A3 HE 1
2023 4E 2 A

Pzl X512 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 43 No. 1
Feb.2023

DOI:10.16450/j.cnki.issn.1004-6801.2023.01.025

BTt MRk L EZRN SRR GAA

B ET ", w4,

EANET,

A", EAE

(LA AP R 2T 5 TR s K B R R R 90 % Jbat, 100124)
(2. LT B TR 2R IE R SR E R E i = s, 100081)

FHE A XL G 0 WA 16 5 3 (butterfly optimization algorithm , fif FR BOA) 4> R 18 &R B8 1 2 M SI08k B2 18 | 25 ¥ 45
SR A5 A% AN BORR S5 [m) R, 2 R T 2 5 B AR £ 5 (improved butterfly optimization algorithm, & #% IBOA ) 5 /N
L RE I MR A AR I N T o TS, TEAR G0 R O8 AR SR B b5 SR ST G 2 o ML RNR PHORG 9 2 2 LT
75 30 3 00 A 000 P SR O B T DR G ey 2 R JR) S 4 R R 4 Ry 48 A% ) 10 T A RGBS PR T BORS ETE my s H
U, R FH /N0 8 2 i R S H A bR B — 25 38 U 45 R B 5 a3 0l DA R SO BE S N 8 A el R R T
HHCSLIR IO UE 7% TR A RO o DESE A AL R W] B S R PR I R R 038 2 AE N R IR 3R AR L A v AT AT A

A RCFUN 45 R 4540 o B AR

KRR BN 5 SO SR O A SR 5 /N DA R i 5 SRS TE A ST WL 5 IR VRS 3L > ML

hE4SESE 0327;TU3LL

51

I

KUIRAL L2 rp, RS R R 25K
LR IR IR 1 ~F 3 A B R i il B 7T AE PR Ml
e DR 28 BB IR A RS AT e A A TR A R A 5
151 o TR 2 A T A A X A A
A7 it B M0 =08 £ TR 3 o A3 R D ik R a3 Sk
SRR S8 2 288 o K6 T 04 O 1 R T A5 R A 2 A R
PR AT B, 491 0 1A AR A 5 Ak 2R RS 2 7 A
AESF Yo Horh WU B 4 by AR I ELRG i , (EL 45
oy A5 40 36 R SR B LR, AR X e w4 A A R
T o R R X Jg S 45 3 B i ABCJR L Az PR S i
w MRS A, O R S AR R e DUERR AR . BT
I 3 ¢y 45 ) 453 3 VR D ik L AP R 6 B Lk
JRE SR T o R o L iR g A, (ELX BB T 3 AR
G- (4400 e (MR B A L o 9 g i R BEOURE VR A aE
LA R R R 2 B U RIBE B AR AT B T RAL
TR BED | 26 T8 BE Tk 10 45 K 10 01 R D7 ¥ A
BT TTZ ORTE 0 w28 1 2% FURE R RE AL AL SR L 55
MM A A% AAS AR MRS, S
PR G 38 T R R DI R 22 R 255, T 2R Rk
— LR A DU R BE AR LA ER AR . R REIL AR ik

FHEE TAG G T v, A 48 R A8 T T B0 0h A5 1 SE AL
SIS a1 P = 7 S VA o = I <
B O AR S0 o3 R G g2 7 K B RN T e
FLARAENY . BOAZ —F B R BB LB B
F AR Ak 3 T R0 AR SR O Ak A AR e
7 7E W SRR B 1% L 5 B A R B e A A IR T
IBOA HA 24~ etk - O 76 R REAS 04 30307 2Z i in AR
5 G 2 ML, mT A 50RO £ 2 DT i e ik
SKCPERE ; O 7E 2R A R v R R 6 51 B A AR A%
JEAT fE Ao B A R TR R L o B IBOA BT LLBE 4
VA A S A R R A R Z MR, RS
R RAE T o AN BT B T 2 R R
SRR, R FH /0N D A R et AR AR ] o /N I AL R AR AL
R R /N B RE A il R 22 S 8 AR T LA AL
i 2 45 P 40000 107 8, S R 4 4 8 405 T

EHE RN B BOA MFEARJFI, I 5| AR
G2 )AL AN TR SRS 9 2% T LN A5 3 IBOA ; HOk
/N AL 43 AT, #8104 4493 1 00 4 A BN D
i R A 1 2 5 fe i, T S R 001 A B - e
SIS B R IBOA TR 1) 25 44 15 493 1) 1 i L O 2% 18 T M
R 3R 22 SRR IR R, 3B 45 SR B T O v
(A 5

