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Abstract: To address the challenges of accuracy and uncertainty quantification in RUL prediction of
high-end rotating machinery, a prediction method was proposed based on VDGP. The method achieved re-
cursive uncertainty quantification by constructing a deep Gaussian process update model, and enhanced
large-scale data processing capability through the use of inducing points and variational inference. Experi-
ments on the C-MAPSS and wind turbine planetary gearbox datasets demonstrate that VDGP achieves
higher prediction accuracy and narrower confidence intervals compared to the standard Gaussian process
methods. On the C-MAPSS FDO002 dataset, the root mean square error and scoring function are reduced
by 0. 21% and 45. 3% respectively, relative to the best baseline method.
Key words: remaining useful life(RUL) prediction; variational deep Gaussian process(VDGP) ; un-
certainty quantification; rotating machinery; kernel function
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Rk 2. R 3w R GRAGBY B i 5 i s o
T 1 B B 5 2R B A 1 5 B AN 4E 4, DR I B 1
AETE A2 0T . BRAESEA DT M i Jm — AR
AL HE PRS2, 38 IR T 7E RUL AR & A
KT 15 WP EAGFEbr .

Hi %% 2 0] 1, RBF Al Matern5/2 ) i 14 2 B8
A HRE RQZ KB, it — L i AR %
PREICAL A I Ml FHASOR L ZE 2 VDGP g fir f7 vl
RERY 2 & 7 B E L OF e LM AR L 45 S an 3k 3 T
N RIMEMWA A %R E: O — )z H RBF
¥ .55 —JZ FH Matern5/2 % ; @55 — 2 Fl Matern5/2
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Tab.1 Types of kernel functions

Y
RBF /e(x,r/):exp(—l <;T) )
20°
I AR
k(z,2") =1+ ﬁf[ 22 g/(zx) )e
Matern5/2 ‘
V5x—a
exp(—f)
V3x—ax J3xr—ax
Matern3/2 | p(z,2)=(1+ \le x )exp(,\rfl )
Linear Kz, x)=z-2'
Polynomial klx,x)=(z+x'+ ¢ )
/ ——
RQ kax,x2)=(1+———7—)
2al*
-~
Periodic k(r,x/):exp(*ﬁsinz(n E: pl ! )

Tab.2 Experimental results of kernel functions

JZ5 5 A Erupp=<15

éﬁ 1 )2 %ﬁ 2 E ERMSI: ES(‘()R[Z EM.'\IC ERN]SIC ES(‘()R[; EM;\[Z

RBF RBF 17.06 | 553.55 |11.87| 3.40 | 2.96 | 2.76

Matern5/2|Matern5/2| 16.80 | 578.33 |11.74| 3.84 | 3.49 |3.22

Matern3/2|Matern3/2| 17.04 | 589.11 [11.96| 4.44 | 3.91 | 3.61

Linear Linear |21.27 [1084.26]16.57| 16.69 | 54.16 [13.38

Polynomial|Polynomial| 18.04 | 666.45|12.95| 7.72 | 7.53 | 6.47

RQ RQ 17.00 | 609.10 [11.90| 3.54 | 3.20 | 2.96

Periodic | Periodic |17.51]603.14 {12.62 5.34 | 4.67 | 4.45

R3 AAZRBHEEIHER
Tab.3 Experimental results of different kernel

function combinations

25 mE w5 Epu <15
l};“ 2}%: ERMSF. ES(‘()RF. EM.’\E EI{MSF, ESL‘URE EM.\F,

RBF Matern5/2|17.61[599.46|12.28| 3.58 | 3.18 |3.03

Matern5/2 RBF 17.66(624.40/12.31| 3.19 | 2.80 |2.51

H~GP(0,k (X,X'"))
oA H R BRI Bt A% pR R A, A A RRAE
X Z A . 45 R RBeE R kRN
Y~GP(0,k(H,H'))
oA by 258 R A BRI T 20 )2 i
H 5 10 R Y Z a5 ek B B 5 &R
VDGP ", B 2 it H 953 A h 55— J2 4% R 8K
ke, RIS 53 o3 A Q) FE TR B 5 L IR e A
g(H)= [ p(HIX. u)g(a)du

by AE T H RS- PE AR . 28000 0 A b
S AE Ak B AR Ak AIE B 2 B IO 0
“HE ) B R R R RE 18 o AR R X K S A 2R AT
MRIKRE S . X T AR R, & T
VA% R H R B R . S R R kT
TE T RO R H I e 20 Y i Sy =X B g
W HS Y 2 18] B AH G P 45 0 5 i k. 4 )2
W% BRI B LA — B R B A B e
CiRUEo N S8 F N R i S NTE =% R R
fiE 38 R M B AR R AR M L R R 4L H A5 ELBO
WG, KR B AR TR L A — )2 A R B
2 A Y H BN L R R G AT RE S
N B 0 R U Bl L S B Ak A DL R B 4 R B
IE Sk o A5 XE LA E B 4 42 i A XORIR Y 22 ) Y
KR,
3.1.2 VDGP =3z #t

