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TEGEH R GEFN 5 | AGETH 7 ik R T8 71 75 180X 615 22 AN B 7 PR A 52 T 5 TR e i e A
JEC R AR AN S PR T3 VR O 5, A S A A DR R R b R T AR 5 4 Bl ) AN S A IR ) — e 7
VR IR FEAN S P AT T TR X R A A B 1 AT SR R M A P O T T Ly
el b DA a1 e 3 R ARTITE e A S g T T Do VT &

A E T T IR AL FEE AT TR AR Ty vk A3 T 1 S 43 P2 el
HER IS (RIS 240K ) 5 Bayes PRI ( B Bayes “#UR ) S 7 ik e L PRk p= A 36 vh 32,
EIEFFERAIR AR 3 ST T RO (AR TR RE I PN HR B E KR EE R A X
BRI R IR RS R IR R A A REALI R ARG BE LS R L AR | sl
SR A HLTET (9N BOR R EABE S, SX T BESE 8 127 1) 1o FH RE 52 G047 /N T . Bayes 24 IR #l
AR RS TR AR i B AT 6 R AN R R 7%, Bayes “# IR 58 42 [A] BB AR A 20
e SC AR BE AR AT LA 22 30 8 5 , T AR 9 32 8 27 v 5 A6 —A> R R (unknown
proposition ) {5 AT (12 FE SR IR AEME A | XTI B AF & SEBRAB L, B K T RS I, X RE I 3
{ii#5% Bayes I A4 IR S8 HI 4540 R0

Bayes “#IRITAF RS54 31 1 2R GEiUN Gz 3] 1T HCROGTE , I U 1 s A 2t g,
SR H AT A AP R 58 G5 AH DG T 50 i J A A 5 SR AR D Tk FE Y 5 1, AU Bayes &
Gl i IS AEZR AT, 0 W7 1A R ST AN 5 P P 28 5 0k B9 25 15 SR R e A,
SCEERLEE T Bayes Ik AER SR MR IE DL KA 05 R0 S5 U R BF 58 0 J8 e AR Al
KT A RIHTTER AR TRREH RGBT BB T Bayes RETHMIBIITHY A R

1 Bayes RSB A HIBHELR

Bayes it HiEE IE T 92 [ % % Thomas Bayes i —F 18 SCCIEAA AL [a] 8GR A ) 7
{HAE, H 3 Bayes StJ5 A H M AYH & Richard Price T 1763 488 Bl &k 38 11X i SCFEL X i 18 3C
R T A B Bayes 2y AT —FRIH G HEBL Y 77 5 2K, Laplace T8T & BE T Bayes A3, 1M
H RT3 Lt Bayes B MG M, B 20 tH422 50 2R LK, Bayes #Hig i i Cox EHELL K Jaynes Y
B RAF B IR IR 2] 1z B I S I GE T R KL Bayes “FR.

Beck 5 Katafygiotis ' 7£ E br_L 3 (1945 Bayes JTik 5| AL 3h J12 S T H 41
Bayes Gt HIFEAIISHESLARYE Bayes #HIS , 58 DAL E M HTERL, 0 € RV HREER
BAIZH, D S RS0 W, ZE 4 D MR T ,0 ()5 I 28 %5 B pR 2 p(0 |00, D)
ﬁ\j[l()-llj
p(a‘%’D)zp(D‘fm,ﬂ)'p(O\?ﬁ): p(D|M,0) -p(0|M) ,

p(D M) fop(mgjg,g).p(g‘gy@).dg

o p(D|IN,0) ISR SREL, FRAELE I FN 0 RTHE T 138 D AMER 4k e File 55
R RGBS () R G 1 5 D AR T AR PSR eRA L 23R K p (0 | IR) o
MR R 2 B PR, S W AT THE IR AT X AL S 4 0 (AR, — R AT RIS 0 1Y B R 2/,
TR R — G B RE SR B pR AU 0 1 eI ME SR 2 B SR p (D [ D0) 2 0 AR (E
(evidence) ,@@J93—4f[ﬁﬁgﬁzﬂq[“]}ﬁ%\*%%%ﬂﬁ@ﬁp(ﬂ M, D) & Bayes REIHHIAY H bR,
FORTEL ERAL ¢ AWM BERL D AUTTHE T 15 28 S5 .
N T WAL A B RA AL | Beck 5 Katafygiotis ' I A T #ili% 2 e(n;0) (pre-
diction error) FAHES: .
y(n)=q(n;0) +e(n;0), (2)
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HAFUIRE e(n;0) LRI H (model response) q(n;0) e R IS M L ( measured
response) y(n) € MY ZMIMYZER ;0 =1,2, - ,NFRE n DEHE LR T RO R 2 1) A1
B PR AR B R B, — BB E TR 22 e (n;0) IRMIIME N 0. 7220 o 7Y Gauss (15
T MR RSS RIS R R, 24 LI R D (3% R G AR Z) R R Gk i g
0 fﬂw) FrHrIn) @R FH A BL RIS (model class) D¢, AR 4 T8 340 W 16 45 51 55 HE 556 2% B pR %K
p(0120) = (8) , AT LIRS R ek th B 0 (0I5 o3

p(8]D,0) = cp(Y)'[0,2) M)p(0| M) =f (¥;0,2))m(0), (3)
Horp

S(PY0.5)) = ZZHﬂm—qwﬂ>W] (4)

