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Abstract: The integrity and functionality of the control and instrumentation (C&I) cable systems
are essential when it comes to ensuring the reliability and safety of system operations, especially in
vehicles or power plants. Whenever a fault occurs in a multi-core cable, it not only affects signals
of the individual faulty line but inflicts the rest through crosstalk and noise interference. Thus,
it is imperative that cable diagnostic technologies are eligible of detecting the fault and further
differentiating the faulty line to prevent the original fault from jeopardizing the entire system
operation. We propose here a diagnostic method which detects the presence and the location of a
fault, and further differentiates the faulty line within the multi-core C&I cables using a machine
learning algorithm based on the time-frequency domain reflectometry results. Neural networks and
the hierarchy clustering algorithm are used for fault detection and the identification of the faulty
line. The proposed clustering algorithm is verified via experiments with four possible fault scenarios
using automotive wires and C&I cables for nuclear power plants. Hence, the proposed algorithm
allows a fault in multi-core cables to be accurately detected and estimated when given the location
and the reflection coefficient of a fault.

Keywords: artificial neural networks; cable insulation; fault diagnosis; hierarchy clustering;
reflectometry; signal crosstalk; time-frequency analysis

1. Introduction

In various industrial fields, control and instrumentation (C&I) cables assure the stability and
reliability of system operations through controlling systems, transmitting signals, and monitoring
networks. Likewise, in nuclear power plants (NPP), ensuring the integrity of electrical cables, which is
highly relevant with the coolant system, safety injection system, and the containment spray system,
is essential for plant operation [1]. The multi-core C&I cables in NPPs are generally installed to
minimize both space and cost as well as prevent wiring labor in limited areas. Moreover, C&I cables
are often installed in containment areas under the conditions of high temperature and high radiation,
thus exposing their polymeric insulation materials to chemical/physical changes. Consequently, faults
resulting from various external stresses inflict errors in the C&I signals, signal leakages, and interference
noises in the multi-core cables, which pose serious threats to the operation of the NPP. Therefore, it is
of paramount importance to accurately distinguish the faulty line among others and to instantaneously
detect the fault upon its occurrence to prevent any accidents which may lead to severe health problems
and economic losses.
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Safety measures should also be established for multi-wires inside automotive electronics of
vehicles. In automotive electronics, cables and connectors are usually installed near vibration
motors and wheels. Thus, the wires subjected to vibration and heat damage are highly susceptible
of causing failures during operation [2,3]. Wiring failures causing the detrimental situations of
uncontrollable vehicles or sudden breakdowns endanger both the driver and the pedestrians, leading
to secondary damages.

The reflectometry technique, a non-invasive electrical cable diagnosis method, possesses the
capacity of detecting faults and assessing cable conditions [4]. When an impedance change is caused
by a fault or degradation due to operations in a C&I cable, a propagated signal is reflected and
transmitted at the local impedance discontinuity point depending on the reflection coefficient [5].
Reflectometry can be divided into two categories depending on its domain of analysis: the time
domain reflectometry (TDR) and frequency domain reflectometry (FDR) [6,7]. Both methods are easy
to implement and need not require high voltages. Unfortunately, the diagnostic results of both the
TDR and FDR method are highly susceptible to electric noise and crosstalk [8,9]. Moreover, signal
attenuation, distortion, and dispersion, which are all likely to occur in the measured reflected signal
during signal propagation, diminish the accuracy and reliability of the diagnostic results. Conversely,
the time-frequency domain reflectometry (TFDR) method simultaneously analyzes the reflected signal
in both the time and frequency domains, which compensates for the drawbacks of the conventional
methods [9]. Herein, the incident signal can be designed in the time and frequency domains according
to the characteristics of the cable, and the impedance discontinuity points in the cable can be detected
using the time-frequency distribution similarities between the incident signal and the reflected signal.
Therefore, reflected signals are less likely to be affected by the cable propagation characteristics or
external noises. However, existing reflectometry methods focus on diagnosing a single or pair core
cable and is thereby unsuitable for multi-core cables or wired networks. When reflectometry is applied
to a multi-core cable, the reflected signal generated at an actual fault point of a defective line is
introduced to a normal line and can be measured due to crosstalk [10].

This paper presents a multi-core cable diagnosis method which detects faults and distinguishes
faulty lines using the machine learning-based TFDR. First, the location and type of cable fault are
detected using a regression-based artificial neural network (ANN) of the TFDR results [11,12]. Then,
the data clustering is used to differentiate the faulty lines. Various existing clustering algorithms
are selectively used based on crisp [13], fuzzy [14], and possibility methods [15,16]. The hierarchy
clustering algorithm is an unsupervised machine learning algorithm which builds a hierarchy of
clusters based on group similarities without any knowledge about the pre-defined groups [17,18].
The main advantage of the hierarchical clustering over partial clustering is that a hierarchy dendrogram
can be drawn to find the appropriate number of clusters in a dataset.

