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A time series prediction model for industrial process failures based on
temporal dual-channel graph attention network

WANG Mingsheng

( School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering, Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract; Industrial process is the cornerstone of industrial manufacturing, whose failure can lead to the interruption of the entire
industrial processes, resulting in huge economic losses. However, due to the high—coupling and time-varying characteristic of the
multivariate features of industrial processes, traditional machine learning methods have difficulty in achieving precise prediction of
industrial process failures time series. To address this problem, a time - series prediction model for industrial faults based on
Temporal Dual-Channel Graph Attention is proposed in this paper. In the model, a shared multi—head graph attention is used to
extract the highly coupled correlations of industrial features, a BiIGRU and MSTCN are combined as a Temporal Learning Module to
extract the multi—scale temporal characteristics of features. Finally, the effective prediction of industrial process faults multivariate
time series is achieved by stacking TLM and shared graph attention.
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Fig. 1 The overall framework of TDCGAT model
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Fig. 2 The structure of Temporal Learning Module
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Fig. 3 The multi-scale convolutions of MSTCN module
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X = Tanh(X, ® X,) (4)
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Fig. 4 The main process of GAM
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Table 1 Different operation status of TEP
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Table 2 Process measurements of TEP

AR ik Hif
XMEAS(1) A PR 1) km*/h
XMEAS(2) D #ER (3 2) kg/h
XMEAS(3) E #EBH(IE 3) kg/h
XMEAS(4) ALCHERHCTT 4) 10° - m’/h
XMEAS(5) THBFR i (0 8) 10° - m*/h
XMEAS(6) R as HERL U (U 6) 10° - m*/h
XMEAS(7) SR A% 1 kPa(ZRA)
XMEAS(8) JEIA TS 21 %
XMEAS(9) JEIVE 317954 <
XMEAS(10) HERCHEBE (3 9) km*/h
XMEAS(11) 7 AT B il C
XMEAS(12) il 73 SRR L %
XMEAS(13) A A T kPa(3EfH)
XMEAS(14) 748 as B IRAR R 2 (3 10) m*/h
XMEAS(15) AR %
XMEAS(16) AR kPa(AfH)
XMEAS(17) AR RS I i (U 11) m®/h
XMEAS(18) IR <
XMEAS(19) AR AR I kg/h
XMEAS(20) JEAEHLT) A kW
XMEAS(21) AV A K Y 0 R C
XMEAS(22) G3 B v HIK IR BE C

TEP %3, BAE AR i BAEH N 0~ 100, FoA
F%” B E AR B R R E A L,
H T TEP Fdls A IR AR BUE Yo [ 22 0K,

B A i P 2 7
0 IEHBIPRE %
1 A/C YPRHIPRIFUI S B A0S A Wik
2 B A5 & RS, A/ C R LA S [S¥S
3 Ykl D LI s R
4 SR a7 HIZK N F il B FirER
5 B BERRA HIK A DR B B 2E B ER
6 kb A EEHR 2 Bk
7 Ykt ¢ T3 BEPLAS B
8 Ykt A B Al C AYL AR BEALAE
9 Ve D IR BEALAE
10 Ykl C IR B WELAE B
11 BT HI K I L AR BEHLAS
12 P BERSA HIK IR B s BEHLAE B
13 SN Bl 3 2 R IR
14 SR A4 HI K TR K
15 VA B RV HIK R K
16~20 K%l RA

QRFAIE XMEAS(3) , RUat 0 {8 £ E Ak A9 BUE
FEl &y 3 540.7~5 175. 8 kg/h, %74 XMEAS(37) ,
RO 11 A B0 D (B 43 D, BUE S LR 0. 001 ~
0. 067 mol% , WA KIS 47 1 Ak 3 25 B Y
FEEA T T 00 s O 1) DA A6 R BB AR AIE 1T 22 8 /N
{ERAE , PRI AR SCXF TEP B8 4 A9 4%~ R AE 43 ) it
TP -J7 22 10—k DL G — 45 S FRAE B0 R, 48
i IH—4k 1) XMEAS(3) BUE L A -8. 871 ~6. 180,
XMEAS(37) IBUE YL [l A -4. 534 ~ 4. 811, %4 )
JE2 S REA N,
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Table 3 Component measurement of TEP

