540 B3 3 )
2020 4 6 A

Pz IR 5 2 B

Journal of Vibration,Measurement & Diagnosis

Vol. 40 No. 3
Jun. 2020

DOI:10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2020. 03. 020

BT LSTM-RNN BRI R EABESIHREHXRTE

wmitdg, EILR

(2. WL R 2 T2 B

wARA

(LW R TR B UM . 310027) 4:48,321004)

WE NTHRERKERHCIZMZ M 2488 (long short-term memory recurrent neural network, f&# LSTM-RNN)
X R 5 Al R I 23 2 9 LE W 3 0 D I R A AS i B2 — R R T 2 bR 48 LSTM-RNN #4998 2l il 7R e e 43 28 5 vk
TG VR Sl R O LA L 43 BT R Sl R B O A A R B G B A3 R IR A A 2 A
% LSTM-RNN #7550 55 i1, 0 1R 2y Bl 7R W03 R AE 18] &5 3 47 2 B4 O 1) 07 20045 5 30 IE 2 47 4 LSTM-RNN
GR35 AR U s B L 5 IR SRR SRR R IR 5 L SR AR 3 2 i A ) i I 28 B R Sl Al R B R 3 15 S O
K 3 AR AR £ IROT EE A B0 3L 9 20 UG B L ik TR EE X 2 65 48 LSTM-RNN /)28 J7 i 1 845 4 LSTM-RNN
rRTTEHEAT A . IR R R 2454 LSTM-RNN 4328 5 WA T 547 4 LSTM-RNN 432 57k . 7 3
SRAEIEMHAE M 69. 07 V08 B 99. 2190 5 7E AR UE PRI 43 25 7 v IE B AR T 15 00 T » £ 454 LSTM-RNN 432 75 12 )1
T FEA B bR 2 LSTM-RNN 402 07 5 353k 20 69. 552, £ 4% LSTM-RNN 432 J7 i3 I T 5 24 3= 5l

{55 23 2 X T 52 B S v A 1) e e ML R a2 W B A T A

XA
FESES THI165.3

51

[l

AR, BEE N L3 BE 7 R (artificial intelli-
gence, fAIFR AD &R AT R E B ] T e % tl
PRS2 W v o R P AR AU 5 BB 3 o) A D A 5 iR AT
AbPRAFBRFAE B 510 O T AT 5 AR X 85 AE 5 51 3k
AL L DT 52 J0E B LA 1 T e 12 . TR
B Al R R ML B A 1) O B R AR AL A B R A R
T ¥ P BRSSO . VR B Al R R A ORI b
B W IERE MR G B s T 25 k%425
W o VR Sl 7R A I R — 3 T TR TR SR S
Bl N EGR T B A B R . IR S A B
S B A B K AR s A ki o 51 R AR
B8 N BT A 0 SR oh i G o kR R A o
T R AESG b A B Fe 81 Y B 22 1k, A 1 e
I BE B A AL S B IR S R A R E R . & sk
G AT T B A3 BT O TR BN PR RS 4 ke
fift Vel Ak BRSBTSl il AR IR B A 2 R AR R 81 R A R
S ., 58 53 F A% R 90 i 5 1 e B A XA R

x EZK B RE LA BT H ((51575497,;U1809219)
W ks H B9 .2018-07-11 /& 8l H #:2018-10-08

TR R s TR 23 58 5 AR 2 00 2 s IR B M 28 I 2% 5 R AT AZ

AU A o et v R L) o e R LK

T8 FR A 22 9 28 (RNND 3 45 40 B 2% 18 % 91 il s
KR FFR BB, B X RNN I 255 o ) B
BT Ok ) AR TR A IC 12 ph g 4% R R
(LSTM-RNND , i A5 8 © 8l 0 F 1% XA #rt O
43 80 BN IRy 25T AR ) R, 7 R 2 DR 4
LSTM-RNN #{ 3 FH F i 45 & sh L1 ik 5 12 7 5 7
T TR B R SRR (E S B R 2% 1 o 3
G OB R AR 7 4] T 0 50 B R A A5 38 R L 1 Al A
GEFENHERAEE. FH LSTM-RNN f# 7
FLATICAZ T 58 10 R s VR Sl i R 0 I R A 4 R A T
BRI IS TR R AL AT DL 27 2] e A A A3 %
TR 22 1B A 5 40 A o 1 EL AT LS 2] 45 A REAE A
REZ MMM ERR.

