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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the BiLSTM network structure
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Fig.3 The main structure of this model
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Fig.4 BILSTM network layer of attention mechanism
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Tab.1 The network layer parameters of this model

) 45 )2 R PR B RS
Convl 1X64 1x1 16 2 048X 16
Pooll 1x4 1X4 16 512X 16
Conv2 1x4 1X1 32 512X 32
Pool2 1X4 1X4 32 128X 32
Conv3 1x4 1x1 64 128X 64
Pool3 1X4 1X4 64 32X 64
Conv4 1X4 1X1 128 32X128
Pool4 1X4 1X4 128 8X128
FC 512 — 1 512X1
A-BILSTM 256 — 1 512X 1
Softmax 100 — 1 10
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Tab.2 Variable settings for different models
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Tab.3 Model correct rate under different data sets %

25 A B C D F E¥E
0K B v 100.0  100.0  99.7 100.0 — 99.93
SCHR[7] 98.8 99.4 994 988 — 99.10
R 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 — 100.00
Mad Net %

. — — — — 100.00 100.00
HRE

HH 2% 3 AT R« 28 3 T B R B A 3K B i 1) o7 34 1
B 2R 18535 99.93 %6 , 1M SCHRL 7 ] 48 1 19 DCNN AR ALY
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Al 35 100% , 7 Mad Net fli & B8 19 10 288 S5 s il 7K
Bt e o, 2 W R ik 100%0 0 38 o AR iRk
5] AR AR B AT B 1Y 12 Ak g

IR 2 PR . AR YRR 56 7 ik OK B o
7 N i WU < 7R Rl I L i € S DN
Hr (i SNR=0 db 5481 Tl M 75 PR 5%, 5K S A48
RISE- S5 E i %, A5 SR 3% A FEL 5 iR o

F4 HODHMFRAERERR TR FHEBE

Tab.4 The correct rate of different models under dif-

ferent working conditions at 0 db %
25 F, F, F, F, F,
A 98.15  99.05  89.90  87.00  96.90
B 99.63  99.90  99.90  99.40  98.95
C 99.75  99.85  96.15  99.90  99.55

T O

95.40  92.50  95.60  88.65  74.70
-2 1 98.23 97.83  95.39  93.74  92.53

100
99
98
97
96
95
94
93
92

EBE /%

F, F, F, F, F,
HERIAE 5
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Fig.5 The average correct rate of different models
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B ] AUE W], e BREE R, 25 3 T R AR K 1
PRI

WY 3 M Tz e, hTRIFEH
JIT PR ABE TR A W R IR BT R A 7z A e IR B it X
o S 7 N T I R 8 € N @ Wk K|
I K dE 55 76 SNR=0 db 3R 55 F , 25 3 P $2 45 000 7
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Tab.5 The correct rate of different bearings under 4

working conditions at 0 db %
251 A B C D - H{E

9K 5 i 98.15 99.63 99.75 95.40 98.23
SR i 91.55 97.40 96.90 98.40 96.06
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FI, 4 5T ONN-BILSTM A4 7 3h il & 728 T 00 i B 12 T 7 15 1013

i 1 F 5 AL, 2 SNR A 0 db i, 9K 3l 35 A1 X
Ji i 7E 4 FROR ] T 00 A IE 80 SR AR & T 90 % . 3K Bh
Ui B AE A TP ] T 00 B0H0 1 1 24 5B 12 W IE 1 %
1k 98.23 %, KU St AT LA Ik $) 96.06 % i 3K
55 0] DAGIE A | 28 35 BT 4 B AL 78 MR S BR B TR SA A 4K
SR 77 AR E

50 4: Mad Net fli 3 E0H8 050 o AR U 56 3% L
Mad Net fl A& Bl , 3K A [7] #5878 SNR=—2 db
IR T 1 1 12 DB R 0 % A% B R (1 N e ), 2
BANE 6 PR

F6 FE-2 db R EASE Y IE ) & F il 5 A 1)

