(FFF71ed 7NATHS &3 R AFAA

x" ¢ I7AE FZ HA F FEAL 49
23l AW A (forward problem) ol
sl HMEATh oW IHEE FREY
Al BA ¥ 93k A (inverse problem)E&
Ngstzz o F Y3 AHAFT, B

=
¥y, Ex Fos

= g4 Ex 735 $HESFE VEHE
A W4 R FREPE SEdE 99

FZ ARPL ME@ 5983 oW 3
A RE= 99 (modal domain) WHE o F
3 e zee Fo4 & &4 (frequency
response function)& AMS¥ L@ 99
(frequency domain)®] Wy 2 7jele] Wy
S ZHFOE dF 1A T}

Problem 7 :
Given A and o= Find and K and M
Given H(w)=Find K and M

o] Al EE R d(modal model) F& &
&g Fd(response model)EHE FTZ+ Rd
(spatial model) S TFA3teE  HEAl(inverse
problem)eit}, o] EAE 71E FRES FT
e AME3R RY FAH ST A¥F
3 74, B2 AA deE FHdE Wil
th B2 Fog EM3es FXREY FU R
d (spatial model) S F3= 9 AZFA A
(inverse eigenvalue problem)$} XA H FE
AE ZE %Y PFE F3hE=  spatial
model reconstruction® &8 ¥ 4 Ut .

7.1 o 15xl 2 (Inverse Eigenvalue Problem)
Gladwell2 o] EAl9] A3 AFAR
A F8EHQ BHANAN NZx AFE FHFA

g1 gedY B 2= o AF Y3
3 A BEe 5AL WA #oIL 5
Aol AAE BAEHAT ojuf o]t AxH
(discrete system) %, 9<% AlZ®(continuous
system)oll WHalA] Jacobi matrix, Oscillatory
matrix5 ¢ FFEAHE FFIPLY F&E
el (Lanczos method), 289 HE Y
(Green's integral method) 52 AHE3} 9t}
Lancaster® StarekS %= ©)19t U3 Wy
o2 PP EAL olLdto olFEA T

. 7-1-23
3 EA4¢ gRAgT o) wyEL 9%

A& 3§39 Rame 2=
£ ne EAE geag
FB oj A A2 (discrete system) o
TN BA BAME Braun$ol el
AR ARY, 229} 2o EAo HL3
saq_(?-l-ﬁ.?) gdwrroz @ x| AL E3)
A9 A% 2 34 498 estn 99
o AFES AFLE I IF
g UEFIREE AT E B HEE AR
gt} Jinbow ©&RAF-AZAY AE ©F
71 98 Denge B EAE ©eAF-A
A3e EAR A@sd FAE .
Braung ZZ ¢ Ho] tisia @S I3 &
3 sgdew oy B XY AAZRAN
gl A AP AE 8 AEP2LE e
W AF ¢ 34 2L a3t sy
110D Bived-free 2E0] Wy AT 2
FPE L o5 Zo.

EAE, Lowe

K =FAET, A=diag(ky,ky,....ky) (7-1)
M =diag(m,my,...my) (7-2)
ojmf ZAAHPEL WE=Fo} 3¢ banded

URLZANES S

XI/A1 9 & A 6 %,.19993/1091



218 A (N)

diagonal 3 Eolt} ZE=E 74

of #A =HA
g A g =37, F kA WS E v}
A3 AFe A gad Yxre F oo

71 ey EFFHowy dwel A s
ME 54l WesiA &3, =¢ &3 A
EHAAMT o] dHES A FHA P
FTEH FolBE FHA FA FEL FA
X3tk wetx A AF PP AL
F7tA WS, k(=12 N)E BEI3INL
o AFe o A FH, m (=12 N)
2 B desd 88 B 42 (D
Hel 2 (1) IHA EA Y3t d&
URAE dx FEAREY AFE FIo
ol 27§19 E=gt Qo™ RE AFEL
A & e AE AL

