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Important Conventions and Symbols

Bold-face upper/lower case symbols designate matrix/column-vector quantities, respectively.

Matrix transposition is indicated by the superscript T.

A functional argument in parentheses designates function of a real variable; for instance x(t) is a function of analog time t € R.

A functional argument in brackets designates function of an integer variable; for instance x[t] is a function of normalized
discrete time (t = 1,2,...). The conversion from discrete normalized time to analog time is based on (t — 1)Ts, with T
standing for the sampling period.

A time instant used as superscript to a function indicates the set of values of the function up to that time instant; for
instance x' 2 (x[i],i=1,2,...,t}.

A hat designates estimator/estimate of the indicated quantity; for instance 0 is an estimator/estimate of .

Abbreviations: 2SLS, two stage least squares (method); APD, aggregate parameter deviation; AR, autoregressive; ARMA, autoregressive moving average;
BIC, Bayesian information criterion; ELS, extended least squares; FS-TAR, functional series TAR (model); FS-TARMA, functional series TARMA (model); KF,
Kalman filter; LMS, linear multi stage (method); MA, moving average; ML, maximum likelihood (method); NID, normally independently distributed; ODE,
ordinary differential equation; OLS, ordinary least squares; P-A, polynomial-algebraic (method); PSD, power spectral density; RML, recursive maximum
likelihood (method); RSS, residual sum of squares; SP-TARMA, smoothness priors TARMA (model); STFT, short-time Fourier transform; TAR, time-
dependent AR (model); TARMA, time-dependent ARMA (model); TV, time-varying (model); TI, time-invariant (model); UPE-TARMA, unstructured
parameter evolution TARMA (model).
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Nomenclature X[t] vibration signal (discrete time)
x(t) vibration signal (continuous time)

a;[t], ci[t] AR, MA time-dependent parameters XN data set (x[t]; t=1,2,...,N)
a,c,s AR, MA, innovations variance projection coef-

ficient vectors (FS-TARMA models) Greek symbols
A[B,t], C[B,t] AR, MA time-dependent polynomial op-

erators Cilt] time-dependent i-th damping ratio
B backshift operator (B*x[t]2 X[t — K]) ot] AR/MA parameter vector at time ¢
e[t] model innovations sequence 0' set of AR/MA parameter vectors at times
F functional space 1,...,t
Gj[t] Jj-th basis function 9 AR/MA projection coefficient vector (FS-TAR-
Ng, Ne¢ AR, MA model orders MA models)
N signal length in samples K constraint equation order (SP-TARMA models)
Da» Pe» Ps AR, MA, innovations variance functional sub- ) forgetting factor (UPE-TARMA models)

space dimensionality (FS-TARMA models) 62[t]  innovations sequence variance
S(w,t)  time-dependent power spectral density wn[t]  time-dependent i-th natural frequency in rad/s
Ts sampling period

1. Introduction

Time-varying (TV), or else nonstationary, mechanical structures are those characterized by (mass, stiffness, power
dissipation) properties that vary with time. Prime examples include crane and similar structures, robotic and other variable
configuration structures, railway bridges, rocket and aircraft structures, rotating structures, vehicle suspensions with
adjustable characteristics, deployable space structures, and so on. Continuously variable configuration structures, that is
structures with geometrical characteristics varying with time, constitute an important subclass of TV structures.

TV structures are often subject to random excitation producing random vibration responses. In contrast to time-
invariant (TI) structures which produce vibration responses with TI (stationary) statistical characteristics, the responses of
TV structures are characterized by TV (nonstationary) statistical characteristics [1, Ch. 12, 2-6]. Nonstationary responses
may be also produced by TI structures subject to nonstationary excitation (such as earthquakes and atmospheric
turbulence), or by structures with inherent nonlinear dynamics. Although these cases may be also treated by the methods
of this article, our main focus will be on TV structures.

In many cases it is useful to identify a model of a TV structure which may be subsequently used for dynamic analysis
[7-11], for the refinement of analytical models [12], for simulation [13], for damage detection and identification [14-16], as
well as for prediction and control [17]. Oftentimes, this identification has to be based on vibration response-only
measurements (the output-only problem). This is so because the force excitation may be due to various sources that are
difficult or impossible to precisely isolate and measure (this is the case of oscillations in a crane system, a rocket, a railway
bridge, and so on). The focus of this article is precisely on this case, although the methods may be extended to the
observable excitation case as well (for instance see [12,15,18]). A recent survey on the topic is Ref. [2], where the methods
surveyed are compared by means of a Monte Carlo study based on a TV suspension model.

The mathematical models for the output-only identification of TV structures may be of the parametric or nonparametric
types. Attention is presently restricted to the former category, which is known to offer a number of potential advantages
compared to the category of nonparametric methods [2,5,7,8]. These include (i) representation parsimony, (ii) improved
accuracy, (iii) improved frequency resolution, (iv) improved tracking of the time-varying dynamics, and (v) flexibility in
analysis, as parametric methods are capable of directly capturing the underlying dynamics responsible for the time-varying
behavior. The reader may consult references such as [5,19,20] for nonparametric methods.

Parametric mathematical models are of the time-dependent autoregressive moving average (TARMA) type or corresponding
state space forms [10]. TARMA models resemble their conventional, stationary ARMA counterparts [21, p. 53], with the
significant difference being that they allow their parameters to depend on time [2,8,22-25]. Depending on the nature of the
mathematical structure imposed on the time evolution of their parameters, TARMA models may be classified as unstructured
parameter evolution, stochastic parameter evolution, and deterministic parameter evolution.

Unstructured parameter evolution TARMA (UPE-TARMA) models impose no mathematical structure on the time evolution
of their parameters, which are thus free to change with time. Such a model is thus directly parameterized in terms of its TV
parameters. As the complete description of a TV structure requires knowledge of the model parameters at each time
instant, UPE-TARMA models are characterized by low parsimony (low model parametrization economy) and are mainly
capable of tracking slow evolutions in the dynamics. Due to their simplicity and ease of use, they are frequently used in
practice (for instance see [24-27]).

