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Fig. 1 The situation of data misaligned
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Fig. 2 Iteration to get the best alignment mileage
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Fig.3 Example of mileage alignment
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F1 2013—2014 FEEHIF LBl 35 4 & K1317+150—
K1317+350 TQI £ & #5118
2013 — 2014 TQI integrated data of K1317 + 150 —

K1317+350 in No. 4 road of Chaoshan Railway Sta-

Tab. 1

tion in Hangzhou-Shenzhen line mm

WP % 1A 2 3 AW WO Hed

2013.10 7.652 6.948 7.762 7.523 8.076 8.018
2013.11 7.768 8.727 8.791 8.099 7.107 7.418
2013.12 7.773 7.284 7.589 7.826 7.425 8.476
2014.1 7.098 8.235 7.916 8.170 8.99%4 9.015
2014.2 7.927 7.624 7.511 8.511 8.897 8.165
2014.3 8.601 8.079 8.135 9.300 8.551 8. 280
2014.4  9.675 10.397 9.592 9.917 10.326 10.270
2014.5 9.814 11.015 9.896 10.098 10.997 10.272
2014.6 11.319 10.458 11.484 10.793 11.565 10.962
2014.7 10.779 10.444 11.847 10.854 10.407 11.731
2014.8 12.166 10.945 11.718 10.523 11.767 10.712
2014.9 11.060 11.915 12.022 11.764 11.116 10.369
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Tab.2 TQI data of Unit section in K1317+ 150 — K1317 +

350 in No. 4 road of Chaoshan Railway Station in

K1317+150—K1317+350 Bt X

Hangzhou-Shenzhen line

N TQI &% N TQI £
B K Xﬁmj‘}f BB Rt xﬁmﬁf
1 2013.10.02 8.553 13 2014.04.03 10.931
2 2013.10.18 9.016 14 2014.04.18 10.568
3 2013.11. 04 8.903 15 2014.05.05 11.023
4 2013.11.18 9.314 16 2014.05.19 11.472
5 2013.12.02 9.451 17 2014.06.02 12.112
6 2013.12. 17 9.563 18 2014.06.18 11.354
7 2014.01.03 9.662 19 2014.07.01 12. 182
8 2014.01.17 9. 788 20 2014.07.15 12.071
9 2014.02.03 10,263 21 2014.08.01 11.584
10 2014.02.17 10.529 22 2014.08.15 11. 151
11 2014.03.03 11.182 23 2014.09.03 11.964
12 2014.03.17 11.012 24  2014.09.19 11.989
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Fig.4 TQI inspection results
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Tab.3 Relative statistics information for time series of raw data

2% HfH
AC PA

0.819 0.819 18.192 0.000
0.696 0.077 31.921 0.000
0.583 -0.019 42.006 0.000
0.502 0.041 49.880 0.000
0.368 -0.191 54.325 0.000
0.261 -0.043 56.681 0.000
0.161 -0.050 57.630 0.000
0.020 -0.231 57.645 0.000
9 -0.097 —0.059 58.033 0.000
10 -0.178 -0.017 59.448 0.000
11 -0.190 0.126 61.185 0.000
12 -0.224 -0.010 63.800 0.000
13 -0.273 -0.119 68.019 0.000
14 -0.368 —0.259 76.463 0.000
15 -0.409 -0.056 88.077 0.000
16 -0.433 -0.030 102.69 0.000
17 -0.373 -0.204 115.12 0.000
18 -0.367 -0.113 129.16 0.000
19 -0.299 0.135 140.31 0.000
20 -0.238 0.077 149.13 0.000
21 -0.192 -0.051 156.82 0.000
22 -0.170 -0.120 165.79 0.000
23 -0.098 -0.023 171.74 0.000
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Tab.5 Relative statistics information for time series of raw

