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The recognition of flange bolt connection state based on deep learning

ZHANG Hong LIU Binbin

(School of Mechanical Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problems of conventional diagnostic methods in identifying the connection state of
bolts, weak robustness and noise resistance, a new method of bolt detection based on deep learning theory
is proposed. Firstly, the acoustic emission signals generated by the flange bolt structure under four kinds of
preloading force are taken as the research object, relying on the complete ensemble empirical mode decomposi-
tion with adaptive noise (CEEMDAN), and the feature extraction method of Mel-frequency cepstral coeflicients
(MFCC).The adaptive noise reduction of the acoustic emission signal and the selection of the optimal basic
mode component group are realized. The eigenvalues of Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients that can better dis-
tinguish the bolt connection state are extracted. Through the training model, the bolts in the four connection
states are well identified. The results show that the model has high accuracy in acoustic emission diagnosis of
flange bolts, and has good noise resistance and robustness.

Keywords: Flange bolt; Acoustic emission; Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients; Deep learning; State recogni-

tion

2020-07-15 Wk, 2020-12-03 5EHH
EF WA skt (1966- ), B, ILHLH AN, 1, QER, Hamm: G55G4, YLilSEmEAR.
TiBE/EH E-mail: 1105399774@qq.com



5540 % 5 330

FRESE:  NHIR LA 2 PUINE 2 IR M E RS 351

0 35l

MR AV 22 R R FH AT iR AR AL B A
ARKM ks, S5 EE 2B H IR, &
R S A, R M R 22 A i B LR R AT AR R
HEEME L. R (Acoustic emission, AE) &
PR DA B DR e 5 0 DR R 0T 7 A W 2 R PR DB H)
— PP WA R, PR SRR 2 R AR
TSSO RL S RSS2 IR R 3h 25 JE AR IR
PRI ) —Fh AR B, B 73R B, SRR R
il 452 55 e 7 AR LR S 1) P RS I G, A B P R AR
FARTT LU RO g RS AT R B, 48
[ 75 R 5 R 7 v 2 SR I I s N 2 804y
T, SR RS 5 R IEE Qi@ A 39774 (Root
mean square, RMS) {H. A& & R U1 FOH I A5k
RFAESE (=71 B SR I R AE A S N 31 SRR 1] AL B
BP #1445 S5 HL 8% 2 IR BLEAT VI 45 181, AR 5K
IR R A TR 0 X FRR 5 5 2 IR 5
Wi, 5 M R A0 P R A 22, 17T SR FH R B2 2 2T 1)
J7E ] DA IX el i o R FE 2% 21 d B (AR Ak
7& 45 B A 4 W 4% (Convolutional neural networks,
CNN), CNN fE i A F R 7 BAT 55 ) 12 1B
I, 30 AR WU B & i 2l ). CNIN
A DLE I R 77 N iR I 0T H A
BRRVER 2 4EEARAE, (1B A 5 B (ARG T A
o D01, SCHR [11-13) SR CNN B SREL T 4842
BERRAS IHE, ABRARATIT H 7 & T 6 4
FaZh IRAE, AN ReHEn IR AR i B B F RS .
TRPE 2 2] 5 78 R S R 45 6 ke ok v] DUAR B fie o
A e E R R AR IS S AR AR, —
AFAENE PSP 1) B, — R AFAE R A0 & i) i, 75 L
W AREAS AT 18 24 B A B LB S5 5 R L .

BRI, ASSCHR M 1 — i i - 1 o 2 e 75 ) 5
BAE NA LA 7 R EE 1 (Complete ensemble em-
pirical mode decomposition with adaptive noise,
CEEMDAN). #Hg /R 45 2% 48] 1% & 5 (Mel-frequency
cepstral coefficients, MFCC) LA K& CNN [f] 18 #2 3%
PERA LW A (CEEMDAN-MFCC-CNN). 4%
i3 CEEMDAN 75 i KSR IR 5 = 1) [l A A5
A K37 & (Intrinsic mode function, IMF), HIX
fir B U 2 (KO) FHELAH 5% 2 80 (R) e B f A8 1 IMF
Sy, SR B AR HUTIE IMF 43 81 MFCC R 4L,

il

SEHUG S ANFEA AL B, 5 Je R e A B iy N\ 2126
U 22 0 28 BEAT I SR B0 45 RR W], R A SO
P75 R MR G A i ke T 2O, HO R A B
PUME RS