The class of stochastic parameter evolution TARMA models impose stochastic structure on the time evolution of their
parameters. The latter are thus assumed to be autocorrelated random variables allowed to change with time, but with their
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evolution being subject to certain smoothness constraints. These are often referred to as smoothness priors constraints, and
the models are thus referred to as smoothness priors TARMA (SP-TARMA) models. SP-TARMA models achieve low parsimony,
as knowledge of the model parameters at each time instant is still required. At the same time, they may still leave an
unnecessarily high number of degrees of freedom in parameter evolution. SP-TARMA models have been used primarily for
the modelling and analysis of earthquake ground motion signals (for instance see [6,28,29]).

Finally, deterministic parameter evolution TARMA models impose deterministic structure on the time evolution of their
parameters. This is achieved by postulating model parameters as deterministic functions of time belonging to specific
functional subspaces [2,7,14,22, Chapter 6,23,30]. These models are specifically referred to as functional series TARMA
(FS-TARMA) models. FS-TARMA models achieve high parsimony, as they use a limited number of parameters. Through
proper selection of the functional subspaces, FS-TARMA models may represent various types of evolution in the dynamics,
including slow, fast or even discontinuous evolutions [7,8,13,17,22, p. 215, 31].

FS-TAR/TARMA models have been used in various structural dynamics related applications, such as the modelling and
simulation of earthquake ground motion [13,32], vibration analysis in rotating machinery [7], the modelling and prediction
of power consumption in an automobile active suspension [17], the modelling and analysis of simulated robot vibration [8],
and the modelling and vibration analysis of a bridge with heavy vehicle type laboratory structure [11].

The aim of the present study is twofold: (i) to provide a concise overview of the techniques of time-dependent ARMA
methods for TV structural identification and (ii) to present an application and comparative assessment of the methods
through a case study, pertaining to the modelling and dynamic analysis of the nonstationary random vibration of a time-
varying bridge with heavy vehicle type laboratory structure. Comparisons with a “frozen-configuration” baseline model
based on multiple stationary experiments are also made.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: the mathematical description of a TV and a continuously variable
configuration structure and their connection are discussed in Section 2. The parametric models for the output-only
identification of TV structures are presented in Section 3, while in Section 4 the model parameter estimation and model
structure selection problems are considered. In Section 5 the TV (continuously variable configuration) structure under
study is presented. The identification results and the dynamic analysis of the structure based on the identified TARMA
models are in the focus of Sections 6 and 7, respectively. Finally the conclusions of the study are summarized in Section 8.

2. Time-varying and continuously variable configuration structures and their response

A lumped parameter model of a TV viscously damped structure is provided by the ordinary differential equation (ODE)
M(tH)x(t) + C(Hx(t) + K(t)x(t) = f(t), t e [to, tr] (M

with t designating analog time, x(t) the structural displacement response vector, and f(t) the force excitation vector. M(t),
C(t), and K(t) stand for the TV mass, viscous damping, and stiffness matrices, respectively, which are responsible for the TV
nature of the structure.

By “freezing” the mass, viscous damping, and stiffness matrices successively at each time instant t (t € [to, tf]), one may
associate a noncountable sequence of TI structures with the TV structure of Eq. (1). Each such “frozen” structure is described
by the ODE

M(D)&(t) + C()%(t) + K(0)x(t) = f(t) for all t )

which is TI for the selected time instant 7. This sequence of TI structures may be thought of as a “frozen-time” representation
of the TV structure. The knowledge of the frozen-time representation of a TV structure is equivalent to knowledge of the TV
structure and vice versa, as it provides the characteristics that the structure would have if it were indeed frozen at each
time instant.

As already noted, continuously variable configuration structures characterized by geometrical characteristics that vary
with time, form an important subclass of TV structures. Defining a configuration vector r(t) that fully describes the geometry
of the continuously variable configuration structure at each time instant, the structure matrices of Eq. (1) become functions
of r(t), that is M(t) = M(r(t)), C(t) = C(r(t)), and K(t) = K(r(t)).

By analogy to the frozen-time representation of a TV structure, the “frozen-configuration” representation of a
continuously variable configuration structure may be thought of as consisting of a noncountable sequence of TI structures
obtained by “freezing” the configuration vector successively at each time instant t (t € [to, t;]). Designating the frozen-
configuration vector r(t) = p, each such frozen structure is described by the ODE

M(p)x(t) + C(p)x(t) + K(p)x(t) = f(t) for all t 3)

and is TI for the selected p. Obviously, the frozen-time and frozen-configuration representations are equivalent for a
continuously variable configuration structure with known time variation of its configuration vector.

A practically important feature of continuously variable configuration structures is that it is often possible to obtain
access to a (configuration-vector-discretized) version of its frozen-configuration representation by “freezing” the
configuration vector at selected discrete values (say pq, p,,...,Py)- The dynamics of the structure for each value of p
are described by Eq. (3), and identification of its frozen-configuration representation may be based on data sets obtained
from M distinct experiments. This procedure is referred to as baseline identification and is used in the present article as well.
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Its advantage is twofold: conventional TI identification is used, and the achievable accuracy may be high due to the
availability of (large) data sets from M experiments. Yet, its disadvantage is exactly the need for running M distinct
experiments and identification cycles. Moreover, TI identification does not directly provide information on the actual
nonstationary vibration response.

The above concepts and ideas obviously extend to the discrete-time case. The ODE representation of Eq. (1) is then
converted into a vector second-order difference equation. When the single excitation single vibration response is
considered, the (partial) dynamics may be described by a scalar difference equation

X[t] + i: At — i] = i: Gltfit —il, t=1,...,N (4)
i=1 i=0

in which t designates normalized discrete-time (absolute time normalized by the sampling period), f[t], x[t] the discretized
versions of the scalar force and observed vibration displacement response, respectively, a;[t], c;[t] the discrete-time TV
parameters, ng, 1. the equation orders, and N the signals’ length in samples. The expressions for the discrete-time frozen-
time and frozen-configuration representations are analogous to their continuous-time counterparts.

