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water, temperature and material properties, etc. The establishment of an accurate and efficient prediction model is of great
significance in grasping the deformation trend of dams and assessing the risk of dams. [ Methods ] Aiming at the problems of low
accuracy, poor adaptability and weak noise immunity of traditional prediction models, a deep learning prediction model for
concrete arch dam deformation is proposed by combining the Harris Hawk algorithm (HHO), Variational Modal Decomposition
(VMD), Random Forest algorithm (RF), and Long-Short-Term Memory neural network (LSTM). First, the HHO algorithm is
improved by introducing Tent chaotic mapping, energy randomness decreasing strategy, and the arch dam deformation data
sequence is decomposed to obtain a number of modal components (IMF) with different frequencies using the THHO-VMD method
. Secondly, The RF algorithm is utilized to calculate the contribution of deformed characteristic factor and to screen the optimal
set of input factors for the prediction model ;. Finally, the LSTM model is used to learn and predict each IMF component, and the
final deformation prediction is obtained by reconstructing the predicted values of each component. [ Results ] The simulated signal
decomposition result show that compared with the existing signal decomposition method , the optimal signal decomposition can be
realized by using the IHHO-VMD method . Analyzed by a project example, the proposed model predicts the displacement of four
measurement points with average RMSE, MAE, R* and MAPE of 0.397 6 mm, 0.327 5 mm, 0.991 8 and 1.519 49%.
[ Conclusion ] Compared with other combined models, the result of the four evaluation indexes of the proposed model are optimal,
indicating that the model has the advantages of high prediction accuracy, good generalization ability and robustness.

Keywords : concrete arch dam deformation; harris hawks algorithm; variational mode decomposition; random forest algorithm;
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0 31 &

Bl A= 3821 iR nl B L SR O 5 E= N EE V2
DR E MR R B R L, TEKEm R, R
AR 2R G S S BRI A T, BUAARIE
B ARt R AR R e SR S R
S LU Y TN A R S5 AL fRT PR, B — o R R R
{AERN AT 22 5 . AR R B P BT, AEAEDT
MabERE 2 | LA ROR A ERNZ LRE AN LS 8, T
B2 T 9 b A RUE B AR SRR
AR AR BEZE K PE R A S W &R 4/
e AN TR BB R, PLER ] | RE
SRR RN AR, ST
BERCR, TR EHL(SVM) | R )45 3% bl 25 ) 2%
(BPNN) | R FRA= 2 HL(ELM) FIEER 22 4% (RNN)
LRI A TR EOMAL A XING 2 4/ T
ICSO-SVM R #%E 1 W AR T8 FUml AL &Y F) ] 1CSO 53k
XF SVM S8 AT S, — B b T AR AL 1Y Tl
DIKG RS, (ERRURRE M 2E , MELUKE B A S IE i 5
FROE B s A6 5, R 420 R A TIPSO 4303k
5 RNN BRI 25 SAUE S, B T RIRINT 58 A48
FEAN R ZImfE J1, ZWE T RNN R L7 g 3K 5 51 i
Gy I BURE FET O | o S M 55 R A

ik R RNN BORUSRRG B IG 5 | PR REA TR E
B ACAZ T AL, R T LSTM A,
AT R B EHE 7 91 P IS TR AR G 2R TR BE 4248 7
FIRFAEAS B, OB A LSTM S50 T4 i Y ¢ + 301
AR, WO(E S S ME A R, WEL %7 4]

124

T OC-LSTM /=5 HESIU 1 & /K AR B W A L )
FH LSTM #5570 b 3 95 33 CNIN A5 750 452 A 4 1F 15 1
AHAZBA— LSTM A7 EE CNN A5 TS 45 3] 1
WRET, MZEEY T HERMAMYE EEh
ML B IE IS, R T RIS, CNN
TS T B SRR AR, LSTM 5 b, DA 1) ] 7 571 5
e 3] JfEAE I CNN-LSTM RS20 (g 5L hl |, #84
BRI 27 > B9 Attention HLHI, 28 H 4R AE X i A SR
BUSEIR , EAS 52 ) A5E RS B A 4R R R TR
. YANG %54 TG HLHN Y LSTM TR.%E
TSI R, SR ] LSTM A5 I 5 15 9 5 PR 855
HERKER; FHEE LB RRAEH AR,
At TSR TR A S E R AT, A
AR, R AR LA OO B B R R S A
A, AESZ R AERAE DR DT A R R RN 81 e
S, MELATEMS AN 5 SRR [ A 2 AR
LYESARR, BECTPAAR S . P 0 AE 5
2, REMEASE,

