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Abstract

The stability of geotechnical infrastructure assets, such as cuttings and embank-
ments, is crucial to the safe and efficient delivery of transport services. The successful
emulation of geotechnical models of deterioration of infrastructure slopes has the po-
tential to inform slope design, maintenance and remediation by introducing the time
dependency of deterioration into geotechnical asset management. We have performed
computer experiments of deterioration, measured by the factor of safety (FoS), for a
set of cutting slope geometries and soil properties that are common in the southern
UK. Whilst computer experiments are an extremely useful and cost-effective method
of better understanding deterioration mechanisms, it would not be practical to run
enough experiments to understand relations between high-dimensional inputs and
outputs. Therefore, we trained a fully-Bayesian Gaussian process emulator using an
ensemble of 75 computer experiments to predict the FoS. We construct two different
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emulator models, one approximating the FoS temporal evolution with a quadratic
model and one approximating the temporal evolution with a B-spline model; and we
emulated their parameters. We also compare the ability of our models to predict
failure time. The developed models could be used to inform infrastructure cutting
slope design and management, and extend serviceable life.



1 Introduction

Engineered earthworks are a key part of national infrastructure in the United Kingdom.
Modern highways earthworks are designed so that their actual stability exceeds the required
minimum (typically by reducing the design slope angle). The ratio between excess capacity
and the minimum required to maintain stability is known as factor of safety (FoS) against
ultimate limit state failure (i.e., states associated with collapse, see for example [Burland
et al. (2023) and BSI (2023)). Factor of safety can be defined in a number of ways; here
the specific definition of FoS relating to slope stability is as described by [Duncan| (1996),
whereby FoS is the ratio of available shear strength (the ability of a material to resist the
component that acts parallel to a plane) of the soil to the shear strength required to barely
maintain equilibrium/stability, where the slope is stable if FoS is greater than 1.

As the strength of slopes deteriorates due to short duration weather events, seasonal cycles,
longer term climate change and other cyclic loading (for example, vehicular traffic), the
FoS will reduce. This reduction in FoS due to deterioration poses an additional problem
for UK railway earthworks, significant proportions of which are greater than 150 years
old (Abbott|, 2018]). These earthworks tend to be overly steep and hence have a lower FoS
at construction (Perry et al., |2003) compared to the more modern highways earthworks,
and together with their longer exposure to processes that cause deterioration (Briggs et al.,
2023)) mean they may be closer to ULS failure than more recently constructed engineered
slopes.

In addition to the ultimate limit state (ULS) as mentioned above, there are additional
limit state constraints that infrastructure assets tend to operate within, these are known
as serviceability limit states (SLS). While ULS is concerned with the final collapse/failure
of an asset and has significant implications for safety if it occurs, SLS defines the minimum
performance required by an asset to satisfactorily fulfil its intended function. In the context
of slope stability, this could relate to deformations driven by gradual deterioration. These
deformations can affect rail track alignment, where they begin to affect ride quality and
in more extreme cases, if they exceed a specified (SLS) threshold, would necessitate the
imposition of reduced speed limits for safety until remediation works could be undertaken.
These same drivers of deterioration can also, over long periods, lead to ULS failure. An
early identification of the assets likely to be affected by these serviceability related issues
in turn reduces maintenance, delay and intervention costs and can reduce the risk of ULS
failures occurring.

While the prediction of the time at which ULS may occur has been addressed by [Svalova
et al. (2021) who modelled time to failure of transport infrastructure cuttings as a function
of geometry and soil strength, that work did not address the rate of asset deterioration
that can lead to exceedance of SLS prior to ULS failure.

Prior geotechnical modelling work (Postill et al., [2021)) has shown that the change in FoS
with time is not linear and so explicitly modelling the FoS change as opposed to the time
to failure allows an estimate to be made of the rate of asset deterioration as a function of
material strength and slope geometry. Furthermore the magnitude of relative deterioration
that has occurred when interventions are undertaken has been shown to influence their
effectiveness (Armstrong et al., [2024]). This shows that a model of changing FoS with time
prior to failure helps identify and prioritise the selection of assets for monitoring and reme-
diation and allows more effective management by giving a clearer picture of the proportion



of the asset portfolio which may be affected at a given time.

As such, in this work, we address the deterioration towards shear failure of cut slopes,
where shear failure can be defined as the collapse of the slope by sliding along a shear
surface in the soil mass. This is performed using computer experiments of deterioration
and Gaussian process emulation (GPE). Computer experiments can be used to simulate
FoS evolution over time for a wide range of geotechnical properties (see for example, Helm
et al., 2024al) and weather scenarios (Rouainia et al., 2020; |[Postill et al., 2021)). The GPE-
computer experiment symbiosis has been a frequent occurrence in the statistical machine
learning literature over the last thirty years (see [Santner, 2018} (Gramacy, 2020, and refer-
ences therein).

A key body of related Bayesian literature has been developed by O’Hagan and colleagues,
who define the “emulator” to be a Gaussian process conditioned on observations (i.e.,
training data from a computer simulator) that are assumed to be normally distributed
and whose parameters are inferred using a Bayesian framework (O’Hagan| 2006; Bastos
and O’Hagan, 2009). This work has been extended to multiple-output problems ([Fricker
et al., 2013)), dynamical problems (Conti et al., [2009)), and non-deterministic (stochastic)
simulators (Oyebamiji et al., [2019). These and other works (Kennedy and O’Haganl, 2001;
Oakley and Youngman, 2017) also outline how to perform Bayesian calibration, whilst
Saltelli-style sensitivity indices (Homma and Saltelli, |1996|) have been developed into a
fully-Bayesian sensitivity analysis and applied to GPEs to better understand input-output
relations (Farah and Kottas, 2014). Regarding its (very numerous) applications, GPE has
been used in modelling mitochondrial DNA deletions (Henderson et al., [2009), influenza
epidemic models (Farah et al., [2014), and microbial communities (Oyebamiji et al., |2019)
to name just a few.

Dynamical GPE may be used to model time-dependent outputs of computer experiments (Conti
et al., 2009; |Farah and Kottas, 2014; Mohammadi et al.| 2019; Oyebamiji et al.2019)). Such
methods exploit the availability of the conditional form of the multivariate normal distri-
bution to emulate the temporal structure of the data. This requires updating the values of
outputs (state vector) at time ¢; using corresponding time-varying forcing inputs and the
value of the state vector at t;_1, as well as static parameters/initial conditions if any (Conti
et al. [2009). We only have access to the initial conditions (ICs) of the experiments and
are unable to use fully-dynamical emulation methods.

Instead, we approximate the FoS curves with a (1) single quadratic polynomial and (2) two
piecewise quadratic polynomials, and emulate the resulting model/polynomial parameters
by assigning Gaussian process prior distributions to them. This gives rise to a multi-output
hierarchical GP model whereby we relate the parameters determining FoS curves with the
ICs of the computer experiments. Therefore, the emulator that we developed uses the 1Cs
of the slopes to predict the FoS behaviour over a time horizon.