* [EFHRPIFE RS W I H (52178096 ,52278477) 5 Bl R 8 A WF & 1R % B30 H (2019YFD1101005)

W e B 31 . 2020-12-25; 4% [l H . 2021-02-01



55 14 JEVE T, A5 < T A AR G P Bk 0 445 A 45 40 AU 165

1 RHE=XE
1.1 SRRk E

BOA & — g & B ae bRk o0
I A7 0 TR R S LA T O o (BB T A A
A DL R i A R 5 R, LA R
JIE RIS B M pR AT G R A — SR R
— B AT G Y i, 00 h RN A X, I BE AL AR T

Xu=Xu+ ru Xy — Xiy) (1)
Horp i AR BEN B, i = 1,2, -+, g5 d N FTR )
R A, RS AN B X RN X 3 ) A R X ] 1Y
R R R BUESE E R [0, 1A B AL

BOA B HERE AE T 75 W U8 1 L, 224 i A8 Bl o7
B, L IE NP R 2 R A A N AR A I R 1Y
TR R RN

F.=CI" (2)
Forp o F O o O HIOR I 0 B RS B C B
T U E BOA W SIGH FE 1) B2 28005 1 o0 R
JE 5535 0 1 oA RIORT 56 5 A A R B, AR S i) A bk
P BL A G R R [0, 1]

e viis S5 T, A=1 2 7R55  FWIE HIOR 1 A R
T LA A A iR A 0 EL Al 0 S AR T s A=0
TR 1 O IEHIOR 1 B R A SN e Bl A )
P

BOA v i 85 4 A () B HLAS 39 1 16) S5 8 00 i A
TRAE 3, 43 K 0L 25 53 1% 1) 4 Je 4 R RN Ry 4 2R, 3k
kA5 5N

X=X F+r(X— X5 F, (3)

X=X A (Xl — XP)F, (4)
Horpr X0 TR XS 100 D AESR GH 1A G Rk AU
f 55 0 AN R 5 - g [0, 1] 22 18] X5 49 43 A 1 I BL
B05 Xl R Tk A A AR v e O 5 X RN X AR
G UEAR BEML I B 2 4~ A [ fil 0 A 1A

DA A AT 4 SR 1 2R R R S 4 R B B AT L
& Wk 2 WA 4, BOA Bl A # % (switch
probability, & #% SP) LLLR 5 P48 2 B B iy °F- 7, SP
BB FE L0, 1] o X A — B0 8 A 44 H0 W7 2 45 - >
SP, i r=>SP, WA 2 (3) $iAT 42 R 48 2 5 75 AR
P X (D PAT R .

1.2 st R E ik

1.2.1 REZEEF5 I A
B AR AT LUK K B 2P AR 45 S SRR e R 43
SRy T2 AH R — 25 P A BCE A AR R B RRAE R kg 2R

KBRS R BB N EFHIE RO RO . B2
(1 A5 175 BTy SR O AR R SRR A T A
53 LT85 280 b R PRI 45 S, 30 02k 1 WA I EE
K¥MHRHE R REERZ — 8Tl
S BEIR GRS TE I SR AE R, R G LT 345

D) MWYSHTFREE PIX,, X, X, o, X PR AL
B AR k€| 2, i |

2) FhRE P R — AR X, MR D (=1,
2, k) BB B PR W R AR | X, — o <) X —
b= 1.2, e AT LI X, U T R
V2K C;, 2 F Euclidean i 85 3158 AN A X, A1 2
Hls ¢, 8] ) BE B

Cp

2

D—ch,\—/zd](xm,qcm) (5)
o d g R A AR
3) HE B REREFL ], el )
1 1o
quZX;u 1,2, k) (6)

o X f o, 43 5 0 & T35 C R FEAS RV ESLGE

WK TR, EH A K RS b4 2R
K Gr2E IHUH, R B 38 .

1) X WIMERREE PIX,, X, -, X AT KM R
K FRER RN N R P,L Py, P RER(5),
(6)H A RAEFH L.

