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(57) ABSTRACT 

The state or condition of a system may be evaluated by 
comparing a set of selected parameter values, converted into 
a trial vector, With a number of model or exemplar vectors, 
each of Which Was represents a particular state or condition 
of a sample system. Examples of such conditions may 
include “good”, “marginal”, “unacceptable”, “Wom”, 
“defective”, or other general or speci?c conditions. Sets of 
parameter values from the system are converted into input 
vectors. Unprocessed vectors are then processed against the 
input vectors in an arti?cial neural network to generate the 
exemplar vectors. The exemplar vectors are stored in a 
memory of an operational system. During operation of the 
system, the trial vector is compared With the exemplar 
vectors. The exemplar vector Which is closest to the trial 
vector represents a state Which most closely represents the 
current state of the system. Thus, a high similarity between 
the trial vector and an exemplar vector Which represent a 
“good” system is likely to have come from a “good” system. 
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IDENTIFYING A STATE OF A SYSTEM USING AN 
ARTIFICIAL NEURAL NETWORK GENERATED 

MODEL 

RELATED APPLICATION DATA 

[0001] The present invention is related to commonly 
assigned and co-pending US. application Ser. No. 
10/ [TUC920040199US1], entitled IDENTIFYING 
A STATE OF A DATA STORAGE DRIVE USING AN 
ARTIFICIAL NEURAL NETWORK GENERATED 
MODEL, ?led on the ?ling date hereof, Which application is 
incorporated herein by reference in its entirety. 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

[0002] The present invention relates generally to system 
diagnostics and, in particular, using an arti?cial neural 
netWork to generate a model representing one or more 
possible states of a system and comparing an actual state of 
the system to the model. 

BACKGROUND ART 

[0003] Numerous types of systems include automated 
processes to generate one or more parameters Which may be 
used to evaluate the current state of the system. The auto 
mated process may also be used to improve system perfor 
mance or even repair certain defects or faults. For example, 
a data storage drive, such as a tape drive, may include an 
adaptive equalizer With many ?nite impulse response (FIR) 
taps Whose input coef?cients are automatically modi?ed to 
optimize system performance. 

[0004] HoWever, it may be dif?cult to assess the quality of 
the result of an automated process because of obscure 
relationships betWeen the measured parameters and the 
system response. It Will be appreciated that if the integrity of 
the parameter values is not veri?ed, there is a risk that the 
automated process produces an undesirable system 
response. Thus, not only might the process fail to improve 
performance but, if the parameter values are undetectably 
invalid, may also cause the system to fail completely. 

[0005] For example, in an adaptive equalizer of a tape 
drive, FIR tap values are computed from information cap 
tured from the storage drive. If the information is corrupted, 
or if execution of the algorithm Which is used to compute the 
tap values is corrupted, the FIR tap values Will be invalid. 
More speci?cally, a media defect or servo error may corrupt 
the captured information. Similarly, an over?oW or under 
?oW may occur during the execution of the FIR tap algo 
rithm, resulting in tap values Which bear no relation to the 
proper results. Or, rather than the captured information being 
invalid, the information may result in the creation of tap 
values Which are outside the range of values Which can be 
handled by the equalizer. In each of these circumstances, the 
invalid or improper condition of the tap values may be 
undetected. 

[0006] Consequently, there remains a need for an auto 
mated process Which provides an assessment of the quality 
of parameter values Which are used to adjust the system. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0007] The present invention provides an assessment the 
state or condition of a system. Examples of such conditions 
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may include “good”, “marginal”, “unacceptable , Worn”, 
“defective”, or other general or speci?c conditions, depend 
ing on the speci?c system being evaluated and the desired 
speci?city of the evaluation. 

[0008] Sets of n parameter values each from a model 
system are converted into n-tuple input vectors. Unproc 
essed n-tuple vectors are then processed against the input 
vectors in an arti?cial neural netWork (“ANN”) to generate 
a set of n-tuple exemplar vectors. The ANN preferably 
includes three stages, a global conditioning stage, a vector 
separation stage and a vector consolidation stage, to ?ne 
tune the creation of the exemplar vectors. Each exemplar 
vector Will thereby represent a particular potential state or 
condition of the system. The exemplar vectors are stored in 
a memory of an operational system to be evaluated. 

[0009] During operation of the system, a set of n selected 
parameter values are converted into an n-tuple trial vector. 
The trial vector is compared With the exemplar vectors. The 
exemplar vector Which is closest, measured by the distance 
betWeen the tWo, to the trial vector represents a state Which 
most closely represents the current or actual state of the 
system. Thus, a high similarity betWeen the trial vector and 
an exemplar vector Which represent a “good” system is 
likely to have come from a “good” system. Conversely, a 
high similarity betWeen the trial vector and an exemplar 
vector Which represent an “unacceptable” system is likely to 
have come from a “unacceptable” system. 