We perform Bayesian inference on the unknown parameters using Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC). The resulting posterior distributions allow us to make FoS predictions and
accurately quantify their uncertainty. This work builds on |Svalova et al.| (2021)) who mod-
elled time to slope failure using the slope geometry and soil strength using Gaussian process
emulation (GPE). Bayesian emulation of computer experiments is highly cost-effective and
allows full uncertainty analysis (O’Hagan, 2006)), which motivates us to use it for FoS mod-
elling. Predictions for earthworks with specific geometries and materials can be obtained
on-line and used in design, maintenance, and management of infrastructure.



The structure of this paper is as follows. Section [2| describes the computer experiments
and the simulator or geotechnical model (GM), that simulates deterioration processes in
cut slopes. In Section |3 we describe hierarchical Bayesian modelling of FoS time series and
introduce the quadratic model and B-spline model of FoS. In Section 4| we propose the
Gaussian process emulator for the quadratic and B-spline models, followed by outlining
how we elicited the corresponding prior distributions. In Section [5| we use the quadratic
and B-spline emulators to model FoS. We obtain within-sample and out-of-sample posterior
distributions of FoS and compare the performance of both models using the mean squared
error (MSE) and the continuous ranked probability score (crps). We also show how the
models can be used to predict time-to-failure of cut slopes. Section [6] concludes the paper
and our findings and proposes areas for future research. Supplementary Material provides
additional derivations and plots not included in the main manuscript.

2 Computer experiments of cut slope deterioration

In this section we describe the computer experiments and the GM (our simulator) that
simulates deterioration processes in cut slopes.

2.1 The geotechnical model

This subsection summarises the mechanisms that characterise the slope deterioration be-
haviour in the GM (our simulator). The GM is implemented within FLAC-TP (Fast La-
grangian Analysis of Continua with Two-Phase Flow (Itascal [2016])), which treats the soil
as a porous medium with variable saturation and depth-dependent saturated permeability
(Postill et al., 2021). The pore fluids are separated into air and water phases and treated
as immiscible fluids with differing density and viscosity. Water and airflow velocity is a
function of the respective pore fluid pressures and the relative permeability of the soil. The
latter is derived using the van Genuchten-Maulem relation (van Genuchten) |1980)).

The soil mechanical constitutive model uses a non-linear pressure dependent stiffness to
control the bulk and shear moduli. A nonlocal Mohr-Coulomb strain softening model is
used to describe the change in shear strength as a function of plastic shear strains, whereby
the initial peak strength (effective peak cohesion ¢, and friction angle ¢/) of the material
reduces towards a minimum or residual value with increasing plastic strain.

The hydrological and mechanical properties were adopted from prior modelling studies
(Potts et al, [1997; | Jurecic et al., [2013; Tsiampousi et al., [2017; Summersgill et al., |2018)
and from field and laboratory data (Bromhead and Dixon, 1986). The effect of weather
is included by application of a flux boundary condition where water is added and removed
from the model upper boundary to replicate the surface water balance driven by precip-
itation and evapotranspiration. More details about the GM, including its validation and
quality, can be found in [Postill et al.| (2020)); Rouainia et al. (2020); [Postill et al. (2021)),
and [Helm et al.| (2024b)).

2.2 Initial conditions

While over 40 model ICs can be varied (Itascal, 2016; Rouainia et al., [2020; Postill et al.|
2021)), in this paper we only vary five of them. Namely, the slope height, hs, slope angle
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v, derived from light detection and ranging (LiDAR) survey data provided by project
stakeholders (Mott MacDonald and Network Rail), the peak shear strength parameters
(effective peak cohesion ¢, and friction angle ¢) before the material has undergone any
strength reduction, derived from previous laboratory data and modelling studies (Apted,
1977; Ellis and O’Brien|, 2007)), and the reference coefficient of permeability of the soil at 1
metre depth with respect to water, £}, derived from field measurements (Dixon et al., 2019).
This simulation study specifically investigated high plasticity overconsolidated clay, as these
were identified by relevant infrastructure asset owners as being amongst the most vulnerable
to slope failures (Mellor et all [2017). The five ICs/variables were chosen as previous
work has demonstrated their importance in assessing the deterioration and stability of
infrastructure earthworks (Potts et al., [1997; Ellis and O’Brien) 2007, Mellor et al., [2017}
Rouainia et al., 2020; [Postill et al., 2023). This allows us to limit the experimental time
while obtaining an informative training data set. Additional parameters would increase
computation time, which was around three months for 75 computer runs using 10 machines.
To ensure an optimal coverage of the parameter space, a Latin hypercube experimental
design is used to obtain 75 IC vectors (height, angle, peak cohesion, friction angle, and
permeability). For more information on the adopted GM and the values adopted for the
remaining ICs, see [[tascal (2016]), Rouainia et al. (2020) and Postill et al. (2021). Table
summarises ranges of the ICs used in the computer simulations which were selected based
on previous studies (Rouainia et al., 2020; Postill et al., 2021) and expert opinion from
partners in the ACHILLES project. During emulation, permeability was scaled by 108 to
put the explanatory variables on a common scale.

Property h, (m) v (degrees) ¢, (kPa) ¢, (degrees) kY (m/s)
Range  [4,20] [7.6,63.4]  [3,10]  [185,25]  [0.145,2.5] x 10~ ®

Table 1: Material and geometry ICs used in the computer experiments. The ranges were
selected based on previous studies and expert opinion from our project partners.
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Figure 1: Examples of FoS time series illustrating different deterioration patterns.

2.3 Model run time

The duration of the geotechnical modelling runs varied from approximately 75 minutes to 10
days. The latter depends on a number of factors, including model geometry, permeability,



and the adopted strength parameters. The simulator runs were implemented until failure
or 184 years of model time. Therefore, some computer runs provide time series of FoS from
slope initiation until slope failure and others are censored at 184 years.

2.4 Computer experiments of FoS

Figure [I] illustrates five computer runs of winter FoS which can be used to understand
an earthwork’s proximity to failure (a FoS of unity). Steeply-declining curves indicate
rapid deterioration, whereas curves which have a plateau over a large number of years
are indicative of earthworks undergoing minimal deterioration. The different behaviours
are mainly driven by slope geometry, for example runs 1, 6, and 31 constitute short (in
height) slopes with low angles, whereas the others are higher and steeper. The geology also
influences deterioration behaviour, whereby cut slopes excavated within weaker materials
will deteriorate more quickly and may also have a lower starting value of FoS. Finally,
the dominant failure mechanism can change over time. For example, an initially deep
seated rotational mechanism (base failure) may switch to a translational mechanism at a
shallower depth within the slope (landslide) due to near-surface weathering and resultant
near-surface strength reduction (Briggs et al. [2023). This would lead to a change in the
FoS gradient and shape. The time step in our geotechnical model can be between 10s to
1000s of seconds (here, it is capped at less than or equal to 3600 seconds) and the weather
data is daily. However, the FoS analysis procedure is a time consuming iterative process.
We are emulating yearly measurements in this work, as more frequent iterations would not
be practical in terms of model run time. Instead, we use an estimate of the annual wettest
and driest days, which broadly correspond to the highest and lowest values of annual FoS.
In general, within a given year, the slopes have the lowest FoS and so are most vulnerable
at the wettest time so the winter results are presented.