2) B ] — 2 P % B0 A AR S 4 L 5 G IR
GOk Gl LIS RN E R NGO L L SN NSk |
B P A A AR B R T G R

3) FE g kA H AT L EA GG, e gk
W R AR T 2 ) B R R SR S A )

X =X (X = X0) (e —X%) (1)
Horb X0 M X0 NS 2658 GRS 4 st B E R 25 AN
RIGE 5] BT

T A A R A R R R 2K R
WA, S (7) A E 2 30008 MO 1) ik A
230 ] DA At A A 1) SR S B A A AR B, B e LR
AR ATy S e ssR L 2R(7) AR 33k
W i B2k 3T AT LA ORI AR RS B
FRE Z REVE A B T 52 90 4 B 18 & AR 3 1 R =22 )
{14 -1
1.2.2 by &5 3 HUH)

el e R e p R E EEAEM 51 A
W5 | 3 Al A 1) B O e B Bl o SR it 22 0 {1 i) A
I, e A 1 AT BB A R 3 S A, st st G il A A )



166 ® oW o 5 B 543 %
e Y Tith
R T Y o & Pes [ wmemEngEsn |
oo0 |LEE Jo o me |°° |wamgloese

. .| T —
%o P o, . ¥ o P,

L% 2% i | 1% B AR B e, |
RAFL  HHMAE oWBKME ¥ ITHIEMAME

BT BRI T B s 3 A
Fig.1 Tllustration of the clustering competitive learning mech-

anism

W 5] 8032 DX, 3 B0 A R 5 e e e R s,
H 5l AR T 5 1) 2 2 B R A A TR 8
B BE AL s D v AR TR v A O A R A
FIR X (8) HhiE LA Logistic M 55 A= ji 18 1 2 %71, 7
HR A 20 (9) BB IR e e, AR5 Kk
Z,=42(1—2,) (8)
Xilon = Xilon +7r(22,— 1) (9)
Hop Z, M0 Z 5 50 R 8 RN (- 1R T % 4t
{E-%ﬂﬁnf@ézofuaﬂ[o LI BE LA B X, M5
AR e DG i 1) 565 0 28 B 1 T A
Pl 2 Ay 0t g O O AL SR IR R IR . I AR
G2 S BIL ] FTTR PORS E 24 ST HLL IS L bR T R A4
KZANEH 513 i S50,

2 IMNEESH

2.1 /INEBESTIER

NS 3 BT 2 — Tl L /N 3 A SRS 40 B £ S
GrT O B3 /N 3R i R . 2(0)
VTR AE S 5.S A D 3 531 g 5 ik 1) AR A0 0 g 4038 40 5
BT 2N oy il 00 28, RIVR B R

22 INEERE

WIRE S 2 (D&t
11 - S YTy

o B R /NI A o3 il ) HEORS 4 Y

— S 24(0) (10)

23 ) N A R 4 B

Z :6/77

Hoca, g,y 20 5 8 B AR AR RO 45 AR AL B
EfER IS
N SO QA DR a e W

5., (11)

i=1

F g5 o
ROER R RHHER
I |
!
i= it | SRR AR |

i < THRERUIE?

Pl 2 i 0 0 A A
Fig.2 The flowchart of IBOA

EG)
[ D, |
SS, DS, SD, DD,
[S5S,] [DDS| [SDS; [DDS) [SSD, [SDS,| [SDD;| [DDD;
B3 /A 3R S B

Fig.3 3-layerstructure chart of Wavelet Packet decomposition

=] g a (12)
Jdﬂ‘z@%ﬁmﬁ@mxﬁ L
i () @5 (1)=0 (m#n) (13)

S ()5 R IE I R R

Ezji dz‘_ZZJL 2(0) i e)de (14)

FRXODRAK(1ID), %F'?/J\rﬁ‘z@mscﬁ E.

ST AU NI S RE R R 2B ROR
EJZZE,;’ (15)
Ho EfNpREHFENMNG SRR, Ej=



55 14 JEVE T, A5 < T A AR G P Bk 0 445 A 45 40 AU 167

| [mnTde

3 FHg5{n iR A 6 @

28 R AT PR 0 I A AU 45 A ) LS A A
2 W AR 51 R 1 SO e AR A, 50403 S5 A B R

K=>1— K (16)
e=1

v K F0 K 3 50 b 58403 T 235 46 ) 2 AR T B 4 I
HS e A 570 W B2 I 5 Ry 495 4 B 58 K85 e, o 40
I T, o= O Ml g, = 150 B R IRE e S5 H HOT
A 058 AR

