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Abstract: Gas path electrostatic monitoring is a novel technology for aero—engine health diagnosis. To real-
ize typical gas path fault identification by using this technology, a method based on variational mode decomposi-
tion and the random forest is proposed. Firstly, the principle and model of gas path electrostatic monitoring are
analyzed. Aiming at the noise interference in electrostatic signal, a signal enhancement method based on varia-
tional mode decomposition and Kurtosis—Permutation Entropy reconstruction criterion are studied, and a fea-
tures dataset construction method is proposed to extract the key fault information. The fault electrostatic signals

and feature datasets are obtained through the simulated experiments, such as combustion chamber carbon deposi-
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tion, blade—casing rubbing, and component drop, and the faults are identified based on the random forest mod-

el. The results show that the recognition accuracy of the proposed method is more than 90 % on the test dataset,

and the normalized importance of the proposed new feature is more than 0.2, which is higher than the classical

features, this method can provide an effective way for fault identification of gas path components based on elec-

trostatic monitoring.
Key words: Aeroengine;

Fault identification

1 35

ot == 2 s HILAE b [ I 0 A% 2 ol B A
e AT AR T A4% AU AR B A AR D R S LAY A L
KA AL T I T B B i R R By
WA E 2 AR I s e i R~ HIL [ Al EE A PR
SRR, T 51 S A sl LR AL B, BL 2T B 3 Al E A
SRR RIS 53— T A% 58 E I
LA W N = 5 W N S Nl R 2R W - 7o o
7 B [ I 5 25 22 U ol S 4R A 5 36 R Y TR
2o DI, 3 a0k s B HE AT A 0 R R
FEAE RS Ty R L G R S
BAKRZER T RAPLERSE M E T RIS
i B BE 38 R T AR ) A S R U B
T T HA Hofg — G e U e, HA 4 Bl
T BB B R ™ I R £ S4B AE I 2 R b I
e R, 0k A i B ) R AT £ 2602 W R I
R B o DI Be = AR e ke e o 4], A 25 B ™ 2 5]
— JE F i A S AL R SR MR Tl R PR A
RE % BRI 2

UL AR SR, — i AR T i R SRR Y B B
AR Ry K 2 ML R T SR A A TR e
A T R 3 e A e Ak T SR R LR U
AT R 00 R 0 M, B AT A G R AR D A B AE
T3, BEN MU RAR A g b T . S AE N R
L I PE AT T BORBT K, I B8 A 7= il i
FIF 8 HL o Powrie SR L 25 % 2l AL 32 )
TS0 W B 5 R R e KA b A bR 5 O AR
i 5 W R AR RS 2 B S B TR E 37 s Meelissa
SFUTE BT T R M DR A TR AR L P Y
JO7 Y, O 36 ek S 56 2 1 e B 0 % B e R AR AL
(9 5 RS MR TN BE T o B iy T A M I B AR R A
SR (T, P e LR IS T AR A I SR .
Pl PN R A 2 00 K R 2 RSB TT R T e s HL v
A ST 5, AR A X e H R AL B i e D R
B TR 00 45 7 ) A 5 Ak B L R A G

T

Gath path; Electrostatics monitoring; Random Forest; Signal processing;

UE S TIT I T A X PR IE

SCHR[6-8 1T 8 T HE B e Sl AL v W 0 S 56, 3R
BT A S B A Al RS TR LA S R IOE
I A 3 T R AR 2 I 2% 1 S BORL IR B O
ENER P STV RS Fi i R ERA PN /SR i
SOV X P SRR BIE T T — b B T I ASURRAE 1 R0 25
FNWE 7 5, (B IR 1F 18 ey 5 H A = i e AT B
PR DX A3 5 RSSO T e T 5 AL R AR A PL A AR
W) 52 6 5 B e DK A VLE R B R B HLI G A L T R
T LA I S PRI 0 ik i R R (S
LRSS R S LR RE S B IE A S R IR
SR e B ML A e I B R AR R A S AL
DEAE . AP F R T R T AU K Ty
VNS A A R A A0 A8 ) AL SR T B RS R AR
O TIOR8 O N N T Il S P L ST
R R 2 A RE D B R Y (R LATE SCHERER I
FEL M 0 A A sl AL I B T A e 9 A (LR ]
AR ATk o EH AT HR 23 BF 58 AR B T A SR
A IR A S LA S — R R, R X R
R M AR I Y R 0 R ) R AT A B R
FEo B, i T RRGE A BURR R R i R AL I il
JEE i3 JL 2 St 7R A i e AL B A S A A R I R
LA S B B 15 B SRR T, el sl 5 23 B 942
B 1 BE W AR A [R] e o 8 522 e 9 5 5 R A, 3
Ay A R AR A O B 0L AT R 0 1R BE ) ) R RE S
T FEAT i BRI i3k 6 ) RATS AR i PR

