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Abstract

The paper discusses the challenge of evaluating the prognosis quality of machine health index (HI) data.
Many existing solutions in machine health forecasting involve visual assessing of the quality of predictions
to roughly gauge the similarity between predicted and actual samples, lacking precise measures or decisions.
In this paper, we introduce a universal procedure with multiple variants and criteria. The overarching
concept involves comparing predicted data with true HI time series, but each procedure variant has a
specific pattern determined through statistical analysis. Additionally, a statistically established threshold
is employed to classify the result as either a reliable or non-reliable prognosis. The criteria include both
simple measures (MSE, MAPE) and more advanced ones (Space quantiles-inclusion factor, Kupiec’s POF,
and TUFF statistics). Depending on the criterion chosen, the pattern and decision-making process vary. To
illustrate effectiveness, we apply the proposed procedure to HI data sourced from the literature, covering
both warning (linear degradation) and critical (exponential degradation) stages. While the method yields
a binary output, there is potential for extension to a multi-class classification. Furthermore, experienced
users can use the quality measure expressed in percentage for more in-depth analysis.

Keywords: machine maintenance, degradation modeling, universal evaluation algorithm, prediction
assessment

1. Introduction

The modeling of Health Index (HI) data is a crucial and frequently discussed topic in the literature
[1–6] in machine condition monitoring problem. One of the main objectives of HI data modeling is to
enable prediction, ultimately leading to the forecasting of machine condition and the remaining useful life
time (RUL). As outlined in [7], a comprehensive machinery prognostic framework typically involves four
key steps, including data acquisition [8], the construction of health indicators [9–11], evaluation of health
stages [12], and the prediction of RUL [13–15]. In this paper, we propose an extension to this procedure by
introducing an additional element: the evaluation of the degradation process prediction.

We can categorize degradation modeling into three main types: physics-of-failure-based models, data-
driven approaches and hybrid approaches [16]. Physics-of-failure-based models capture the failure mech-
anisms or physical phenomena to formulate a mathematical description of the degradation process. Con-
versely, data-driven models utilize statistical fitting to degradation data without considering the physical
properties of materials [17]. Finally, hybrid methods uses advantages of both types of methods and attempts
to integrate them.

Physics-of-failure-based approaches are extensively explored in [18]. The most common, the Paris-
Erdogan (PE) model, was introduced in [19]. Then, Lei et al. modified this model and applied for RUL
prediction [20]. Additionally, Liao in [21] modified PE model into a state space model. A significant challenge
associated with this category of methods is that the complexity of the model escalates with the complexity
of the considered mechanical system. Precise modeling of a jet engine or a multistage planetary gearbox de-
mands multiple parameters and advanced numerical procedures to simulate the system’s response. In many
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cases, obtaining such data is challenging, as they may not be readily accessible or may require experimental
identification.

The data-driven approach can be categorized into two classes [7, 22–24]: machine learning-based models
(ML-based models) [25–30] and statistical models [3–5, 31–33]. The application of ML-based models is
increasing due to their effectiveness in modeling complex data [34]; however, a drawback is their requirement
for a substantial amount of training data. We refer the readers to [35], where authors make a compressive
summary of the prediction methods (mostly ML-based approaches) indicating their main advantages and
disadvantages. On the contrary, statistical models may not be as effective as ML-based approaches for highly
complex data, but can handle modeling and prediction with a smaller sample compared to machine learning
models [22]. Additionally, statistical models are easier to interpret than ML-based models. One drawback of
this approach class is the necessity to choose a model that accurately fits the degradation process. Several
categories of statistical models can be distinguished in the context of RUL prediction: autoregressive models
[36], random coefficient models [37], Brownian motion-based models [38–42], Markov process-based models
[43–45], Inverse Gaussian process-based models [46], proportional hazards models [47], Lévy stable-based
models [23, 33, 48], gamma process-based approaches [49–52] etc.

Hybrid approaches commonly use the integration of physics-based models with machine learning (ML)
techniques. In [53], the authors allowed the use of an interpretable physics-based model to construct a
fast digital twin connected to the physical twin, supporting real-time engineering decisions. Shi et al. [54]
proposed a physics-informed machine learning method that combines a physics-based degradation model with
an LSTM-based approach. The physics-based model takes into account the effects of operating conditions
such as cycle time, environmental temperature, and load condition. Yan et al. [40] developed a two-
stage physics-based Wiener process that integrates the fatigue crack mechanism and the crack growth law
with other minor factors. Furthermore, ML techniques are extensively combined with statistical models.
Zemouri and Gouriveau [55] combined artificial neural networks with autoregressive models for the prediction
of degradation. In [56] an ensemble data-driven prognostic approach is proposed that combines multiple
member algorithms with a weighted-sum formulation. Maio et al. [57] combined relevance vector machines
to select a low number of significant basis functions and exponential regression to compute and continuously
update the residual life estimation.

Determining the accuracy of a prognosis and deciding whether to proceed based on the obtained results
remains a challenging task. There are only a few methods available in the literature to assess the quality
of predictions in the RUL context. In [58], a novel metric is introduced to evaluate data-driven prognostic
algorithms based on their impact on downstream predictive maintenance decisions. The metric is defined
in association with a decision setting and a corresponding predictive maintenance policy, with the eval-
uation of the policy enabling the estimation of the proposed metric. This metric serves as an objective
function to optimize heuristic predictive maintenance policies and algorithm hyperparameters. Pater and
Mitici [59] proposed novel metrics to evaluate the quality of probabilistic RUL prognostics. The authors
estimated the distribution of the RUL of turbofan engines using a Convolutional Neural Network with Monte
Carlo dropout. To assess the accuracy and sharpness of the probabilistic prognostics obtained, the authors
employed the Continuous Ranked Probability Score (CRPS) and weighted CRPS. The reliability of the ob-
tained probabilistic prognostics was evaluated using the α-Coverage and the Reliability Score. Li et al. [60]
proposed systemic prediction evaluation parameters to assess the prediction ability of a method for neural
network RUL prediction models. Lan et al. [61], utilizing the Sc-LSTM model, employed the relation to
conduct a segmental predictive analysis and experimental validation of the overall prediction.

The lack of methods to evaluate predictions is the motivation behind our focus on this topic and our main
goal is to verify and assess the prediction quality based on the assumed model. To illustrate the effectiveness
of the proposed methodology, we consider a commonly used degradation model considered in the literature
[32], specifically a three-regime degradation model corresponding to the three stages of the machine. These
regimes include an almost constant value of the HI data with no trend and a small linear growth of the
variance (healthy stage), a linear trend with a significant linear growth of the scale – variance equivalent
(warning stage), and a nonlinear trend with a nonlinear growth of the scale of the HI values (critical stage).
To build a model of long term HI data the procedure proposed by Żuławinski et al. [32] is used. It is fully
data-driven and take into account mentioned three-stage model.
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Usually, degradation modeling relies on data from the critical stage (third regime). However, such
data often displays nonlinear growth of the scale, potential non-Gaussian components (such as impulsive
disturbances in the data), and typically a limited number of samples for model building. In such situations,
making accurate predictions becomes challenging. Moreover, determining objectively and precisely whether
a prediction is deemed good or not becomes even more challenging.

