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Fig.1 Flow chart of accelerated simulation method
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Fig.2 The comparison between accelerated simulation
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Efficiency Analysis of Structural Extreme Response Estimation Methods

HUANG Xiaodi, GU Ying, HE Jun

(College of Naval Architecture and Civil Engineering, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Abstract; The accelerated simulation method based on generalized extreme value distribution and shift gener-
alized lognormal distribution was proposed to effectively estimate the extreme value distribution of structural re-
sponse under random loading. In order to investigate the efficiency of the two accelerated simulation methods in
the estimation of the tail of the distribution of structural extreme response, the parameter estimation process of
generalized extreme value distribution and shift generalized lognormal distribution based on simulated samples
was discussed in detail in this paper. A comparative analysis of these two kinds of accelerated simulation meth-
od about computational cost and accuracy in the estimate of the tail of the extreme value distribution of the ran-
dom variable, the tail of the extreme value distribution of the random response of the linear structure, and the
tail of the extreme distribution of the stochastic response of the nonlinear structure was made. The characteris-
tics and applicable scope of the two accelerated simulation methods were given. In the end, the suggestion on
how to choose two accelerated simulation methods was given.

Key words: structural random vibration; extreme responses; estimation methods; efficiency analysis
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3D Dynamic Response of Infinite Plate on Orthotropic

Foundation under Moving Loads

WANG Bo', ZHANG Chunli"?, ZHU Yanzhi’

(1. College of Water Conservancy and Environmental Engineering, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China; 2. College
of Information & Business, Zhongyuan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450007, China; 3. School of Civil Engineering and
Architecture, Zhongyuan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450007, China)

Abstract; The mechanics model of the infinite elastic plate on orthotropic foundation were established under
the rectangular coordinate system. And the dynamic equations of plate and foundation were derived under mov-
ing loads based on the thin plate theory. By means of the coordinate transformation and Fourier integral trans-
form, the integral forms of dynamic responses of plate and foundation were obtained. Numerical example was
given on condition that harmonic vibrating rectangular load was applied on the pavement plate surface. The
calculation procedure was performed by MATLAB software. Studies were conducted to investigate the effect of
the soil orthotropic parameters on the plate displacements. The results showed that the dynamic response of the
subgrade and pavement interaction could be accurately described by considering the orthogonality of the soil.

Key words: orthotropic foundation; moving loads; elastic plate; dynamic responses



