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1 WTA-Net HRIREIES

1.1 HEZHEERE

EHE RN S S ERE RN 1R
FH/IN i 728 ofs — 2 il R A5 5 5% 0 — e I 1A%
CRAEEE A ER R SRl E7 S SN A I SpIRIUR v SR 23
0T N 2 H ALY 56k 4 1 T 3E A DIl 2 id 7
HRRE R A R RO b iz A A T T A I
SR A 28 W 45 AL A SRR W PR RE o R AR A
5 2o S ) oy 2 > e PR A5 R A T B AR AL X PR
JE A A7 AE IR LA KA A 008 28 R 47 3R

1.2 MEEH

EH P WTA-Net 45 &l 2 ir s . 1 5E,
WT A-Net 7 £ 4 1 4b 2B Bt R FH /N i A8 46 119 7 5K
W — 4 I Bl i e ol Ak RSO 5 Lk, R
B & % 25 5 A I — 4k (batch normalization, faj #%
BN) 098 T W 28 3 BURRAE J5 , v LATEAS [ RO 19 %
FRUZ 43 4 A CBAM 1 22 3 AL, 75 31 5C B il ke
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Fig.1 Flow chart of fault diagnosis method
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Fig.2 Flowchart of the WTA-Net
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Fig.3 Time-frequency diagram of wavelet transform
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Fig.4 Structure diagram of improved residual block
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FEAE L Ab B, DL TR 4 M O i DO, B e o
P HAOkR B, CBAM AL 38 18 7 3 ) 94 % 58
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Fig.5 CBAM attention mechanism
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[vi) g i PRI AT 23 2 A5 Ol TR M, 2 5 7 18 3 4 il
FH 38 3 T ML TR AR S RS B L R AR
FH 42 JRy e Rt A 0 4 JRy ~F 23t Ak T LAk 4 1t Ak 4 A
R B E K R Z JE 6 2 J2 B AL (multilay-
er perceptrons, fif # MLP) $f 4% 4 % 4% =, If- {1 1]
Sigmoid Wi R AT AT R AE ] B 38 3 G R
PR, AT S R i A R AR
SRIERE =W R IR LA W)

M (F)=06(MLP (F g0 )= MLP (F 100 ) )=

o(W AW Fe )+ W(W(Fiu))) (7)
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Fig.6  Structure diagram of channel attention mechanism

1.5.2 = REE ) HLh)

FEAE ETAS [ DX 8lo0 45 AE 3500 59 4 FHAS [RD 45 1)
23 (0] 7 3 ) n] DA B A R 2 o AR AR 18] 22 ) B O &R
JF 4% B d SR A AT AL R L B HRAE I R 2 A X
B, R A A B FL € R YRR Kt AR AR
B F o € RV 2ASFRAE L OB % 3 Ry
R R e e A B AR s )R R ) BT s ) i AL
il 45 4 L 1L 7 B s o
M (F)=o( 7" ([ Fugo oot 1)) =

4ﬂwmumm) (8)

,ﬁ\EP :0 787 Sigmoid PG PREL; f7 T R B RN B
BREKNRTXT,

oAbz

HASRFIE

= NIl —p

AR ZERERS
Bl 7 2 I) 0 AL 45 4 1]

Fig.7 Structure of spatial attention mechanism
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Tab.1 Case Western Reserve University bearing data set

% B
S Bili/em  fbR i gk TaE Wk

=

Hom Bom BoE
EH — N 0 147 42 21
0.01778 IRl 1 147 42 21
WREHY 003556  IR2 2 147 42 21
0.05334 IR3 3 147 42 21
0.01778 ORIl 4 147 42 21
SN 0.03556  OR2 5 147 42 21
0.05334 OR3 6 147 42 21
0.01778 RB1 7 147 42 21
37 =ik} 0.03556 RB2 8 147 42 21
9

0.053 34 RB3 147 42 21

x2 IMSHIBE
Tab.2 IMS data set

Eyit| U5 % INGEcE RarfcE Mo

EH N 0 140 40 20
WREH G IR1 1 140 40 20
ShREHI ORL 2 140 40 20
WERBI RBI 3 140 40 20

2.2 SLIGYRTS

e Ak 4% Adam X598 SR A0 Ak . 25K
BT ZHPG =R, R Y R
0.000 1 B, A58 A4 () g S ok B Bt o 2 S 3 40 #T L 3
FH0.000 31E R #I Ik 2% 2 2 AT 25, ¥ ) %
R 5 304N TR, R B 0.5 I 2k
R 1) 5 2] 30 A Ja] 09 s, 32 B R ) 483 2k 482 3T P 1, ik
PR AL YN 2B 1] 2Ry 100 A JEl 39

2.3 iEfhi54R

TR YE  Kappa W40 (F0F4 AU VR
PR U Bt B2 O6F i B2 41 O i MR BR HE AT PP AN . DAY
T Sl R R P B O R IR S M 1 P BB
PR FE bR o o F00 25 1 vh i IE AR AR B Ol TP, f
FEARE S FP AR BA R B0 o FN, E B #oi
TN, & LA PEN bR an T o