Tab.6 The correct rate and training time of different
models at -2 db

A IR YIZRI 1] /s
F, 94.13 393.06
F, 88.05 391.67
F, 82.25 391.47
F, 77.65 386.18
F, 71.08 363.75

5

HH 22 6 AT 1, 58 3 JUT $ R R A 5 M 7R R BE TR R
il Mad Net fli R B 42 19 IR 8 835 3 1 94,1300, i
w AR AR B F R T F AR
CNN-BIiLSTM M £& gl i 9 , 38 7 3 & 1AL K
DropConnect Fll Dropout i & F . 7 B 18] 4 38 Jin
6.88 s [ I Atk I, A HIF 5% 455 780 75 3 Wk 7 BR BT T (1
B2 Wi fiE I 4R TH 17 16.48 %, BEHA T AS F 5 45 Y A i
5 T P Rl b AR AR T B R R B R
3.3.2 AR T T ILNX

R 1.l B2 W SR IO R ks . A
3 A TG I — A I A2 T AR ) L B
SRR A AN R EE R ANJE F — A T AU
Y& H K 3 3% (9 0, 0.75 F1 1.50 kW IR & 5 38 I 25 4
R 2.25 kW BEAT IR, R EORH— i B2
W45 38 AL %) O, A ke e T AR S B 1) ML LB P
2 M4 SCHR L7 DCNN 2 88 Fil SC ik [9] IDCNN-
LSTM £ #4 25 J5 ik 5 A6 55 19 7 ik b 47 1 Hede .
HIE MR 70w .

R®7 £0,0.75501.50 kW&l 4 2.25 kW R EFHE
Tab.7 2.25 kW test correct rate, when 0, 0.75 and

1.50 kW mixed training %
| NRIES LA 1E i 2%
k iz 3T 4% 94.60 SCHRL7] 96.80
B 1A L 95.27 SCHR[9] 99.86
BP i £ 5 2% 95.97 AT 5 AR 100

ik 27 AT, FHEK Bl 3 Y 0, 0.75 F1 1.50 kW
TN B IR A B N 2R A 2.25 kW #4703
2535 T AR 7 1% IE B R 8 1000, b — 26 15 48 5 1k
IR A3 R 2 2] 5 36 B IE B R A0 i, R B H T A F
FERGEHIAG Wk v 1) R 12 WG e

P BR SCHk (4] 2 4% SSTCA-SVM FE A —
BOHRE AR T AR, 1.50 kW Y125, 0.75 kW il izt
1.50 f10 kW IR &1 45, 0.75 Fl 2.25 kW IR & i
1.50,2.25 F10 kW IR & U125, 0.75 kW il i, 3 Ff 2 71
P, HEAER MK PR,

*8 AMRFA XSS SSTCA-SVM AT L IERE
Tab.8 Comparison of the method in this paper and

multi-core SSTCA-SVM correct rate %
7k B/A BD/AC BCD/A V¥{H
LK SSTCA-SVM  96.66  94.10  98.00  96.25
ABEFEIT 98.75  98.54  99.60  98.96

M2 8 il LA H, 76 LA b 3 Rl 2 A8 T 0 28 3K
5o i, 2 TR BB (9 IE A R AR e T k4] . AHE
5% 1 35 1F 5 R 5k 98.96 %, Hb SCHEk [4] & i
2.71%

S 248 T F R B 2% 2 40080 i B8 vk X b it
B N OR IR A SCHE 04 5C Tl R i
12 W B R BE 2 2 7 AR A SCRRL 6 JIDSCNN
H 28 0 Sk [ 8] 4 K TICNN 59 A1 [6] 19 J7 ¥ vt
Foiak 56 o % A 0.75,1.50 A1 2.25 kW T 3K 3 i 4l 7K
B, AU —Fh T 00 B VIRt AL I st 430 5
— T O A, LA SR SR 9 FTUR .

9 —#MIRNEDH—FT RN ERE

Tab.9 The correct rate of one working condition training

and another working condition test %
T £ TICNN IDSCNN  ARHF5E I 5
A/B 99.50 100.00 100.00
A/C 91.10 97.70 97.35
B/A 97.60 99.40 98.75
B/C 99.40 99.60 99.75
C/A 90.20 93.80 97.40
C/B 98.70 99.90 100.00
- E 96.10 98.40 98.88

126 ORI, 28 3 BT 4 14 O 2557 35 1E 1 2 i 3k
98.88%0 , Lt ¥ I ffs B 3 AR 5 1 S fan A 9 4R B TIC-
NN AR 1 2.78 % . IDSCNN 55 iy diy A 2 5 5
A IR 20 15 5 4o 0k T R AR B R, K AR S 15 S 1
FET R fE 09 34 77 AR B AE AL A . W T ID-
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SCNN A5 7 (19 iy A B9 2 28 38 52 2% 19 N R AIE 42
B, PR e L OE R 0] Dk 98.40 % . {H & IDSCNN
RS AR F A BIF 9% B 4 0 i B 1 5 1 A A5 750 i A g
F178 T 00T BB 2 W, J07 1 0F i 2R Al LU AR A 52
I8 0.44% o 38 L BR 13 SCk b i O Ik AL 2B
AT H AT T A i K R