3. Parametric models for the identification of time-varying structures

Parametric models typically are of the TARMA type or proper extensions (for instance TARMAX models—that is TARMA
models with exogenous excitation, which additionally account for measurable force excitations). A TARMA(ng, n.) model,
with ng, n. designating its autoregressive (AR) and moving average (MA) orders, respectively, is thus of the form [compare

with Eq. (4)]

X[t]+ "Za a;[tix[t —i] = e[t] + i ci[tle[t —1i], e[t]~NID(O0, O'g[t]) (5)
i=1 i=1

AR part MA part

with t designating normalized discrete time, x[t] the nonstationary vibration response signal, e[t] an unobservable
uncorrelated (white) nonstationary innovations, or else residual signal characterized by zero mean and TV variance ¢2[t],
and a;[t], c;[t] the model’s TV AR and MA parameters, respectively. NID(-, -) stands for normally independently distributed
random variables with the indicated mean and variance.

As already indicated, depending on the nature of the mathematical structure imposed on the time evolution of their
parameters, TARMA models may be classified as unstructured parameter evolution, stochastic parameter evolution, and
deterministic parameter evolution.

3.1. Unstructured parameter evolution TARMA models

Unstructured parameter evolution TARMA (UPE-TARMA) models impose no mathematical structure on the time
evolution of their parameters, which are thus free to change with time. Such a model is thus directly parameterized in
terms of its TV parameters a;[t], ¢i[t], 2[t], and a specific model structure, say Mypg, is defined by the representation orders
Ng, Ne, that is

Mupg £ {1y, ¢} (6)

3.2. Stochastic parameter evolution TARMA models

Stochastic parameter evolution TARMA models impose stochastic structure on the time evolution of their parameters.
The latter are thus assumed to be autocorrelated random variables allowed to change with time, but with their evolution
being subject to certain smoothness constraints. These are often referred to as smoothness priors constraints, and the models
are thus referred to as smoothness priors TARMA (SP-TARMA) models. The smoothness priors constraints typically are
stochastic difference equations of the forms

Aai[t] = wq[tl,  We,[t]~NID(0, 02, [t]) (7a)

A¥ci[t] = wet]l,  we[t]~NID(O, 62, [t]) (7b)

acting on each one of the AR and MA parameters. In these expressions x designates the difference equation order, A" the
k—th order difference operator (4" 2 (1 — B)*; where B the backshift operator Bx[t]2x[t — i]) and W, [t], W, [t] zero-mean,
uncorrelated (white) and mutually uncorrelated, and uncrosscorrelated with e[t], Gaussian sequences with potentially TV
variances. The degree of smoothness of the time evolution of each parameter is controlled by the corresponding
white sequence variance, and increases for decreasing variance. A specific SP-TARMA model structure is defined by the
model orders ng, 1. and the smoothness constraints order x (the latter being typically assumed to be common for all AR and
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MA parameters):
Msp & {ng,n, K} (8)

3.3. Deterministic parameter evolution TARMA models

Deterministic parameter evolution TARMA models impose deterministic structure on the time evolution of their
parameters. This is achieved by postulating model parameters as deterministic functions of time belonging to specific
functional subspaces [2,7,14,22, Ch. 6, 23,30]. These models are specifically referred to as functional series TARMA (FS-TARMA)
models. Their AR and MA parameters, as well as their innovations variance, are thus expanded on the selected functional
subspaces

Far2AGp, )], - - -, Ghypo [t1) Fua2{Gp L], - .., Gppolth

F g2 2(Go,y[th .., Gy [£])

Each functional subspace consists of a set of orthogonal basis functions selected from a suitable family (such as a
polynomial family, a trigonometric family, and so on). The AR, MA, and variance subspace dimensionalities are indicated as
Da, De» Ds, Tespectively, while the indices by(i) i=1,...,pq), bc(i) i=1,...,pc) and bs(i) (i =1,...,ps) designate the specific
basis functions of a particular family that are included in each subspace. The TV AR and MA parameters and the innovations
variance of an FS-TARMA(1q, nc)pp, 5, p Model are then expressed as

Pa Pc Ds
ailt]2 > aijGp,ltl,  Glt12 > ijGultl, 02112 > 5iGhylt]
j=1 j=1 Jj=1

with a;j, ¢;j, and s; designating the AR, MA, and innovations variance, respectively, coefficients of projection. An FS-TARMA
model is thus parameterized in terms of its projection coefficients a;j, ¢;;, s;, while a specific model structure Mg is defined
by the model orders ng, ne, and the functional subspaces Far, Fuas F2-

Mes & (na, e, Far, Fma> F g2 ) 9

FS-TARMA models achieve high parsimony, as they use a limited number of parameters. Through proper selection of the
functional subspaces, FS-TARMA models may represent various types of evolution in the dynamics, including slow, fast or
even discontinuous evolutions [7,8,13,17,22, p. 215, 31].

4. The identification problem and methods

Given a single, N-sample-long, nonstationary vibration response signal x¥ 2 {x[1],...,x[N]} and a selected model class
(unstructured, stochastic, or deterministic parameter evolution), the TARMA identification problem may be posed as the
problem of selecting the corresponding model structure M, the model AR/MA parameter vector O[t]&[a[t]...ay,[t]:
ci[t]. .. ca [t]]" and the innovations variance ¢2[t] that best “fit” the observed response. Model “fitness” may be understood in
various ways. In all of them a key role is assigned to the model predictive ability, that is the ability of a specific model in
providing accurate one-step-ahead predictions.