Despite the runs in Figure (1] appearing to have a stochastic component, the computer
simulator is deterministic. The FoS behaviour is a function of the variability of the weather
and the effects of antecedence and of the current state of deterioration. A rainfall or drying
event will have a different effect on slope stability; this effect depends on the initial state
of the slope prior to the event and the adopted permeability. Although each model has
identical boundary conditions, due to the differences in permeability, geometry, and adopted
strength properties, their responses will vary. Once models undergo significant strength
reduction due to deterioration, their FoS is more strongly affected by seasonal cycles of
wetting and drying, which increases the variability of annual FoS for slopes nearing ULS
failure.

In what follows, FoS curves for a set of 75 computer experiment runs of earthwork (cutting)
deterioration (Svalova et al 2021; |Postill et al., [2021; Helm et al.; 2024a) will be modelled
as a function of slope height and angle, soil strength properties (peak cohesion, peak friction
angle), and permeability. This work builds on [Svalova et al. (2021) who modelled time to
slope failure using Gaussian process emulation (GPE).

3 Hierarchical Bayesian modelling of FoS time series

Hierarchical (multilevel) Bayesian modelling has been referred to as one of the most impor-
tant statistical ideas over the past 50 years (Gelman and Vehtari, 2021)), with the key idea
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of combining/pooling information about different categories of parameters for better infer-
ence. Here, hierarchical Bayesian modelling can be used to relate the temporal evolution
of FoS to the static GM ICs. We will assume that the FoS time series can be approximated
by a function g, the parameters of which will be emulated/related to simulator ICs.

To simplify some of the methodology, we will be modelling FoS measurements shifted by
a unit, Y = FoS —1, such that failure is defined by reaching a (shifted) FoS of zero. For
ie{l,...,N}and j € {1,..., N;}, where N is the number of computer runs and N; is the
number of FoS measurements in run ¢, our hierarchical Bayesian FoS model is:

FoS;; =14 g(ti;;0,:) + i, cij~N(0,07),
Yi; = 9(tij; 044) + i,

Oy ~ GP(m(z; 1),V (z, 2'; 92)),

@1~ Py, Py~ Do

In the above, the top level g +¢; ; is the model for FoS temporal evolution, and ¢; ; denotes
time in years. We will compare two g parametrisations, a single and a piecewise quadratic
polynomial in the form of a B-spline. The parameters of g, 8, = (0,1,...,0,n)", are as-
signed GP prior distributions defined by mean and variance functions m and V. The mean
function m is a function of the ICs & and hyperparameters ¢,; and the covariance function
is a function of a pair of ICs (x, '), such that V; ; = Cov(x;, ;), and hyperparameters ¢s.
Finally, the hyperparameters (vectors) ¢, and ¢, will be assigned some appropriate prior
distributions ®; and ®,. The rest of this Section details the parameterisation of FoS time
series using a quadratic polynomial curve and a quadratic B-spline with two pieces.

We note that both models are trained on FoS time series with at least 4 measurements, oth-
erwise the B-spline model is not identifiable. This limits the use of the developed emulator
for predicting very sudden failures; however infrastructure earthworks are typically built
to last at least several decades (Perry et al. [2003)), thus this should not be a problem in
practice. Furthermore, we define three types of time-to-failure (TTF). Namely, the model
TTF (w), the predicted TTF (p), and the true TTF. For computer run i, model TTF (w;)
is defined as the minimum time such that g(¢) < 0, and predicted TTF (p;) is defined as
the minimum time such that g(¢) +¢; < 0. The true TTF is taken from the data. Some of
our computer runs do not reach failure and, for those, the true TTF is not available.

(1)

3.1 Quadratic model of FoS

For a computer run 7 at time j, assume that Y; ; € R changes with time ¢, ; € R* through
a quadratic relation

Y;J‘ = O + Oélyiti,j + Oégﬂ't?,j -+ Ei gy Eij ™~ N(O, O'?), (2)

where ag; +1 is the FoS at time zero and a; ; is the FoS gradient at time zero. Equation
can be re-parametrised to include the model TTF for computer run 7, w;:

a1+ apif/w;

o t?’j + Eij- (3)

Yij = aoi+ouiti; —

It is useful to rewrite Equation (3]) as a quadratic B-spline (De Boor} 1978; [Knott, 2000)
with no interior knots. In this form, the quadratic model can be directly compared to the
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B-spline FoS model described in Section [3.2] Therefore,

Yij=0g1(ti;;04.) +€ij
2714 270,i Y0,i 2714 (4>
91(tij;04,4) = {%,z’ + tm‘( === )+t ) Ty (05w,

w; w; w; w;

where 0, ; = ('70,1‘7 ’Yl,iawi)a

I (O ) 17 0 S ti,j < Wi,
i \Us i) = .
tid 0, otherwise,

and vp,;, = o, and 71,; = (o1,w; + 200;)/2. Here, v, is the intercept of Y;; at t;; = 0,
and we require 7, > 0 to ensure non-negative Y; ; at ¢; ; = 0. Thus, we can write vy, =
exp(Ap;). Similarly, we set the failure time parameter w; =exp(£2;) and o; =exp(%;).

3.1.1 Constraining the quadratic model
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Figure 2: Constraining the quadratic and B-spline models. Plot (left) illustrates deter-
ministic (noise-free) FoS curves when v, < 0. Plot (middle) presents B-splines with
Y1, < 0,7, < 0 and plot (right) illustrates an unrealistic B-spline with v;,; > 0,72, > 0.

The model TTF, w;, is the smallest positive time that solves the deterministic part of
Equation . This can be achieved by constraining v,, > 0. Figure [2| (left) illustrates
deterministic (noise-free) FoS curves when 7, ; is unconstrained. From Figure [2f (left) we
can see that the FoS curves can cross the failure-threshold prior to w; when 7, ; < 0. Thus,
we write 71; =exp(Ay;). The parameter set, to be emulated, of the quadratic model
defined by Equation , is 0,,; = (Ao, A1, Qi ).

3.2 B-spline model of FoS

The geometry and location of the critical failure mechanism in a slope may change over
time as deterioration progresses (Postill et al 2021). This may lead to a sudden change in
the gradient of the FoS deterioration curve. Thus, a quadratic curve might not be sufficient
in explaining such variation, especially as the earthwork failure time increases. A piecewise
polynomial could be more advantageous over a simple polynomial, whereby local curves



are fitted within non-overlapping regions. One such model is the B-spline (De Boor, [1978;
Knott, 2000), which is a piecewise polynomial defined within a set of knots/breakpoints
that is forced to be smooth and continuous at these knots. B-splines are commonly used in
shape-optimisation methods (Talebitooti et al [2015), and can have a desired polynomial
degree, which has to be the same for all piecewise curves (and greater than zero). A
quadratic B-spline with no inner knots is equivalent to a simple quadratic (Equation (4))).
We use a B-spline to fit two piecewise quadratic polynomials to the FoS time series with
one interior knot at half-failure time, w;/2. This is a natural extension to the quadratic
model in as we are fitting two polynomials corresponding to a potential change in the
slope failure mechanism, instead of one. What follows provides a brief definition of the
B-spline, the full analytical definition can be found in Supplementary Material A.

