Pz X512 W

55 43 B4 3 W] Vol. 43 No. 3
2023 % 6 J1 Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis Jun.2023
DOI1:10.16450/j.cnki.issn.1004-6801.2023.03.017
3 2 |~ N 3 \V
B i& M B 57 4 {5 3 T & 3C i R #R
FHEH, FHRX, @ H, HER
(LRSI % 5 TR %E 1, 200444)
WE 2T IS S 193 278 1% (spectral representation method , & #R SRM ) 1] 45 8B 8L 5 S8 L K 23 KL

L AELAE IO P i 0 45 4 S 00 KA UL I A 5 K i 22, ELBEBL AR AR T o B X i — Rl A, 1) A 15 KU S 7 (55
JE P A ) RS I ol 2% i G CHR AR TP A2) S P 1 57, 1 6, LA S XU 15 H A, X RS R3S R AT B IE , B S
T T H AU 7 52, fol A A0 XU T S o 00t 3 S S0 XL 5 L, T R T IE 3 B GBS & R B B
EH AR IFLLSEI PR AR AR, BTt —Fh & RSB 58 05 58, D 4R A S5 BN AR A (LS AR 45 50 03 A
FY B Sl A E , i S I s AR A SR RS L A5 G A0 I B S B R, BB R T R T R B S
SRAIE M AR BT AR AR S XU B I S R SRR 5 N IR SRR (L B A TR R 2R IR SRR/ 7800 A

AT BRI T 7620 Ziti

REIR LU SR AR BRI I R 5 1 3E R 7 55 AR A A

hE4SES 0324;TU3114

51

i}

U A Lk RS R T SRM & H Y —
FRE(E B0 J5 75 | BB 0% A2 UL A 46 8 B bR FRAE 1 B
BLE 2 o %05 U6 W) B0 SO B2 3R T il HLAR
WA R BB X G E RS, £ SRM 1
B B a0 < o i e AU R AR i H AR D R,
0 2R BB ) AR A A S AR (2 5 A 2 1Y
FRALTE ) 5 Howk AR A B AR T 5 2 5 KU ) Y
Iy 7% B BE U B 5 SRS L 0 I B E AT Cholesky 43
il , I R 1 g3 iR YRR, R AR UL I 1 2 A
Bl B i g R A S B S i A
2, BIAT A5 B804 i XU 7 371

BT SRM 1Y XU A5 ULAIF 5 R 22 B 0 4R PR XL
AR Fa KUY E A 2l 5435 %5 2 (evolutionary pow -
er spectral density, i #k EPSD) 4 [ H. A3 B [a] 4K #:
P 2 3B Cholesky 43 1Y U BU2URI RS N, ASE 480 8%
AT . W4 @ B IRCE | Ding %7 Cholesky 43
fiff 25 B MR S T AR R . Tao 7 B 5
AN TR A R RS A7 A T B R 4 R 9 40 A 7 =X
A AR (B A AR TR . Bao S5 HE TR A A0
H¥E % EPSD 19 Cholesky 4 fif 45 5 75 I 1] F1 45 %
WIS 4EJE b [l #EAT A (. X S 5E THi B AR 1 2k

B X ER 5 4 VB I E (52108460)
W H 3. 2021-04-11 ;4% [l H # . 2021-06-20

R 9 A R M AR T A S R XU AR LR (R
Gt B S L T AR e o BT T AR R RS
X B e it AT A B 2 A R, — ERE
AJ DLRAE R o K D R i R . SCBr B AR A
Y RGH R T8 JT AR G R X T — S o % 45 1
T I 55, T 15 5 0 X T % 2 () A A A K A
P o R b S0 R B BB 5, R B UK AT T
FRIE AL T AR o A it

3 3o 0T I P S 0 B v XU A R R A Y R B,
EPSD 7 i 3 S 4 5% | 9 A48 A # AR 5 20, 25 B8 R
FH S0 R 35 Sk H bR i, 1T A RAORE 8L S0 G H
Ll ASGES AR o SCHk [ 7-8 1HR $i 1 17 52 I XU 3 i
R R X BE ML S E AT T s O Bk
3 A I o0 A R L o DA T B % Y R BLATT 5
FE PR AT 376 (R I 30 B B T AR 1 4 A A 40 A
A B T 2200 T RS A SCHERT S, 9 1HR S X £
XS A3 358 T3 1) B A e 43 A Ak