ZAREE Gy 2075 F T REAR A Z R 2501 43
Je )L, A AFEAR R N 2 A4 B ARAR & 2 4%
B4y 2807 1 COR o AR RS L 3l 1 L
Jlf R 2 Wi % 0k . O T e 4 R VR B il ik
BERRAE A5 2, iF— 25 $ 5 LSTM-RNN &Y (1 i iz
O FUER I D BT I AR B E B EE A



564 & h. W

w5 & W

5540

() ZARAE 73 207 VR LAl b o 25 5 VR Bl il 7R R R A
OF N R P AR A AU LA B N SR AR A
FRIH 25 G b1 2§ i LSTM-RNN A58 8 73 25 i )
Mo B I SLIR SRR LR S 05 OB, i 2
b VR Sl R R AR A 5 LUK S 3 T TR B i Rl R A
& i Z 4R % LSTM-RNN 432877 3% , I A R 3 4l
TREL B BAR 5 X 245 % LSTM-RNN 502877 i i
AT UL s f5c e » £ 7 TR Bl R B B AL 3 - 65 A
JH 25 T e ke 0 o o A s 5 9 22 e e e A 1)
Kk 2% LSTM-RNN i [ 73 2 07 ¥ 1) A 20k

1 LSTM-RNN #&#J

1.1 RNN &8

RNN RG] AT 10 16 2R 1) 45 483X Foh 45 4 fefi
RNN #H Fb F 8 5% it 4 ™ 4% (feedforward neural
network. fRJFK FNN) 538 - fift g B A K 4
bR g 24 ) gt RNIN 32 32 507 FH 76 Ab 2 2%
I S B 52 e 0 e A0 B . PR, O W] T FNIN
P25 R 28 AR, AT 1 BT s, RNIN it 28 ) 2% 7 5
JENHEIESIT e E R . B, 5 i D g oo —
A BREUZ FOTHZ W E Bk BT 4 A AR IT A
i — 1 ADRRUZ BT, XAE M 45454 i RNN fig
i b 3 R S PR 85 vh RO AR 22 00 A U AL g R
PR A o 0 RORE TR Sl il R R R AL R R
I3 —4F 4] RNN Rl R A Ak 3% 2l Rl o
KRETT .

P 9
I I S

® O ©

Bl 1 RNN )&% 454 &
Fig. 1 Network structure of RNN

RNN LR [ 4328 I #2 5i F 1F o) 4% #% B B Al
22 I FE 4R B Be Il 25 RNN RESAIVS A IF [ 4% 3%
B Bt A 5 gad B 2 )2 b R B 5 o )2, 35
Him H; MSEhrf O; ZERRZE . T ENR

E:%Z(Hj—()m 1
TEA RUN 25 1) Sz 1) A% 4 B B, B i U2 108 22 0 D B AR
RS Bk A2 . G R B2
P25 70 19 2 B AU(EL . i 75 01 B g R 5 S B S Y
RiREZ L BB /. BIEREN

AW (m+ 1) = —pIE/IW; + o AW (m)
(k=1,2,,K;i=1,2,1) (2)

bk D ARESCRY AR 1 O RS 2 i 202G
a NN T 5n h o Bem Nk UKL

S UR 22 /N B ST 6 RE 1 T R ek AU Rk )
BOE (R WSRO a2 LA B PN I 0] LS8
RNN #ERYI Z5 . I 525 3RS R 28 SUJ e 50k
A A5 399 B A P 81 5 A 28 2 T B A R A )
IR A8 H 531 D9 17 5 T Jed 26531

BE#H RNN R AR 51 R0 i A W 220 78 %
Tt ad i Hp R 22 15 B A 4 K i o e B, 2 Bk R
23| R W5 Bl 2 1B 4k . BUAE BETH Ak
I BT O B RS RNIN R A Ao 722 (), 2 )%
S EA— KB Ja » P S A5 B G HA 1 e 2L iy oo
HEATUR L X RE R 228 T RNN (19751 2% ] i g .

L2 HHEBRAFLEHER LSTM 544

BEXS RNN {466 B2 11 2K [R) 81, — b 5 52 2 1Y
458 LSTM g 5| AAESS RNN B R eLZ 5T
LSTM g5 44 1] DLAR 48 4 A 15 5L 15 40 R 2 v s X
A0 AL IS A BRI BOR B L A RO D T RN B B2
TR I ST 2 AR R A A R R S
PG A5 B 0 &k . 7 LSTM G I e g 4y v
HmE AL Y . B TR S A R R 12 T R
g N5 A v A AR S 2 TR R R L B
R A B AL E I LSTM 0 12 B B 25 44 B
Ao LSTM AR B b 5 5 0 ] i AT ) A
IVEE AL AT IX 3 A1) 2 H I A5 80T ST 4
MCRZS . A& 2 Fron s BT 450l sigmoid JZ F
e 1 BT LH ML Hw AT I sigmoid J2 | tanh 2 F3fe 2
FATTLH A 1)y sigmoid JZ S LT tanh
JEH .

