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Abstract—Accurate tool wear prediction is essential
for maintaining productivity and minimizing costs in
machining. However, the complex nature of the tool
wear process poses significant challenges to achieving
reliable predictions. This study explores data-driven
methods, in particular deep learning, for tool wear
prediction. Traditional data-driven approaches often
focus on a single process, relying on multi-sensor
setups and extensive data generation, which limits
generalization to new settings. Moreover, multi-sensor
integration is often impractical in industrial envi-
ronments. To address these limitations, this research
investigates the transferability of predictive models
using minimal training data, validated across two
processes. Furthermore, it uses a simple setup with
a single acceleration sensor to establish a low-cost
data generation approach that facilitates the gener-
alization of models to other processes via transfer
learning. The study evaluates several machine learn-
ing models, including convolutional neural networks
(CNN), long short-term memory networks (LSTM),
support vector machines (SVM) and decision trees,
trained on different input formats such as feature
vectors and short-time Fourier transform (STFT).
The performance of the models is evaluated on
different amounts of training data, including sce-
narios with significantly reduced datasets, providing
insight into their effectiveness under constrained data
conditions. The results demonstrate the potential of
specific models and configurations for effective tool
wear prediction, contributing to the development of
more adaptable and efficient predictive maintenance
strategies in machining. Notably, the ConvNeXt model
has an exceptional performance, achieving an 99.1%
accuracy in identifying tool wear using data from only
four milling tools operated until they are worn.

Index Terms—Tool Wear Prediction, Signal Anal-
ysis, Machine Learning, Deep Learning, Milling, Vi-
bration, Tool Condition Monitoring, Accelerometer.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Economically, optimizing tool change times and
extending tool life are essential to minimize down-
time and maximize output, reducing overall op-
erating costs. A primary concern in this domain
is tool wear, which represents a challenge within
the machining industry. At present, tool wear is
primarily based on supplier recommendations and
manual expertise [1]. However, because numerous
factors influence tool wear during machining, its
behavior is highly complex and variable, making it
difficult to predict accurately using conventional or
heuristic methods. So tool wear still occurs, often
leading to disruptions in the manufacturing pro-
cess. Ineffective management of tool wear, whether
through premature or delayed identification, can
result in a number of unwanted consequences, in-
cluding unnecessary replacement costs and poor
product quality [2]. Therefore, comprehensive re-
search and development of intelligent tool condition
monitoring (TCM) systems [3], [4], [5] is essential.
TCM systems estimate the tool condition by passing
sensor inputs through defined models, assisting ma-
chine operators in optimizing their work practices.
The tool condition is characterized either through
categorical classification, indicating distinct wear
states, or through regression to estimate the wear
condition. For regression, flank wear is usually
applied as a measured variable, which is attempted
to be predicted.ar
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TCM can operate offline or online [6]:

• Offline TCM, predictions are made post-
process using additional data sources, which
may include direct measurement methods. Tool
wear is only identified with a significant delay
or the process must be temporary interrupted.

• Online TCM offers the process to be contin-
uously evaluated without interrupting the pro-
cess. This enables short-interval or real-time
updates on tool wear. Indirect measurement
methods are typically the only viable option
in online TCM.

Indirect measurement methods of tool wear, such
as force/torque, acceleration, temperature, motor
currents, and acoustic sensors [7], produce data that
must be processed and analyzed using intelligent
models to gain interpretable insights. In contrast,
direct measurement techniques, including image
recognition, optical measurements and durability
assessments, offer more straightforward data in-
terpretation. The indirect method, or online TCM,
requires no downtime and is therefore the preferred
approach in many studies. Research in this area
typically falls into two categories: physic-based
models [8] and data-driven models [9]. Physic-
based models offer detailed theoretical explana-
tions and mechanism analysis, such as monitor-
ing force modeling coefficients during cutting to
track tool wear. However, due to the complex non-
linear nature of cutting processes, it is difficult
to parameterize and some effects, such as cutting
temperature or lubrication conditions, are ignored to
simplify the model. This limits the accuracy of the
model when there is no clear physical mechanism.
As a subset of Industry 4.0, rapid advances in
computing, digitization and artificial intelligence
(AI) have made it easier to implement data-driven
models. These models use deep learning techniques,
a subset of machine learning, to correlate sensor
readings with tool wear, eliminating the need for a
deep understanding of the physical processes. This
enables faster implementation of TCM’s and makes
data-driven approaches more accessible to diverse
machining configurations, which is why this study
used a data-driven method.