The B-spline approximation of Y; ; is a linear combination of B-spline basis functions,

m—+o—1

Z 7lz¢lo 1 ,] +5z,] Z’leqsl2 ,])+5z]7 gz,jNN(07O-i2)7 (5>

where ¢;5(t; ;) are basis functions and +;; are linear coefficients. Following De Boor re-
cursive relationships (De Boor, |1978, Supplementary Material A), the spline model can be
rewritten as a sum of two quadratic functions over non-overlapping intervals,

Yii=02(tij;:0,,.i) +cij,

vy AYou dvo; 6715 279y
9a(tig:0,,4) = {vo,wti,j( i _ 20, )+t2 < T0i _ 2i g 27 )}It (0; wi/2)+

8v2,;  4mi 434 2910 672 473
{2(71,1' — Y2+ V34) + ti,j( o o o +t 2T + 2 L, (wi/2; w;)

(6)

where 092,i = (’Yo,i, Y15 V2,55 V3,05 wi)a

L (@) 1, ifa<ty<b,
(a;b) = ,
td 0, otherwise,

and ; ; ~ N(0, 7). Removing 73 ; from Equation @ forces the B-spline curve to cross zero
at the last knot, Whlch is fitting for modelling the FoS. Then, our B-spline model becomes

Yii=02(tij;0,,:) +cij,

vy 404 4y 671 2724
Ga(tij;04,0) = {%,i+tz‘,j< L 2o, )+t2 ( ’y[; - Py;’ + 72’ )}Iti,j(o;wi/2>+

8v9i A i 60
{2(7171-—72,14)“@-,3-( "2 _ i) +t§,j( . )}It (wi/2;w5).

(7)
where 6, ; = (70,i, 71,i» V2,i>wi). As before, g is the intercept of Y ; at t; ; = 0 and 75, > 0
to ensure non-negative Y;; at t;; = 0. We define 7y; =exp(Ag;) as with the quadratic
model. Similarly, w; =exp(£2;) and o; = exp(%;).
The B-spline model has an additional coefficient v5; =exp(Ay;), that arises due to the
second polynomial piece. Its interpretation is difficult, but we can get an intuition into its
effect on the B-spline graphically (Section .
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3.2.1 Constraining the B-spline model

The model TTF w; is the smallest positive time that solves the deterministic part of .
Figure [2| (middle) illustrates deterministic (noise-free) FoS curves when 7;; and 7, are
unconstrained. From Figure [2| (middle) we can see that the FoS curves can cross zero
(failure threshold) prior to the model TTF. This behaviour can be avoided by constraining
Y1,is V2,0 > 0, thus we set 71, =exp(Ay;) and y2,; =exp(Ay;).

Figure [2| (right), however, is not plausible for modelling FoS as the peak of the second
polynomial is higher than the initial FoS, vy ;. Indeed, Figure |2 (right) would imply a very
dramatic increase in soil strength after an initial decrease. This would typically only occur
if there were significant changes made to the slope/soil such as geotechnical intervention
measures, which may take the form of the installation of soil nails, piles or retaining struc-
tures or replacement of the soil with a higher strength material (see Nowak| 2012). In the
absence of such interventions this large increase in FoS should not occur. Additionally,
allowing this behaviour can cause difficulties in estimating the the B-spline coefficients and
using the resulting model for prediction. Therefore, we impose an additional constraint,
that the FoS time series is nonincreasing after the internal knot, i.e. Y; ;(t2) <Y ;(¢;) for
t1 < w/2 < ty. This constraint eliminates FoS curves that are not plausible while still allow-
ing us to adequately model the FoS computer experiment data. The parameter set, to be

emulated, of the B-spline model, defined by Equation (7)), is 0y, ; = (Ao, A1, Asy, 4, 55).

4 (aussian process emulator

In this section, we define a Bayesian GPE for the B-spline model parameters, 6,,;, =
(Aoﬂ', Al,i, Azﬂ', Qi; 21), (see Equation ) Let A() = (Agjl, ce aAO,N)a Al = (Al,b ce 7A1,N)7
Ay = (A1, s AN), Q= (Q1,..., % n) and ¥ = (Xy4,...,%1 n). The Gaussian pro-
cess emulator for the quadratic model is defined identically to the GPE for the B-spline
model defined in this section, excluding the parameter vector A, and the associated hy-
perparameters By and 7. For a computer run i, &; = (;1,...,%;i5)" is a set of ICs
corresponding to height x; (m), angle xo (degrees), cohesion z3 (kPa), friction angle x4
(degrees), and permeability z5 (m/s). We define z; = (z;1,...,25)", where
Tk

- "itrainin k Ti2 — "itrainin ,2
Zig = &2 for k € {1,3,4,5}, and 2,5 = il (8)
Otraining,k 1.5 x Otraining,2

where Tiainingk = (T14, .- - Tng), N = 75 is the number of training samples and Ziraining k
and Ctraining, & correspond to the mean and standard deviation of @aining k, respectively. This
standardisation puts all ICs on the same scale. For a computer run ¢, the FoS parameters
are related to z; following a normal distribution

Aoﬂ h(zl)Tﬁo To 0 0 0 0
A1 i h(ZZ‘)Tﬂl 0 1 0 0 0
A2 i ~ N h(Zz)Tﬁg s 0 0 T2 0 0 (9)
Qi h(ZZ)T,BQ 0 0 0 Q0 0
Ei h(zl)Tﬁg 0 0 0 0 >
The parameter vectors 3; = (B0, ..., 85)", 1 € {0,1,2,Q, 3} are regressor coefficients and
h(z) = (1,zi1,...,25)" is a regressor function of the ICs. The variance matrix in (9] is

11



diagonal with marginal variances 75, and zero prior correlation between Ag;, Aj;, Ag;, (Y,
and Y;, which therefore can be expressed as individual normal distributions. Transforming
the data from @; to z; makes the B-spline parameters (Ag;, A1, Aa;, € and ;) easier to
interpret. For example, when z; = 0, exp(f8q,0) can now be interpreted as the expected
failure time of a slope with “average” characteristics. On the other hand, low or zero values
for some of the (untransformed) ICs have a non-linear relationship with deterioration, for
example, zero cohesion would imply a slope buillt with “dry sand” which becomes difficult
to model and interpret. Jointly, Ay, A, As, €2, and X follow a matrix-normal distribution,

VeC(AOa Ala AQ; Qa 2) ~N (VGC(H,@(), H/Blv HBQ) Hﬁﬂa H/BE)7 |4 X U) ) (1())
U:C(w,x’,é,g), V:diag(To,Tl,TQ,TQ,TE).