B EBAY clamped-free AAZRAY AS
o A AAVEE &3 Zeol U

K=EH'EAE"H™'ET,

A=diag(ky,ky,....ky)

H =diag(hy, hy,....hy) (7-3)

M =diag(m,m,,...,my)

(7-4)

ool 2t EA9 ulAAAZ /3 2}
TR QA dFE HAFCE RAYs)
3 7Z}AE banded diagonal EZ FQt.
ol Aol ©H 23 RHEJ ¥4
Al F7F HAqT 99 EE vEgoE I
A FAE U3 AFES Qs 58
o 3 A e rEvloz TE AFE
g & Atk FIRLAHE AEstd 3E
9} band’t AX 7ol HAF PHI G
3E B3 AFLE FIe PEE FH2
AF3A T

3, FE & D] oz Ayl
FZE JAME TsH Fol FF 24
2dE AL 4719 S FAlA A
Hog Aidd AZ AR EAR vy,
ETFQ 9nE Ze HAUTE H4 23
2% 9y (least square error method) & A}

gatel 7R wo) B chest Yk

k
M, = .B'M,B,
phy E pAl i e (7_5)

1092/82 220 SB88Xx/4 9 A A 6 3, 19999

k

K, =Y ELB'K B

phy ; i~ e~ (7_6)

e e EHFSFE H235d P93
WHE pA9 EL(i=12.- k)E F%t}

Jl:lW_MPhy". J2=“K_Kphy" (7-7)

o] i PP o] YA FZEI
F=Z2 HeHgoew R WA EF ¥
TAY EAL ¥doz gdFAY B3
9 oJul & Hopsts EFHOZ Wol ALY
o ANkl FEREY JEAE E79HA
= A FAg d89 FA @4 EAF
A HAUFE Fgohlis WY Eo Friz o
2.3}

1.2 Spatial Model Reconstruction

o] FAle EE= X249 (modal model) &
2% 249 (response model) 2%¥ 7+ 24
(spatial model) & FA3te 9 &4 (inverse
problem) 24 #+Z < 7% (system identifi-
cation) WY F 9 styolty FEHOZ &H
g ZHAFF, RE ¥4 B FoF $®
T T FEAS UHe AF, A ¥
Z4 PEE FgFHoZ FIke Aol
T3 P B A HA deyoe BAE
2397 o8& #AA A ALt g
o waEA FRE AW FAFF Y
A% FARY FYPS BHo FF
He oy E¥FHQ] HdAWMSsE OF
FZ WA Forols HAWMST 7o)
T8HQA 5L fostr] AT FHLE
AHEH Y Qi

T+Zx We F9(system identification) 2
A A7HA BEeE vE £ At ALY
38, M KE FA437 98 2= =24
(modal model) AM§-3t= ¥WE, FRF59
g 24 (response model) L AtL3t= uby,
832 N5 HEE AMEste Wiold
AN Z 2= 29 (modal model) AHE3dtE
Weog A dukdgog B A7 (HH
A (HE FF ol&dd ANidHey T
24 (spatial model)! M, K& ©&3 7o)
E3E ZRHAS5SFS) B YyPozygy 7

o
ot §

>
P

£ e op o



1=
K=0TA0™,

4 (7-8)91A €38 B E(complete mode)Z
AbgslE S e deth guiges #
$A R E(incomplete mode)E &A% 4+ u
o fleBng oI el 7+ F(pseudo-
inverse) & A M, K& 7o,

k=lo’} Alol, M=[o"][a}

A (7-9)2 7% M K= ZHQ Ju|E
ZE gro] ol @x $¥FHoR IRHAF
#9 RE AL wEss gdoln oy
g AL F43 W o BEE g
g PAP BAE 7Y BHAA
Berman §°! A% A dFUd olu 4
(7-9)el N T3 WY, M KZ Z4x A
e @& A% T3 RER B4E 07} A
e BAT FF 72 WA AL Aol
REe) gt A A 7 MKt 4%
A 243 4+ YL BAYPRTTY =g
298 B FREY doA 78 MKE &
4 go] obdg A FYGF"?Y Luke
o] Mg A A HAB-ARP N2Y
M KE 78993779 Linke Bz 349
dWge] A3t WA AREE Faso] 7
A7 P8 MK EaHA gmE mote
7l ¥5¢ BRRHYGTE?

