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Abstract

To effectively predict the sudden situation of paper breakage in paper mills, ensure timely and ef-
fective early warning before machine paper breakage, reduce the frequency of paper breakage and
save costs, this paper will study five data-driven paper breakage monitoring methods. To monitor the
paper breakage situation during the production process, the model adopts the correlation coefficient
method to eliminate redundant and irrelevant variables, and screens out the core characteristic
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variables through the point-two-column correlation method. The data were respectively input into
five algorithms, namely Random Forest, LSTM, SVM, Transform and LSTM-RF, for comparative ex-
periments. In this paper, the real-time production data of the papermaking system of a domestic
paper mill was used to verify the model. The results show that the selection of SVM and other algo-
rithms of the LSTM-RF model has higher stability, and the accuracy of monitoring the situation of
interrupted paper in the papermaking process is higher than that of several other algorithms, play-
ing a better predictive role.
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1. 5|8

W7 AR B A W 1 s 4K Tk — AT ERERIR T 22—, RREB I A2 77 R W R AL [R), 32 15 4%
(RSt MR TP 8GR, RAIEPS R . EIEAR T, WAt o —Fh DL, S
5 SEUGRMRHIR S . SEINAE TR RE S N TRA . R, PR SR Wi a2 Wi Al B & 2
BEX1].

AR, IEAA AR = 2 BT I FH (14 Gl ARG DU 22 Ja8 T e s AR B, A 40 6 A W R T B ) B
5, ARMETE BOGT BT 2R 1) M A R W AR R DRI 3 BT o Bt 5 AR IR I R i, K P D 4 s i
YUK ISR 7. TERE. JEREAE) IS AL AR R AR, BRI S I W AR T R vk AR . HA, & ARk
% R PR 25 S 7 1R S W 4R T, TR 4R A= . AR A GMM-MD 204 Sdont Toll i it
ITTON, M ERAERRNR, DAVEASAE IS R RRAR R, B IR EE AU FE R A B AT IR R I R,
EE RIS AR TV S TIAE F (2] 2RI 5655 R ) /N SRR @S 7 — B T TN AR TR ok 5 B 1) Hi A
A, PRI 6 NS AUTK UK IR R R K [3]. 38 TR E 2 ST AR T, S — i ks B (0 B 4K 7o)
BEAL,  DASEHT i 400 A HP R W 4R A7 S MR MR 02, SR AP 0, BRI P A

LSTM MAEFR 22 I 26 (RNN)JHAS T 5K, AT P2 ] HAMOIUE 2, e 19 ML R & B s s B
FI MRS IBE ST, BEOE A R HEET (857 51 oh KK OC R . RF & — PR ST B, F B TRk
53 R [E] U ] @5, A G B PRI TR SRR, BEATLAR AR SR FH 22 R R SRR I 45 5 L F00I 25 SR AR TR AL 1 B i (4]
ALHET LSTM Al RF $2 HH—Fh LSTM-RF SEEATWI AT, 2546 7 LSTM (H T i)
BENLARMAFIE GRS RHE), R A E G P RAFAE, JFRFH SMOTE fi# ¥R I 4828 7 4 e b il
e ZFERS R T FEEE R R, TR AR R e AR I R IR G IR, &S T
375 T IR ARTIIIAE 55

A FEAFHBENL AR . LSTM. ZHrHEHL. Transform Al LSTM-RF o535 AT Tl ik 4850 72
HH (16 T G 8 3 3o S8 4 SR K 0 R EL B, LSTM-RF PR 5004 A A D0 o S92 W v, SIS 7R B g 0k
IR, AR SO P A Ak T Tm) R TR 45 SRR AT T A G i

2. BIERRAFIERR
ASCHAR SN SEE AN B AR GG H RS . 16 T B ARSI, WRACHHE 3 30RIE T
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BT R AR R A AR SR AR5 S e W ARRRIEE S8 TR B TH mT DA% eI ) T 1 e vt SR 0T 4Rk i
b7 415 [ 5 438 11 R W7 ARRR 882 I () DY AN 7 TR AT 07 26, AEAS 5 A =07 T ] DA A W 4% R 2B I & AR SRR SR R AIE
Ak, Wk D AR IR IR SR N B, R AR AR R N, R AR IR R I BUR SR s B
TR, 0% A I W AR A D £ IR AT