ANk EiiBu i SR A 8] B/ min A5 i ik ik KA 6] B/ min
XMEAS(23)  J4r A 6 6 XMEAS(33) M4 E 9 6
XMEAS(24) 4 B 6 6 XMEAS(34) 4 F 9 6
XMEAS(25) B4 C 6 6 XMEAS(35) W G 9 6
XMEAS(26) 4 D 6 6 XMEAS(36) s H 9 6
XMEAS(27) W4 E 6 6 XMEAS(37)  Ai4r D 11 15
XMEAS(28)  W4rF 6 6 XMEAS(38)  J&4FE 11 15
XMEAS(29) A A 9 6 XMEAS(39) 2% 11 15
XMEAS(30) 4y B 9 6 XMEAS(40) WA G 11 15
XMEAS(31) 4 C 9 6 XMEAS(41) W4+ H 11 15
XMEAS(32) 4D 9 6

I BB Y HA R mol%
&4 TEPHRETE
Table 4 Manipulated variables of TEP

FRIE i /M ISNE] B
XMV (1) D Bk (I 2) 0 5 811.000 kg/h
XMV(2) E b (i 3) 0 8 354.000 kg/h
XMV(3) A dEEHE(H 1) 0 1.017 10° - m*/h
XMV (4) ALC PR 4) 0 15.250 10° - m*/h
XMV (5) FEAE LGP 0 100 %
XMV (6) Hes i (3 9) 0 100 %
XMV (7) S BT R (T 10) 0 65.710 m’/h
XMV(8) VR AR A= SR (U 11) 0 49.100 m3/h
XMV (9) TRAEAR K L I 0 100 %
XMV (10) TR A E K i 0 227.100 m®/h
XMV (11) PREERHA HKGH 0 272. 600 m’/h

2.2 KBIHFRE

ARSCH T A SEEGFE Windows10 ZR 4t M Pytorch
1.12. 0+cull6 HEE T, ffi il PyCharm 2020. 2 ¢ 1,
CPU & AMD 5600G @ 4. 4 GHz, GPU & NVIDIA
RTX 2060S@ 8 GB, Nf7k 128 G@ 3 200 MHz, hifi#
EER PCOO5S@ 1 TB,

BAL ] TEP Ba 5 a0l ZR B dE- 4TI 25, £
24 A7 S RAFEAG TN AR 24 A RAEEHE . Bl
UL 6:2:2 I LB 43 VIR 4R | o Tk 3 A i 4R O
BEALFTAL , Y 8 11 LA 2% 3 3 % T K40 1) B 1
H-J7 25— s B,

BB ] Adam FVEFATIRAL . TEREAT SO —
PSR B I R 451 2 I, SRl P - 2 2 % % 22
(Mean Absolute Error, MAE) F135 75 #2 % 22 ( Root
Mean Square Error, RMSE) TTHE | WIATE RE Y
REAEXT I A5 2% A4 DT Rk A5 AN AH ], 5cd ROBE R A
MEZ XYY GRdi 26 ik s B m ik, PR A b Al
MG — R R R s BO T AR i 2k . A S fie

ML E W MAPE pRECT S 245t 2 LU AL A
R ARVl MAE \RMSE Fil MAPE 845 ITAG R %
Tl o #8 kB 22 e B ) B S0 1 BB . MAE \RMSE
1 MAPE (3587 1 e s 25 i an

1 n ~
MAE =—Y 1y, -y, (12)
n -
1< -
RMSE:J,LZ(%—%)Z (13)
i=1
100% & |y, —
n ;= i
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TDCGAT HHEI S H L3 5, BV SEid@ad 1x1
LR AR TEP BUHE7E BT 2 e 5 21 25 48 L A
TLM 1, TLM 2, B2 BiGRU 4% A g 38
128 4, MSTCN F#fi A 128 HEFENAER] 73 5L 4 1, 53 5]
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AT AT 2T SRR I A, PR
AT LAY 16 AABBR SORE 4 SRR SRR D
G PR 45 Wl R E R 1x1 &

FUS A~ TLM-GAM HEHL 20 11 f5 i BE 201 7 5% 22 1%
FeUAS AR Iy A5 8 IR, BhZ I HEXT
BB 1x1 B w?ﬂﬁ%iéﬂ 128 4 LL5
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Table 5 Parameters’ setting of TDCGAT

45Hy W 24 B
WAL Ix1 % 104—128
TLM BiGRU 128—128
MSTCN 4x(32—64)
GAM %ﬁﬁ?’(/\E R128x64
AR AY R'%x128
BB AR N 16
HEIk K 4
FRIEAS AR I W R'%x128
B2 Ix1 B 128128
B2 A 1x1 38 104—128
B 1x1 &R 12852

2.4 XtLbiRE

ASCRARIRY 5 22 B Z2 0 e TSR R T 1 Xt
e, 345 STID MTGNN STGNN BiGRU Al TCN ZFA51 |
Horr STID J&H Shao 4522 HE T RO AT BAIEMEZ ST
JE AR 2 AR AN 114 M 2 [E) A

