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Abstract

:

In view of the randomness in the selection of kernel parameters in the traditional kernel independent component analysis (KICA) algorithm, this paper proposes a CPSO-KICA algorithm based on Chaotic Particle Swarm Optimization (CPSO) and KICA. In CPSO-KICA, the maximum entropy of the extracted independent component is first adopted as the fitness function of the PSO algorithm to determine the optimal kernel parameters, then the chaotic algorithm (CO) is used to avoid the local optimum existing in the traditional PSO algorithm. Finally, this proposed algorithm is compared with Weighted KICA (WKICA) and PSO-KICA with Tennessee Eastman Process (TEP) as the benchmark. Simulation results show that the proposed algorithm can determine the optimal kernel parameters and perform better in terms of false alarm rates (FAR), detection latency (DL) and fault detection rates (FDR).






Keywords:


fault detection; KICA; the maximum entropy; CPSO












1. Introduction


Fault detection and diagnosis play very important roles in the monitoring of industrial processes and have received increasing attention in recent years. Fault detection is the first step to realize final diagnosis of various faults and can give alarms immediately when faults happen at the early stage. Many methods, such as model-based, knowledge-based and data-driven methods, have been proposed to detect faults [1,2]. In the complex modern industrial processes, a lot of data information is gathered through distributed control systems (DCS) and used to train data-driven methods. Thus, the data-driven methods have been widely used in the modern industrial processes, and models and empirical knowledge may not always be required in some cases.



Among data-driven methods, PCA, ICA and PLS have received considerable attention recently. For instance, a dynamic PCA implementation (DPCA) has been used to capture the process dynamics because the system variables are time-correlated [3]. Compared with the traditional PCA method, ICA does better in dealing with non-Gaussian data. In fact, there is no data from industrial processes that follows Gaussian distribution strictly [4,5]. In addition, ICA is superior to PLS as there is no need to determine the input-output relationship of the system, while in some industrial systems the manipulated variables can be regarded as inputs and measurement variables can be regarded as outputs [6]. Therefore, in the actual industrial processes, the ICA method has gradually become a research focus.



Considering the non-linearity of industrial processes, a common solution is to use the kernel method, whose basic idea is to project the original non-linear process data onto a high-dimensional linear feature space. On the basis of the kernel theory, the ICA method has been improved continually to satisfy the needs of various industrial systems.



Peng (2014) proposed a KICA-PCA method, in which KICA was used to isolate the non-Gussian independent information and KPCA was utilized to account for the uncertain parts and extract the principal components [7]. In 2016, Du et al. (2016) presented that some fault data in industrial processes could be separated into normal data and fault data in advance. In order to make use of the data, an improved KICA algorithm, namely FKICA, was proposed [8]. Cai and Tian (2017) held that the KICA method treats every KIC equally and cannot highlight the useful KICs associated with fault information. Consequently, fault information may not be explored effectively, which can result in degraded fault detection performance. To overcome this problem, a new non-linear and non-Gaussian process monitoring method has been proposed with the use of Gaussian mixture model (GMM)-based weighted KICA (WKICA) [9].



However, there is a problem with all the KICA methods mentioned above: most of the current KICA algorithms only rely on experience to determine the size of kernel parameters, but the kernel parameter has a decisive effect on the fault detection effects. As a result, the final detection effect cannot reach the best.



To solve this problem, an algorithm CPSO-KICA based on Chaotic Particle Swarm Optimization (CPSO) and KICA is proposed and compared it with WKICA and PSO-KICA with Tennessee Eastman Process as the benchmark.



The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the principle of CPSO-KICA for fault detection is introduced, and then the fitness function of CPSO is determined. Subsequently, the proposed CPSO-KICA is implemented on TEP and compared with the methods such as WKICA and PSO-KICA in terms of false alarm rates, detection latency and fault detection rates in Section 3. Section 4 presents the summary and concluding remarks.




