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Tab.1 Parameters of stiffness weakness simulation

schemes for frame beam structure

WES P WYL SRR/%  {EMRIL/dB
E-4 4 10,20, 30 0
EN-4 4 10,20, 30 10
E-4/7 4,7 10,20 0
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EN-4/7/14  4,7,14  10,20,10 10
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Tab.2 Parameters of damage schemes for 8-element

model
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Fig.7 Identification results of scheme B
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