TRBE - HEIN |- A5 5 00 WA RS RN A S AL S 2k i =2
IXARPERE . PR R E I, RAE R R
G e 22 MR 54, AN SR (0 R B8 2 2 AR
ARG . T, 25 5 BRARAE B2 I8 AR T i
HI 555 6T e 2] Je 38 4R AIE 11 220 18 RE T, B R B A ]
R, BB R AT VMD AR T8 B8 1 4 4 i o T
IMF J35, BIBRGR AT, K45 IMF 220 i AA HE 7
DUASERY AT S B A R RE A 4R T SR 2% e 20 4R
T JE T SSA-LSTM-GF AR &8 + 148 JE fit il 7 ik,

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) $56%5 2025 FFE3H



FIF SSA #4725 B 52 I B Hie 17 9 43 it 24~ IMIF 43 1,
S35 LSTM ALY GF B3 %t Jl A 43 i s 45 oy 1
PEATHN , ) A A T, 5 A2 AR
P, ELAT B WS B2, BAT 4ENY A A DA-RNN
BIRUXT VMD A 8 A R E 7 0 E 4722 2, 38 T
) A R I B AR AR, B TR Y
P, B REESETURH VMD MRS TR B 81, ik
B ARRIE F )5, SRH ELM X145 IMF 43 & 547
T, FEA AR e TR ZE SR WO X ok
B, VMD 43 SCR 00 T EMD, 4555 350 00 kS B w5 T
BP, HST-ELM & L7 |k 77 ¥k N T HUE A9
VMD #EAT 540, WD TS E ST, B2
BT VMD S ERE X P 51 o iR B s, BUE A
X RESEUEAREE | ML B MELIE

FESBR R Y, VMD SECH RIS 2 565 L, 4
fERCRAETE R R A E T . i, #5273 R T g
B S RESEA S, DRI VMD SR, ik
PSP oWo Bk S VD IS B A A,
ST X AT B A R L e, e TN Tk
VMD S8 BUMRRUR 22 | TEREA TR E SF ), 2%
vk WOA-VMD J7 ik o i AR Kt e 57, 3l ad
5Ll VMD S5 A5 21 i 43 B RS X LG, Bk T
WOA BN VMD S50 A 34T A R Rmr 15
P, KR RER LS VMD BT A ML A, S B
HEA LM AN, H2H TRk 2
P BRI REE RSN R, A
AT RERA AR S e, TS RAAHEA, VMD
PERE %

TRHBE £ HE AR B $04 77 41 28 VMD 43 it i 22 4>
IMF 434, SEAFH0A AT, AH SRR A e e AR T
FRIER 2 SRR BE TR, DR AR L Ak
BRI T, BE—77 55 R A mRMR B3k fn il &
XF VMD 3 B 45 IMF 23 s b TRRAE R T e, [
IR T B A FIUARSE, ARG T AR Bt 4
B CAO VT - T — Fh @l A A BR AR B 4R T AN
Spearman E‘ﬁ%?ﬁﬁii&ﬁ/f, TEAZ P8 7 51 N 78 AR
Blt - XPRRAE R AT 2k, B TS SRR R
PE, ZHANG 250 7RHE RF B %3545 31 1 4 4iE A
F ORI THET , A TS R R R T
Wrdabnah S s I R R A, AR
T R F- 2o Fi 2 M R TERE BE 50