4 WHe Fus 9 48 olLsd
M K& 735 Wyolth o whye s&3
02 B 943 (DB 4 ()< Agdnh 7
ae geng g

M=0Tp! (7-8)

(7-9)

H@)\Kk-o'M|=1 (7-10)

S 4L 5o Fosg upFostEA Z4gd
53 Fogd dis 4y HAg4E 74
12 M K& 733t AFE #3319 MK
7RG 7?8 Richardsone ©f #WH &
Tl RAZF-AAAH N2 MKE FH
on] ¢AYL B F2EY MKE FIG
TEO ol 4 (7-10€ Y EA @3
Singular value decompositiong A& &
o £24% ZAAE dAk Cremas EF X
Fz2E ALAF"TY Chene H2 A%

o mn o o

l

28-g AHEE ZAHBES FEsA 38
e AFAAF Y Mottershead =
positive definite Matrix, M, K& 97 91§
g ARG o) wye Fus
" ¥4E AEIEE IA REE FE3)
2HY # gk 23U Fa4 $9 g9
2% 24 79 =27 Ao ABEE A¥Y
T RS F o FLo) AR UG @
dol Ao, =3 Fug $E {59 £F
2 2 33 Fug g 9gd 2
g 9<% F#7F 29 negative definite®]
M K7t 783 X o

AR BPS XS SHANE AFSHA
?"%-4 TSHES Fdgy A2y P

< F3e WRelth FxE NS ARE
E}‘E‘J‘]’ Zol M C,K33& X3
space modelE Ve AT},

[ o WERE
Flomtk o -mte[ T mo (7-11)

A9 1% viE BPYY N2Y PR 73

r{r [-o

l..

4

=22

1
o

state

2L & (W)

3 1 A}E M, C,KE T8 Alvin 3%

Park2 Z5SEE Yeld # e X A4
(minimal order) M, C, K& #gtop)721a0
ase @& AF7tE°], Markov Parameter
5& o]83% ERAC(eigensystem realization
algorithm), 183 %3 22 Y (output
error method) & AMgs] Al2¥ PIFL
Fae ATE SRR o) Bye 3
ZE WAV A% A4 sdrges F
ZE Aoy A AFsHA & M »
2% FAF PEE FIE EFHoE F2

AT+HAAS

Problem 8 :
Given K, M, A and 0= Find 4K and 4AM

me {ct ol

olt,
H A dA,
a7+

_‘"Lxx]E

2.1 7E

l- 84 2d BAHo od }F
Bl g A7 olFojd gton
EAlo]l AojA] ZAE F4 (joint

ARLZUSIHEXN/A 9 A A 6
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identification), 5 &3%17] AAl(dynamic damper
design), AAA AA(support location), °]4
A (fault diagnosis) 9 =52 HAW
Fo FEox B2 Z8o] dojgct

FH ZHAFFY HAHIJE AT A4H
AF2AME, Wangs @ed%/74 A9 2
A3 AZFe HFHE HMHLE FHR2H
2L g BeAZ/AA AR A 35
e 7R, Elwany: vH(bar)9 ¥59
SFE AE5AZ RdYsy O 9 3
g ANFe 2ARC?

8.1 Structural Optimization Based on FEM

F3 82 SIS vgoR e HAAHA
YL 7 ®ol 2ol Ae AAA WY
ojt} o] W w3 HAHS
A F /IR vdE § ded AAE 72
B9 &A, A4, @y 5& MHAAFE 3
= sizing problem 224 AE < wbyo|t)
EAE do], & FX7HY 97 4x ¥
A, F2EY 99, T WA HA W
FE OF= F2E 34 4A MY F

Al .