IR S, H R AR 22 ) = R A = A T

ZIUHF R, MTGNN (i Wu S5 i e
HeZ 2 RIS FUZ hid AL 1 Bl A 2] 2
SEIRZ T T, STGNN i Wang 252507 i
TS R A AL SRAE I FH R 358 ) (1 45 R R AE

FRIZS TR 326 R GRU $BURRAE 18] ) )= s i e
M, Fe At Transformer $EHURRAE 9 42 oy B 4
I e S 2 Je P, STID MTGNN A1
STGNN AHSES R0 5 HIT A R BRIA S B AR — 2k
BiGRU A8 XUz GRU, Bil/= 50T 128 1~ TCN 2
TDCGAT H) MSTCN #52He, HEE )72 4005 TDCGAT i
R34,
2.5 RBEIXTLE LIS

TDCGAT #5754 5 HABAR RIS L 5200 25 SR L2 6.,

Forh, “@N" HBAEN KEEACRYTRINEA , Ak
RN ETIN 45 B, R S 2 A R U AR T 2%
FH 3% 6 7] UL, TDCGAT HERVAE P A7 K B Tl 4 55 3%
B T BRI AR, I A [a) RS 8] 2 A5 ) 13 2R
STID #4353 T STGNN ,MSTCN #iI BiGRU %! Jf:
HAETIM 3 F1 6 KR MAPE 3R45 T IRPLE5 5 (H3%
1AH#D T MTGNN A58 MTGNN 78 K L5 1l 1< 5 |-
BUS T IRAGSS 5 {H3#h T TDCGAT #5 %!, MTGNN Y
FIB RN R AN B3 A5, Tk A S B = #R A 1
TVt R 2 JeHE, TDCGAT 7 Fp 2 K& %
JE AR A5, 3 22 R R R T AT IR X 22 80T A
(A R0 o5, PRUE T Xz B B s PR O O R I
RREL, BEAh, R 4~6 A UL BiGRU #EEIXT T £t
IIF TR % AR O T MSTCN 2% MTGNN H{ i i
MSTCN #EA7H 30l , A %5548 H BiGRU,

F6 JANREE TEP HIEE LW ER

Table 6 Experimental results of different models on TEP dataset

izt STID MTGNN STGNN MSTCN BiGRU TDCGAT
MAPE/ % @3 2.5623 2.7415 2.844 9 4.597 8 4.567 9 2.3919
@6 2.938 5 2.954 6 3.2615 4.859 5 4.694 5 2.609 1

