a8 % 5 x W T bES

2026 4 5 H

Haiyang Xuebao

% jﬁ Vol. 48 No. x

May 2026

R, Rk S, 206, 5. FUNAE R UUESER ] BB AR FL B /K e 3 BE TN [T]. 124k, 2026, 48(x): 1-13, doi:

Hou Jiankang, Cheng Yongzhou, Wang Dunge, et al. Intelligent prediction of excess pore water pressure of seabed around double pile founda-

tion under the action of regular wave[J]. Haiyang Xuebao, 2026, 48(x): 1-13, doi:

AR i E T e B Atk B B i R B FLBR K E

Bee

Fou

AR, BAMNY, THE, HAM, Fk', 5

(. KW TR KA 5 TR, Wi K> 410114; 2. KR SRR ERMEA ERA LR E, W Kb

410114)

FEE: RFRA R RER T XA B BRI IR AE D TN B A, FRT % HARE i T
Ko Bk, BT HRAMERE, 20 T F B KGE & T X0 E B g REILRAE SRR AR
] oA LB . HOk, R AL BRI G 2 A Ak 5 7 ko Bod AT WAL B, 9F 2 Al A GRU A1 ELM
WAERMEHRATNETN, ZE, RAGSRZBERBE T AN FRABEAGR B HTRS ., EREY:
EYWRABLAGET, MAEK G I, XKEEMEAEHERBLBAE N BELZEH X, BREF HER
HAEHBEZTRACHE AL, AN X ARSI BRAE I RABEFEAEN A ZR,
A, MEBENEAEANR TREEA R 2 AT F L ARM, £+ PCCH 09827, NSE 4
0.921 8, RMSE % 0.330 5%, MAE % 0.255 9% #F 7% B & 3% AR B T AE 2B B 8 K £ B AR 3L E & &

BT — M AR R

KR ARl BILIRAE 75 AL AR S AR Z B o R

HESES: XEEREE: A

1 5%

W7 2 BRBE IR 2540 e B S0 P 2 5 B R
g EOCIR . e BV | B U AR AR ORI T T AR A
BOBF Y K o Z AR ) SO A ST 6Y
Rt R U, SRR E Py | TSR TESR | R
B | 3N 2 A PR S 45 0 5 I F, i T e T A U A
BTz R SR, AR SR IR B R S D IR, £
P il 75 I3 R A2 TR 8, 3 B 5 | A R L e PR
AL BRI g 2R 284, S B0 RAR 801 B, A
SR AL AR L A SR E o R, Y T TR AR
FHTR 220k L 0l J] Rl 96 A AL B /K s g 87 R 3, %o
PR AR AR RS E , PR BT 1 TR S H A9 1

%5 B #3: 2026-03-08; 11T B #i: 2026-05-12.

XERS: 0253-4193(2026)x—0001—13

W aiafT A EE L

LA, 7 2222 38 6 IR Ay 2800 T Ak 22 S D e PR
2y A5 WA BT R 25T . AN, Wang 551 FRGET
TR T SRR J R PR 8l 25 e AR AR, 45 HH LB K R
7 Bl v AR5 J] 301 B 084 DR T4 0, LGS [ 3 A A2 i
TREZI 3 . Zhang 55U XROIRAE T SAAE ] FiL i IR
SIS NLHEAT T RIRSE, K B i AR S R 2 W A
THAE S LB K s A7, A R FLBE K He 7 B 1 PR TR 38 384
I SED o AR AN BIFE T BIRAE R R L Sk
] LR DR 51 i o7 A, i WA o A [) Az LB K e
JIRAEAF A W] 2 25 5, ELARE IS FL B /K s g e R L
BRTFHEMGHESG . A, Asumadu 551 58 32 %5 {5 42
LA H D TR AT 22 0 3 52 ) FRLBE R Al ) 2540 (688

EE&TH: HE [ RRFIES (52371258); W5 & WF 58 A RHIFEH 9T H (CX20251352).
TEF B e (1995—), B, WIR A O A, WL ged:, 8 NFHE O A SOR T TR BFS . E-mail: 24904030111@csust.edu.cn
FBEMEE BAGY, B, B, FENR O R KOG TR, E-mail: chengyongzhou@163.com


mailto:24904030111@csust.edu.cn
mailto:chengyongzhou@163.com
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn
http://www.hyxb.org.cn

2

GRERE TR

FEAEIZ Bl 5| & I R R s Z1 45 4 . Cheng 551
Bl B A Yk A FH T R R el R L VAR A ) R AT TR
L, &R LU e Bk op o & S B IRS, OF B
AR PO Ak ] L Ve PR v g LR

B N TR REH AR M Pk & e, HLas 2% 2] 5 IR
S E TN TR 2 TR g .
n, Ze AR fy g T — 0Lt O Ak K g A2
28 I 25 A AR ST X B — 3l o IRUTR I8 e ) Bk
B RETM . Wang S5 U T — AN flA B ]S LR
26 TG PR 00T 5 1R B AL %) IO HE 22, T HE 4
R % XoF il 300 30k 5 R A7 B B0 . Firat 55 Gungor!™ SR
FHT™ SC Il U214 235 000 28 TR 45 4ot 228 1) 2% 5% 68 T A7 1840
FEL o 8 32 R AT OO A 52, & BT S I o 2 1 4 L
B LF R HONAEBE . Zhang S5 U HESr T —Fh AL TR
PR ke 3k 5 4 i > O vk 1) T AR A, W A Ak s
] A Ak S BBl R 356 b Rl R BE . Du %F U9V R A RNN,
LSTM 1 GRU = it [ £ A5 71 %of 15z YR 5 62 114 Vg DR AL B
K 3 AT TN, 45 S 3 W) — Rt 70 1) i S B A RL T
I, Horh GRU 284 (985 & e /1 o Cheng 2519 36T 41
i 27 2] FINR B 2 > AR R T iy 380 0 94 O (O ) = 3
FLBR K g e o7 TN AEE 2, R 3T T AT R BT RE S 4K
Do T BRL AT S5 it JRD B L B K P g i

i LARWESE AT LLE , B RTEN XD TRVE T R
e S Atk ] 1 9 DK 20 g o o A SR AR X £ o SR, X
TR 5 2 HEES MR A 1E R I IR 3l e g AL
B2 T2 IR MENT . AL, TREEF > FIHLAS 24 2 Fi R
CLEM e TR AR )32 0, Sk 22 Wk i ik ) o] Vg DK
Wi, 22 5 bs B4R AL T A7 I R s . A, AR
FEIE TP IRKAE R GG, dE S 1 R 55 RURERR A 2
BT, B AT T D e o LA 35 il D R VA A A L Bt K
FE s . IR, 22 ARG I = S 1L
BRIK T B P 450808, S AR (s S A6 I 45 3h 285 % 55
5, IF456 GRU FI'ELM A5 78 Fi o)) 285 i 22 B il
SR, R T — R RS TR 5 R
W IR AE F T 22 A 5 it J1 F1 Vg DA i) 7 993000 42 1 T — Fh
BB BB 43 BT 0 ik, o DR 58 30T 1 45 4 ) 1) 42 4
REBITIRMIETHRES %,

