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Development of Preventive Maintenance Technique using Data Analysis
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Appropriate preventive maintenance is very important to ensure a reliable operation of our product for long time. Our
products, which include plants and industrial equipment, are large systems and they are used all over the world. Preventive
maintenance of such products requires a technology that can automatically detect anomalies and that is easy to implement no
matter how many products have to be monitored. After developing data analysis technology for preventive maintenance, we
evaluated the performance of the methodology using data from real products. As a result, the proposed method showed better
anomaly detection performance than the limit-check method. This paper presents the proposed anomaly detection method and

the results of the evaluation using data from real products.
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Fig. 1 [Illustration of a loss of correlation between two variables
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