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( A Study on the Recursive Identification of Modal Parameters )

( Jang-Wook Koh,

1. A&

¥l o 29 4 HPELS 19800 @Y
3 Ad7Ele] B MRE YIS Mesld wEHY
Iy NgE uiREe] $HES 34 Y volgE Y¥A
Zae WH(EL offline) P Solvtk HIolg ATt o
M WHste T2 EY FEHE FYsHE Bokl ZH:=
Y o] S8=o] ALEET Uk ol2¥ S §Eokol
MHe 9= Bege] HEE e AR dHolest 4
3% € Wolt 2 ZES SHEEAM FAY £ A: 3
A U(recursive E= on-line) W& A83tedof Fhot

Davies®} Hammond[1]t 3AA 4F
Least Squares : RLS)& ©] 83l 2 ¢= H4g 7l ol g
WY Q! Instrumental Variable W82 Fourier W89 A3
o wiEse.  Zedy, I Adeld EoEAANY RLS
WS FE o AEnyt Bg wofvt 2 es W e
A83A 24 ¢ AUk

Sundararajan®} Montgomery[2]1E 373 4F HiAe
2 21 Bl (lattice filter)& ©] 83t FRE] x4 (order)?t T
FUEY, 22 AEHL AAY T ol =d2 IAH
gradientZ el o] WH 4] @} 79 ¥ (equation-error identifi-
cation algorithm)el] 2]3ted T 9= WL ES syt o
HHE 23Y AAFREY BoE We 2o AMSEY
oo, = HERLEAolE HFHoR o §EHUY.
a2, o] HYE FS o A3wvl wde g MR AL
4% & Auk= ©@Hol ot

HAolH AdFH YHPEL EF RLS PHPE 7I2E 8o
MEEA2 Y, RLS W2 AYAHQY A H(deterministic)

2+45 ¥ (Recursive

* ZYUGT WYY SARD
» BT FARNY S Ao

Jae-Eung Lee )

Ho2AM FEe]l 4 vloletg HMelstrlole 2P o
Hedo] del ey AbHolth3]). Aol Ben Mrad®} Fas-
soisf[4]= HZ o] AFol EMFHAR ol T MY + AU
+ &3 (stochastic) WHE 7Niste 7 &9 AR @y
€4 1 d3E vzZsigch asid, g gHe 3y
Uzl HA%-E(white noise)o] 4ol BT FHolwt A
4% & WA TEAAM o] WHY YFH AHBolE o
#go] Ut

£ d7olAe 7120 PHES 9He I8Y ¢+ s
Mz A3 Z9E A 1Y PEE AEsAch ol
£ Fassois@t Lee7t ARMAXE WS A4 & &30 3%
st71 3te] SR WA WH QA Suboptimum Maximum Like-
lihood FH[5}E 7122 sted AgatAe. MEE Wi
BHL & NEol FAFEo] EAHAE o HLE
€ B4 YA 7Y 4+ oo, =3 greFe o4F
Aol MAd Zojtt

2. B8 34 wHel slx o]&

21 HAEAA NE ANAYe 50 H4Y
4¥, T4 T2EY $8Y2 g e oy
P ez LY & Yot
M- ii()+ C-a(1)+ K- u(t) = (1) )

4714, M,C, K+ 72E9 A% HAZH, 74 ¥
< JEdE, (Nt 7Y 845, w()e £ s gy
€ dvebdch 4} ()& sHEelA g %(Laplace domain)2 S
oh& o gro] HYgH

U(s)=[Ms* + Cs+ K| - F(s) = G(s)- F(s) @

A7IM, G(s) e Al2¥e HEs WE& depdch
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2.2. ARMAX 293} ¥ H4olo] A

A AT AYPolME 34E dolstel FFol ol
vlglojng RO WS e AgsAl Fahsl AA
= dlolete] 4l FLEANE Tstof Prh 2 AT
oME oo w9 NFeo] Lol Hole EAE ZsA
o} Zeol A9 ¢ WY HFE og go| B 4
=

yltl= dfe]+ n[t] = G(B)- f11+ ni(] 3)
A71M, fir1E LB Auniformly) WEFE 7MY AT,
e 2 WS A, yirle FAEel A & w¥H
%, 28T )= FHFEol 0o FE VIR f%E 5
Aol AFoltk. ®F G(B)E ol& AT FH(discrete

time domain)ol A EA|8 HAETol, B+ backshift opera-
or2M B/ y[r]=ylt-j12 Agth A FF a7t
S350 AHMEH 9N (rational spectral density)® Ze
MZ&(colored noise)olT  FHAHIE A (3 EE
ARMAX(na.nd .nc)24 :