PRI, 28 2 DA A5 KU B 71O 5 [ Reese B R o
O SN o B g KGR i 5T 5 e, s T3
T 38 L A AR (R AR 11 A S R S ) XL D T %
E JE 46 16 38 B0 A0 FF 38k 45008k 1) 5 AR (B 3 A
IE DL R 43R O AR AR T T — R A S Y
D7 %8, LASE A Y- e S XU 1 e s i bR s A 4



540 w3, W

w5 2 W

43 %

1 HEigEM

2 S XA DL T 58 1) T 2SR SR A
A1 RS 20 U B IR A A 1 2 KGR A IE 3 L
e 22 M SRM H Y [ 58 SIS AZ - 249 X GEE ALV 1

1.1 M#EMERTE

B V()={V (1), V,(£),, V()" I N%
AP A2 S I IR AR A, R T S 3 ) SRM R A
PLZAEF IR AL R, 2L RN .

1) $i RS ) X3 3y 38 3% R I A2 S B AU, R
FH 1 31 2 R BN 2% Al R S X G Y e AR
TR BNV, (1), j=1,2, -, N, $2EkHI50
Ji T A5 3 S0 XU Y K 8 4 o R Priestley'
P& 0 A T T A R B SRS A T 07 B il N
4 52 ik Bl X SH B i 0 B R L e S (w, ), B
Si(w, ¢ )WERBALE B bR .

2) THE Z A TR % B . 28R

R AL R 114 s 74 Ty 3R 5 B8 O I T R

Gulw,t) Gulw,t) G (w. 1)
Glw.t)= Gzl(.a), t) Gy (.Cl), t) sz(.w, t)
Gulw, 1) Guylw, 1) G (@, 1)

(1)

D) AR PR JT R il R
Gilw,1)=S;(w, 1) (2)
Gulw, )=y (w,t) /S (w, t)S(w,t)e ™" (3)
Hr: S (w, 1) F1S, (w, )53 58 V() F V. (1) B B
I BRAERE sy (w, )R V()R V() Z 18] 1Y 525
T HREG Py (w, )R V()T V() Z 6] AL A o

AH LT IS 728 A0 1 pR AR, B A8 AH T eR B0 T4
A 1 2y w7 B e L A BRI AL, B,
K FH B A8 A8 1 R AR AT BN . 2 P AT I 0N BT g |
HY AR 22, RIVAS [R] (%) 25 [R]ASE B Ah %, P 1 19 1% 4
FEAEAE IR PG AH T eR ORI AR AL £ bR B R] 3278 Ty

—wJC (=2, + CHx;—x,)+ Co(a,— 2, )

vielw, 1)=exp(

@ CyAz
TV (1) V(1)
Hrp:C,,C,,Co il s MR EM S A EF T
AR IE R B I C, = 16,C,=8,C.=10;C,
AR 11 B4 S 0 R, 8 5.5

3) Cholesky 53t . H TR R 4% G(w, ) 1E
1 =BT ZI 2 #0 2 Hermitian A 68 B4, PR mT DLk

¢jle(w’t): (5)

47 Cholesky 43-fif
Glw,t)=H(w,t)H" (w,t) (6)
B £ TG FR W] LA IR S AR AR AR 4 IE 2
Hylw,0)=|H(w,1)|e"" (7)
0, (@)= tan”" ““[H(‘"”]} (8)
' Re [ Hy(w,1)]

Horp T F Re 43591 26 7 &2 8500 J2 38 AT S350
4) B, ZEAE R RS A
Ak ik st IR ] 2R FH X (9) A AR 48
ij(l‘):

-
2V Aw ZJJZ‘Hﬁ(a}z,I)‘COS [wit — 0p(w,)+ Dyl
k=1/=1

(9)
Horp o N, Ry 05 B B Aw = w, /N, R BRI
L w, N EBREESR Y 0 > 0, B, S(w)=0),
w, 8 H W A 0, = (0w HREGIIE ; D, 55040
TL0, 2n | By BEHLARA A o

