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Formulation Model for Safety Zoning Evaluation Indexes of Rockfill Dam
Deformation Considering Spatial Differentiation
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Tianjin 300072, China)

Abstract: The traditional dam safety evaluation indexes only characterize the overall structural safety state and ne-
glect the spatial distribution variability and clustering characteristics of deformation monitoring points, thereby fail-
ing to accurately reveal the local safety conditions within the dam structure. To address this issue, a safety zoning
evaluation index formulation model for rockfill dam deformation is proposed in this paper, which integrates an im-
proved arithmetic optimization algorithm-optimized attention-based bi-directional gated recurrent unit autoencoder,

agglomerative hierarchical clustering (AHC) and the peak over threshold (POT) theory. First, an efficient dimension-
ality reduction model for sequential data is established by coupling an attention mechanism with a bidirectional gated
recurrent unit autoencoder, thus solving the problems associated with incomplete sequence information extraction
inherent in the traditional unidirectional gated recurrent unit models and information loss during dimensionality reduc-
tion. Second, a chaos search strategy-enhanced arithmetic optimization algorithm is designed, significantly improv-
ing the optimization efficiency for network hyperparameters and effectively avoiding the common problem of local
optima encountered during deep learning model hyperparameter optimization. Third, the AHC method based on

Manhattan distance is employed to achieve effective spatial zoning of dam deformation monitoring data, upon which
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the safety diagnostic indexes are formulated using the POT theory. The application to a practical rockfill dam engineer-

ing case demonstrates that the proposed method exhibits superior clustering performance, achieving a silhouette coef-

ficient as high as 0.886 and a Davies-Bouldin index as low as 0.151, obviously surpassing the existing methods. Fur-

thermore, the formulated safety diagnostic indexes account for spatial variability within the dam structure, thereby

significantly enhancing their rationality. The approach developed in this paper improves the depth and accuracy of dam

deformation monitoring data mining and provides novel insights into dam safety monitoring and research on evalua-

tion indexes.

Keywords: rockfill dam; formulation of safety evaluation indexes; arithmetic optimization algorithm; bidirectional

gated recurrent unit; autoencoder; attention mechanism; agglomerative hierarchical clustering (AHC) ; peak over

threshold (POT) model

TERIE BB T B, Bhr A KN4 4 i
IS e T R SURR AL R 142 A RS T2 4 W AN
A ST 1 A W R ok R E et
W RHBETT | i T | 328 48 4% B B A 28 4 W Wk}
RGBT 4 o7 1 45
RO 4 FBRAE R o RN 22 2 Wi pr e s 7
HEA SR AR RN 11 4548 g s B L 22 T Y AR
oy 280 A LM DR i A 22 A L, DR BRAY AR
AU X RIS LA s v 2 P

ORIV FE A4 2 i J 390 o T i B9 A1 A Aoy 20 LA &
IV BASHE B PECI SR A R, AR
R, KA B (4 28546 VS I B B 1] & A 728
A, M5 BRI ZE 412 W RS AR 14 10072 B0 DRI XE.
b, TR 2 A WA 0T, 12 ) RUA 1) 1 AR SCRHIE T
YEZ B 2098 BUA KT RINL 2B Wi bRl E
(BT R ZHF I RIOET: — el B GiT
A7 120 BT A2 4 D B0 22 A s s , SRIAR AR SE T
PREOR LN RSP RAay  EiTERa N W =1 R [
73— R NG R 0 S8 B, e FE A U
A TP A 2805 S ) M 20 B A A R AR A Al T
BB A SRR BRORES A BRGSO A —
SRPSRIR A T 2 IR E B R AR

E AT A BRI N 5 B 2 A2 WHE R
IRSA S ARG LT, 455 kA W
A B SCEL AT LRSI AC 22 4 AR BB, T
FILREE LR G ALY R A2 4 I AR 1Y
PR T , W S (8] o i 43 A i 4R 1, 450
RAEZE AR A 73 S, WA 2R . 7ERINVBIE 13
INEGTK , EA RST8] 1) 25 T A S DA S g
TG EEN 2N AR AT I RV S WHE R E
RZBWTFEANTE BIHE R S BRI AR 2 4R ZS 1Y
FUBRAE, 11752 P b ORI 22 4V 25 AT 25 [8] 23 A1 4y
L, WA 2 A2 Wit B AR abUE 025 R 30 iy ==
[A) AR LA o BT DU SR b ) 45 B, R SE B2

[ 531X 2 412 .

