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Summary

The present work is intended to make a contribution to the monitoring of civil engineering structures. The detec-
tion of damage to structures is based on the evaluation of spatially and temporally distributed hybrid measurements.
The acquired data can be evaluated purely geometrically or physically. It is preferable to do the latter, since the cause
of damage can be determined by means of geometrical-physical laws in order to be able to intervene in time and
ensure the further use of the structures. For this reason, the continuum mechanical field equations in conjunction
with the finite element method and hybrid measurements are combined into a single evaluation method by the
adjustment calculation. This results in two challenges.

The first task deals with the relationship between the finite element method and the method of least squares. The
finite element method solves certain problem classes, which are described by a system of elliptical partial differential
equations. Whereas the method of least squares solves another class of problems, which is formulated as an overde-
termined system of equations. The striking similarity between both methods is known since many decades. How-
ever, it remains unresolved why this resemblance exists. The contribution is to clarify this by examining the varia-
tional calculus, especially with regard to its methodological procedure. Although the well-known Gauss-MARKOV
model within the method of least squares and the finite element method solve inherently different problem classes,
it is shown that both methods can be derived by following the same methodological steps of the variational calcu-
lus. From a methodical viewpoint, this implies that both methods are not only similar, but actually the same. In
addition, it is pointed out where a possible cross-connection to other methods exists.

The second task introduces a Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis (MeMoS) by integrating the
finite element method into the adjustment calculation. It is shown in numerical examinations how this integrated
analysis can be used for parameter identification of simple as well as arbitrarily shaped structural components. Based
on this, it is examined with which observation types, with which precision and at which location of the structure
these measurements must be carried out in order to determine the material parameters as precisely as possible. This
serves to determine an optimal and economic measurement set-up. With this integrated analysis, a substitute model
of a geometrically complex structure can also be determined. The issue of the detection and localisation of damage
within a structure is studied by means of this structural analysis. The Measurement and Model-based Structural
Analysis is validated using two different test setups, an aluminum model bridge and a bending beam.






Zusammenfassung

Die vorliegende Arbeit soll einen Beitrag zur Uberwachung von Ingenieurbauwerken leisten. Die Detektion von
Schiden an Bauwerken basiert auf der Auswertung von raumlich und zeitlich verteilten Hybridmessungen. Die
erfassten Daten kénnen rein geometrisch oder physikalisch ausgewertet werden. Letzteres ist vorzuziehen, da die
Schadensursache mittels geometrisch-physikalischer Gesetze ermittelt werden kann, um rechtzeitig eingreifen und
die weitere Nutzung der Bauwerke sicherstellen zu kénnen. Aus diesem Grund werden die kontinuumsmechani-
schen Feldgleichungen in Verbindung mit der Finite-Elemente-Methode und Hybridmessungen durch die Ausglei-
chungsrechnung zu einer einzigen Auswertemethode kombiniert. Dabei ergeben sich zwei Aufgabenstellungen.

Die erste Aufgabe beschiftigt sich mit der Beziehung zwischen der Finite-Elemente-Methode und der Ausglei-
chungsrechnung. Die Finite-Elemente-Methode 16st bestimmte Problemklassen, die durch ein System elliptischer
partieller Differentialgleichungen beschrieben werden. Wihrend die Methode der kleinsten Quadrate eine weitere
Klasse von Problemen 16st, die als ein iiberdeterminiertes Gleichungssystem formuliert ist. Die auffallende Ahnlich-
keit zwischen den beiden Methoden ist seit vielen Jahrzehnten bekannt. Es bleibt jedoch ungeklirt, warum diese
Ahnlichkeit besteht. Der Beitrag soll dies kliren, indem die Variationsrechnung im Hinblick auf ihr methodisches
Vorgehen untersucht wird. Obwohl das bekannte Gauss-Markov-Modell innerhalb der Methode der kleinsten
Quadrate und die Finite-Elemente-Methode inhirent unterschiedliche Problemklassen 16sen, wird gezeigt, dass
beide Methoden durch die gleichen methodischen Schritte der Variationsrechnung abgeleitet werden kénnen. Aus
methodischer Sicht bedeutet dies, dass beide Methoden nicht nur dhnlich, sondern sogar gleich sind. Auflerdem
wird darauf hingewiesen, wo eine mégliche Querverbindung zu anderen Methoden besteht.

Die zweite Aufgabenstellung stellt eine Messungs- und Modellbasierte Strukturanalyse (MeMoS) durch die Integra-
tion der Finite-Elemente-Methode in die Ausgleichungsrechnung vor. In numerischen Untersuchungen wird ge-
zeigt, wie diese integrierte Analyse zur Parameteridentifikation sowohl einfacher als auch beliebig geformter Struk-
turbauteile eingesetzt werden kann. Darauf aufbauend wird untersucht, mit welchen Beobachtungstypen, mit wel-
cher Genauigkeit und an welcher Stelle der Struktur diese Messungen durchgefiithrt werden miissen, um die Ma-
terialparameter moglichst genau zu bestimmen. Dies dient der Ermittlung eines optimalen und wirtschaftlichen
Messaufbaus. Mit dieser integrierten Analyse kann auch ein Ersatzmodell einer geometrisch komplexen Struktur
ermittelt werden. Die Frage der Erkennung und Lokalisierung von Schiden innerhalb einer Struktur wird mit Hilfe
dieser Strukturanalyse behandelt. Die Messungs- und Modellbasierte Strukturanalyse wird mit zwei verschiedenen
Testaufbauten, einer Aluminium-Modellbriicke und einem Biegebalken, validiert.
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1 Prologue

Nothing shocks me. I'm a scientist.

— Dr. Henry Walton “Indiana” Jones, Jr.,
Indiana Jones and the Temple of Doom (1984)

Technical Diagnostics (CzicHOS 2013) is concerned with diagnostic procedures and methods for the determina-
tion of faults or failures in technical objects. The examination may reveal symptoms or even syndromes (groups of
symptoms) that indicate of abnormal condition. On a continuous or scheduled basis, the diagnosis can be carried
out. The technical diagnostics may be principally broken down into two applications: Condition Monitoring (ISO
13372:2012 2012) and Structural Health Monitoring (SHM) (FARRAR and WORDEN 2013). Both diagnostics are
dedicated to the acquisition of data and to the process of information that indicate the state of a technical object.
The scope of condition monitoring is mainly on machines, while the focus of structural health monitoring is set
on civil engineering structures such as buildings, bridges, dams, main road, railways, processing plants, etc.

The objective of structural health monitoring is to guarantee the functionality, quality, reliability and safety of
civil engineering structures. The important outcome from structural monitoring is to avoid catastrophic failures
and unintended downtime, to identify suspicious behaviour before it becomes a problem, to support maintenance
and overhaul management and to provide assistance to research and development for innovative structural designs
and to standardised guidelines and practices. The monitoring procedure begins with data acquisition of structural
behaviour to evaluate structural performance under designated environmental and operational conditions. Unex-
pected results may indicate the damage or deterioration of the structure and can be a valuable indicator of the state
or condition of the structure.

Dauwm (2013, p. 413 ff) specifies a generic design procedure common to all structural health monitoring systems
designs. This generic design process ultimately defines the basic concept of monitoring which can be summarised
as:

1. characterisation of the structure and identification of the required measurands as well as of the significant pa-
rameters for damage evaluation,

2. selection of suitable sensors and data acquisition system,

3. application of an appropriate diagnostic method.

In this thesis, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis for early damage detection and localisation
is presented following the term monitoring as defined above.

Firstly, the structural behaviour is described by means of a physical model. This in turn leads to field equations that
connect the primitive variables to the material parameters as well as to a set of boundary conditions. Mass density,
velocity, temperature, electric field, magnetic flux density and their spatial and temporal derivatives are considered
as primitive variables. The boundary conditions describe the environmental and operational effects on engineer-
ing structure. The material parameters characterise the substances which the structure is made of. The required
measurands for structural health monitoring are identified by determining the quantities that can be measured in
the field equations and in the boundary conditions. Material parameters are regarded as unmeasurable as they can
only be drawn from observations of measurable quantities. Furthermore, they serve as a key feature for the damage
evaluation.

Secondly, once the measurands have been identified, decisions regarding the selection of suitable sensors and data
acquisition system have to be made based on the following three criteria: performance and quantity of sensors,
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environmental sensor operating conditions and economical aspects. A model-based sensitivity analysis is carried
out to evaluate the impact of stochastic characteristics of sensors on the material parameters computation. The
results of this analysis provide the information about the minimum requirement for the performance and quantity
of sensors. Consequently, these results are used to assess the economic feasibility of a structural monitoring plan.

Thirdly and lastly, as stated in WORDEN et al. (2007), sensors are incapable to measure damage. However, from
the measurements they collect, tangible features such as material parameters can be extracted. Then, structural
damages are identified by comparing features from different states of the structure. In this comparison, hypothesis
testings from statistical analysis are applied to detect and localise damages. The success rate of damage detection
and localisation depends on the sensor precision, on the correctness of the physical modelling and on the structural
damage severity. In a Monte Carlo simulation this dependence can be clarified beforehand.

Therefore, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis can be placed as part of the group of technical
diagnostics. However, from a civil engineering perspective, the four main aims in structural health monitoring are

1. the detection,
2. the localisation,
3. the causes and

4. the prognoses of damages

in a structure. This perspective does not necessary contradict the generic design procedure of the technical diagnos-
tics, rather the physical characterisation / description of the structure becomes utmost important. While structural
damages can be detected and localised by non-physical approaches, the causes of damages and the following prog-
noses rely heavily on a physical model. Even though, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis does
not claim to be the ultimate method that can determine all the causal links between measurements and the sources
of damages, the presented analysis lays down the fundamental framework that will allow progressing toward the
goal in further researches. Hence, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis requires a coherent eval-
uation between physical model and measurements by means of an adjustment method with the capability to assess
statistically the results in regard of precision and reliability.

Related Works

According to WELscH and HEUNECKE (2001), engineering surveys are involved in all phases of the life cycle phase
of a structure: Planning phase, construction, commissioning, operation and maintenance, renovation or demo-
lition. Deformation measurements between commissioning, operation and maintenance are of particular impor-
tance. The main task of the deformation measurements and its corresponding analysis in these phases are to obtain
a detailed and relevant description of the structure in order to examine its condition. The aim and purpose of
the monitoring measures is the early detection of damages, failures and hazards for operational safety in order to
be able to take measures in good time. Monitoring measures are only one aspect that improves operational safety.
Therefore engineering surveying is unable to cover all aspects, however it is an important component. As a result,
the monitoring of structures today is a multidisciplinary task.

In accordance with WELscH and HEUNECKE (2001), there are four deformation models: congruence, kinematic,
static and dynamic model. Each individual model is discussed as follows.

Conventional deformation analysis aims to clarify the geometry of the structure and its motion geometry by captur-
ing the structural body with discrete points at a given point in time. The causes of the movement are not examined.
The captured motion of each point is then used to reconstruct the displacement and deformation of the structure.

The congruence models in conventional deformation analysis is a classical approach for monitoring a structure. The
geometry of the structure is compared at two or more points in time. A statistical test is then carried out to de-
termine whether a deformation has occurred or not. For example, HEUNECKE et al. (2013, p. 488 ff) examine a
control point network that spans the surface of the structure. By means of stochastic evaluations, significant posi-
tion changes of the points of the network are determined from different states of the structure.
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In the conventional deformation analysis the congruence models can be understood as a special case of the so-called
kinematic models. In these models, the motion functions of the discrete points are explicitly estimated from quasi-
continuous measurements. The determined time-dependent motion functions can then be further analysed. For
example, WELSCH (1986) shows the determination of the velocity and strain rate field from continuous position
measurements of a geodetic network. The results were developed with regard to the assessment of structure move-
ments or distortions.

While conventional methods examine the spatial and temporal deformation changes of a structure purely geometri-
cally, the advanced deformation analysis also considers the cause of deformation. Both the physical properties and
the external influences of the structure are taken into account as the reason for the deformation. In terms of system
theory, the causal forces are input parameters which are transformed by the structure as a transfer function into
the resulting deformation as output quantities. This creates a causal chain that is referred to as a dynamic system.
The modelling of this dynamic system is a complex issue that can only be successfully addressed through interdis-
ciplinary collaboration. The advanced deformation analysis is formally divided into static and dynamic models,
whereby the static variants can be understood as a special case of the dynamic cases.

First, the static models evaluate between different structural states in which the structure is in equilibrium with
forces. The forces acting on the structure can differ between the equilibrium states. The advantage over the con-
gruence model is that this makes it possible to compare deformation states of the structure under different external
conditions in order to detect possible damage to the structure. For example, BRANDEs et al. (2012) evaluate two
static states of a wooden bridge, one loaded with external forces and one unloaded. With the help of discrete dis-
placement measurements on a wooden bridge and a mechanical model, combined with an evaluation method of
the adjustment calculation with L4GRANGE multipliers, drilling damage could be detected.

Second, The dynamic models evaluate a structure in the non-equilibrium state. The structural motion under time-
dependent influences is examined. For example, the vibration behaviour of the structure can be examined in order
to determine possible damage. The Ambient Vibration Monitoring from WENZEL and PICHLER (2005) analyses
distinct dynamic structural behaviour. When a structure, such as a bridge, is monitored, it can be observed that
the structure is constantly in motion due to the excitation by the environment. And for a brief moment, the struc-
ture might be relieved of the environmental influences. At that moment, a decaying vibration is observed. This be-
haviour suggests that a structure can be adequately described by a (physical) spring-damping system, i. e., structural
deformation can be decomposed into two parts: reversible and irreversible. Deformation that recovers completely
after removal of the external influences is considered as reversible and as such this part can be represented as spring
components within a structural system. A remaining deformation is referred to as irreversible part that is imagined
in a system as damping components. The Forced Vibration Analysis also analyses the dynamic structural behaviour
as described above, see for example BRINCKER and VENTURA (2015). The difference is that controlled vibration is
induced.

If both the cause and the reactions of a structure are measurable, the transfer function can be determined from
them. The formulation of a suitable mathematical representation of the transfer function of a dynamic system
(dynamic and static models) is called system identification. The identification of the transfer function may be based
on physical reasoning. This is called parametric identification in the terms of system theory. Alternatively, the
system can be identified without rational justification by an empirical mathematical description which is referred
to as non-parametric identification. In both cases, however, suitable input and output data must be available for a
successful system identification.

A flowchart in Fig. 1.1, based on the idealized flowchart in CHRZANOWSKI et al. (1990), is used to classify
Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis with regard to deformation analysis. In Fig. 1.1, the upper
part represents the structure to be examined. A deformable body, such as a structure, is deformed by external loads.
Without loss of generality, two observers are shown who measure the deformation of the structure in different
states. The first observer measures the deformation of the structure under defined loads in an essentially arbitrary
reference state at initial times for which a damage-free state can be assumed. The second observer measures the de-
formation of the same structure at a later time under possible changed loads and under possible changed conditions
of the structure. The lower part represents Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis. By means of con-
tinuum mechanics, a deterministic relationship is established between the two quantities, material parameters and
structural deformation, in the form of a system of partial differential equations. Using the finite element method,
the partial differential equations are converted into a system of equations, so that it is then possible to integrate

PROLOGUE 3



_______________________________________________________________________

INPUT
CAUSATIVE FACTORS
different loads

DEFORMABLE BODY
undamaged or may be damaged

AN

OUTPUT OUTPUT
deformation deformation
(undamaged) (may be damaged)

DETERMINISTIC
modelling of

material parameters — deformation

AN

estimated observed unknowns estimated

material parameters material parameters

system identification and

global test for

sensitivity analysis .
Y Y damage detection

for sensor placment

local test for

damage localisation

Figure 1.1: A flowchart for classifying Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis
as a dynamic deformation model or as an integrated deformation analysis accord-
ing to CHRZANOWSKI et al. (1990); the structure to be examined in the sense
of system theory (top part); Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis
(bottom part)
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them into the adjustment calculation. This makes it possible to estimate the material parameters from the deforma-
tion measurements (system identification). In addition, it is possible to perform sensitivity analyses using synthetic
deformation measurements to identify the optimal sensor placement. The estimated material parameters from the
undamaged state of the structure can be used as observed unknowns together with deformation measurements from
later epochs to detect and localize possible damage to the structure.

In the sense of WeLscH and HEUNECKE (2001) and CHRZANOWSKI et al. (1990) it can be stated that Measure-
ment- and Model-based Structural Analysis can be regarded as a dynamic deformation model or as an integrated
deformation analysis. Due to computer limitations, there is a trade-off between dealing with dynamic topics or
geometric complexity. Although the theoretical foundations for the treatment of time-dependent problems are
discussed, this work deals only with the static issue. This decision has no influence on the fact that Measurement-
and Model-based Structural Analysis is still a dynamic model.

The Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is to be applied to bridge monitoring. In terms of Struc-
tural Health Monitoring, this dissertation implements a complete process of strategies and techniques for damage
detection and localisation of engineering structures as proof-of-concept:

* construction of a small test bridge,
* acquisition of the bridge behaviour with suitable sensors,
* determination of damage-relevant quantities from the measurements,

* statistical analysis of the extracted parameters for the determination of the current structural condition.

Scope of the Work

Structural Health Monitoring requires interdisciplinary knowledge from various parts of engineering. The scope of
this dissertation is to identify damage with a rigorous analysis by fusing the fundamentals belonging to continuum
mechanics and geodesy. On one hand, continuum mechanics provides the framework to describe the behaviour
of the structure in terms of the relationship between the primitive field quantities to the boundary conditions
and to the material parameters. On the other hand, adjustment theory in geodesy provides methods to determine
unknown parameters from observations and fixed values as well as to evaluate the results in regard to precision and
reliability. The presented Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is based on the expertise of these
two engineering fields. Material parameters characterise and quantify physical properties of matters. Changes that
occur to the substances are noticed in alteration in these parameters. In this thesis, material constants are used as
main features for the assessment of early damage detection on structures. The challenge is to extract and to assess
material parameters from the measurements of different epochs. The stochastic evaluation of material parameters
leads to the detection of damage. If defects is detected in the structure, individual local material parameters are
further analysed to locate the damage. In summary, the objectives of Measurement- and Model-based Structural
Analysis can be addressed in the context of structural health monitoring as follows: Damage is to be detected and
localised as well as explained by a decrease in the material parameter value. Since the focus here is on early detection
of damage, the damage prognosis is omitted in this dissertation.

Aforesaid, structural health monitoring combines know-how from different fields of engineering. It should be
generally understood that to include everything about engineering science would go beyond the scope in this dis-
sertation. Even if there is a limitation to materials, say steel, concrete, wood, that are the usual building materials,
it is still impossible to complete this dissertation in a reasonable time. As a matter of fact, there are different types
of material, and they behave differently under the same conditions. Therefore, there are individual departments,
each is dealing with specialised material such as department for metallic materials, department for construction
chemistry, department for biological materials, etc. The common feature of all building materials is that they be-
have in a linearly elastic manner. This idealisation is a necessary simplification that has to be made. Anything that
significantly deviates from this assumption can be interpreted as damage. Certainly, damping elements that are
installed on bridges to shift the resonance frequency would disturb this premise immensely. However, in further
research as well as the ambient vibration monitoring already suggests, one can use linear viscoelasticity, combina-
tion of linear elasticity and linear viscosity, to characterise the building materials to overcome this limitation. In this
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dissertation, the foundation for a general method for structural health monitoring is laid: Continuum mechanics
is known for its generality to analyse physical systems in an axiomatic deductive way. While adjustment theory, in a
broader sense, is a general method to convert mathematical and physical relationships into useful results. Both have
the generalisation in common. The commitment in this work is to keep approaches to any given task as general as

possible.

The finite element method and the least squares adjustment are essential for the Measurement- and Model-based
Structural Analysis. A more academic perspective in this dissertation deals with the relationship between those two
methods. As stated in LIENHART (2007), he referred in his dissertation that many geodesists already knew about
the striking similarity between the mentioned methods. Analogies between finite element method and least squares
adjustment were presented, but the mentioned geodesists failed to show that both methods can be derived from
the so-called variational calculus even though each method is apparently trying to solve different types of problems.
While the development of the finite element method is often considered coming from mechanics, it is shown here
that finite element method should be seen as a part of the adjustment theory.

Scientific and Technological Significance

Approximation, optimisation, filtering, projection, biological evolution, genetic algorithm, machine learning, data
encryption and decryption, data compression, building information modelling, industry 4.0, internet of things and
many more are in no doubt inherently different. But, what if all these notions can be consolidated, to be precise,
the methodological approaches that are attached to those notions, in a single unified method, a unified adjustment
theory? The advantages lie ahead: One would be able to comprehend all these different ideas and concepts in an
instant, because they are perceived as similar. The benefit would be that they could be combined and be applied
for different engineering tasks. This could lead to new and innovative approaches. In a long run, it is a lucrative
objective to show the connections between, at first sight, different methods. In a short-term, in this dissertation, the
connections between the finite element method and least squares adjustment are tied by means of the calculus of
variations. Both methods share inherently different notions, while the finite element method solves certain classes
of problems described by a system of elliptic partial differential equations, the method of least squares solves another
class of problems formulated as overdetermined system of equations. At the end of the day, both methods follow
the very same methodological steps that were developed by LAGRANGE and EULER back in1755. The ADJUSTMENT
THEORY is more than a main tool used only in geodesy. In this dissertation, adjustment theory is being extended
by assimilation of variation calculus in the hope of unifying all known methods. The aim is to reach the ultimate
method that can solve any mathematically describable problem. In the end, when liberated from the burden of the
many confusing origins and being unified, it will be simply called: The Method.

The aims that are demanded by structural health monitoring can only be reached by interdisciplinary collaborative
effort of different engineering and scientific fields. Material science deals with research of designing and characteris-
ing materials. The civil engineers plan and construct structures. In computational science simulations of structures
are performed. In order to combine their forces to achieve the aims of structural health monitoring, in a first step,
a common framework has to be established. On the one hand, continuum mechanics appear in every branch of
physical engineering. On the other hand, the adjustment theory comes into play when dealing with experimental
data or parameter adjustments in simulation. This has made both, continuum mechanics and adjustment theory,
a great unifying framework for structural health monitoring. Moreover, a more deductive path is followed to build
up this framework. This rational way of working requires that well-established knowledge are integrated in the
framework in the first place. Then, more experimental or more intuition-based approaches can be built on top of
it. In doing so, the framework is more clearly arranged and enable problems to be solved in a problem-oriented way.

Research Topics

For the sake of clarity, the important points are summarised in the form of hypotheses and questions.

The finite element method and the least squares method can be derived from the variation calculus. Both methods
solve fundamentally different problems. Nevertheless, both methods establish a system of linear equations that
leads to the solution of their respective problem. From a geodetic perspective, the linear system of equations of the
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finite element method is fascinating, since analogies can be drawn with respect to geodesy and mechanics. However,
it has been ignored that the procedure of both methods is identical. Thus, the objective is to show that the varia-
tional calculus as an overarching method leads to both methods when the corresponding problem formulation is

specified:

o What is variational calculus?
* What formulations are there to describe the same problem?
* How to show with simple examples that the two methods are related by means of variational calculus?

* What consequences result from the fact that both methods can be derived using the variational calculus?

Detect and locate damage with rigorous analysis by merging the basics of geodesy and continuum theory. After the fi-
nite element method and the least squares method have been discussed in detail, the two methods can be combined
with each other to develop a test method suitable for monitoring civil engineering structures. The combination of
the two methods is nothing new in itself, but so far the combination of the two methods has meant that they still
work as a separate and independent module and only exchange information with each other. In this case, a combina-
tion is preferred in which the derived variables of both methods are used in each other so that the wanted quantities
can be calculated directly from the given values. This requires a certain degree of rigour. From continuum mechan-
ics, physical models can be derived, from whose components suitable measurands and parameters can be identified
in order to find appropriate sensor types and damage parameters. Furthermore, the physical model establishes the
causal relationship between the measurand and the desired parameters. Based on this, the adjustment calculation
can calculate the desired parameters and their stochastic properties from redundant measurements. The questions
of interest for monitoring can be examined:

* What quantity has to be measured where, with which sensor type and with which precision in order to detect
and locate the damage?

* How can the concept of observed unknowns and deformation analysis from geodesy assist in deducing the
location of the damage from the elastic parameters?

For any shaped body, the following problem must be solved beforehand:
* How to determine the elastic parameters from the measurements for any shape of body under any load?

Overly complicated shaped bodies can cause numerical complications, so it is inevitable to find a substitute model
with the same deformational behaviour.

* How can the finite element method and the least squares method use their combined effort to find a substi-
tute model?

Finally, appropriate experiments must be developed to validate the effectiveness of this integrated analysis to answer
the question whether the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is capable of detecting and locating
damage?

Since the focus of this thesis is on the structural evaluation of arbitrary geometric complexity, dynamic processes
are not explicitly dealt with here due to limitations of the available computing speed and memory. However, it is
wrong to conclude that this is a fundamental limitation of Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis. For
example, by using the aforementioned substitute model in conjunction with specially developed finite elements, dy-
namic problems can be solved in a reasonable time by means of Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis.
However, this goes beyond the scope of this dissertation.
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Methods and Organisation of the Dissertation

In this dissertation, the finite element method and adjustment calculation are the main components. The relation-
ship between these two methods as well as their combined utilisation for structural health monitoring are exam-
ined. In Chap. 2 the basics of continuum mechanics are recapitulated. Furthermore, an excursion to finite element
method is enriched at the end of this chapter. The basic notions of continuum mechanics are presented as follows.
Often used notations are briefly summarised in Sec. 2.1. This is followed by the three main ingredients to formulate
a field equations system, namely: the kinematics also known as the geometrical description of motion in Sec. 2.2,
the physical axioms in form of balance equations in Sec. 2.3 and material laws formulated as so-called constitutive
equations in Sec. 2.4. Finally, this leads to field equations expressed as partial differential equations in Sec. 2.5.
Then, a practical approach of finite element method with Python source codes in Sec. 2.6 completes the chapter.
The basics of adjustment calculation are summarised in Chap. 3. Basic notions are briefly reviewed in Sec. 3.1. This
is followed by the two models of the least squares adjustment in Sec. 3.2, namely: the GAuss-HELMERT model and
Gauss-Markov model. A practical approach to statistical assessments are recapitulated in Sec. 3.3. In Chap. 4
the Variational Calculus is introduced in order to discuss the relationship between finite element method and least
squares adjustment. Finally, in Chap. 5, the finite element method and adjustment calculation are brought together.
Detection and localisation of structural damage are being analysed in a shared effort in form of the Measurement-
and Model-based Structural Analysis. As an initial examination in Sec. 5.1, the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation,
expressed mathematically as an one-dimensional Porsson differential equation, is being treated numerically with
finite element method. Afterwards, a sensitivity analysis is numerically conducted in regard to elastic parameter and
to hybrid measurements for a slender beam. In a further numerical examination, a geodetic approach the deforma-
tion analysis is being recast and reused to detect and localise material degradation damage within a slender beam.
Finally, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is put into practical application. An experiment is
carried out in Sec. 5.3. A slender aluminium beam is tested on a bending apparatus. However, in general, bridges
are anything but slender beams. Therefore, in Sec. 5.4 the plunge was taken in this development and an geometrical
arbitrary formed elastostatic body is being analysed in regard to its anisotropic elastic parameters and displacement
field measurements. In Sec. 5.5, a workaround has to be elaborated. Due to computer memory limitation, a simple
geometric substitute body has to be found to replace an original complex body. And to reaftirm this presented anal-
ysis, in Sec. 5.6 a small-sized aluminium bridge model is build as an experimental set-up. To complete this work, a
concluding review is given in Chap. 6.
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2 Basics of Continuum Mechanics

Ray, pretend for a moment that I don’t know anything
about metallurgy, engineering, or physics, and just tell
me what the Hell is going on.

— Peter Venkman, Ph.D., Ghostbusters (1984)

When a deformable and thermal conductible body is subjected to external forces and heating, the body reacts with
changes in its mass density, its velocity and its temperature. One of the main engineering objectives of examin-
ing such a body is to compute these continuously distributed responses that are depending on space and time.
Continuum mechanics can assist for this purpose to derive the functional relationships between responses and
material-specific parameters known as the freld equations.

In continuum mechanics, as the name already suggest, a physical entity is modelled as a continuum body. It is
a volume which is filled with continuously distributed matter. However, by this, the continuum mechanics is
incapable to describe microscopic or mesoscopic properties in detail, such as molecular structure or materials with
complex inner structure, e. g., concrete. Nevertheless, the continuum mechanics can comprehend these eftects by
means of equivalent descriptions. For instance, smeared or homogenized representation can be used. Likewise,
results from statistical mechanics which set up relationships between microscopic and macroscopic properties can
be incorporated. Apart from modelling of internal characteristics of a body, external influences have to taken into
consideration. For that matter, a continuum body is divided into infinitesimal volume elements. These continuum
particles obey the same law as in classical mechanics as well as thermodynamics. Thus, their methods may also be
applied to continuum mechanics as well. In this view, continuum mechanics can be seen as a generalisation of
(classical) particle mechanics augmented with thermodynamics.

Concerning the continuum mechanical approach, an (almost) well-defined procedure is followed. In Sec. 2.1, in-
dicial notation that is used in this thesis is briefly introduced. Kinematic consideration is accounted for in Sec. 2.2.
In Sec. 2.3, a number of balance laws are formulated. In accordance to the responses and environmental influences,
one has to choose and use the suitable set of balance equations. Then, for materials in which the examined body
is made of, adequate material laws have to be used. Selected material equations relevant for solid are presented in
Sec. 2.4. Finally, the field equations result from the combination of balance and material laws. Three field equations
of significant importance are presented in Sec. 2.5: elastodynamic equations, EULER-BERNOULLI beam theory and
heat equation. Field equations appear as coupled partial differential equations. This leads to the next issue: a field
equation shows no direct link between responses and material-specific parameters. In order to solve differential
equations, appropriate initial and boundary as well as transition conditions have to be provided. Further, a work-
ing method to solve the specific type of differential equation has to exist.

It is to be noted that regular balances in Cartesian coordinate system are covered in this thesis.

2.1 Notation

Since only the descriptions and representations in Cartesian coordinate system is used, aspects of arbitrary coor-
dinates are not discussed. In this section, the basics of indicial notation, which are necessary to gain elementary
insight into continuum mechanics, are briefly covered.
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Einstein Summation Convention

The purpose to use the EINSTEIN summation convention is to simplify and clarify mathematical expressions by
suppressing summation signs, see for example BRONSHTEIN et al. (2007, p. 262). This summation rule states that
a term is implicitly summed over from 1 to 3 whenever an index occurs twice. Indices that appear twice are called
freeindices. To preserve this agreement, the number of appearance of each free index can not be exceeded than twice.
Indices that occur once in a term are referred to as bounded indices. For adding up terms, each term is obliged to
contain the same bounded indices.

For example:

3 3 3
- Zai ZZ iijk9r = 305 + ¢id;1 9y -
=1 =1 k=1

Kronecker Symbol

The KRONECKER delta (cf. BRONSHTEIN et al. 2007, p. 253) with indices ¢ and j running over the set {1,2, 3}
takes value

5ij - {0 else . (21)
Levi-Civita Symbol

The completely antisymmetric tensor of third order €, ik also known as the alternating tensor in BRONSHTEIN et al.
(2007, p. 265), with the indices 4, j, k running over the set {1, 2, 3} takes value

1 foreygg, €9315€312
Eijk = § —1 forey s, €139, €301 (2.2)
0 else.

The product of two alternating symbols can be described by KRONECKER deltas as follows

R S 3

m m
€ijkElmn = 5jz im  %in
5kl 5km 51{:71

=+ 01050k, — 0100 0km
+ 57,m5jn5kl - 5 5 5kn
65010 — Oin OOt - (2.3)

in®jm

From the above equation, the following useful identities can be derived

Eijkgimn = 6]m5kn - 5jn5km ) (2’4)
€ijkCijn = 204y, ,
€ijkEijr = 6. (2.6)

The Levr-CrviTa symbol can be used to represent the cross product of two vectors :13} and :Ez
_ = 3 _ 1.2
Furthermore, the permutation symbol can be applied to compute the determinant of a second order tensor X; j
X X X3
det(X) = | Xy Xpy Xog| = 45 X1; Xp; Xy, - (2.8)
X3 Xgp Xgg
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It can be explicitly shown by switching any pair of the indices 1, 2 and 3, the following identity holds

€lmn

Multiply both sides with ¢;, . an useful expressions can be obtained

1
det(X) = 65lmn5¢ijl¢ij Xk - (2.10)

2.2 Kinematics

The kinematics describes the geometrical aspect of motion (GrRoss, HAUGER, SCHRODER, WALL, and Ra-
JAPAKSE 2009, p. 2). First, two equivalent descriptions of motion are introduced. Afterwards, a deformation
mapping that connects between deformed and undeformed configuration is shown. Finally, this in turn serves as
basis for the development of strain measures and geometric changes. The cause of movements is not covered by
kinematics, but rather, the kinetics predicts the resulting motion due to the impact of mechanical and thermal
loads. This will be discussed in the section of balance equations.

2.2.1 Description of Motion

In the Eulerian spatial description of motion (cf. IRGENS 2008, p. 37 fF), a definitive property 1; within a fixed net

of coordinates is expressed as a functional of time ¢ and position vector x 5

P =P (t,2;5) - (2.11)

Whereas in the Lagrangian material description (cf. IRGENs 2008, p. 37 ff), the movement of each body particle is
governed by the continuous motion
x; = z;(t, X},) . (2.12)

In consideration of identifying uniquely the particles, a fixed reference time ¢, has to be chosen and each individual
material point is distinguished by a functional in spatial perception

X, = X, (to, ;) - (2.13)

Using the total differential on Eq. (2.12), the velocity can be calculated

dx d /. 0 /. dt 0 /. dX
o = (80X ) = g (55650 ) G + e (3060 ) T =
0 /. ox;
where L
k
= =0 (2.15)

because the reference frame is time-independent by definition. The swap between both points of view is carried
out as follows

;= 7/_% (t, l"j) = &z (tv"%j (thk)> = 122 (t,Xk:) = 7211 <thk (to»l“j)) = 1/_% (ta%’) ) (2.16)

where the functionals of the property 1), are marked with bar or tilde for notation in Eulerian or Lagrangian per-
ception. Both descriptions have consequences in regard of time derivative. In the spatial description the focus lies
on the observation of temporal change of a certain quantity 1); at a specific spatial position. The total differential
is used to determine the change over time in the property 1, which is known as material time derivative

= 00) = 5 () -
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= %(7@ (t,:vj)> + %(&Z (tvx]))vj _ [381/: ng‘%} _ (217)

7 z J spatial

Alternatively, in the material description, particles are specified in a reference configuration and their trajectories are
examined by following the travel paths of material points. The material time derivative can be obtained by applying
the total differential as follows

= (e x) = 506X+ 5 (e x0) g

Dt -2

material

In both perceptions, the total temporal change of a quantity 1), is affected by a local change over time. Additionally,
in spatial point of view, the quantity v, is influenced by a convective part. This part describes the space of a spatial
point in which particles may enter or leave. In contrast, there is no convective part in the material point of view,
since a specific unique material particle is followed.

2.2.2 Deformation Gradient

The relationship between the infinitesimal distance of two neighbouring particles in a current configuration dz j
and in the corresponding reference frame d X; can be calculated using the total derivative

dz; d 0 dt 0 dX
oL - _ 9. ko_
dx, ~ dx, (7,0:%)) = 5 <xﬂ(t’X’f)) Tax, (7(6:%1) dx,
075 gy — 24 d 8%’ dx, 2.19
= ax, M T ox, = xj_ai)(l 1 (2.19)
where
P (2.20)
J 0X,
is known as deformation gradient (cf. HaurT 2010, p. 23 ff). Analogously, one can write
dX, d /- 0 /- dz; 8Xk dz;
T q (Belom)) = 5 (Belton)) 2 = R =
8Xk 8Xk 0X, _
oz, 45 7z, = dX;, = Tdmi = (F )kidxi, (2.21)

The deformation gradient I  rotates and stretches the infinitesimal neighbourhood in the reference state d X to

the current frame d ;. In contrary, the deformation gradient (F _1) i Teverses the transformation. The invertibil-
ity is only possible following the 7nverse function theorem, which the Jacobian J of the deformation gradient must

have a non-zero positive value

J =det(F;) >0. (2.22)
The time-derivative of the deformation gradient is calculated as follows

= o) = (x (00) ) =

_ O (DY, 0 (DyyaX, 00y 0 (D
S ot\oX,/dt  0X, \9X,/ A&t  ot\9X,/ ox,\ot/)

O (dmy L0

Tox,\dt /) ox,  dx, dx,\”

0 dt o0 /. dz,, 3Uj ox,,

8t< (&2 ))dX +W( (6 ))dX 9z OX
_ 9y F 2.23
= o, tmt (2.23)
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2.2.3 Strain Tensor

A body undergoes a transformation, when it changes from a reference to a current configuration. However, the
body deforms only due to a certain part of this transformation, the so-called non-rigid body transformation. The
strain € is a measure to capture the deformation (cf. L1u 2002, p. 8 ff). For example, the EULER-ALMANSI strain is

defined as follows
12— L?
€= 5 ( 72 > , (2.24)

where L and [ are the length of infinitesimal distance between two neighbouring particles within a body in the
reference d X ; and the current configuration dz;. Accordantly, the EULER-ALMANSI strain tensor can be extracted
as follows

1 <|dxi}2 ~ |de|2> B 1<dxidxi —dede>
) |dz, |2 T2 dz, dx,,
B 1<5zldxl5 mdz, — (F _1)ﬂdxl(F_1)jmda:m>
2 0, dx;0,, dz,,
B 1<dxl<§lmdmm —dz;, (F_l)jl (F‘l)jmda:m>
2 dz,0,, dx,,
B 1 dxl (5lm - (Fl] ij)il)dxm
2 dz,0,, dx,,
— dwlelmdxm
 duy0,, dz,,
where . .
€im = 5(5lm - (Flj ij)%) = §<5lm - (Bzm)A) (2.25)

is known as EULER-ALMANSTI strain tensor with so-called left CaucHY-GREEN deformation tensor
T
When a displacement vector u; is introduced as follows

the EULER-ALMANSI strain tensor can be recast as

. 1 8$l 8xm *1> - 1( 8Xj 6XJ)
e = 3 (0 - (a?X.an) =3\"m ~ g, a,

=2 (5lm uj)(fin(% - “j))

= 58 8—2) )
:%<5lm Jl sz><5jm_%>>
:%(@m 5,0 Jm+5m§u +5mj(8:;2_(32$)
-3 G )

For small deformations, the second order term of the above strain tensor can be neglected, the infinitesimal strain

1(8% + auj) (2.28)

%ij = 2 8a:j Oz,

tensor

is obtained.
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2.2.4 Volumetric Changes

The current infinitesimal volume dV and the volume element dV° in the reference configuration can be computed

by taking the triple product of three given infinitesimal distance vectors dz}, dx?, dz? in the current and d X},

dX 2 dXx3 i, in the reference state

dV = di' - (7 x di®) = dwj g, dof da}}  and
dV? =dX!' (dX? x dX?) = dX} e, dX7 dX}.
The volumetric changes of a particle between both states can be described by a ratio J as follows

Ox}k 9 &rk 3
”k(?Xl Xm 6X2 deaX?’ dX;,

dV = dz} €ijd.1‘ da? =
B 83:1 8% &zk
B ”’“axl X2, 0X3

det(F) dX} dX7 dX2 = det(F)

dX!dX2 dX3 =«

’L]kFll ij Fkn Xml dX?%l dXS;

= €1mn Epn AX} AX2 dX3 = JdVO.

