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Fig. 1 The implementation process of the proposed method

2.2 BURETREERFEZE

EM B8 57 19 GMM 5 52 9 05 IR 25 5% i i 6%
F IR LR BN GMM. &8 43 & 17 43 8 76 #F
AR Gy A 8 A DI AT 0 180 E R AR 43 A 43 IO IX S8 e
W4y oy A R 46 v 55 R AR AR AR S B A 36 43 A AS
R BERIZIG A T EM Bk S0 ) GMM



440 & Zh. W

w5 & W

%38 &

Sefih b I A A AR W s TR G B
Sy R R YT A AT AR R A IE GMML, gk
ARG ABE D )F A 2 FR.

BARLBRWT

D EM B # W66 GMM @,

2) W o PR ERARRA M & . W
AR ZREAE T W04 20 12 19 )5 36 A R AH AL, 1 BH 31X
WIS 0 i B  RE AR S 3R 40 85 22 TR B0 A 2R AH
U = A R R A . FEAR X, & T4
O WERME P, (X, [0 W= D Fmw, A5
22 (8] ) S 56 M 2R A AL =X (5) TR

PLx, @) = 2@ X 2D ”

ij'éj (X, ‘[l] 92])
=1

J(sj;@D)=P. (D) "P; (D) (5
Hr P (D) FI P (D535 @ 5 i DR A
Wy &2 XF N R R O4EJ5 99 AR m &L P (@) =
(P (X, |®)s =+, Po(X, |®), =y Pp(Xp| D))",
B K ARUE T #EATHER L HT C AR T
EXT RS B EE N R RGN &, C<
0. 5K(K—1); Hik . v fE @ F R F Y K —2 it
AL PR IE — D mE kT S . XA —Jhik
M ARG T RAs M=C(K—2),
3) LRMERAREGEAE, REOTEANFE
M ERE R —A 00 O BAF R A ¥ (E 1
KA L e 7 et . an=k (6) TR s 55 & A4 it
ZA 1 53tk @ N Dy BME A 40 K (D Fi R

M=E%$%#i 6)
i 1 '
S N
B =pe T e
Horr el ey WA [F il /i Ho 2 208D,
K
.8 K Eiy}{\;tkl b (8)

O R E g, AR TREE.TEW O,
O, 5 @ R @ FORZAERE F W R E R
Y K WA w0t d . JF ok K a5k &
BT AEA ST RS G RAE Ty EM B 19 4)
% EM 8L E R I% GMM,

FFAAE LB M AR RA R, BE
WA 3 ML 4,158 M AEE GMM @',

5) AL VAL . S EE S ) GMM [ i i
ik WA LS T B AT A OO 28 A 4R PR AT R Ak
AL A5 HERBR T8 )5 A EAE GMM., 7 T 45 38 i 58
R4 L GMM @', 358 H 6k B (L 4R bR 8K it
KAy @' AR o' X Bk ek BE L' KF o L,

s o' @ JFERE LR LR 2~ LU 55 T A
D H A3 3 5 A A B SR AL A% R I X R 1Y
LA S W Bk 2501, @ e ZORIb AR R A
B EUIZR 1 GMM,

7

ETRAEAF A E L8R GMM @
#iﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%&ﬁﬁL

(w8 v amERsRuEN R 0.0.00m o
]
(B m AP R O, R, RE NSO,
SR O, AR D, D,
[]
TR EINR AR 0

—/ \\

|

Y LEB K @'

<>y
[ ¥H GMM @ ]

N

&2 5k AR 58 5 Ak it JIAE [
Fig.2 The implementation process of the enhanced split-

merge probability model algorithm

2.3 HREBHITMEEH

£ EM BRI SGE B o Y 8 T — A e oy o
AR AR B AS R FREAYE BB B4 7 @ X1 1 J5
WML P, (O AR 0 IR H /N T HEA 4
B DBFLE AR BURPER A 1 BRI
BT GMM H & A4S 43 18 1 F7AE FE A A BUR 5 4B
RFHEARLER D, BAKE RN

%yw¢R>D 9)

