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Fig. 1 Experimental setup for dynamic testing

F1 FAkENRKBETR

Tab.1 Experimental program of dynamic testing
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Fig. 2 Experimentally measured curves for 1. 0 Hz si-

nusoidal excitation with amplitude of 15.0 mm
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Fig. 3 Experimentally measured curves for 1.5 Hz si-

nusoidal excitation with amplitude of 15. 0 mm



%3 Mg LA REURE e A 3 O M R A A 555

2 BRI NFRE—NH IEYH
[E] 4 24

i U 72 BELJE s 2 50k Bl g 2 AR — iR it 2k
WA R IR, WA 2,18 3 A BH e - B A
LAMER I & Tl g th £ ¥ i BAT M 47
P 2% B il 2 4 R, L 3K G 2% S0 2R i TR IR 5
il IE DD R ERY M OB R B . BT &L
SR R O 7 LS L L B (el S R B R 2
VINACIE N

f=fytanh[B, (x —xosgn(@)) ]+ Cox (1)
Horro o Shy BHLJE 5 05 2 5 G0 AR 04 AR X8 Bl e B s
LR A 1 AR 775 Co S B BLJE R B 0 i A
i, RIRHJE J1 o0 ZF I 1Y) 28 B i 5 5 AR B R B 5
il 1] il 2R o BRET A LR

XA TE DI I A AL rp A 4 A SR 25 B
MRF7 f, Gl BHLE R AL Co VAR 20 R SR K
Bo o 2 AR RY 1) 2 B i S 0 D R AT G
BE T 41 8l 7Pk fig D 1 308 B L & X B
43 0% ] Matlab dF 25 7 e/ — 3 305 B AR R 5
4 ADEEASH Hr R S 500 ) IR (8 R F SC
BRCL3IH 25 1 B 5 vE 0 0 s SR )5 - R I 2 Je AR &Pk Il
H 53 H7 7 i 8 4 ARS8 5 BHJE 2% i A LR LA
SAN B P B 22 B) 4 O &R . SCHERL13 48t iy 1
L7 BELJE i R T D) A R, L ) A 3 5
AL HEAT L O — P e R TP 4 AR
A SR i A LT L B A P T 2z T ) B R
Fo X 1 LS EUN R A R I T I S
S3HT s UL TE D AR R o 4 AN SRR SRS
BHLJE s i A HL U LA N3 28 5 T 1A AR 0 32 Bl 1) de K
J& CGRAE SR P 50 33 W54~ PR 2R Z 18] 73 5 A7 A € it
KA X5 CHRLT I S8 i i S5 18 8 2R
I A M SCHRL7 IR sigmoid #8655 o AH 56 2 30 [l 14
A, 2635 SR AN R 1 00 pR AR 23 301 R 45 B 80
6 897.8 1 0513

Jy =15 1s1e =t (2
. 21 976 .
(/():1_._1,421672'49”6 4955 (3
xo=10(0.145 4 +0.443 7—0. 398 3I* +
0.122 3I*)z,, (1)
Bo =e “*1(152.596 — 1 544, 8x,, +4 875. 4a2)
(5)

Horp T oW Ui A2 BELJE % 1R i A LI (A 5., 0 26
5 B AR 32 3 i e K (m/s)

Oy 56 E T 8 S 0 T VD A A R L
i 722 BELJE i 3l 3 1k RE I 3 0 Rl 5 A R A A
ZERVEATA L . BRT AR, Ry i Kb 1 2l T
DL T 150 B 55 1 R 23 A 45 R B X L L A TET 4 BT

0

(%% / mm

(a) FEJB A%

(a) Damping force-displacement

wIfE;  ERE

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

v/(mm *s)

(b) FEJE J7-T8

(b) Damping force-velocity

4 U TE G (] A 56 E
Fig.4 Validation of hyperbolic tangent hysteresis model

P P4 AT D 3 S EK 4 00l G D) e A
RS R W & . AT iR 224001,
AR Y 2- JEHOR R 22
e= || g () =22 (O || / || 2 () || X100%  (6)
Horp s 2, (D5 a0, (O 43 310 ¢ B Z0 1) 3280 55 52 D0 {EL
5L BT

RETHTEE R B A PR e T 2-JE B
X220 7.07% . IE ] 0L, 28 3 7 A XU IE Y
i 1] A TR 8 A8 A - b, 220 1] % 3 72 BELJE #5% 1 BELJE T -
1A% DL S BELJE 1~ 5 il £ L B RE A% X6 BELJE 25 1 3l
R R AT A O A ) AR

3 SHUINFERE —BP HEZ
P 2% A Y

N T 2 R 2 DR B A AR H Je 1 Al 2 bk o O g
J1-w T ARLRME RS R BN b, BP #ha ™



556 W ohom L 5 & W

37 %

2% 2 LRI B o 32 1 o 2 o) 28 R 22 — L i 2
AL T BP R 9 2% ST R i 2 BELJE 4% B 1E 1] AN
W] Jy SR

3.1 BPHEMEZIERNFEE

i 7 BELJE % Y BELJE 0 2 i A HL It A R T A
I ZE AR d gl B8 B 3 B 1Y ek R, HLRHLJE 2 7E T AR
HREFRE—DIERG. R, BP M4 AR
e — RS AR L AR WIS Wb AURE B A5 R 5 LA
A2 BELJE & 1) BP 28 9 28 7L H b B R Y O
LSRRG FR GE I 25 00 A R L B0 2% A
FT UL EH & e &0 € 1) BP ff 48 [ 45 1E ) /) 2
R AT 5 B 1 ) 2% 25 4, B0 3 22 B JE s 24
i 2] B BLJE F) f (ol Ros
fO=glxG—1x)x(t—1) 2, Iz—1),
I, fG—2),fG—1)) (7
Hi .z, o=@ 2 —1, ()5 I—1)
4393 2R 24 IR 2 0 — I 2 A AL RS | R R A F
Wis fCo— 1R fCe—2) g 8 P A B %0 /49 BELJE 715
g C o) o o 258 A A5 S 22 T ) R SG R
x(t-1)
x(f)
1)
x(?)
I(t-1)
1()

f2)
1)

iz
& 5 DP 2 o0 45 1 [ g 2 450 8 iy [ 255 25 4

Fig.5 Configuration of forward neural network model
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Fig. 8 Statistical sensitivities for forward model
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