In the above, H is the regressor matrix, whose i*! row is h(z;), U and V are the row- and

column-wise covariance matrices, respectively. We use a non-isotropic Gaussian correlation

function C(z,2',8,¢) = exp{—Zle (ZZ;;;)Q} + (I(2,2'), where § = (1,...,05)7 is a

vector of correlation lengths. The nugget (Andrianakis and Challenor, 2012)) ¢ is added to
the diagonal of C' to improve numerical stability of inversion calculations, and the function
I(z,2') is an indicator for the event z = 2’. Note that as Ay, Aj, Az, Q and X are
uncorrelated a priori, their joint prior distribution can be written as a product of the
following marginal distributions

Ay~ N(HBy,U), A1 ~N(HB,TU), As~N(HBs,nU), (11)
Q~N(HBq,U), X ~N(HBs,sU).

Concerning the hierarchical model given by Equation , we have defined two models for
FoS temporal evolution; the quadratic model, defined by Equation (4f), and the B-spline
model, defined by Equation . Furthermore, Equation (11)) completes the second level of
the hierarchical model, assigning GP priors to the temporal model parameters. Removing
A, from Equation provides the GPE for the quadratic model. In Sections [4.1] and
we complete the hierarchical model defined by Equation by assigning prior distributions
to the hyperparameters of the B-spline and quadratic model parameters, respectively.

4.1 Prior distributions for the B-spline model

This section describes how we elicited prior distributions for the B-spline models, using en-
gineering judgement where applicable. The IC z = 0 corresponds to a slope with x1 = 9.77
(height), x5 = 20 (angle), x3 = 6.81 (cohesion), x4 = 21.7 (friction) and x5 = 0.77 (perme-
ability). Using Equation @D, z = 0 corresponds to a slope with “average” characteristics
of our training data with the following prior distributions

Ao(0) ~ N(Bo0,70), A1(0) ~ N(B10,71), A2(0) ~ N(B20,72), (12)

Q(0) ~ N(ﬁu},OaTw)7 ¥(0) ~ N(ﬁz,oﬁz)-
The means of distributions in Equation reduce to intercept-only instead of the full
regressor function form. These 5, [ € {0,1,2,Q, X}, represent our uncertainty about the

initial FoS averaged across . By generating synthetic data and ensuring reasonable rela-
tions between the ICs and the resulting FoS behaviour in the prior predictive distributions,
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we elicited the following prior distributions

ﬁ070 ~ N(lOg(l), 05), /8170 ~ N(lOg(OG), 04), /8270 ~ N(—O5, 25), (13)
Buo ~N(5.25,1), Pso~ N(log(0.1),0.5).

In addition,

Boi ~ N(0,0.5), B1;~N(0,0.5), Ba;~N(0,1), Bu;~N(0,1), PBg, ~N(0,0.5),

(14)
for i = 1,...,5. Table [2 presents prior mean and central 95% credible intervals for the
expected initial FoS, model failure time and noise using the priors given by Equation .
The shape parameters A; and A, have no intuitive interpretation and are not included in
Table 2] From Table 2| we see that a priori we expect the initial FoS for a slope with
z = 0 to be between 1.38 and 3.66, 95% of the time with a mean of 2; w; is expected to be
between 26.8 days and 1350 days, 95% of the time with a mean of 191 days; and we expect
the noise to be between 0.0375 and 0.266, 95% of the time with a mean of 0.1. These
priors are vaguely informative and represent our uncertainty about the parameters of the
B-spline model for a slope with z = 0 and put prior weighting in regions of the parameter
space that produce plausible synthetic data.

Prior Mean Central 95% Credible Interval

E[o]+1  2.00 (1.38,3.66)
Elw] 191.0 (26.8, 1350.0)
E[s] 0.1000 (0.0375,0.2660)

Table 2: Prior mean and central 95% credible intervals for E[yo] + 1, E[w] and E[o].

Similarly to Svalova et al.| (2021]), we selected vague prior distributions for the covariance
function parameters. Specifically,

71 ~1Ga(3,0.5), 6 ~ Exp(0.2), (15)

forl € {0,1,2,Q, 5} and k = 1,...,5. Figure[dillustrates some example prior deterministic
deterioration curves with 79 = 1 (the prior mean for a slope with z = 0) and 2 = 5.25
(the prior mean for a slope with z = 0). Figure |3 (left) illustrates the mean deterministic
deterioration curve (dashed line) and the central 95% prediction interval (solid lines) when
sampling from /3o and o in Equation ; the red line corresponds to 71,7 = 0; and
the evolution depicted by the blue line is a B-spline curve we believe is not plausible. From
Figure [3| (left) we can see that the priors specified on /1 ¢ and fs are vague. These priors
represent our uncertainty in the evolution of the FoS of the slope with z = 0. It is difficult
to specify how the FoS of a slope with z = 0 will evolve over time. However, there is
little weighting between the 0.025 quantile and the red line, as we do not expect curves
to deteriorate rapidly (up to the knot at w/2, shown by the vertical black line) and then
asymptotically deteriorate to zero. Through simulation of synthetic data we were able to
elicit priors that put little weight on implausible curves, but there is no published data on
how the FoS of a slope with z = 0 will evolve over time.

Figure [3| (right) presents some example deterministic FoS time series sampled from f g
and s in Equation . The priors specified on 31 and [ allow for a variety of time
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series of slope deterioration that we see in reality. The priors for 3, and 32 govern the
evolution of deterioration for a slope with z = 0; and these priors put little weighting on
deterioration curves that we do not expect to see in reality (such as the red and blue curves
in Figure 3] (left)), but it is difficult to be more specific than that.

Yo =1, w=190.57 Yo =1, w=190.57
. N
o | i
~N o |
2 = o
> o > b
- <
— o B
Q o 2
o T T T T o T T T T
0 50 w2 150 w 0 50 w2 150 w
Time (Years) Time (Years)

Figure 3: Some example prior deterioration curves with vy = 1, = 5.25 sampling from
P10 and [y in Equation ([13]).

The remaining parameters, i.e., f;;, for [ € {0,1,2,Q,X} and i = 1,...,5, were given
vaguely informative priors centered around zero, as can be seen by Equation ({14]).

The posterior distributions for the GPE parameters are intractable and will be sampled
using Markov chain methods.