SR R R RS A S BAS R T, 1R
BREFIIENT VMD S8 00K AR AICARAE T 0T
ARPEXTEAPEREAYFEMA , SR ] LSTM BEAYER I IMF 43

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) E56%5 2025 FFE3H

WER, &//BEFHIERTHFERNHIERE Y I HURE

s 5 AR RRIE R 7 B) A9 K B T AR A5 B, i TH-
HO-VMD F1 RF F#IEH 88 7 i AT i plss &, 2
T R A DR A TR R - IR TR 2 2] i
AL &Y R THV-RLSTM A% %! ( THHO-VMD-RF-
LSTM) ., BEE, FIMH Tent RTINS At FEALIE %
VR W R A B Y THHO B7A 48 5 VMD S84
4, VMD fEmAESEA & T R BT 5458 )7 51 43
ff BT IME 2 i, R RF 38 R RS JE AR AIF [
T 5 o ARG SR IR, FRARIR ] i 04
PERZ ALk AR5 SR A LSTM AR B Xt 45 4 i A7
YL, BuE I, A 15 5] 5 ¢ ) HE AR T $50 0
B, TRE S5 43 B 560 00E T T 3 45 20 B o 0Pk e
1k
1 F5E0
1.1 BEFHHRENEEERUNTES RSN E
1.1.1 2B Hx

2019 4, HEIDARI %" 32 56 9 v HL 307 J6 Rk
R EAT MM &, $&0 T BB A (HHO) ,
HAESHC | FU0K B R 2518 R 88 1 S5,
ZHEE AT 2RI R ARSI AR B, RIS
P36 g R A T RN e i, BbaR g i YA
YN

E:ZEO(I —%) (1)

A, ENEYR YT bR AR, M E| =18, Bk
FFRARNZR, M E| < | I, BEHTRSITL;
T NI REACREL; « Yk ks £, MR
WItG kIR AR
1.1.1.1 2F#%

ME[= 18, i R s E] P B R
WY, IFEEMANE, B AR

X(t+1)=
X,pa(t) =1, ‘and(t) = 2r,X(1) ‘
(X.(t) =X, (t)) —r3lb +r,(ub - 1b)

q=0.5
g < 0.5

(2)
A, X+ 1) X(0) 2000058 0+ 1, 0 YGRS

X.(t) NIEUINIE s .y 1y s 1, Flg NFENLEL 1D
b RS RIS X (1) A5 1 U L B
ST AR )27 B
1.1.1.2 FIIFL

Y E| < VI, i BUSE S AR PR AT 1 16 1% A e 2
XHE [ E [0, 1) HFEHLEL B 1E+E 4 id i FEl BOK

125



WER, %//BEFIERTHFERHIERE Y SIHURE

W&, fLE 4 FpoRmE
(HEHE, XB=0.5, [E|=0.50, %Yk
AR T, A LT O S S PR R g, A
Bl
X(t+1)=AX(t) —E[JX,(t) = X(¢)| (3)
A, rs (0, 1) [RIBREHLEL; J 58 W i ik R o
BE, WUEVEREIA (0, 2)5 AX(r) 3R ¢ WEAURAE Y
5 HL T ] PR
(2) Y, B=0.5, [E|<0.50F, 5Pk
RABEAN L, A EL T S A R ORI, AR
Bl
X(t+1)=X(1) —E - [AX(1) | (4)
(3) PR, 4B < 0.5, |[E[=0.5
BF, ey LT O St DR A b K R O Y, 2, A
(NI S /N W)
Y(t): X, (t) —E[JX.(t) - X(t) |
F(Y()) < F(X(1))
Z(t): Y(t) +S-LF(D)
F(Z(1)) < F(X(1))

X(t+1)=

(5)
K, S HYERE R D WBENL I 5Ly LF 5 Levy AT
(4) PRI, 2B < 0.5, |El< 0.5
BF, e FRLST I S it R AR o R R ke g v, 2, A
(SRR N Wil
Y(1): X.(1) —E|JX.(1) - X,(1) |
F(Y(t)) < F(X(1))
Z(t): Y(t) +S-:LF(t)
F(Z(1)) < F(X(1))