ASCH TS LSTM-RF W2 Pl AR AL ) 50 48 h 27,674 AN ] s F0 6 ANRFAEZEL R -

2.1. #IBTAAE SHHEERE

XHIEARAE P R P A W AR AT B TS 0 A, 2 MOR AR (O R Az B 2R i R 5 e AR At
K HEERIPIRERHESE, MR LR R, BIARREFES o X b BB 1) 5 Bk B ELH 5
B o

HAl, R 8O R SRYE ST 7505, AR08 0 W el R e e W o 8 AR AR e
KRR NG T ARG ETE AR, SCOU B A48 (5]

¥ xo y AR BRI REUE SUN ry, #AR()THE SR IEAR K R HL

K, = Zi:l(xi —x)(yi —y) )
S (=% ()
EARMDF, n REFEAEE: xiREBENSxTBE; yiREF iy LE, XNEXXHTPHE, yRFEFy
A . g BUETEEA[-1,1], & x MRS y 2 [AIFA S g MEXHERIELL . &0k, 2miE
RAGRESHIH 20 28, B 20 MUK ER D 8T 71, MR RZEE, FRRIE AR E
FEANS, FOWZIEARAE PR BT AR e R R R A E AR R, IR E RV E = K, R e N
NSFAFAE, FHMESEINnE 1 FiR[6].

Table 1. Input features
= 1. MNFHE

FHIE <Xy QN
7.2bar 747K 31634P1003 £ S1487R Bar 682.1984~963.8132
VRS R YRR MPa 696.6926~970.7198
31634P1076 %= (8]t 2<% bar 705.7717~992.1531
JE R KPa —47.1498~53.5246
S M Tl R T % —4.6431~2.6684
WA KPa —1.0863~142.8097

2.2. FHERBSHES

ARG SRR T, ERB AR R BON R 2 B EREE &, AR, e RVETE Y
ASKIE T, HHWR: WM RIEAEIAME, B W R IE R A ER S & S ELEE R, 54K
RGBS B LR 7], AL GEIERA T LR AW S Geit Trik, XU TR DLEAT HER T -

TR B M AR TR . PR A PR AT R, 2V TR AR AN
THRARTK - 2GR SRR E T ARTKAE T AR R o (K 52 AR FEANK 73 28 A BE » T S 2R K (KR
TRREE L AN B P AE Y BRARE(8]. MEAh, ZRUR IR R ARTK LT SR, HET RN AR GK ) 5 LA
Pk

FAIRE ) RS EAEARITE AT R GENRFRIR L) A7 IR T U AR L) s K B Gm 4Rk
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TRFE): AR AR GEMRE K 4): IR RS (R AR HIZEIR T K).

DAL 32 Z0RE I A2 Z R 2 g, BAERAEHL e . B E S N E . KR EE . RN
1R v s 55 B R 1T O BE R 4RI AT IR S5 . VR AT 1R A 2 B I 2R = AR J0[9]: %
SRR TR R S R MR PR Ge BCR I ZR VR = AR i, TR 280RUR 0 SR KR I AR L 2 Rl
VIS A S AT TR TF B AR A 2 B 2R IR R AN 7 G AL AT . 40K e &
AN B S5 A 25 5o I ZE VR RV FE AN 70 [10] 6

TIRAR BB AT R e P A R W AR DG R 28, AR O S R AT 1452 5 S5 AR it B A o AR )3 3 I 4
W o SR LAl 72 2 Y 35 PR AR AR TR SR K AN L R s RSO BE 53 5| R W i —— T A% I i AR
BIZEMAL, JEREITAF4E A HOR ST RN i i i R e pR AT 4 2258, FEARIR H IR e =X . X
SOPR B BIR AR 4RI 51 o0 A . BRARJR R . TR AK I 511, B AR TP 4 . 7 8RR 5K 1
H R

