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A new semi-active control strategy for restraining seismic
response of railroad bridges

MA Yongquan, QIU Hongxing

(College of Civil Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China)

Abstract: In order to effectively reduce the larger displacement of girder and bearing in railroad bridges after earthquakes, a
variable universe adaptive fuzzy decentralized ( VAFD) controller was proposed. Firstly, a variable universe adaptive fuzzy
(VAF) active controller was designed, which can online adjust the universe of input and output variables in fuzzy logic con-
trol strategy. Secondly, a VAFD/MCO semi-active controller for MRD was designed by integrating the modified clipped opti-
mal (MCO) semi-active control algorithm into the VAF controller and using decentralized control strategy. Finally, taking
the railroad continuous girder bridges isolated by lead rubber bearing as an example, the evaluation criteria under non-con-
trol, Passive-on, VAFD/MCO and AFD/MCO control strategies were calculated respectively. The results show that the
VAFD/MCO strategy has better reduction effect than Passive-on, AFD/MCO and VAFG/MCO strategies. The VAFD/MCO
strategy does not occupy computation resource and can be used for real-time vibration control.
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PR — A IR EOR  FERR R 2. 3, Haa 2 B2 T 7 bk . B0 (FL) 92 03k 02
A B I (2 EOR X B ORI T S, P A MRS R R A A 3, TERCH
RO FE R e A2 BRI AR EEAIBIEORGED SR, B G RA E
AIS R (EX MR RR IR >, e gl SRR B pR BRSO AR B FL ] #E TH
HISEFEH R AP A SRR TSN AR BRI W E bl M AR B2 i, BT A 3

W HER.2014-04-23
EEWAE .+ h BERE Y B H (2012BAJ14B00) ; B H AR H 410 0 (51078077)
TEER N DIMR(1984-) , B L0554, EEMNFEEHR ) LI HBFSE . E-mail :lemon9143@ 163. com,,



- 112 - PEEHKFFRARAFFR) 2015 44 A
NERE T I FL S5, 381 1 A RS (AF) 42 u=-n(u-v) . (3)

hilsems R T AN AR BT
AF P A 18 i i o A X HA B s i AR 4
PRI AN 2 T ZR G0 (4 T SR A BRI
AR T TR IR R AR 7 R Bl A
VI A 38 N (VAR ) £ SR, -0 00t pu A 48] <7
RO HLIT BREF A A R R AT T
FEdl T RSB ) BOR, IS T VAR
MG T e LRSS MR B> F sh e TAERA
HEE L, BAEE e T £
KREFIPRSIH VAFD/MCO - 3 s il 56 w6 , 3143531
FFHIZE % 5 Passive-on AFD/MCO 5 BE Xt — JE 5 2=
BREEAT R b 52 SO HEA 705 BT G A3, B ik AR SO
FERBE IR VB

1 #inZHRRHRMNNFER

FH S—Bouc — Wen 15555 1OV R 4D 1% 37 A5 BH JE 7%
(MRD) fEAR[FZ SR F IR T A I o, H )
SRR 1 s

L—>»xy Lox

B 1 MRD K/ S4ER
Fig.1 Mechanical model of MRD

F=ar+o,(x,—x,) +8,(x,—x, ) +6,(x—x, ) ,
/\'=—(15 |xf_xa M ‘)‘ ‘d_l_‘?(xf_xa) ‘)‘ ‘d+A(x'f_xa> )

QA +0 %40y (x,—x, )

y o,+0,
()
K, F i MRD #BHJE 7154 2 Bouc—Wen £5 B 1)
R S, N ERERT BUMIEE oy S MU R 3R A
(R BELJE R B o, SR I 25 1T WL 3 4 T4
ARIZA Y - R it 2 T e M A BHLJE £ B0
BAH 58, A e T EE T A TR W BE 5y S 7 A O
I o, L8, A FIld 42 MRD IS4,
MRD F) S REMCEENE 7 T R
a=a(u)=a,+ou,
ay=0,(u)=co,+egl, (2)
o, =0, (u)=c,+c,u .
MRD F 8 Tt 72 YA 35 B 728 - 1 1) e i % 1)
B IR RT DUR AT 09— B ig e e Rk

