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Fault Propagation Path-aware Network: A Fault Diagnosis Method

TAN Shuai' WANG Yi-Fan' JIANG Qing-Chao' SHI Hong-Bo' SONG Bing'

Abstract In order to address the issue of variability of fault sources and fault information in the propagation pro-
cess in industrial processes, this paper proposes a fault diagnosis method based on fault propagation path-aware net-
work (FPPAN). The method is based on two perspectives of fault source neighbourhood information relationship
and fault information propagation, and designs two ways of constructing fault source graphs based on k-nearest-
neighbour (kNN) filtering and pruning-based k-hop reachable path selection (k-PHop) to construct a “fault source
graph”. Based on the differentiation of faults among variables, the feature-based classification problem is viewed as
a graph matching problem based on structural relationships, and the structural information is used to optimise the
process features and improve the fault diagnosis performance of the model. Finally, the simulation is verified by the
Tennessee-Eastman (TE) process and a submarine shield boring construction process, and the experimental results
prove the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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al network, GCN) CL&] VZ M FHTER Z 4 N, IR
LT A RS 7). Rtk AR GCN
VENRFAE BRI 265, S EI X i s it P SRR AAE 1 2 2]
T BB 2, GON HdE2mE—ik 5, HoAhw
GNN J77%, tnEE = 714 (Graph attention net-
work, GAT)PY, BSR4 5% (Graph sample
and aggregate, GraphSAGE)® DL % &[] #4) Y %
(Graph isomorphism network, GIN) th {1k #¢.
FRUER] GON B JZ AT AR IR0 T

H'=GCN(A, H'™Y) = o(D~2AD*H'Z'W') (5)

Hop, Ae RN BT A VINT B EHL 1A
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51 %

¥ i

B, D e RNV 52 0 pEsERE, Wl e RS S
TR RIS SHUER, H e RV I R5S
U= SURE, MRS LT HO = X NN, o(-)
NS R 2B AR A #A8 1(E BALRRE
B (RPEER G R), IHAE &A1 RUE BImATT I, #
283 R AR AR 5 1 T R AR AR AR R B R AE R AT i
B, SIS AR 00 SE R 8 I AN W Ak A
ITHAESE IS G, B 2P 3RS T R IR FE 4544
PRFAE SR I 72 5 B 5 P SRR AE 7 ST B ey, A
— /N ER GCNs FIEFREUN 4% FSG-CFL(-) K
IR R R o
Z! = FSG-CFL(A!, X}) =
GCN(AL, GCN(AL, X1) (6)
Horr, (AL X7 Ron s B S thagi RilgkE
V5 & P AL AR B B R SRR AE, 22 e RV =
{22y FORH 0 AR P PR S S MR i S
B, 22 e R FoR¥ M n € {ve, ) BIFHEFIE. %
TR A A RS R BN I RHIE R R, A T 456
RS BT A R AE B ARG S, Kbl
PR B E SONTT SR AP S5t AL RN 5 AL R B 2
hg, = CONCAT{zLmeen, Zmee (7)

Horh b e REFONSE G K 0 B AT
R, Zimean ¢ RF R zimar € RE 43 B K2 B T4
WAL AR AN LA B PO 3, 80 T

. 1 )
i-mean __ i(n)
%s ~ ol | > A (8)
Gs ne{va, 1
zi’m” = max zi(”) (9)
nef{vg, }

9 T PR IX Sl s P ) B R AR R R B
Al FERXRERHIER R {he,} ENHSEREE
(Fully connected layer, FC), 3§ F softmax(-) fEA
WO B, VRN, Ha AN [F] W b 2R A R R .
A8 FHAS SO 2K BR O 80T ISR, Roman R

Lacrse = Y yln(j)
G.es

(10)

FBIRAE S B FFHEXS T AL

o A S PR A B 2 W ) T AR T
PAVC e ] 8, 35 AR I R i 1 B A S b il P —
B R BT I, A BT BRI TR E SRR K
AR B R SR RSO IXA BRI R 7 A
BB, RO SR BRI SRR AE ) 5B BE. 7E
KAEB BeE 4k 7 B A5 1, 38 SRR AR X T R AT R
L Z TRV — B, R 200 TR SR At 7 I UL BC A5

