness of the proposed method in industrial robot fault diagnosis is
verified. Comparative studies show that the proposed method has certain advantages in terms of
diagnosis accuracy and convergence speed.
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1. 5|8

TOHLE AE A REHNE 2 0%, TIZ TR, #i2. 2. BHRE A A[1]. & T
WAL N R IR T e, HOCBEA R 7= AR b . WP AN 2 5 B0 77 B AT HLFH 72 i ot
B, R R %SRS mRE Bk, Rk, #ER. RSB TS N s, S
G PRARYED AR B A R B BB 3]

AR, Tl AL#s N SBE2 Wr 32 B4 A ML AR R J5 i RO SR 3l 7k W 2 o ALY I vk i i o
WLAS N3 122808 B AL, o Wi bsst RS2 . Sabry 55 N RGZ5A T 2 H HE TR A K
% Tl 45 TR R ARG I 5 B B A, 48 HE TR « R ASCRT A 2 T P RS 5 60 g e AV 3! e A T I e K B e [4]
KR OK B 77 v T R I IS 1 B2 ST RO, IR RS WOk 2 TS R 35 3 - Raouf 25 AR H 3
TVER 5 SRR G W 2% 1 ] i e HU Al A B2 T 7 v, I A R AE BUR A S T LS AR
BN BERE SRR I [5] o B0 SR A B 1) 8, AT 7T 3 5L T Transformer 5 AR 82 B E 5 2 R0 45 (1)
REARTES WY, 7R VI SR B A R I TS5 o 0 1 I DR T 2 A RS W ME R e (6], IbAh, i
AR 7], BEAAAE Transformer 455 707 > (815577 i A 4K HI T ol L s N A2 & bl = A
We FRIFEFEE T TN ANBEEZEHEA, (AR B8 T 58RI < BAa7 B, el fEfELl
fil ke, EAEREACUI SRR A R 5 & [9]

BRB (Belief Rule Base) /& Yang &5 A 42 H 11— Ml & 4 AR SR AR E R B AKFE B8 [10], LA IF-THEN
FN g, FFEd B A FEANER AL B A EE S, RARMEE SRR ). 4K, BRB1E
MBS W AT AR 2] 1 T2 B[ 11]. Zhao 2 NEFSXH 58 A5 BAS AL A W I Hicdis mT St R 58 42l
P HIEN BRB 732, #1251 HliE KRGS WTERE[12]. Wan 28 NEHG X TR 4544 BRB K508 0 05 80k
FE R B IR) R, 51 NSNS KU DT ECADHT RO BCE T 50772, 3R A P-CMA-ES fRAGIEEAL[13]. Gao %A
Wit Z 4k BRB /MR, JE45 G P-CMA-ES HHT S5, 15 MR RN A & 1R VE TR THE Wik
[14]. Mai S NHIELY B BRB H T H F/K FAUT A2 E, 85 1 5 [CPE 55 10 SR 2 S s 25 R0 )
POk, AEARIE S RS FE 1) (R I PR R A A FE (15, X SBHF 7R W], BRB AEHSA Rl &L 5 50iH 5 W
Holfs, FE/NEEARFUAH B MEAEE T RO MR AR 3, IF O R g FORASTEAb[16]. AT SEMEIEAA17].
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TR AR B 55 55 22 N3k 18] [19] .

BRB 8 WG S EUNIK L KA, fEMB2 Wik 7B A — e RRM. BRI EE R
B, R R 5. 5 T LIS s, 8 Z T2 A 2 50 T8 . KPS 18 R 5% (Sparrow
Search Algorithm, SSA) T KL A — RO BB AE 5L, B BMURE RS 5 RMaET A, BAR
PR AT SIS i PR RS FE (201, (EZ AR S 1 5 tH BURP I 2 B R B S i e ) . Sk, ©F
AP A e R ) 2 8 5 7 S B AR ML, 55 A G T ey 7 AR S 1A = o B AL R R A S0 [21). A B AR
EATRML . RS A R HIE N t B R TP A RERR SR R[22]. Wang AR T —Fh £ 5%
I i 5 PR P 1 R BV (MISSA), 3B e 48 2% . BRI ER BE AN BE ML B 1) 2 S SRR SR THE R BE 1 SR 2 Rk
[23]. XU TAE N SSA TEE Z A4k 1) frp i B FH $R 4L 1 202 4%, (HH T BRB SEUR LT 775 4%
bo HIEFEE, BRB 7E LV HLES A2 Wbl A7 78 J0 0 41 A1 0 AN 2 B0 Ak TR X 79 7 T ) . TR
PR B AN S SN EFEROIG K, TR E., B EMEEEAEE . a0, HEg5M
THE B BN Rt I BRSNS o (R, 75 s ) R0 DU RIS P () ) S v R4 Jy S0, A& BRB M Tl
HLae N e 12 W 1) 5 8 o) 2t
2. |o)REHEIA

