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Introduction

With upcoming data science and neural network knowhow, a lot of application fields are emerging in the
process industry. In order to use these new methods (e.g. for control algorithms), it is reasonable to gain
experiences with small scale apparatus, but comparable processes already in the laboratory. The following
brief overview shows that there are good examples for procedures and interoperability when adopting ML
solutions. The main focus is set on an easy-to-follow procedure for the integration of machine-learning ML
solutions following the example of Min et al. , which is described in the following in more detail.

Machine learning overview

ML algorithms are widely employed in process engineering and often hidden behind the terms of AI , soft
sensing , data fusion or digital twin . In the process industry, typically, large amounts of data are available
from the physical sensors in a production plant. This data can be collected, combined and processed by
means of ML algorithms (data fusion, soft(ware) sensors) to obtain more meaningful data for the training
of data-driven models that capture the real process conditions , . The virtual model (digital twin) can be
further used to optimize the production process and an implementation in a loop with the physical world
ensures the adaptability of the model . Commonly, one of the following three goals is pursued when applying
ML techniques in the process industry: (i) online prediction, (ii) process monitoring, (iii) process fault
detection . Some of the most popular algorithms to achieve these goals are provided in Table 1 . The
ML algorithms are classified into supervised or unsupervised depending on training data being labeled or
unlabeled, respectively. The working principles behind those algorithms with some example applications are
concisely summarized in Geet al. .

Table 1: Examples for popular unsupervised and supervised ML methods.

Unsupervised learning Supervised learning
Principal component analysis Partial least squares
K-means clustering Support vector machine
Kernel density estimation Decision tree
Self-organizing map Artificial neural network

Principal component analysis (PCA) and partial least squares (PLS) are particularly popular as they are
easy to implement and capable of tackling a variety of problems, e.g. reduce the dimensionality of the
data, extra key features and detect outliers. Hence, it is not surprising that these algorithms make up
for the majority of applied ML models that are described in literature . In combination with a regression
model, reliable online predictions with high-dimensional data become available . Often used regression
models include support vector machines (SVMs) and models based on decision trees (e.g. gradient boosting
regressor (GBR), ADABoost or random forest) , , . The advantages of these regression tree ensembles include
fast training times and the ability to handle large amounts of data, while providing good accuracy due to
combination of multiple estimators . This decision is also made to facilitate the integration of adaptive
solutions in future, which would require repeated training of new models, e.g.via recursive or ensemble-based
methods . However, individual regression trees are usually not competitive with other methods like SVMs or
neural networks , but thanks to the low computational cost, regression trees can be combined with bagging
or boosting techniques to build a group of estimators to improve predictive accuracy and control overfitting
, . In bagging, each estimator is trained on a subset of data and the output of every estimator is averaged for
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. the final prediction, e.g. random forest or extra trees regression . In boosting, “weak” estimators are trained
in succession on a subset of data and combined into a single “strong” estimator. This can be achieved e.g.
by weighting the weak estimators according to their accuracy (AdaBoost) or by fitting the weak estimators
using an arbitrary loss function (gradient boosting) . Clustering is another popular method that is used
to organize unlabeled data according to their similarity. Combined with PCA it is a common method for
process monitoring and process fault detection .

Machine learning implementation

The aforementioned algorithms belong to the classical ML techniques and can be quickly implemented as
they are readily available in software libraries for e.g. Matlab, Python or R . The following procedure to
employ ML techniques in a digital twin framework was demonstrated by Min et al. and can be roughly
applied in most cases :

• Preprocessing
• Feature extraction
• Modell training and validation
• Tryout and optimization
• Online deployment

Preprocessing describes for example the temporal alignment, de-noising or scaling of data , , feature ex-
traction, the selection or transformation of data by means of a correlation matrix , PCA or even operator
experience . Some common modelling techniques were already presented in Table 1. Other noteworthy ap-
proaches include genetic/evolutionary algorithms, fuzzy logic, probability-based techniques (e.g. Gaussian
processes, ), semi-supervised and reinforcement learning or artificial neural networks. For the latter kind,
structures with convolutional layers and long short-term memory units (LSTM) have proven to be effective
for image analysis and time series data, respectively. These neural networks capture the spatial or temporal
structure of the data and led to the remarkable advances in image classification and speech recognition .
As the vast amount of choices for a ML model can be overwhelming at first, it is common practice to test
different models and compare their performance based on chosen metrics. In case of a regression problem,
the root mean squared error or the coefficient of determination (R²) are often used. If an adaptive online
mechanism is desired, the training and forecast speed can be a deciding factor as well.