KIS TE F3 X RE 4 WA AR T 1) 56 B 52 2= k25
FEZS [B) B SEBLAME , R HERTTAL RN 2 RS FR LI
fith. HHESCTF RN o KR8, KZRH
k BE . ZRBRGELE TG RER
PP R A T AN I A AR D R b Ak
HECH2O SRR, RIS T Wi A EL AT s ) 42 g b A
BARMAELME R R, GRS T L TCIE A P 2]
B AR TR G LR 22 SRR | DR B2 S R R BB S
4 THT M TR B 25 B0 A0 BRI AIE , S BUORS e 7,
FI IR BE 2 2] I ik A T e A SRS A BB - 1ok
SIS PP SRS, 175 P s AR5 (A (R AR R
IR, LI T FUA B IR AR AR A T R Y

TEJT GRS, 326 1 o 28 D) 2% 0 U AR AT
PEVEFR T (gated recurrent unit, GRU) BEAERE T H:]
PRI R P 90 s Th i | R RO R AL, S
fE 1 1 A 2 MR ST pR B A BT A Bl Y AR 2 Sk
Z 230 ok, B GRU - H BB I 25 3 R SR I
JEUEA TP A AT, 3k 7R RS AT 55 AT g R B U B
Aog s, il dn o) w B xn) AR R 2T (bi-
directional GRU, BiGRU) W B& DA Hif [ial F1Ji5 1] W A~ £
B AR EUFSIE B, )R L, ML R
S BN BIGRU BUAKS BEAT F B 520, 11
H A b PR 3 9 B AT SR AE AE AR B & R A ()
B H, — AT ST BiGRU WIBSEGE T &R
LA ATE TR BRI, o) — e B o A
B ER B ELE.

TERRREAE 1T, F )45 4% (autoencoder, AE)
JE— PGB A PERT IS N TP 28 454, d
— PP BRI AR R AR, h gt B AR S RS 2H Y. AE
RERSTE R BRIUARS B SEah L, PRICR 4 fy A B0 &
BURFIE , SEIA SUEYE.

25 Lk, T HERIASIE & A2 MR b bl %
AR B2 A 2R M, AR SO T eloE A 3



2025 411 H

TR IRt AT 4 4 o X PN PR Bl R

+ 1207 -

7% (improved arithmetic optimization algorithm ,
TAOA) At Al T & R1a) '] #4078 26 . oT A 9 5 %
(attention-based BiGRU AE, ABiGRUAE) - f7 145
Ay XJri:. |58, —Ji T BiGRUAE "G TR
TIWUH A5 BB R ), I — Jy T TR T4
s BRI AL B (arithmetic optimization algorithm ,
AOA) Bk BB LA BE ST , %I ABiGRUAE HJ#Z
AT A8 TG, DTS AR TR W IS4 A6 5
k. LY, BT iR B ) B R A Z R K
(agglomerative hierarchical clustering, AHC) 21528
T AEIASE X, e, ) F{E (peak over thresh-
old, POT) B AULE 2 73 X YL L 22 Wi dabr.

1 FFRIEZE

Bl 1 ARSI AR R RIF T HESE , 224035 3 A
sy
(1) BAEr S S A FE. FeFARI 204 Wil 2 58
SR A IR 2 Y00 T W 0 5, 3 a4 e 4
i dh.

(2) g7 A AT 4y X & 41 Wi 36 A L2
ABIGRUAE-AHC-POT #i#l. 14%, #8 ABiGRUAE
P o R AEAR R | i R PR 1 R R s it i AOA
PEAL 45 i S50, $E R R S AR . R, i
PHEET SR B AHC XTREZE 79 T 8254y
Mr, PAG A AT X5 . fedm , 3T POT 7Y
PUE 5 KARTE & 412 WidE A,

(3) W b, B AR 1 ABIGRUAE-

AHC-POT &7 1 FH F r [61 7 g e - A7 U TR A AR TR
GrIXAEARZWHRFREDF XL T SRS
B PN YL T R 2T IL MR RE , SR E T AR SCT
PRI A R

e B
| s snions
i ik |2 s
LD o] |
= | ABiGRUAER |
4 g
Bt %ﬁf/]‘

e talvintwt S 7 S pleeiretad

[ anchin | - [ rorsta

Bl 1 WRiESR

Fig.1 Research framework

2 ABiGRUAE-AHC-POT T+ AITE 44X
FEFRIIEERY

2.1 BAEENHEIN BiGRUAE #12 MK 157

XU [ TGP SR ICH AT GRU Al GRU 4
B, WA 2 s, BT GRU MRS A T 46 5145 o ik
FRECHE , J5 11 GRU WU DAY 510 14 235 o 38 F s b B R
. S GRU R BCIR S TE BRI | 25 B 7%
2, W U 2 it i, AR Hii1n) GRU DB ] 25
t=1 | t=T WP AT x, 15 F LA R R B
ARZS K5 I 1 GRU BRI 1= T %) 1= 1 B4 403
AT x, 13 BRAN I MRECRES B B hP
R PHEASFEIXE GRU B RRECRZS AP ; A"