[0010] Optionally, the presence of predetermined states 
may be ?agged or logged for folloW-up attention. Addition 
ally, if the distance betWeen the trial vector and the closest 
exemplar vector is greater than a predetermined distance, the 
current state of the system may be a previously unknoWn 
state and the trial vector may subsequently be analyzed and 
used as another exemplar vector. Alternatively, such a situ 
ation may indicate that the parameters underlying the trial 
vector are invalid, thereby triggering a ?ag for immediate 
attention. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0011] FIG. 1 is a summary block diagram of an embodi 
ment of the present invention to generate exemplar vectors 
and evaluate trial vectors; 

[0012] FIG. 2 is a block diagram of an embodiment of the 
present invention to generate exemplar vectors; 

[0013] FIG. 3 is a plot of a 3-tuple exemplar vector; 

[0014] FIG. 4 is a How chart of the global conditioning 
stage in the process of generating exemplar vectors; 

[0015] FIG. 5 is a vector map of input vectors and unproc 
essed exemplar vectors during the global conditioning stage 
of exemplar vector creation; 

[0016] FIG. 6 is a representation of the application of the 
input vectors to the exemplar vectors; 

[0017] FIG. 7 is a How chart of the vector separation stage 
in the process of generating exemplar vectors; 

[0018] FIG. 8 is a vector map of input vectors and con 
ditioned exemplar vectors during the vector separation stage 
of exemplar vector creation; 



US 2007/0106485 A9 

[0019] FIG. 9 is a How chart of the vector consolidation 
stage in the process of generating exemplar vectors; 

[0020] FIG. 10 is a vector map of input vectors and 
separated exemplar vectors during the vector consolidation 
stage of exemplar vector creation; 

[0021] FIG. 11 is a vector map of input vectors and 
consolidated exemplar vectors folloWing the vector consoli 
dation stage of exemplar vector creation; 

[0022] FIG. 12 is a block diagram of a system to be 
evaluated in accordance With the present invention; 

[0023] FIG. 13 is a vector map of a trial vector and 
exemplar vectors; and 

[0024] FIG. 14 is a block diagram of a data storage drive 
having FIR tap values to be evaluated in accordance With the 
present invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT 

OvervieW 

[0025] FIG. 1 is a block diagram of an embodiment 100 of 
the present invention Which may be implemented in a 
system to evaluate performance parameters. The embodi 
ment 100 includes tWo sections 110 and 130. In the ?rst 
section 110, exemplar vectors, Which represent potential 
states or conditions of a system to be evaluated, are gener 
ated from exemplary parameter sets. In the second section 
130, implemented in the system itself, a trial vector is 
generated from actual parameters collected from the system 
during its normal operation and compared to the exemplar 
vectors. The exemplar vector Which most closely matches 
the trial vector provides a representation of the current state 
of the system. 

[0026] The ?rst section 110 receives one or more sets 112 
of parameters in a module 114, each set 112 representing a 
potential state of the system. Such states may be as general 
as “good”, “marginal”, “unacceptable” and “defective”. 
Alternatively, the states may be as speci?c as “Wom”, “loW 
tape tension”, “excess media speed”, etc. The module 114 
converts the parameter sets 112 into vectors 116 Which are 
input into an arti?cial neural netWork (“ANN”) 118. Also 
input into the ANN 118 are one or more unprocessed vectors 
120. the ANN 118 processes the unprocessed vectors 120 
and outputs a like number of exemplar vectors 122. 

[0027] The second section 130, implemented in the system 
to be evaluated, receives one or more parameters 132 in a 
module 134 While the system is in operation, the parameters 
132 representing the current state of the system. The module 
134 converts the parameters 132 into a trial vector 136 
Which is input into a calculator 138 along With the exemplar 
vectors 122. The calculator 138 determines Which exemplar 
vector has the least distance to the trial vector and hoW close 
the trial vector 136 is to that “closest” exemplar vector 122. 
This minimum distance 140 may be compared in a com 
parator 142 to a predetermined value. If the minimum 
distance 140 is less than the value, the parameters 132 from 
Which the trial vector Was created may be deemed to be valid 
and the closest exemplar vector 122 may be deemed to be a 
reasonable representative of the current state of the system. 
Thus, the general condition of the system may be determined 
to be “good”, “marginal”, “unacceptable” or “defective” or 
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certain problems may be speci?cally identi?ed. By contrast, 
if the minimum distance 140 is greater than the value, the 
parameters 132 from Which the trial vector Was created may 
be deemed to be invalid (or represent a condition not yet 
experienced in the system). In either event, an appropriate 
indicator 144 may be generated and logged or ?agged for 
maintenance or a Warning. 