A u H—r e e a0 s 1/ I — B IR I 2 Y
Fsf ] 58

2 VAF =5 RBERIZ T

X T 25 A B G FL g, R X, = [ -
E., E] (i=1,2,-,n) RAKEALE x, HIIGIE
R Y=[-U, Ul R AR y FRIIRIE R,
o= { AL FORTE X, BRI A (i=1,2,,n; j=1,
2,-,m) ;= | BV FRAE Y FRBRIRI 4 (j=1,2,
om0 PR A ORI AT SRR
Rule" ; IF x, is A} and---and x, is A/ , THEN y is B

(4)

KA n 05 B Y sRECRAE QI (4) Fr 4t
W RS, Rl

v, ) = 2 4Gy, (5)
v, oy, Z000R AL R B IR R

AEIE I HLE IR B X, A Y REUEHA 2 A
iy AR R AR AR AT A BRI AT X, RN Y AT RR N

X(x)=[-B(x)E . B(x)E],

Y(y)=[-y(»)U,y(y) U]

Hr

B(x,)=1-Xexp(—kx}) . (7)
B (x) Fy(y) BB BR 4 A 754 € (0,1),
H k>0,

A (6) , IR (5) i) —FhRIA A

_ B s L))

yx(r+ 1)) =yly(x(0)] X TT4 (xm))y_,.

(8)

(6)

Hrp
x(1) = [a,(0), ay(0) o, 2, (1) ]
HUN(4) Jir 2 (R 12 B8 28 58 04 i 1A

3 T yx)]
y= il 9)

> [f[lg,m]

ﬁq“,@%(xi)ﬂﬂ%%xﬁ"]i@gﬁﬁ;yj%ﬁﬂfg,:
1 FAYss,

e ORI EL pR B ) 22k 2R

_ T x(e)

i(x) = [J 4| -5 : 10

2 =11 '[ﬁ<xi<t>>} (10)
sk (8) T LT B W




%3945 %2

IR R AP R B ORA R AR RS 0 F B4k A R e - 113 -

y=y@»2ﬁ@>n (11)

3 BENEES

MR RGAEH R B T s s TR

Mi+C(x,x) +K(x %)= -Mr# +U. (12)
K, M R R G0 0T 5 s X SR 3R G0 00 e B )
73 C(x,%) A K(x,x) 503 hBHJE 1 RWRE T3 R
r MR AL E N s, S MR E ) i U
Pl

S (12) Wk R G DA M, T 53]

¥=f(X)+g(1)+u(t) . (13)
Hrp
X=[x,x]",
f(X):—fl/M){C(x,x')+K(x,x')} , (14)
g(t)=-%,,

u(t)=(1/M)U.
A X A RGEMRE KRG,

ABEERENE e=X-X,=[e, ¢]", WBHH
X, — GO T BOh M a, NI e=X, SRATIRAS ]
AR FL R 25 5 A B 2 x =X, 06 J1
Hou() REX N

u(t)=u=7(y)z:§j(x)yj=7YgZ- (15)
Hob :

{=1(x) ") ] v(n)=7.
2, Y, 0 b O B OO R

WRAR S s Ee Y AR A Fak =k

u' =—f(x)-k é-k,e. (16)
Krp Lk, Lk, W 2T p* +k p+h, =0 BB TR
PSR B P R AL

= (16) Y f () FRAZ(13) , AT 153

é=petnlu-u"]. (17)
Hrp

0 1 0
”:L@ %J”FL] (e

S SCHE 7 1) BRI AT IR 22 A N

A=u"-u. (19)
maC(15) . (17) F1(19) AT LA 5]
é=pe-n[ (v -y)Y, {+A]. (20)

Ay  AEACE T RE
ARSI B Lyapunov PRELAY KN

L iper
V= e Pe+27(7 v)°, 0. (21)

P RIEEMRE, 3 Hii e AT Lyapunov 772
pn'P+Pu=-0Q. (22)
X, @ ML EIE AR IEE
XFEC(21) 7R, Al A5 ]
(7" ~y) (y+1e'Pp¥; {)