In this article, we introduce a general procedure designed for evaluating predictions based on the assumed
model. In our approach we use the statistical-based approach where the uncertainty of the data is modeled
by the random part of the adopted model. This approach somehow is related to the fuzzy logic methodology
commonly applied to improve the robustness coming from the uncertainty [62]. Although we present the
procedure in the specific context of HI data forecasting, its universality allows application to any adopted
model, any metric for prediction evaluation, and within the context of any problem or data set. We illustrate
this procedure using complex data with a non-homogeneous structure, where both trend and scale change
over time. Furthermore, we demonstrate the applicability of this procedure to data corresponding to two
regimes (warning and critical stages), which are pivotal in the analysis of HI and RUL data prediction.
In our approach, we propose adaptations of several different metrics (mean squared error (MSE), mean
absolute percentage error (MAPE), space quantiles-inclusion factor (SQIF), Kupiec’s proportion of failures
test statistic (Kupiec’s - POF), and Kupiec’s time until first failure test statistic (Kupiec’s - TUFF)). These
metrics are known in data modeling or financial analysis [63–69]. According to our knowledge, they were
not used in the considered context, i.e. in the problem of the prediction evaluation of long-term data. We
want to highlight that proposed methodology is not just an application of known metrics but the general
procedure is introduced in which one may utilize different measures.

Our procedure incorporates a decision-making element, providing the user with a binary response (0 or 1,
corresponding to good or bad prediction, respectively). In addition, visual evaluation is possible and indirect
measures can be employed to evaluate the performance of a given prediction. The decision-making process
relies on statistical methods, considering the number of simulations, the patterns of the HI trajectories, and
the comparison with the trajectory from actual data. The comparison procedure utilizes the mentioned
metrics, and the decision itself is determined by relating the metric to accepted threshold values.

The novelty of this paper lies in the development of a universal procedure for prediction quality evaluation,
applicable beyond the field of condition monitoring. In the proposed procedure, any numerical metric and
any type of data behavior can be utilized. We specifically present the application of this procedure to
complex HI data with a non-homogeneous structure and the efficiency of the procedure is tested in two
regimes—linearly changing trend and scale, as well as exponentially changing trend and scale, both crucial
in degradation modeling and RUL prediction. Furthermore, we apply our framework to two real data cases
with distinct characteristics. As mentioned, even though our procedure is illustrated in the context of
machine HI data prognosis, it can be easily adapted to other areas where prognosis precision is crucial and
where data with a non-homogeneous structure are analyzed. Potential applications may include forecasting
financial data [70], especially electricity prices [71], mineral commodity prices [72], or stock prices [73];
furthermore, prognoses mortality due to disease [74] or predictions of traffic accidents [75].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the methodology and the proposed pro-
cedure for evaluating predictions using the metrics specified for this purpose. Section 3 provides a com-
prehensive description of the model used for prediction, along with an assessment of the results obtained
for the simulated data from that model. The assessment results for FEMTO (Franche-Comté Electronics
Mechanics Thermal Science and Optics) data are presented in Section 4, and the prediction evaluation for
IMS (Intelligent Maintenance Systems) data is discussed in Section 5. Section 6 covers the interpretation of
the findings and significance of the results with the concluding remarks.

2. Methodology

In this section, first (Section 2.1), we provide a detailed description of the proposed methodology to
assess prediction quality. The methodology is presented in a general form, considering the availability of a
metric M for prediction quality assessment. Various metrics are considered in the literature for use in such
contexts. In our subsequent analysis, we utilize five of them, and in Section 2.2, we present their definitions
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and provide additional details on the relevant parts of the procedure when a specific metric is applied. It is
important to note that the proposed methodology is universal and allows for the use of any other metric in
a similar manner.

2.1. Description of the proposed procedure
The flowchart of the proposed procedure is presented in Fig. 1. Here, we assume that there are n

available trajectories of HI prediction for given period. In practice, the trajectories are obtained on the basis
of the assumed model fitted to the data from the training period. The estimation of the assumed model is
a crucial step in the analysis; however, here we omit it and refer the readers to the bibliography positions
where the estimation of the model to HI data is discussed, see e.g. [32]. The proposed procedure consists
of the following steps (please note that the numbers of the consecutive steps correspond to the numbers on
the flowchart):

1. Load n trajectories of HI prediction. We denote them by T (t) = {Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n, t ∈ V }, where
V is a prediction period.

2. Based on n available trajectories, derive the pattern P (t), where {t ∈ V .} Depending on the used
metric for prediction quality assessment, the pattern may have very different form. In Section 2.2 we
present the definition of five metrics used and describe the corresponding patterns.

3. Based on metric M calculate the distance between the derived pattern P (t) and each of the HI pre-
diction trajectories T (t). In consequence, we obtain a set of n numbers MP = {MP1

,MP2
, . . . ,MPn

}.
The details related to such values calculation for each of the metric used we describe in Section 2.2.

4. Set a threshold τ , which corresponds to the percentage value of the prediction assessment, above which
the prediction is considered as acceptable. Based on τ , derive τ∗ in the following way:

τ∗ =

{
τ [%] if higher value of metric M means better prediction
100− τ [%] otherwise.

(1)

5. Derive an empirical quantile of order τ∗ based on MP set and denote it by QMP
.

6. Load the true HI data from the prediction period on the basis of which we will assess the prediction
quality. We denote these data as W (t), t ∈ V . Then calculate the metric M between the pattern,
P (t) (obtained in point 2) and W (t) data. This value we denote as MW .

7. Compare MW and QMP
. If a lower value of the metric M means better prediction, then we verify

whether MW < QMP
. Otherwise, we verify whether MW > QMP

. Based on that, we can assess
whether the prediction is good (the outcome of the procedure is "1") or bad (the outcome of the
procedure is "0").
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Figure 1: Flowchart of the proposed procedure for prediction quality assessment. *According to point 7. we check whether
MW < QMP

if a lower value of a metric M means better prediction or we check whether MW > QMP
if a higher value of a

metric M means better prediction

2.2. Metrics for prediction quality assessment
In this subsection, we present five metrics used for assessing prediction quality. In addition, we show

how to calculate the pattern P (t) (see step 2 of the procedure mentioned above). Finally, for exemplary
trajectories of the assumed model, we show the patterns for the considered metrics. For consistency, in this
part, we use the same notation as in the description of the procedure presented in Section 2.1.