2 GMM 386 2 Bt 5] 1 4 B AR 2 (]
HL.GMM Hh— Ao @ fE— A4 B LA 4
i 4 B L REA AR O 254508 T O Wi 7 25 4 BE
X AR T 0L b X A . WA 2 ik
FAF Y GMM A AE — A4y 5 FL W J7 22 96 B 1
e /NI R KRR AE A 22 BB /0N o 106 B 9% 0 o 76 R 1 4
JEE b3 A 22 5 R OR S WA H B/ F 15 8 1 B e
W 72 1% GMM A7 7E BT 4 2 HLAR S5 1R h

K

min{e;} > ¢
i=1
(10)

D D
e; =min{A; 4} / max{A;}
d=1 d=1

Horb Ao AR @ A B R B 7 22 M S d A
FRAEE AW S BI(E ¢ B 10 °~10 7,



%3 I

A SR L R RS LA AR 5 W O vk 441

2.4 MBHEBTBIER

M i EE GMM FZh A GMM J5 . £ % %
P T30 e /N PEBC Y Kullback-Leibler (i B
KL) BE g 805 & A 108 B Ak, e
WP S RS . B e T &M GMM @7 —
ANy @) FIH KL B AL 555 n i Wi
I E) A GMM @ th— -3 1k @) Z A I HEA 53 A
BB XA D PR

KL (@ |1 = %{(m—y?ﬂ@'yrl(m—y?) T
tr[(z;'rl(z‘f)]—D—ln(jigg)} an

Horr.pw! 127 8 @) WBEM P 25 8w F1 Xy
@) (A 1) SR 7 22 R s S WU R B0 =
1, 2, = o Nstr HHFFER D det F8 5 11751
MEH D HFEARYENE

KL B8/ FAE B A4S 43 5 22 (8] 9 25 S/
AT R R A GMM @'t 55 GMM @° 143 it
o) ZRE/PETI R O, RASHE GMM o'
XFFHEEME GMM @° i /ML L KL BBk
MI, (@ &) = > ) rj_riiln(KL(q')? Il @5 +IHZ%Z)

(12)
Horpr oo # w350 23 @7 F1 @5 BIAL(E
L GMM 5L GMM 1 22 57 #OR i , #
RIEM IR MIE W22 K #oald o MIE R ES
AL FRT A5 K T B O RS HEAT VAL

3 SLIGIOE

3.1 ELBEEKITE

FEHSECHL R RS54 b Xty ik it
B AN 3 s

SCEAEEWME 3(a) ian., BT EERREE
BLSE B B IR ET BB AL oy TR g g 4% v 7 A fL i 2 80, i
IR TE 3 SR AT AL bl i R B 1Y IE P
JE A DA AU, 4 50451 4 o 0 4 i L K s Ak 45 1 R
AR A A A ARET P B e L2 ) KON A
A5 WA DX 358 PN 1 30 B S A AS T A Ak S 5 e el AR
BRET (RS BOR B AL A5 I R AR 1k .

W DX 3 P A% R BT N OB DL 1 B
ALE AN 3Ch) FroR , Hor He A A% 88 1 o 3 BB
JCA s AL R 2 e B oo R . S BURAE 5
TE 5% 98 ) R0 W A S, v 0 A3 KR A A o
200kHz M £70V,KAEE K 10MSamples/s,

117 % Uk 5

s ”!&Im‘

(b) Y WEMIX 3. WRET AL R

3 TRMLR B L W 5 5 (B : mm)
Fig. 3 Crack monitoring experiment of the air-

craft wing spar(unit ;mm)

FEA B UE 53 PR E 4

D) FEUE(E S 3R a. 7EIBAT 37 SRS T R4
L R RWAES RGNS 2.4,6 S IRET fR47
HRELRME S :b. BE LR 10 IR, R4E 40
WHEAEFPAE T Hi 5 my (0O ~my (0,

2) LA R P 3 S5 5 AR IR 2. FA 10
WIHMEAS T ARBOP 25 B a, R4 40 WL HESF 55
b. R K R Amm (4 1 D5 T8 WIS AL B 20 IR
IR ase MR D K E 8mm, R 20 IR IE a;
d. BB AR K E 12mm, A 20 BT ase. H N
JEAR K 2 16mm, T 20 KA PR a, FEL W 5T
P LR BT 360 AN MW B &5 IR K G 5 o

my () ~my (1)