Xof IR B 2 2] S L AR R R 1 45 4 A
BE A T AT AR R IR B (2 R 2o LA R
TEA A % R B i ) L R BOR T3 R,
VDGP 528 () P RE$2 TH 0 R 3 1H R R 4= A
LR PESE L R I, 8 L S 56 UF — 2 E VDGP
EIVNOR Y W= QR | Dich =t O e R AR &
RBF . Matern5/2 fl RQ, 7 3 J2 VDGP # # |-
e JEB eI 4 R (£ L5 22 VDGP # A
F 25 (3 2) IEAT X EE o DA T B o e 10 )2 3

F4 IEMBEBIRER

Tab.4 Experimental results of 3-layer

RBF RQ |17.67|619.58(12.39| 3.90 | 3.48 |3.35
kernel functions
RQ RBF  [17.93]658.38]12.55| 4.07 | 3.40 |3.17
R 5 A 48 ERUI.<15
Matern5/2|  RQ  |17.89|634.52|12.56| 3.67 | 3.36 |3.27 % BRI - - - - N -
° E‘RMSI-‘. ES(‘()RI{ hM.\I-‘. ERMSE E‘S('()RE EVI.'\I{
RQ  |Matern5/2|17.96|641.72|12.68| 4.64 | 3.92 |3.71 RBF 18.47 | 650.63 | 13.31 | 3.86 | 3.82 | 3.13
Matern5/2 | 19.40 | 744.54 | 14.07 | 3.62 | 3.20 | 2.70
%56 " EHH RBF#% . A2 A% 28 55 i i % RQ 18.51 | 631.68 | 13.20 | 4.34 | 4.47 | 3.57

ESTE S AR

TEWIJZ VDGP J5 ik b 85— J2 1 X i A
TIEEAT W0 20 728 4 BF R B — )2 ) i AT
B, S — R B RA A

22 VDGP HI 3 )2 VDGP 45 3 18 6 fr 7

FE B S Epp <15 19030 7 4 1 EAS 48 A5 1 2 il

T# 7,321 VDGP ¥ oR B 7E 4 F) 5 1 im A5
%-3.
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Egyise —a— RBF
2 —e— Matern5/2
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—v— RBF-3
—&— Matern5/2-3
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Eviae MY Escore

E6 2E53E8 VDGP R [E)4#Z & H Rtk E

Fig.6 Comparison of different kernel functions for

two-layer and three-layer VDGP models

Eruse —s— RBF

i —e— Matern5/2
—a—RQ

—v— RBF-3
—&— Matern5/2-3
——RQ-3

EMAE ESCORE

7 ExunISHIARE#ZEHHR
Fig.7 Different kernel functions on the test subset
with E,, <15

PEM T8 AR Evuise s Escores Evae BN 8UR 8GT
mE 6 FH L2280 VDGP R R T 32N
VDGP. thE 70 & i i H8 b ik 4R 02 2 2 1
VDGP. WL, 221 VDGP &R et .

3.1.3 RUL 353 25 s 33 25 47

TR R B TR OSB3R 5 R 1 44
VDGP R R 5 4 4~ 7 508 5 R [ 1 42 24
¥ T B 45 FDOO1~FDO004 % )i VDGP 1 [
R T 53 0 I 10,120,20, 140,

K5 VDGPHEFRE
Tab.5 VDGP model configurations

*6 VDGPH5HMAEMIWRER
Tab.6 Experimental results of VDGP and

other methods

F 7 f&br | FDOOL | FDOO2 | FDOO3 | FD0O4

Eguse| 37.56 | 80.03 | 37.39 | 77.37
MLP’Z'] RMSE - » -
Egcore|1:.80X10%7.80 10°1.74 X 105.62 X 10

NN Epuse| 1845 | 30.29 | 19.82 | 29.16

Escore| 1286.70 | 13570 | 1596 7886

LSTME Exuse| 1614 | 24.49 | 16.18 | 28.17

Escore| 338 4450 852 5550

LSTM with | Eruse| 14.53 27.08

attention"?” Eqcore| 322.53 5649.14

e [P | 1384 | 2074 | 1441 | 2278

Eqore| 427 | 19400 | 2977 | 10376

o |Eewse| 1127 | 2281 | 1142 | 24.86

Transformer
Eqcore| 213.80 2589 271.30 3029

Epgse| 15.23 | 22.87 | 14.53 | 26.11

VarSeqL.STM"*!