4.2 Prior distributions for the quadratic model

The prior distributions for the Gaussian process emulator for the quadratic model are
identical to those used under the B-spline model. Once again, the posterior distributions
for the GPE parameters are intractable and will be sampled using Markov chain methods.
Figure {4 presents some example prior deterministic deterioration curves with vy = 1 (the
prior mean for a slope with z = 0) and Q = 5.25 (the prior mean for a slope with z = 0)
. Figure 4| (left) presents the mean deterministic deterioration curve (dashed line) and the
central 95% prediction interval (solid lines) when sampling from ;o in Equation ; the
red line corresponds to v; = 0; and the evolution depicted by the blue line is a quadratic
curve we believe is not plausible. From Figure {4 (left) we can see that the prior specified
on [ is vague. This prior represents our uncertainty in the evolution of the FoS of the
slope with z = 0. Similarly to Section {.T], through simulation of synthetic data, we were
able to elicit a prior that put little weight on implausible curves, but there is no published
data on how the FoS of a slope with z = 0 will evolve over time. Figure 4| (right) presents
some example deterministic FoS time series sampled from ;¢ in Equation . The prior
specified on 1 allows for a variety of time series of slope deterioration that we see in
reality. Similarly to Section , the prior for /3 ¢ governs the evolution of deterioration for
a slope with z = 0; and this prior puts little weighting on deterioration curves that we do
not expect to see in reality (such as the red and blue curves in Figure {4 (left)), but it is
difficult to be more specific than that.
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Figure 4: Example prior deterioration curves with vy = 1,2 = 5.25 sampling from f; o in
Equation (13)).

5 Results

We obtained posterior distributions of the two hierarchical models using RStan, the R
interface to Stan (Carpenter et al., 2017; [Stan Development Team| 2022)), with 4 chains.
The quadratic and B-spline emulators took approximately 5 and 33 hours, respectively,
to run using 4 cores with Intel CPU (Xeon, E5-2699 v4, base frequency 2.2GHz) through
the Slurm workload manager Jette and Wickberg (2023) on Newcastle University’s high
performance computing service, Rocket.

Figure B1-B3 in the Supplementary Material B present some example trace plots, for the
upper-level parameters, under the quadratic and B-spline models, respectively. In addition,
Figures B5 and B6 present trace plots for the emulator parameters under the quadratic and
B-spline models, respectively. We can see that all four chains have converged to the same
values for the emulator parameters under the quadratic and B-spline models, respectively.
Similar conclusions can be drawn from Figures B1 and B2, although FoS run 33 in Figure
C5 may hint at multi-modality under the quadratic model or that the chains have not
converged to the stationary distribution. Some trace plots show multi-modality under the
B-spline model (see Figure B3). Figure B4 presents three within-sample computer runs
with (at least one) multimodal (upper level) posterior distribution; we overlay a sample
posterior FoS curve sampled from each mode. The chains in FoS run 34 switch between
modes and the chains in FoS runs 39 and 68 do not switch between modes. The three
computer runs in Figure B4 all follow a similar time series, with a relatively stable initial
period followed by a rapid decline in FoS. Both modes fit reasonably well to the data. It
may be possible to eliminate one mode by penalising FoS curves that are non-decreasing
(by penalising values of v > o).

5.1 Posterior distributions of FoS

Figure [5 and Figures C1 - C8 in the Supplementary Material C, present posterior distri-
butions of FoS obtained under the quadratic model (blue) and the B-spline model (red),
for examples of computer experiment data. From Figure [f, and Figures C1 - C8, we can
see that the B-spline model captures the FoS trends well. The quadratic model and the
B-spline model perform approximately the same for computer runs 12, 14 and 26, within
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the range of the data . However, the quadratic model is unable to capture the trends of
computer runs 1, 18, 22, 30, and 64. Similar conclusions can be drawn from Figures C1 -
C8 in the Supplementary Material C, e.g. run 43 in Figure C1. This is expected as some
computer runs have trends that are not adequately modelled by a quadratic curve.

Figure [f] presents the difference in the mean squared error (MSE) and the continuous

FoS within—sample run 1 FoS within—sample run 12 FoS within—sample run 14 FoS within—sample run 18
N s | o | .
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Figure 5: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and
the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.

ranked probability score (crps) (Gneiting et al., 2007) between the quadratic model (M SE®
and crps@ respectively) and the B-spline model (M SE®S and crps?® respectively) for the
nine within-sample computer runs presented in Figure fl The crps is calculated at each
time point for each computer run and is defined in terms of the predictive CDF, F}, and
an observation, x;,

crps(Fr) = | TRy — Iy > o))dy, (16)

where F; is the CDF of FoS at time ¢ and z; is the observed FoS at time ¢t. The crps is a
proper scoring rule that evaluates the performance of a full predictive density.

As expected for computer runs 12, 14 and 26 the quadratic model and the B-spline model
perform approximately the same, as their distributions are narrowly concentrated around
zero. On the other hand, the M SE and the crps are larger for the quadratic model for
computer runs 1, 18, 22, 30, 43 and 64 (c.f. Figure |5)). For the latter runs, the boxplots
are centred in the positive range and have a longer tail in the same direction. Figure D1 in
Supplementary Material D provides the difference in the M SE and the crps between the
quadratic model and the B-spline model for the remaining sixty-six within-sample computer
runs (Figures C1 - C8).
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Figure 6: Difference between the quadratic model and the B-spline model for nine within-
sample computer runs in the in the M SE (left) and crps (right).

5.2 Posterior distributions of TTF

We can obtain posterior distributions of the predicted TTF, p;, for i = 1,..., N, by sim-
ulating FoS time series for every posterior draw of the model parameters and obtaining a
distribution of the first time when FoS reaches failure, in most cases due to the error term.
The distributions of predicted TTF, p;, are presented in Figure[7f]and Figures E1 - E8 in the
Supplementary Material E. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for computer runs that
reached failure. From Figure [7] and Figures E1 - E8, we can see that the TTF predictions
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Figure 7: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.

are noticeably different under the quadratic model compared to the B-spline model for some
computer runs. In general, the B-spline model leads to a posterior uncertainty decrease
in the predicted TTF, and in some cases, a dramatic one. Figure |8 presents examples of
posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and the B-spline model
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(red) for the nine computer runs shown in Figure |7 extrapolating beyond the range of the
data. The quadratic model is unable to capture some of the trends in the FoS data, such
as computer runs 1, 18, 22, 30, and 64 in Figure [§| or run 43 in Figure E1. For computer
run 1, we can see there is a substantial difference in the TTF prediction between the two
models. Computer run 1 decays for around 50-75 years and then reaches a stable plateau.
The quantiles of the quadratic model fail to capture this behaviour, whereas the B-spline
model captures the decay and stability periods well. The B-spline model then predicts the
slope will begin to deteriorate to failure. This is a consequence of having the internal knot
fixed at k = w/2.

Computer run 1 could remain stable for a long time after year 184, as illustrated in Figure
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Figure 8: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and
the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.

E9 (Supplementary Material E). Emulating the internal knot, k, as well as the model fail-
ure time, w, would allow for time series such as those shown in Figure E9. At present, we
avoid modelling the internal knot as our training data is of moderate size, but this should
be considered in future work.