2 AR5k

21 REHE

T AR A VD B T R 2 U AU v 0 T TR KR Y
PEAT, KAl EK 60 m, 5 1.5 m, 7 1.8 m, 8% 1k
7 RS . KR B ER AT EAA K 4.5 m, T8 1.5 m,
iR 0.6 m By VDA . IR KRS B o A i IR G, K i

WA WU X . VR b e85 D = 0.09 m A9 SR B,
B JEL 3.0 mm, HE R EE 0.55 m, BEAIEE G = 2D, 3k
G K 22 18] SR FH [ WA AT i 2 o 32 SR R Y BR
il SR AR TE B BE A/ NI B A A . 5 S Vg A B S B
RUBE 5K T, BRI v bk BLAR 5 /K R4 1:100 4H
RLHE WA T 40 R BT S, IR Y S HONIF A &
9.07 KN/m*, {42 0.334, fLER L 0.784mm ., FLERZR
0.439. FIXT % LB 0343, B35 R 1.31x107 mys!'l,
WY, PWIR KM SEE B=1.5m 5SS HZ D=
0.09 m Z HLiE K T 6, PRk AT L 220 W 300 B 3580 17 o AR
b E ER S T KT IR AT VR, g
K E 0.3 m 7 EAL, #KIRHL 72 h DL L, (Y IRIAH]
A LIRS0, BUESE Atk GO 0.09 m ., = ] 1S )
0.09 m, i i K £ i 0.04 m, 0.08 m, 0.14 m 1 0.20 m
A7 B AL 3 B A6 B YPS300-L 507 5 A 1L R g, B R
0~ 50 KPa, Ml & K5 B 15 %] 0.1%, REM K K 50 Hz,
BE AN, A6 BURE 5L il J5] Rl 43 5310 A B DYD300 %585 TR &
ASC, 0 42k 2543 590 S F BUBE R 3.0 m(1#). 0.5 m(2#).
AU 1T 0.3 m(3#) FUBUHEJ5 ] 0.5 m(4#), SR i %
k1 50 Hz, A FE 0T 18 0.2% 3K 560 A S I8 2 A& 39 4 1)
BEE N 0,02 m, 0.04 m, 0.06 m, 0.08 m Al 1.2 s”1,
B4 AN E TR
2.2 Tl &
2.2, AHA I ARSI 5 B 2 ) 5

TR RO il J&] BTV DR v i) 75 1) i AL Bt /K s
B 55 Dk v BOHE 22 IR A S AR ), R S
FEEREI S B SREN AR ERAEER ., #FH
2 2R FH A Ah L (1 5 g R L B 5 2 4 T o 2 0
AN L, 45 5 T BORE R e LA B2 4 1 19 30 28 % g 56
F N 3 B TOIAS B2 R B Sz AR 2 IR, R
I, ASHIEFE AR M B2 1 T — AR 7 S A B A
X551 o %05 B LA R BR AR N S iR, R
IR R B B A7 ) AL R K R ) B I 50 A R i 5
X555 B s, 30 TSRS R S AP R B A OC R EOR A
S 5 AL 2 ] A A AR DG, I DA R AR G &R
B2 XTELAE S 0 DRI o D0 60 o e DI i 20 8, AR e A
5 A O LB K R R BRSBTS ARAIE
A X 55 e s A A TR A A RO B, DL A )R
B A v S5 AR A AT Y L, 2 T S 0 v S AL B
IKIE ) Z RIS 55 . TR AR WA 2 iR .

Hor, Fe e J5 A5 85 30 2 f KA 6 22 8000 4 xof
B, HO R A= (1) Fios:

T; = argMaX,q . [0:(7)| (1)

X, Lo K 5 221G o0 Wi KOG R 8, 1%



X R A A DU B A T OBURE S Al ] 198 DR A LB K 0 4 e T 3

| L
g BRI

..... I AT 30
| E N I:E:' J
Ea 2 XA B

g
o " L R |
e 2
& ¥ ﬁz.’ ‘gs.‘ '?10 NS g
ok =ipe i e [ eahi | S
(e N e
L 45m | o
IKREDRER 5V R S [ gl
le
™
60.0 m
B e A R
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of test arrangement
g —> S Ao, kLU 9 415 AR B 914 2
KB, W A DA% e 1 8 LR s 50 A 30 v s 2
- . 5 55 P 91 0 2 0 5 AL B, 247 Ik 5
VA ALIE o HRY 1 15 45 AL I P 000
e AL B ST 2k K
WX EH @ 222 GRUMZHIR
M bk 4 C P o [22-23] H. . Fih A%
St I 1496 ¥ 5.6 (GRU) S —FE T AL
AL TR A i {3 M0 2 B B A R 1 B A
—— R iR IS R A AR S BT A e i AR, dnlal 3
FEH At WG S Me

A

VL 4 _
HHK e Length, € R3] Z()

2 AR S R 5 A% 5 R
Fig.2 Phase lag detection and dynamic alignment flow chart

SR B 7K b A 0% R B0 A I v 5 L B R AR s =2
] A DGR B, AR A XS % (9), RIE &L 5
BT, XA AL R BT T £ #7082, 2
(2)FfiR:

(1) =y.(1+ 1) (2)
K, 2 5 i T S R i L B R s v o o
i R LR B S 2 > OB TR T2 B, Y
<O G, Mo =0T ke 10 %% 5 B4 i
J7 U A R BE 4 (3) R

Length, = N — ||| (3)
2, N AL Y EE A R AT AL S Y A
It v AT K B e Y R SR S SR, LA =
(4) ffi7n:
(4)

k = argmin,, ;, Length,

JIR 7S o BT 100k R 2 B 24 T AR 1) 285 9 BEURCIR 2,
HE ] PR E SR A W T3 S A R A A B Rk
AP ZHLH BN A AR A, 1T
BR

~
iy

Tl

3 GRU M#%4H
Fig. 3 GRU network structure

2.2.3 ELM [ £ 45

e B 2 2 L0270 S — i ELAT B BROREZ 14 i o A
2o N 45 AR, 1] 25 G200 B B A2 5 B )2 Y
BB MRS 2o i e L D e B v BT s )
o). KBS EEATRAR . REEM
2, inE 4 fros .



GRERE TR

Kl 4 ELM M 25254
Fig. 4 ELM network structure

224 W REBRLEE

JL4E GRU £ B 5 EMD #5878 £ 78 165 3 T F2 i
P30z 0 ABALE S50 B YR AR FH T XU B il J] v
PREB FL IR K e g Bsf, B — A5 AR A A e L2 4 T 4 412 I8 R
5B ALBR K D) Z 8B AR B3l O3 . Ry R kb R —
B RV AE Y Jmy BR VR, i — 25 48 T FUIORG B2 55 W S 1k,

AW — M Eh AR ZE B A O %, R
WEEUE .