X(t+1)=

(6)
1.1.2 ZpRELH
VMD J&— B T ARG I8 . A KA R AR i, AR
S RN Iy ) e F VA AF EIR I AR BB 155 20 i 7
2, BEATRSOHE St SO S IR B AR, AT DL
RCHIAL PR 52 2% 1) e 2 AR L MR R E PP 2, K 5dE P 8
f(t) ffER AR MR,
(1) F 2y AR 3 A
. j o
min {Z d I[(6(t> +m)®uk(t)}e

k=1

2}
fughy ol 2

s. t. z;‘uk =f

(7)

o, fu, | MRS EIAY IMF 434 8(1) A Dirichlet

126

lgl@(, @jﬂ%ﬁ]\@ﬁﬁi, {wk} %ltij‘ﬂ‘ﬂ?ﬁ%o
(2) KA X535
L( { u/;} s
+

aé 9 ,|:(5(t) +é) Xuk(t)}e'm, 2
Mo—;wmﬁ+uuxﬂw—§%m>
(8)

{w/f%, A) =

2

A, o HTIREETIHF; A A Lagrange .1,
(3)f# ] ADMM i+ {u, |
A (w)

) flo) = Fu(w) +

u ! (w) = 1lzmw-wgz (9)
Ao, wtt YRR S NN 0 () .
F(@) B3N u(w) | f(w) B Fourier A4t

(4) EHHLIE |0, |

[ wluie) o

n+1
Wy

== (10)
[ i) ldo

(5) 35 A
)A\n,H(w):/A\”(a)) +T[fA(w> - ;&ZH(G))] (11)

K, 0 () o) SRR IR SR L 1
1.1.3  2ateh 28 5ok
(1) Tent TR MLET . Tent 5 I B SR g 73 Bt 2k ke
B, FEAEHH R BENLRE R E (RS M AR 2z
R R, SR FZ B 20 GG A AR A
DARIESLEAS [ oA A 50 . Tent TRIEBU AR
y,./0.7 vy, < 0.7

= ' 12
Y T (103) (1-9,) p=07 P

HH, yos yon ABUOBRLTAER bk + 1T RIEAUS RAL
Bk RAUKREL

(2) R RELIES G, fEZ5E HHO Sk E
AN, AT IR E LT AT RE R A
i, FAesz e | ARk A £ i RAH,
E RABEHLRIMASE | SR i A=y

E= 2E0(1 - iT) : cos[(zk + %) w;] (13)

P, o0 TSN SRER U FoRIERRE k=
0, 1, - NFEPLRAESR £ A5 8, fEfght
JESPAE R L T, 3 2o e SRR e SRR AR A
PrPkikfein £ RBIMETREY b BOC, HHO Bk

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) $56%5 2025 FFE3H



Tt TR %, R2EmEEREER,
1.1.4 THHO-VMD % g7 i

XFF VMD 250, M4 K /M, i sS4
BIMKEMES  BMES Ko #; MK RE, S5
fFod B I MBS S RIREME ™, o Mk
B IMF Zr a0 96, BUE A 22 S 8CIMF 2 &0
DHSRIR S, 15 VMD JC3E 20 i A 3% A 50 R A
S0 e, A IHHO Bk HENIE S (K, o] 1Y
AL A, Ve PR 6 45 1R O 15 % R AT, Bl
VMD XFHEUARIE $icdie 751 1) o R

FIFH THHO #4485 VMD WS RA S (K,
o WEMALERMT, (1)E IHHO BiLSH8, Wik
FIBERCE | TR IRKEL, Tent IRIESEL . K Al o 1Y
WEE RIS (2) Rk T8 45040 )3 51 1647 VMD 43
fif, VO LA B 3 N B (B (3) MKAE THHO
BB, TR BT AL B, R
AR/ INE N B ; (4) 3R MISE — DAk SR, 1A 55
FRAEARUELIS, S Ik, i R /NG I (AN e A
S (5) VMD ERAESEU A R 4 LR 4L
P PP 5N HEA T 53t
1.1.5 IHHO-VMD 7 i % f# 50 R 547

S UE THHO-VMD F3fif 5 25 08 Rt fml 41k
M TR y(1) , RS 1 024 Hz, R
BHER 1s, BG5S AN
y(8) =y, (1) +y,(1) +y3(8) +y,(1)
y,(t) = cos(107mt)
y,(¢) = 1. 2sin(407t)
y;(¢) = 1. 5sin( 160wt + mw/3)