During the tryout and optimization stage, the trained model is tested in a real-time operating environment.
Since the model is trained on historical data, it is important to verify its operational reliability in the latest
environment and adapt the model if necessary. Finally, the virtual model is deployed with connection to
the real-time data and the process control or monitoring system. The optimal set of control parameters
can be found by means of search algorithms like depth-first search, breadth-first search or grid search or
by employing model predictive control or other control strategies , . For security reasons, it is advisable
to implement visible recommendations from the ML model for an operator rather than a direct access to
the process control system, especially at an experimental stage , . This is related to the veracity problem
that is often associated with ML solutions . It can be difficult to generate interpretable suggestions made
by purely data-driven models and justify the adaptation of e.g. a control strategy based on these models.
A possible solution lies in the incorporation of first-principle models to form hybrid models that support
rational decision-making , . Such advances could revolutionize the perception of ML solutions in process
engineering, but are still considered as a “long, adventurous, and intellectually exciting journey” .

Another opportunity exists in the integration of edge and cloud computing solutions for the facilitated access
and treatment of data . With the increasing computational power of microcontrollers, it becomes more and
more possible to locally preprocess and analyze sensor datae.g. for each unit operation and forward the
processed information to a higher-level control or data handling structure, which in turn can function more
efficiently due to the reduced amount, but higher quality of data , . The development of this type of ”smart

3
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. equipment” by using new sensor or ML solutions to determine hard-to-measure variables and offer more
process flexibility has attracted considerable attention in academic and industrial research , , .

Some examples include the digitalization of extraction columns by means of novel measurement techniques
complemented by modeling and simulation methods to create tools for predictive online monitoring, which
is reviewed in Hlawitschka et al. . Other approaches work on the integration of novel sensors and actuators
to obtain valuable process information and create more responsive equipment . In order to facilitate the
integration of the given examples and other ML solutions into existing processes, new concepts with stan-
dardized interfaces and communication protocols are emerging . One promising concept that stands out in
these aspects is the Module Type Package (MTP), which is a module-based approach with embedded process
knowledge and standardized interfaces according to VDI/VDE/NAMUR 2658 part 1-4 , , , . MTP enables
a quick and flexible design of processes and integration of modules, so called process equipment assemblies
(PEAs), compare with VDI 2776 , into a higher-level control system, which is referred to as process orche-
stration layer (POL) . Due to the standardized interfaces, the data from every PEA or the entire process
is easily accessible and ML solutions can be quickly implemented. A special MTP feature is the service ori-
ented architecture that provides the possibility to run recipes with the predefined services each PEA offers
to the POL . This feature could be used to run the process with many different control variables, study the
respective effects of control variables and observe states that are usually undesired. For most processes this
kind of data is scarce as it is not the optimal way to operate the process, but it is useful for the training of
ML models that are supposed to prevent those states . The recipe feature could be further used for the auto-
mated conduction of experiments via “Design of Experiments” (DoE) in conjunction with ML algorithms to
optimize a product or process . The implementation of such ML solutions via a service-like architecture as
proposed by Soto et al. is also an interesting concept, which would greatly benefit from accepted standards.

Subject of this contribution

The aim of this work is to build upon these good practices and provide additional guidance for the imple-
mentation of ML methods based on another use case, i.e. flooding prevention in a spinning band distillation
and an extraction column. The main focus is set on an easy-to-follow procedure for the integration of ML
solutions following the example of Min et al. , which has been described in the following in more detail.
For a distillation column, sensor data is evaluated to forecast the pressure drop with supervised learning
methods. Subsequently, the operating state is classified based on the forecast combined with a clustering
algorithm to form an early flooding warning system. The distillation column is designed according to the
MTP (module type package) concept, which provides easy access to all sensor data from OPC/UA servers
via a Python script, demonstrating the advantages of standardized interfaces. Flooding in the extraction
column is analyzed via computer-vision and a convolutional neural network to design smarter equipment
that can identify its own operating state. Finally, an online control strategy based on the ML models is
discussed and its usability within the MTP architecture is evaluated.

