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Table. 1 Natural frequency of experimental test

Mode | Caisson 1 | Caisson 2 | Caisson 3
1 123.25 115.30 112.20
2 188 180.30 168
3 291.60 260.15 263.80

Table. 2 MAC value of total 3 caissons

MAC value

Case

Mode 1 | Mode 2 | Mode 3

MAC(1,2)x | 0.9311 0.9106 0.8695

MAC(2,3)* | 0.9272 0.9066 0.8809

MAC(1,3)x | 0.9965 0.9507 0.9876
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