HEAh TS PR oR AR T R S 5 A&
W P el AR E B2 M2 B S A O A A A
MEAR IO A5 5 EAT A B, SCHRAR A5y — P T
T S7 7y 0 B BT MR T R R R A S I
TR PR B RGE [, R PEAT KBk 5 Zhang 25 B
X B L A I T 51— o S T A R A S 22 0 0
F) e W88 5 3%, AEL 3% 5 3 X B — B WL IR 7 25 B3R 20R A
PRAEL s A 7 AR A — R TR 0 A R LA
FMREL AR Z AT TR RO A E T
FELAR B 25 18 B 5 0] 9 B TR B A 5 AR 2 Ak

2207017-2



a4k S

LT AR 578 0 2 4 iR AR B ATL AR AR A A S R U O T

2023 4

PREEOR, H AT B = — Fh BE 4% B X 0 L F 5 2 2R
FH e R R AUR 5 TE R A BRI A S A BT
PS4 S BRI o

£ S WD I N AT 2 NS O ) A T
R 0], A BF 5T 42t — o ik 28 03 5 25 00 i
(Variational Mode Decomposition,, VMD) F1 b #1L £% Ak
(Random Forest, RF) iy B il e R | 300k o 1656, 2
T VMD 532 %0 UG AR 5 AT 40 i, VMD J2 — Fh R i
W358 07 2, AHER T A% Gt 48 B 3 O3 il S ek it
R s s 5 2, Ho S B A B ] AR T 4
ARG LS S S BEPLIR S B T A R R
i J32 —HE 510 905 9 328 VR U)X o3 A O RS o) i AT A
NLE Y, G ZSBR MR A B R AR AR BRSSP T &
AR B 2 IUE A IR o 3 98, 3l 2 P b 21 A
WP 5 G LB OR s B T I G T AN T s, 4 )
Xof 38 SR AE T MG A5 5 JEAT R AR 3R B, 58 AR 5 4
MRS 36 5 E— 20 TT e A58 2 BB I 7 — AL [l B
P A e e 25 A S i o A UL S G, R RO B R A S
FIRFAE AR A B 5 T, 785 I e Ao /A AR I e A i
AN A7 1) o i SRR R 2 A E T, B T BE HIL AR RS 1Y
XoF il B R A R AT I 2R AR 5, O 3 i Bl AL AR AR
{4 45 AU T B VPG BT AT R AE o1k AR L A B s 2
A B A B 4 3 T v

2 FEENRESESERAE

2.1 BRI

S T R R T e e R SRR
DT B AN & 1R, BN - 2 AL B A JE R
e JER N 4% 8] P 8 3t A R SORE B R 5 HL B AR
L 3 OF A BLAE L BR AR 9 EB L B S L RS B
T A LLOT 5 A5 T BT 0 e 3 S A N R
7 A RN FL AL 0 3 A TR S A A B T e At i o R
N, O — S E S B G A RS S, R
e W 55 Ay B8], R B WL AR A R 58 HE T — K/ 1 ke
TOURL , 3k 6 JURE I FA R 58 Jok 2 7 A 9 FL RS R R
¥ SOl far H (R AR A T KO DR R AR Bl Bk
TORL, 32 7 ol i 5 99K ¥ilt 257 1k 2 BB AR b R AS 58 4 R %
T, Az i 22 H AT i H A I B RE T 1 ORI AR
B UL, A W0 e A % B R AR S ko
T XY 7 A /5 50 A2 4t e il B 45 e e, R RS 5
JEE R R i LA S R AR R R T Y 42 TR OB X
B G i UK H TR R T R R R EE T A SRR
LT A R R 2y S B R L 2 SR e