) (4)

Tc[Vj(Z)JrVk(Z)J

55 j AL I RSP AR A AU X
V)=V, ()+ V(1) (10)

1.2 B#friEEIE

S DL S G S B b R T R A
Xof B P T A AU R AT A8 T, DG el A5 R T E R
9 SRM Bk F #5008 37 2 552 1) S St L SCnT DL LA
{H AR DUAR = B 0% . 1 H Kaimal 35 1) KU
2, G )™ e R IR P A XU ) B A8 Ty 33, [
4 1

7EH*UL([) e 50/3
|: ZHUI(Z)}

w.= kU (2)/1In(2/2) (12)
Hor o R BTYIEERE s UL (2) 9 A E SIS S 2 XU

FERLIE W p L AR S R a, b, c B BUE 5 51 R
200, 50 A1 1, B A5 - ¥ XU 5 8 OE 5% pR B0 5K
BT B H AR AT 8 1E  foff 25 XU ASS 2R B i s
SR T L B, SR A S XU R B B AR
- IR AR K 8 P 2 R s R A P Y
S8 a, b, AFRNFEE R R /N U A B
SR 1% Ry AR AR A 3R 1R R R AT L
B R T R B BB B IR RN a=
243.75,6 =47.62,c=1.24, W, % T 5L K E
F W5 1L 1 v Fom
S(w, t)=

a

S(w, 1) (11)

1+6




AT A5 ¢ IO IR AR (L A 7 A S0 XU A 4

541

24375 | = 1
i (13
i V.(2) ws o2 :
1+47.62———
2V (1)

o V() g DS U0 IR v B 1 B 72 ST 4 XL
SR A R B 26 R o R A R LR

IR o AR AR 2 o TR 1 T s Ay i O XU R ity XA IE
A A M AR R X B bRl o 43 BI7E EPSD A I 38
A8 B R, PL A=0.202 Hz 85 R A B =
703.13 s B ZIA B A D) 5 25 S o ), XU A B
B E A I 2 B R .

~—~12 8
. 6
T ‘
-~ 4 2
2 o 1800
I 21200
107 . 5600 s
tls SEy 10" o %
(a) H WA (b) #RABIELE (c) MR KA TE B (d) esm R IER
(a) Specification spectrum of (b) Modified spectrum of (c) Specification spectrum of (d) Modified spectrum of
the frequent wind the frequent wind the extreme wind the extreme wind
K1 EIERE I H ARG
Fig.1 Target spectrum before and after correction
10° — 10°* 10° 3
o SRR~ s 10
o —HEm ) 7 . v
Na 10° _1|§IE1’EI NE oy NE NE ;
= ~ a0 =10t
Ne ~ G e 10 s S S
o A ] g s | SR
iy o ¥ —iga | % | — M
R Rl —BEE | R | e —pEw| R | BT
0 150 300 450 10° 107 10" 10° 19 0 600 1200 1800 1o 10* 107 10°
t/s f/Hz t/s f/Hz

(a) % WA (0.202 Hz)
(a) Frequent wind (/=0.202 Hz)

(b) H WJA(=703.13 5)
(b) Frequent wind (=703.13s)

(c) M3 R(£=0.202 Hz)

(¢) Extreme wind (£0.202 Hz) (d) I (=703.13 )

(d) Extreme wind (#=703.13s)

B2 JRGH R A I AR % L

Fig.2 Comparison of the wind velocity spectrum in the time and frequency domain

F PRI« 20 0 A 8 ) B S % 0 55 T AR
8 H DL DX % 5 DA W), e s S B S R A
U, S8 TE 5 W) A R T R 5 R T R A i Xk i 2
[ D) 77 7 5 R 22 ., (AR FE T R 1 ik A7 B 2 ™
A BOR TR 22, 248 1 e 0 KU 55 592 0 X 3 ) 722
eREHBE MY & o X UIZAE AR AR AR Rk
B A5 ] 200 P9 A v I 7 i LA B A A I RIOR
DR I B3 A0 i DR 2

