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Abstract: Rolling bearing is the key part of mechanical system. Accurate prediction of bearing life can reduce
maintenance costs, improve availability, and prevent catastrophic consequences, aiming at solving the problem of
the nonlinear, random and small sample problems faced by rolling bearings in actual operating conditions. In this
work, the nonlinear Wiener process with random effect and unbiased estimation of unknown parameters is used to
predict the remaining useful life of rolling bearings. Firstly, random effects and nonlinear parameters are added to
the traditional Wiener process, and a parameter unbiased estimation method is used to estimate the positional
parameters of the constructed Wiener model. Finally, the model is validated using a common set of bearing
datasets. Experimental results show that compared with the traditional maximum likelihood function estimation
method, the parameter unbiased estimation method can effectively improve the accuracy and stability of the
parameter estimation results. The model has a good fitting effect, which can accurately predict the remaining

useful life of rolling bearing.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In modern production machinery, rolling bearing is an
important bearing moving part in mechanical systems
and plays an important role in the safe and stable operation
of mechanical equipment. Carrying out research on the
remaining useful life (RUL), prediction of rolling bearing
and monitoring the health status of rolling bearing in real
time has significant practical application value and impor-
tant research significance for ensuring the safe and reliable
operation of equipment and improving the maintenance
efficiency of equipment [1]. Moreover, the high-precision
life prediction results can reduce the downtime of mechani-
cal products and provide a theoretical basis for the research
of preventive maintenance strategies for mechanical
products [2].

Limited by the requirement of comprehensive and
complete physical failure mechanism, it is difficult to
realize the life prediction method of mechanical products
based on the physical failure model. The data-driven life
prediction method is more economical and feasible [3]. In
data-driven life prediction methods, intelligent algorithms
represented by deep learning are similar to “black boxes,”
with unclear mathematical properties and physical mean-
ings, and poor interpretability. The accuracy of life predic-
tion result of intelligent algorithm is directly related to the
sample size and sample quality used for model training,
especially for some highly reliable and long-life equipment
[4]. Data-driven methods based on mathematical statistics
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include stochastic processes such as Wiener process [5],
gamma process [6], and inverse Gaussian process [7] and
have been proven appropriate to model degradation with
inherent random effect. Stochastic processes have great
mathematical properties for characterizing reversible deg-
radation signals [8] and are used in a wide range of
applications, including electronic devices [9,10], mechani-
cal structures [11], and electromechanical systems [12].
Stochastic process model can offer trade-offs between
complexity, cost, precision, and applicability, since it pos-
sesses favorable mathematical characteristics, reasonable
physical interpretations, and wide applicability. Therefore,
the data-driven method based on mathematical statistics is
the key method to solve the problem of rolling bearing life
prediction.

With the development of modern industry, the com-
prehensiveness of equipment and the variability of the
working environment are getting higher and higher. The
failure mode of equipment has diversified, and the perfor-
mance of equipment has correspondingly appeared random
and nonlinear degradation. As one of the statistically driven
methods of stochastic processes, the Wiener model has the
advantages of simple structure and easy adaptive expansion
[13]. It can use random feature and nonlinear function terms
to express random effects and nonlinearities in the degra-
dation process of mechanical equipment. In 1993, Doksum
and Hoyland first used the Wiener model to describe the
degradation process of devices [14]. TSAI et al. constructed
the device life distribution of the Wiener process based on
the principle that the device first reached the threshold as the
principle of the remaining service life [15]. Yan et al.
combined the Wiener process with Bayesian method to
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enable online updates of the product degradation process
using historical O&M data from the device and real-time
observation data [16]. Zhao et al. consider that the basic
linear Wiener model has a large error in describing the
nonlinear degradation process of the aero engine [17]. The
exhaust temperature margin is used as a performance index
to construct the nonlinear drift Wiener process to improve
the accuracy of life prediction. Liu et al. constructed a
Wiener model with a random error term, taking into account
individual differences in devices as well as measurement
errors [18]. Li et al. successfully used the Wiener model to
describe the degradation process of rolling bearing by using
the parametric maximum likelihood estimation method
[19]. Wang et al. verified that the drift coefficient of Wiener
model correlates with the diffusion coefficient and com-
bined the Kalman filtering method with the parametric
maximum likelihood estimation method to achieve bearing
life prediction [20]. The above methods have approached
the construction process of the Wiener model, but when
estimating the parameters of the model, most of them use
the maximum likelihood estimation method. Although the
maximum likelihood estimation method is relatively simple
and convenient to implement for the analytical form of
parameter estimation, but the accuracy of the parameter
estimation result is still directly related to the sample size.
Similar to the high reliability mechanical equipment of
rolling bearings, the amount of fault data that can be
used for life prediction research is not much. Small sample
datasets can have an impact on the accuracy of bearing life
predictions.