3.2 EESWARNEREREZWSH

52 40t 00 i EEPWT&JTXJL{D"TE'F{ET TR KA
S A P A5 K H B A AR A Xl i B 4R IRE
fyiﬁj’%'fff}ﬂ e Ak 1ﬁl¥(damage index, fi #&
o ASWFFT BRI P RR 505 50 .
D) s 545 5 5 2 MEAF 5 ) A OC FR 9 L
LEPSULVISER

{ leb(z‘)m,.(t) dey ?
DI, =1— . (13)
J b* (t)dz‘J m? (¢) dt

*Haéél’]%ﬁ fll JE 2B I T




442 & Zh. W

w5 & W

38 %

2

Jzz b(t) e = dt‘ ) daw

t
1

- :
J “m, () e Tt ‘ —

!
sz
w

1

2

dw

J by e s

(14)
Hor o) REWEE S my (O ~my (O FE 5SS
ty 2y 53 R REUA 5 B 4 R B R 8 0k B ) A F
FEH A BN 115 F1 185 ussan Fl w. 435 0 P
T A W T AE B S I R LR AR AR B 5 P A
Bk 150 kHz~250 kHz,

A W 3 R v 0 S A S T R T AR
WE A FiR, EEMEFREST, B BET R KX
— R R AR B s kA ARk
Xt H AT T Bt 40 405 B 7 KN R B R RE
BE AR b L PF ) 24 SO B BT LA AS 583 Y
B8 BE 7 2R VAL B IR

<Y

0.04
A 0.02

80 120 160 200 280 300 320 360 40

% 40
0.2
2 0.1

0p 40 80 120 160

4 A H TR

Fig. 4 Damage indexes results

3.3 EHRARERENSER

S ol RS 5 % 9 DL, 1 DL, 41 A6
iR EREA X, =[DIL,, ., DL, ], 3L {55 my (1) ~
o (0 X 10 FE A K B FE ERFAEAE AR 4R F° = (X,
X, s Xy bo HYEGMM @ K 5(a) iR, 4
W58 GMM Jir & 4r it N80 K O 5. I 45 e 4R 181 3=
i GMM 1 53 A 1% B0 » — A 4 v 1 [ BB A 35— 1> o

X T RAE R S ERE AL L iz 4T EM B 20
W HBLE 5 R 5 R R ER AR GMM 25 5, &4
GMM Xf 1 (4 X B Bl AR s B fH L 3k 1 fros. i
F TR HLEM SRk 45 A A A WF R RIE XTI L
R XU EM Bk A fsE, 125 GMM 5 ik
ST R A N g RAME—, LAEI S 5 AR
T A GMM 1 g A 53 10 90 6 . e & 851 1
GMM #an &l 5Ca) fF 7N » 45 Fe e — . o] WLAHF 58 5

LA R T EM B3 R AR {H 1R AL BB A8 A 5L AR
E M GMM,

Kl 5(d), Ced s (D Fram i) GMM #4715 25 7 53
(2L 5 e o D X s r i H A — A
FEAS AP S50 1 A8 St AL 25 1 i 42 1 A9 330k i
B S Ay B SR A EX 8. K5
(@ H ) GMM ¥ 5(d), (), (DHEFa0ES
FCAR T i i oy B I I BR TR R i

UL L3 B A 38 A ik fE 3RS R A A B
TEAUE DT 5 EM 5035 JR SR (6 1) 8L, AN 2
HELA S ok L 80 GMM AR E BT 5

F1 EFTAEH GMM X&KL R HE

Tab.1 The log-likelihood of all the baseline GMMs

GMM @) [oF oot ol @ @’

L 415 397 411 398 403 418

28 W 0 s 5 AN D BT M 0 A A AR R U 2
pSEHESEH . WWEINR A n Sy 1 EE R R SRR 3
BHEFEA X B s F 5.0 Fohss 14
FEA X B o UM AL F' = (X, X5, -,
X }. BEJE LA GMM, Wil B #8225 GMM
mE 6 .