• Mean squared error (MSE) for trajectory Ti(t) and pattern P (t) is calculated as follows:

MPi =
1

m

m∑
j=1

(P (tj)− Ti(tj))
2, (2)

where m is a length of P (t) vector, i.e. number of data points in the prediction period V. Let us note
that the lower value of MSE means better prediction.

• Mean absolute percentage error (MAPE) for trajectory Ti(t) and pattern P (t) given by

MPi
=

1

m

m∑
j=1

|P (tj)− Ti(tj)|
|P (tj)|

, (3)

where, similar as in the previous case, m is a length of P (t). Similar to MSE, the lower MAPE value
means better prediction.

• Space quantiles-inclusion factor (SQIF) is proposed in [63] and in our case it is constructed as
follows. First, based on available trajectories Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n we calculate the empirical quantile
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lines on levels q+(100− q)/2 and q+(100− q)/2 for q = 0, 10, . . . , 100[%]. By empirical quantile lines,
we mean empirical quantiles for each t ∈ V . Next, for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n we calculate the fraction
of Ti(t) values that lies between the estimated quantile lines. This fraction we denote as ϕi(q). Next,
we calculate the average square distance between ϕi(q) and the identity line (e.g. function f(q) = q).
Thus, the metric used for prediction assessment is defined as follows:

MPi
=

1

#Q

∑
q∈Q

(ϕi(q)− q)2, (4)

where Q is a set containing all possible quantile orders (in our case Q = {0, 10, 20, . . . , 100}), while #Q
is the number of elements of this set. The lower value of MPi

means better prediction. More details
about the interpretation and construction of the procedure described above can be found in [63].

• Kupiec’s POF statistic, described in [76] in our case is calculated based on the increments of the HI
trajectories. We denote them by Si(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n. The corresponding metric is defined as follows:

MPi
=


−2

[
(N − x)log

(
N(1− p∗)

N − x

)
+ xlog

(
Np∗

x

)]
x ∈ (0, N)

−2N log(1− p∗) x = 0

−2N log(p∗) x = N,

(5)

where N = m − 1 is the length of the vector Si(t) while m is the length of Ti(t). Furthermore, x is
the number of observations in Si(t), which exceeded qp, where qp(·) is a quantile of order p[%] and

p∗ = 1 − p[%]

100
. In this paper, we assume p = 51. This order of quantile is chosen because of two

aspects. First, the value of q around 50% gives a wide range of received percentage values of quantile
exceedance. Second, we choose q51 instead of q50 to get the asymmetry in statistic test values 1. The
lower value of MPi

means better prediction.

• Kupiec’s TUFF statistic defined in [76], similar as in the previous case, is calculated for the
increments of HI data. The corresponding metric is defined as follows:

MPi
=


−2 [log(p∗) + (x− 1)log(1− p∗) + xlog(x)− (x− 1)log(x− 1)] x ∈ (1, N)

−2N log(p∗) x = 1

−2N log(1− p∗) x ∈ ∅,
(6)

where x is the observation number in Si(t) of the first exceedance qp, where qp(·) – quantile of order

p[%] and p∗ = 1 − p[%]

100
. In this paper, for Kupiec’s TUFF statistic, we propose to consider order of

qp in such a way, to get equal probability of no exceedances and probability of first exceedance in the
first observation. Thus, we derive p by solving the equation

(1− p)N = p, (7)

where N = m − 1 is the length of the vector Si(t) while m is the length of Ti(t). The lower value of
MPi

means better prediction.

Recall in the procedure presented in Section 2.1, in step 2 we need to derive the pattern based on n available
trajectories. As mentioned, the pattern may be different depending on the metric used for prediction quality
assessment. Here, we consider three groups of patterns:

1E.g. if we consider N = 200 and p∗ = 0.5, thus the expected value of x is 100, then for x = 101 and for x = 99, the statistic
value is the same in opposite to case, when we consider N = 200 and p∗ = 0.51, thus the expected value of x is 102, then for
x = 103 and for x = 101, the statistic values are different.
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• For MSE and MAPE the pattern is an average predicted trajectory of HI, namely

P (tj) =T̄ (tj) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Ti(tj). (8)

In Fig. A.41 we present the exemplary trajectories of HI prediction for model described in Section 3
(second regime) together with the pattern corresponding to MSE and MAPE

• For SQIF the pattern is constructed as quantile lines calculated based on Ti(t) trajectories at levels
q ∈ {0, 5, 10, . . . , 100}}[%] (P (t) = {Pq(t)}). In Fig. A.42 we present the exemplary trajectories of HI
prediction for model described in Section 3 (second regime) and the pattern corresponding to SQIF.
Denote T sort

k (t), k = 1, 2, . . . , n – sorted ascending values of {Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n}. Then

Pq(t) =


T sort
k∗ (t) +

q

100
− k∗ − 0.5

n
k∗ + 1− 0.5

n
− k∗ − 0.5

n

·
(
T sort
k∗+1(t)− T sort

k∗ (t)
)

if q ∈ (0, 100)[%]

min{T sort
k (t)} if q = 0[%]

max{T sort
k (t)} if q = 100[%],

(9)

where k∗ = max
{
k,

k − 0.5

n
<

q

100

}
.

• For the Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF statistics the pattern is constructed as quantile line of
increments Si(t) of the trajectories Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , n analogically as in Eq. (9) for a single value of
q. In Fig. A.43 we present the exemplary trajectories of HI prediction for second regime, according
to model described in Section 3 and the exemplary pattern corresponding to such metrics (quantile
line of the level p = 80[%]). Due to discrete values in considered variants of Kupiec’s statistics, in this
paper we propose a modification of the classical metrics. First, we calculate the percentage of values
of MP higher than MW (denote γ1) and the percentage of values of MP higher than or equal to MW

(denote γ2), where MP are the metric values derived for Si(t) and MW is the metric value between the
pattern and the HI data from the prediction period. Then, we calculate γ∗ – the average of these two
values γ1 and γ2. Finally, if the quantile MP of order γ∗ is less than QMP

, we recognize the prediction
as good ("1"); otherwise, the prediction is recognized as bad ("0").

3. Analysis of simulated data from the degradation model

3.1. Model description
In this section, we demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed methodology for simulated data from the

adopted degradation model. This model was proposed in [32] on the basis of various real HI data sets. The
complete description and motivation for using this model are given in the mentioned bibliography position.
Thus, in this paper, we present only its brief description.