Therefore, in order to further improve the accuracy of
the Wiener model in the application of equipment residual
service life prediction, a rolling bearing RUL prediction
method combined with the stochastic nonlinear Wiener
model and the parameter unbiased estimation method is
proposed. The method takes into account the randomness,
nonlinearity, and small sample characteristics of the bearing
in the degradation process and considers the effect of
random effects in the nonlinear Wiener process. In addition,
an unbiased parameter estimation method suitable for
Wiener model is proposed to reduce the influence of small
sample characteristics on the accuracy of life prediction
results and then realize the RUL prediction of rolling
bearing.

II. NONLINEAR WIENER MODEL
CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERING
RANDOM EFFECTS

Wiener process, also named Brown operating process, is
well suited to describe monotonic or non-monotonic device
performance degradation process. It is widely used in
mathematical statistical model [21], where the traditional
Wiener process can be defined as a continuous-time sto-
chastic process {X(¢),t > 0}.

where x(0)=0, X(¢) is the amount of change at the
moment of #, has a stationary, independent increment
independent of the beginning of time. For each t>0,
X(t) follows a normal distribution with a mean of 0 and
a variance of 62t. If 6 = 1, the process is called the standard
Wiener process. It is always a random motion with the mean
of zero near the beginning. This phenomenon is obviously
inconsistent with the actual situation. Therefore, consider-
ing the number of drift systems A and the diffusion

coefficient § that characterize the degradation rate of the
device, there is a tendency for the standard Wiener process
to move away from the initial position, where the drift
coefficient A is linear, and the Wiener process can be
expressed as Eq. (1):

X(t) =X(0) + At + pB(t) (1

where X(0) is the initial variation and B(¢) is the standard
Brownian motion. For the unary Wiener process expressed
in Eq. (1), if the failure threshold of the device is set to
h(h > 0), the RUL of the device is defined as the time when
the amount of equipment degradation first reaches or ex-
ceeds & during its performance degradation process, which
is expressed as Eq. (2):

T =inf{s:X(¢) > h|X(0) < h} )]

In the formula, ~(h > 0) is the failure threshold of the
equipment, which is usually formulated by relevant indus-
try standards or expert experience. Correspondingly, the
RUL L, at time point #;, can be expressed as Eq. (3):

Lk = il’lf{lk:X(Ik + lk) > ]’l|X(fk) < h} (3)

where [, represents the current time point #; is the time
distance from the device failure. Then, the device life
distribution and probability density functions that obey
the Wiener process can be expressed as Eq. (4):

ro=e(5) o ()0 (57)

1 h— r)?
f(t) = /—2]1'ﬂ2t3 eXp <_( 2ﬂ2f) > (4‘)

where the probability density function f(¢) can describe the
possibility of the output value of random variable 7 near a
certain value point. The cumulative distribution function
F(t) is an integral representation of f(¢), which can fully
describe the probability distribution of random variable ¢.

