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Damage Assessment of Simple Beam using Acceleration Response
Signal and Multilayer Neural Network
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ABSTRACT

The use of system identification approaches for damage detection has been expanded in recent years.
Soft computing techniques such as neural networks have been utilized increasingly. Damage assessment
using neural networks is presented in this study. Déta set for training neural networks are acceleration
response of simple beam under the various damage states ,which are the inputs. The outputs are the
damage locations and extents. Not only the trained damages but also untrained damages are. detected

accurately in the assessment stage.
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4 1,3,579,11,13,15 20
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Node 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Element

095 | 09497 | 10000 | 09998 | 1.0000 | 09975 | 1.0000 | 09977 | 1.0000
09 | 08988 | 1.0000 | 09994 | 10000 | 09967 | 10000 | 09970 | 1.0000
1 085 | 0.8479 | 10000 | 09990 | 10000 | 09963 | 1.0000 | 09960 | 1.0000
08 | 07973 | 10000 | 09990 | 10000 | 09980 | 10000 | 0997 | 1.0000
095 | 10002 | 1.0000 | 10002 | 10000 | 0.9479 | 10000 | 09979 | 1.0000
s 0.9 09998 | 1.0000 | 1.0002 | 1.0000 | 0.8981 | 1.0000 | 09982 | 1.0000
085 | 09997 | 10000 | 10004 | 10000 | 0.8482 | 1.0000 | 09984 | 1.0000
08 09995 | 10000 | 1.0007 | 10000 | 07982 | 1.0000 | 09985 | 1.0000
095 | 09998 | 10000 | 10007 | 10000 | 10002 | 10000 | 09985 | 1.0000
o 09 09986 | 10000 | 1.0001 | 1.0000 | 09999 | 10000 | 09979 | 1.0000
085 | 09977 | 1.0000 | 09999 | 10000 | 0999 | 1.0000 | 09974 | 1.0000
08 09972 | 10000 | 1.0002 | 1.0000 | 10001 | 10000 | 09972 | 1.0000
095 | 10001 | 10000 | 10003 | 1.0000 | 09987 | 1.0000 | 09980 | 1.0000
" 0.9 09996 | 10000 | 1.0002 | 1.0000 | 09991 | 10000 | 09983 | 1.0000
085 | 09993 | 1.0000 | 1.0001 | 1.0000 | 09995 | 1.0000 | 09988 | 1.0000
08 09991 | 10000 | 1.0000 | 10000 | 10001 | 1.0000 | 09990 | 1.0000
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E 3 g5d &4 dg AEY &8 (84 9-16)
Node
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Element
0.95 1.0016 1.0000 1.0016 1.0000 1.0017 1.0000 0.9996 1.0000
1 0.9 1.0006 1.0000 1.0024 1.0000 1.0022 1.0000 0.9996 1.0000
0.85 0.9996 1.0000 1.0026 1.0000 1.0029 1.0000 1.0001 1.0000
0.8 0.9977 1.0000 1.0003 1.0000 1.0030 1.0000 1.0006 1.0000
0.95 1.0025 1.0000 1.0011 1.0000 1.0016 1.0000 0.9991 1.0000
5 0.9 1.0015 1.0000 1.0017 1.0000 1.0014 1.0000 0.9990 1.0000
0.85 1.0010 1.0000 1.0023 1.0000 1.0012 1.0000 0.9991 1.0000
0.8 1.0010 1.0000 1.0029 1.0000 1.0012 1.0000 0.9994 1.0000
0.95 0.9512 1.0000 0.9994 1.0000 0.9996 1.0000 0.9992 1.0000
9 0.9 0.8994 1.0000 1.0001 1.0000 0.9997 1.0000 0.9998 1.0000
0.85 0.8481 1.0000 1.0005 1.0000 0.9997 1.0000 1.0001 1.0000
0.8 0.7972 1.0000 1.0002 1.0000 0.9994 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.95 1.0023 1.0000 1.0007 1.0000 0.9508 1.0000 0.9993 1.0000
13 0.9 1.0012 1.0000 1.0009 1.0000 0.9002 1.0000 0.9997 1.0000
0.85 1.0005 1.0000 1.0007 1.0000 0.8499 1.0000 1.0001 1.0000
0.8 1.0004 1.0000 1.0005 1.0000 0.7993 1.0000 1.0005 1.0000
E 4 &4 AYEed &4 34 o4
Element | 3 5 7 9 1 13 15
Damage
59 4% 0.949 0.925 0.948 0.949 0.951 0.952 0.951 0.949
22 (%)] 0032 2.58 0.224 0.156 0.128 0.164 0.081 0.047
10% 84 0.899 0.925 0.898 0.898 0.899 0.902 0.900 0.899
22 (%) 0.13 2.832 0.210 0.138 0.064 0.265 0.024 0.023
15% EaRis 0.848 0.850 0.848 0.848 0.848 0.853 0.850 0.850
LA (%) 0242 0.039 0.211 0.179 0.225 0.389 0.017 0.018
209% =893 0.797 0.800 0.798 0.798 0.797 0.804 0.799 0.800
L (%) 0337 0.017 0.230 0.253 0.351 0.522 0.086 0.026
X 58408 84 139 &4 4 A
Node 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
3% 1.002 1.000 1.002 1.000 0.993 1.000 1.014 1.000
849 [ex (%)| 0232 0.001 0.1999 0.001 0.707 0.001 1.3796 0.001
17% &4F Node 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
£48% 0.8277 1.000 0.9958 1.000 1.011 1.000 0.999 1.000
& (%) 0.277 0.001 0.4185 0.001 1.121 0.001 0.082 0.001
Node 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
2489% 1.001 1.000 1.002 1.000 1.002 1.000 1.001 1.000
8413 |23 (%) | 0.064 0.001 0.158 0.001 0.197 0.001 0.097 0.001
7% &4 Node 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
3% 0.999 1.000 0.999 1.000 0.9301 1.000 1.000 1.000
LA (%)| 0.0788 0.001 0.044 0.001 0.0093 0.001 0.008 0.001
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