@12 3.4556 3.226 4 3.9918 5.377 3 4.8472 2.7347

@24 4.8272 4.014 5 5.923 7 6.5219 6.545 6 3.2535

MAE @3 1.7523 1.609 6 1.844 4 2.562 4 2.5822 1.309 8
@6 1.960 1 1.747 1 2.0339 2.8030 2.630 2 1.569 7

@12 2.334 4 1.9343 2.3809 3.0830 2.736 8 1.7289

@24 2.998 9 2.3779 3.0127 3.540 5 3.128 0 2.069 8

RMSE @3 7.506 6 6.624 9 7.475 5 9.1172 8.914 7 5.707 8
@6 8.153 1 7.0159 7.944 9 9.820 2 9.357 2 6.2158

@12 9.566 4 7.4187 8.973 6 10. 826 0 9.943 3 7.009 0

@24 10.994 5 9.108 0 11.472 8 12.691 9 11.034 9 8.143 4

2.6 BHFENZIFMETNER
TR A 5T AR R S P BE, AR SR gE T
TDCGAT AN F 4% 28 AU s A1 45 AR AE 1) T 1

O, BRI AR R BN DL LR 7, %7 PR
A A BT A SR b B B AL, RS A i A7
B PR/ IMEL, AR RS SR A R E TN 00 WLk 8.
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Table 7 MAPE MAE .RMSE of TDCGAT model on different faults
MAPE/ % MAE RMSE
e e
@3 @6 @12 @24 @3 @6 @12 @24 @3 @6 @12 @24
0 2.177 2.310 2.336 2.391 1.591 1.810 1. 956 2.108 7.087 7.914 8.172 8. 468
1 2.391  2.610 2.789 3.262 1.344  1.598 1.771 2.125 5.789  6.756 7.075 8.229
2 2.433  2.611 2.812 3.232 1.342  1.605 1.772 2.121 5.795 6.781 7.067 8.283
3 2.386 2.629 2.719 3.264 1.343  1.589 1.756 2.107 5.795 6.730 7.025 8.176
4 2.398  2.625 2.813 3.218 1.342  1.607 1.777 2.125 5.807 6.844 7.160 8.307
5 2.410  2.605 2.752 3.321 1.340 1.600 1.767 2.132 5.785  6.773 7.043  8.267
6 2.441 2.643 2.804 3.389 1.334  1.597 1.761 2.106 5.770  6.777 7.049 8.178
7 2.390 2.646 2.784  3.282 1.346  1.612 1.780 2.146 5.787 6.814 7.072 8.339
8 2.387  2.624 2.789 3.263 1.331  1.591 1.755 2.097 5.768 6.771 7.041  8.168
9 2,436 2.623 2.770  3.355 1.337  1.595 1.766 2.112 5.771  6.756 7.084  8.249
10 2.417  2.592  2.783  3.201 1.346  1.610 1.780 2.132 5.793  6.793 7.097 8.241
11 2.441 2.674 2.822 3.345 1.341  1.602 1.774 2.121 5.804 6.787 7.102  8.220
12 2.443  2.656 2.811  3.202 1.332  1.591 1.765 2.116 5.755  6.732 7.056  8.249
13 2.501  2.684 2.856 3.410 1.340 1.605 1.765 2.115 5.794 6.814 7.059 8.239
14 2.450  2.683 2.799 3.287 1.333  1.593 1.765 2.114 5.744 6.728 7.054 8.230
15 2.406 2.639 2.789 3.245 1.338  1.598 1.766 2.128 5.793  6.779 7.053  8.265
16 2.399  2.615 2.78 3.312 1.335  1.597 1.761 2.113 5.754  6.755 7.028 8.213
17 2.399  2.621 2.783 3.295 1.340  1.599 1.767 2.127 5.790 6.759 7.031 8.257
18 2.428 2.656 2.852 3.244 1.344  1.606 1.768 2.133 5.798 6.790 7.068  8.301
19 2.427 2.649 2.826 3.285 1.342  1.598 1.770 2.124 5.789  6.762 7.053  8.275
20 2.415 2.668 2.791 3.173 1.334  1.595 1.768 2.121 5.761  6.766 7.075  8.227
% 8 TDCGAT #EI3¢ 52 MFHEFNER MAPE MAE .RMSE
Table 8 MAPE MAE RMSE of the prediction values of TDCGAT model on 52 features
FEAE MAPE /% MAE RMSE IR MAPE/ % MAE RMSE
1 12.834 8 0.0253 0.036 6 27 1.193 4 0.2227 0.282 8
2 0.687 1 25.167 7 32.578 6 28 1.4118 0.022 8 0.029 0
3 0.609 5 27.477 1 35.512 6 29 0.801 1 0.260 1 0.378 6
4 0.773 3 0.0722 0.1020 30 0.701 7 0.096 8 0.128 5
5 0.649 8 0.174 8 0.2309 31 1.134 5 0.273 6 0.406 1
6 0.420 2 0.178 0 0.228 4 32 7.000 4 0.085 8 0.108 4
7 0.172 7 4.680 0 9.117 0 33 1.291 4 0.2370 0.305 5
8 0.592 0 0.443 5 0.586 5 34 1.043 7 0.023 0 0.029 3
9 0.026 7 0.032 1 0.070 6 35 1.2015 0.057 1 0.080 8
10 3.4113 0.011 7 0.016 9 36 2.1216 0.047 6 0.062 2
11 0.2821 0.2252 0.429 6 37 29.763 3 0.008 1 0.010 3
12 1.569 1 0.783 7 0.994 8 38 1.684 1 0.014 1 0.022 8
13 0.192 7 5.082 0 9.637 4 39 9.5178 0.008 9 0.0113
14 3.193 3 0.800 0 1.021 4 40 0.738 6 0.396 9 0.508 1
15 1.601 7 0.799 3 1.018 1 41 0.9115 0.398 8 0.5126
16 0.145 6 4.523 8 8.187 7 42 0.744 2 0.473 6 0.607 6
17 2.1358 0.489 1 0.627 0 43 0.676 1 0.365 1 0.467 8
18 0.414 7 0.2729 0.446 7 44 13.373 7 2.0419 2.9772
19 2.829 5 3.308 2 5.495 4 45 1.606 1 0.991 2 1.270 9
20 0.295 1 1.000 8 1.795 5 46 2.466 5 0.458 2 1.084 6
21 0.217 5 0.200 9 1.591 7 47 9.663 5 1.260 2 1.715 3
22 0.368 9 0.2827 0.5218 48 6.160 1 2.316 4 2.9282
23 0.747 9 0.238 4 0.324 9 49 4.010 9 1.8526 2.359 1
24 1.035 3 0.091 9 0.118 3 50 3.858 1 0.698 2 1.104 6
25 0.927 8 0.246 6 0.340 6 51 1.9320 0.7255 1.299 8
26 1.276 2 0.087 7 0.110 0 52 6.587 0 1.1727 1.500 7
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