In the theoretical degradation model, we assume three regimes, corresponding to three stages of the ma-
chine, namely: healthy, warning, and critical. Each of the regimes consists of two components: deterministic
and random. In general, the model can be formulated as follows

S(t) = D(t) +R(t), (10)

where D(t) represents the deterministic component and R(t) is a random component of the model. We
assume that the random component is the noise with a time-varying scale. Thus, it is given by

R(t) = R2(t) · SC(t), (11)
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where t ∈ (1,m), and m is the length of trajectory. In the above, R2(t) is a sequence of independent
identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables while SC(t) is the time-varying scale component defined as
follows

SC(t) =


a1t+ b1 t ∈ (1, t∗1),

a2t+ b2 t ∈ (t∗1 + 1, t∗2),

a3e
b3t t ∈ (t∗2 + 1,m),

(12)

where t∗1 is the first-second regime changing point, t∗2 is the second-third regime changing point and constants
a1, b1, a2, b2, a3, b3 are derived in such a way: SC(1) = σ1, SC(t∗1) = σ2, SC(t∗2) = σ3, SC(m) = σ4 (to
calculate a2, b2, a3, b3, we include t∗1 and t∗2 in the second and third regimes, respectively) and t∗1 – first-second
regime changing point, t∗2 – second-third regime changing point, m – length of trajectory. Let us mention
that in [32] the degradation model was introduced in a general form in such a way as to be adopted for
Gaussian and non-Gaussian data. In this paper, we take its simplified version and assume that the random
component R2(t) is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables from the Gaussian distribution, R2(t) ∼ N (0, 1).
The deterministic component D(t) in Eq. (10) is as follows:

D(t) =


c1 t ∈ (1, t∗1),

a2t+ c2 t ∈ (t∗1 + 1, t∗2),

a3e
b3t + c3 t ∈ (t∗2 + 1,m),

(13)

where t∗1, t∗2, m, a2, a3, b3 are the same as in Eq. (12), c1 = const and c2, c3 are derived to obtain the
continuity in D(t) for t = t∗1 and t = t∗2, respectively.

In Fig. 2 we present the exemplary trajectory of the model defined in Eq. (10) with marked regime
changing points. To simulate the data, we assumed the following parameters: t∗1 = 6000, t∗2 = 9000,
m = 10000, σ1 = 1, σ2 = 2, σ3 = 7, σ4 = 25, a1 ≈ 1.6669 · 10−4, b1 ≈ 0.9998, c1 = 10, a2 ≈ 1.6667 · 10−3,
b2 = −8, c2 = 0, a3 ≈ 7.4049·10−5, b3 ≈ 1.273·10−3, c3 = 8. The first regime includes observations from 1 to
t∗1 = 6000. We can see here that the scale changes only slightly over time, and the trend is almost constant.
The second regime ranges from t∗1 + 1 = 6001 to t∗2 = 9000. Here, the scale is increasing significantly.
Furthermore, the values on average also increase with time. In the third regime, from t∗2 + 1 = 9001 to
m = 10000, we observe a huge difference between the average values at the beginning compared to the end
of the regime. The variance of the values is also the largest compared to both previous regimes. Since the
behavior of the simulated data in the three mentioned regimes is significantly different, the verification of
the proposed methodology is performed separately for the second and third regimes.

Figure 2: Exemplary simulated data from the adopted degradation model.

3.2. Analysis of the data from the second regime
In practice, the first regime is rarely considered for degradation modeling; thus, in this paper, only the

second and third regimes are analyzed. The simulated data corresponding to the second regime are presented
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in Fig. 3. To verify the methodology, we split the data into two sets, namely training and test data sets.
The separation point between these sets is marked by a green dashed line. The training data set contains
80% data, while the test data set contains 20% data points. In real-life applications, where the parameters
of the adopted model are not known, before the evaluation of the prediction quality, the model parameters
should first be estimated and then a number of trajectories corresponding to the prediction period can be
simulated. In case of simulated data analysis, when the parameters of the model are known, the estimation
is not needed, and for the simulation, we take theoretical values of the parameters. However, in Section 4
and Section 5, when we analyze the real data, estimation is also performed.

In Fig. 3 we can see a significant positive linear trend and a linearly increasing scale of the data. It
is clearly visible that, at the end of the second regime, on average the values are larger than for the first
observations. Later in this paper, for the second regime, we analyze only the test data set that includes
observation numbers in the range [8401,9000].

Figure 3: Simulated data from the second regime and the separation point between training and test data sets

In Fig. 4 we can see the predicted HI time series and its comparison with the analyzed test data set of
the second regime. The average trajectory is considered here as a pattern for the MSE and MAPE metrics.
In ideal conditions, this pattern should be in the middle of the trajectory. However, we can see here that
the pattern is slightly higher than most of the observations in the trajectory. This is caused by a random
component and is the reason why we generated 1000 test trajectories to minimize the effect of random
component.

Similarly, as in the pattern for the MSE and MAPE metrics, the pattern for SQIF (multiple quantile
lines calculated as in Eq. (9)) appears to be shifted relative to the exemplary trajectory of the model (see
Fig. 5). There are only a few values of the trajectory that exceed the 95% quantile lines, while there are
many values of the trajectory that exceed the 5% quantile line (values are smaller than the 5% quantile line).
There is no observation in the trajectory that achieves the 100% quantile line, but there are still points that
achieve the 0% quantile line.
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Figure 4: Comparison of the test data from the model corre-
sponding to the second regime with the pattern for MSE and
MAPE

Figure 5: Comparison of the test data from the model corre-
sponding to the second regime with the pattern for SQIF

If we analyze the increments calculated for the test data of the second regime of the model, the quantile
line of order 51% is almost in the middle of the exemplary trajectory values (see Fig. 6). It can show us
that even if the behavior of the trajectory differs from the pattern, there is still the possibility to recognize
appropriately the pattern for the increments of the trajectory. This is also one of the reasons why it is
important to evaluate the prognosis with different metrics.

In Fig. 7, we can see that the pattern for the second regime follows a linear trend. Still, only a few
observations exceed the presented quantile line. It is important to note that one of the first increments of the
exemplary trajectory of the model exceeds this quantile line. This means that for this particular trajectory,
the prediction assessed via Kupiec’s TUFF-based metric will be recognized as bad.

Figure 6: Comparison of the increments of the test data from
the model corresponding to the second regime with the pat-
tern for Kupiec’s POF

Figure 7: Comparison of the increments of the test data from
the model corresponding to the second regime with the pat-
tern for Kupiec’s TUFF

In Tab. 1, results for 1000 independent trajectories are compared with the patterns derived from 1000
independent trajectories of the same model. Finally, we present here a percentage of good predictions
through considered metrics for different τ∗ levels. The majority of the received results differ from the true
one by at most 3 percentage points. There are only a few cases where the error is larger; for example, for the
MSE metric for τ∗ = 60%, the error is 4.9 percentage points. However, for the second regime for the SQIF
metric, there is no case with a difference from the proper value being greater than 4 percentage points. This
means that most test trajectories follow the behavior of training trajectories.
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Metric
τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s POF Kupiec’s TUFF
10 87,7 88,5 89,5 87,3 88,7
20 77,7 76,9 77,6 77,3 78,0
30 67,0 64,8 66,2 66,2 68,1
40 57,9 57,3 57,4 58,3 58,0
50 47,6 47,9 50,3 45,1 48,4
60 35,1 35,8 38,2 35,7 39,9
70 27,5 27,3 30,1 25,3 30,8
80 19,5 18,6 21,8 19,4 19,6
90 11,2 9,3 11,7 10,0 12,0