Eqoreg| 250 | 4532 | 1523 | 5627
BGRU A || 18:68 | 20.81 | 1558 | 27.31
Eqone| 284 | 2454 | 428 | 4708
AEspN [Powse| 1457 | 2008 | 1558 | 23.72

o

Cecors| 342.38 | 1781.81 | 1231.5 | 3698.01

=

Bi-level LSTM |Exuse| 11.80 23.14 12.37 23.38

Scheme™™

=

Ceors| 194 | 3771 224 | 3492

=

ewse| 15.81 | 24.12 | 14.88 | 26.54

VAE-+RNNFY
Eqeoms| 326 4183 722 5634

=

s | 1410 | 20,60 | 18.86 | 26.40

EAGDE-SVM"

=

Cscorr| 253.11 | 3122.20 | 514.50 | 4795.02

=

rvse | 12.32 20.81 15.32 22.43

C2DAMT

O

SCORE 221 3062 369 3118

=

RCNN-+ rvse | 12.98 19.16 13.24 22.29

ABi-LSTM-**

o

woxs| 258 | 2980 | 246 | 3795

LT B2 o=
VDGP-R-R RBF RBF
VDGP-M-M Matern5/2 Matern5/2
VDGP-R-M RBF Matern5/2
VDGP-M-R Matern5/2 RBF

VDGP 11 52 56 45 5 A H il Jr s 1 52 56 45
R 6 R, VDGP TE 44 F 50 4 | (% i
D e 34 B 3 LA RE Y . 5 2 & T AR 4
FD002 I FD004 |-, VDGP FE43 M 1 81 45 T
THEBEE S . VDGP R £ 2 & 0o 72 44 5L
1) 53 2 B A 4% )2 AT T AS [) % ek 25 A s 0 =
P& RN 3R I8 B4 1 52 A R AE B i 4 i A 38 4D ik
S5 30 B g Ak 0 R AE 2 1] DT 1S 58 0 22 A8 T Y
A5 fE
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Attention- | Exuse| 1545 | 2091 | 14.67 | 24.01
LSTM™ g | 45592 | 3602.94 | 473.97 | 6841.82
Epves| 1845 | 1977 | 18.05 | 22.80
MACNN] RMSE
Eecore| 704.50 | 1633.65 | 1045.22 | 3430.29
| Eguse| 17.40 | 19.80 | 19.11 | 22.47
CBLSTMM 2
Eecore| 588.96 | 2590.20 | 2059.90 | 3523.17
etz [Pase| 1797 | 1950 | 1874 | 2263
- ’ Eecors| 637.02 | 1678.59 | 2345.60 | 2950.77
Vbop gy [Fowse| 1761 | 2182 | 1825 | 2543
Eqeons| 599.46 | 3221.40 | 1407.07 | 5188.19
Vheparp || 1766 | 2162 | 1842 | 2538
’ Escors| 624.40 | 3053.05 | 1628.08 | 5766.34
vhop.pg  [Fose| 1706 | 1950 | 1866 | 21.92
’ Escors| 553.55 | 1720.84 | 2826.08 | 3082.37
VDapagy || 1680 | 1912 | 17.68 | 22,52
’ Egeons| 578.33 | 1631.69 | 640.69 | 2855.57

HE— 25 5 B & B, I AT B R A B — T AR e
£ FDOOL.FDO003 I+ A% T I 14 i 5 i L T 2 1.0
BE 4 FD002 #1 FD004, FDO02 #l FD004 1, &
6 Fh AR T80, 2 BUR L FRIE 5 RUL X R TE N
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/R FDOO1 M FDO002 H i) 34~ & sh AL B . dn &l 8. &
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Fig.8 The Feature degradation trend of the
FDO001 dataset
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Fig.9 The feature degradation trend of the
FDO002 dataset