M AR AZ DR S A BRITE . WL, HMTALE . MR RESIRES. MBKARS R
SEVE[11]e T BT B S8 (I FAVR T 3 85001 R AR ) 2 SO HOBL B ) A7 FE AR RS, SEma 5 ) mi AL, I
WARARIE, SEUNTAR J T Ll i 22 B4 5 ) 1 45 B ) (MD/CD) R AR 5K 58 B (U2 W . RS ) S ity
TR AR RSB IR 32 A T Ui R AR A e . RE 7K R G R e ) R

S A T e R B S B AR R TR AR AN KSR . RS R, 4UkEd B E, R
FAHERKS . JERVEEES M AE R, AR R K 28, AUKE R AT TR W
RIGHEE AR S EA L, 4R TREE RS Z 20 m, RS Sk S/KED &, #magiskm
FREMEEENT[12].

SO o VS B S N R B SR AIMERE . B RSB B 485K AM BRI B RN A P23
B HAFERFARS IR, HIER EE WG M E RS EE RS EMR
BT RGOS B A B N AR JORT R E AR ARk Xt i ot 7 o R 2 B () ESR AN[F]  AEP= 3A
IR R W A R R T R T i R e X B AR R 13 ]

2.3. 13— FIHEIERR

ARICRFFGE A W s, s E N, B — AT X AR A R W AR T
K =R ph ] bR, LU 27,600 HIRAGHUE, ERFETACIE S, @A 7 WrARmIELAY, A EREpLAR
M, KAEIHICAZMHE R (LSTM) SZFFRIEHL(SVM). Transform. LSTM-RF TLRh 5% . Al X LU T 5

Wir &1 T o) 2 B
TR I 2 R P i b 0 1 R TN Ui 4 i 51 26 (Precision), TR B 4% 1) [8] 79 2 (Recall), S T &5CR
(AUC).
TP
ision (7 4%) =
Precision (H‘ﬁ,ﬁﬁ) TP FP 2
ARQ)F, TP NEIEH], FP NRIEH].
oy TP
Recall(]i‘ﬁéfﬁ) = TP+FN 3
ARG)HF, FN 2B,
AUC=P(X, >X,) 4)

AR@)F, X1 IEGIT > H, X0 2 G i 7 %
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3. ERMITiE
3.1. BEHLFRE

BEATLAR PR 7 2 258 38 5 5 7 22 AR VR SHERE 110 9000 445 % S 00 v 65 AR 0 4 1) R BT S Kb ik 4%
FERFHERIBENL T8, A0 S ik B R SAE R BE il X —He fUR T T s pid 5 LA
FFATIIIRE ST« RF BEBCR FIE B & 1 G ReE 5 B TRV RRAE AR 45 & 10 77 sU R BB ATIRES Ko e
BG4 SO AR TRINAR AL, 3T GridSearch BVEMAGIAYE S50, 14 | foR T BB R O ME = 0 A 5
FCSAR B HNT LA D o

GERFW, AR AR T 5 T R BN B o I AR LR AR VAR A A X IR 4% = [
Ik 96%, AUC L 0.95, W] LASCHIAERT 100 AN 6] 25 ()Mo Fil s (H B 4RS00 i) FRS FE AR 44%, 1%
S B R AR S AR BEALYESZ e 1 0 EA I VRS 12 0, W ARSI 0 P T RS 5 (44%) R AETE iR
e 1) R, ST IR 210 A TR SR AN AR, JR L — D AT

TRIE R ROC 2k
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1EH
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Figure 1. Confusion matrix (left) and ROC curve (right) of the random forest prediction

B 1. BEHLARM TN AR B RERE(Z)F0 ROC HHZ(F)

3.2. KEHRICIZ &MLk

o
;f'
% I
é

|
:,6]
@ Tl

Figure 2. LSTM control structure diagram
2. LSTM #&H| 4544 E
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KEHICAZ N 28 (LSTM) & — Fh £ T T 1 HLH A A #H 2 X 2% (RNN), AL GG 1022 0 28 (RNN) FE AL
PP HIS, KRS (B R R, 5 5l KA BEVH R AR FERRIE[14], LSTM 51 N RS A =AM 742
FIGCEETT BT T, W R 2 Fos) KR U 40 RNN BRI 0 . 7625 ) i f2d, LSTM
T I A A AR R SR MRS A BRI A, FF AR th R 22 AT S e AR R A . B AR IG5 |