EEF T AL A B2 W I ik, RSSA-BRB #ifEi2 Wiisi Al 3= S 1 AN o) 3, B4k o] 2 4
o

W 1: AT S A B A RS TR . A e N B M S, T B A L AR S U ) BRB
MBS AR, JEIE HEE AL 2 E R AR AR IR N

y=8(X ", E¢,Q) (1)
Hop, X' RORIGERGRBEEE, E, RRTFMIN, Q RRFHILK BRB 3 H4E, vy Rtz
ghEIL, FROR MRRE 1) i 52 A B A 2 v i B pR 5

B 2. WA S 4. BRB B FEMINACE . BHENEMNEGE, HIUEEREZ WK
ft. VIES BRI LR AW BE, MR B RE R . ZdFE KRN
Q,,, =0(Q) (2)
Hreb, QFRMFMRALT BRB 284S, 0 Rz, Q,,, Fnibis sS4,

3. ET RSSA-BRB T l# 28 A BBEISHT 5%

56 ) R AR T B R, A R S S T MO PR A 4 R SRR A A AR O E A T LB N B S T
T (RSSA-BRB). Z M DL BRB 2 Wi kiR 244, DUIFEHEE D YHERE 5] %, PL RSSA NSH b T A,
BARHMEZEUIPE 1 Frome PR 20 B MRS RS R . HEFR R4 = AN BEAT TE4H iR .

3.1. RSSA-BRB &I 43

BRB 147 T-4% IF-THEN & {5 MU ZH R, REf% DLUE (S FE R R IE L AR A & M. 6T Tk
HLES N SRBI2 T A, B RAE R85 19 B SRR SR Y X7 = {x,x,, o, x| > Fe TONRTHR B HEA
B WERESAND={D,D,,-,Dy}, NNHEEEHE. 5k ZEEEPNATFRRA:

IF x, is Af Ax,is A A--Ax, s A,
R, :{THEN yis {(Dlvﬂl,k )’(Dz’ﬂz,k )""’(DN’:BN,k )}’ 3
with rule weight 8, and attribute weights o,,5,,-+,;.
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Forb, AN ORI RIS & SN R RS, e SRR SR E 1A T R 2 25 T
SN T R <7 ) 0< B, <1 FORAER k A MU FEEKAA D, B, HilEA
Nl 0<6, <TNMUNABLE, RUZHNZERI AR EERE: 0<0 <1 ARMRE, KU AT
TR MER 4 744 B OB R

RSSAS #ith 1k

e RSSA-BRB
_______ Y e
FHEIE || BIEWALE |—| XGBoost : S L o _,@

IFxy is A% Axy is A5 A~ Ay is A%,

THENy is {(Dy, Bt), (D, BE), ... (Dw. BY)}.
with rule weight 0y, and attribute weights 64, 65, ..., 6.

Figure 1. Structure diagram of RSSA-BRB model
[ 1. RSSA-BRB &AL

SeM BRB Z5 M Beit e, e T e SUWBCE . @PER R AIaG BAE S . X LSS A E MR A ()4
HEFORAS, RIS TR WA BCE BRI, DLORIEASE Y ] iRtk e A A1 E IO BE R
B, T MBE 6, , 5 R BRI AR LT B e B = 78 70 IE SR IE B 2 — 2 MU AR e T AR R
A B, DRAR SOR By U AT A A g — BN 1, B
6, =1 k=12,---,L “

o, LN S B 1280 e S B0 AR B R T Ao r 2% LU ) 2 AR — B
BéJS, BALUIZRT B, BUNALE By RSSA JE T REABUE E&E M ARG -

FR, & AL S AN [ N & X 2 e 45 SRR AR X DR o AR RAAE F MR VE A 45 L, Current J2 Al
Current J1 FIEZNE7 50N 27.8% 21.6%. NG — RIEAERE, X pE B EZEIAT 7 — b, it
FH 6, =0.563, &,=0437.