LSTM e B gt B 7T i AT B i 17 AR
AR )~ E
fo=sigmW, o, +W, ho+We . Coi+0b)

3
i, =sigmW, o, +W, . ho+We Coy+0b)
€Y)
g =sigmW, ,z, +W, h.+Wc Coi+0b)
(5
Co=/fCri+ig, (6)
o, =sigmW, ,x,+W, ,h, +Wc,C, +0b,) (7
h, =o,tanh(C,) (8)

Hor: o, R AIGs b, JfHIG; £ ]



Wk . %5 3T LSTM-RNN B8 sh R B s 2 25 40 207 1 565

B 2 A B ALE B LSTM o2 A He 25 44 [
Fig. 2 Memory module structure diagram of LSTM with

peephole connection

R i WEATTIRES; o, ¥ HTTIRE s C b4l
R g WEEAARES : W HAEREG 0w &
Z 85 sigm () S Sigmoid PREL; tanh O X E )

A B 2 1 LSTM 0 12 K He B % 1 71
— AR S S5 B ST AT R TR
Bk d, B3 ~ &) fir . £ LSTM-RNN #
RUR W2 2] 3L B2 o B A 30 45 SO0 R S5 R — A4
20 PR 25 ) VE Sy 40 B I 25 0 B A BE L LSTM-
RNN BB BA T il 12 P fe . 76 & sl il 7 il s 7 28
TR T R R S A A AR AR O T Y R )
TERE )32 N FH o R S Bl 7R S0 B A 5 4% 1 e E 431 236 1)
V18 I 1L S R 2 1) T 5 o 2R B0 ) Ak 4l . Uk, L
BT RER) LSTM-RNN #8455 45 V& 2l il 7 e
Iy HER

2 KA HEESHTEERSHIE
T

2.1 RIWMAMEFESHERR

YR S AR A i Sk A S A AR A
A 38 Bl AR b TR B 5 R IR B AE S b i
PEOh T IS . ol AR B T e R AR R R AL
B YRS OR U 5K 18 T AL N B R 1A
TR b R A A b e B 7 A R i AR T
(9~ 11D

_Noyy o d
Souw = 5 (1 DCO.S(?)fr €))
_Ny d .
S = 2(1+Dcosﬁ)f, (10)
Soar = D[li(dcosﬁ)gjfr (1D

2d D

Horpe fow AN EIBCREAT A5 fn Dy DAY L I AT 6
Foar HET RS N, R TR d WIRTH
s D O RhoRA B H AR f NEES AR 0 R
Jifit.

b XF AN T ¥ 3 fl R B 2 Y K A Sl L
(R S R I GR O RU T TR R B
58 W 7 A 5 v o ol 2 B S R A R e Bl
TR . R Sl A R R £ OB

() =D A5t —iT —7) +n)  (12)

Hor: o (0 NR SRR S5 55 A 85 0 R
iy BOEE s s (o) Oy mi BB - A i bl R s T
o2 Py Z 1A A I E] IR) B s o DR AR UK bl
W3R IR AT S DR A T W38l n(o) A%FY
{E- PR FEHLE R 5 ¢ Dy i (a]

Yl IR AL R

A; =cos2nrfat+ @a) + Ca +randn(z) (13)
e fa PRSI T IEREILE 5 oa M Ca
AL WAL

RRYE R P B (O AN R fa B9 HU(E AN [R] L 2
KBRS fa =0, WIEIRAERBEIS fo =/ BT
RAEHBE [ = fos fo RTFRFE SR

1, d
fcfz(l Dcos@)fr QE))

ik (o J& DL &R GE [ A 55l Ik 3 R

9% R fE
s(t) =e Psin2n f,t (15)
Hrp.f, ARGEABE; B .

1 R SRR RS 507 BT R 2
¥, AT MB ER-12K & 3l il & RO 1 53008 2 il 7k
FRAEM A, Hoh MB ER-12K 7 gl il K il 50 & 48
Fh T 2R TC A R Y

x1 HBEESHEEBRESHESE
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Fig. 3 Simulated fault signal of rolling bearings
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Tab. 2 Fault characteristic frequency table of rolling bearing
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