Table 1: Percentage of good predictions for τ∗ ∈ {10, 20, . . . , 90}%

3.3. Analysis of the data from the third regime
Lastly, we repeat the procedure for the third regime. It is characterized by an exponential trend and

exponential growth of the scale. The same as for the second regime, we proceed as follows: we divide
the third regime of the test trajectories Wi(t) into training data – first 80% observations of the third
regime (observations within the range [9001,9800]) and test data – last 20% observations of the third regime
(observations within the range [9801,10000]), we compare the patterns calculated for considered metrics
based on Ti(t) with the test data of the test trajectories, Wi(t), and finally we calculate the percentage of
good predictions for 1000 test trajectories Wi(t). In Fig. 8 we can see the division of the third regime of the
simulated data of the model, W1(t) into training and test parts. As we can see, there is a small exponential
trend, but the most visible is the rapidly increasing scale of the random part.

Figure 8: Simulated data from the third regime and the separation point between training and test data sets

In Fig. 9 we can see that even though the pattern for MSE and MAPE metrics is the average of predicted
trajectories, thus about half of the observations should be above the quantile line, there are significantly
more observations smaller than the pattern than observations larger than the pattern. We can also see that
the scale of the increments is high in comparison to the previous regimes.

The impact of the random component is also visible in Fig. 10. Here, we can see the asymmetry. It
manifests itself in such a way that, for example, some of the observations exceed the quantile line of order 0%,
but there is no observation that exceeds even the quantile of order 95%. It looks like the whole trajectory is
shifted in relation to the pattern, which is in this case quantile lines of the orders in set {0, 5, 10, . . . , 100}%.
Once again, we have to mention the importance of analyzing a large number of independent trajectories to
properly identify behavior by minimizing the effect of random component.
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Figure 9: Comparison of the test data from the model corre-
sponding to the third regime with the pattern for MSE and
MAPE

Figure 10: Comparison of the test data from the model cor-
responding to the third regime with the pattern for SQIF

Fig. 11 shows the increments derived for the test data of the third regime of the exemplary test trajectory,
W1(t) and its comparison with the pattern of the Kupiec POF statistic – quantile line of order 51% for the
increments derived for the predicted trajectories, Ti(t). We can see that about 50% of the observations are
below the pattern. The scale is high, and, in the presented data, we cannot see the exponential trend or
exponential scale growth of the increments. The values vary about 0.

In the second variant considered of the Kupiec TUFF statistic (see Fig. 12), there are only two values
that exceed the pattern. However, in this metric, the number of exceedances is not important as we here
analyze the first exceedance time. For this particular example, the fourth increment exceeds the derived
quantile line. Taking into account the total number of increments (here, 199) and knowing the method by
which we derive the order of that quantile line, we can assume that in this case we are dealing with an
extreme trajectory in some respects.

Figure 11: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the model corresponding to the third regime with the
pattern for Kupiec’s POF

Figure 12: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the model corresponding to the third regime with the
pattern for Kupiec’s TUFF

The final assessment for the third regime is presented in the Tab. 2. The results are based on 1000
independent trajectories (Wi(t)) and patterns derived through 1000 independent trajectories (Ti(t)) of the
same model. We can see that every considered metric gives approximately proper results. Although in the
test data of the third regime we have the least number of observations (200), this is the most challenging case
to properly model and predict the trend and also the time-changing scale. However, we can still reasonably
decide whether the prediction is good or not. For all the considered τ∗ values, the percentage values received
are close to the expected values. We can also see an ideal result here, for the MSE metric for τ∗ = 90% we
get exactly 10% good predictions, which is consistent with the theory.
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Metric
τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s POF Kupiec’s TUFF
10 89,6 90,1 91,0 88,1 90,2
20 82,0 80,5 76,5 82,2 80,1
30 68,9 67,6 68,6 72,5 69,6
40 57,7 57,1 59,0 61,6 61,4
50 46,4 49,0 50,5 45,9 51,5
60 36,8 36,8 39,1 37,9 42,1
70 27,9 26,7 30,5 26,6 32,8
80 17,9 17,3 20,5 18,4 22,9
90 10,0 9,5 9,8 9,2 7,5

Table 2: Percentage of good predictions for τ∗ ∈ {10, 20, . . . , 90}%

4. FEMTO data set

4.1. Data set description
The FEMTO data set was obtained by the Franche-Comté Electronics Mechanics Thermal Science and

Optics–Sciences and Technologies Institute from the PRONOSTIA platform; see Fig. 13. This data set
comprises 17 instances of historical bearing degradation. The rotational speed of the shaft was maintained
at a constant level during the tests.

In numerous publications, this data set was analyzed for various purposes, such as constructing health
indices (HI) [77–84], segmenting the degradation process [85–89], and predicting the RUL [90–95].

In Fig. 14, we present the HI FEMTO data set. Here, we can distinguish three regimes. First regime,
including observations from 1 to 676, second regime – observations from 677 to 2149, and third regime –
observations from 2150 to 2204. Regime changing points are derived according to methodology presented
in [96] which is based on the Isolate-Detect (ID) algorithm. However, let us mention that there are known
other approaches that have been used for such long-term data segmentation, see, e.g., an approach based
on the Hidden Markov Model (HMM) [12] or Kalman filer-based approach [97].

In the first regime, there is no significant trend. Observations vary around the constant value. The scale
of the noise is very small. In the second regime, we can see that the values increase over time and we can
model them by a linear trend. If we compare the first values of the second regime with the last values of the
second regime, it is clearly visible that the scale of noise for the first observations is much larger than for the
last observations. The third regime for the FEMTO data is very short and there are only 55 observations.
There is a significant positive trend and, therefore, the values grow rapidly. In this paper, we model the
third regime using an exponential trend. Moreover, the scale of the noise is also significantly larger than for
both the first and second regimes. The scale for the third regime is also modeled here by an exponential
function.

Figure 13: FEMTO test rig [98] Figure 14: FEMTO HI data

4.2. Analysis of the data from the second regime
In this section, we present the results for the second regime of the FEMTO data, where the linear trend

and the linearly changing scale occur. We divide the second regime into training and test data sets in
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proportions 80% to 20%, respectively. The trajectory with training-test data separation point we can see
in Fig. 15. We fit a model based on the entire second regime and check the prognosis only for the test
data set. We can see that there is a clearly visible linear trend. Furthermore, the scale of the noise also
increases significantly over time. In the test data set, we can see some extreme observations. They can
have an influence on the metrics values, especially for the MSE, SQIF, and Kupiec’s TUFF metrics, which
are very sensitive to outliers. Other metrics are more resistant to outliers, so this is one of the reasons to
analyze different metrics to obtain a more objective prediction evaluation.