X2 AR5 e L B R AR R e R
5 BV IE B 20 AR A A B i 5 PR A B 1 L ]

TP+ TN

" TP+ TN+ FP + FN (an

e ff 5 2 TR0 FH M A R AS B S I BH M R A
ARECE R LB, Tk H
TP
T TP+ FP
R S gt TR BH P 1) B BH P R AR 9 L ), %R
E R, 2R 7 T K B BH P AR A /D Rk 0
s=— 1 (13)
TP+ FN
S PR 2 R Bl TR A B PR Y L RE AR A B
) AB AR, 2R B PERE AR B PR 4 20, ik o
TN

(12)

E=—— (14)
TN + FP
F V5 Sk R0 FUORS 0 3 0 SR A Y948, T
R AT 255 VR, KRN
F, =2 SP (15)
s+ p
2.4 HBhSRIE
241 REET R EIEHH
SR R ER R L AR Y A BB A2 AT 55 R B RO L 2B

# ¥ MobileNetV2, AlexNet, VGG16, Googl.eNet,
InceptionNetV 3 Fil ResNet18""* 45 i 25 o) £ 45 14 ] T
s . Ho AlexNet . VGG16 4 LHRE %3
L7 s MobileNet .ResNet18 2y Z i 8 AR i) 4 1
fE B A ; InceptionNet V3 Jhy Il F £ RUEE FR1E il & 1)
il 22 [ 245 Y

AN TR) B T 465 1 T i S 3 25 R AN 3R 3 s o Al

0, 283K B A B TR 45 T A AH LE T AlexNet #E
K Fooy 80 BURCEE R S5 R RORS B RE 4 e T
1.75% . 1.75% . 1.74% . 1.74% %1 1.75% , 5 Incep-
tionNet V3L, 73 3l =i T 0.37%6.0.26 %0 ,0.36 %%
0.32% F10.14% .

R3 AEABTHMERBEMLEER
Tab.3 Ablation results of different backbone networks

%

g R F oy BUSUE FRRtE RN E

MobileNetV2 98.71 98.72 98.73 98.75  98.72

AlexNet 98.24 98.24 98.25 98.25 98.24
VGG16 98.21 98.23 98.24 98.24  98.23
GoogLeNet 99.54 99.57 99.57 99.57  99.57

InceptionNetV3 99.62 99.73 99.63 99.67  99.85
P A 99.99  99.99 99.99 99.99  99.99

K8 e MBS BB, WTRLE N, X e RN
0.1 K5 LIS 3] T 99.99% , ¥E R R BLIR 4F
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Fig.8 e hyperparameter analysis

AT TAEH, K H Pytorch 1F 7 IR FE 2% > AU HE
O TE N AE N 24 GB By NVIDIA GeForce 3090
GPU #4725, #4F R 4k F Winl0.

SRR S5 GRE R e 4 R . &R
B 1 4% T5 45 B AR 1L T AlexNet, 25U R T4
95 % AE YN it ] K3 hn 1725 15% .

x4 BHE5IZErEITL

Tab.4 Comparison of parameter quantity and train-

ing time

i Z: R IR 6] /s
AlexNet 57,044,810 566.780
MobileNetV2 2,236,682 556.342
VGG16 134,301,514 1186.022
Googl.eNet 9,960,638 700.691
InceptionNetV3 24,371,444 2 144.008
B sy i 2,863,906 669.156

R6 BEIBNERNEMIELER

Tab.6 Experimental results of ablation of channel

attention module %
%) 4% HERG R F 0P o U e e vk RS
R-ResNetl8 99.52 99.55 99.55 99.55 99.55

R-ResNetl8+SAM 99.56 99.61 99.60 99.63 99.62

244 CBAMiz& /485

CBAM VE & A5 e ) 18 fil S 36 45 R n = 7 Jor
N oo A CBAM @ = J1 & s, M X T
R-ResNet18, R-ResNet18+SAM 77 & 7F E T % | F,
G380 R S R FORS B R 5 T, 3 il R R T 0.47 %
0.44% .0.44% F10.44% .

®7 CBAMEENEREBEAMLILLER
Tab.7 Experimental results of ablation of CBAM

attentional module %
%) R F0F o UL R vk RS
R-ResNetl8 99.52 99.55 99.55 99.55 99.55

R-ResNetl8+SAM 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99

24.2 =EREZHER

23 (] ) A e ) T Rl S G 4 SR A 3R 5 T .
A =z El B O B, A X T R-ResNetl8,
R-ResNet18+SAM J5 ik EHEHH % (F 050 ¢ = %
FURE B B2 J7 T, 4y 4R T 0.06%6,0.04% .0.13%
M0.10% .