(14)

y.(1) = noisy

WER, &//BEFHIERTHFERNHIERE Y I HURE

o, noisy MAEMEEL 10 dB A9 = 0T s

# H ITHHO-VMD, HHO-VMD., WOA-VMD i
GWO-VMD X FLAE 5 #6474 i, S 06l B £l i o
50, ERIERIRECH 30, SR IZE K MRS F o
AOIBE G 7350 [ 3, 10], [1.000, 8 000], %k
()38 IV 55 PRI L8, 0k A5 Ry ik B R R AR IR
B, FRABNERESEAE]S, 5168], ffEidEny
JEE K 2. 856 38, 4 FhBvL AR FET L Al 1 i
/N, IHHO-VMD Z-ff 25 Rl 2 s, eIE 1 Al Al,
IHHO 59 SO0 B e, 725 4 kAR 5230 T
RESHA G, HiEER/N, BT VMD &
FESHA AN TR THADR Y, BA RIS
Rtk FHE 2 AI%D, THHO-VMD ] DL % (5 5 it
TP, ARANH THCRIES G, Ui A gy
B BT 3 R ASCR RNl AT 1

2.8575
IHHO HHO
WOA GWO
2.856 38 ,
2.8571 2.85637 [} TR . e I
s
= 2.856 36 =
{2
5 ‘ ‘
58567 13 285635 |- - Amroc el T A =5
PP S N G N S
5 10 15f 20 25 30
2.8563 . . : -
0 10 20 30
IEARUEL
E1 EEEKRINLEL
Fig. 1  Algorithm iterative optimization process line

15
= 450]- o M 475
S 00f 300( S 00 351
150f 175 -
sk ‘ . | -1.0 . ‘ |
. 15 sool " 03 sl
= oofl 400} = 00 12}
200} oL
-03

IMF5

301
20+
10+

TMF6

IMF7

24t
16|
Sk

-0.3

301
20+
10

TMF8

1 L t t
500 750 125 250 375
i WA Mz

|
250

&2

1
750 125 250 375
Wiz

500
oo

|
250

IHHO-VMD %3 i 45 5 i et 33 0 3313

Fig.2 Domain and frequency domain of IHHO-VMD decomposition results

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) E56%5 2025 FFE3H

127



WER, %//BEFIERTHFERHIERE Y SIHURE

1.2 BEMARMEX

RF Bk Tt g i — M 7 £
PSRRI BRI A 2 AL R D A
THRAR/NEIEA, PSR RS RHIEAL
FARBORHIBRAE L AR & X, 76 RF 500k
HE) Gini HEAETE AR

vIm e :Alfji VIM (15)
n =
X, n o RE LRI Rkt s viM© g
X, AE55 @ BRB Py E
1.3 KERHZIZHMEM L%
LSTM AR FH = AR 177 25k A4 iR

SHRBREZE, o LA PRI 8 B80S i aE R,
REARR 1 TCAC B I S A5 2 > B i 5, ik 1K
03 A B g s ) AR (P R, 7 Ak B s [) P 71 i) R
FRCRBEDT SRS HRAKN
fi=o(olh_, %] +b) (16)
K, o HHIEREG o, AR b, HAT—HICH)
Witli; x, H o FEAROHA 5 b, RS,
BT i AN
i, =c(w,[h,_, x,] +b,)

FIARALIHHOZ: %

v

TentiR WS B LRI AL E,
Vrﬁ’l‘%fﬁ&)ﬁ{ﬁ

[ER R AT

fr

e e R
BB R | BEEEC | SR
~<1a'> N
Y
RS

¢, =tanh(w,[h,_, x,] +b,) (18)
¢, =fe,_, *+ic| (19)

K, o, o, 35105, 4IRS A E (H
b, b, AHIHEIATT, MIRE WAL ¢ ¢ 5

1) R T — P 20 R 254 TS 220 %) 200 IR 25
i o, THEAN

o,=0(w,[h_y, %] +b,) (20)
h, = o,tanh(c,) (21)

