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Abstract

An analytical method of analyzing sensitivity is presented. It is shown that in a special case, when the
dynamical problem is described by differential equations (of any order) with constant coefficients, first and
second order semilogarithmic (semirelative) sensitivity functions can be determined analytically. The
method is applied to the practical problem of railway track vibration, with the intention of using it for the
identification of railway track model parameters in the future. The railway track model is an infinite beam
resting on multi-parameter viscoelastic subsoil.
© 2002 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The sensitivity of linear dynamic systems has been the subject of many research papers [1-3].
The range of possible uses of the sensitivity analysis is wide and includes such problems as: the
approximation of the solutions in the neighbourhood of a known solution, gradient method
optimization (including the identification problem) for specified objective functions and the
analysis of (measurement) error sensitivity [4]. Generally, the sensitivity problem in practical
dynamical cases is so complex that the only viable way of handling it is through computer
numerical analysis.

It will be shown here that in a special case, when the dynamical problem is described by
differential equations (of any order) with constant coefficients, first and second order sensitivity
functions can be determined in an analytical form. The only difficulty is the solution of the
characteristic equation. Since in the proposed method only characteristic equation root values are
needed, the equation can always be solved numerically (e.g., using the Mathematica software).
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The method is applied to the practical problem of railway track vibration, with the intention of
using the sensitivity function for the identification of railway track model parameters in the
future. In the identification procedure, the particularly interesting parameters are the ones which
are unkown and may have an influence on the capacity of the structure. Such design parameters
were chosen from a set of all the parameters. The influence of velocity, though the latter was not a
design parameter, was also analyzed. This parameter particularly affects the value of railroad
displacement and it is easy to control during the identification test. If too many parameters are
identified, the error of their identified values can be large. Therefore, the dynamic system
identification method requires that the model of the system should not be too complicated.

An infinitely long prismatic beam resting on multiparameter viscoelastic subsoil and loaded
with a set of moving forces was assumed as the optimal railway track model. Since the engine
moved with a constant velocity, only the stationary problem was considered in the identification
procedure. The assumption of stationarity allows a set of moving forces to be substituted for the
complicated engine model (a set of sprung and unsprung masses) [5].

The system vibration problem was solved by the Fourier transformation method. The
displacement function was obtained in an integral form. Using the residua theorem (the complex
function theory) the integral solution was transformed to a closed form. Then by applying
theorems concerning the calculation of implicit function derivatives an analytical form of the
semilogarithmic (semirelative) sensitivity function was obtained.

The semilogarithmic sensitivity function of quantity w with respect to b was defined by the
expression 0 w/0In b = b -0 w/0b (see also Egs. (12) and (13) and Refs. [2,5]). Owing to the use of
such functions it became possible to study the system’s sensitivity to parameter variation for
different dimensions and values of the parameters. The used semilogarithmic function indicates
what absolute increments of the displacement function will be for the same relative increments of
the design parameters. The sensitivity analysis method was tested for all the design parameters
and the results for three of them are presented graphically. The Mathematica software was used to
represent the results as three-dimensional graphs in order to facilitate sensitivity assessment.

2. Problem formulation

An infinite beam resting on a five-parameter elastic subsoil (Fig. 1) and subjected to load
p(x, 1) = Zj P;5(x — vt — u;) moving with constant velocity v was assumed as the track structure
model. This system in a stationary system of co-ordinates x, z is described by the following
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Fig. 1. Model of track structure with load.



P. Ruta, Z. Wojcicki | Journal of Sound and Vibration 266 (2003) 1-13 3

differential equation:

4 2 2 2 2.
EJ%—N%+W%ZP(X,Z)—(ICO w+ ¢ W)—i—kz%—i—@%, (1)
with boundary conditions w— 0 and dw/dx— 0 for |x| - co. In Eq. (1), w denotes the displacement
function; EJ the stiffness of a rail; N the axial force (in the rail); m the mass per unit length of the
railway track; p(x,¢) the railway track’s load; and ky, k>, ¢y, ¢> are the stiffness and viscosity of the
subsoil model.