T, VIO RO R ) o X R 22, A 5K
wn(5)F(6) frs:
e (1) = |y (1) - x,(1)| (5)
e = [y ()~ x(0)] (6)
AP, yoRU(n) S GRU 5L FUIN A 5 y54 (1) ELM A% 7Y
TOAEL; x,() R S BR 1A
LR, A e X 15 25 0 SCERAT eR BN £, AR B8 Fe /N
e 22 i D) 3y 25 08 45 e A0 91 DA
£ = {Lei o (7)

2, (1) > e (1)

A, £ = 1 GRU FUNE; /() = 228 ¥4 ELM
TR o

e JE, BT ELPREL, € B AR5 T0I{E 2.):

20 = {y & N (8)
v, fin =2

2.2.5 IS PPAG TR AR

Ry 1A Rl AR X B ) 3R A T TR R R Al
FEL VA R 8 L IR 7K e 7 B A T RS B2, SR FH B JIR 3 A %
Z 3 PCC(Pearson Correlation Coefficient), 201157 &
%t NSE( Nash-Sutcliffe Efficiency). ¥ 5 #R 1% 22 RMSE
(Root Mean Square Error) Fl1 - 15 4 Xt 15 22 MAE(Mean
Absolute Error) 1 >y Tl A B2 D7 15 45 >, 17 it i
B AR FL R K ) I E 5 S5 PR R 2 ] A LA
BE o VAR AR LA (9) ~ (12).

En:(zi -Z2)@—2)

PCC = (9)

Z (zi— 21)2 IZ Zi- 2’_)2
z": (zi— 21‘)2

NSE=1--— (10)
Z(Zi_zi)z
i=1
T
RMSE = ;Z(zi—z)z (11)
i=1
I o 3
MAE:Zz_;lzi—Zil (12)

K, 2 M FLBRK R F7 S BR A 5 2 o0 L UK R 7 13
DA s 7,52 B B AL Bt /K R 1 35485 2oy T30 8 L Bt 7K
JE I FHIE .
2.2.6  fliG TS AU HE 4L

ABIFSEHE Tl S0 TR A R RO 3
il J&] L A 22 H B 48 L BR K R 7 114 il A B R AE 42
HARTUA AR AT

(1) B =5 0.06m T4 T #1 R L5 12 4L
JR Ny ) ek 5, 3 S A AV I S B AR 5
T U 5 R LR R A AL B

(2) 4 Fi b 3L I 10 0 v R RR AL 3 26 000 > %K
P FEA S IR 723 0 LU ) 43 I 2R 48 Rl i 4 , O3
U5 — Ak K 4 W 22 [0, 17 B Ta], v il s e A
w12 A ALE N BARAS

(3)$ 05—k S5 19 U o 5 L 08 43 5 e A 3
GRU Fl ELM #8 rh E A7 25, [R) B 12 A8 L&
T 28 5, Forpbed B K R E N 1L, ALK E
1, B BB B A 64, Ak pR B BN tanh, {1k
1 Bl rmsprop, /DL R E R 128, BRI B
BN 100, WU 2 R E R 0.005, E AR E RN
0.3,

(4) 5 T J5 0 B dle 1647 8 —fk A B, IR
B IR AR 5C R AL PCC AR U NSE . 07 iR
2% RMSE ., - ¥ 48 %5 1 22 MAE RN 4 %15 22 %5 24~ 45
B, Xt A B (1% S AR A T A VA

3 ARSI
30 SUHEELRHE R E A E
Pl 5 Do AT 7% A PE T ARG DAL 6

If 2k o AP rbonT RLFE Bl I R AR 1 o
Foplemar S B R R B sE 45 . il m AU/, SR



X R A A DU B A T OBURE S Al ] 198 DR A LB K 0 4 e T 5

— 0.02m — 0.04m — 0.06 m — 0.08 m

—_
SWLn oW
i

_15.

1 7 /mm
Ld
raling

1 7 /mm

18 75 /mm

1 75 /mm

Fef /s
PSS [ I8 70 1 b7 I T 2% Ca: #1=3.0 m; b: #2=0.5 m;
c: #3=0.3 m; d: #4=0.5m)
Fig. 5 Different wave height surface duration curves (a: #1=
3.0 m; b: #2=0.5 m; c: #3=0.3 m; d: #4=0.5 m)

g 5 H 1 BB 2 00N A X B 5 , D0 S I AR IR A
AAXT V2% . BEAE s B3 O, U TR A 280 1 1Y RE
Wk, B0 S B R ARE A kA B E A A, PR EE
WrAs Bk . Wk, WKL S ik w] LR Y, 76 BT 2440 Al
A 3442k, J5 4 R0 et B0 RS 38 %) R A 15 3, X 2
PRI A I8 TR T A% 4 2o A v 388 21 3R

X — L B PIIE, E40 BVR B fE S8 A
B, 55 2eA% R B A 2 R A2 52 4 AR & fin

5TWAEN. XRESKEZBHEEEN, &%
S A S W TR A 7 A AR Y, DA TR BT UL A IR A

B ML Z T, TENERT I4FIBEIS 48, TR 52
SR 55 SRR SN 7 S, LT S 52 SO TV R R e
AH X 55 55, 1 U RO A3 TE A5 R T R . gk s 2 AL SR
WY, 8 v R XA A B IR T8 25 i B B B o 3 Y 22
S
3.2 XARER E B K2 FLE i B FE

Pl 6 Sk A0 000 35 4 FH T SUAE 256 At i 00 Vg R 88 AL
Pt e, M HRT LA L B K i g VR T

0.044
0.02+
0.00 bbbttt
—0.02
—0.044

ALK T ) /KPa

0.06+
0.03+
0.004/
—0.034
—0.06

ALK T ) /KPa

0.10
0.05
0.00ffRft
—0.05
—0.10

ABILBIKE J1/KPa

0.16
0.08+
0.00 #FARH At At
< —0.08
-0.16 h . . .
50 52 54 56 58 60
I [|)/s
&6 A AL B HS g Dy BT 4R (a: 0.02 my b: 0.04 m;
c: 0.06 m; d: 0.08 m)

Fig. 6 Front side excess pore water pressure duration curve
(a: 0.02 m; b: 0.04 m; c: 0.06 m; d: 0.08 m)

PR TR I3 T77 1) 49 12k B S D S 1% i {1 30 0 0 A 7 4 J B
G, FLBEAE Dy B0 1 i FL 1w 1oz 2 52 B ) R
e, B AL W 30 Bl 5 Sl 2, 2 R AL i
JE P BN F22 03X 3 EER R O U B PR AE A P46
AR T B RE i FE RS ML AL BT 2, U BRI
TIRATAE 1Y JEE $52 BEL 2 55 Rl i A58 1oz 2 IR A O IR 0 D
ShfE L, T EOH AL R (T TR BT 160 584 0T 2 el [
I, V0 JSCIE PR B4935 85 1k 15 R 4 1R S fol FL B K B4 HE L A
Jie 3 A% 328 85 B N 1, DT S B3R PR A% S L o 7
Ja TR Besh, Besh it i L If AR 2, R
JZ RER B R4 M 32 B3 T 7 A SRS PR A P i v PR A
JZ 1T 32 B e i FE LAY R R, B L R (T IR R T 1)
IR, DT T B 2 o L 5t %2 L 55
f9 50 A RE A
3.3 WHEEAEEERBFLERKIREXT L