2. Monitoring Method Using CPSO-KICA


2.1. Principle of CPSO-KICA


2.1.1. KICA


In general, the data collected in a factory cannot be linearly separable. Assuming that the data collected by a certain sensor is distributed as shown on the left side of Figure 1, the black line represents the normal data, and the red line represents the noise or other interference signals. Since the traditional ICA algorithm is a linear decomposition method, it cannot separate the noise signal from the normal data in Figure 1 directly.



Kernel function is usually introduced to solve the problem of linear inseparability. The kernel function is to transform linearly inseparable points in the lower dimensional space into linearly separable points in the higher dimensional space. As shown on the right side of Figure 1, after the original data points are converted by the function F(x)=(x-a)(x-b), the data points of different categories can be classified in the two-dimensional space. The data for one of the categories is in the part where F(x) is greater than 0. And the data for the other category is in the part where F(x) is less than 0.



The KICA algorithm mainly comprises two steps: (1) The non-linear process data is projected into high-dimensional feature space, and the whitened data is obtained using the KPCA method; (2) The ICA method is employed to extract KICs from the whitened data.



Suppose that the observed data xi∈Rm,1≤i≤n, m refers to the number of the variables and n represents the number of the samples. The non-linear mapping ϕ(·):Rm→F projects the non-linear data in the original variable space onto the high-dimensional linear feature space F. Then the projected data set F can be expressed as Φ=[ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)…ϕ(xn)]∈F×Rn. Then it is to perform mean centering on Φ to acquire the zero mean feature data, Φ¯=[ϕ¯(x1)ϕ¯(x2)…ϕ¯(xn)]∈F×Rn. Subsequently, the data of Φ¯ is whitened by KPCA.



The covariance matrix C∈F×F of the data Φ¯ may be estimated by C=(1/n)Φ¯Φ¯T. However, the functional form of ϕ(·) is unknown, which makes it difficult to obtain the eigenmatrix and eigenvalue of C directly. Therefore, the kernel trick is introduced [10]. Define a Gram kernel matrix as K=ΦTΦ, then the ith-row and jth-column element can be written as:


[K]i,j=ΦT(xi)Φ(xi)=k(xi,xj)



(1)




where k(xi,xj) is a kernel function. The choice of kernel function k(·,·) determines the non-linear mapping ϕ(·), and we can refer to previous research for the specific selection of kernel function [11]. The Gaussian kernel function is selected here, as shown below:


k(xi,xj)=exp(-‖xi-xj‖2c)



(2)




where c denotes the kernel parameter. By using kernel function k(·,·), the inner product of two dimensional feature data in the feature space can be calculated in the input space, without having to know the specific non-linear mapping ϕ(·).



The kernel matrix of zero-mean data Φ¯ can be expressed as:


K¯=Φ¯TΦ¯=K-1nK-K1n+1nK1n



(3)




where 1n∈Rn×n denotes the matrix whose elements are all equal to 1/n. Let λi∈R,1≤i≤n denote the eigenvalues of K¯ satisfying the condition λ1≥λ2≥⋯λn, and let βi∈Rn,1≤i≤n denote the corresponding eigenvectors of K¯. Therefore, the covariance matrix C can be expressed as:


C=(Φ¯H∧-12)∧n(Φ¯H∧-12)T



(4)




where ∧=diag{λ1,λ2…λn}∈Rn×n,H=[β1β2…βn]∈Rn×n. The first α eigenvalues and their corresponding eigenvectors are usually used to calculate the matrix V for simplicity:


V=Φ¯Hα∧α-12



(5)




where ∧α=diag{λ1,λ2…λα},Hα=[β1β2…βα]. Therefore, the transformation matrix Q∈Rα×F of the kernel whitened matrix Z can be expressed as:


Q=diag{λ1n,λ2n,…,λαn}-12VT=n∧α-1HαTΦ¯T



(6)




Then the kernel whitened data Z can be deduced in the feature space as follows:


Z=[z1z2…zn]=QΦ¯=n∧α-1HαTK¯



(7)




After the matrix of Z is obtained, KICs can be acquired with reference to the literature [12].