1“w4_1
(W)M\‘X 207 o1
LR e R R
M ep(F 12V, M) = [ £(1)50,2))m(0)d0. (5)
S(0)
SO | HELH LI 0 0 BRI 28501 5 B M 26 43 A, T L3 ZR 8 S I S g — A~
Pkl e A ALl SR R B0 T LA B HY Z 850 1) B¢ 7] EAEL ( most probable values) , B
S(¥30.2)) = max f,(¥):6.27) (6)
PR SR AN B A A 3 AT P RIOR A
1) R ABE I T
MRS N B Z T ,p (V):0,2)) e — N RIES 5 0 I 148 J28E, Beck 5
Katafygiotis > HE W] T 280 5 5018 52 3 R BCAT LU (B — A~ Gauss 437658 py (VY 30,2)) 1E
SRR 0 AEHEFT B Taylor(Z2H)) JEIF, % IEF— AT 0, T LLE A5 3]

N SN ON A SN 1 O\ 0
Pw( YA‘I\;O’ZA‘I) %f\( Yl ;0921 )exp[— ?(0 - 0) AN<0)(0 - 0)) , (7)
He A (0) &—1 N, x N, [¥) Hessian FE [, HAE (i, j) DoeR AL PG MEAE],
[Ay(0)], == 0"Inpy(Y);0,Z))/(30,0,) . (8)

Bayes #5170 B 37 5 kA7 8 4k B2 O B3, SR Laplace 1@ 3T , Beck 5 Katafygiotis > #fF— 4
PR Y U o 7 174 WU R R R BT AR A L

2) FEHLAIRE T %

B d SRR T Y 5 32 , 3 T M B R R 22, FURBE AN 5 1k B s D35 22 35/
R 150 224 W T e e /> | s R S 00 e P AR 1 P, B A B A S5 1m0 PR o
RARMSBUN G50 04 B 4t 52 22 AR T WA A, 23R 8 P23 i O MEBE | {75 Bayes
Ty AR SE BRI R RS2 BR. A 1 i heax — [a] i, BEALAAE 7 92 B HT T Bayes R G815
Hh BERLAAE 7 2 R e W Rk 2220 BT LAIEA TR 300 A 5 L i 0 MO e B pR AT
e H FH I BEALAAE 52 Markov ( B5 /R B ) 5 Monte Carlo( 54K %) (MCMC) J5 | 1fif MC-
MC JTER TSI RKRAEH T Bayes 5 E R Ge UM U A JE IV, HUAs 14 B8 H 9 R
MCMC J7 7% B A8 Markov B Monte Carlo £, HIFEAC AR IR . ¥4 3 — 2% Markov 8, f# H:
SRR AT RSB T 5050 A1 3838 3X 5k Markov HE 7= 5 5653 i U FE A JF 36T Markov %
IR B Ra o A i 45 2 1A FREARE T Monte Carlo B4,

LA LA o AMER B, BT Bayes BRI S HOFN T AL RE 2 th S8y S i, i B
REAH 3 8 B H IR AN S RO PR R B 5 25500 [ | IXO0) B8 1 R e PR 01 1 48 1 5 T P ke 3
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HATH A 38 MBS . K L, Bayes RETPUINIEAITAFARAL )2 I TS S B0 0  45
A5 13 U IS A 1 45 AU,

2 BIARSHCOHAI Bayes J77%

2.1 Bayes #RESHIR R HIIAIES

HT Bayes REUUNHEZL | Yuen Fll Katafygiotis 30 HIAF 57 T 46 25 2 50 01 A A B S P
IR A TR T Bayes S S EARAIAIPLE Fourier (571 ) 484 (FFT) Ik ph&
TR IR 3 5k ) Bt R ik T sk e AR R AT, FFT ZR K T 2R 1 e e
I B BT R AR S AR 1% i L A5 7R i A B Bayes FRGE HUMNAEZE rf wT LU R AR BH
Je FRAVEFIESEME AR B R 8L S AL SRR TR R] , Bayes BES S BRI Jy bkik vl LA
TRt P00 15 22 LA A5 Bl 1 D) o