Exemplar Vector Creation 

[0028] FIG. 2 illustrates a block diagram of an apparatus 
200 of the present invention Which may be implemented to 
generate exemplar vectors. After deciding Which parameter 
or parameters are to be evaluated, sets of the parameters are 
obtained, each set having parameter values Which, in com 
bination (if more than one parameter is used), represent a 
particular state or condition of the system. Referring again 
to the example of an adaptive equalizer for a data storage 
drive, the FIR ?lter may have 17 taps. If the equalizer is the 
“system” to be evaluated, the 17 tap coefficients may be used 
as the parameters. A test storage drive may be put into 
operation and, When the equalizer is functioning properly, 
the 17 coefficient values may be recorded and stored, such 
as in a database 202, as one set of parameters Which 
represent a “good” state. Because other combinations of tap 
coefficients may occur When the equalizer is operating 
properly, such other sets of coef?cient values may be 
recorded and stored to represent a “good” state. Similarly, 
the test drive may intentionally be set to operate in a 
marginal manner and the resulting tap coe?icients recorded 
and stored to represent a “marginal” state. As With the 
“good” states, there may be different circumstances Which 
result in a “marginal” state and the various other sets of 
coefficients may be recorded and stored. In a like manner, 
sets of parameter values may be recorded and stored to 
represent “unacceptable” states as Well as other general and 
speci?c states of interest. It Will be appreciated that refer 
ences in this description to a data storage drive, an equalizer 
and FIR tap values are merely illustrative and are not meant 
to be limiting. The present invention may be implemented 
With numerous systems Which have measurable parameters. 
It should also be noted that it is not necessary that the 
parameters have a physical relationship or dependency to 
each other. 

[0029] Depending upon the particular system to be evalu 
ated, not all of the available parameters may be necessary to 
obtain a satisfactory evaluation. For example, of the 17 tap 
coefficients in the exemplary equalizer, only three or four 
may be sufficient to represent the system states of interest. 
Consequently, the three or four (or some other number) of 
the most signi?cant parameters may be selected 204 for 
further processing resulting in a more manageable sparse 
representation of the system parameters. Computations and 
analysis are simpli?ed With only an insigni?cant reduction 
in accuracy. The selected parameters are preferably those 
Which have the greatest effect on system response. In such 
a manner, q parameter values in each of M parameter sets 
Which have been recorded and stored in the database 202 
may be reduced to n parameter values in the optional 
parameter selection 204 module. 

[0030] In some systems, there may be some ambiguity 
associated With the parameters, thereby obscuring the rela 
tionship betWeen the parameter values and the physical 
“World” Which is to be affected. For example, it may be 
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dif?cult to determine What is happening Within the equalizer 
merely by looking at FIR tap coef?cient values because the 
tap values are a time domain representation of the frequency 
domain result. Thus, it may be desirable to convert the 
values from the time domain to the more recognizable state 
of the frequency domain, such as by using a Discrete Fourier 
Transform. Such a conversion, or other comparable opera 
tion, may be accomplished in an optional pre-processor 206. 
The pre-processor 206 may also be used When the raW 
parameter values are samples in time, each of Which pro 
vides little indication of the system operation. Thus, pre 
processing may generate a signi?cantly more meaningful 
representation of the system state. It Will be appreciated that 
the pre-processor 206 may be con?gured to perform various 
operations, depending upon the system, the form of the 
parameters and the desired form of the output. Thus, the 
Discrete Fourier Transform noted above is merely an 
example of one such operation and is not meant to be 
limiting. 

[0031] The M sets of n parameter values are then pro 
cessed by a vector creator 208 to generate M n-tuple vectors. 
FIG. 3 illustrates an example of a vector 300 in Which n=3. 
Each of the three vector elements is plotted along a corre 
sponding unit vector in n-dimensional space and the result 
ing vector 300 has both a magnitude and a direction in such 
n-space. 

[0032] In a further optional operation, the magnitudes of 
the vectors may be normalized to a common scaled magni 
tude (such as l) in another unit 210 of the apparatus 200 of 
the present invention. Normalization removes amplitude 
(size) variations among the vectors While preserving their 
intrinsic shapes, thereby facilitating the comparison and 
matching of vectors in subsequent operations. As a result, 
the vectors Will differ only in their direction and vector-to 
vector variability is reduced Without compromising the 
shape described by the components of the vector. The 
normalized vectors, or the vectors created in the vector 
creator 208 if normalization is not performed, are the M 
n-tuple input vectors for the next stage, an arti?cial neural 
netWork 230. 

[0033] In addition to the input vectors Whose creation has 
just been described, unprocessed exemplar vectors are also 
created for input to the ANN 230 for processing. J n-tuple 
unprocessed vectors are created in a second vector creator 
212 With random initial Weights provided by a randomizer 
214 or other comparable component. The unprocessed vec 
tors may be normalized in a normalizer 216 to the same 
common magnitude as the input vectors. The vector creators 
208 and 212 need not be separate components but may 
comprise a single component. Similarly, the normalizers 210 
and 216 need not be separate components but may be a 
single component. 