However, for bearings, even the same type of bearing
produced in the same batch cannot guarantee that the
degradation process is completely consistent, and the linear
drift coefficient cannot meet the different randomness needs
of individual bearings. Therefore, a drift coefficient A with
random effects is necessary for the Wiener process, which
can be expressed as Eq. (5):

X(t) = X(0) + At + BB(1), A~N (1,6%) ©)

where drift coefficient A follows the normal distribution
with mean y and variance 6. Correspondingly, bearing life
distribution with random effects and probability density
function can be expressed as Eq. (6):

ut—nh 2uh 26%h?
F(H)y=® (igztz = ﬂzt) + exp (ﬁ2 + 7 )
D (262ht + P (ut + h))

ENGEEY

) 2 (h = pt)?

In addition to the randomness of the actual degradation
process of the bearing, it also has the nonlinear character-
istics common to mechanical equipment products. In order
to further improve the similarity between the Wiener pro-
cess and the bearing degradation process, the nonlinear
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Wiener process can be expressed as Eq. (7):
X(t) = X(0) + AA(; 0) + pB(t) @)

where A~ N(u;,07), A(t;0) is a monotonous continuous
nonlinear function, where 6 represents the nonlinearity of
the degenerative process. Obviously, if A(r;0) = A, the
nonlinear Wiener process will become the traditional linear
drift Wiener process, which is general.

Il. ESTIMATION UNKNOWN
PARAMETERS OF THE
DEGRADATION PROCESS

A. PARAMETER ESTIMATION OF
TRADITIONAL LINEAR WIENER PROCESS

As a mathematical statistics method in the field of life
prediction, Wiener process has its advantages of simple
structure and strong explanatory ability. In order to show
the advantages of the unknown parameter unbiased estima-
tion method used in this paper, firstly, we introduce the
maximum likelihood function method commonly used in
statistical model parameter estimation briefly. More com-
monly used linear Wiener process expression is shown in
Eq. (1), whose prior model parameter is © = {u,6%4%}.

To use the maximum likelihood function to estimate
the unknown parameters of the model, Researcher needs to
build the log likelihood function of the degenerate model.
The full life cycle data of n same design bearings have been
completed before the RUL prediction of the rolling bearings
is made. The bearing degradation data measured at time ¢;;
for the ith bearing can be expressed as Eq. (8):

le:j.ltw +ﬂB(l,d),l€ [1,"],]6 [1,7’]’!,] (8)

where /; is the average drift coefficient of the ith bearing and
my; is the failure time point of the ith bearing. Correspond-
ingly, the test time vector for the ith bearing and its
performance degradation data vector can be expressed as

Eq. (9):

Xi = ('xi,l ’xi,Z’ cee ’xi,m,-)T ’ti,m,-)T (9)

Then, the performance degradation data of n training
bearings can be expressed as x = (x;,%,,...x,)T where x;
follows a multidimensional normal distribution with the
mean ut and the variance X/, where X/ = o%1t” + %y’. The
difference in degradation data for the same bearing at
different points in time is expressed as Eq. (10):

ti = (ti,l’ti,Za e

Ax;; = x;; — %o = AAL + BB(AL,,) (10)
where At;; = t;; = t;;_1,j € [L,m;]. According to Eq. (7), it
can be obtained as Eq. (11):

Ax; = (Ax; 1A%, .. Ax;,, )T
At; = (At Aty .. AL, )T
Ax = (AxT AL, . AT (11)

Then, Ax; follows a multidimensional normal distribu-
tion with the mean uAt¢; and the variance X;, where
Zi = GzAtiAfiT + ﬁz}/i, Yi = di(lg(Atiyl,Al‘igz, ce ’Ati,m,-)'
The log likelihood function of argument ® = {u,6%4%}
of the prior model of the linear Wiener process can be
expressed as Eq. (12):
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(0= L0223
- _Z ﬂAtlm TZ (Ax; _/‘Ati,j)
= — *ln ZﬂZm — Eh’l (/}Z)mi—l
2 i=1 b2
n o ) 1 m;
— (5" +0%i,) — 5; ;m At;;
n xg
-1 i,m;
- _ZAx v Ax; _E;ti,ml,
X; 2
- 12
2Zﬂ2+0t:m < ti,m,) (12)

