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FEE B0 R L AR G A I R A v AR T AR T B IR 43 2 PR [, 3 — D TR B Fisher 43
J 53 43 #r (local Fisher principal component discriminant analysis, fij #k LEPCDA ) it B %5095 45 e 4 3 1k . 1o,
HH Laplacian 15 3 55 2 228 0 w5 45 0B 8 AiF 52 b TU R R AR, I8 32 23 31 5l A R &8 Fisher #4053 43 9T (local Fisher
discriminant analysis, {&FR LFDA) 7, F & 5 b 36 B A 58 S W B A 5T 14 32 780 40 > 4 J 45 52 96 B L 45 0% 4 47 11k
T4 HR R IR 4R AE 1 4 i A K I 4B (K-nearest neighbor, ] FX KNN) 4328 45 o 47 5 B A5E 20 HE R 5 e, 1 XL
5 J - 2 30 5 AL 1) R SR X T 4 B 0 HE AT I AIE , O 5 Al LR SR R A R AT X L . SRR TR
ALV AT S ik v A S RSO A T U R A5 S, ELOR B RRAE Y TR A A (AR R IS ) 2 TR Y 2 SR T g A, DA 3K
P v g BT TR T R R Y R, o O R U T O B R R B R AR I S A A A B B 2 5 KR

KR WL W R FS Fisher 204 10 43 81 B U0 THE 5 B4

hESFEE TP18;THI65

51

i}

Bt 2 1S3 BIL L R B R Tl I R 45 R A e
B W = R AR 5SS ES Y e AR B3
R Y R T UK A AR S AT AR P Y
RS M R A o AR e AT S R i a2
Fe AR PRI Tl KA i,
fif IATUAR 35 46 £ 2E 7™ 2o i mp 7 A 1) IRt {0 % 152 1 76
i A B AP A A A DR 2 R A A 2 SR
SRR, I T S A0 JH 3 o K die B 05, DA % 5 B e
PSR AR, B R 2 i TR0 UK Sl 4 RE e L P
DI 5 12 W F 5 5 G T 9 T A R ) AR Ry g
FEHUMOCBE B O e 7 R 48, HO ORI A A 47l 3
Ty WAL Y 2 4 i s A7 K45 36 W AR D, DA T )
T ARG W 512 Wi 78 HoAT 2R 1

UTAF K, % Bl 4E R T Sk AR AR B, £ 20
1 58 (0 e 0 o A B0k 5 R T TR R 1 28 I 285 1R Y 2
PEFEAE T L o — Ok UL, Ji 3 1 I 25 9 46 I o 22K
AR X T 25 I SR e RE R o R
SE U5 AR B D I R AR e R A A T
I BN IR, ELRERRAR AT o DRI, ol 4% &5 e 4 53
ERIBETEAY IR BoA TR E . RS AR 1 Y o 4
PN TO A PR TH 2 DRI B 0 2 55 R B0 1] i &
JE 1 G B A2 IR R, 7E MR R AR R

SR B 4 55 1 FE B FE U3 43 BT (principal compo-
nent analysis, fa #K PCA) "™ F1 £k 4 34 51 /3 #7 (linear
discriminant analysis , fij # LDA)™% . PCA &1 i3
BE £ 5T kR K LA o R AR A R AR
B, S PRI 2 2 B8 0 TG W B R e (S A5 AT 0 {1 1 il e
REFERERKRMARE, FHEREKREAN
FRARD

LDA J& — B A7 WB i B e 550, B AR sR B0CH
B B 528 N ELEE LB B =, mla o e KA H
P R BRI B3 SR AT B A B M, DT o 15 AR 4 A
TE DR FE 5 R B AT 2 Mk o SR, 78 LDA () [ 4k 2o 78
rh DAL e A R A £ vl R S A R R A A R
FTCARRHE , 5 B0 B B A A — iR 22,
EHE I G AR RGO o A R R e
H Ar 455k 2256 e 45, B2 50 850k 1, B 2 AT — &
E B F 15 PCA Fr il g JLAS £ %
A3 i BT AT G439 B — RR L SE T AT AL R E BT
MR B0 S BR R AE ) 5 v 52 ) R AR O 1 R
B A, AT I8 B v 5 5 TR o 1 o ) 38R