JeoR T RAFHI TP E, ISR AR ) — S T A 5] 3 P

GEREW, AR AL BRI 5 T R IO B . AR LR AR AT A A X IR 4% A [
ik 94%, AUC 1% 0.95, 7T LLSZHLSRHT 100 AN [R] 5 (b ) s (F W 4028 ) (0 00l AS FEAN 49%, %5 RF
L RNN A B2 5 -

Bl Co 2R OLIZIRE), X RMANER, ho REGEURESET C A EIN).

28

Wi

EH

3. LSTM TN AR B XERE (£ )F1 ROC FiZk(H)
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Figure 3. Confusion matrix (left) and ROC curve (right) of the LSTM prediction
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Figure 4. Confusion matrix (left) and ROC curve (right) of SVM prediction

& 4. SVM TN B9R ;EEFE(Z0)F0 ROC HIZk(H)

SCHF A2 HL(Support Vector Machine, SVM)s& — Pl B 2 I8, FEH T =0 FAE%, oy e
ZRH. 2R LRERN . 0 BRI TR, SR A R S B s 2 18] 1) 7 25
] ¥ (Margin), MIHEABE P2 A0 EE Ty . BERFEROUESE B 1 RAF BTt RE, s FH G IE AR ) — Lk
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SGERTW], ZARAE R TIN5 T B 3 o i B AR WA 1 VAN FE s PR W7 2K 8 a1 T
1k 74%, WiaRFHAH R 2RIL 98%, AUC X 0.96, A LASEHLHERT 100 AN [R5 (M i) o i A i N
AR RE, ORFE T 208K, ORI RALT F A =Ry, HL TR FE e

3.4. Transform

Transformer & —FP3E T+ B E & JIHLH (Self-Attention) IR FE I 28 288, HIERIEM T £5: RNN #
LSTM PRI 5 PR o FoA o AR A A 2 SV 5 /) (Multi-Head Attention) AT 451128 [ 2% 2 4
B LRI, @I AL B Y (Positional Encoding)id: N7 FIITFAE B o 2R FER vk 2= e A2 I3 —
WARMHE LB, I RS VE Ry SRS 25 16 B[R0 T o SR B0HIE SR bR 1 RAF I TP g
15 FH SRR 2R ) — Le Tt ] 5 BT

SEIRRE, R EIH 2L 100%, 0T HARRY, XTWTARR A TN 2R 67%, RCRBLF, KT
SVM, HAKTIMJTTH AUC ik 0.88, T HARIABR , Xfhm A bl (RFEEAEE AUC fWiKFIA S,
AT REVE T Transformer 14 FVF 5 A3 BLAI 0 MV Iy P 5030 v 1E 56 i 5 55 M 78 (1 0 P iRk . o PO 7 Itk
AR B S S, REEF 2 S IER A PORES N 2R BRI A, S BRIV IR R B SR A AR
TEIR o ZBEEEH T AFZRAN Y1, RWrAGE R TN RS, A RV R A .

YRI5 5 [ (R {1.=0.50) ROCh £k

2400 1.0 # e
- 2200
& 792 0.8 -
2000 g -
z .
. 1800 2 06 g
& 2 s
% 1600 £
s 2 04
1400 F -
g
- 863 1372 -1200 prad
02 L
-1000 o ROCHiZ(AUC = 0.85)
e o flfE=0.476
. y -800 0.0+~
" 74
IEH To b5 Biés 00 02 Igé?se Positive Re\?‘e6 08 10

Figure 5. Confusion matrix (left) and ROC curve (right) of the Transform model's predictions

[& 5. Transform FUM AR B REE(A)F1 ROC #hik(H)