The ratio J (ct. IRGENS 2008, p. 166) describes a local volume change
1
J = det( ) 6€lmn z]kF‘lz Fm F

The time-derivative of the volumetric change ratio (cf. IRGENS 2008, p. 166) is computed as follows

At dt <d o(F )> - églmngijka(ﬂi FiFg) =
L dF}, 1 |
6€lmn ijk dtl Fm_] Fnk + BglmnEZ]k‘Flz TWFRIC =+
1 dF,
+ gglmneijk'Fli ij Tﬂk

1 ov
6€lmn ijk ox

1 ov
lFiijFk +6€lmn z]k“Flz 8mF F

1 ov
+ 65lmn5ijk}7li Fm] a Cn F

1 oy, 1 ov

L F i Frn Fr + S F; Fyg Fop

=& =&
6 Imn€ ij’a 6 Imn€ ijk 8

1
+ 651mn 'ija FokEsz

1 oy, 1 ov,,,
6€lmn zgka F F F 6 (_Emln) (_gjik) T%Foj F1lz Fnk +
+= 6 nlmskm a Fok ‘Flz F
1 oy, 1 oy, L Oy Oy
2€lmn Uk’a F F F - 2€lmn€0mna de t( ) 5lo 8.7) J = 8$1J

2.3 Regular Balance Equations

(2.29)

(2.30)

(2.31)

(2.32)

A vector-valued extensive quantity ¥; of a physical body that can change in time ¢ due to external as well as internal
influences is described by a balance equation. Effects on and in the body are divided into three categories: flux ¥, ,

supply S; and production ®;. The flux manipulates the body across the surface, whereas the other occur within
the body. The difference between supply and production is that the former can be regulated and the latter can not

be controlled at all. The balance equation (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 54) reads as follows

P; .
dt =% +8 +
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(2.33)



Applying the balance equation to extended bodies, the above equation can be rewritten by means of densities in

the following global form
i/widV:/ﬁdA—i-/sidV—i-/pidV, (2.34)

where 1), f; , s;, p; are the field density of the vector valued extensive quantity ¥;, the field densities of the flux, of
the supply and of the production. In the Eulerian point of view, the fields depend on position x; within a body
and time ¢, and the flux density can be varied additionally by the surface normal unit n;

Ui =0 (tay) i = £ (Lrgong), 5 =5 (L), p=pitz)). (2.35)

On the one hand, global balances are suitable for physical interpretation, but on the other hand they are inappro-
priate for computation of field quantities. For this purpose, integral balances are transformed into local form. The
local balances have the advantage that the integrals are suppressed and the relationship between field densities are
described in form of partial differential equations. Then, various methods are available for dealing with partial
differential equations. To proceed from global form to local form, the left-hand side of Eq. (2.34) has to be re-
formulated into the Lagrangian description, so that it is possible to differentiate with respect to time ¢ under the
integral sign. The REYNoLDs Transport Theorem (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 59) is utilized as follows

d d ~
dt/% dv = dt/q/zi(t,Xk)JdVO
v=V(t) Vo=V (t,)
dJ

_/<§t<¢ (. Xk)>']+w (%) 3 )dVU

= [ () dem) i) jav
R + ) ) v
o (5 2 )

Iy _ [9%
5 dV—I—/&Uj(@ZJZ»Uj)dV—/ T dV+/1/)ZUJnJ dA. (2.36)

'l;i (ta 'r]

This theorem states that the quantity ¥; can be changed over time ¢ either by the temporal change of the density 1),

or by quantity transport across the surface or both. The volumetric change ratio J in Eq. (2.30) and its time-

derivative in Eq. (2.32) as well as the time-independence of the reference volume V0 are used to obtain the transport

theorem. Furthermore, in the last step of the derivation Gauss’ Theorem (cf. TADMOR et al. 2012, pp. 64-66) for
= 1,0, is applied so that

Vk J
] AA, . AA,
- %; tim (72 + A7) Ky —5(@) xy° >Avk
B (gl + Axy) — g(x)) dyg
e A%ﬁo( Az, AV = Z oz, Frlls
- / 99 gy (2.37)
81'j
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The divergence theorem states that net flux of 4 in and out of the body is equal to the source and sink of g within
the body. For the proof of this theorem, the body is virtually divided into & number of cubes. Then, for each cube
two opposing sides in normal direction n; are evaluated with the mean valuc theorem. The partial derivative is
obtained by examining the limit Az ; — 0. Reconstructing all cubes into the body yields the theorem in Eq. (2.37).
The REYNOLD’s transport theorem and Gauss’ divergence theorem are used in context with the global balance

equation to obtain
oY, 0 o > /
/ ( 5 T oz, (vj) —s; —p ) AV = [ £; dA. (2.38)

For the sake of clarity, the left-hand side integrand can be written with ¢, as

/ ¢; AV = / £ dA. (2.39)

To proceed, the flux on the right-hand side with the CaucuY’s Theorem (cf. TADMOR et al. 2012, pp. 113-117) is
examined. The purpose of this theorem is to show that the flux density £; , besides being a function of position z;
and time ¢, depends /inearly on normal vector to a surface n;. Here, the focus is mainly on vector valued flux
density £, , for example, force- and couple-traction, ¢, and p,. Forces and couples are acting across the body surface.
Consequently, flux vectors depend on time, position and the direction of the surface normal. The CaucnY’s
tetrahedron is studied to show the linear dependence between flux vector and normal of the surface. Four fluxes

are acting on the surface of the tetrahedron

/(ﬁde /f —e dA+/f —e, dA+/f —ey dA+/f

tLtrathl‘On 8vl BVS 6‘/4
o / AV = f*(—ey) / dA + f*(—ey) / dA + £ (—e3) / dA + £*(n) / dA
V;e[rahedron 1 8‘/2 aVS 6V4
qb A4h _]( ( 81) ( 62)142 +f ( 63)143 +J_[Z* (n)A

¢T§A4h = £ (—e)) A + £ (—e2) Ansy + £ (—e3) Agng + £ (n) A
Sigh=Ji (—en)m + 7 (~ex)my + 7 (~e)my + 7 (n)
Sigh = —Fi (ex)m = 7 (e2)n = (eg)ns + 57 ().
For the derivation, the mean value theorem as well as the area projection A; = A,n; are used. Additionally, for

the last step the reaction-principle is applied as follows. For this purpose, imagine a small cylinder that is virtually
cut out of the body in order to compute the Eq. (2.39)

/gf)de / dA+/f dA+/ﬁ

cylmder tOp bo[(om barrel
gb/dV £ (n /dA+f )/dA+]§ /dA
cylmder tOP bottom barrel

¢;mr*h = £ (n )7r7“ + £ (-n )7?7” + £+ (n )27r7‘h

For h — 0 and divided by 772, - -

fi (=n5) = £ (n)) (2.40)
is obtained. In the same way for the tetrahedron, for h — 0, this gives
One can write

fi =fijnys (2.42)
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if the second order tensor

fi =1 (&) (2.43)

is identified as stress tensor fij = 0y for force traction f; = t; or surface couple-stress tensor fij = my; for
couple traction f; = p1;. Using CAUCHY’s formula as well as the divergence theorem in Eq. (2.38) yields
81/11‘ 0 afz‘j >
_ L) — —s. —p: | dV =0. 2.44
J o+ a0 o) = 5 —s = (2.44)

By means of fundamental lemma of calculus of variations, it becomes possible to obtain the local balance (cf. W. H.
MULLER 2014, pp. 70-71) in Eulerian framework

01)]- - 0fij

iﬁirvj_ 8xj

i),
dt

+ 1

In the next sections, this local balance equation is applied to different mechanical and thermodynamical quantities:
mass, linear momentum, angular momentum and total energy. And based on these local balances, the following
balance laws can be established: moment of linear momentum, intrinsic moment of linear momentum, kinetic and
internal energies as well as entropy.

2.3.1 Mass

A body is a well-defined virtual region of interest. In this confined system, mass can not be created or destroyed, i. e.,
mass abides by the conservation law. Furthermore, mass is not allowed to move into or out of this region. This
means that the total mass m of the body does not change over time ¢ and can be expressed by

dm

— =0. 2.4
7z — (2.40)

The total mass m can be rewritten for an extended body by means of mass density o as

m = /de with o = @(t,xj) . (2.47)

Consequently, the global balance of mass becomes

d
3 [ edv=0. (2.48)

Following the global balance in Eq. (2.34) for scalar valued case, one recognizes

w:Q?f:(Ls:OaP:O‘ (249)
According to Eq. (2.45), this in turn yields the local balance law of mass (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 72)

do v,
— Lt =0. 2.50
at " %oz, (2:50)

2

This equation will be used to facilitate other balance laws.

2.3.2 Linear Momentum

The state of translational motion of a body is characterised by the linear momentum P;, while the change of the
linear movement is influenced by addictive forces. These forces can be categorised into two types: short-range and
long-range forces, T; and F;. Surface forces are mostly identified as short-range, as this force type is only able to
interact with the body when it is acting in close range, i. e., on the body surface. In contrast, the long-range type
of forces can influence not only a body from long distance, but it has also the capability to interact directly with
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every particle of the inside of the body, for example gravity forces. The balance law of linear momentum (cf. W. H.
MULLER 2014, p. 52) can be written as follows

dpP,
dt

=T, +F,. (2.51)

For an extended body, the global balance law of linear momentum is written as

T | dV = /ti dA—l—/in dVv (2.52)

with the densities ) B

where v;, t;, f; are the velocity, the force-traction and the specific volume force field. Following the global balance
in Eq. (2.34), one recognises

Y =ov;, f; =t;, 5 =0f;,p=0. (2.54)

The force traction ¢; can be imagined as hooks that are continuously distributed over and attached to the surface of
a body. Each hook can pull or push with different intensity. As shown with the CAucHY’s tetrahedron argument,

the force traction ¢, linearly depends on the normal vector n j where the coefficients o; j are called stress tensor

—om,. (2.55)
The specific volume force f; is mainly associated with the gravitational acceleration to compute the dead load. The

zero-valued production density p; indicates that the balance equation of linear momentum obeys the conservation
law. Following Eq. (2.45), it yields

d dv; 0o,
qi(ev) + et = 5 o, 259
J

The expression on the left-hand side can be rewritten as

) + oot _de, v O <d9+ avj)er &, (2.57)
T g T A T T 0x; — \at " Yox,) T Car '
Hereby, the local balance law of linear momentum results
dQ (% > dv; Oaij
. L — - 2.58

This local balance equation is the origin of translational kinetic energy and moment of linear momentum. Inserting
the local balance of mass from Eq. (2.50), the local balance of linear momentum that satisfies the local balance of

mass results 5
dv; _ 99y
= - 2.59
O =g e (259)

Combined with appropriate material laws for stress tensor 0 ; and volume force f;, the primary usage of the above
local balance is to formulate field equations for the velocity or displacement.

2.3.3 Translational Kinetic Energy

The translational kinetic energy (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 75) can be derived by multiplying the local balance of
linear momentum in Eq. (2.58) with velocity v,. This yields

do (%j) d 8aij
S} — v, f 2.
(dt + Q@a:j ‘ dt Yi z; ¢ (2.60)
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The second term on the left-hand side can be rewritten as

dv, 1 d

—o0— (v v; 2.61
vigr = % (%) (260)
and the first expression on the right-hand side as
do; 0 v,
= Lo 2.62
Yi Bacj 8xj (UZU”) Bacj ij (2.62)
to obtain the local balance of translational kinetic energy
(S2+ 8”‘)m+1d(m)— O (1,00,) v (2.63)
di %0z, )T 0 qp ) T g V%0 axj”iﬂ" ‘

In order to derive the global balance law, the following identity to reformulate the left-hand side of the local balance

is used
10 10
21 v + 5, (evn) =
f@vv 81} —i-}@vvv%- O —i—lv ij
20 Vit 0y Vit gy Vit T gy Vi T i
(39+ do S+ 3@0) o o A,
ot~ oz, Yoz, Cor Ui T Qg Vi
do 80) 1 d
(dt+gaj +2th( ;) . (2.64)

Applying the integration and using the REYNoLD’s Transport followed by the Gauss’ theorem gives the global
balance of the translational kinetic energy

(dg 8”) av v =
/ dt+Q6] V;; +/ 0V, V; =

/vlawnj dA + / ov; f; AV — / g;}’ o, dV. (2.65)

J

With the exception of the first term, we can identify by means of scalar valued version of Eq. (2.34)

1 v,
Y= U zvf V0N, S :Q’Uifiap _Tl‘jgj (2.66)
Due to the existence of a production term p, translational kinetic energy does not obey the conservation law. The
first expression of the global and local balance of translational kinetic energy in Eq. (2.65) and in Eq. (2.63) vanish
by satisfying the local balance of mass from Eq. (2.50). We have the translational kinetic energy balance as global
form

d 1 ov;
= Zovw. dV = A AV — L. _
T 291)21)2 dVv /vlamn]d 4—/9111]”Z dv /(%ja” dVv (2.67)
and local form L4 5 5
v,
Zo—(v.0.) = 2.
2th (Uzvz) 8$j ( V; z]) + ov; f 8xj ng ( 68)

The most common use of (translational) kinetic energy is to find the production term of the internal energy from
the total energy.
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2.3.4 Moment of Linear Momentum

The rotational counterpart to translational momentum is, in part, the moment of linear momentum (cf. W. H.
MULLER 2014, p. 79). By applying the cross product to the local balance of linear momentum in Eq. (2.58) with

x;, we find
do 01;] dv; 80
( a + Urwe )%ﬂz“ + 08kt — dt = EriTi o oz, + 0% fi -
]
We rewrite the second expression on the left-hand side as
do, d dz d

l
nglixzdf; = dt (gkllev ) - kazz'gvz = Qa(szﬂzvi) .
To proceed, it is opportune to use the angular velocity

U .

i = EipsWy T

wrs=rrrs
so that the expression becomes
ErliTiVi = ERli1€irsWrLs = Eik1Cirs LWy = (5kr5ls - 5k55lr)xlxswr =
= (5kr$l5ls L — 5ks$s$l5lr)wr = (5krﬂflﬂfl - xer)wr = Oy
where the specific inertia tensor is introduced as

Orr = Oppryy — 3

,-
We reformulate the first term on the right-hand side as

0o, 0 oz,

ij
kli laI- ox ( ki1 z]) klzax ij ox ( klil z]) kli%lj% g

J I f
0
J J

The local balance of moment of linear momentum is

do v d 0
(dt + Urwe ]>9krwr + U (ri 7") = %j(gklixlaij) + 0T fi + ERiTij -

(2.69)

(2.70)

2.71)

(2.72)

(2.73)

(2.74)

(2.75)

For the global variant of moment of linear momentum, we substitute the following identity into the local form of

moment of linear momentum

0 0
a(@ekrwr) + %(ngrwr%’) =
j
~ 0o

J

_ 9o do dv; 0 )

61& ekrwr + 8$j ekrw T Qekr T (9 + Qa (Gkr 'r) + Qa (Gkrwr)vj
do 0o v ) d

<8t+ajj+gaj Hkrwr_'_gd (ekr 7")

do ov; ) d
(dt+98 j ekrwr+9d (ekr r)'

0 do 0 v,
8t Hk'rwr + Qa (gkr r) + ox ]ekrwrvj + Qa (ekr r)v + Qekr ra

(2.76)

Applying the integration and using the REYNOLD’s Transport followed by the Gauss’ theorem gives the global

balance of moment of linear momentum
d
dt/gﬁkrwr dV:/zskhmlawn] dA—i—/gskliJ:lfi dV—i—/ekijaij dv .
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By means of Eq. (2.34), we can identify

Yp = 003,wy s fo = ERuT1041 5 S = €31 s P = €kij0ij - (2.78)

As a result of a non-zero production term p, , the moment of linear momentum is not conserved. Note that due to
the cross product the moment of linear momentum is independent of linear momentum. By satisfying the balance
of mass in Eq. (2.50), the local balance of moment of linear momentum in Eq. (2.75) can be written as

d 0
Qa(ekrwr) = %(Eklixlaij) + 0ep i fi + €ijoij - (2.79)
J

This balance equation can be used to derive the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation.

2.3.5 Rotational Kinetic Energy

To get the balance of rotational kinetic energy (cf. SERWAY and JEWETT 2008, pp. 287-289), we multiply the local
balance of moment of linear momentum in Eq. (2.75) with angular velocity w;,

do 81} d
(dt +Qa J)wkgkrwr +kad (ri 7") =

0
= w5 (o) + owgea,fi + WgEkijOij - (2.80)
aazj

Exploiting the symmetry of the specific inertia tensor 8, , the second expression on the left-hand side of the above
equation can be rewritten as

d d9 dw,
ka&(akrwr) T “w, + 0wy O — 1
(1 o, 1 do,, >+<1 o o 1 dwk)
= —w w — w0, ——
290% dt 2 kT qe ©r 29 KVkr ™3¢ 29 r7rk " q¢
1 df,, (1 dp (1 By 1 do >
= @k r T\ gkl =g g0k e + 507 O
1 d
=50 — (w0, w,) (2.81)

where this identity is used in the last step

de,,. d
W dt = 7(5167‘33133[ - kaxr)wr =

(25 dz;, dxk dl‘r)
=w —r - — %, —x w
k kr dt l dt Ly k dt T

= wy, (204, 0,1 — VT, — TV, )W,

= Wg (25kr€lmnwm nTl = EemnWmTn Ty — ‘,L'k’grmnwml‘n)wr
= QWTWT (xlelmn n)wm - (wkekzmn m)zvnxrwr wk‘rk( rmnwm)“rn
—0. (2.82)

The first term on the right-hand side can be rewritten as

0 0 ow

_ k
Wk . (%il‘zo’ij) = or. (wkeklixlaij) - (%fklifﬁlaz’j
J J
:i(ws wa»)—i(we .:c)a--—}—we '%J
61‘]- k<kli*1% g 8.17j k<kli*tl) Yy k k“@x] 1J
0 0
= . (giklwkxlaij) T or. (lewkxl)gij + Wk%li(szg'gij
L L
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- 83 (Simwrt103;) = gz(giklwkxl)aij + Wi Ekji0i;
J J
0
= %(lewkxlaij) - 81‘7( zklwkxl) — WEEi;04j - (2.83)
J J

This yields the local balance of rotational kinetic energy

do 31) 1 d
(dt 0% )“kekr“r + 50 (@bl ) =
J
0 )
= %(Eik’lwkxlaij) + kaEkliSlei — %(Eiklwk:ﬂl)ai]‘ . (284)
J j

To compute the global balance equation of the rotational kinetic energy, we substitute the following expression
into the local balance

0 0
a (kaekrwr) + aixj(gwkekrwrvj) =

do 0
= ot wkgkrwr + Qat (wkekrwr)+

do 0 v,
+ ai%wkekrwr% tog - z; (Wi Oppwr ) v + 0wy B0 & P
90 do vj
= atwkzekrwr T oy W v; £ kaekrwrai;_{_

J

0 0
+ Qa (wkekrwr) + Q% (Wkekrwr)vj

J
00 8@ 61} ) d
(8t + o ] + Qa ] wkekrwr + th (wkekrwr)

dg 81} d
]

We integrate and use the REYNOLD’s Transport as well as the GAuss’ theorem to get the global balance of rotational
kinetic energy

do 8Uj> d 1 .
/(dt—i—ga ] wy0p,w, dv+dt/ ow, O, w, dV =

0
= / zklwkml()’z] nj dA + / Qgiklwkwlf’i dVv — / 87 (Eiklwkxl)aij dv. (286)
J
With the exception of the first term, we can identify each terms by means of Eq. (2.34) as follows
1 0
Y= §ka9krwr s f = W Ton S = 08w fi, p=— e (eimwrzy) 0y - (2.87)
J

Also here the production term p is non-zero, thus the rotational kinetic energy does not abide by the conservation
law. By means of Eq. (2.71) and Eq. (2.72), it can be shown that the balance of rotational kinetic energy can be
rewritten as translational kinetic energy and vice versa. As the case arise, the representation of kinetic energy can be

expressed in one way or the other, or a combination of both. But care must be taken to avoid double counting of
the kinetic energy balance.

2.3.6 Angular Momentum

The state of rotational motion of a body is described by the angular momentum L, (cf. SERwAyY and JEWETT 2008,
p- 315). The rate of change of the angular momentum is governed by the sum of short-range and long-range torques:
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torque flux M kﬂux and torque supply M, ,S:Pply. Analogously to short-range and long-range forces, the torque flux
is interacting on the body surface, whereas the torque supply has an impact on the body volume. The balance
equation of angular momentum reads as follows

dL su
Tk ppfex g Ry (2.88)
dt
The total angular momentum of a body L, constitutes of the sum of moment of linear momentum L;’°™¢** and
spin szm
Ly = Lpement 4 7" (2.89)
The moment of linear momentum is identified on the left-hand side in Eq. (2.77)
Lypoment = / 00, w, dV (2.90)
and the spin for extended body is written as
L = / 05, dV | (2.91)
where s, is the specific spin. The torque flux

compromises of two additive parts. The first one is induced by surface force that is the first expression on the right-
hand side in Eq. (2.77) and the second one is caused by force couple. Similarly, the torque supply

consists additively of the volume force term that can be found in the second expression on the right-hand side in
Eq. (2.77) and volume couple term. In the forthcoming section the spin, the surface and volume couples will be
discussed. The global balance law of angular momentum can be rewritten as follows

d

According to Eq. (2.34), we recognise

Y = 0Ok, wr + 51) 5 fo = Epuioiing + g, 5, = o(eumfi + 1) pp = 0. (2.95)

We recall that the production term p;. vanished due to the conservation of angular momentum. The sum of
Eq. (2.75) and Eq. (2.103) yields the local balance of angular momentum

d v, d
<Q + Qv]> (ekrwr + Sk) +o-; (ekrwr + Sk) =

dt axj dt
0
= %(%lﬂl‘%j + mk:j) + o(epim fi +11,) - (2.96)

J
In order to write the balance of spin, its the production term needs to be determined. This is possible by using

conservation property of the balance of angular momentum in conjunction with the balance of moment of linear
momentum.
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2.3.7 Spin

Another rotational counterpart to translational momentum is the zntrinsic moment of momentum (cf. W. H.
MULLER 2014, p. 78), or in short: spzn. This approach is applied for CossERAT continuum (E. COSSERAT and
F. CossERAT 1909) or micropolar bodies (ERINGEN 2012). These are materials with complex inner microstructure
such as foams, porous media, liquid crystals (WARNER and TERENTJEV 2003), concrete (CHESNAIS et al. 2011),
rock masses (SToJANOVIC 1972). Besides their apparent translational or rotational motion, these materials have an
additional internal degrees of freedom in form of an intrinsic rotation. An overview about this topic can be found
in (ALTENBACH et al. 2011).

By subtracting the global balance of angular momentum in Eq. (2.94) from the balance law of moment of linear
momentum in Eq. (2.77), we obtain the global balance equation of spin

d

with the densities -
where s, j1;., [, are the specific spin, the surface couple and the specific volume couple density. Following the
global balance in Eq. (2.34), we can identify

Vp = 08k fi = ks Sk = Ol s P = —€kij0ij - (2.99)

The surface couple j1;, can be imagined as screwdrivers that are continuously distributed over and attached to the
surface of a body. Each screwdriver turns and twists with different intensity. Following the CAUCHY’s tetrahedron
argument, the surface couple 4, linearly depends on the normal vector 12; where the coefficients 1, ; are called
surface couple stress tensor

g = M1 (2.100)

The specific volume couple field ;. can be associated with electromagnetic induction that affects the lattice. There-
fore, this field effects the spin balance within the interior of a body. Following Eq. (2.45), we write

j Mk
— (osy,) + ospp = gt ol — €4ij 03 - (2.101)

The expression on the left hand side can be reformulated as

d 81}]‘ dg dSk 8?}]- <dQ 8Uj > dSk
el _J == __k —J = = —L —_— 2.102
az (25%) +st8xj Ty +staxj at +Q8xj Oy (2.102)
The local balance law of spin reads
do v, ds omy,;
(G + oo+ 03t = G + ooy (210
J

J

The aspect of spin can be ignored for materials with simple inner structure such as steel and negligible spin-affecting
torques. If this holds true, the specific spin s, the surface couple 1, and the specific volume couple density [,

vanished. Thus, we have

As a consequence we have a symmetric stress tensor by expanding the above equation, see I. MULLER (1973, p. 32)

0 =0 (2.105)
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2.3.8 Kinetic Energy of Spin

To obtain the kinetic energy balance of spin as briefly mentioned in YAMaGuUcHI (2008, p. 56), the local balance
of spin is multiplied with the angular velocity w;,

dg 81)] dsk 8mk
J

If it is admissible to assume that the spin features a symmetric Zntrinsic specific inertia tensor j;,., so that we can
write

S = jker s (2107)

then the second expression on the left-hand side can be rearranged in a similar way to moment of linear momentum
as

ds, 1 d
Mg =5 dt(wksk) (2.108)

To proceed, we transform the first term of the right-hand side

amk 0 &uk

The local balance of spin energy reads

<dg N v, ) Jrl i( ) -
dr " %oz )Rk T 504 \WkSk) =
0 Ow,,
J J

To get the global variant of spin energy, the following identity is used

0 0
&(kaé’k) + T%(kaskvj) =

do 0 0o 0 dv;
= EwkSk + Qa(wksk) + a JWkSkU + Qa ; (wksk)v + kaska
00 0o av 0 0
= 5 WkSk + B ]WkSkU +ka5ka +Q8t (wrsp,) +Q6 z; (wrsp)v;
0o 8@ 0v; ) d
<6t ¥ 00, T 0, ) T 0 ()
do v d
<dt * Qa J])wksk + ST (wksk) ' (2.110)

This in turn yields the global balance of spin energy after the integration, followed by REYNOLD’s transport and
applying the GAuss’ theorem

dg 81} 1
= /wkmk]nj dA+/kalk dV /( mk] +wk€k” Z]) dV (2111)

With the exception of the first term, we analyse each terms by means of Eq. (2.34) as follows

1 Ow
Y= 5 WKk f=wmymn;, s =owply, p= —<8;mkj + wkekijaij) . (2.112)
J

The spin energy does not obey the conservation law due to the non-zero production term p.
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2.3.9 Total Energy

The conservation of the total sum of energies is known as the first law of thermodynamics. We can write the sum
of the global equation of translational, rotational and spin energies in Eq. (2.65), Eq. (2.86) and Eq. (2.111) as the
total sum of kinetic energies. However, we observe that the production term of the total kinetic energy still remains.
Thus, an other kind of energy has to be identified in order to complete the total energy: It is the internal energy.
The global balance of total energy (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 77) reads as follows

1/do  Ov, d S
/2<dt + an]]> (Uivi + Wi Oprw; +Wk5k) dv + a(E + U) =W+Q, (2.113)

where E, U, W, Q are the total kinetic energy, the internal energy, work and heat transfer rate. By writing the sum
of the global balance of kinetic energies, we recognize that the total kinetic energy is

1 1 1
E—/2Qvivi dV—l—/2gwk6krwr dV+/29wksde (2.114)

and the work transfer rate is
W = /(UiO'l-jTLj + Eiwpt0,n; 4 wpmyn ) dA+
+ /(Qvifi + 08wty f; + owily,) AV (2.115)
The internal energy U can be rewritten for extended body by means of specific internal energy u
U= / oudV (2.116)
and the heat transfer rate Q consists of additive heat conduction and radiation components

Q= —/qini dA+/grdV, (2.117)

where g;, r are the heat flux and the specific radiation. The internal energy as well as the heat transfer is discussed
in the next section. The global balance of total energy is

1/dp dv;
/2 (dt + anjj) (vivi + wkzekrwr + wksk) dV+

d

ta

1 1 1
<2gvivi + §gwk9krwr + o 0wk Sk + gu> dV =

+ /(Qvifz’ + oz fi + owgly, + or) AV, (2.118)

According to the scalar valued version of Eq. (2.34), we can identify with exception of the first term on the left-hand
side that

1 1 1
Y= 5 QUi + §ka9krwr + s owgs + ou,

2
s = ov fi + gy fi + 0wyl + or,
p=0.

The absence of the production p shows that the balance of total energy is conserved.
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2.3.10 Internal Energy

Velocity is a measure for the kinetic energy of continuum particles and describes the apparent motion of them. In
addition, temperature is introduced to incorporate the imperceptible and random movement of molecules or atoms
within the continuum particles. The temperature is a measure for the intrinsic mean kinetic energy of molecules
or atoms, or in short: znternal energy (cf. I. MULLER 2007, pp. 59-64). By subtracting the global balance of
total energy in Eq. (2.118) from the global equations of total sum of kinetic energies in Eq. (2.65), Eq. (2.86) and
Eq. (2.111), the global balance law of internal energy reads

gudV——/qinidA—i-/QrdYH-

dt
ov; ow Oow
with densities
u=a(t,x;), g =q(taz;), r=r(tz), (2.120)

where u, g;, r are the specific internal energy, the heat flux and the specific radiation. According to Eq. (2.34) in
scalar valued variant, we can identify

v, Ow,, Ow,,
w = ou, f =—qn;,s=0r,p= 8$UU + %jgklixlaij + T%mk] . (2121)
Following Eq. (2.45), we write
d v, 0q; v, Ow,, Owy,
The expression on the left hand side can be rewritten as
d 8’[)]- do du avj (dg 8’[)]- > du
— — —_— —_— 212
dt(gu)+gu8xj at Tl e, T\ T e ) (2.123)
The local balance law of internal energy reads
do v, ) du g, v, Ow,, Ow,,
L —c. o — . 2.124
(dt+g8z YTOL T o, O Hax] % ¥ g, SR T g T (2:124)

We obtain the local balance law of internal energy that satisfies the local balance of mass by inserting the Eq. (2.50)
into the above equation. Further, ignoring any rotational motion, we have

(2.125)

Combined with suitable material equations for specific internal energy u, heat flux g;, specific radiation 7 and stress

tensor 0, ;, we can formulate a field equation for the temperature 7.

52

2.3.11 Entropy

The entropy principle is applied to prevent construction of cyclic devices that are impossible to operate. This
also known as the second law of thermodynamics. This principle serves us to reduce the degrees of freedom of
material equations by restricting their properties, i. e., form and dependency, see for example (ABALI 2014, p. 21 ff).
Furthermore, the entropy production can be used to evaluate process models and define them as possible, ideal or
impossible. Further insight to this topic can be found in, e. g., (W. H. MULLER 2014, p. 307 ff), (I. MULLER 1973)
as well as (ECkaRT 1940).

REGULAR BALANCE EQUATIONS | BASICS OF CONTINUUM MECHANICS 27



We follow TADMOR et al. (2012, p. 148 ff) and assume that the internal energy is completely determined by the
independent state variables specific entropy s and extensive kinematic variables I

u=1u(s,I}). (2.126)
The total differential of internal energy is known as entropy form of the first law and it reads
ou "L du
du=—-ds+ Y ——dI; —Tds+zw dr; (2.127)
i=1 1 i=1

where T is the absolute temperature and w; is the thermodynamic tensions. Inserting the above equation into the
local balance of internal energy and divided by absolute temperature 7', it yields

(@ 81}) 1. ds_ lc’?qi+
at " %o, ®dt T T om,
1 L1y 10w, L1 &uk N1 dI
— — — p— 2.12
T 700, T, . ST oz, ; 7% Q% (2128)
The first expression on the right-hand side can be rewritten as
1 dq, a9 (1 o(+ (1 (%) or
_ 9% _ _< ) 4 (T)qi _ _( 1) 4 (T) L=
T Ox, Ox; Ox; 0 oT O,
_3<1 >1aT (2.129)
- Ox 4 T2 Oz, @ - '
The local balance of entropy follows as
<@+ 8v> +%_ 3(1 )4_1 B
at " %o Ca = oz, \TU) T T
1 BT 1 Ov, 1 Owy, 1 8wk
. 2.1
T T2z, +Ta % +T8 Senitioy Z ew ’dt (2130)
To determine the global balance of entropy, the following identity is used
0 0 0o ds 0o 0s
o0 (09) + g (osui) = Gps 0y & 5 vt 0 v+ s -
_ Oo 0o v, Js to ds s,
Ot oz, ox; ot (9 :
(@ n @ - v, > n ds
ot " ow, ' %or,)" " %@t
do 81} ) ds
(dt+98 Z +th (2.131)

Applying the integration and using the REYNoLD’s Transport followed by the Gauss’ theorem gives the global
balance of entropy

do ov; >< > d / /
hals el - _ A =
/<dt + 0 8:): dV + T osdV g;n; dA + ordV+

+/<_18T 1 v, +1a 10 -
7292, " T ou, T O, “epit0i; Ta

1
—Z 0w, dt) . (2.132)
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Ignoring the first term, we can identify by means of scalar valued version of Eq. (2.34)

1 1
¢:QS,f: _qunzv s = TQT)

1 0T 1 Oy, 1 Ow, 1 dw, 1 I
P= 1202, % " Tow, % " T gg, M1 T T g T z_; 7% (2.133)

The thermodynamic compatibility of material equations can be examined in conjunction with the entropy produc-
tion term p. The second law of thermodynamics states that if

p>0, (2.134)

it is possible that the material equations exist. For idealised material behaviour or processes, itis p = 0.

2.4 Material Equations

The balance laws alone are insufficient to formulate the field equations that describe the functional relationship
between the responses (mass density, velocity and temperature) and material-specific parameters. Additional equa-
tions are required to cover the material-specific response behaviour (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, pp. 129-130), specif-
ically for the stress tensor o; > the internal energy u, the heat flux g;, the specific volume force f; and specific
radiation r. For linear elastic solids, we will present the material laws for the first three quantities. For the latter two,
we will use the gravitational acceleration for the specific volume force and the specific radiation will be assumed to
be known.

2.4.1 Linear Elastic Deformation and Thermal Expansion

The total linear strain for small deformation ¢, can be additive decompose into different summands (cf. HET-
NARsKI and EsLam1 2009, p. 21). Each strain part is associated to an phenomenon such as elastic deformation and

thermal expansion
£y = 521?“16 + 5;{hlermal . (2135)

Other types of strain can be added to cover more phenomena, e. g., plasticity or viscosity, but they are beyond
the scope of this work. For small elastic deformation and ignoring the aspect of spin, the symmetric stress o; ; in

elastic

Eq. (2.105) and elastic strain tensor €5,
HooxE’s law

relation has a linear proportional. The elastic response is described by
_ elastic

Oij = Viki€rl > (2.136)
where C; 1, is the elasticity tensor with 81 entries. By using the symmetrical properties of the stress, see Eq. (2.105),
as well as the strain tensor, the number of the parameters is reduced to 36. Within the range of linear elastic de-
formation, the stored energy is equal to its complementary part. Therefore, the number of parameters is further
decreased to 21 independent constants for anisotropic elastic materials. Thus, the HOOKE’s law can be rewritten
as VOIGT’s matrix notation as follows

(011 ] [Ci111 Chizz Chiss Ciies Cing Chn] [ EellisﬁC ]
) Cogaa Chazg Cagaz  Choyg Coggo 53155?6
O33| _ Cs333 Cs3a3 Oz Caane 5§1§mf (2137)
023 Cagos Cagis Cagio 2’5§I§SUC '
013 Cizis Cisio 25611§Stic

(015 | symmetrical Clopal 26585t

respectively in matrix notation
o= Ceelastic ) (2138)

An overview of the eight different symmetry classes (triclinic, monoclinic, orthotropic, tetragonal, trigonal, hexago-
nal, cubic, isotropic) of the elasticity tensor can be found in CHADWICK et al. (2001). The linear thermal expansion
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is described as a relation between thermal strain ek}frmal and the change of the temperature AT" from a reference to

a current state
thermal __ Reference) __
™ =au(T-T ) = ay AT, (2.139)

where o is the coefficient of thermal expansion. The stress to strain and temperature change relationship for
anisotropic materials can be obtained by inserting elastic strain from Eq. (2.135) into HookE’s law in Eq. (2.136)
and followed by the linear thermal expansion law in Eq. (2.139)

hermal
05 = Cijpa (e — er™) = Cyjpy (e — ag AT) . (2.140)

For isotropic elastic materials, the following elasticity tensor applies

Cijtr = A0i;0py + 1(031.05 + 0501 (2.141)
or respectively in VOIGT’s notation
A+ 2u A A T
A+ 2u A
C= At ; (2.142)
7
1
| symmetrical ]

where the parameters A and y are called LAME constants. The conversion to YoUNG’s modulus £ and Po1sSON’s
ratio v can be found for example in SzaB6 (1966, p. 93)

- Ev __ B (2.143)
T (-2 T 2y '
The HooXE’s law reads
O"L] - Aéijgi}zstlc + 2/1/5;17?1““: . (2144)
The following thermal expansion coefficient is applied for isotropic materials

Refer to, for example, GROTE and ANTONSSON (2009, p. 124), to find thermal expansion coefficients for selected
materials. The relationship of stress to strain and to temperature change for isotropic materials can be computed
by inserting the elasticity tensor in Eq. (2.141) and thermal expansion coefficient in Eq. (2.145) into Eq. (2.139).
Taking the linear strain from Eq. (2.135) into account, we have

055 = Nijep + 208 — (BA + 2p) ady; AT . (2.146)

2.4.2 Caloric State Equation for Solids

Recall an obsolete unit for energy: the Calorie, see e. g. (I. MULLER and W. H. MULLER 2008, p. 54). The definition
was the amount of heat energy that is needed to increase one gram of water by one Kelvin. Furthermore, the specific
heat capacity of water that was used to define the Calorie was fixed at atmospheric pressure and at initial water
temperature of 7{, = 15 °C. Observe the local balance of internal energy in Eq. (2.125) where the local balance of
mass is satisfied and spin and rotational influences are neglected

du _  0g;
th Oz

tory O
r+—to;
; ¢ dz; "

» (2.125)

For a fluid almost at rest, we can use a simplified NAVIER-STOKES Equation where the frictional parts are ignored
0, = —py; (2.147)

v
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where p is the pressure. This in turn yields

du _ 109g 10y, . dv

du 1 1oy . dv 2.148
dt Q@:Ui+r anip = ( )
where the heat flux and radiation parts are combined as heat transfer rate
1 da.
_Low (2149)
00x;
The specific volume is v = 1/¢ so that the local balance of mass in Eq. (2.50) can be rewritten as
dv, 1d d(Yv d(1/v) d 1d
v _ lde _ d(p) _ d(f)dv_ 1dv (2.150)
dz, o dt dt dv dt ovdt

7

For the right-hand side of Eq. (2.148), we assume that the specific internal energy is completely determined by the
temperature 1" and specific volume v
u=1u(T,v). (2.151)

This leads to

OoudT  Oudv dv Ou dT <8u p) dv dT ((?u p) dv

arat Tovat Par " oarat  \ow a0 )T

For isochoric process dv = 0, we can obtain the heat capacity at constant specific volume ¢, = &, (T = T ) foran
initial temperature T}, by measuring the transferred heat energy Q = [ ¢ dt as well as the rise of temperature AT’

dar . . y Q
Cvazq = /CvdT:/gdt = CU(T:TO):E' (2153)
Since the above equation is inappropriate to compute the heat capacity at constant pressure ¢, = ¢, (T = T;)

for an reference temperature 7|, , we reformulate the equation by means of specific volume that is completely deter-
mined by the temperature 7" and pressure p
v="2v(T,p) (2.154)

and this yields

£+<@+ ><@£+@@>
“ar T\ov "P)\orar Tapar

_ +<@+ )@ dr . (@+ )@ dp _
“\“T\au "P)ar | @ v Plap|ar
_ . ar (%Jr )@ dp _ .
T ov pap dt_q

Forisobaric process dp = 0, we can compute the heat capacity at constant pressure ¢, = p (T =T, ) forastarting
temperature 7|, by measuring the transferred heat energy Q = [ ¢ dt as well as the increase of temperature AT’

ar . : y Q
g =91~ /cpdT:/gdt = &,(T=Tp) = xr (2.155)

For ideal solid, a different approach is followed. First, the internal energy is completely determined by tempera-
ture 1" and linear strain €
u=u(T,ey). (2.156)

Second, for isostrain process de;; = 0, the heat capacity at constant strain Ce,, is described by the DuLoNG-PETIT
law

¢, =3— (2.157)

where R is the universal gas constant and M is the atomic or molecular weight. This law is derived by means of
statistical mechanics, see for example (GIRIFALCO 2000, p. 104), and is valid for room temperature and above.
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2.4.3 Law of Heat Conduction

The heat conduction law by FOURIER described the heat transfer rate per area element ¢;. The heat transfer occurs
in the normal direction of an infinitesimal cubic element with a thickness in the same direction dx; when the two
opposing sides have different temperatures, i. e., temperature difference 97". The FOURIER’s law reads

or

= —K— 2.158
(:IZ K/al_z i ( )

where £ is the thermal conductivity. For example in GROTE and ANTONsSON (2009, p. 281), the thermal conduc-
tivities of some materials can be found. An historical overview about the developmentand influences of FOURIER’s
heat conduction equation can be found in NARASIMHAN (1999).

2.5 Field Equations

The field equations connect the responses and material-specific parameters in form of partial differential equations
(cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, pp. 153-154). They can be obtained by combining the balance equations and material
laws. Each response type is associated with a balance law. The mass density field o is linked to the balance of
mass. The velocity field v; is connected with the balance of linear momentum. The angular velocity w,. field is
intertwined with the balance of angular momentum. The temperature field 7" is tied to the balance of internal
energy. The material-specific parameters originate from the material equations.

2.5.1 Elastodynamic Equations

Inserting the HOOKE’s law with linear thermal expansion in Eq. (2.140) into the local balance of linear moment
which satisfies the balance of mass in Eq. (2.59) and using the linear strain for small deformation in Eq. (2.28) (cf.
ABALI 2017, pp. 2-9), this results

dv, 0 9
0 d/l;b — axj(Cz]kl (Ekl - aklM)) + Qfl = T%(Cijklgkl — CijklaklM) —+ Qfl =

Oe oT
= Cijm 5 Cijri 0 a— T ofi =
ﬁxj 8a:j

B 0 (1 Ouy, Oy ) oT B
= Cijnl oz, 2<8ml + 6%) Ciikl Yl o, +of; =

1 Ouy, 1 % o oT _
=5 ijklm T3 ik W - ijklaklaimj +of; =
=Cijik
0%u,, oT

ikl W — Cij O‘kl%j +of; - (2.159)

For the right-hand side, the velocity v; can be rewritten as

dx;  d du,

‘ =—(u+X;)=—" 2.160
n=g gt X) =g (2.160)
This yields the elastodynamic equations
d?u, 0%u orT
0 dt; = Yijkl 50 o0 -3];% - Cz’jklakl% +of; - (2.161)
J J

One special case of dynamic is the static equilibrium. In this steady state, the displacement is time-independent
and therefore the left-hand side of the elastodynamic equations can be omitted. The specific volume force f; is
mostly associated with the gravitational acceleration and is used to incorporate the aspect of the dead load. It can
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Figure 2.1: A four-point bending test apparatus.

be ignored if the applied forces are much greater than the force of gravitation. When the body has an overall con-
stant temperature, the temperature gradient drops out from the analysis. Thus, the thermal expansion part can
be neglected. For a body consists of isotropic material, the so-called LAME-NAVIER equations (cf. W. H. MULLER
2014, p. 161)

0. 82uk _ Bzuk M( 82ui N 82uj ):
ikl 8mj8ml 0x,0x,, 81‘]-(91‘]- O:Ujaxi
0%u. 92w, 92u. A ) 0%u.
— J 7 _ 7 . J
N ()\ + M) Oz, 0x; * Maxjaxj — 0= Oz ;0x; (u 0,0z (2162)

is obtained.