This paper extends the contribution of [19] in terms of the theoretical algorithm of fault detection
and differentiation. In [19], we investigated the faulty line detection in a multi-core cable by using
K-means clustering-based TFDR. When a fault occurred, results showed that other normal lines
were affected at similar points in the multi-core cable. However, only the identification of the
faulty line within the multi-core cable had been considered in the study. Moreover, classifying the
impedance discontinuity points from the TFDR results in the multi-core cable have not been considered
in [19] which is important for applications to the multi-core cable diagnosis. On the other hand,
the applicability of the proposed algorithm in this paper is verified through additional experiments
using various types of multi-core cables. To achieve this goal, we extracted input features of the TFDR
results and learned each machine learning algorithm for diagnostic purposes. The detection and
clustering results obtained from the experimental fault scenarios reveal that clustering TFDR results
can be used for fault locating faulty line identification among a pool of normal lines in a multi-core
cable. The following sections describe the TFDR, ANNs, and clustering algorithms that are used to
detect and analyze the fault in multi-core cables. In Section 3, we present cable fault scenarios and
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our experimental setup, and, in Section 4, we discuss the obtained experimental results. Finally, we
conclude the paper in Section 5.

2. Theoretical Background

2.1. Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry

The TFDR process consists of three steps: (1) First, we designed the optimal incident signal, which
is applied to the cable, and (2) the reflected signal is then measured. (3) Then, we calculated the
time-frequency cross-correlation (TFCC) between the reference signal and the reflected signal [9].

The TFDR uses a Gaussian envelope with a linear chirp signal as a reference signal, which can be
expressed as follows [9]:

s(t) = exp

(
−(t− t0)2

2τ2
0

)
exp

(
j
1
2

ω̇0(t− t0)2 + jω0(t− t0)
)

(1)

where τ0 is the effective time duration, t0 is the center time, ω0 is the center frequency of the chirp
signal, and ω̇0 is the frequency increment by time.

The reflected signals are attenuated and distorted over the entire frequency band during
propagation. Therefore, the attenuation and distortion of the signal vary depending on cable length
and insulation. Alternatively, through designing adequate time and frequency ranges of the reference
signal according to the frequency characteristics of the cable, a less distorted and attenuated reflected
signal can be obtained, which improves the accuracy and resolution of the results. In addition, reducing
overlapping reflections by designing the reference signal leads to an improved diagnostic performance.
The designing process of the optimal reference signal is described in [20].

Then, the time-frequency distribution similarity between the incident signal and the reflected
signal was calculated via the normalized TFCC [9]. Consequently, the impedance discontinuity points
in the cable was detected and localized according to the TFCC value.

Therefore, this allows the specific detection of the reflected signal which has the same
time-frequency signature as the incident signal. The normalized TFCC is expressed as follows:

Csr(t) =
s

[Rs(τ, ω)Rr(τ − t, ω)] dτdω√s
[Rs(τ, ω)]2 dτdω

√s
[Rr(τ − t, ω)]2 dτdω

(2)

where Rs(t, ω) and Rr(t, ω) are the RID-Rihaczek distributions of the incident signal and the reflected
signal, respectively [21,22]. The TFCC are normalized by the energy of the incident signal and the
reflected signal in the time-frequency domain. The TFCC results are focused on the detection of
all possible impedance discontinuity points which results from various causes including the fault,
damaged equipment, loose connectors, and unterminated cables.

Figure 1 shows examples of the TFDR and step-pulse TDR measurement signals, respectively.
The cable length is 20 m, and an incipient fault (insulation fray) is located at 8.5 m of the cable.
In Figure 1a,d, the cable start and end points can be easily detected, however, the incipient fault at
8.5 m is indistinguishable from noise when using the TDR. On the other hand, the TFDR calculates
the cross-correlation between the reference signal and the reflected signal. Therefore, the fault was
successfully detected through using the time-frequency similarity of the signal despite its low energy
as shown in Figure 1c. Hence, compared to the TDR method, the TFDR is more adequate for detecting
fine signals of the fault as shown in Figure 1c,d.
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Figure 1. The example of TFDR and TDR; (a) measured TFDR signal in time domain, (b) RID-Rihaczek
distribution of the incident signal and the measured signal, (c) time-frequency cross-correlation results,
(d) TDR results.

