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(57) ABSTRACT

A cooperative diagnostic and prognosis system for generating
a prognosis of at least one component in a vehicle. An in-
vehicle diagnostic unit determines a diagnostic signature of
the component each time an occurrence of a condition is
triggered and transmits the diagnostic signature to an off-
board diagnostic unit. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit deter-
mines a SOH of the component and a rate-of-change in the
SOH of'the component. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit deter-
mines whether the rate-of-change in the SOH is greater than
a threshold. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit requests addi-
tional information from the vehicle in response to the rate-of-
change in the SOH being greater than the threshold. The
additional information relating to operating parameter data
associated with the component. The off-vehicle diagnostic
unit receives the requested information and predicts a time-
to-failure of the component.

21 Claims, 2 Drawing Sheets
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1
CO-OPERATIVE ON-BOARD AND
OFF-BOARD COMPONENT AND SYSTEM
DIAGNOSIS AND PROGNOSIS

BACKGROUND OF INVENTION

An embodiment relates generally to remote vehicle diag-
nostics and prognostics.

Vehicles include monitoring systems which utilize sensor
data and operating parameter data for determining whether a
component or system is operating properly. Some controllers
within the vehicle include diagnostic which analyze the
sensed data and determine the health of a system. Examples
of such systems may include battery monitoring systems
which may determine the state-of-health of a battery or fuel
delivery systems. In such cases, the vehicle must maintain all
sensed data in memory for analyzing and determining the
state-of-health of the system particularly if history data is
utilized. In such cases, this requires that a sufficient amount of
memory and sufficient processing power is used to process
the data.

Off-board diagnostic and prognostic systems are utilized to
remotely diagnose and predict faults occurring in vehicles.
The advantages of off-board diagnostic systems are that these
systems are not typically limited by storage space and can
accommodate cooling systems for ventilation where high
speed processors are utilized. The disadvantage of such sys-
tems is that there is a constant transmission of large amounts
of data between the vehicle and the off-board diagnostic
system where much of the data may not be utilized. Such a
data dump creates inefficiencies and slows down the system.

SUMMARY OF INVENTION

An advantage of an embodiment is the prognosis of a
component or system of a vehicle by cooperatively utilizing
both on-board and off-board diagnostic units. A degradation
signature of a component or system is determined by an
on-board processor upon an occurrence of a triggering con-
dition. The triggering condition may be a time-triggered con-
dition or may be an event-triggered condition. The degrada-
tion signature is determined and transmitted to the off-board
diagnostic unit each time the triggered condition occurs. The
off-board diagnostic unit determines and analyzes a state-of-
health and either modifies the triggered conditions (e.g.,
increasing the frequency for determining the degradation sig-
nature) or requests additional information (e.g., operating
parameter data) for performing a more in-depth analysis of
the monitored component/system for determining a progno-
sis of the time-to-failure.

An embodiment contemplates a cooperative diagnostic
system for generating a prognosis of at least one component
in a vehicle. An in-vehicle diagnostic unit determines a deg-
radation signature of the at least one component each time an
occurrence of a condition is triggered. An off-vehicle diag-
nostic unit receives the degradation signature and determines
a state-of-health of the at least one component as a function of
the degradation signature. The determined degradation sig-
nature of the at least one component is wirelessly transmitted
to the off-vehicle diagnostic unit upon the occurrence of the
triggered condition. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit deter-
mines a rate-of-change in the state-of-health ofthe at least one
component. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit determines
whether the rate-of-change in the state-of-health is greater
than a threshold. The off-vehicle diagnostic unit requests
additional information from the vehicle in response to the
rate-of-change in the state-of-health being greater than the
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threshold. The additional information relates to operating
parameter data associated with the at least one component.
The off-vehicle diagnostic unit receives the requested infor-
mation and predicts a time-to-failure of the at least one com-
ponent.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

FIG. 1is a block diagram enhanced diagnosis and progno-
sis system.