2.5.2 Euler-Bernoulli Beam Theory

A bending test is an experimental set-up to determine structural deformation behaviour by applying predefined
forces to a specimen, see Fig. 2.1. For a bending test, a specimen is shaped as a slender beam with specific geometry.
Then the beam specimen is clamped with bearings. At specific positions on top of the beam, forces of predefined
strength are applied. For a given bending test configuration, the deflection of the beam in the deformed state can be
computed by the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation (cf. GRoss, HAUGER, SCHRODER, WALL, and BoNET 2011,
pp- 125-129). To this, observe the local balance of angular momentum in Eq. (2.96) which satisfies the balance of
mass in Eq. (2.50)

d 0
QE (riwr + Sk;) = %(€klixl0ij + mk]) + Q(gklixlfi + lk‘) . (2163)

J

For materials with non-complex inner structure, the spin s, as well as the influences of the surface and volume
couple, my; and [}, are neglected, thus we have a symmetric stress tensor in Eq. (2.105). For statically bended
beams, the dynamic part in the left-hand side of the balance equation vanishes. Furthermore, the gravitational
specific volume force f; can be ignored due to the much greater applied bending forces. Consequently, we obtain
the momentum equilibrium

0

J
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Figure 2.2: The Method of Sections generates a free-body diagram for revealing the inner
stresses within a beam. The forces FP are applied on the rectangular traction
areas with depth d and width w which are marked in red.

Integrating over the volume of the beam body, followed by the application of the Gauss’ theorem, we find

0
0= / %j(gklimlaij) dV = /EklixlUijnj dA =

= /€kli$lﬂ'ijnj dA —+ /eklixlti dA = M]icmemal + M]:xwmal . (2165)
oB oB

internal external

In the last step, we decompose the total momentum into internal and external parts in order to reveal the inte-
rior stress of the beam. This is possible by means of the method of sections, see for example in GRoss, HAUGER,
SCHRODER, WALL, and RAJjAPAKSE (2009, p. 10) or in GERE and GooDNo (2013, p. 8). As shown in Fig. 2.2, we
section a imaginary cut to the beam perpendicular to direction 1 at position 2 and examine the right-hand side
part. The internal momentum M™™ is computed from the cutting area at the cutting point 2. In a bending
testing apparatus, the beam specimen is subjected to two types of external forces F'P: active and reactive. Predefined
line forces, applied on top of the beam at specific positions x?, are considered active, while the reactive forces oc-
curs as a response to the constraints induced by the supports at positions 2. The superscript p identifies uniquely
the active and reactive forces and are numbered from 0 to IV. A line force comprises the acting force /' that are
distributed on rectangular area of depth d and width w at position 2. The rectangular areas are marked in red in
Fig. 2.2. The external momentum M is determined by the external forces F'¥ on the right-hand side part at
the cutting point ;.

To proceed, we apply the so-called semi-inverse method tor

Mligntemal — /gklixlaij n; dA. (2166)
oB

internal

In this method, the displacement functions are supposed to have certain form by geometrical considerations and
simplified assumptions. For the EULER-BERNOULLI beam theory, we have to ensure that the tested beam specimen
tulfils the BERNOULLI’s hypothesis that the cross sections of the beam remain plane and perpendicular in the bent
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Figure 2.3: Explanation of the semi-inverse method.

configuration to the set of lines that don’t extend or contract. This can be ascertained for small deformation. The
black dashed line in Fig. 2.1 indicates this set of lines that is known as the nextral surface. Furthermore, in Fig. 2.1,
the red line shows that the cross section remains perpendicular in the deformed beam. This in turn leads to the
following displacement functions
B _ Ou . _0

Uy = tan(a)xQ = 8—%332, Uy = U = u(xl) ,uz =0. (2.167)
The displacement 4 vanishes due to the set-up of the bending apparatus that excludes deformation in direction 3.
For small deformation, the displacement u, depends only on ;. The displacement u, is determined by the cross
section in the bent configuration of the beam, see Fig. 2.3. While u, is a function of z; and , its slope tan ()
depends only on 2, due to the BERNOULLI’s hypothesis. The slope tan () is determined as depicted in Fig. 2.4.
It shows that the slope tan (c) is also determined by an infinitesimal change of displacement u,, du,, divided by
an infinitesimal change of position ', 0.

For small deformation, we use the linear strain in Eq. (2.28) with the displacement functions to determine non-zero
strains as follows

2
ou,  O%u 1 <% n %) _ Ou (2.168)

= Oxy  Oxy? Taanden =g Oz,  Oxy Oz,
Since the total length of a slender beam is much greater than the deflection for small deformation, it is feasible to
assume that the inclination of the deformed beam is negligibly small

ou
— 0. 2.
or, 0 (2.169)

Furthermore, the beam consists of isotropic material which obeys HookE’s law. This results in the following non-
zero entries of the stress tensor

011 = (A +20)eqy, 09y = 035 = Aeyy - (2.170)

The Po1ssoN’s ratio v vanishes as a consequence of the chosen displacement functions

€11 €11
therefore the LAME constants become £
r=0.u=L. (2.172)

The only non-vanishing stress entry left is

Therefore, the remaining internal momentums are

Méntemal — /5231x3011n1 dA = /x?)a-ll dl'? d.T?) = /.’L'SEE]_]_ dl’Q d.’I]g —_
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Figure 2.4: Explanation of the semi-inverse method.

h

B
0%u 0%u
:/$3E$2&L‘12d1}2dl’3:E6$12/l’QdZEQ/xE}dZEg:
2

_h
p)
d?u 1 h] w
= 25 [#2°] i 5 [ws?] 2 =0 (2.174)
81'1 2 2 2 2
=0 =0

and

&
[N

2
== /$2E$2ax12 de dx3 = E8712 / / ./1722 d$2 dl‘s = EIQQOTIQ s

wlg

where Iy, is known as moment of inertia of plane area.
For the external momentum

Mgeernal — / iyt dA, (2.175)

oB

external

the tractions ¢; that are acting on the beam are considered. Due to the apparatus set-up, the active and reactive
forces point along the direction xy-axis. Therefore, the only remaining traction vector component is

d d
tr forzy €2l —§, 2P + 5], xy =

SIS

t2 = f’(l’l,xz) — tp for xl e [l‘p — g, J)p + %] 5 .7}2 = — y (2176)
0  otherwise,
where t* is a constant for each acting force point p. The remaining external momentums are
N B N
= / —xt? day dwg = ) 1 [257] 274 =0. (2.177)
2 2
p=1"w d p=1 N——
2 2P —3 =0

and

M§xtemal _ /6312$1t2 dA = /$1t2 dA = /mth d.’IJl d$3 =
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2 orid
N N N
= Z / / P dzy dag = Z P tPdw = Z xPFP. (2.178)
p=1 " d p=1 _F' » p=1
2 P—3 =

We obtain the momentum equilibrium for the EULER-BERNOULLI beam as follows
internal external o
0 = Miremal e E1'22 s LA Z 2P F (2.179)

For k = 1and k = 2 momentum equilibrium are fulfilled without contradiction. The bending moment M in
dependence of position z; is determined as resistive moment of the external momentum M&™al 3¢ sectionin
p p 1 3 g
point ;. Each moment lever arm x” is computed by the distance between the imaginary cut position z; and the
force acting point T,
=z, —2P. (2.180)

The bending moment is computed as follows

Mextemal ZQ?pr _ Z _ .,Z.P) FP — M(xl) = M. (2.181)
p=1

We rewrite the momentum equilibrium in the form known as the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation

2
Ez%gx‘g - M. (2.182)
1

2.5.3 Heat Equation

To examine a solid which is heated solely by thermal conduction and radiation, the temperature distribution within
its body is computed (cf. W. H. MULLER 2014, pp. 176-178). Observe the local balance of internal energy in
Eq. (2.125) where we exclude rotational influences

du _ 0q, Yoot 81)@-0
Cat T 0w, ¥ T 9x, 0

? J

(2.125)

We assume that the internal energy is completely determined by the state variables specific entropy s and linear
strain €,

u=1i(s,ep) - (2.183)
The total differential of internal energy leads to
ou ou 1
du = —ds+ ——de,; =Tds+ -0, dey,, 2.184
Os 85kl Kl Qakl Kl ( )
where by means of GiBBs’ equation the partial derivatives are identified as % = T and ‘98511:1 = %Ukl. Since the

specific entropy is irrelevant, the dependency of the internal energy has to be converted
u=i(s,ey) — u=u(T,ey). (2.185)

This is obtained by assuming that for solids the specific entropy is completely determined by the state variables
temperature and linear strain

=35(T,ep) - (2.186)
The total differential of specific entropy is
Os Os
d —dT d 2.18
S = 8T + — a kl gkl ( 7)
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Inserting the above equation into the G1BBS’ equation in Eq. (2.184), we find the internal energy with the depen-
dency of temperature and linear strain on right-hand side as follows

Os Os 1 Js Os 1
du— TaiT dzﬂl‘F]—'a kl dgkl + O-k?l dskl Tﬁ dT+ <T85kl —+ QO’kl> dgkzl‘ (2188)
The left-hand side of the equation above can now be rewritten as
ou ou
du = —dT d 2.18

u = aT + a kl €Ll ( 9)

and we find o o 6 0 .

s

—dT d —dT < > de,, . 2.190
a7 Ut 5 e € = 8T U - + okL) e (2.190)

The first partial derivative on the left-hand side is identified as the heat capacity at constant linear strain which obeys
the law of DULONG-PETIT law in Eq. (2.157)

ou

87 = CEM . (2191)
To identify the second derivative %, we equate the coefficients to obtain
ou 0s

— =T— 2.192
T T and (2.192)

0 0 1
Yoy, (2.193)

de,, Kl Jeyy 0

A mutual differentiation is applied on the above equations by differentiating the first one with respect to linear
strain and the second one with respect to temperature

0%u 0%s
=T d 2.194
00T~ 9,00 (2154)
0%u 0s 0%s 100
= T — kL 2.195
0Tz,  0e,,  oTde, o oT (2.195)
Subtracting the second equation with the first one, we have
s 190y,
_— = 2.196
Oey, o 0T ( )
By inserting the above relation into Eq. (2.193), the second derivative is found
ou T 0oy, 1
= —— -0y - 2.197
8€kl 0 oT + ngl ( )

Substitute both derivatives, Eq. (2.191) and Eq. (2.197), into Eq. (2.189) for left-hand side of the local balance of
total energy in Eq. (2.125) gives

dT 0o, de de -
_ 9%k G KL _ iy
Cowar T or ar TR e oz, o oz, %u

(2.198)
The third expression on the left-hand side can be rewritten as
dey, d <8uk+ 8ul> 1 d <8u,€>+ 1 d <6uk)
o =0, — —_— —
FUqe kLt Ox; Oz, 2 Tkl 44 dt \ dz, dt Oz,
_Ulk

i(ae) =onan (5 ) + owgie (3 Jon =
R\ oz, ) T Mot\ oz, ) T Moz, \ oz, )
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B (82uk+ 0u,, )_ 8<8uk+8uk )_
~ R\ otow, " ox0m, ) T oz \ 0t " Oz, ™) T

0 (duk> 0 (d ) 0 <dxk> vy,
—oy— (L) =0y = (2, — X)) =oy=— | =L ) =0, =& 21
Uklﬁxl dt Uklé?:ul dt(acl~C k) Jklaxl dt Tkl Ox; (2.199)

and is recognized as the production term of internal energy. It cancels the third expression on the right-hand side
out. Then, the heat equation reads

dT _% +T80kl%

oc, — = + or —_— . (2.200)
ke dt Oz or dt
Applying the FOURIER’s law for heat conduction ¢; in Eq. (2.158) with constant thermal conductivity « as well as

the HOOKE’s law for the stress tensor 0; in Eq. (2.140), we find

dr O*T dey,
Oy = Haxjaxj + or — TCly; T

(2.201)

A special case is where the solid is at rest v; = 0. For this, the material time derivative is applied for the temporal
change of temperature on the left-hand side

dar 9T AT

—_— = — 4+ —; 2.202
dt ot + Oz ; Y ( )
and the thermal expansion on right-hand side
de,, Ogy;  Ogyy
= - 2.20
it ot = ox L (2.203)
This in turn yields
oT 0*T Oe
il —TC: v~k 2.204
QCekl ot K@xjﬁxj + or klij azg ot ( )
For isotropic materials in Eq. (2.146), we obtain
or o0*T Oz,

Further simplification is obtained by assuming that the process of thermal expansion is slow, thus the effect of the
strain rate can be neglected. This gives

oT 0*T

— =K . 2.206
et~ "om,om, (2.200)

2.6 Numerical Treatment with Finite Element Method

Continuum mechanics serves as the basic to cover the thermomechanical modelling of an engineering problem.
The model has to describe the task as close to reality as possible, but on condition that the task can be accomplished
in a feasible manner. Therefore, whenever it is possible one has to simplify the model by using admissible assump-
tions. We end up with the field equations that describe the problem in form of partial differential equations. In
this formulation, we find the relationship between the derivatives of the responses and material constants. How-
ever, we are more interested in the direct dependency between the responses and the material-specific parameters.
And that is the solutions of the differential equations. For certain classes of differential equations, their unique
solution is known to exist and can be obtained by taking into account the problem-specific geometry, initial and
boundary conditions. Still, it is not always possible to determine a close-form solution for it. This is often the case
for complex-shaped structures made of non-linear materials. Consequently, it is more convenient to approximate
the solution by applying a numerical method like, for instance, finite element method.

FINITE ELEMENT METHOD | BASICS OF CONTINUUM MECHANICS 39



The finite element method is mainly applied to second order partial differential equations of elliptic, parabolic or
hyperbolic type. This method transforms partial differential equations into a system of linear equations by subdi-
viding the whole structure into parts with simpler shape, which are called elements. The response behaviour of each
element is then approximated by a function such as polynomial function. Thus, the summation over all elements
yields the numerical solution. A profound introduction to finite element method is provided by the standard text
books by, for example, (ZIENKIEWICZ et al. 2013) and (STRANG and F1x 2008).

For a numerical treatment of the field equations with finite element method, we follow the procedure that is known
as the R1Tz-GALERKIN method in mechanics. Although, according to GANDER and WANNER (2012), GALERKIN
(1915) himself refer this method as R11z method that is published in (R11z 1908) and (R11Z 1909). Firstly, we
convert the differential equations into their variational form as follows. Each differential equation is multiplied
by a so-called zest function that is associated with the primary response variable in the field equation. The at least
once differentiable test functions are arbitrary but compatible. To fulfil the compatibility, the test functions have
to vanish at DIRICHLET boundaries. In this area, the primary response variables take given values as conditions.
Furthermore, in regard of compatibility, the capability to assemble a square matrix at the end has to be guaranteed
by the choice of suitable function to approximate the test functions. Then, we integrate over the whole body.
Using integration by parts, the order of spatial differentiation in the integral is reduced. At this end, we find the
variational formulation of the field equations. Secondly, the complete structure is discretised into a finite number
of elements. Finally, for each element, we approximate its response by a polynomial function. Thus, the sum of
all polynomial functions represents the approximated response of the whole structure. Since the test function is
associated with the response, we chose the same polynomial function as for the response to approximate the test
function. Additionally to R1Tz-GALERKIN method, considerations are required for dealing with transient part in
the variational formulation and numerical integration.

From Secs. 2.6.1 to 2.6.8, we apply the finite element method to the elastodynamic field equations to show a step-
by-step work flow to transform hyperbolic partial differential equations to a system of linear equations. For this
purpose, linear tetrahedron elements are used. In Sec. 2.6.9, it is shown how non-linear finite elements can be
utilised. To this end, we apply the finite element method for non-linear elements to EULER-BERNOULLI beam
equation.

2.6.1 Variational Formulation

The first step of applying of the R1Tz-GALERKIN method is to reformulate the field equations into their variational
form. Consider the elastodynamic equations in Eq. (2.161), uncoupled from the temperature field,
d?u, 0%u i

I A S 2 ) 2.20
0 ds2 Cz]k’l 530]830[ + sz ) ( 7)

where the mass density ¢ and the specific volume force f; are given as constants. The primary response variable
is the displacement u;. Therefore, we multiply each equation by its associated test function du,; and obtain after
integration over the whole body

d2u. 0?
77l

The transient part is on the left-hand side of above equation. The temporal differentiation can be approximated

with the finite difference method
-1 -2
Py w =20 +u " (2.209)
de? N2
where t — 1 and t — 2 denote the previous and pre-previous time step. The first expression on the right-hand side
is the elliptic part. By applying integration by parts, the order of spatial differentiation of the displacement u;, can
be reduced by increasing the order of spatial differentiation of the test function du, as follows

o (. o 0? déu, O
/ c, (m “’f) dv = / 5u; C g~ AV + / Clit ot 70k q7 (2.210)

jkl%j iaxl 8a:j8xl 87373 O,
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Furthermore, the term on the left-hand side of above equation can be rewritten as

0 ou ou
o — | du;—L | AV = | du;C;—E »dAI/&L-tdA 2.211
/ngkzl 8$j ( i 55”1) 14 / 2Czﬂ<:l al'l n; 1Y ’ ( )

where the Gauss theorem of Eq. (2.37) is used followed by Eq. (2.159), the HookE’s law in Eq. (2.136) and the
traction in Eq. (2.55). The variational form of the elastodynamic equations in Eq. (2.207) is

ot gt
/ Q(SU/@ ul u’LAtQ + uz dV -

Odu,; Ouy,
= — o —rt_—Fq &Lt dA o f: d 2.212
[ Congygaeav+ [maas [omav. (.212)
The variational form can be further rearranged as
Odu, 6uk
At2§uu dV+/CUk'la a dV—
A‘;&u (2u!"" —uf"2)av + / Sust, dA + / odu; f; AV . (2.213)

In this arrangement, we have a first glance on the final form of the finite element approach. The method transforms
the partial differential equations into linear algebraic systems that then can be solved with known algorithm such
as Gaussian elimination. The expressions of the left-side hand side becomes the so-called stiffness matrix and dis-
placement vector. The terms on the right-hand side lead to the so-called load vector and contain the natural (first
and last terms) and NEUMANN boundary conditions (second terms).

2.6.2 Discretisation in Linear Tetrahedron Elements

The complete body is discretised into a finite number of elements N. Here, we explicitly use tetrahedron elements
for 3-D problems. The presented approach is also applicable for triangular elements for 2-D problems and straight
elements for 1-D problems. Every element and every node have to be uniquely identified. Therefore, each node v
and each element ( are numbered with natural numbers, where n is the number of nodes and N is the number
of elements. The unique identifier and the coordinate of each node, as well as the identification number and the
corner nodes for each element can be stored in tables, e. g.,

y‘ml Ty Ty ¢ ‘1/1 Vy Vg Uy
1 1
and
n N
2.6.3 Approximation with Linear Functions

The displacement field ‘u 1 Within each element ¢ can be approximated with a linear function such as

Cuk ~ Cao + Calxl + Ca2x2 + Ca3563 (2.214)

in such a way that the sum of all linear functions yields the approximated displacement field

Uy, R Z Uy, (2.215)

where the scalar valued constants Cao, Cal, Ca2, Cag are the coeflicients of the linear function. But, it is a frequent

practice in finite element method that the linear function in Eq. (2.214) is rewritten, so that

Sag + Cayay + Sagy + Cagry = w06, + w56, + S+ Su S (2.216)
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; ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ : :
where the coeflicients W 1, Uk U 1, U correspond to displacement values at the corner points of each
element ¢ with Cﬁyl , <§V2 s C§V3 and C§V , s their basis functions. The advantage of rewriting the polynomial

— . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ .
functions is that the converted set of coefficients (Vl Upes  Upes 1y, U, Uy, | 2T the sought values at that positions.

Meanwhile, using the original set of coefficients (gao, Cal, C(12, C(:L3) in Eq. (2.214), the displacement value for a

specific position has to be computed once the original set of coefficients is determined. To rewrite the expression
as shown in the above equation, we write

¢, _G ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢
v U = 00 70y, Ty F "ag,, Ty + Cag,, Ty
¢, _¢ ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢
v Uk = 00 T 70y, Ty + "ag,, Ty + "ag,, Ty

¢, _¢ ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢ ¢, ¢
v Uk = 00 T 70y, Ty F "ag,, Ty + "ag,, T3
Vjuk,‘ = CC”O + Cal Vg‘rl + Ca? VE:I;Q + <a3 ijg ) (2.217)

where the coordinates Vf:nl, VZC:BQ, fo?) of the four corner nodes (z = 1, 2, 3, 4) forming a tetrahedron element ¢
are inserted in the left-hand side of Eq. (2.216). At each of the corners 2, the linear function takes the displacement

value Vgu i+ Itis helpful to use matrix notation for Eq. (2.217)
¢
V%uk‘ 1 Vgxl V§x2 Vgx?) CQO
v, Uk o 1 v, 1 v, X2 T3 Cal
%u 1 %IE %:c %x ‘a (2218)
va k va 'l w2 w3 2
Ziu 1 Sa T ‘z ‘a
v, 'k vl vy2 vy3 3
and for Eq. (2.216)
¢
¢
ay VtUk
“ay Ce  Ce o G ¢ vy Uk
[1oay m w] |t =%, ‘G, 6, ‘G| (2.219)
¢ 2 y% k
a3 I/4uk‘
Substituting Eq. (2.218) into Eq. (2.219), we have after equating coefficients
1 C1 C1 C1 C1 ¢ &,
N O R R S A T B (2.220)
x x x x Cg
V% 2 1/% 2 V‘é 2 1/% 2 ¢ vy
T3 V1x3 V2x3 l/3x3 V4:U3 €’/4

The above matrix equation shows the conversion between normalized Barycentric (or Areal) and Cartesian coordi-
nates

T u<$ 1 ucif 1 ug Ty ucf’f 1
Ty| = <§V1 1/2562 + CEVQ ué% + cfug, ygxz + C§u4 u%xz (2.221)
3 uléx?) ugl’:s v, '3 IE%
with normalization relation
1= C§V1 + C&/Q + nyg + C§V4 ) (2.222)

The basis functions Cg vy C£y2 , Cf Vg C&, , occuron the right-hand side in Eq. (2.216) are barycentric basis functions
that can be determined as follows

Cg 1 1 1 1 1
o S S S

51,2 o Vgxl V%xl l/3$1 szl Ty
<§u3 V%Z'Q V%l‘z u§332 yéxz Ty
¢ q

§V4 v, T3 l/2$3 V3x3 V4‘T3 3
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Myy Mz Mz My 1
Moy Moy Moz Moy |24

_ _ 2.223
M3z Mgzy Mszz Msys| |y ( )

My Maz Maz Maa] |25

Now the rewritten linear function with barycentric basis functions is applied to approximate the displacement field
vector

N N
D DR D DI S T SN SR (2.224)
¢=1 ¢=1
Since the test function du; is associated with the displacement field 1, we also approximate the test function with
linear function with barycentric basis functions

N N
dug Y o =Y Vfaui%yl + Vgaufg% + Vg&ui%yg + Vf@fgy4 . (2.225)
¢=1

As stated previously, the test function is arbitrary but compatible and at least once differentiable. Due to the use
of linear functions with barycentric basis functions for the test function, the stated requirements are satisfied. Any
linear function can be differentiated once. The test functions are arbitrary due to their coefficients that can take
any values. In part for compatibility, the coefficients are able to vanish at DIRICHLET boundaries. The other part
regarding the compatibility is that the outcome has to result in square matrices. We shall later see that it is true due
to the approach to use the same form of the linear function as in the displacement field for the test function. Note
that the coeflicients for the displacement field approximation are treated as unknowns, while the coefficients of the
test function are considered to be known.

2.6.4 Stiffness Matrix

Observe the second expression on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.213)

Odu, 8uk 0~du,; 0°uy, ¢
/ ]k‘l a 8 dV ~ CEZI / Cljkl 8 81’l V =
N ¢ ¢
0°0u; 0°u
— Cz - 7 k dCV _
= M Ox; Ox,
N ¢ ¢
0~du; 0 Uy ¢
= . L 2.22
Czjkl ox Oznl ) ( 6)
=1 J

where we know that the elasticity tensor C’ 17 as well as the partial derivatives are constants. We substitute the
displacement vector and its test functions W1th the approximation in Eq. (2.224) and in Eq. (2.225) and obtain for
each tetrahedron element ¢

) 84&62-0%“
ikl (%cj oz,

¢ ¢
V= Z Z “ou; Cu a 08 O ¢y _ e Sty | (2.227)
ikl vy, " vy, 8:1:j ox,

m=1n=1

After the last equal sign, the matrix notation is introduced where

g‘uT:[Cu Su ¢ ¢ }’

vk v,k 1/3uk v,

r ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 1
P R R B T S B T O S A TR Y
igkl 8x]. oz, ijkl B;U]. oz, ijkl &zj oz, ijkl sz oz,
¢ ¢ < ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
O Do Ty o Oy Oy o Oy Oy O, 06,
CK . ijkl Oz, Ox ijkl Oz, Oz igkl dx; Oz igkl Oz; Oz
- ¢ ¢ < ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ < )
C 0 §u3 0y, C 9 3 0°¢y, o 3 0 €u3 C 0 €u, 06y,
ijkl 9z; Oz ijkl dx; Oz ijkl dz; Oz ijkl 9z; Oz
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
P A T R T P I e A R 7Y
ijkl Ox oz, ijkl Oz Oz, ijkl Oz Oz, ijkl Oa:j Ox; |
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o, (2.228)

i

V.
3
“6u
Yy
where SK, Su, S0u are the stiffness matrix, the displacement vector and the vector containing the coeflicients of
the test function of a single tetrahedron element ¢. Moreover, each entry in the above stiffness matrix *K contains
a3 x 3 sub-matrix. Therefore, the total size of the stiffness matrix °K is 12 x 12. Likewise, the size of the vectors

Cuand $duis12. An implementation in Python to generate the stiffness matrix ‘K ofa single tetrahedron element
( is given in Listing A.1.

2.6.5 Mass Matrix

Observe the first expression on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.213) that is approximated by a finite number of tetrahe-
dron elements

N
4 ~ @ ¢o ¢
=1

For each tetrahedron element, we substitute the displacement vector and its test function with Eq. (2.224) and
Eq. (2.225) and arrive at

0 ¢5 ¢ — ¢ (¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
N2 &LZ i v _/M<V16ui<§”1 + V25ui<§’/2 + Vg(yuicgl’s T ”4&%45’/4)
(Vfui<§V1 + Vgui<€V2 + I/gui <§V3 + l/fui C§V4> dCV

= Su"M¢u. (2.230)

The matrix notation is used after the last equal sign and where the components of this equation are

CuT = [Vfuk‘ zzguk llguk I/fuk:| ’
ECH My my3 My ]
my Mg my3 My
myy My M3 My
Moy Mag M3 Moy
Moy Mag Ma3 Moy
‘M = Moy Moo Ma3 Moy
m3y M3g Mm33 M3y
m3y M3 m3s3 M3y
map M3y m33 M3y
My My My3 Mgy
My My9 my3 Myy
L My My My3 Mgyl
with Mpn = égéym Cé-yn dCV )
Vz(suz
C(Sll | v &u’z
= |? . (2.231)
Vg &Lz
I/f&ui

Here, for each tetrahedron element ¢, we define ¢M as mass matrix, and “u and Séu are the displacement vector
and the vector containing the coefficients of the test function. The 12 x 12 entries m,,,,, in the mass matrix ‘M
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can be computed by means of barycentric coordinates (cf. DEB 2006, pp. 346—348) as follows
3 Gy 01

M = | 13, %6, AV = / / 2%, %, 6V %, d%, d%, . (223)

where form,n = 1,2,3,4 the limitsare ag = 1, a9 = 1 — nyg anda; =1 — nyg — C§V2. Afterwards, the
above expression can be computed by means of GAUss-LEGENDRE quadrature as follows

(13 Ay Ay

Q¢ ¢ ¢ g¢ ¢ Ce
///At2 gym 51/716 Vdgl/ldgy2d£l/3_
0 0 O
asz ag
_ | ¢
_//ZQ TAtQ V §n6v
oo "
as
a a
— [ 23 e, e 60, 60,8 a%,,
o 4 T CE =2n,+2
Vo 2 '7q 2
_ZZZQ p2 rAtg gl/ Cfu 6CV
‘e, ="Fn,+ 3

= 2D ey L4, 6, 5V (2.233)

An implementation to generate the mass matrix M of a single tetrahedron element ¢ is provided in Listing A.2.

a al

C§V1 :71”7""_7

2.6.6 Load Vector
The evaluation of the three terms

2 5 (2

A2 (20! 72) dv, /&Liti dA and /Q&%fi dv (2.234)

on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.213) leads to the load vector. We observe that the first and third expressions are vol-
ume integrals. Hence, they can be evaluated with the same computational method that s described in the following
section about load vector of volume forces. The second term is a surface integral and its calculation is presented in
the following section about load vector of surface forces.

In order to evaluate the integrals, two aspects must be respected. Firstly, for convenient computation, the integrals
have to be reformulated in barycentric coordinate system. For the reformulation, useful relations and proofs can
be found in EISENBERG and MALVERN (1973). Secondly, we obtain definite integrals that can be approximate
numerically by means of GAUssIAN quadrature. More detailed information on quadrature can be obtained for
example in DAsGUPTA (2006, pp. 238-244).

Load Vector of Volume Forces

To evaluate the third expression on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.213)

N
/Q&Lifz' dvV =~ Z/Qcéuz‘fi dv, (2.235)
¢=1

we substitute the test functions du; with the approximation in Eq. (2.225). For each tetrahedron element ¢, we
have

/QC&“ifi AV = /Q(uf&%(‘gul + ug&%cfu2 + u:f&“z‘cfz@ + uf@145u4>fi v

FINITE ELEMENT METHOD | BASICS OF CONTINUUM MECHANICS 45



T S, (2.236)
where matrix notation is used after the last equal sign and where

T = [0 AV [, 0f, AV [ G 0f AV [, 0f, V]

‘. (2.237)
Vg

q
vy &j’z
o T . .
The entries in the load vector for the long range forces ‘¢ 7. can be computed by means of barycentric coordinates

(cf. DEB 2006, pp. 346-348) as follows

ag Qg 4y

[ otiav=[ [ [, enovase, ag, s, (2239)
0 0 0

where form = 1,2,3,4 the limitsare ag = 1,a, = 1 — <§V3 anda; =1 — nyg — <§V2. Then, the above
expression can be approximated with GAUss-LEGENDRE quadrature as follows

az Qg Gy

0/ 0/ 0/ 6., 00,6V d%, d%,, 46, =

(l3 Qg

://Z:C;lwrcfymgfﬁcv

—ZZZ2MqZ%QMW
= Zzzasw ayw,a1w, ¢, of; 3<V (2.239)

The implementation to compute the load vector for volume integral of a single tetrahedron is given in Listing A.3.

Mass Vector

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.213) can be evaluated in exactly the same fashion as for the volume
forces. Instead of computing the integrand part o f;, we can replace it by 25 (2u; o 72) . We obtain

N
0 —1 -2 - 0 ¢ 1 =2
/Méui@u; —u ) AV D :/M du; (2uf ™t — i) AV, (2.240)
where for each tetrahedron element we have

0 - T
MC&L (2uf™t —uf72) dV = °f Sou . (2.241)

T . . . ..
Here we define Cft as mass vector and it can be implemented as shown in Listing A.3.
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Load Vector of Surface Forces

To compute the second expression on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.213)

N
/&uiti dA ~ Z/C&Liti d°A (2.242)
¢=1

we substitute the test functions du; with the approximation in Eq. (2.225). For each tetrahedron (, we write

/ C(suiti dCA = /(uf&’biCé.yl + z/g(suz C§V2 + Vﬁwicf% + Vf(sui C§V4 >ti dgA
— T, (2.243)
where we use the matrix notation for

S = [[Se, t,dA [Se,tdA [Se,tdSA [, td0A]

0. (2.244)
Vg

¢
vy &Lz
For each entry in the load vector for short-range forces Cft-l_- , we can calculate it as follows

Qg aq

/ %, tid°A = / / %, t;2°Ad%, d%, , (2.245)
0 0

where form = 1,2, 3, 4 thelimitsareay = landa, =1 — <£V2 . Using GAUSs-LEGENDRE quadrature, we find
the approximation for the definite integral

Ay ayq

0 0

Qg
a
= [ X G,
0 q
_ g Ay ¢ ¢
=YY 2, S, 12
p q

1
= Z Z Aow), a1 W, gfym ti§CA . (2.246)
P g

The implementation to compute the load vector for surface integral is provided in Listing A.4.

2.6.7 Assembly

The assembly describes the process on how to build the stiffness matrix and load vector for the complete body
from all its finite element parts. In our case, we claim that the condition of continuity has to be fulfilled. As a result,
the nodes of each element serve as the connecting points of its neighbouring elements. Apart from this, some
vertices are shared by many elements. Nevertheless, this information is stored in tables as shown in Sec. 2.6.2 and is
used to assemble the stiffness matrix and load vector. The continuity condition can be seen as constraints and can
be implemented by means of the LAGRANGIAN multiplier method. But, it will considerably enlarge the stiffness
matrix and hence the computational time is increased. Therefore, in practise, another approach is used. First, the
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global stiffness matrix is initialised by defining a m X n matrix in which each entry contains a 3 X 3 zero sub-matrix.
Afterwards, for each computed local stiffness matrix, its sub-matrices are assigned to the global stiffness matrix in
accordance to the table. The table contains the global numbering of local nodes for all elements. In case of multiple
assignment to an entry of the global stiffness matrix due to sharing of a single node with multiple elements, the
sub-matrices are summed up. Similarly, the load vector is assembled following the same rules.

By inserting the Eq. (2.230) into Eq. (2.229), Eq. (2.227) into Eq. (2.226), Eq. (2.241) into Eq. (2.240), Eq. (2.236)
into Eq. (2.235) and Eq. (2.243) into Eq. (2.242), we obtain

N
/Af;éuiui av ~ Y uTM%u = u"Mdu,

¢=1
ddu; Ou al
3 i % a1~ N Ca T K Sl — ul
/ngkl o, Bz, dv gl u *K°u®V =u Kou,

N
/ é&ui 2uit =) dV & Y f S = £ du

¢=1
N
/Q(Fuifl- dV ~ Zcf};céu = f} au,
¢=1
N
/ duit; dA =y *f1 Sou = £ du, (2.247)
(=1

where M, K, u, f}, f £ fti , ou are the global variant of the mass matrix, the stiffness matrix, the displacement vector,
the mass vector, the load vector for volume and surface forces and the vector containing the coefficients of the test
function. The above equations are used to evaluate the expression in Eq. (2.213). Equating the coefficients by du
and transposing gives

u'Mdu + u'Kéu = £ u + f] u + £ u
u™ +u'K =7 + ] + 1]
' (M+K)=f"
u'K, =f'

Ku=f. (2.248)

2.6.8 Incorporating the Dirichlet Boundary Conditions

The DiricHLET boundary conditions prescribe certain values that the solution has to take at the pre-specified
boundaries. To incorporate the DIRICHLET boundary conditions, we can also apply the LAGRANGIAN multiplier
method as the DIRICHLET boundary conditions can be interpreted as constraints. But, using this method, the
computational effort is increased due to the enlargement of the stiffness matrix. Therefore, we choose an alternative
way to incorporate the boundary conditions. First, the row in the stiffness matrix and load vector in Eq. (2.248)
to which the conditions apply are determined by means of the table in Sec. 2.6.2. Second, for each condition, the
entries of the associated row and column in the stiffness matrix are overwritten with zeros. At the intersection of
the row and column line, the entry takes the value one. At the same time, the row entry of the load vector takes the
given value of the prescribed condition.

2.6.9 Non-linear Finite Elements

To improve the approximation of the solution, two possible options are available. The number of finite elements
can be increased or a higher order polynomial for the elements can be used. The latter one is attractive and we
show how a fifth-order polynomial can be used to approximate field quantity in finite element method. Observe
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the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation in Eq. (2.182)

9% M
— = — , (2.249)
83:12 EI,,

where u, 1, M, E and I,, are the deflection, the position, the bending moment, the YouNG’s modulus and
the moment of inertia. Due to the set-up of the bending apparatus, the course of the bending moment M is
given. Apart from this, the geometry of the beam specimen is also known, therefore the moment of inertia 15,
is determined from the specimen cross section. The field variable is the displacement u, hence we multiply the
differential equation by its associated test function du. We obtain the variational form of the beam equation after
integration over the whole beam body respectively the total beam length

l l
2
M
/au&tdxl = —/ (SU/d.fL'l
T, El,,
0
l

ou ou ou Odu M
— e — — | ——dx; = — dud
Oxy |,y ey OT1l00 laeo Oxy Oy o /Efm o
0 0
l l
Oou Odu M

where integration by parts is applied and we benefit from the property that the test function vanishes on the
DiRICHLET boundary conditions &L!le = 5u|$:0 = 0. Then, we discretise the beam into a finite number

of straight elements NV with the length of | CI/Q — Cyl | for each element ¢. Within each element ¢, the displacement
Su is approximated by a LAGRANGE basis polynomial up to fifth order

Su =~ Ca + Cal T+ Ca 2+ Ca3<353 + Ca4ca~c4 + Ca5ga~c5 , (2.251)

where the scalar-valued constants Cao, Cal, CaQ, <a3, ‘a " Ca5 are the coeflicients of the basis function

¢
G =L (2.252)
Vg =71
And thus, the sum of all polynomial functions results in the approximated displacement field
N
ur Y Cu, (2.253)

Now, We rewrite the non-linear function in Eq. (2.251), so that we can compute the values of the deflection

(,,f , 1,2 u), the first ( S, C ') and the second derivatives ( Sy, Vg ") atboth ends © v, and <1/2 of an element

<ao—|—C C:U—|—<a C:L’Q—{—Ca CmS—}—Ca <m4—|—ca 5 =
=, Sulhgg + ,Suhgy + 0w Shyg + 00 Sy + U oy + 0 By (2.254)
where ChOO, Chm, Chlo, Chll, ChQO, Cth are another set of basis functions. To convert the expression as shown in

the above equation, we evaluate Eq. (2.254) and its first and second derivatives on both ends of a straight element
at*z = 0and 7 =1

Vfu = CaO
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l,gu = Cao + Ca1 + CaQ + <a3 + Ca4 + <a5

C, 1 _ lC
I/lu - Cl ay
1
Vsu/ = C—l(ca1 + 2%, + 3% + 4%, + 5<a5)
¢ 2
Vlu//:@CQQ
¢ 1
nt' = (2%ay + 6%ay + 12%a, + 20%a;) , (2.255)
where ¢ = CVZ — Cul is the length of a straight element (. It is helpful to use matrix notation for the above
equations
su] 10 0 0 0 07 [%,]
Wu 111 11 1|,
S 0 & 0 0 0 0]|¢
tol=1lo L 2 3 4 5|7 (2.256)
v, U a4 9} q 9] as
Cur 00 & 0 0 0]|%,
2 6 12 20
_Vﬁu”_ 0 0 &= g = o) [as)
and for Eq. (2.254)
-Cao-
Cal
[1 < G2 3 Gt G “a,
1 Sz Sz T x x] ¢ =
as
<a4
_C%_
_ygu_
Z/éu
Y
= [Shoy hor “hiy hyy Shay Chy] Tl (2.257)
2
14
V%u//
Ly, U ]
Substituting Eq. (2.256) into Eq. (2.257), we have after equating coefficients
.. 110 0 0 07 ]
1 00
11
01 0 F 0 Bl hy, (2.258)
=4 4 12
2”;’5 01 0 g 0 g | hy
5 20
7l o1 0 200 B | Chy
Solving the above system of linear equations, we obtain
hol L 0 0 —10 15 6717
hey/ {000 0 10 -15 6 =
‘hygl [0 1 0 =64 84 =3¢ | | <32 (2.259)
‘hyy| |00 0 =4S 74 =3¢ | |<EB ‘
1¢72 3¢72 32 1¢72 =4
¢, 0 0 o0 a2 =2 Leap | [0
L /221
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respectively
‘hog = 1 — 10°%° +15%* — 6°2°
“hy; = 10%%° — 15%* 4 6¢2°
Shyg = 1 (%% — 652° + 853 — 37°)
Shyp = S (—4%2% + 7°3* - 352°)
“hyg = <12(1<5c2 _ ey S 145@)

9 9 9 2
¢ c2(les _ca Less
hyy =51 (5x —°z +§x), (2.260)

where Choo, Ch(n, Chlo, Chll, ChQO, Chm are known as quintic HERMITE basis functions, see for example NEUSER
(1992, p. 57). The rewritten non-linear basis functions are applied to approximate the displacement as follows

N
ur Y Subhyy 4 Sulhy + 0 hyg o hyy 0 g+ Su” hy, (2.261)
¢=1
Likewise, the HERMITE basis functions are used for the representation of the associated test function

N
dume Y Coulhg + ,S0uhgy + 00 hyg + S0 hyy S gy +,Sdu Dy (2.262)
¢=1
The above two approximation functions are inserted in Eq. (2.250). In a similar fashion to the one spelled out in
Sec. 2.6.4 and Sec. 2.6.6, we find a system of linear equations of each straight element as follows

- - - C - - -
oo oo ot “hou oo hoa | [ [
Cﬁm,oo <ﬁ01,01 <ﬁ01,10 Cﬁm,n Cﬁm,zo 4501,21 Vg“, “for
fooo  “Foor fogo o Ro2o o z}“ _ “fio (2.263)

/ ¢ 9
ﬁll,OO ﬁll,Ol ﬁll,lO ﬁll,ll ﬁ11,20 611,21 Vgu .](11

¢ ¢ ¢
Cﬁ20,00 §ﬁ20,01 2'420,10 zﬁzo,n Cﬁ20,20 §ﬁ20,21 U Cf20
Uhyi00 foror g heianr feioo foron Ly, U L /o1

—_

:Z,K =Cu =¢f
where .
Vg
Oh.. Oh
¢ _ ij Kl
’[Lij,kl_ oz, 01, Ty (2.264)
vy
and .
Vo
Cr o M ¢
1 = / By (2.265)
<,

is used to compute the entry values in the element stiffness matrix K and element load vector *f. The entries in
the element stiffness matrix K can be explicitly calculated as

10 10| 3 3 4]
7¢l 7¢1 14 14 84 84
_10 10 | _3 3| _< N
7¢l 7¢l 14 14 84 84
¢ 3 3 8¢ 9] €2 €2
K= 4 1| 3 70 %0 210 2.266
55 % &8 0 (2.266)
14 14 70 35 210 60
9] 9] <2 €2 63 3
84 84 60 210 630 1260
9] a2 gz |3 s
L ~ 84 84 210 60 1260 630 J
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Figure 2.5: (Left) Assembly of the total stifftness matrix K from the element matrices K.
(Right) Assembly of the total load vector f from the element load vectors ¢ +1f.

and the load vector entries can be computed by means of GAUSs-LEGENDRE quadrature.

