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Fault Detection and Diagnosis Based on Residual Dissimilarity

in Dynamic Principal Component Analysis

ZHANG Cheng' DAI Xu-Nian' LI Yuan'

Abstract Aiming at the problem of reducing process fault detection rate because of residual autocorrelation in dy-
namic principal component analysis, a novel fault detection and diagnosis based on residual dissimilarity in dynam-
ic principal component analysis is proposed in this paper. Firstly, Dynamic principal component analysis (DPCA) is
used to calculate residual score of a dynamic process. Next, moving window technology and dissimilarity index are
utilized to monitor the status of this process in residual score. Finally, a fault diagnosis method based on contribu-
tion chart of monitored variables is used for discovering the reason causing abnormal change of this process. The
proposed method to capture dynamic characteristics of a process through DPCA, meanwhile, the proposed dissimil-
arity index, which is different from the conventional squared prediction error (SPE), can effectively monitor the pro-
cess in which the residual scores contain significant autocorrelation. The effectiveness of DPCA-Diss is tested in a
numerical case and the Tennessee Eastman (TE) process.

Key words Dynamic principal component analysis (DPCA), dissimilarity, moving window, fault diagnosis

Citation Zhang Cheng, Dai Xu-Nian, Li Yuan. Fault detection and diagnosis based on residual dissimilarity in dy-
namic principal component analysis. Acta Automatica Sinica, 2022, 48(1): 292—301

IR T Z, kX R G0 %2 4 SR
THES) 1R RE SR AR AR R PO R SRR
A I R B e W o AR AR B Ve A R SRR R A, A
PAEDRE 2N 53 2225 e 2 7 EEAEM, 1M

ok H 9T 2019-12-24 M H T 2020-03-11

Manuscript received December 24, 2019; accepted March 11,
2020

5 HARBHA I AT E (61490701, 61673279), I T4 RIS
TiH (2019-MS-262), T HHEITHEIH (LJ2019013)

Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China
(61490701, 61673279), Liaoning Natural Science Fund Project
(2019-MS-262), Liaoning Provincial Department of Education
Fund Project (LJ2019013)

RILTHEIZE Wk

Recommended by Associate Editor YANG Hao

L. VR BA AL TR 22 BOR G R R 12 W7 5 22 4 PR AT 7E o0 TR
110142

1. Research Center for Technical Process Fault Diagnosis and
Safety, Shenyang University of Chemical Technology, Shenyang
110142

Higm 1 L2 i b . B A Al &
4 (Distributed control systems, DCS) %f K&EAF &
(1) 3 Bl &= A7, 2 g (Multivari-
ate statistical process monitoring, MSPM) 77 7£#
ST HI N T8 b b R AR 26 e s A .
EEX AR DG R AR 2 51 R I L e 1t 1] /L, =4
Hr (Principal component analysis, PCA)!"™ Fl ki
/N3¢ (Partial least squares, PLS)" 7 &5y AH 4k
P4 IR AE A Tk R A M AUIAS 2 T T2 B A
PCA 181 FE A0 I I 38 5 8 S5 4 2 (8] 3 N E o1
[8] (Principal component subspace, PCS) fl5k 2
+ 7% [0 (Residual subspace, RS), %A J5 7 1l A
Hotelling’s T'* A~ J7 fildlli% £ (Square predic-
tion error, SPE) fE RGtit & R B EAREN. K