Based on Eq. (5) it is straightforward to verify that the minimum mean square error one-step-ahead prediction X[t|t — 1]
of the signal value x[t] made at time t — 1 is equal to

X[tit—1]= —iai[t]x[t—i]+ic,~[t]e[t—i] (10)
i=1 i=1

(note that the hat generally designates estimator/estimate of the indicated quantity). Comparing Eq. (10) with the TARMA
model of Eq. (5) it is also straightforward to verify that the one-step-ahead prediction error e[t|t — 1]2x[t] — X[t|t — 1] is
equal to eft].

Common “fitness” functions include the residual sum of squares (RSS), the Gaussian negative log-likelihood function,
and the Bayesian information criterion (BIC) defined as [21, pp. 200-202, 33, pp. 505-507]

N
RSS = e?[t] (11)
t=1
—IncixN) = Nin2n + 1 i <ln(02[t]) + @> (12)
2 24 ¢ ozlt]
InN

BlC:—lnE(xN)+Td (13)
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respectively. In the BIC expression d designates the number of independently estimated model parameters. Also note that
the BIC consists of the superposition of the negative log-likelihood function and a term that penalizes the model size
(complexity), thus discouraging model overfitting. For this reason it may be used for both parameter estimation and model
structure selection. Nevertheless, it may not be formally used within the context of UPE-TARMA and SP-TARMA models, the
parameters of which are (recursively) updated at each time instant. In principle, a model is thus identified as that
minimizing a selected “fitness” function.

For purposes of practicality and conceptual simplicity, the identification problem is commonly distinguished into two
subproblems: (a) model parameter estimation and (b) model structure selection. Model parameter estimation is subsequently
discussed first, as it is an essential part of model structure selection as well.

4.1. Model parameter estimation

Model parameter estimation refers to the determination, for a given model form and structure, of the AR/MA parameter
vector 0[t] and the residual variance ¢2[t] at all time instants t = 1,...,N.

4.1.1. Unstructured parameter evolution TARMA models

The estimation of UPE-TARMA models is often based on recursive methods, which update the parameter vector estimate
each time a new signal sample becomes available [25,33, ch. 11, 34,35]. Presently, the recursive maximum likelihood (RML)
algorithm [33, p. 372] is used for UPE-TARMA model parameter estimation and the corresponding method is thus referred
to as RML-TARMA. A summary of the method is provided in Table 1. The quantity A of these equations is referred to as the
forgetting factor; its selection is critical and represents the basic tradeoff between tracking ability in the dynamics and
achievable parameter accuracy.

Following parameter estimation, the innovations (one-step-ahead prediction error) variance ¢2[t] may be estimated by
using a window of length 2K + 1, centered at the time instant ¢, that slides over the prediction error (residual) sequence, that is

+K

A2 1 2
ae[t]_mT;Ke [t]t — 1] (14)

4.1.2. Stochastic parameter evolution TARMA models

Model parameter estimation for the SP-TARMA models of Eq. (7) may be developed by setting the latter, along with the
TARMA model expression of Eq. (5), into linear state space form.

It can be shown that in the general (x—th order) smoothness constraint SP-TARMA(ng, n.) model is expressed as [2,6]

Z[t]=F -z[t — 1]+ G- w[t], X[t]= hT[t, 21 Z[t] + eft] (15a)
0
(7] 0 :
w . :
[[ZJ ~ND| [ ]| e s Q=R Ly, (15b)
P )
0
0 .
with:
hit,z A [—x[t — 1]... — X[t — ng]ielt — 1,27 "] e[t — ne, 27120 O]} 0 ooyt (15¢)
Z[t]2[a[t]. .. an,[t] C1lt]. .. Cn [t]: .. faa[t —c +1]...an [t — K+ 1] it — K+ 1]...Cn [t — K + ]]];lx-‘-(ﬂa+ﬂg)><1 (15d)
W] 2 [W, [t] Wo,[t]... Wa,, [t] : We,[t] We,lt]. . W, [Ellin, 1 n 1 (15e)
Table 1
RML-TARMA estimation.
Estimator update 01t] = 01t — 1] + k[tjéfeit — 1]
Prediction error e[t|t — 1] = x[t] — X[t|t — 1] = x[t] — qu[t]()[t —1]
Gain P[t — 1]y[t]
Kt = o
2+ Y (6P — T]yt]
"Covariance” updat T
ovariance” update Pl — % (P[t_ 1]_P[ff 1];//[t]l// [t]P[t — 1])
A+ Y [6IP[t — 1]yt]
Filtering Yl +Calt — 1Lt — 1]+ - - + En [t — 1Y[t — n] = [t]
A—posteriori error é[t\f] = X[t] — (IST[I']é[f]

PI1A[—X[t —1]... — X[t —ny]e[t — 1|t — 1]... e[t — n¢|t — nc]|"

Initialization: 0[0] = 0, P[0] = o with o designating a “large” positive number. The signal and a-posteriori error initial values are set to zero.
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2! designating a vector containing all state vectors z[t] up to time t, and F, G matrices of the following forms (depending
upon the value of k):

kK=1: F2ILy .., G2I.n

K=2: Fé[z'l”“”f _I""*”f}, G2 |Lnatne

In(1+”c' | 0n11+”c O”a +ne
3 'In(,+nc -3 Im,+n(; Ina+nc Ina—O—n(-
. A 2
k=3: F= Ina—Hzc 0na+nc ona+n(- , G= ona—&-n(;
0”a+"c I’la +ne o’la +ne ona‘le

and so on, where I, and 0, designate the n x n dimensional identity and zero matrices, respectively. As indicated by the
above expressions, z[t] forms a state vector [Eq. (15a)], whereas w[t] consists of the scalar innovations entering in each
constraint expression.