II. RELATED WORK

The paper employs a single acceleration signal to
generate training data for data-driven models. This
decision is motivated by the challenges associated
with multi-sensor setups, such as the inability to
integrate all sensors into every machine and the high
costs or time requirements associated with sensor
integration. These challenges hinder the generaliza-
tion of results of multi-sensor setups across diverse
applications.

To provide context for the single-sensor ap-
proach, we still introduce several multi-sensor sys-
tems (MSS) as a basis for comparison. A multi-
sensor system has the advantage of combining di-
verse sensor types and thus different signal inputs.
In addition, the same sensor type can record data at
different positions, typically near the tool, the work-
piece, or the spindle to capture specific aspects of
the milling process. One approach in multi-sensor
systems is to focus on a single area, similar seen
in simpler sensor setups. In some studies, sensor
placement focuses solely on the spindle, measuring
spindle vibrations across multiple axes, spindle cur-
rent, spindle force and the machine’s axis positions
[10]. Other studies focus on the workpiece, using
a stationary dynamometer under the workpiece (a
”force plate”) with additional sensors for vibration
and spindle current monitoring in different positions
[11].

However, most papers employ a multi-sensor ap-
proach by distributing sensors at various locations.
These setups often use a force plate as the primary
data source, supplemented by additional sensors
for vibration and current measurements positioned
elsewhere on the machine [12]. With multi-sensor
setups, the data volume is inherently larger and
can be further enhanced by adding a few hand-
crafted features for training data-driven models.
Various model architectures have been applied in
MSS research, including random forest [13], sup-
port vector machines [14], simple neural networks
[15] and convolutional neural networks (CNN) [16],
[17], [18]. Among these, long short-term memory
(LSTM) networks are frequently used due to their
ability to handle time-series data [19], [20]. A
common limitation across these MSS-based stud-



ies is the invasive machine modifications needed
to install sensors, which often require specialized
setups and time-consuming sensor installation and
removal. Consequently, these studies are typically
limited to testing on a single machine or using
publicly available datasets [21], [22], [23] that were
originally employed in a competitive context. Most
public datasets still consist of data from only one
machine.

In contrast to multi-sensor systems, the following
studies employ minimalistic sensor setups, utiliz-
ing only one sensor or a few single-axis sensors
positioned at the same location to simulate the
functionality of a 2- or 3-component sensor. Sensors
are strategically placed as close to the machining
process as possible. Commonly, they are placed
either near the workpiece or near the toolholder,
though a placement near the spindle is occasion-
ally used. When placed near the toolholder, the
sensors are integrated directly into the toolholder
or attached as adapters between the toolholder
and the spindle. Typical sensor choices include 3-
component dynamometers, such as the force plate
[24], and accelerometers, as these offer valuable
insight into the dynamics of processes and machines
through frequency analysis. Because simple sensor
setups yield only one type of data, additional pro-
cessing is often required to improve interpretability.
This is achieved by supplementing the data with
process parameters or generating handcrafted fea-
tures. Common handcrafted features include sta-
tistical measures such as arithmetic mean, vari-
ance, skewness, and kurtosis [25]. Another popular
approach involves data transformation techniques.
For example, Zhang et al. apply wavelet packet
decomposition to enrich data content, followed by
an autoencoder for further processing [26]. An-
other study employs variable mode decomposition
(VMD) to extract meaningful signal features [27].
Popular models for TCM with simple sensor setups
include deep neural networks (DNN), convolutional
neural networks (CNN) [28], and long short-term
memory (LSTM) networks [29]. For 2D CNN’s,
data must be transformed into an image-like format,
either by concatenating time-series features into a
matrix or through frequency-time transformations

such as the Continuous Wavelet Transform (CWT)
or the Short Time Fourier Transform (STFT), which
offer a time-frequency perspective on the data.