Spinning band distillation column and modular automation

The investigated spinning band distillation column (SBDC) is built as a modular process equipment assembly
according to VDI 2776. It consists of a DN25 glass column with a solid rotating internal - the spinning
band (Figure 1 right) manufactured by Normag-Pfaudler, Ilmenau, Germany. Hence there is only a thin
gap for the countercurrent liquid-vapor flow between the spinning band and the wetted glass wall of the
column. The rotation induces an intensified mass transport between liquid and vapor, resulting in better
separation efficiency with higher rotation speed. On the other hand, increasing the band speed, pressure
drop is increasing due to higher liquid loading and higher vapor velocities in the column. At a certain
point, depending on band speed, liquid loads, and vapor velocity, the liquid is accumulating which results

4
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. in flooding. Flooding can be seen visually but also by very steep rise of the pressure drop sensor, which is
measuring the pressure difference between bottom and head of the distillation column.

5



P
os

te
d

on
A

u
th

or
ea

28
N

ov
20

20
—

T
h
e

co
p
y
ri

gh
t

h
ol

d
er

is
th

e
au

th
or

/f
u
n
d
er

.
A

ll
ri

gh
ts

re
se

rv
ed

.
N

o
re

u
se

w
it

h
ou

t
p

er
m

is
si

on
.

—
h
tt

p
s:

//
d
oi

.o
rg

/1
0.

22
54

1/
au

.1
60

66
06

24
.4

31
19

89
7/

v
1

—
T

h
is

a
p
re

p
ri

n
t

an
d

h
a
s

n
o
t

b
ee

n
p

ee
r

re
v
ie

w
ed

.
D

a
ta

m
ay

b
e

p
re

li
m

in
a
ry

.

6



P
os

te
d

on
A

u
th

or
ea

28
N

ov
20

20
—

T
h
e

co
p
y
ri

gh
t

h
ol

d
er

is
th

e
au

th
or

/f
u
n
d
er

.
A

ll
ri

gh
ts

re
se

rv
ed

.
N

o
re

u
se

w
it

h
ou

t
p

er
m

is
si

on
.

—
h
tt

p
s:

//
d
oi

.o
rg

/1
0.

22
54

1/
au

.1
60

66
06

24
.4

31
19

89
7/

v
1

—
T

h
is

a
p
re

p
ri

n
t

an
d

h
a
s

n
o
t

b
ee

n
p

ee
r

re
v
ie

w
ed

.
D

a
ta

m
ay

b
e

p
re

li
m

in
a
ry

. Figure 1: (left) normal flooding behavior with increasing band speed (right) spinning band column with a
view of the uninsulated column with vacuum double jacket and internal

Besides the already mentioned actuators and sensors, the column is equipped with necessary sensors and
actuators to be operated nearly fully automated. The automation is executed on a PLC by WAGO Kontak-
ttechnik GmbH & Co. KG, Minden, Germany, and features the manufacturer independent interface module
type package (MTP) standardized in the VDI/VDE/NAMUR 2658 guidelines. Besides this, the distillation
column offers a service “distill” with a state machine implemented in the decentralized logic of the mod-
ules PLC. Enabled by the MTP, the distillation column can be integrated to the prototype ABB process
orchestration layer (POL), where the service can be conducted and the human machine interface (HMI) is
automatically visible. Deeper insights of the MTP concept and its architecture can be taken from , the
architecture combined with the ML implementation is explained in more detail below.

Regarding the flooding phenomena, the distillation column is behaving similarly to conventional distillation
columns. The pressure drop is increasing nearly linearly with the gas factor and liquid loading. Beyond
certain gas factors and liquid loadings, called loading point, the pressure drop is increasing more steeply
than before until the flooding point is reached, which is an undesirable state of the column., In the case of
the spinning band distillation column, the pressure drop is also massively influenced by the spinning band
speed. This behavior could be already implemented to a control strategy , but still, the column is running
into the undesired state of flooding. The complex hydrodynamics of the system with a rotating internal
and the two-phase flow is very hard to model and predict precisely. Hence, the flooding points need to be
examined experimentally. This procedure is very time consuming and still has some uncertainties, which
cannot be described completely. Hence, it is from high interest to predict the pressure drop and classify the
current operating point with help of a trained ML algorithm with historical data. Like this, it would be
possible to already get information about a certain parameter set and a classification even before undesired
states like the flooding point is reached in operation.