1 EAXIEig

1.1 & IMF 5> 24H3%E

X1 IR AU 2 A IMF 4 & IR B A
ER AT R0 IR AR MR S R E B, A S
AR . LR B AL IMF 23 B2 i I b, AR H
CEEMDAN X i 45 AE {55 0 fift 141, R F 0
(K)« HAHRKZRE(R) W& A mitr sk
BChR v o W B2 K o e Wk I AT 3 B AT R 2 )
Guit &, £E 5P e R ZE S P s,
U P52 AP AR R U 5 v g b B R 2, R
2R HAR R REAER T RS
5 IMF 738 5 H AR5 2 (A AR AR, REUE B
KWZEZR IMF 738 AL I3 A5 5 Z TALEAH AL A<
SO UE I R EOEAT I AR FR R, WO B0 R AL
n = K + RYENIEEFGRFR, #R45 EAME 5 877 %
7 (Mean square error, MSE) HAE NV 146 45,
MSE {f % Wt 1 Wk 75 R 5K/, LA R /NER T (9], 5@
PR R BN IMF J3 83047 0 1% , ANMXAT LA 325
A RS B2 1 IMF 73 &, i 0] DL BR 4R
BZ B IMF 7 &, B BOL R a0 Bros:

(1) T 5o b o TE 285 23 A7 1 3 e 75 N (8) s
FFEIBAE T s(t) P, HiRNE ST ULERRN
s(t) = s(t) + N (t), Hhamiicti =1,2,3,-- Lk,
XF s (t) BEAT B — IR A J A 73 (Empirical mode
decomposition, EMD) 73 #1532 IMF}, 84 @0 k
I E (¥ IMFy FIGEZE 61 () N

k
1 4
IMF; = o > " IMF, (1)
=1

(51 (t) = 8<t) - IMFl (2)

(2) S8 5 3K IMF B 73 IMF o, K 3R1F 5% 2
851(¢) BRI A RS NE(¢), HEAT EMD 43 #4521 B4y
& IMF, FI5RZ 0y (1), 1)

1 4
IMF; = > IMFS, (3)

5y(t) = s(t)_— IMF,. (4)



352 ,é RJ

1
e |
i
5’3 Il IMF 2
n
H i
=) 1
2 1
1

2021 4£ 5 H
| s |
P |
1
. |
1 1 2 3 7 n

|

/|

_____ | l |

! I Min (MSE) | |

L - _— _— _— _— _— _— _
RIMEF 43 541

K1 IMF 4 &R B

Fig. 1 IMF component selection process

(3) BRI FE, B2 2 J5 ik 2 i 2 5

M B ICEHAT R B R S ST LR N
s(t) = > IMF; + 0n(t). (5)
=1

(4) B3R 15 B0 IMF 43 &, i+ 554 IMF 4
EUEEE K AMEAHR R R, WE K M R
{4 0.05, 1% B R BOK T 146 15 1) 73 & B A i 5
S R E S I MSE 5. 8 K M RAEA
7 B BT LA AS 5 A E A, e 28 Bk HE MISE {f /N
I IMF 7y &40, %R IR RO AR B 1 B s o
1.2 Mel SREIE R BHRE

N HEAS [F) A 2% (138 7 B AT AN [ 1) S8 R
Mel F12 1E A28 1 R 1% PR PR i 32 HH 1, &
Lg% RAEL MR R Mel 83 R % (MFCC) &R
5 Mel 5915 1 22 Gt [ A7 A2 00 B 5G &R 5 $ ) — o5
it 25, MECC 259 M 118 AR IESE L. FrabH(E
5 EAT R AN Mel A7 2 [A135 2 DL T 5% & 1161,

Mel(f) = 2595 x lg(1 + f/700). (6)

FE R SHE 5 AT BASR F S T 1 R 2 HURE
IRFAIE, 159 2] A IMF 2 220 )5, SR DU R 23R
B7 32 BUIME 7 8 0 MFCC & 20, $2 B 2w
2l

(1) XHE T AT PR (il I In ), n e
i 8 H hamming % -

(2) X FALBE 2 J5 1 73 WS 5 BEAT 2 dU Bt
A (Discrete Fourier transform, DFT), HiAb# 2
JEI IS 5N s(n), % DFT K AHCA N, £ DFT
A 2 JE AR BIAUBUE 5 S

N-1
S(k) — Z S(n)eij'ﬂnlc/N7
n=0
0<n, 0<k<N-L (7)

(3) ¥ 5, TP, RAFHAER I, 71 T/ Mel o
WA BEAT S WAL R, TS5 5 UCIEIE ) A% 18 R KU
Hj(k) =

2(k—f(G—=1)
U+ = fG-D))FG) - FG-1)

fG =1 <k<f0),

2(/(j+1) — k)
(fG+D) =G =G +1) = F(5)

fO) <k<f(G+1),

(8)

0, E>f(j+1).
T — IR AR KO B RE &, 58 T IR SR
A RN Hme Bk

N-1
S() = In ( T |S<k>|2Hj<k>),o << )
k=0
T2 B B A 5% A0 45 21) Mel 13138 2240
J—1

