546 F5 5 )
2026 4 10 H

Pzl X512 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 46 No. 5
Oct.2026

DOI:10.16450/j.cnki.issn.1004-6801.2026.05.028

ETYHEGEREHENBNHALESETEN

RFENL, ZF B, & R, 4

=, # = OovwRE, wFEHS

(LRI KRB S 50 03 TAR B #5JH,450001)
(2. v ERF 2B WA FEAT BT, 110016)

(3. [ ¥ R 4 WL 2 W WL 0 B2 BT 5 B
(4. v 1 W s 4 AT g L 3 8 A R )

HB M, 450052)
1B, 462000)

TE AT R e 45 b e B W0 e el T SRR 57 ) 4 BB SR B 5 R T B 5 S0k b B AN SE R )
BT — B BE ) B BRI 28 I 46 (physics-informed neural networks, {8 #% PINNs) (# J7  , F + M B 09 6 65

W R A SRR DR R

A5 A OGR4 BERE M SR T PINN s B R0KE 3% 5 0 B4R Sy ) 34 24 o i

AL 25 T S IR ) BRI R IR Sl A AR AR 4, S B AN o b e G R A 5 LUl B A A
5 5% PR B, o8 U0 B U5 TR AR 25 5 SR AR A B9 4005 1R 22 HEAT DL, 5 O I 4% TR AR A T A7) B oA 4 A T 8 e 3 O AR
LG LW AL 100 BURAEARTT , PINNs Jy vk BE S 1 1 S8 80 3% , HL RS SR B 9106 DA b iz r iR 7E e 4 T4
ST AR BN TR A PR BN A A MRS A R B e T RS

REE WRAE RN RS BOLE T i e

hESESE THI6;TB551

0 35

6 7 (laser ultrasonic, faj #8 LU) £ AR AE A
T ARG 0 S8R 4 BT AR ST AR AR 2 ik = o L v
HE 3 DL SO WA RO AS b B e RS A R TE A
LG I e AF 40 B R B A A AR, A
S B 0 AT TG i 2 Pk i TR R 2R T AR AR L
ful 52 2 M (Y DXl s ] 52 PR A ) B SO SR AR A
TG 4 T A 5 Bl DX 8, S BOR B U 5 BE 2
23 )R 3% B2 8 Jm 0 I 2R (W R AR ZE X R B L R,
WA 56 B Uk S R A7 53 AT B A% B8 1 e LU R 8 A
F 24 Y, 5 2 — B 8 5 T ) UL £ S o
U 3 1) S HE SR 3 3k >R A B 1Y J) 8 0k 37 AR O S
T EE A SR 3, DU IO A R TE A
PREE T A3 PR 5 AT SEE

AL ARk , Raissi &5 52 H 9 PINNs K 4 B ffd 4 4>
J5 7 i i A P28 4 N 2t B b 7R 3R SR R A
& 5 AL RE J1 0y [R] I, 2 3 s/ 1 % R RS I 2 A
PE By HHi . Karniadakis % gk — 2228 T PINNSs ££
28 I A, i A T AR e R D i (A
FROCE: ) TE AL PRI J i 46 e A B 45 T B A
WL . Shukla %26 A PINNSs 3R A5 f) 52 & A (Y

i

W H 3. 2025-06-18 5 #& [l H 1 . 2025-09-17

Al Tk T S FE AR 400403 8 250, 8 3k 0 4 R Y R
THT U ok PR 4 T A rp i e T 24 80, UE B T (8
PINNSs 147 45 J8 45 b 3 05 L3 A aT A5 . Bl 5
¥ PINNs 5 8 75 i I sh Jr AR 25 &, R BT 5
S B VIR T IE 1 O R R RS U 3
PINNs 88 , 37 1 S [ 3R fif O 8 P PR i
SR PINNs B R, I X 38068 75 9% B 0 47 17 18 17
B AS ORI 1] 2 UM Vi, 245 SR e B, 545 G b 46 I 45 A
Lt , PINNs il a5 51 A 9 B 24 3 8 3 B A T % 50 4
Bk AR . b iR BT FE 43 3R W] PINNGS 76 5K i &2
Z= Wy B )y A A MR RE L L EE RS B R
PE G ERCR Mz AL RE 0y Y RN
SR, B AR S B A b A () RO SRS I
A0TSR TR PO 8 R Uk 3 1) e AR A TR R
Tl = AT AT RS AR 1 M D 7