In order to assemble the whole beam, every element needs to be connected to its respective neighbours. The assem-
bly of the total stiffness matrix K and the total load vector f is shown in Fig. 2.5. Depending on the total number
of elements IV, the size of matrix K is 3(INV + 1) x 3(/N + 1) and the size of vector f is 3(N + 1). To connect
two neighbouring straight elements ¢ and ¢ + 1, the assembly of the total stiffness matrix K results by adding the
upper left corner of every sub-matrices in ¢ T!K to the lower right corner of every sub-matrices in *K, see Fig. 2.5
left. For the assembly of the total load vector f, the upper entry in CHLIf §s being added to the lower entry in S#
see Fig. 2.5 right. The vector u that contains the nodal values appears in this order: the deflection, its first and the
second derivatives; in other words,

-
w=[u u u] (2.267)
consists of the discrete beam deflection values
-
the discrete beam inclination values
! / ! ! T
u = [ul U un] ,

the discrete beam longitudinal strain values

O AR ARRTI

where 1 denotes the total number of nodes and n = N + 1. For the sake of clarity, the vector u can be rewritten
as

*

u / /

[uy uy - o, | W) ub el | uf ul ceeul ]T. (2.268)

It is opportune to introduce a set of running indices for the vector u as follows

-
u :[UT uy - “:z‘uv*zﬂ Upio o ugn‘u§n+1 Uspio " Ugn] : (2.269)

This enables one to rewrite Eq. (2.250) in compact form as

Ku* = f (2.270)
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respectively

3n
> kots = fn (2.271)
o=1

form=1,...,3n.
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3 Basics of Adjustment Calculation

If my calculations are correct, when this baby hits 88
miles per hour, you’re gonna see some serious shit.

— Emmett Lathrop “Doc” Brown, Ph.D.,
Back to the Future (1985)

Adjustment calculation has to be carried out whenever unknown parameters and their precision have to be deter-
mined from conducted experimental and redundant measurements. Furthermore, adjustment calculation deals
with statistical hypothesis testing for verifying the significance of the computed results. Profound standard text
books on adjustment calculation are, e. g., (MIKHAIL and ACKERMANN 1976), (MIKHAIL and GRACIE 1981) and
(TeEUNISSEN 2000), (NIEMEIER 2008), (GHILANT 2010).

3.1 Mathematical Model

The mathematical model of the adjustment calculation consists of functional model and stochastic model. On the
one hand, the functional model is based on a given set of algebraic equations. A functional model is defined by
specifying all variables within the algebraic equations either as observations, fixed values or unknowns. All measured
quantities are considered to be observations. Variables that can be regarded as error-free are fixed values. Parame-
ters to be computed are called unknowns. Thus, a functional model describes the relationship between the mea-
surements and the wanted parameters. In addition, different functional models can be defined by the same set of
equations, depending on how the variables are defined in the algebraic equations as observations, fixed values or
unknowns. A functional model ¥ can be formulated as an implicit representation as

¥(L,X) =0, (3.1)

where the vector of observations L contains measurements and quantities to be computed are kept in the vector of
unknowns X. To the extent possible, an explicit functional model ® can be presented as a special case of the implicit
functional model as

¥ (L,X) = ®(X) — L = 0 respectively ®(X) = L. (3.2)

On the other hand, the stochastic model describes the probabilistic properties of measurements. Precision and
correlations of measurements are taken into consideration as they have direct influence to the calculation results
of unknowns. In case it can be ensured that the measurements are free of systematic deviations and blunders,
the measurements are nevertheless subjected to random errors. Suppose that the tendency of observations have a
normal or Gaussian distribution, then it is possible to apply least squares adjustment to compute the most prob-
able solution for the unknowns. The stochastic model for normal distributed measurements can be expressed as
variance-covariance matrix of the observations

g;, O g; O g; O
L%,  P120, 9, PINOY, 01
g;, O g, O g; O
5 P2191,91, 1,91, Pan91, 01, 33
LL — . . . . ) ( . )
g, O o; O o; O
PN191, %1, PN291, 91, 1Ny

where the main diagonal contains variances and the secondary diagonals contain covariances of the observations.
The standard deviations are denoted as 0; and the correlation between two observations /; and [, is represented as

Pij-
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3.2 Least Squares Adjustment Models

The functional model W is usually inconsistent due to the random error in the measurements. Consequently, the
functional model in Eq. (3.1) can never be satisfied. In order to find the most probable solution for the unknowns X,
the discrepancy in the functional model can be eased by introducing a vector of residuals v that provides as additive
corrections to the vector of observations L. With the introduction of the vector of residuals v, the functional
model reads

¥ =¥(L+v,X)=¥(v,X)=0. (3.4)

But by doing this, instead of computing the unknowns X as in Eq. (3.1), the adjusted unknowns X is now being
calculated. Moreover, the possible values that the vector of residuals v and the adjusted unknowns X can take are
infinite, therefore an additional demand has to be stated for the vector of residuals v. We seek values in v that yield
the maximum of the normal density function

; 1 1
P :p(k,v,X) = exp<—2vT2£11‘V) —2k"® — maximum, (3.5)

V (2m)N det(Syy)

where we impose the functional model W as an adjustment condition respectively as a constraint by means of the
vector of LAGRANGE multipliers k. In case that this request is satisfied, the adjusted unknowns X form the most
probable the solution. By observing the argument of the exponential function, the above equation can be rewritten

equivalently as a minimizing problem
2= _Q(k, v, X) =v'Pv—2k'¥ — minimum, (3.6)
where the weight matrix of the observation
P=Q;; (3.7)
is introduced. It is assumed that the cofactor matrix of the observation
1
QuL = S 2LL (3.8)
70

is regular. o is known as the theoretical reference standard deviation.

3.2.1 The rigorous solution from iteratively linearised Gauss-Helmert Model

In order to obtain the solution of the quadratic form in Eq. (3.6) that is known as the rigorous solution from the iter-
atively linearized Gauss-HELMERT Model, the approach presented in L. LENZMANN and E. LENZMANN (2004)
is followed. Itis also known as the most general case of least squares adjustment. The corresponding standard is refer-
enced in the fourth partin DIN18709 (1995). The solution can be determined after linearisation of the adjustment
condition W. We use the total differential to compute the infinitesimal change of the adjustment condition

4w = d((v,X)) = g(@(v,f{)) dv + g{ (¥(v.X))ax = 9 vy gi dX.  (39)

v ov

Fixing at starting values for v = v” and X = X, we obtain from the above equation

oW oW )
AW =l oV
X=X0 =X0
5 . oW oW N
v X) WX = GO v ) ] (XX
X=X X=X0
=B =A

\II(V,X) = \P(VO,XO) —i—B(v —VD) —|—A(X—XO)
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¥(v,X) =Bv+A(X-X")-Bv’+ ¥(v’, X’

-

N~

_AX =w
U =Bv+AAX +w, (3.10)
where the design matrices
ov ov
B = E — andA = 875( vy (311)
X=X X=X
the vector of misclosures R
w=-Bv’+ \Il(vo, XO) (3.12)
and the vector of adjusted reduced unknowns
AX =X - X0, (3.13)

By inserting the above equation into Eq. (3.6), we obtain the linearised quadratic form
2 =v'Pv—2k' (BV + AAX + w) — minimum . (3.14)

In order to determine the minimum of {2, its partial derivatives with respect to AX,, v and k have to be set to zero

aQA =-—2kTA=0", (3.15)
AX

02 _ 2vIP-2k'B=0", (3.16)
ov

e, .
o~ 2(BV+AAX +w) =0. (3.17)

The above equations can be rewritten by dividing them by —2 and transposing the first and second equations,
Eq. (3.15) and Eq. (3.16), as

A'k=0, (3.18)
Pv-B'k=0, (3.19)
Bv 4+ AAX = —w. (3.20)

Likewise, we can obtain a compact representation of the above equations by means of matrix notation

~

0 0 AT][AX 0
o P -B"||v|=]| 0. (3.21)
A B 0 k —w

The solution for k, v and AX of the Gauss-HELMERT model is achieved by iterating the above equation. If we are
interested only in k and AX or just in AX, other possible equivalent representation of the solution can be found.
We can rewrite Eq. (3.19) in term of vector of residuals v by multiplying the inverse weight matrix (or cofactor
matrix) of the observation P~! = Qq 1 as

P 'Pv-P 'B'k=0
v=QB'k. (3.22)

Inserting the above equation into Eq. (3.20), we obtain
BQ; Bk + AAX = —w. (3.23)

The above equation and Eq. (3.18) yields, in matrix notation,
BQ;; BT A} k| {—w}
[ &= ol (3.24)

AT 0
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If we are looking for the vector of reduced unknowns AX, we can reformulate Eq. (3.23) as
k=—(BQrB") ' (AAX + w) (3.25)
and inserting in Eq. (3.18) leads to
~AT(BQBT) 'AAX = AT(BQBT) 'w (3.26)

or, in matrix notation, to

[-AT(BQ;;BT) 'A| [AX] = [AT(BQ,,B) 'w] . (3.27)
The above equation can be rewritten as )
NAX =n, (3.28)
where
N=-AT(BQB") 'A=-ATM'A (3.29)
is the normal matrix and
n=AT(BQ,B") 'w=ATM 'w (3.30)

is the vector of absolute values for the GaAuss-HELMERT model. The auxiliary matrix M is defined as

M =BQ;;B'. (3.31)

3.2.2 The solution from iteratively linearised Gauss-Markov Model

The Gauss-MaRrRkoV model is a special case of the GAUss-HELMERT model. A non-linear functional model is
given as an overdetermined system of equations

L=2, (3.32)

where @ = ®(X) are vector of non-linear functions of the unknowns X. The overdetermined system of equa-
tions can not be solved without contradiction due to the measurements subjected to random errors in L. For the
sake of avoiding this discrepancy, we ease the restriction by introducing a vector of residuals v

L+v=2=®(X). (3.33)
The above observation equations can be written as an adjustment condition by using Eq. (3.4) as
¥=U(L+v,X)=®(X)-L-v=0. (3.34)
According to Eq. (3.26), the design matrices B and A can be determined from Eq. (3.11) as follows

o
Ov

0 ov

O:——V o = Tand A = — 0o = =& .

v=v ov|y=v OX | v=v"" 9X |g_xo
=X0 X=X0 X=X0

0@

B (3.35)

Within the GAuss-MARKOV model, the design matrix B is identity matrix I. Due to this fact, the vector of mis-
closures in Eq. (3.12) reads

w=-BvV+ ¥+ X)) =v"+8(X’) -L-v'=9(X°) -L=-1, (3.36)

where 1 = L — ®(X°) is also known as the vector of reduced observations. In addition, the expression

(B QLLBT) ~! on both sides in Eq. (3.26) becomes the weight matrix of the observation

-1 -1 —
(BQuB") = (-IQu,-1I") =Q;.=P. (3.37)
Inserting Eq. (3.36) and Eq. (3.37) into Eq. (3.26), the normal equations reads
~ATPAAX = ~ATPI
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ATPAAX = ATPI (3.38)

or, in matrix notation,

[ATPA] [AX]| = [ATPI] (339)
for the solution of the non-linear Gauss-MARKOV model. For linear function model, we have
P =d(X)=AX. (3.40)

The computation of the solution for linear GaAuss-MARKOV model is obtained by inserting the above equation
into Eq. (3.38). This leads to

ATPA(X - X") = ATP(L - &(X"))
ATPAX = ATPL + ATPAX? — AP &(X")

——
=AX0
ATPAX = ATPL, (3.41)
or, in matrix notation,
[ATPA] [X] = [ATPL] . (3.42)
The above equation can be rewritten as X
NX =n, (3.43)

where N = A TPA is the normal matrix and n = ATPL is the vector of absolute values for the GAUSs-MARKOV
model. This normal equations is solved in one iteration.

3.3 Statistical Hypothesis Inference Testing

The statistical assessments of adjusted results are being discussed. The propagation of observation errors is studied
by means of how triggering of infinitesimal random changes in the observations influences the unknowns and their
expectation. This leads to the development of the quality assessment of adjusted results. Especially, the statistical
hypothesis testing is used to analyse significant changes in an object. The following derivation can also be done
difterently, e.g., by means of block matrix inversion in NIEMEIER (2008, pp. 176-180). In this dissertation, a direct
respectively straightforward approach is preferred.

3.3.1 The propagation of observation errors

After the adjustment, the vector of adjusted unknown X as well as the vector of residuals v are determined. Now,
the observation errors that propagates to the adjusted unknowns as well as to the residuals can be estimated. We ap-
proximate that the observation errors in the vector of misclosures w predominantly aftect the adjusted unknowns.
We know that Eq. (3.27) can be solved with respect to adjusted unknowns as follows

AX = [-AT(BQ, BT) 'A] 'AT(BQuBT) 'w

X = [—AT (BQLLBT)_IA} THAT (BQLLBT)_IW + X0, (3.44)

The total differential of the above equation with respect to the vector of misclosures w leads to

dX = = dw. (3.45)
The division by dL yields

1 dw

dX — aXdﬁ — [—AT (BQLLBT)*lA}_l AT (BQLLBT) @ (3.46)

dL ~ owdL
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The total differential of w with respect to L can be found by means of Eq. (3.12)

ow dw Ow 0 - ow
dw=—dL = — = — = —(-Bv'+ ¥(L++v",X")) = =— =B. 4
VEOL Y T AL T oL aL( VoA E(LA4 VY )) oL (347)
Inserting the above equation into Eq. (3.46), we have
dX = [_AT (BQLLBT)*lA] TIAT (BQyB") 'BAL=N"'ATM 'BdL, (3.48)

where the normal matrix N in Eq. (3.29) and the auxiliary matrix M in Eq. (3.31) are used. In Eq. (3.48), we
observe how an infinitesimal change of the vector of observations dL affects the adjusted unknowns express as an
infinitesimal change of the vector of adjusted unknowns dX. The vector dL can either contain vectors of random
deviations in case the expectation of each observation fir, is known or the vectors of residuals in case the expectation

of each observation is unknown and instead the mean value of each observation L, is used,

e vi
e V3

dL=| [ | ordL=| | . (3.49)
ex Vi

The vector of random deviations and vector of residuals are determined as follows
E,L' = Ll — /,LLe or V’i = _E,L'e — L’L 5 (350)

where e is the all-ones vector. The variance and covariance of the observations express as a matrix 3y,;, can be
approximated by the empirical variance-covariance matrix Sy p . Taking the outer product of dL and dLT followed
by the division of the realisation number /V from the observations yields

- T
!
1 1 [€&2
S~ S = —dLdLT = — €, €y - Ey|=
LL LL = N | [ 1 &2 N]
T
LEN
- T T T
1 [€2€1 Eg€&y -+ Eg€y (3.51)
=% ) : .
T T T
[ENE1 E1EN 1t ENEN
Apart from this, 311, can be also estimated by means of the residuals
_V}.
L
Sip~Sp = —dLdLT = —— | 2 [y, v vyl =
LL LL = N _1 N—1]|: 1 V2 N
T
LVN
(viv, vivy - vivy
T T T
1 VaVi VaVy -0 VoVy
= — . . . . (3.52)
N -1 : : :
T T T
LVNV1 ViVy 0 VNV

For N — oo, the empirical variance-covariance matrix Sy 1, converges to the theoretical variance-covariance matrix

E(eTe.
lim Sy = (Efﬂ) fori,j=1,...,N\ =%, (3.53)
N=roo E(v; Vj)
where E is the expectation operator. To examine tAhe variance-covariance propagation of observation errors induced
by dL, we write the outer product of dX and dXT as follows
dXdX" =N"'ATM'BdLAL'BT(M™)

AN (3.54)
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By applying the expectation operator on both sides yields

E(dXdX") = N!'AT™M 'BE(dLdL") BT (M)
—— —

“Zxx =L

Y =NTATM B BT (M) AN}
0™ LL
= N'ATM 'Bo2Q BT(M ) A(N )
=ofN'ATM 'BQ BT (M)
———
=M
=ogNTTATM'M(M ™)
=I
—NTTAT(M ) TA(NTYT
N————
=ATM~-1A=-N
— —NTIN(NHT
=I
— 02N, (3:55)

T

AN

. . .. . .. ~1\T _
where we used the fact that the inverse of a symmetric matrix is still symmetric, i.e. (N 1) = N~!and
—1\ T _
(M) =ML
In order to examine the variance-covariance propagation of the observation Xy 1 that affects the residuals, we write
the total differential of Eq. (3.22) as

ov
= —dk .
dv Ik d (3.56)
and the division by dL yields
dv  ovdk Tdk

The differential k with respect to the vector of observations L in the above equation can be obtained by means of
Eq. (3.25), where we write its total differential as follows

dk = —— dAX + —— dw. (3.58)
OAX ow
By dividing with dLL, we have
dk 9k dAX  dkdw =, dX i
L~ 9aX dL owan - M Aq MBS
=-M'AN'AT™M 'B-M 'B=-M'(AN'ATM! +I)B. (3.59)

Inserting the above equation into Eq. (3.57), we find
dv=-Q,B'TM '(AN'ATM ' + I)BdL (3.60)

The equation above shows how an infinitesimal change of the vector of observations dLL affects the vector of resid-
uals in form of an infinitesimal change dv. In a similar fashion, we can obtain the variance-covariance matrix of the
residuals 3., by writing the outer product of dv and dv T follow by applying the expectation operator on both
sides

E(dvdv') = QBTM ' (AN"'ATM~! + I)BE(dLdL") BT (M—l (AN"'ATM ! + I))TBQ{L
N e’ \T
b =2LL

—“vv
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.
Sy = QBTM T (ANTTATM 4+ DB Sy BT (M (ANTTATM ! +1)) BQ,
~
=03Qry

.
= QBT (ANT'ATM ! + 1)Bo3Qy BT (M (ANT'ATM ™! +1)) BQy,

.
= 03Q,BTM ' (AN'ATM ™! + 1) BQ B’ (Mfl (ANTTATM ! + I)) BQpp,
=M
= ojQuB M (ANTIATM ! + M(ANTATM !+ )T (M) 'BQy
= 02Q BT (M TANTTATM "M + M™'M) (M 'AN"'AT + )M 'BQy,
=09QuB (M AN AT + I)(M'AN'ATM ' + M 1)BQy,
= 02Q BT (M AN ATM'ANTAT™ ! + M'AN'ATM 1+
=-N
SMUANTATMY - MC)BQy,
= 03QrB’ (—M_lA NINN'A™M '+ M TANTTATM 1+
=I

+ M (ANTIATM ! 4 1) ) BQyy,
= 03QuBT(-M 'AN'ATM '+ MTIANTIATM ! 4
=0
+ M (ANTTATM ! 4 1))BQy,

=0QuB'TM ' (ANT'ATM ! + I)BQy, . (3.61)

The variance-covariance matrix of the unknowns and of the residuals, >
the quality assessment of the adjusted results.

«x 2nd X, are utilized as measures for

3.3.2 Quality Assessment of Adjustment Results

The quality assessment of the adjustment calculation deals with the adjusted results, i. e., the measurements and the
determined unknown parameters. We can categorize the quality into two distinct parts: Precision and Reliability.
The precision expresses how precise the unknowns have been determined, provided that an appropriate functional
and stochastic model are chosen as well as that blunders have little or no influences on the resulting unknowns.
All common precision measures are calculated from the variance-covariance matrix of the unknowns ZXX' The
reliability refers the possibility of control of the observations to detect blunders. Apart from this, the reliability
measures can be used to describe the influences of blunders to the unknown parameters. The variance-covariance
matrix of the residuals 3, is the primary source to obtain reliability measures.

Redundancy Number

The reliability measures can be retrieved from the variance-covariance matrix of the residuals 3,,,. We multiply
the Eq. (3.61) with Qii = P from the left and obtain by division with o2

QVVQE]I_, = (QLLBT]‘V‘[_1 (AN_lATM_l + I)B QLLQEII.J
=I
QWP=Q  B'M ' (AN'AT™™ ! +1)B. (3.62)

Inserting the above equation into Eq. (3.60) yields

dv = -Q, PdL = —RdL, (3.63)
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where the transfer matrix R = QP is introduced. Observe if any one component d; in dL contains an error,
and, in that case how this error will influence all residuals by dv due to the transfer matrix R. The diagonal element
R,; in R is a transfer factor that shows the (partly) impact of the erroneous component d; on the corresponding
residual v; in v. This transfer factor is knowns as redundancy number of the observation L;

r, =Ry

(A2

(3.64)

Each redundancy number 7; has a value between 0 and 1. In the extreme case of ; = 1, an error in the observation
l; can be completely detected in the residuals v;, while in the other extreme case of 7, = 0, an error in the observa-
tion [; is undetectable. Therefore, it is required that the sum of all redundancy numbers, the total redundancy r, is
large enough to detect blunders in the observations. The trace of the matrix R leads to the total redundancy 7 as
follows

N
trace(R) = Z =T (3.65)
i=1

The redundancy number can be represented as a percentage EV' that is known as influence on the residuals (German:
Einfluss anf die Verbesserung)
EV =1;100%. (3.66)

The following rating scale to evaluate the redundancy numbers has gained ground in the practise:

0% < EV < 1%  observation is not controlled,

1% < EV < 10% observation is poorly controlled,
10% < RV < 30%  observation is sufficiently controlled,
30% < EV < 70%  observation well controlled,

0% < EV < 100% observation can be removed

without loss of reliability.

Blunders Detection and Localisation

In order to prevent incorrect adjustment results due to outliers, blunders have to be detected and removed from the
observations. A global test is performed as follows to find out if the observations contains blunders. According to
Nuzzo (2014), the original purpose of a hypothesis test by FIsCHER is to study if the adjusted results are predomi-
nately occur due to randomness of the observations (null hypothesis). If it is not the case, the mathematical model
might be incorrect or the observations might contain blunders (alternative hypothesis). Before we question the
mathematical model, we have to be sure that the observations contain no blunders by examining if the empirical
reference standard deviation after the adjustment

vIPv

r

(3.67)

So =

coincides with the theoretical reference standard deviation o, before the adjustment. We can state the null hypoth-

esis H , as
Hy: E(sg) =0t (3.68)

The alternative hypothesis H , can take one of the following forms

Hy E(s3) # 05, (3.69)
Hy E(sf) > 05, (3.70)
Hy : E(s(z)) <ap. (3.71)

Now, we have to consider the statistical distribution of s3. We rearrange Eq. (3.67) as follows

T 2 . TO-1 Ty-1 2
vPv o5v' Qiiv ViYXYoV S _
s2 = =2 LL- _ 52 LL- - 20 —vTyly, (3.72)
0 2 0 2 LL
r o r r og

SHI TESTING | ADJUSTMENT CALCULATION 63



The residuals v are assumed to be normal distributed random variables. Then, the squared residuals are weighted
by the inverse of the variance-covariance matrix Xp7.. This in turn yields residuals that are divided by their cor-
responding variances. Consequently, they are variables that follow a standard normal distribution. According to
PEARSON, the sum of their squares is conforming to y?-distribution with r degrees of freedom. In other words,
the variable

S
Xo=r—9 (3.73)

is x2-distributed. Therefore, we choose the above variable as zest statistic. To determine the threshold value X%’ o
an arbitrary chosen error probability o respectively confidence level S' = 1 — a has to be considered. Then, we
compare the test statistic with the threshold value for the following four statements

X2 < x%l_% and x? > Xi% = Reject Hyy in favor of H y : E(s%) #* 08 , (3.74)
X2 > X?ﬂ’l,a = Reject Hy in favorof Hy : E(s%) > of, (3.75)
X2 < X72",a = Reject Hyy in favor of Hy : E(s%) <od, (3.76)

otherwise we fail to reject the null hypothesis H,. But, in case we reject the null hypothesis, we have to look for
individual blunders in the observations. To introduce a measure for removing a single observation that likely con-
tains gross error, we assume that the error in an observation mainly affects its corresponding residual. The measure
standardised residual (German: Normierte Verbesserung) is defined as

(3.77)

The computational purpose, we can find an alternative way for computing NV, . We rewrite Eq. (3.61) by means
of Eq. (3.62) and the transfer matrix as

z:vv = O-(%QVVPQLL = I{'Z]LL . (378)

Itis often the case that the variance-covariance matrix 3y 5, is a diagonal matrix. In this case, we can determine the
standard deviation of the residual v; as follows

Oy, = /100, - (3.79)
Inserting the above into Eq. (3.77) yields
NV, = [v4] (3.80)

VTi0; .

¢
The standardised residual NV follows a standard normal distribution due to the division of the normal distributed
residual v; by its corresponding standard deviation o, . A standardised normal test or a local test has to be per-
formed to evaluate if an observation contains gross error. But in practise, we can use the following rating scale to
assess the standardised residual:

25 < gross error possible,

NV < 4

NV > 4 grosserror most likely.

After we identified an observation as blunder, we can introduce a measure to quantify the magnitude of the gross
error €, potential blunder (German: Grober Febler)

GF, =i = "% (3.81)
r.

This ratio describes how the diagonal component r; of the transfer matrix R affects its corresponding gross error
g, respectively —v,. Another question that arises is how large a blunder GF; must be that we are able to detect it.
A measure of detectability of blunder, the boundary value (German: Grenzwert) is introduced as follows

;.9

\/7“7

GRIW, = : (3.82)
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where §, = 4.13 is the non-centrality parameter; for the derivation see BAARDA (1968). Consequently, errors that
are smaller than the GRZW has to be regarded as random and therefore they are undetectable.

The workflow of the blunders detection by means of a global test as well as the localisation and removal of blunders
as known as data snooping can summarise as follows. First, after the adjustment, a global test respectively a x -
test is performed. If we fail to reject the null hypothesis H|, in favour of the alternative hypothesis H  , it means
that the final result is obtained. Otherwise, we have to pinpoint the blunders in the observations by means of the
standardised residuals. Second, the observation [; with largest standardised residual NV; has to be removed from
the observation vector L. Third, an adjustment calculation has to be performed and start this workflow from the
beginning until we fail to reject the null hypothesis.

The influence of observation error on the parameters

Detectable and removable blunders and their influences are examined in the znternal reliability. The affection of
non-detectable blunders on the unknowns analysed in the external reliability. A measure that describes the impact
of the boundary value on the coordinates of the corresponding point (German: Einfluss des Grenzwertes auf die
Koordinaten der berithrenden Punkte) is introduced as

The other measure that describes the impact of a potential blunder on a point corresponding to the measurement
(German: Einfluss eines eventuellen groben Feblers auf den die Messung beriibrenden Punkt)is introduced as follows

For the derivation refer to BAARDA (1968).

3.3.3 Deformation Analysis

The deformation analysis deals with assessment of the significant temporal changes of an object. The basis of sig-
nificance evaluation are the observations from difterent time samples (¢pochs). Even though this analysis was mainly
developed for determination of significant geometrical changes that occur over the time, we can apply the defor-
mation analysis beyond geodetic problems. We follow NIEMEIER (1979) and focus on his method that is known
as congruence test (German: Kongruenztest). According to WeLscH and HEUNECKE (2001), this method is one of
many ways to perform deformation analysis.

Consider an object where measurements from two epochs L; and L, were performed. We assume that the obser-
vations of the two time samples are not correlated, therefore we have the following stochastic model

0
i = 02 Qr, : (3.85)
0 QL2L2

where the one and only variance factor o has to be computed by means of variance-covariance components estima-
tion, sece GRAFAREND (1984). At a first step, we want to figure out whether the unknowns, Xl and Xz, that are
adjusted from the observation from two time samples, L; and Ly, are significantly different. If it is true that the
unknowns has altered from X to X, then at a second step we have to apply a localisation strategy to seck out the
cause. A global congruent test can be expressed as null and alternative hypothesis as follows

Hy :E(Xy) =E(X,)and Hy : E(X;) # E(X,). (3.86)

This in turn leads to a F™-Test, refer to NIEMEIER (2008, p. 440). It is also possible to equivalently reformulate the
above hypothesis in its implicit form, where the unknowns of the two epochs are the same

If we fail to reject Hyy in favour of H , , we can start to look for the cause by means of a localisation strategy as follows.
In an iterative process, we start to remove only one unknown, say the dth, that corresponds to the two epochs in
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X, as well as in X,,. Then, a least squares adjustment is performed where only the dth unknown is excluded. After
each adjustment, a test statistic can be computed for each case. This process is repeated one by one for all unknowns.
In the last step, we look for the smallest test statistic and its associated removed unknown. The reason why we seek
for the smallest value is that it is often the case a large test statistic rejects the null hypothesis. In case the F'-Test still
rejects the H,, in favour of H , , we have to repeat the process over again with the cut down vector of unknowns.
Using this strategy we can the significant temporal changes in an object.
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4 Variational Calculus

I'am pleased to see that we have differences. May we to-
gether become greater than the sum of both of us.

— Surak, Star Trek episode “The Savage Curtain” (1969)

Different types of differential equations can be solved approximately by means of the finite element method is
presented in Sec. 2.6. The finite element method methodology as a mere recipe without asking why this method
works in the first place is followed. The “test functions” and “variational formulation” are expressions that are
simply accepted, although they appear obscure. The finite element method might be developed and motivated
from mechanics but at some point it grows away from the physics and becomes a mathematical tool for pragmatic
reason. Similarly, over time the least squares adjustment becomes limited in its application due to practical reason.
The similarity between the method of least squares and finite element method is mentioned by many geodesists, e.g.
(JAGER 1988), (BAHNDORF 1991), (SINGER 1995), (MILEV 2001) or (LIENHART 2007). Analogies were drawn by
components comparison between both methods, for example, the system of linear equations of the finite element
method in Eq. (2.248) and of the least squares adjustment in Eq. (3.43) shares the same algebraic structure. But,
this kind of comparison still lacks of in-depth examination. Joachim Boljen has made a more detailed comparison
of the two methods and, for unfortunate reasons, has published it as a well-hidden chapter in (BoLjEN 1993). A
very unusual statement in his work indicates that his research on this topic might contradicted the doctrine of his
former superior. In order to avoid controversy, he might be forced to release his publications on this subject under
meaning]ess titles. For that reason, other researchers are having hard time to find his works and his groundwork
on this matter of the relationship between least squares adjustment and finite element method vanishes from the
geodetic community. Due to the recent rediscovery of the well-hidden collection of his studies, one realises that
scientific effort is more than doubly wasted: BoLJEN’s groundwork and the researchers after him who have to redo
this all again. The aim of this chapter is to catch up and continue this topic, which BoLjEN did not pursue further,
in order to deepen the understanding of adjustment theory.

The notions of both methods are inherently different. While the finite element method solves certain classes of
problems described by a system of elliptic partial differential equations, the method of least squares solves another
class of problems formulated as an overdetermined system of equations. The contribution of this chapter is to show
that both methods follow the same methodological steps developed by LAGRANGE and EULER already in 1755, see
the correspondences between them in (LAGRANGE 1892). Therefore, a brief introduction to the variational cal-
culus is given. It is particularly important to pay attention to the ability of the variational calculus to reformulate
a given problem. There are three representations to describe a single problem, namely strong, variational and ex-
tremal formulation. This will explain why many methods have very similar traits. This is examined in more detail
in the following using examples. The well-known Gauss-MARKoOV model is derived by using variational calculus
in its discrete and continuous version. Then, both the finite element method and the so-called “least squares” fi-
nite element method are derived with the aid of variational calculus with familiar notations in geodesy respectively
adjustment calculation. The given examples should clarify that both methods, the method of least squares and the
finite element method, are not different in terms of their methodical approach. In the end of this chapter a detailed
summary is given. The relationship of both methods and the significance of variational calculus in adjustment
theory are discussed. Also, possible cross-connections to other methods are also briefly outlined.
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4.1 A Brief History of Variational Calculus

The origin of variational calculus can be traced back to the Brachistochrone problem. According to the Webster’s
Revised Unabridged Dictionary (1913), Brachystochrone is “a curve, in which a body, starting from a given point, and
descending solely by the force of gravity, will reach another given point in a shorter time than it could by any other
path.” As reported by FUNK (1962, p. 614), this mathematical challenge has already been studied by Galileo in 1638.
He thought that an arc of a circle would be the fastest path, but it turns out that this is not the case, see GALILEI
(1891, Theorem 22, Propos. 36). In 1696 JoHANN BERNOULLI called upon the mathematical community to solve
this problem. His brother Jacos BERNoULLI, NEWTON, LEIBN1Z and many more participated this challenge.

EULER (1744) presented a systematic approach that allows him to advance from solving certain special cases such
as the Brachistochrone problem to discussing more general classes of maximisation / minimisation problems, also
known as variational problems. But EULER was dissatisfied, because his solution relies heavily on geometric consid-
erations, which later became the method of finite differences. In 1755 a young prodigy with the name LAGRANGE
sent a letter to EULER to present his idea of “variation”. By this method, LAGRANGE reaches the same solution
as EULER without requiring geometric considerations. Even though, the expression calculus of variation is coined
by LAGRANGE’s concept of disturbance “variation”, this term is widely popularized by EULER. The variational
calculus has great influences on different scientific fields. An in-depth overview about the history of variational
calculus can be found in GANDER and WANNER (2012). The basic idea of the variation calculus is discussed in the
next section in the form of a small exercise.

4.2 Extremal, Variational and Strong Formulation of a Problem

Based on the following “standard” exercise in calculus of variation, the three different formulations of one and the
same problem can be understood. Suppose a task demands to find the two times differentiable functiony = y (x)
of the variable x, where the scalar valued quantity J is maximal or minimal respectively extremal. It is assumed that
by means of the Lagrangian density functional Z that the following formulation of the quantity J can be used to
describe appropriately the task

b b
J = /de = /Z(:U,y,y') dr — extremal, (4.1)

a a

where the boundary conditions, y(a: = a) =y, and y(x = b) = Y, are given and yy = g—g. In calculus
of variations, the above formulation is considered to be a principle, a variational principle to be precise, which is
believed that a certain class of processes follows. For example, the FERMAT’s principle also known as the principle
of least time postulates that a ray of light traversed between two points in the least amount of time. In this case, J
is the total traverse time that has to be minimal. The path between this two points is described by the function y.
The density functional Z represents the obstacles such as different media that lie between the two points. The path
y has to be determined. Another example is the aforementioned Brachistochrone problem. A curve y of fastest
descent of a particle has to be determined. Therefore, the total descending time J has to be minimal. The gravity
that the particle is subjected to as well as the consideration of kinetic energy are expressed by the density functional
Z. The variational principle in Eq. (4.1) is a formulation that is valid and applicable for a specific class of problems.
In dependence of a given problem the formulation in Eq. (4.1) might be insufhicient. In this case, the variational
principle has to be extended. Nevertheless, in general a variational principle formulates mathematically a given
problem in form as a extremal postulation. Therefore, we can refer variational principles as extremal formulations

of problems.

The objective is to find the curve y where the extremal formulation of a specific problem in Eq. (4.1) is maximal
or minimal. As mentioned in the brief history of calculus of variations, it was LAGRANGE who found a non-
geometrical approach to determine the curve y. The main difficulty is, simply put, to find the derivative of J
with respect to y so that it can be set to zero to find the optimal curve 3. To overcome this issue, LAGRANGE varied
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around the optimal solution y with a disturbance 7 in Eq. (4.1) to obtain a non-optimal .J. It reads

b
J—/Z(x,y—i—n,y’—i-n/)da;. (4.2)

Furthermore, he decomposed 7 into two parts

n=cedy, (4.3)

where dy = dy (x) is any function of variable = and the small parameter € is a scalar value quantity independent of
variable x. Inserting Eq. (4.3) into Eq. (4.2), it reads

b

J = /Z(x, y+edy,y + 5@’) dz. (4.4)

a

The function Jy is arbitrary in the sense that this function is freely selectable. As a result of this, the arbitrary
function dy operates as a given quantity. However, the following constraint applies to this function dy. Since the
starting and end points of the curve y are fixed, all possible disturbed curves y + 1 must also pass through these
two points. Thus, the disturbance 1) has to vanish at x = a and at x = b. To achieve this, it must hold for

& =0. (4.5)

r=b

r=a

The small parameter ¢ is used to regulate the perturbation 7. In case thate = 0, J is optimal, since 7 vanishes and
y is the optimal solution. Any other values for ¢, J becomes non-optimal. Since the optimal solution y and the
arbitrary function are both treated as given, the extremal form J = J (5) becomes a function which depends only
on the one single small parameter €. For € = 0, J has the optimal value, therefore its first (directional) derivative
has to vanish respectively it must hold for

dJ
de

Inserting Eq. (4.4) into the above equation leads to

20. (4.6)
e=0

b
d—J = / d—Z dz . (4.7)
de e=0 de e=0
The total differential dZ in the above equation reads
o0z oz 0z
dZ = —do+ ———d(y+ey) + ——d(y + &%) . 4.8
Ox d(y + edy) (v + <) oy +edy) (v ) (48)
This in turn yields
dZ 07 dx N 0z  d(y+edy) N 0z d(y' +edy/)
de Oz de, O(y+edy) de oy +edy) de
=0 =& =&’
oz 07 ,
_ n _ 49
8(y+55y)§y 8(y’—|—6(5y’)6y (4.9)
When the disturbance is set to zero, i. e. € = 0, it reads
dZ 0z oz _,
— = — —oy . 4.10
de |._, Oy + oy’ (410)
The second expression on the right-hand side in the preceding equation can be rewritten by means of the product
rule as d (02 d (02 07
—(Z= - = ==& . 411
dx(@y’(sy> dx(@y’>5y+ oy’ (411)
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Therefore, Eq. (4.10) can be rewritten as

dz

i oz _d(82)5y+ d (az@) (612)

o oY T\ Y oy

Inserting the equation above into Eq. (4.7) yields

o j(gjéy - di(g@‘sy) dz + /b i(gi@) dz . (4.13)

a

y
de

Due to Eq. (4.5), in the preceding equation the second term on the right-hand side vanished

b
d (07 > 0z
/dx(ayf@ =5y

a

5 0z

W
r=b ay r—a
=0 =0

=0. (4.14)

r=a

r=b
Finally, the following expression

dJ
de

s—oz/b<8a§ci:(gj>>@d$=0- (4.15)

a

is obtained. Since the above expression

[ 4022w

a

is derived from the idea of LAGRANGE’s variation, it is referred to as the variational formulation. This form plays
an important role in the numerical computation for the finite element method as well as for the least squares ad-
justment as it shall be seen later. Since this formulation is often used to determine various approximate solutions,
equation Eq. (4.16) is also known as the weak formulation.

In a nonchalant way, LAGRANGE concluded that from Eq. (4.16)

0z d (aZ) 0 s

gy de\oy

must hold. This conclusion can be made due to the so-called fundamental lemma of calculation of variations that
was not known to him at that time. According to this lemma, the arbitrary function dy can be anything due to its
arbitrariness and the only way to ensure that the variational formulation in Eq. (4.16) is fulfilled for any arbitrary
function dy is to force the expression in the parenthesis in Eq. (4.16) to be always zero. This leads to the equation in
Eq. (4.17) thatisknown as the Euler-Lagrange equation. It can be solved analytically to determine the optimal curve
y. Since an approximate solution is unable to satisfy Eq. (4.17) respectively only the exact one can fulfil, equation
Eq. (4.17) is also referred to as the strong formulation.