1

1

1 n GRU P GRU e GRU e GRU
' T I ™ I r LiESTH
1

1

1

1

1| GRU n GRU e GRU " GRU i
Voo ' HTT : 570 HIL

]

! X X J Xr

1 2 A1

B 2 BiGRU ML
Fig.2 Structure of BiGRU network

AE J2&—RPIC B R RN T2 i e 24T,
MR — B , 2 i A AR AR LR
3 9 AE HIRIZRE5H, JErh A | ROz A 2
. G as e — i 22 o 45 AR, g i A
Ir] i DA o 2 (IR B S B = OB e s (Rl ik 2 . 2
A A AR A EAE L, DR,

2= foe WeneX b ) (1)
T s Wene F bene 70 31 A G B A o B ) 5 fone 9

— N R, BT LNEBRIN Wene X+bene A TARZENE:
ARfe. —JBEM 5, fone 42 Sigmoid ., tanh , Relu o214 pfi
O TR ST e a LAY Ey T RV IE R U o
FEI 5Lz VB Ry Ak B2 gt A B ) s i 1, T
F™H

7, = fooe (Waee + by, (2)
T Waee T baee 7351 A FFAS 2 PRS0 2 AR A 22 1)
oz, NEMME; £, N —DROE R, — B



+ 1208 -

KHAR AR (A AR5 TR

58 11

Sigmoid . tanh & Relu PRZ%X.

A Feie )= i )2
3 AE MK
Fig.3 Structure of AE network
ARCHET BiGRU Ml AE #2149 ABiGRUAE ##
iﬂﬁﬂl@ 4 Fﬁ‘ﬂ?, Z’féﬁﬁ%%‘%qj,)(t: [)Cl s X2, "‘,)CT]IEIL:ﬁ5
AR SRS W41, il 3E GRU 153 4
T it 4 A BRI AS [T s " (R SCH B F0R) |, %
FCARTSAE R ffs 2 i X GRU AHIA. ke FIZRISES

MR & He 20 BB A, T A5
BP0 A N T R H S A5
W, gefidas i Hy 5 An ks BE158E
BRI Aoy, TEMRASER T ke AW GRU 15
BB R A B BEECR S, 5 Aoy R DHERENZ IR
R NNFE o P ANV RAEAS S, e Je i fhs 15 2 E Ay
AL P X =[x, %), x| -

FEBSRY I Zhad # v, i e MBS A Bcds A
oA 2 18] ) 15 22 5l 3 HE I B (IR 4R IE 2. g3y
)71 2 (mean square error, MSE) 1 Ay 5 (451 5k ok

1< ,

EMS _?;”Xr _XI

|- |f D R, RN SRS S R
GINBEAE 5 1) e AR REEL AR

2
2

(3)

4 ABiGRUAE &Z!45#y
Fig.4 Structure of ABIGRUAE model

2.2 REHEERREESUHR AOA
22.1 AOA

AOA & Abualigah 2052 Sy ek o iz 5
TR KT i — R s AL k. G A
PUNE BAFE B, N—2A st i i e 4 &
FrE s, Bkl 2 MERE, BIRER
BB AN & B B

£ AOA FHIAIRAL TAEZ R, 1 e kB
Ab Bz B B A CEREE R AR I ek £ (S) SR
A5k UGEACHT AL T B B B, B

S =8 k(S =S ) Lo (4)
X SYONE & UAEACAY BREUE 5 Smin A1 Smax 5371
AR AR R 1 A S5 IMBE AR KA 5 L WEIE
HRBEAREL b R 4 ar AR B, Humlom 1~
L. TR BORA TR ABRIEX 2 Fhis Bk ik
T Bk KGR 4 R R, TR R B A
IEANRTEX 2 Fhiz S A AR o0l b SRy 4
K. FFBRIFAE R TG WL (5) |, ik fn 48 &
s 12 (6) Pk d > sW (d) h—AMEX A0,
1] E AR5 5 AR B BERLED |, WA TR R BB s )



2025 4E 11 A F OBEE. BSR4 KPR ARl E AR IR - 1209 -
Z AT R BB (1) & XP¥,
- ) (lfﬂ) — (/f) _ (/.c)
fk.+l) _ va(Wk +(U)><|i(vf—v})x77+v}.]} dz<0'5 G PV, (13 Vi ) (10)
" v:.xW“‘)x[(v‘?—vF)xnwj] d, =05 CETUZO'(VE?) +(1-o)vy (1