2 BHEMMMBELR
BiEMHE %

TR TEIE RS B SRM H 5] ASf(E B A, 4 {8 0
FHAE Dy 338 6 BE 43 ff Ja 0 HAE B T 2 B, mT LUK R
I /> Cholesky 3 fif (14 K1, DA T 2 w55 5 00 XUk ) A5
PR, A IE N A A AR L R AN

1) 2R A 38 N 7 58 00 o B 3 A0 34 A 1Y) 53
A7

2) TH B4 (B ASUAL 0 T AR I AR R R H ik
Cholesky 73 i# ;

2.1

P

17

3) SR = U 2% 4 L T Y 0 M 25

4) g AR IS B0 T 3 R o3 i A5 R AR D
BN 3 A5 BIBLRGE P 51

FIE 370 1 496 95 7 S R T 3 i, LSS 2
SRR R AR bR L BT — R 2R A IS R
AR EL G 5 07 58, BEE 11 Bl il o 4k {9 AR 2 5 00 A
PLE o TSR 7 A AL, I AT RLTR] R T T
A 42 7 A T e e AT R 347 1 2 R R
V-2 73 R B4R (L A T A L AL B B R A
EES SRk RSl U R p i PR 1 R
SHEAZ o B R R P S A3 A {1 ot AT ) 486 L 5 2 A
Py VTR A B B e BRORIT T X [R) B T 3R

L(t(m))=L(t(m— 1))+

APH[H(t(m)—H(t(m—1))F  (14)
Llw(n))=L(w(n—1))+
Aw*+ [ H(w(n))—H(w(n—1))F (15)
d/,=L(z(N,))/n,
dl, — L(( a()( N)w))/)/nw (16)
Hi.m=2,3,-,N3n=2,3,-,N,;N,, N, 73 5



042 w3, W

w5

W %43 5

1z

[, 5,

AU K BB L (), L (o)

[PHER BTN, dl,

m=1, n=1

[ M=1L0om)-G-1a] |

| N=| L@(m)-G-1)d, |

P03 I A (A 5 5% e R
Fig.3 Flowchart of adaptive interpolation enhanced scheme

Oy IR SR 0 SR B A 5, e, 0 00 R T SR SR A
HARGL((1)=L(w(1)= 05w, 503 J ¥ 5] 73

1800 T
7 ;w 1.5
1200 K
2 “ E g 10 |' =
600 S E e =
F o .
= 2 ol
— = 1800 >
0 1200 NG 3
0 1 2 3 e 2 o
f/(@ad*s") “ 0 #, (ad * B
(b) Y5154 7 FE(H5E R 7T & H (L 1T )

(a) HFHITR
(a) Uniform distribution
surface of H matrix element

B4 ifE

(b) Uniform distribution in the interpolation

Ay B2 KR8] 8 5 o, 2, 90 000 O 28 S8 L O 8418
A IE B AR 24 2] o3 A ) 3R K I TE] R A

22 HWEASGMNE

Vel A JIT 7 kg A 8 35 S0 A6 (8 43 A3 J7 58 R0 1 3 3 15
WA B Ty Z8 WA (0 A 608 . X T 18 S 4 . A
T3 %8 A (E WA a5 A7 AE A TR 3B i R Jm) 8 2 1 Ry
TiE o J5) P4 L 3 SO0 1 R AU A (DR B T %
Jr SR DR UE T A (RS BE L (H RO R R AR B
%o XF T B 3G 0 5 58, A (B A6 F (8 il T 0 o3 A
AR TN A . B 4(d) ek R B EDE oK S L i
R A R a, b, d, e Ff T ab == bex
ad =de=df, P& I RAHSE , QRIE T 46 b
AT b 25 4 B A5 B 00 358 PN 04 43 9 R 0 4RI DA R
Pt v L A 2500 A O A 5 R T A

Sk ST AT b T AR AR (L A N AU b Y A A
B, 2 A f=0.202 Hz F1 1="703.13 s i} 1 {7 & B 4]
Fo 5 4 (I A 7 B SCRTA S ) L 1) 40 A o
F PR BT 3 O A B A A LS, TC IR R A
B 3 340 2 AR L ¥ 50 43 A T B A AR TR N A
B, BT S0 XGH A T G 0 43 it 5 R AE RSO 1]
7 Al 1 2R A A 26 AR 22 2R 1S T R 2 v 1Y) B A
BT B R A N B AU (B 7 R N A AR
VA% JUNINEE i 2 LA N (W TR VA

