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Fig. 3 The optimization process for MSVM parameters

based on genetic annealing algorithm
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tion signal test
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Tab.1 The fault feature information of gearbox
" \ e 1 A
FEA IMF J3 i B b R {8 AR £ FFAiF g8
WK A S E, E, E; E, E; E; E; Eq
o T 12 0.6127 0.7019 0.2482 0.2019 0.1124 0.0321 0.0072 0.0025 1
5 R 13 0.6253 0.6982 0.2527 0.1835 0.0961 0.0208 0.0064 0.0019 1
17 33 0.889 1 0.4235 0.1521 0.1128 0.0429 0.0048 0.0017 0.0009 2
P e 34 0.9018 0.4183 0.1450 0.1083 0.0381 0.0076 0.0031 0.002 1 2
& 64 0.9759 0.0489 0.0172 0.0076 0.0024 0.0012 0.0002 0.000 1 3
P& 81 173 65 0.9824 0.0451 0.0154 0.0081 0.0019 0.0009 0.0002 0.0001 3
R A 93 0.9342 0.2904 0.1184 0.0734 0.007 2 0.0027 0.0006 0.000 3 4
Pl 4 17 94 0.940 8 0.3052 0.1208 0.0682 0.0081 0.0031 0.0014 0.0003 4
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Tab.2 The classification accuracy comparison of MSVM in

different parameters

%= A c a d ZWiERR/ %
1 0.1 1 0.12 0.1 78.33
2 0.2 3 0.35 0.25 83.33
3 0.3 5 0.06  0.45 89.17
4 0.4 8 1.0 0. 85 92.67
5 0.5 10 2.0 1.0 91.33
6 0.6 20 1.2 1.5 93. 67
7 0.8 70 1.0 3.0 85.33
8 1.0 100 2.8 10.0 82.50
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Tab.3 The fault diagnosis accuracy comparison of four kinds

of model

LT HRL 25 6 YR B E § R/ Y

BBER gasa 0 WG 20K
4k MSVM SVM SVM
T ER SR 97, 33 90. 67 91.33 84.67
WA R 100 93. 33 91.33 90. 00
RN B 94,00 91.33 87.33 82.67
RSN E G 96. 00 88. 67 83.33 79. 33
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Tab.4 The anti-interference comparison of four fault diagno-
sis models
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