B E AL BRB V)46 & MU 5 50 IR 315 B AR AE 3 58 JIAR X B2, R OR B 5 458 RSSA Xt J& PR AL
HE BRI . 5, WA EAE A TR AR AT E A S T & iR e . 4
ARKHI0 BAS VU RS IR 002, T2 FAF o B I B8 SO R ke te, BT ARS8
PAAR LS BRI HIARE R AL E - 455 TAVHLES AR iR 5847 U B3l ML) B o RS Z R &,
XA N 228 20 R 1 i B RS BEAT 463 U T o

3.2. RSSA-BRB 1& 8! 438

RSSA-BRB 5 8R F IE48 41 21 (BR) 532 A1 O HERE 51 58, R N AL AL O BLAS 0 A1 » Ss A AL,
IRl 5 B SO R At 2 W 4 R o HERRIERE 72 W LR ISP BR
DI BRI X TRANRHE x, » RIEIL S SHA 4, MILHCFEEE, F Oy EAS 0 A0 -
S(x)={(4,.@,) /=120 }, i=12:T (5)
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ol J ORI N RIS HHEAR, g, 8 x, ILRSHAE 4, OILRCE .3 x, (L FARES % 4, 5 4,
I8, O DGR P e A 5
A

=X
_ i,j+1 i
ai’j_A— and o, ,, =1-a, ;,4, ,<x, <4, 6

i,j+1_A7',j ()

a,=0, s#j,j+l1

AU 2 TSNS U o 55 & 2% MU AOBas B w, 1% RT3 @ P A VL HC R 5 e PR 3L [A] D -

Hﬁ(a.k)gi
o =g — )
Zoll(e)
Hr, 5 —# NGB E,  of R k LN A RS VTEC K B S .

i=1,--,T %i

PR 3. UREHEEEL G . SEOEMNET ER Bk T RS
|:H(a)kﬂnk+l wkZﬁ]kJ (

k=1

AR D, & B B,

)

n MZ

ﬂ”: N L N L ®)
{Zn(wkﬁnk+l wkZﬂ]k\J ( Zﬂj,k\J:|_H(l_wk)
IR 4. 2 WgE R, A NIRRT EAE A
S(»)={(D,.8,)|n=1.2.--.N} ©
S B e K I i B S A RS W 4 i
y=argmax, f, (10)
v R A A AE R, T I RO B R R A
u(S(v))=2u(D,)A, (11)

v, U(D,) A D, (R
3.3. RSSA-BRB &R B4

A1l BRB HIWIAA 2 % 5 BE , MELUMRIEZWIREE . i, A SR A choisk iR A2 98 2 S0 (RSS A) %
BRB SR 1T 4R Fh . RIS EHOFEMNAAE 0, . JBHENE s, MEEE B, MWlSHun &
Q=[6,,.0,.0,,.6,. B, By | - CASWIERZE /MU R, RT3 (MSE) Ry 18 7 0 4

. 1 N2
min,, MSE(Q) =H2(ym -7) (12)

m=1

He, M OBNGREARL  p, N m DFEAR R SRS BUEALRR),  §,, B8 K2 W 4
FRUALE L A S B AE L RAET0, 11X MR, HARR MBS Z AN 1.

SSA BEJRH . R R FIVA(SSA) B BRI 58 8 5 Sl B AT N SEIL S M0, P 2
HUR B« BREEH AEHRE A RIHE STIR R R X, BREE R e R AR AT (67 2 58T
T R S5 SRR AL B, =S RS RIR R SR A . AL B SH I i RoR
j\j:
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. Xl.’.-exp[— j, R, <ST
)(it,jl = N a max ? (13)
X, +0-L, R,>ST
X o —-X.
Q-exp[%], ,->§
1+ _ l
X, = (14)
X +|xt - xpn) AL iﬁg
Xéest +}/.|Xil,j _Xliest s f; > f‘bext
Xl't’-;l = Xt +K |Xz't,j _thvorxt f —f (15)
i’j f; _fW()I‘St + g ’ l - beSt
Hor, e Ak RRE, T, ARKERREL R e[0,1] WTHEM, ST e[0.51 A %4BE, O Ak

MIEZ A ARIBENLEL LoV, RS EN Tt M 200 K 5.