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of a method for predicting a time-to-
failure.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

There is shown in FIG. 1 a vehicle 10 in communication
with a telematics center 12. The vehicle 10 and the telematics
center 12 communicate through a wireless link. The telemat-
ics center 12 is also in communication with off-board diag-
nostic unit 14. The off-board diagnostic unit 14 monitors and
generates a prognosis of at least one monitored component 15
based on information provided from the vehicle 10.

The vehicle 10 includes an on-board diagnostic unit 16 for
determining a degradation signature of the monitored com-
ponent 15. It should be understood that although the term
“component” is used herein, the monitoring and prognosis
may apply to any device, circuit, microcontroller, control
unit, sensor, actuator, module, subsystem, or system within
the vehicle. Degradation signature characterizes and quanti-
fies a size or level of degradation associated with the compo-
nent. The degradation signature can be represented as a scaled
number, a vector, a graph, or other like representation. The
on-board diagnostic unit 16 is connected to a storage database
18, a plurality of sensors 20, control units 22, and analytical
tools 24 within the vehicle. Each of the respective devices
coupled to the on-board diagnostic unit 16 provide data relat-
ing to the operation of the component 15 for determining the
degradation signature of the component 15. For example, data
from sensors may include, but is not limited to, voltages,
current, speed, and flow rates. Electronic control units may
collect data, diagnostic trouble codes (DTCs), parameter
data, or may formulate a diagnosis of a respective component
15 or system which may be used in determining the degrada-
tion signature (e.g., a battery control module may determine
a state-of-charge of a battery that can be used for determining
a state-of-health of the battery). In addition, analytical tools
such as diagnostic reasoners may be utilized for identifying
the degradation signature.

The on-board diagnostic unit 16 utilizes data from the
various in-vehicle devices for determining a degradation sig-
nature of the monitored component 15. The degradation sig-
nature of a component 15 is often determined by analyzing a
current condition of the component 15 in comparison to the
component’s ideal condition. The specific parameters that are
used to analyze the degradation signature may be specific to
each monitored component 15.

The on-board diagnostic unit 16 determines the degrada-
tion signature of the component 15 based on a trigger condi-
tion. The trigger condition may occur in response to a time-
triggered condition or an event-triggered condition. In a time-
triggered condition, the degradation signature is determined
when a frequency of time or a frequency of the condition
occurring. That is, the degradation signature is determined
based on a periodic schedule. A periodic schedule may
include a straight forward timing (e.g., every 72 hours) or may
be cyclic (e.g., every n-number of engine start cycles). Under
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an event-triggered condition, the degradation signature is
determined based on an occurrence of the event (e.g., when-
ever the vehicle is started).

After a degradation signature is determined based on the
trigger condition, the degradation signature is wirelessly
transmitted to the oft-board diagnostic unit 14 via the telemat-
ics center 12. The telematics center 12 may utilize a wireless
communication system that includes, but is not limited to, an
ad-hoc communication network for relaying information
between the on-board diagnostic unit 16 and the off-board
diagnostic unit 14.

The off-board diagnostic unit 14 includes a storage data-
base 26 for storing the degradation signature and other infor-
mation received by the on-board diagnostic unit 16. The
off-board diagnostic unit 14 is connected to a fault model and
diagnostic reasoner 28 and other analytical tools 30 which
assist in isolating the root cause of the fault and facilitating a
prognosis of the monitored component 15.