1 HRARAE: 25T DPCA Bk 22 B 53 B2 Rk Al 52 W7 i 293

Hr, TR IH— A FETe R IR, BIXE PCA #REA
WARAL I BE &, 1) SPE 2 V- J5 22 2 Fl, Bixt PCA
B AR AR AR . v 7R AR T A,
BT 1 E T/ T R, B e i
(Kernel PCA, KPCA)Y, KPCA (f3EA EAR S 1 5%
A S A R AR A A A Kt A B 4R AR
[, SRS TERFAEZS [ AT PCA T8 i BaeAs i o,
EREZKZ, PCA FI KPCA FiE R A 72 f1
SPE WAt BT RRIRS I AZ. T° A1 SPE #¢
BRI 58 UL R M A I AT 3R S5 R R AR B IR 2 Tt
o0 A7 HREAS [AAR BB 02 Bis b v B et
P2, WA L S SRR T 25, AR B AR
S PR FE i TRRAE ELREAS R A2 A8 H AH SCRAAED ) axX 26
WERERIZ) T 3R 7 i S b W 1 de . EEx B
BAE, Ku 552 T30 70701 (Dynamic PCA,
DPCA)!". DPCA it “Hf i feir” 7 ik kil 21
FaS A BB A (E B LRI AR B, 72 BT #i s
ME, DPCA FFERF T2 M1 SPE 4iit & IR A
W&, SPE Gt & 3 BT AL 7 ] _ B RE
B, TS % R AR AAEER (A5 R ARk, R
PR B A I ZIAH VRS, SPE Suit 80w ok &
I AG I H PR Kano 455 XL T — A H 5 BEEFR bRk
o 00 3k A IS ) B B ) o AT 0L A R AR I
B 55 BEJ7VEA DPCA A 140 ik & i FE A
R, L7 P 5 i ook BAT S [ AR AGE (1 3 2 s
IIAHEAT RE B3 B RAGL I R e 5 A o R A S
AR, AR, V5 2 38 % B 5% B 7 kAT T IR
AWFFIFIAT T MR, I Wang S5 H 1%
T P T3 1 ) i R A I 5 12 W 75, Zhao
¥ B T VAN TGOS B O A I . — R
B j Dy (0 RV AT ST S R B, HL e B T ke s R
T A RS I T AR B (AR SR P AR A

DPCA J5 R IR UL R Z & Z G R, H
FE AR o R B A I T A R 445 3 T I
EMS0L SR, SCHR [21] 48, B DPCA SR IE T
FFRZE T ATI SRR B T HCBR  FEAH R . X R RS AIE [
KT T° Al SPE 5 B r b kr M 4 . BEx 2
FT0 I T TV iR 22 A S AR e il A )
) A, A SCHR L BET DPCA Bk 2 B B A b il
S5 Wik, Bk, ik DPCA J7 ik NSk ==
() K1) 43 B E 76 7 25 [ R AR 22 5 ). B2 R ok, X T
TRFEAT > LIV B & LR IR 45 6 B R FE AR FR 57 1k
X REACIRAS B MR 28 . 127V R KO R B A R AR
Xof R A U P S, G ey SR I PR T A
SCITVE AT R

1 BEERAAEREIEFR

1.1 IEETH
Rk X=[z(1) (2) --- x(m)] AEE m MER
a4, Hde() eR? (i=1,2,--- ,m). HFiLfE
W 250 lag = &, WIATER R (1) AR S e
FRASRHIE N B AR AIE (I3 T B
Y=[y1) y2) - yim)] (1)
Hrb, y(i) = [2"() «"(i—-1) x' (i — k)"
BNk, Xy it (2) B TARAELL AL EE,
Y =37 1(Y —mg") (2)
Hrr, m FS 23508 Y (1348 17 8 R0 b v 22 X F
|3_$, ENTCERLN 1 HIFEE. bl 38 46 5

Y=l o U] IV TT ZE R0 AT A (3) 31
CESEiR
1 -
C= mYYT (3)
HRAE (4) AT C R IEE A ATRHIEU R p
Cp=2p (4)

10 O F By HE S B R AL 4B -5 A0 B )RR AE 17]
KA A e, A esr) FIPLD2, -+ P (k1)
WAl Rt 7 Z 51k % (Cumulative percent vari-
ance, CPV) FLRPRFHAE [0 870 9 T e RS P =
[p1 P2 - D/ FIE 72 A7 4 PR P = [DPri1 Pry2 -
Pax(itn)) » FeH, r ABRER E o T2, 7
BN (5) A1 (6) HHAPEA g, B E IO Fbk %
1347,

t, = Py, (5)
t,=P'y; (6)

[FIW, g, AT CARE i o X
y; = PPy, + e (7)

Hr, e Ay Mk EME. BHNH T°f SPE
SERE R, sl (8) AT (9) Fiaw.
T2 =A%t =g PA~' Py (8)

SPE =e'e (9)

1.2 HREER

B X = (o o) 2 Xo=(ol® o)
) A E R DI P SR A, Horb e e RY
Xi (= 1,2) W7 RREATRTRN B=
X XT . '