1800 Fee==eer e s
1200 "
g
600 n’ o
T o
0 1l T

0 3

1 2
f/(rad * s)
(c) BERAMTHR

(3

0

(d) BIERL5A6 7 58 (HARRE 70 2 4 (H ith )

(c) Adaptive distribution (d) Adaptive distribution in the interpolation
surface of H matrix element

Fig.4 The distribution position of the interpolation points

—_
(3]

1.2

' — I IRMH o — H R E
w w
o JEIE
<08 © 08f
£ )
04 « 0.4t
) o)
T T
0 L L 0 L L
0 600 1200 1800 0 600 1200 1800
t/s

t/
(@) 5997 E T )
(a) Uniform distribution

b) Adaptive distributi
in the time domain (b pilagtive duiribuiion

in the time domain

(b) EIERLA A R )

B 43 AT 0
1.5 15
o —HBME o — HigE
&y s |2l . A
&/ E
@05 “0.
T I
0 ' ' - 0 : : ;
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3

/(rad = s™)
(&) BIERART5 R 1)
(d) Adaptive distribution
in the frequency domain

f/(rad *s")
(c) ¥I5I53 477 SR T7 1)
(¢) Uniform distribution
in the frequency domain

PRI 5 3 {7 I Sl RIS Bl 1) ) 343 o 2

Fig.5 The distribution position of the interpolation points in the time and frequency domain



AT A5 ¢ IO IR AR (L A 7 A S0 XU A 4 o543

3 EBLEG

S TR A U B YN IR 0 S 5 AU A
B ECE AR S BAT 55 B AR R AR 09 8 DL KU R s 1B
2 [ 78 5 5% 107 N 5 A0 52 T Reese AR o 19 520 F
R | 1E o B SRR ST R AE 4 B i KU
o WAL FENE T AHEIE 18 1E 7 S 76 Mt XL
BB E X (ELM2) . PLUT o 2 90 K b 35
X ALAUL 25 B AT 4 BT

1Z N B SE AR S AnR R A T AME R
SR D XU I B KU T 20024F 6 5 Hid st T — Bt
il 2R KU A 2 T 50 A E B Y R 2R XU .
Gt P b v R B A A L 2 RE RS AR AR 263 m, 15
F1578 m,4 S ¥E R 15 m, MK AE 4 58 1~
5 AL BT LI 2 R o R KU S B A B A R O
FRRRAE , 16 BOIZ 5 i A B4 T IR 1) XU A Ay Tt 5 54
SR R B 7 B e B A R 2,4,6, 10 A1 15 me

UL Py JEC Al 23 5 4% 1 TBCAH S - b T RH RS JE 45 4L
2,=0.02 m, R F f=1 Hz; BB BN, =
1.800; 4 B 25 B4~ % N, = 900; 4 1 1] & IN=36;
N 337 {8 A5 S B0 n, = NL/IN = 50 ; 9588l 4 1 51 %k
n,=N,/IN=25,

P 6 S 1% 52 I o 2% I DRI oS5 A R B AR T
b B AT SR F M S T 8RB S A S R
BRI R ST B XU 43 A B AR SF- 25
A3 UK 3l 358 43, 7R FH Priestley' ™ 4 H 4 3% F 8 4k
PRI IS A T 7 1, A3 TSR 5 4% S I ik sl XU
B EPSD, I DL AR S B IR B T7 R A& IE H
LTS Bl - S Sl S N [P i = e M P B

SRHRIT AR

600 1200 1800
t/s

L6 2T o 25 A DR 0 e A N i ik 3
Fig.6 Layout and data preprocessing of measured downburst

wind velocities

EPSD (58 Y] i 45 5%, U1 i o7 &k 1= 703.13 s,
3.1 BWEER

BT b SN SR MUY T 8, 6 RSP AR S
T ol 2 U X R AT B IR o DL 4 S B A3
Qb X 5 5 D i), 7 S i Tk Bl XUE AU 4G R T
B, 1B 8 AR R XU AR AU 5 R L5 o by PR AT A 2
TG TE T R 11 S A A 174 0L R 5 5 XL 3
(1 B4 00 B8 0 L ), B M AR B T S KU
18 A S-S R