The off-board diagnostic unit 14 receives the degradation
signature from the on-board diagnostic unit 16 and deter-
mines a state-of-health (SOH) of the monitored device. The
SOH and associated degradation signature and data are stored
in the storage database 26. The off-board diagnostic unit 14
determines a rate-of-change in the SOH of'the component 15.
The rate-of-change may include two consecutive received
SOH determinations, a selected group of the SOH determi-
nations, or the entire history of the received SOH determina-
tions. The rate-of-change is preferably generated as an abso-
lute value result thereby compensating for negative values.
The rate-of-change in the SOH is compared to one or more
thresholds. The various thresholds represent the severity of
the condition of the component 15, and based on the severity,
determinations are made whether additional information is
required or a modification as to the frequency in the monitor-
ing of the SOH should be made. For example, the rate-of-
change in the SOH is compared to a first threshold for iden-
tifying a severity level. Based on a severity level, additional
information may be needed to further assess the SOH and
time-to-failure. Under such conditions, the off-board diag-
nostic module 14 requests additional information from the
vehicle 10 for generating a prognosis of the time-to-failure.
The additional information may include operating parameter
data associated with the at least one component 15. Operating
parameter data may include, but is not limited to, snapshots of
system parameters such as signature fault information volt-
age, current, pressure, flow rates, additional SOH related
data, DTCs, and parameter identification data (PIDs). The
off-board diagnostic unit 14 may select which additional
information should be provided from the vehicle 10. There-
fore, the off-board diagnostic unit 14 receives only that infor-
mation that it deems pertinent for determining the time-to-
failure of the component 15 as opposed to receiving non-
essential data. The thresholds may be generated based on
history data and may be adaptively modified based on ongo-
ing collected data. For example, for anew production vehicle,
data may be extensively collected from the vehicle itself
and/or collectively from a fleet of vehicles of the same model
vehicle for generating the baseline thresholds. After the base-
line thresholds are established, data may be collected at a
lesser rate for detecting whether any shifts have occurred in
the data (e.g., due to aging of the vehicle or increased mile-
age) which would require that thresholds be adaptively modi-
fied. Moreover, the thresholds may be adaptively modified
when taking into consideration past diagnoses where false-
positives and false-negatives occurred.

If the rate-of-change in the SOH is not of a severity level
that requires additional information for assessing the time-to-
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failure of the component 15, the SOH is compared to a second
threshold. Under such conditions, the off-board diagnostic
module 14 determines whether the frequency of the degrada-
tion signature provided by the on-board diagnostic module 10
should be increased. For example, the severity level does not
warrant determining a time-to-failure; however, the rate-of-
change in the SOH shows signs of degradation for which the
SOH should be monitored more frequently that what is cur-
rently performed. Therefore, the frequency of the degradation
signature as generated and reported to the off-board diagnos-
tic unit 14 is increased. This may be performed by shortening
the interval between the transmissions of the degradation
signature or increasing a duty cycle at which the degradation
signature is provided.

If the rate-of-change in the SOH is not of a level that
requires a change in the frequency of the reported degradation
signature, then the system will continue to transmit the deg-
radation signature at the current transmission rate. This would
indicate that the component 15 is operating properly and
degradation is as expected.

Alternatively, the on-board diagnostic unit 16 may autono-
mously transmit the degradation signature if the on-board
diagnostic unit 16 determines that the degradation signature
is severely degraded beyond a respective operating threshold.
In such a case, it is unwarranted to wait until the timing event
occurs; rather, due to the severity of the degradation signature
as determined by the on-board diagnostics, the degradation
signature is transmitted immediately.

Referring to the condition where the severity level requires
additional data, after receiving the additional information and
determining a time-to-failure, the time-to-failure is commu-
nicated to the user of the vehicle using a respective mode of
communication 32. The mode of communication 32 may
include, but is not limited to, cell phone communication 34,
internet-based communications 36, or any other wireless
communication 38. Moreover, notification to the user of the
time-to-failure may be communicated through a third party
such as dealership service department. In block 39, the infor-
mation is output to the user using an output device or vehicle
interface device.

FIG. 2 illustrates a flowchart of a method for predicting a
time-to-failure. In step 40, parameter data is collected by the
vehicle. Sensors and other devices monitor the vehicle oper-
ating conditions for a component, subsystem, and system.

In step 41, the parameter data is collected and stored in a
memory storage device. The memory storage device may be
integral to the on-board diagnostic unit, may be an indepen-
dent vehicle-based storage database separate from the on-
board diagnostic unit, or may be a shared storage database.

In step 42, a degradation signature of the monitored com-
ponent is determined.

