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FREAQE WD = (X, Y)) RIEBE T
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Tab.l DAAN architecture

DA K PUEHERE 2K i L1
LITPN — — — 400X 1
LRE1 25X 1X 64 — 2 193%1
LHZE2 15X 1X 64 — 2 971
LRHJZE2 5X1X50 — 2 49X 1
I 2 — — —  2450x1
R — 2450x100 — 100 1
R 2 — 100X 100 — 100X 1
RS — 100X 4 — 4% 1
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591 2k By Be ok N 04 B 32 W I AR W E 3 T s,
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Fig.3 Flowchart of fault diagnosis
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45 %

PR B 2 A B SR AR I 2R AR R DAAN
SRR 28R o Horb U gRod e b — Uk AUt
YIRFEA R Ny 6452 2] % 2 0.001
&®2 DAANESH
Tab.2 DAAN hyper-parameters

HSE WA B EUE RN
8 0.75 y 10
b 0 p 0.01
a 10 A 0

21 SHEESHIES

5 FH AL A 5B 45 B & (mechinery fault simula-
tor lite, & FX MEFSL) fli 7K % 415 45 A1 B 307 4 it K =
(Case Western Reserve University, fij 7t CWRU ) %l
AREHE AR AT L0 o DL R L S A 4 R
CWRU & 2l 7R 52 560 F 5 A 181 5 B s o Bt 4R
RAEA BRI 120 000,

IEH AR

= ﬂ(l‘ﬁ!ﬂﬁ?\ -

B4 PLBREREE T G

Fig.4 Mechinery fault simulator lite

£ j‘
K5 CWRU RS4RI &
Fig.5 CWRU test platform of rolling bearing
B TS0 5 {36 58 Wit ER12K-HFF 3/4 £k
R, SRAEST R N 12 kHz, CWRU S256 & FH AL 5
9 SKF6205-2RS JEM 14 7 14 BR Al R il R . 098 4
Y4l FH F AR 58 405 o T s e, TR P R
B A Bl i RVR Bl A e A FORAS o DL 400 R HE
SRR — AR BB A & 300 HEAS o A4
it L FEA R 2 400, JE SRR AR | H F 380RE A A
AEA L 2:1: 1, Hor: MESL Rl il b 15 4%
1% 1.0,1.5F1 2.0 mm 3Ff . MFSL il & %55 48 ik
FEfE B AR 3 FR .
CWRU #l 7K # B& B 4% 1 % 0.18, 0.36
0.54 mm 3%, CWRU ¥4l 4 i e {5 S 2 4 s .

®3 MFSLHIAHIEENERER
Tab.3 MFSL datasets of bearing fault

IERAT 5 53k /(remin ') LA 07
A, 1200 1.5 % 1.0
A, 1800 15FEBE L0
A, 2400 1.5FBE1.0
A, 1200 20 E1.0
A. 1 800 20 E1.0
A, 2400 20K % 1.0

#4 CWRUHBIEEHEER
Tab.4 CWRU datasets of bearing fault

TEBAES ek /(remin ) % 7 1)
B, 1797 0.36 F# £ 0.18
B, 1797 0.541 K % 0.18
B, 1772 0.36 i F % 0.18
B, 1772 0.54FF % 0.18
B. 1750 0.36 i F % 0.18
B, 1750 0.54F# % 0.18
B, 1730 0.36 £ 0.18
B, 1730 0.54F# % 0.18

51T 8 W 43 5 1 (transfer component analysis,
fi Bk TCA) .BDA™ [ DANN™ ¥ B i fic i 4% (do-
main adaptation network, fij # DAN) 1 MEDA J
AT X 5T, Horh . TCA (BDA I MEDA i
fx K ¥ {H 22 55 (maximum mean discrepancy, faj #
MMD )y JE 45 ) s DAN L2 4% MMD h Ji 4 vf
W), IAZ 5 25 98/ s 4503k 18] 43 A7 25 5%, DANN F HH 83
SO 7007 1% el N SR ) O AT 22 5 o ASBIF S O v 0 il
7E MESL Hl CW RU it 4 v 56 R AR TP RE , 19 2% 462
HYYI 25 v B Ak ST AT R AT 55 B 10 IR S8 5 B AR
H AN