Bl 6(h) J& 78 45 #9 1% A 2L 801 B T &S 1.
TE T A AR AR I 52 W0 T o 35 43 5 AE AR A A 2 Bl AL
PR EE 6 (b) F i) GMM R34 5 6 (a) H
S GMM AR — 30, R 2 BUE 5 R AE 1 Bl AL AE 1k
MsAE GMM 4y i JE 20, ERE =LY B,
GMM w5 Wy 43 1 43 A 8 28k A B BRPE 19 e %
ok AN GE R AR . TESS R AT,
Sl W AR AE B A 11 M 238 43 A F 4 T 5 v R A
ARAEMMER M kA BT B,

3.4 R EMNERRSH

0 A AP MR BERYATE B 45 AR M 3 45 5
TN . B AERT A0 AR I A . GMM
RS b MI(EIEA Hy 0, 15 W] 10 s 38 A5 A5E 400953 5
AR IL BT BRI 5 A% 1 — H A A AL (HER B I R
X 5T BIAE AR T A% 45 bn B A B2 A 5 LU, NER 40 1K
This . MIBE A FE 2 0. 8128 GMM 5 3 i GMM
THUGA T 255 BT BL I 254 i E 2= A T 407 5 G
Je B9 M RCfE 52 B0 B S A9 BB 1 . MIT B (i ok, 3%
KRN R VA3 N O N SR Bu i
BIRRRI AT — B AL AL E 02 MT BB
P A YRS T M SN 1A A B AU R B0 AR Ak L i
SEA P L T T IR A RO RS M R Y T A )
AR PR3 R R AT R RE AR E B 45 £ D



SER R R TR RS

DI, DI, X107 DI, X107
(a) ZEHEGMM @° (b) FE R BB AR AL O HEHEGMM. @° (©) BN R HRAE HIHEGMM. @

0

D

DI, X107 DI, X107 DI, X107
(d) BN JRFBIRAL R EHEGMM. @ (e) BFAN BERAA I EHEGMM. @ . () BN R B ME R HEEGMM. @
(1)' 1 . (DU

K5 Ak GMM K[ AR AR AR AR Y 25 GMM Xt 23 A 1

Fig. 5 Comparison between baseline GMM and local extremum GMMs

DI, DI, ) DI,
(a) FHAEGMM @° (b) GMM ¥, TLREL (c) GMM OF SER LK E4mm
() D D

DI, DI, DI,
(d) GMM @' BFEK 8 mm (e) GMM @ B EHKE 12mm () GMM ORI LK B 16mm
@ 1@
B 6 B SK B B Bt A GMM 8 bR &= K

Variation demonstration of the typical GMMs in different stages of simulated crack length




444 P

g ol 5 & W

5 35 %

Rl 7 25 A I 25 2R S T 4 45 1 9 5 T S
U403 R T 1) B D00 45 SR AR LE TR IR BRI R T
POy R Bl D AT S A B AR e . SR TR T Y
L5243 AT DAAR 2 By 3t B0 45005 40 0 B AL S B 4
.

Oy 6 UE 5 5 5 1 2R B 5 M A TR A5 4 N Ty
LR ENE  JLBfr A O ST il EM RA AL
(9% AL GMM 5473 i I 07 35 4% 10 U<, 20 3l it e ¢
PR R b MI L 45 RN 1E] 8 fras. EH fE i

MIOTIEES R R 1 A anlsl 8 e & 5K 7
H 2 SR — SR H L GMM 473 W I &5 S 40 4 3
T8 Hig Al 3 FPAE R . HHL GMM 45347 i 7
LB Z FhaE R RN O — e EM OB E I 2R
GMM e HEE SRR L BT 2.5
— UCHE ST R A Y A R L — . i & i 45
IEE R RS E ATRE . N 8 By MI B F B2 45 Rk
&P U7 A R T 04 M A AR E A A RT
FETES

1

7 BT AR5 iR Y S S A0 e £

Fig. 7 Experimental damage evaluation result of the proposed method
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