J J

(5)
—vh )X+ v/L] d,<0.5

v+ X[(vj —v})xn+v}] d,=0.5
(6)

A dy HH—ATEXEI[0, 1] RIS 534 1 Bl
UL, Y =05 B, PUTIRIEIL RN, 2 4,<0.5
I, DB T BRI R 5 v RS i AMRAESE k]
WIERHES j DN RIE; d, i — D EXH[O,
1] F RIS 2 53 AT B BEALEL: v, A S HT kAR BT 4
J NHEE R 0 A—/NERG V] R SRR
5 AR BT SRR R R
FIBE, HEEN 0.5; WY BRI LAY =
FE SN

w =1-k"0/1"° (7)
K 0 HEE T AAG R I BURSEL, BEh S.
222 WA F R AOA

TRIE G i [T P St ] DAAE S —Fh AR HL
DLEE S 7E 8 2R AR v R s 8. X AT BB VB B AH 2
Z Rl TR B 2 I B I 5, AOA 1T REFEfif
25 [ O g — 2 R 2 k. BURTEILAL AL ] 9 5
HE] AOA HYJRHE R HIE A TAOA, LAFE ik
PeAbgs R, o P o8 AN R TR M E SR pL AR pLR] , B
logistic WLEFFI = yRMut, a3 &P, Bige
B < FEAH R 0 b (E AR TR A A A URBCT , PR B S5
PR AR (AR K ZBUE LT AR, X A7 B O
A1 AR W SRR B G A . RO DB AR AL 48 2R ik
FEFIBTE AL BT TR R, RS THERES
()36 T3 RE 77 , A0SR T AR SR s R B AR i B A
fife. XAMHLHIFERE SER b A QU R IR B )
RERIYIZRET) BERS B Ak b T 48 2 SR e L, AT 42
e B ARG B2 RN A PR .

AR p, BAAMAER n dEn) &, 5%
&k AEE— ARV AR R PSR TR v A
VO S BINE N logistic IS FN = VML B ALY, B

vl(f) =(vfk) —ll.)/(u,. -1) (8)
VO =2(v® ~1)/(u, - 1)1 (9)
A F LA R EIRATT IR Roli=1,
2, -, n. logistic BESFFI =R 750 o =X (10) A=k

M o=4 Av¥ € (0, D], logistic BTN A IR
;24 0€[3.3,4.01H VY € (-1, DB, ZRIURIR
.
23 ETEMMEREN AHCRELZHIK

AHC 0 [ I 1 SR ISTILD, AR
PRI IR )2 (BB 5) T i, T &
IF B — AR i T2 126 2 T, AN
S AR DL JBE SR DN A5, AT B b — T2 P A
W 5 PR, BB JRUCR IS —F A T 95
R, HOA B S0 A e A Ve — 1%, 2R
JE AR AR B B MRS A 72028, AR A 3 A5
PR 7 G AT T 3, R RS — A
XTG4 1 B sk B4 1 A A

il

5 AHC%H
Fig.5 Structure of AHC

SRR BE 1 3 AT T 5 e 2 A Y
AEARIPE B2 S, DAEEAE AR AL ) A5 o 0 ) ) — 2
. BRI B R R ik, Ol s i i 2k
FE B i s, JUHUE Y8 s i AL bR I (B, T
2 I T P 2 RS FH A ) o R TRl AR L. A
WIASTE W e 2256 2.1 1 gt Iy ih b e fe ol 2
AR )t , SO FH 2 A R A AR AR vk

S E g TR A RTEAR HEAR R R 1
2 o B 2 AN AE T g pa] rp ) SN B A Y T
B EARENIEE. 4 X =[x, x, -, x7 )Ml Y=
D1y v, o, yr PRI T S B T AR A ) i, DU 3%
) 2 TP 25 Ay

MDIS(X’Y)Z[i|xi_yi|]/T (12)

OB R S L

Mys (X, ¥)=1/[ 1+ M (X,Y) ] (13)
1 2 (13) IH—Ab 5 Al R B 40k [0, 111X 8]
FIFEAME, IZ T 1, 10 AR .
2.4 ETFPOTHENTHRESSXISEIEIRNE
241 EIHBIRAAM E L
e S B AR AR R ST B AL AR & i KA



< 1210 -

RHRE 224 (A AR 5 TR

CORTEI R B

W/MEL, T S F R AR SORAETE R — [ B (B 45
il NS BB X1, xa, o0, X} W —E ST B
[F] 3 A Ly HES) ) AT W Bt . AP e B o, fi
T X0 =0y Z X502 22> > x0, WASFEARAE 51
{x2, = Xoe1s X
242 POT HA

I A B L5347 (generalized Pareto distribution,
GPD) J&—F i SEME 45017, HOAT iR B rhol i
—RMERIFRSY, 1T POT Rt Al HAm Ao iy
K%Y (probability density function, PDF) 1] /R

g(xlpo’ ) =110 1+ y(x—u) o] (14)
Kby o B s BRTEAR B4 RS BRI R
y#40,0'>0, 1+y(x—u") /6'>0. Hy>0 #}, gkly, o',
u) RIER . Hy<0, g&ly, o, u) HERE . 4
y=00}, gy, o', u') NGB .