294 H B th =2 i 48 &
WX = [X1, Xo, TH& X By ZH R R A ZE1S 7 B AR S IR ES. N T RIUE SPE Gt/
R Ny — 1Rl N Ny — 1R2 (10) BN, 3 — 0 E RIS R R 2215 70 B A R

N-1 N -1 ) E A . 52 b B DPCA Bk sk 215357

Hef, N = Ny + No. ¥ RIERER (1) $EATEE e B AAEBORM FALRYE. B TR, I — A
RPy = P,= (11) I E A A 3347 3 A 3Rk b *é)ﬂ:l:llﬁ FERA G

Hrb, 208 R RFALAE A BRI A RERE, Py AR Y
FRIRFALL [ B AR A4 I AR 4 RE I Py -

P, = PE"2 (12)
EN, Pl 5 R ﬁ/@
P'RP, =1 (13)
et S X fon R A
N; —1
U, = N,le‘Tpl (14)
VUV R s BRI P TT ZE 6 B T R
S; = ]]\\?:iPFRipl (15)
T (10). (12) AT (15) AT 15
I=5+8 (16)

i S, MORFE ST R4 58 AP Ao €
R", VR F:

S v = A0y (17)
t =X (16) F1 (17) vJ15:
Syl = (1 =AMy wV (18)

X (7) (18) Ui, Sy 5 Sy BA MR A4
[ &, TR L IR R AR

AP =1\ (19)

i b, R X M X ML, A (0= 1,2) (I
IS, B A (i = 1,2) 9B 7E 0.5 BHITIEBN. 72K
BRker ML AR b, W] DU ST A0 T Gevh B 5 O AR A%

1,0
DfEZ()\i 70.5)

i=1

(20)

2 ET DPCA %RZEE HFEBVEFERMN
5k
£ DPCA J5iE, % KM SPE Giit &5 il
FERHR R ER i T I, Zgt & it — D%
PN A
SPE=e'e=1t"t (21)

WUVEH, SPE Gtk EA I _EAE I AEFEA ) 5k

(22) FiiR:

2(i) = 0.82(i — 1) + u(i — 1) (22)
HAr u(i) =0.7u(i —1) +w(i —1), w(0) =0, wi
YA 0. 77208 1 iy Emg s . daX (22) A2R 1000

ANREA, LEI WS4 lag=1 MIRTEE T3 H DPCA
Tk a ER B X=(uz] #4700, i
Y = [a(i) 2(6) a(i — 1) 2(i — 1)] A9 X Bl by v 40 (1) 36
JRERE, Y RIS MR IR P 1 . L
ATCAUE Y, e — AMRFIEE RN BRI T 0, 1X 308
LM Y IS R S AR E B IR, EA]

BT 3 AEon VA& R EE 99.7% HIA2 4015
B, P R B I ek B 3.

3.0 1.00

2.5 0.95

2.0 0.90
2
g >
z15 0.85 ~
g O
2

1.0 0.80

0.5 0.75

0 0.70
1 2 3 4
Eigenvaule index
K1 Fou R EmiE
Fig.1 Cumulative percent variance of
principal component
FRoR, ik (23) A s R ZES S E
FHIGHE.
c
re = i (23)
Co

o o= 2 S EG) - DGR - Dok =1,

KT 2 S T B I I S
LU, A b R TS S
b, SR [21] 46 S ARBRA £ AR R
WA I 45 R — AN EHEE R R, ot (21) AT (23)
AU, K (21) i SPE S8 A% EE T
Y2 LS AL, T R S 901
B 3R (23) SR A B RA A 2 SR ] ) UG



1 HRARAE: 25T DPCA Bk 22 B 53 B2 Rk Al 52 W7 i 295

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Autocorrelation of residual score

-0.2
0 5 10 15 20
lag
2 DPCA =G> HARME

Fig.2  Autocorrelation of residual score in DPCA

P 3 HCHfE AR A0 R 2 18] AR SR R 99, 1 W 0 1Y
2 IR RO W s A ke = AR, W) SPE Siit i
A LA Rt 0 L e e i . S 00 ) A7 A LR )
LAV S G LN RSO g E R RN SE SESPS
HERE, W SPE Geit 2 i HbEA N gE A BT T~
B, T B o d Kol (21) W0, FR 24343 1H B A
KM FENE SPE St 5 ik i 14 g