2ol Bo] AFHI Ut o EAE 71EFH
o2 &3 722 3 EAE FE AL
2 A9 dr}

Minimize W(b) (8-1)

Subject to @ <@, (8) <0,

B 59¥ HH3 FAE B 2ol
g & Aok

Maximize w,(b) (8-2)
low high

Subject to WS (b) W™

7NN w, () E ZFAFFCIT W)

FZEY FFHolth Y9 HAs FAES 4
AWE pol Wi Fol HAHXNE FEL
Bracht 4 (8-1)3 2] (8-2)9 HHs3le &
Ag olgdoz g7 Jow 2 (8-1)9 H
A Z%(minimum weight) 2} 2] (8-2).9]
AW 14 FF(maximum natural frequency)
2A9 ARt FYFL FHHo2 BAG®Y,
(1) Sizing Problem (Sensitivity Method,
Inverse Perturbation Method)

o] WHe FXEL YelE HEVH 1A

1094/82 22X EZ 83 X/4 9 A A 6 &, 19999

721 8 A M (N) -

B AHCdA gAdASF, dx, T4, ¢93F
59 AAISFE FE tdFE EAo 9
9 HHIFALE 712FoE & 93 (D=
9 2249 AFYH = 2339 I HAFSF
2 BE Pie] BPEg ALY o
g 4 (2-99 ZRAFF AR PEke
steepest direction®)t}, o} ¥yl #AL &
2 AL E&S ¥ AFMBY 42 A
& @EFste Aol
FRAFFE AARS dalA v H83
dd WEE HoER o] FA & nonlinear
constrained optimizationZA|o|t}, o] & A o] o]
£ 98] b3t nonlinear programming’]®¥-$
AgEte] HhE AAg s FAGETE a3y
Y3HAl ATEElE= PO E X steepest decent
method, gradient projection method, feasible
direction method, panalty methodS°l &
o ANSYS, NASTRANS S #3284 4%
S/Weoll yAHoIgith HH ol HEER
optimality criteria®¥®¥, optimal controi®3
5ol 980 HolAN FXHAY HQATE
Zolge A7t APz AT,

FAALY EE&E =017 A lEAHRY
AF2A, Kime] £ 93 (IDH 2249
AEHL BAs3lo predictor-correctorit ¥
o2 HAZE ©vFE nonlinear inverse
perturbation”]®-& A ASAZE Sg 4
THE ol&¥ oA whHo] AAHJUG
@179 gl 94 PPo] MAAASH W}
& 3l AT A4S D3] e WY
Sol AAHARE, oy 28NN HF @
ITHA AN 7o)l dWtFH o R ALEHY
WangS< 2439 2T FAAEE AL A
e LS EAGEW Zeischska$t
Wange 2] (7-5/6)3% Zeo] AN 24
Bdo] v 3E EFHA, torsion barse &
249 AF3 AFE AAYFED

AL dZA, Yang2 Re FHAE 44
$2 3t ne JH P FHAGE
Yim, Huang, Lee $& AEx FZEY =
JE A F9 HHNE AULEE FAA
ARPFEIM - Apel= stiffeners ol
R&ste 48e S84 Foe4y H4FS 4
gHoz BAPGE,

9 FTLAYE o &F FE WAL H

ki o



qHQA Edo] A o {23k /T 2
& WHeE 3§ HFH MA Ao F44
o dislA Adelmane E# 22 HHHA A
ol AYANE wmst] FAFHPFED
A K3 942 Fdg A7 gEAME A
U 24y FHo] PR3 ol B A
3 Aol A€t A mdE AL
Ao godid By Gl g 2y
HAol g3ty ol 82d9 R4l L B
4 HAYPAA 49 Ao},

(2) Topology/Shape Problem (Configuration
Sensitivity Method, Homogenization
Method, Energy Method)

of Y& 2XES YehllE FHE 44
A2 e et o dAMFds X
Eo] EAldte 99, & Zoly Yo, ==
R FZE P QFo] AL W I AF9