BEAX1, X2, o0y X} A — G0 ST LIR30 A7 08 5 HE
GINRIREAK R , AEERE u', 2 x>, x; BB,
TR 3 R ) R DN B3 S B0R . s = = M9 3 AT R AR
LIy

B , N P'sx<u'+y)
E.(y)=P(x—u' < ylx>u')= o) =

F(u'+y)-F@W)
1-F (')
MEAE o R KRB, TR (L-n,/n) 35 LAL T
FQ') , o n, A BRE ARG, 7115y = x—u')
SRS AR, HATFOR R

y=0 (15)

oy 1 [1+}//0"’(xl—u')]_l/y y#0
1—n/n,[1-e 7] y=0
(16)

TER 2 KRR A AR | 285 BRI e )
SR A3 e s Wi b, B
- _{u'+ ylo'(Pn/n,~1) y#0

17
u'—o'In(Pn/n,) y=0 (17

K PR,
243 BEL&G A

AN [R] A e 5 25 J0 25 T 12 T 418 s ) AU
V) {12 vy T 22 S 0 3 D S XU 7T R {3 AR DU T g
FIAANGE R, KA Hill B g
AR Ak S R 2 A PR B, DA PR A B e
GHATE GPD. ZIERNIE M {(x1, x2, -+, x,}
Sk Sy HL R A3 A i BEAILAS &, LR St R
X ZX () SX 0 = =x. LAFC(18) 1144 Hill Fit

1 Zk .
Hk,n :z - lj(lnx(n—jﬂ) —In x("—j)) (18)
=

K 1<k<n-1. UL k Nl H , RO 2

g Hill [, ETRAETRE HIRIIR SO0 R R REAE x

HIEE u.

2.5 FTRISFRIVE FIiERTE
ARSCRFAR MR P SEEANIE 6 T RPY BRfusE 5

nez s

6 FiRtREIE SRR
Fig.6 Flow chart of establishment of proposed model

FB 1 B ORI AL T s A TR (E
Tk A — R Ab P,

S 2 @ T Y TAOA FiEkXT ABiGRUAE
BTG~ 2] 3 IR RE L, | BR)Z Y ORI OR
YIZRIRIHIX 4 WO 2 EuE 7 5.

B 3 LT S0 15 B B 00 B 2 8o
ABIGRUAE #7011 Ji o 222 2 M 47) 5l R4 7
LSRR

SR} 4 Ei SR EEE R RIEE R AHC &
VERS B ) M DU P SRR SR T, A LA 3
EorIX 455

$B 5 ST POT HBHYE R LI/ X LSk
5P,

3 X B

3.1 IR

SR DR HEA I T 2 m A TR VL T B, A
[ &R (D) BT, SR 261.5 m. FEHEA Uit T
WA B T F 8 e L Es , BAT e AT %
MRS, SRR RTEE 7 VA A A, AR SRR



2025 4F 11 A T E%E. RN IS % 4 K IEM R Rl e R A - 1211 -
R WM 2015-01-11—2018-11-10 4 ZEMASHZ Wy M =(M =min M)/(max M —min M) (19)

B A TS, T 7 I A, TR AT
N R

L7HLHEL
Lot iy
BRER] 124

12345678 910111213

LAMLELL

L3W LR
L2 AR Lk

L1 L

B7 THMUERNTHEENSGE
Fig.7 Layout of apparent deformation monitoring points
on downstream side

— L4-02
300 F L6-02
L6-13
. 400 } L7-13
g —-M
N
L 300
200 |
100 .
/\\ l\’\\ ,\\ /\\ \\
R I N e
N D N \ D D
) » » » » »
H
B8 EB4r TR S SIS IR

Fig.8 Monitoring data at some deformation monitoring
points

3.2 #HiEWAbE

M TR FTEHLIX B AR IR AL 8 5
TR A S N R EF 2R B 2 R A B ek
FESCHE S8 I 0. 3 A A o Ak 3 RSO A7 (i N K
PV —1k) P B = FCHE %) ot o A ] S AR AR R AE 1E
FERNFRI, T BRFRAE Z [B] 25 57, S 43 b A A
PEAE R 47 A A

BRI R T =X Hermite J8 {8, 1% 07 W01 1
I SRS L, TEAR SRS s [ B h & e T %
SR, T X ECE 5 2 (8]0 2 A A R K 3
T FIAS R B B g o A AE Ol 0 VA AT AR
19V Ra HE SR (b 1 A VA TR 2 4 WD B , 22461
TRR LA W B () Bk By 2.57% , B (eSS
AN 9 Fis.

