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Evaluation on Energy Equivalent Ductility
Index Based on Optimized Algorithm
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Abstract: back propagation(BP), radial basis function(RBF)
and genetic algorithm-back propagation (GA-BP) are used to
train and predict the ultimate ductility index g, of dual-
energy equivalent method. Five control parameters and PEER
database and quasi-static test are used as training and
prediction samples. BP and optimization algorithm of its node
numbers in hidden layer and learning rate are compiled, RBF
and optimization algorithm of its node numbers and central
width are compiled. Genetic algorithm (GA) is used for
optimizing weight w; and threshold §; in back-propagation
(BP) to inhibit the local optimum, making relationship
between testing data approximate to the real mapping
principle. Algorithms is realized to predict z. of full-scale
columns. Research indicates GA-BP has optimal adaptability
and computing superiority, provide new method for structural

damage evaluation.
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1 Griral'®, Matamoros fl Adolfo 17, Légeron Fl
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W A IR EE T (reinforced-concrete, RC) Z5 44 4%
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Tab.1 Quasi static RC column specimen training set and test set data parameters

S/ S/

Fs RARS fc/MPa 7o A o/ % ow/ Y MPa MPa Hhe 8y/mm du/mm
1 10060400181 98. 2 0. 39 6. 99 2.15 4,26 457 404 3.12 40,72 127. 00
2 100130400181 104. 3 0.37 6. 99 2.15 1. 96 457 418 1.15 40. 43 46, 60
3 8060400121 78.7 0.41 6. 99 2.15 4,26 467 438 4,82 36.07 173. 96
4 1206040019 109. 2 0.41 6. 99 2.15 4,26 467 438 3.18 38. 35 122. 13
5 10055400191 109. 5 0.41 6. 99 2.15 3.30 467 825 6. 46 20, 70 133. 77
6 1008040019 104. 2 0.37 6. 99 2.15 2,27 467 825 3.55 30. 41 108.01
7 1005552019 104, 5 0.53 6. 99 2.15 3.30 481 744 3.28 28.01 91. 84
8 10060528191 109. 4 0.51 6. 99 2.15 4,26 481 744 2.46 36. 87 90. 86
9 10060150181 92. 4 0.14 6. 99 2.15 4,26 469 391 6. 70 27. 24 182. 38
10 1006025018 93.3 0.28 6. 99 2.15 4,26 456 404 4.73 36. 87 174.52
11 100130150181 94, 8 0. 14 6. 99 2.15 1,96 469 391 3.95 30.91 122,10
12 100130250181 97.7 0. 26 6. 99 2.15 1.96 456 404 3.05 30. 36 92, 47
13 BG1H6] 34,0 0.43 5,12 1. 95 1.01 571 262 3,32 14. 91 49,51
14 BG2be] 34,0 0.43 5,12 1. 95 2.01 571 262 3,67 22.78 83.51
15 BG36) 34,0 0. 20 5.12 1.95 2.01 571 262 6. 54 17.75 116. 00
16 BG4L16] 34,0 0. 46 5,12 2,93 1.31 571 262 4.15 20,11 83.51
17 BG5L6] 34,0 0. 46 5,12 2.93 2. 70 571 262 6. 04 19. 20 116. 00
18 BG6LE] 34,0 0. 46 5.12 2.93 2,70 580 262 8.21 14.13 116. 00
19 BG7L8] 34,0 0. 46 5,12 2,93 1.31 580 262 6. 49 17. 87 116. 00
20 BGSL®] 34,0 0.23 5,12 2.93 1.31 580 262 5.76 20. 48 118. 00
21 BGYLE] 34,0 0. 46 5,12 3.28 1.31 580 262 5,62 21.01 118. 00
22 BG1oL18] 34,0 0. 46 5,12 3.28 2.71 570 262 6. 81 17.33 118. 00
23 C1005N[7] 69. 6 0. 05 3.74 1.93 1.01 381 357 3.88 11.52 44,70
24 C1010NE7 67.8 0.10 3,44 1.93 1.01 381 357 3.75 11. 85 44, 45
25 C1020N07] 65.5 0.21 3,37 1.93 1.01 381 357 3,42 11. 14 38.10
26 C50NH7 37.9 0. 05 3.48 1,93 1.01 381 357 4,09 10. 82 44, 20
27 520N 48.3 0.14 3. 72 1.93 1.01 381 357 2. 67 14. 36 38. 40
28 C540NLE7] 38.1 0. 36 3.35 1.93 1.01 381 357 1.73 14. 89 25,70
29 SPo01 67.1 0. 20 1. 90 1.608 0,451 451 435 1. 86 4,51 8.39
30 SP02 67. 1 0. 20 1. 90 3.928  0.451 484 435 1.22 5. 80 7.09
31 SP03 75.9 0. 20 1. 90 1.608 0,451 451 435 .11 7.43 8.26
32 SPO4 70. 7 0. 20 1. 90 1.608 0,451 451 435 1.27 5. 54 7.06
33 SP05 57.3 0. 20 1. 90 3.35 0. 451 515 497 1.31 10. 11 13. 26
34 SP06 57.3 0.35 1. 90 3.35 0. 451 515 497 1.67 5. 65 9, 46
35 SPO7 5.73 0. 50 1. 90 3.35 0.451 515 497 1.51 6.53 9, 88
36 SPO8 57.3 0.35 1. 90 3.35 0. 671 515 497 1.39 7.56 10. 53
37 SP09 57.3 0. 20 1. 50 3.35 0. 451 515 497 1. 40 7.16 10, 02
38 SP10 57.3 0. 20 2. 40 3.35 0. 451 515 497 1.52 8.75 13. 26
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Fig.14 Predicted absolute and relative error of GA-BP test set
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4.1 ZHEZERSHERE