2.2. Fault Detection Using an Artificial Neural Network for Regression

When an incident signal is applied through one of the lines of a cable that has N cores (generator
line), N− 1 reflected signals are obtained from the other lines (victim lines) in the TFDR. Consequently,
the total of N(N − 1) generator-victim reflected signals are obtained from the N-core cable. Since the
features of the reflected signals depend on the connected generation-victim line pairs, the fault location
and the faulty line can be identified by analyzing the total big data measured from the cable.

The ANN, a statistical learning algorithm inspired from neural networks in a biological nervous
system is widely utilized in machine learning and cognitive sciences. Specifically, the ANNs are
applied in function approximation, recognition, classification and pattern recognition. We used a
multi-layer perceptron (MLP) which is a class of the feed-forward ANN to detect the fault location and
to distinguish the cable connection points in a multi-core cable. The topological structure of the MLP
used in this study is illustrated in Figure 2. The MLP consists of one input layer with three neurons,
one hidden layer with 25 neurons, and one output layer with two neurons [23]. Since the number
of hidden layers determines the performance of the data fitting process, an appropriate number of
hidden layers is requisite.
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Figure 2. Structure of the neural network used for fault detection and classification

In this study, the optimal hidden layer of the MLP is determined by the split-sample method.
For the split-sample method, 50% of the data samples have been used for training and the remaining
half has been used for testing. The activation function for the hidden layer was the hyperbolic tangent
sigmoid function as follows:

f (x) = tanh(x) =
2

1 + e−2x − 1 (3)

where x and f (x) are the input and output of the hidden neuron, respectively.
First, we set the thresholds of the average TFCC (µ1) and the normalized variance (µ2), respectively

and classified the TFDR reflected signal cases in a multi-core cable as follows: (1) a normal cable
junction, (2) a balanced fault, or faults in all lines, and (3) the unbalanced fault, or a partial line fault
resulting in reflected signals due to both the fault and cross-talk. The threshold value of each input
parameter was set with preliminary test results considering noise, signal interference, and cross-terms.

Next, the input features of the TFDR results for the MLP were set as time domains: average of the
TFCC, the normalized energy variance of the reflected signals, and the time delay between the reference
signal and the reflected signal. The time delay and the average of the TFCC are strongly relevant with
the fault existence and location of the reflected data, respectively. In addition, the normalized energy
variance of the reflected signals contain information on the presence of an incipient partial line fault.
Partial line faults require the detection of faulty lines through classification before all lines become
defective leading to devastating errors in the multi-core cable. The input features can be expressed
as follows:

Cm(t) = 1
N(N−1) ∑N

i=1 ∑N
j=1 Cij(t) for i 6= j (4)

σ2(t) = E[(rij(t)− rm(t))2], for i 6= j (5)

δt = trij − ts (6)

where i and j refer to the connected generation and victim line number, respectively. rij(t) is the
reflected signal with i-th generation/j-th victim line. trij is the center time of rij(t) and ts is the center
time of the reference signal s(t) which are expressed as follows:

trij =
r

t|rij(t)|2dt (7)

ts =
r

t|s(t)|2dt. (8)

The output parameters were the fault determination index (F(t)) and the unbalanced signal
index (U(t)). The fault determination index estimates the fault location, and the unbalanced signal
index estimates the type of the fault. The dataset to train the MLP according to the averages of
TFCC, normalized energy variance, and time delay were obtained by the simulated measured data
considering the thresholds for each cable sample. The dataset was randomly divided into two separate
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sets, each for training (85%) and testing (15%). We employed a scaled conjugate gradient (SGC)
back-propagation algorithm with a cross-entropy performance function [24]. Furthermore, the training
process was ceased under the following conditions: (1) the maximum number of iterations (1000) is
reached; (2) the maximum amount of time is exceeded; (3) the performance is minimized to the goal;
or (4) the performance gradient falls below the target.

2.3. Line Classification Using Clustering Analysis

Following the detection and classification of the impedance discontinuity points, the clustering
algorithm was used for differentiating faulty lines in the multi-core cable. The input features for
clustering were the TFCC results and the phase synchrony index of each reflected data, which
estimates the phase difference between the incident signal and the reflected signal to distinguish
the characteristics of the fault. The phase synchrony between the incident and the reflected signal
was estimated using the reduced interference Rihaczek time-frequency distribution, which provides a
better localization for the phase-modulated signals and time-varying phases [25]. The phase difference
between the incident signal and the reflected signal is computed as follows:

φsr(t, ω) = arg
[

Rs(t, ω)
|Rs(t, ω)|

R∗r (t, ω)
|Rr(t, ω)|

]
. (9)

The TFCC and the phase synchrony of the real impedance discontinuity point differ with the
crosstalk signals. While, the TFCC values are related with the degree of the impedance discontinuity,
phase difference is relevant to the type of impedance discontinuity. When at least one generation-victim
line pair is defective, a reflected signal with a faulty line pair at the real impedance discontinuity point
shows a high TFCC value. Estimated phase values are either the same (open) or the opposite (short)
with those of the cable endpoints. Conversely, reflected signals caused by crosstalk have relatively
lower TFCC values and show a different phase from actual defective lines. Therefore, a clustering
analysis using the energy and phase properties of the reflected signal can be utilized to differentiate
the faulty line.