BEXTHEA SSA ISR IR Z FEVE N RE. BB NRER SIS AL, AR SCHR K RSSA 5 A LU itk
SRS <

(1) RIEBS IR RE . R Logistic VRIS HTAARITE,  LASRE A 40 A 20 A O 35 53 P4 ALk 1

E
Z=pz(1-2,), k=01-n-1 (16)
b, u=d NEHBHL, 2, € (0.1) BB, H 2, £{0,025,0.5,0.75.1) . #IRMAS B BRB
SR BUE X ] «
X =X, (X7 X, =120 a7

Heb, X, X AN S ER BN RS, n R
(2) BENAE. ERIE A EEH DN BENBERE w, fHBEAAREAR LS, T

IS SR A R PR AR BE 0, e SUII 5 =) BT A

2
t
- — —w_ )| — 1
w Wmax (Wmax Wmm){Tmaxj ( 8)
o, o A w AR RV, BRI =09, w =04 . NIRIERE HHR3)
BB
X;}l _ W.le’j-exp[— aTmax} R, < ST (19)
X +0-L, R, > ST
() mR R . AT RERAE X, EInE AR, DA SR Sk R L B BE ) -
Xl;est = Xlt)est +N(0’ O-tz) (20)
o, =0 [1— ! ] @0
o ‘ Tmax

Hep, N(0,07 ) T EIEA 0. T1%N of K iBNLEL o, ARIMERRIEZE . 2528 5 I BN A R T
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JEEAAAE, B e S AN A 75 DR B s e e A1

FET ok R T R AL LS U FE L N S i2 Wik i an i 2 fos . BRI, ¥ BRB
ZHn) & Q Jald A RREAMEALE, & R HEI(12) ) MSE. Ak D ERATT .

BB 1 VA R R n o ROOERIREL T, RILFE L] PD « B L SD 54
FIFH R (16)FIZ(17) PTRTE WL 22 i n DNHTEE AN, BN R —4 BRB 44

B 2. HHELEMNE . SHEMME, KRS N BRB 30 ARG~ D)iFEiSH g R, Hia(12)
THHE MSE, 1333& N EAE .

B3 SRR IE . IREEE AR E AR . %(19). RAHMRAS)FHAMEL B, IR (20)F
Q)R E A it v 1A 5

BB 4: DTS L . 0 RS MR EEAT L S A, AN L R R AN E A B R
FEAE[O, 1]IX[A]; 25 R ) BAS FE 2 AU R 1, AT 3 — A Ak 3.
BB S RRA& AR FE B OIERUCEEOE SRR, 0% AR B M E N i S 3L
s AR AP 2,

[ Fih ]—'[ LA ]17 Dataset
]

[ SRR IIA LA BER (16)(17) ] j—[ HETAE ]j
(T T T T T Tt Tt T T Ty 1
HHERE ; — !
. 1
1

Q

best

[ HEAERRER(S) ] LT TRN
(. \\//..\
\0g 19 g/
ENANEREER O 109
FX(19)(14)(15)

=SHER
7 (20)(21)

nHRAESER
EH—¢

EHERRAL

Figure 2. Flowchart of optimization algorithm
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4.1. BIRESTHEE
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AP FEAFN 20 MEFEAS &, RRAE AL A5 SCROR! . BRI RSN AL, 2 BUR &R 1dRK 1 UR3 HEML
WA ZIUEIT S, A RGBT F L F R YEAT (R RO R PR s S . % T Fa s (1) B A4 4
W 1. Bk, FETZEIESEN TIALES NSRSl DA IR — D =055, willbEsenlsg
#H D={D,,D,,D,}, ¥ D F/RIEFIRENormal), D, K-y PEFF 1k (Protective Stop), D, I
Z:5%(Grip Loss). VWY (1) H broad (K48 24 57 20 01T st 2 . JEE SRR &, FIBT RAA T E
IR = FpPRAS R — A

Table 1. Description of various indicators

F 1. BIUERRER

A B A R Eitipa LA Bt EREH
Current JO -J5 Joint current A Float [-6.24, 6.80]
Temperature JO -J5 Joint temperature C Float [27.81, 45.37]
Speed JO -J5 Joint speed °Is Float [-1.62,2.67]
Tool Current Gripper current A Float [0.02, 0.60]
Cycle Operation cycles count - Integer {1,2,3...264}
Protective Stop Emergency halt status - Boolean {“False”, “True”}
Grip Lost Actual grip loss status - Boolean {“False”, “True”}