— SEI ik ) RGE
[ === AR B K

—_
[=]

R / (m * s™)

710 1 1 1
900 1200 1500 1800
t/s

FI7 ksl KU AR D4 20 L AR

Fig.7 Comparison of fluctuating wind velocity

0 300 600

30
S
e LA
20— FHRE

R / (m * s™)
=

0 300 600 900 1200 1500 1800

t/'s
I R VB ke A

Fig.8 Comparison of non-stationary wind velocity

P9 Sy il a3 A S5 3000 JRU 3 R ASE 480 XU EPSD
= B 10 S SE S5 B EPSD By U i 8L )
Fr 8 R f=0.202 Hz f1 t="703.13. i & n] 1. 5230
JRGH RIS SR A EPSD 78 B 43 3881 4 43 A & A
L, JC B 22 001 5 Iy 1) B AR A HE B A R
U, BE T8 0E 5 [ 35 N A A (L A A DXL T 4

. x10 ~ 19
s 25
2 Bl
~ ~1.0
% (1):(5) 1 800 @0-5 1 800
M0 97 04 600 296 = 0 g3 600 21¢
f/Hz o 0 f/HZ 0.4 0
(a) SEgE R (b) BIER

(a) Measured wind velocity (b) Simulated wind velocity
19 g2 U 5 88X 1) EPSD
Fig.9 The EPSD of the measured wind velocity and the sim-

ulated wind velocity



044 w3, W

w5 2 W

43 %

— SElfE | — szllfE

+§1 . - B oo L Bl
0 600 1200 1800 10 10° 10°
t/s f/(rad + s™)
(a) B3] F (£-0.202 Hz) (b) SR Y Fr(+=703.13 5)
(a) Time-domain section diagrams  (b) Frequency-domain section
(7=0.202 Hz) diagrams(#=703.13 s)

10 92 5 840 EPSD i 4 J [&
Fig.10  The section diagrams of measured and simulated EPSD

Mo OR BT S I X £ R A
32 fEELHR

2 1, Ty ik % B 4 B 1Y Cholesky 43 fiff 45 S &
— AN SRR H . R TR MR R A
AL HY) R, 2 AR B SR S A A Ak g
Ao E11, 1245 5 7 50 3% 1Y Cholesky 43 fifk 45
WA IE F 18 1E 3% (1) Cholesky 4 fff 25 H- A8 Bsf 38 A1 4%
W_EmY R

e
n
N
n

- —w=0.70 rad/s T — 15005
g g —+=1000s
g I 15 +=1500s
i |
= = os im v
ié : =X = W, J : Y
w —0.5| : L % -0.5 L . .
o) 0 600 1200 1800 3 1 2
t/s f/(@ad-=s")
(2) WY A E (b) Hs il
(a) Time-domain section (b) Frequency-domain section
diagrams diagrams

B 11 FEF 520 3% (1% Cholesky 43 fift 45 4
Fig.11 The result of Cholesky decomposition based on the

measured spectrum

N

HAEFESUR DI F / (m = ™)
(=) —

N

— w=0.70 rad/s
— w=1.75 rad/s

| w=2.87 rad/s

1 1
0 600 1200 1800
t/s

[

(=]

HAEREIRIE YT / (m + s™)
(=]
(3]

f/(rad *s™)

(a) TR A (b) HET ) E
(a) Time-domain section (b) Frequency-domain section
diagrams diagrams

F12 T IEREA Cholesky 43 i 45 R
Fig.12 The result of Cholesky decomposition based on the

modified spectrum

H P AT 0 e T T 3 ) o0 fifp 4 SR A IR AU |
4 A2 A i 48 55 S A5 SR AR H AR L B TARZ
F T A0 g IR R IR 7 S 4 XL 7 A W R L i, L

e MR BR AT A 22 4k TR T AR I (0 0 0, 3 7 A 1
AR 2 5y 7 A R R BE B o XU R i 14 73 A 7 03
NGRS iR R DNITTE 31 e o =3 S LR (X 97
DX 3 5 100 7 B S8 5 i) G %E 08 0 A e Ak, B AN E
Mo BRI, BRI S8R S8 b A A5 A AR 150 43 A
FIARYE R I PR A 185 N B AR B2