However, to implement the KICA algorithm, the kernel parameter c needs to be determined first. To demonstrate the role of kernel parameter in fault detection, an example is given with the TE process. TEP is a benchmark to simulate a chemical plant, which is widely used in the field of fault diagnosis to verify the effectiveness of methods. Figure 2 denotes the detection results of KICA under different kernel parameters of Fault 17 in TEP, and the values of kernel parameter c are 100, 800 and 1000 respectively, where the red line and blue line represent the size of threshold and statistic respectively. As can be seen from the three figures, different values of the kernel parameter c can cause different detection results, but the traditional KICA methods only rely on experience to select the kernel parameters, thus the detection result is not guaranteed to be the best.



Therefore, how to select optimal kernel parameters without experience is particularly important. If the search algorithm is used to select the kernel parameters, the fitness function should be determined first. In this paper, the maximum entropy of the extracted independent component is first adopted as the fitness function to search the optimal c.




2.1.2. The Selection of Fitness Function


Empirical methods have always been adopted in KICA based methods to select kernel parameters for different systems. Therefore, a new fitness function is proposed in this paper. And the negative entropy of KIC is taken as the fitness function of the CPSO algorithm to select optimal kernel parameters. Assuming that the first KIC extracted is represented by y1, the fitness function can be written as:


fitness=max{f(x)}=max{-J(y1)}≈-112E{y13}2-148kurt(y1)2kurt(y1)=E{y14}-3(E{y12})2



(8)




where f(x) is the fitness function, J(y1) and kurt(y1) represent the entropy and kurtosis of the variable y1.



By contrast, PSO-KPCA takes the maximum eigenvalue as the fitness function. Taking TEP data as an example, this paper compares the usefulness of the two different fitness functions in CPSO-KICA. Figure 3a,b present the graphs of these two functions under different kernel parameters c in KICA. As can be seen from Figure 3a, when the eigenvalue is taken as the fitness function, the function is monotonically decreasing. When the kernel parameter c is selected according to the maximum eigenvalue, the detection result of CPSO-KICA is similar to Figure 2a, which means that the fault detection result is not the best. Therefore, it is not advisable for CPSO-KICA to take eigenvalue as the fitness function.



The negative entropy is taken as the fitness function, as shown in Figure 3b. Considering three maxima with corresponding c values 200, 816 and 1300 respectively. The corresponding detection results are similar to Figure 2a–c, As can be inferred from the comparison of figures, the detection result is better when c is equal to 820. Therefore, it is advisable to take negative entropy as the fitness function.



However, the fitness function based on negative entropy is a multi-peak function, the traditional search algorithms such as PSO can easily fall into local optimum. In order to obtain the global optimal solution, the improved CPSO algorithm is used to select kernel parameter c.




2.1.3. CPSO


PSO is an optimization algorithm based on the foraging process of birds and shoal. The potential solution to each optimization problem in PSO is a bird in the search space, which is referred to as a particle [13]. Each particle has its own velocity and position, which are V and X respectively. The fitness value of each particle can be determined by the optimized function, and the velocity and position of the particles are updated according to the Formula (9).


V(t+1)=wV(t)+c1r1(pbest-X(t))+c2r2(gbest-X(t))X(t+1)=X(t)+V(t+1)



(9)




where t represents the t-th iteration, w is the weight coefficient of V(t), w∈[0,1], r1 and r2 are random numbers between [0,1], and c1 and c2 are learning factors, which affect the speed of particle swarm following the optimal solution. The specific problem-solving process of PSO can be obtained with reference to the literatures [14].



Although PSO has the advantages of fast convergence and few control parameters, it is easy to get into local optimum, especially when the fitness function is a multiple peak function. Therefore, chaos optimization (CO) algorithm is introduced to solve the problem.