BT Bk Hr AR AE LEDA Hgh A £ %
SRR B — PR IR B 3 A A N BE Y
LFPCDA Bk, R S Bk i 4 B B 48 b TUAY R AE
Ja vk /N B A R B E H PR DL AR B A dE B
SRR PR IE S 2K .
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1 HEXFEEENT
1.1 Laplacian B9 &%

Laplacian 75 4 5 35 M8 05 1E (1) J=) 36 £~ +5 6
J7 KAl AR AR B R, RO AE n A B
AR xS FEAR o W R IR 22— 5 AN FRAE /1

Laplacian 1553 % XN

M=) w,
Laplacian( /)= T(ﬁ) (1)

Forbr o f, NREAR PAERAE £, T R BUE s 0, A FEAR 2,5
BEAR 2 BURHALEE s Var (£, ) HRAE £, 8907 2

KD, wy JH T 20 05008 S T8 45 K o 7 0T 20
RS L R A0 ) JH X IO A A 5 o 7 T BB AR AR
AR B U X A BN . B

1 exp(— il (o, e 4R )

0 (HoAth)

w; =
(2)
Hrp A E S
X F 8 NRRIE , Laplacian (/) 37 FL PR R5 JRy 38 45
FyARAE . (1) A A, Laplacian 13 43 #AIK , 26 78 1%
FEOE DR A5 Jm 75 235 14 1 BE ) iR

1.2 LFDA &%

LEDA B3 89 H AR Z — Wi/ N2 P 20 19 23 13
PRI o TR BN E R, A A K& 2 AR F R
e, Fisher 3 5 ) & 7] GE A & e 8 5 18] o i T[]
— R B AN 2 A8 2 o0 e W e A H S RN 2R
] 22 B 5V, X A 45 5 KLY Fisher #5143 H7 (Fisher
discriminant analysis, fa] # FDA ) 5 1k 4 2 [a] v] 4
RMORATAL . FDARRWA R ZATE T HZ T
B 0 )R BB ARAE R L T AR . 8 R
FDAB AR, SCHR[13]42 1 T —F LFDA &
B T 2R 8] 43 25 00 IR B S RE DR 2R N A5

JRy ¥ 2 ) B B S, BN B HUAE IS S, E
h

- 1 n
Sh -5

SSSWL@ @)@ Q) (3)

i=1j=1

52%22 W.(Q—@)Q— Q) (4

i=1j=1

Hh:Q=lq,q..q.]. m4E=E R n A~
GREEAR i=1,2, 0.

iz 1 Je) F8 2 (8] HCAT R R SIS oA A R R A T T
SCHFAEARL 73 B SR AS £ 52 50 1, B

S,P=2S,P (5)
K (5, 5 FEIE I B4 AE 1] P
LFDA By J5 ) o 38 8 58 T B0 25 A AR 4 , LFDA
A SR B B R 2 B M TR R ) SRR
TEAE 53 S a) AT 3 g M K o

1.3 EmoitE

F A A A R PCA FHE £l 5 ir
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KN B BRRFAE 1) B v 1) RS . o BROK, B
T 2 B A 1B 22, DT B 1 R R AE £ S
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S
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Ho s A, R R AEAR 55 A 1 R DT R A8 2SR Y R AR (B
Bor WA RHEEECE .

AR 3 AR v R Bl R A I A P 2 AR
PR HE AR AN [ 7 850 40 e 4 102 P b 0 S8R IR AN ]
Laplacian 143 43 5 v B8 A 205 Bk = 48 H5 1E 2048 5 h
9 T AR R A S Pk, (H 28 L 35 1) A58 AiE 2 g i) SRR R
MEAEATY SR BAT i e 500, AN Tl B 73 28, 5 ik — 20
R 2 b 35 s LEDA G o 56 T 15 25 B9 A [ AT A 4L
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fifg AT S5 KA S TR AT 23 B M 5 32 0 1 5 AT AR 4 R AR
FRRAE DT R 1 DR/ 58 16 A B AR 48 R A - 4 1 B
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BEXT B3 3 A0 0 RE R, ASBIE ST SRS 3 b B 1k
PEAT S5 A, BIR FH Laplacian 15 43 55 36 6 I 4h 2 4 ik
B S A AR R AT L U8, BB AR B I LFDA 5
Perb  HIBR TUARAT B, 138 i 15 DTk R B (E [ A LY
M A B H bR 4R, ke 7 A AR b e H AR 4R AL
M B E
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A%