In step 43, a determination is made whether the degrada-
tion signature is less than an operating threshold. If the deg-
radation signature is less than an operating threshold, then
degradation signature is immediately transmitted to the oft-
board diagnostic unit in step 44. If the degradation signature
is greater than an operating threshold, then the on-board
diagnostic unit communicates the degradation signature to
the off-board diagnostic unit upon the occurrence of the trig-
gered condition in step 45. It should be understood that the
degradation signature may be determined by the on-board
diagnostic system more frequently than the scheduled trans-
mission based on the triggered condition.

In step 46, the off-board diagnostic unit receives the deg-
radation signature and determines the SOH of the monitored
device. The off-board diagnostic unit determines a rate-of-
change in the SOH based on the cumulative SOH stored in the
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off-vehicle storage database. The rate-of-change may be
based off of any number of SOH determinations maintained
in the storage database. For example, the rate-of-change may
bebased on the last two SOH determinations, or may be based
a select number of SOH determinations within a respective
time frame, or may include the entire history of SOH deter-
minations maintained in the storage database for the moni-
tored component

In step 47, the off-board diagnostic unit compares the rate-
of-change in the SOH to a first threshold. If the rate-of-change
is less than the first threshold, then a determination is made
that the rate-of-change has degraded but not to a severity level
that requires that a time-to-failure be generated. In response
to the rate-of-change being less than the first threshold, the
routine proceeds to step 48.

In step 48, a determination is made whether the rate-of-
change in the SOH is less than a second threshold. If the
determination is made that the rate-of-change is less than the
second threshold, then the routine proceeds to step 49 where
no modifications are made in the monitoring process. This
indicates that the component is operating properly and no
adjustments are made to the frequency at which the degrada-
tion signature is transmitted. If the determination is made that
the rate-of-change in the SOH is not less than the second
threshold, then the routine proceeds to step 50.

In step 50, in response to the determination that the rate-
of-change in the SOH is not less than the second threshold,
the trigger condition is modified. This may include moditying
the frequency at which the degradation signature is transmit-
ted to the off-board diagnostic unit. Moditying the frequency
may include increasing the duty cycle time at which the
degradation signature is transmitted or changing the event
which provides increases the rate at which the degradation
signature is transmitted. For example, if the degradation sig-
nature is determined every ten ignitions starts, then the fre-
quency may be changed to every five ignition starts.

Referring again to step 47, if the rate of change in the SOH
is less than the first threshold, then the routine proceeds to
step 51. In step 51, a determination is made that the SOH has
degraded significantly where additional analysis of the oper-
ating condition of the component is required beyond that of
the degradation signature is provided by the on-board diag-
nostic unit, and the off-board diagnostic unit requests addi-
tional information from the vehicle. The additional informa-
tion is communicated through the telematics center. The
additional information may include specific operating param-
eters relating to the operation of the component. The purpose
of requesting specific parameters is to allow the off-board
diagnostic unit to analyze only that information that it deems
necessary to further assess the SOH of the component. Per-
forming a data dump on non-essential information would
create inefficiencies in transmitting the data if a large amount
of'data is transmitted and would result in the processor sorting
through the data for determining which information is perti-
nent. Such inefficiencies create delays in its assessment of the
component, particularly if the SOH health for multiple com-
ponents is being assessed.

In step 52, a severity of the SOH is determined based on the
additional data supplied by the vehicle.

In step 53, a fault model and diagnostic reasoner is utilized
for determining the expected fault and root cause. In addition,
trend analysis from past history of failed components and
other analytical tools may be utilized to predict a time-to-
failure.

In step 54, a time-to-failure is generated. The time-to-
failure may provide the detailed information regarding the
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component, what the potential cause of the fault is, and the
expected remaining useful life for the component.

In step 55, the time-to-failure information is output to the
user. The information may be output utilizing various meth-
ods which include, cell phones, text messages, email, web-
based communications, other wireless communications,
vehicle interface device, or through a dealership notification
program. Moreover, the time-to-failure may be communi-
cated through the telematics center.