5.3 Model validation

We also validated both models using 20 held-out computer experiment runs. As GPs are
closed under conditioning, it is possible to derive an analytical expression for the GPE con-
ditioned on a set of computer training runs. Assume a (finite) collection of n “observed” ex-
perimental outputs, y = (Ao(zl), Ap(z9), ... ,Ag(zn)) performed on the ICs 2z, 29, ..., z,,
where n = 75, which comprise the training data. We assume no repeated inputs, so z; = z;
if and only if ¢ = j. The n—vector y follows a multivariate normal distribution,

Yy | /BOa 70, 67C ~ N(HZIB()?TOEZ)? (17)

18



where H, is a matrix of regressors whose ith row is h(z;), X.(i,7) = C(z;, 2;) + (I(2, 2'), ¢
is the nugget and the function I(z, 2’) is an indicator for the event z = 2’. Using standard
rules for conditioning on a subset of observations (Gramacy, 2020), we find

Ao()ly, Bo, 10,0, ~ GP(m*(-), V*(-,-)), (18)
m*(z) = h(z) B+ t(2) 'S (y — H.Bo), V*(z,2) =7(C(2,2,8) —t(z) S 1(2)),

where ¢(z) = (C(z,21,6),C(z,22,0),...,C(2,2,,0)) is a column vector of correlations
between the (generic) emulator IC z and training ICs zq, 29, ..., z,. Similar expressions
can be derived for the conditional distributions of A;(-), Ag(-),§2(+) and X(-).

Using Equation for a held-out computer run with z, provides us with a distribution for
Ao(2)|y, Bo, 70,0, ¢, and this procedure can be repeated for A;(z), As(2),Q(z) and X(2).
Using these distributions, we can sample from Equation ([7), and obtain FoS time series for
a computer run with some 1C z.

Figure [9] and Figures F1 - F2 in Supplementary Material F present posterior distributions
of FoS under the quadratic (blue) and B-spline (red) models for 20 held-out computer
runs. For both models, the posterior means capture the FoS behaviour well. Validation
runs 1 (Figure F1) and 2 (Figure [J)) have the widest 95% highest posterior density intervals
(HPDI) under both models. These computer runs are quite unusual, as they both begin
with high initial FoS measurements which then increase before plateauing at values larger
than their initial strength. Both models do not reach failure at the end of simulation
and at 184 years (the simulation end time) both computer experiements have higher FoS
measurements than their starting FoS. This behaviour leads to a large uncertainty in the
model and predicted TTF and in the posterior predictions of FoS. Despite this uncertainty,
the mean predicted FoS is extremely close to the validation data. For the remaining runs
in Figure [9 and Figures F1 - F2 in Supplementary Material F, the 95% HPDIs are much
narrower (under both models), and the mean posterior behaviour is close to the true values
for most out-of-sample computer runs.

Figure [10| presents the difference in the M SE and the crps between the quadratic model
and the B-spline model for the 20 out-of-sample computer runs presented in Figure [, and
Figures F1 - F2 in Supplementary Material F. The differences in the M.SE are small for
most out-of-sample runs. For computer runs e.g. 5 (Figure F1), 11, and 12, the mean
behaviour of the B-spline model more closely captures the FoS behaviour compared to the
quadratic model. The opposite can be observed for computer runs 3 (Figure F1) and 6,
although for run 3 the mean FoS at failure time is closer to the true FoS than that of the
quadratic model. For runs with unoberved failure times (e.g. 7, 12 (Figure [9), and 16
(Figure F1)), the B-spline model tends to provide a more conservative estimate of the FoS
at the last time point. An exception is run 14 where the mean FoS is marginally larger.
The 95% prediction intervals tend to be narrower under the B-spline model, except for
failure times of 10 years or less. Computer run 16 (Figure F1) illustrates behaviour that is
difficult to model, as it begins with a stable period followed by a sudden, rapid deterioration
before an increase in FoS. Most of its measurements are outside of the quadratic model
prediction intervals from initiation until around 100 years. The corresponding 95% interval
is wider under the B-spline model, however it captures all of the FOS measurements.
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Figure 9: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and
the B-spline model (red) for out-of sample computer runs. The dashed lines represent the
posterior means and the solid lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure 10: Plots presenting the difference in the M SE and crps between the quadratic
model and the B-spline model for 20 out-of-sample computer runs.

6 Conclusions

Factor of safety is an important diagnostic tool to predict and monitor the safety of trans-
port infrastructure. For a given slope, the change in FoS can be estimated using computer
experiments of deterioration, however they are very time-consuming to run. Here, we built
a GP emulator of FoS for cuttings in high-plasticity soils using Bayesian hierarchical mod-
elling to approximate FoS measurements faster for any IC combination. We approximated
the FoS curves with a single quadratic model and a B-spline model of two quadratic polyno-
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mials with one interior knot; and we emulated the model parameters by assigning Gaussian
process prior distributions to them. This produced a multi-output hierarchical GP model
that relates the parameters determining FoS curves with the computer experiment ICs.
We obtained within-sample posterior distributions of FoS and demonstrated how the mod-
els could be used to obtain posterior distributions of predicted TTF. The quadratic model
was able to emulate some computer experiments well, as several FoS time series deterio-
rated with quadratic trends. However, in many cases it did not have the flexibility required
to emulate FoS curves that were driven by more than one failure mechanism. For example,
computer run 1 (Figure , decays until around year 40, and then stabilises for approxi-
mately 20 years, before deteriorating to failure; and computer run 64 remains stable for
approximately 75-100 years, before rapidly declining. These time series are much better
captured under the B-spline model. We compared model performance using the MSFE
and the crps and found that the B-spline model performed as well as or outperformed
the quadratic model for most computer runs. Furthermore, we illustrated how to use the
models for out-of-sample prediction by conditioning on the “observed” upper level model
parameters. The successful emulation of geotechnical models of deterioration of infras-
tructure slopes, has the potential to inform slope design, maintenance and remediation by
introducing the time dependency of deterioration into geotechnical asset management.
Future developments in our work include learning the interior knot of the B-spline from
the data rather than fixing it at half-model TTF, as setting k = w/2 limits the B-spline’s
predictive capability outside of the range of the data. For example, for computer run 1, the
B-spline model predicts the FoS time series will deteriorate rapidly to failure and predicts
the expected failure time of computer run 1 to be 318 years with a central 95% prediction
interval of (295, 347) years. Computer run 1 could remain stable for a relatively long time
after year 184, as illustrated in Figure E9. Other developments would include emulating the
FoS using linear dynamical models and Gaussian processes, for example, as in |(Oyebamiji
et al| (2017), as well as including wider ranges of soil properties and earthwork types in
the computer model.
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Supplementary Materials

A B-spline definition

Consider a vector of knots k = (ko, ..., kms1) over which the B-spline is to be fitted. The
boundary knots are equivalent to zero-time (kg = 0) and the failure time k11 = w, and
there are m interior knots. As in the quadratic model, we assume that w is unobserved
and will be estimated with the remaining parameters. To fit a B-spline of order o (degree
o — 1) over k, define an augmented knot sequence k* with m + 20 elements

k—o+1:"':k0§"'Skmgkm—s—l:"':km—s—o- (19>

It is noteworthy that in Equation the first and the last o knots are repeated to fix the
boundary constraints. For easier computation, the subscripts of the elements of k* can be
re-labelled as k; C k*,1 € {0,...,m + 20 — 1}. We assume that two piecewise polynomials
could be sufficient to explain the two dominant failure modes (deep and shallow), thus
m = 1 and o = 3. This gives the augmented knot sequence k* = (ko, ko, ko, k1, ko, ko, ko) =
(0,0,0, k,w,w,w). Frequently, the interior knots are equidistant, and here we assume that
k= 0.5w.