K44 DPCA Jri6 %ﬁﬂ%ﬁkﬁﬁ§
R EL 3 FE AR B e AT RO 72 B B AR S E R 1
e, $ethiFET DPCA F 7 H.57 FE Al 5 14
Wr777% (Fault detection and diagnosis based on
residual dissimilarity in dynamic principal com-
ponent analysis, DPCA-Diss). DPCA-Diss #{([# 12
Wi R 32 i LR =R A e B R ARG
AN PR

21 BELEE

1) KAEPHIE R B NI 7 F IR X Xo;

2) Wi X, (i =1,2) M) 5 RE Y (0= 1,2);

3) N Yy BIHEAR T ZEXT Y, AT FRAE AR FE
WAY; (i =1,2);

4) THEY, PP T 2 RE R RFE AR SRR E M)
b 78 ik 22 SR AERE P

5) tHEIRZERDHIET (i=1,2);

6) MRIEIF LK s FIE % w, WIKSE T, T
SRR D AR T R T e TR T
H 5 FE4aFR D) ;

7) Wi D®) KL D> |

(A TR TR 2, A SO P 0 B T 2 4 i1
PRI 28003k 0 — MR 0 s 999 B A5 _E R
W e AL T 99% KEIFE A BT EAL B MG THE, BITE

G LA A LR B 99% HIRRIGAEA. 250k
5 12 11 PR AR T A T 0] U AN R IE SR AL 2 P EE

i‘f:)(n-
2.2 FEZ&QM

1) SRESE k& BRI v RS T/ o) ;

2) B 2.1 45 g3 E 7 2R o) FEAT R
AL 12y k)

)f%%21v¢PﬁﬁeWM%£{%ﬁ%

4) WETW A0 T f 5536 kR D®) ;

5) FIWr: 5 D® > Do oW ks, &,
0w JE%H.

2.3 HWIEISHR
2 ) PR i RE SRS, FLAH N Rl e
LIVES I
ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@mﬂﬁ%D“¢i#ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
NS AT, AR 7y =[5 — e%PP VMg,
75 2%, ,\¢1§7ijQ{L&¥Hﬁ§€J M. 35

w k k k)
M=\ PRIVl W 7 = S0, 6y 3

Vira -l 1
00 g0 F i Bl TR, A = L Ty
v w—1"7
1

T
ETTZLNMWW)@Wmvﬁﬁhaf)ﬁ(%nf
0.5)2 KITTRR AT IR N

|:77ij <0§k))T@(k)nj—(w—1)Of} ()\5-1) - O.5>

w—1

con; =
(24)

WHAG T, BARKTTERR 6% B\ Jyid
FEM) R AR

;£ 1. DPCA-Diss /%454 7 DPCA FlH 7
BEFRAR AN 7 V5 AR A, BE AT ASRBGS FE £ (1) 30
AR, X RETHBREHE 1 B AH It X e A I 1) 5
M. {H & DPCA-Diss J5 %A & W Fh 5 v (14 1] B
4. DPCA J7vkERE ] LA $d 2 AT e 2008k, X
REIRIUE IR 815 B, 1572 DPCA Joika SuH b
i B A ST AR IR A e B SR R T
AR DU B s B A MR 1a) R, (HL2 4 Tl 3k
WEARZ RN, TPEE ARG, [Fe, 2T
S T VS P A e ) S e DI v e e s o U
I H B P A U R DPCA AITH S B 9 Fh 05 32 AT bA
AT AN, Fk, AXEA WML, 2l
TﬁmPAm$ﬁ%;#ﬂ%$Tﬁ$fﬁlmﬁ
B 12 W SR, 1% RS iRk T EL R T VA ek E I R
) P G S o R ) i)