What insights can be learnt from this exercise in calculus of variation? A given problem can be formulated in three
different ways: extremal, variational and strong form. Moreover, these three formulations can be converted among
each other. In this particular exercise a specified problem is restated from the extremal form in Eq. (4.1) to the
variational form in Eq. (4.16) to the strong form in Eq. (4.17). It is also possible start at any form and converting
to another one. Then, each formulation can be served as an entry point to various methods in order to solve the
problem. Some main aspects of the three different formulations are presented as follows.

extremal form A problem is stated as a certain value J that has to be minimal or maximal. This value J may be
scaled and shifted by a constant factor and a fixed offset without changing the problem statement. Therefore, the
extremal formulation is not unique in that sense that J may take different extremal forms, but they may all describe
the same problem. Some examples of extremal formulated problems are: The aforementioned Brachistochrone
problem where the total descending time has to be minimal, maximising profits or minimising losses in economics,
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in optics the principle of least time states that a ray of light prefers a path to travel from one point to another at least
amount of time, in least squares adjustment the sum of weighted squared residuals has to be minimised and many
more.

variational form This formulation is seemingly an intermediate state in the exercise of calculus of variation. But by
far, this form serves as the most interesting entry point for many different numerical methods. If one looks closely, a
simplified depiction of the variational form in Eq. (4.16) has this outline [ fg = 0. In a vector interpretation, this
expression can be seen asadot product between f and g. Therefore, it demands that f is orthogonal to g respectively
it requests the perpendicular distance of f to g to be minimal. If f can be seen as some sort of measure on how
well some solutions can fulfil f (also known as residual), the variational formulation can be used to minimize f in
order to determine some optimal solution. Since f can be non-zero in the variational formulation, this implies that
f can accept an approximate solution. Due to this reason, the variational formulation is considered less restrictive
and this non-strictness property is often described as “weak”. Therefore, the variational formulation is also known
as the weak formulation. In this particular exercise, this form is derived from the extremal formulation, but it is also
possible to reach the variational form from the strong formulation in Eq. (4.17) by multiplying it by an arbitrary
function dy and integrating it over the domain of interest. This approach is for example often used in finite element
method. And one may notice that the function dy is none other than the so-called test function in finite element
method. It is important to note that for numerical analysis the function dy has to be specified and at the same time
this function has to fulfil certain compatibility aspects in order to obtain computable results. Furthermore, one
needs to state a certain trzal function respectively ansatz function for y.

strong form In the exercise this formulation is extracted from variational form. If the simplified depiction of the
variation formulation [ fg = 0 is re-examined, one notices that the strong form is f = 0. This implies that in
the strong formulation the solution has to satisty f completely. Only the exact solution can fulfil this requirement.
This strictness is described as “strong”. One may realize thatin the exercise in calculus of variation the strong formu-
lation is a differential equation. By thinking ahead, the strong formulation can be any kind of equation. As long as
it can be assumed that a system of (differential) equations is being able to describe a given problem properly enough,
an exact solution of the problem can be obtained by solving the equations. In case an exact solution is unobtain-
able, one can still try to approximate the solution by reformulating the strong formulation into its variational form.
Furthermore, in comparison to other formulations, the strong formulation of a given problem has an exclusive
characteristic when this formulation is represented independently of a particular system of coordinates. Aforemen-
tioned, an extremal formulation can be scaled and shifted without changing the problem statement. Therefore, it is
possible to have different in fact infinite amount of extremal formulations that are describing the same problem. In
contrast, a modification of the strong formulation leads to a different problem description and vice versa. In other
words, a given problem is clearly assigned to one single representation in the strong form. This implies that there
is only one theory of anything. Some examples of strong formulated problems are: equations of elastodynamics in
mechanics in Eq. (2.161), the LAME-NAVIER equations in Eq. (2.162), the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation in
Eq. (2.182), heat equation in Eq. (2.206) in thermodynamics, MAXWELL’s equations in electrodynamics and even
overdetermined system of equations in least squares adjustment.

The questions “Where to begin?” or “Which order one must follows to obtain a solution?” is unnecessary. All
three formulations exist side-by-side. An expedient procedure results rather from an abstract comprehension of a
given problem and one’s intention.

In conclusion, a problem can be formulated in three different ways: As an extremal formulation where one has
to look for an extremal value J to determine an optimal solution, as a variational, respectively, weak formulation
where a numerical method is applied to compute an approximate solution and as a strong formulation where one
has to find an analytical solution.

4.3 Calculus of Variations and Least Squares Adjustment

In least squares adjustment, the sum of weighted squared residuals is postulated to be minimal. Using variational
calculus, the very same normal equations from adjustment calculation can be obtained from this postulation. For
the continuous function, the minimization of the integrated squared residual is postulated. A normal equation
system can also be determined by means of variational calculus.
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The method of least squares in context of variational calculus

The least squares adjustment can be seen as a variational principle. For the sake of clarity, the solution of the linear
Gauss-Markov model is derived. Consider the following overdetermined system of equations

L=, (4.18)

where & = ®(X) is a vector of functions of unknown parameters X and L containing the observations. Deal-
ing with such an overdetermined equation system in which the observations in L are subjected to random errors,
Eq. (4.18) is generally impossible to solve. For a specific case where Eq. (4.18) can be fulfilled, it is when the true
observation vector is given L = Land® = & (X) is a function of the true parameters X. For any other X, the
difference between L and @ can be expressed by introducing the vector of residuals

v=® - L. (4.19)
The aim is to find the adjusted parameters X = X where the sum of the weighted squared residuals is minimized
2 =v'Pv — minimal, (4.20)

where P is the weight matrix of the observations. The above expression is an extremal formulation, cf. Eq. (4.1).
Substituting v in Eq. (4.20) with Eq. (4.19) leads to

2=v'Pv=(®-L)'P(@®-L)= (" -L")(P® - PL) =

=d'PP-®"PL-L'P®+L'PL=®"P®—23"PL+L"PL. (4.21)
R,T_/
=(#"PL) =3"PL

Then, the idea of LAGRANGE is applied: ® = ® (X) is varied by adding the disturbance vector
n=ei®, (4.22)

where ¢ is the small parameter and 6® = 6® (Y') is the vector of test functions of an arbitrary set of parameters Y .
It reads
2= (®+6®) P(® 4 c6®) — 2(® +<6®) PL + LTPL
= (®" +c6@T)(P® +eP&®) — 2(®" +26@T)PL +LTPL
=P PB4+ P PP + o PP+ 200 P6® — 28" PL — 2:60 " PL + L' PL, (4.23)

cf. Eq. (4.4). In case that e = 0, {2 is minimal, since 17 vanishes and ® = ® (X) is the adjusted solution. Any other
values for €, {2 becomes non-minimal. The essence of the LAGRANGE’s method is that all unknown parameters
X can be varied simultaneously by a single small parameter € to find the adjusted parameters. This in turn yields
=10 (8) that solely depends on €. Therefore, {2 is minimal when its directional derivative vanishes at e = 0

ds?
=4 Lo, (4.24)
de |
The left-hand side of above equation reads
ds? T T T T
= = (@' Po® + 5@ ' PP +c6®' PoP — 208 ' PL)
e=0 e=0
=®"PW® + B 'PP 260" PL
———

- (<1>TP6<I>)T:<I>TP6<I>

=28 "Ps — 250 PL
H,T—/
:(LTP§<I>) —LTPsb
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=28 "Ps — 2LTPHD . (4.25)
The variational formulation is obtained by setting the above equation to zero
(P -L'P)® =0, (4.26)

cf. Eq. (4.16). The fundamental lemma of calculation of variations is applied above as in Eq. (4.16) to Eq. (4.17) in
order to obtain
'P-L'P=0. (4.27)

The strong formulation results by equating the coefficients with respect to P and transposing the equation
' P=LP 5" =LT 5> &=0L. (4.28)

The strong formulation is the overdetermined system of equations before the vector of residuals v is introduced.
One notices again that the strong formulation can be fulfilled only by the true solution & = ® (X) where 2 =0
and there is usually no guarantee for the existence of this analytical solution.

Aforesaid, the variational formulation serves for many numerical methods as an entry point, therefore Eq. (4.26) is
used to obtain the solution of the GAUss-MaRKoV model. For the simplicity, a linear functional model

d = AX (4.29)

with design matrix A containing its coefficients is assumed. To obtain numerical results, the vector of test functions
is chosen to share the same algebraic structure as the functional model ®. This choice is a characteristic that least
squares adjustment and finite element method have in common. Thus, both contain the design matrix A and the
test functions reads

& = AY . (4.30)

The arbitrariness of 0P ensures that the parameters in the vector Y can take any values. The variational formulation
Eq. (4.26) can be written as

(XTATP —LTP)AY =0
XTATPAY = LTPAY. (4.31)
Equating coeflicients with respect to Y yields
XTATPA =L"PA. (4.32)
Finally, the last step is to transpose the above equation, we obtain the normal equations as in Eq. (3.41)
ATPAX = ATPL.
Four conclusions can be drawn from this:

1. Itis possible to derive the solution of the linear Gauss-Markov model by using variational calculus.

2. Inadjustment calculation, the optimal parameters are obtained by differentiating the objective function {2 with
respect to the unknown parameters X. In variational calculus, the same optimal parameters result by differenti-
ating the objective function {2 with respect to the small parameter . This implies that

ds ds?

agr 4l 4,
de |, dX (4:33)

must hold. In this regard, one can conclude that it is more elegant to differentiate the objective function {2 with
respect to the oze small parameter € than to numerous unknown parameters X.
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3. The starting point of the least squares adjustment is the overdetermined system of linear equations in Eq. (4.18).
Or, equivalently, Eq. (4.28) can be considered as the starting point. One can multiply Eq. (4.28) with the vector
of test functions 0@ in order to reach the variational formulation in Eq. (4.26). From here the normal equations
can be obtained, see Eq. (4.31). By doing this way, one can reach the normal equations “faster”, as the way to get
thereis shorter, i. e. from Eq. (4.28) to Eq. (4.26), than from Eq. (4.18) to Eq. (4.26). In conclusion, multiplying
the strong formulation (as in Eq. (4.18) or Eq. (4.28)) with the vector of test functions 6® has the same effect as
to introducing the residuals v as in Eq. (4.19). This “inverse” usage of variational calculus is mainly carried out
in the finite element method.

4. Assume that the starting point is the strong formulation in Eq. (4.28). And the aim is to determine the target
function {2. Therefore, the trace of backwards application of the variational calculus is being followed, i. e. from
Eq. (4.28) to Eq. (4.21). One can observe that the term LTPL of the objective function in Eq. (4.21) is a scalar
constant. A modification of this term into

N=d"P®—20"PL+c, (4.34)

where ¢ is of any constant, the resulting parameters X remain unaffected, since the constant ¢ vanishes by the
derivation in Eq. (4.24). This example shows that the extremal formulation is not unique. By changing the
constant ¢, the objective function {2 can take different forms, but they all describe the same problem. And that
¢c=LTPL respectively 2 = vIPvisa special case. In adjustment calculation, this fact is overlooked due to
the introduction of residuals v instead of using the test functions 6® .

Continuous Least Squares Adjustment

The adjustment calculation usually deals with problems involving discrete observations L. By means of the varia-
tional calculation, the handling of continuous observation function L can also be taken into account (cf. BURDEN
and FAIREs 2011, Sec. 8.2). Consider the following equation

L=2, (4.35)

where L = L(x) is the “given” observation functionand ¢ = & () is the “wanted” trial function. Both functions
depend on the variable x. In general, the above equation is impossible to satisfy as it attempts to describe a contin-
uous observation signal L by an idealized function @ with adjustable unknown parameters. The trial function ¢
approximates the observation function L. The difference between the two functions creates a residual function

v=0—L, (4.36)
where v = v () depends also on the variable 2. The aim is to minimize the integrated squared residuals

b b
2= /1)2 dx = /(@— L)2dx — minimal , (4.37)

a a

where the integration limits are a and b. A weight function P = P (;U) can be introduced for the objective function
{2 by dividing Eq. (4.35) by a variance function o = o (m‘) , where P = # For the sake of clarity, this is omitted
by 0 = 1. The above expression is an extremal formulation, cf. Eq. (4.1). Using the LAGRANGE’s method, @ is
perturbed with the disturbance function 77 = n(m) which is decomposed into two parts

n=edb, (4.38)
where 0 = 6D (a:) is the test function and ¢ is the small parameter. The non-optimal {2 reads

b b
Q:/@Hm—Lfdw:/@+&@—Lf®g (439)

a a
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cf. Eq. (4.4). The target function {2 becomes minimal when its directional derivative vanishes and where the dis-
turbance is eliminated by setting e = 0

ds?

|
il =0
de e=0

b
:/dd(@—i—s&ﬁ L) da|

a

b b
:/2@4—65@ L@dx :/2415 L@dx (4.40)

The variational formulation is therefore
b
/(45 — L)opdz =0, (4.41)
cf. Eq. (4.16). The fundamental lemma of calculation of variations is applied above as in Eq. (4.16) to Eq. (4.17) in
order to obtain the strong formulation
&—-L=0, (4.42)
which is to be expected.

The variational formulation in Eq. (4.41) is used to compute the solution of the continuous GAUss-MARKOV
model. Also, for the simplicity, a trial function

= X, (4.43)

is used, which is a linear combination of a fixed number N of given basis functions X, = X, (:U) with unknown
scalar valued parameters ¢;. To obtain computable results, the test function 6@ is chosen to share the same structure
as the trial function @. Thus, the test function reads

i

J

i
=)

The parameters b; can take any values, therefore the arbitrariness of &P is ensured. Inserting Eqs. (4.43) and (4.44)
into Eq. (4.41), the variational formulation in Eq. (4.41) can be rewritten as

b b
/@@dxz /L@dm
a a
b /N1 N—1 b
/(Z chi) (Z ijj> dz _/ (Z b; X )
2 \i=0 §=0 o
N-1N—1 0 N—1 b
7=0 =0 a j=0 p

From here it is advisable to switch to matrix notation, as the unknowns c; are to be determined. It reads
X"™Nb=n'b, (4.46)
where

XT:[CO Cy ... C ... CN_Ja
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rob b b T
b b b

N=| [XX,dz - index e [ XXy de |
b b b
J Xy Xodz o [ Xy Xjda - [ Xy Xy g da
I b b b

n' = |[LX,de [LX;dz -+ [LX;dz -+ [LXy_ dz|,
] T

b=1[by b ... by ... by_4]

By equating the coefficients with respect to b followed by a transposition, the above equation can be rewritten as
X'N=n' respectively NX = n. (4.47)

The normal equations for the continuous GAuss-MaRK0OV model is obtained. The normal matrix N is square and
symmetrical due to the choice of the compatible test function 0P in regard to the test function @. Non-compatible
test function would lead to non-squared that leads to unsolvable normal equations.

Example: FOURIER series

The continuous GAUss-MARKOV model is applied, for example, in FOURIER series, where an (observation) signal
L of length T is represented approximately as the sum of a finite but fixed number N of complex exponentials, or
respectively of sine / cosine functions. In this case, the integral interval is from @ = 0 to b = T', where the length
T of the signal L is given. The following trial and test function are used

N N
® = Z Cr exp(]kwx) and 0P = Z b, exp(jlw:c) , (4.48)
k=—N l=—N

where w = 2% is the fundamental frequency, J is the imaginary unit (lateral unit), ¢, are unknown scalar complex
valued parameters and b; are the coefficients of the test function. Using the results from Eq. (4.47) and the following
orthogonal relationship

T T
k+1 =0 ifk+1#0,
/exp ]kwa:) exp (]lwx) dox = [J(kH) P (j( )w:c)] 0 ifhti# (4.49)
/ [w] =T itk+1=0,
the normal equation system reads as
i 7 [e N -fOT Lexp(—)Nwz) dz|
T ¢ | = fOT Lexp(j0wz)dx | - (4.50)
va 1 L¢n i fOTLeXp(ijx) dz
Respectively, the above equation can be rewritten as
1 T
/L exp(—jkwx) dz (4.51)
0

From here, it leads inevitably to FOURIER Analysis.
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4.4 Calculus of Variations and Finite Element Method

In contrary to least squares adjustment, the finite element method is used to approximate the solution of differential
equations. That is, instead of dealing with (algebraic) equations as in Eq. (4.18) and in Eq. (4.35), differential
equations, for example, such as

V2® =L (4.52)

are solved where V2 is the vector Laplacian operator. This equation is known as Po1ssoN equation. Elastostatic
equations such as the in LAME-NAVIER equations in Eq. (2.162) and the EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation in
Eq. (2.182) are considered as Po1ssoN-type equations. For the sake of better understanding, a one-dimensional
case as follows is considered
d%o
dx?

where ® = & () and L = L(z) are functions of the variable z and the boundary conditions for &, = @(z = a)
and &, = &(x = b) are given. From perspective of variational calculus, the Po1ssoN equation represents the
EULER-LAGRANGE equation respectively strong formulation. A numerical solution can be obtained by progressing

— L, (4.53)

backwards in the calculus of variations by starting from the strong formulation.

Ritz-Galerkin Method

To obtain the variational form of the Po1ssoN equation, Eq. (4.53) is multiplied by the test function é® and is
integrated over the whole interval. It reads

b

25
/j 2(5§Z5d:z—/L(Xﬁd:z:. (4.54)

a a

By means of the product rule, the expression on the left-hand side can be rewritten as

d (do d2¢ dd 4o
< 5@)— &b (4.55)

w\ae®) T w@® T

Substituting the above equation in Eq. (4.54) yields

b b
[N /d@d@d [ vovar w0

a a

The first expression on the left-hand side vanishes due to the disappearing of the test function on the boundaries
x = aand x = b, see Eq. (4.5),

b
d /do do do
dz \ dz de |, 2=t dz|,_,2=%
Thus, the variational form of the one-dimensional Po1ssoN equation reads
b b
/(15’6215’ dr = —/L@dx, (4.58)

where @' = g—f and @' = %. Next, @ is represented approximately as the sum of a set of basis functions
N
= uX,, (4.59)
=1
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where u; are scalar valued coefficients of the basis functions X; = X, (2). The derivative order of the variational
formulation in Eq. (4.58) specifies that the basis functions X, must be at least once differentiable. The correspond-
ing test function has to be arbitrary, but for numerical computation it has to be compatible. Hence, the test func-
tion consists of the same set of basis functions as the trial function

N
b= wX;, (4.60)
j=1
where w; are arbitrary scalar valued coefficients. Substituting the functions ¢ and 62 in Eq. (4.58), it reads
b/ N N b /N
/ (Z uixg> (Z wjxjf) do=- [ L(Z wjxj> dz
v \i=1 j=1 o J=1
N b N b
Z uZ/XZ'XJ’ dzw; = —Z/LXj dzw; , (4.61)
j=li=1 3, J=ly

dX. . . . . . . .
where X Z’ = - Itis advisable to switch to matrix notation, as the unknown u, are to be determined. It yields

u'Kw="f"w, (4.62)
where
b b b 7]
[XiXjde - [X{Xidz - [X(Xjdz
a a a
b b b
K=|[X/X|dx -- fX;XJ’-da: o [XIX N da |,
a a a
b b b
[XyXide o [XpXide oo [ XX dx
La a a |
- [ b b b b
f' = |- [LX,dz - [LX,dz --- —fLdem coo = [LXy dz|
L a a a a
wh=lw, wy ... w; ... wy].

Equating the coefficients of the above equation with respect to w followed by a transposition yields the “classical”
finite element method equation
uK=f" respectively Ku = f . (4.63)

K is the coefficient matrix, the vector u is referred to as unknown solution vector and £ is the right-hand side vector.
The coeflicient matrix K is square and symmetric due to the compatibility of the chosen test function @ with
respect to the approximate solution @. Non-compatible test function would lead to non-squared matrix that makes
the finite element method equation unsolvable.

The question arises: What is the extremal formulation of the Po1ssoN equation in conjunction with finite ele-
ment method? In variational calculus, the Porsson equation in Eq. (4.53) is considered as the strong formulation.
Therefore, it is seen as a EULER-LAGRANGE equation as stated in Eq. (4.17). Furthermore, the variational formu-
lation of the Po1ssoN equation in Eq. (4.58) contains @’ and &'. Thus, it can be concluded that the Lagrangian
density functional has the following dependency

Z=27(x,0,9). (4.64)
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One notices that the above functional is exactly the same as discussed in Sec. 4.2 with the difference that y in Eq. (4.1)
is replaced by @. Consequently, the Po1ssoN equation in Eq. (4.53) has be to be equal to the strong formulation
in Eq. (4.17)

0z d (62 ) "
—— = )=9"-L 4.
0P dx \oP' ’ (4.65)
where " = 2112795. The Lagrangian density functional Z has to be determined in order to reach the extremal

formulation. By means of a well-educated guess, it is possible to write the following Lagrangian density functional
that satisfies the above equation

1
7 = —545’45’ — Lo+ C, (4.66)
where C' = C'(x) is an arbitrary function. As a result, the approximate finite element solution occurs when

b
1
J = /<—2(P'Q§' — Lo+ C) dxr — extremal. (4.67)

a

The above objective function is the extremal formulation of the Po1ssoN equation in conjunction with the finite
element method. The determination of the objective function is unnecessary for the approximation of the solution
of the Po1ssoN equation. Therefore, the extremal formulation is usually ignored in the finite element method. An
example as follows shows that the objective function can appear quite different for the same problem.

Least Squares Finite Element Method

In Eq. (4.67), we have the extremal formulation of the finite element method for the Porsson equation. However,
there are other extremal formulations that can be obtained by using other trial and test functions. For the so-called
least squares finite element method (BocHEV and GUNZBURGER 2009), we use the following trial and test function

N N
— /N "
i=1 j=1
d2X . . . . . . A .
where X" = ‘o= While the same trial function as in finite element method is used, this time a different test

function is applied. It is to be noted that, in comparison with the R11z-GALERKIN method, the least squares
finite element method requires higher-order polynomial for the solution @ as well as for the corresponding test
function &P, therefore the basis function X has to be at least two times differentiable. By multiplying the above
test function with the Po1ssoN equation in Eq. (4.53) followed by the integration over the whole interval yields
another variational form for the Po1ssoN equation

b b
/ ' dz = / Lo dz . (4.69)

a a

We notice from the above equation that the test function " appears in the variational form. Therefore, the La-
grangian density functional Z has the following dependency

Z=7(z,d"). (4.70)

In order to determine the EULER-LAGRANGE equation as in Eq. (4.17) for the above density functional Z, the
extremal value .J as in Eq. (4.6) has to be found as follows

d
Jf 1y
de e=0
b b
dz 07 dx 07 d(9" 4 eod”)
= | —dx = | — — + dx =
de |, Ox de =~ 9(P" + eod") de -0
a a :0 :@/l
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By applying the fundamental lemma of calculation of variations to the above equation, the EULER-LAGRANGE
equation for this case is obtained

07
00"

Equating both strong formulations, the above EULER-LAGRANGE equation and the PoIssoN equation in
Eq. (4.53), it reads

=0. (4.72)

07z
557 = "~ L. (4.73)
Hence, the Lagrangian density functional is
1
Z = 5@"@” —Lo" +C, (4.74)

where C' = C (:U) is an arbitrary function. In a special case where C' = %LL, the Lagrangian density functional
becomes

_ 1 F " 1 _ 1 " 2
7 =359"9" - Lo +2LL_2(§15 - L)". (4.75)
The extremal formulation of the Po1ssoN equation for the “least squares” finite element method is
b
1
J = / 5(@" - L)2d:c — minimal. (4.76)

a

The same objective function as above can be determined if the residual function v is introduced to Po1sson equa-
tion in Eq. (4.53) as
d*®

The same result as in Eq. (4.76) is obtained for minimizing the integrated squared residual function

b

d?¢ 2 1 2 .
J = / —v?dx / (dx2 — L) dx :/2(@" — L) dx — minimal. (4.78)

a

Due to this similarity with the method of least squares, this approach to solve the Po1ssonN’s differential equation
is called the least squares finite element method. One notices that both objective functions, in Eq. (4.67) and in
Eq. (4.76), are fundamentally different. Although both extremal formulations are used to approximate solution
for same strong formulation, the Porsson equation.

In conclusion, there is a unique strong formulation for a specific problem. But, different extremal formulations
of the same strong formulation can be found. Consequently, there exists many variational formulations. This in
turn leads to different approximate solutions with various qualities for a specific problem. For a unique numerical
solution, however, an unambiguous extremal formulation (apart from scaling and shifting) must be established.

This is accomplished by specifying the trial and test function, @ and .

4.5 Calculus of Variations in Adjustment Theory

A specific problem can take the form of one of many possible objective functions or as a unique system of (differen-
tial) equations. The variational calculus introduces how to classify the many possible representations of a specific
problem into one of the three forms. And it introduces a procedural way to rewrite different formulations of a
particular problem. In the long term, it should be shown that all methods can be classified in one way or another in
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the scheme of variational calculation. In this dissertation, the least squares and finite element method are analysed
in the context of the variational calculus.

The finite element method is used to approximate a solution of differential equations. While the least squares
adjustment is applied for solving overdetermined system of algebraic equations. Both methods share the same chal-
lenge of not knowing the “true” solution. Even though a system of differential equations for a specific engineering
problems can be formulated by means of, for example, continuum physics. But afterwards, there are generally two
obstacles: Does a solution exist at all for the given differential equations? And, if it is the case, how do we get it?
In fact, one may not even know if there is a solution at all. For example, the existence of an exact solution of the
NAVIER-STOKES equation in fluid mechanics is still unknown, see (FEFFERMAN 2000). Only for a limited case
such as the one-dimensional Po1ssoN equation respectively EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation, it is possible to
obtain close-form solution. But, these types of differential equations result from simplification of an engineering
problem with debatable assumptions. In order to obtain quantitative results without any questionable simplifi-
cations, a numerical approximation technique such as the finite element method must be used. The differential
equations are multiplied by the test function and integrated over the region of interest. This transforms the dif-
ferential equations into their corresponding variational form. It is then possible to obtain numerical results. In
practice, it usually remains unnoticed that the procedure of variational calculus is applied in reverse. In the con-
text of variational calculus, the differential equations represent the strong formulation of the problem. Since their
variational formulation ultimately leads to the approximate solution, it is understandable that their extremal formu-
lation becomes irrelevant in the finite element method. There are other numerical methods for solving differential
equations such as the least squares finite element method. By using different trial and test functions, ¢ and P,
various numerical methods result. This approach is the so-called method of weighted residuals, see (B. FINLAYSON
and SCRIVEN 1966). The residuals refer to the discrepancy arising from the fact that any trial functions fails to
satisfy the strong formulation. The weight referred to the possibility of using different test functions. And, the
integrated weighted residuals lead to various variational formulations. These in turn lead to different approximate
methods. Also, in a similar situation concerning the solutions of difterential equations, overdetermined system of
algebraic equations has no solution at all due to their discrepancies. In adjustment calculation, this deficiency can
be eased by introducing residuals into the algebraic equations as an additive quantity to the observations. At the
same time, the sum of weighted squared residuals must be minimal in order to obtain an adjusted solution. In the
adjustment calculation, the variational calculus procedure is followed in a special way. The strong formulation is
the overdetermined system of algebraic equations. Instead of following the variational calculus in reverse as in the
finite element method, i. e. by multiplying the test functions with the strong formulation in order to obtain the
variation formulation respectively the normal equations. A “detour” is made by introduction of residuals to the
algebraic equations. And a “special” extremal formulation that the sum of weighted squared residuals has to be
minimal is then postulated. The directional derivative respectively the derivation with respect to the unknowns
of this objective function also leads to the normal equations. This target function is in so far “special” as other
objective functions are also possible that result in exactly the same numerical solution. Other kinds of objective
functions can be formulated by scaling and shifting. Ultimately, this special objective function is required for statis-
tical evaluations. By using different trial and test functions, @ and é®, various analysis methods result. In particular,
the FOURIER series belongs to the problem domain, which can be expressed by an algebraic equation as strong for-
mulation. The trial and test functions, @ and &P, are represented as the sum of a set of complex exponentials. In
summary, it can be concluded that both the finite element method and the least squares adjustment follow the same
variational calculus procedure. The normal equations of the least squares adjustment and the system of linear equa-
tions of the finite element method are similar insofar as both methods use their corresponding variational forms
to calculate their respective numerical solutions. The differences are that both solve different types of equations in
conjunction with different representations for the trial and test function. Hence, the relationship between finite
element method and least squares adjustment can be associated by variational calculus.

A few final remarks are in order: First, variational calculus is to be considered as a universal procedure of the adjust-
ment theory. Many methods can be explained by answering the following questions:

* What is the formulation of the problem and, if necessary, the conditions?
¢ Isita continuous or discrete problem?

e Which trial function is used for the solution?
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Therefore, variational calculus should be considered as a unifying method in the adjustment theory. An overview
of the discussed methods is shown in Tab. 4.1 . Second, methods have been developed from different scientific fields
to solve problems of their discipline. Accordingly, the methods are strongly motivated by the specific perspectives
of the respective discipline. From an abstract perspective, i. e. the methods are presented without mechanical or
geodetic accents, it becomes clear that the methods are actually identical. Therefore, the finite element method
should be regarded as part of the adjustment theory rather than part of physics, because this method requires no
physical justification. In addition, the adjustment theory should be understood as a method theory. Third, B.
FINLAYSON and SCRIVEN (1966) as well as B. A. FINLAYSON (1972) describe in their paper the method of weighted
residuals. Their focus is on the different methods of solving differential equations numerically. The fact that the
methods are also suitable for data analysis, i. e. algebraic equations can also be solved numerically with them, is
ignored. As far as BOLJEN (1993) is concerned, in his work he presents a short treatment of the variational calculus.
A comparison between the continuous and discrete version of least squares method are also shown. He realizes
that what he considered as “finite element method” is a continuous problem. But if one takes a closer look at his
extremal formulation, it turns out that this is least squares finite element method rather than R1Tz-GALERKIN
finite element method. Also, MILEV (2001) recognizes the analogies between the principle of virtual work from
mechanics and the method of least squares in geodesy. But in his work he introduces the variational calculus by
means of Lagrangian mechanics for non-expert in mechanics. Through this representation, the methodological
similarities between the two methods are difficult to comprehend. A more detailed presentation of the variational
calculus and the abstraction of important elements of it were absent in the work of the above-mentioned authors.

82 CALCULUS OF VARIATIONS IN ADJUSTMENT THEORY | VARIATIONAL CALCULUS



; ; ;
XX = X =a X =w AV = &0
=g X =¢ X =¢ XV =&

wp (1-)¢[=r wO+e1-005-)[=r 20 (1-0)[=0 (1-®)d (1-8)=0
0=2p,&(T—,®)]  0=2ap(e07+,20,0)[ o=2p@(71-a)[ 0=a0(d,T-d,®)
7= .0 7=, T=a 1=

UonouN,J 1831,
uonosun,J [el],
wo,] [ewanxy a[qissod

WO ﬁwﬁo_uwu.ﬁ\/
wio Juong

WAAST JAEE! WIWOO WWOAd

(WAIST) poyaawr 3uswad a1uy sarenbs
1583] (WH.I) POY3IdW IUSWIR 31Uy (WIND?) [PPOW AONAVIA-SSAVL) snonun
-u0d (INJND) [PPOW AONAVIN-SSAVL) SPOYIIW PISSNISIP Y3 JO MITAIIAO UY % Qe

83

CALCULUS OF VARIATIONS IN ADJUSTMENT THEORY | VARIATIONAL CALCULUS



Figure 4.1: The representation of the trial function ® = ) ¢, X, as a neuron network.
i

4.6 A first step towards a unified method

The studies in this chapter show that although many methods originate from different disciplines, they can still be
considered identical in terms of variational calculus. Observe an extremal formulation similar to Eq. (4.1), say, a
scalar valued quantity J is a functional of the function y. The quantity J becomes stationary when the optimal
solution g is used, and to find this function g is the target. There are many algorithms that can be used to find the
solution. Provided that the gradient of J with respect to the unknowns is available, then it is possible, for example,
to use the gradient descent to find the optimal solution. In this context, it is worth mentioning that according to
Rojas (1996) the trial function in Eq. (4.43) can be represented as a neuron network as depicted in Fig. 4.1. Deter-
mining the coefficients of this trial function using gradient descent is the simplest form of machine learning. There
are other iterative algorithms that require no gradient of J, for example, the evolution strategy, see (RECHENBERG
1994). As has already been discussed in detail, the variational formulation is the starting point for many methods.
As shown in Eq. (4.51), the entire Fourier analysis can be justified from this equation. And based on this, the
Laplace Transformation can be established. From here, it leads inevitably to signal processing. The finite element
method also has related methods such as spectral finite element method, finite volume method, boundary element
method. There are also methods to solve a limited number of strongly formulated problems directly, such as sepa-
ration of variables. As shown, many methods can be assigned in the schema of the variational calculus. However,
there are certain problem classes, such as inverse problems, where a single use of a particular method fails to produce
the desired result. This requires a consecutive use of different methods to solve these kinds of problems. And that
leads to the so-called “integrated analysis”. One such procedure is the so-called Measurement- and Model-based
Structural analysis (MeMoS), in which the finite element method and the method of least squares are combined
directly and consecutively in order to detect and to locate damage in structures, see (NEITZEL et al. 2014).
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5 Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis

I'haven’t faced death. I’ve cheated death. I've tricked my
way out of death and patted myself on the back for my
ingenuity; I know nothing.

— Admiral James Tiberius “Jim” Kirk,
Star Trek II: The Wrath of Khan (1982)

One major ambition in Structural Health Monitoring (SHM) is to develop the ability to detect, localize and identify
damage as well as to predict the lifespan of civil structures. This would allow well-informed decision on whether to
repair or to demolish these structures. The monitoring of civil engineering structures is based on the evaluation of
spatially and temporally distributed hybrid measurements. These can be acquired using, for example, total stations,
levelling instruments, inclinometers, fibre optic sensors, strain gauges, terrestrial laser scanning or global navigation
satellite system. However, to allow for an integrated evaluation of the examined structure, a new concept that
include physical models needs to be developed.

Engineering problems are often solved using the finite element method (FEM). The result is suggestively validated
by an overlay comparison with interpolation with the discrete measurements, see for example KOTTNER et al. (2014)
and YANG etal. (2014). The results based solely on this comparison can be misinterpreted. In contrast, an integrated
evaluation takes into account both the physical modelling and the measurements. This combined evaluation has
not been implemented yet due to the common subdivision of engineering sciences into two groups: the modelling
or experimental factions. This separation is clearly seen in commercial finite element method software packages:
they do not provide any interoperability with measurement and model data. In recent years, some effort has been
undertaken to overcome this obstacle, see for example BUCHER et al. (1995). Since the commercial finite element
method software packages do not allow any access to the model data, they have to be treated as a black-box.

The determination of material parameters from measurements is not only important in materials science, its appli-
cation in monitoring of civil infrastructures is also utmost significant. In materials science, test apparatuses such as
tensile testing machine are used to determine material properties of particular specimens. By taking this thought
one step further, a civil engineering structure can be considered as a large and complex sample and its characteristics
can be monitored. Structural changes due to ageing, degradation or damaging processes are expressed by altering
material parameters. An additional challenge is that in contrary to materials science, an engineering structure “spec-
imen” is produced in such a way that a complex physical model is required in conjunction with the measurements
in order to examine the specimen’s material characteristics.

Many algorithms for computing material parameters from measurements are available in the literature, see for ex-
ample KAUER (2001), BALARAMAN etal. (2006), ZHANG etal. (2011), and HAssABALLAH etal. (2013). Essentially,
however, they are the same, since this approach uses an optimiser to iteratively tune the parameters until the com-
puted results of the finite element method are in accordance with the measurements, see Fig. 5.1. For example,
adaptive KALMAN filtering is an optimiser in EICHHORN (2005) and SCHMALZ et al. (2010). LIENHART (2007)
calibrates his physical model by means of condition equations in conjunction with the least squares adjustment.
And STERTHAUS (2008, p. 89) has recognized that the optimizer can be replaced by any optimization methods.
The main issue is that this algorithm contains inaccessible program parts with respect to the finite element method.
Due to these restrictions, we are hindered to comprehend the inner process of the programs. Consequently, the
question arises as to how we can be sure that the result from this algorithm is reliable. In addition, the optimizers
often require numerical values from the partial derivatives such as the Jacobian matrix. Without direct access to the
finite element data, the optimization calculation can be unnecessarily prolonged. Furthermore, such an evaluation
allows only limited statistical analysis of the results. But for monitoring purposes a rigorous statistical analysis is in
fact essential and therefore it is highly desired.
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Figure 5.1: Basic principle of the approaches for material parameter determination of com-
plex samples as proposed by EiIcHHORN (2005) and LIENHART (2007)

In contrast to this debatable approach, we follow a rigorous and direct method. The main idea of this integrated
analysis, first proposed in NEITZEL et al. (2014), is that it uses the sophistication of the continuum mechanics as
well as of the adjustment calculation from geodesy — “best of both worlds”. Hereby, it is necessary to understand
every aspect of the process: From modelling part by means of continuum mechanics, numerical approximation
by finite element method, computation of material parameters from measurements by least squares adjustment as
well as applying statistical test to check the results. Every step is performed in a transparent approach without using
“black-boxed” software. This leads us to an interesting aspect: It allows us to associate the finite element nodes in
Eq. (2.248) with the vector of observations in Eq. (3.1) for hybrid measurements

L=u. (5.1)

As a consequence, we can invert the finite element method procedure by integrating a finite element model into the
least squares adjustment and thus allows us to evaluate a physical model and measurements in a combined analysis.
This enables us to calculate the material parameters directly from measured field. And provide us the possibility to
perform a detailed analysis of the results using statistical tests.

The application of this method is called the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis (MeMoS). We

utilize it to examine the following aspects concerning structural health monitoring:

* What are the optimal measurement set-ups for structural health monitoring?

* How can damages of a structure be detected and localised?

* How can material parameters of a structure be determined from measured field quantities?

* How can a geometrical complex structure be represented with a simplified but equivalent object?

* How can the Measurement- and Model-based Structure Analysis be circumstantiated by an experimental
validation?

5.1 On Optimal Measurement Set-Ups for Material Parameter Determination

The word monitoring in structural health monitoring brings up several frequently ignored questions: What mea-
surands and sensor precision are needed to monitor a given structure? Where are the optimal sensor placements?
How many sensors are necessary? How to analyse spatially distributed hybrid measurements? Or, in short: Whatis
the sensor configuration best suited for structural health monitoring? If these questions are not explicitly addressed,
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Figure 5.2: The bending moment M

the usefulness of the measurement data for an evaluation is left to coincidence. Therefore, a measuring strategy re-
spectively a sensitivity analysis is strongly desired. To develop a monitoring strategy, an integrated evaluation via
a finite element approach which combines spatially distributed hybrid measurements with mechanical structural
modelling is proposed. Together with the method of least squares adjustment and Monte Carlo algorithm, this
will open up the possibility to simulate different kinds of measuring strategies and to choose the most appropriate
one.

The introduced approach is illustrated on the example of a statically bended EULER-BERNOULLI beam as shown
in Sec. 2.5.2. We demonstrate on this numerical example how an integrated analysis can be applied to determine
the optimal measurement set-up for material parameter determination. For this, we create a finite element model
of a four-point bending test apparatus. Based on this model, we generate synthetic measurements of displacement,
inclination and strain observations for predefined measuring points. Then, a Monte Carlo simulation (MCS) is
performed to analyse the dependence of estimated parameters at the location of the measuring point as well as on
the stochastic properties of the measurements.

This section is partly published in WEIsBRICH et al. (2014) and in BECKER et al. (2015)

5.1.1 Four-Point Bending Test Apparatus

The EULER-BERNOULLI beam equation in Eq. (2.182) can be rewritten as

d?u M
&? ~ EI’ 52)

where I,, and x; are redefined as I and . Due to the semi-inverse method shown in Eq. (2.167), we know that the
di . d?u _ O%u . .
isplacement u only depends on x. Hence, we can write ;—3 = 7. For our numerical example, the specimen has
a total length of [ and has a rectangular cross section of width B and height . Moreover, the specimen is clamped
at the position = 0 with a fixed bearing and at x = [ with a moveable bearing. For a four-point bending test,
forces of equal strength F/2 are applied to the beam specimen at the positions = a and = [ — a. Under these

requirements and according to Eq. (2.181), the course of the internal bending moment M reads as

gx for0<z<a,
M = %a fora <z <l—a, (5.3)
g(l—x) forl —a <z <l

and is shown in Fig. 5.2. Since the beam specimen has a rectangular cross section over its entire length, the area
moment of inertia is a given constant scalar value of
BH?
12

1

(5.4)

Furthermore the specimen is clamped on its both ends with bearings. This leads to the following DIRICHLET
boundary conditions

u(as:()) :u(x:l) =0. (5.5)
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For given bending moment M, area moment of inertia / and DIRICHLET boundary conditions, the EULER-
BERNOULLI beam equation describes the “indirect” relationship between the field quantity displacement u and
the material parameter elastic modulus E. In contrast, the solution of the beam difterential equation expresses
“directly” the displacement u as a function of elastic modulus £ in form of an algebraic equation.

5.1.2 Measurands Identification

A physical model can be used to identify what measurands are appropriate for the material parameter determina-
tion. In our case the EULER-BERNOULLI beam model is utilized to find suitable measurands to evaluate the elastic
modulus £ of a beam specimen.

According to GERE and GooDNoO (2013, pp. 418-431) as well as to W. H. MULLER and FERBER (2005, p. 139 f1),
the second spatial derivative of the displacement u, i. e. the beam equation itself, is closely related to the longitudinal

strain
d*u M (5.6)
Ell=E=—€,=——5 =€, = .
11 U g2 upr’
where e, = % is the orthogonal distance between the neutral surface and the bottom surface of the beam. The

slope of the deflection tan (a) is described by the first spatial derivative of the deflection , i. e. the infinitesimal
change of the deflection du in relation to infinitesimal step in position dz. And the slope is obtained by integrating
the beam equation, we have
l
du M
t =—=— [ —d C .
an(a) e 77 4% +C, (5.7)
0

where C'is the constant of integration and is determined by the boundary and transition conditions. The inclina-
tion v is computed by taking the arctangent of the above equation. The deflection u is computed by integrating
the beam equation two times. This in turn yields

L1

M
u:—//mdx+0x+D, (5.8)
0 0

where C'and D are the constants of integration that is determined by the boundary and transition conditions.