Cln) = Y~ S() cos(rn(j +0.5)/7)

J
0<j<J (10)

J HtAE Mel €3 28 FI 5, k& MFCC RHE
{E R 4EH, fE X Bk $ T = 13,

TR ) .
> srine DF TS AERIE
# ey
MFCCZ#% I Melfii

2 MFCC 2B e

Fig. 2 MFCC extraction process



403 3

FRESE:  NHIR LA 2 PUINE 2 IR M E RS 353

1.3 PSR

CNN HISH A /& S8 E 15 A
BE A 200 o o B2 1) AL D7) B A A N 8
3FP, BN — 4. HER = iR L, B
HEGHE WS 2. LERM 2 EEEWR. —
HEB AWML ML (1D-CNN) A _EA = e B Fp0 2
W 2% (2D-CNN) #[Al, 1D-CNN Hi@&H F—4E 751,
HIR1D-CNN R 1ML, (H2 1 A % CNN 4k
AP R AN LA 5 18], fE4EH) |, 1D-CNN 5
2D-CNN AL, FZAFESHZ i 2, t

MFCCHHEE

SRR R N RN AR AR 1T AR BLAE B AR
JERAL R BT S5 T3 T« A SCRICID-CNN {E
NIZWIRAL, SR 3 NG RRMAL = 45 H , il 4%
BRI SR S5 R, AR SCHT BT R 5 R 18 3
B

2 RESHH

2.1 RIGHIERE
V25 WE R T 5 M 7R R ARG DR 36 7E IR B
R & LT, RGP 4 Fis.

B e o

oy MR RS
Hl o
ligy 22
—JH I -
iy 2J2ifE
4 i SE3IR
al AR
BREL bR HPEEJF  AMERE  Softmaxsi

K3 iR

Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of calculation

B P AL 22 A e B R A ARG

fF T R A R A KB AR RS & b, IRIERBI A5
AR G LS k. B LT ARSI B AR 8 mm
PSRRI S, BT B A T B AR, By bR
T 7 A2 TP AR AR 5, AR T ) R TR
PRSI AS AR B O SR150M 2 413 Ik 30 A%
JEES, S IE Y 60 ~ 400 kHz. BB RFEAIRN

PRSI

ety

e | 5 N-m (3#)
| 0 N-m (%%)

5 A=A
Fig. 5 Simulated flange test piece

(b) B REAL G
K4 W5
Fig. 4 Test site

1000 kHz, KA S ECN 2048, WA S HTIR N
38 dB. I H IR T B TR J1 KN, 435
WE 18520 N-am.10 N-m.5 N-m.0 N-m, XJ 5/ 2
PR 4 FORES, Wl 5 B .

RIS R I, AU A B 8] A T 4R B PR 15
™, B TR ) 2188 N, IR R, i
BTN FE R, S T W BRI, AR SO B
KIS WY Ty AT TR AL B B e AR
BEFE SR FERT (A4 10 s, SKFESE 3 5555 7 02
FEHEAT R AR, B G 1 B R AR I Tl 5 1 A8k .
UORAEZ MR R 5] N T IE A b 307 5, 722
W AR R [ 42 1% 42 Z HE T T Dropout &b BE, FEHLZE 5
T B SRR B E AR R SR M A A R, J8D
T AN IR B A G A5 R s . AR ST A
P50 & BRI A 50 Hz, AN 10 m/s?. ¥
IR EEN A E ARG b, REF I
RSN R AR, 3 HAE 3 TF 43 ol 6 AR e T



354

2 A7F

2021 5 A

%N Ly (20 N-m)s Ly (10 Nom)s Lz (5 N-m) 1
Ly (0 N-m), Xf BBRAR BORE 5L IE% L AL L RBCIR
Ao RAEBNHIHR 3 7 ARG S 5 A 6 B
RIEBIES

AR EE AE NS S XE LIS S T
E DS R, ok JE VAT SRR 1 4 F IR A

2.2

A7H . O T SEBLHERR A, 7 B Ab BRI R
AR BB IMF 23 B U7 %%, AR 5 5 %45
5 5 M IMF 73 &8 3T MFCC REFEEH, FEE X
F 5 73 (Kernel principal component analysis,
KPCA) J5 i, 1L T TR A BRI 36 1 REUEN
FoAE T VRF LA, B FEAS IV RF AL W B 7 BT