296 H B th &2 {4 48 &
3 HEHITF o1 —999% s 1] L
0.14 || - gy %
LA o SR [14] A3 A R TR . ]|
F T A S A a5tk BARBL A an=t (25) 0.12 i |
A (26) Fros: E0.10 | P ;HH ‘M;
[ 0118 —0.191 Soosl L Hligi i
=) = [ 0.847  0.264 ] ot~ 1+ S A R RN i1
S006} |11 4k
1 2 TRURE 1 i E R E
{ 3 4 ] u(t —1) (25) 0.04 i i i | s
0.02 | §
y(t) - w(t) + v(t) (26) 0 L. Y 1\ P T L WL [T Lt CIRIRR | D% 1) O 90 e o)
Ho, v=[v; w]T &£¥MEN [0 0]", 77 ZEN[0.17 0 500 1ng2 1500 2000
0.17" Iy i IR RS s A ik PR AH S N LV A2 :
0.811 —0.266 K3 PCA-SPE w5 5t
u(t) = { 0.477 0.415 } u(t —1)+ Fig.3 Fault detection results using PCA-SPE
0.193 0.689 0.6
[ ~0.320 —0.749 } wt-1) @7 —o0nB I
o osll ™ MR E AR \
H, w = [wy wo]" ZIHEH [0 0], TERN[11]" B | 1 PN
IR R 7 ) w(0) = [0 0]T . HSCHR [22] BTk, fEA
9] F M 2 0 A A O FRAH DG w IS AR5 g 1) &
. B DL B AR B AL AR B A &L 2000 M EA E‘I)
HIE 45 H T8 8 DPCA-Diss JiEI#EHIR. N a
T %Ik DPCA-Diss FA R0, Bz AR sEL 5 2000
AFEARTIMREIELE F. 7 F F, IR 1001 sitg w,
FIXAME 0 A1 N 2 HFFS T gl .
TEARTT R, fEG ) PCA F1 DPCA J7 15 A 43 :
WHEAT T IR, SRR S B B IR 1) 7 A v
PCA #, PCs = 3; 2) /£ DPCA H, WS4 lag = ‘
2, PCs = 5; 3) 7 DPCA-Diss ', £58 YWl 52 4 DPCA-SPE Ml &R
BN 100, WHIHEKA 1. & Fh 77 v 1 MR 22 Fig.4 Fault detection results using DPCA-SPFE
(Fault detection rate, FDR) Wi 1 Fios. = 1.0
g 0.8
F1 BHITEHER IR 2 06
Table 1  Fault detection rates using different methods % 0.4
RO FDR (%) Eo2 e
PCA-SPE 44 <0 5 10 15 20
DPCA-SPE 16.6 <10
DPCA-Diss 95.1 E 0.8
2 06
Kl 3 8 PCA-SPE Wil &5 8, T LA H E 04
GITEIA R BOR A Zh A R I e A4k, Rk é 0.2 Tl T BRARARARREA
AR 2 AL A 4.4%. DPCA T LU 3K A2 0 3 =% 5 o 15 20
SHHE, Ktk DPCA-SPE I #i R %A e PCA- lag
SPE A frdg s, (HREDUAR] T 16.6%, WAl 4 Bk B 5 DPCA BRIEES F I

DPCA-SPE 4 FAe I 5475 SR AR A 3 22 5 [ 2 3
R ZE FPATAE BRI AR SCHE, Wil 5 fros. DPCA-
Diss RIEBERIIZE R UNIE 6 fis, W LA H DPCA-

Fig.5 Autocorrelation of residual score in DPCA

Diss J7 & AE A B AT e et A WO AS I 3R, 94 3



1 HRARAE: 25T DPCA Bk 22 B 53 B2 Rk Al 52 W7 i 297

0.035
—999% 35 | Il
0.030 ||~ W HE
e CEIPNE
0.025
2
& 0.020
é 1 i §i '
© 0.015 [N .
L T
0010 | 4 01y, f U
L Y
| ! Wi
0.005 | | fh
0 |
0 500 1000 1500 2 000
Time

Bl 6 DPCA-Diss ikt 4 f
Fig.6  Fault detection results using DPCA-Diss

95.1%. [FA4 Diss 1] LA 2432 BRI 72 B R] | 128
A BED E AR e, DL b A 0 25 S 45 B AR S
TETE FRARTR ZE 159 40 E AR G 52 (1) [R] B BE 5 12 s 30
S EEIN R, K 7 4 H DPCA-Diss J7 L
WEZ g . ATLLEH, fE58 1051 s ~ 1055 s
BF IR P, AR 8wy () DT R 3 K T LA AR & 1 Tk,
X R, SRR E R EE R TR v
RAEDBWGIER. FELE HT u Zw=[w w’
LR A, 2 w = [wy wo]T WOy K ARSI 4
Sl uy R RE. HE 8 TR, 1001 s 55
WA R A T B RIF, X5 DPCA-Diss
Bk R —

my, (k) ) k) k)
=y, (k1) =p,(-1) (k1) mmouy (k1)
mmy,(k2) =my,(k2) wm v, (k2) e u,(k-2)