The second of Eq. (15a) is a nonlinear function of z{t]. SP-TARMA parameter estimation may be then based on an
extended least squares (ELS)-like algorithm, by replacing the theoretical prediction errors e[t,z!] in Eq. (15c) with their
respective posterior estimates é[t|t] (which are then treated as measurements). SP-TARMA parameter estimation may be
then achieved via the ordinary Kalman filter (KF) algorithm with:

h[t] = [~x[t — 1]... — X[t — ngl:e[t — 1]t — 1]... [t — nc|t — nJ:0...0% 1o

e[t|t] = x[t] — h"[t] - 2[t]t] (16)

A summary of a normalized version of the method, including a final backward smoothing phase, is provided in Table 2. It
should be noted that the ratio v[t] of the constraint model innovations variance ¢2[t] (assumed to be common for all
constraints) over the residual variance ¢2[t], which is for simplicity assumed to be constant (v[t] = v) in the rest of the paper,
constitutes a user selected design parameter that controls the equivalent memory of the estimation algorithm (similar to
the forgetting factor in the RML-TARMA estimation method). Indeed, v—0 implies a locally deterministic (polynomial)
parameter evolution, while v— oo implies no structure on parameter evolution. Of course, it is also possible to optimize
(estimate) v based on a suitable criterion (such as minimization of the RSS).

Innovations variance estimation may be achieved either via the scheme described in Ref. [29], or through that of the
previous (RML-TARMA) method [Eq. (14)].

4.1.3. Deterministic parameter evolution TARMA models
Parameter estimation for FS-TARMA models consists of determining the AR/MA and innovations variance projection
coefficient vectors

Aral: oT9T A T
I2[a € ) peinpox1  ANd SE[S1...Sp] 17)

Table 2
Kalman filter and backward smoothing for the estimation of SP-TARMA models (normalized form).

Time update (prediction)

State prediction 2[tit — 1] =Fz[t — 1|t — 1]

Prediction error e[t|t — 1] = x[t] — h'[t)2[t)t — 1]
“Covariance” update P[t|t — 1] = FP[t — 1|t — 1]F" + GQ[t]G"
Observation update (filtering)

Gain Kk[t] = P[t|t — h[t)(W"[OP[t|t — 1]h[t]) + 1)
State update 2[t|t] = 2[t|t — 1] + k[t1é[t|t — 1]
“Covariance” update P[tit] = d — K" [e)Pt|t — 1]

Smoothing

Alt] = PitigF™ P [t + 118]
2[tIN] = 2[t|t] + A[t]E[t + 1|N] — 2[t + 1]t])
P[t|N] = P[t|t] + A[t](P[t + 1|N] — P[t + 1|t)DA"[]

Y JPIHE—1] s QI GAt]
PO Gy - P50 QOS50 = Gy freene
<~

Ve

Initialization: 2[0]0] = 0, P[0]0] = o with o designating a “large” positive number.
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The Two-Stage Least Squares (2SLS) method The Polynomial-Algebraic (P-A) method
C: [t] (t=1,...,N) G:[t] t=1,..., ND
v A truncated FS-TAR A A truncated FS-TAR
model is estimated : model is estimated
Inverse Function through OLS. Invers.e Fupctlon through OLS.
N Estimation
Estimation — L
o —— X Initial estimates of the
(A The FS-TARMA model is L L AR and MA coefficients
D approximated by Initial AR/MA Prpject_|ons of projection are
replacing the past, but Coefficient Estimation obtained based on the
v not the current, values of definition of the inverse
L the prediction error ¢[t, 9] —P> function.
AR/_MA PrOchtlon by the obtained residual L
Coefficient Estimation series ¢[t.4]. The \ 4 -
estimation of the AR/MA Signal Filtering Afiltered signal z[t] is
coefficient of projection obtained by consecutive
vector 4 is then reduced filtering operations.
to a quadratic A L
optimization problem. Final AR/MA Projection —
RSS,—RSS,— Coefficient Estimation The final AR coefficients
m ‘ e \ < of projection are
l estimated based on the
filtered signal. The final
MA coefficient of
projection estimates are
ogtalned tlhl;gugh
NO econvolution.
Innovations Variance
Estimation YES
v Innovations Variance
9,8 Estimation

Fig. 1. Two multistage methods for FS-TARMA model identification.

respectively, with
asa ayp,* ‘a An, p, ¥ c2[c Cip,: C Caop T
L1 8pg - tHng,1 - - - Unapal(ngpy)=1- L1 S1pe - - 20ne1 - - - Snepeld(nepe)x1

Estimation of the parameter vector ¢ may be based on a prediction error criterion consisting of the sum of squares of the
model’s one-step-ahead prediction errors (RSS):

i N
9= argm‘qinZez[t, 9 (18)
=1

It is obvious, that the residual e[t,#] depends nonlinearly on the MA projection coefficient vector ¢, implying that
minimization of a prediction error criterion constitutes a nonquadratic problem that has to be tackled through nonlinear
optimization techniques. This necessitates the use of rather accurate initial parameter values, which may be obtained
through linear multistage methods (recursive methods may be also used).

Linear multistage methods attempt to approximate the original prediction error problem by a sequence of subproblems
that may be tackled by means of linear techniques. Two such methods, the two stage least squares (2SLS) method [2,36] and
the polynomial-algebraic (P-A) method [30] are outlined in Fig. 1.

Finally, the estimation of the innovations variance projection coefficients may be achieved by the following procedure.
An initial, nonparametric, estimate of the innovations variance may be based on a sliding time window that uses the
estimated residual series e[t, #] [as in Eq. (14)], and an estimate of the projection coefficient vector s may be subsequently
obtained by fitting the estimated variance 6§[t] to a selected functional subspace F ;. This leads to the overdetermined set
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of equations

Ps
Goltl = 5iGuglt] = £"[t1s (19)
j=1

with g[t]2 [Gp,1)[t] Gp,2)lt]. - - Gbs(ps)[t]]gsﬂ, which is then solved in a least squares sense.
4.2. Model structure selection

Model structure selection refers to the estimation of the proper model structure within a selected model class. The
model structure includes the AR and MA orders n, and n., respectively, as well as additional structural parameters that
depend on the particular model class considered [see Egs. (6), (8), and (9) that define the model structure Mypg/Msp/Mgs
for each class].