BRI —1b R Min-Max Friifl, AR ECREG
TR~ [ ) L O LSS 50 ) U Rl — 3,
HARDLA (19) , B

P MO SEPR I s min M 9 SRR IR
8/ IMEL; max M R SEBR I ECE i BRoR (B M7
H—AE ) B R,

390

— %5 R
oo S

380

370

AT /mm

360

350

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
B A]/ R

9 WEil& L4-02 HIERELER
Fig.9 Interpolation results at monitoring point L4-02

3.3 TRHSXRRELBIMET

e BRI 7 v 70 A0 55 A A8 T8 Wi icahs 25
AR AN H — AL FAb HUS , 158 70 &K 1400
P IIWE R R /T8 HE. ABIGRUAE [R4ERIAY
FETFIREEFJHESE Pytorch 3.7 FYEE, BERUG Ok R gk
4 MSE pREL, TEALAS K Adam. Ry $2 & PR AEAR TR )
FRERE , 25T TAOA 3 ABIGRUAE ARy 4 4k
SR, BIBRRZ T s 8 Ny R L BN R RS
Ly Al KNG M. X 4 DSEITAGE 551
H: N,E[10, 100], L,E[1 x 107, 1 x 107'], L E[1 x
10, 1x 1077, M{E[50, 200]. TAOA FFhEERR Ty
20, T RIEARIECH 100. e SHEE R 1 PR,

# 1 ABIGRUAEREMRHEESH
Tab.1 Optimal hyperparameters of ABiGRUAE model

N, 64
L 0.01
Ly 0.0427
M, 150

KT AN E A R IXPERER . AL
5 %8 B 2R B (4,) F1EE 4E W7 - 61 T 45 % (Davies-
Bouldin index , DBI) ff: B I¥A 1545
TR BT AR R SN
b(x,)—a(x,)
()= max[a(xl.),b(xi)] 20)
s a (o) B A x; RN ES s b () B AL x;
(AR DI . R AR SR S 2 SR ) 8 B 3R 50T LA 2o
A B SRS B R BON PR i - BBk i, WX
QD). PR RECEIEE 1, RIERA LT
1 N
As(xi)=WZs(xi) 21

i=1




<1212 -

RHAR 2R (A AR5 TR

58 11

A - T AR BT
| & k. +k,

Iy —H;n’)j}x a
Kk WG @ T RAEER BRI EE
dy A i M j RS, I B 0, RAHCR
AT
34 THEHSRIBHRUELR
341 EHBHREERLER

I WA R RS T RIS IR (4%
FRFEAR 52t 341 25 2 FN) B BEREEE , [R]
F22% DBI, A] LA S AR RS0, WLIAL 10.

0.26F " 1ss

0.24
022 13.0
0.20
0.18 f

0.16 | —e DBI {2.0

0141 —— R
0.12 . . 115
0.10

(22)

DBI

[

n
B4R

5 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
BRI
B 10 BEFHES DBIRBEETHEBRNXER
Fig.10 Relationship among the number of clusters , DBI
and clustering average distance

TER 10 R, YRIREEE N 6 I, R
BT AR BE A K, FF 7R LB A - 00 T i e

8 SRIX1e 43X2 @ 43IX3
6l JyIXde SrIXS © 4rIX6
© L ]
& 4t o ®
% L d ° Ld e °
Moo2r ® o e @ °
[ Y e e ©® L4 ) ®
ﬂj& (00 ¢ ® L d L4 ° L]
° L J
-2t . ©
4}
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40
EAESW)

(a) 10 YIZREH

sk “ KL 3IX2 @ J3IX3
GrIXde 43IX5 © 43[X6
@ 10F L d ° ° °
4 e® o
‘)f 0 o
o L J
® °e
“10F * e &L
e o.. °
_20_ ® o L J
-20  -10 0 10 20 30
EDESN T

() 120 M ZE I

/AN, B 0151, BRI, e RSN 6, RIASTE 4%
XECE N 6. I/ XARAE 11 s, iTLLE -
VIS B R B B A A FE SRR A, B — A X2 R
KM — A X 1 A 15 AN 43X
2.4 FS #AS 12 NS A X 3 A 11 AN
X6 LT 8 AN L.