H T 450 45 2 Bl R 5 R Y T L T EE A BEL 2 45
BT, 51 2548 3l T mE N SO PR T AR S5 A
T2 A SRS ) i 2 R i N (2 A% R I ),
I TR0 45 A A8 00 o R 4 0 o R R 7 e R B
TN £ i 17 4 A4 2 H B bR KR obj, R

obj, = a" — it

(17)
SEAE A0 23 51 AT AR AR A ek A EAE AR S ke
F1%) S 235 g R A I 17, XoF 95 g JRy A A8 45 O F AN URR . D
e AL 53 A7 TR AR 5 0 il 30 A TR BT 1 % A4S )2 IR E
SEA R A A A b BE R o A, R
e A B A4 000 e R SR B o 3 A A A 3 AN [ A
A BN AL AR B ET R E R 2 H AR BT obj, R
obj,=|E"— E*|| (18)
/NI B BE B i 3R] LU AR /N A BB A 0 22 )
B R HIEE T 3 09 H b R EIE 5 0 25 4 5405 5
R 2B ST Y E B BR K obj,
obj,=| E;n— EJ, | (19)
e B R ES, g % R0 BE A5 S 5 AT AU a
AU B RE it R
_Ep —2El+ED.

E" ‘ (20)
ZZ
Era:Exc,a—l_zi;.a—i_E;,aJrl (21)

Forp o B AN E R X 0 B A5 5 528 A 15 85 o
AU B RE 5 £ oA P N0 I B P

4 HERM

K JH 16 5 G TR] 32 G2 B 58 ), 3 3 g5 4% B ik
(genetic algorithm, fijFX GA),BOA fil IBOA ixX 3 ff

B ECRIR I IBOA B TEfE . GA ISR A HE
FUAE N 60, $5 K AR R B R 200, 28 A HR 0.8,
MR EL 0.2, BOA I IBOA S50 N - B
BC=2, A =01,SP = 08", BEN,
Sy (2, /g ] 1l B BEHL R B, B B HLE g 60, B K %
PR B 200, 8 3 fie K 3% ARk Bosi =X (22) 1H 53 e
PR 2N T T AR 22 e 1R A0, IR 22X
HHAE R 1X10 7,
loc—o°|

lo ]
Hob s 2 0={(1—m). (1—pm). .
— )| UG5 1 K 0 B AT B S 0 i
i

] AT BROCA LN 4 7R . 4K 1600 mm,
T A 25 R SE 43 50 2A 6 mm Rl 50 mm, 1% 45 # Hy 17
AT ERAN LA R, AR ITK N
100 mm. SZJEAL 1A 17 75 5 0] LS s {H R gERS 3,
WA IR B s ML sh 24~ A . P
FHATRL N A, kR E=2.1X 10" N/m”", % &
0=17860 kg/m’, i SR TH AR 1R, AH
1) 3 2 Ffr T 5 AT SR T Y AL 5. T L
TETT 6 B HE B ) it iS4 R 0 ARk 25 R 1 B
HLIAN L 6 A~ hn e B2 3t 22 3 FE 1 2 2,5,8, 11, 14
16, Lh 3k B 2 BL 7 1] (9 i o B me) R, SR FE S 3N
2 kHz, FAERFE] g 2 s, T80 27675 45 5 B9 3 1 J7 1)
Tt Jm 100 N b 5 £ 2%, 8 A i o JIE 31 e e e 4 2,
4,6,8,10,12,14 116, LAZRAS 3 EL 77 18] (9 00 28 2 o)
R, R RER %0 1 kHz, SREERT A 2 s,

X 100% (22)

error’ =

=
—_

®1 EXRBGIR

Tab.l1 Damage cases of simply-supported beam

T BT 505 8 C kL g
1 bR Hot4 w=0.2
LT =0.2

2 L b5 - e
HLIE 10 140=0.3

O 2 G DN i W R A R W g R W
Foican AN 155 30T IR D
Fes = Fatean T NNy RMS (Foiern)  (23)
Forr e N, g W7 R 5 N N BEBILAE JSCH 34 {2 O
PRUEZE S 15 0 20 A1 A A s RMIS (e ) A I
JE I (R A 27 AR