0.10
0.10
0.05 > 0.05
> ~
> pn
a 0 Z 0
E =
—0.05 —0.05¢
—0.10 0.10
0 400 800 1200 1600 2000 o 400 800 1200 1600 2000
WJ1H) ¢ /ns Hf1H] ¢ /s
(a) Ly (b) L2
0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01 +
> <
a 0 Z 0
E =
—0.01 —0.01
—0.02 —0.02
400 800 1200 1600 2000 0 400 800 1200 1600 2000
) ¢ /ps 1] ¢ /s
(c) L3 (d) Ly
K6 ARIET AEFS
Fig. 6 AE signal at different torques
300 300
200 200 F
100 } 100 F-r™N 77N TN 4
Eaul 1o S S S S v
ES 0 = 0} 7) Y e S
3 W&
—100 4 —100 | ff / |
—200 | —200 / ]
—300 n —300 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
RHA AU
(a) Ly (b) L»
300 300
200 | 200 :
s 7/
i 100 ¢ - 100 ‘
¥ o0 50
& W&
—100 f —100
—200 } —200
—300 : —300 : : : : : : :
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
REAH REAH
(c) Ls (d) Ly

El7 MFCCHHEME
Fig. 7 MFCC characteristic value



5540 % 5 330

FRESE:  NHIR LA 2 PUINE 2 IR M E RS 355

BRI S AN, TR TR T E
H, SEUSM SRR B3 B R ENEH, 2
AT Z R, SEAEBSHE L, MAWE 1IN0
I, BB 45 4 8, X PR A AE (5 5 R A
Z 0. SHTEI TP LAE H, Mg T AL (5 Nom)
FNE# EBRA (10 Nom) B, MFCC &30 K85
ARAE 100 7o A7, 1E RS I IR RFAE #h 2800 1
I, SR B AR BEUE . TR 7 4k SR AR /N 2R R
(0 N'm), MFCC ZHH K 2 200 76 45, FEAE i 26 56
INBEUE . TSRS AT (20 Nom) IRASET, RFAE
it 2 5 3B BN BEE . ol i B TR LR
KA WFIEEAS 5 HEHBRX A, RHMFCC &
FARUFHOVTAN T8 R ERRAS . 193] RS
ARG, K BARRE AN B2 WS AL AT 25, Bt A
AR NE 1R,

®1 HEEHK
Table 1 Sample data set

FEASE (%) HEA%E I T4 One hot i

L1(20 N-m) 900 850 50 1000
L>(10 N-m) 900 850 50 0100
L3(5 N-m) 900 850 50 0010
L4(0 N-m) 900 850 50 0001

2.3 REERSH

W ALEAT A IR 58 Py Charm, S {4 2R
53 N Intel Core i5-8400 4b P #% A1 GTX 1060 &,
B 20 RN SR IMEVE N 2 45 8 . &2, il
SR ANIGIE SR I HERR 2 I TE 97 % o Aq , I H Bt
PO BB R, TR A AN AE R R 45 R B 8 o, AR
SRR WE 9 s

x2 XMHER

Table 2 Compare results

HERE A IR R/ %
SRR A5 CNN 77.50
R 4155 MFCC CNN 84.24
FE RIS AHR G e CNN 90.62
CNN 97.64
CEEMDAN+MFCC SVM 91.13

BP #& M4  92.36

WL E9OFE W, RAMI A EERIAE LS
Fi) ALy (R0 BEA L, 254 B 7B MFCC R AEH
BT R, KRR Z T L F Ly 3050 FEARTRR
TEZE AR, AR T — @ MR R ), 0T Ly (i
B0 R Ly (IE5) BEAS, M SZEL T HERIRA . N T 5%
WEAZ TV IR 80, e BT AN () ) 000 AR 1 5
R A st b, R34 SR A0 3R 2 o o

0.7

o — RIS
6 — DEEIAAE
0.5F

{E

0.4+

Ei7

0.3F

0.2F

0.1F

(‘) 2‘0 4‘0 6‘0 8‘0 100
BRKEL N
(a) MM

100

95 -
90 -
85 -
80 -

R/ %

75 -

or — ISR
651 —— IEAEUETRR

605 20 20 60 80 100
B E N
(b) HEfZR

K8 IR IAEAIHERG H

Fig. 8 Training loss and accuracy

L[ 50 0 0 0
_ L] o0 50 0 0
=
R
B Ly o 0 47 4
Ll o 0 3 46
I Lo Ls L,
SFAH]

Ko e Jeah )

Fig. 9 Test set classification results



356 /éﬂ}%'?

2021 5 A

XS B AT, A ST 2 WA AU AR 47 1y S
TXRKE ABAE 5 ROIR A, #ER R R, IKE) T 97%
FA T HAB WAL,y 7k iSRS
BRI AL TERE , A Sl B iR A U 7 AR 50
BRI LRI, SRR ABAS 5, 285Xt
W) AE A 5 34T R, SRR TTIR B0 & I35 AN
S AR A 2 0 T 45 A RN o BT 6
10 R P BHENE N R AR, 45 R AR 3 Ps

*3 WIEESIRALE
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