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Estimations of Offshore Structure Damages
by Modal Perturbation Method
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Abstract

An Inverse modal perturbation method was applied to estimate the assessments of the damages at
the large-scaled marine structure, such as pier or dolphin, from the structural dynamic natural
frequencies and mode shape.

Vibrations of structural stiffness, natural frequencies and mode shapes from the eigenvalue analysis
lead to the modal peturbation equations, which were considered with a second order term.

This paper estimates the assessments of the damages for the structure with the decreased stiffness
and shows the convergence of perturbation equation.

Keywords : assessment of damage, Offshore structure, Perturbation, Mode participation factor

H

LM 2 PEEERIEE AL EROLE EE RS
8 ostel FrEe) AWt £3¢ A Hed
gu pzee Mute] og Aol AaE,  FEEO B & ¥A AL, FEYE HA%
ol % ¥ = &%, Aeely o HA T, o Bol glong pREL E4S AROE #HS
S st BB getyl RS e o] wito] ) EEL 19979E 39 31U 7hA 2 8t 3o
shou) ot th k) whAl A WA 19973 69 Sl 1 Ak ARet gk

AR Ko Mastee 12 209



4 o

¥ (System Identification Technique)-S Eslo
ST TEREY A, 24, w2 R4S e
WS Bvk Yok 3 o]yt W] 19824
Masnobu ShinozukaV5& #z9 9% szu)
TEEZ9 &% 7]£8& ARMA(Auto Regressive
Moving Average) 2 @& Alg-3ld 24 9] Par-
ameter& T3l Wol tisle W EE = g
Aol Aty 71yl 13 Av) e E) o] g

Ol N AT At o] BEL FEHY 23

frr

of Mok ATS Fu A @ 2ey g g
=E Aol BEYS 238 5 A pxee

Folth. webq A%

gl Wsinow TrEe) &48

o
i
N
J»
i
2

't
9

4 2B

y
o
ir
fl

‘bg

Z}
3t &) (Exact Solution)Z& 3
3 A 238 Hasels
# 23} 7)% (Optimization Technique)& A}£3}

At

AR

LR

1w

2. Inverse Modal Perturbation 0|2

8 F o= FEo AFely HA o) W) w
e HF olE F5AY R WaslA Py
ol g Aol FAe WaE FE= WS In
verse Modal Perturbation ¥ o] &} &},

TEEZFY nA} 1/ FA)
FPHZ FHE 5 ok

e

Kd = Mdg? (1)

A7 Ke 2443 38, Me 2298, = 2
FAEFE Uehdle d23E, o 2o 99
ot}

S U FREE 459 A% P, 1
FAEFt AF I mEe) g #slA o) gho)
Ao WEkg BE 2oz vepd Qo)

K'=K + AK (2)

M =M + AM (3)

0? = o + Ac? (4)

O =0+ AD (5)

714 K, M, o', @ &4 725 34 8
g, 298 A, 17055 E U= gy
4, mE gHoln}y, a1 FA AE 14 HES

Half o] ufE el el 183% »
= d¥xgez opye zol Yehd & Ax

A¢i il Zn Cx] ¢j (6)
1=1

714 Cis W3hE A 2o 3 WslA j
WA meo) 7o g Yegde B 7|dE A
(Modal Participation Factor)olt}, zalm2
4 HEE gEhg 2 gen o] ke
FHd

2
o 2

ol

1



5}
oF
e
o
)
N

o = o(I+C") (7)
& 71 4
Cu Cp - Cn
Cu Cx - Cu
C=|: : (8)
Cnl Cn2 Cnn

A8l A [Cle 2$= 7ldx FH(Mode
Participation Matrix)eld, i=j dul A+ C; &
& ooln, FxE9 Wyl How(i#)) Cia
o ¢ 2k gkE zZhA "ot

&9 7229 n3 1fA EAe EREA
Re FREY o'T‘°ﬂ’"19]' zol| trg-h g2 7
3 Hez TEE & 3

Ko = Md o? (9)