Chaos can be defined as the random running state obtained from the determined equation. The CO algorithm is a set of random sequences generated by the chaotic equation through iteration, which are used for random traversal search. Taking advantage of the pseudo-randomness and ergodicity of the variables generated, the chaos algorithm can realize excellent global search function. The Logic mapping is generally used to generate pseudo-random sequences:


Z:an+1=μan(1-an)



(10)




where Z is a chaotic variable, an∈Z∈[0,1],μ is the control variable. In general, Z can be in the full chaotic state when μ=4. Let Z have an initial value of a0(a0≠0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1), a sequence is generated by the Formula (10). Suppose X=[x1x2…xk∈[b,c]] is a variable that needs to be chaotic in PSO algorithm, where k represents the number of x, namely the number of particles in PSO. Since the value ranges of X and Z are different, it is necessary to map the variable Z generated by the chaotic equation to the range of [b,c]. In this way, the traverse of the value range of Z to the variable X can be realized:


Z→X:X=b+(c-b)Z



(11)







After the different fitness values of variable X are calculated, the Logic equation should be reintroduced into the area near gbest after each iteration of PSO, so as to realize the local chaotic search:


Z→Y:X=gbest+R(Z-0.5)



(12)




where R is the search radius, which is used to control the search range near gbest. Different from the fixed weight coefficient w in PSO, the updating formula of w in CPSO is:


w=wmin+wmax-wmint



(13)




where t denotes the number of iterations, and wmin and wmax denote the lower and upper control limit of w. In this way, in the initial stage of iterativeness, the solution search area is increased by increasing the search speed V. After constant iteration and stabilization, in the later stage of iteration, CPSO can achieve faster convergence by reducing the search speed V.



The flow chart of the CPSO algorithm is shown in Figure 4.



In order to compare the search ability of CPSO and PSO, this section makes a comparison between the optimization results of the two algorithms under a simple multi-peak function, and the equation of the objective function is:


z=(3(1-x)2-19)e(-(y2)-(x+1)2)-9(x5-x3-y5)e(-x2-y2)



(14)







As can be seen from Figure 5a, there are two adjacent minimum values of this function, which are −10.6 and −7.8 respectively.



When the PSO and CPSO algorithms are used to find the minimum value of the function respectively, the particle swarm size k=20, the number of iterations t=100, the learning factor C1=C2=2, and the maximum speed Vmax=2. The final iteration results of PSO and CPSO are shown in Figure 5b,c, where the blue line represents the optimal fitness value of each iteration. As can be seen from the two figures, the optimal fitness value of the PSO algorithm finally tends to be stable at around −7.8, but CPSO has already converged to −10.6 after about 5 times of iteration.



When the maximum speed of the two algorithms is set to Vmax=10, as shown in Figure 6a,b, the PSO cannot find the minimum value of the function. Because when the speed is too high, its particle swarm always oscillate around the minimum value. Consequently, the optimal adaptive value cannot converge. However, the CPSO algorithm can still find the optimal value quickly.



It can be concluded from the comparison that: PSO may easily get trapped in a local optimum, and it is difficult to converge to optimal fitness value, when the Vmax is too high. If a better fitness value needs to be obtained, some parameters need to be selected by experience, such as the maximum speed Vmax. In contrast, CPSO not only can find the minimum value, but also has fast convergence speed, with no strict requirements on parameters. Therefore, the CPSO algorithm has stronger search ability and robustness than the PSO algorithm.



Hence, taking negative entropy as the fitness function, this paper employes the CPSO algorithm to find the optimal kernel parameter c. The simulation result is shown in Figure 7. It can be seen from this figure that CPSO can quickly find the maximum negative entropy, and the correspond kernel parameter c=820.



After the kernel parameter c of different types of data is determined with CPSO, the system can be modelled and detected with the KICA algorithm.





2.2. The Process Monitoring Methods


Support Vector Data Description (SVDD) is introduced for process monitoring here. Suppose X={xi,i=1,2,…,n}, with n being the number of samples. The non-linear data in the original variable space is projected onto the high-dimensional linear feature space F by using the non-linear mapping ϕ(·), the mathematical idea of SVDD is to use the smallest hypersphere to envelope the normal data in the feature space F,and it is to solve the optimization problem:


min(R2+C∑i=1nεi),εi>0s.t.‖ϕ(xi)-α‖2≤R2+εi,εi≥0,i=1,2,…,n



(15)




where α is the center of the hypersphere, R is the radius of the hypersphere, and εi is the relaxation variable. The specific steps for solving this quadratic programming problem can be obtained with reference to previous studies [15,16]. Then the radius R of the hypersphere can be acquired:


R2=‖ϕ(xs)-α‖2=1-2∑i=1naiK(xs,xi)-∑i=1n∑j=1nK(xi,xj)



(16)




where, xs represent support vectors, which are the points in the hypersphere. When the new detection data xnew are obtained, the new distances D between xnew and α are calculated as:


D2=‖ϕ(xnew)-α‖2=1-2∑i=1naiK(xnew,xi)-∑i=1n∑j=1nK(xi,xj)



(17)




Then, Formula(18) can be used to judge whether the new data xnew is normal or not:


D2≤R2⇒faultfreeD2>R2⇒faulty



(18)







Moreover, fault diagnosis should be achieved after fault detection. Methods and applications of fault diagnosis are introduced in some references [17,18,19]. The method of cumulative contribution histogram has been applied here to isolate the fault variable. Once the fault is detected, the time indices the fault start and end is determined, marked as is and ie. The contribution value of the j-th variable to the fault at time i∈[is,ie] can be expressed as:


cv(i,j)=(ynew(i,j)-y(i,j))2



(19)




where ynew and y represent KICs extracted from the new test data and normal trained data respectively. Thus, the contribution value of the j-th variable to the fault in the whole time interval of fault is written as:


CV(j)=∑icv(i,j)



(20)







Thus, the corresponding variable with the largest CV is the fault source.





3. Simulation


In order to verify the detection ability of CPSO-KICA, TE process is applied for fault detection. Through a comparison FAR, FDR and DL with WKICA [9] and PSO-KICA, the practicability of the proposed method is judged.



3.1. Data Acquisition


Figure 8 presents the diagram of the Tennessee Eastman Process. The plant consists of five major units: reactor, stripper, separator, condenser and compressor [20].



TEP is a typical chemical process which can generate large amounts of data. The process has 22 continuous process measurements, 19 composition measurements and 12 manipulated variables [21]. Because three of these manipulated variables are constant, only the other nine manipulated variables are selected, as listed in Table 1. There are 20 different types of faults inserted in the system. Among the faults, IDV (6) is the only type of destructive fault that can cause the system to shut-down.



The simulation data is obtained on the TEP simulation platform, and a total of 960 samples are collected. The corresponding fault is introduced at the 161th sample with a sampling interval of 1 s. The normal data is used as training data to obtain the threshold of statistics. And the fault data is used as monitoring data to test the superiority of the proposed method. Because IDV(6) leads to system shut-down, only 550 samples of data are collected, in which the first 500 samples are normal data. In order to eliminate the noise in the collected data, this paper carries out the wavelet denoising before data preprocessing. Some articles about the wavelet denoising can be read for Reference [22].




3.2. Results of the Experiment


Three detection indexes are used in order to verify the superiority of the improved algorithm, which can be expressed as:


FDR=nN×100DL=L-lFAR=dD×100



(21)




in the calculation of the FDR, N is the total number of faulty samples within the interval of analysis, and n is the number of correctly detected faulty samples. In the calculation of the DL, l is the lth sample point where the fault is detected for the first time, and L represents the sequence number of the sample points that has a fault for the first time. And in the calculation of the FAR, d is the number of normal samples incorrectly classified as faulty samples and D is the total number of normal samples within the interval of analysis. The results of FDR are summarized in Table 2. The optimal value for each failure has been highlighted in bold font.



In order to compare the detection rates of these three methods more intuitively, a line chart is utilized to display their detection rates, which can be seen in Figure 9. The blue, red and black lines represent the detection rates of WKICA, PSO-KICA and CPSO-KICA respectively.



It can be seen from the blue and black lines in Figure 9 that the detection rate of CPSO-KICA is obviously better than that of PSO-KICA, which further verifies that CPSO is better than the traditional PSO algorithm in finding the optimal kernel parameter. In addition, it can be seen from the blue line and the red line that the proposed CPSO-KICA-based method exhibits higher fault detection rates than WKICA for most faults except faults 5, 12 and 16, and that the detection rates for most faults are about 99%. Although the faults 3,9 and 15 have been testified to be extremely difficult to detect for the data driven monitoring methods due to that there are no observable changes in the mean or the variance [23], faults 3 and 9 can still be detected.