ST B FDOO1.s_2.s 378 R EHLIB L)
WICRUL #E[ 175,275 D A8 fb AN BH 8 5 7 3R £k v 40
(RULFE[75,1751) , A8 fh e i 5 3 16 K5 3] T iR
b )5 B (RUL 7E[0,751) , 48 & {H ffi RUL ik 2> 1
A K. 5 FDO01 A . FD002 T4 8
Z HABAL S J5 o 52 90 R B B R R 28 S AN B U
Wedh, X E I T O % sh Bl AR FLRRAE A 2

FR S S B FDO0T, FDO03 B i il %%
B F FD002 M FD004,
it — 2015 B A B VDGP #5284, Xt o Fi

VDGP 454 #E47 X e 5256, IR AE Ero <15 95
B AL B By BB PERE EAT T AR, IR T
. VDGP-M-M & & % B i BT A 2 8 1Y
VDGP 75 J7 1 18 Ak B B i 7500 v 6 32 5 0y, 51k
Ui B VDGP B8 HAT B i S B v

#7 MH VDGP#EEZE C-MAPSS Uik & F Ay EE

Tab.7 Performance of four VDGP models on the

C-MAPSS test set

) e JE Eq <15
B B /AT -
Eyuse Escore Equse Escore
VDGP-R-M | 17.61 | 599.46 | 3.58 3.18
VDGP-M-R | 17.66 | 624.40 | 3.19 2.80
FDO001
VDGP-R-R | 17.06 | 553.55 | 3.40 2.96
VDGP-M-M | 16.80 | 578.33 | 3.84 3.49
VDGP-R-M | 21.82 | 3221.40 | 20.89 | 990.35
VDGP-M-R | 21.62 | 3053.05 | 20.96 | 976.32
FD002
VDGP-R-R | 19.50 | 1720.84 | 14.83 | 196.02
VDGP-M-M | 19.12 | 1631.69 | 13.72 | 156.61
VDGP-R-M | 18.25 | 1407.07 | 7.04 8.88
VDGP-M-R | 18.42 | 1628.08 | 6.88 8.70
FD003
VDGP-R-R | 18.66 | 2826.08 | 3.40 2.96
VDGP-M-M | 17.68 | 640.69 | 3.66 3.53
VDGP-R-M | 25.43 | 5188.19 | 30.63 | 2467.67
VDGP-M-R | 25.38 | 5766.34 | 31.47 | 3170.79
FD004
VDGP-R-R | 21.92 | 3082.37 | 19.67 | 642.89
VDGP-M-M | 22.52 | 2855.57 | 19.65 | 415.02

F AN B VDGP A GP A7 % L 52 56 K 56 UF
VDGP J5 2 iy S0 B2 5 B8 5 Xl . GPAE R
B 4 DAL ARLI 2R3 5 8 i LN AR . R
B A R A R 22 FDOO1~FDO004
43 5 BCHT 100 A~ & 3 #L Y1 %% GP. FDOO01 1
FDOO3 I Zr M U4 100N L shbl, TH£T
Be 7 B S5 5 g5 R, 8 B & L 19 VDGP-R-R #
VDGP-M-M, Jf 5 GP 5 84 fifi FH A8 [7] /4 £ 4 4 i
TG, SRR ME IR,

Gy BT 8 T 45 B AT, X T e R R
“Ewn<<15", VDGP-R-R 1 VDGP-M-M Y 7 {il]
KR GP, X & B VDGP Jr i i) & 4 3 )
PEREME T GP. B Uk, i FH 58 B I 25 4 A A 28 T
W25 B0 0 I R B R, ik — 25
B A X )RR PR 8 R R A 1 VDGP-
M-M 5 & i B9 GP (RBF) J5 ¥ . 3 16 M [d] 1Y
FDOO1 % 4% 4 - A A AH [ 19 111 25 5 00 3 a2 47 %F
Fo. 107 LA . VDGP f B 45 X ] e GP
18 AE X B AE 3k 3R W] VDGP 78 Bl A i A
B P /0N S T 235 R 1) T R R
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Tab.8 Experimental results of GP and VDGP

e A Egu <15
C-MAPSS i % % 3 LB 4 Hom S
ERMSE ES(‘,()RE EMAE ERMSE ESC()RE EMAE
GP(RBF) 17.86 586.03 44.21 5.33 5.62 4.11
FD001 GP(Matern 5/2) 18.05 607.59 44.12 5.13 5.17 3.67
VDGP-R-R 17.06 553.55 11.87 3.40 2.96 2.76
VDGP-M-M 16.80 578.33 11.74 3.84 3.49 3.22
GP(RBF) 40.63 25688.53 46.52 28.63 1578.14 23.06
GP(Matern 5/2) 36.16 10221.29 44.08 30.23 1807.18 25.04
VDGP-R-R 20.90 2629.83 17.37 21.33 552.60 17.44
FD002(100)
VDGP-M-M 20.25 2534.57 16.67 20.78 438.53 17.57