AR FE AL BP 5 B0 55 40U 1 i A
BB 22 A (B A PR AR B SE PR AT e 22 BP.RBF Al
GA-BP B3E 45 TR B LT 4474538 -

(D MV GRS RBF B 4% A 42
4 TR AR 401 5 52 (L St 2R LT B, TR iR 22
28 ZE 3 ARIR B Nepoa = 0. 05 I, 48 X158 2% il 28 (A~
FIREARTE B 0. 12) FUAHRT IR 2 i 2% (4> FIRE AR 2] 1K
0. 6 %) FASEH LR, RBF Bk HiMH 5 s el A
—. BP YIS AN HEIFAT2ES, HER
22 PHZR TR R IR 22 B 2R S B 0k 3, B4R RBF Il 4
RHUSCRAE T BP, (H AKX 5 4317, BP #il RBF 2
AR, Bl RBF FASHARE. A& RH GA
Fx BP Bk M4 MAUE R E R, =FhEE R
TR 5 SEBR A 530 A0k 2 B,

% 2 BP.RBF #1 GA-BP &k Wil {E 5 LhrfE LR
Tab. 2 Comparison between the predicted value and

actual value of testing BP, RBF and GA-

BP algorithms
B BP RBF GA-BP
pe MR g BN BONE B
proe /MM gy /MM pragpe /MM pag, g /mm

1 32 1. 27 2,377 1. 929 1. 221
2 31 1.11 2,452 2.051 1.214
3 36 1. 39 1. 539 1. 494 1. 565
4 34 1. 67 1. 419 1. 510 1. 374
5 7 3.28 3.912 3. 604 3.229
6 17 6. 04 7.597 6. 867 7.014
7 9 6. 70 7.515 5. 257 6. 864
8 18 8.21 7.784 8.131 7.071

T AL o B AL . TR se WL FERR 1,BP B
B AE puay WP 4, RBF BUW A oy, W0 11, GA-BP B {5
tacs pp JLE 13.

(O WMFEAL MSE. =#B B MSE B4 1t

Fei iz 3 B . %l GA-BP Tl A B4 o] ik 2]
fE. RIFEA SR PR E 1078 B Z R ET, BP B
Z5BFIR] N 0. 629 s, RBF YIIZkATA]H 0. 312 s, GA-
BP izf 7 E] 330. 385 s, 4% 4 fF7% . RBF . BP #
GA-BP B3R E 5 ,{H GA-BP &/ MSE {8 [t
RBF Bgk/)N, TSR AR 447 T (B S 43 52 B
{f. BP #1 RBF ZRRER XTI Sk B A AR 4T 05 B
TR BT, B iR 22 R 4017, BP F RBF M 4%
ZALRE S1 AR K, T GA-BP BA AR i 52 R 0
P % F 3R L S (B A PR AR R R PEFE AR poae T
BT E.

% 3 BP.RBF #1 GA-BP &% illiX MSE Lk &&=

Tab. 3 Comparison of BP, RBF and GA-BP test
sample MSE
i th Ry BP &4 RBF 23 GA-BP &=
iRz (MSE) 6. 784 4,235 2. 409

%4 BP.RBF #1 GA-BP & %2R iz 8 rtE %
Tab.4 Timetable of BP, RBF and GA-BP operation

B R BP &k RBF &3  GA-BP &y

A7 Y Se iy | 0. 629 0.312 330. 385

(3)SEBRHM{E 4> Hr. BP Bk B BA B4
LB BN R RS E T R 5
BN R L » T BOBI R A GA-BP S5 R
A R 2RI RN E ST RES.
A 1E] AR B R AR . SR GA ik BP M%%
HIALEE w FB{E 0, 1) IR R R & A0 B 5
U@ I BB KO (Y 1 SERLR ML, BP SANE w A
BI{E 0 AW BMEIE, 6 M 45 1 55 B dnda A WY
183, RBF HA REFZARE S . JFA Bt S EoE
BE. ABEEA Qc f eno-pr-po ) T 15 B TRINRS BE W] 38
BT AT AR (EE A I g B 355 1) R 2R S 0
FER N e A i 8 i Y R, 8 iy A S B
EA TRV B A TFHE SR N GR5k M 4% R 3R = 19
W s NEEAE.