Gl

Volatge

| .
Signal
processing
Measuring
circuit
T

Sensing
probe

_._.—,
Charged particle

Electrostatic sensor

Fig. 1 Principle of electrostatic monitoring

22 MEER

A T2 I A R T 2 BT o /R R R A
A Sk H 5 P I S SCH BELT 5 € Sk S 0H I v A AL
255 Q N HLff 5 U (o) R 2417 ¢ s 220 % J s Ay o Rl
Fe o H A H ep R R R F 7 ) 7 7 2 AR 4 06 R

_ Res-Q(s)
T R-Ces+ 1 (1)

A U Cs) oy A T A L G AR 48 5 Q (s) S SRR F, fip
U MAENEEIE 8

Ul(s)

orpy

v

Fig. 2 Measurement circuit

M R-Ces << TR 5 0(4) T 54T 21 4 Hh

&
u(t) = R-Q'(¢) (2)

b Q' (¢) g o I Z ST H o i R R AR AR Y
B L T SRR, H A R A P R E
23 ETESEESENESIER

it 2 B ML S0 FL A S R T S A R 1Y
W P, o MR P 5 S [) T L B AL RS R B
BLAE 5 B 0 45, ok 26 Mg 7 2 b A7 AR 5 0 AE 2 1™
AR o DLAE B ST f R SR T 28 2 R B A 23 i 1 O
ko ERARBE DA SRS HEH T
2 th AR AERLZS 43 it (Intrinsic Mode Functions , IMF) X
AR #5655 0], i 22 HoANE & 22 B B35 23 % (Com-
plementary Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition,
CEEMD) | F 3 Ji M 7 58 42 4 45 28 56 8 25 73 i (Com-
plete Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition with

Adaptive Noise, CEEMDAN) &5 gl i 77 1% 19t 20 % 454

2207017-3



Faal HsH e it

#HoR

2023 4

AR B b PR AN HEROR (H R T S 0 R Y
o PR A5 TG A 2 B RIS ) K R L W AN iE
FH AR R FH 5 &5 6 2 78 T 25 JBC st vl 2 50 5040 e 3, 24
R B HUAFAE BRI, 7 A A R i A5 5 AR A
— 8 R i PERRAE , H R R TR B . U,
J R AR 5 e P FNAT TS 5 ) LAt 24 O L2 B R 20 g
B,

AW 5T % JE bR AL A5 K S AL R R RS T
ST PR A TR T AR ()R 2 — kTR )
AL e R 32— HE 50 A o U 0 e R A S PR E R
J7 il i VMD J5 v XHE S iR AT P o i, 3RO T
AREZS oo, AR SRR A 5 B b i M A B
I 1 B AL IR 7 A 5 e 5 2 R A B R N -
5 4 o D) 5 Bl DA 8 AR Y AR 2 o AT 0 IR O L
FVE K, LAE — 20 38 s A7 F Il B {5 5, 7E 15 B T
T Shy R A 8RR A i B

VMD & — ki 907k e T RJEE 5 4
itk 1 > B, A T A% 8 8 0 B S 0 i B Gk T vk
R 138 5 3a 5 07 2, T E 5 R 25 45 3 B e i
S5 5 AR AR AR MR AR AR A O 2R v U, TR
& & A G BB R B, 258 R BR
R, PR AT LI 7 v AR DR A R IR R 25 R BR
XWAS FH AR . VMD BEW B3 B2y i 1Y 5 5, i R 52
JBT o ) 3 TSR A 24 R AE 43 [R) R, B2 3 ok R A T
AR oK R, A5 03 i I AR B 15 5 RS I A Ak
T 98 Z /N, ARG A B Z R4 T o A
R85 ZBEEROE A N A E LK AW
I 15543 Ak, T Pl 25 A5 5 LA R BIRE AT