After transformation to movable co-ordinate system u = x—vt, 2z, Eq.(l) becomes an
ordinary differential equation describing a stationary tracking wave

E] w+ G w —Kyw" — Co W'+ Ky w—) Py d(u—u) =0, 2)
J
where:
0
Ko=ko, Co=vc), Cr=vcr, Ko=ka+N—v'm, ()= o (3)
By performing the Fourier transformation defined by this formula
W(l) = / w(u)e ™ du = (1) + iwy(2) 4)
— 0
on Eq. (2), determining function w(4) and performing the inverse transformation we get
1 0 P/ efii(ufuj) di p s
w(u) = — : = ; wiu).
“ 272]:/_0@ (F'EJ +i2°Cy + 17Ky + i2.Cy + Ko) 2}: ) ) ©

Using the residua theorem, integral solution (5) was transformed to a closed form. Then the
displacement function w(u) and its derivatives are expressed by the formulae [5]

oW _ ((—iﬂ»l)”e“l(u”ﬂ (—ida)'e Valu=w)

) for u —u; <0,

n ou" N ! s / A
WE )(Ll) = 7 w (n lzii (u—u;) l/j (’1 zzi} (u—w) ©
'wy _ _i<(—1/13) e T | (Hlag) e > for u—u;>0
G V) V') T

where: (1) = 2*EJ +123Cy 4+ 2Ky +1ACy + Ko, '(2) = &y /64, and 11, 1y, 23, A4 are complex
roots of equation (4) = 0 fulfilling conditions Im 4;, >0, Im 434 <0. Taking into account the
fact that roots Ay, A, /A3, A4 of equation (1) = 0 are functions of the design parameters b =
[b1, by, b3, b4, bs, bg, b7, bg]l=lko, k2, co, ¢, N, m, EJ, v], for the deflection and its
derivatives wj” = 0"w;/ou" the first and second order sensitivity functions are determined which
are expressed by the following formulae:

o' 2 o Tog()] !
J 3 ot ,—idu—uy) | YY)
o 1<;( i2)"e { ~ ]

1 —1
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bl A f s
b, i ‘b, o 5.2 ob, 2ok, or u—u<0, (7)

A=k
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where  derivatives ~ 04/0b,,, 0*A/0b2,  are  derivatives  of  implicit  function
Mko, ko, co, ¢, N, m, EJ, v)defined by this equation

Y(b1,ba, ...; ) =Y(ko, ko, co, 2, N,m, EJ, v; )
=YEJ +12%ves + A2(ky + N — v*m) + idvey + ko = 0. )
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The values of the derivatives at points A;, A, A3, A4 can be calculated from the following
formulas for the implicit function’s first and second derivative:

o <a¢> <al//>—l
YN ==\ 3 , (10)
R s A A S A A A A A A A A AV AN
ob; 0b,, P Ak_ 0b; 0b,, \ 0/ 0A0b; ©b; 04 0AOb,, Ob,, 01  9)* Ob; Ob,, oA i
(11)

The semilogarithmic first order sensitivity function of function w = @ w/ou" is defined by this
formula [1-3]
owm ow™  ow™
dlnb, — ob;/b; " by

= bys\”. (12)

The semilogarithmic second order sensitivity function of function w = @ w/ou" has this
form [1-3]
*w *w *w )

= = biby———= bibn . 13
Olnbidlnb,,  (0b1/b)) (b /by) " "Obidb, (13)

m _

In formula (12), s&”) = ow™ /ob; is a first-order sensitivity function and in formula (13), Sim =

*w™ /0b;0b,, is a second order sensitivity function.

3. Results

Numerical calculations were performed to illustrate the proposed method of sensitivity analysis.
The results are presented for three design parameters kg, k>, m (de facto, for more parameters
since the semilogarithmic sensitivity function with respect to parameter N is the same as the
semilogarithmic sensitivity function with respect to parameter k»). The choice of the three design
parameters was not accidental: the parameters, chosen from a set of all of the parameters, were
unknown and had an influence on the load capacity of the structure. Because of the paper’s
limited space, parameters ¢y, ¢, were omitted. The following nominal parameter values
ko=5x%10°N/m?% k,=5x10'N; ¢,=0.0Ns/m* ¢ =0.0Ns; m=1500kg/m; N=0.0N;
EJ=1.26 x 10" Nm” were assumed. A system of four forces acting on the track at points with
coordinates up3 = +2.55m, u;4 = +5.40 m was assumed as the vehicle model. The first and
second order sensitivitiecs were determined as a function of position # and velocity v, with the
velocity in a range of 100-500km/h and the argument in a range of —12 to 12m. Three-
dimensional graphs of the functions are shown in Figs. 2-11a. Graphs of the three-dimensional
functions’ cross-sections for v = 100 km/h (dashed line) and v = 500 km/h (full line) are shown in
Figs. 2b—11b. The three-dimensional functions’ cross-sections for uy =0, u; =2.55m, u; =
5.40 m are shown in Figs. 2c—11c where the dot-and-dash line represents uy = 0, the solid line —
u; = 2.55 m and the dashed line—u, = 5.40 m.
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Fig. 2. Displacement function w(u,v).
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Fig. 3. First order sensitivity function for parameter k.

If the semilogarithmic sensitivity function values are positive, this means that the deflection
increases with the value of the design parameter for which the sensitivity is tested. If they are
negative, the deflection decreases as the parameter value increases.