X, w, WA b, WWEE; h, Ko IEZIBSTH

2 IR E

AU E ik SEhe, $2i T IHV-RLSTM #:4Y
SR AR A 3 Fron, BACPIRMT . (1) ¥k
THHO SO0 22 18 0 B PR &L, (2) I Tent YR i
SRR RO, RO E AN W R, 15
F| VMD S HA G 3) MRS A TH
VMD XJ RIS JEE I 50 47 i, IR0 o0 U 2R
UFEANERAE ;. (4) A RF BIA k5 IMF 2
SR ST I RRE R -, K WA B S A I 2R RN e iE
A RO N AR R AR 5 43 A A B LSTM A A vh R 47
YLk, KE; (5) Pt LSTM AL IMF 4522 )

FFig

[
[
| RIS T M 5 )
=
|<—| IHHO-VMD4} i I

| |
B N
|
: IMF, IMF, IMF; | - | IMF,
| l RF l RF l RF l RF
I | LsT™, LSTM, LSTM; | - | LSTM,
|
| ! ! '
| i, ki, LTTfvN i,
: | | | |
| v
| TR
|
| '
[ KIS FM )75
|

FFig

B 3 IHV-RLSTM =Bz T2
Fig. 3 IHV-RLSTM model flowchart

128

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) $56%5 2025 FFE3H



AR T, EAYL e 1 2 3 4 5 6

WER, &//BEFHIERTHFERNHIERE Y I HURE

8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26

RAFRN R AR WE; (6) 115
ST I P[] P 250 44 %o 15 2
(MAE ) . F ¥ 4 X%} 5 45 iR 2
(MAPE) . ¥1J7H %22 (RMSE ) FIAH
KRR, TEMBRIZESPERE,
3 BRILGE
3.1 TIFFE#R
AR B+ BEIUAL T o = g 1]
BB RE BT, T R R
1885.00m, # 2 W m B A
1580.00 m, f A A 305. 00 m,
Eﬂmmﬂmm,%W@A\ﬁ
. R AFEDIHE, 2012 AF K H
%%ﬁm%m 2015 4F T fE 4%
, BENUE Zh LI R G e Al ], HEIE TR
ﬁﬁﬁm@4%m,ﬁmMﬁPuQ\H&«Pu&
2 Fl1 PL16-3 M\ 2016 47 H 28 HE 2021 43 H 19 H

R MBEAT 1) (37 % M 0 RS AT 0B, #8721 2091
(ZB gl S cati s Sy IR i S
3.2 HMTRHmETF

AR RN 22 4= P B, SR UK TR - 2= - I 8%

(HST) 5 A4 LAY 1Y)
H* | sin2i, sinde .,

i RS R R

FEHE T, WH . B, H
6 Fllno, K

cos2mt, cosdt,

4
8= la,(H -H)] +
i=1
5 ( ~ 21mit ) ZTrmto)
1n — sin
5i VY BV
m=1 ( 2qut 2’1Tmto )
bzm coSs = CO0S
365 365

-1 FL13-1 PLl
o ° °
-2 BL13{2 PL16-

[ id [ ]
-3 BL13t3 PL16-

-4 BL13t4 PL16-

-5 BL13t5 PL16-
° . °

| —

L—

B4 KRMEELZN=HE

Fig. 4 Layout of the dam positive pendant measuring points

S, B Hy 4508 W H AR G B R K R
(m) o, oo AW H 28 H | s H 2k
WHE R RE(d); 6, 6, HBTHHT, 535K
0.01z, 0.01¢,,

3.3 M STREER S S E

FIH THHO-VMD J 36 %0 55 PL5-2 JGIT [ 457 7%
BARHAT 4%, THHO SRk iR 50, moRiE R
UWECH 30, S )28 K FIAEST I o A EUEE B 53
(3, 10], [100, 3 000], FFalo3f# S0 £ an
K5 s, BES ATAL, Mk RESE 6 IRET, 4
R /NE 3.001, REIMRESEAEG N
(6, 137.968] .