Figure 15: The second regime of the FEMTO data and the separation point between training and test data sets

In Fig. 16 we present the pattern for the MSE and MAPE metrics. As we can see, the red line properly
follows the trajectory. We can also see the extreme values that are far above the pattern and can have a
huge impact on the MSE metric, because in this metric we square the differences between observations and
the pattern. The pattern also shows a positive linear trend, especially after t = 1980.

Extreme values also have a significant impact on the SQIF metric (see Fig. 17). We can see that
the mentioned extreme observations exceed the quantile lines of order 100%. This means that there is
no trajectory Ti(t) that achieves these values in the corresponding time. Thus, we can expect here the
poor prediction quality assessment. Other values vary between inner quantile lines, however, still a lot of
observations are far from the middle quantile lines of the order 45% and 55%.

Figure 16: Comparison of the test data from the second
regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern for MSE and
MAPE

Figure 17: Comparison of the test data from the second
regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern for SQIF

The comparison of pattern for Kupiec’s POF metric with FEMTO data is presented in Fig. 18. The
number of observations above the pattern is similar to the number of observations below the pattern, which
indicates a proper prediction. Here, the extreme values have no such impact on the metric results since we
are not calculating here the distance from the pattern, but the number of observations above the pattern.
Thus, the large values do not have such a large influence on the metric results.
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In comparison to the metric mentioned above, the outliers play a crucial role for Kupiec’s TUFF metric
(see Fig. 19). Here, these extreme values exceed the quantile line (pattern for Kupiec’s TUFF metric), and
thus the first exceedance time is strongly connected with the time where the outliers occur. We can see that
the pattern is slightly exceeded at the beginning of the data, which can result in a low prediction quality
assessment.

Figure 18: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the second regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern
for Kupiec’s POF

Figure 19: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the second regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern
for Kupiec’s TUFF

The impact of the extreme values is visible in Fig. 20. Here, we compare the metrics distributions
(empirical probability density function) for prognoses, Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , 1000, and the metric values for
the test data of the second regime of FEMTO time series. As mentioned, the highest impact of the outliers
we have for MSE, SQIF and Kupiec’s TUFF metrics. So, if we compare the left plot in the upper panel
(MSE) with the middle plot in the upper panel (MAPE), we can see that for MAPE we get a significantly
better prediction assessment. The MAPE value is smaller than for most prognoses, and this is the reason
why the mass of the distribution of MAPE values for Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , 1000, is on the right side of the
red dashed line. For MSE the metric value for FEMTO data is in the middle of the MSE distribution for
prognoses. Similarly, due to outliers, we get very poor prediction quality assessment based on SQIF metric
and Kupiec’s TUFF metric (see the right plot in the upper panel and the middle plot in the lower panel,
respectively). For Kupiec’s POF metric, the majority of prognosed HI time series Ti(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , 1000,
gives larger metric values, so the prediction evaluation based on Kupiec’s POF is greater than 50% and in
Tab. B.3 we can see that it is evaluated as 80% which is the second highest result from the considered
metrics (the highest result is for MAPE, 90% and the worst for SQIF, 3%). There is no metric that gives
a prediction quality result less than 3%. For every metric except SQIF, the prediction assessment is higher
than or equal to 20%.
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Figure 20: Comparison of metric distribution for 1000 training trajectories and for the test data from the second regime of the
FEMTO data

4.3. Analysis of the data from the third regime
Due to the very small number of observations in the third regime of the FEMTO data, we do not divide

them into training and test data sets. Instead of this, here we present results of the prediction quality
assessment for the entire third regime. We fit a model to the entire third regime and check the prognosis
for the same time series. In Fig. 21 we can see that values increase significantly over time. Moreover, the
amplitude of the random part also increases.

Figure 21: The third regime of the FEMTO data

In Fig. 22 we present the third regime of the FEMTO data compared with the pattern for the MSE and
MAPE metrics. We can see that until t = 2185, the pattern properly follows the trajectory, only at the end
of the third regime, observations of the FEMTO data are slightly above the pattern.

The pattern for the SQIF metric is presented in Fig. 23. There are no observations that exceed the outer
quantile lines of orders 0% and 100%. Most observations lie between quantile lines of order 5% and 95%.
There are only 3 values which exceed the 95% quantile line, and they occur at the end of the third regime.
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Figure 22: Comparison of the entire third regime of the
FEMTO data with the pattern for MSE and MAPE

Figure 23: Comparison of the entire third regime of the
FEMTO data with the pattern for SQIF

Increasing amplitudes of the random part are clearly visible if we analyze increments of the FEMTO
data in the third regime (see Fig. 24). As we can see here, the values vary around the pattern; however,
the distances between observation and the pattern significantly increase over time. For the increments, we
cannot see any important positive trend.

Similarly, we analyze increments to derive a pattern for Kupiec’s TUFF statistic (see Fig. 25). Here,
only one observation exceeds the quantile line for t = 2167. There are some other observations which are
close to the quantile lines, especially in the middle and at the end of the third regime; however, in Kupiec’s
TUFF statistic, we proceed with only the first exceedance time.

Figure 24: Comparison of the increments of the entire third
regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern for Kupiec’s
POF

Figure 25: Comparison of the increments of the entire third
regime of the FEMTO data with the pattern for Kupiec’s
TUFF

Finally, we present the summary for the third regime prediction evaluation based on considered metrics
(see Fig. 26). The worst prediction assessment we get for the MSE metric (left plot in the upper panel).
We can see here that the derived MSE metric value for the FEMTO data is larger than for most prognosed
HI time series. Furthermore, the prediction quality for MSE is evaluated as 20% (see Tab. B.4). For MAPE
(middle plot in the upper panel), the derived metric value is in the middle of the distribution, which indicates
that the prediction is evaluated approximately as 50%. Precisely in Tab. B.4 we can see that this is exactly
50%. For SQIF, Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF metrics, we get a very high quality assessment of the
prediction, which manifests itself in the fact that the mass of the metric distributions is in the right side of
the red dashed lines, which corresponds to metric value for FEMTO data. In Tab. B.4 it is shown that for
both SQIF, Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF metrics, the prediction quality is evaluated as 90%. As a
result, we obtain at least 20% quality assessment for every of the considered metrics.
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Figure 26: Comparison of metric distribution for 1000 training trajectories and for the entire third regime of the FEMTO data

5. IMS data set

5.1. Data set description
The IMS data set was collected by the Intelligent Maintenance System (IMS) laboratory at the University

of Cincinnati, which covers three subsets of bearing degradation tests. In this paper data from subset 3
and bearing 3 are analyzed (Subset3_Bearing3_1). Throughout the degradation experiments, four Rexnord
ZA-2115 double-row bearings were employed on a shaft, with accelerometers affixed to the bearing housings.
Following the tests, the degradation patterns were meticulously recorded by inspecting the bearings. Fig.
27 illustrates the IMS test rigs. The bearings in the IMS dataset have a longer and more complicated
degradation trend than other benchmark datasets, which increase the similarity of the dataset with actual
application in industries, also the difficulty of RUL prediction. The amplitude of vibration increased at
the beginning of the degradation process. This is caused by the initial surface defect, such as cracks or
spalling. However, later the amplitude decreases due to smoothed the initial surface defect by continous
rolling contact. The amplitude of vibrations increases again, when the damage spreads to a larger area. The
nonlinear degradation trends with fluctuations bring significant challenges to the prediction of RUL.