33 @\ESER

SR FH = OB 2547 18 pR AR, F7 1 0D B 1R A 360w,
I 35 R 35y 1) %) 475 1 5 A £l o i) ok 50 25, DA
Choesky 73 25 S (1 5 B oG 2 H(3,3) A6, 4 il 7E 46
o0 % 1="703.13 s B} ZI v & Fl /=0.634 rad/s 5l R
P E AN R o 13, 1443 51 o8 36 TR 6] 5 48 i i
Sl R A (B2 R . P AT, 5 3 50 4 A S
EANE BT e R (=R i U EE SIS i W i K=
Fo LT S0 A v ALEAE T 3% 1Y Cholesky 43 fif 45
A B 3 1) B AR A B R R, RE N 5 5 A I
7 1) A E O

12
—HiE

a5 === B AEE A T R
" 0.8 b EIE R T R
&
© 04}
<4

0

12I00 1800
t/s
B113  BET ORI J7 28 1 i) Sal 4 1 445

Interpolation results based on different schemes in

0 600

Fig.13

time domian

12
— BB
_ - By SR A AT TR
&
04
<
T
% 1 2 3
f/(rad * s
P14 3T AN [ 7 5 0 H 3 4 (i 5 2R
Fig.14 Interpolation results based on different schemes in fre-

quency domian

34 BEMYER

THESE A S b FE £ Inter (R) Core (TM)
17-6600U CPU®@ 2.60 GHz; N f# 16 GB, A& % H
FATI A . BT ARME TS i 2R =075 5, 754



AT A5 ¢ IO IR AR (L A 7 A S0 XU A 4 545

B8] B 36Aw LG N SIEBL T , 2 1400t TR
FHAS R4 18 5 28 B4 (6 1 22 RS IULFE I o 4 1E 7 38
A3 JCARE . Ding 5542 H A S0 (5 L )2 Bao 454
EEY () ISP AR L 5 4 (L 8 20 A 5 R & ¥ 50 43 A L Tao
SER A DU R 22 T A AR B0 A DA RS R
YR B3GR )5 %8 o SR - Y AR 52 22 (mean relative
error, fi] Fk MRE) F1 3 J5 #2 i% 2 (root-mean-square
error , fil K RMSE) 43 7l 7158 1 B 3 F35 50 1 19 476
(B 1R 22 W B Sl R AT 30l 5 ) 1) S 4R 0 15 25 1Y 7 1
EAE A T R LR G iR 2

il
MRE=—>» ——— 17
N; - (17)
HII
1Y -\’
RMSE = |— (H,,*H) (18)
N,,Z !

WO 7R SEH AR A 1 L B R A
REPR D 7800 ZEABITELL T , 148 T 7606 /Y
T ] 5 P AR (A T A L B T
3500 W TTB I a] 5 [ 36 N7 S AR R T DY Tk £ Wy
A FUE B A, DR Z2 AR e/ NG de e, I vl []
RS P A R T ) i Y 9 22 300 200 A R4 R

A A AR 1)

P15 g i F A R 4 {E 0 A 7 SR R 22 4et .
T Pl AT ORI« o 5 A ) el ) 8 R B s 20 ) A
ER 2R Z 8 [Al 3 145 SR X, AF 1 20 4 1
oA J7 56 5 22 ML P 5 36 (B0 A A5 R A L 3 (E
WREER KD o 58 B $2 I F Gl D4 e 4 58 07
ESIE QUSRS = N AR | o e i )
AP . K5 MR R 2E IR FE iR 25 BRIV,
RPN SE R RN A SR D K RO I NII]
BE— 20 4 B AL R

40 Pl
=R Z TS A
EE A
~ BENMTR
20

4o Bz ER: 5%
Kot

30

WRE/%

—

ok s—e—

1I6 3I2 4‘8 6.4 8I0 9IG li2 1&8
Ezegi=RLET]i
P15 IR 50 A O A ik 22 ge it
Fig.15 Error statistics of different interpolation distribution

schemes
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Tab.1 Interpolation error and simulation time of different interpolation schemes
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