Then, the log likelihood function shown in Eq. (10)
takes the first-order partial derivative for the unknown
parameter /4,02, respectively, and the result is shown in
the following equation:

dInL(©X) 1

ou
olnL(B[X) nti’m[
dc? B 2(8% + Gzli,m‘_)

l2 n

im; xivmz‘ 2
P (” t,-,m,>

i=1

13)

Each term in Eq. (11) is equal to O respectively, and the
result is Eq. (14):

y - ; 2 "2
e sl ()

Lm; =1 i=1 Lm; ,m;

(14)

From Egq. (12), it is possible to obtain a maximum
likelihood estimate of parameter p, but the estimate of o2 is
related to /3, so Eq. (12) needs to be substituted into Eq. (10),
and it can be obtained as Eq. (15):

1 n
lnL(ﬂ2|X) = —EIHZani _gln (ﬁ2)m,—l
i=1
ZlnAt,J

t L X;
—n [ 2™ 0 —
2n<n;<ﬂ tl’”)) zl]

LIS g o
—P{E;Ax Ax——g ]—zn (15)

By equaling the first-order partial derivative of Eq. (13)
to parameter 3> to 0, we can obtain a maximum likelihood
estimate for parameter > as Eq. (16):

P ii(m — 32 Ary)?

n(m; — 1) < P At;;

(16)

Once the estimated value of parameter 5 is known,
the maximum likelihood estimate of parameter o> is as
Eq. (17):
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i=1 i
n_m x,m‘ At )
_ Lim; (17)
n(m - 1) im; =1 le z,}

The parameter unbiased estimation of the traditional
linear Wiener process is summarized as Eq. (18):

ﬂ _ 1 . xi,m,-
n i=1 ti,m,-
) . im;
6° = =
_ Ximg 2
= (m; = 1)t Aty
" 1 nom (AX x'm‘ Al‘u)z
p= — (18)
= = (mi=1)Ag;
Through the most direct comparison between

Egs. (12), (14), (15), and (16), it can be seen that the
unbiased estimate of parameter o is also less than zero,
because the first term of the unbiased estimate of o is
smaller, the corresponding probability value will be lower,
which can improve the accuracy of the parameter estimate
to a certain extent. In the overall parameter estimation
expression, it can be clearly seen that the smaller the n
value of the bearing life sample size, the greater the
difference between the result accuracy of the unbiased
estimation of the parameters and the accuracy of the result
of the biased estimate. So compared with the traditional
parameter great likelihood estimation method, the unbiased
estimation method is more suitable for bearing mechanical
products with a limited sample size.

B. UNBIASED PARAMETER ESTIMATION OF
NONLINEAR WIENER PROCESSES

Compared with the traditional linear Wiener process, the
prior model parameter of nonlinear Wiener process Eq. (5)
is ® = {u,6%4%0}, and for the full life cycle data of n
bearings, the bearing degradation data measured by the ith
bearing at the time #;; of its degradation process can be
expressed as Eq. (19):

xj = Ail\(ti;;0) + BB(t;;), i € [L,n],j € [1,m]

Similarly, the degradation data difference of the same
bearing at different points in time is expressed as Eq. (20):

19)

Ax;; = x;; — X;j- = AAS;j + BB(AL; ) (20)
where Ad;; = 8;; — 6;-1 = A(t;;;0) = A(t;j-1;0), Aty; =
tij = tij_1-J e 1, m] Then, the performance degradation

data vector of the ith bearing, the test time vector, etc.
can be expressed as Eq. (21):