FDR, FAR and DL usually are used to measure the efficiency of an algorithm for fault detection. The objective of fault detection methods is to achieve the highest FDR, the lowest FAR and DL. The detection results of DL and FAR are presented in Table 3. It can be seen from the table that CPSO-KICA can detect faults quickly with zero FAR and low DL.



For example, fault 3 is caused by the step change in the D feed temperature, and the change of this temperature is shown in Figure 10. However, as a matter of fact, the average temperature of the reactor outlet changes from 102.48 to 102.44, which is very small. In addition, the system has a closed loop control, and other variables barely change, so many data-based methods could not detect the fault.



The monitoring results under fault 3 are given in Figure 11 and Figure 12. As can be seen from the two figures, the WKICA is not able to detect fault 3 and provides a false alarm before the fault occurs. While CPSO-KICA method can detect the fault without false alarm. The reason is that CPSO is able to find the optimal kernel parameter c, which maximizes the negative entropy of the extracted KICs, thus extracting more useful information. In addition, SVDD is used to detect abnormal data to improve the FDR.



Figure 13 shows the cumulative contribution graph of 50 variables in fault 3. As can be seen from the figure, the value of variable 21 is the largest, and variable 21 corresponds to the outlet temperature of the reactor. And the reason for fault 3 is the change of feed temperature of D. Therefore, this method has the ability of fault diagnosis for TEP.





4. Conclusions


In this paper, the CPSO-KICA algorithm is proposed to solve the problem of difficult selection of kernel parameters in traditional KICA algorithm. The maximum negative entropy of KIC extracted is taken as the fitness function of CPSO. It can not only find the optimal kernel parameter, but also avoid the local optimum. To overcome the shortcomings of I2 and Q statistics, the present study utilizes the SVDD to detect the abnormal data. Finally, CPSO-KICA is compared with PSO-KICA and WKICA by using the data collected from TEP. The results show that CPSO-KICA is very efficient in fault detection applications with higher fault detection rates and lower detection latency. Moreover, there is no false alarm for different types of faults.



As a concluding remark, it should be pointed out that the determination of fault identification is still an open problem. Although the fault can be detected efficiently by CPSO-KICA, there is still no good method to identify the fault source. And the identification of RUL (remaining useful life) is usually the ultimate goal of such algorithms, but the method in this paper can not meet the corresponding requirements. In addition, the Logistic map suffers from some common weaknesses in CPSO such as a stable windows, a relatively small key space and an uneven distribution of sequences; these problems could also be the focus of future research.







Author Contributions


Methodology, X.L.; Experiments and Data Analysis, M.L., X.L. and C.L; Writing—Original Draft, M.L.; Writing—Review and Editing, X.L.; Supervision, X.L. and J.J.




Funding


This work is financially supported by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (WUT:2017II41GX). These supports are gratefully acknowledged.




Acknowledgments


We would like to thank Chihang Zhou and anonymous reviewers for their suggestions and comments.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest. The founding sponsors had no role in the design he collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the decision to publish the results.




References


	