3.5. LSTM-RF

LSTM-RF (KFECIZ - BENLARMIR R — R4 & P SR RE ) 5 R B SIS TR S LA
B . ZRLETE LSTM R 28R BE SR IR e Bcdfa A B A4, JFA FHBEALAR PR (RF )X iy 4ERFAE 2R AT
PRIE BB o ERT TR, SRR P (E 5 584 LSTM R I 0¢ A AN P, i
(I BROR A RHAE AN BE LR PRIEAT 22 DR A SR i HERE

SRAPR A 2 F e BT e R 2% (RSt R B/ ATBEN LR ST S 450k LSTM it %4t RF ik
AEERFFPHUMHE 1T RE WSREN T LSTM fE/MEAI 5 R ZALPEAS R OBRIE o IIZRIL AR PR Bk
W, Jefittl LSTM S8 2 R b A NI 2k RF, s e o 280 i KA DI R S B0 [RD LA

K SR ab Bt L 1 3 B (B 1K/ 60) R E I [ PP FUREA, SR 3 R A (test_size = 0.2) R 73 I 255
ARAE, IR AR B AT — b BB BT R & 1 St XA LSTM M EEHLARMR
e LSTM 73 SCR A = JZ XA £ K4 (128~ 64— 32 FLIT)AL LN FPAFAE, Bl 2 ) — AT 4 Sk bl
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SRR ), I ZE . R ZE 5 A R AUE SR SR AL AR BEALARAR A SR i 2 RE GeiHRFAIE
(10/30/60/100 B [A] G (R34 . AESE). UIZRid 2 iR F & e brifE AL (RobustScaler) /b #E LSTM i\, Arifk
ft.(StandardScaler) kb RF HF1E, 51 NAE 54525 A% (gamma = 2.0) -G HT 448 H SMOTE fERRIE 2 A&
IERFEALEEASPAT . ARRIIEIOUESR R T RIAFHITIIPERE, (6 I UFSE A — e Tl an ] 6 B

G5 R, 1A RLE MR I PP 45 S I 4RS00 1) T RS FE 1k 86%, W 4R =44 A [H] Z63% 89%, AUC
1K 0.96, ] ASEIRHRHT 100 AN [A] A5 s 0000 s 125528 Wy AR ol Fouiu e 58 vy PG 30 2 Ak ot At 22
(AR R B, DAKC I AT e RESE AR 75, IR D ARk, mTDUARIELR) EK.

VR R P (B (5=0.927) ROCHIZE
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1.0 / —
2500 gl
0.8 e
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£0.61 e
15005 P
= 0.4 s
-1000 12K et
0.21 e
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Figure 6. Confusion matrix (left) and ROC curve (right) of the LSTM-RF prediction
B 6. LSTM-RF FUREYEEFERE(ZD)F ROC Bi%k(H)
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-/ 0z1 ® iR E
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Eo.4
0.2
[
0.0
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Figure 7. LSTM-RF predicted sequence curve
7. LSTM-RF Tl 54k

PSSR ARG R T A Bl Eovlgede, Bt E/ERINgEE, Ja+ I B illt4E,
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it 30 HEHE, SRAEEMRIFEA 3s. X FUABLRL K FI00 25 St LUIEATVEAY, e 2 B, 45K, RF Xt
Wk SEAE A I e J R, ERRTELE, E O IFATILALER, MRS (44%) 3 WAL 0k JE I 4R BE A 1) 1) 3R v,
RF & A AE A FAEAS AL, (05 R ARAAE T2 LA/ 1R 4% - 5 A BRI AUC & B LSTM 63 205 2P 5,
EREBE 49% 5 A4, PERERS IR T RF, TRELE&HABARIRERE . SVM BIAR IR, Z10aE
PR, {H SVM HEE R, EEIETHEE . Transform B4 w5 7 [0 2R AR B (67%) 2% B % 7 248 5 14 A
&, R AUC RIRAAZ RS, EAEDRVFERIIY 5. LSTM-RF =k (86%) i R A A Rk
AR, BRI, T AT A AR