P 7 g R0 000 5 A T BUARE 56 il J) L AL B 7K
F 1 fe RAGAEL > A A6 B0 o PR AT DU Y, e K
L Bl 6 o 0 4 i S B RO R A L X R

Bk [E J1 /K Pa

ED



GRERE TR

6
0.03 {a. BFMI b. H1 ] A
pop pop p oo
|/ /7 !/
0.061 I/ [
/ /
dd d
009] 17 E'b 1
i ! i
£ 1 i i!
20121 I i! i!
S ! i I
0.15 T,: f T
|
I o002m || —o-002m| ! —o-0.02m
01811 -0-004m || -0-004m| !  -0-004m
0.06m | | 0.06m | ! 0.06 m
ool ¢ 0.08m | ¢ 0.08m | ¢ 0.08 m
“70.00 0.04 0.08 0.120.000.03 0.060.09 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
B FLE R K IR E/KPa

7 AL R KR X L
Fig. 7 Comparison of the maximum amplitude of

€XCESS pore pressure

Shy Wi A U0 v B AR T, A R RE A G R R, (R
AT IR L sh i B R R LR AR IR TR
2, Z BN L R AL B aE R, BB AR
JE 109 BLAEAE ], BUE e RE(E A2 iy W3 . TR
IF, 72 S AT 2 T, 2= 4000 0.02 m, 0.04 m,
0.06 m F1 0.08 m B, P, fix K i {A 43 711 4 0.0266 KPa,
0.0516 KPa, 0.0874 KPa fil 0.1128 KPa; Ps i K i {E 53
524 0.0262 KPa, 0.0499 KPa, 0.0786 KPa £l 0.0985 KPa;
Py B RMRAE 514 0.0349 KPa, 0.0635 KPa, 0.0999 KPa
F10.1321 KPa. i@ i3 53#7 Py, Ps F1 Py M FL 1 fie KR
{8, AT L& B B 5 5 e B 3, B SURE BE 0.09 m AN [H]
A7 5 R L B R A7 A ) 25 ) 22 S Pk X R
SR IR Ry W IS 42 7 52 A SRR T, 5 52 B S I3
FA) 5 i 5 ATE () 32 R 04 249 0, 32 B8 53 05 5 5 5
A E A5 WS 52 00 S RO 52 ), 52 BURESE S
7 B SR, DTS BOBURE 56 At & 181 5 K et {728
A=t e N
34 HUFERUSHENFERS N

& 8 M A SIS 0.06 m TR, #1 TR {30 £5 A
15 55 AN [ 000 b L g e e A i 2k . IR 8 FT LR
H, SO S5 il ] LA AL MR o 3500 5 Tl Iy, X
F B KL AR B A B AR RS2 G, SR
LR THEEV RS . Ak, APFRER S T —Fh AL
Hiir JE A 5 Bl A% 5507, A EEE R g 1 R, K1
230 T PR S AL e =2 TR Y Fe KR DG 2R B M B I v
S A H SRR R P, S RAHSC R ECH 0.986 5,
e P G L8R 95 Py RAH G R B 0.786 9,
PR G 2 80N 200 BURE 3 Al P (8] Pg f5c KA 56 R 3R
h0.988 6, f fL i J5 20 B 12; Py d KA C R ECH
0.874 9, e fl i J5 280 35, WUMEIERE S5 I Py fiz K AH

<
c 010 &
£ 005 =
% 0.00 §
(= —-0.05 &
= -70410§
70
£
: 010 &
E 005 =
% 0.00 §
=t —-0.05 &
® -70410§
70
[+
e 12 &
£ L0.06 =
:: N oo H
1z e 2
= -0.06 &
= —0.12§
60 62 64 66 68 70
i 1R)/s

Pl 8 SBri v 5 AL Ca: FTAN; be H D5 c: J5 0)
Fig. 8 Actual wave height and excess pore pressure (a: front

side; b: intermediate; c: rear side)

KL RAEXRESERNERSH

Table 1 Maximum correlation coefficient and optimal lag step

FLEW R BRARRS B
P, 0.9859 5
P, 0.9865 9
P 0.976 3 15
P, 0.786 9 20
3 0.988 6 12
Py 0.9872 20
P, 09751 26
P 0.8749 35
Py 0.986 3 21
Py 0.9856 26
Py 0.9752 33
P, 0.959 7 39

KFRECN 0.986 3, Bttt J5 2 HCHh 21; Py e KMC R
B 0.959 7, S A 5 AR 39, &1 9 S AL I A
55 Bl 25X 55 5 000 s 5 R LR Dy ikl £, 5 SRR ],
X 57 I L 5 0 v i AR AR R S LA e Bk
35 HEREBAMEERSHM

P10 Ol A B R 4 xRk 22 Rtk . A



X R A A DU B A T OBURE S Al ] 198 DR A LB K 0 4 e T 7

<
g 304 L0.10 g
£ 151 L0.05 =
2o lo.oo
iE 00 2
= -15 L-0.05 &
A 301 L-0.10 §
60 62 64 66 68 70
HE /s
<
- Lo.10 &
£ L0.05 =
jﬁ 1
= L L0.00 g
E L-0.05 &
-}
= 010 &
=}
0
£
: 012 &
£ \ Foos =
M 1
= L0.00 g
E -0.06 &
-}
= 012 F
. =}
60 62 64 66 68 70
i /s
B9 shast 575 I 5 FLE (a: B0 b: s e
Je )

Fig. 9 Wave height and excess pore pressure after dynamic

alignment (a: front side; b: intermediate; c: rear side)

AL LLAE Y, fl A iR SR 4 iR 25 B KT R —
ZDGRU #£ 71 5 ZDELM #£ &Y [6] B, X kb Py, Ps FlI
Py = A Bt 4aon iR 22 a] DLUE I, 1R 25 1 B W
0 A AT R, BOAE S B/ AR IR 2 L BE T SR
Ko WA, & 10 A [F B 45 T T ) S R ik £ Y
B %o 158 22 vk oA B B (CREBR 20 A5l Sk
BT A4 X0 132 22 AT R ) o IR ] DUE Y, WLAE
FE A w0 LR 0 o, Rl A R ) ZDGRU AR Y
S % 15 22 DTk 3 = T ZDELM B AL i — 20 %)
b Py Ps Fl Py = A0 B 1 58 T 4806 3% 22 Tk al %0,
ZDGRU #5251 55 ZDELM #5% # Z2 746 XJ 15 2 BTk A7 7
8% 2% 5, Horh b J5 ZDELM B 24 0 158 2% Tk
B K, 1A% [E] ZDGRU I ZDELM 5 Y 254 46 %of 15
25 TTHRAR X Y1
3.6 BEEBEMNERSHH
3.6.1 il A AR TR 5 25 % L