Overall, these studies demonstrate promising re-
sults within their specific use cases, showing that
models can identify correlations between sensor
measurements and tool wear. However, model vali-
dation has typically been limited to a single milling
process, with only variations in the process param-
eters. As a result, while the models were proven
capable of capturing wear-related patterns in this
context, their ability to generalize or identify uni-
versal patterns in wear behavior, remains largely
unexplored. Another limitation is that most stud-
ies conducted milling processes in a dry state to
accelerate wear. In industrial applications, milling
is often performed with a cooling lubricant, which
affects tool wear differently. This discrepancy be-
tween experimental conditions and real-world prac-
tices makes it challenging to assess how well these
research findings would translate to most industry
applications.

In this study, we will address the limitations
observed in previous research. As a result, this study
makes the following contributions:

• Employment of a cost-effective data-driven ap-
proach for the rapid implementation of TCM’s.

• Utilization of a single accelerometer sensor,
which is straightforward to integrate into a
range of machines and processes

• Validating the model’s generalization capabili-
ties and the necessity of retraining by perform-
ing wear prediction on two machines.

• Identification of the minimum amount of train-
ing data required, thereby reducing the burden
of data collection.

• Comparison of multiple model architectures,
including a ConvNeXt model, LSTM, decision
tree and supper vector classifier (SVC).

III. ARCHITECTURE DESIGN FOR WEAR
PREDICTION

A. Problem description and Pipeline
Data-driven models require large datasets to cap-

ture the non-linear relationships and random vari-
ations inherent in complex machine processes. In



addition, these models are often tailored to the
specific processes they are trained on. In a real
world applications, however, processes can fre-
quently change, and for companies to justify the
investment in wear detection systems, these models
need to be adaptable to new or evolving processes.
The complexity of tool wear makes it challenging to
develop a generalizable data-driven model that can
apply across various processes, limiting the prac-
tical implementation of such research. To address
this issue, this paper proposes a different approach
by comparing various data-driven models and eval-
uating their performance based on the quantity of
available training data. The training data is based
on a single acceleration sensor, enabling fast and
cost-effective model training for any process. It also
makes it easier to adapt the model to new pro-
cesses, making it more suitable for transfer learning.
The training datasets contain acceleration data of
vibrations during the milling process. From these
raw signal transformed entities, relevant features are
extracted with the objective of predicting tool wear.
The problem is framed as a binary classification
task, with the aim of determining if wear with a
negative impact is present.

B. Data preprocessing

The accelerometer generates a continuous stream
of acceleration data ẍ that includes not only the
critical process information related to tool wear, but
also all the surrounding recordings, such as spindle
run-up, tool change and the transitional moments
when the tool is starting or finishing its milling
operation. To filter out these unwanted data, the
signal is automatically processed by analyzing its
peak-to-peak (ẍp2pt ) over time steps t with a moving
window of length w.

ẍp2pt = max (ẍt−w+1, ẍt−w+2, . . . , ẍt)

−min (ẍt−w+1, ẍt−w+2, . . . , ẍt) (1)

A threshold is calculated to isolate the segments of
the signal that correspond to the actual milling pro-
cess. For this, the ẍp2pt curve is sorted in ascending
order (↑) and then the average lowest value mp2p is

determined as described below. Here N is the length
of the ẍp2pt curve.

mp2p =
1

N

α1·N∑
i=α0·N

ẍ↑p2pi , (2)

th = α2 ·mp2p (3)

The α0 − α2 represent empirically determined val-
ues: α0 = 0.01, α1 = 0.03, α2 = 10. The
signal is also trimmed according to the duration
for which it is below or above the threshold th,
thereby preventing the misclassification of brief
anomalies with comparable vibration energy. The
data preprocessing is explained in Fig. 1.