R4 20 ANMFALELHATJ BRB S & 1 10k P9 77 100 10 o e —, 00O 0 it s 4 P 2 AR O K
HRNRHERI D 5 MEXSHEL, 20 DEPEk A 52 K00, U™ ERA G MUEE. L2, &
OYRRAE 2 (A7 AERSEAR G s TURBFAEA PO MR R 2 5, R g TS Wras R . Bk, ARSCRA
XGBoost fifiift SHERFE. LA 20 ANELARFE NN . =0 FMBhr 2 i, R 5 #18 KR IEI SR, IF
PAZ 70 N Bt R A Fbw e U5 ARl 0 R0 28 T SRR AR B B R AT HE e, 38 340 il RE 0 B0 )
JEVEME D BRB #i N, HEFF45 RN 3 fios.

Feature Importance Distribution

Current J2 27.8%
Current J1
Speed J5
Speed J4
Speed J3 8.7%
Others 8.2%
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Feature Importance (%)

Figure 3. Feature importance ranking

3. FHEEEMHRF

RAE B EE PG 5, U 0 B P MRFAEAF 9 BRB BB R RT 3R R 4 o BOX PIANRRAE T3 3009 x, A1
x,» JE#: RSSA-BRB Wik A B LU B MFAEE N A TS I® Ve, 830 D, . D, Dy AF ufatibe
&, BRSNS HEIE 2 . £ 35 TRAERIER S5 E.
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Table 2. Utility values of output fault types
2. MEEEXRR N AE

i D, D, D,
Y 0 1 2
Table 3. Reference values for attribute
®3. BHsEE
JE VL L M VH
Current J1/Current J2 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.00
Table 4. Initial belief rule base parameters
4. MREEANESH
T 2 JETE 1 JETE 2 RN JEVERLE Ve EAE Al
1 VL VL 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.90, 0.05, 0.05)
2 VL L 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.85, 0.08, 0.07)
3 VL M 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.75,0.15, 0.10)
4 VL H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.60, 0.25, 0.15)
5 VL VH 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.45, 0.35,0.20)
6 L VL 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.85, 0.10, 0.05)
7 L L 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.80, 0.12, 0.08)
8 L M 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.65,0.22,0.13)
9 L H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.50, 0.32, 0.18)
10 L VH 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.35,0.45,0.20)
11 M VL 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.75, 0.15, 0.10)
12 M L 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.65, 0.20, 0.15)
13 M 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.50, 0.30, 0.20)
14 M H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.35,0.42,0.23)
15 M VH 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.25, 0.55, 0.20)
16 H VL 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.60, 0.22, 0.18)
17 H L 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.48, 0.30, 0.22)
18 H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.35, 0.40, 0.25)
19 H H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.20, 0.55, 0.25)
20 H VH 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.15, 0.65, 0.20)
21 VH VL 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.45,0.30, 0.25)
22 VH L 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.35,0.38,0.27)
23 VH M 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.25,0.48,0.27)
24 VH H 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.15, 0.60, 0.25)
25 VH VH 1.000 (0.563, 0.437) (0.10, 0.70, 0.20)
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2 XGBoost FHEHEENEVFAL J5, AR EAS 43 5w (1P MFAE Current J2 F1 Current J1 {4 BRB 15
BT E M, 2 alhco e 1 fEHE 2. NTHEBRENEUEGEZ R, KH Min-Max J3— 775K #
AN JEPEWL A2[0, 1]IX (6] . fEUCEEA b, 454 BRB IS HE R E X, NS MESSHENR, I
3. HILTE R 25 %W BAS N, W 4, FEORBE GBI A5 B AR (RIS, A 2kcqss ] 17 A0 0 e AR
SHELHEIGE T BRB AN IR RLE . % 2S5 SR A S 2 N RIS R, A
SR E 3. ST ASHER, WIHSWEREAB R R T IR, SRR N T

4.2. BEFRHEREMIT

oA N & 1 B HERLEE X RSSA-BRB 2 Witk REIIS2 I, FHEIIEASCRA 5 MEXSHER NG
HVE, EARFRITA —SBUNSIET, 2 RBE 3. 5 M7 ASELEGHH T LS. BT A BRB S5 H
ANTTREIEYE, SRABMERI SN r DS RN, e E SR 2, BRIk 3, 5 /17 A% %
oy MRTRL 9. 25 F1 49 2N . 3 NS HLELMSE MR E {0, 0.5, 1} {0, 0.25,0.50, 0.75, 1}+ {0,
0.167, 0.333, 0.500, 0.667, 0.833, 1}. FEMIEAL L, XAFESHER FEUMHEF R, HFE%E, F1. MSE
PAR TSI TR E AT LG . SEBG 45 A& 5 fr.