Zeng, J.; Xie, L.; Kruger, U.; Gao, C. Regression-Based Analysis of Multivariate Non-Gaussian Datasets for Diagnosing Abnormal Situations in Chemical Processes. AIChE J. 2013, 60, 148–159. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Santos-Ruiz, J.R.; Bermúdez, F.R.; López-Estrada, V.; Puig, L.; Torres, J.A. Online leak diagnosis in pipelines using an EKF-based and steady-state mixed approach. Control Eng. Pract. 2018, 81, 55–64. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Santos-Ruiz, J.R.; Bermúdez, F.R.; López-Estrada, V.; Puig, L.; Torres, J.A. Diagnosis of Fluid Leaks in Pipelines Using Dynamic PCA. Int. Fed. Autom. Control. 2018, 51, 373–380. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lee, J.M.; Qin, S.J.; Lee, I.B. Fault Detection and Diagnosis of Multivariate Process Based on Modified Independent Component Analysis. AIChE J. 2006, 52, 3501–3514. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kano, M.; Tanaka, S.; Hasebe, S.; Hashimoto, I.; Ohno, H. Monitoring independent components for fault detection. AIChE J. 2003, 49, 969–976. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sharifi, R.; Langari, R. Nonlinear sensor fault diagnosis using mixture of probabilistic PCA models. Mech. Syst. Signal Process. 2017, 85, 638–650. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peng, K.; Zhang, K.; He, X.; Li, G.; Yang, X. New kernel independent and principal components analysis-based process monitoring approach with application to hot strip mill process. IET Control Theory Appl. 2014, 8, 1723–1731. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Du, W.; Fan, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Zhang, J. Fault diagnosis of non-Gaussian process based on FKICA. J. Frankl. Inst. 2016, 354, 318–326. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Cai, L.; Tian, X.; Chen, S. Monitoring Nonlinear and Non-Gaussian Processes Using Gaussian Mixture Model-Based Weighted Kernel Independent Component Analysis. IEEE Trans. Neural Netw. Learn. Syst. 2017, 28, 122–135. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhu, B.; Cheng, Z.; Wang, H. A Kernel function optimization and selection algorithm based on cost function maximization. IEEE Int. Conf. Imaging Syst. Tech. 2014, 48, 259–263. [Google Scholar]

	



Feng, L.; Di, T.; Zhang, Y. HSIC-based Kernel independent component analysis for fault monitoring. Chemom. Intell. Lab. Syst. 2018, 178, 47–55. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Popovic, M. Research in entropy wonderland: A review of the entropy concept. Therm. Sci. 2017, 22, 12. [Google Scholar]

	



Mamta, G.R.; Dutta, M. PSO Based Blind Deconvolution Technique of Image Restoration Using Cepstrum Domain of Motion Blur. Indian J. Sci. Technol. 2018, 10, 1–8. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Batra, I.; Ghosh, S. An Improved Tent Map-Adaptive Chaotic Particle Swarm Optimization (ITM-CPSO)-Based Novel Approach Toward Security Constraint Optimal Congestion Management. Iran. J. Sci. Technol. Trans. Electr. Eng. 2018, 42, 261–289. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhu, Y.; Gao, J.; Jia, Y.F. Pattern Recognition of Unknown Partial Discharge Based on Improved SVDD. IET Sci. Meas. Technol. 2018, 12, 907–916. [Google Scholar]

	



Uslu, F.S.; Binol, H.; Ilarslan, M.; Bal, A. Improving SVDD classification performance on hyperspectral images via correlation based ensemble technique. Opt. Lasers Eng. 2017, 89, 169–177. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, S.; Wen, J. A model-based fault detection and diagnostic methodology based on PCA method and wavelet transform. Energy Build. 2014, 68, 63–71. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yunusa-Kaltungo, A.; Sinha, J.K.; Nembhard, A.D. A novel fault diagnosis technique for enhancing maintenance and reliability of rotating machines. Struct. Health Monit. 2015, 6, 604–621. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tian, Y.; Du, W.; Qian, F. Fault Detection and Diagnosis for Non-Gaussian Processes with Periodic Disturbance Based on AMRA-ICA. Ind. Chem. Res. 2013, 52, 12082–12107. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



DOWNS; VOGEL. A plant-wide industrial process control problem. Comput. Chem. Eng 1993, 17, 245–255. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chiang, L.H.; Russell, E.L.; Braatz, R.D. Fault Detection and Diagnosis in Industrial Systems. Technometrics 2001, 44, 197–198. [Google Scholar]

	



Yi, Z.; Etemadi, A. Line-to-Line Fault Detection for Photovoltaic Arrays Based on Multi-resolution Signal Decomposition and Two-stage Support Vector Machine. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2017, 64, 8546–8556. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Shen, Y.; Ding, S.X.; Haghani, A.; Hao, H.; Ping, Z. A comparison study of basic data-driven fault diagnosis and process monitoring methods on the benchmark Tennessee Eastman process. J. Process Control 2012, 22, 1567–1581. [Google Scholar]








[image: Entropy 21 00668 g001 550]





Figure 1. Linearly non-separable and linearly separable data. 
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Figure 2. Detection Results of Fault 17 with Different kernel Parameters c. 
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Figure 3. Comparison of two fitness functions 
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Figure 4. Flow chart of the CPSO algorithm. 
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Figure 5. Comparison of iteration results. 
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Figure 6. Comparison of iteration results. 
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Figure 7. Result of CPSO. 
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Figure 8. Tennessee Eastman process. 