C. Feature engineering

The acceleration data takes a measurement every
65 µs, giving a sampling rate of approximately
15,38 kHz. This leads to a Nyquist border with
7,89 kHz, so the data theoretically contains a large
amount of information. Nevertheless, the data is de-
rived from only a one-dimensional acceleration sig-
nal, posing a challenge in identifying the complete
range of characteristics and correlations related to
wear. To address this, several techniques have been
developed to improve the interpretability of the
signal for the model, often by reducing the amount
of data while preserving the essential information.
One such approach is signal transformation, where
the signal can be analyzed in different domains:
time domain, frequency domain, or time-frequency
domain. In this paper, the Fourier or Welch transfor-
mation is used to transfer the signal in the frequency
domain and the STFT for the time-frequency do-
main. As a result, the original one-dimensional
signal is transformed into a multi-dimensional input
for the model. Fig. 2a shows the different data
transformations on the left. Optionally, the input can
be further adjusted to reduce the input size. This
is done by extracting features. Popular features are
typical statistical features such as mean, peak-to-
peak, kurtosis, and skewness. However, there are
also special or self-developed features that are used
in this paper. The most important features are listed
in Tab. I.
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Fig. 1. Pipeline for generating process data: (a) The milling force is converted into acceleration data ẍ. (b) A plot of the recorded
acceleration data is shown. (c) The result of the p2p function ẍp2pt is displayed, along with the duration (green or red areas) where
ẍ exceeds or falls below the threshold th. Using this analysis, the acceleration data is segmented into process data (d). The resulting
process data ẍp is used for our classification pipeline.

D. Different models

Fig. 2a illustrates the structure of the models.
First, there is the input, followed by the type of fea-
ture extraction (i, ii) and the classifier used (1, 2, 3,
4). The first type of feature extraction (i) is a model
backbone. In this work, an advanced and modern
CNN architecture, the ConvNeXt architecture [30],
is selected as the backbone. This model builds upon
the successful ResNet framework [31] and incor-
porates enhancements inspired by modern model
architectures like the Swin Transformer[32]. Bench-
mark studies have demonstrated that this model is at
least as effective as the Vision Transformer [33]. In
the Model ”ConvNeXt”, wear is predicted from the
extracted features of the STFT with fully connected
layers (1). In the model ”ConvNeXtLSTM”, a se-
quence of features is extracted from a sequence of
STFT’s and processed with LSTM’s to subsequently
predict wear with fully connected layers as well (2).

In the second type of feature extraction (ii),
features are derived from the acceleration data using
proprietary algorithms, producing a feature vector
of 20 selected features as input. This feature vector
is utilized by the model ”SVC” with a Support
Vector classifier (3) and by the model ”DTreeC”
with a decision tree classifier (4). Fig. 2b shows
the different models in detail.

E. Training and Evaluation process

The training data is organized in such a way
that multiple process runs are performed for each
milling operation. Each run tracking the entire

tool life cycle of a tool: from completely new
to completely worn out. During model training, it
is critical to avoid random splitting of the data
between training and validation sets, as this can
lead to mixing of process runs. This is because
each run contains a new tool with different wear
behavior, making random splitting inappropriate. To
ensure a valid model evaluation, no part of a specific
process run should be used in both training and
validation. If the model is exposed to segments of
the same run in both phases, it may overfit to the
specific wear patterns of that particular run rather
than learning to generalize across different tools and
wear conditions. Fig. 3 shows how the data is sorted
in training data and validation data.

Two milling machines are utilized for the training
and evaluation process. The first machine generates
the training and validation data for the various
models. It has a smaller working area and is there-
fore more resistant. To assess model performance
with minimal training data, we iteratively train each
model with a decreasing number of process runs.
This method allows us to evaluate how the model
behaves with both rich and limited data, revealing
which models are more robust with larger datasets
and which perform better under data-constrained
conditions. We also determine the minimum amount
of training data required to achieve acceptable per-
formance and the amount necessary for optimal
results. The next step is to assess how effectively
the models trained on one process generalize to a
different, yet similar, process. For this purpose, the
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Fig. 2. (a) The diagram illustrates the transformation of acceleration data into different domains and the subsequently extraction of
features using either a CNN architecture (i) or proprietary algorithms (ii). These features are then utilized by various classifiers (1,
2, 3, 4) to predict wear. (b) The architectures of the four classifiers used in this paper, categorised by their input type, are shown.
Images from the following sources were used to create this diagram: [34], [35]
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Maschine N
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Tool A

Tool C
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Path 1: No Wear

Path 400: No Wear
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...