2.3

BRINE 4 RS A SR FA R

N T W RSB SRR, 15 B i
BIREAR S (G, y) HEAT W0 VS 03t 8 A 4
L. L U P KA G 2 5], [RLRE SR G 2
GON's 1 4965 2 I 26 575 4 3w 1 AL
2 JREAE By,

H=G-En(A, X)=GCN(A, GCN(4, X)) (11)
hge = CONCAT{R™ ™ p™*}  (12)
1

mean __ (n)

S DI (13)
nenN
mar _ (n)

h max h (14)

TEF BURFERY B, R db i 4R S = {(Gs,
y)} T {vg, } VERTT RARIR, JEFERT 1 A (B 3%
R ARV ST SEHIEE A 5 H BT REE, 153
Désub = {(Gsuv, )}, FHHRFET BN Goun(Heuws,
Agun, {va.}). TEFRFFEXS I, B 0T R &
I R RN { Houp } B (7) ~ (9) SR H TR Z
FHEITRGHHE {he,,, }. FIX, X {he 3 R {ha.,,}
Z 1) B SRR AT HHE1S 2 {hs concat }:

hg—concat = CONCAT{hZGQ hiGsub} (15)

o, Ho € RV R 7B G SRR
BE, b, € R ONE i FRRET I B G T,
D comenr € RO N80 i 2K b0 A ) P40
IS0 875 R 1 P R PR R 3 2
S BT A 25 R G — B4, T 5% 9 4
Ali-En(-) 2 SV BIEEAE hys € R2T 20 R 43 28
RSB S 0
h/géub = Ali—En({hS,wncat}) =

p(CONCAT{{hS—concat}}) (16)

Hrb) p(o) — A E L MEBOE R B 2 2R A
#% (Multilayer perceptron, MLP). [t 4 5 i) 5%
IRRFIEZE L T BN SR B AL s T

hge = Trans(CONCAT{hyg, hysus}) (17)

HHt Trans(-) AR EL, ASCHFRIFER A MLP W
2%, bl AR EIRROR. T IE B R H
(1), FIREAEARAG S B2 7s E N AT softmax B
B R ZAE RN K, 45 BT FE A S bR
2%, 5 FH f s IR 28 SO 2 R M B AR RS 2 001 25

Las = Z yIn(9)

GeD

SRSk, N T IR B SRR R AR AT A TR 2> RAL IS

(18)



134 TR A5:: AN [R] e A 8 B A 22 S A PR R 2 W 7 % 7

FRIBATIRZ, B IN—A MLP 15 NRIL M4 De(-),
i R SR A 4 RS BHERIE 2 ST 34T 40 R

hge = De(h,) (19)
Lres = Z |}ALQG - th| (20)
GeD
R, ATt A FPPAN FERY [ 352k 8 SUN L
L= [fcls + ‘Ccls—FSG + p X ‘Cres (21)

Horr, p R B FEAR UL A K
24

3 =RHIMAR

FEARTH, EFEHATE-F 2 (Tennessee-
Eastman, TE)® i F2 A1 — A 2052 1) 306 ik J& 14 it
T PR A Ny SEae B, SRIT AN BT iR 1 FP-
PAN BRI B ATA] . O 7 3T ELAR, P
JEH I FPPAN B8 53U 1) F i 753047 HUER,
B EET Gt 2 TR A S R T B 7 v
1) MIBT B W R FE B 2% (Principal component
analysis and linear discriminant analysis, PCA +
LDA): H%HH PCA 75 SEILXS JF 46 Ko i) B
4, ik LDA W&t 1) B, B85 FH LDA XfF%
4 J5 FRHEEAT 2025, 2) KM E ML (Support vec-
tor machine, SVM): £ L3852 2] 73 KI5 1%, 3) IR
FEGRIMZE LS (DCNN): FI FH IR G B 28 25
& HIF 1) ¢ 1A% B 4 1) SRR AR AR, S B R 4 2K
4) BBRE ML (GCN): FE TR PR 2 4 2 1 1
SR AT BB R B) BRI M4 (GAT): 4
T RRHEC RIEIER B 3T BB 6) i
FEIR NG L (PTCN): i o FEHE 6 R
Mg g, FIA GCON $2BUE FRFRAE; 7) 28 %
B2 M %% (IAGNN): J:F HEE HLH E 2%
2 ML AR T S5 8O0 &R, I 22 9K B 1) 45 K R AE il
A SRR 2 25 IR BT E A, SVM A R 4L
W3R %. GCNL GAT. PTCN. TAGNN fE
AR, GCN 1 GAT A DUE{E B2 Tk
P2 B AT B, K52 R e e F T 20 2R 1 I 245,
1% 5 FPPAN K HIAH A BR 25 52 8 1) 77 20k 2
Ji 2 RS T4 AURFAE 2 ST B 1 7 O i A2 5
KBTI IE. PTCN £ T H & W Hbn S5 50 B AT
AR, TAGNN 3T 22 Ff (5 2% 31 ) 45 0 B 47 2
15, S5 G2 Wi Ak TR FE 2% S T AH L,
AT DL B P 35 4 G 2R AE T R S ASORT M i ) 2 S
RT3 A7 6 b, AT LA B P sk 8 AL i) Fn
T B UL FCA A Fir 4 T ik v i BB A 7R
PEREHR I R H i B 2 Wi 3 (ACC) 1R Jv4R