Table 5. Comparison of RSSA-BRB performance under different numbers of reference levels

# 5. TRIZBEZFLHHMET RSSA-BRB MHAELLE
S LI FN K HER /% FENGIE: LA F1/% BhRE SFIIEAT IS [E)/s

3 9 89.4 89.2 89.5 0.083 124
5 25 922 91.6 92.9 0.065 155
7 49 92.1 91.3 91.9 0.071 163

H 92 5 AL, S50 R W25 52 RSSA-BRB 2 Witk it S G I B . Mt B 3 NS HEHNT,
ITERL 9 ZHN, AR EERY R 38, (HARNZS IR B0, vERZE . A [0 F1 XA, 3nE 5 4
SAE G, IR 2 25 4, RERE EANEUH A Current J2. Current J1 5 #oIR S 2 [ AR LR o< &,
CWPERE B RIS, FEIREUUEEA G . MBS HEGIEE 7 N, NEOE 2 49 %, RS E
WRYEE FD N, BT LT, mERER T A IR . LA S WO . IR 5 5ACE, 5 ML
AN BRI G SR ST S 2 (R B4, DRI AR ST 4R FH L/ U5 2 S SRR AL

4.3. PIEEE SR EEBELR S

NESAE RSSA % BRB ZEUMIARCR, AT HIME L K BRB. ZEAili iR 848 = %44k BRB (BRB-
SSA)FIA S ik ik 28 #2524 1L BRB (BRB-RSSA)BEAT X} E o b )5 ) BRB 284 6 Fias, £
W RUBCE . PR TR JE T BB DA R S RN BAE A . 40t RSSA MRALSE, MU A FI55) 55
A, MRARMEAE A BOE AR . 8 M AE B L RATIR e A v Bk Ik tl, EEamEmES, H
E R 0 — B . X BB R RS T B R AR EREAE R, UACE ., R AE A E
SO AT ELIAT T, RTRLEH, AR WS BRI TR AR E R . BESMMETREES
ZHEMAACZI AN, EHRSERSHEXEEEE S, WRRSTESSHEXBEGEE R,
FFE AL NS THLEE .

NIGUEA SO VERIAE %, ¥ 4)%h BRB. BRB-SSA 11 BRB-RSSA 7EAH [V 28 5 R4 _E T L
5, SR 7. Y14 BRB FIMERR . A EERA F1 439508 86.5%. 84.2%F1 85.3%, MSE 4 0.094, %
B AR L AR 2 Wit REA TR . 48 SSA fifb)5, BRB-SSA MIH#ERIZR. HHEIZEFM F1 127+ 91.8%.
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90.5%F1 91.1%, MSE B&% 0.071 UiEHFEAR XS BE G LGB ALY 14 B . BRB-RSSA i#—3DiA E] 92.2%.
91.6%7#1 92.9%, MSE [#2 0.065, BT AR, REPRMAIGEN . B RGBS B A
AefEIETE BRB 28 F AR . 03T 10 kMg qT, 53R 4 froR. =M By s s,
Hrh BRB-RSSA #AA 5 f i R HAR @ VER AT . 47 1, RSSA fEWEAT s 360t SSA BBk
71, $&7F BRB 2 Wik E 542, B4F T RSSA-BRB 7 TV L% A Mk is o (14 Sk