Fig. 3. Structure of the datasets used for the models: Each process dataset includes multiple machines, and each machine dataset
contains several tool life cycles. A single tool life cycle represents the use of one tool until it becomes worn. Within each dataset,
multiple workpieces are produced.

milling machine is changed. This second machine
is optimized for multifunctional machining but ex-
hibits lower stability. It is important to acknowledge
that the two machines used in this study exhibit fun-
damentally distinct dynamic behaviors. Throughout
the evaluation, the models are compared to deter-
mine their effectiveness in handling new unseen
processes and to detect their relative strengths and
performance differences.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Setup

For this experiment, the tool life cycle of a
solid carbide square end mill with four teeth and
a diameter of 12 mm is analyzed on two different
machines: the first machine is the ’CHIRON FZ
15 S’ and the second machine the ’DMU 60 FD
duoBLOCK’ . The workpiece material is hardened
steel (42CrMo4, +QT), chosen for its demanding
properties. The toolholder and sensor used for
the experiment is the ’iTENDO²’ from Schunk,
which integrates a sensor directly into the center
of the toolholder housing (Fig. 4a). The sensor
used is a single-axis MEMS acceleration sensor
that measures radial acceleration (ar). As the sensor
is placed on the rotation axis of the toolholder,
it is able to effectively measure the acceleration
on the x-axis (ax) and y-axis (ay) over time, as
it rotates with the toolholder and spindle speed.
Fig. 4b illustrates the measurement behavior, which
presents a top view of the iTENDO² in the xy plane

Measuring
directionMeasuring

axis

M
EM

S

(a) (b)

Fig. 4. (a) Side view of the toolholder with the integrated 1-axis
MEMS sensor. (b) Top-down view of the toolholder, illustrating
how the sensor measures acceleration in the xy-plane, depending
on the rotation angle φ.

with the axis of rotation being the z-axis. A rotation
matrix is applied to calculate ar, accounting for the
changing contributions of ax and ay based on the
rotation angle φ.:[

ar
at

]
=

[
cos(φ)ax + sin(φ)ay
cos(φ)ay − sin(φ)ax

]
(4)

If the sensor is installed optimally, it does not
measure tangential acceleration at. As a result,
the measured accelerations are dynamically mixed
depending on the angle of rotation, enriching the
signal with more detailed acceleration information.
However, this also makes the signal more chal-
lenging to interpret. The reason for this is that the
rotation matrix multiplies frequencies in the time
domain, as both ax and ay also consist of frequency
components. In accordance with the convolution
theorem, the frequencies in the frequency domain
are also convolved. This particular sensor/toolholder



combination is still chosen because the sensor’s
position allows it to capture undamped process
vibrations more effectively. In addition, the setup is
easily transferable to other machines and processes,
requiring only the replacement of the toolholder
to record training data under similar conditions.
This modularity aligns seamlessly with the key
contribution of this research: the development of
a novel TCM pipeline that enables models to be
swiftly adapted to a range of industrial milling
processes for wear classification.

B. Design of Experiment

In this experiment, a flat surface is created on
a metal block using side milling. This milling
process is repeated continuously until the cutting
tool shows significant wear. The milling operation is
a down-milling approach, with coolant lubricant ap-
plied throughout the process. Milling is performed
exclusively along the xy plane. Detailed process
parameters are given in Tab. II and the visualization
of the experiment is shown in Fig. 5. In order to

Good Tool Worn Tool

Unmachined workpiece Processed workpiece Milling paths 

Fig. 5. Procedure for one tool life cycle, involving machining
N milling paths until the tool becomes excessively worn.

accurately characterize the acceleration data, the
flank wear of the end mill is measured at regular
intervals. When the flank wear reached 0.2 mm, the
tool is considered to be highly worn, indicating the
completion of one tool life cycle and the process
run restarts with a new tool. In addition to direct
measurement, the machine operator provides a sub-
jective label based on their experience. This label
is the tool state, indicating when the tool wear had
reached a level where the negative impact on the

process becomes too great. The tool state is used
for wear prediction in this research.