FRBEAT R4
3.1 TEi1#2

1) I FEHGR

TE &R AU Y A B. CH D, @il
FAERE T (IRHA T, B HTT, 5 B8 25 T
TRIBEE B ORI RN D), ZE R G A1 H. A3
R 31 MR E AT IR, oA A 22 ANl EAR =
A9 MNEEARE. R BT RE A, 814 B 48 AL
(UL 1R T A7 BB SR 2% VR R A P 28 1) e A 2 (R e
SE 1], AN B FEFE ], PR A i 1K LA Bk A
BEATHEI . 4y AAE 15 Ak dE o N AT SR B
WA LR 1, Wb FAB AT IS (A 48 /B, #i
BEfEZE 8 /NEFGIN, FKE RAE TR BR B BN 3 78t
W SE B A i B £ 800 S REAR. T EL I IH) B K B N
20 W SERAE PIFEAR AT VIR, #2087 - 3 By Lkl
K143 N1 25 R0 I B R £ . SR R R A R
FPPAN JHARBSHREWT: 22212 E RN 0.003;
SPATIRR R S HOR E N 0.001; #EIRK/ANA 512;
B RINERFE N 300; SCHIR 2K GONs, 4]
BEFAEK/NA 20, GCNs [ 28 55140 14-6; X 5%
WX 2% 25 44 S 250-12, A8 48 o 2S5 #4I O 15-15.

#£ 1 TEdREMEER

Table 1 Fault information for the TE process
P A Eid)
1 A/C BEERRE AR, B & EAAR (51§78
2 B & &AM, A/C BRI E AR U187
3 Ykl D IR BER AL Bk
4 SR ARV FIRN R BEAAY (51§78
5 BV HIRN FHRLEE A AY U187
6 LS EGES Bk
7 YkL C Ik 51§78
8 Ykl AL B. C B2 RS A BEAL
9 D it ERR AR BEHL
10 C BERHR LAY BEHL
11 SREFRVE FRN FRLEE A AY BEAL
12 BV AR LR EAAE BEHL
13 SRR B 715 RO ST
14 SRRV FK ] it
15 A BER S HIK IR fiahi