Ax; = (Ax;1,Ax;p, . .. ,Axi’m’_)T

At; = (At 1, Ay, .. AL, )T

Ax = (AxT AL, . AXD)T

AS; = (Aél 1,A8;5, ... ,A(S,»’ml_)T 21

Then, Ax; follows a multidimensional normal distribu-
tion with the mean uAS; and the variance X;, where
3 = PASAS!T + Py, 1 =diag(Aty Ay, AL, ).
The log hkehhood function of prior model parameter
0 = {u,624%0} of a nonlinear Wiener process can be
expressed as Eq. (22):

—fanan
N

Similar to Section 2.1, the estimate of the parameter is
found using the method of maximizing the value of Eq. (20)
as Eq. (23):

InL(O|X) = ln pA

— uAS)TE (Ax; — uAS;)  (22)

IS ATyTIAS,
plO)=->

n= ASTy T AS;
A " AxTy T AS;\ 2
52(0) =~ =N 2l 29
0= (k-2 aas)
AxTy7 A5 Axly7'AS;
1< (Axi 207y ‘A5A5> (Ai aoly 1A5A5>
Cni (m;—1)ASTy7TAS;
N (Axi ié‘/’liiM) (Ax A’;ﬂ@jm)
ﬂ ( )_;; (ml-—l)
(23)

As can be seen from Eq. (21), in the parametric
estimation process of the nonlinear Wiener process, the
value of parametric p,6%4° is directly related to the estima-
tion of 6. If the estimation of parameter @ satisfies 6 = 0,
then the parameter estimation expected value for the non-
linear Wiener process is Eq. (24):

E(p) =p
oy n—1 , B B
o) ==~ asTy T,
E(p*) =P (24)

It is clear from Eq. (22) that the estimate of parameter &
is biased, so for a nonlinear Wiener process, the unbiased
estimation expression for its parameter value is Eq. (25):

- 1Ay AS;
1(0) == ili i
#e) n;A(SiTyi‘lA&

1O =ATYIA,
‘nfé(" ; ;.Ty,lms-)

AxTy7 A5 AxTy7'AS;
1 1 (Ax 5T/ TS, Aé) (Ai 5T/ TS, A‘S)
n= (m;—1)A8Ty1AS;
Ax y; AS; I.’ i
ﬂz(é)—li(Axi AsTy lAsA‘s) (Ax A(ST TAG, A5)
“n — (mi—1)
(25)
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IV. LIFE PREDICTION MODEL FOR
ROLLING BEARINGS

Rolling bearings are widely used in the field of mechanical
engineering. Their operating conditions are usually com-
plex, and the corresponding bearing performance degrada-
tion process is difficult to generalize [22]. For the general
nonlinear Wiener process Eq. (5), the stochastic degrada-
tion process {X(#),7 > 0} of the bearing can be defined as
Eq. (26):

t

X(t) =X(0) + J A(t;0)dt + pB(t)

0

(26)

where A(t; ) is the drift coefficient. In order to make the
summed up bearing probability density function closer to
the actual working conditions, scholars have conducted in-
depth research; usually, the nonlinear function A(t;6) is
expressed in the form of a power function or an exponential
function. According to the literature [23], the power func-
tion abt’~', a~N(u,,02) is selected to characterize the drift
function, where parameter a is a random parameter that
represents the individual difference of the bearing, b is the
commonality of bearing degradation, and the unknown
parameter 6 in the drift parameter can be replaced by
(a,b). Then, the probability density function for the degra-
dation model of the bearing to reach the failure threshold
h(h > 0) for the first time is Eq. (27):

h=X(t) = (I + 1) = 17 = ble(le + 1,)77")
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Historical degradation data
, L
Performance degradation model
X() = X(0)+ [ A(t:0)dt + BB()

Bayesian theory }—' Parameter unbiased estimation H Target bearing data

]

Estimate unknown parameters of the model ’

RUL prediction

Fig. 1. Flowchart of the RUL prediction method.
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If the performance degradation of the rolling bearing at
time #;, is X(#; ), according to the explanation of the RUL in
Eq. (3), it can be obtained that the probability density
function of the RUL of the bearing at time #; is