[0034] Both the input vectors and the unprocessed exem 
plar vectors are input to the ANN 230. The ANN 230 
provides an unsupervised learning process, such as that 
Which is used to calculate a Kohonen self-organizing feature 
map (“SOFM”). In general, a number of Weight matrix 
vectors are randomly initialized and an output node is 
associated With each Weight matrix vector. Input vectors are 
repeatedly presented to the Weight matrix vectors. The 
difference betWeen the Weight vectors and the input vectors 
is fed back to the netWork and the Weights are progressively 
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adjusted. After a predetermined number of iterations 
(epochs), each input vector becomes associated With an 
output node, Without actually having speci?ed the output 
node. The details of SOFMs and related processes are Well 
knoWn and need not be described further herein. 

[0035] In a ?rst stage, global conditioning 232, of the 
ANN 230, the unprocessed exemplar vectors are arrayed in 
a ?eld Which also contains the input vectors. HoWever, 
because of their random initial Weights, some or all of the 
unprocessed exemplar vectors may be remote from any 
input vector and therefore outside a range of probable values 
(such range being roughly de?ned by the M input vectors). 
The ?rst stage 232, therefore, rearranges the unprocessed 
exemplar vectors Within the range of probable values. Refer 
ring to the How chart of FIG. 4, beginning With the initial 
con?guration of J unprocessed exemplar vectors (step 400; 
see also FIG. 5), an epoch counter is initialized (step 402) to 
the number of epochs over Which each unprocessed exem 
plar vector is to be processed during global conditioning. A 
vector counter is similarly initialized (step 404) to the 
number of input vectors used in the process. it Will be 
appreciated that any of the various counters used in the 
various routines of the present invention may instead count 
up to be subsequently incremented. An input vector (such as 
I0) is then selected (step 406), an exemplar vector counter is 
initialized (step 408) to the number of exemplar vectors to 
be processed, and an exemplar is selected to be processed 
(step 410). The selected input vector is then applied to the 
selected unprocessed exemplar vector (step 412) and the 
selected unprocessed exemplar vector is updated. Each of 
the n components of the selected unprocessed exemplar 
vector is adjusted by a fraction a, of the difference betWeen 
the selected input vector and the selected unprocessed 
exemplar vector (step 414), thereby shifting the location of 
the selected unprocessed exemplar vector closer to the 
selected input vector (as indicated by the arroWs in FIG. 5). 
For example, if ni and mi represent a vector component of an 
exemplar vector and an input vector, respectively, the adjust 
ment to ni Will be nupdatedni+0t(mi—ni). 

[0036] This adjusting step 414 Will be referred to as vector 
“updating” in the descriptions beloW of the vector separation 
234 and vector consolidation 236. If the exemplar counter is 
not yet zero (step 416), the exemplar counter is decremented 
(step 418) and the process repeats by applying the same 
selected input vector to a neWly selected exemplar vector 
(steps 410-416). If the exemplar counter has reached zero, a 
determination is made Whether the selected input vector has 
been applied to all of the exemplar vectors (step 420). If not, 
the input vector is decremented (step 422), a neW input 
vector is selected (step 406) and the process repeats (steps 
408-422) until all of the input vectors have been applied to 
all of the exemplar vectors during the current epoch (as 
illustrated generically in FIG. 6). Then, a determination is 
made Whether the vectors are to be processed through 
further epochs (step 424). If so, the epoch counter is dec 
remented (step 426) and the process repeats (steps 404-424) 
until the epoch counter reaches zero, at Which time global 
conditioning is complete (step 428). It should be noted that 
the order of some of the above described steps may be 
reversed or changed, With appropriate modi?cations to later 
steps in the process. It should also be noted that the fraction 
(x1 need not be a constant but may be adjusted as the global 
conditioning progresses, thereby automatically ?ne tuning 
the process. 
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[0037] In a second stage, vector separation 234, of the 
ANN 230, the conditioned exemplar vectors undergo further 
processing. Referring to the How chart of FIG. 7, beginning 
With the ending con?guration of conditioned exemplar vec 
tors (step 700; see also FIG. 8), an epoch counter is 
initialiZed (step 702) to the number of epochs over Which 
each unprocessed exemplar vector is to be processed during 
vector separation. A vector counter is similarly initialiZed 
(step 704) to the number of input vectors used in the process. 
An input vector (such as lo) is selected (step 706). Next, the 
distance from the selected input vector to each exemplar 
vector is calculated (step 708). The distance may be calcu 
lated as the Euclidean distance, such as by ?nding the square 
root of the sum of the squares of the difference of each of the 
n components of the tWo vectors. The exemplar vector 
Which is the closest to the selected input vector is selected 
(step 710) as are the tWo exemplar vectors Which adjoin the 
selected exemplar vector (step 712). In FIG. 8, exemplar 
vector E] is closest to the selected input vector lo; the tWo 
adjoining vectors are EO and E2. These three exemplar 
vectors are updated (step 714) using an adjustment factor (x2 
Which may be the same or different from the adjustment 
factor al used during global conditioning. The adjustment 
factor may itself also be adjusted as the epochs continue. If 
the vector counter has not yet reached Zero (step 716), the 
counter is decremented (step 718) and the process is 
repeated With a neW input vector (steps 706-718). If the 
vector counter has reached Zero, a determination is made 
Whether the process is to be performed through further 
epochs (step 720). If so, the epoch counter is decremented 
(step 722) and the process repeats (steps 704-720) until the 
epoch counter reaches Zero, at Which time the vector sepa 
ration ends (step 724). 