2) TSI 45 R M

a) W R

FT kIEARIRIE AL T BRI & B rTIA BRI Ik
BHE A FPPAN M4 4> 5lic/F FPPAN-k-
NN #1 FPPAN-k-PHop. LA TE A5 EXF 4, &5
JriESE 15 R 2 Wi gk B L3 2. AT H
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2 ARTFEE TE 72 ER ks Wk il
Table 2 Fault diagnosis performance of different methods on TE process
75 PCA + LDA SVM DCNN GCN GAT PTCN TAGNN-CON TAGNN-AT FPPAN-ENN FPPAN-kPHop
1 1.000 1.000 0.997 0.973 0.983 1.000 0.960 0.880 1.000 1.000
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.864 1.000 1.000 0.987 0.997 1.000 1.000
3 0.103 0.541 0.439 0.355  0.362 0.329 0.280 0.319 0.331 0.561
4 0.747 1.000 0.997 0.997 0.963 1.000 0.917 0.953 1.000 1.000
5 0.547 0.938 0.970 0.613  0.240 0.963 0.346 0.452 0.975 0.961
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.973 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
7 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.678 0.924 1.000 0.960 0.983 1.000 1.000
8 0.464 0.613 0.674 0.243  0.452 0.681 0.465 0.475 0.731 0.728
9 0.139 0.159 0.073 0.206  0.021 0.050 0.342 0.213 0.199 0.262
10 0.084 0.047 0.792 0.352 0.472 0.498 0.508 0.375 0.827 0.694
11 0.046 0.284 0.967 0.967  0.781 0.977 0.960 0.970 1.000 1.000
12 0.269 0.853 0.714 0.595  0.664 0.867 0.631 0.671 0.883 0.869
13 0.450 0.362 0.621 0.173 0.011 0.794 0.090 0.123 0.711 0.739
14 0.058 0.997 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.967 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 0.151 0.177 0.212 0.276 0.193 0.301 0.282 0.279 0.312 0.196
1 0.471 0.665 0.764 0.618  0.604 0.762 0.649 0.646 0.798 0.801

f] FPPAN J5 ke Horp 13 Fhikpea A L T
BRI 3 AR, RAETE 5 A 2 Tl B v (14) 7 AL s
W Ja T AR B vk, (HAR SR B 7 YRR SR B
53R B0 o R RCR . BAR T, A SCRTHE
FPPAN J7ik AR AARIAE LA =5 1) HEETT
EMIEL, FPPAN JiiE4E TE EBUE 7 A i e
BWIRR, P35 2R Ak 3] 79.8% 1 80.1%
48 TR 3R I AR IR T DI S 75 4 A e 05 R e e A 3 i
BERE R, BirthRAE SRS RE. 2) 18
i 5 DCNN [ R AT L, AER B, 2T
BRI 725 FE 3 T AR & 2 (B IR AH STk, J it 2o &
IR FR G R, AT LA 2 g 5 0 A2 w5 B PR HL.
KL B EHEA R AMZLEKR. 3) GCN H
— MR R B BB EZ M RR, MR T
SEREE, T GAT 3T W45 2] 1 07 SN xt i it
1719, PTON N2 se 2 FHEME, JF5IANT
REALT A, S Bl S R 2.36%. RIEHE
77 RAT K GCN. GAT. PTCN iX =/ 48 [K] 45 14
BRI, TP IS WOk B W T, R ALEA 5
N B A I 0 R £ 51 N0 e 75 21 BB kR AiE
KR B ARABE R 06} - M B 7 RARFAE %% ). FPPAN
TFENTRIEER R SN, WEEEFA TS
GOCN A [H] i 5 T B &5 B 2 1 d R 5 5X, (ELE i e
T PR SR TR U)X 4 R S R AT T e i
Witk T BBk SR, B 5 W, E5IANT i
R PR I, JE e B SRR SR A 1 4 B XS S ARFAIE
FE IR T M ) S R 22 A, AR PR AL T

ZHIES fRIE T FPPAN J7 i 1w 2 ok fg.
PLE 25 AR, FPPAN A5 70 g % 2 =) 3% B ] 43
Pk A2 W B R AIE L R 5 1 mT DASR i B A ) 51
PE B4 AR B0 A5 2. AT 2R A2, 5 T AR 95 b
AR T 7 A ) o R 408 30T Ak ) R A B AR R AR
FRHE R, Ak 3. 8. 9. 10, 13 25, ACHT#EH FP-
PAN R Witk fe AN, BIi% 05 v 52 PR T i s 41
A BN FE W AR

b) 5

TE I FE 3 Pl i e e Y B L 4 ~ & 6,
P o 05 KN R A % T S RS B AL i )
BN R AN R N A A . R B = 40— 1
FE 3R FIS 45 W) P T 1 o A i 0 P ) 2 1 A
T, BT 55 Al FE A LHLURIAE 5% STk 29 b i s 9 1 1)
Al fRREE.