(h=X (1)) 0% (h+1)=12) +pa e
o2 ((leA10)P =12 +5*1

folly) =

\/Z”Ikz(dg((lk +1)P =) + B2Ly)

(28)

X exp (—

In the unknown parameter ® = {u,0,83,b}of the degra-
dation model, §,b can represent the inherent randomness of
individual rolling bearings and does not change in the
process of bearing complete performance degradation.
u,o is used to represent the differences between individual
rolling bearings, and the parameters will constantly change
with the operation of bearings.

Therefore, the historical training data of bearings can
be used to estimate the initial value of model parameters and
determine the fixed parameters. The random parameters can
be determined by using target bearing data and Bayesian
theory. The relevant introduction of Bayesian theory can be
referred to the literature [24].

When building life prediction models based on historical
degradation data from rolling bearings, different combina-
tions of variables mean different models. Therefore, the
evaluation of the model is very important [25]. Nonlinear
Wiener model of bearing can be evaluated from two aspects:
maximizing the likelihood function of the model and mini-
mizing the number of unknown parameters. The general
understanding is that larger the value of the model likelihood
function, the better the fitting effect of the model. But it will
lead to an increase in the number of unknown parameters in
the model, increase the complexity of the model and the cost
of calculation time, and even lead to overfitting of the model.
Therefore, the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and the
mean-square error (MSE) are introduced, where the function
expression of AIC is Eq. (29):

(h =X (1)) = pa (L + 1)" = 17))?
2(0a((h + 10" = 12)* + B*Ly)

(29)

where L is the likelihood function of the model and & is the
unknown number of parameters of the model that participate
in the parameter estimation. Compared with the Bayesian
Information Criterion (BIC), the AIC criterion is more
suitable for life prediction model with limited sample size,
and its penalty factor is independent of the sample size,
which can take into account the degree of fit of the model and
the number of unknown parameters. The smaller the AIC
value, the better the fit of the model. The function expression
of the MSE is Eq. (30):

AIC = —2In(L) + 2k

n

IS, 7
MSE==%" % (F(1,0) - F(1,)”  (30)
L j—1

i=1

where F(1; j+@) is an estimate of the cumulative probability
function in time #;; with respect to ®, while F(t;;) is the
empirical value of the cumulative probability function at time
t;j- MSE can be used to detect the precision of model training
results. The flow chart of this method is shown in Fig. 1.

V. CASE STUDIES

In order to further illustrate the feasibility and effectiveness
of the nonlinear Wiener process in the study of rolling
bearing RUL, the accelerated bearing degradation data
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Fig. 2. PRONOSTIA test platform.

collected by the PRONOSTIA laboratory was used for
example verification. This bearing dataset is a public data
set. The parameters related to the specific data can be referred
to [26]. The experimental table is shown in Fig. 2.

In this paper, seven datasets in working condition one
are selected to verify the parameter evaluation results of the
life prediction model and the accuracy of the life prediction
results. The third set of bearing data 1_3 in working condition
one is used as the target bearing for the RUL prediction, and
the remaining six datasets of bearing are used to estimate the
unknown parameter values of the degradation model. In

order to highlight the unbiased parameter estimation method
compared with the traditional maximum likelihood function
parameter estimation method, the degradation model of the
bearing selects the nonlinear Wiener process with random
effects as shown in Eq. (28) and evaluates the degradation
model parameters of the bearing using two parameter esti-
mation methods. The estimation results of the parameters and
the evaluation function calculation results of the model are
shown in Table 1.