[0038] In a third, vector consolidation 236, of the ANN 
230, the separated exemplar vectors undergo still further 
processing. Referring to the How chart of FIG. 9, beginning 
With the ending con?guration of separated exemplar vectors 
(step 900; see also FIG. 10), an epoch counter is initialiZed 
(step 902) to the number of epochs over Which separated 
exemplar vectors are to be processed during vector consoli 
dation. A vector counter is similarly initialiZed (step 904) to 
the number of input vectors used in the process. An input 
vector (such as I0) is then selected (step 906) and the 
distance from the selected input vector to each exemplar 
vector is calculated (step 908). As before, the distance may 
be calculated as the Euclidean distance betWeen the selected 
input vector and an exemplar vector. The exemplar vector 
Which is the closest to the selected input vector is selected 
(step 910); in FIG. 10, exemplar vector E] is closest to the 
selected input vector IO. The closest exemplar vector is 
updated (step 912) using an adjustment factor (x3 Which may 
be the same or different from the adjustment factors (x1 and 
(x2 used during global conditioning and vector separation. 
Similarly, the adjustment factor may itself be adjusted as the 
epochs continue. If the vector counter has not yet reached 
Zero (step 914), the counter is decremented (step 916) and 
the process is repeated With a different input vector (steps 
906-916). If the vector counter has reached Zero, a deter 
mination is made Whether the process is to be performed 
through further epochs (step 918). If so, the epoch counter 
is decremented (step 920) and the process repeats (steps 
904-920) until the epoch counter reaches Zero, at Which time 
vector consolidation ends (step 922) With a ?nal alignment 
of the J exemplar vectors With the M input vectors, as 
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illustrated in FIG. 11. In this ?nal alignment, each exemplar 
vector Will have moved to the approximate mean squared 
center of a group of input vectors, thereby associating each 
exemplar vector With a group of input vectors Which repre 
sent a state or condition of the system to be evaluated. Thus, 
each exemplar vector is an approximate model for one 
particular system state. 

[0039] The ?naliZed exemplar vectors processed through 
the ANN 230 are then recorded or stored, such as in a 
database 240. 

System Evaluation 

[0040] FIG. 12 is a block diagram ofa system 1200 to be 
evaluated and provides an overvieW of the evaluation pro 
cess. State models 1212, in the form of the exemplar vectors 
previously obtained, are stored in a memory 1210 of the 
system 1200. One or more limit values 1214 are also stored 
in the memory 1210. Parameter values obtained from the 
system during its operation are processed by a processor 
1220 to generate an n-tuple trial vector. The processor 1220 
may include a module 1222 to select Which of the opera 
tional parameters are actually included as components in the 
trial vector. For example, of 17 FIR taps in the exemplary 
storage drive, three or four of the most signi?cant may be 
selected for further processing. And, as in the case of 
exemplar vector creation described above, pre-processing 
1224 may be performed to remove ambiguities. The selected 
parameters are then used to create a trial vector 1226 Which 
is preferably normalized 1228 to the same magnitude to 
Which the exemplar vectors are normalized. 

[0041] The trial vector and the exemplar vectors 1212 are 
input to a distance calculator 1230 Which calculates the 
distance betWeen the trial vector and each exemplar vector 
and determines Which exemplar is the least distance to the 
trial vector. In FIG. 13, the exemplar vector E1 is closest to 
the trial vector Vt. The minimum distance (that is, the 
distance betWeen the trial vector and the closest exemplar 
vector, also knoWn as the “activation value”) is output and 
compared in a comparator 1240 With a ?rst predetermined 
limit value 1214. If the minimum distance is less than the 
limit value, the operational parameters may be considered 
valid and representative of the current state of the system 
1200. The minimum distance indicates the degree of simi 
larity betWeen the trial vector and the closes exemplar 
vector. A high degree of similarity to an exemplar vector 
Which represents a “good” system indicates that the current 
state of the system is most likely also “good”. Conversely, 
a high degree of similarity to an exemplar vector Which 
represents an “unacceptable” system indicates that the cur 
rent state of the system is most likely also “unacceptable”. 
Moreover, if the minimum distance is greater than the 
predetermined limit, the operational parameters may be 
considered invalid. The evaluation result may be rejected 
and the system directed to repeat the evaluation, post an 
error or log the event for later referral by a technician. 
Additionally, if the minimum distance is greater than the 
predetermined limit but the operational parameters are, in 
fact, determined to be valid, the trial vector may itself be 
recorded and included With the exemplar vectors as a model 
representing a previously unrepresented state of the system 
1200. 