A7NH A(2)~(5) 2 (NS (@4l thdl
s (9)4)& theat ol ey 4 Aok

(K+AK)®(I+C") = (M+AM)®(I+C")
(?+AD?) (10)

ZE9 &4
o) wAstm, FAel wste] vl A
= RAIE 4 glong 4% AP
or=rhil Bol AM=002 ¥& 5 33,
M43 23 Perturbation WA 24E& &

.

gutH o Ao E3} A
A)

i
ak

=4e}|
[+

A

B o R
2 w4

oll
3=
]

=
2,

o
o) mlm

M(CTw*+C A0 — *CT
+Aw?) (1)

OTAK®(I+CT) =

=g A9 shH 12} Perturbation %4 (12) &
T 5 AT

)

OTAK® = M{(CTw?—o’CT)+Au? (12)

12} Perturbation A2l 2] #H 3o AK
z820] nx PAWIEtS el
= 239 AeFe) 2o o] WEE YEd
o}

EEEER D ER =
E4e 7 5 Ak

T FEE9

714 AK = el sl &4 &
Q2R A S «F EY8H 45 ERRT

AK. = Ke o (14)

A7) A, s eW A EFE o2& G £
FAgrelm, A= i o= S3E HEh
= —1oA 2E &40 gl 09 HAE weTh
aeing pxEge BAustee thEa gol 3
FH oz Ve e

!
AK = ¥ Keoe (15)

e=]

2 3 Inverse Modal Perturbation *7 2]

A(15) 2 A(12)el e zn mzagdsst
H 29 A8 Belste th&3 ol P &
o},

M;Aw? for i=} (16)
¢ AKg, =

M,Cij(wf—wi¥or i#] (17)

MATZ IS HoH Hazsioee 12 211



7], 1x} Perturbation %A A& i=j ¢l
TZES W2 mE=Fade] walgle] M
o IRFAEFEIE JERAY, i#) Q A
AFF<) dalglol Ci8 $3 mE Yol
s 78 5 Ak

k Y5 mxo thated el sld, Perturbation
BAANL OS5 g Pz Eﬁd%‘ - ek

o

o o

ki
i o I~>
(g o

Pya = (18)
& 7] A
o= <oy ap - o7
HKibe SKbe - K
$2Kide 9 Kop P2 K
Py = : : :
LaK g #iKothe G K e
(M1Ck1(wﬁ—w%)
Mi-1Cie-1 (e —wf-p)
Q& =| Mi+1Ciir (b — of4)
L Mann (6012( - wrzl)

H18)e e BE 7% A4 Cy BA o)A
AFTF o Wil Aok’ ZEr)dw A4S Cig
FdHE 2= ¥4 ¥aE A0t 27" 1%
e ¥alEe 24 gz vy 7y 7o
T Aed WA 22 Jlde AF Cye 24 )
52 HE 37 o]y},

aPM B 7dx A
PEE =Yt A% s

HEPd Te o234 g},

= &89 E He

0 0 1 - 0
T=
b boi b b
M (wk Wy ) Mk—l(ﬂhz(—ﬂ)nz(—l) MkAﬂhi Mn(wi*wg
(19)

ARPY S £Pste] AR PP ey g

(20)

=t Ko X|435(1996. 12)

714 P{=TyPy 18] 7 Q}=TQ.°]t}.

Qe o2 ¥y 2 b,
M (14Ci) Awt
o= { (21)
¢k
71 H2DE F AU ae 25 AA 9
9WF Fo Qe RoAY 2T 4 gong §
A ARG AT B 057} 2 a4 o)

TEO B7] g St s Hee g 1
T Peng 23 92 Q=g HAg He
&3l ZAME 8 e 4 9

k |/
‘%&] Q"){: min, J=Z{Z ¢gKe¢kae

k=1 e=1

—~ M (14+Cu) Al (27)
T&27 Gr{ah) =T [Py No} — Beoi
(-1 < 2 <0)

£

3. =X 22| A& (Computer Simulation)

SAA AEs olEd WF Fx o NY
(Computer Simulation)& $]3led P10l A=
Pile? A & #3algion, 1y20 M gwtpze
X &3 B £ e FuAREE gz
2dof s i3t