0 (s=1,2, -, r) (6)

2 EYHBLFPCDA &%
21 EHEERE

o 7 0 B 4 5 0 A5 R TT A 5 G
SB[ 4 M 1) B, AR BFGE 7 4 LEPCDA
Y #2 JE BRI Laplacian £5 43 53 2 % JE 46 =5 2
B B A 1k e b T AT A0
i A KO A o R TO A BRI TR L IR P —
BN ANS SR Y TN R AN
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LHBUE . 7T Laplacian 1534~
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F'DF
Horb o F, o2 oo AR BORRAE 1) 55 LR P32 B 07 4
WD oy BE SR
1 158 JiE iy v 2 R R AR X =1, s oo ]
Laplacian 1§ 4> F L, =[L,, L,, -, L. ], i #l& % Z 1Y
553 B E S Ui 26 00 47 10F 48] 8 48 %5 249 147 5 100 il e s
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NEES
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Forbroh B R EE AR X AR R s A 2800 ¢ PR RE
B AL X BRI B FE g T RN 14 SR A0S
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FIAR eR EOE
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0 e N WS
Pt
§ = argmin ':dl

)
i=1

Hor - d AR A B s D9 HERF i B R s SRR AE{ELAY

(15)

G AN R AR
) R R AR W =[P, P, -, P

22 HiERRE
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B WO R IE T Y
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mF:

D s Fm e ERECHIRE TR NGE
5 I HEATIR G DB I Ak T MR b 3
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!
WEREA |
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Fig.1 Process of LFPCDA algorithm
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3 SLIRIGIE
3.1 HTFHEERTIE

AW GE WS 1 S8 & AR 2 s, ol G
JEL 4 AY 2 /A B 1 HZX T-DS-001 B 523 45

K2 WEHTLma
Fig.2 Double span rotor test bench

SR AR 4 A Bl R R R AT A T K SE S e 3
8 AN I MY IR B 5 5 o K KRR R A 20 kHz, £
3 600 r/min A T 00 T SR 4R 6 F i 1w A S ik 25 79 9%

55, B T8 A IR 315 5 P $R B 38 R
fE, 45 8X38=304 4R AF . HFAFE S £ 1
IR o

x1 HAESH

Tab.1 Characteristic parameters

FES  IRIE | FS 4T F5 FRAE

1 PN ;] 9 HIRWEM| 17 SSEER RS
2 B/AME | 10 xdiyfE | 18 rhL A R
3 WEIERE | 11 BETB4EAR | 19 Y77 MR A
4 7%= 12 WEfE#EFR || 20 IR — B
5 ¥{H 13 Bkabdgks || 21 ARdEdw 2R
6 TR 14 WESEbS || 22 i 3 A 2
7 g 3 15 EREEbR - 4R/
8  HARAH | 16 IHEESEHR ) fift RE R RRAE
i

1~16 Ky SR HEAE 5 17~22 Ry SRS RAE 5 23~38 Sy Aif 35 3ak /N 9 410

2 R SRAS W A A 2 A R E A R
] 55 H Y 0T i e e A7 RS, B B R T Y T A B
BOHA 0,233 34 R 24 gk 5% B IS Al 5L
H 0Ttk P i AT AL 6 A BT e N P R A T e
AR BT 2 2% SCHk[15] . BE R ECEIR 25 R 45
100 4l BEAS , v 40 4 Sy Il 2 BE AR (60 41 R I 3k
B

32 SEIRE

ABEFE 2.1 H T RAE R E G 2 S8, B
Laplacian 153 43 9 {86 S 1 32 5 43 1158 (1) B FURRAE 5T
B oo [BE — S8, I IGE 2 2 KB 5 — A4
SR, I R S MR R o R ) 2K o R B
SHem g 2R, Bk a REY Y

p=0.9.5=0.8 i , i B 73 2& 1Y IfE B R o Ak

99.67% o
R2 HMESEREBEBSEoMEL

Tab.2 Fault classification accuracy varies with S and p

%

B S S o

0.7 0.8 0.9
0.75 78.67 78.67 89.00
0.80 91.33 91.67 99.67
0.85 90.00 91.33 91.67

33 BRENRNEEET

o A T AR B 1 B AR ARCR RS ST
PEFE bR R AT IR R RS IE 1 4R 1Y SR 26 5 40 RACR
dy T3 AN R B A Z 18] 1 50 BB JE , o T 46
R FEA Z 8] 9 SR . o SR