MR B R SVM AR RAR(AUC 0.96), LSTM-RF W4tk i 5 5(87%), RF Al LSTM 7 bl sEi{H
5L, Transformer 7 [Fl5835{H AUC §9. LSTM-RF 1 SVM fid& & Lbr A, & 7 s, LSTM-RF
AT DA ATt Wi 4G AT T2, o LUABIEAR) ISR G PN ER . FE A, BELE LS
A &, PR B R TR, SRR, AT e AR

Table 2. Comparison of model prediction results

2. BHEFUNEERIEE

e Precision Recall AUC
RF 0.44 0.96 0.95
LSTM 0.49 0.94 0.95
SVM 0.74 0.98 0.96
Transform 0.67 1 0.88
LSTM-RF 0.87 0.89 0.96

FEAS RS 36 225 R ZER W AR B AE ARl D R IR O TS DL T, B AEIEAR) B E IR, T
K 80 IR ARIEHL T, FTLLIE S 90 ARIRAT L0 BhEAT WraR SR IR, W] LUA Rt G i 407 A AR, A2
i 7218 B AN DAL RO i 7

4. &

ARG E T BFEHLARMRE) . K52 L %(LSTM) . SCFEFAEHL(SVM). Transformer 5
LSTM-RF VB4 T A B0 SR 30 I Wr 4R s I 509, 2 1 [ N 40 SER AR = 0i 0047 7 SEUESGE .
Tk o R TR TR 1 R PRI 2 6T EE 20 M, SVM A LSTM-RF 6 70 il fff 7 Sy % S8 B 3530 197 B8 N7 P 25 S 1) ot
A,

LSTM-RF JR & B AILE TV W 4K TmAT 25 b g I B35 e 34 LI 4R TR 1 2R 0L 86%, 74 A 2
5 89% (AUC =0.96), ¢ H—FERIPEGESE T 40% DL (40 RF KSR KA 44%). 12 ALE R XUE LSTM 24l
SRAGIE T VI FAR AN 5 ML 10 2 P A R AR IR RO G 3, (RIS R FH BEATL AR AR AR Rl 22 RUE
GUITRHIE, A BURGR T ARG 5100068 9 R I AR A4 i S92 S P vl

SVM 7 B 7E 7 [8] 3R (98%) FTHEAAME fE(AUC = 0.96) LRI, EIL 74%MIRE R R IR IR i
e, HUFSE S 2R BE PR 7 AR SRR AZ PR TV RN R G (R SE 2 . RSk a8 A% A A% o
WS, SR FRHE 2 A B4 R AR IR s P . i Transformer 57 BSZHL 100% A [FIR(FKR), H
0.76 1 AUC % 55 0 EWr 4R i AR G, 0E B 108 Wr 4R 78 2 BEAR AR A RE AR 4R AR P2 42

TR, AR W ARG R ) 2 B EERAS, — R4k fig 3 80 = K I TR A4
R EIR 2 S s A0 5 A, At Jeie B m A B 20 SVM 2 A FLR, RIEE 27 R — LA D B A 7
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Bl Rz, WRIERRREGRIORO &, Flins R M A B E R E S UG, T
PR ZEIFEAEN ST, A FEERE L LSTM-RF BN &S, B REA R RR IR TP, SEPrR A o, LSTM-
RF IR TE R LASEHT 5 20 Bh AT A 20T, 76 H ¥ 80 IR L~ T SEB 90 RIKIRATHREE, W3 FRMIK
TWRARAR, XTI ARV 2 B SRR E AR BIE AR I EARE PR

A A FE T KA YRS (1 T AR W ARSI VAR TE, R B S BB AE LG R A P R e 3 5224, T
— BRI LA RN 2 2 2] T iR R A, AR ST AR R R v, 7T DA 27 50 BB DAVP A 2R 1 AR IR
SCHLE W€ B, SRR, TAPIMERS, ASEXT R L) AW 4CHii .

AP RLE B HUIROR, R Gn] LIRS E MO G 4% BB &5 RIS A L e 4R 10 17 LA Hh s e Tt
AR, AT ER ERIE AR A P IR B (B AT IRES, R BIEAR TR SR AT U AR

STk
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