In Fig. 28 the entire degradation process is presented for the IMS data set. Here, we can distinguish
three main regimes: first regime, including observations from 1 to 1452, second regime – observations from
1453 to 5095 and third regimes with observations from 5096 to 5286. Regime changing points are marked by
blue and red dashed lines for the first-second and second-third regime changing points, respectively, derived
as in [96]. We can see that in the first regime, there is no significant positive trend. Values on average slightly
increase for observation numbers from 1 to about 300 but similarly decrease for observation numbers from
about 300 until the end of the first regime. The variation of the random part is constant throughout the first
regime. As we can see, the behavior of the data is changing in the second regime. Although the variance of
the noise is still at the constant level, similar to the first regime, there is a positive linear trend. The most
extreme values are achieved in the third regime. The values are increasing drastically from about 0.07 to
about 0.09. Thus, the change of HI during the third regime, which is the shortest one, is almost four times
larger than the change during the first and second regimes together.
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Figure 27: IMS test rig Figure 28: IMS HI data

5.2. Analysis of the data from the second regime
Similarly, as for the FEMTO data, we analyze here the second and third regimes of the IMS data,

separately. In Fig. 29 we can see the second regime of IMS data with training-test data separation point
marked by a green dashed line. The same as for the FEMTO data, we fit the model described in Section
3.1 to the entire second regime and calculate the metrics only for the test part, which constitutes the last
20% observations of the second regime. We can see here that the behavior in the test part of the data does
not differ much from the training part. There is a similar variance of the noise as well as a slope of trend.

Figure 29: The second regime of the IMS data and the separation point between training and test data sets

To assess the prediction based on MSE and MAPE metrics, we have to calculate the corresponding
pattern, which in these cases is the average predicted trajectory. In Fig. 30 we can see its comparison with
the test part of the second regimes of IMS data. It is clearly visible that the pattern follows the IMS data
in a proper way. The significant difference between pattern and IMS data is only at the end of the second
regime. Pattern values are increasing, while IMS data are decreasing. For other observations, we can see
that the derived pattern is in the middle of the IMS degradation data, indicating a proper prediction.

Similarly, we proceed with the SQIF metric. In this case, the pattern is described by quantile lines
(see Fig. 31). There are only a few observations that exceed the 100% quantile line, while there are no
observations that are below the 0% quantile line. The IMS data values vary mainly between the quantile
lines 5% and 95%.

19



Figure 30: Comparison of the test data from the second
regime of the IMS data with the pattern for MSE and MAPE

Figure 31: Comparison of the test data from the second
regime of the IMS data with the pattern for SQIF

For Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF metrics, we derive a pattern based on increments of simulated
data from the fitted model. In Fig. 32 there is a comparison of increments of the test part of the second
regime of IMS data with the quantile line of order 51%. We can see that the pattern follows increments of
IMS data in a proper way.

In Fig. 33 we present the pattern for Kupiec’s TUFF. As we can see, we compare here increments of
IMS data with a quantile line of order calculated according to the formula described in Section 2.2. There
is only one observation about t = 4950 that significantly exceeds the quantile level; however, there are a few
observations that take values similar to the pattern.

Figure 32: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the second regime of the IMS data with the pattern for
Kupiec’s POF

Figure 33: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the second regime of the IMS data with the pattern for
Kupiec’s TUFF

The final evaluation of the second regime prediction for the IMS data is presented in Fig. 34. For the
MSE metric, the calculated value for IMS data is about in the middle of the empirical density derived for
simulated data from the fitted model, in the center of the mass of distribution. This means that there are
50% simulated trajectories with higher MSE, as well as 50% simulated trajectories with lower MSE metric
values. The MAPE metric calculated for the IMS data is smaller than most of the simulated trajectories of
the model; therefore, we can expect that the prediction evaluation is higher than 50% – for at least 50% of
the prognosed HI time series, the obtained metric was larger than for the true HI time series (in Tab. C.5
we can see that the prediction assessment is at the level 70%). The worst prediction evaluation, we obtain
for the SQIF metric (right plot in the upper panel). As we can see, the mass of the distribution is to the left
of the SQIF metric for the IMS data. The opposite situation is for both Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF
metrics, where the majority of derived metric values for simulated data were greater than those obtained
for IMS data. In Tab. C.5 we can see more detailed analysis. It is shown there that for every metric we
get prediction evaluation at least as 20%, where 20%-evaluation is obtained for SQIF metric. For the other
metrics, the assessment is 50% or higher and for the Kupiec’s TUFF statistic the assessment value achieves
90%.

20



Figure 34: Comparison of metric distribution for 1000 training trajectories and for the test data from the second regime of the
IMS data

5.3. Analysis of the data from the third regime
In Fig. 35 degradation data is shown that come from the third regime of IMS time series. The green

dashed line denotes the training-test data separation point. We can see that the third regime consists
of significantly less number of observations than the second regime. This makes both the prediction and
prediction assessment harder; however, typically damage of a machine occurs in the third regime, thus, it is
required to be able to assess the prediction despite having a small number of observations. We can see that
the values increase over time; however, in t ≈ 5190 and t ≈ 5270, they are increasing faster than in the rest
of the data. Furthermore, one can say that in the rest time periods, the observations rather vary around a
constant value.

Figure 35: The third regime of the IMS data and the separation point between training and test data sets

In Fig. 36 we can see that the test part of the third regime of IMS data is very short and includes only
38 observations. The pattern for the MSE and MAPE metrics is in the middle of the IMS data; however,
the differences between the pattern and IMS data are larger than for the second regime. Especially if we

21



consider observation numbers larger than 5275, we can see that observations from IMS are significantly
higher than the pattern.

This is also clearly visible for the SQIF pattern (see Fig. 37). Until t = 5278, every observation of IMS
data is between the 5% and 95% quantile lines, however, later almost all of the observations are above the
95% quantile line. There is no such observation in IMS data that exceeds outer quanile lines of orders 0%
and 100%.