HelE 1o A/C BERNR B B R A R AL,
BRI AL CHERIAE %, NILAE SR R E A R
M (vy) M CHEEHEINE (vy) Tzl be AR J5 AR
TR AS SR N 53 3N RN A R R
B2 51X AN AT OB, R 256 R 45 A o
JCHHIETT (vr, vi3)s W (vo, vig)~ WAL (vs, v12)
FEAR RS R B RLOSTAE E  a, [R i
TV E (vi7, vao) FAE HH LU ] 25 42 1) 12
BHETT (vos, vae) FIFFE, SIS R (1) M R 2
FH T 25 PR B R AR A Ak, TR I R s 94 K
TTE (v1) B2 B0, WA 4(a) FIE 4(b) ASHE
B, AR ST R A R P T v AT
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(b) &PHop

(LI ¢ W A
Fig.4  Fault source graphs for fault 1

7 20 13
]
/ \ |
29 \ 7
30
13 20
\ / 12 8
9 6
(a) NN (b) &PHop

Bl 5 b 4 f i
Fig.5 Fault source graphs for fault 4

11

(a) NN

(b) &PHop

Bl6 ki 11 b Pl
Fig.6  Fault source graphs for fault 11

PEHUE 7 R A DA B HLER L T R AR R R DG
. MEINE, 3T -PHop W AVEE EM M 28 T
MR G, M ANN FIF A S EEE
RS A RS R N = S 15723 Yt /b o b a1 )
TRV (vag — vag )~ HERHE [T FEAR AN 2 N 8%
WS B I E2IN (ves — {vr, vs, v} ).

W 4 RS 11 30 [ B 48 A HIK N TR S
RAARA, 1% R TG T M D A s (L
SR R AAHIKH TR (ver ), FIAE
SR E vy NZIE AR AR . T A
LA TBCR NG, ¥ E1 7K il B S i 22 R e FL IR
W, FEU N EE N I AR 3 K AR (ve, vr,

vs, Vo). [N, SN #E N IR ) S AR A B R
M 0 182 74 A1 7K AR T IR T DT BE (w0 ) X R T A M.
M 5 8245 A 7 B8 Akt 2 B2 IR Ag L D) 26 (o),
BETRZIE RIS B (vi2, vis) FIE2RAIEMHE
B B 5 R 6 FRAHER L, 2T -PHop 1757
TR i 5 22 MO ERAL R, T T A-NN 77 i
T AR HOCI BRI, R OREA T bR A DG 1 B ) O
SUMAS ) AR T B 20 i Wi AR TSI O AR

R 1 AR 3, K A R ) R R
AR RANTR] AT TR S 1 e o 908 P A e e e A YR
AL kAT LR B . whhE 4 AR 11 33
N SOBE 2V FI KON VIR e, B e A AR AR [
AL T 2 At B AR AN —, RITRIG & By
PR B J 2 B AL R, o) AH S TR AR B 110 5 Ml i EE
A=, BPIAEL T fffk MHEL I IE ), PR B 1Y
MRS M A B AR AN — . A N ST DR 1
i PR Y 5 YR A A B 5 R, R g B A i e
Wi A% 5 1 il P A8 B AR EAT B A 4% X EE A-NN U
KR k-PHop 5 BIANME A I, 7247 FR Al b v 34 >
W, B-NN B8 55 1l AL 3 2R 4 S 0t 1) 5%
G S AL I, k-PHop WILRBE 1 32 SR bR A%L 1 45
B, iTERENGEEEATEE. A ZIEHZ, BT
AT LT 0 0 A FE AT IR DR R, R b
TAZ AT 3 s e s AT 32 BRT R R R T
(95 %, 7% B[] 31 TE 1R DR SR 5K 2 A O M P 4
S TR T 2 A7 AR AN R R PR ) )42 il o A 47 %
AN GZ e A2 B A S AE WP s o, & 4 ~ Bl 6
I R R (vir, vag ) S5 [AI R A & 4
FEHAEN.