ST W % 2 2 5 P 52, DAAN I
G B S BB E 6 iR o s m T T
0.5 ) T k& 2= AR T 0.5, M3 42 43 JKG B ik 30 1% 7t
o AT UL U HUAT 55 v, A5 AU R A OG- S S
At I A DG T 42 JR AU A1, S92 B R R 2K

0.600 110
0.575F 1100
W 0.550 \/ e
 0.525¢ ] Zo <
£ 0500 i f‘éf
% 0475} £
04501 160

0.425| “WERRBE i swminT 150

0 10 20 30 40 5070
BEARIREL
K6 DAANIZ: B 2502 1k

Fig.6 Changed parameter of DAAN in training phase
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2.2 HFERFEHREINSEERZIT

DL CWRU BI04 F2 HEAS S W 5% 6 G2, A5 50 42 Bl Ry
TE A2 LAY R, 1A R 4 URRAIE 2 5% L 2 DA
N 7R, B4 B8 J DAAN, I 10 YR 59 0 35 K5 J3
B B AR R % LR 58 X5 42, R AIE 9% Ak )2 % CWRU
B S A NG R AN 2 5 TR o AT UL, KR 4 AT
BAT 5 B R IE AL 2 S48 T 10 ~3 %6 iy
Y0y KRG BE 3% 3% W R AF 9 5% Ak 2 B 0% 338 56k 1) 265 AL
YW o 2 PR BE o RRAE 5 Ak TS R A 43 AR & 7
IR EEAR R ST RRIE ZRE AL B A SR R AE 4 A T
A) BRI A RE F1 B 5

RS BHEEELENICWRUBIEESLXBEZ R
Tab.5 The influence of classification accuracy by feature-

wise transformation layer on CWRU

1145 N/% Y/% 114 N/% Y/%
B, 88.168  92.908 B. 92.310  91.856
B, 88.316  87.708 B, 87.329  88.775
B, 90.628  94.376 B, 85.618  88.229
B, 95.864  99.772 B, 86.318  90.694
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1A EE
(a) FEAERETLRT

(a) Before feature transformation

b
=
%
&
N
®
=7 0 75
B4R AEE
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(b) After feature transformation
Bl 7 HSAT AL T 5 AL 20 A 14
Fig.7 Feature distribution before and after feature transfor-

mation
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MEDA % 3% 2 18 78 % > J5 i 9 40 e o v 34 /N T
DAN . DANN DL & DAAN SR ZFE R 242 ik, X
b WY 7 5 B 12 W 430, T )23 IR 4 i BB Il e
55 HF AEAE 7 TSR . DAAN J7 ik AR R F bR B
B AR AS 7 LU AN SF- i B 7 BB A 31 93.28 %6 1 1 1 ik
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= 6ot
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B8 MFSL Hie £ o 245 R
Fig.8 The classification accuracy of MFSL datasets

MFSL % 4 48 1R ¥ 46 M an 181 9 fif /s . DAN FlI
DANN 7£ i % o #2 v, P B FIVR 3l 1A R 15 5 1
55 , FEAFEAE 5 1E 5 15 5 AHAL AR 70 27 2] (9 ¢ A1E D 1]
TR 5 5% 53 A 5 A Bl O A R 2 TR) 22 S v
KL BERNZ A E 2% . DAAN RSB £ K RE A 43 20k i
HRH L R ARG I WL R T T R i2 Wi e TR B

T bR bR

1EHW
Rk
P

SN o [\ 1.000 AN
%
(a) DAN
TR
g 1.000
B A
P E 0 0.285 {*ﬂjﬂé
S E
St et ®
(c) DAAN

B9 MEFSL $i 4 15 A
Fig.9 Confusion matrix of MFSL datasets
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Fig.10  The classification accuracy of CWRU datasets
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Fig.11 Confusion matrix of CWRU datasets
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Fig.12 t-SNE visualization of domain features
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