168 Boom o) 5 B o543 3%
,150“16 Al LS 2 B B R a5 R e R R IR R 22
£ ST 75TV 2379 45 4 A B0 S R 9 7 3
f e 1600 ! = E B A2
il 234 56078 91011 12131415 1617 Wik, 5 GAFIBOA ML, 3 FhME S 2 F T IBOA
v i wh A B KR BR 22 /N AR R R A BT B D X R
gl B 4 4N €U SMURBUE I U1 TBOA AT 5549 5 i J3 A — 5 0 745 5 e
o B AN, 2B BV T 3R Bk A W BE R
B4 f S R T AR A (B . mm) A, B 68 GA, BOA A1 IBOA &3k 0k s il 25 .
Fig.4 Finite element model of simply-supported beam T3 MIFFEMITFE AR, BAREREMRIBOA
(unit:mm) o GA 5 BOA 7€ 9% 5 £ g i i) {0 IBOA HL A5 5 85,
RO R BE S, A EAR 79 R BN AT R A S AR F L T
41 TR1

T 1 A A 45, BI B0 4 % A 20 % /O RIEE
W (e =0.2) o 439 GA,BOA I IBOA 3
BRI S A, % H obj o HAR RS, 100 11

GA,BOA £t 200 R G RIS . GA,BOA

PO R S5 R SRR AN S s . R 29 T 1

[ 34 BRI 2% . R A TBOA HUAR Bt

a

D0 B PR 25 53, B R 224U 0.72%0 5 GA R BOA
WU 25 2R AT DL A2, d KR 25 43 i) O 5.64 00 Al

2.97% . WA MR KSE S, GA,BOA F1 IBOA
B PLIR 22 L AE B K, 10% B MR R TG e R, GA |k
N343R R 2% 43 B R 18.81 % F15.93% , BATT 4 1)
PURI 25 S0 i 25 FL S5 {A . 2R BOA 1 U 45 LA

T GA,HHIT 1,4, 81 16 &b A3 B R IH MR 2 |, fe K
Ko S 23R B4R 2% 40 ) o 11.22% F14.95% . IBOA

8 o N @A

N m

R /%
s

P

2 4 8 10 12 14 16
HITR S
(a) LM
. (a) Noise free
=20
w15 \
Sﬁ 10 N Y 4
9 \ / 7 /
Eolma.mll [ QB sy . afB
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Bt
(b) 5%MErs
R (b) 5% noise
=20
i 15tp g
10ty s
@ 5 E H il A EEE
il AN oo na AN h [\ INSEIA / N
®o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

HILGH S
(©) 10%M 7=
(c) 10% noise

I 55218 7771 GA+obj;; NNBOA-+obj,; B IBOA+obj,

F5 B0 1P 0l 45 2R e e e

Fig.5 Damage identification results for case 1 with noise

levels

FIBOAS3 AL A 58 325 19 31 58 ik 1] 43 591 oy 3188,
4 530 11909 so BRIk, DA PRU5I408 195 A o o L5
PRI BUAS 55 5 T 255 7% 0 IBOA R W] i
P PR A

42 T2

T2k £ a3 45, BB OT 4 #1110 45 3 & 2=

20% F1 30%% B9 W BE 40 (ue=10.2, 1,0=10.3) o TE
T 1 IBOA TE R IAE BE AT 3408 B3 T
GA FIBOA, R I T80 2 4k £ i FH IBOA .
ASTA] ) H i 28 %X obj,, obyj,, obj, 51 45 44 $51 45
EA A%, S BUNE R db20" T 2 F A
ERER AR R R RS EE S NS5 P N s R E R 7

GEIEI

4
AR

o

Sé

= 3|

o .

junng ‘.‘~ W‘f&

10°f w

950 100 150 200
EAY ¢

Bl6 GA, BOAFIIBOA S sl £k
Fig.6 Convergence curves of GA, BOA and IBOA

F2 IRIMFHRERARE
Tab.2 Mean and maximum identification errors for
case 1 %
TC M i 5% Mg 10% M=

ik mK PN SN
M A FHIE

W2 B2 2
GA 5.64 1.29 10.71 3.27 18.81 5.93
BOA 2.97 1.05 6.58 2.13 11.22 4.95
IBOA 0.72 0.20 3.30 1.23 7.57 2.37




55 14 JEVE T, A5 < T A AR G P Bk 0 445 A 45 40 AU 169

#&3 GA, BOATIIBOA Wit E R &
Tab.3 Computational cost of GA, BOA and IBOA

F4 FRSBEHTERERTERE

Tab.4 Calculation time for each iteration under dif-

I TEAS TR B F R EACI K /s BT /s ferent decomposition levels S
GA 200 15.94 3188 . 73 itk 2 K
BOA 200 22.65 4530 s 4 5 6 7
IBOA 79 24.17 1909 IBOA+obj, 22.25 22.25 22.25 22.25
IBOA +obj, 31.32 33.99 35.73 38.14
PR A obyj, Ay i i R 5 A R 22, 5 o IBOA+obj,  32.97 35.20 37.02 39.80

