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ABSTRACT

This paper presents the result of a comparison study to evaluate the performance of several semi—active control
algorithms for use with large-scale MR damper applied to a building structure under seismic excitation using
real-time hybrid test method. Recently, a variety of semi—active control algorithm studies are developed and
generally evaluated the performance by using numerical analysis. In this paper real-time hybrid test method was
applied to performance evaluating of semi-active control algorithms including a clipped optimal algorithm and the
modulated homogeneous friction algorithm.
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(b) Modulated homogeneous friction control algorithm
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