For the implementation of ML scripts, following hard- and software architecture is used. Sensor data from
the SBDC is transferred to and stored on the OPC/UA server of the PLC. Current and historical values
for each PEA can be accessed by the POL via the MTP interface. In order to implement ML methods to
design an early flooding warning system, the sensor data is directly taken from the OPC/UA servers via
a Python script and fed to the developed monitoring system to determine the current operating state of
the distillation column by classification. The monitoring concept is implemented in four steps: i) pressure
drop preprocessing and filtering ii) forecast by supervised learning methods, iii) operating state classification
through clustering, iv) graphical output for the operator with forecast and classification. Data flow and
implementation of the flooding prevention system are visualized in Figure 2.

7
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. Figure 2: Software and data architecture of distillation PEA with integrated ,ML

As described before, the distillation PEA is implemented to the POL via an open standard, the MTP. This
architecture can be used additionally to implement the ML in a faster way, as the OPC/UA server and
needed variables already exists and the location is completely described in the MTP file. Like this, the
ML script is basing on the existing architecture as an add-on for monitoring and classification of the set
operation point. Furthermore, it is conceivable to implement a feedback loop as control for the distillation
column. The ML script is then acting as a controller of the PEA. For the compliance with the MTP concept,
the service of the distillation PEA needs to be adjusted with a new procedure. Within this new procedure,
the spinning band speed is not anymore given by the POL, but self-adjusted by the PEA logic with the
ML script as a controller itself. However, this is not implemented yet, since the scope was to ensure the
applicability of the forecast and classification first.

Flooding detection in the distillation column by ML tools

In the following sections, the preprocessing of the acquired sensor data, feature extraction, training of the
ML methods and the implementation with live data are described.

Preprocessing of time series data

Multivariate time series data can be tricky to deal with as the temporal structure should be preserved in
some way during the training process. One way to make supervised learning methods applicable to time
series data is the sliding window method [40], which transforms data in such a way that past and “future”
measurements are preserved for each data point. For this use case, the future pressure drop (pt+1,pt+2, . . . )
will be predicted based on the past data of pressure drop and other significant parameters Xi (. . . ,pt−1,
X1, t−1, . . . , pt, X1,t, . . . ). These other significant parameters are determined in section 3.2. A schematic
representation of the sliding window data transformation is given in Figure 3. The window size refers to the
time window of past data and the response size describes the forecast window.

Figure 3: Sliding window method for the transformation of time series data.

This transformation results in many additional data columns, which must be considered for the choice of an
appropriate ML model. For the de-noising of the pressure drop signal, an exponentially weighted moving

8
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. average (EWMA) is used that weighs the most recent measurements stronger as they are more important
to detect changes in trend and level of the pressure drop. For some ML methods that are based on distance
(SVM, Clustering), an additional scaling step is necessary that normalizes the input data. Linear regression
and decision tree regressors do not require this scaling step.

Feature extraction via machine learning ML

The spinning band distillation column contains the following sensors and control variables summarized in
Table 1.

Table 2: Sensors and control inputs of spinning band distillation column relevant for ML.

Sensor Control variable
Pressure drop Band rotation speed
Liquid level (bottom) Heater power
Temperature (bottom) Feed flow
Temperature (middle) Reflux ratio
Temperature (head)
Distillate mass
Bottom product mass

In order to train a robust and reliable ML model and avoid issues regarding co-linearity , it is helpful to pick
significant features for the training process. This can be achieved by applying PCA or PLS regression, but
since the number of parameters is manageable for this work, features are picked based on operator experience
and a correlation matrix instead (Figure 4). An advantage of this approach is that the results will be more
interpretable compared to PCA or PLS regression, which addresses possible veracity issues as well.