We used the hierarchy agglomerative clustering algorithm which allows each data to fit into
multiple clusters with varying degrees of similarities. Hierarchy clustering is used for maximizing
both the similarity within the cluster and the dissimilarities among clusters. First, the starting point
for each data is in its own cluster, and the cluster pair merges as it rises above the hierarchy which
continues until only a final cluster remains. Let X = {x1, x2, ..., xN} be the data set. The hierarchy
clustering process was done as follows:

(1) Create the similarity matrix D = [dij], where dij is the distance between data samples using the
following formula:

dij =

(
∑
K

(xi − xj)2

)1/2

(10)

where K is dimension of the data;
(2) Find the closest pair of clusters and merge them into a single cluster;
(3) Compute similarities between the new cluster and each of the old clusters;
(4) Repeat steps (2) and (3) until all data are clustered into a single cluster of size N.

In the clustering process, the similarities among clusters are defined as the shortest distance
between two points in each cluster which is expressed as follows:

L(X, Y) = min
x∈X,y∈Y

d(x, y), (11)

where X and Y indicate separate clusters.
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In addition, the silhouette index was calculated for each data cluster in order to validate its
accuracy and internal consistency. The silhouette of a cluster measures the similarity of its own data
and compares it with other clusters. The silhouette index for data l, s(l) can be expressed as follows: [26]

s(i) =
b(l)− a(l)

max (a(l), b(l))
(12)

where a(l) is the average dissimilarity of l with all the other data within the same cluster, b(l) is the
lowest average dissimilarity of data l with the data in the other clusters, (of which data l is not a
member). a(l) indicates how well data l is assigned to its cluster and b(l) indicates how similar data l is
to the data in neighboring clusters. The silhouette index ranges from −1 to 1; a higher silhouette value
indicates clustering results of higher quality. An average silhouette index greater than 0.5 indicates
reasonable partitioning of the data [27]. Figure 3 shows the overall fault detection and classification
process for a multi-core cable, including the fault detection and faulty line classification steps.

Start

Design the reference signal
· Center frequency

· Bandwidth

· Time duration

Measured data

Feature extraction
· Average cross-correlation value

· Variance of signal energy

· Cross correlation value of gen-vic line

· Phase difference

Finish

Specify ANN architecture

(a) Fault detection             

      with ANN
(b) Hierarchy clustering of   

      faulty cable 

Fault detection and classification

Calculate distance matrix

Set each point as a cluster

Number of

clusters = 1?

Merge closest clusters

Update distance matrix

Train the network
· Fault determination

· Unbalanced signal detection

Validation the network

No

Yes

Figure 3. Fault detection and classification process with clustering TFDR.

3. Experimental Setup

Figure 4 shows a schematic diagram of the proposed TFDR system. It consists of an incident
signal generation part, a signal measurement part, and a signal processing part. After designing the
optimal reference signal, the arbitrary waveform generator (AWG) creates the designed incident signal,
and this signal is applied to the cable. Then, the digital storage oscilloscope (DSO) measures the
reflected signal from the cable. Finally, the signal processing system receives the measured signal and
performs a time-frequency analysis on it.
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram of the TFDR system.

To verify the performance of the proposed algorithm for multi-core cable fault diagnosis, we
simulated four fault scenarios using multi-core cables of varying types and lengths. The cable sample
used for the first scenario consisted of four different wires of an automotive multi-wire with UEC
connectors. Automotive wires possess the characteristics of lacking a jacket and having a single
insulation layer for each core. The total length of the cable was 18 m, and the cable end was connected
to another UEC connector. In the scenario, we emulated an open fault in the red line at 7 m of the
UEC connector. We conducted the fault location detection and the differentiation of the actual faulty
line among automotive wires. In the second scenario, a short fault at one of two terminal blocks
(15 m) was emulated in a four-core 20 m length C&I cable of an NPP. In other words, both a normal
and faulty cable junction coexist in the same cable. In the third scenario, a combination of an open
and short fault was emulated in a seven-core C&I cable. In specific, one line was opened, and two
lines were shorted at the terminal block (130 m). In the final scenario, an open fault due to physical
stress from one external direction was emulated in the same seven-core C&I cable used in a previous
scenario. Here, we detected the faulty lines of the cable and additionally estimated the direction of the
external physical stress at the terminal block. The total lengths of the C&I cable samples for scenarios
3 and 4 were both 500 m with a Class 1E. The cable cross sections of the experiments are illustrated
in Figure 5. The algorithm was initially applied in long cables when using multi-core C&I cables.
However, acknowledging that wires in automotive vehicles are generally installed in limited spaces,
the proposed algorithm was targeted at short-length cables for experiments using automotive wires.
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4. Results and Discussion