2 EAT 49 g F2E
o] 712 & A& FAL HANSF=Z &= 7}
A H3A MHAWHolt}, of w9

AL, FZEY ¥4 AT HdAEFE
ARste Jeply I AAWHS A 14

9 AAEE FIe AHojg E =8
AXE APAFol talA 23 AFstxn

S AMeddn. A4 A
=7 oA e Zel Ue &£ Yok

ANA WYL AAHY A FFHE FA
ojth, o] W VIEFHoE HaFgA £F
(lagrange multiplier) & Ab&3ich AR
Ao YA HA U TFAFF UPE
€ Wang, Liug9 o8 777 43
oy, XRAFFY URAEE A Y9H9
EE 49 71€79 vy o2 yehg
2 22 dgCI0 aagme o) wye
ol g3 Wy HAH AXNYEL I WHE
Xﬂ ?l_ﬂ E]_(8-l-21).

FHUAE 71 71EFoE Rol: L=k
22X continuum approacho|t}, F+ZE& o
A2 BY I FAY A7t 5% g-S
7 HE o 78054 Ugs
o HH MHAE APk Choi 5
volume approach€ $dle FZ2E9
HE 9 I/AFSF UREE FIIH
@122 ] jus} Tada® BEME AMgste] 7
AR QX i3} THAFSFY UREE

FERAHETBT BrajhantE= ©)® B-Splined
AHgste] Aol B52E QG® gope
control volume}d& AHS-s) F2E9 HFAZ
A& H4ANSE 53 HY AAE 9P,

AAA BE-L node layout designeltt &
H(node)s) SIANE HAWNSTE FI AUE
E 739 §8 24 Fde APY YA
Wt F4HAE @bl R oy 2
ZE9 A fAe Ui AU E F£43
3L EdA F29 layout designel ¥£-3F
ek,

iR 232 biological growth approachol
th o] WPE FREY AKFIAFA FRQ
29 Y} GuRE 3z I A uE)
o 249 23E oAU E4yries W
Fol ¥ o) wye 20 Ryg za
o FolA dEsA FALAET W
oo A2 HAHo PA4L deg
8 4 9tk Kawabe, Chen & 249
AE HAANANEAN A HAE Q9
TUB olm) ARAFTA MR ouxs}
845 A Uth Kirschys E3jA o
Hel A I{AFESF AWML BdA
7289 A7 WA (layout) S T,

XA BH-2 domain method 24 feasible
design domain€ AT I WRE 71
8o FFol de EFFT 2427 A ¢
v TF Z7E ZEEA9 HA9 FAe
T3 Woltt. Kumers triangular element
€ AM&3lo] feasible domainA o=}
A Aels 825 AA¥oEZN HY Y4
32 Kikuchi 52  homogenization
element& AH§-3te FF9 FAvjo] #F A
Aad gy ZTHAFSF NREE F3
I IARAEFF AHJE AT FPHAE 8
GopEIE o] wwe Fxe Bygom
image processing®l 2% filteringS 3 3t
HHNE T8t & ohgo] AR
01 Zl_q(8-l-42).

AN HA WYL heuristic methodZ . A A
HE7 B2 ASol U= #2433 A3 gl
o] A& AR HAXNE L F Utk
Aol ek ololE simulated anealing, genetic
algorithm, neural network$ 9] wjo} A&
"o} o] S s oggd @S

42 R orr

®

Mo

Of

(
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T3l He AdeR HIAXNE FE 54
°] glew E5¥E UARE FIes AL of
Yt} chapman 52 genetic algorithm2 At
&3t QA4 Al URLEAN Y AAE
HHYGEIBY  Reddy:= simulated annealing
HH g ALg 3R o)

B AA HE o223 dFe ¥l
Aol 2 ALt A F2E 44
Ao AL 71E9 sizing problemol] A
AHESE AZE WE vEste] He Hol
o 2F MA F2 Lo gl