The B-spline is defined using the following recursive relationships. Firstly, we define a set
of basis (indicator) functions ¢, ; for j € {0,1,...,0—1} and I € {0,1,...,m + 20 — 2}:

1, ifk <z <k,
dro(r) = { l (20)

0, otherwise.

Then, for j € {0,1,...,0—1} and l € {0,1,...,m+20—2— (j + 1)} we define the set of
functions:

Grjr1(z) = () dri(z) + [1 — g i ()] by (), (21)
where .
itk £ R
ayi(x) = Pk’ ! ’ 22
() {O, otherwise. (22)

The B-spline approximation of ¥; ; =FoS; ; — 1 can be written as

m+o—1

Z P)/lz¢lo 1 z] +€z] nylz¢l2 z])+€z]7 gi,jNN(an_iQ)' (23>

Expanding Equation using Equations (20)), and we find that the spline model
can be written as

Yi —{%,wti,j( L —i> +t§j( Lt T )}I(OSti,j < wi/2)+

8vai Ay 473
V2 i 73,)Jr

Wi Wy Wy

(24)

{2(71,2‘ — Yo+ V3,) + i (

2713 672 | 4y,
2 )2 )2 K
t: < 7 — 2 —+ 2 I(wz/2 < tz‘,j < wi) + €ij
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where g, ; ~ N(0,02). Conveniently, removing -3 ; forces the B-spline curve to cross zero at
the last knot, which is well-suited for modelling the FoS. Therefore, the B-spline that will
be used in this study is

Vi = {m +ti,j( i l) +t§,j< LT 2 )}I(O <ty <wi/2)+

Wi Wi H Wy W
8V, 41 o [ 271 62,i
{2(71,1‘ —Y2.i) t ti,j( o wr +t;; 2w I(wi/2 < tij <wi) +€ij.

(25)
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B Posterior diagnostic plots
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Figure B1: Examples of posterior trace plots of the quadratic model parameters.
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Figure B2: Examples of posterior trace plots of the B-spline model parameters.
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corresponding to the FoS plots shown in Figure B4.

30



FoS(t)

10 12 14 16

FoS(t)

10 12 14 16

1.8 20

1.8 20

FoS within—sample run 34

FoS within—sample run 39

FoS within—sample run 68

@©
| —
o
© |
= o ="
N—r ] N—r
4 Q<
L L -
w
i N
—
o | <
T T T T T T T -~ T T T T T T T -~ T T T T T T T T
0O 20 40 60 80 100 120 0O 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 140
Time (Years) Time (Years) Time (Years)
FoS within—sample run 34 FoS within—sample run 39 FoS within—sample run 68
@
wn | i
o
© |
= o ="
~ S ~—
z 2 5]
L L -
w
— N
—
o | <
- -

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time (Years)

0 20 4b 60 8b 160 léO
Time (Years)

0 20 40 60 80 100 140
Time (Years)

Figure B4: Examples of multi-modal posterior plots of FoS.

31



B0

0.2

chain
00 -
— 2
— 3
— 4

b &
ﬁ
N I B
& ;& in o

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

P11

0.0
chain
— 2

— 3
— 4

0.4

0.z
— 1
0.6

5 chain
—1
' — 2
y — 2
— 4
B13
05
0 chain
— 1
03 —
02 — 2
0.4 o
0.0
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000
B1a
chain
—1
— z
— 2
— 4
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000
B1s
chain
- —1
— 2
: — 2
— 4

Bao

;
:
:
:
!

B21

e

i
:
:
:
:

Ba2

.

ta
@

i
:
:
:
:

Baa

¥

;
:
:
g
:

Boa

=] =] =]
S = -

i
:
:
:
:

Bos

i
:
:
:
:

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain

—z
— 1
— 4

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3

chain

o

-

chain

6.0

55

50

4.5

4.0

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

!
:
:
:
:

=]

in

!
:
:
:
:

;
:
:
:
:

0.5

0.0

ﬁm,ﬂ

ﬁm,ﬂ

Bmﬂ

¥
-

ﬁm,ﬂ

ﬁm,ﬂ

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain

— Z

— 1
— 4

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3

chain

chain

chain

Px.o

Bz.o

0.0

u

-1.0
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

Pz.o

Br.o

™

Bz.o

P

0.4

0.0

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

Pz.o

o

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain

— Z

— 1
— 4

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3

chain

chain

chain

Figure B5: Posterior trace plots of the emulator parameters using the quadratic model.

32



B1o

04
02
0.0

02

04

0000 12500 15000 17500 20000

P11

02
04

8

g
}
:
:
g

B1.2

04

B13

=

04

03

02

01

00
10000 12600 15000 17500 20000

03

02

01

00

21

=
.

0000 12500 15000 17500 20000

02

00

02

04

[

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

Figure B6: Posterior trace plots

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain

Bz22

04

18

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

Bz3

00
10000 12600 15000 17500 20000

B2a
04
02
0.0

0z
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

0.25
0.00

.28

&
&

‘ el

)

o

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—1
— 2
— 3

chain

I
PP

of the emulator parameters using the B-spline model.

-10
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

g
3
:

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

P3a

4
10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

33

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—1
— 2
— 3

ﬁm,ﬂ

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—1
— 2
— 3

Bzo

10000 12500 15000 17500 20000

chain
— 1
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—
— 2
— 3
— 4

chain
—1
— 2
— 3



C Posterior plots of FoS
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Figure C1: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure C2: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure C3: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
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Figure C5: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
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lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure C6: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure C7: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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Figure C8: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue)
and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the posterior means and the solid
lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction intervals.
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D Diagnostics of posterior fit
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Figure D1: Plots (left) presents the difference in the M SE between the quadratic model
and the B-spline model for sixty-six within-sample computer runs. Plot (right) presents
the difference in the crps between the quadratic model and the B-spline model for sixty
six within-sample computer runs. The numbers on the x-axis correspond to run numbers.
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E Posterior distributions of predicted TTF
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Figure E1: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E2: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E3: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E4: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for

computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E5: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E6: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E7: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E8: Examples of posterior distributions of predicted TTF, p;, using the quadratic
model (blue) and the B-spline model (red). The dashed lines represent the central posterior
95% prediction intervals under each model. The solid red lines indicate true TTF for
computer runs that reached failure.
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Figure E9: Examples of deterministic (noise-free) FoS curves with different internal knot
positions.
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Figure F1: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and
the B-spline model (red) for four out-of sample computer runs. The dashed lines represent
the posterior means and the solid lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction
intervals.
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Figure F2: Examples of posterior distributions of FoS using the quadratic model (blue) and
the B-spline model (red) for four out-of sample computer runs. The dashed lines represent
the posterior means and the solid lines represent the central posterior 95% prediction
intervals.
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