[0042] Even more speci?c evaluation may also be per 
formed. For example, if the minimum distance or activation 
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value is less than a second predetermined limit (Which is less 
than the ?rst limit), the activation value may be logged. If 
the minimum activation value is greater than the second 
predetermined limit, a system calibration or other compa 
rable operation may be initiated. And, if the activation value 
is greater than a third predetermined limit (Which is greater 
than the second limit), an alarm may be activated. 

EXAMPLE 

[0043] FIG. 14 is a block diagram of a data storage drive 
1400, such as a magnetic tape drive, optical disc drive, 
magnetic disk drive or the like. A transducer 1402 detects 
transitions representing stored data and recorded on a media, 
such as magnetic tape, an optical disc or a magnetic disk, 
and converts the transitions into an analog signal. Typically, 
a pre-amp 1404 boosts the amplitude of the signal Which is 
then processed by a variable gain ampli?er 1406 under the 
control of a processor or controller 1418. A sampler, such as 
an analog-to-digital converter 1410 converts the analog 
signal into a digital signal. A signal processor, such as an 
adaptive equalizer 1420, may be used to shape the signal 
before a detector 1412, such as a sampled amplitude 
sequence detector, detects likely transition sequences. The 
detector 1412 sends the sequences to a decoder Which 
reproduces the original data and transmits it to a host device. 

[0044] As is knoWn, the equalizer 1420 operates by apply 
ing a number n of coef?cients CO-Cn_l to the input signal 
delayed by delay registers 1422O-1422n_l through multipli 
ers 1422O-1422n_1. The resulting n signals are summed in a 
summer 1426 before being transmitted to the detector 1412. 
Through a feedback process, the controller 1418 adaptively 
adjusts the coef?cients to optimize the signal. In order to 
evaluate the performance of the equalizer 1400, the coeffi 
cient values (operational parameters) may be sent to the 
processor 1220 (FIG. 12) and converted into a trial vector in 
the manner described above. 

[0045] The controller 1408, or other comparable compo 
nent, includes or accesses a memory 1416 in Which are 
stored the exemplar vectors created as described above and 
Which represent models of various possible states of the 
drive 1400. In operation, programmed instructions direct the 
processor or controller 1418 to calculate the distance 
betWeen the trial vector and each stored exemplar vector. 
The exemplar vector Which is the closest to the trial vector 
most closely represents the current state or condition of the 
drive 1400. 

[0046] The objects of the invention have been fully real 
ized through the embodiments disclosed herein. Those 
skilled in the art Will appreciate that the various aspects of 
the invention may be achieved through different embodi 
ments Without departing from the essential function of the 
invention. The particular embodiments are illustrative and 
not meant to limit the scope of the invention as set forth in 
the folloWing claims. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A method for detecting a state of a system, comprising: 

generating a plurality J of n-tuple exemplar vectors rep 
resentative of potential states of a system; 

operating the system; 
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generating an n-tuple trial vector from n parameters 
representing an actual state of the system; 

of the J exemplar vectors, identifying an exemplar vector 
K Which is closest to the trial vector, the distance from 
the trial vector to the identi?ed exemplar vector K 
being an activation value; 

Whereby, if the activation value is less than a ?rst prede 
termined value, the actual state of the system is char 
acterized by the exemplar vector K. 

2. The method of claim 1, Wherein generating the exem 
plar vectors comprises: 

initializing a plurality J of n-tuple unprocessed exemplar 
vectors With random values; 

globally conditioning the J unprocessed exemplar vectors; 

separating the conditioned exemplars; and 

consolidating the separated exemplar vectors. 
3. The method of claim 2, Wherein globally conditioning 

the J unprocessed exemplar vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying a plurality M of input vectors to the 
J unprocessed exemplar vectors; 

updating the J unprocessed exemplar vectors by a factor 
of (X1, and 

repeating the applying and updating steps over a prede 
termined number el of epochs. 

4. The method of claim 2, Wherein separating the condi 
tioned vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying the plurality M of input vectors to 
the J conditioned exemplar vectors; 

of the J conditioned exemplar vectors, selecting the con 
ditioned exemplar vector Which is closest to the cur 
rently applied input vector; 

updating the selected conditioned exemplar vector and a 
predetermined number of adjoining conditioned exem 
plar vectors by a factor of (x2; and 

repeating the applying, selecting and updating steps over 
a predetermined number e2 of epochs. 