Figure 36: Comparison of the test data from the third regime
of the IMS data with the pattern for MSE and MAPE

Figure 37: Comparison of the test data from the third regime
of the IMS data with the pattern for SQIF

In Fig. 38, the pattern for the Kupiec’s POF metric is shown, which is a quantile line of order 51%. We
remind the reader that this pattern is obtained for increments of IMS data. As we can see, observations
from IMS data vary around the pattern and there are about 50% observations below the pattern and about
50% observations above the pattern.

For Kupiec’s TUFF metric, in Fig. 39 pattern is presented. Here, the order of the quantile line (pattern
for the Kupiec’s TUFF metric) is obtained according to the formula (7). There are no observations that
exceed the presented pattern.

Figure 38: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the third regime of the IMS data with the pattern for
Kupiec’s POF

Figure 39: Comparison of the increments of the test data
from the third regime of the IMS data with the pattern for
Kupiec’s TUFF

In Fig. 40 we present a final assessment of the prediction for the third regime of IMS data. As we
can see, the best results were obtained based on SQIF and Kupiec’s POF metrics, where the mass of the
distributions for these metrics derived for simulated trajectories of the model is on the right side of the
metric for IMS data. This means that for most of the simulated trajectories of the model, larger metric
values were obtained. Precise results are presented in Tab. C.6. The prediction evaluation for the SQIF
metric is about 70% and for Kupiec’s POF statistic is 80%. For every metric, the prediction assessment is
at least at 5%, where the prediction assessment 5% is achieved for Kupiec’s TUFF metric. For MSE and
MAPE, similar results are obtained, and these values are 30% and 40%, respectively.
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Figure 40: Comparison of metric distribution for 1000 training trajectories and for the test data from the third regime of the
IMS data

6. Discussion and conclusions

In this paper we propose a novel and versatile approach for evaluating the results of data forecasting.
This approach allows for a general assessment (reliable/non-reliable prognosis) or a more detailed evaluation
expressed as a percentage. Almost any objective metric that provides a numerical value as a result can be
utilized in this method. In this paper, we focus on five criteria: MSE, MAPE, SQIF, Kupiec’s POF, and
Kupiec’s TUFF, and compare the results for both simulated and real data.

Based on the obtained results, we assess the prediction quality using a binary 0/1 decision at various
levels. Our method allows for visual evaluation but also enables measurement according to the employed
metrics. We analyze the most commonly observed degradation process regimes, namely degradation and
critical stages, characterized by linear trends with linearly changing scales for the degradation regime and
exponential trends with exponentially changing scales for the critical regime. For both regimes, the pro-
posed procedure yields reasonable results, as demonstrated in the case of simulated data (see Section 3).
Additionally, we apply the procedure to real datasets, namely FEMTO and IMS. Finally, we interpret the
obtained values and provide explanations for the observed outcomes.

Due to the universality of the proposed procedure, we believe that the presented approach can be em-
ployed for various prognostic applications. This includes not only problems related to condition monitoring
but also for assessing any kind of prognostic processes, such as those in the financial sector.

One of the primary limitations of the proposed procedure is that the model used to fit the data and
perform the forecast must accurately reflect the examined time series. It is worth to highlight that this
paper focuses on the quality of prediction, assuming that the prediction is good and aiming to evaluate how
good it is. If the model (or its estimated parameters) used for prediction is inappropriate, it is clear that
we cannot discuss the quality of the prognosis.

Additionally, if we dispose of a data set with a small number of observations, some of the metrics should
not be used due to their sensibility to the size of a data set. However, this is a typical constraint for a
data modeling problem. The impact of a small data size can be minimized by using resampling techniques
like bootstrap, where the prediction assessment can be performed on a new dataset obtained by sampling
with replacement from the observations in the prediction period. Finally, to obtain a precise percentage
assessment, a large number of trajectories of the proposed model are required to be simulated, which can
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be computationally complex and time-consuming for large data sets from industrial monitoring systems. In
most of the available data sets this problem is neglectable.
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Appendix A. Visualisations of metric patterns

Figure A.41: Comparison of exemplary trajectories of HI with
averaged trajectory (pattern for MSE and MAPE metrics)

Figure A.42: Comparison of exemplary trajectories of HI with
selected quantile lines (pattern for SQIF)
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Figure A.43: Comparison of increments of exemplary trajectories of HI with 80% quantile line (exemplary pattern for
Kupiec’s POF and Kupiec’s TUFF); in zoom – exemplary trajectories of HI.

Appendix B. FEMTO data

Metric

τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s
POF

Kupiec’s
TUFF

1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 1
4 1 1 0 1 1
5 1 1 0 1 1
10 1 1 0 1 1
20 1 1 0 1 1
30 1 1 0 1 0
40 1 1 0 1 0
50 1 1 0 1 0
60 0 1 0 1 0
70 0 1 0 1 0
80 0 1 0 1 0
90 0 1 0 0 0

Table B.3: Prediction quality assessment for the FEMTO
data – test data set of the second regime, for τ∗ ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, 20, 30, . . . , 90}%. 1 – good prediction, 0 – bad
prediction.

Metric

τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s
POF

Kupiec’s
TUFF

1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 1
4 1 1 1 1 1
5 1 1 1 1 1
10 1 1 1 1 1
20 1 1 1 1 1
30 0 1 1 1 1
40 0 1 1 1 1
50 0 1 1 1 1
60 0 0 1 1 1
70 0 0 1 1 1
80 0 0 1 1 1
90 0 0 1 1 1

Table B.4: Prediction quality assessment for
the FEMTO data – entire third regime, for
τ∗ ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, 20, 30, . . . , 90}%. 1 – good predic-
tion, 0 – bad prediction.
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Appendix C. IMS data

Metric

τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s
POF

Kupiec’s
TUFF

1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 1
4 1 1 1 1 1
5 1 1 1 1 1
10 1 1 1 1 1
20 1 1 1 1 1
30 1 1 0 1 1
40 1 1 0 1 1
50 1 1 0 1 1
60 0 1 0 1 1
70 0 1 0 1 1
80 0 0 0 1 1
90 0 0 0 0 1

Table C.5: Prediction quality assessment for the IMS
data – test data set of the second regime, for τ∗ ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, 20, 30, . . . , 90}%. 1 – good prediction, 0 – bad
prediction.

Metric

τ∗ MSE MAPE SQIF Kupiec’s
POF

Kupiec’s
TUFF

1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 1
4 1 1 1 1 1
5 1 1 1 1 1
10 1 1 1 1 0
20 1 1 1 1 0
30 1 1 1 1 0
40 0 1 1 1 0
50 0 0 1 1 0
60 0 0 1 1 0
70 0 0 1 1 0
80 0 0 0 1 0
90 0 0 0 0 0

Table C.6: Prediction quality assessment for the IMS
data – test data set of the third regime, for τ∗ ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, 20, 30, . . . , 90}%. 1 – good prediction, 0 – bad
prediction.
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