TG B Rl A ARG IR TR AR T SUAE S A ] [
AL R AR 3 FIN BE 7, 22 T Rl A A 0 4

Xof 1 22 it B[R] A% £k A D il 2R, i 11 R .
ML RT DL Y il A 1) T D0 245 % 152 25 R AR o
M2 A5, U H R 7 8 L R {8 A A Ay T B ) O e
A, HA R 22 M /N o RV, A A 7R
) 248 X6} 15 25 5 A U 2y et B 0 2 /N D A A AR D R B

< 1=
g lﬁf B ZDGRU: 53.25% a.py
W 5.2% 2| mm ZDELM: 46.75%
g 393!
et 39 £ ol /
% 2.6-% 100200 00 ab0 __sio — AR
X 131 ' —— ZDGRU
B% 0.0 —— ZDELM
80 82 84 86 88 90
I} TH)/s
s —ﬁ}ll ’DGRU: 50.86%
£ o b
Dz
;ﬂﬁg 2‘0,'\%‘04 /
'gé }(5): 100 200 #23‘;)&% 400 500 600 —— AR
3‘_\ 0'5 —— ZDGRU
k?(’ 0'0’ —— ZDELM
80 82 84 86 88 90
I /s
4218 ; e P,

I+
Y
= i
%ﬂg 3'0712'05
= 0.0 —
a 1.848 o 100 200 4=1*‘2‘3:0()1' 400 500 _-660 — FhAEE
= L2 i —— ZDGRU
B 0C1 —— ZDELM
80 82 84 86 88 90
I} TR)/s
£ 3.5{E15Tm zooru 0w d. P,
:ﬁ 2 g| & 1of M ZDELM: 64.06%
o 24175’&5 /
s =004
LERWIE 100 200 300 400 500 _60
¥ o RS —— ZDGRU
ﬁ 0:0 . — %ﬂlﬁ*ﬁﬂ — ZDELM
80 82 84 86 88 90
IRf )/
10 Al AR Bt 4 X iR 22 X e (a: Pys b: Py
C: Ps; d: Pg)

Fig. 10 Comparison of cumulative absolute error of fusion
model (a: P,; b: Py; ¢: Ps; d: Py)

— ZDGRU #5/ fl ZDELM #£5# , H | JF1f GRU 5
T 55 ELM AR R () T 446 %o 15 22 0k Bl e R e Ry i 2
T TR IA R R AL R 5

22 V) PR A7 3 S T A8, T Y 05 R 9 A 6 L g s
J 1 AR 5 T AR A7 TS A DN 5 Bl A 5F S Y R —
ZDGRU #: % 1 ZDELM #5% %4 T £ %F 1% 25 1 3l i 15
SR MEREAR, (AU 0 R TRl G RIR, F 2 7E T —
IR 1) T 8 ) A7 AE Jm B, TG 1% 4 1T 3 FH 1 U 3k
filt J&) BB AS [ o7 8 LR i &2 2 AR AL . kA, A
P12 4 0 R 22 48 R A3 A AT DL e — 2D Al
R (R 2t 6T 152 26 A6 AU F5 B B I 3 5 A, N €5 2 AR
B ECHE /N 55 IR GRU, JE iR ELM, ZDGRU
Fl ZDELM #E AU AR L, fil 6 A5 7Y A 46 0 R 22 Y (8L h
PLER R AL A TR o DA RS R B, 2R
FHARASE e I R 55 3l 2% 55 7 3k, T A R0 ek S e L&
55 0% w5 Z a) B A8 AL T S RN, [ B X ZDGRU
ZDELM H I k47 s A iR 2 B Al &, BB 724> K 15



GRERE TR

—— R MM -~ ZDGRU -~ ZDELM ----- GRU - -- ELM

0.0364
§ 0.024
ke 4
%‘S 0.0124,\
& 0.000
0.028 _"‘
§ 0.024 § 0.0219 7
\ ;Ngoom ﬂg 0014
& §0.008 g\: 0.007
1 0.000 * 0.000
83.8 80.8
0.084 0.1004
5 0.06: § 0.075-}
ﬁ 0.044% % 00504,
g 0.024 2/ I 0.025 4 \
0.004 0.000 A
80 8’1 8’2 8’3 8’4 85 80 8’1 8’2 8’3 8’4 85
I il/s i /s
0.072{ A PN 0.072: T 0.084 e 0.084 S iateee,
g ~ £ 0063 STy £ 0063 S
X o oot g X & b
3 f’ﬁ 0.042 .._«,f' T ERRR \ Eoof 5 %
k= 2 - s -+ ZDELM 3 z oo ‘,' Q:..
® - ® . - NS
0.000 454 0.000 .
80.8 81.0 81.2 81.4 83.9 84.1 84.3 80.8 81.1 81.3 83.9 84.1 84.3
1)/ i/ e iil/s I il/s
B 11 X iR 22 AR {28 (a: Py; b Py; c: Ps; d: Py)
Fig. 11 Absolute error evolution curve (a: Py; b: P,; c: Ps; d: Py)
0.04-{ I REAHEA [ ZDGRU 0.032 IR 5% [l ZDGRU
IEZDELM [l GRU IEZDELM - [l GRU
ENELM — gk N ELM — gk
0.03{ * & 0.0244 = &
S S
# 0.024 3 0.016-
= =
£ £
® 0.01- £ 0.008-
0.00+ 0.000
a. P, y
W& ZDGRU ZDELM GRU -~ ELM W& ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM
LRI FR LB
- 0.104 -
0.08{ I ALE4% [l ZDGRU A% [l ZDGRU
IEZDELM |l GRU . IEZDELM [l GRU
ERNELM — gk 0.081 I ELM — Pk
0.06{ = HE « BE
< <
g g 0.064
4 0.04 4
oK B8 0.04-
= £
0.00 0.00- ;b ;b ;b
c. Py d. P,
B4 K% ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM B4 K% ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM

LR

R

B 12 4R 225081504 (a: Py; b: Py c: Ps; d: Py)
Fig. 12 Absolute error box distribution (a: Py; b: P,; c: Ps; d: Py)

P o B — LY B FIUI P 3 L TR ANAS S AR, AT R
P TRl G B R A 25 G PERE, (o H AR XUE SR Al 22 H ARl

FL B /K H T T H 2 B dg 14 S0 A JEE B 5 )

BT ENE



X R AR A DN A PR OBURE S At ) 8Tt DR AR LB K R 0 i

T 9

3.6.2 A B PEAL FE bR T EL

kT 56 I A S A S SR S At JE] LV AR B AL
AR TN P BB K Rl A A ) X A T A 4R A
ZDGRU, ZDELM, J&#f GRU FlJ5 4 ELM #5% 5137 £l
FEbRUEAT X L, A5 RN EE 2 B . N2 T DLE
AHASE i J 46 DU 5 2 45 5% 5% )5 19 ZDGRU Fl ZDELM #5
RIPEAL 48 b5 10 35 08 F R 46 GRU A1 4 ELM AR, 1fij
il B TR DA i B AE B T T AR S R ) K . — ZDGRU
F ZDELM # AR BRI A, Hh PCC 24 0.982 7, NSE
4 0.921 8, RMSE 4 0.330 5%, MAE 3 0.255 9%., [F]i},
ML 13 PEAGHE ARAR AL oA rh ] LU S, a AL PCC
HI NSE PPALFEBRIIME . oo 7 BOMAS 07 B 3940 T4