5. The method of claim 2, Wherein consolidating the 
separated vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying the plurality M of input vectors to 
the J separated exemplar vectors; 

of the J separated exemplar vectors, selecting the sepa 
rated exemplar vector Which is closest to the currently 
applied input vector; 

updating the selected conditioned exemplar vector by a 
factor of (x3; and 

repeating the applying, selecting and updating steps over 
a predetermined number e3 of epochs. 

6. The method of claim 1, further comprising normalizing 
each unprocessed exemplar vector and the trial vector to a 
predetermined magnitude. 

7. The method of claim 1, Wherein identifying the exem 
plar vector K Which is closest to the trial vector comprises 
calculating the Euclidean distance betWeen each exemplar 
vector and the trial vector. 
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8. The method of claim 1, whereby, if the activation value 
is greater than the ?rst predetermined value, the trial vector 
is invalid. 

9. The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

if the activation value is less than a second predetermined 
value, the second predetermined value being less than 
the ?rst predetermined value, logging the activation 
value; 

if the activation value is greater than the second prede 
termined value, initiating a system calibration; and 

if the activation value is greater than a third predeter 
mined value, the third predetermined value being 
greater than the second predetermined value and less 
than the ?rst predetermined value, setting an alarm. 

10. A method for detecting a state of a system, compris 
1ng: 

operating the system; 

generating an n-tuple trial vector from n parameters 
representing an actual state of the system; 

retrieving a plurality of n-tuple exemplar vectors from a 
system memory, each exemplar vector representing a 
potential state of the system; and 

of the J exemplar vectors, identifying an exemplar vector 
K Which is closest to the trial vector, the distance from 
the trial vector to the identi?ed exemplar vector K 
being an activation value; 

Whereby, if the activation value is less than a ?rst prede 
termined value, the actual state of the system is char 
acteriZed by the exemplar vector K. 

11. The method of claim 10, further comprising normal 
iZing the trial vector to a predetermined magnitude. 

12. The method of claim 10, Wherein determining Which 
exemplar vector K is closest to the trial vector comprises 
calculating the Euclidean distance betWeen each exemplar 
vector and the trial vector. 

13. The method of claim 10, Whereby, if the activation 
value is greater than the ?rst predetermined value, the trial 
vector is invalid. 

14. The method of claim 10, further comprising: 

if the activation value is less than a second predetermined 
value, the second predetermined value being less than 
the ?rst predetermined value, logging the activation 
value; 

if the activation value is greater than the second prede 
termined value, initiating a system calibration; and 

if the activation value is greater than a third predeter 
mined value, the third predetermined value being 
greater than the second predetermined value and less 
than the ?rst predetermined value, setting an alarm. 

15. An apparatus for detecting a condition of a system, 
comprising: 

a memory operable to store a plurality J of n-tuple 
exemplar vectors representative of potential states of a 
system; 

the memory further operable to store a ?rst predetermined 
value; 
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an input coupled to receive a plurality n of current 
parameter values from the system; 

means for generating an n-tuple trial vector from the n 
parameter values; 

a processor operable to determine a distance betWeen the 
trial vector and each exemplar vector; 

the processor further operable to identify an exemplar 
vector K Which is the least distance to the trial vector, 
the least distance comprising an activation value; and 

a comparator operable to compare the activation value 
With the ?rst predetermined value, Whereby if the 
activation value is less than the ?rst predetermined 
value, the current state of the system is characterized by 
the exemplar vector K. 

16. The apparatus of claim 15, the means for generating 
the trial vector further operable to normaliZe the trial vector 
to a predetermined magnitude. 

17. The apparatus of claim 15, Wherein the processor is 
further operable to calculate the Euclidean distance betWeen 
each exemplar vector and the trial vector. 

18. The apparatus of claim 15, Whereby, if the activation 
value is greater than the ?rst predetermined value, the trial 
vector is invalid. 

19. The apparatus of claim 15, the comparator further 
operable to: 

compare the activation value With a second predetermined 
value, the second predetermined value being less than 
the ?rst predetermined value, and if the activation value 
is less than the second predetermined value, log the 
activation value and if the activation value is greater 
than the second predetermined value, initiate a system 
calibration; and 

compare the activation value With a third predetermined 
value, the third predetermined value being greater than 
the second predetermined value and less than the ?rst 
predetermined value, and if the activation value is 
greater than the third predetermined value, set an alarm. 

20. A model for indicating a current state of a system, 
comprising: 

plurality J of n-tuple exemplar vectors stored in a system 
memory and representative of potential states of a 
system; 

inputs for receiving n current parameter values from a 
system; and 

a routine stored in the memory and adapted to be imple 
mented on a system processor to generate a trial vector 
from the n parameter values, compare the trial vector 
With each of the exemplar vectors and output an 
indication of a current state of the system based on the 
exemplar vector closest to the trial vector. 