A higher absolute value of the semilogarithmic sensitivity function corresponds to a greater
change in deflection at the same relative change of the system parameters.

The calculated sensitivity function values were also used to approximate the increment of the
displacement function. The latter was expanded into a Taylor series in which the successive
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Fig. 4. First order sensitivity function for parameter k,.
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Fig. 5. First order sensitivity function for parameter m.

expansion terms are expressed by this well-known formula

|
3 ~ ALY (14)

d"w =
v mlm\..n,) OB OB OB

ny+ny+...+ng=n

where s stands for the dimension of the design variables vector.
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Fig. 6. Second order sensitivity function for parameter k.
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Fig. 7. Second order sensitivity function for parameters ko and k».

If the considerations are limited to the variability of only one parameter: b;
(Ab;#0, Ab, =0 for k+#i), one gets
ow 1 &%w
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Fig. 8. Second order sensitivity function for parameters k, and m.

E
62W [t}
AT NZ S B3
8 (lnks) %
o 2
|91
|5 4
- 10 -5 0 5 10
0.4
500
0.2 (b) u [m]
L E
-12 3 300 v[km/h] 2 3
LA
2|91
o | e ’
|~
(a) 12 b 200 300 400 500
(c) v[km/h]

Fig. 9. Second order sensitivity function for parameter k,.

Respectively one

ow ow Abl Ab,
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Fig. 10. Second order sensitivity function for parameters k, and m.
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Fig. 11. Second order sensitivity function for parameter m.

and two series elements
ow 1 &%w ow Ab; 1 Pw [(AbN\®  _Ab; 1. [Ab)\’
Awjp = —Ab; + = —=(Ab,)* = o —— (=) = S— =S — 17
Wi = G5 A3 AN = Fn +2a(lnb,-)2< by ) R (b,- ) a7
were taken into account in the approximation. The values of functions Aw;, Aw; were compared
with exact increment value Aw = w(b; + Ab;) — w(b;). Ten percent variability of design parameters

in the neighbourhood of their nominal values was assumed. The results are presented as graphs in
Figs. 12-14 (figures (a) — for uy=0m, figures (b) — u,=5.40m), where Aw the exact
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Fig. 12. Displacement increment functions Aw for parameter k,, taking into account first order sensitivity function Aw;
and second order sensitivity function Awy;.
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Fig. 13. Displacement increment functions Aw for parameter k», taking into account first order sensitivity function Aw;
and second order sensitivity function Awy;.

displacement increment value (full line), Aw; the increment exact to the first term in the Taylor
series (grey line), and Awj; the increment exact to two Taylor series terms (dotted line).

4. Conclusions

The authors’ main intention was to develop an analytical method of determining the sensitivity
function. The numerical example given illustrates the effectiveness of the method an it does not
amount to a full analysis of the problem. Nevertheless, certain conclusions can be drawn even
from this limited analysis.
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Fig. 14. Displacement increment functions Aw for parameter m, taking into account first order sensitivity function Aw;
and second order sensitivity function Awy;.

An analysis of both the numerical results and the method of determining sensitivity functions
shows that:

1. Sensitivity function values increase in the neighbourhood of force application points.

2. Sensitivity increases with velocity. This applies mainly to second order functions where already
at a velocity of 450 km/h the values of the functions increase rapidly. Such a large increase was
expected to occur only close to the critical velocity which for the assumed system parameters

was 754 km/h (v, = ¢ (V/3EJTko + Kz + N)/m).

3. It follows from the obtained results that the first order sensitivity of deflection is the highest for
parameter ko and the lowest for parameter m.

4. The second order sensitivity of deflection is the highest for parameters &, m and the lowest for
parameters k.

5. The calculations have confirmed that the second order sensitivity function significantly
improves the accuracy of displacement approximation.

6. One cannot compare first and second order sensitivity function values since the displacement
difference value is affected not only by sensitivity function values but by the values of the
weight coefficients (multipliers) which occur in formula (14).

7. When identifying a railway track’s parameters, it is advisable to perform the identification test
in high sensitivity areas. As the sensitivity increases, so does the accuracy of the method (at a
constant measuring accuracy). Therefore the identification of mating mass m should be
conducted at high vehicle speeds (Fig. 5). This requirement is not so stringent for parameter kq,
k> (Figs. 3 and 4) which can be identified by a quasi-static test.

The proposed method of testing track structure (considered to be an infinite beam resting on
multiparameter elastic subsoil) sensitivity parameters seems to be a highly effective practical tool
which allows one to isolate such a set of parameter values for which displacement function
sensitivity values will be the highest (or the lowest).
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The sensitivity analysis method’s advantage is its universality due to the analytical form of the
solution. The method is applicable to any problem described by differential equations with
constant coefficients. Formulas derived for such problems will differ only slightly from the
relations presented in this paper.
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