4.1. An Open Fault in an Automotive Line

Among four lines with different colors (red, grey, black blue), the red line was opened at the UEC
connector while others intact. In these lines, 12 reflected signals were measured.

Figure 6 shows the fault detection and classification results with the blue line as the generation
line. Figure 6a,b represent the reflected signals in the time domain and the phase estimation results,
respectively. Since the reflected signals are much smaller than that of the incident signal, time-domain
results are incapable of determining neither the fault location nor the faulty line. The phase at the
UEC connector with a faulty line pair is zero whereas that of normal line pairs are not. The TFCC
results amplify the value at the impedance discontinuity point, as illustrated in Figure 6c. TFCC results
show that the UEC connector is commonly detectable in every line pair data with differing degrees
depending on the victim line. Since line blue-red showed the highest value of all possible line pairs
as shown in Figure 6c, the TFCC results can be utilized in deciphering fault occurrence and location.
The line classification results of the reflected signals obtained via the ANN are shown as an image
under the plot of Figure 6c. The line classification results are expressed as the sum of F(t) and U(t) to
intuitively interpret the results. The maximum value indicates a partial fault occurring at the cable
junction. In addition, a value of 1 indicates that the entire cable is defective due to external stress or
the case of a reflected signal measured at the cable junction point in a normal cable. The results show
that the faulty UEC connector is detected at 7 m except the input mismatch at 4 m.
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reflected signals, (b) phase estimation results, (c) TFCC and ANN results and (d) heat-map
representation and hierarchy clustering results on TFDR results.

The heat-map was used to identify the clustering results between each signal data. The heat-map
shows the normalized Euclidean distance of each 2D data (TFCC results and phase synchrony index)
according to its similarity. Therefore, as the distance increases the irrelevance between the data grows
as well. In addition, the actual fault wire can be distinguished from the normal wire in the multi-core
cable. The number of clusters was set to the number of sudden jumps in the dendrogram which was
set to 0.5241 of maximum distance. The clustering results showed that the reflected signal at the UEC
connector can be classified into two groups which is illustrated in Figure 6d. The clustering results
revealed that the entire data set from the first group included the red line in the generation line or the
victim line.

Therefore, when an open fault occurs in a multi-core cable, all pairs of the connected lines are
clustered into the same group. The first group possessed a high TFCC value and centered around the
phase value of zero. On the other hand, the feature data in the second group showed lower TFCC
values but had higher phase values. The centroid and the variance of each cluster are summarized
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in Table 1. All silhouette indexes for the clustering results are more than 0.9 which indicate that the
line pair data was well clustered using the time-frequency features. The total line pair data classified
as a faulty line contained a red line as the generation line or the victim line. Combining the fault
location and clustering results at the UEC connector allows the detection of the fault location and the
segregation of the reflected signals from faulty line pairs (Lines red-blue, red-black, red-grey, blue-red,
black-red, and grey-red) from those of normal line pairs (Lines blue-black, blue-grey, black-blue,
black-grey, grey-blue, grey-black).

Table 1. Fault location and clustering results.

Fault
Scenarios Cluster

Fault Location Centroid Average
Silhouette ScoreActual

Location (m)
Detection

Results (m) Error (%) TFCC Estimated
Phase (rad.)