A(B)- ylt]= D(B)- fl1]+C(B)-wlt] @
2 58y 4 rh o474, ARMAXE AutoRegressive Mov-
ing Average with eXogenous input®] FAboliL, wli]v FE T
o] 0%l w§2) 2L (white noise)°]™, autoregressive(AR), exoge-
nous(X), moving average(MA) ©+¥4/Q1 A(B), D(B), C(B)
= 47

AB)=1+a,-B+--+a, -B" (5)

D(B)=d,+d,-B+--+d,-B” 6)

C(B)=1+¢,-B+-+c, - B (@]
2 B¥E

4 3 @E vz 29, D(B)Y AB)E ol AT
HYgs G(B)E, C(B) AB): &9 %54& us=
9g o 4 9k wWEkM ARMAXERS FRES $54
ol ohel FEY EEALE FA EIE 4 gon,
e Adof Fgol A AF HY yoletR{E RLE
428 25y E8HoE A4E 4 Yt HEFH
(stochastic) Edo]ch,
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23. B¢ 4 9y

A& A7k AREULS S o4 Ak BGUS Aol
o] WAL #Y(unique)stA G HPAe|o Mo it
g2 E¥HY, alely R$E W4EE P AE o

27 239y gy~ 2 fUel(impulse invariance princi-
Plo61E o183 F AEFsTe] BAL deH ol
¥4E £+ v

o (r +r)s—(r A+ InA )T

G =
) ; s' 426,05+,
. . - (8)
o G(B):i(rk +r )= (h X+ A )B

S 1-(h, +X)B+AN B

s
e, () E A% AT WY
residues, (A,, A,)E o1& AT HER THA, T
MEY 2Ae 47 dehdch

geba, kWA BeES TRAFSS BAASLE O
o wAYezRE T¥ 4 ok

. 2
@, =l ———ln(x"k‘) +| cos
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.- | [in, 2]
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d[ln(l.ﬂ )]2 + 4|:cos" [&l{—k‘—]
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{o
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o
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28y FE 4 vk UM Z9E WEES &
F317] AL ARMAXEH S A+ E sAHCE F98
4 Q& o] $4Hoz g7HET

E d7ojME Fassois? Lee?t ARMAXZH] AE
agdoz 23sy) fAsted AL EA PEHY Subopti-
mum Maximum Likelihood (SML) ®¥i[5]& 7122 sto] 34
A g stk SML HHH 2 Maximum Likelihood'
ol BASE FRAAA o] Wlel B3t FUH 7%
ATE MES & $ gon, Aol 2 Yol H
A8, A% i¢ AEHY A oA A+ 323 Py
o},
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A(B,0)- y[t]= D(B,0)- x[r]+ C(B.9)- €[|6] (an

9=[a,--~am, d,»--d,_,,c,mcm,]’ (12)

AVIM, 8t FAHRA St A HEolI, (6] 2
) % 2 xhprediction error)E YFERWHTE

Ag A 88 37 Ak vldY HH5 oy
& AHgEteok BtAT B dAFojA Adets WP A4
2% #H4& Hd¥ HLA5¥(Linear Least Squares Method :
LLS)Z HHEste] Abgshe dubAlel 43 HH3k ol
.

A Hel 374 BgolA e uid¥4e oy
C(B)RHE 7]A8tag At YoM E ¢4 A 9
Y 0o C(B)Y A+E BN As Heg ol
2ol AP AT -

0=[¢"ic’] =[a, - ay ddyic e, ] (13)

o ¢ B AMEHoR HYH wHow syt
B ATolA AMekste oA 4% WHe Sen 2
O Step 1: ARXH I 3
4 (119 ARMAXEYS ARX(w,0)EWE EHY 4
Ao, HAG A5+ p& dHY2EZH GEH TE ARX
gz 2¥¢ & AUk
H (B,h) y{1]= H (B,b) x{t]+e,[1h] (14
S7IM, H(BW)SH H(B.h) & 27 &5} o] gds
£ pA uhdoln,
H(Bhy=1+h,B+--+h B" (15)
H.(Bh)=h, B+ +h B (16)
e, [1h]= ARXERS] o& 2 atelnd, hi& oz e A
& e o)},
h=[h, - h, ko, | an
A (14)e ARXEE-E DY % F(linear regression) PeIR tf
A 2W g3 go
Yt1=w,[1]-h+e,[4h] (18
Wl ==yl =1 =yl = pli =2l =11~ xle - pI] (19)
fe 4 (gelAel FHaD 2] A2 gtatol xHojal
A5exts thes g

e, [1h]= &[] = y[1]-w, [(] hir 1] (20)

71N, W -1€ [-1]ATAM 23T AL Helo|oh
4 (anellM Held A4 Hel h= RLS(Recursive Least
Squares) HHE o] g3ted thgu Po] 7H £ 9k