4.2 NEEEMESEETN
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HETFEVEINGTER GA-BP KK L, LR
CREPRA A o FE DU 7 R B e i P R R R
A f om0 -pr-pw) TR T AN R ET R M 45
FTSEIR A I 25 48 58 35 1 B 1k ) 4% (BP, RBF I
GA-BP 5.3 , #EATHN PR AR B BB 2 MR FR A oo TN,
HepiE A GA-BP FEEEIT .

[ adata,bdata,cdata]=xlsread({ilename) ;
P3=cell2mat(cdata(4:end,2:end-1));
input_test2=mapminmax(apply,P3,inputps) ;
ybptest2=sim(netgabp,input_test2);

ybptest2 = mapminmax (' reverse ', ybptest2,
outputps) ;

outcell={"gabp Predicted Value};
outcell=[outcell; num2cell(ybptest2)];

AR GA-BP 531k P 52 Fr v s L 58
g0 R RAEZER SRR, ARt S iR s R o
B L SCERYS . e T A S R X L R 5. 3R
PR LR E e 2R THGREERETAERF
(DECP) Bk i+ 5 A i U EL e 5 R RS AL T AR
TG AL RE B S5 (E SE M R . o, DECP 24 3CfE
Sl AT AL EVRE J7 A0 il 2R B i B SR R A
BN R BT, TR S 8O SR 28], Horp
WEeg 5 HC-1,HC-2 1 HC-3 Wk 50 4l i 1p
K FHAR KR L (B 5. a2k FI Y GA-BP #il i
GERIMT HCA~HC9 Y pone IG5 R] LIGAS T
PR EOR, M 45 HC-1~HC3 M 45 R =
HeRE it A B R R b MR E R oK. Y 2R 581 GA-
BP M4 PTG T 58 E RC BB, 05 H T84
PRl s AR PR 0. 15<Cne <C0. 75, X7 T FR
) TS FE AR (o =>0. 75) FO TR A 25 iR 96 8
TRA.

#®5 GA-BP mlERHEEZEESKRERER
Tab.5 Comparison between prediction values of full-
scale columns ductility index by GA-BP and

actual values mm

§ . ¥ BP RBF GA-BP

i ﬁf&ﬁ mr BB OV B

o Higp Poger  Moamp
HC-1 4. 21 0. 80 3.74 3.12 5.14
HC-2 3.91 0. 90 2.21 1.15 5.64
HC-3 3.95 1. 00 4, 68 4. 89 5.91
HC-4 3.52 0. 80 3.01 3.17 4. 41
HC-5 4,10 0. 60 2.72 3.12 4. 46
HC-6 3.97 0.70 2,47 3.54 4. 63
HC-7 4.01 0. 50 2.97 2. 46 4. 04
HC-8 4. 25 0. 60 4,61 4. 73 4. 39
HC-9 3.42 0.70 3.29 3.95 4. 41

5 &Hig

ST R R GA-BP ik B A s AdiE A
AR, WA 38 GA-BP 0057 B4 14
FEHEFEAR AL AR BILLTE R E SR

(1)BP.RBF # GA-BP &4 thie. O
il BP Bk BB & R B OR 25 2 R L4k
Bk, WL BP AR BIRAALRA, B & B 7
=10,2 3 % Ly =0. 07,87 5-10-1 fySR{L BP &k
2% , 43 A7 3 B IR R 1k U SN0k P e b BRSSO 3¢
B HRIRE & /. O gl B RBF Bk &
HT B0 TR AR T S E Nu=
25, P B EE Su=0. 8, TR LB LA A
U Ee e B AE MSE 3222 5/ MILAL B 2R 72
TR R A 4L, RBF Al {E2% BP 1 GA-BP
MRS A QOFE b GA-BP ik, R
BP B0 M 4 4510 B GA MEK . GA 4k BP
BYE BB wy FNBIME 0, , SR HGE N E, T4k
& R BEAELXT R MA, F A BP B W TR, 204 45
IRFE W GA-BP W] DA S O 8 3 A% PR AR 28 2 7 48 7
e HR IR SE PR

(2) P 45 SR 43 By k3. 3 BP.RBF 1 GA-
BP B0 3R B S5 H V5 FE 1 R B g T, = FP 3R
BAERRT T s » BLR A 73BT GA-BP A B4 b B
R AR Bk, BP SR AR T Bk B FE AR
B, RBF 76353 AH WIS B i B e Rolde Sk B
HWE, GA-BP (RALAUE w,; FNE{E 6, w15 &5 i
B R B AL - M T B AT AR T R I A Y L S g
MAELGABP AF &R R H5E MM, v
BRI 35 BsF T PR A5 21 3 (L e L

(AR T AT HEE A4 5E%E GA-BP i
ATH pese I T5 35, I1 R F GA-BP B0 55 50 & L )
i RAER A SURIA A, B FHE A TRRE
SERAE TR, T PRl Lb 0 45 R T 4>
Eb RIS (E R . AR SCO7 6 T R B e s L K
B AT A S HE B A (8 1 2 Pk 3R B I 3, A e R
KRBT B BUA PE SR HLR k.
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