ARG T X O R R 2 I S 5 b 3 B AN
SERE (4 ) B, 48 10T — i G ) B2 TR R BK B
() PINN's 5 HE 4L, 78 120 A9BSR FE R &4 F L X
FIH 126 AR AE 2L I 2515 5 il T 7 A 58 B OG
FEE W B R A R B e, AT T O S
SCH AR WU T — 2 58 B 0 22 WD B 3 B B — g R
ST B I 22 W% I8 3 B 5 LUK R T A Ak By



55 5 3]

RYEJU, 55 BT BIAE S0 22 I 26 1 001 7 7 O 3 o A 75

5, A X SR A B0 B0 AT VA — Ak RS ) o3 A 4
VB, DABRE S 8008 I i, o J5 B2 00 B OHE 4% 5 )i, R
T PINNG s 1 P 2% 25 k4 15 1 FlEE S 80 8, % ik 3
P25 AT T IRAGHE B B4

1 HAEBEXWREETAE
1.1 FHEFZIR

AT FE A P A O 7 A DA 7 2 < R X
WA RTEARBHIM LUVILLZ R4 . R4+
B0 B LA B A R Sk Al il
IR AR AR TR AR LUK PC H i 3 5 AR 43 4 .
P 1 O A S R s B

R

Bkigor | BOEES AR I 2l

L il 42 9
A Bhfits o
) AVA
A& ER=E ik

1 O A I R g B
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the LU testing system
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Fig.2 Schematic of scanning and 3D array matrix



1176 B oo w5 & W

46 %

IXCEE R 7R S ARG — D AR R b A G
JIN,N,,N,]=[101,101,4 0001, % =44 &
A5 10 201 4 RAENL B BASRFEALE AL & 4 000
AN B 5, AN B A 1S S 1Y B 32 ps.

56 LA 120 S0 05, AR DR R AR B AR Sk 7 AN
AR R AT Rl X e A 4 4 1) B AT AR 2 40
SEHS . B 2 2SI B AT XSRS 1 4 S Y e )
DB, SR 5 R TS Rl AT Al . Horh o i
A 499 4 K B2 5 E ) 20 mm, S R BE 4 1 mmsy J5
] B 39 4 1 R % E 8 10 mm, 3148 18] BE 8 2 mm .
B2 WOGHE R LI I A S B R 1, m A5 F
) = BB N[N, N,,N,]=1[21,6,4 000], fm
E 2(c)fimm .

R T AT PR 8 I 3 RS 52 4 0% 3 1 2 g A%
T DL A BIE 58 DN = 2 B0 4 A T v B BL B B TR
1940 A4~ 8] 2R #E s (N,=1 940) , 1% s % 07 s [61] 2y
15.52 pso =15.52 ps 1Y W] WAk U 3 45 AL an B 3
TN o, 25 B0 3R OR WU 5 5 15.52 ps B
] 5 B% W (43 A o T 3(a) IR T 58 3% Y 2% Ui 9% %
Yy, NV efmT DL 008 T8 00 00 L 3% S8 , 0k iy 6 J3e it
W AT B . & 3(b) JRIR TN S 2 b U 3, A
HRT DU LR A AR N R A % 2 R T D
JE H B R L2

20 20 IH—fbdRiE
— | i
E 1 p— 2 (1055
= 85 ...-——-..' = 3 — 90.25
4k 4t -0.50
-0.75

4 8 12 16 20
x/ mm
(b) A5EEE

(b) Incomplete wavefield

0 4 8 1216 20 O
x/ mm
(a) BRI

(a) Complete wavefield
B3 =15.52 ps AY AT AL It 35 45 21

Fig.3 Visualization results of wavefield at 7z = 15.52 ps
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