B G T W i R AR E A B IMF,
IMF B3 SCA— A~ s 5 B a9 i — 80 A o

u,(t)=A,(t)cos[P,(1)] (3)

KA, () A u, (0) B BES R, H 2056, (1) 215 5 A
B, Je— D AE AR 0, (1) 2w, (1) BIBRRETR

L1 (@

(1) ==

FRNABEE R w, (1), k=1,2--N, {fi N4~ IMF
i w8 2 Mld /N ol i DR 25 SR AN I 45 TMF Y
i B -

(1) X B2 PR R e, (o) REAT A K AR R AR 4, AR A
IO 11 B3 5

Jyew (1) (5)

uys

Sy =(8(1) +
(2) 3 i 45 Bk & 98 i J7 3% Bl A RS i

2207017

FRY P L BTR , T HAB A VR ) 0 A R 9 S 5
o [(5(‘) ’ j)-uk(t)}ej”*‘ (6)

e
(3) 53 M0y v i 3 A5 B J3E - O L2 8K
b T A A B 5, ¥ T A 2 TR 73 ) T SR8

2
min
{u,uw,}%Z } (7)

s.t.Zuk(t) = x(1)
A H {u,} = {u,, U, ---u,}ﬂﬂ‘ﬁ%?l%ﬁ%/a\; NING;
LR {0,} = {0, 0, o, §;8(t) F ALK bR %L d, 2
XF I ) SR 5 st M AR s (o) AR IR AR T 5 N
N d oy A B B RS

3R (7) rp AR Gy G R AR AL ST IR
TEST I 7 o MIRLAR B H e 581 A (o) # HAZ AR 2
TRAR 43Tl 0, A5 B 1Y T A% B H Rkl

L({uk},{w,f},)\) =

@,
x(t) = Du, (1)

k

uy’

2

+

2 (8)

+<)\(t),x(t) - zuk(t)>

k

d[[(ﬁ(z) + uE )‘uk(t)}ejw”
Tt

2

2

(4) R IR vk B8 52 8 T ) i 48 R s W1 H bR
B MA S I ER B w) " o)t LA B IMF
(47 56 R0 HR O R AR R 25 AR R . IR A
SE W N A IMF B A S5 B 43 fife 45 51

Hi T VMD 530 3 75 105 B 25 50 NV, U (B 52 e e
JE A RIS o 5 N/ K g RS A i {5
BB 80 R RIR S 27 N ok K, 2538 il 77 i
SRR, R SCR R AE . B IR 0 B R
T ¥E R NAH #EAT 2 4%, 755 H 2Rk HBRIA (R 2000, 1%
FH 520 #5 HLA 5 AT 43 il SR A8 2k He, AN [A] N {H
X I IMF A HC 4 %R BN 1 TR o

Table 1 IMF center frequency under different /V values

N Center frequency/Hz
2 41 458 - - - - -
3 41 247 643 - - - -
4 36 185 469 735 - - -
5 36 159 362 583 791 - -
6 33 121 287 481 657 829 -
7 33 108 267 457 631 826 865

2 N=T7 B LT O AR AR I S S e R B
oo i I E A S N B N=6. R AT LIE
L N=6 I, H A 3R 1 SR K {E R SR /N E DX BRI
-4



a4k S

B R AR 5 A A0 AR 2 40 R AR B AL AR AR A A S B U T T

2023 4

WA SCBE B A i ROBE NAE R 6. it B i W 0 H 5 5
I A fife 25 R an 1l 3 7 o
3
£ 2x10°
B () e s s s AR
g 2x103
& 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
—  1x1073 T T T T T —— . .
E 0 WWWWWWWW\NWNMMWWJW%«MW
B s kT e O A i
DA™ 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10
o~ 5x10 T T T T T T T T
= 0 o "
2 A v e N S A
MO 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10
5107
E 0
—__ 45
SXIOO
< SXI0P
£ 0
>
= _ -5 L L . L L L . - L
T 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10
5 leo;
20T 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10
21073
§ 0
2 _2x10%

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
tls
Fig.3 Decomposition result by VMD
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