V. EVALUATION

Each model is trained and validated using the
Chiron machine dataset. The ratio of training data
to validation data is divided into four steps. It starts
with 20% training to 80% validation and changes
the ratio in steps of 20% up to the ratio of 80%
training to 20% validation. A total of 30 models per
architecture are trained across all four splits. Each
model is trained over a maximum of 16 epochs,
with often only a slight improvement in model
performance observed from epoch 12 onward. The
model weights that performed best on the validation
dataset are used. Fig. 6 shows the accuracy of each
model architecture as a heatmap over the amount
of training data.
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Fig. 6. A heatmap showing the accuracy of various trained
models on the validation datasets.

It can be seen that there are only small differences
between the training data of 80% and 60%. This
indicates that a good prediction of machine wear
can be achieved by training on 60% training data,
which corresponds to three tool life cycles. In
addition, we see that the first group, using the STFT
as input, performs better. However, due to the larger
number of parameters and the deeper architecture,
these models have a higher computational cost and
memory requirement. Although the prediction accu-
racy or binary accuracy reflects the overall quality
of the model, in reality it is more important how the
model predicts wear over time, in particular when
the model changes its prediction from not worn to
worn. Fig. 7 shows the prediction of wear over time.



The y-axis illustrates the categories of the binary
classification, which are defined as follows:

C : {0, 1} → {Not worn,Worn} (5)

The wear subjectively labeled by the operator (true
label) is shown in blue and the model prediction
is shown in green. Depending on the plot, several
tool life cycles are shown concatenated in one plot.
When the label changes from Worn to Not worn,
a new tool life cycle begins. For post-processing, a
simple filter is applied to the classification results to
address the logical inconsistency that a tool cannot
briefly appear worn and then revert to an unworn
state. This filter eliminates a small proportion of
such outliers from the plots, thereby enhancing both
the accuracy over time and the readability of the
visual representations. However, prominent outliers
remain visible in the plots. Figure 7 illustrates that
time accuracy improves as the size of the training
set increases. It is noteworthy that certain models,
such as ”ConvNeXt”, demonstrate relatively good
time accuracy even with only 40% of the training
data. The ”SVC”, despite its simplicity, achieves
only slightly lower time accuracy compared to more
advanced models. The results together demonstrate
that a minimum of two, preferably three, tool life
cycles is required to train a model with the capacity
to make reliable predictions. This assumption is
based on the premise that the transition from no
wear to worn occurs with minimal time deviations.
In practice, recognizing wear too late is undesirable.
To mitigate this, the transition from ”not worn”
to ”worn” could be adjusted slightly earlier in the
labeling process, thereby introducing a calculated
bias for the early prediction of wear. Alternatively,
if avoiding such a bias is preferred and high time
accuracy is still desired, training on data from four
or more tool life cycles becomes necessary.

These observations hold true when the models
are applied to an identical process with the same
machine. The next step is to examine the behavior
of the trained models in relation to data from a
different machine. For this, Fig. 8 illustrates the
accuracy of the various model architectures, using
a dataset from the DMU60FD machine. It should
be noted that the training data of the different splits