#z2 FAEAERFHIERYEE
Table 2 The mean value of evaluation metrics of

different models

IKF-o 1 RMSE il MAE VEAGHEARIAE . b O BOMAR K
P B IR TR Ak, IE AT DLt — 2
#H% T ZDGRU, ZDELM, J&#% GRU FlJ& i ELM #5
R, PCC V¥ Al 48 B 43 51 $2& T+ 0.001 6. 0.001 8. 0.353 5
1 0.362 9; NSE V¥ A 48 45 43 i 42 T+ 0.007 5. 0.007 7.
0.499 1 1 0.509 9; RMSE T¥-Ai 15 b5 43 B &A% 0.030 2%
0.030 4%, 1.240 4% Al 1.254 2%; MAE V-1 48 45 43 5
F#AI% 0.034 8%, 0.041 9%, 1.147 8% Fi1 1.161 3%, il it
DA 5 s DA 48 SRk — AR I, SR AR 7 e A I
BN 55 )7 B 454 ZDGRU F1 ZDELM 3 2515 22 #6400
B T T R I L A A TR A S A 22 A T AN 8 b
P R A B S A A, 3 T2 R PR Sy il A R HE B AT
R 3BT R LR 55 0 oo A A A AF 67 2 ] B, S 3 A
RIG G IR 4D T BB AEAE 1 SRy BRAE, A AL AR T T
RS =I5 3 O RV 1 3= € W=t 8 ) TR S
R D0 3 A T RO S5 Atk ] LV IR 22 H R L B K
JE AR R
3.6.3 Rl BRI XS LY

Sk T RO R b JR 7R A ARG R D) 38 4 FH R X
A S5 il J&] LV PR 22 A 8 L B 7K s 7 14 38 A 0 2
Sy 2 5 D4R SR AW 5 S B A A T L L dniEl 14
B o ACEEI R AT RUF H, il 455 750 A 000 25 SR 48 4R

B A% I ZDGRU [ ZDELM Il GRU Il ELM

HALEFR PCC NSE RMSE/KPa MAE/KPa

Rl A 0.9827 0.9218 0.330 5% 0.255 9%

ZDGRU 0.981 1 0.9143 0.360 7% 0.290 7%

ZDELM 0.9809 0.914 1 0.360 9% 0.297 8%

GRU 0.629 2 0.4227 1.570 9% 1.403 7%

ELM 0.619 8 0.4119 1.584 7% 1.417 2%
12 a. PCC

PCC

0
A BINZDGRU ZDELM  GRU - ELM
0.0+ B

B4 i ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM
TR Z R

0.075- ~0.012 542
) ~0.012404
—0.000 304

0.060+

RMSE/kPa

0.045+

0.030+

A BRZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM
BAHR

RMSE/kPa

PNETPENPEy |

c. RMSE

—0.015 T T T T T
MAMR ZDGRU ZDELM  GRU ELM

L REA S

b. NSE
1.24
0.9 T . .
IS5 0.64 18
{/) .
= 15 o ® [+
12
0.31 20.9 o® o o
06 o o
0.04 »
0 ABNZDGRU ZDELM - GRU  ELM ¥ ¢
B
AN ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM
BRLA R
0.075+ 00 0011613
[ —oouam 1
00201 o0ae
0.060 [-0.000 348
£ 0015
é
s 0.045{ 7
g 0.005
§ 0.030 0.000
E kAR ZDGRU ZDELM  GRU  ELM
B -
0.015+ l .
b. NSE
MAHIE ZDGRU ZDELM GRU  ELM

WA TR

K13 P 5 R A B0 A6 (a:PCC; b:NSE; ¢:RMSE; d:MAE)
Fig. 13 Evaluation metrics box distribution(a:PCC; b:NSE; c:RMSE; d:MAE)



10 WEPEREAR 48 %

P FLE — BbAMA - - ZDGRU ---- ZDELM - GRU --- ELM

0,064
s P b. Py
:é § 0.03
8 g 00
& &
= = 003
2] E=]
-0.061
8
& 0.075 = < & & 0.040 & —0.009 X
2 Z._ = = 0,032 = NN
= 0060 S 2 = 003 = -0018{ 1.
g 0.0451 7 EN _1;—2 g 0.024 § N
% ~ > —
% 0.030 4/ N % % 0016 % 0.027
. N\ o
B 0015 W\ E Z = 0008{ 1 B 0036 Z
813 815 81.7 83.1 833 83.5 812 83.1 833 83.5 83.7
1 i) /s I 1il/s I il/s
o o 0124 4P
= E:
4\? R 0064 AR AN\
E P E 0.004 i \ il \
% § % —0.064 /4" g NpS
ke 2 1]
84 85 80 81 82
/s
_ 0075 L oo _ 010 )
/4 = 0.00
2 0050 Z 000 P < 008 4 E:
] =~ s = '~ ]
= 0.025 M 0024 NTs -7 = 006 AN 3 oo
pot 2 ol o 2 004 % e |B
£ 0.000 &= U = \ & —0.06
= = = 0.02 7 R
B B —0.06 B 8 57 B
-0.025 008 0.00 L < —0.09
831 833 835 87 839 816 818 820 822
IR l/s IR Al/s

lzl 14 ﬂﬁﬂﬁfpgfﬁﬁ{mu%%(a Pl; b: Pz; C: P5§ d: P9)
Fig. 14 Prediction results of excess pore pressure amplitude (a: P; b: P,; c: Ps; d: Py)
F ZDGRU, ZDELM, Jiilf GRU FlJiilf ELM ALY, B fraf LIdE 25, Rl B T AN (R % B 007 1 £L
Rl BT B R R TN i £ 5 SE PR BB Fe s, i —20 UK T R 1 A e v A T s SR, L6 5
Bk T A AR A T M R R UL . IR AN, IR 15 SEBR(E SR AT, HOAS [A) AL R A 4 iR 22 S 4E e/,