Table 6. Optimized parameters of the belief rule base

#=o. MUBEHERERMNESH

UETRSS JEE 1 JE Tk 2 (UREAEYVIE eSS DUt e s A et e B A
1 VL VL 0.942 (0.614, 0.386) (0.963, 0.021, 0.016)
2 VL L 0.918 (0.614, 0.386) (0.927, 0.046, 0.027)
3 VL 0.873 (0.614, 0.386) (0.806, 0.132, 0.062)
4 VL H 0.814 (0.614, 0.386) (0.612, 0.294, 0.094)
5 VL VH 0.768 (0.614, 0.386) (0.438, 0.454, 0.108)
6 L VL 0.931 (0.614, 0.386) (0.921, 0.049, 0.030)
7 L L 0.904 (0.614, 0.386) (0.878, 0.078, 0.044)
8 L 0.866 (0.614, 0.386) (0.701, 0.214, 0.085)
9 L H 0.841 (0.614, 0.386) (0.482, 0.397, 0.121)
10 L VH 0.807 (0.614, 0.386) (0.286, 0.581, 0.133)
11 M VL 0.887 (0.614, 0.386) (0.793, 0.083, 0.124)
12 M L 0.872 (0.614, 0.386) (0.651, 0.171, 0.178)
13 M 0.858 (0.614, 0.386) (0.442, 0.316, 0.242)
14 M H 0.895 (0.614, 0.386) (0.247, 0.536, 0.217)
15 M VH 0.926 (0.614, 0.386) (0.142, 0.709, 0.149)
16 H VL 0.904 (0.614, 0.386) (0.522, 0.126, 0.352)
17 H L 0.917 (0.614, 0.386) (0.397,0.188, 0.415)
18 H 0.936 (0.614, 0.386) (0.236, 0.316, 0.448)
19 H H 0.953 (0.614, 0.386) (0.128, 0.594, 0.278)
20 H VH 0.969 (0.614, 0.386) (0.064, 0.797, 0.139)
21 VH VL 0.934 (0.614, 0.386) (0.318, 0.101, 0.581)
22 VH L 0.947 (0.614, 0.386) (0.221, 0.167,0.612)
23 VH 0.961 (0.614, 0.386) (0.134, 0.283, 0.583)
24 VH H 0.978 (0.614, 0.386) (0.071, 0.651, 0.278)
25 VH VH 0.991 (0.614, 0.386) (0.038, 0.846, 0.116)

Table 7. Comparison of diagnostic results between the initial model and the optimized model

= 7. AR S MU ENREAISET R XL

it MR/ % HE /% F1/% YR E
Y46 BRB 86.5 84.2 85.3 0.094
BRB-SSA 91.8 90.5 91.1 0.071
BRB-RSSA 922 91.6 92.9 0.065
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Figure 4. Comparison of accuracy rates of 10 independent runs of three BRB models
4.3 7 BRB #R 2! 10 IR IBITHERHEITLE

4.4. SMBAORAEILELLR S

JNEGHIE RSSA 7£ BRB 4G it PERE, IRHUR % R EIE(SSA) 352V Iy 72 Fi M B & LgE AL 3R
B%(P-CMA-ES). ki FHEARAL(PSO). A ALI(WOA) AR TR IR, FHidt—B 5N 2025 G4 H 1 £ 5nE
Rl PR A2 14 2 VA (MISSA)/E A RSSA X HEHE v . MISSA 4155 Fefitlh SSA 18 Z0H5 A 2 A0 5 BN J) 3 i
Pasin) @, SIS T A R SRS DL S B AL S r) o o g, DA SRS R Ae /). Rt ki
REJJRNFREE 2 FE 1% . 7EAHIR BRB 4584, AHEUIZREE S MRER . A [RDE SR R 8T AT R LG, R RS 15
EN 60, EARREH 500, MALIEAT 10 RBCFHME . 25 R I075 8 Fion. A0SRk RS B U S b
5 iR

Table 8. Comparison of diagnostic performance of BRB optimized by different optimization algorithms

= 8. NEMLEEML L BRB BiS B REXTEE

(URLAC RS HET /% EEIEE T F1/% iRz SESANY S/
SSA-BRB 91.8 90.5 91.1 0.071 312
P-CMA-ES-BRB 90.1 89.4 90.7 0.072 246
PSO-BRB 90.4 89.3 89.8 0.086 358
WOA-BRB 89.7 88.6 89.1 0.091 402
MISSA-BRB 90.6 91.2 90.6 0.077 239
RSSA-BRB 92.2 91.6 92.9 0.065 148

3¢ 8 W40, RSSA-BRB MIVERIZR . A B A1 F1 43 H1iE 3] 92.2%- 91.6%F1 92.9%, MSE 4% 0.065,
AR T SSA-BRB. P-CMA-ES-BRB. PSO-BRB. WOA-BRB Fl MISSA-BRB. MISSA-BRB ## il SSA-
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BRB VEREG TR TE, 10 22 SRS Rl & AE 8 03 SSA 8 22AE /7; RSSA-BRB 7EHERfZ . F1 1 MSE _Fik—
LSRR AE R, RORTIAIE . & NS RE A AR R BE S 4 5 BRB 3T UK. Kl 5 wf
A1, RSSA ZI7E 148 fRULSL, BT MISSA #5239 f4. P-CMA-ES (1] 246 /8. SSA ] 312 X, PSO (1] 358
AT WOA 1) 402 . £7 E, RSSA-BRB 7EIZ WS AR J7 R I, Ui W] = b et SR & R
WA RARR S R K Re 11, R mk i R ae 11, Im$ET BRB SRR .
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Figure 5. Comparison of accuracy convergence of optimization algorithms