21. The model of claim 20, the routine further adapted to 
normaliZe the trial vector to a predetermined magnitude. 

22. The model of claim 20, Wherein the routine is further 
adapted to compare the trial vector With each of the exem 
plar vectors by calculating the Euclidean distance betWeen 
the trial vector and each of the exemplar vectors and identify 
the exemplar vector K Which has the least distance to the 
trial vector, the least distance comprising an activation 
value. 
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23. The model of claim 22, wherein the routine is further 
adapted to indicate that the trial vector is invalid if the 
activation value is greater than a ?rst predetermined value. 

24. The model of claim 22, Wherein the routine is further 
adapted to: 

log the activation value if the activation value is less than 
a second predetermined value, the second predeter 
mined value being less than the ?rst predetermined 
value; 

initiate a system calibration if the activation value is 
greater than the second predetermined value; and 

set an alarm if the activation value is greater than a third 
predetermined value, the third predetermined value 
being greater than the second predetermined value and 
less than the ?rst predetermined value. 

25. The model of claim 20, Wherein the exemplar vectors 
each comprise n components, each component representing 
a value of a system parameter, assembled into an unproc 
essed exemplar vector. 

26. The model of claim 25, Wherein the unprocessed 
exemplar vectors are processed by being globally condi 
tioned, separated and consolidated. 

27. A method for creating exemplar vectors representative 
of potential states of a system, comprising: 

initialiZing a plurality J of n-tuple unprocessed exemplar 
vectors With random values; 

globally conditioning the J unprocessed exemplar vectors; 
separating the conditioned exemplars; and 

consolidating the separated exemplar vectors. 
28. The method of claim 27, Wherein globally condition 

ing the J unprocessed exemplar vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying a plurality M of input vectors to the 
J unprocessed exemplar vectors; 

updating the J unprocessed exemplar vectors by a factor 
of (X1, and 

repeating the applying and updating steps over a prede 
termined number el of epochs. 

29. The method of claim 27, Wherein separating the 
conditioned vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying the plurality M of input vectors to 
the J conditioned exemplar vectors; 

of the J conditioned exemplar vectors, selecting the con 
ditioned exemplar vector Which is closest to the cur 
rently applied input vector; 

updating the selected conditioned exemplar vector and a 
predetermined number of adjoining conditioned exem 
plar vectors by a factor of (x2; and 

repeating the applying, selecting and updating steps over 
a predetermined number e2 of epochs. 

30. The method of claim 27, Wherein consolidating the 
separated vectors comprises: 

sequentially applying the plurality M of input vectors to 
the J separated exemplar vectors; 
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of the J separated exemplar vectors, selecting the sepa 
rated exemplar vector Which is closest to the currently 
applied input vector; 

updating the selected conditioned exemplar vector by a 
factor of (x3; and 

repeating the applying, selecting and updating steps over 
a predetermined number e3 of epochs. 

31. The method of claim 27, further comprising normal 
iZing each unprocessed exemplar vector to a predetermined 
magnitude. 

32. A computer program product of a computer readable 
medium usable With a programmable computer, the com 
puter program product having computer-readable code 
embodied therein for detecting a state of a system, the 
computer-readable code comprising instructions for: 

operating the system; 

generating an n-tuple trial vector from n parameters 
representing an actual state of the system; 

retrieving a plurality of n-tuple exemplar vectors from a 
system memory, each exemplar vector representing a 
potential state of the system; and 

of the J exemplar vectors, identifying an exemplar vector 
K Which is closest to the trial vector, the distance from 
the trial vector to the identi?ed exemplar vector K 
being an activation value; 

Whereby, if the activation value is less than a ?rst prede 
termined value, the actual state of the system is char 
acteriZed by the exemplar vector K. 

33. The computer program product of claim 32, Wherein 
the instructions further comprise instruction for normalizing 
the trial vector to a predetermined magnitude. 

34. The computer program product of claim 32, Wherein 
the instructions for determining Which exemplar vector K is 
closest to the trial vector comprise instructions for calculat 
ing the Euclidean distance betWeen each exemplar vector 
and the trial vector. 

35. The computer program product of claim 32, Whereby, 
if the activation value is greater than the ?rst predetermined 
value, the trial vector is invalid. 

36. The computer program product of claim 32, Wherein 
the instructions further comprise instructions for: 

logging the activation value if the activation value is less 
than a second predetermined value, the second prede 
termined value being less than the ?rst predetermined 
value; 

initiating a system calibration if the activation value is 
greater than the second predetermined value; and 

setting an alarm if the activation value is greater than a 
third predetermined value, the third predetermined 
value being greater than the second predetermined 
value and less than the ?rst predetermined value. 