Automotive lines
(Open fault)

Faulty lines 9 8.525 5.28 0.842 −0.580 0.984
Normal lines 9.561 6.23 0.538 2.627 0.938

Four-core C&I cable
(Short fault)

Faulty lines 8 7.818 2.28 0.973 −2.831 0.999
Normal lines 7.901 1.24 0.357 −1.886 1.000

Seven-core C&I cable
(Open/Short fault)

Open fault lines
130

129.1 0.69 0.900 −0.532 0.856
Short fault lines 129.8 0.15 0.973 3.186 0.998

Normal lines 132.6 2.00 0.173 −0.975 0.875

Seven-core
C&I cable

(Open fault)

First floor
(Lines 3 and 4)

Faulty lines 380 381.2 0.32 0.635 0.040 0.968
Normal lines · · 0.033 −1.358 0.937

First and second floor
Lines 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5)

Faulty lines 380 380.5 0.13 0.761 −0.128 0.957
Normal lines · · 0.028 1.639 0.995

4.2. A Short Fault of a Faulty Line at the Terminal Block

The ANN with TFDR results were applied to detect a short fault at the terminal block. Short faults
were applied to one of the two terminal blocks (15 m) at ines red-blue, red-black, red-grey, blue-red,
black-red, and grey-red) from those of normal line pairs (Lines blue-black, blue-grey, black-blue,
black-grey, grey-blue, grey-black). 3 and 4. Figure 7 shows the fault detection and classification results
with Line 3 as the generation line. We refer to the reflected signal of each line pair using the number of
the generation line followed by the number of the victim line. For instance, Line 3-4 points to the TFDR
results with Line 3 as the generator line and Line 4 as the victim line. TFCC and ANN results indicate
that the terminal block at 8 m was balanced and thus not defective, whereas the faulty terminal block
at 15 m was unbalanced with the cable endpoint due to dissimilarities between the faulty line pair and
the normal line pair data, as illustrated in Figure 7c. The clustering results at the unbalanced terminal
block are illustrated in Figure 7d. By clustering at the terminal block, the multi-core diagnostic data
was classified into two clusters. One corresponds to line pairs where a short fault occurred (Lines 3-4,
4-3), and the other contains the rest. Normal lines can be discerned from short faulty line pairs through
the energy differences of the reflected signals. In addition, clustering results reveal that the pair data
of only short fault lines can be distinguished from the pair data of other lines which possess features
different from an open fault case.
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Figure 7. Fault detection and classification results with the Line 3 as the generator line. (a) TFDR
reflected signals, (b) phase estimation results, and (c) TFCC and ANN results and (d) heat-map
representation and hierarchy clustering results on TFDR results.

4.3. A Combination of Open and Short Faults at the Terminal Block

In a seven-core C&I cable, short faults were emulated in Lines 3 and 4, and the open fault was
applied to Line 2 at the terminal block. Figure 8 shows the fault detection and classification results
with Line 6 as the generation line. The results of the TFCC and ANN indicate that the terminal block
at 130 m was determined as an unbalanced fault point through the differences between the faulty line
pair and the normal line pair data, as illustrated in Figure 8b. Therefore, the reflected signals at the
faulty terminal block (130 m) require clustering to determine the faulty line. Next, hierarchy clustering
was applied to the reflected signals at the unbalanced fault point. The multi-core diagnostic data was
classified into three clusters which is shown in Figure 8c. One corresponds to line pairs where the short
fault occurred(Lines 3-4, 4-3). Another contains all line pairs including Line 2, where an open fault
occurred, and the last one contains the rest. In the open fault case, all lines including the open fault
line (Line 2) were clustered. On the other hand, only the faulty line pair data (Line 3-4) was clustered
in the short fault. The phase of the normal line pairs is normally close to zero but was slightly below
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zero due to short fault crosstalk. Normal line pair data have low TFCC values, but the phases are
long distributed due to the crosstalk. The centroid and the variance of each cluster are summarized in
Table 1. The results show that it is possible to detect an open fault in all related faulty line pair data
whereas the short fault is detected only in a line where a short fault occurs. Thus, open and short faulty
lines in multi-core cables can be detected even with combined faults occurring at the same point.
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Figure 8. Fault detection and classification results with the Line 6 as the generator line. (a) TFDR
reflected signals, (b) TFCC and ANN results and (c) heat-map representation and hierarchy clustering
results on TFDR results.

4.4. Multi-Core Cable Diagnosis according to the Number of Faulty Lines

We analyzed the clustering results for reflected signals of an opened multi-core cable induced by
a one-way physical stress from the cable exterior. Seven lines in the cable are divided into 3 floors and
the open fault was emulated in each floor.