The values in a correlation matrix describe the linear relationship between two parameters, where 1 and
-1 indicate a perfectly linear relationship. The sign of the correlation coefficient describes the direction of
the relationship: a positive sign means that the value of one parameter increases or decreases, if the other
parameter increases or decreases, respectively; a negative sign describes the opposite relationship.

9
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.

Figure 4: Correlation matrix for data of spinning band distillation column, left hand parameter has a linear
impact to top hand parameter with positive or negative correlation

The correlation matrix indicates that there is a strong linear relationship between the temperature mea-
surements and heater power, which is expected for a distillation column (1). Further, there is a strong
relationship between distillate and bottom product mass (2), but these features are not considered for the
pressure drop forecast as it is known from experience that there is no significant impact on the pressure
drop in the column. The same argument applies to the liquid level in the bottom (3). In terms of tempera-
ture measurements, the temperature in the head of the column is retained as a feature, because it contains
information on the boiling point of the volatile component and the current concentration. Pressure drop
is kept as a feature as it describes the recent pressure drop trend, which can be useful for the forecast.
The remaining parameters show no strong linear relationship. Furthermore, as known from experience and
physical relationships the liquid hold-up directly influence pressure drop in the distillation column. Thus,
they are selected as features as well. In total, 6 parameters (pressure drop, column head temperature, band
rotation speed, heater power, feed flow, and reflux ratio) are selected and used to model the forecast.

The clustering step will be performed based on the pressure drop data alone to identify flooding behavior
in the distillation column. Pressure drop is preprocessed and transformed as described for the forecast
problem in order to maintain the same data structure and facilitate the implementation with live data.
Time series data can be typically decomposed into the following four features: trend, level, seasonality and
noise. To ensure good visualization and interpretability of the occurring clusters, two features are chosen
for the clustering process. As the flooding behavior does not occur in specific regular intervals (seasonality)
and noise has been reduced by means of EWMA, trend and level should contain the significant information
to identify meaningful clusters and are therefore chosen as features.
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. Model training and validation

Data from the spinning band distillation column is acquired in intervals of one second and since flooding
happens abruptly, it is important to maintain this sample frequency despite the large amount of data that
is collected. Therefore, scalable and computationally inexpensive models based on regression trees, which
are explained in more detail in section 1.1, are prioritized in the scope of this work. These bagging and
boosting methods will be used with regression trees as base estimators for the pressure drop forecast and
their performance will be compared based on chosen metrics, i.e. root mean squared error and coefficient of
determination (R²). Additionally, linear regression will be applied for the pressure drop forecast to serve as
a reference model.

The window and response size are determined via a grid search using a representative regression model
(random forest regression) with the default settings from the scikit-learn library in Python. Investigated
window sizes range from 5 to 20 s and response sizes from 15 to 30 s. The goal is to use a small window
size to keep the amount of data during the transformation small (Figure 3) and a large response size for a
long forecast, while maintaining a good prediction accuracy (R² > 0.95). Training data consists of 8 and test
data of 2 recorded distillation runs, which corresponds to 54948 and 9884 measurements, respectively. The
resulting accuracies for different window and response sizes are given in Table 1 in the form of RMSE and
R².

Table 3: Root mean squared error (RMSE) and coefficient of determination (R²) for different window and
response sizes using random forest regression.

Random forest regression Window size = 5 s Window size = 5 s Window size = 10 s Window size = 10 s Window size = 15 s Window size = 15 s Window size = 20 s Window size = 20 s
Response size RMSE R² RMSE R² RMSE R² RMSE R²
15 s 9.3328 0.9677 8.9307 0.9704 8.7478 0.9714 8.7803 0.9711
20 s 11.5425 0.9506 11.0705 0.9543 10.8961 0.9555 10.8300 0.9558
25 s 13.5783 0.9314 13.5743 0.9310 13.1393 0.9345 12.9141 0.9367
30 s 15.4227 0.9103 15.3317 0.9106 15.0088 0.9139 14.7071 0.9165

A window size of 5 seconds and response size of 20 seconds would satisfy the set conditions, but even though
the distillation column is very responsive, 5 seconds might be too short to capture the effects of changes in
control variables. Hence, a window size of 10 s and a response size of 20 s are chosen for the further training
and optimization of models.