Z gFRE WE 183
Analysis) & E3 33}, 42} R =9 n&RE59}
dursteEl A Y-S &y 3 F (Unit Matrix) o]
HES 33t AAM 1f AF 2SS 7oy
Perturbation &34 [P]& FAst. a8m
FAL B FAEANNF B8 S Ass)
o TH et 2B 2HS Hslod Mo
F7He] m=ell A Mode Shape 32 bl wdto = x

3 4 (Eigenvalue



2 AT

T
1
1—2- 05

L w
‘7 o

3
—

4
A

L)
f__.‘ h 2

6 E=2x10%t /m?)
4 A=0.25(m?)

7 1=0.0052(m")

: v=0.3

w=25(t /m%)

gl FE e B FEE)

10

1.0

5 6
7 8

[ %-7H No.(1,2,3.4,5,6,7.8) 1 [ 4-48 No.(9)]
E=2x10°(t /m®) E=2x10"(t /m?)
A=0.25(m’) w=:3.0(t /m")
=0.0052(m")

v=0.3 [ 7] No.(10)]
w=25(t /m*) E=2x10%t /m%)

w=2.5(t /m")

J% 2 FZT 8 RY(7EE 2)

R Flelw A5 s Paisin
Aol Hye el 484 Ya] )
she] ofeiCaseel da) HAlsha o] oA e

3} Data Conditions-& 3 13} 1o},

3.1 By 7)oy A= A
2l o] 9] ‘“‘Zﬂoﬂ olejHol &

et 5 R NS she] e

H1 Zcased TXDAMEH =H

Chart| 2% | ¢ J ABA4 ez A
No. | Type %574 2) 2 Perturbation #74]
#1 |Typel Element 6 Cipn CyorCpy, Gy, Cpyy Cy
# 2 | Type 1 |Element 6 Cp. Cy,0r Cpy, Gy, Cpy, Cpy
# 3 | Type 2 |Element 5 Cp. Cyy, ot CP, Gy Cpa Cy
# 4 | Type 2 |Element 5 Cp Cyor €y, Gy, €y Cy
# 5 | Type 1 |{Element 6 Cw C,. Cpy Cyy o
#6 {Type 1l |Element 3 Cp, €y, Gy, Cy
#7 | Typel Element 4 & 6 C€C..ClCy
#8 [Typel|Element3 & 5&7 Cp G Cpy Cyy
#9 | Type 2 |Element 5 C Gy, Gy, Coy
# 10 | Type 2 |Element 4 Cp Cop, Cpy Gy
_# 11| Type 2 |Element 1 & 6 Cip Gy Cppy Gy
#12|Type2|Element 1 & 1 & 5 Cip €1, Gy Cyy
# 13| Type 1 |Element 6 Cip €y, €1y Cy
# 14 | Type 1 |Element 6 G Gy, Gy Cy
# 15 | Type 2 |Element 5 GGy G Gy
#16|Type2Element5 |  C, C..Cp Cy
17| Type 1 [Element 6 13} perturbatlon w4
# 18 | Type 1 |Element § 22} perturbation 44 4
419 | Type 1 |Element 4 & 6 174} perturbation ' 44
# 20 | Type | {Element 4 & 6 22} perturbation ¥4 4
3 21 | Type 2| Element 5 17} perturbation '§ 4 4]
_# 22| Type 2 |Element 5 2% perturbation ' §4

w1204 Mode Shape #%
7l Al rebed 3
'/P”}Ol off sz 47He] HHY(H

Mz 3dws

o5 el sl

A Abshed v},

C]) C)]-O] 1/)1”} }‘]'Q‘OL /O,(Y)

o] 41z HU/k7F w1, Cpo, Co Cn, Coyo

A5 i _‘,,ig;}] '.}uﬂ T

8] g ekar dodvh (el 3~

5 ARB AL 470 AE

[STTUR) IR B SR

51}] 12 L~| ];q‘— arr}

=

HAME 5 6, 7, 8).
L3,¢7ﬂ e 4
Ci Cy 605 8

2 Cop, Cis, C®) G

sleds A4 2

S

S 6)