Figure 9a shows the clustering results for when Lines 3 and 4 (first floor) are opened. The results
show that the line pair data of the faulty line was successfully distinguished from the normal line pair
data despite shared features of the open fault case in Figure 6d. Normal line pair data possess low
TFCC values and long distributed values in phase axis due to crosstalk. Next, Figure 9b illustrates the
clustering results for when open faults occurred in the second floor (Lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5). The reflected
signal data of the normal line from previous results (Lines 1, 2, and 5) shifted to the faulty line pair
group. The centroid and the variance of each cluster are summarized in Table 1. When the number
of open fault lines increased, TFCC values increased likewise due to the increase in faulty reflected
signals, while the phase remained unaltered. In addition, the TFCC of normal line pair data was low
and the fault could not be detected even when the fault occurred in a multi-core cable. Therefore, all
line pairs in the multi-core cable should be considered for all possible fault detection and classification.
All average silhouette scores exceeded 0.93 indicating that the fault line data was well classified.
Consequently, fault clustering using the proposed method allows the classification of cable structure
and the detection of the faulty line. In addition, monitoring changes in the clustering results allow the
determination of changes in condition of each line.
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Figure 9. Faulty line classification results: (a) hierarchy clustering results when Lines 3, 4 are opened
and (b) hierarchy clustering results when Lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 are opened.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed a fault detection and classification method in a multi-core cable using
the ANN and hierarchy clustering based on TFDR results. The fault and cable junction can be detected
and differentiated considering the location of the fault and the unbalance level of the reflected signals.
Our classification and clustering results which were verified in four fault scenarios in multi-core cables
(automotive lines and C&I multi-core cables), achieved the differentiation between faulty and normal
line pairs along with the identification of the fault in a multi-core cable regardless of cable length.

This method can be used for monitoring the overall condition of a multi-core cable through
quantitatively tracking for changes in clustering results which enables condition-based maintenance.
In short, this method can be applied for the health index of cables by analyzing the degradation
tendency in a multi-core cable using feature changes of the TFDR results.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.-K.L. and S.J.C.; methodology, C.-K.L.; validation, C.-K.L.;
investigation, C.-K.L. and S.J.C.; data curation, C.-K.L.; writing–original draft preparation, C.-K.L.; writing–review
and editing, S.J.C.; visualization, C.-K.L.; supervision, S.J.C.; project administration, S.J.C.; funding acquisition,
S.J.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by newly appointed professor research fund of Hanbat National University
in 2018.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. The funding sponsors had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the
decision to publish the results.



Appl. Sci. 2020, 10, 158 15 of 16

References

1. Ibrahim, W.Z. Assessment of Signals Reliability for Instrumentation and Control System for Nuclear Power
Plants. Am. J. Sci. Technol. 2015, 2, 98–105.

2. Denton, T. Advanced Automotive Fault Diagnosis: Automotive Technology: Vehicle Maintenance and Repair;
Routledge: London, UK, 2016.

3. Chang, S.J.; Park, J.B. Wire Mismatch Detection Using a Convolutional Neural Network and Fault
Localization Based on Time–Frequency-Domain Reflectometry. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2018, 66, 2102–2110.
[CrossRef]

4. Hashemian, H.M.; Bean, W.C. State-of-the-Art Predictive Maintenance Techniques. IEEE Trans. Instrum.
Meas. 2011, 60, 3480–3492. [CrossRef]

5. Lee, C.-K.; Kwon, G.Y.; Chang, S.J.; Jung, M.K.; Park, J.B.; Kim, H.S.; Shin, Y.-J. Real-Time Condition
Monitoring of LOCA via Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry. IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas. 2017,
66, 1864–1873. [CrossRef]

6. Furse, C.; Chung, Y.C.; Dangol, R.; Nielsen, M.; Mabey, G.; Woodward, R. Frequency-Domain Reflectometry
for On-Board Testing of Aging Aircraft Wiring. IEEE Trans. Electromagn. Compat. 2003, 45, 306–315.
[CrossRef]

7. Parkey, C.; Hughes, C.; Locken, N. Analyzing Artifacts in The Time Domain Waveform to Locate Wire Faults.
IEEE Instrum. Meas. Mag. 2012, 15, 16–21. [CrossRef]

8. Glass, S.W.; Fifield, L.S.; Jones, A.M.; Hartman, T.S. Frequency domain reflectometry modeling for
nondestructive evaluation of nuclear power plant cables. AIP Conf. Proc. 2018, 1949, 1–10.

9. Shin, Y.-J.; Powers, E.J.; Choe, T.S.; Hong, C.Y.; Song, E.S.; Yook, J.-G.; Park, J.B. Application of
Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry for Detection and Localization of a Fault on a Coaxial Cable.
IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas. 2005, 54, 2493–2500. [CrossRef]

10. Franchet, M.; Ravot, N.; Picon, O. Soft Fault Detection in Cables using the Cluster Time-Frequency Domain
Reflectometry. IEEE Electromagn. Compat. Mag. 2013, 2, 54–69. [CrossRef]

11. Smaïl, M.-K.; Hacib, T.; Pichon, L.; Loete, F. Detection and Location of Defects in Wiring Networks Using
Time-Domain Reflectometry and Neural Networks. IEEE Trans. Magn. 2011, 47, 1502–1505. [CrossRef]