fiff S HOTE G RG] 7 v ) obj, 78 AN ] 43 ff )22 1 R 3R
[ — 25 R o T WS B, SR HH A5 eR 2L oby,,
IBOA W] DLy 8 320 453 03 58 5T #% fr & FNAR BE , ek
RN 1.78 %6, Bl 25 M 75 7K SF- 1 384 o, L5300 &5 5 O
B ELSIAE L 1026 F1 2000 M AS 25 00 T 1 die K i3 22 433l
S 12.05% F124.22% . K B b5 sREL obj, 75 &5 W 5
FF IR 530 o W 4 B O T obyj,, 34 H A ok 8 b obj B
P A TR 45 5, 20 96 M s 2 1k TR A i KR 224
11,43 % , & Wiz 5 3k b &85 b 451 40 0 ARk, A5 A
SR 1 M P B R

X12
2
=4
R 2 2 00
juiq X %% X
" 5 6 7
INBST RS
(a) JCMRS
(a) Noise free
X24
16
?E 12
=
= A 4 5 6 7
INESTHIRIZ S
(b) 10%M
(b) 10% noise
X36
o
18
=2
K0
(c) 20% et
(¢) 20% noise
E=J1BOA+obj,; [MMMBOA-+obj,; EERIIBOA+obj,
FI7 T8 2R 8] E b R B 5 4 R 45
Fig.7 Damage identification results with different objective

functions for case 2

BT /NI A g /N BE A R T vE S
fifp J2 B0 5%, BB 20 A )2 B0 B I, TR R 2 1 I
AN AR RORAS B O AN TR o 2RO R
TR AN 4 R o 288 75 I8 RIS B2 Ao
BEAS 6 J2 /N A o3 fif L AR 2R

5 SCIGISIE

>R FH % S0 Bl iz B 307 [ K 5 0 % 1 8 H iy B g
ST LSOk B IE 3 T IBOA 5/ I AU Rk
fih S 8 05 N . W 8 iR L 8 A i B
T e PRSI e R R R M L% B0 8 N TR
PR, A TR B R HAR N 76.2 mm JR
25.4 mm [T LA A, 00 B B B A 5 22 B AE 4l
R R L R Z AR HAE W s, 84
Jot B AR O sy N 559.3 g, mo~m 3N 414.9 g;
T RTE W BE y~k, 35 1 56.7 KN/m BT fE kR |-
TG TN TR AR IRAR AR L R e T S AR
T A 2 I 5 i ) ook A 48R T A T B
49 7K SF- 0 3R 0 SR A A RSl 500 Haz, SR A 1 [8]
8 s, MR AE 4 096 4~ H e o4 .

K8 8 [ Hh i o - Jo ik e S 0
Fig.8 Experimental 8-DOF spring-mass system

51 #EEEIE

R T SR RN 2 R AR /IR TR R 2 1Y 5
M, i 16 AT BR TR T, {32 A 3% A9 B8 TR L5 50
AR TN A o R B T IS AR A BEE (E S
HANER 5 Frs o B AT el AR, 25 19 56 1Ry
B2 -8l S50 v I R PR IR AT I e G 5
LB B AS o BB TE AT, Al 5 B 0 4 ) 52 I (B -5 B9



170 w® os.om KX 5 & W

43 %

Y B R AH X% 22 o 5.87%, B & IF 5 AR
1.01% , X W& 1E 5 094G BR e A a] LR Ky 45 4
507 TR 53] g R o AR

%5 MEEEHERZERENTUE

Tab.5 Measured and theoretical frequencies before

and after updating

— ﬁzﬂ{éﬁﬁ ﬁﬂ@ﬂi}ﬁ
HigfH/ HIgME/

Wi % Hz , WRE/ % , WRE/ %
2 22.62  21.91 3.14 2254 035
3 4454 43.34 2.69  44.86 0.72
4 65.95  63.56 3.62 66.17 0.33
5 86.56  81.48 5.87 85.68 1.01
6 99.53  96.49 3.05  100.22 0.69
7 113.14  107.64  4.88  111.25 1.69
8 133.28  114.66  13.97  117.77  11.64

52 HHBGIARNER

W 55 5 SRRl ) — A LRk S A LR A
O NI R R GG S SR AR 14, B S A=
49.0 kN/m (p;=0.14) . i JI IBOA F1 H 5 pR %4
obj, R 45 4 454 45 , A 52 8 15 157 S 52 A 491k AR [+
SR, /NI BRBCR db20™, S R IZBCR 6.