are identical to those used in the heatmap in Fig. 6.
It is evident that the models on the unseen machine
exhibit reduced performance, yet the ConvNeXt
model continues to demonstrate the most optimal
outcomes. Interestingly, models trained with the
largest dataset (80% training data) perform worse
than those trained with smaller datasets. This sug-
gests that the change of a machine has funda-
mentally altered the wear behavior, causing models
trained on extensive data to overfit to the spe-
cific characteristics of the original machine. Models
trained with 40% of the training data achieve the
highest accuracy. An examination of the accuracy
over time (Fig. 9) reveals that the models are capa-
ble of detecting changes in the DMU60FD dataset
and successfully predict wear in some tool life cy-
cles. Nevertheless, when considering all models col-
lectively, while each tool life cycle is successfully
recognized by at least one model, no single model
achieves consistent accuracy across all cycles. This
suggests that the findings derived from the training
dataset can be applied to the DMU60FD dataset.
However, no overarching patterns are identified that
apply to all tool life cycles. In summary, the funda-
mental issue associated with TCM’s is also clear in
this study, namely that the complex characteristics
of each machine make it difficult to implement one
prediction model across other unseen machines. To
improve predictions, the models require additional
training data from the specific machine.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper addresses the question of how to
develop a TCM system that is transferable to in-
dustrial applications. For this, a modular approach
and a non-invasive setup is employed so that a
TCM can be installed for different milling processes
with minimal effort. For a non-invasive setup, a
1D acceleration sensor is used, and for modality
the sensor is integrated into a toolholder. In this
research, the acceleration signal is processed in
both the time domain and the frequency domain,
to generate valuable data input for wear prediction
or TCM. The best performing TCM approach uses
short-time Fourier transform as input and an auto-
matic feature extraction through CNN architecture
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Fig. 7. The time-based wear predictions of the various models, which have been trained on different amounts of data. The dashed
green line represents the model’s predictions, while the blue line indicates the true labels.
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Fig. 8. A heatmap showing the accuracy of the different trained
models on the DMU60FD dataset.

to predict wear. Given that the development of a
TCM is more cost-effective when fewer training
data are required, the study also investigates the
amount of training data needed from a milling
process to get a sufficient accuracy: To achieve
the highest degree of accuracy in wear prediction,
at least four tool life cycles should be included
in the training data, two or three cycles for an
acceptable accuracy. Among the models tested, the
ConvNeXt model delivered the best results with
99% accuracy. Additionally, the models capacity

to predict wear for an untrained milling machine
is evaluated. Although models demonstrate some
ability to transfer information and predict wear
for certain tools, they struggle to fully capture the
inherent complexity and variability of new milling
machines, resulting in inconsistent wear predictions.
Transfer learning will therefore be necessary for
new processes. A potential next step is to investigate
the quantity of data required for effective transfer
learning.
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APPENDIX A
TABLES OF THIS RESEARCH

TABLE I
FEATURE NAMES AND THEIR CORRESPONDING FORMULAS

Feature Name Formula / Description

Mean 1
N

∑N
i=1 xi

RMS (Root Mean Square)
√

1
N

∑N
i=1 x

2
i

SD (Standard Deviation)
√

1
N−1

∑N
i=1(xi − x̄)2

Crest Factor max |x|
RMS

Kurtosis 1
N

∑N
i=1

(
xi−x̄

SD

)4

Skewness 1
N

∑N
i=1

(
xi−x̄

SD

)3

Statistical Mode Most frequent value in the dataset
SD of Statistical Mode Standard deviation of the statistical mode
P2P (Peak-to-Peak) max(x)−min(x)

Energy of Power Spectral Density (PSD)
∑

|X(f)|2
N

, where X(f) is the PSD of x(t)
Power Spectral Entropy −

∑N
n=1 P (n) log2 P (n), where P (n) is the probability distribution of a power spectrum

Relative Energy of aperiodic frequencies
Energyap

Energyall
, where ap is energy of the aperiodic frequencies

Auto-correlation
∑N−τ

i=1 (xi−x̄)(xi+τ−x̄)∑N
i=1(xi−x̄)2

Higuchi Fractal Dimension Linear regression on the points {(log(1/k), log(L(k))} to estimate the slope, where k is
the interval length or scale parameter and L(k) the curve length

TABLE II
PROCESS PARAMETERS FROM THE MEASURED ACCELERATION DATA FOR THE MODELS

Process Parameter Value

Axial depth of cut (ap) 12 mm

Radial depth of cut (ae) 1.2 mm

Cutting speed (vc) 435 m/min

Feed rate (vf ) 5540 mm/min

Feed per tooth (fz) 0.12 mm

Spindle speed (n) 11540 rpm
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