In conclusion, within the EULER-BERNOULLI beam model the displacement and tilt sensors as well as strain gauges
are best suited to determine the elastic modulus £ of a beam specimen. Sensors for the force I, the force application
position a, the DIRICHLET boundary conditions as well as the specimen initial geometry can also be considered.

5.1.3 The Exact Solution of the Beam Differential Equation

The functional model of least squares adjustment can be based on the exact as well as on the approximate solution
of differential equations. For the four-point bending test set-up, the course of the longitudinal strain ¢, of the
tangent of the inclination tan (a) and of the displacement u can be determined analytically from the Egs. (5.6)
to (5.8) under the requirements of the bending moment, the area moment of inertia and the boundary conditions
in Egs. (5.3) to (5.5). The exact solution of the beam differential equation reads

e kz for0<z<a,

€= e,ka fora <z <l—a, (5.9)
euk(l—x) forl —a<x<lI,
—%k:acQ—l—C'l for0<z<a,

tan(a): —kazx + C, fora<zx<l-—a, (5.10)

tha? —klz +Cy forl—a <z <lI,
—%k::z:?)—i—Clx for0<z<a,

u =< —%kaz? + Cyz + D, fora<z<l—a, (5.11)

tha® — Lkla® + Cyz+ Dy forl—a <z <1,
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Figure 5.3: The exact solution of the beam differential equation, from top to bottom: strain
g, tangent of the inclination tan (a) , displacement u

where k = 2—/12, C, = ika(l — a), Cy = 3kal, Cy = 1k(l — a)? + $kal, D, = —tka’ and Dy =
—2kal® — Lki(l — a)® + %le and is shown in Fig. 5.3. The above equations form the basis to analyse spatially
distributed hybrid measurements. If measurements of the field quantities strain ¢, tilt tan (a) and deflection u
are available as observations, it is possible to determine the unknown elastic material parameter £ by means of the
mechanical model described in Egs. (5.9) to (5.11) and least squares adjustment. This common evaluation of hybrid
measurements and physical model is referred as the integrated analysis. It is to be noted that our interest lies in the
relationship between field quantities and material parameters, hence we consider the force F', the force application
position a, the DIRICHLET boundary conditions and the area moment of inertia I as error-free.

Itis not always possible that an exact solution can be determined for given differential equations and given boundary
conditions. In this case, numerical methods such as finite element method are introduced. In Sec. 2.6.9, the solution
of the beam equation is approximated with aid of finite element method. Non-linear elements are usually used in
consideration of improving the numerical approximation results. But, in regard of integrated analysis of hybrid
measurements, for each element a polynomial of order 5 is required. As mentioned in Sec. 2.6.9, each node contains
the numerical value of the displacement, of its first and second derivatives. From Egs. (5.6) to (5.8), we know
that these values represent the deflection, inclination and strain. From Eqs. (2.270) and (2.271), the approximate
solution of the beam differential equations via finite element method reads as follows

uw =K If. (5.12)

Moreover, the load vector f, assembled from Eq. (2.265), contains the unknown elastic material parameter 2 and
it can be recast as

1
f=b—. 1
7 (5.13)
As aresult, Eq. (5.12) can be reformulate as
u* = Kbt (5.14)
E’ ’
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Table 5.1: Specification of the four-point bending set-up and beam specimen for the finite
element modelling.

beam length / 7.25m  beam elastic modulus £ 70 GPa
beam width B 0.20m load F' 7460N
beam height #  0.37m loading positiona  2.42m

number of equidistantly discretised finite elements .~ 725

For the evaluation in least squares adjustment, it is helpful to use the component notation for the above equation

N 3n 1
uy = Kombm 5 » (5.15)
m=1

where £, is the entry of the inverted stiffness matrix K 1. The above equation is the approximate solution of the
beam differential equation and it can be utilized to formulate the functional model. In a same manner as analytical

solution, if measurements of the field quantities strain u], = —‘Z—”, tilt u), = tan (a ) and deflection u,, are

124
available as observations at the node position v, we are able to determine the unknown elastic material parameter
E by means of least squares adjustment. As before, the force F, the force application position a, and the area
moment of inertia [ is considered to be error-free, hence the vector b,, is a fixed value. Likewise, the DIRICHLET
boundary conditions as well as the finite element discretisation are also regarded as fixed, thus &, is error-free.

Then, Eq. (5.15) can be expressed as

3n
1
uS = Fombp = =A4X. (5.16)
j=1

—_————
:AD =X

The above relation is used to formulate the function model.

5.1.4 Sensor Precision Modelling and Synthetic Measurements

The stochastic property of sensor precision can be modelled as a normal distributed noise. In our analysis, we
assume that the noises are normal distributed and be therefore characterised by standard deviations. Within a
deterministic model, computed values are considered to be true. In regard of the association of the numerical com-
puted values and observations in Eq. (5.1), by adding noises to the computed values allows us to generate synthetic
measurements.

The finite element solution w; of the beam differential equation in Eq. (5.16) can be computed deterministically
for a fixed specification listed in Tab. 5.1. The conversion of the numerical solution into tilt and strain is performed
by means of Egs. (5.6) and (5.7), we obtain

uy foro=1,...,n - u, — u,
uf foro=n+1,....2n — u, — «,
uy foro=2n+1,...,3n — u, — ¢,
forv = 1,...,n. Based on this solution, a random normal distributed noise is added in accordance to the assumed

sensor precision. This in turn yields the synthetic measurement for the displacement, inclination and strain as
follows
lo,u = Uy + ul/,noise ’ lo,a =Qy + au,noise ’ lo,s =& + 81/,noise ) (517)

2 2 2 : 2
where uu,noise ~ N(O’ Uu)’ al/,noise ~ N(07 Uoz)’ sll,noise ~ N(O? 06) respectlvely lo,u ~ N(uw Uu)’ lo,oc ~
N (e, 02), loe ~ N(e,, 02) and 02, 02, 02 are the variances of the displacement, tilt and strain sensors. The
vector of synthetic observations L is assembled based on Eq. (5.17).
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5.1.5 Sensitivity Analysis

The sensitivity analysis examines the influence of sensor precision and sensor position on the unknown parameters.
The sensitivity of the elastic modulus with respect to the following sets of predefined sensor precision as well as the
sensor position is evaluated. The standard deviations for the displacement are

Oy = 107 ' mm, 102 mm, 10® mm (5.18)
for the inclination are
0., = 1 mgon, 10~ mgon, 10~2 mgon (5.19)
and for the strain are
0. = 10 ustrain, 1 strain, 10" pstrain . (5.20)

The vector of synthetic observation L is assembled from Eq. (5.17). The corresponding functional model is based
on the relationship in Eq. (5.16). The sets of predefined sensor precision in Egs. (5.18) to (5.20) are used to formu-
late the stochastic model for the observations.

The index o0 is uniquely assigned to a measurand and a measuring position. For each index 0, 1000 Monte Carlo
Simulations were carried out. In each Monte Carlo simulation, a synthetic measurement/,, is generated. Upon this
observation, the adjusted elastic parameter E and its standard deviation o  are obtained by means of least squares
adjustment.

The results of the sensitivity examination are shown in Figs. 5.4 to 5.7. They show pretty much the expected
conclusion. Nevertheless, Fig. 5.4 is chosen to use as an example to clarify the meaning of the results. The red line
represents a displacement sensor with an precision of o, = 10! mm. At the node position v = 350 the standard
deviation of the estimated elastic modulus is around 0, = 10 GPa. The adjusted elastic modulus E estimated

from a displacement measurement at this node position is around £ = 70 GPa with a standard deviation of
0, = 10 GPa. The estimated parameter may be inexact due to the low precision of the sensor. The “spikes” near
both ends of the specimen show very high standard deviations. Evaluations of the measurements in this particular
area result in unusable estimation of the elastic modulus. This is due to the small displacements near at both ends
that are smaller than the precision of the sensor. The tilt and strain sensor examinations in Figs. 5.5 and 5.6 are
repeated with same results.

Fig. 5.7 shows the impact of the precision of the estimated elastic modulus o 5 depending on the number of sensors.
The precision can be raised by increasing the number of sensors. But at certain amount, the gain of sensor precision
declines. Then, economical aspects has to be considered to evaluate the benefit of precision improvement.

From this examination, we come to the conclusion that a sensor has to be placed at a certain spot where the impact
is greater than its standard deviation. Without this numerical examination and just by applying common sense and
experience to this, we will come to this wisdom, too. But, how does one figure out where the structural impact is the
greatest in advance? Beside engineering hunch, a model-based approach can provide prior knowledge. Itis therefore
highly desirable to incorporate methods of modelling in measuring tasks. Even we should not underestimate the
engineering intuition, but from a rational standpoint a well-developed model is more comprehensible.
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Figure 5.4: Precision of the estimated elastic modulus & & depending on sensor position and
three different precisions of a displacement sensor
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Figure 5.5: Precision of the estimated elastic modulus 0 . depending on sensor position and
three difterent precisions of a tilt sensor
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Figure 5.6: Precision of the estimated elastic modulus & B depending on sensor position and
three different precisions of a strain sensor
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Figure 5.7: Precision of the estimated elastic modulus o & depending on number of sensors
with fixed precision
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5.2 Damage Detection and Localisation within a slender beam

The issues of detection and localisation of damage within a slender beam is being studied. In order to simulate
the beam damage caused by material degradation, in the finite element model we decrease systematically the elas-
tic modulus of a group of finite elements. Since YOUNG’s modulus and the area moment of inertia are coupled
multiplicatively as ET in Eq. (2.265). Therefore, it is indistinguishable, whether one or other has caused the ma-
terial degradation within the beam theory. Thus, the area moment of inertia has to be assumed to be a constant
throughout the whole beam, see Fig. 5.8.

This section is partly published in Wu et al. (2014) and in BECKER et al. (2015).

The specification that is listed in Tab. 5.1 is used. The displacement, the inclination and the strain are calculated
accordingly to Eq. (5.12) and in case each finite element has different elastic modulus the right-hand side load vector
has to be reformulated as follows

3n 3n N 1
Uz = Z K‘omfm = Z Kom( CEujcbm> : (5-21)
m=1 m=1 ¢=1

For the numerical simulation and examination, the amount of simulated damage can be induced by decreasing the
elastic modulus values ¢X = % for a specific element or predefined group of elements. As before, synthetic
measurements were generated by adding normal distributed noise in accordance to the assumed sensor precision
to the computed values w);. The functional model is

3n N 3n 1 N
=2 Fomfn =D > fombm X =) ASX (5.22)
m=1 (=1m=1 ¢=1
| —
=Sa,
or respectively in matrix notation
N 1 N 1 N
_—le -1 | = “12¢p<¢x | — CACY —
L=K'f=K ( CEIb>_Z<K IbX)_ZAX_AX, (5.23)
¢=1 ¢=1 T ¢=1

where the length of the vector CA is 3n, the shape of the design matrix A is 3n x N and the size of the vector of un-
knowns X is N. The issue about this functional model is that it requires all nodes have to be observed. Otherwise,
an under-determined system of equations appears. To overcome this problem, the concept of vbserved unknowns
(KrauUs 1996, pp. 38-42) is used that one may facilitate additional a priori informations to the system. Manufac-
turer information can be considered as a priori knowledge as an example. Here, the Tab. 5.1 is used as an a priori
information to describe the undamaged state of the beam specimen. This approach has two positive characteris-
tics: Firstly, using this method results in an overdetermined system that can be treated with least squares adjustment.

B L i1, E L

-

Figure 5.8: Beam defects due to geometric changes or material changes (left) are simulated

by material degradation (right)
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Table 5.2: Synthetic measurements on beam specimen

measure sensor precision positions

displacement o, = 103 mm 2.43m, 3.64m,4.85m
inclination 0o =10"2mgon  0.02m,7.24m
strain 0. =10"1 ustrain  2.41m, 3.62m, 4.83 m

Secondly, the observed quantities and a priori information are fused into one system, we can stochastically test this
arrangement how well they agree. The statistical significance test of the agreement and, in case of disagreement, a
following localisation of the cause are known as deformation analysis.

Aforementioned, we facilitate the “elastic” moduli X, = EL and its standard deviation o X, = Lo E, of the
0

25

undamaged beam state as a priori information. From the sensitivity examination of Sec. 5.1.5, Fig. 5.7 shows that
a determination of the elastic modulus from the undamaged state of the beam yields an elasticity value of £, =
70 GPa with an average standard deviation of & 5, = 400MPa for up to ten sensors of different types. Therefore,

for this examination, it can be specified that every element of an undamaged beam have the same elastic modulus

1 apriori = X with standard deviation & X, The a priori functional model reads

Y ‘X respectively L =1IX, (5.24)

apriorl - aprlorl

where I is the identity matrix. The total system consists of the a priori functional model in Eq. (5.24) and the “a
posteriori” functional model in Eq. (5.23) reads

L A _
{ ] = [ } X respectively L = AX.. (5.25)
Lapriori I
~
=L =A

A deformation analysis of the total system is performed in two steps: Firstly, a global test is conducted in order
to determine the significance of change between the two beam states. The null hypothesis H; assumes that both
states of the beam is equal, see Eq. (3.68). And the corresponding alternative Hypothesis H, states that both beam
conditions are significant different. Eq. (3.70) is used as H, . Secondly, in case the beam states has been signifi-
cantly changed, i. e., rejection of Hy with favour to H, the one observed unknown elastic modulus in L, that

caused the significant difference has to be localised. This is carried out as follows: We start by removing one ob-

served unknown dlapriori in L, 0 from the total system in Eq. (5.25). Then, least squares adjustment is performed

afterwards. It yields a target function in which the d™ observed unknown is removed (“\d”) from the total system
in Eq. (5.25)

2, = (VTP (\d. (5.26)
This process has to be repeated one by one for all observed unknowns listed in Li,poy;-
from all Q\ 4 Yields the location of the damaged elements. By removing the influence of certain damaged element
from the a priori information, the significance change between the two beam state can be weakened. This also
implies that damage occur at this specific location. Therefore, the deformation analysis can be used to detect and

The smallest target value

localise damage.

Various damage scenarios are introduced in order to examine this approach. Since there are many possibilities to
damage the beam, we restrict ourself to only induce degradation between the beam position 2.77 m and 3.07 m.
Furthermore, we limited ourself to two possible variations: The number of effected finite elements can be increased
from 3 to 30 with step size of 3. The elastic modulus values of the effected finite elements can be decreased from
70 GPa to 15 GPa with step size of 2.5 GPa. Thus, in total we tested 230 possible scenarios, see Fig. 5.9. For each
combination, 1000 Monte Carlo Simulations were performed.

The results of the examination is shown in Figs. 5.10 and 5.11. For a better understanding of the illustrations,
an example is carried out in the following. Eight synthetic measurements at predefined positions were generated
based on Tabs. 5.1 and 5.2. Furthermore, we decreased the elastic modulus of twelve elements to 60 GPa, i.e.,
beam damage is induced between 2.77 m and 2.89 m. According to the result in Fig. 5.10, the damage detection
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Figure 5.9: Examination of predefined damage scenarios
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Figure 5.10: Damage detection depending on material degradation (change of elastic mod-
ulus) and number of damaged elements
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Figure 5.11: Damage localisation depending on material degradation (change of elastic mod-
ulus) and number of damaged elements

probability is 100 %. However, even we expanded the range to 17 ¢, i. e., between 2.50 m and 3.06 m, the result
in Fig. 5.11 shows that out of 1000 MCS, only approximately 500 Monte Carlo Simulations could localise the
damage correctly.

In this examination it was shown that this approach is promising in regard of the damage detection and localisation.
Asdepicted in Figs. 5.10 and 5.11, the rate of detection is more successful than the localisation rate. Even though, the
success rate of damage localisation can be further improved by enhancing numerically the sensor precision in this
analysis. But for achieving more realistic results, the assumed precision sensors are based on the current available
sensor market.

5.3 A Four-Point Bending Test Apparatus for Measurement- and Model-based
Structural Analysis

To examine the capability to detect and localise damage using the presented Measurement- and Model-based Struc-
tural Analysis, a four-point bending test apparatus for an aluminium beam specimen is built for this purpose. In
contrary to the numerical preliminary examinations, the inclination and strain measurements were omitted for cost
reasons. This is regrettable because, as the results in Figs. 5.4 to 5.6 show, the sensor types ofter different precision
in determining the elastic parameter in dependence of the applied position. While the tilt sensors are suitable for
determining the elastic modulus of the beam near the bearings, the displacement and strain sensors are appropriate
for evaluating the centric region of the beam. Since only the displacement measurements are available, damage in
the region at both ends of the beam may not be detected.

Specimen and experimental set-up

The specimen is a 1.5 m long slender aluminium beam with a square cross-section of 35 mm by 35 mm, see
Fig. 5.12. The beam was designed with small indentations. They ensure that the applied and reactive forces always
act in the same place on the beam specimen. On both ends of the lower side of the beam, there are indentations
for the bearings. The notches are located 1 cm from the outer edge of the beam. The bearings consist of a metal
chamfer strip glued to a wooden structure. An aluminium profile was used to connect the bearing to the tripod.
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Figure 5.12: A six-point bending test apparatus for an aluminium beam specimen. This test
device was partly enhanced by scrap such as lead battery, dumbbell, plastic box.

The tripod was placed on top of a metal star. To prevent the tripod from slipping, the tripod spider was glued to
the floor with double-sided adhesive tape. In addition, weights were placed on the stand spider. On the upper side
of the beam there are four indentations for attaching weights. Damage is caused by drilling and sawing the beam.

Measurement system

Photogrammetry is used to measure the deformation of the beam. In order to track the local displacements, in
total 34 round target stickers are applied on the surface of the beam (31 markers) as well as on the tripod (three
markers). The evaluation software has been developed by the Institute of Geodesy and Geoinformation Science at
the Technische Universitit Berlin to determine the position of the markers. Accordingly, the camera calibration
and distortion corrections was carried out by them.

Calibration of the reference state

In order to adjust the elastic modulus of an undamaged slender beam, twelve experiments were conducted. The
properties of target position measurements are listed in Tab. 5.3. In each experiment, the deformation behaviour
of the beam is examined in either unloaded or loaded state. For each beam state, Mhoto
intervals. The exposure time was also taken into account when determining the intervals. A total of 12 by 300
observations are obtained for each of the 31 markers. In order to reduce the computational effort, the median p of
Mshoto coordinate measurements in - and y-direction is used in each state s as an observation for each marker. The
reason for using the median instead of the mean value is that the distribution of the coordinates has no concentric
form. In addition, the median is comparatively more robust against outliers than the mean value. The displacement
vector computed from the corresponding unloaded and loaded states in y-direction serves as observations for the

images are taken at short

calibration and it reads
-
L=[p!-pj PPy P{—Pi Py—P; Py—p¢ PPl
T
The finite element model for a slender beam was discussed in Sec. 2.6.9 and Secs. 5.1 and 5.2. However, in this case,
some small adaptations have to be made. Firstly, the beam consists of 36 non-equidistant elements respectively
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Table 5.3: For each state s, weights (m, m,, ms) were attached to the undamaged beam

specimen and images were taken.

photo

5 Miporo M [kg] my[kg] mg[kg] designation
0 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_0_0
1 300 0.0 3.565 0.0 exp_1_1
2 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_2_0
3 300 0.0 7.12 0.0 exp_3_1
4 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_4_0
5 300 0.0 10.668 0.0 exp_5_1
6 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_6_0
7 300 0.0 17.825 0.0 exp_7_1
8 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_8_0
9 300 0.649 3.563 1.279  exp_9_1
10 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp_10_0
1 300 1.269 7.139 0.660  exp_11_1

37 nodes. The total number of nodes comprises the 31 markers and six force application points. Secondly, it was
observed that the bearings were subsiding. Therefore, a slight extension based on Eq. (5.23) has to be made in
order to take the DIRICHLET boundary conditions as additional unknowns into account. The extended version of

Eq. (5.23) reads ]
o o le=lo V) (529

where K is the singular stiftness matrix, C is the constraint matrix, b is the load matrix, X is the vector of unknowns
and u, contains the DIRICHLET boundary conditions as unknown parameters. This in turn yields
—1
B [K CT} [b 0} {X

C o 01 uo} =[A U] {X} : (5.29)

u,

where upon closer examination the design matrix A is the same as in Eq. (5.23) and the matrix U acts as a kind of
linear correction resulting from the non-trivial boundary conditions. The functional model is based on the above
equation.

The variance-covariance matrix of the marker position observations 3, , is determined by the measurements of the
entire experiment. In total, 12 measurement series were carried out on the undamaged beam (see Tab. 5.3) and 43

series of measurements on various damaged beam (see Tab. 5.4). The vectors xM and yM of lengthn contain

photo
the 2- respectively y-coordinates of a marker M in state s. The residual vectors v, M and Vyi\/[ are computed as

M M M

Vs =X, —Xg andvyiw = yM _gM, (5.30)

where X and M are the median of x respectively y . The residual matrix of the marker position for all marker

in all states is assembled as

Vp = [vxé\/[ vyiw] : (5.31)

The variance-covariance matrix of the marker position observations reads

.
VpVp

Y= 32
PP 412080 — 1870 (5.32)

Since the precision of targets position measurements is considered to be equal for all states and is uncorrelated
between states, the variance-covariance matrix for the displacements reads

YL = [I _I} [Epp : } {_i

. }:zpp+2pp:22

op (5.33)

PP
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Therefore, the variance-covariance matrix of the displacement in 2D reads

5.047-107° 8.204-107 9

1L = 22pp = | go04.10-6 7.233.10°5 | ™™ (5.34)

Accordingly, the standard deviation of the displacement in y-direction is

o, =0, = 0.009mm. (5.35)

Since the functional and stochastic models are available, the elastic modulus of the undamaged beam can be ad-
justed from all twelve experiments respectively six displacement observations. It was specified that all finite elements
have the same YOoUNG’s modulus. Therefore, in a first step, one elastic parameter and six by two unknown Dir1cH-
LET boundary conditions were determined. In a second step, the adjusted DIRICHLET boundary conditions are
fixed and at the same time the modulus of elasticity is re-adjusted. The adjusted elastic modulus is

E = 67.397 GPawith o, = 0.062 GPa (5.36)

and corresponds to that of aluminium. Moreover, the adjusted results are also shown in Fig. 5.13. The bending
lines are shown in top left corner (u; blue, u, red, u; yellow, u, green, us brown, ug light blue). The measured
displacements are marked as a black star. Correspondingly, the residuals are shown in top right corner. In some
cases, it is advantageous to have all residuals in one representation which is shown in the middle of the figure. Both
red vertical bars represent the removed outliers. They were detected using standardised residuals which is shown in
bottom of the figure.

Damage detection and localisation

In the same way as in Sec. 5.2, the presented approach is followed in order to detect and localise damage. However,
to avoid long computation time, in case where the global test failed to reject the null hypothesis, the standardised
residuals NV, of the observed unknown elastic parameters are evaluated. Aforementioned, the finite element dis-
cretization of the beam specimen is determined in dependence on the attached markers as well as the application
points of the forces and bearings. Thus, the finite element model of the beam consists of 36 non-equidistant ele-
ments. Considering the two boundary conditions and alinear interpolation of the elastic parameter of each element,
a total of 39 unknowns result. An incorrect adjustment of the boundary conditions as unknowns can occur as the
elastic parameters of the elements attempt to compensate for the effects of yielding bearings. To counter this effect,
the following approach is proposed. In a first step, all elements share the same elastic modulus. In other words,
one YOUNG’s modulus and two boundary conditions have to be determined from the displacement observations.
Then, in the second step, the adjusted boundary conditions are used as fixed values, while the 36 elastic parameters
are determined from the displacement observations.

The beam was gradually damaged at a fixed position, see Fig. 5.14. The edge-to-edge length of the beam is 1500 mm.
As shown, the damage was caused at approximately 383 mm, measured from the right edge. The beam length in
the finite element model is 1480 mm which corresponds to the distance between the bearings. Thus, the damage
position is at approximate 1107 mm. The damage has been successively increased, see Tab. 5.4. First, the beam
was drilled through with a radius of 4 mm. Six different load experiments were then carried out (exp4mm). The
damage was not detected in five out of six cases. And the localization of the fault failed where an alleged damage
was detected. The borehole is then extended to a radius of 8 mm. Four stress tests were carried out here (exp8mm).
Again, three out of four cases the damage undetectable. The beam was then further damaged. The borehole was
extended to 10 mm radius (expl0mm), then two more holes were drilled with 10 mm radius each (exp3L), and
damage was further increased (exp3L2). Again, no damage was noticeably detected. Then, the beam was sawed
(exp_Y, exp_K). Here, it was observed that if the attached weights were large enough, the damage was detected but
the localisation of the damage failed. Ultimately, the damage was large enough (exp_Z), so that the damage could
be detected and localized repeatedly. The complete process is shown in the Tab. 5.5.

Some examples of the results from the evaluation are discussed. Attention should be paid to the residuals. Fig. 5.15
shows the evaluation of displacement measurements u,. In this case, no damage is detected and the beam was
actually undamaged. In Fig. 5.16, however, the displacement measurements u; evaluation lead to false damage

100 A FOUR-POINT BENDING TEST APPARATUS FOR MEMOS | MEMOS



0.015
0.010 -+
0.005 ~ |
.
= £ 0.000 +
g E
E <
g T: -0.005 1
z g
A
-0.010 o
-0.015 l *
-0.020 +
0 S(I)O IOIOO 0 560 10I00
Position  [mm)] Position « [mm)]
0.02 +
E 0.01 +
E “I |||I | |||| ||||I || |||| |||| || || ||| fin . || |||| | “I ||| ||| |||| I| L
= 000 1y U T e ' Y ' Tl
E | |||||| ™ |||||| ||I||Il||'|l|l I||I
5]
"2 .0.01 -
-0.02 T T T T T T
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175
nodes
2.0

0 25 S0 75 100 125 150 175
nodes

Figure 5.13: Deflection lines of the undamaged beam subjected to various external forces and
the measured displacement from photogrammetry (top left), the corresponding
residuals (top right), the complete residuals in one representation (middle) and
the corresponding standardised residuals (bottom)
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Table 5.4: For each state s, weights (1, 14, M) were attached to the damaged beam spec-

imen and n images were taken.

photo
5 Mohoro M1 [kg] mqy[kg] mg[kg] designation
12 300 0.0 0.0 00  exp4mm_0_0
13 300 0.0 17.819 0.0 exp4mm_1_1
14 294 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp4mm_2_0
15 300 0.0 3.563 0.0 exp4mm_3_1
16 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp4mm_4_0
17 300 0.0 7.134 0.0 exp4mm_5_1
18 298 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp4mm_6_0
19 300 0.0 3.564 0.0 exp4mm_7_1
20 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp4mm_38_0
21 300 0.0 7.135 0.0 exp4mm_9_1
22 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp4mm_10_0
23 289 0.0 17.817 0.0 exp4mm_11_1
24 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp8mm_0_0
25 300 0.0 17.82 0.0 exp8mm_1_1
26 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp8mm_2_0
27 150 0.0 10.709 0.0 exp8mm_3_1
28 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp8mm_4_0
29 150 0.0 3.593 0.0 exp8mm_5_1
30 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp8mm_4_0
31 150 0.0 3.593 0.0 exp8mm_6_1
32 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 explOmm_0_0
33 150 0.0 3.569 0.0 explOmm_1_1
34 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp3L_0_0
35 150 0.0 3.578 0.0 exp3L_1_1
36 150 0.0 0.0 0.0 exp3L2_0_0
37 150 0.0 3.545 0.0 exp3L2_1_1
38 150 0.0 7121 0.0  exp3L2_ 2.1
39 150 0.0 10.698 0.0 exp3L2_3_1
40 150 0.0 0.0 00  exp. Y 00
41 150 0.0 3.546 0.0 exp_Y 11
42 150 0.0 7.125 0.0 exp_Y_2 1

43 150 0.0 10.703 0.0 exp_Y 31
44 150 0.0 14.248 0.0 exp_Y_4_1

45 150 0.0 0.0 00  exp K 0.0
46 150 0.0 7114 00  exp K11
47 139 0.0 0.0 00 exp.Z 0.0
48 150 00 10695 0.0 exp Z 11
49 150 0.0 0.0 00 exp.Z 20
50 150 0.0 3561 0.0  exp Z 3.1
51 150 0.0 7128 0.0  exp Z 41
52 150 0.0  10.69 00 exp Z5.1

53 150 0.0 14.241 0.0 exp_Z_6_1
54 150 0.0 17.808 0.0 exp_Z_7_1
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Table 5.5: The measurement data designation indicates whether the beam is actually dam-

0to s, the

theoretical reference standard deviation o), the empirical reference standard devi-
ation s, the test statistic 2, the threshold value for all cases X?«J— o = 44.985 for

aged or undamaged, the displacement measurements set u, from state s

redundancy 7 = 31 and error probability & = 5 %, if it holds p : x? > X%,l— o
then reject H,, in favour of H ,, the allegedly damaged finite element ¢ respec-

tively E, the ratio r; = QZ?E between the damaged and undamaged finite ele-

ment, 22E and E, the total attached weights m

designation u;, s s° o 50 X2 D ¢ 2F Tl m
[(1073] [1073] [GPa]  [%] [kg]

0 1 0 5742 3416  10.973 false 3.565

1 3 2 5742 3775  13.395 false 7.120

2 S 4 5742 6585  40.768 false 10.668

P 3 7 6 5742 7465  52.399 true 7 17.825
4 9 8 5742 4535  19.337 false 5.491

5 11 10 5742  3.828  13.778 false 9.068

6 13 12 5742 558  29.331 false 17.819

7 15 14 5742 3878  14.136 false 3.563

) 8 17 16 5742 4872 22316 false 7.134
expmm 9 19 18 5742  3.904  14.328 false 3.564
10 21 20 5742 5015  23.645 false 7.135

11 23 22 5742 7.344  50.713 true 8 17.818

12 25 24 5742 10.003  94.065 true 10 17.820

q 13 27 26 5742  6.883  44.542 false 10.709
SPOMIM 1 29 28 5742 3778 13421 false 3.593
15 31 30 5742 3345  10.517 false 3.593

explOmm 16 33 32 5.742 2.732 7.017 false 3.569
exp3L 17 35 34 5.742 6.695 42.145 false 3.578
18 37 36 5742 3304  10.261 false 3.545

exp3L2 19 38 36 5742 5991  33.744 false 7.121
20 39 36 5742 8281  64.466 true 11 10.698

21 41 40 5742 4295  17.347 false 3.546

v 22 42 40 5.742  6.412  38.652 false 7.125
P 23 43 40 5.742 8187  63.009 true 11 10.703
24 44 40 5.742 16.087 243.297 true 12 14.248

exp_K 25 46 45 5.742 12526  147.514 true 1S 7.114
26 48 47 5.742 53.867 2727.981 true 22 67.348 99.93 10.695

27 S0 49 5.742 17.065  273.799 true 22 67.392 99.99  3.561

. 28 51 49 5.742 34.300 1106.085 true 22 67.376 99.97  7.128
P 29 52 49 5.742 53.330 2673.953 true 22 67.348 99.93 10.690
30 53 49 5.742 68.296 4385.298 true 22 67.313 99.88 14.241

31 54 49 5742 86.981 7112.952 tue 22 67.264 99.80 17.808
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Figure 5.14: The position where damage is induced.

detection. In Fig. 5.17, the beam was actually damaged, but no damage was detected for the displacement measure-
ments Uy;. In Fig. 5.18, the evaluation of the displacement measurements u, leads to positive damage detection,
but the damage is located incorrectly as seen in Fig. 5.19. Finally, consistent results can be obtained for the analysis
of measurement series Uy to U3 In these cases, the damage to the beam was large enough so that, regardless of the
applied forces, the global test was always positive and the location of the damage was always confined in the same
place. For the measurements u,; in Fig. 5.20 approximately three and a half kilograms of weight were attached to
the beam. The localization of the damage pointed to the element node ( = 22, see Fig. 5.21. For the measurement
series U3 in Fig. 5.22, approximately 18 kilograms were placed on the beam. As seen in Fig. 5.23, the element node
¢ = 22is also the location of damage.

Aforementioned, the damage position is at approximate 1107 mm. Thus, it affects the element node ¢ = 24 which
is at 1112 mm. However, according to the performed analysis, the damage is located at the element node ¢ = 22
which is at 990 mm. This results in an error estimate of 117 mm (= 1107 mm — 990 mm). In relation to the

total length of 1480 mm, the mislocalization is less than 8 percent, (5522 ~ 0.079).

Conclusion

By means of a beam bending experiment, the evaluation has shown that the Measurement- and Model-based Struc-
tural Analysis is capable of detecting and locating damage. However, the likelihood of localizing damage is ham-
pered by systematic influences. Here, in this particular case, it was observed that ambient light affected the pho-
togrammetric system. Ambient light changes, for example, due to the influence of clouds. As a result, the pixels
on the images change their contrasts and thus influencing the adjusting circular position of the marker. It is also
inevitable that the markers will become soiled over time. This also impacts an apparent change in the marker posi-
tion. Subsiding tripods and bearings was also unhelpful in reducing systematic influences during evaluation. The
maximum deflection was approximately 1.4 mm and due to the subsiding of roughly 0.1 mm, the elastic param-
eter was missing 3 GPa at the end of the adjustment. In order to counteract the subsidence, on the one hand the
finite element model had to be extended, on the other hand the attached weight should not become too large. Since
the beam was very stift and it was not possible to attach too much weight, the deflection became too small. But it
was necessary that the deflection had to be large enough to overcome the noise and systematic influences of pho-
togrammetry. In the end, there was no other choice but to increase the damage to the beam. This made it possible
to achieve consistent damage detection and localisation.
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Figure 5.15: Undamaged beam subjected to external weight of 5.491 kg, adjusted deflection
line and measured displacement u, (top left), the corresponding residuals as
line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); no damage detected
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Figure 5.16: Undamaged beam subjected to external weight of 17.825 kg, adjusted deflec-
tion line and measured displacement ug (top left), the corresponding residuals
as line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); damage detected, false alarm
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Figure 5.17: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 3.546 kg, adjusted deflection
line and measured displacement u,,; (top left), the corresponding residuals as
line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); no damage detected

A FOUR-POINT BENDING TEST APPARATUS FOR MEMOS | MEMOS

107



0.0
00304 ¥
-0.1 A *
0.025 A
— -0.2 1 0.020 A
g —
£ g
= é 0.015
é’ 0.3 1 = g
5 5
< 172}
- 2 0.010 A
A -0.4 - 1
0.005 A
-0.5 1
0.000 A
—0.6 i T T T T
0 500 1000 0 500 1000
Position z [mm] Position x [mm]
_0.02 1
é I I I ] | i
=]
et
5]
~
-0.02
T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
3 -
= 2
1 -
0 -
0 S 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 5.18: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 7.114 kg, adjusted deflection
line and measured displacement u, (top left), the corresponding residuals as
line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); damage detected
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Figure 5.19: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 7.114 kg, displacement mea-
surements Uys; elastic moduli of the beam (top), the residuals of the observed
unknowns (middle), the standardised residuals of the observed unknowns (bot-
tom); damage localisation at element node { = 15
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Figure 5.20: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 3.561 kg, adjusted deflection
line and measured displacement uy; (top left), the corresponding residuals as
line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); damage detected
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Figure 5.21: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 3.561 kg, displacement mea-

surements Uyy; elastic moduli of the beam (top), the residuals of the observed
unknowns (middle), the standardised residuals of the observed unknowns (bot-
tom); damage localisation at element node ¢ = 22
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Figure 5.22: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 17.808 kg, adjusted deflection

line and measured displacement ug; (top left), the corresponding residuals as
line representation (top right), the corresponding residuals as bar representa-
tion (middle), and the standardised residuals of the displacement observations
(bottom); damage detected
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Figure 5.23: Damaged beam subjected to external weight of 17.808 kg, displacement mea-
surements Usq; elastic moduli of the beam (top), the residuals of the observed
unknowns (middle), the standardised residuals of the observed unknowns (bot-
tom); damage localisation at element node ¢ = 22
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5.4 Adjustment of Material Parameters from Displacement Field Measurement

The determination of material parameters from displacement field measurement is being examined for linear elas-
tic solid. A frequently used approach to compute material constants can be found in many studies. Even though
they presented the approach in many variations, but in the end they are essentially based on the same algorithm:
Parameters are iteratively tuned until the computed results are in accordance with the measurements. The main
drawback of this approach is that mainly commercial software is used that hinders us to investigate its inner eval-
uation process. This leads to the question, how the results from this commercial software can be trusted. On the
contrary to these debatable approaches, a method is presented that inverts the procedure of finite element method
by using the most general model for a least squares adjustment — the Gauss-HELMERT Model.

This section is partly published in Wu et al. (2016).

The integration of finite element method into the least squares adjustment is further extended for a joint evaluation
of an elastostatic model and displacement field measurement. For linear solids which obey the HOOKE’s law, the
material parameters determination from measurements is being examined. Aforementioned, many algorithms for
computing material parameters from measurements are given in the literature. But essentially they are the same.
This approach tunes iteratively the parameters until the computed finite element method results are in accordance
with the measurements, see Fig. 5.1. The main issue is that this algorithm contains inaccessible program parts.
Due to these restrictions, we are hindered to comprehend the inner process of the programs. Consequently, the
question arises as to how we can be sure that the result from this algorithm is reliable. In contrast to this debatable
approach, we follow a rigorous and direct method. Hereby, it is necessary to understand every aspect of the process:
From modelling part by means of continuum mechanics, numerical approximation by finite element method and
computation of material parameters from measurements by least squares adjustment. The “classical” finite element
method procedure starts with known material constants and ends up with computed fields such as displacement or
temperature field. We present a method to invert the finite element method procedure using the most general model
for a least squares adjustment — the Gauss-HELMERT Model. From measured displacement field, the material
parameters are directly calculated.

The focus is to show the basic concept of this integrated analysis, therefore we conveniently limit the example to a
simplified case. Firstly, we examine a linear elastic isotropic solid. In Vo1GT’s notation (ZIENKIEWICZ et al. 2013,
p- 23), the stiffness tensor in matrix notion in Eq. (2.142) reads

A+ 2u A A i
A+ 2u A
C— A4 2p
I
I
| symmetrical ]
[Ch1 Cp Cpy 1
Cn Ci
_ Ch
Cua ’
Cyy
| symmetrical Cyy

where the LAME constants are re-expressed as C}; = A + 2u, C9 = Aand Cy; = pu. Secondly, we consider an
elastostatic case and where the body forces such as gravity force are neglected. Applying the finite element method
leads to

Odu,; O
/C’L]k‘l %’L% dV == /\&'I/th dA = (Cll I(11 + 012K12 + C44K44)u = f, (537)
4§ 0T

where KM K12, K4 are the stiffness matrices given by the initial geometry of the solid, the load vector f given
by the known applied surface forces t; and u is the measured displacement field vector. Lastly, we assume that the
displacement field vector u can be completely measured with the same precision for all values. Thus, the associated
weight matrix P is the identity matrix. The stiffness matrices K1, K2, K** and the load vector f are considered
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as error-free. The aim is to determine the material constants C';, C}5 and Cy from the observed displacement

field u.

In adjustment theory, this is a non-linear adjustment problem and it is known as adjustment with condition equa-
tions. It can be solved with Gauss-HELMERT Model after linearisation. The functional relationship based on
Eq. (5.37) reads

(CK" + O K2+ Cy K (u+v) =f, (5.38)
where the vector of residuals v is introduced for the observed displacement field u. For the condition equations,
we write

T = (O K" + O, K2 + CyK*) (u+v) —f=0. (5.39)

The design matrices A and B are obtained as follows
B = 8£ _ CO Kll + CO K12 + CO K44 (5 40)

- v v=v0 11 12 44 .
X=X0
and -
T ax|v=v T KM (u+v%) KP(u+v?) K¥u+vY)], (5.41)
X=X0

where the starting values for the vector of residuals is v and for the vector of unknowns is
X'=1[cy, €%, C°%]. (5.42)
For the vector of misclosures w, we have
w=-Bv'+ 9= K''u+ Cp,KPu+ Cpy K —f. (5.43)
Solving Eq. (3.24) iteratively by means of the above design matrices, A and B, and vector of misclosures w until a
break-off condition is met, we obtain the wanted unknown material parameters.

An application example may provide some insight to this presented method. Without loss of generality, we dis-
cretised a aluminium solid cube with the side length of 40 mm into 20250 tetrahedrons with 4096 nodes. The
simulated displacement field ug,, is generated by means of Eq. (5.37)

ug, = (C K+ O K2+ Oy K 7', (5.44)

where the stiffness matrices K!!, K'2 and K** are determined by the geometrical and discretisation specification
of the cube as well as fixed boundary conditions. The applied force vector f is predefined. The elastic parameters
for aluminium are

Cy, = 1.025-10° MPa, C}5 = 5.281- 10 MPaand C,, = 2.584 - 10* MPa. (5.45)
Then, the simulated displacement field ug,, is used as observed quantities
U = Ugp, » (546)

without adding measurement noise for the sake of simplicity. Poor starting values were used for test purposes. The
initial elastic parameters are chosen one order of magnitude smaller than the true values

Y =1.0-10*MPa, C% = 5.0- 10> MPa, C), = 2.0- 10> MPa
and the vector of residuals also contains poor initial values
VO=[1 1 - 1],
nevertheless the solution converges stably to the true values as in Eq. (5.45) after 18 iterations.