MATE ) o Hlazieee 120 213




Modal-Perturbation 7]¥-& o] &3} vt £z 59| &40

o n
0
-0.05
NS
-0.1 0.1
tH i
B0 -0.15 . AT 00T
<+ [N EE] <!
0.2 0o
-0.25 e
1603 (D
0.3 ;
. . / . 1 ) P [} /
Al

)
i
i

(e
0oty | LU T
H my— b
o IR
—_ [T
-ir.00] e
o 1
<
1.5
‘/
2.5
1 ! 6 7
, 6 R il
=5
T8 PEE SNTRS) AR L M0l 02 EaE £
_ - AT = = oE e
g4 2EJ|0E Al &MT FH(TEE1) H(FEE1)

oo
o Wi 0
(.02 o “” '
e
0.0 1 v
.1
-0.06 0.1
H oo i 05T H 0 '
B -0 an ;
L0255
o0 § 0.3
.14 ' it
016 [
0,18 S04 :
09 " O ER
1 4 g 1 5 ; 7
1 ¢ o= x5 7 L
al k] - =
8l 9 FXE MRSl 9X| o s = AAIE =
_ ST AN = A xATO‘” [[I'—“‘ E F
A A =T o T
2l 5 BE7|0ix ATy Aty FH(FEE 2) M(FEE 1)
= anE
0
N o 0o
N "
¥ n 0 i AN RERUN N
004 R R
(0 "
i
H 4
0.08 &
0y
0.1 ¢
020
012 -0
014 0.3
o 16 1 2 4 1 \ i ;
| ) ) : 5

f
[z
4
A
0f
10
Pl
©
i
>

N

for

@

«©

@

S|



28 AT
3.2 FRE &4 A AR Agel wE & o FAE ZAHoR d28 £ Jod o4
e 4 FATE FHoEZN AtS B HHEA & 5
3 75 AErE EAF 23 29EAA Ak, mekA, H &3] o &gt o
28RS el &4F 32 eeAx] FHAS Arolle A= A 2952 Fevh (1-
o] 29 7ld® A4S Cp, Cy, Cu, Cnol 470318 15~1% 18)
B ALGE Aol FRE AN EAASTE
b A 84 EME @S vuge s &4
waje) 91x @ Asw £E YR uwd A, RR—
TEREe F5A dst & 4F& FE A Eii
3 F4 dube FRAW, TEA bl 2
oA GES 7 2wl el e duo
2 A3 24 @rke A & F Avh (19 7~
214 14)

e -0
m -0
-0

NG A

Jz 11 RS SN oIX W AT mE EME X
HREg

-] -0 0t

0V

ME deiarel on), Case2ol 3= ol 4

oo o

005
0.1
Yoo

G 02

0,25

-0.35

[

3.4 22} Modal Perturbaton@-g 183 &4

il

53

o =
#He Ho 24 FHEANE 13378 1
#3r 7499} v ago =2 Inverse Modal Per-
turbation®] o] 2x8-S 12 Ao FE AR

= .
FHEPEE v#3 Ay} 23 Perturbation WA
A

I =
2ol 3t sfe] 4H == 12} Perturbation W3
&

4w Yas) FH Atk e 2 5 Aok

xzma HoR M4azstee 12 215



1
0l

Ui
A
<A

Ol & AR S0 maE At

oo oo I I "

O

-0.02

01

-0 06

.08

0ol

0.1

a1l
0.1

FA T e 4

SO MHE ST FH(TZE 2)

an oo

TP ESE M9 M455(1996 12)

Al

=k

=
=

2X} Modal perturbation8t2 124t =4 FH
(=2 1)

Ty
@ o tran)

L
o

20

2K} Modal perturbation&lS 12{3F &AL HX
(F=Z1)

oo an . !