VDGP-R-R(full data) 19.50 1720.84 15.75 14.83 196.02 11.73

VDGP-M-M(full data) 19.12 1631.69 15.22 13.72 156.61 10.66

GP(RBF) 19.45 2949.21 43.95 9.30 16.49 5.66

GP(Matern 5/2) 19.83 3488.08 44.00 8.52 13.66 5.38

Fhoos VDGP-R-R 18.66 2826.08 13.38 5.20 5.42 3.47
VDGP-M-M 17.68 640.69 12.36 3.66 3.53 3.08

GP(RBF) 36.82 10555.82 43.40 36.16 2161.26 32.41

GP(Matern 5/2) 37.12 10790.38 43.38 35.63 2047.18 31.65

FDO0AC100) VDGP-R-R 23.85 4738.03 18.68 20.60 454.33 14.74
VDGP-M-M 24.25 4615.70 19.25 27.03 1187.90 20.91

VDGP-R-R(full data) 21.92 3082.37 17.18 19.67 642.89 13.68

VDGP-M-M(full data) 22.52 2855.57 17.72 19.65 415.02 14.90
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o BSZRUL — Pl RUL === 95%% 4 X jii] Fig.11 RUL prediction performance on FD001
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Fig.10 Uncertainty quantification comparison Fig.12 RUL prediction performance on FD002
between VDGP and GP 200 * BEESIRUL — Bl RUL == 95% 55X i

3.1.4 VDGP# RUL 33 1k 56 %5 #7
HH VDGP-M-M 7E FDOO1~FDO004 I 1 Fi
meERWE II~K®W 4R, RiE—EREBR

150
100

el PRI A i L%
3

0
VDGP # A £8 8 4~ 38 Al i 72 % A & B AL ,
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RUL U ) P4 BE - AT A 1 %040 46 P BE L 1k B 4 RS
AN B L I 4 ) 46 a2 1 B 2R S0 52 B 13 FDO003 L RUL B U {4 8¢
s RUL F #h o , 4n & 15~ 16 18 i 7% . Fig.13 RUL prediction performance on FD003
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Fig.15 RUL prediction performance on FD001 for

engine No. 92
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Fig.16 RUL prediction performance on FD002 for

engine No. 7
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Fig.19 Planetary gearbox test bench
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S HLECE B B A N RCR B SR IE , {H X 2L A5
R RR A bRz AL RE DA R e . L, i
# LSTM™ \MLP" CNN"“" LSTM with atten-
tion”™” | Bi-level LSTM Scheme™ | CBLSTM"" |
LSTM-Z"" 5 4 f VDGP 75 {4 A5 5 3JF 47 X L 43
ro BRI PERESS SR LK 9.
X9 VDGPEHMTEMNIRER
Tab.9 Experimental results of VDGP and other

methods
. 525 AL 4 Eq <15
FAE =
ERMSE ES(‘()RE ERVISE ESC()RE
LSTM™ 5.64 181.25 3.01 | 4.48
MLP-# 10.86 | 253.40 | 15.31] 12.01
CNN/ 4.37 179.94 | 3.48 | 6.38

LSTM with attention”®’ | 12.60 | 1117.89 | 22.55 | 141.39

Bi-level LSTM Scheme™ | 10.99 | 695.51 1.94 | 2.51

CBLSTM-*- 9.67 510.71 2.77 | 4.24
LSTM-Z* 9.58 | 417.48 | 12.96 | 42.66
VDGP-R-M 30.92 | 101 378.96 | 13.09 | 53.64
VDGP-M-R 24.76 [ 105515.92| 8.57 | 18.30
VDGP-R-R 470 | 166.71 | 1.85 | 2.23
VDGP-M-M 3.88 | 155.33 | 5.65 | 12.09
R IAIG LI 4518 .
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Tab.10 Experimental comparison results between GP

and VDGP
5/2)
Euse 13.48 10.22 4.70 3.88
Eccon 1376.15| 659.54 | 166.71 | 155.33
Eyae 123.32 | 124.29 2.87 3.39
Epvse( Eror <<15) 10.43 8.58 1.85 5.65
Egcorp( Eru<15) | 35.37 22.58 2.23 12.09
Eyap( Erpi <<15) 7.64 5.97 1.68 5.60
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