Yuen il Katafygiotis %5 RELMFIT T FFT RECR R G8E % B MR (0 ge i Mt ) S TR h
i 75 5 O JEE B FRT B F(w,) = VAL/(2mN) Y, y(n)e ™ TT LITE R h S Al
TR R EERLI R Z (0,) = [Fy(0,) ,F(0,) ] e N BRI A 2N, B 20 IERS
SR HEE R 0, I 22060 Ty(w,) IEET

1(Re{E[Sy,N(wk)]} —Im{E[Sy,«wk)J}J %)

2{Im{E[S (0,)]} RelE[S (w,)]} )’
HAELS, (0,) ] FnIZEFRFEREME; Re(+) Fl Im( +) Sy 5278 pR KA S FR A RE 7K. Yuen
I Katafygiotis S UEW] T AR 0, Ml o, XN Z(w,) M Z(o0,) BA TSR AR
B[, o, ] W, FFT R Z0" = [Z(w,) -, Z(o,) ] (k, = k0= k) SR EREKRECY

I'(ow,) = COV[Z<wk>} =~

p(Z210) = [[p(Z(w,)) =

k=k
k2 N 1
H [(27T>EVS ‘Fz(a)k) ‘1/2] _lexp(_ 22T<wk)le<wk>Z(wk>]' (10)
W45 Bayes BIE BB 5 0 19J5 Tt 8 s8N
p(O] 217y = p(0)p(Z""2]0) , (11)

it/ ME g(0) == In[p(0Z""2) ] AT LSRG S B EAAE 0, 2%k 0 15 o ME 3% 14 ok 5
PRI M Gauss 537 N(é,Hﬁl(é) ) ,H(é) FR% 0 = 0 1Y 2(0) 1) Hessian % [%.

S FRT R B0 SR, 7T LU R S () = 3" SO0, =
3" PV (0) (F(@,) " JERIBM Wishart 437 F 145 Bayes FET 3% 21019 58 3 ol
DLKS A5 A MR A AL i A B Bayes HESR JE OB Y H AR & 8, SE MR IR BOS S8 5
IS ME R 55 i PR Bayes #R S EGR {4y Bt 3 197 73 A A e o7 AR — AN EIE Y Gauss 43
i HGHAT] Bayes HERLRGIHR LR RIS IS 50 B2 B BL K, Bayes I
O R R B AR TRy T oL A TsE e R R R R 2 A R R G B AR 56 U T 4
J5 AR .

Yuen FI Katafygiotis & i i 1X 677 2 BAT 4% (O BIEHE T, 5 T Z AW E R R
e, AT DATEOI H 45030 B | 4 2 S5 AR iE 2 50 04 AR 24 28 B o B AHLJR: | X 8y ik 1oy T 1) 2 2 i
SR TR RIS SRR e 1, PR R i e B S S8 e A (LR B AT TR0 B 7 22 2 I 5 SR i — 1>
EAE AR IR s SO0 A Tl A 455 bt 5 D ) Pl B A S e s i A H
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i BREHE B A AR R R I AR 0 e A T S B m] 8 {2 388 T AR Jis R i A 58 25
TURSE R FS LA,
2.2 Bayes &RESHIRA M PIEE L

E1XF Yuen F1 Katafygiotis J5 ¥ A7 E A8, Au 38 324120 43 M7 Bayes FFT 532 H b pREL)
BEE LR b b G TR S A R AU AL B S A A B 5 5K $2 0 T Bayes FFT BISZS4)
PR 20 R 3E T A4 4 Bayes FFT 5 7 e AL RT3 U 22 56 5 | (1)
JEXF T R G — B 73 B RS (well-separated mode) , Au KSR RIEFAS ]y — > R &
{£,0,8,07 } XANRACSEN BAR R o {f,¢ Y REIRFBLE, {S,0° ) WS
JRHANFI 522 () D FE AR BN A £,L,S 07} EAAES | AT LAid ol &5 S0 00 i B H A B R A 1Y)
SR AEL R, Au 0 4E T T RS S8 5 S Wy 250 M AT ek =L DRt , AN A BR 22 43 il
A LS P 7 256 %, AT AR AR L ) ) P 58 AN B . 1 A

Xt T8 RS (closely spaced modes) , PRI £5 B 4k AU 22 [0] 3 AR 15 6 1E 28, Bayes FFT 525
SRR 7k () S AR TR S Ak R T RRARGA 1k 1 52 A, Aw 38 0o — 21 A v T 58 A
SkFRIRA ) B B AIRAIERE @ e R T AR R

& =Ba, (12)
Hir, B’ e R™™ sl & —HIER M BERE" ;a e R TSI BAIREE T4 IE
R FEIY AR sm' < min(n,m) RS ESSHEMAEEL, A M I IR B B 109 51 B i B
H B T X R O A, Gt — RN IS Wb B AR e T DIAS SRR R A H bR eR 2L PR
A AR b S S R BB SR AR 4R FE A m, FESEBR HT Hhe Ly B e U MS 2
A B A pR A iz 5 5 B i BETEOE , X6 T S s B RCR A R 0 B SR
Newton ( 4+ ) A6 B 2 ST LIAG SO A R S 500 S U E. H AR BRELEY Hessian R[50
DIARTE O 28 HE S R i A pr 28 38 SR A 280t 11585 R, X% Hessian 1 [ 3K 33 B AT 45 21
T3 22 FE M R A B S S B0 AN i 1.