As can be seen from Table I, for the parameter estima-
tion results of the degradation model, the traditional maxi-
mum likelihood function method and the parameter
unbiased estimation method have little difference between
the estimation results of the unknown parameters u, b, and
B. Especially, the estimation of parameter u is exactly the
same. The large difference in estimation is the unknown
parameter o, and the unbiased estimation method has a
larger estimation of parameter o, although it cannot be
completely avoided, but it can reduce the risk of parameter
o < 0 to a certain extent. The calculation results of AIC and
MSE, the evaluation functions of model fitting results, show
that the parameter unbiased estimation method can effec-
tively improve the accuracy of the bearing degradation
model, reduce the risk of parameters less than zero to a
certain extent, and improve the stability of model parameter
estimation. In order to verify the effectiveness and superi-
ority of the proposed method, the nonlinear Bayesian
method is set as the comparison method. The detailed

Table I. Results of fitting bearing degradation data

Unknown Parameter
Parameter Estimation Method B c b B AIC MSE
Traditional maximum likelihood function 0.2375 0.0018 0.9420 0.0628 -51.36 0.0036
Parameter unbiased estimation method 0.2375 0.0023 0.9443 0.0627 —52.74 0.0034

0.1+

0.08

0.06

0.04

Probability density

: M1 :M2 —— : Actual RUL —#+—: M1 RUL

3000

2500

2000
500
RUL (\OS‘

: M2 RUL

Fig. 3. PDFs of RUL under M1 and M2.
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description of nonlinear Bayesian method can be found in
reference [27]. For simplicity, the method proposed in this
paper is referred to as M1, and the method based on
nonlinear Bayesian method is referred to as M2. We plot
the RUL distributions of the two methods at some different
time points, as shown in Fig. 3.

It can be seen from Fig. 3 that the RUL distribution
calculated by both methods can cover the actual RUL,
although the true RUL of the bearing remains mostly within
the range of the probability density function, even at the
beginning of the experiment. However, the function curve
is flat and less precise. As the monitoring time of the bearing
continues to increase, the corresponding amount of perfor-
mance degradation data also increases, and the probability
density function of the bearing becomes steeper, gradually
converging near the true remaining life, and the prediction
accuracy also becomes higher. Compared with the nonlin-
ear Bayes method, the RUL distribution of the proposed
method is more concentrated on the actual RUL, and the
PDF distribution is more slender, which indicates that our
method has higher accuracy. The more intuitive life predic-
tion is shown in Fig. 4.

In order to illustrate the estimation accuracy of the life
prediction results, Absolute Relative Error (ARE) and Root
Mean Square Error (RMSE) were used to evaluate the
accuracy of the model, as shown in Figs. 5 and 6. For

2000

16001

—_

1200

RUL (10s

800r

400f

1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200
Monitoring time (10s)

—— : Actual RUL ——: M1 RUL : M2 RUL

Fig. 4. Predicted life of the bearing.

0.6 \N .

0.2}

ARE

0 1 L L 1 1 1
1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200
Monitoring time (10s)

— M1 — M2

Fig. 5. The ARE by M1 and M2.
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RMSE
N

0 . . . . . :
1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200
Monitoring time (10s)

— M1 : M2

Fig. 6. The RMSE by M1 and M2.

RUL prediction, the proposed method is obviously superior
to the comparison method. The method proposed in this
paper has small ARE and RMSE in most of the whole
prediction stage, which shows the superiority of the method
proposed in this paper.

VI. CONCLUSION

On the basis of the traditional Wiener process, random
effect and nonlinear feature are added, and the life predic-
tion model is built closer to the actual operating conditions
of rolling bearing. In terms of parameter estimation, this
paper uses the parameter unbiased estimation method to
estimate the unknown parameters of the model, which can
effectively reduce the risk of parameters less than zero,
and improve the accuracy and stability of the life predic-
tion model. Through the example analysis of the RUL
prediction of the PRONOSTIA bearing test platform, the
model fitting effect and performance of the thesis method
are good, and the performance degradation process of
rolling bearings can be effectively described, and the
accuracy is high.

Future work will focus on verifying the application of
the proposed life prediction method to other mechanical
components, as well as generalizations in other data-driven
models.
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