B 12 XEREIVNZREE N RIS T T 4
fRJEIR , T LA Bt DI 2R AE AR LRSI e 271 Bl
i SRR — A, E IR BB KN 2R B, BT A 4
TR YNGR BT SR 25 150 IR , RIRCER K
B T I fE

......... L7HLELR
Lo kLR
o)
W LSH Lk
[ LAVLHEL

L3tifiELk

e /rIX1
o JrIX2
o 4Ix3
® /rIx4
° SrIXS5
o /rIX6

E11 TEISRER
Fig.11 Zoning results of deformation

30F X 1e 43IX2 @ 43[X3
JyIX4e J3IXS @ 43IX6
20 .
A
?g 10t ®e e,
]i]' ° ° L4
f‘_} 0 .. p . - ®
-10 ® * ° * 0. ® L
=20F L]
60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60
EAESI
(b) 60 ML
X1 J3IX2 © 43IX3
107« AKae K5 « 44K6
S -
&
/‘_EZ o ® a ..
t]H 0 :o .:
& s
-5 . ‘.'..-
Y .‘..
® oo
_]0 L L ] L ]
-30 -20 -10 0 10

S
(d) 150 YILRSEI

B 12 AENGEAHTHRETALER

Fig.12 Results of clustering visualization under different training cycles

342 HRIGIHMELER
B, i Hills EXF 6 ANMEF4r X 45 B IFEA

St B ELHEA TR G SR, R AL POT Fy 8 ke
ANRME GPD WS4 el , 2T TR LA



2025 411 H

TR IRt AT 4 4 o X PN PR Bl R

+ 1213 -

E XA WS FR. 2 2 & XA B (A Y
TS
K2 BHX POTHETESH

Tab.2 Calculation parameters of POT model for each zone

XGRS n My u' ¥ o'
1 200 35 1335.0 8.215 -0.281
2 200 26 1200.0 4.239 -0.135
3 200 23 974.0 6.790 -0.164
4 200 61 786.9 5.989 -1.095
5 200 44 559.0 41.848 -1.065
6 200 39 222.8 0.956 -0.349

SHEMATRZHB, @t 07) 55 E R
FEAKF 1% 1 109% XN A2 A2 WHEARE. 2570 X
TEANFLE K R AR RR LR 3, Al A5 XAE ]
— B FE MK T IS WHEPME 22 R BOR, BT A%
JE 23 A1 73 S AR AL L7 A5 B A BE AR TSR A
o XCHEAR I S HLA B

®3 BORXBREISHIER

Tab.3 Safety diagnostic indexes for each zone

XS BEMAKF 1% BENKF 10%
1 1362.566 0 1347.5300
2 1229.080 0 1207.270 0
3 1011.782 0 979.397 5
4 792.190 5 790.576 4
5 596.506 6 5804323
6 225.397 4 224.1338

3.5 XML
3.5.1 BAHMACK R AT

H T AEASCIR TAOA 78T ERE F IR
P, B S AL (genetic algorithm, GA) R TRE
P4k (particle swarm optimization, PSO) B3 | fiifaf);
{1k 3532 (whale optimization algorithm, WOA) Fll AOA
A3 7 (B SSE R A R i e 47 ) E R i 22 A 7
XFE, g5 13 FE 14 PR,

0.05
GA
PSO
0.04f — WOA

AOA
i ! — 1AOA
= 0.03h
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AU

13 AEMRUEERIE R M2k
Fig.13 Fitness curves of different optimization algorithms
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. GA 1 PSO WLZLEXA I rh UM RB 221 2
FRo. M 14 JRIRINEMIRZG KT , JAOA 11
FEHRZEN 0.009 53, A T b /N Hako®
AOA Fl WOA, ZHMEMIRZES 5K 0.01268 Fl
0.01524; GA 1 PSO fx 2, HEMIR2Z 55N
0.02025 F1 0.019 81. PA_FXF b/ Hrisd BHAS SCRTH 1)
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Fig.14 Sequence reconstruction errors of different opti-
mization algorithms

3.5.2 Mtk babadit

J9 T BAERTHE ABIGRUAE Z5IE Wil 47| [ 4 At
UL BRE , A SCHERET T4 B R B0 A Snfida (gated
recurrent unit autoencoder, GRUAE) . K484 A %
fih#% (long short-term memory autoencoder, LSTMAE) |
X [i] GRUAE (bi-directional GRUAE, BiGRUAE) ., X
] LSTMAE (bi-directional LSTMAE, BILSTMAE) .
1 & 71 BILSTMAE (attention-based BiLSTMAE ,
ABILSTMAE) 5 A SCBAY A7 X6 L 3.