A search scheme for locating the best “fitness” model, is subsequently discussed for the most general case of FS-TARMA
models which have the “richest” structure and are characterized by the maximum number of “structural” parameters. The
key characteristic of this scheme is the approximate decomposition of the “structure” selection problem into two
subproblems: (i) model order (n,, n.) selection and (ii) functional subspace [pg, pc, Ps, ba(j), bc(j), bs(j)] selection.

Phase I: model order selection: In order to “decouple” the selection of the model orders from that of functional
subspaces, their interaction has to be minimized. This may be achieved by ensuring functional subspace adequacy by
initially adopting an “extended” (high dimensionality) and “complete” (in the sense of including all consecutive functions
up to the subspace dimensionality) functional subspaces. Using them, model order selection may be achieved through trial
and error techniques based on the optimization of the fitness function.

Phase II: functional subspace selection: The aim of this phase is the optimization of the functional subspaces, in the
sense of increasing the representation parsimony without significantly reducing model accuracy. This may be
accomplished through trial and error techniques detecting “excess” basis functions by using either the fitness function
or the aggregate parameter deviation (APD). The latter constitutes a measure for the aggregate deviation of the parameter
trajectories of the current model from those of the initial (phase I) model

Ng ne
APD2 > "Aa;+ ) Aci+As (20)

i=1 i=1
with

N A
Agy2 L=t %l ~ ailf)
Zt:] |qi[t]|

in which gj[t] designates the initial model AR/MA/innovations variance parameter trajectories and g;[t] the respective
trajectories of the currently considered model. Basis functions may be thus successively dropped (one at a time) as long as
no significant changes in the fitness function or in the APD are produced.

A specific basis function family (such as a proper polynomial or trigonometric family) is generally pre-selected
(although not the specific functions that define the model’s functional subspaces). This pre-selection may be based on
various factors, including physical insight, prior knowledge, or experience. Yet, it should be stressed that, although the pre-
selection does affect the final identified model structure (thus the model “size”) and parameters, it does not critically affect
model accuracy (also see [37] in this context). The reason is that essentially any functional family may be used for
approximating any given curve with arbitrary accuracy as long as a sufficient number of functions is used [38, p. 77]. In
practice a good strategy is to use two or more families, obtain the best (according to the selected “fitness” function) under
each one, have them properly validated, and finally select the globally optimum (best) model.

A few words are finally in order regarding model validation: any identified model should be normally validated.
Although such validation may be based on various criteria, which may generally depend on the model’s intended use, the
Gaussianity and, in particular, the whiteness of the identified model’s one-step-ahead prediction error (residual) sequence
are parts of standard validation procedures. Due to the TV nature of the model residual variance, the usual residual
whiteness tests are not applicable in the present case. Yet, a simple test that may be applied is the residual sign test—see
Refs. [2,39, pp. 192-198].

5. The laboratory time-varying structure and preliminary analysis

The laboratory TV structure is shown in Fig. 2. It is a bridge with heavy vehicle type structure consisting of a steel beam
of dimensions 2670 x 50 x 12mm (L x W x H), clamped close to its both ends on vertical stands, and a steel cylindrical
mass of dimension 52.5 x 75.0 mm (R x H) sliding on it (being pulled by a DC motor with constant speed u). As the ratio of
the two masses is significant (m/M ~ 0.4), the structure is clearly TV, with the rate of variation depending on the selected
speed u. Evidently, the structure belongs to the subclass of continuously variable configuration structures, and the
configuration vector may be defined as pointing at the moving mass position. This structure has been used in a previous
study by employing FS-TARMA models [11].
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Fig. 2. The laboratory TV structure. A bridge with heavy vehicle type structure consisting of a steel beam, clamped close to its both ends on vertical
stands, and a cylindrical mass sliding on it at a selected speed: (a) schematic diagram and (b) photo of the experimental setup [11].

The beam is subject to zero-mean, Gaussian, random force excitation vertically exerted through an electromechanical
shaker (MB Dynamics Modal Exciter 50A, max load 225N) equipped with a stinger. The resulting beam vibration is
measured at three selected locations [Fig. 2(a); locations 1-3] by piezoelectric accelerometers (PCB 352A10 ICP
accelerometers, frequency range 0.003-10 kHz, sensitivity ~1.052 mV/m/s?), although only that at location 3 is presently
used. The measured vibration signals are conditioned and subsequently driven into a 20-42 SigLab data acquisition module
(featuring four 20-bit simultaneously sampled A/D, two 16-bit D/A channels, and analog anti-aliasing filters).

In a single experiment the cylindrical mass traverses the beam (from left to right) once, at a constant speed of
u=33.4mm/s. At this speed the structure may be characterized as relatively slowly TV. The vertical vibration
(acceleration) signal is sampled at f; = 128 Hz and is N = 10,113 samples (79.0078 s) long. The study focuses on the
4-60Hz frequency range, hence the signal is digitally bandpass filtered.

The obtained response signal is shown in Fig. 3(a) and is evidently variance nonstationary. Nonparametric
time-frequency analysis based on the short-time Fourier transform (STFT; 512-sample-long moving Hamming data
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Fig. 3. The nonstationary vibration response and preliminary analysis: (a) the vibration response signal (sampling frequency f; = 128 Hz, signal length
N = 10,113 samples or 79.0078s), (b) 2D plot of the non-parametrically obtained TV PSD estimate (STFT employing a 512-sample-long moving Hamming
data window advanced by one sample each time), and (c) 3D plot of the non-parametrically obtained TV PSD estimate.

window advanced by one sample each time) yields the TV power spectral density (PSD) function of Figs. 3(b) and (c).
Evidently, the structure is characterized by three TV vibration modes (three natural frequencies) and the response signal is
nonstationary in terms of its spectral content as well.

6. Output-only identification results

Model order estimation, which is the part of model structure selection shared by all parametric methods, is based on the
successive identification of TARMA(n,n) models of orders n=2,...,12 and the optimization of a proper “fitness”
function—specifically the RSS in the RML-TARMA and SP-TARMA cases, and the BIC in the FS-TARMA case.