B 5. UESERIRE B ELAR

4.5. jHEhSCIE

DNEHIE =S SRR X SSA TEREMITTER, A SCRTHHRASEIS AT X . =P SREE 437 A Logistic Vi
TAEAAL(CL) B 3E N A (AW 72E F(GM) . B =FhsEmg 20 NN FE Tl SSA, IF 5 =FE& W
RSSA HHTEHLH . SEU6G R FAAHE A BRB 544, AHFIIZREE SA4E . MRS R E R 8, FhEEAR 60,
KIEAIKEL 500, SLIZAT 10 KECEFIE, LI RWE 9 AR, B 6 & SRms R BV S ME I Eh A

B2 O BI%N, HG| NAT— SO SR FE A REFE T SE Al SSA FURAb Mk RE . b sk 2 i/, oK
W& 3 IR, RIS 1AIXTRK. (B2, =R ILFEIERAR, RSSA fEHERIR. HHIZF. F1 Al MSE LiHE
RAUE, SRIVBIFH 50 SSA + KIS 2 MHLL, RSSA MERRA IR, WS Bk, XY
IR B BB F A AR TR R B S, R A B . =R aE A R TE T FRE FE ASIGH E

Table 9. Comparison results of ablation experiments

9. HRSCIEXTLLER

LAY gt 1 HER /% BEZEY%  Fl/%  HHRE  ERKE
SSA-BRB 5 91.8 90.5 91.1 0.071 312
SSA + CI-BRB Logistic {R& UG, 87.2 88.8 89.5 0.080 276
SSA + AW-BRB 3 G A = 90.4 91.3 92.0 0.075 208
SSA + GM-BRB T A 90.3 91.2 91.9 0.079 226
RSSA-BRB CI+AW + GM 922 91.6 929 0.065 148
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Figure 6. Comparison of accuracy convergence of various strategies

6. &I STIEL I

4.6. SEMEFEISHT T AR LB ST

N T A TR RSSA-BRB BRI R, #5520 10 70 K07k BEAT XS HE, 23 7)) /2 BPNNLKNN,
SVM. ELM. A | \Z M EERVEA BRI VERE, SRA 1 R . RIS . BRI UK F1 0 Hok i s
R ERE. Nl — P B R A iz /T2 € P, X RSSA-BRB. SVM. BPNN. KNN 1 ELM #1T 10
UMSLIEATHCFME, e Ss Ransk 10 Pros.

Table 10. Experimental results of other models

10, HthRBSIINER

HRL 425 TETFH/% K% H a1 2/% F1/%
RSSA-BRB 92.23 92.95 92.91 92.93
BPNN 91.94 91.56 90.42 90.99
KNN 90.06 90.07 90.93 90.50
SVM 92.03 93.02 92.66 92.64
ELM 89.90 89.03 89.89 89.46

10 4511 7 RSSA-BRB 5 BPNN. KNN. SVM 1 ELM fjxttbgs 5. Bk KE, ELM &b
1K, FWIHEAEZ RIS WHAE S5 T 170 K08 J15085; KNN B T8 AR Xt 517, (HBAPERE MK, BPNN 24k
PEREDL T KNN A1 ELM, {H& THER3K T RSSA-BRB Al SVM. SVM 2% RSSA-BRB #h &1k RS it i
7, FORGH 28 5T RSSA-BRB, R HAEMCRM T AA —Eh#H. M2, RSSA-BRB f£
MM, HEZEM F1 BT SVM, eSS E CRIFRAR R [F i 38 S i s i AR fe /1, 47612
Witk e s . R KTE T RSSA-BRB I B A5 R il & & SR S REARSEE, ol sul e R H
FXTHUNALE , JRVERCEM B G EAT AR, fem TS H TR ). 45 1, RSSA-BRB 7E%
Tt b7 v P R B B AT SR 2 Wit RS, B0AIE 1 BB 7 IR AE T AL 88 N M B2 Wi rb (5 250k
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