0.30

0.25

0.20

0.15

0.10

0.05

Contribution of the monitored variables

0
1051 1052 1053 1054 1055
Time

K7 ek
Fig.7  Contribution charts of the monitored variables
4  Tennessee Eastman i1 F2

1993 £, Downs 1 Vogel % it T TE i #1 &
ay, BUEHA, ZEHR OS2 NH TS RER

4 ¥
- IEH S . : .
e sk . .
3+ A | +..+.*¢ﬂ+ fj
DR .;f. B F
2 g

Uy
=)

B8 HMALEu
Fig.8 Input variable u

BRI T2 St B SRR R, TE 2
L E IR N2 Vo Tk VRIS 5 48 G IR IR 4E LA 7=
miReRs 5 AN ARG, WiE 9 B, Bzl
FERENBIEAS 12 MY BT, 22 NMES T~
AR T 19 MR RA R, KR CEH
Tz T TE a8 3847 05 IR, 2B £
TE {5 B 28 TFIERE 3 7080 KA 8] 8 JF RF 8218 1T 48
INETSRAG ) YIZREE AL 960 AN IEFIRES R4
FIREAR, AR, SRR SR TE 8 /N JE 5l N I HF4k
I FELE . anoCHR [26] ik, FEART bt ik
PEAER I 33 NS AT M.

7t DPCA-Diss J7i%H, KA 480 AN IEH
FEAS 0 A% 06 B 5 30 A7 3o 8 B A 00 92 sk B ) 0 o
KB lag = 1, 55 AT Io# T @R [FE,
W E N 60, WA KA 1. N TR, AT
%t PCA.KCPA.DPCA #l Diss J7 %47 7 52
1. % 2 4 EIR AR MRS N . i A X
AT IER T TE S A 205, PCA f1 KPCA
T3 ¥ RS WU 2 A K A, L i IR A IR R b vk e
EIREUEUR 33515 B DPCA T R wifh 5 v
For il 2R A BT P i, 32 B R % v R DA Ak 3R
G BN A1E B EX 55 5 DPCA il A7)
IHHAIG, TR DR A X e g i LA e it 1 | A e . 7
TE JRIEEE 4 F A8 Diss J5 vE AT Hie B il it
L R0 73 i B A ) 2R AR SR A, L AR A SR R
TE LR L i B AR IEA B %,
DPCA-Diss /7 VA S Ak R s ft, 5 22 A2
Z 7 VR BE AT AR BB () E B AE R, TR
I3 B4 B EE A S ok A 00 )

Rk, @ A BARF R X DPCA-Diss
JEHEAT . B 10 A1 11 44 1 PCA, DPCA



298 H

S 48 %
B 7 “ 1
8 | :' :
Purge:
Condenser i 9 :
3Hx)
<
| <
<

Reactor
cooling

Stripper

K9
Fig.9
£ AHEOTENEERIE (%)
Table 2  Fault detection rates using different methods
(%)

S PCA-SPE KPCA-SPE DPCA-SPE Diss DPCA-Diss
1 99.75 93.75 98.88 34.25 96.13
2 91.88 94.50 91.75 8.88 93.63
4 99.88 53.88 4.25 9.75 21.63
5 64.25 7.50 100.00 14.13 99.38
6 100.00 63.38 100.00 96.38 99.88
7 34.25 98.63 20.00 30.25 48.75
8 79.38 40.25 65.25 70.25 96.75
10 56.50 3.63 90.13 30.88 96.63
11 67.38 53.00 7.75 76.75 91.00
12 87.00 57.75 97.75 98.88 99.75
13 94.50 62.00 93.13 65.75 93.50
14 89.13 88.13 7.75 62.00 94.38
15 3.25 3.13 2.50 2.50 77.50
16 56.63 2.88 89.63 54.25 98.38
17 94.88 74.00 71.88 88.50 96.63
18 90.38 85.75 89.50 87.00 89.00
19 51.88 6.00 46.25 73.13 97.13
20 60.13 21.63 87.38 71.00 90.00
21 37.00 5.25 16.75 22.50 33.88
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