P T P P o 2 R L) S S LR AR
] RIS G 2%, JCik B At 58 A RORE B2 1) Mg A% i 1
B, HAE FPPAN 2 kbl 5, st
SRR Y P S T I L e R P 3 R A AR A
(177 20, DR B T AN A8 5 2 TA) X Jm) 5 M oA o AR A
KIS 30 0] W e 0t PR P 2 2, £ BR B Aok 4
MRk . LAl 4 0B, 22T FPPAN J7ik. 2%
T W 2% (146 22 AR SR 23 B 7732 (Neural net-
work architecture-based Granger causality analys-
is, NN-GC)® 13T B K R & 7772 (Deep caus-
ality graph, DCG)™ 4 2 [yt b A% 4 it 4 B WL IR 7.
LT PR B I, DCG AR 17 0K RS 2% I
FE (o) T 02 N 12 N7 2 VA H KON 1L BE R A= AR Ak
(R AR YR, 2R L IE SR AR YR (va1), HEBT AR
mifL R E. 5 NN-GC AL, FPPAN JjiEAUfE
W7 H T BB AR GV ZN K AL B IR T (v30) AR
g5 A HE AL & (v, ve), IR 17X T e ss
BTG (vyg) LS SOBIAMEFRA T (va) O HBRAL 4R
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B 0.80 |+k:1—-—k:2 k:5+k:11|
| 1 = 0.78 |
30 & 0.76
30 ' 27 T 0.74
/\ B 0.72 l\‘<‘l$>'<t"¢"ﬁ=‘l
9 | 0.70 b e
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7 13 6 30 Kl9 K[ kfEA p fH T FPPAN-kPHop f1ERE
(a) FPPAN (b) NN-GC (¢) DCG Fig.9 Performance of FPPAN-kPHop with
different k values and p values
7 bR 4 AR AT e "
. . KT 30% BRI, JRRLET, p BN, BIE % H
Fig.7 Propagation path for fault 4

SR SR B AT, AR ST B AR (1 B A% 16 2 A% T LA
PRALTE A T & e R A SR B AR R R S &R

c) SHEEUBRNE BT

Xy, EE ) EER R, kol
AR i) Wb IR E A R I I s B E R S L
p FUE BAETE 42 k; dii) FI T Pl 580 24
R UL LB RS EL p, X =F 0 TR 72K
BENInEATR

N TR IR B R B, kAT AR IR ST FP-
PAN 520, A REH T 5. 104 15, 20 31 1E
AN BRI E, FPPAN 78 TE F~F 34 35k
WoR L 8. MR AT LLE A 4 4h ik
P50, B T B AR AR (ER R I AR A
B3N, R 0 A AN G o LR sk
BEZ TG BB HBETEN, BT B
FAR. XKW, A IE R AR E T DATE fRIIE
o 8 LA 2 D[RV BT 78 23 Fl SR e A 2 1 22 57
PRI, AT 32 s B2 (1) 1 .

0.80
s 078}
ﬁ 0.76
5 074t
B o2t
0.70 - - -
5 10 15 20 31
kT AR
K8 RMFE k{E FH FPPAN-&NN FH:RE
Fig.8 Performance of FPPAN-ANN with

different k values

N TR FCHE IR B R i, g i Rk E B
b p FIE B AR & X FPPAN HIs2m, A3
£k HUE {1, 2, 5, 11} RITEAL PRI T p BUE A
0.1 2 1 xRz AR 73 SRR, WA 9. 58, ATEL
MR | EFe 1 HARE 20% MUERELT,
FPPAN HUf5 T eI 70 FBOR. Hk, AL 732K
BURAE p BUE/DNT56T 30% LRIV T1E p

% B M R I e B A R BT R A R
ek, RPN 7 E 2SR, sk, BEE & /I3
I, ORI AR 3R O e A R R AT IR, (I 21 AN
ZRNMRE RS, S ANTIER, SRR
R R B, [FIRY, BT BY R 1 Al B 200K, Wks
B KRG RN, BEE & B93n, #8735 5
FErfy R T RaE, BRI TH C IR BT AL
PLESHEY p 5k &AM EH RS HEE,
S 2 A B AL IR AL B R AR R, 3L (R A
e Yt Pl g o v A P DL BRI AL, 38 I EUE A R
T FPPAN HUf5 B4 ()2 B AR