BEAN, Au il Zhang AIF5E T 8 B2 LA DU ( MAC) AOBE SRR Brofe 22 0L BE 4R 80 i) 2 A A
B e Au IR AT T BRI RS S0 B RS B R B 4 1R T RS SO
JE ik 3k 2 Ak = F T B S /NS AR B8 28l s i, HOE -4 far 5 (]
AR T2 WA BRSNS R B (coefficients of variances ) VT2 T

8; ~ ¢/[2wNB(k)];8; ~1/[2w{N.B,(k)];

85 ~ 1/[NBy(x)]; 85, ~ 1/[(n = 1)N,],
EP B(k) B, (k) il By(k) 25 FTIEAE T TESE « BAEEMICHREGN, =T, fFIN, =
20N, 3 T, FRAERHC A — 412, Au #8575 T 322 R A Bayes 2#IRTE £ 48 R0 S BUR
SE MR EE R Z IR DGR PO SR 27 ] X IRBE AN T Bayes FET DSl 580 1 8 4 I 25
R T IS T RURI SR N A )

IEAER  PRH Bayes FFT SR 5 i 90 LB RN I FEAS [F] SCHR FLAR 21 T )32 i 45,
i, Au A1 Ni $2H TR R0 55 B A2 S S B Bayes FFT B T
O3 BIASEAS L) B R SRS A3 L SR 29-30 ) AT Al AR Sl 12 EHiE | R Bayes FFT J5 ks
T RS S EEON. KA R T AR G5 A8 B0 ) Wi L4 2 DA, O T A R G 45 I 40 1Y
“RTRIRAL  Au R H T S SURME— SO [ E B A0 BARIR B RS 1Y 4 R e/ SR
B IETSCHR[ 20 1A 31 ] AL, Au A Zhang 58 T B S LA £ DN A B O PGE Bayes
FET RSP 3% 0y 1 B0 T 122 10 0 4 AR 8 3 G 1 4% 780 il 2 1) 2 7 25 TR, P ik
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Bayes FFT U5 744580 H T 24~ TREZE M IS HER

BT Katafygiotis Al Yuen T4 H} (14 T 56585 50 W3R 20y Jy 350 76 SEBrRy FH H AE ZE 9 FRIYE, Yan
F1 Katafygiotis $2H TP Bt P Bayes T kT i A A TR RN I R
AIGETHRRPEIEATIR A ST AT A, YA AR BORAR I, D358 R S 13 we(S) ) JT IR
MIEZS A3 A 32 SCHR [ 20-22 ] A &, B T iX — S T4, Yan 1 Katafygiotis #& H T Bayes i
RS SRR 142 £ 3 12 JE 3, S 1 R A HAW R S S HTE 7y B S TR SRS A
TR D SHCRBIAR R R A 4EFE | SR J5 38 40 IS B BOW RS S 8800 ATt s R0 T4
B A BR3P BLES | Yan Fil Katafygiotis £ T #R7AYRE S Bayes TP % T LA R
2 SN TR0 2 RS HE J5 e 1) 2 S, O T R AR B 1 e A RN B 7 2 R

3 EMBEHLEEUE IE B) Bayes J7 1k

RERUEE /Y H B8 S a2 I NS A 5 SR A5 4 Z (A 18 22, A i |8 T — M il fk
[R]85 4F K, Bayes J7 ¥ EROK B 22 Hb g T FREMLA RUAE IE | 35 21 & A0 & IE S ECR e i B
.3 T Bayes L BEHUERMEIE , IEJEFIH Bayes JRBIRIFHOZE G T TRRZE L F A Wi %
Ses e B A S BE A5 5 LA EOR HE W& 1E S50 5 1 MER 431 B DL IE [ A 550 ) 5 =X
FER LR T 52 0 3 T AN P A AR B0 S TR R, A 0 sl 4 1 A Ak T vk b Rl BRAEAE R BE T
B AR I — fi S ) 2 — ARG TS BE AL AUAE IE 5 5 Bayes BEAUE IE 1) 2
BT RECAT LA Wi , — B A B A B AR R 8L, — R S EOR E 1 AL B LA
2, IR DU =2 AT 1A 48,