HE 15 AU, AT HAbT b 323, B ik
()4 B AR IR 22 50N, Bl 0.009 53, 156 A SC 5 6
B A B AR AR T WD e 4, L X 4% G R 8 e 1 1)
T SCIE S RE S B 4 T A RIS B I R AE
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Fig.15 Sequence reconstruction errors of different di-
mensionality reduction methods
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T 4 NHETHBELE L0 AHC PN FEDR, AT
B HASOTER) A, Iog SEFALHT, 73507 0.886 Hl
0.151, BEHTAR b T HoAt 7 v A SO S O B 4E 7 15 BB
ST A A AR, S SR TR At R 7 SLA.
x4 AREEEFENRIETFNIER
Tab.4 Clustering evaluation indexes for different dimen-
sionality reduction methods

Ry ik A, Inp
LSTMAE+AHC 0.701 0.336
GRUAE+AHC 0.749 0.317
BiLSTMAE +AHC 0.769 0.284
BiGRUAE+AHC 0.781 0.235
ABILSTMAE+AHC 0.854 0.189
A 0.886 0.151

353 REMMEEF T R IL
S E IR T BRI ES ) AHC ik AE
JERMERE F D0 , A5 SCRE BT K FC I 8 R AR 1%
LR AHC BS ik 5 FTH Jy tb A it b, VP4
FEPREH As T Iop, £ 0576 PP FEPME L 5. AT
DA FF AR 7 ¥ R T 2 BB ) 10 4, 9 0.886,
Iog A 0.151, BT X Ok, R FTHR I EEXT T A
W APPSR A SR X 7 RE
£5 FEMBGUEERTERFNIER
Tab.5 Evaluation indexes for different similarity meas-
urement methods

PE BB A, Ips
FEF R 0.743 0.299
FETRZAUE 0.769 0.287
BT S (BT k) 0.886 0.151

354 REHSRIGEstH

AT SRR VA TE R B A R AR S
B K-means, PCA+K-means, AHC fil PCA+AHC 5
P b A R o . PR R AR IE I 4 B Ipp, 45
ITEMTEN TR PMERE R T3R 6. B4, \TLVA H AHC
FHEST K-means R PRFRIVES 4T, Hrp 4, #2547
0.106, Ipp K&K T 0.054, Uil AHC IR

. Hwk, 23 B%t e K-means 1 PCA+K-means DA &
AHC Fl PCA+AHC, 7] LA H B 4E 5 BRI
MR T, f)5, ARSI M PCA+AHC, &3
A RFET 0.245, Ing PR T 0.427, BLRHASCIR HEAY
IR HILA BiGRUAE 7 v REMSTE 45 R n]
R MR B4 7 9B () SRR ARRAE , DA T AR AR IR - rr SR 2%
ghE.

®6 REEEIENTNIEHT

Tab.6 Evaluation indexes for different clustering methods

BRIk A Iop
K-means 0.497 0.732
PCA+ K-means 0.578 0.598
AHC 0.603 0.678
PCA + AHC 0.641 0.578
P07 ik 0.886 0.151
4 & it

B BRI AR A8L R X I A XU 92 1 N 22 e F
BABEEMNE L. ASCHE T ASTE W 25 A 2 ]
) 4 S e A R ME 4R T TR Wl AR P Ak
BiGRUAE-AHC +AHIASE /X J7k:, 2T POT #
WABLT A2 (053 X LB Wis bR, f2m T
P E TR BRI A B, 58] T A0 T 4518,

(1) £t P 9 Rt v AE A 15 B 2 2R R, 4
T TAOA-ABIiGRUAE Jrik, RAHIRME R KA1
ABIGRUAE M Z8 824k, I $ i 1288 Wil 41
(IEEAAGRE , SEBLT I3 8 AT SR 4.

(2) AHEE AU E B —FEn RAL R 2R
ARSI 175 B s A 23 (Rl A 43 SR R T, eI
W Py 5145 SR 2 i Bemt | , SR AHC F1 POT SEBH
T ARG 45 KIS E .

(3) W P Jy 3 1 FH v [ G i s O it A 301
TRRSA], ST AR & s Wi 4 X A8 ARl . 9T
gh LW, PR 4 B IR 220
0.00953, EVERETEMFEIR A, N 0.886, Ipg A
0.151, P T HAbXF Fe i, SRR T IR il i s
Pk, R RINEG ARSI WAL T 87 ) SR

ARARMFE DA — PR E . — T, N A5
JEANRIZEAY A U AR | 25 Ae 0 2 S b BT B 58
XTEEIPE R EA , DL — SRR iz (b RE )1 5
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