2 c—1 C

dy=—"" 5, — il (16)
' c(C—l)Z,;ly” !
[
w 22|y01_370|| (17)
=1i=1
db
= 18
Y 4 (18)

Hopody o d, 9 2 B 528 N IE B C ey
BOH 5y, B 05L& nj A FEA S B BE ; 0=1,

1< e
2,,C5i=1,2, ,n;yazn*J,Zymjﬂ/@%'§1‘$$E‘J
i—1

BEP L.
18RI,y (E M, Kol (4 m 73 i 4

34 BEHEYRXEESSH

g B AIE BT 3 LFPCDA B ik 09 A &b, 2k B
PCA \LFDA 5 i 5 H 317 % b 56 1iE , 75 31 00 i F
A HT 34 T AR o MR AR 3 R R BRL 1Y
R 2 S5 R 18 3 s o Hor, 181 3(a) iy i i 4 4R
1) 56 e Aok . 1B 3(d) H LFPCDA 54k 1 43
FEpe R E T E 3(b) ()R PCA 5 LFDA
. LFPCDA Bk (- i (1 3 28 B0 + 4
O3 FF A 45 25 N R 25 2 2 1) 43 i 2 B e B Y
ERMABAX . B8, LFPCDA Bk A 2%
(] 43 15 [ ) SCRE DR 47 28 N 45 4 A8 1 DI R o

Shy i AR A T B R AR B, A gk 3 TR
() 3 ol o 2 34k K KNIN R iR R, b 1,23
4.5.6 43 BIXE R 6 FAR AR A o 43 B 3% AlE T
ﬁJfﬂDAﬁ%%%&h%ﬁﬁ%@@%ﬁ%?
Hofth 2 BB HF 2R HE B SR AT 3K 99.67 %6 .
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(a) FIREAETT L
(a) Original data visualization

(b) PCAT AL
(b) PCA visualization

(c) LFDAT#i4k
(¢) LFDA visualization

R RTM2 RT3 o AFH o RFMS o FFH
B3 0 R A 5 S ) 0 e AR

Fig.3 Dimensionality reduction effect of test samples based

(d) LFPCDAT[ ¥4k
(d) LFPCDA visualization

on different algorithms

T3 IFPEEE AR E KNNJHIER R

Tab.3 3 dimensionality reduction algorithms and their

KNN classification accuracy %
Wede R IR 25 -
MZ A H
" 1 2 3 4
PCA 60.00 80.00 64.00 88.00 82.00 84.00 76.33

LFDA 70.00 98.00 62.00 96.00 88.00 100.00 85.67
LFPCDA 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 98.00 99.67

Ny i — 20 B i R R i LA Sz A L A
LDA 51 Fr Fisher 43T (marginal Fisher analysis, fij
PR MF A ) B3k AT 0] 43 P 46 b5 5 A () 5 10 R iR
I HAE A S A6 LS5 o IR AR Y AT A3 1k A ok L
a4 fr s o (18) 3 fa] 7 BRE BE 5 2 N B BR
JE R R AT AR Ly (BB, Ud W B 1Y RT g
Hi & 4 7] A1, LFPCDA 85 1 y R K .

e, —
0T mmg

- =d,/d,

&

o 20 |

Eul

=

" 10}

PCA LDA MFA LFDA LFPCDA
Wi vk

2 o N A i =R T

Fig.4 Comparison of separability indexes of test samples

AN TR T 4% B i KININ B Bt R 4 14 5 e
o FTLAE L TE 3R T A5 BT §¢ LFPCDA
SRR TR M 1 e 2 v T A R TR ME A R 0
100%6 , 6 B 5 AT 50 ™ 32 119 3538 1

100 — _ —

80

60

40

SR RIERR / %

20

2 600 3000 3600
B/ (r - min")
B PCA EmILDA E=E=MFA E=3LFDA C3JLFPCDA

KI5 [l T 25 5305 19 KININ B LR Af 3
Fig.5 KNN classification accuracy of different algorithms

with different speeds
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3 I 3 R
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