In the RML-TARMA case the RSS leads to a UPE-TARMA(8,8) model estimated with forgetting factor 1 = 0.9905 and
initial covariance matrix 10*I. Note that this result is optimized with respect to the forgetting factor (an exhaustive search
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has been implemented). Furthermore, in order to reduce the effects of arbitrary initial conditions in the estimation, three
sequential passes (forward, backward, and final forward) are executed over the entire data record.

In the SP-TARMA case and for each estimated model, three possible orders are considered for the smoothness priors
constraints, namely x = 1,2, 3, while optimization (of the RSS) with respect to ratio of the smoothness priors constraints
innovations variance over the residual variance v is also carried out. Like in the RML-TARMA case, three sequential passes
(forward, backward, and a final forward) are executed over the entire data record, while a final backward smoothing
algorithm is also applied. For the initialization of the KF algorithm the covariance matrix is set to 10*I. The x = 1,2
selections provide reasonable results, with almost identical RSS values for large model orders (ng, n. > 7; see Fig. 4). Yet, the
K = 1 selection leads to somewhat increased variability in the TV natural frequency and PSD estimates. The k = 3 selection
leads to numerical problems as the obtained v is very small (107'). Based on the above, the selected model is
SP-TARMA(8,8) with k¥ = 2 and ¥ = 2.757 x 107!,

In the FS-TARMA case functional bases spanned by trigonometric functions of the form

. (kn(t -1 km(t —1
Gott] =1, Gt} = sin(“[7). - Gauttl = cos ()
witht=1,...,Nand k =1,2,... are employed. Their selection is motivated by the nonparametric estimates of Figs. 3(b)
and (c). Model order selection is achieved using phase I of the search scheme described in Section 4.2, the BIC, and an

extended and complete functional subspace of dimensionality 21 (pq = pc = ps = 21). An FS-TARMA (8, 8)21 21 21; model is
thus initially selected as adequate [see Fig. 5(a)]. Functional subspace selection is subsequently pursued based on phase II
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Fig. 4. SP-TARMA model structure selection. AR/MA order and smoothness constraints order selection based on the RSS/SSS function.
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Fig. 5. FS-TARMA model structure selection: (a) AR/MA order selection based on the BIC using an extended and complete functional subspace
(Pa = pc = ps = 21) and (b) combined AR/MA functional subspace selection. APD values obtained by iteratively rejecting the least significant basis
function versus the number of rejected functions. The model just before the first significant increment is selected (16 functions are presently rejected and
26 are maintained in the AR/MA subspaces).
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and the APD criterion combined with the backward procedure. This leads to the AR/MA functional subspaces [Fig. 5(b)]
Far = {Golt],...,Groltl}, Fma = {Golt],...,G4lt]}
and, similarly, to the innovations variance subspace
Foz ={Golt], ..., Ge[t], Gg[t], Go[t], Gio[t], Gr2[t], Gr3[t], G14lt], G17[t], Grolt]}.

Hence an FS-TARMA (8, 8)(11 1515y model is finally selected (further details in [11]).

The three identified TARMA models are validated, whereas their characteristics are summarized in Table 3.

The obtained RSS normalized by the series sum of squares (RSS/SSS) and the negative log-likelihood function of the
estimated TARMA models are depicted in Fig. 6(a). Indicative one-step-ahead signal predictions obtained by the estimated

Table 3
Identification methods, their characteristics, and the identified models.

Model class Identification method Method characteristics Identified model
Unstructured RML-TARMA A =0.9905 UPE-TARMA(8,8)
parameter evolution o =10%
Stochastic SP-TARMA v=2757 x 1011 SP-TARMA(8, 8),._
parameter evolution o=10*
Deterministic FS-TARMA Prediction error method FS-TARMA(8, 8)11.15,15)
parameter evolution Gauss-Newton optimization
(a) x 10*
6 3
5.126
§ 5t 2.360 425
7 Q
B4l &0 1950 1, =
2 T
A 3.255 1.667
n
~ 3 4 1.5
2 1
UPE-TARMA SP-TARMA FS-TARMA
(b) [ —e—signal UPE-TARMA —x— SP-TARMA— = — FS-TARMA |

Acceleration (cm/s?)

0
47.1 47.15 472 4725 473 4735 474 4745 475 4755 47.6
Time (s)

(C) | O Baseline modeling UPE-TARMA '='= SP-TARMA = = = FS-TARMA |
80 T T T T T T T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Time (s)
Fig. 6. Comparative TARMA identification results: (a) the RSS/SSS and the negative log-likelihood function for the estimated TARMA models, (b) segment

of the vibration response signal and TARMA-based one-step-ahead predictions, and (c) the residual variance for the estimated TARMA models (although
not directly comparable, the “frozen-configuration” innovations variance is also provided).
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TARMA models are (for a short time segment of the signal) compared to the actual signal values in Fig. 6(b). It is observed
that all methods provide more or less good predictions, with the FS-TARMA model achieving the best prediction accuracy
(RSS/SSS = 3.255%), followed by the RML-estimated UPE-TARMA model, and, finally, the SP-TARMA model. It should be
mentioned that the RSS/SSS and negative log-likelihood function for the SP-TARMA(8,8) model may be reduced somewhat
(to 4.893 and 2.336 x 10%, respectively) when using first order (x = 1) smoothness priors constraints. As already
mentioned, this model is nevertheless not selected, as the corresponding natural frequency estimates and the TV PSD
exhibit higher variability.

The residual variance estimates for the three TARMA models are compared in Fig. 6(c), in which the baseline model
innovations variance (although not directly comparable; description in the next paragraph) is presented as well. As it may
observed, the FS-TARMA model provides, almost uniformly, the lowest variance, followed by the UPE-TARMA, and finally
the SP-TARMA model.