8.2 FE Model Updating Using Modal Data
o] W2 HA¥goeT EHHE I{HAY FE
P4E o183 FI8: Rdo HYEE
Eole WHolth A&ES /3 84 FdS
FZ£ SN FFHolth FF 94 RS
LA &5 HAFTrt AT £33 A
A 59 olfgE EAdE ©&3 sl Aol
gosdth 4wtz o s olyge {FuE B
g2 2d W4 2 A(model parameter
error), °l4t3} 2 A (discretization error) &
o] EA g} '

F24 AHAAZ doAE THAY
BE gio] AYPor FHA I} U
B VIAEE 29 Hg A &9 4
dxete] v E M= SHZY AFE
ot FARY AFEIto] YA stAot 3
o] YIME I 24 EAdE Z29g3E
WRol v AP g T EE A A
EE FFste FrHHQA #HAHeol "o,
o] FAE= FFo AM&E Problem 14914
HeE ogEd 2d 23 Wis ZA T
A2 YE F Ut AAE= JEY EHS
o] &3l A AR I FFYPE
< B YA FA NE ALE 53
o BA3E Wgel Uth

AR Z, PEA S o] &3 WPLEAN YuF
Q) ¥ o] reference basis methodo)tp®?1~12,
#H %2 Berman® Baruchd] 9alA 712 =
At ol FAFA FFE ol&d= HH
S 24 g3 o] MAFe AVIE A3}
9A S4% IHA E HHEE EXFGS
E A3 olE HAsde A% A4
g Wi AM,UKE dEr

1096 /22 STSBE3X|/4 9 A Al 6 &, 19999

21 8 A4 ™ (N)

Ty =M a3 1 [E M + 1),

il jm=i

(8-3)

Te =M akM Y+ DS 2K + AP - (M + AT A,

+221L’4/[5'(K+AK)—/T]., +‘Z!:;L‘v[(K+4K)-(K+AK)¢_A}v

(8-4)
2APSE Aot 9UanE 7R
Best 2o,

AM = M®m} (I -m )ym ' @™ M (8-5)
AK =M+ IMYDDPTKD + DT
(M +AM)-KOBT (M + AM)  (8-6)

$H YA AE AHEEE 02 dye
2 A matrix mixing®Hoel UgpEIE o
2L 2 (7-8)9 QEA WM Aa RE
t EAAE AHEET IR REE fE¥24
HHo2 F3 REE AHLdE wWyoir).
2RE BPFY g8 M, ME F3I9H o

-]

—_—

o] W2 AZF A PH 2x FH
F2 AHEE AT

T U WHORE IFEAY AA W
¥ (eigenstructure assignment method) o} tt
EERE o) e 7249 NE FHNE
o]-&3 WHE MG Zolth ojw AZFY
gL Aty 27 BAsA g A
¢ IAAEFd RE FAAE ZEEF state
space model®] °©]5 3 E(gain matrix), G
E AARAFE lZHH 7] PEY HAS
T3t o33 2

AK = B,GB, (8-8)

4714 #¥ B #} B 7 3 4xs
712 YAl BAY Aol 1 el Alvin
o 2AFHA P AL SPTpETH-®
9o Wy B2 e AJoz I W
e ¥ F Yo= AFHol Yot FHAE



g gHo gzt g FUH 92
oln] 7289 AWl RE AREE #%
He 2348 FEE FAALY BHAA
$ gEsith P AFE /ANF7 H
A Kaber Z4%E ¥3S ot 2l
3 BAXNE PHARTTD

AK =K®C (8-9)

4714 @t 2479 & verdch o7
A cE BA WE olReld FFolw 4
(8-0)8 HA2LBHES BE W5E
ARAEe BB,

¥H, £AH BEABOE T3

A3t FANY Ak Aold) Fol2 FIL 54
#4g Hastes PEURE deat

I =m[A®) - 4@+ wF®) -20)]  (5-10)

o WHe o)gyoz 81l HAHs EA
s 5YsY THAFS R BT P4 w
A5 e UREE o &@Th olf M
A AsE 4A¥SI 8 FE 9T 22 9
g9 A4z Fold +E A 22 P29
Asz e A9 929 AAHol #7
9= 3ol YSEZ thA e ol B