12. Karmacharya, I.M.; Gokaraju, R. Fault Location in Ungrounded Photovoltaic System Using Wavelets and
ANN. IEEE Trans. Power Deliv. 2017, 33, 549–559. [CrossRef]

13. Starczewski, A. A New Validity Index for Crisp Clusters. Pattern Anal. Appl. 2017, 20, 87–700. [CrossRef]
14. Krinidis, S.; Chatzis, V. A Robust Fuzzy Local Information C-means Clustering Algorithm. IEEE Trans. Image

Process. 2010, 19, 1328–1337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Xenaki, S.D.; Koutroumbas, K.D.; Rontogiannis, A.A. A Novel Adaptive Possibilistic Clustering Algorithm.

IEEE Trans. Fuzzy Syst. 2015, 24, 791–810. [CrossRef]
16. Estivill-Castro, V. Why So Many Clustering Algorithms. SIGKDD Explor. 2002, 4, 65–75. [CrossRef]
17. Murtagh, F.; Contreras, P. Methods of Hierarchical Clustering. arXiv 2011, arXiv:1105.0121.
18. Murtagh, F. Symmetry in Data Mining and Analysis: A Unifying View Based on Hierarchy. Proc. Steklov

Inst. Math. 2009, 265, 177–198. [CrossRef]
19. Lee, C.-K.; Shin, Y.-J. Multi-core Cable Fault Diagnosis using Cluster Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry.

In Proceedings of the IEEE Int. Instrum. Meas. Technol. Conf. (I2MTC), Houston, TX, USA, 14–17 May 2018;
pp. 1–6.

20. Lee, C.-K.; Chang, S.J.; Jung, M.K.; Kwon, G.Y.; Han, Y.J.; Lee, G.S.; Park, J.B.; Shin, Y.J. Diagnostics of
Control and Instrumentation Cables in Nuclear Power Plant via Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry
with Optimal Reference Signal. In Proceedings of the 9th Int. Conf. Insulated Power Cables, Versailles, Paris,
France, 21–25 June 2015; p. 1.

21. Khan, N.A.; Boashash, B. Multi-Component Instantaneous Frequency Estimation Using Locally Adaptive
Directional Time Frequency Distributions. Int. J. Adapt. Control Signal Process. 2016, 30, 429–442. [CrossRef]

22. Cohen, L. Time-Frequency Distribution—A Review. Proc. IEEE 1989, 77, 941–981. [CrossRef]
23. Ramchoun, H.; Idrissi, M.A.J.; Ghanou, Y.; Ettaouil, M. Multilayer Perceptron: Architecture Optimization

and Training. IJIMAI 2016, 4, 26–30. [CrossRef]
24. Kline, D.M.; Berardi, V.L. Revisiting Squared-Error and Cross-Entropy Functions for Training Neural

Network Classifiers. Neural Comput. Appl. 2005, 14, 310–318. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2018.2835386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2009.2036347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2017.2664578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEMC.2003.811305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MIM.2012.6263978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2005.858115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MEMC.2013.6512221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2010.2089503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPWRD.2017.2721903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10044-015-0525-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIP.2010.2040763
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20089475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TFUZZ.2015.2486806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/568574.568575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0081543809020175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/acs.2583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/5.30749
http://dx.doi.org/10.9781/ijimai.2016.415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00521-005-0467-y


Appl. Sci. 2020, 10, 158 16 of 16

25. Aviyente, S.; Mutlu, A.Y. A Time-Frequency-Based Approach to Phase and Phase Synchrony Estimation.
IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 2011, 59, 3086–3098. [CrossRef]

26. Rousseeuw, P.J. Silhouettes: A Graphical Aid to The Interpretation and Validation of Cluster Analysis.
J. Comput. Appl. Math. 1987, 20, 53–65. [CrossRef]

27. Kaufman, L.; Rousseeuw, P.J. Finding Groups in Data: An Introduction to Cluster Analysis; John Wiley & Sons:
Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1990.

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2011.2144589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0377-0427(87)90125-7
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction
	Theoretical Background
	Time-Frequency Domain Reflectometry
	Fault Detection Using an Artificial Neural Network for Regression
	Line Classification Using Clustering Analysis

	Experimental Setup
	Results and Discussion
	An Open Fault in an Automotive Line
	A Short Fault of a Faulty Line at the Terminal Block
	A Combination of Open and Short Faults at the Terminal Block
	Multi-Core Cable Diagnosis according to the Number of Faulty Lines

	Conclusions
	References