.__L T o _
V= > Qe-e PnA ;

(23)

Aol = QO iy, TR T
PLIR2E A N EE/NE, It —e" PpA T00] Z8

JARIE V<O ,MeHE Lyapunov BENEE R
FHEY b R A 0N

y=-1e'PyY, L. (24)

XFE(24) R 3 BIAT A5 Han 18 3 0 i 46 X+
Yo
4 FIEFEHEERIEIT

T BR IR AL (CO) il 5k i fr & fLE v,
HEelo s v, , Y2 E RGN0 £ 0 R AR, jit
TINF 5548 B4 i) T35 e A v e 22 (R IR U146 ) i
KRG Fa) 1 n E BE ) i, XL, $R T B R Co
(MCO) P FEh#EHIHEE, MCO T & v, Al
EO0~V,, FWAEZEPTT, v, vl iE o /M e &5 MRD
R LM R E, Y VAF SRR HAF 1
6 BNSAE £, KT MRD B9 BRIy £, B, T

2 MCO HEixrREHE
Fig.2 Schematic diagram of MCO algorithm

R FZAIN T i A~ MRD a2 HE V, R
Vi=V HL (fa~fD)1 ],
V‘::é/iF(-i’fci$fmax’ (25)
Y W S

AW, H * ]~ Heaviside B8R p& %, £, S A5 19
MRD il 715, S 54500 A OC B oL R R B, B
112V, AN E] 5 MRD B8 3 28 5508 1 A AR
Xof 7 1) FEL S 90K 50 5 ) R

B MCO Bk 43 VAF Rl it T
VAF/MCO ¥ £ 6IKm, HTZERRETAZ




- 114 - ¥ E B K F (A AFFR)

2015 4 A

A H 2R 2 MRD (%05 Bl 2 S 7E 2
Sra) T H = A R HE s, g A B AR B
(), S350, LAk MRD 11 9 3t B8 7= A 450 35 19 for
B R N B ik Sk A5 5 R il as , vl 5
tH MRD Prifs (94 4 H T, DO HL 7= A FHL e g ok
XIHF GRSl AT H 0 ) |, e 4 Ry 4 ) 5 ek 1 A5 RHA 4
PSR PESARAS . XTb, ASCh R I T RIH& T RS
Jri A5 EOXE B 9 AT 4 ) VAF/MCO 43
(VAFD/MCO) #& il KW, 1KW1 51> MRD 1%
TH—"~ VAF/MCO ¥ Esh#x il 4, IR MRD P %
IR BL RS ,(i=1, 2, -, 12) FUAHXS BUE «, 1F N
WA A0 3 Sh B 2 A2 1 R R
BRI G 2R G0 R HE [ LA 3

o S T —, .1
BN | CR Fl MATLAB[f) S—functionZi’5 ) HR R R
(%, %)
- il 1*VAF/MCOFE 38 o ¥
R 12 12°VAF/MCOBES 48 e %)

B3 HHEFINEINZNZEFRERFIER
Fig.3 Block diagram of controlled bridge

system with semi-active controllers

5 HESH

51 RESH

TEH— B8 =5 (3x24 m) A% i 32 ) (LRB)
PR AR AR ATV E B (P 4) A QR md Ry A P
MRE AR, ORI PR RE S B[R], 2 RN

3X 24000 o

4 FEREEERFNIEE
Fig.4 Elevation of controlled seismically

isolated continuous girder bridge
H A EAH [R5 19 LRB, A 3245 A9 F1 LRB (12
oML 1, 2 LR MRD 44 RbR R ek H T
#E4> 514 1000 kN 150 em, MRD 4S5
H:o, =641 Nocm™ - V™' =362 cm™,, =140 N-
em™ [ A=300,17=196 s ¢, =20. 15 N+s-em™ | ¢,, =
3.56 Nescem™ + V™' [ £=362 em™,5,=46.5 N-cm™ |
d=2,x,=14.5 em,c,, =290 N-s-cm™ ,5, =4.85 N-