3.1 HirRFMENETERE

Beck il Katafygiotis - M Bayes 7716 F T REAUBIRUE 1E )80, fth {7142 HH A HEZR B 32
N TFHEAUR RS IE Ty T HARPREL, Vanik 251 05| A TR &« REIRAL (sys-
tem mode shape ) " X — M. “ RGEHR A AQFEE M 09 SEBR YR AL TSR RRAE 1) & 8 5 1A B AR
L, AP0 (1) A 1 IR A SRR 1) S B R A DR ; () kSR 1 S8R FE I A AR T
B35 G F A5 HRIRLR FHAKE I A £k 29 o), AR 2 AR XEAS ) 5 190 i AL U Fe B 1Y)
P IRAY CREAE ) o) |, PR | A Bl A28 i AR A TE AR5 5 0 223 5 (v) AT DLk S iy
2558, [ 2l S B [R) 21 )= 3B Pk B A5 B i ml At LA L X 28 fE %, Ching, Yuen Hl Yan
AL Y ORUE T OB T 5 | T R G PR B X — i B A8 A B H A pR S

FTF Vanik B TAE, Ching 5 FERFFE HBI A REIRAL , d Sy T LB EHE S5 R 5
B RIAEE AR .

K(0)p, =& M, +¢, 5, =T +e, (14)
Hof, b (r=1,2,,m) FRRGRA @, M ap, AP j RS r B AR AR
Bl TR, 1 RGURAL [ B S0 A XS &, Tl e, | S TRIN DR 22 0]
HUR R E I, BN T B IS, W e, | ~ (0,070 5 e, ~ (0,820) .87 TTL)
R MR A (B A S AR Bayes BHIE  FTLIAEEET {0, @, o } HURERMEIE
SRRV

0(0.6.0°| D) = p(8)p(P)p(a®)p(D|0,p,0%)

[p(0)p($)p(s?)p(D|0,6,07) d0dpdo
SR B T R T TG 0 PR 7 o 5 — M MO 7 o 5 i, B 210
Ching ST T Gibbs (5 1547 ) FoREHE ( GS) 3T RBE LIS 8] I bt S 2L OB I S8 B e 53 1

(15)
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T SCRR AR 2 T AR A R
J5 3K , Yuen Lo TR T —Fh il R 52 A PR A 1 8 Bayes ARG IE Hik AT
FAIEERUSR PREL, Yuen BIA THIBN S & REMNER" o A1 REIRAL" o, M E 1R e FFHIE T2
2 L2
N9, e k(010 = oMb + 16

[J:}L“dj £, K(0)d =M, +¢_, (16)
K = [T BT, BT TG = (60,00 ,00 T, Hr TSR o2 FR Y R 5
G A R C PR e B 50000 B i XS R i R SRR Y, N Bayes fASHL
P B A SRR R 2. & ~ N(0,3,) fle, ~ N(0,01) , T LI 2
G0 B H AR pR AL

J(@®,,0)=(0-0,)'3"(0-6,) +

m A o - @
22 I (K() —w’M), | * + [ X } 2;‘[ . } (17)
&> ¢ - I'p & - Tp

2| - I 3R Euclid(WOLELAS ) Y85 3 MR AIE e 305 Bk S Ebh o7 22/ M 1 13t
W5 0R A R E R B & R, Yuen S50 0d — BT U USSR FI— A = HERESRESF AT T 56
TE,

TE Yuen F1 Ching %5 TAEMIEEAE |, Yan Fl Katafygiotis ! $& H T —FhA 85l 22 1 2H A28
G5 S Bayes BB IR J7 ¥k, A8 BEAT R SORT AT, B S0 HT M9 B BEERGE Bayes 15 % % 7
VDT R RS SR G TR, SRS 8 I T A B AR R Rl 2 I A R B AR A L A
TEE BT PREC A T R B AR pR B AL I BT U SCRR[ 45 ] I 46 ] B8R T i i A
A IEAURE XA BUE I oo TR G B AR, B e A g S th H AR ek BOC T
ARSI — i T 250, MU S [) S 85000 i = B O SRABZR PR Rl R A ik U =
sk,

R 2 A R HARZ N, Bayes BB IE ATHE TARRAEEAR W B RO T # @it
SERCR WD TR TR] AR 58N 3L 1 H s eR 30T SR BT AR R 4 i 25 QA B ) T BL. Pa-
padimitriou 25 B FE T —Fp A LEA AR (component mode synthesis) ' ' #EfT Bayes £ R
TURSERUEE TE. %5 V5 1 2 2 S0 %2 i i X Ay BROTRE B 3 B i — 20 TR AT BROTASE Y| 7 A MR ik
DY) SCARBRAS ] b SCER[ 51T 51T Gauss i FEECRUIE iU AL 1E 1Y H bR & £ A AT THR
K B B2 07 1 T T AR RO BORUE I, AU D7 125 B0 A 80, AT BROTRR A8 T i e rp 5 Bk
DT TR, WD TR,