ASLH— IR T p WAFRIEFEIE FPPAN-£-
NN 1 FPPAN-k-PHop W AR | )14 it 2 0.
B 10 R T WA FPPAN [°F 340 UK, 7
AEBIIILE p R 0.1 BHEE] T S EKF. (B2 5
FRVE A R AR JE R AE 1) — B, &Of 2 KR
R R TR f 3 SRR B, 8 B AR B 22 ST R T
0. BEE p HIVRS, BRI o 2R R kTR, |
— HOR BB M RE KR, FTE Y FPPAN XJ &
PR RAS 2t TR Zr B WA s AT 4T,
k-NN 7£ k = 5 B UG fefE: 1% fE, k-PHop fEk =1
H p =02 B RAEMERE. 11 NN J720nT BLg0A
NRIEFE T YR 1 Bk AR VE R P A SR RT 5 A
T A, AR IX 6 AN 2 M T
HIKKR. NN A E LA WS ARSI I AL, 78
[F 25 (AR JE B P, A-NN 540 T 35 A2 8] i AH B
RN 56 2R, AERFAESE U A 115 B I0AE B 5 Ut
k-PHop N8 —5 & 1 (5 AR, 8= R BHE B
(IR, PR TV 8 25, T8 3% 6 i e Yt Pl v
J5 I FF EARYE A F 355 78 7 5 e WU A 2 A%
HEEBERBLEEER, W@ L& &E R FP-
PAN #57,

g )M IR
1) e
Ik T 5% A 4 2 R A B A S A L R
I R e T RE 5 R AR A R B, AN S it T

3.2
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0.4 * : : *
10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001  0.000 1
p
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Fig.10  Performance of FPPAN with different p values

B A R VT 2 W 7 2 A AR, TR i & 1)
WLEIE AT WS I B W12 Wi, R o it Tk i e o 22
WAL 2 —. JEFINLE 2 AN AH B EME I R G R,
Hrp il RGRES N REN AT, VB RS
R RE 22 55 52 b 2 004 HERNHEE ) 33 2% &R 40 [
iy 2 R0 47 ) S R TR, Ve K AL FE R G A P S R AR
e AR (R R RR IR K. JE R ML P 45 R s = AL
11, JE R HLAE S 3E B B P 4T 55 72 i o HE A
ORI P 2 A Q0 AL 2 1) 5 B FAZ 5k 52 W), FH
PCAZHE FR A 255 1, AT I BN gl . A S T
T 0 S BRI JE M AR, A0 461 A Wi AR
&, @I o E MR ER A R IR A 82 MR
AT S, 4> AITE 4 P R BEAT MR 2
SRS LA AT, WA LA 3, WO AR R e
6500 2%, LARS R &K N 24 0SB B REA 24T
Yy, #0807 2 3 Bl or Y R An iR g ds 4. K
FH A% 38 250 2 1) FPPAN VARG S B E N
T IR EN 0.001; PEHUEESERE N
0.001; LK/ N 1024; HKINGRE RN 300; X
HHH5 SR )2 B9 GCNs, WIHUEHRFE K /NA 24, GCNs
[ 28 S5 R 16-9; X 55 245 45 749 59 300-18, A #
PRIEL LS KA 15-4.

2) SLIG 45 oM

a) W 4> AR

DAAZ 6 4 e T A8 R S U S o ) & Fh 7 v
4 P i W s SR 4. 3% 4 AT4n, A SRR
H Y FPPAN J5iL7E 4 Bl ls B RILH T s Er o
BAR, P SWiRE A E] 99.9%. BE#E K 45 %
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shield tunneling machine
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Table 4 Fault diagnosis performance of different methods for the shield tunneling construction
5= PCA + LDA SVM DCNN GCN GAT PTCN TAGNN-CON TAGNN-AT FPPAN-ENN FPPAN-kPHop
1 0.853 1.000 1.000 0.751 0.976 1.000 0.835 0.923 1.000 1.000
2 0.741 0.802 1.000 0.664 0.936 1.000 0.785 0.889 1.000 1.000
3 0.579 0.631 0.931 0.875  0.756 0.944 0.823 0.845 1.000 1.000
4 0.601 0.629 0.900 0.520 0.892 0.961 0.717 0.803 0.994 0.996
FHME 0.694 0.770 0.958 0.703  0.890 0.976 0.790 0.865 0.999 0.999
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