0 o
-0.05 et o A0
0.1
010
5
4 0,25
0.3
0.35
0.4
.40
1 2 ] 7
% 212X} Modal perturbation&l2 2{dl &AlE FX
(=8 1)
. . ;
8]
o j
G 05 Tl
0.1
R
o o
Moo,
0
i
0
1 ! 4 1 3 o .
s
18 22 2%} Modal perturbation®tS T8t AT =X

(FZE1)



N ; B3
-0.02 1 WaxiModn
~0.01

ERCALH

B -0.08

Fooa
IRE
RNy
0

£

T2l 23 2%} Modal perturbation®2 12{sh &4 FH

(=22

4.4 £

AgE Fo] A E AHE-sted Inverse Mo-
dal Perturbation®}y® & o] &&le] &ut L2 E 9
N9 F=A ) wt AFE e A} o83t
e @er" 25 7 ATk

(1) 2= 71dx AlgE 2708 AFES o &
o 4R E AREE o & ’ﬂ]% ges] FQ8 A
a4 A S8 A=) h 4 AAINE H A
32 Ben ol Hem "H HE& Aggoas 4
B8 = 4 9S8 Ao g kg )

(2) -pE¥e BEY Wl 2 Jge Ty

[
]

AR

Al

e

BT
01)"
S
1%

Ao e 34 Avks TRAA, FEA] Wst
of c1oh) Jake A ek alol sl A= 1
W o2 Arbe £ et

1
rr
oX
—\O
8]
o
=
f
of
0%
s
o
o vl

(3]
AA
PR pel skl wiol Eabe

A &
AW E 84 S4=E7F AL @2 ghol 2HEE
Sich

(3) oA HAE AHAR A& 5 duiw
da FAFE EJoam Akg B}y s
& £ AR g, &3] QS UACH o
g Ao e FHAT7E A FA9-H A e

(4) 22} Perturbation W3 2ol tf 3+ sf o] 4=
X+ 17 Perturbation W44 R}l of A&s 4=
Hahdrt.

(5) FVFREANN = A FHEs X Y
AR o Hm &S] =4 & A

(6) o] &% fjxﬂ%igga_ Agated QolA 71E
o] Mutgd & Hd Agoses grREe ¥
gt MEE S A7 FE7IHE] 4gAHl o
TF7F AAH 0 F o] Fojx]ol & obgel A

B 3xiMode
B Rode

WOHGRY ey

(F=E2)

el Slol e A7t @ ol %
ol t}.

o}A ok gt 2

1k

A =1

o

1. Shinozuka, M., Yun, C-B., and Imai, H..
“Identification of Linear Structural Dynamic
Systems”, J. of Structural Engineering,
ASCE, Vol. 108, No. EM6, 1982, pp. 1371-1390

2. Hart, G. C., and Yao, J. T-P_,
tification in Structural Dynamics”, J.of En-
gineering Mechanics, ASCE, Vol. 103, No.
EMS6, 1977, pp. 1089-1104

3. DiPasquale E., and Cakmak, A. S., “Detec-
tion and Assessment of Seismic Structural
Damage, NCEER Technical Report
NCEER-87-0015, Dept. of Civil Engineering,
Princeton University, 1987

4. Stetson, K. A., "Prturbation Method of Struc

tural Design Relevant to Holographic Vi
bration Analysis™, AIAA Journal, Vol. 13, No.
4, Apr. 1975

. Hoff, C. ]., Bernitsas, M. M., Snadstorm, R.

E., and Anderson, W. J., “Inverse Modal Per-
turbation Method for Structural Redesig-
nFrequency and Mode Shape Constraints”,
AT AA Journal, Vol. 22, No, 9, Sep. 1984

1 A7), “Inverse Modal Perturbation 714 el

o)t rRE &4 “ﬂoﬂ vhat A" A Aps)

1 =5, St *’P 714, 1989

R A 2 i 'IL"*” &gl +4& 99 In
verse Modal Perturbation 7.7, tff $t & %5}

3] =483, 1990.12

F-9-3, 43, “Matlab 8", ol o]
9. 3%, #4323, “Matlab §£17, F¥o|Z o)
10. Matlab Optimize Toolbox Manual,

MR E D Hiow Wastee 120 217

“System Iden-

o2l

=

o

-3
O

jo.g
ok

e