WY 3 AR T O T Bt e o il F & S5 b
TAER B NAR D 0 0 kW B94E B0, T L322 R Sk 1) 3k,
NP H RO KW BB o M 0.75,1.50 Fi1 2.25
kW' ) 3K 2 i B0 3050 o 43 501 SR FH — i T 080 540 I
Y, oA W T 0 B VR S a5 R A T 0 A i
5 HoAr—Fh T B . HaE R mE 10 mE 11
iR
£10 —HIRBENEHEH TRYBESNIRERE

Tab.10 One working condition data training correct

rateof mixed testoftwo working conditiondata %
T4 A/BC B/AC C/BA T HMH
1E fff 28 98.65 98.95 98.73 98.78

F11 AR IR — K ERE

Tab.11 The correct rate of the other test for training

under two working conditions %
T AB/C  AC/B BC/A -1 1E
NEE 100 100 99.00 99.67

A 3R 5 AT, — Rl TN, AN RRTR A
T AL, A 52 B R (4 - 35 1E B %k 98.78 %0, 4
AU 2 mT A, PR T BT A D3 B 43 ) K PR b
T Y - 25 1E B 2% 98.88 % WA o A YRR 6 L ik 5
2 SRR, 45 S B 5 T A DT SR Y 3 A Al R
B A R RS T R

MPAE G T A2k B — T A0, H ik
IE AR AL EE ik 99 %0, HoF- 2 IRl 38 99.67 %, L
FH — b T 00 B84 VI 25455 780 7 S 249 15 5 R 98.78 %4 1
H0.89% . 454 SEBRE B AT A, S BE 0% 3K BRUE 9%
Z (BB T BN SR Y I8 24 B T X4 25 0 B Y
B THEA T2 T 5 22 20 A i i T 00 R /D B a2
R o DA R AR AR 9 A R A SR AR S PR T
PETE Bt
3.3.3 Bi#E M T T IOTFRE MK

F T S B A rh— e L R A L 8 £ Y kR T
BLBCHE | IR I 78 4 12 B i £33 ok — 58 I Pk bk . AR
W 5% 3843 %5 1R S BR AR B0, A% Ui 56 16 FH 9K 3 ity 4l 7K
1 0.75,1.50 1 2.25 kW T 9 54 , RuFos —Fh T80

Bt DI 2 R0 H Al T B s A . BRSSP T
VB ARAL 25 32 3 T30 A8 16 1) 52 ), A, 2% 32 31 e 75 11
T, B AR /N i S AR T T MRS I,
0.75 kW YII Z A BY I, 12 Wy o 78 v 43 51 H 1.50 kW,
2.25 kW, 1.50 #1 2.25 kW R A& 19 3 2 B 98 42 3t
AR By B, MR — d~4 db MR EREE . R 54 i
0.75,1.50 F1 2.25 kW Y Zi lif 3 S KERL SR )5 4 vk
Hh A AR AR R db M IR R, 3 28 I B HlE 4 IE
R A M. WAE —4 db BB 0 e &8, 52 bR
JEAE 3AMELEL E AR5 3AME , SR 5 XX 9 AME SR
HAEYy, K ERTE A db S R Y IE B R
% 12 1 6 FTs .

F12 —HMIRISGER TR E ERZE

Tab.12 The correct rate of one working condition

training and other working condition test %

W75 /db F, F, F, F, F;
—4 81.90 79.63 76.10 70.04 70.00
—3 87.61 85.24 81.83 77.07 75.74
—2 92.05 90.01 86.14 82.98 81.27
—1 95.24 93.59 89.41 87.22 86.03

96.77 95.86 92.30 90.46 90.01
97.69 96.75 94.45 93.27 92.44
98.20 97.48 95.85 94.80 93.72
98.58 97.94 96.72 95.82 94.42
4 98.77 98.36 97.22 96.39 94.62

w N = O

SEHIE 94.06  92.76  90.00  87.45  86.47
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