[s]=h[s - 1]+ K[t]-£[r] (21.a)
Pt - 1]y, 1]

K[t]=P[]y,[t]= s 21.b
=R e -
pg- P PU-lv, vy ePLe-) 1 )

Al M+ Pl -1y, (] Al
Al = A Al =11+ (1-2,) @21.d)

o714, K[t} A-&ol5(adaptation gain) HE, P[r]E F&
Hcovariance) WH, Alr]E B2 A S (forgetting factor)E 2
ikia=4

[ Step2: MAA+S] 271 2%

2715 GANM Yo MAAS 2 2I1FHA ¢, &
o wAlM 2T A MY b bk FE olE

ste] & H T2 MY PFNoRRE Y £ Yok
< ~ 5 .
260 by =0 (J > na) @2)
k=0
Ahy(lfnc) h{(lfm’fl) }}y(/Azmm Em "{‘y(mmn
h)’(l-»m»l) h)‘(l~lu') hy(l—z,mn) A Ca _ "hyu_mn)
. . - . : @3)
hy(/—l) hy(l—z) hy(lqpr) Crco _h,/

<H,-&=h,

A7, 1= na+ncolth

[J Step 3: AR and X parameter estimation. (4= ¢ 9] %)

4 (19 ARMAXEH3 S5% 2d4es vex ¢
ol thA RRlg EUY + Atk
A(B,$) y"[1€]= D(B,¢) x"[1E]+ '[1$,8] (24
A7, e8]t 4 24 REY AFLAE e
It ohed ge A Heo)n,
¢=[a,-~a,dd,| (25)

e PEE A% x[1], y' e 4L O gg

x"[E)=x"[r]= g(% (26.2)
pald]

) (26.b)
&(B)

Y=yl =

4 4 Y3 FA(linear regression) FEHE E WA oL
2 g,
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Yl = -0+ eT46,8] @n
Yl =[-y e -1} - y" [t - nal:

. v , @8)
—x"e-1-—x' [t——nd]]

g9 4 anelMel S5t 2o ojagtatelel ol
Ql & e i o3 #rh
e'[9.8)=e'l1)= y" (11— v [1]-6(¢ - 1] 29
A7) M 1] [-1]NZTAM 34T A Helojot
A49e ¢ = RLS(Recursive Least Squares) ‘¥ E ol &
o] ohg3 gl ¥ 4+ Atk

a a

¢[1]1= o[z 11+ K[r]-€'[¢] (30.a)
) Pl
K{t]=P[tlw[] v 7 [l]P[l i (30.b)
Pl—1] Pi—1y(ly' [1Pl=1] |
Pli]1= - — o — 30.
=23 Arv -l A O
MY =AML =114 (1= &) (0.4)

O stepa: 33 MAAS 3P AL

Z AEY DANMY MAAFe] HEGS ¥t e
AYPggez Ry 1 ¢ Uk

S8, by =d,  (j=1..m0) @Gn
k=0
1 0 0 - 0][é a,~h,
h:“ I 0 0 . é, _ a, ~h, @2
hy(m»l) hy(m-n hy(m—:) 1] e a, - e

ol Aol M9} Zol TP AHM whE(iteration)of A
Step 1~47bA] AT ek, A - &Y UEF o 4
EFYE uvid sep 1904 ARXAS HE bW & PAU3L,
Step 31ME Z 43§ WEHT F olF ol g3 AS
e 8 AR, wAFOR Sep 4014 MAASL H
% 233 ¢& WAsA "ok Step 4014 T MAAS
t O dEoA Az WNEYRE dEE UEHIYHE B
Al(step 3)o1M AHg8oh

=% Step 15} Step 3004 =L Plrlod iR AL
4 A 7Hon-line) AAYHAM ZFaANHE gzl 3
4%, Wre &7F Sof /1Y 2 I¥E 7Ae 80l
gk B dFolME ‘Bierman’s UD factorization &I 2lF
1€ Hgsh o WHe Z «yDANAM PH]t F
4 positive definite®}A] §2=0i, RLS WH FAALE

FAA 7 FAe] Ak

32. £39 Y=Y U

AN F9 PHEL o}F AL 49 Ho|gRRE A
£ WEE 23tz A TRl 27l JAHeE
7} 5 3 H(transient behavior)& ZA Bk ol: ¢¥ &3
Zo) Mubgol 240 HoletRRE 43d FFFH F
A3 &(B)7h BYAY e Jehirl wiEelnh mEkA,
ojFo] AL WoletE olge EYAY (BT ¥H
YA =W, A(B),B(B)FAY Afel HPHor 9
e nxA 8 Y C(B)7+ 8% (unstable)st,
ey A% X[,y e BAsA "o gEhA,
C(B) & o4 A (stable £+ minimum phase) 2 U& W&
sojof ¥hot.