WA Bayes HRUEE IE 7 ik AR B SR80 3 I 0] AN A7 A5 A2 S R T, S A B i3 ] g
ANIE AT ARG, DR R 25 Jo e R J3E vl T 22 U5 ) AN B 5 TR A A T A A8 S, Bt
AR R EE A R XU R A8 3 971 ff 45, Behmanesh 557 SR FH 432 Bayes BAUE IE £ AT 1 H
PRPREL, 7EXAN 7 ) LA T RIAR R 502 Bayes BERUEIEF AR ™ 2 1B 22k 2 40 i B i) A5
S, BEAS U8 1E 250 B AR .

3.2 MEMMMBFEENSETHRE

FHB IE BRI SR Jim SO 3 4 R RO AR A7 A 28 88 v R e M DR 25 T AL, M LR A A
7 — M B IR A T SR R R PRI BB R | JT4F K Beck , Au, Papadimitriou UL & Ching
SR MCMC J7 k5] A T BOEME TE U, A T RAFAY SR Au 1 Beck SIERH] T MH S35 7E fif
A SRR I v R Y AR RS E | Beck A Au Z54 T MH S AZERL TR A
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AR B2 T FE N MCMC A48 53 0L F S R MCMC SR e T M 56 M 25 2 8 o 450 A
U B WA T 285 v SURE Fy PR X | G 2 S B it A 0 MR SR 3 8 B ek i h IR T2 A
—RIVEAE 5 1 PDF P IBORE | R A5 21 )5 S0 48 2% B2 R B REAS Tt — & %71 PDF 2336 3T 3]
J B 3 5% 3 oIS AR T X4 A S A S A 5 i (A O i I T e A

Ching LTI 3 7 28 42 B E Markov 4% Monte Carlo( TMCMC) %347 Bayes FAUEIE %
3 e G T DA R XY s 56 BT 3 8 o 250 (091 2 W MR 3 28 R o 5 AR AR BB AR M 3
JIE PR B A Y- HEL DX Sl Fr AR S48 8 188 R I0) o BBORE , TS DA — R 47) v [ HEE 48 % 32 ek 5 b R A 4l
B — ZR G ML A5 B2 R BSUE T T 5 B 4885 FE R AR L5 ThRE | R IS 35 90 M 5 2 88 PR 4
FIREAS AN TMCMC ¥4 R LATE 25 58 BORHIY I 00 R Al 350 R AR A B A vl BB, EINIESE (B (evi-
dence) , WNH AT A TR AL E |, FRH B AT BB PR AR AY ikt T R BEAT RS ALE TE AN JE 1E 45
R EHBRE o REAR TR B A E P TMCMC Y53 1T 22 WA OC 1Y J5 S it 52
P BRI, B AN E M 2 B AR 1 AR O E 0 0 M P 2 B A R T 1 1 T
R TMCMC J7 %5 B3GR MCMC 75450 B8 43 0L PIRR 77 12 fie 2 22 DX 32, TMCMC /]
DIMGS S B3 R MCMC J5 2000 58 H A TR (B, 300 T8 B0 1ok o A B S 1 -3 S 2 ]
DABE AR RIS B AN 22 PR AT, TMCMC 7T 28l 5 4% 6 3 9 v ) (i 52 SR FH JCHE 248 MCMC
25 (U1 Gibbs SRAEE) A RURMIEL R i T TMCMC Sk i 205, B B 2 — A0k
AT N TV 2 TR BT A B s & ARk e an ATMS' ) 503k,

EEXH LS8 MCMC J5 5 FEAIR 32 2507 [ 4E B0 293X — A1, Cheung Al Beck 51 A B
#E TR A Monte Carlo 1 (HMCM) ' 1% 75 135 T 3R i i A1 2 S 4011 Bayes B8 (& 1F 7]
IR R T AR B W S 0% B G T MH BB R 1 R B BE AL E AT R, X A B AE
Bayes BAUEIE IR 28 B B 1Y, 33X — D0 3AE 2 0m BEAH O Y J5 30 23 A SR A I B Sy 58t A AT
K RIZ 5 AT ATE TR 2R B A A8 | 4 45 ) BRABE B 5 PRARASE R | AR M i R 2k M AL,
LAk AT HE S T —4 MCMC USRS B3 A 5K

FETFRTARIBFSE , 5503 Green $2 H T #0453E K (data annealing) " 835 | H 8 B2 B T 45
PR AR BEE (RS RLER pR B i 4 75 U8 i 5 | AR Kt a5 B 5250 808l D bt
b, Green %51 7 Bayes HEFEY P2 (I SEUE TSI LS ) b X F 86 Rl R i )il 25
Bl FE R O0 , 4 i A A T ARG 09— DS ASUEL/ N HL % BE 47 B (highly informative) ”
8 A I8 1T MCMC A2 s A5 4.