003] @~ SR FLE a. Hifl b. i | —@ - BB ILE c. g
— O AR — @ R ARR
—A - ZDGRU : —A -7ZDGRU
—W - ZDELM Ve —V¥ -ZDELM ,/

006 ®-GRU ~» g —® -GRU y: /
~9-ELM A—ELM/ 7

0.09

—@ - FFRMLE
—@— AR
—A -ZDGRU
—y - ZDELM
—® -GRU
~@ -ELM
| e o=
I zoGru
I zoEm

B o
— M

0.12

HE/m

0.154

=}

0.184

Lk} RIE/KPa
o o

W

0.21

0 0 0
e ZDGRU ZDELM  GRU  ELM e ZDGRU ZDELM  GRU  ELM AN ZDGRU ZDELM  GRU  ELM

B HORE B
T T T T T T T T T T T

0 30 60 9 0 20 40 60 8 0 20 40 60 80 100
LK IR {E/Pa HBILER K IF{E/Pa ABFLE S K Il /Pa

RER “EiWis - SN =RiRIEAES

Fig. 15 Prediction results of the maximum amplitude of excess pore pressure




X 1 A5 B A R D) U R ORURE A ] PV DR R LB K

T 11

HE— 25 B il A A 7R A 22 H b 8 LA 00 v 8 o
PR o X 3B K Sy 38 A AH L S R S % 5 A B g
B AT R AR R R L 5 10k 35 =2 ) 1% R 7 9 ) ) A, 4 T
T GRU F1 ELM #5% 78 Xof 1 L R B 3 36 A8 48 A0E 11 4 42
DA 5 IS R AT SRS =S GONRIE T PN TR
TR TR E . R, SR sh AR 2= B R A
s, fEfE X ZDGRU 5 ZDELM 1 o 455 780 (1% gy i ik
AT A N G, 38 3 P A T R 25 9 3h 2 o B A R,
T3 K HE W R R AE S [ B A 2 5 808 40 A T 1Y
HAMIEF DL 25 BT, B AR s I B A
377 1%, [dl ZDGRU 1 ZDELM #5 1U ft) 5 25 1% 22 #:40
G RS AR ZE A, AT 2 PR T Rl AR A R0 I A
T BB Al R R R 22 H AR L B K 7 Y $ 0
FESRGENE, NN R B TR 22 istrieft 1
B Ay A A IR0 %

4 ZEig

AT T IR KR SR, D5 1A R e £
T UURESE A fi] LB AL B /K e g BT ASREAIE o A, 38
Ao R A I G I 55 Bl 2 5 O o Sk R AT B
Ab 3, I 73 51 R H GRU 5 ELM A B 47 #0 o f
J&, BB ZS TR IE PR Rl M S P ARS8y o) 45
RAEAT HEN A . BARBETEAE T

(D FEAYCREE 2 0F T, BURESEfilt 4 Rl R AL i

Sk

(B 2l Bt 5 e v 14 DR T 8 25 T, A [) R £ i (L 8
Ul AL IS G A A T o TR T 1), LT
JO7 1 BRL G PR iR L TRJZ 5500 o0 A AR, TR ISR
S, IR VS RIR RN o 8 LTS o MR (L B 90 s 1
B S i, LRI MR AR o 2 3, TR S IR AR B
(e b, 8 L s g S L ¥4 Y% 32 5 1] 3% 9 D, 90 o
RGEWBGHET- 2% o WA, WURE SR Al 7 6 e L s i K M (L
I BE SN ER.

(2) 4y 14 45 A58 250 B 5 A 250 S BB TRAE TR L
At A 1A AL R RE TN o e AR 7 i S A
AR T, BENE A R P S AL Z A A
i 22, S 3 1 AL TR L s R 9 AR 9 47l
AET, R R B PR o TR, SR B A 3R 22 4%
DURR G A, AT LUA BOR #b B — B R AE AR A A 2, E
— PR TN R 22, PR TR B AR TIORS ¥ . 5 i dn
L B — RS R LE, Rl A A 415 o 1 S0 o Af 7 2
R

(3) 32150 PR 05 U0 B 4 55 D 3 BR A, 0 LA i
o KA IR R G IR TSR | RS 8 B EE
AR 280 A A R FL UK TR ) BRI o BT RIS A,
Je KR BRI i, TR 2 M B TRLART 480 A
SRR b PP DL R o SR R B A S B A x i FLBR K
i3 B PR o TR, s S WA S B TR Hh A
TR TR IR 5, i — 20 Se 38 HF U AL T AL 2

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

Lang Ruiqing, Liu Run, Lian Jijian, et al. Study on load-bearing characteristics of different types of pile group foundations for an off-
shore wind turbine[J]. Journal of Coastal Research, 2015, 73:533-541.

Zhang Haochen, Liu Shuxue, Li Jinxuan, et al. Interactions between multi-directional irregular waves and a pile group in a side-by-side
arrangement: probabilistic analysis[J]. Coastal Engineering, 2021, 165: 103851.

KA, BT, Vil SR i E T 20K & AR R R S ER T R 0], K S0P SR (A ), 2023, 38(1): 1-9.
Song Mugqing, Ji Chunning; Xu Dong. Numerical investigation on local scour of offshore multi-pile foundation under unidirectional
flow[J]. Chinese Journal of Hydrodynamics, 2023, 38(1): 1-9.

SRAREE, e B, AORE 0, 45 U U RE A R BIL = RRVATE R Al R 750w R R R UL R P [0, VAT R A AR (FARBEA IR, 2025, 53(4):
116-123.

Zhang Jisheng, Lai Jiahao, Lin Xiangfeng, et al. Local scour depth evolution characteristics of tripod pile foundation for a tidal current
energy turbine[J]. Journal of Hohai University (Natural Sciences), 2025, 53(4): 116—123.

Yu Heng, Zhang Yuhang, Jia Jiayu, et al. Experimental and numerical study on local scour of pile group foundations for offshore wind
turbines under wave-current interactions[J]. China Ocean Engineering, 2025, 39(3): 493—-503.

Wang Shaohua, Wang Pandi, Zhai Hualing, et al. Experimental study for wave-induced pore-water pressures in a porous seabed around a
mono-pile[J]. Journal of Marine Science and Engineering, 2019, 7(7): 237.

Zhang Qibo, Zhai Hualing, Wang Pandi, et al. Experimental study on irregular wave-induced pore-water pressures in a porous seabed
around a mono-pile[J]. Applied Ocean Research, 2020, 95: 102041.

A, FEAOT, 2R, 55, JORAE FT T R b Ak Bl PRELBSUK D i R AR R AR T[], W PRI AR, 2023, 42(3): 343-351.
Zheng Yuwei, Cheng Yongzhou, Li Dianqi, et al. Experimental study for wave-induced pore water pressure response characteristics on
slope seabed around monopile foundation[J]. Marine Science Bulletin, 2023, 42(3): 343—-351.

Asumadu R, Zhang Jisheng, Zhao H Y, et al. A 3D numerical analysis of wave-induced seabed response around a monopile structure[J].

Geomechanics and Geoengineering, 2022, 17(1): 1-21.


https://doi.org/10.2112/si73-093.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2021.103851
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13344-025-0037-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/jmse7070237
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apor.2019.102041
https://doi.org/10.11840/j.issn.1001-6392.2023.03.011
https://doi.org/10.11840/j.issn.1001-6392.2023.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1080/17486025.2019.1680882

12 GRERE TR

[10] Cheng Haiyang, Liang Bingchen, Zhang Hong, et al. Coupled numerical simulation of seabed response to focused wave loads around
monopile foundation[J]. Ocean Engineering, 2025, 341: 122453.

(11] ZAVY, BT, #6555, 25T BO-LSTM #2828 AU i) 5 IXIRLME o TR 7 iP5 1], 2741, 2024, 46(10): 107-116.