The following ML methods are compared for the pressure drop forecast: linear regression, random forest,
extra trees, AdaBoost, and gradient boosting regression. To achieve the best performance, the number of
estimators (decision trees) and the depth of the decision trees were optimized for the bagging and boosting
regressors in a k-fold cross-validated grid search (k = 5) utilizing the training data. Finally, the performance
of every model is compared in Table 1 based on the test data set and the chosen metrics. Note that AdaBoost
and the extra trees regressor are combined via a voting regressor for an additional model as their training
time is quite low. Due to the different working principles, weaknesses of the respective models could be
eliminated by combining them. The training time is based on an INTEL Core i5-6600K CPU overclocked
to 4.5 GHz.

Table 4: Accuracy of pressure drop forecast for different algorithm methods.

Algorithm RMSE R² Training time [s]
Linear regression 12.7836 0.9361 0.38
Random forest 9.6330 0.9670 59.94
Extra trees 9.2411 0.9698 7.75
AdaBoost 10.1047 0.9636 37.85
Gradient boosting 9.0973 0.9700 275.08
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. AdaBoost + Extra trees 9.0849 0.9703 110.99

Extra trees, gradient boosting, and the combination of AdaBoost and extra trees regression perform very
similarly in terms of accuracy. If an adaptive ML solution is desired, the training time could play a critical
role, but for the scope of this work all three highlighted models will be further evaluated with live data in
the tryout stage (section 3.5).

For the monitoring system, the pressure drop time series will be classified based on the 20 second forecast
window and the measurements from the last 10 seconds to determine the current operating state of the
distillation column, i.e. flooding or not flooding. Therefore, the historical pressure drop data is preprocessed
as described in section 3.1 with a window size of 30 seconds and used to identify meaningful clusters (k-means
clustering) and label the data. As this method is distance based, a prior scaling of the data is performed.
The time series features trend and level are determined from the slope of a linear fit and the median of the
30 second windows, respectively. Additionally, the data is filtered for positive slopes and medians above 80
Pa as flooding is only observed for increasing pressure drop trends and high pressure drop levels.

In order to identify an appropriate number of clusters, the elbow method is applied . For this method, the
k-means clustering algorithm is executed with a varying number of clusters, which are plotted against the
inertia, i.e. the sum of squared distances of samples to their closest cluster center. Adding additional cluster
centers after there are already enough clusters to describe the data, lead to a smaller change in inertia and
a characteristic kink (elbow) is observed in the plot (Figure 5, left hand side). For the presented data this
elbow is found at 5 clusters. In Figure 5 (right hand side) the data and cluster centers are visualized by a
median against slope plot. Most of the data lies around a slope of 0, as it is the desired stable operating
state. The blue and green (far right-hand side) clusters describe operating states, where the pressure drop
is increasing and the column might flood soon. For the implementation with live data a warning will be
displayed, if those conditions are observed. The remaining clusters will indicate normal operating behavior.
Note that the data was transformed back to the original values for the visualization, but scaled data was
used for the clustering process.

Figure 5: Elbow method for choosing the number of clusters with k-means clustering (left hand side); median
and slope plot with resulting clusters (right hand side).

Implementation

As shown in Figure 2, the distillation PEA is equipped with a PLC as a PEA internal control unit. An
OPC UA server is located on this PLC, on which all process variables are published relevant for the process.
The modular concept with OPC UA provides a standardized server interface, on which the ML algorithm
can be adapted. The ML-tool developed in Python has an OPC UA client taken from the Python package

12
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. freeopcua , which reads the process variables every second and processes them into a data frame. This data
frame can be processed further as shown above. Therefore, the data is pre-processed according to chapter
3.1 and the developed models are applied to the data frame. As output the models provide on the one hand
the prediction of the pressure for the next 20 seconds. On the other hand, the current operating status is
classified from the prediction. The structure of the ML forecast implementation as well as the results plotted
in a real time diagram are shown in Figure 2.

The diagram shows the curve of the pressure difference, the filtered pressure curve and the prediction of future
pressure difference. The current operating status is displayed above the diagram as text, which informs the
operator if flooding occurs.