£S5 ZTHEBNERPEMIELER

Tab.5 Experimental results of ablation of spatial at-

tention module %
S W2 F 370 SR R 5k R
R-ResNetl8 99.52 99.55 99.55 99.55 99.55

R-ResNetl8+SAM 99.58 99.59 99.55 99.68 99.65

2.4.3 @il EE AR

A A T A Y T S 56 2 SR K 6 TR .
oA JE G E BB, M XF T R-ResNetl8,
R-ResNet18+SAM J5 ik 76 HE i %\ F, 43 80 5 5 1%
FURS B B2 7 1, 43 i 2 T 0.04%.0.06 % ,0.08%
M0.07%.

P9 M I Zifit g il 28 o A AR 2 ) o RS T 40
E 10 frzs o o] LA B3 20 NI T %, o0 RS
BE AN L T 150 W AR 1R Ak SR A

1.8
1.6}
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1.2
£ 1o
& 0.8
= 0.6
0.4
0.2+
L) o S S W S -’
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AR EL
B9 U ZRP ok ih 2k
Fig.9 Training loss curve
1.1
1.0H
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0.8
* 0.7
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= 04f
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HERIEL

10 ALY Fr) o 1

Fig.10  Accurate precision of model training
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Fig.11 Confusion matrix of the test sample

2.5 XFELsRIR

F 8 R A P4 AR Y 55 L At A5 Y A L VG A
KPR ARRE 4 B Ry FE a5 SR . BRI 45 gk ok IA
It 4k 32 £ 15 & #Hl (moth-flame optimization-support
vector machine, fij K MFO-SVM) | & J& 15 & M %%
(deep belief network, & K DBN) AL 2 4 Ul 28
M 2& (weighted deep convolutional neural network , fij
Fr WDCNN) % FE % PR R 12 42 M 2% (deep con-
volutional long short term memory network, & %
DCLSTM) 4 B £ 9 2% < 2 13242 [ 45 (convo-
lutional neural network-long short-term memory net-

work, fii#R CNN-LSTM ) Fil WTA-Net,

*8 RHUEBSHMEBEYHAMGKFHRMEE
ial: s oo
Tab.8 The comparison between the proposed model

and other models on the Case Western Re-

serve University bearing data set %
LW MW KR RBUE HA R FIvsy
MFO-SVM 98.50  98.50  98.46 — 98.47
DBN 98.43 98.55 98.48 98.35 98.51
WDCNN 98.88 98.90 98.88 99.00 99.89
DCLSTM 99.96  99.96 99.97 99.96 99.96
CNN-LSTM 99.83  99.83 99.81 99.50 99.81
WTA-Net 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99

229 O Jr 2 R R 5 HC A S R A TMLS il 7R S Al
T L RyXF HE g5 5t o B A 45 TR0 4 18] 75 4 (remain-
ing useful life, f&f #X RUL) |48 &5 £ M (change point
detection algorithm , fij #8 CPD) i & B 3l 4i i #% K
5 ic 12 M 4% (sparse encoder architecture-long
short term memory network, fij # SAE-LSTM) | &
B3 3 B 26 M A T 2 0 B R (principal component

analysis linear attention transform model, fij #&
PCA-LATM) ¥ £ 4 B il 48 W 4 (deep convolu-
tional neural network, i # DCNN) il WT A-Net.

®9 RUEBSHMERE IMSHRBIESE LR
Tab.9 The comparison between the proposed model

and other models on the IMS bearing data set

%

W ERR ORIER REUE HRR FiEsy
RUL 95.94 95.96 95.88  96.03 9591
CPD 97.91 98.01 97.98 98.01  97.99
SAE-LSTM 99.78  99.80  99.80 - 99.80
PCA-LSTM 99.75 99.73 99.75  99.70  99.72
DCNN 99.55 99.56 99.50  99.54  99.53
WTA-Net 99.99  99.99 99.99  99.99  99.99

AL A8 IR O A 2 N SR BOE 4R B
TRARMER R KR AR E AR T
99.99% , BRI G ZE & BRI 57 o

3 4RIB

SEH R — AL TN AR e 5 T R T L I 4
14 AL AR R 2 W T . B0 R IR IR B 15
SR AT AN AR e, S PR — o K 3 g e B
e s Hovk, M i ootk i R-ResNet18 [’ 4% Fl Tl 5 2
W , 2% fift Rel.U 0I5 oRECAE 76 B0 B3 2R 0] 85 SR 5
£ WTA-Net f 5] A CBAM vE & J WL, 386 58 % [
— W R E ATT AN [R]85 LB Y e A ] R R e
Jei o 2R bR 25 SF- ¥ 1) 28 S 461 2 oA BI0OR s/ T 245 1)
of 4G ) B, 78 L3 PG i R 27 il AR B0 4R R IMLS
BORECE S F I TS IR . A5 SR TR O
T B 08 B U0 Bl R AR R R B RRIR A A e R T
Is AT 5 B ERA AT 35 99.9% ,E W TiZ 7 vk A
B

z % X #
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