Pl O Shy i - i BRAR R B IR A R . e,
AR 0 U7 T B A A AUE A 0 7 DL B R e
U3 RRBE 5 5 WS 0 B Ol 15,6406, 5 B
TR 25 AR 1.64%0 5 ok L5682, 3, 7 W A7 AR 5%
I RO 22, 2 0l R 5.61%,3.95% FiT4.87%
X TS 6 o R R e R I A A B A T BT
SRR S S R 8 4 — 80, LIRS 5 R
MR, AR SIERAE SRR B R L AR R R
T IBOA 5 /INipl £ B il A58 00 7 12475 98 T LU G
AVHIEE BRI Rtk

161 m A sl
14} BB IBOA-+obj,

=12
m 10
% 8
26
X
4
2
T2 3 4 5 671
PR

PO gt oot R A R 4 5 U

Fig.9 Identification results of spring-mass system

6 % it

1) 5 GA R BOA SRR ARAILAALL , 1 THIA
R G2 2 WL AR BlRS 95 2% ST HL] , IBOA 48
KAE S T, AT DL G O A 4 SR 1 R R R
ZIRI 56 Z bRl SICEE B, S D T AR

2) 5 0o R W R /N IR AL R S AR AR A EE L /D
T A5 B iy 258 6T 245 4 451 3 B O L LA R Y T
PR BRI S g S AR R 5 25 AE KR 2L 4B
P R 1 T O R R Ak B /N A R A R
(4 7 35478 A 80 S0 45 g B 488 40 o DR

3) /N AL A3 it 2 RO N R AR R T
e PR3 i J2A A, B 25 2 R DK B R RO

Z % X W

(1] 8, 84 25 0o ) 8ie R T LML bt
H R R M i AL, 2008: 1-16.

(2] ERARF, I o5 WY OBE 00 3 R0 2 Ak 450 s R B0 L4
SO LT ). TR T35, 2011, 28(9): 109-114.
HAN Dongying, SHI Peiming. Damage identification
of derrick steel structures based on frequency and equiv-
alent damage coefficient [J]. Engineering Mechanics,
2011, 28 (9): 109-114. (in Chinese)

[3] ZHOU J, LI Z, CHEN J L. Damage identification
method based on continuous wavelet transform and
mode shapes for composite laminates with cutouts [J].
Composite Structures, 2018, 191: 12-23.

[4] KHATIR S, WAHAB M A, BOUTCHICHA D, et
al. Structural health monitoring using modal strain
energy damage indicator coupled with teaching-learning-
based optimization algorithm and isogoemetric analysis
[J]. Journal of Sound and Vibration, 2019, 448:
230-234.

[5] ZHU H P, MAO L, WENG S. A sensitivity-based
structural excitation using transmissibility concept [J].
Journal of Sound and Vibration, 2014, 333(26): 7135~
7150.

[6] R4, Bk, KM 4, 55 . 26T 11N TEE R /R 2

e i 4 K 0 7wk (7). TR 3 4%, 2017, 34(8) -
76-84.
ZHANG Chun, CHEN Lin, SONG Guquan, et al.
Structural damage identification by unscented Kalman
filter with 11 regularization [J]. Engineering Mechanics,
2017, 34(8): 76-84. (in Chinese)

[7] WANG X J, ZHANG G C, WANG X M, et al
Output-only structural parameter identification with

evolutionary algorithms and correlation functions [J].



%

14 JEVE T, A5 < T A AR G P Bk 0 445 A 45 40 AU

171

[8]

[9]

[12]

[13]

Smart Materials and Structures, 2020, 29(3): 035018.
DING Z H, LI J, HAO H. Structural damage
identification by sparse deep belief network using
uncertain and limited data [J]. Structural Control and
Health Monitoring, 2020, 27(5): e2522.
U, % . 1 3t £ Tk 1Y B AT TR G e HE Y
TSR Z U iAL[T]. TR J1%%, 2018,
35(4): 69-77.