Distillation experiments and optimization

As validation data, a test procedure is carried out, in which the column is flooded several times. Care is
taken to ensure that the flooding is generated by various parameter changes in order to check whether the
influence of all parameters on the flooding behavior is reliably mapped. It could be shown that all three
trained algorithms (gradient boost, extra trees, AdaBoost + extra trees) are able to detect and reliably
display the flooding behavior. The accuracies (coefficient of determination) of the different models with
respect to the validation data are R²gradient boost = 0.878, R²extra trees = 0.853 and R²AdaBoost + extra trees =
0.857.

The results of the flooding detection for the trained and selected models are shown in Figure 7. It can be seen
that all three models have similar accuracies, but the resulting prediction curves show significant differences.
The prediction of the combined model of AdaBoost and extra trees regression shows a strongly fluctuating
behavior, which makes it difficult to evaluate the forecast. The pure regression by extra trees is much
smoother, but the prediction is too flat and has problems to follow the current pressure curve. In contrast,
the Gradient Boost model shows a significantly more reactivated response with sufficient smoothing of the
prediction curve, which makes this model the most suitable solution out of the three models investigated.

Figure 7: Behavior of the model response different trained models while flooding occurs in the spinning band
distillation column.

After the gradient boost algorithm is selected as the most suitable one, the response of the model will be
discussed in detail. The data that the model receives as input is generated specifically for evaluation and has
not been exposed to the model at any previous time. The following figures show the response of the model
to changes in the speed of the spinning band. At the beginning a steady state is shown, which is expressed
by a filtered pressure value of about 190 Pa. The spinning band speed is set to a constant value of 300 rpm.
This results in an almost stable prediction of the pressure difference. The classification on the top of the
diagram shows that the column is working in a normal operating window (see Figure 8, left hand side).
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.

Figure 8: Response of the model in steady state (left hand side) and an increase of the spinning band
rotational speed (right hand side).

Subsequently, after approx. 30 seconds, the speed of the spinning band is increased from 300 rpm to 400 rpm
(see Figure 8, right hand side). This results in an increase of the pressure difference and the forecast predicts
a stronger rising trend for the next 20 seconds. Due to the existing learned correlations, the classification of
the model indicates already at this early stage that the column is entering a flood point, which enables the
operator to take appropriate countermeasures.

It can thus be shown that the ML model is able to clearly predict the flooding of the SBDC, therefore in the
following it will be analyzed in more detail what happens when the speed of the spinning band is reduced
(see Figure 9).

Figure 9: Response of the model to a decrease of the spinning band rotational speed.

The speed is reduced to 150 rpm after 60 seconds. As a result of inertia within the system such as the
slow discharge of the liquid in the flooding area of the column, there is a delayed flattening of the pressure
difference. At this point, the course of the model deviates from the actual course, as a falling trend for the
next 20 seconds is already apparent in the model. The classification also indicates that a stable operating
condition will be achieved. This is due to the fact that the model was strongly adapted to the speed of the
spinning band as a decisive influencing parameter. After 110 seconds a stationary state is reached, which
shows that the classification works reliably.

Liquid-liquid extraction column flooding detection

A liquid-liquid extraction column serves the purpose of separation of solvent mixtures with the help of a
third solvent immiscible with the carrier solvent. In the investigated case, a value component dissolved in
a light phase is contacted with the heavy phase, from which it can be separated more easily in a following
process step. Two operating states within an extraction column can be identified. The regular operating
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. state, characterized by a high separation efficiency through a large mass transfer of the solute from light to
heavy phase. On the other hand, the separation efficiency decreases significantly as flooding, the second but
undesired operating state occurs, and the volumetric throughput breaks down.

As the laboratory extraction column is optically accessible, a different approach based on computer vision
is implemented for flooding detection. Here, image or video data is fed into a deep learning algorithm,i.e. a
convolutional neural network (CNN). The network’s objective is to distinguish between the desired normal
operating mode and flooding of the column.

Figure 10: Image of extraction column (left hand side), example pictures for optimal operating point (upper
right-hand side) and flooding (lower right-hand side) with the area of interest (where the two states are
distinguishable) indicated by the white box.

Images are taken under various different illuminations, light from the right-, the left-hand side, both sides, or
daylight only. A Panasonic DMC-FZ72 camera is used with an image resolution of about 0,13 mm/pixel. An
image preprocessing routine follows, where the desired image section is cut out as indicated in the right-hand
side images in Figure 10.