While certain embodiments of the present invention have
been described in detail, those familiar with the art to which
this invention relates will recognize various alternative
designs and embodiments for practicing the invention as
defined by the following claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A cooperative diagnostic system for generating a prog-
nosis of at least one component in a vehicle, the system
comprising:

an in-vehicle diagnostic unit determining a degradation

signature of the at least one component each time an
occurrence of a condition is triggered; and

an off-vehicle diagnostic unit receiving the degradation

signature and determining a state-of-health ofthe at least
one component as a function of the degradation signa-
ture;

wherein the determined degradation signature of the at

least one component is wirelessly transmitted to the
oft-vehicle diagnostic unit upon the occurrence of the
triggered condition, the off-vehicle diagnostic unit
determining a rate-of-change in the state-of-health of the
at least one component, the off-vehicle diagnostic unit
determining whether the rate-of-change in the state-of-
health is greater than a threshold, the oft-vehicle diag-
nostic unit requesting additional information from the
vehicle in response to the rate-of-change in the state-of-
health being greater than the threshold, the additional
information relating to operating parameter data associ-
ated with the at least one component, the off-vehicle
diagnostic unit receiving the requested information and
predicting a time-to-failure of the at least one compo-
nent.

2. The system of claim 1 wherein each determined state-
of-health is stored in an off-vehicle diagnostic unit memory,
wherein the off-vehicle diagnostic unit collectively analyzes
the stored state-of-health determinations for determining the
rate-of-change in the state-of-health.

3. The system of claim 2 wherein the triggered condition
includes a time-triggered condition, wherein the off-board
diagnostic unit determines an increase in a frequency of the
timed condition based on a rate-of-change in the state-of-
health being greater than a second threshold.

4. The system of claim 3 wherein increasing the frequency
of the time triggered condition is based on an incremental
rate-of-change in the state-of-health between two state-of-
health determinations.

5. The system of claim 3 wherein increasing the frequency
of the time triggered condition is based on an incremental
rate-of-change in the state-of-health between two consecu-
tive state-of-health determinations.

6. The system of claim 3 wherein increasing the frequency
of the time-triggered condition is based on an incremental
rate-of-change in the state-of-health between a plurality of
state-of-health determinations.

7. The system of claim 2 wherein the triggered condition
includes an event-triggered condition that is based on an
occurrence of an event.
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8. The system of claim 2 wherein the on-board diagnostic
unit compares the determined degradation signature to an
operating threshold, and wherein diagnostic unit transmits
the determined degradation signature to the off-board diag-
nostic unit in response to the determined degradation signa-
ture being greater than the operating threshold.

9. The system of claim 1 further comprising a telematics
center, wherein messages from the vehicle are relayed to the
on-board diagnostic unit.

10. The system of claim 1 wherein the telematics center
relays messages from off-board diagnostic unit to the vehicle.

11. The system of claim 1 wherein the off-vehicle diagnos-
tic unit selects which additional information is requested
from the vehicle.

12. The system of claim 1 wherein the off-vehicle diagnos-
tic unit utilizes a diagnostic reasoner for predicting the fault in
the at least one component and predicting the time-to-failure.

13. The system of claim 1 wherein the off-vehicle diagnos-
tic unit utilizes a fault model for predicting the fault in the at
least one component and predicting the time-to-failure.

8

14. The system of claim 1 wherein the prognosis deter-
mined by the off-board diagnostic unit is output to a user of
the vehicle.

15. The system of claim 14 further comprising a texting
device for outputting the prognosis to the user.

16. The system of claim 14 further comprising a cell phone
for outputting the prognosis to the user.

17. The system of claim 14 further comprising a vehicle-
based output device for outputting the prognosis to the user.

18. The system of claim 14 wherein the prognosis is output
using email.

19. The system of claim 14 wherein a third party outputs
the prognosis to the user.

20. The system of claim 19 wherein the third party is a
vehicle dealership.

21. The system of claim 19 wherein the third party is a
telematics center.