Bl BIFIE AR & AN AE S B A 2627 35 220K I AL Bayes J7 ¥ R AT 5 B2 43 A1 J5 vk
FHFRERE 1 4T 3 Bayes 11581 EL2 iR Bayes “EUR A — A F 27 T, 76 AT 1BOS R )
VFZ BRI Bayes LR BRECR AT 15, B0 i T IH 5 5 ORI AN BERAUG | IR BT 75 1 48
PTTIEANBEAL BRR] R A 52 2= 1. O T 32 W I AL Bayes 1155 (ABC) BYRLFE, Chiachio 55 81T B
Bayes 7155 (1 S BN 1 AR LU BOR G55 1k, $2 10 T 28 T 4R 05 EL AV IE B Bayes 155 (ABC-
subsim) " gb ABC Fom i Bayes 7154 (approximate Bayesian computation, fijFX ABC)
subset R FHIFETLIL 7 LABC 75 BT 2 10 HE HE AR SR ik — A T 45 32 I RE AR T HEER0R 8K
G, PR RS 22 DL — AN B R /MR R Ty s B4 (subset simulation ) f& 24 1 fif ke T
T ZRGE ] SR 23 B vl 3 i)/ N R AONE AR TSI A Y — R T v RSk T LR 25 B 36 v
ABC J5 . [Ali}, ABC-subsim A] LAfRT AT 1 ABC ARSI (B DA SEA TR RS TAL | Ath ) T38 i v 2k
RS 2R G AE AU UE B T 3207 % (38 A R R0k, B0, Straub 581 F1 A SRR 3L T
TSR A BEHLE G 1 D7 T LA TR A RIS M TR %07 R B B AL 115
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RHORABEREHLAS 155 H A3 A2 £k,

BT BRI TAE, B NI 2E8 T HE Bayes ARG IE 7 RS T RESH G 2235, Simo-
en il de Roeck 257 X} 3T Bayes J5 i WY FEHUBAME IE W EAT T8 A PRGN AT AN LS 45 T
T s B o P D R LG AL AN PO 4 A 2.

4  FEHEITHR IR Bayes Tk

ITAESR | Bayes 72t gl 1z N FH T 25 4 4 475 42 5] 2 1. Collins e [74) s B 3L T Bayes
RN AT TR, XS T ARG T B A7 0 7 4k B9 F 3. Sohn 457 $E | 2
T Bayes J5 3 ik OB [R5 5 A5 B2 B9 A X AT RE MR #EA T4 2 | [FIFF Ritz 5] A T Bayes
P HEZE TR —A> = e BT A 5 —A> 5 2 B9HE SRR FE AT T A MRS 250 T ML EE S s |
A AR J5 K, Sohn A5 X6 451495 ) 8 M atE— 2 T 32 FH Bayes M )5 i ok 0 2
W B P REF O 7 B RN A R B, TR AT T S s TR B - AR By 0 3 rh 9 P 0 1) 0 2 A7

Beck 5 Katafygiotis &t 1) 38 A< HE 42 75 25 44 5 45 182 1) 8 Al & #5131 24 FHL % HE 22 4%
Vanik [ FH TGS 0N, IFi8 10 55 DI RUAE AR S5 M E AT T AL B0 IE, Yuen 74T
%} TASC-ASCE Y Phase I Benchmark HEZLASRIBF ST 1 T FFH Bayes $4 4515 51 1 W5 B Btk 7.
5T S Bayes J7 R HEA T SSMASEES S B 8 VE Y 1AL, B T RS S B R R AT LA
U L B TC A0 AR B T % 3 L R I B % 790 A 0 i o 1 SEVAEURT FFT R B S8 e
Yuen %574 I T Bayes S0 A ik 1207 1k o T X ARISR 107 EL AT DL R B T4
PR AR 3R B U0 A0 A 500 BB AL TR B 1 T B2 07 ik (8 A 00 R A e 7 L Al
It ,Yan #01 Katafygiotisw” 1538 LU R 5 D) 38 i () e T H R PEARZE & 3R D T Ia S8R T i Y
Bayes 51 #5115 125, 1% 05 25 BRGS0l J B 23833 8 9 1E 25 43 A B | WS 1 i 4 H
A—EWEORFESE Il DL B s R G R Oy B S I B RS S TR R 2
B, AT LAAS BN S5 AN W) ST R AF FE R

( (1-d)6:" - J
P(d) =@ ,
(= d) () + (a1")’
Krh @ () RRPRUEIES 3 5d, € [0,1] Fm5 i DNIES BB RE ; AR ud AR
ViRIL5H , pd /m AT BRI G54 5 02 1 07 /- B i it WI B S EUN el s o I o 36
AN IS I BE SR T 22,