YAN Xintong, XU Longhe. Multi-objective optimiza-
tion of genetic algorithm-based failure mode for rein-
forced concrete frame-shear wall structures [J]. Engi-
neering Mechanics, 2018, 35(4): 69-77. (in Chinese)
L AL IR SN . BT TS R HE SR S5 S HOF
FARRRET]. TR T2, 2018, 35(4): 1357143,
JIANG Shaofei, REN Hui, LUO Jianbin. A parallel
identification algorithm on physical parameters of frame
structures based on cloud computing [J]. Engineering
Mechanics, 2018, 35(4): 135-143. (in Chinese)
PRIRIE , AR08 W 2B 7R, 45 . Bk WO AR 1k 55 1 5 9
i g 1 0 Ak B 45 4 A5 0 RN [T]. RS 5 b
2019, 38(16): 71-76.

CHEN Chengbin, YU Ling, PAN Chudong, et al.
Structural damage identification based on ant lion opti-
mization algorithm and trace sparse regularization [J].
Journal of Vibration and Shock, 2019, 38(16): 71-76.
(in Chinese)

MR A, AR AR SR T G e K U
eI R K i R o T R e DA R R I s
2019, 36(3): 63-70.

YANG Zhenwei, ZHOU Guangdong, YI Tinghua, et
al. Optimal vibration sensor placement for bridges using
gradation-immune firefly algorithm [J]. Engineering
Mechanics, 2019, 36(3): 63-70. (in Chinese)

DING Z H, HUANG M, LU Z R. Structural damage
detection using artificial bee colony algorithm with
hybrid search strategy [J]. Swarm and Evolutionary
Computation, 2016, 28: 1-13.

ARORA S, SINGH S. Butterfly algorithm with levy
flights for global optimization [C] /2015 International
Conference on Signal Processing,
Control (ISPCC). Waknaghat, India: IEEE Press,
2015: 220-224.
ARORA S,
algorithm: a novel approach for global optimization [J].
Soft Computing, 2019, 23(3): 715-734.

ARORA S, SINGH S. Node localization in wireless

Computing and

SINGH S. Butterfly optimization

sensor networks using butterfly optimization algorithm
[J]. Arabian Journal for Science and Engineering,
2017, 42(8): 3325-3335.

[17]

[19]

[21]

[22]

ZHOU H Y, ZHANG G C, WANG X J, et al. A
hybrid identification method on butterfly optimization
[J].
Structures and Systems, 2020, 26(3): 345-360.
AEFAR SRS, X037 06 . 09 53 TR B - R 40 40 ) /DN i
W 5 ik [T 4k 3 LK 5 2 W, 2011, 31(5) -
605-609.

REN Yichun, ZHANG lJiefeng, LIU Zhefeng. Damage

and differential evolution algorithm Smart

identification of reinforced concrete beam based on
wavelet packet [J]. Journal of Vibration, Measurement
&. Diagnosis, 2011, 31(5): 605-609. (in Chinese)
AR PNHEPE . BE T /N A Rl A A AT BB A LU
FRLT]. 3l Ml 520, 2015, 35(4): 715-721.
ZHU Jinsong, SUN Yadan. Wavelet packet energy
based damage detection index for bridge [J]. Journal of
Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis, 2015, 35 (4) :
715-721. (in Chinese)

FF LT W TN A AR R 2 TR
IR IR [T ). sl 5 bty 2014, 33(7) :153-159.
WANG Xin, HU Weibing, MENG Zhaobo. Damage
detection of an ancient wood structure based on wavelet
packet energy curvature difference [J]. Journal of Vibra-
tion and Shock, 2014, 33(7): 153-159. (in Chinese)
AAT, R ,GOICOLEA T M, % . 3T /N fu fil &t il
RN RB R SRR LT IR 5 bt
2013, 32(5): 20-25.

YU Zhu, XIA He, GOICOLEA J M, et al. Experi-
mental study on bridge damage identification based on
wavelet packet energy curvature difference method [J].
Journal of Vibration and Shock, 2013, 32(5) : 20-25.
(in Chinese)

DUFFEY T A, DOEBLING S W, FARRAR C R, et
al. Vibration-based damage identification in structures
exhibiting axial and torsional response [J]. Journal of
Vibration and Acoustics, 2001, 123(1): 84-91.

E—EE® LI, B, 198146 A
AL R, EEHIR T I LRSS
85 B 5 U . B & F (Structural
damage detection based on cross—correla-
tion function with data fusion of various
dynamic measurements) ( {Journal of

Sound and Vibration) 2022, No. 541) %
i,

E-mail: hzhou@bjut.edu.cn

BIEEEEN: L/E, 70,1982 6 H
AL R, EEWR DT NS
ke 5 W I B 8 45 4R 50

E-mail: xiaojuanwang@bjut.edu.cn