Figure 8. Tennessee Eastman process.



[image: Entropy 21 00668 g008]







[image: Entropy 21 00668 g009 550]





Figure 9. Recognition accuracy. 
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Figure 10. D feed temperature. 






Figure 10. D feed temperature.



[image: Entropy 21 00668 g010]







[image: Entropy 21 00668 g011 550]





Figure 11. Fault 3:Detection results of WKICA. 
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Figure 12. Fault 3:Detection results of CPSO-KICA. 
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Figure 13. Cumulative contribution diagram of fault 3. 
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Table 1. Manipulated Variables.
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	Variables
	Description





	XMV(42)
	D feed flow (stream 2)



	XMV(43)
	E feed flow (stream 3)



	XMV(44)
	A feed flow (stream 1)



	XMV(45)
	A and C feed flow (stream 4)



	XMV(46)
	Purge valve (stream 9)



	XMV(47)
	Separator pot liquid flow (stream 10)



	XMV(48)
	Stripper liquid product flow (stream 11)



	XMV(49)
	Reactor cooling water valve



	XMV(50)
	Condenser cooling water flow
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Table 2. TEP: fault detection rate (%).
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Fault

	
WKICA

	
PSO-KICA

	
CPSO-KICA




	
Q

	
I2

	
D2(c=200)

	
D2(c=820)






	
1

	
99.50

	
99.38

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
2

	
98.25

	
98.38

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
3

	
failed

	
failed

	
71.00

	
63.25




	
4

	
99.88

	
91.62

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
5

	
28.25

	
25.62

	
6.13

	
6.13




	
6

	
100.00

	
100.00

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
7

	
100.00

	
99.88

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
8

	
97.75

	
97.38

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
9

	
failed

	
failed

	
35.13

	
37.13




	
10

	
84.25

	
79.12

	
99.13

	
99.13




	
11

	
82.00

	
50.88

	
100.00

	
100.00




	
12

	
98.75

	
99.25

	
58.13

	
82.13




	
13

	
95.25

	
94.75

	
0.00

	
98.75




	
14

	
99.88

	
99.75

	
100.00

	
100.00




	
15

	
failed

	
failed

	
3.13

	
4.13




	
16

	
90.38

	
78.50

	
4.13

	
3.13




	
17

	
97.25

	
91.62

	
0.00

	
97.50




	
18

	
90.50

	
89.62

	
93.13

	
94.13




	
19

	
89.38

	
54.25

	
0.00

	
100.00




	
20

	
67.62

	
54.75

	
0.00

	
99.13
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Table 3. TEP: fault detection rate (%).






Table 3. TEP: fault detection rate (%).





	
Fault

	
WKICA

	
CPSO-KICA




	
DL(Q)

	
FAR

	
DL

	
FAR






	
1

	
5

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
2

	
17

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
3

	
failed

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
4

	
2

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
5

	
1

	
1.67%

	
56

	
0%




	
6

	
0

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
7

	
0

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
8

	
19

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
9

	
failed

	
1.67%

	
16

	
0%




	
10

	
28

	
1.67%

	
7

	
0%




	
11

	
10

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
12

	
2

	
1.67%

	
7

	
0%




	
13

	
47

	
1.67%

	
5

	
0%




	
14

	
1

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
15

	
failed

	
1.67%

	
696

	
0%




	
16

	
10

	
1.67%

	
696

	
0%




	
17

	
21

	
1.67%

	
5

	
0%




	
18

	
81

	
1.67%

	
39

	
0%




	
19

	
10

	
1.67%

	
0

	
0%




	
20

	
80

	
1.67%

	
8

	
0%
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