%3, Ebrahimian %5 $ H 22 T4t & Bayes 1411 (batch Bayesian estimation) FJ3EZe 1A R
TR AL IEAESR , K 0 #5150 AL i Bayes J7 75 10 JR BRJE A5 31— A9 R B K AL SR o
BURE T, DA TR S48, 38 1 ] Cramer-Rao T A€ BT Fisher {5 B 4 &1k
SR AR E P 38 A S GBI B0 T BT £ Hh (0 e SR 7E 254 5% 5 40045 0 (AR 5 o7
HAb) AR AEE N, B3 5T Bayes S22 W1 19 7 BE 0EAT T HEZR G54 (0 45405 1R
BSEIEIT, 25 R AR PR SR BB AR 405 1 A 8 AT — B B S, Bayes J7 EEIA B2 M B
FHFREA2 W BR3P0 0T I A T 5 RS0 AR (g 43 5 R A IR T R
U BYROR.

5 ZEieHEE

i PA 2R AMEA B, 4Kl 1 R GAT AR AN R SR AT E R T $ w45 s 7
OIMT R S R A M FE S5 M Bl ) 2 Ve A R S LA Bayes J7 B R FE 5375 T IX BE 1R 2

(18)
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LA HE B A g — P 0 BBk T A S0 ) BURAE TE AR G5 B0 s 2
51 Bayes T AERUREFERIT- 2 (GBI L1 AR ATIH] ) %07 A 2 2 1
O . B4 LT Bayes BRISAELE 19 3 S LI 0 AR08 17 16 25 A, 75 2
BREERATRE

1) B2 LT BRI T 5 Hh S P B RE MO FE 1%, SCB0 Bayes BUAS S 162K
SR, AR TSR TR — A TLAL AT D Bayes FET BUASZ MRS AR 242
2 0 S A S 0 AV L3, DR T 4 5 B 3R 1 1
P OB WY RO SR ABRR 1, 3 A2 Bayes HEASZ M0 16 1) TR St i)
19— BT,

2) FI 9 Bayes HURE 7 45 B0 BRI B 16 255045 , ELIBSE 450 ¢
(U 5222 R 00 S R4 A7 A AR DA D77 2. S P o, 5006 B A A AR o
19, AT 2B R 2% 0 0V O P 0 SR 56 B 0 6 R PE DALl fE SR O i
1 45 B0 LR TS B A 0 U222 | 2 Bayes BUREIE R — IS,

3) EIRBAHUAIRE T T I MU T Bayes FRGETMI 5 S0 5 o BER B KK
(ELJ SR8 VA TS RE SR L0, FLB PSR 0 5 0 8 T . 2608 3 B o e 21
BRHCHZEIEAS AR AR RONTL BN BT R RO RREAR 22 B D
RO 5. PRLIHC TP 25 11 R0 BE LA BE DT T 2 AR SR — A AT TR I T,

4) FREORIE T AR SRR KR JELEE%) (011 | 25092 B0 i £
BE R AN B I T 0 BRI S e 4 SRR 3R OB T 025 sk
FENR AR RO SR A RS IE R R T AV B2 52 Bt ]
TS HOTE i K IOPHCHR 10 S, DA 143 B B35 53 L B A 505 SR L 0 48 57 2
Bayes A UM WA fRAFAULHY A,

5) Bayes RECHUIRIBIIFTE A 207 5 IR T3 A H6 05, 505 B0V P 016 AR 30
SRRTE , PRI 15 46 0 B A ) S W MO S e — A 28 X0
PO, SR ST, 31 A TSR T B Bayes REEULHINI T3 2 BAHUBE ) £ A
TR AR R R TS 1,
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Uncertainty Quantification for System Identification
Utilizing the Bayesian Theory and Its Recent Advances
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Abstract: System identification is inevitably affected by various uncertainties involving meas-
urement error, modeling error, numerical error as well as environmental variation, which indi-
cates that it is of fundamental importance to explore statistical methods to improve the robust-
ness in identification. The Bayesian approach has attracted widespread attention in the field of
system identification due to a number of advantages. On the basis of the classic Bayesian theo-
ry, this paper systematically outlined the progress of the Bayesian system identification in the
context of structural dynamics. In this study, the theoretical framework for the Bayesian system
identification with special emphasis on applicable conditions and the limits on the two kinds of
uncertainty quantification approaches were presented. In addition, this paper reviewed some
theory, implementation and practice of the Bayesian approaches applied to uncertainty quantifi-
cation for modal analysis, model updating and damage detection. Finally, the trends and chal-

lenges of the Bayesian system identification were prospected.
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