Frozen-configuration baseline identification: In order to establish an additional basis for judging identification
accuracy, a space-discretized version of the structure’s frozen-configuration representation is obtained by “freezing” the
mass at M = 120 equispaced locations and performing an equal number of stationary experiments. The stationary vibration
response at location 3 on the beam is, in each case, obtained (fs = 128 Hz, signal length N = 3962 samples) and a
conventional (stationary) ARMA model is identified by using the linear multi stage (LMS) estimation method [40] and
maximume-likelihood (ML) refinement [33, pp. 216-217]. This leads to M = 120 ARMA(8,8) models which constitute what is
henceforth referred to as the baseline (frozen-configuration) representation of the structure.

7. Model-based dynamic analysis results

The TV structural dynamics are now recovered based on the identified models. The vibration response signal’s frozen-
time PSD is obtained as

. .12
14300, ¢ltle @n

S(w,t) = —
0= [T, aige o

a2[t] (21)

with the model parameters and innovations variance being replaced by their respective estimates, w designating frequency
in rad/s, Ts the sampling period in s, and j the imaginary unit. The system'’s frozen-time natural frequencies and damping
ratios are computed as

[InZ;[t]|
T

Onilt] = (rad/s) and {i[t] = —cos(arg(InA;[t])) (22)

(b)

(d)

Fig. 7. Comparison of TV PSD estimates: (a) the “frozen-configuration” baseline estimate, (b) the UPE-TARMA(8,8) estimate, (c) the SP-TARMA(8, 8),._,
estimate, and (d) the FS-TARMA(8, 8)y1 ;515 estimate.
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respectively, with A;[t] designating the i-th TV frozen model pole. The antiresonance natural frequencies and damping ratios
are similarly obtained from the frozen model zeros.

The frozen-time PSD estimates corresponding to the three estimated TARMA(8,8) models are contrasted to that
obtained from the frozen-configuration baseline modelling in Fig. 7. Obviously, all TARMA PSD estimates are in good overall
agreement with their baseline counterpart. Yet, smoother, and also clear and informative, estimates are obtained based on
the FS-TARMA and SP-TARMA models. On the other hand, the estimate obtained based on the UPE-TARMA model exhibits
significantly more scatter.

Fig. 8 depicts the structure’s TV natural frequency estimates along with their baseline model counterparts. Note that
nonparametric PSD estimates (Welch-based; 512-sample-long Hamming data window) obtained during baseline
identification by using the 120 measured signals are also shown in the background.

| O Baseline modeling == UPE-TARMA ' == ' =SP-TARMA = = FS-TARMA

Frequency (Hz)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time (s)

Fig. 8. Comparison of TV natural frequency estimates. The UPE-TARMA, SP-TARMA, and FS-TARMA based estimates are plotted against the “frozen-
configuration” baseline estimates (baseline Welch-based PSD estimates are shown in the background).

| O Baseline modeling SP-TARMA(10,10) = { = = SP-TARMA(10,10) = o |

Frequency (Hz)

Time (s)

Fig. 9. Comparison of the SP-TARMA(10,10) based natural frequency estimates against the “frozen-configuration” baseline estimates (baseline Welch-
based PSD estimates are shown in the background).
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Fig. 10. Comparison of TV antiresonance natural frequency estimates. (a) The UPE-TARMA, (b) SP-TARMA, and (c) FS-TARMA based estimates plotted
against the “frozen-configuration” baseline estimates (baseline Welch-based PSD estimates are shown in the background).

The UPE-TARMA estimates track their baseline counterparts adequately well, although with some scatter observed for
the second and third natural frequency trajectories. On the other hand, the SP-TARMA estimates appear unable of tracking
the second natural frequency during the last 30s. This is probably due to pole-zero cancellations occurring. A possible
remedy could be the increase of the model order to 10 or higher. Such an action, though, introduces false (computational)
modes in the time-frequency plane (see Fig. 9) which are characterized by damping ratios smaller than 10 percent and
being difficult to distinguish from the true modes. Finally, the excellent tracking of the natural frequencies achieved by the
FS-TARMA estimates is certainly worth noting.

Similar comments may be made for the estimated frozen-time antiresonance natural frequencies (Fig. 10).
The SP-TARMA based estimates seem unable of tracking the evolution of their baseline counterparts for significant
periods of time, in contrast to the UPE-TARMA based estimates which exhibit a good overall agreement with them,
but also significant scatter. On the other hand, the FS-TARMA based estimates clearly exhibit the best performance
(Welch-based nonparametric PSD estimates obtained during baseline identification are also shown in the background).

8. Conclusions

An overview and comparative assessment of parametric TARMA methods for the identification and model-based
analysis of TV structures under unobservable excitation was presented. The methods were classified according to the
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mathematical structure imposed on the TV parameter evolution as unstructured parameter evolution, stochastic parameter
evolution, and deterministic parameter evolution. A representative identification method (RML-TARMA, SP-TARMA,
FS-TARMA) from each class was outlined.

The performance characteristics of the three classes of methods were examined through their application to the
problem of identification and model-based dynamic analysis of a laboratory TV (continuously variable configuration)
structure consisting of a beam with a mass moving on it. The frozen-configuration (baseline) characteristics of the structure
were also extracted and used as an additional basis of comparison.

The three methods were compared to each other in terms of achievable prediction accuracy and model-based analysis.
Although the TV structure used is characterized by relatively slowly varying dynamics, the best performance characteristics
were achieved by the FS-TARMA method, followed by the RML-TARMA and, finally, the SP-TARMA method. This is also true
for the model-based dynamics, including the resonance and antiresonance natural frequencies and the TV PSD of the
vibration response, that were most accurately captured by the FS-TARMA method. These results came as no surprise, and,
reveal good identification performance, owing to the deterministic nature of the time variation in the structural dynamics
which is best reflected in the FS-TARMA models. Overall, the results demonstrate the parametric methods’ applicability,
effectiveness, and high potential for parsimonious and accurate identification and dynamic analysis of TV structures under
unobservable excitation.
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