In this numerical analysis, the determination of material parameters is conducted rigorously with least squares
adjustment in combination with the deterministic elastostatic model. This opens the possibility of assessments for
material constants and their stochastic properties with statistic tests. The characteristic of measurements is that
only a small sample information of the complete body is captured. An important aspect to follow is how to recover
material parameters with “incomplete” information which is often the case with measurements. This examination
is performed with an illustrative example in the next section.
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Figure 5.24: Aluminium profile with a geometrical complex inner structure can be substi-
tuted by an approximate model

5.5 Approximate Model for Geometrical Complex Structures

Many engineering structures are nowadays made of composite materials or metal foam. These modern engineering
materials contain very complex inner geometry. To simulate the deformational behaviour of these structures often
requires a high number of discretisation elements. This in turn yields a very large system of linear equations that
are extremely time and memory consuming or practically impossible to solve. It is therefore desirable to find an
approach to overcome this obstacle. A numerical method is proposed to find an approximate substitute model for
geometrical complex structures.

This section is partly published in Wu et al. (2017).

Aluminium profiles such as shown in Fig. 5.24 (left) are often used to construct frames for carrying loads. Predic-
tion of the deformational behaviour of a construction built from aluminium profiles is often computed in finite
element method. Due to the aluminium profiles’ complex formed cross section and its size in proportion to the
structure, an extremely high number of discretisation points is required. This leads to various computational prob-
lems and ridiculous requirements such as a very long calculation time as well as an extreme computer memory
demand. Therefore, it is highly desired to find a substitute model as shown in Fig. 5.24 (right) that can be easily
discretised and thus needs less memory and computational time.

A cubic segment of the aluminium profile is substituted by a solid cubic body. The complex inner geometry as well
as the material properties (Aluminium: £/ = 66.6 GPa, ;1 = 0.34) are given. As shown in Fig. 5.24, the aim is to
find an approximate model, which indicates very similar deformational behaviour as the aluminium profile. The
approximate model is a solid cube and has the dimension as external dimension of the complex profile. While the
complex structured aluminium profile is made of linear elastic isotropic material (two parameters), the approximate
model has to be made of an anisotropic linear elastic material in order to pay for its geometrical simplicity. In other
words, the challenge is to find the material constants of an anisotropic solid cube that deforms approximately in
the same way as the geometrical complex profile made of isotropic material. Both bodies are subjected to the same
external loads.

The aim is to find the set of elastic parameters for the substitute model that mimics approximately the deforma-
tional behaviour of the original finite element model. The unknown elastic parameters of the anisotropic linear
elastic material can be estimated by means of least squares adjustment. Via finite element method the complete
deformation field of the original body can be computed, and we are using this field to determine the substitute
model’s elastic parameters. But we limit ourselves that we can only observe, respectively only use, the displacement
field on the surface. However, a comparison between both models in Figs. 5.25 (a) and 5.25 (b) shows that the sur-
face nodes of them are fundamentally different: Firstly, generally the surface nodes of the substitute model and the
original model do not coincide. But, it is possible to interpolate the vector value within the original finite element
model for the substitute model. Secondly, some surface nodes that exist on the substitute model do not exist on the
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Figure 5.25: (a) Undeformed substitute model; (b) Undeformed original model; (c) De-
formed original model; (d) Overlay comparison between the undeformed (grey)
and deformed (red transparent) body of the original model; (e) Displacement
field; (f) Overlay comparison between the undeformed (grey) and deformed
(red transparent) body of the substitute model
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original model (“gaps”). In this case, vector values of these surface nodes are treated as additional unknowns. Same
goes for the nodes within the body of the substitute model. Thus, the yellow dots in Figs. 5.25 (a) and 5.25 (b)
show the surface nodes that exist in the substitute model as well as exist in or are interpolated from the original
finite element model. When a predefined force is applied to the original finite element model in Fig. 5.25 (b), the
model will be deformed as shown in Fig. 5.25 (c). Accordantly, as shown in Fig. 5.25 (d), the yellow dots in the
undeformed state will move to their new destination in the deformed state that are marked as blue dots. The dis-
placement of the nodes from the undeformed to the deformed state (respectively yellow dots to blue dots) yields
the displacement field in Fig. 5.25 (e). The aim is to determine the anisotropic linear elastic parameters of the sub-
stitute model subjected to the same predefined force, where the substitute model will yield approximately the same
displacement field as the original body; see Fig. 5.25 (f).

Under predefined loading set-up, the displacement field u of a cubic segment of the aluminium profile can be
computed by means of the finite element method according to Eq. (5.37) as follows

u —= (CllKll + 012 K12 + C44K44)71f (547)

where K is the stiffness matrix that is determined by the complex inner geometry of the aluminium profile segment,
the elastic constants C, C}, and C, are computed from the YOoUNG’s modulus and Po1ssoN’s ratio, E and p,
for aluminium and f is the load vector which is computed from the given external loads.

Anisotropic linear elastic materials can have up to 21 parameters. Therefore, we obtain a system of linear equations
from the finite element method for the anisotropic substitute cube as follows

21
<Z C’kKk> u =T, (5.48)
k=1

where C); are the elastic parameters and K are the stiffness matrices of the substitute body. The determination
of the 21 material constants from displacement field is a non-linear adjustment problem that can be solved with
Gauss-HELMERT Model after linearisation. Aforementioned, non-existing and non-observable nodes have to be
treated as additional unknowns. Therefore, some adaptation has to be made in regard to the vector of misclosures
w and the design matrices A and B in the adjustment.

Eq. (5.47) is used to compute the “observable” displacement field of the original aluminium segment. Unfor-
tunately, due to the “empty gaps” in the aluminium profile, some displacements are non-existent or are non-
observable in point of view of the approximate model. The required but absent part of displacement field becomes
additional “virtual” displacement field in the approximate model. In other words, in Eq. (5.48) the “unobservable”
displacement field turns into additional unknowns. As a consequence, the vector of unknowns contains the 21 elas-
tic parameters as well as the virtual displacement field. Furthermore, we required that the observable displacement
field nodes can be obtained only on the surface of the aluminium beam. The virtual displacement nodes as well as
nodes within the aluminium body are considered as unobservable nodes, and they will be estimated based on the
observable displacement nodes.

In order to determine the design matrices A and B, itis necessary to assemble the observed and unobserved stiftness
k

virtual®
matrix A consists of two parts

matrices, be ,and K based on corresponding columns in the stiffness matrices K, in Eq. (5.48). The design

where
AC = [Klu* Kzu* e K2111*] (5.50)
and
21
Au = Z Ck K]\firtual : (551)
k=1

The vector u* contains the virtual displacementu ;. as well as observable displacement plus their corresponding
residuals, u_, . + v. The matrix B is computed as

21
k=1
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The vector of misclosures reads .
w=_Bv+ (Z CkK’“> ut - f. (5.53)
k=1

Anisotropic linear elastic materials can have up to 21 parameters. Due to symmetric considerations of the cubic
segment of the aluminium profile, it is possible to reduce the number of elastic parameters to six parameters and
therefore the HoOKE’s law in Voigt’s matrix notation becomes

(011 ] @ @ @ 1 €]
022 @ % €22
O33| _ €33
= 5.54
093 @ 2e93 ( )
013 @ 2e3
(0] | symmetrical @_ [ 2€15]

The above six parameters are determined by the simultaneous evaluation of seven different displacement fields.
Figs. 5.26 to 5.32 show that these seven displacement fields were obtained by seven independent experiments. In
Figs.5.26t05.28, three (inverted) compression testings were performed in order to determine how a sample changes
in response to an external load. A compression test is depicted in FLUGGE (1975, p. 171). A cubic segment of the
original aluminium profile is inserted in a rigid die. One surface of the sample is loaded by external force while the
other five sample sides are fixed due to the undeformable virtual die. This test set-up causes the induced normal
stress to change solely its associated normal strain. The other strain components vanish. For example, when normal
stress oy is induced in Fig. 5.26, only the normal strain €, results. Therefore, the elastic modulus (1) in Eq. (5.54)
can be computed as the ratio of normal stress and normal strain (1) = % The same goes for the cases of 9y and

€99 for modulus (1), and 045 and e55 for modulus (2). In this approximation, “inverted” compression tests were
performed. The specimen is pulled instead of compressed. Other than that, the boundary conditions remains the
same. In Figs. 5.29 to 5.31, three simple shear testings were conducted. One expects that, when a sample is sheared,
the surface subjected to the shear force subsides perpendicular to the shear force direction. However, this is not the
case for this test, since this results in a shear strain as well as an unwanted normal strain. A simple shear test prevent
during the shear test the formation of normal strain in a sample through an appropriate set-up, see for example
Fig. 5.31. The simple shear simulation set-up is implemented through suitable boundary conditions. This in turn
enables us to determine the elastic parameters @ or @ Finally, in Fig. 5.32, an uniaxial tensile testing is carried

out. This allows us to compute the elastic modulus (1), (2),(5)and (6). The adjusted elastic parameter yields

r12.951 10.575  7.012 T
10.575 12.951  7.012

7.012  7.012 47.107
C= 10210 GPa. (5.55)

10.210

L 6.129 |
In order to verify the computed six parameters in Eq. (5.55) for the substitute model, in Fig. 5.33 a comparison
were made between an original aluminium profile beam (grey) and a beam made out of the anisotropic material
(red, transparent) with the adjusted parameters. Both beams have the same length, either { = 1520 mm (Fig. 5.34)
or ! = 700 mm (Fig. 5.35). Three different forces are applied: /' = 50 N (blue), F' = 500 N (yellow) and F' =
5000 N (red). Three different test set-ups are used: Three-point bending test, one and double-sided cantilever test.
Thus, in total 18 tests were performed. In each test, the maximum deflection values of the substitute max |u, |

and the original beam max |u,,;,| are evaluated by means of the relative error that is defined as follows

orig

max |usubs’ — max |uorig|

e 100% . (5.56)

el = max ’ uorig ’

The relative error e, are shown in Figs. 5.34 and 5.35. More detailed results are listed in Tab. 5.6. One can observe
that for all cases, except for one case, the relative errors e, are less than one percent. The relative error for that
one case is around 2.7 %. Since a linear elastostatic model was implemented, the different amount of the forces
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Figure 5.26: An “inverted” compression test in x-axis direction on the surface normal in
¥ -axis direction; zop left A normal stress 0 is applied to the original sample;
top right A normal stress 0 is applied to the substitute sample; bottom left An
overlay comparison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed
state; bottom right Parameter (1) and also due to symmetry considerations pa-
rameter @ can be determined in this test
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Figure 5.27: An “inverted” compression test in 5-axis direction on the surface normal in
Ty-axis direction; zop left A normal stress 055 is applied to the original sample;
top right A normal stress 05, is applied to the substitute sample; bottom left An
overlay comparison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed
state; bottom right Parameter (1) and also due to symmetry considerations pa-
rameter @ can be determined in this test
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Figure 5.28: An “inverted” compression test in x3-axis direction on the surface normal in
x5-axis direction; zop left A normal stress 045 is applied to the original sample;
top right A normal stress 035 is applied to the substitute sample; bottom left An
overlay comparison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed
state; bottom right Parameter (2) can be determined in this test
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Figure 5.29: A simple shear test in x4-axis direction on the surface normal in z4-axis direc-
tion; zop left A shear stress 093 is applied to the original sample; zop right A
shear stress 045 is applied to the substitute sample; botzom left An overlay com-
parison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed state; bottom
right Parameter (3) and also due to symmetry considerations parameter @) can
be determined in this test

APPROXIMATE MODEL | MEMOS

2e95

123



B (3]
013 @

| symmetrical

Figure 5.30: A simple shear test in x-axis direction on the surface normal in z4-axis direc-
tion; zop left A shear stress 05 is applied to the original sample; zop right A
shear stress 0, 5 is applied to the substitute sample; botzom left An overlay com-
parison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed state; bottom
right Parameter (3) and also due to symmetry considerations parameter @) can
be determined in this test
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Figure 5.31: A simple shear test in x;-axis direction on the surface normal in x,-axis direc-
tion; zop left A shear stress 0, is applied to the original sample; zop right A
shear stress o4 is applied to the substitute sample; bottom left An overlay com-
parison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed state; bottom
right Parameter (4) can be determined in this test
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Figure 5.32: An uniaxial tensile test in x;-axis direction on the surface normal in x-axis
direction; fop left A normal stress 0 ; is applied to the original sample; zop right
A normal stress 0 is applied to the substitute sample; bottom left An overlay
comparison between the original and substitute samples in a deformed state;

bottom right Parameters (1), (2),(5) and (6) can be determined in this test
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Figure 5.33: For the verification of the adjusted elastic parameters, a comparison between a
original aluminium beam with a substitute beam is being made

e =0.25%

Figure 5.34: Overlay comparison between original aluminium (grey) beam and substitute
beam (red, transparent); length of the beams: 1520 mmj; Three test set-ups: zop
Three-point bending test, middle one sided cantilever test and bottom double
sided cantilever test; Three different forces: 50 N (blue), 500 N (yellow) and
5000 N (red)
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e = 0.81%

Figure 5.35: Overlay comparison between original aluminium (grey) beam and substitute
beam (red, transparent); length of the beams: 700 mm; Three test set-ups: zop
Three-point bending test, middle one sided cantilever test and bottom double
sided cantilever test; Three different forces: 50N (blue), 500 N (yellow) and
5000 N (red)
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Table 5.6: Results of original and substitute beams that are subjected to three-point bending
tests (TP), double sided cantilever tests (DC) and single sided cantilever tests (SC)
and the total computational time (TCT)

beam length [ = 1520 mm

Forces [N] max |u |[mm] max‘uorig| [mm] Crel [%]

subs

50 0.3894 0.3881 0.3319

TP 500 3.894 3.881 0.3319
5000 38.94 38.81 0.3319

50 0.098 26 0.098 51 0.2524

DC 500 0.9826 0.9851 0.2524
5000 9.826 9.851 0.2524

50 6.181 6.146 0.5667

SC 500 61.81 61.46 0.5667
5000 618.1 614.6 0.5667

TCT |s] 75 11246
beam length [ = 700 mm

50 0.03909 0.03907 0.0438

TP 500 0.3909 0.3907 0.0438
5000 3.909 3.907 0.0438

50 0.01029 0.01057 2.6324

DC 500 0.1029 0.1057 2.6324
5000 1.029 1.057 2.6324

50 0.606 41 0.6015 0.8137

SC 500 6.0641 6.015 0.8137
5000 60.641 60.15 0.8137

TCT [s} 67 3878
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that are applied to the beams are irrelevant for relative error. The linearity elasticity assured that the ratio of the ap-
plied force and the displacement is always constant, e. g., double amount of applied forces yields double amount of
displacement. This homogenisation process accelerates the computational time and cuts down the memory usage
immensely. In the presented case, finite element simulations for the original beam took roughly in total 4 hours and
12 minutes (11 246 s + 3878 s), while for substitute beam it was just in total two-and-a-half minutes (75 s + 67 s).
Nevertheless, “all that glitters is not gold”, there are some disadvantages accompanying this approach. Firstly, alot of
considerations has to be made in order to figure out the “right” experiments. In our case, it was seven independent
experiments: three compression testings, three shear testings and one uniaxial tensile testing. When other think-
able testing set-ups are added to the evaluation, they distorted the set of parameters and led to wrong verification
results. For example, in a simple shear test, applying a shear stress 035 on to the original aluminium beam segment
leads to a deformation that is different from when applying a shear stress 0'3. In point of view of the substitute
model the original body in general behaves non-linear. It is therefore impossible to mimic non-linear behaviour in
linear elastostatic model even all 21 constants are used in order to fit this task. In order to induce approximately
linear behaviour, one has to apply as little as possible amount of forces during the experiments. Furthermore, test
set-ups that induce non-linear behaviour has to be discarded. Secondly, the finite element mesh composition of the
substitute body is able to influence the adjustment of the parameters, especially the elastic parameter (5) and (6).
When the mesh formation is changed, we obtained another set of parameter. Thus, the adjusted set of elastic pa-
rameters are only valid for a specific pre-defined mesh arrangement. Lastly, the Gauss-HELMERT Model is more
general than the Gauss-Markov Model. But, from a numerical point of view the Gauss-Markov Model is
more numerically stable than Gauss-HELMERT Model when it comes to dealing with inverting large matrices. It
is therefore desirable to reformulate this class of problem that is suitable for an Gauss-Markov Model approach.

5.6 A Small Scale Test Bridge for Measurement- and Model-based Structural
Analysis

In order to further examine the capability of Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis to detect and
locate damage on complex structures, a small-scale truss bridge model (1520 mm x 720 mm x 720 mm) made of
aluminium profiles is built as a test specimen for this purpose. This test bridge is named Variationsbriicke. As the
two numerical preliminary examinations in Secs. 5.4 and 5.5 show, the determination of the material parameters
of linear-elastic bodies is naturally related to the displacement field measurement by the elastostatic equation in
Eq. (2.162). To what extent the inclination and strain field measurements can be considered in the elastostatic
equation is tricky to answer. First, it would be necessary to determine how inclination and strain variables are
expressed in the elastostatic equation as in Sec. 5.1.2. Then, a special non-linear finite element has to be developed
based on thisidentification similar to Sec. 2.6.9. Afterwards, it can be answered to what extent which advantages can
be achieved with hybrid measurements. However, this would go beyond the scope of this dissertation. Therefore,
only the displacement field measurement with linear finite element is considered, since the emphasis lies in the
complex geometric modelling.

Specimen structure and experimental set-up

The truss frame of the test bridge is made of aluminium profiles with a sophisticated design of the cross-sectional
area. In comparison, with solid profiles, only a fraction of the material is needed to produce the profiles, while
their bending resistance decreases slightly. The truss frame of the test bridge is made of aluminium profiles with a
sophisticated design of the cross-sectional area. In comparison, with solid profiles, only a fraction of the material is
needed to produce the profiles, while their bending resistance decreases slightly. The profiles are built into a truss
frame by connecting them by means of fastening sets made of steel. The bridge model is mounted on four steel
bearings which each of them consist of a cylinder arranged between two plates. Fixed bearings are made by holding
onto one end of the bridge. The bridge is subjected by an external load by placing a heavy object beneath it. At
the same time, measurements can be conducted below the bridge. Therefore, the bridge specimen is elevated by
attaching it on a pedestal with four columns. Damages can be induced by loosening the fastening pieces. The set-up
is shown in Fig. 5.36.
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Figure 5.36: The bridge specimen on the pedestal, approximately 2147.6 N was applied
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Available measurement equipments

Terrestrial laser scanning records the distances and measurement orientations of any points of an area or of an object
of interest from a fixed observation point. The observable space is a truncated sphere. The recorded data contains
the coordinates of the measured points which form a so-called point cloud. Point clouds of different observation
points can be assembled using a certain algorithm to reconstruct the discrete surface information of an object of
interest. Then, this data can be processed further for a solid modelling. From here, a finite element discretisation
can be carried out for the reference state of an object of interest.

Photogrammetry is applied to take measurements from photographs. The absolute positions of surface markers on
an object of interest in each photo are determined. The evaluation of photos taken from two different states results
the displacement of markers, i.c. the position change of a specific marker between the reference and current states.

Load cell is used to measure force. When a force is applied on a load cell, certain structures within the cell deform.
And this deformation is captured by strain gauges. The force can in turn be determined by the calibrated strain
gauges.

Capturing the reference state geometry

A real object and its computer aided design model can differ in size. Therefore, it is desired to measure the object
rather than to trust the technical drawings. One possibility to capture the dimension of an object of interest is
using terrestrial laser scanning to scan it. The main problem is how to convert the data points from laser scanner in
such a way that it can be used in a finite element simulation. Although success is not always guaranteed, a practical
procedure is presented as follows. After the scans are performed and the point clouds of the object are registered, a
discrete surface representation of the object in form as a point cloud is obtained. From this data points, a computer
aided design model is generated. And this solid model can be further processed in a finite element mesh generator.

The aluminium bridge specimen had to be pre-treated with an anti-reflective spray in order to be scanned by the
terrestrial laser scanner. In addition, the grooves of the aluminium profiles had to be covered with a thin film
because the laser beam is obstructed when it reaches the areas around the grooves. At ten different positions, the
laser scans were performed. The post-processing of the point clouds was done by commercial software. It converts
the complete scan of the object into a file format which could be further processed by an automatic tetrahedral
mesh generator for the finite element evaluation.

Because the scan quality was unfortunately unsatisfactory for further processing, (see Fig. 5.37), it was decided to
use the computer aided design model instead. They are several reasons why the terrestrial laser scanning lost its
scan quality. Terrestrial laser scanning is usually applied for objects that are much larger than the bridge model
specimen. In addition, it was scanned in a confined space in close proximity to the specimen object, since large
room was not available at that time. Another aspect was that due to the cramped room not all areas of the bridge
could be recorded. The missing areas was artificially fixed in a post-processing.

Measurement of displacements

Round target stickers applied on surface of the bridge specimen were used to track local displacements. By means
of a commercial photogrammetry system (GOM Correlate), many photos of the bridge specimen can be taken
from difterent viewing points and angles. And in a post-processing procedure, the coordinates of the markers were
determined. The positions of the marker points were determined for different load and damage states of the bridge
model.

The experiment was conducted for five different states: (1) Undamaged and unloaded, (2) undamaged and loaded,
(3) damage level 1 and loaded, (4) damage level 2 and loaded, (5) damage level 3 and loaded. The different stages are
shown in Fig. 5.37. In the first damage level three screws are loosened as indicated by the red spheres. In the second
stage, three additional screws are released in addition to the first one (red and yellow spheres). In damage level 3, in
total ten screws are removed. (red, yellow and blue spheres). In Fig. 5.38 shows the first damage stage as an example.
The displacements of the bridge specimen are determined with respect to the undamaged and unloaded state (1).
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Figure 5.37: Terrestrial laser scanning of the bridge model, the coloured spheres indicate
where screws are loosened to cause damage, damage level 1: red spheres, damage
level 2: red and yellow spheres, damage level 3: red, yellow and blue spheres
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Figure 5.38: Screws are released to induce artificial damages to the bridge model

In addition, marker stickers were also applied to the pedestal. Since the targets are fixed on the pedestal during the
entire experiment, the standard deviation of the displacement observations can be determined from this.

Calibration of the reference state

The approximate substitute model from Sec. 5.5 is used to describe the aluminium profiles of the bridge specimen
since a finite element discretisation of the complete body would be infeasible. These aluminium profiles are longi-
tudinal objects with a very detailed cross section. This requires a finite element discretisation with impracticable
element quantity. This in turn requires large amounts of computer memory that is not available. The connection
parts are not further examined and are therefore ignored. Consequently, the bridge specimen is fully characterised
by six material constants. The aluminium profiles are designed in such a way that the main load is distributed best
along the x-axis direction. This is also noticeable that material constant (2) has the largest value in comparison
with other material parameters. For that reason, it is assumed that changes or damages in the bridge specimen has
the great impact on parameter (2). As mentioned above, truss-like or bridge-like structures is designed in such a
way that they are subjected to specific loads. Other loading modes never occur in practice or are difficult realise,
thus it is impossible to determine the remaining material constants @, @, @, @, @ These parameters are con-
sidered to be fixed and are given in Eq. (5.55). For the reference state of the bridge model, the six unknown material
parameters and their stochastic properties are determined from the displacements from state (1) to (2).

Direction dependence of the stiffness tensor

As shown in Fig. 5.39, the bridge specimen consists of aluminium profiles with five different types of spatial orien-
tation. The various kinds of profiles are marked accordingly with 1000, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000. The steel plates
are marked with 0. Thus, the stiffness tensor has to be rotated accordantly for each type of the aluminium profiles.
Rotation matrices for the x; -, Z5- and x-axis reads

1 0 0
R, = |0 cos(@l) sin(@l) , (5.57)
0 —sin(6;) cos(6,)
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Figure 5.39: The stiffness tensor has to be rotated in accordance to the different spatial ori-
entations of the profiles

[cos(6y) 0 —sin(6,)

R,=| 0 1 0 : (5.58)
[sin(f,) 0 cos(fy),
[ cos(f3) sin(fs) O]

R;=|— sin(c93) coS (03) 0 (5.59)
0 0 1

It should be noted that the above rotation matrices are used to rotate the observer coordinate system inherent in
the stiffness tensor. Accordingly, attention must be paid to the signs before sinus functions. Consequently, the
rotation matrix is

The stiftness tensor in Eq. (2.136) can be rotated by the above rotational matrix in index notation as follows
C:;mop = RmianRokRplCijk:l ’ (561)

where C7,,,,,, is the rotated stiffness in accordance with the rotational matrix R respectively R, in index notation.

The different spatial orientations for aluminium profiles are listed in Tab. 5.7.

The opportunity to use the GAuss-MARKoOV model instead of the GAUSS-HELMERT model

Under predefined experiment conditions described above, the system of normal equations from the finite element
model reads

(Ko +@K)u=f, (5.62)

where the stiffness matrix K, contains the fixed parameters (1, (3) to (6) and their related geometrical considera-
tions as well as the aspects of the steel plates of the bridge specimen, the stiffness matrix K comprises geometrical
information related to the unknown parameter (2), the displacement vector 1, NEUMANN boundary conditions
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Table 5.7: Different spatial orientations of the aluminium profile

profiletype 0, 6, 04
1000 0 90° 0°
2000 0 0 0°

3000 0° 90° 66.37°
4000 0° 90° —66.37°
5000 0° 90° 90°

leads to the load vector f and the DiRiICcHLET boundary conditions are incorporated by removing the correspond-
ing rows and column of above equation. From here on it is possible to follow the approach presented in Sec. 5.5,
where the Gauss-HELMERT model of the adjustment calculation is used to determine the unknown parameters.
However, for this particular case, using this approach the computational effort becomes too high, therefore the
Gauss-MaRrRkoV model is more desired. The functional model based on above equation reads

L+v=(K,+Q2K) f, (5.63)

where L contains the displacement observations. The equation above corresponds to Eq. (3.33). The design matrix
base on Eq. (3.35) for this case is

A= i(Ko +Q@K) ™ f=—(Ky+@'K) KK, +@K) 'f, (5.64)

X @-@'

where (2)" is the starting value for the parameter (2) and the derivative of inverse matrix with respect to Qs
applied.

Determination of the variance-covariance matrix of the displacements

Since it can be assumed that the 125 target makers on the pedestal columns are fixed during the entire experiment,

the variance-covariance matrix of the displacements is determined by them. Their spatial positions were determined

by a commercial photogrammetric system and can be stored for example as a matrix for further processing. A matrix

p, with the dimension of 125 by 3 contains the spatial positions of all target stickers in all three axis for each state

s,e.g.,

[ 356.688 32.306  779.825 T
356.993 7.190 779.857
370.367 32.055  779.856

p; = : : : mm (5.65)
1520.121 7.184 377.294
1520.270 6.914 631.517
| 1520.272 6.496 598.470 |
The matrix p containing the mean values of p, for five states reads
5
Zl Ps
p=" 5.66
P 3 (5.66)
The matrix of residuals can be computed as
P —P
P, — P
v, = |P3— P (5.67)
Py,—P
Ps — P
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The variance-covariance matrix of the position measurements of the targets is

VTV

> —_PP 68
PP 500 (5.68)

Some remarksare in order: Five states and 125 target points yield in total 625 observations per axis. And in Eq. (5.66)
125 mean values were calculated for each axis. Therefore, we have “625 — 125 = 500” in the denominator of above
equation. The displacements of two different states, here in particular from (1) to (2), serve as observations and their
vector is computed as

L=py,—p;. (5.69)
Since the precision of targets position measurements is considered to be the same for all states and is uncorrelated
between states, as in Eq. (5.33) the variance-covariance matrix for the displacements is 3y ; = 23, . The con-
sideration of all target markers on the pedestal that are fixed for all states yields the following covariance-covariance
matrix for the displacement measurements

2.827-107% —8700-107% —3.825-107°
Srp=| —8700-107%  8491-107°  3.003-107% | mm?. (5.70)
—3.825-107° 3.002 - 10~ 1.630-10~*

The square root of the diagonal components of above matrix leads to the standard deviation of the displacement
measurement in -, T5- and x3-axis direction

o, =0.017mm, o; =0.0lmm,o; =0.013mm. (5.71)

1

The precision of this photogrammetric system applied for this particular case is roughly estimated to be one hun-
dredth of a millimetre.

The standardised observation for removing observations with a low signal-to-noise ratio

The bridge-like design of the specimen is constructed in such a way that it hardly deforms at maximal available load.
Consequently, if displacement measurements are carried out at certain areas where no deformation actually occurs,
only measuring noise is obtained. Observations with a low signal-to-noise ratio must be removed because they can
distort the adjustment result and destabilize the numerical calculation. Normally the ¢-test can be used to eliminate
the observations with a low signal-to-noise ratio. It is examined how the observations differ significantly from the
expected value 0. In this case, the null and alternative hypothesis read

The corresponding test statics is
l.
T, = M (5.73)
gy

The threshold for a one sample ¢-test for degrees of freedom r = 1 and error probability of v = 5 % is

tr1_o = 6.313. (5.74)

On the bridge model 531 markers were applied. Thus, in total there were 1593 displacement measurements. By
using the ¢-test, approximately 72 % of all measurements are eliminated. The numerical preliminary examinations
have shown that the removal of the observations by the t-test might be too stringent. Some measurements with alow
signal-to-noise ratio can still have sufficient information substance. Therefore, alower threshold value is desired and
an alternative way is suggested. To distinguish from the ¢-test, a measure that is similar to the standardised residual
in Eq. (3.77) is introduced: The standardised observation is defined as

L
NL; = |L| ) (5.75)

3

2
Any measurement [; in the vector of observations L are kept if its standardised observation NL; > 4. In other
words, only measurements that are clearly larger than their standard deviation are considered to adjust the un-

knowns. This eliminates approximately 57 % of the measurements.
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Compensation for the imperfections of the functional model

Now that both the functional model and the stochastic model are available, the unknown parameter (2) can be cali-
brated from the relevant displacement measurements for the undamaged case respectively from state (1) to (2). The

starting value @0 = 47.107 GPa as in Eq. (5.55). In the first run to adjust the parameter, it turned out that the
stochastic model was chosen too optimistically. The empirical reference standard deviation is much larger than the
theoretical reference standard deviation. This does not imply that the measurement precision of the photogram-
metry is poorer than expected. Instead, this indicates that significant physical effects were unconsidered by the
functional model. This imperfection leads to systematic errors and thus to a seemingly incorrect stochastic model.
Since there are no more resources available, it is impossible to produce an alternative test bridge or to improve the
current experiment design. An extension of the physical model to take account of the systematic effects such as
residual stress is also unsuitable, since this leads to additional material parameters that are difficult to determine
with the available measurement equipments. A rather questionable approach is needed to overcome this obstacle:
The stochastic model is forced to compensate for the imperfections of the functional model. To achieve this, the
variance component estimation (NIEMEIER 2008, pp. 318-325) is applied. However, the ability to interpret the re-
sults might be lost. The practical approach of the variance component estimation is to adapt the precision of each
observation group in such a way that the ratio of the empirical reference standard deviation s, and the theoretical
reference standard deviation o becomes 1. This affects two aspects: Firstly, here, the stochastic model was chosen
too optimistic. After applying the variance component estimation, the stochastic model will become pessimistic.
Therefore, the sensitivity of the global test is influenced by this and thus the ability to detect damage is reduced.
Secondly, the variances of the residuals agi might be also affected and there might be a possibility that the standard-
ised residuals yield incorrect results for localising damage. However, it can be shown that for this special case, the
standardised residuals are scaled by a constant factor. This aspect will be discussed later.

The variance component estimation

The variance component estimation for one observation group is performed as follows. In the first step, the theo-
retical reference variance is decomposed by two factors

od = adae, (5.76)

where both 07% and 53 are usually set to one. But, in this special case, 6(2) = 4 isassumed. As shown in the small
auxiliary calculation above, a multiplying factor does not affect the adjusted results. From a numerical point of
view, the value 4 for &g is the smallest number that leads to computational stability. Then the adjustment is carried
out as usual. The empirical reference variance s obtained is then used for i3 for the second iteration. It means that
&% = st and 63 = 1, then adjustment is carried out iteratively until the empirical reference variance s3 becomes
one. In this case, the variance component estimation was done in one iteration and d% converges roughly to 106.9.
The covariance-covariance matrix for the displacement measurements in Eq. (5.70) is multiplied by &2. This yields

the compensated variance-covariance matrix of the observations

3.022-1072 —9.301-10"* —4.089-1073
Y= | —9.301-107*  9.077-107%  3.210-10* | mm?. (5.77)
—4.089-1073 3.210- 104 1.742 - 1072

The square root of the diagonal components of above matrix leads to the standard deviation of the displacement
measurement in & -, - and x5-axis direction

o, =0174mm, 0; =0.095mm, o; =0.132mm. (5.78)

1

The calibration results

The final calibration process can be followed in Tab. 5.8. The adjusted parameter reads

(2) = 29.4 GPawitho - = 0.848 GPa. (5.79)

@
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Table 5.8: Calibration process of the reference state

Tteration 211 AX [MPa] 2) [MPa]

0 47107.0

1 3.25703894256 —27020.0979721 20 086.902 027 9
2 3.265 676 997 55 6285.492 226 57 26372.394 254 5
3 3.248 321912 14 2694.703 956 08 29067.098 2106
4 3.247 204 759 65 337.128 837 339 29404.227 0479
5 3.247193 446 82 8.920 068 169 87 20413.147116 1
6 3.247193 456 55 0.136 655 264 999 29413.283 7714
7 3.247193 456 82 0.002 053 851 658 2 29 413.285 825 2
8 3.247193 456 77 3.06191029783-107°  29413.2858558
9 3.247 193 456 84 8.387416078 - 1077 29 413.285 856 7

The resulting parameter is smaller than expected and the reasons for this can only be assumed. Aluminium profiles
of the specimen are impossible to be produced perfectly. During the assembly we noticed that some parts were too
short. Consequently, it was unavoidable to cause residual stresses in the specimen during assembling. Furthermore,
the fastening sets were ignored in the modelling and also holes has to be drilled for them. This could also weaken
the structure. The substitute model is just an approximation of the original specimen structure. That also caused
errors in the evaluation. Especially, material parameters that are indeterminable from the current experimental
set-up have to be fixed. How precise the measuring systems worked can also be questioned here. In addition, the
condition number of the stiffness matrix K, + (2)K in Eq. (5.64) is about 10°® to 10°. This indicates that the
problem is inherently poorly conditioned. Consequently, a deviating Jacobian matrix results in the design matrix
A in Eq. (5.64). This would explain why the target function value {2 in Tab. 5.8 increased in the iteration step
from 1 to 2 and from 6 to 7. However, the deviation of the Jacobian matrix can be regarded as marginal since AX
still converges stably towards numerical zero. In addition, this influence is negligible in so far as it influences the
adjustment result from the eighth digit onwards. Nevertheless, this calibrated result in Eq. (5.79) is used as observed
unknowns and their standard deviations for damage detection and localization in the following section.

Damage detection and localisation

To detect and localise damage, the approach presented in Sec. 5.2 is followed. But, some modifications must be
made due to practical considerations. The bridge specimen’s approximate finite element model consists of 545495
elements. To reduce the computational time, an alternative finite element model is grouped into 598 chunks. For

each of these chunks ¢, a separate set of unknown material parameters C@ is introduced into the adjustment as
observed unknowns. The individual parameters can grouped as a vector of unknowns
T 2 ¢ 598,17
x=['® @ - ‘@ - | . (5.80)
We obtain a system of linear equations from the finite element method as follows

598

<K0 +3 <@<K>u —f. (5.81)
¢=1

For the same reason as before, the GaAuss-Markov model of the adjustment calculation is applied to determine
the unknowns. The functional model based on above equation reads
598 -1
L+v= <K0+Z<@<K) f. (5.82)
¢=1
The Eq. (5.25) in Sec. 5.2 applied for this non-linear case reads

ﬁzpriori] - B;OO} B {jﬂ AX. (5.83)
~—
=A
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L, is the vector of displacement observations for the set 7. The different sets of displacement measurements are: L;
from state (1) to (2), Ly from state (1) to (3), L5 from state (1) to (4) and L, from state (1) to (5). The computed
displacements u' can be obtained by using Eq. (5.81)

598

(KO + Z C(,7_)0<K) 1f, (5.84)

where C@ is the starting value for the parameter C@ and the associating stiffness matrices ‘K. As previously, the

derivative of inverse matrix with respect to the unknowns C@ is applied to determine the design matrix
A=['A A .- CA ... BA], (5.85)

where

598 -1

)
A = (KO +3 C@CK) f
)@ =1 ‘-
598 — 598

—<KO+ZC@°<K) 1<K( +Z<@O<K) . (5.86)
=1

The vector of observed unknowns is based on Eq. (5.79) and reads

L,..=204GPal, (5.87)

apriort

where 1 = [1 1 .- 1] T is the vector of ones. The stochastic model is premised on the results of Eq. (5.71) as
well as Eq. (5.79) and it becomes possible to state the variance-covariance matrix of the observations as

2LL =

Y O } 2(Qu O 2Q
0 EXX 0 0 QXX 0*LL ( )

where the variance-covariance matrix 3y 5, is assembled from Eq. (5.77) and
Sxx = (0.848 GPa)’I. (5.89)

is based on Eq. (5.79). Aforementioned, &8 = 4 was assumed and d% = 106.9 is obtained by variance component
estimation for single observation group. For this special case, the standardised residuals are scaled by a constant
factor 3. This can be shown by means of the propagation of 3y 1, in Eq. (5.88) to variance-covariance matrix of
the residuals 3, in Eq. (3.61). For Gauss-MaRrkov model, Eq. (3.61) can be rewritten as

IAT. (5.90)

_ -1 _
Quw =A(-ATQA) AT+ Q= QuL—A(ATQ[A)
Inserting AT = [A I] from Eq. (5.83) and Qy,;, from Eq. (5.88) into above equation, the following expression
is obtained

—A(Qy +ATQ ) 'AT+Qp (Q > +ATQ 1A)

vi = _( 1LQ lAT _( ATQ ) + QXX (591)

The focus is on the lower right corner of the above matrix, from which the standardized residuals of the parameter
NV are calculated. It reads

Q% = Quy — (Qxh TATQ A (5.92)

The second addend of the above expression can be rewritten by means of the inverse of a sum of matrices(HENDER-
soN and SEARLE 1981) as

1

(7;(1)( + ATQEI{A)_I - QXX o QXXAT (gLL + AQXXAT) B ABXX ’ (593)
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Table 5.9: Global test for difterent displacement measurements sets L, the theoretical refer-
ence standard deviation 0y, the empirical reference standard deviation s, the to-
tal redundancy r, test statistic 2, threshold value X72~,1— o ifitholds x? > X%,k o
then reject H, in favour of H

L, o 50 ro X2 Xoloa Xi> Xel-a
1 4428 2209 688 1712 7501 False
2 4428 5579 1007  1598.4 1081.9 True
3 4428 1049.6 1095  6151.7 1173.1 True
4 442.8 3116.6 1233 61073.0 1315.8 True

The lower right corner of Q,,,, yields
—1
Qs = QxxAT (Quy + AQXXAT) AQyx - (5.94)
From numerical examination of this case, it holds gLL > AQXXAT, therefore

QS ~ QuATQ I AQ,, - (5.95)

It can be seen thatif Q ; is multiplied by a factor ag, Q. — d%gLL’ the lower right corner of Q,,, becomes
~ T(52 -1 _ 1 To-1
W QuxAT(46Qp ) AQyy = gggxxA QrrAQxx- (5.96)

In conclusion, the standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NVC are scaled by the factor dg. Although
the compensated variance-covariance matrix of the observations in Eq. (5.77) is enlarged by more than 100 times
in comparison to Eq. (5.70), it can be expected that qualitatively the same standardised residuals of the observed
unknowns NVC are obtained. Please note that this is a special case.

Now that all necessary quantities are available for computing Eq. (5.83), after the adjustment it is possible to per-
form a global test respectively x*-test as in Sec. 3.3.2 to detect damage. In all displacements sets, the error proba-
bility o of 5 % is chosen as proposed by many. This choice has no explanation, see (NEITZEL 2004, pp. 92-93)
for further details. An overview of all x*-tests is listed in Tab. 5.9. The displacement measurements L is used to
calibrate the reference state finite element model in Eq. (5.79) and as expected if L; is reused to adjust the elastic
parameters in Eq. (5.25) and subsequently performing the global test, we fail to reject the null hypothesis that no
damage has occurred. Furthermore, when the other displacement measurements L, L; and L are evaluated, we
reject the null hypothesis in favour of the alternative hypothesis. This indicates that damages are detected for the
corresponding cases. The theoretical reference standard deviation oy = 442.8 in Tab. 5.9 is determined by taking
the mean value of the trace of the variance-covariance matrix 3y 1 in Eq. (5.88).

To localise the damage, it was proposed in Sec. 5.2 to evaluate the target function (2, . as in Eq. (5.26) by releas-
ing consecutively the unknown parameters ¢ from their associating observed unknowns. The smallest value of all
(2,  reveals the position of damage. Since this method is an iterative approach, it requires an unfeasible computa-
tional time. Therefore, instead following the proposed approach, the standardised residuals NVC of the observed
unknowns are evaluated for the cases where the null hypothesis is rejected in the global test (L, L and L). The

observed unknowns L in Eq. (5.87) contain elastic parameters of the bridge in the reference state. After the

apriori
adjustment, the corresponding vector of residuals is obtained that in a way corrects the parameters of the reference
state with respect to the current observations. And the largest standardised residual will lead to the location of
the damage. Even though this approach is an approximation in comparison to the rigorous proposed method in

Sec. 5.2, experience has shown that this simplified procedure corresponds well with the rigorous counterpart.

The standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NV, for the displacement measurements L are shown in
Fig. 5.40. For this case, the three screws were loosened to induce artificial damage to the bridge specimen, see
Fig. 5.37 (red spheres) and Fig. 5.38. One would expect that a concentrated accumulation of high standardised
residuals values would gather around the damaged area. Unfortunately, that is not the case. But, it can be ob-
served in Fig. 5.40 (top) that high standardised residuals are distributed on the side, where the screws are released,
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Figure 5.40: The standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NVC for 598 chunks of
the bridge specimen’s finite element model by evaluation of the displacement
measurements L, two different perspectives of the bridge specimen (top and
bottom)
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Figure 5.41: The standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NV, by evaluation of the
displacement measurements L, including the observed displacement vectors
magnified 500 times, a profile is highlighted in green thatindicates an additional
displacement field induced by residual stress
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compared to the opposite side in Fig. 5.40 (bottom). To further examine the results, it is helpful to include the dis-
placement measurements L. In Fig. 5.41, the displacement vectors are also plotted with 500 times magnification.
In addition, a vertical profile is highlighted in green. One can observe that the displacements of this profile is facing
towards the positive y-direction. If the bridge specimen is under external load, it is expected that the displacements
are more likely to point in the opposite direction. This behaviour could be explained that the residual stress is in-
volved. It was actually the case that during the experiment three screws had to be loosened and a slight upward
movement of the specimen was observed at that moment. The released residual stress causes an additional displace-
ment field that overlaps with the load induced displacements. However, the total displacement fields are evaluated
to adjust the unknown parameters. Therefore, the adjusted parameters can be distorted by the residual stress field.
The damage becomes difficult to locate due to systematic influences that has not been taken into account by the

physical model.

In Fig. 5.42, the standardised residuals based on the evaluation of the displacement measurements L is shown.
This time three screws on each side are removed (in total six), see Fig. 5.37 (red and yellow spheres). One notices
that the residual stress on one side of the frame is much larger than the other. It might be explained that some profiles
were actually shorter than ordered on that side. The connection parts have to be modified and these profiles were
put in place with a lot of strength. Comparing this evaluation of the displacement measurements L3 with Ly, the
standardised residuals indicate how the residual stress redistributes an additional displacement field that is induced
by releasing the screws.

The displacements measurements L, capture the bridge specimen, where all ten screws are removed, see Fig. 5.37
(red, yellow and blue spheres). Since on one side more screws are loosened (red and blue spheres) than on the
other side (yellow spheres), it is to be expected that one side with the most of the removed screws has the largest
displacement field. This in turn yields large standardises residuals. Fig. 5.43 shows the results of the evaluation of
the displacement measurements L, and it can be observed on this particular side in Fig. 5.43 (top) of the specimen
that a distribution of large standardised residuals can be found.

Conclusion — Variationsbriicke

The ability of the presented Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis to detect and localise damage of
a real complex structured bridge specimen is examined. The experiments were carried out under non-laboratory
conditions. In particular, due to time pressure, the bridge model was produced with undesirable properties such
as residual stress. To make this more difficult, the bridge model consists of profiles with complex geometric inner
structures. This geometrical property leads to difficulties in finite element meshing. Even if the meshing worked,
it would lead to numerical instability. To overcome this difficulty, a substitute model was applied. Even this al-
ternative model works to some extent, this was not derived rigorously from continuum mechanics. Furthermore,
the intrinsic reason why a bridge is designed as it is, is because the bridge shape provides the greatest resistance to
deformation. But, at the same time, the deformation must be large enough to be measured by the sensors. Getting
these two requirements together was one of the difficulties. The maximum displacement for L is 0.145 mm, for
L, 0.495 mm, for L 0.957 mm and for L, 4.478 mm, while the precision of photogrammetry is one hundredth
of a millimetre. Since the available laboratory space was small, it was impossible to design the length of the bridge
much longer. Nevertheless, this experiment shows that the presented anlysis is at some extent in accordance with
the results of the preliminary numerical examinations in Sec. 5.2. The preliminary examinations show that the
probability of detecting damage is higher than localising damage with fixed measuring precision, see Fig. 5.10 and
Fig. 5.11. This also applies for this experiment. The global test is very well suited to determine whether there is any
damage at all. The localization of individual damages with the help of the local test is in general possible, but in
practice it is made difficult by the influence of systematic errors (e.g. non-modelled properties of the mechanical
model). However, MeMoS can indicate the area of damage, even if it is not able to pinpoint the exact location of
the damage in the examinations carried out. Therefore, it is desirable to conduct another experiment while keeping
the systematic influences as small as possible.
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Figure 5.42: The standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NV,. by evaluation of the
displacement measurements L including the observed displacement vectors
magnified 500 times
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Figure 5.43: The standardised residuals of the observed unknowns NV by evaluation of the
displacement measurements L, including the observed displacement vectors
magnified 500 times
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6 Epilogue

If ’'m not back in five minutes. .. just wait longer.

— Ace Ventura, Ace Ventura: Pet Detective (1994)

Concluding Review

The idea that led to Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis was the collaboration of two different
engineering sciences, geodesy and continuum physics. It was recognized that there are knowledge gaps on both
sides and that the gap could be partially closed by the knowledge of the other field of expertise. This led to a lively
cooperation with the realisation that although both disciplines dealt with different tasks with different topics, they
solve problems using essentially identical methods. It is the Variational Calculus that connects both disciplines.
The calculus of variations, founded almost 300 years ago by LAGRANGE and EULER, influenced both disciplines
in many ways. In mechanics, it led to the development of the principle of virtual displacements, of the Lagrangian
mechanics, of the finite element method and many more. As can be read in DUNNINGTON et al. (2004, p. 11 ff),
Gauss was influenced by the work of LAGRANGE and EULER. It should not be proven that he has taken up the
calculus of variations for the development of the least squares method. Nevertheless, based on the generalization
of the adjustment calculation by HELMERT (1872, p. 173 fI), it can be seen that his correlates are nothing more
than the Lagrange multiplier. Because of this compatibility, it can be seen how inherently different methods are
related. There are many other methods that have been developed for different reasons, motivations and out of
difterent perspectives independent of the calculus of variations. Nevertheless, the calculus of variations can help to
understand both old and newly developed methods. And itis precisely this understanding that leads to appreciation
and ultimately to new possibilities and to maturity.

By means of two experiments, the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis shows its promising capabil-
ity for damage detection and localization. This capability was achieved thanks to the cooperation of two different
fields of expertise. A physical model of the samples is expressed in the form of differential equations and boundary
conditions using continuum mechanics. In this way, the material parameters could be considered as a possible pa-
rameter for the assessment of damage. Furthermore, displacements and their derivatives, inclinations and strains
were identified as possible measurands. And it could also be decided which quantity could be seen as fixed values.
Using the finite element method, the differential equations and boundary conditions could be transformed into a
system of linear equations on which the functional model of the least squares method can be based. The adjust-
ment calculation offers the possibility to determine unknown parameters from the observations and to evaluate
the results stochastically, whereby statistical global and local tests could be used to detect and localize damage.

Scientific and Technological Contribution

By examining the variational calculus in the work, it became clear that the finite element method and the least
squares method is one single method. The only difference is that both methods solve difterent problems. The fi-
nite element method solves special types of partial differential equations with corresponding boundary conditions,
while the least squares method solves overdetermined systems of equations. In BoLJEN (1993), this insight was
already given, but the presentation was incomplete. In the interest of completion, it was shown in this work that
the same problem can be formulated in three variants (strong, weak and extremal formulation) and that they can
be reformulated among one another. It was also shown that both methods lead to a weak solution of their corre-
sponding problem. The term “weak” refers to the approximate respectively most probable property of the solution.
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Weak solutions are unable to solve the strongly formulated problem. The exact or analytical solution of the partial
differential is generally unknown, but applying finite element method, an approximate solution can be obtained.
Similarly, there is in general no solution for an overdetermined system of equations, but the most probable solution
is obtained by using the least squares method. It should also be noted that the viewpoint of variational calculus is
by no means limited to the two methods. The different solution methods emerge when the following questions are
determined:

¢ Isita continuous or discrete problem?

¢ What is the formulation of the problem and, if necessary, the conditions?

Which trial function is used for the solution?

e Which test function is used for the solution?

The study of the variational calculus led to the realisation that many methods are principally the same. Old, new
and unknown methods from other disciplines may be more accessible if the variational calculus is used as some sort
of “template”. In this work, we have shown how the finite element method and the least squares method fit into
the scheme of the variational calculus. This insight is intended to expand the adjustment theory and is thus the
scientific contribution to the geodetic community.

For the development of this Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis, the finite element method and the
method of least squares is combined. Equations of system of linear equations from the finite element method were
selected depending on the observations, and they are inserted directly into the least squares method. Asa result, the
finite element method calculation procedure is inverted. For arbitrarily shaped bodies, the elastic parameters can
be determined directly from the measured displacement fields. This also offers the ability to compute directly the
stochastic properties of the material constants. In addition, this has the advantage that the linear elasticity can be
exploited to calculate the gradient of the target function or the Jacobian directly. While the other approach with the
outer loop around the finite element method, the individual columns of the Jacobian must be costly calculated from
the objective function. The following aspects could be examined with Measurement- and Model-based Structural
Analysis:

* Determination of an optimal measurement set-ups. The test structures “Variationsbriicke” and an aluminium
beam are characterised using elastostatic equations or the EULER-BERNOULLI beam theory. From this, the
elastic parameters are considered suitable for damage evaluation. Also, the displacement fields respectively
the displacement, inclination and strain have been found to be possible measurands. The capability to di-
rectly calculate the stochastic properties of the material constants allows a numerical preliminary examina-
tion of displacement, inclination and strain sensors. It was shown how the precision of the sensors, the
placement of the sensors and the number of sensors impacted the parameters. The optimal measurement
set-ups can then be determined from these results.

e Finding a geometrically simple substitute model for a geometric complex body. It the complexity of the body
exceeds a certain limit, a finite element meshing of the body is no longer possible due to the memory limit.
By using Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis, a substitute model can be determined. The
geometric simpler substitute model deforms like the geometrically more complex original under the same
conditions. A representative part of the geometrically complex body made of isotropic linear elastic material
is cut out. Then, the deformation behaviour of this part is calculated by the finite element method. The
resulting displacement field is then evaluated. Using the Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis,
the elastic parameters of the substitute part made of anisotropic linear elastic material are determined. This
allows a substitute model to be derived.

* Detect and localise damage. The undamaged state of the test structure is defined as reference state. In this
state, the test structure consists of finite elements that share the same elastic parameter. This is then used
as observed unknowns to allow a comparison between the reference and a current state of the test structure.
The x>-test respectively the global test jointly evaluates all residuals of the observations to detect significant
changes between the states of the test structure. If this is the case, damage is detected. Only then the indi-
vidual finite elements are then checked iteratively by releasing them individually and evaluating the target
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function. The minimum value of all possible target function values indicates the position of the damaged
elements. In order to circumvent the iterative calculation, the standardised residuals can be used to estimate
the location of the damaged elements.

Two experiments were carried out to validate the ability of Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis to
detect and locate damage. In both experiments, photogrammetry was used to determine the displacement field.
The following test structures were built:

* “Variationsbriicke”. A truss consisting of special construction profiles made of aluminium. Artificial dam-
ages were caused by loosening screws. Damage could be detected, but the localization was unsuccessful. It
is suspected that due to production errors, the profiles did not meet the required length. Residual stress
was inadvertently generated during assembly. The standardized residuals in the results probably indicate the
released residual stresses.

* Aluminium beam. Because the results of the previous experiment were unsatisfactory, a bending test exper-
iment was carried out. In spite of subsiding bearings, damage could be detected and localized to a certain
extent. Still, it was unable to pinpoint the absolute correct location, but it indicates approximately the dam-
aged area in consistent manner. It should be noted that the residuals of the displacement observations shows
more precise position of the damage than the standardised residuals.

As noticed, due to the time constraints some big leaps had to be made in the development of Measurement- and
Model-based Structural Analysis. Although at that time, the theoretical works were unfinished, it was already in-
sisted on planning the experiment. Due to the great pressure from the boss and from a very eager colleague, it was
decided to build the aluminium truss as a test structure. The result was anything but exhilarating. Nonetheless,
this has led to some new techniques and insights such as the substitute model, the introduction of standardised
observations to circumvent the determination of the optimal measurement set-up for photogrammetry, the lin-
ear relationship between the standardized residuals and the cofactor matrix of observations, and consequently this
has led to the second experiment and to the extension of stiffness matrix to determine the boundary condition
as unknowns. The Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is by definition a diagnostic method suit-
able for monitoring tasks. But, the experiments show that Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is
still premature. Nevertheless, the establishment of the fundamentals of Measurement and Model-based Structural
Analysis is the technological contribution for structural health monitoring.

Improvement Suggestions and Further Research

The weak link of Measurement- and Model-based Structural Analysis is the physical modelling of the specimen
and its external influences. Either the condition can be adapted so that a simplified physical model is sufficient
to describe the specimen, or the physical model must be enhanced. For the latter, the following points might of
interest for a geodetic re-evaluation:

* Kinematics. A reassessment of the motion description from a geodesist’s point of view could bring new
insights, see Sec. 2.2.

* Material laws. The more complex the physical processes, the more complex the material equations are. To-
gether with geodesists, the material equations can be examined for their numerical and stochastic properties.
It is then possible to formulate new equations, whereby their parameters can be determined with numeric

stability.

* Vibrations. The vibration behaviour of a test bridge is to be examined. It is helpful to use the elastodynamic
equations derived in Sec. 2.5.1 as well as their numerical treatment with finite element method in Sec. 2.6.

* Hybrid measurements. Although different types of observation were also treated theoretically, see Sec. 5.1,
only the displacement in the experimental examinations could be measured in this dissertation. In further
work, hybrid measurements should be studied.

EPILOGUE 149



As already mentioned at the beginning, the procedure of the variational calculus could be a universal entry point
for many methods. It could be lucrative for adjustment theory to examine the following points:

* Examination of known methods. FOURIER-Analysis and LAPLACE transform, for example, are well-known.
It can be shown that with a small amount of preliminary information, such as problem description and
solution approach, it is possible to reach the known methods from the variational calculus procedure.

* Examination of different solution representations. The solution function is often expressed as an infinite
series. The most popular representation is the power series. By omitting some summands, other types of
infinite series are formed. The relationship between different series should be examined, for example, the
LAURENT series and CHEBYSHEV polynomials. The development of new series should also be studied, for
example, Wavelets or neuronal networks.

* Examination of popular methods. From completely unfamiliar procedures of popular applications, it should
be shown that they follow the same scheme. By means of simple examples, it should show how to encrypt
and decrypt a number, how to adjust the parameters of a neuronal networks by Gauss-MarRkov model,
etc.

150 EPILOGUE



Bibliography

Uuuuuuuuuur Ahhhrrrrrr Uhrrrerrr Ahhhhhhreeer
Aaaaaarhg. ..

— Chewbacca, Star Wars franchise

AsaLL B. E. (2014): Thermodynamically compatible modeling, determination of material. parameters, and nu-
merical analysis of nonliear rheological materials. epubli GmbH.

ABaL, B. E. (2017): Computational Reality: Solving Nonlinear and Coupled Problems in Continuum Mechanics.
Springer Nature Singapore Pte Ltd.

ALTENBACH, H., MAUGIN, G., and EROFEEV, V. (2011): Mechanics of Generalized Continua. Advanced Struc-
tured Materials. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

BaarpA, W. (1968): A testing procedure for use in geodetic networks. Rijkscommissie voor Geodesie.

BAHNDOREF, J. (1991): Zur Systematisierung der Seilnetzberechnung und zur Optimierung von Seilnetzen. Ger-
man. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 373, Miinchen.

Bararaman, K., MUKHERJEE, S., CHAWLA, A., and MALHOTRA, R. (2006): Inverse Finite Element Characteri-
zation of Soft Tissues Using Impact Experiments and Taguchi Methods. Tech. rep. SAE Technical Paper.

BEckER, T., WEISBRICH, S., Wu, C.-C., and NEITZEL, F. (2015): Advances in structural monitoring by an in-
tegrated analysis of sensor measurements and 3D building model. Ed. by M. BREUNIG, M. AL-Doori, E.
BurwiLowskr, P. KUPER, J. BENNER, and K. HAEFELE. bookpartcollection.

BocHEV, P. B. and GUNZBURGER, M. D. (2009): Least-Squares Finite Element Methods. Springer.

BoLJEN,]. (1993): “Eine Verallgemeinerung der Ausgleichung nach der Methode der kleinsten Quadrate”. German.
In: Ausgewdihlte Kapitel der Landes- und Ingenienrvermessung. Wissenschaftliche Arbeiten der Fachrichtung
Vermessungswesen der Universitit Hannover, pp. 192-236.

BrRaNDES, K., NEITZEL, F., WEISBRICH, S., and Daum, W. (2012): “Lagrange-Multiplikatoren (LM) der Aus-
gleichungsrechnung als Indikator fiir Strukturschiden”. German. In: tm-Technisches Messen 79.7-8, pp. 348
358.

BRINCKER, R. and VENTURA, C. E. (2015): Introduction to Operational Modal Analysis. Wiley.

BRONSHTEIN, I, SEMENDYAYEV, K., MusioL, G.,and MUHLIG, H. (2007): Handbook of Mathematics. Springer
Berlin Heidelberg.

BUCHER, C., SCHORLING, Y., and WaLL, W. (1995): “SLang—the Structural Language, a tool for computational
stochastic structural analysis”. In: Engineering Mechanics, Proceedings of the 10th Conference. Ed. by S. STURE.
ASCE, pp. 1123-1126.

BUrDEN, R. L. and FAIREs, ]. D. (2011): Numerical Analysis. 9th. BROOKS/COLE CENGAGE Learning.

CHADWICK, P., VIANELLO, M., and CowIN, S. C. (2001): “A new proof that the number of linear elastic symme-
tries is eight”. In: Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids 49.11, pp. 2471-2492.

CHEesNars, C,, BouTin, C., and HaNs, S. (2011): “Structural dynamics and generalized continua”. In: Mechanics
of Generalized Continua. Springer, pp. 57-76.

BIBLIOGRAPHY |



CHRZANOWSKI, A., CHEN, Y. Q., SZ0STAK-CHRZANOWSKI, A., and SECORD, J. M. (1990): “Combination of
Geometrical Analysis with Physical Interpretation for the Enhancement of Deformation Modeling”. In: Pro-
ceedings of FIG XVIX Congress of Engineering Surveys, Commission 6. Helsinki, pp. 326-341.

CosSERAT, E. and CosserAT, F. (1909): Théorie des Corps Déformables. French.

Czicnos, H. (2013): Handbook of Technical Diagnostics. Fundamentals and Application to Structures and Sys-
tems. Ed. by H. CzicHos. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg. Chap. Principles, Concepts and Assessment of
Structural Health Monitoring.

DasGuPrTa, B. (2006): Applied Mathematical Methods. Dorling Kindersley.

Daum, W. (2013): Handbook of Technical Diagnostics. Fundamentals and Application to Structures and Systems.
Ed. by H. CzicHos. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg. Chap. Principles, Concepts and Assessment of Struc-
tural Health Monitoring, pp. 413-424.

DEs, D. (2006): Finite Element Methods : Concepts and Applications in Geomechanics. PHI Learning Pvt. Ltd.
DIN 18709 (1995): Concepts, abbreviations and symbols in surveying. DIN. Beuth Verlag GmbH.

DUNNINGTON, G., GRAY, J., and DoHsE, F. (2004): Carl Friedrich Gauss: Titan of Science. MAA spectrum.
Mathematical Association of America.

EckARrT, C. (1940): “The thermodynamics of irreversible processes. I. The simple fluid”. In: Physical Review 58.3,
p. 267.

ErcHHORN, A. (2005): Ein Beitrag zur Identifikation von dynamischen Strukturmodellen mit Methoden der ad-
aptiven Kalman-Filterung. German. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 585, Miinchen.

E1SENBERG, M. A. and MALVERN, L. E. (1973): “On finite element integration in natural co-ordinates”. In: /nzer-
national Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 7.4, pp. 574-575.

ERINGEN, A. C. (2012): Microcontinuum field theories: I. Foundations and Solids. Springer Science & Business
Media.

EULER, L. (1744): Opera Omnia. Vol. 24: Methodus inveniendi lineas curvas maximi minimive proprietate gau-
dentes, sive solutio problematis isoperimetrici latissimo sensu accepti. Latin. Ser. I. Enestrém no. 65. Lausannae
& Genevae: apud Marcum-Michaelem Bousquet et socios.

FARRAR, C. R. and WoRrDEN, K. (2013): Structural Health Monitoring: A Machine Learning Perspective. Wiley.

FEFFERMAN, C. L. (2000): “Existence and smoothness of the Navier-Stokes equation”. In: The Millennium Prize
Problems. American Mathematical Society, pp. 57-67.

FINLAYSON, B. and SCRIVEN, L. (1966): “The Method of Weighted Residuals—a review”. In: Applied Mechanics
Reviews 19.9, pp. 735-748.

FINLAYSON, B. A. (1972): The Method of Weighted Residuals and Variational Principles: With Application in
Fluid Mechanics, Heat and Mass Transfer. Vol. 87. Mathematics in Science and Engineering. Academic Press.

FLUGGE, W. (1975): Viscoelasticity. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

Funk, P. (1962): Variationsrechnung und ihre Anwendung in Physik und Technik. German. Vol. 94. Die
Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, In Einzeldarstellungen mit besonderer Berticksichtigung
der Anwendungsgebiete. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer.

GALERKIN, B. G. (1915): “Series solution of some problems of elastic equilibrium of rods and plates”. In: Vestnik
inzhenerov i tekbnikov 19.7, pp. 897-908.

GALILEL G. (1891): Unterredungen und mathematische Demonstration tiber zwei neue Wissenszweige, die Mecha-
nik und die Fallgesetze betreftend: Dritter und vierter Tag mit 90 Figuren im Text: aus dem italienischen und
lateinischen tibersetzt und herausgegeben von Arthur von Géttingen. German. Leipzig: Verlag von Wilhelm
Engelmann.

GANDER, M. ]. and WANNER, G. (2012): “From Euler, Ritz, and Galerkin to Modern Computing”. In: SI4AM
Review S4.4, pp. 627-666.

I BIBLIOGRAPHY



GERE, ]. M. and GoopNo, B. J. (2013): Mechanics of Materials, SI Edition. 8th. Cengage Learning.
GHILANI, C. D. (2010): Adjustment Computations: Spatial Data Analysis. Fifth Edition. Wiley.

GIRIFALCO, L. (2000): Statistical Mechanics of Solids. Monographs on the Physics and Chemistry of Materials.
Oxford University Press, USA.

GRAFAREND, E. (1984): “Variance-covariance component estimation of Helmert type in the Gauss-Helmert
model”. In: Zestschrift fiir Vermessungswesen 109, pp. 34—44.

Gross, D., HAUGER, W., SCHRODER, J., WALL, W. A., and BONET, J. (2011): Engineering Mechanics 2: Mechan-
ics of Materials. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

Gross, D., HAUGER, W., SCHRODER, J., WaLL, W. A., and RajaraksE, N. (2009): Engineering Mechanics 1:
Statics. Springer.

GRrOTE, K.-H. and ANTONSssoN, E. K. (2009): Springer Handbook of Mechanical Engineering. Springer Hand-
book of Mechanical Engineering Bd. 10. Springer.

HassaBarrag, A. 1, HassaN, M. A., Marp1, A. N., and HamD1, M. (2013): “An inverse finite element method

for determining the tissue compressibility of human left ventricular wall during the cardiac cycle”. In: PLoS
ONE 8.12.

HauprT, P. (2010): Continuum Mechanics and Theory of Materials. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.
HEeLMERT, F. R. (1872): Die ausgleichungsrechnung nach der methode der kleinsten quadrate. B. G. Teubner.

HENDERsON, H. V. and SEARLE, S. R. (1981): “On Deriving the Inverse of a Sum of Matrices”. In: SIAM Review
23.1, pp. 53-60.

HeTNaRrsk1, R. B. and EsLami, M. R. (2009): Thermal Stresses — Advanced Theory and Applications. Solid Me-
chanics and Its Applications. Springer Netherlands.

HEUNECKE, O., KunLMANN, H., WELscH, W., EICHHORN, A., and NEUNER, H. (2013): Handbuch Ingenieur-
geodisie: Auswertung geoditischer iiberwachungsmessungen. German. 2nd ed. Handbuch Ingenieurgeodisie.
Wichmann.

IRGENS, F. (2008): Continuum Mechanics. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

ISO 13372:2012 (2012): Condition monitoring and diagnostics of machines — Vocabulary. ISO. Beuth Verlag
GmbH.

JAGER, R. (1988): Analyse und Optimierung geoditischer Netze nach spektralen Kriterien und mechanischen Ana-
logien. German. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 516, Miinchen.

KAUER, M. (2001): Inverse finite element characterization of soft tissues with aspiration experiments. Dissertation
ETH Zirich.

KoTTNER, R., KocoB, ]., KRoura, T., and KRYSTEK, J. (2014): “Characterization of Cork/Rubber Composite
and modeling of observed mechanical behavior”. In: 31th Danubia-Adria Symposium Proceedings. VDI Verein
Deutscher Ingenieure e. V., pp. 187-188.

Kraus, K. (1996): Photogrammetrie: Verfeinerte Methoden und Anwendungen. German. Vol. 2. Diimmler /
Bonn.

LAGRANGE, ]. (1892): (Euvres de Lagrange: Correspondance de Lagrange avec Condorcet, Laplace, Euler et divers
savants publiée et annotée par Ludovic Lalanne. French. Ed. by J.-A. SERRET and G. DarBoUX. (Euvres de
Lagrange. Gauthier-Villars.

LENZMANN, L. and LENZMANN, E. (2004): “Strenge Auswertung des nichtlinearen Gaufi-Helmert-Modells”. In:
AVN 111, pp. 68-73.

Li1ENHART, W. (2007): Analysis of inhomogeneous structural monitoring data. Shaker Verlag.
Livu, I.-S. (2002): Continuum Mechanics. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

MixHAIL, E. M. and ACKERMANN, F. (1976): Observations and least squares. IEP series in civil engineering. IEP.

BIBLIOGRAPHY ]



MixHAIL, E. M. and GRACIE, G. (1981): Analysis and adjustment of survey measurements. Van Nostrand Rein-
hold Co.

MiLEV, I. (2001): Integrierte Modelle zur Physikalischen Interpretation Geoditischer Deformationsuntersuchun-
gen. German. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 540, Miinchen.

MULLER, L. (1973): Thermodynamik. German. Bertelsmann-Universititsverlag.

MULLER, L. (2007): A History of Thermodynamics: The Doctrine of Energy and Entropy. Springer Berlin Heidel-
berg.

MULLER, I. and MULLER, W. H. (2008): Fundamentals of Thermodynamics and Applications. Springer.
MULLER, W. H. (2014): An Expedition to Continuum Theory. Springer.

MULLER, W. H. and FERBER, F. (2005): Technische Mechanik fiir Ingenieure. German. 2., verbesserte Auflage.
Fachbuchverlag Leipzig im Carl Hanser Verlag.

NarasiMHAN, T. N. (1999): “Fourier’s heat conduction equation: History, influence, and connections”. In: Re-
views of Geophysics 37.1, pp. 151-172.

NEITZEL, F. (2004): Identifizierung konsistenter Datengruppen am Beispiel der Kongruenzuntersuchung geodi-
tischer Netze. German. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 565, Miinchen.

NEeITzEL, F., WEISBRICH, S., and Wu, C.-C. (2014): “Integration der Finite-Elemente-Methode in die Ausglei-
chungsrechnung zur Parameteridentifikation”. German. In: Ingenienrvermessung 14. Beitrige zum 17. Inter-
nationalen Ingenieursvermessungskurs Ziirich, 2014.17. Internationalen Ingenieursvermessungskurs (Jan. 14—
17,2014). Ed. by A. WiEsER. Wichmann Verlag, pp. 301-310.

NEUSER, D. A. (1992): Curve and Surface Design. Ed. by H. HAGEN. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathe-
matics. Chap. Curve and Surface Interpolation Using Quintic Weighted Tau-Splines, pp. 55-86.

NIEMEIER, W. (1979): Zur Kongruenz mehrfach beobachteter geoditischer Netze. Fachrichtung Vermessungswe-
sen: Wissenschaftliche Arbeiten der Fachrichtung Vermessungswesen der Universitit Hannover. Universitit
Hannover.

NIEMEIER, W. (2008): Ausgleichungsrechnung: Statistische Auswertemethoden. German. 2., iiberarb. und erw.
Aufl. De Gruyter Lehrbuch. Berlin [u.a.]: De Gruyter.

Nuzzo, R. (2014): “Statistical errors”. In: Nature 506.7487, pp. 150-152.

RECHENBERG, I. (1994): Evolutionsstrategie *94. German. Vol. 1. Werkstatt Bionik und Evolutionstechnik. Stutt-
gart: Frommann-Holzboog.

Ritz, W. (1908): “liber eine neue Methode zur Losung gewisser Variationsprobleme der mathematischen Physik”.
German. In: /. Reine Angew. Math. 135, pp. 1-61.

Ritz, W.(1909): “Theorie der Transversalschwingungen einer quadratischen Platte mit freien Rindern”. German.
In: Annalen der Physik 28, Nr. 4, pp. 737-786.

Rojas, R. (1996): Neural Networks: A Systematic Introduction. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

Scamarz, T., BuHi, V., and EIcHHORN, A. (2010): “An adaptive Kalman-filtering approach for the calibration
of finite difference models of mass movements”. In: Journal of Applied Geodesy 4.3, pp. 127-135.

SErRWAY, R.and JEWETT, J.(2008): PHYSICS for Scientists and Engineers with Modern Physics. 7th ed. Thomson
Brooks/Cole.

SINGER, P. (1995): Die Berechnung von Minimalflichen, Seifenblasen, Membrane und Pneus aus geoditischer
Sicht. German. Deutsche Geoditische Kommission, Reihe C, Nr. 448, Miinchen.

STERTHAUS, J. (2008): Parameteridentifikation an metallischen Werkstoffen basierend auf numerischen Simula-
tionen und instrumentierter Eindringpriifung. German. Cuvillier Verlag.

STojanovi¢, R. (1972): “A continuum-mechanical approach to the mechanics of rock masses”. In: Rock mechanics
4.1, pp. 45-58.

v BIBLIOGRAPHY



STRANG, G. and F1x, G. J. (2008): An analysis of the finite element method. 2nd ed. Wellesley, MA: Wellesley-
Cambridge.

SzaBO, 1. (1966): Einfithrung in die Technische Mechanik: Nach Vorlesungen. 7th ed. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

TADMOR, E., MILLER, R., and ELLI1OTT, R. (2012): Continuum Mechanics and Thermodynamics: From Funda-
mental Concepts to Governing Equations. Continuum Mechanics and Thermodynamics: From Fundamental
Concepts to Governing Equations. Cambridge University Press.

TEUNISSEN, P. (2000): Adjustment Theory: An Introduction. Series on mathematical geodesy and positioning.
Delft University Press.

WARNER, M. and TERENTJEV, E. M. (2003): Liquid crystal elastomers. Vol. 120. Oxford University Press.
WEBSTER, N. (1913): Webster’s Revised Unabridged Dictionary. Springfield, MA: C. & G. Merriam Co.

WEeisBrICH, S., Wu, C.-C., and NEITZEL, F. (2014): “On optimal measurement set-ups for parameter identifi-
cation from an integrated structural analysis of hybrid measurements and finite element model”. In: X7Vzh
Bilateral Czech/German Symposium "Experimental methods and numerical simulation in engineering science’.
Ed. by R. HARTE, pp. 46-47.

WEeLscH, W. M. (1986): “Some aspects of the analysis of geodetic strain observations in kinematic models”. In:
Tectonophysics 130.1-4, pp. 437-458.

WEeLscH, W. M. and HEUNECKE, O. (2001): “Models and terminology for the analysis of geodetic monitoring
observations”. In: Proc. 10th Int. FIG-Symp. Deformation Measurements, pp. 390-412.

WENzEL, H. and PICHLER, D. (2005): Ambient Vibration Monitoring. Wiley.

WoRrDEN, K., FARRAR, C. R., MANSON, G., and PARK, G. (2007): “The fundamental axioms of structural health
monitoring”. In: Proceedings of the Royal Society of London A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences.
Vol. 463. 2082. The Royal Society, pp. 1639-1664.

Wu, C.-C., WEISBRICH, S., and NEITZEL, F. (2014): “Integrated structural analysis of hybrid measurement and
finite element method for damage detection within a slender beam”. In: 315t Danubia-Adria Symposium on
advances in experimental mechanics (Proceedings), pp. 191-192.

Wu, C.-C., WEISBRICH, S., and NEITZEL, F. (2016): “Inverse finite element adjustment of material parameters
from integrated analysis of displacement field measurement”. In: Materials Today: Proceedings 3.4. Ed. by G.
NICOLETTO, S. D. PASTRAMA, and I. EMRI, pp. 1211-1215.

Wu, C.-C., WEISBRICH, S., and NEITZEL, F. (2017): “Approximate model for geometrical complex structures”.
In: Materials Today: Proceedings 4.5, Part 1. Ed. by I. EMRI, pp. 5995-6000.

YamacucHr, H. (2008): Engineering Fluid Mechanics. Springer Netherlands.

YanG, H,, Xu, X., and NEUMANN, L. (2014): “The Benefit of 3D Laser Scanning Technology in the Generation
and Calibration of FEM Models for Health Assessment of Concrete Structures”. In: Sensors 14.11, pp. 21889—
21904.

ZHANG, C., BELLET, M., BoBADILLA, M., SHEN, H., and L1u, B. (2011): “Inverse finite element modelling and
identification of constitutive parameters of UHS steel based on Gleeble tensile tests at high temperature”. In:
Inverse Problems in Science and Engineering 19.4, pp. 485-508.

Z1ENKIEWICZ, O. C., TAYLOR, R. L., and ZHu, J. Z. (2013): The finite element method: Its basis and fundamen-
tals, seventh edition. 7th ed. Kidlington, Oxford, UK and Waltham, MA: Butterworth-Heinemann.

BIBLIOGRAPHY \')






A Source Codes

The source codes for Sec. 2.6 are given in this appendix.

Listing A.1: Generating the stiffness matrix ‘K

from numpy import array, zeros
from numpy.linalg import det, inv

def K sub(C, nu_ 1, nu 2, nu 3, nu 4):
""" C is the stiffness tensor and
nu_1l, nu 2, nu 3, nu 4 are the vertex coordinates of the tetrahedron

""" For details see Eq. (2.223) """
M = array([

[ 1., 1., 1., 1.
[nu_1[0], nu 2[0], nu 3[0], nu 4[0]
[nu 1[1], nu_2[1], nu_3[1], nu 4[1]
[nu 1[2], nu 2[2], nu 3[2], nu 4[2]
1)

’
’
’

— e

""" The volume of a tetrahedron """
V sub = 1./6. * abs(det(M))

""" The matrix on the right-hand side in Eq. (2.223) contains the derivatives """
Partial Xi = inv(M)[:,1:]

""" Tnitiation of the stiffness matrix """
k sub = zeros((4,4,3,3))

""" Computation of the stiffness matrix, for details see Eq. (2.226) """
for m in xrange(4):
for n in xrange(4):
for 1 in xrange(3):
for j in xrange(3):
for k in xrange(3):
for 1 in xrange(3):
k sub[m,n,i,k] += C[1,],k,l] * Partial Xi[m,j] *
Partial Xi[n,1]

return k sub * V_sub

Listing A.2: Computing the mass matrix ‘M

from numpy import array, zeros, concatenate
from numpy.linalg import det
from scipy.special import p roots

def M sub(function, nu_ 1, nu 2, nu 3, nu 4, Gauss Points):
""" function is a user defined function,
nu_1l, nu 2, nu 3, nu 4 are the vertex coordinates of the tetrahedron and
Gauss Points are the number of sample points

""" The volume of a tetrahedron """
V_sub = abs((1./6.) * det(array([nu_1-nu 4, nu 2-nu 4, nu 3-nu 4]).T))
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""" SciPy generates the sample points and weights for Gauss-Legendre quadrature

n, w = p _roots(Gauss_Points)

""" Initiation of the dummy matrix
zeros((4,4))

m =

""" Computation of the mass matrix, for details see Eq.

for p in xrange(Gauss_Points):
for g in xrange(Gauss Points):
for r in xrange(Gauss Points):

linel
line2
line3
line4

tri z

m_sub

linel,
line2,
line3,
line4,
)) .reshape((12,12))

a3=1.
xi nu 3 = (1./2.)*(n[pl+1.)
a2=1. - xinu3
Xxi nu 2 = (1./2.)*(a_2*n[ql+a_2)
al=1.-xinu3-xinu?2
xinu 1= (1./2.)*(a_1*n[r]l+a_1)
Xxinu4=1. - xinu3-xinu2-xinul
X=xinul*nul+xinu2*nu2+xinu3*nu3+xinu.
f = function(x)
m[0,0] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 1 * xi nu 1l
m[0,1] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 1 * xi nu 2
m[0,2] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 1 * xi nu 3
m[O,3] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 1 * xi nu 4
m[1,0] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 2 * xi nu 1l
m[1,1] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 2 * xi nu 2
m[1,2] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 2 * xi nu 3
m[1,3] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 2 * xi nu 4
m(2,0] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 3 * xi nu 1
m[2,1] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 3 * xi nu 2
m[2,2] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 3 * xi nu 3
m[2,3] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 3 * xi nu 4
m[3,0] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 4 * xi nu 1l
m[(3,1] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 4 * xi nu 2
m[3,2] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 4 * xi nu 3
m[3,3] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a_1*w[r] * xi nu 4 * xi nu 4

array([m[0,0], 0., 0., m[0,1], ©0., 0., m[0,2], 0., 0., m[0,3]])

array([m[1,0], 0., 0., m[1,1], O0., O0., m[1,2], O., O0., m[1,3]])

array([m[2,0], 0., 0., m[2,1], ©., O., m[2,2], O., 0., m[2,3]])

array([m[3,0], 6., 0., m[3,1], 0., 0., m[3,2], 0., 0., m[3,3]])

array([0., 0., 0.])

concatenate( (

tri z, linel, tri z, linel, \

tri z, line2, tri z, line2, \

tri z, line3, tri z, line3, \

tri z, line4, tri z, line4, \

return m_sub * (3./4.) * V_sub

(2.233)

* X ¥ ¥ * X ¥ %

* X ¥ ¥

* nu 4

—h —h—h —h  —h —h —h —h  —h —h —h —h

—h —h —h —h

Listing A.3: Computing the load vector for volume force integral f I

D
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from numpy import array, zeros
from numpy.linalg import det




from scipy.special import p roots

def f v sub(function, nu_1, nu 2, nu_ 3, nu 4, Gauss Points):
""" function is a user defined function,
nu l, nu 2, nu 3, nu 4 are the vertex coordinates of the tetrahedron and
Gauss _Points are the number of sample points

""" The volume of a tetrahedron """
V_sub = abs((1./6.) * det(array([nu_l-nu_4, nu_2-nu_4, nu_3-nu_41).T))

""" SciPy generates the sample points and weights for Gauss-Legendre quadrature

n, w = p roots(Gauss_Points)

""" Tnitiation of the volume load vector """
f sub = zeros(12)

""" Computation of the volume load vector, for details see Eq. (2.239) """
for p in xrange(Gauss Points):
for g in xrange(Gauss Points):
for r in xrange(Gauss Points):
a3 =1.
xi nu 3 = (1./2.)*(n[p]+1.)

a2=1. - xinu3
X1 nu 2 (1./2.)*(a_2*n[ql+a 2)

al=1.-xinu3-xinu?2
xinu 1= (1./2.)*(a_1*n[r]+a_1)

Xxinud4=1, -xinu3-xinu2-xinul

X=xinul*nul+xinu2*nu2+xinu3*nu3+xinuéd*nud

f = function(x)

f sub[0:3] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 1 * f
f sub[3:6] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 2 * f
f sub[6:9] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 3 * f
f sub[9:12] += a 3*w[p] * a 2*w[q] * a 1*w[r] * xi nu 4 * f

return f sub * (3./4.) * V_sub

Listing A.4: Computing the load vector for surface force integral Cft-l_-

from numpy import cross, zeros
from numpy.linalg import norm
from scipy.special import p roots

def f s sub(function, nu 1, nu 2, nu 3, Gauss Points):
""" fyunction is a user defined function,
nu_1, nu 2, nu 3 are the vertex coordinates of the triangle and
Gauss Points are the number of sample points

""" The area of a triangle """
A sub = (1./2.) * norm(cross(nu_1-nu 3, nu 2-nu_3))

""" SciPy generates the sample points and weights for Gauss-Legendre quadrature

n, w = p roots(Gauss_Points)

""" Initiation of the surface load vector """
f sub = zeros(9)
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""" Computation of the volume load vector, for details see Eq.

for p in xrange(Gauss Points):
for g in xrange(Gauss Points):

a2 =1.

xi nu 2= (1./72.) * (n[pl+l.)
al=1. - xinu?2
xinul-=(1./2.) * (a_l*n[ql+a_1)
Xxinu3=1., - xi hu2 - xinul

X =xinul*nul+xinu?2*nu?2

.':

function(x)

f sub[0:3] += a 2*w[p] * a l*w[q] *
f sub[3:6] += a 2*w[p] * a l*w[q] *
f sub[6:9] += a 2*w[p] * a_l*w[q] *

return f sub * (1./2.) * A sub

+ xi nu 3 * nu 3

xinul*f
xi nu 2 * f
xinu3 * f

(2.246)
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