Qin Zhipeng, Chen Yongping, Pan Yi, et al. Research on typhoon wave height prediction method based on BO-LSTM neural network
model[J]. Haiyang Xuebao, 2024, 46(10): 107—116.

[12] Wang Mie, Ying Feixiang, Zhu Yunlou. A novel multistep point and interval prediction framework for accurate short-term wave height
estimation incorporating the TCN-GRU-attention model and error distribution analysis[J]. Renewable Energy, 2026, 256: 124222.

[13] Firat M, Gungor M. Generalized regression neural networks and feed forward neural networks for prediction of scour depth around bridge
piers[J]. Advances in Engineering Software, 2009, 40(8): 731-737.

[14] Zhang Zhishuai, Lin Mingbao, Han Bo, et al. Prediction of local scour depth around cylindrical piles: using simulated annealing al-
gorithm and ensemble learning[J]. Ocean Engineering, 2025, 330: 121221.

[15] Du Xing, Sun Yongfu, Song Yupeng, et al. Neural network models for seabed stability: a deep learning approach to wave-induced pore
pressure prediction[J]. Frontiers in Marine Science, 2023, 10: 1322534.

[16] Cheng Haiyang, Cheng Yongzhou, Zheng Yuweli, et al. Prediction of irregular wave (current)-induced pore water pressure around mono-
pile using machine learning methods[J]. Coastal Engineering, 2023, 182: 104291.

[17] Zhang Qi, Zhou Xianglian, Wang Jianhua, et al. Wave-induced seabed response around an offshore pile foundation platform[J]. Ocean
Engineering, 2017, 130: 567-582.

[18] Wang Wei, Zhang Zitao, Yu Guangming, et al. Behavioral investigation of the large diameter monopiles under cyclic lateral loading in
clay[J]. Ocean Engineering, 2025, 321: 120406.

(19] BRMCRE. ST 48T FH T A4 ) Rl PR 17 F) S 6B MBSELASEAU[D]. BAT: VU I 2838 Ao, 2020.

Chen Linya. Experimental and numerical studies of seabed response around pile foundation under wave and current loading[D]. Cheng-
du: Southwest Jiaotong University, 2020.

[20] Yu Zigin, Cheng Yongzhou, Cheng Haiyong. Experimental investigation on seabed response characteristics considering vibration effect
of offshore monopile foundation[J]. Ocean Engineering, 2023, 288: 116000.

(21] SRASTE. BORATR IR BAE Jo] B i PRI AR S AT 52 [D]. JUHR: 74 R 538 R4, 2019.

Zhang Qibo. Wave-induced transient sandy seabed response around a single pile foundation[D]. Chengdu: Southwest Jiaotong Uni-
versity, 2019.

[22] Cho K, Van Merriénboer B, Gulgehre C, et al. Learning phrase representations using RNN encoder-decoder for statistical machine trans-
lation[C]//Proceedings of the 2014 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP). Doha: Association for
Computational Linguistics, 2014: 1724-1734.

(23] & B/, A, %5 JET GMC-GRU RYULFE WK B8 brias i S BRI FE (1], PRI 5 BOR, 2025, 48(12): 102-112.

Wang Min, Cao Xiaomeng, Hong Mei, et al. Study on DO prediction for Hongze Lake water based on GMC-GRU[J]. Environmental Sci-
ence & Technology, 2025, 48(12): 102—112.

(24] BR%, 2B, 5KFHL, 4%, filfy CNN-GRU-Attention ) & /K i e B AR PN 7 A5 [0]. & A 53RN, 2025, 25(12): 4566-4576.
Chen Ying, Shi Mingzhe, Zhang Zikai, et al. Creep prediction method for water-bearing sandstone using a CNN-GRU-Attention
model[J]. Journal of Safety and Environment, 2025, 25(12): 4566—4576.

[25] Huang Guangbin, Zhu Qinyu, Siew C K. Extreme learning machine: theory and applications[J]. Neurocomputing, 2006, 70(1/3):
489-501.

[26] EFEMh, 2 AR, FHAH, 28 K AR50 24H9 ELM-AdaBoost 77 [J]. #PE244R, 2021, 43(12): 144-151.

Wang Jiachong, Wu Ziyin, Wang Mingwel, et al. ELM-AdaBoost method of acoustic seabed sediment classification[J]. Haiyang Xuebao,
2021, 43(12): 144-151.

[27] Dokur E, Erdogan N, Yuzgee U. Swarm intelligence-based multi-layer kernel meta extreme learning machine for tidal current to power
prediction[J]. Renewable Energy, 2025, 243: 122516.

[28] Zhao Lingxiao, Li Zhiyang, Pei Yuguo, et al. Disentangled seasonal-trend representation of improved CEEMD-GRU joint model with en-
tropy-driven reconstruction to forecast significant wave height[J]. Renewable Energy, 2024, 226: 120345.

[29] Chen Jiaxin, Li Shibao, Zhu Jinze, et al. Significant wave height prediction based on variational mode decomposition and dual network

model[J]. Ocean Engineering, 2025, 323: 120533.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2025.122453
https://doi.org/10.12284/hyxb2024089
https://doi.org/10.12284/hyxb2024089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2025.124222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advengsoft.2008.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2025.121221
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2023.1322534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2023.104291
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2016.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2016.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2025.120406
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.116000
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2025.122516
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2024.120345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2025.120533

X R A A DU B A T OBURE S Al ] 198 DR A LB K 0 4 e T 13

Intelligent prediction of excess pore water pressure of seabed around double
pile foundation under the action of regular wave

Hou Jiankang', Cheng Yongzhou"?, Wang Dunge', Han Xiaorui', Li Yuanlong', Shi Yi'

(1. School of Hydraulic and Ocean Engineering, Changsha University of Science & Technology, Changsha 410114, China; 2. Key Laborat-
ory of Water-Sediment Sciences and Water Disaster Prevention of Hunan Province, Changsha 410114, China)

Abstract: This study conducted multi-objective intelligent prediction research on the super-pore water pressure
around double-pile foundations in the seabed under wave action. Firstly, the time-history evolution and spatial dis-
tribution of excess pore water pressure around the double-pile foundation under different wave heights are ana-
lyzed by wave flume test. Secondly, the phase lag detection and dynamic alignment method are used to preprocess
the data, and GRU and ELM neural networks are used for training prediction respectively. Finally, the dynamic er-
ror preferred fusion method is used to fuse the outputs of the two models. The results show that under the current
test conditions, with the increase of wave height, the amplitude of excess pore water pressure in the seabed around
the double-pile foundation increases significantly, showing obvious amplitude attenuation and phase lag along the
depth direction, and there are obvious spatial differences in the maximum amplitude of excess pore water pressure
around the double-pile foundation. In addition, the constructed fusion model performs best compared with the ori-
ginal model or single model evaluation metrics, where PCC is 0.982 7, NSE is 0.921 8, RMSE is 0.330 5%, and
MAE is 0.255 9%. The research results provide an effective way for the intelligent prediction of multi-objective

pore pressure of seabed around pile foundation under wave-action.

Key words: double pile foundation; excess pore water pressure; phase lag detection; dynamic error; fusion model
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