data by first order difference

S5 B il
PAC 5 AC PAC

569 -0.569 8.1299 0.004
148 -0.259 8.708 0 0.013
283 —0.514 10.9320 0.012
445 0.011 16.729 0 0.002
421 -0.303 22.238 0 0.000
224 -0.280 23.896 0 0.001
-0.119 -0.213 24.398 0 0.001
8 0.187 —-0.259 25.7100 0.001
9 -0.118 0.038 26.279 0 0.002
10 0.037 -0.027 26.338 0 0.002
11 -0.051 0.052 26.462 0 0.003
12 0.026 0.029 26.499 0 0.006
13 =0.005 0.025 26.500 0 0.015
14 -0.082 -0.130 26.941 0 0.020
15 0.199 0.120 29.9370 0.012
16 —0.159 -0.012 32.158 0 0.010
17 0.035 -0.153 32.290 0 0.014
18 -0.011 -0.009 32.307 0 0.020
19 0.102 —-0.102 34.1490 0.018
20 -0.137 0.060 39.104 0 0.006
21 -0.052 0.010 40.5350 0.006
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Tab.4 Unit root test results for time series of raw data

JPH BEMWAKT/ % KBIESRE  ADF KA L
0 — —2.620 067
S 1 — 4,416 345 Prob
z 5 —3.622 033 0.275 4
10 —3.248 592 —
1 0 — —6.015 449
W 1 —3.769 597 Prob
% 5 —3.004 861 0.000 1
7 10 —2.642 242 —
9 0 — —5.421 097
W 1 —3.831 511 Prob
7= 5 —3.029 970 0.000 4
o 10 —2.655 194 —
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Tab. 6 Correlation coefficient and significance level of ARI-
MA (1,1,3) model

g % o A T A R %
BRI b B W AE e |IH R T ¥ 25 Prob

Prog et BIRRK bRiEE

C 12.273 280 1.638 836  7.489 024 0.000 0
AR 0.925 249 0.038 477 24. 046 320 0.000 0
MA(1L)  —1.116 779 0.428 671 —2.605 211 0.017 9
MA(2) —0.688 462 0.477 808 —1.440 876 0.166 8
MA(3) —0.420 578 0.479 451 —0.877 209 0.391 9
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(c) Dynamic forecast trend chart out of sample
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Fig. 5 ARIMA model test
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Tab.7 Comparison of predicted and measured values of TQI

TQISE XIFFai M FFaT x5 E x5 E

P A EriE DI/ BUNE/ AR TR O/ AR R
mm mm %/% mm %/ %
1 2013.10.02 8.553 8.895 3.999 8.678 1. 461
2 2013.10.18 9.016 9.827  8.995 8.797 —2.429
3 2013.11.04 8.903 8.190 —8.009 9.073 1. 909
4 2013.11.18 9.314 9.407 0.998 9.208 —1.138
5 2013.12.02 9.451 10. 207 7.999 9.428 —0.243
6 2013.12.17 9.563 9.371 —2.008 9.618 0.575
7 2014.01.03 9.662 9.951 2.991 9.773 1. 149
8§ 2014.01.17 9.788 9.494 —3.00410.032 2.493
9 2014.02.03 10.263 10. 468 1.997 10. 481 2.124
10 2014.02.17 10.529 9.791 —7.00910.638 1. 035
11 2014.03.03 11.182 11.629 3.99710.926 —2.289
12 2014.03.17 11.012 11.113 0.91711.025 0.118
13 2014.04.03 10.931 11.805 7.996 10. 958 0.247
14 2014.04.18 10.568 9.511—10.00210.961 3.719
15 2014.05.05 11.023 11.463 3.99211.139 1.052
16 2014.05.19 11.472 12.504 8.996 11. 646 1.517
17 2014.06.02 12.112 12.596 3.996 11. 785 —2.700
18 2014.06.18 11.354 12.473 9.856 11. 844 4. 316
19 2014.07.01 12.182 12.912 5.992 11.767 —3.407
20 2014.07.15 12.071 11.226 —7.00011.826 —2.030
21 2014.08.01 11.584 10.889 —6.00011.789 1.770
22 2014.08.15 11.151 12.043 7.99911.519 3.300
23 2014.09.03 11.964 12.203 1.99811.701 —2.198
24 2014.09.19 11.989 11.269 —6.00612.024 0. 292
25 2014.10.03 12.087 12.449 2.99512.009 —0. 645
26 2014.10.17 11.749 11.028 —6.13711.904 1. 319
27 2014.11.02 12.157 11.306 —7.00011.942 —1.769
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