e (K, o] HiESEUEE, HRSECOEIME
FTESL S, A VMD Xl g8 PL5-2 ] ] 457 7% £ 98
JPONHAT o0, e S anE 6 Fis
3.4 IMF & E%F1EE FiFik

BREARY R N RRIE R 722 A5 100 U 6 % T A 700 1 e L

¢;(6 = 6,) +c;(Inf ~ Inb,) (22)  HEEEW, 5% THHO-VMD J7 140 i@l 5 PL5-2
3.03 6.25 450 -
6.00 350
m 302T = i
g gé 575 gZSO -
Hial *® ®
5.50 150 }
3.00L T i [T 525 - - 50 : -
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
RN SERUC AR
(a) R EIER ML (b) SHREECEI L () MIETERMA

E 5 IHHO-VMD 43fg 34k #h 4

Fig. 5

KFKEBEAR(PHRL) E56%5 2025 FFE3H

IHHO-VMD decomposition of optimization curves

129



WER, %//BEFIERTHFERHIERE Y SIHURE

g 220 = 350f
£ £
s 170F S 000}
s S
g 120 Z 350

| | | | | |
g 200 g 100
E E
@ 0.00 - F 000
& =
2 Lol Z oo

' 1 1 1 ' I 1 1

g 040 £ 020}
E E
%000 S 000}
= |59
2 -0.40 - Z 020

1 1 1 1 1 1

2016-07-28 2018-07-28 2020-07-28 2016-07-28 2018-07-28 2020-07-28
ML H 14 XL A
6 M= PL5-2 uBHIEFFINHRER

Fig. 6  Sequence decomposition result of horizontal displacement data of measurement point PL5-2
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Table 1 IMF component characterization factor screening
results
Aot B R

IMF1 H> H. H'. sin(4ot) . cos(2wt) . 6. Ind

IMF2 H'. H*. H*, sin(4wt) , cos(2wt) . 6. Inf

IMF3 H'. H*. H* sin(2wt) . cos(2wt) . 6. Ind

IMF4 H* . sin(2wt) . cos(2wt) . cos(4wt) . 0. Ind
IMF5 H' | H*, B cos(2wt) . 0, Inf

IMF6 H? | sin(4wt) | cos(2wt) . 0. Inf
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Table 2 Comparison results of evaluation indicators of prediction model

LU o RMSE/mm MAE/mm R? MAPE/ %
IHV-RLSTM 0.504 4 0.414 8 0.993 0 2.3539
LSTM 1.0512 0.867 3 0.969 6 5.4255
PL5-2 V-LSTM 0.995 9 0.805 4 0.9727 4.719 4
V-RLSTM 0.844 2 0.674 2 0.980 4 4.6427
HV-RLSTM 0. 650 7 0.539 0 0.988 3 3.1849
IHV-RLSTM 0. 446 6 0.3753 0.988 4 1.894 5
LSTM 0.776 0 0.7320 0. 9648 3.650 8
PL9-4 V-LSTM 0.731 4 0.595 1 0.968 7 3.066 2
V-RLSTM 0.644 6 0.610 9 0.975 7 2.9477
HV-RLSTM 0.505 6 0.417 4 0.985 1 2.053 1
IHV-RLSTM 0.057 8 0.040 5 0.994 9 0.282 8
LSTM 0.1372 0.1213 0.9712 0.8353
PL13-2 V-LSTM 0.118 3 0. 096 6 0.978 6 0. 665 4
V-RLSTM 0.091 1 0.064 6 0.987 3 0.454 8
HV-RLSTM 0.0719 0.059 3 0.992 1 0.419 5
IHV-RLSTM 0.5815 0.479 7 0.990 9 1.546 7
LSTM 1.098 3 0.936 0 0.967 4 3.0713
PL16-3 V-LSTM 0.900 3 0.823 4 0.978 1 2.610 1
V-RLSTM 0.8279 0.673 9 0.9815 2.169 0
HV-RLSTM 0.701 3 0.519 6 0.983 7 1.994 7
RMSE RMSE
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Fig. 9 Radar chart for model performance evaluation
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