BAASF, bt b(i=12k)E 3o
Ay FAE H A s 28220
k
AM =Y b,,B"M B,
ZI e (8-11)
k
4K =5"b,.BK B,
Zl e (8-12)

F8ea BAYe vy I}E £
29 AHErt AP AFEg A &
of B2 #x Rdo zAHE Zoko] YQ
stobe Rog®  zerd FARYL 3
o] band Zo| AAH, PPU} AFEY B
A7 9u7t RasiAE gde) AP =
494 RYEAY AAE FYSA R
on EAYSE EYsA NS BY 3
ge 243 go®rEY o= Ay £
3

goug o] A7} underdetermined problem
o] 7] w&olt} olHF WHE EHEI)

ANAE BB A1zl AN 2R Ao
BR A% 5 ARATAG NG @S
2E=g TNl BT £x SIM A
£% 735 SRFSE ol§sa YYA=
3E U Be FRE ol£Y W AT

8.3 Parameter Identification Using
Moda! Data (Joint Identification,
Dynamic Damper Design, Support
Location, Fault Detection)

o] e AAHY FEAEL UFs= 44
H4=9] Aol HoA 479 s 2
W Eo) fAMEE B4 de AAMSF #
ZEo BAHo YA &3 ZRJE F A4
E2F5RA7, FL& AAEH Fdd o= F
A zelst AT, 71E FEEY A4S 2
gy, J2ly 4¥eE F3F RE 54
G w FHHA HAYRFLE FPIG F
3t g E ol&£% Y A, A[KAF
N7 (eigenvalue sensitivity) & ©1-&& +
E o], state spaceEd & 7|2 3§}
ERA (eigensystem realization algorithm)
gl FAHE ol§T reference
basis method, 23 3 # W (error matrix
approach) 59 Hyel itk W AAXA
9 A ZHAFFA WAE TS 1
3 A A A (support location selection) &
o] gt}

AR Z £8HA dZAHE AL Y&
Yol = WH S F3AA 7 EAste B
U #uo EAle] FL4= v} Siva 5
clamped beam® F&3<d HE 7INT =Y
o AAE GorhRuY,

ERAZ IHAE5S5 A7 E(eigenvalue sensi-
tivity) ot H A3 a9y JIHE ol &3
EZRAANE BNEds ZALZRE HdAHESTE
FRstE el ATV o) wye )
2oz HONUIYg Atagy 229 dA
HEE FUHPoEAN 249 olFs g
t}. Farhate ©] W& AMgsty B8 #
zEe w38 248 SEX B LR |
AZ 7249 ERA(eigensystem realization
algorithm) ¥y ® 3719 8974 o] reference basis
method S WL WPolgp®3N 4
(8-56,8)% ArgsiA FAHE FTEAHE UFH

e By & s

of
i3

i
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721 & o M (N) '

1098 /8t £

e F4AFE T899 A damage detection
o #&3tch

UAZ Jdo 4L o4 22 37
49 (error matrix approach) o] &3 142 o)
WHL 7EFoE g o] B 43 (D)
He 4 ()& olgs HIANZRYH THR
flexibility matrix® AMg&th o] WL 82
e fF#247Y BAH matrix mixing®
H3 fAFs

(8-13)

A Hg AgH 4824 Bde 34 9

#9 F& FHsd g 7L oxyyY
(error matrix) o] 3|2},

E=FK-I (8-14)
olm A E9 0°] otd ATt Al d
Kol ol/de] = FEolth Lind oy e
T EfE FREY oL AdFHHL

#¥ Doeblings-2 ©] WL A& 919
A MPEY BT Yol 7ZE ol A
< @89 AGH IS 7T 5 UL BF
FAHEINR o 31eh & (error matrix) e o
3 e FEA 5 U Tox ZAY
A3 FAFPPo AL Y oo o}
=3 Zo] g WAXNE FANT AF
Ao eAe FHAFEI,
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