B apolde C(B)7 ¥4 43 2o HEs v
A 4 Y= WHE AYHA olE Step 2004 MAAS
¢ 7L AN HLASHE olf3to TFIH

HrHs6).
[ h, 0 - 0 ]
l;y(,w,) ir,_, : ¢ la, 1 €,
: i;y(lml) 0 € /alu 0 €,
N . . ah" < I Y
hw A: T hy(mtl)
0 kR, : .
: N : ¢, /a, O [pimem
L 0 0 h, ]
< H, -¢;=8+¢ (33)
&= é(_x; & = é; '[éon Eo éom]T G4
4. 7o 4d

B gl AFE RgUYUE Tt & A7NAH A
ot gxElFel 45& wrhstaA o

Figure 1.3} #2 279 E FAT4H 1% AL”AA A
282 T8AEST AR T B2 B(well-separated) 372
ANA¥e] THAES7 M2 THFHcolsely-spaced) 7 Fol
et mo| A¥e YAt AF Ffof N 4
A4w9 Fee ¥ Holse] A RS 22
e 5P ol Bxs} wRste] AN FBUEE H7}
9
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Figure 1. The two degree of freedom structural system

Bod¥o] AHE¥ HNY 5L HFgo) ool &

o] 19} Gaussian white noise {13 ojuf, oo ml& S W9
VEE 543 E “Wilson-07 Wio] o= Y 2L}
2, FolF JEY Aol wet WEYSHYUY. =3 Fe
of 4 §FUZT & Yolld 7 FGUT o HEtel 08
FYGEE HP22N T8 £ Uk FAZLL pAY
Aot 5YHA M2 L HAFSUNLE YEE FHAA
M 3+ Atk 0w, A& of dFul: FEe 5EH
Ah(standard deviation) o, ™ F&ol e ALY wE
Bt g, 9 HZA 9E3 go] st

0'"

}L\}

N/S

x 100 % (35)

41 28 2o=9 H$

F Relg EPSE Fe AT NaWY A9 I, 3
A4, 2 A+EI 1EHY 2= HEGE Table 1.
of uepuiglct.

NisulE 2 0%, 5%, 10%%] F$E nHEsgL,
ARMAX(433)& Ag3t%ich. Zrzte] #9 HMEY 7L
T=0.323 sec 33t}

Table 18] E9E M4 273 HijolM 8 & YXol, 2
FUEF FHASE A7A S 25 vl HY@ g
L2 F2HEE ¢ & A

ESE B4 E Adsts AYolN Led ARASY X
Asel +HEL Fdol EAst: zdstAME Ags] w
€ 2348 B9 & A$Eol £¥sts GA4E Figure 2.
2 N/S=10%3$M & + 9.

42, 2H% 2L HE

ool Tl RSl vig 2 Yt HE ANA
oA duht olE RLE=E FYsiA Belsid 243
T AEsHE AYEY, 2 FAE Table 2.0 JERHYTH
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Table |. Modal parameter estimated by the proposed approach at

different N/S ratios (Well-Separated Modes Case)

Theoretical Estimated Parameters

Parameters | N/S=0% | N/S=5% |N/S=10%

Natural 0.4009 0.4008 0.4008 0.4008
Frequencies| 0.7739 0.7735 0.7734 0.7733
(Hz)

Damping 0.0147 0.0147 0.0149 0.0151
Factors 0.0284 0.0283 0.0282 0.0282

Sampling Interval : 0.323 sec

m =2kg, m=lkg

¢, =0IN-s/m, ¢,=02N-s/m, ¢,=0N-s/m
k,=30N/m, k,=10N/m, k;,=0N/m

Al

A-parameters (AR)

e

(] 700 200 300 400 500
Data sample number

0.25

02

0.16

0.1

D-parameters (X)

0 100 200 300 406 500
Data sample numbers

Figure 2. Model parameters estimated by the proposed approach

for well-separated modes (N/S=10% case)



Table 2. Modal parameter estimated by the proposed approach at

different N/S ratios (Closely-Spaced Modes Case)

Theoretical Estimated Parameters

Parameters | N/S=0% | N/S=5% | N/S=10%

Natural 9.9383 9.9322 9.9330 9.9389
Frequencies| 10.2460 10.2400 10.2330 10.2024
(Hz)

Damping 0.0482 0.0482 0.0478 0.0475
Factors 0.1776 0.1773 0.1780 0.1791

Sampling Interval : 0.0244 sec

m, =45kg, m, =45kg

¢, =45N-s/m, ¢,=35N-s/m, ¢,=15N-s/m
k, =k, =17500N/m, k, =600 N/m
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