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Abstract: In order to realize the data identification, fault diagnosis and noise interference of the aero—en-
gine sensor data of the input health management system, a method of aero—engine sensor data preprocessing was
proposed. Aiming at the air turbofan engine of dual-channel sensor, a SDQ algorithm model with reasonableness
checks module and analytical redundancy checks module as the main content was established, and the AANN
neural network optimized by genetic algorithm was used to realize the analytical redundancy checks of the sensor.
The improved SDQ algorithm was compared with a SDQ algorithm based on the least squares method using the
Monte Carlo simulation method. The simulation results prove that the average correct rate of step fault and drift
fault isolation of the improved SDQ algorithm increased by 1.7% and 19.1% respectively when the engine in
steady states, and the average correct rate of step fault and drift fault isolation of the improved SDQ algorithm in-
creased by 12.5% and 33.8% respectively when the engine in dynamic states. The algorithm also has excellent
performance in multi-sensor fault diagnosis and noise reduction, and the average signal-to—noise ratio of the pro-
cessed sensor signal increased by 8.27dB.
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Table 1 AANNS correspond to engine state
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Table 2 Comparison of performance parameters of AANN

and GA-AANN
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Epoch 247 54
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4 HFHERIE

Z% k[ 16] 4 3] —Fh SDQ B3, H 4 #L Pk
R 56 5 A SR B 1 05— B, BT U A AR 50 2 K TR
Tolr 2 00 A ot 38 o /DN R A UL A5 23 B R 1 G
R FHECKIZTIE SASCHR I T GA /L AANN
P25 I 2 11 SDQ F3 3 R A7 % LA L 52 56
41 BREFHTREHESEHFEXR

D5 H S AR IR S R E AT . W S B, )k
HACRRE | B SR A RV R B I 0 g A B A
S SRR Y e i IR A I RV R i R Oy I 1) R ()
BB S G R . BT AL B A 45 R A T
AR SC VR X A S R R AR O AT X L

TR AR A Y S PR A K 3 GA-AANN
25 W e 012 AL RE 1, 2 BROSCHR [ 17, 18 148 1 A B T 3
Ji %2 sh L R 12 W 2R 48 1 38 E J T L AR SCR FH 52 4



1146

20184F

B BT B R R A% R B i R 2 A B L
& B 3000 ZH 3K M T/ IR 25, B HL D B AS [R5 1 7
Hodr 6 4% 5K 28 45 500 2 i pE K I R R E AE

Table 3 Accuracy of diagnosis and isolation of three types of failures (steady state)

[1.33%,10% | N Y451 504 o
el e R 55 e B BB A o R B RS A B A A Tk
PR 45 A% TR 25 W30 I 12 BT R R 25 I A o 0 5% 3 BT s, AR 4l

Detected and isolated faults

KXwre KXiwe Pas P T, Ty
Intermittent 0.996 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
KX Step 0.952 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.834 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
KXie Step 0.000 0.982 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.666 0.000 0.000 0.270 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.930 0.000 0.000 0.000
Pas Step 0.000 0.000 0.912 0.056 0.000 0.000
Least Drift 0.000 0.000 0.624 0.244 0.000 0.000
squares Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.954 0.000 0.000
Pa Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.950 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.902 0.000 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.990 0.000
T, Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.964 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.914 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.958
Ty Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.986
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.516
Intermittent 0.996 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Xane Step 0.984 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.922 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
KXiree Step 0.000 0.988 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.974 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.930 0.000 0.000 0.000
Pas Step 0.000 0.000 0.932 0.034 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.912 0.048 0.000 0.000

GA-AANN

Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.954 0.000 0.000
P Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.950 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.934 0.000 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.990 0.000
T, Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.994 0.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.956 0.000
Intermittent 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.958
T, Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.904
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Fig. 5 Sensor fault input curves JFIEIGE 15 2] U0 3= 4 FF 7 00k 12 W 4%
Table 4 Accuracy of diagnosis and isolation of two types of failure (dynamic state)
Detected and isolated faults
Xire X Pas P T, T,
M Step 0.714 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Drift 0.498 0.000 0222 0.090 0.000 0.000
X Step 0.000 0.824 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
o Drift 0.000 0.546 0.000 0.126 0.000 0.000
Step 0.000 0.000 0.756 0.114 0.000 0.000
Least " Drift 0.000 0.000 0.422 0.256 0.000 0.000
squares Step 0.000 0.224 0.000 0.596 0.000 0.000
" Drift 0.000 0.232 0.000 0.248 0.000 0.000
, Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.866 0.000
3 Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.720 0.000
. Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.778
; Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.624
N Step 0.856 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
o Drift 0.822 0.000 0.026 0.000 0.000 0.000
\ Step 0.000 0.902 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
o Drift 0.000 0.858 0.000 0.018 0.000 0.000
Step 0.000 0.000 0.884 0.064 0.000 0.000
" Drift 0.000 0.000 0.876 0.000 0.000 0.000
GA-AANN
Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.834 0.000 0.000
’ Drift 0.000 0.098 0.000 0.754 0.000 0.000
’ Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.910 0.000
' Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.894 0.000
. Step 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.898
) Drift 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.882
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Fig. 6 GA-AANN network fault diagnosis of multiple faults
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Fig.7 GA-AANN network filter noise results
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