The images are labeled according to the operating state “normal operating state” or “flooding”. More than
1000 images per class are fed as training data to the neural net. As convolutional neural network CNN
resnet18 is used and retrained for this purpose. The core idea of ResNet is introducing a so-called “identity
shortcut connection” that skips one or more layers. Since the shortcut connection is learning only the
residual, the whole module is called residual module. The shortcut connection’s skipping of certain layers
speeds up the training process of the net. Resnet-18 consists of 18 convolution blocks, which each consist of
several different layers.

After seven training epochs the neural net achieves an accuracy of 99.3 %. For training purpose, the batch
size was chosen to 4 with stochastic gradient descent and momentum (SGDM) as solver and with an initial
learning rate of 0.001.

To check whether the net provides a reasonable performance, a confusion matrix is created. Here, the
predicted class of the network is compared to the true class that is given to the image. If the predicted and
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. the true class are the same, the network can make correct predictions. For validation of the trained net a set
of 252 test images with 126 for each state, not used for the training of the neural net beforehand, is used.
The obtained accuracy is 99.7% with a single misclassified image

During the investigations, the following question came up: what if the net can predict the class correctly, but
is based on unreasonable sections within the image? To exclude this error source from training a network,
a class activation map (CAM) is introduced. Its purpose is to visualize, within which area of the image
the neural net deems most important to base on its class prediction decision. This CAM is constructed in
Matlab by using the “activations()” function and plotting it on top of the analyzed image, see Figure 11.

Figure 11: Heatmap of a flooding image. The neural net’s main focus is on the red area with decreasing
importance towards the blue area. Grey areas are identified as unimportant for the classification problem.
Here, the upper part of the flange is taken as most interesting area for the decision.

It can be seen that the neural net focuses on a reasonable section within the image to determine whether it
sees an image of the normal operating state or flooding. With these two criteria satisfied, a first step towards
an image-based control of an extraction column is made.

Conclusion and Outlook

The application of machine and deep learning in the process industry is an adequate way to predict or detect
the flooding behavior in laboratory distillation and extraction columns. It was shown that both time-series
data of process values and image recognition can be used for modelling. Parallel to this, examples were given,
which enable the simple integration of AI-based monitoring systems into existing plants enabled by existing
control architectures such as Module Type Package MTP. An adaptation of camera setups or the existing
data structures, such as OPC-UA, are sufficient to provide an interface for a data science implementation.
This results in a high potential for tooling up existing equipment with AI methods as part of the digital

16



P
os

te
d

on
A

u
th

or
ea

28
N

ov
20

20
—

T
h
e

co
p
y
ri

gh
t

h
ol

d
er

is
th

e
au

th
or

/f
u
n
d
er

.
A

ll
ri

gh
ts

re
se

rv
ed

.
N

o
re

u
se

w
it

h
ou

t
p

er
m

is
si

on
.

—
h
tt

p
s:

//
d
oi

.o
rg

/1
0.

22
54

1/
au

.1
60

66
06

24
.4

31
19

89
7/

v
1

—
T

h
is

a
p
re

p
ri

n
t

an
d

h
a
s

n
o
t

b
ee

n
p

ee
r

re
v
ie

w
ed

.
D

a
ta

m
ay

b
e

p
re

li
m

in
a
ry

. twin. It is possible to combine both analytical methods in order to specify the flooding behavior even more
and to transfer the flooding detection from an AI-supported to an AI-controlled monitoring system.
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Symbols

R2 coefficient of determination

RMSE root mean squared error

Abbreviations (Complete?)

CAM class activation map

CNN convolutional neural network

DOE design of experiments

EWMA exponential weighted moving average

GBR gradient boosting regressor

HMI human machine interface

LSTM long short-term memory

ML machine learning

MTP module type package

PCA principal component analysis

PEA process equipment assembly

PLC programmable logical controller

PLS partial least squares

POL process orchestration layer

SBDC spinning band distillation column

SVM support vector machine

With Machine Learning and Deep Learning it is possible to predict and reliably detect the flooding of
distillation and extraction columns. The detection can be done with time series visualization as well as with
heat maps (see figure).
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