em™ ¢, =2.92 Nes-em™ - V™', MRD B9%m'5 K AERF
ZEMAEIES,
®1 MREENITESH
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Table 5 Evaluation criteria under various control strategies
P S Ji/ S/ J5/ Jy/ Js/ Js/ J./ Js/ Jo/ Jio/
cm cm (m - s7?) (m - s7?) cm cm (m - s7?) (m - s7?) kN kN
- KM 7.16 7.43 8.62 8.54 2.89  2.95 7.23 7.41 812 826
- TYE 5.87 5.94 7.75 7.68 1.96 2.08 6.27 6.42 636 647
Passi BKIE  6.47 6.6l 7.25 7.16 2,42 2.49 5.62 5.78 725 737
ASVETON Wy 5.37 549 4.82 4.73 1.87  1.95 4.28 4.39 580 602
BKMHE  2.46  2.58 1.98 1.92 0.83  0.89 2.16 2.21 387 392
VAFD/MCO SERE S 1.79 1.83 1.65 1.61 0.62  0.67 1.75 1.80 346 351
AFD/MCO BRI 5.4 552 4.75 4.66 1.89 1.95 3.81 3.93 572 581
SEYH 4.58 4.65 4.26 4.19 1.56  1.61 3.42 3.51 553 559
B 5.36  5.46 4.15 4.02 .64 1.70 3.31 3.41 497 504
VAFG/NMCO SEYH 4.47 4.54 3.68 3.61 1.35 1.39 2.96 3.03 479 485
-/]l/ J]2/ J]4/ JIS/ Jlﬁ/ -I]7/
&l J J J J
E%J%Bﬁ (l(N . m) (kN . m) 13 l(J l(N em kJ 18 19 20
SN 7145 43807 28 382.51 — — — — — —
Tt -
SEXH 5603 3762 20 367.29
) N 6381 4276 22 291. 14 765 36.5 7.982 12 — —
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FIE 5182 3495 16 278. 35 738 33.2 7. 653
SN 3406 2274 0 63.26 994 49.5 1.265 12 24 0
VAFD/MCO
SEHME 3045 2036 0 61.85 989 48.8 1. 206
i 5032 3368 8 187.92 940 42.7 3.263 12 24 16
AFD/Mco R
SEHE 4865 3241 6 173.76 913 41.1 3.157
R Al 4367 2923 6 163. 08 815 43.9 3.058 12 4 8
VAFG/MCO fcp
FIE 4219 2811 4 150. 79 792 42.3 2.962
Fz6 30% RN ERITHEIBSIENIEIR
Table 6 Parts of evaluation criteria caused by +30% bridge stiffness perturbed
NIJE Jl/ J4/ JS/ ]8/ Jl()/ Jl]/ -]]4/ ]]5/ ]16/
] &gl J.
£ %0 B em  (m-s?) em  (m-s?) kN (kN-m)  kJ kKN cm *
. fid  5.41 4.75 1.92 4.43 609 5271 280.25 758  36.1 —
Passive—on s
Se 5,42 4.74 1.91 4.42 610 7273 280.27 759 36.2 @ —
fFE 1.83 1.65 0. 67 1.84 358 3128 63.62 990  48.9 0
+30% VAFD/MCO o
S 1,82 1. 66 0.68 1.83 357 3129 63.59 989  49.0 0
i 4.65 4.36 1.62 3.65 574 4951 179.54 917  41.5 16
AFD/MCO .
S 4.66 4.35 1.61 3. 64 575 4953 179.52 918  41.4 16
. & 5.46 4.8 1.98 4.49 615 5283 282.46 759  36.3 —
Passive—on s
Sl 5,45 4.79 1.99 4.50 616 5281 282.45 758  36.4  —
fid  1.88 1.71 0.73 1.89 365 3142 64.87 991  49.0 0
-30% VAFD/MCO -
S 1.89 1.72 0.72 1.88 366 3141 64.85 992  49.1 0
HE 472 4.43 1.71 3.72 581 4974 181.67 922 41.8 16
AFD/MCO s
S 471 4.42 1.70 3.73 582 4973 181.63 923 41.7 16
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