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Abstract

A semi-active optimal control method for non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom systems and its application
to a building structure for random response reduction are presented in this paper. A structural system with
semi-active control devices under random loading is modelled as a controlled, randomly excited and
dissipated Hamiltonian system of multi-degree of freedom. The control force produced by a semi-active
control device is split into semi-active part and passive part incorporated in the uncontrolled system.
Applying the statistical linearization method to the non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom system with passive
control force components yields quasi-linear equations of motion, which can tend to corresponding linear
ones with system response reduction. By applying the dynamical programming principle to the controlled
linearized system, a dynamical programming equation is established and in particular, for a non-filtering
white noise excitation, is solved as an optimal regulation problem to determine the quasi-linear quadratic
optimal control law and furthermore semi-active optimal control law according to the variational principle.
Then the semi-active optimal control of a tall building structure with magnetorheological-tuned liquid
column damper (MR-TLCD) under random wind excitation is performed by using the proposed method.
The non-linear model of the structural system with semi-active MR-TLCD is formulated in structural mode
space and uncoupled between structural and MR fluid accelerations. The quasi-linear equations for system
states are derived from the model and the dynamical programming equation for the system is obtained. In
the case that the random wind excitation with the Davenport power spectrum cannot be modelled as a
linear filtering white noise, the dynamical programming equation is solved as an optimal regulation
problem to obtain the semi-active optimal control force, on which the clipping treatment may be performed
to ensure the control force implementable actually. Eventually, the response statistics of the semi-actively
controlled structure under random wind excitation are evaluated by using the statistical linearization
method, and are compared with those of the passively controlled structure to determine the control efficacy.
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Numerical results illustrate the high control effectiveness of the proposed semi-active optimal control
method for building structures with MR-TLCDs.
© 2003 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Semi-active control of structural vibration induced by severe dynamic loading such as strong
wind or earthquake ground motion has been an active research subject recently [1,2]. With
attractive features such as simplicity, reliability and small power requirement, various semi-active
control devices were designed, especially using smart materials, for example, electrorheological
(ER) and magnetorheological (MR) dampers. Intensively theoretical and experimental researches
were made on the dynamic behavior and potential application of semi-active control devices [2].
The amplitude of semi-active control forces can be adjusted by external small power source and
then a number of control methods were presented [3—5]. The control effectiveness of structural
systems is highly dependent on the control method used for designing semi-active control law. In
general, the optimal control method based on the dynamical programming principle is more
reasonable and effective than the others. The optimal control of structural systems can be treated
as an optimal regulation problem or optimal track problem [6]. Dynamic loading such as wind or
earthquake acting on engineering structures is random in nature. In the case that the random
loading cannot be modelled as a filtering white noise, the structural optimal control should be
considered as an optimal regulation problem. With a classical explicit solution of control law to
the dynamical programming equation, the linear quadratic (LQ) control method [6] is frequently
used in structural control.

In dynamic analysis, engineering structures such as tall buildings are usually modelled as multi-
degree-of-freedom systems. Structural systems with multi-degree-of-freedom exhibit non-linearity
when subjected to strong dynamic loading. In particular, the controlled multi-degree-of-freedom
systems are non-linear due to semi-active control devices such as ER or MR dampers [2,3].
Although non-linear control methods, for example, the non-linear stochastic optimal control
method based on the stochastic dynamical programming principle and stochastic averaging
method [5,7-9] have been proposed, yet their application to non-linear systems with highly multi-
degree of freedom is challenging at present since applying the stochastic averaging method [10,11]
to the systems is difficult. An alternative method for non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom systems
is the statistical linearization method [12-14], by which a good result of random response
statistics can be obtained, especially for controlled non-linear systems with response reduction.
The linearized result can also converge on corresponding linear one as the non-linearity vanishes.
The active optimal control of a non-linear two-degree-of-freedom system under a filtering white
noise excitation has been studied based on the statistical linearization method and LQ control
method [15]. Therefore, the semi-active optimal control of non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom
systems based on the statistical linearization method and dynamical programming principle is a
significant research subject.

On the other hand, in structural engineering field, installing supplemental control devices in
high-rise building structures is a practical and effective approach to mitigating structural wind or
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seismic response. The passive control of tall building structures with supplemental control devices
such as the tuned mass damper and tuned liquid damper has been researched extensively [16], and
the active and semi-active controls of tall building structures under random wind or seismic
excitation have been evolved [17-19]. Several semi-active control devices [20,21], especially the
magnetorheological-tuned liquid column damper (MR-TLCD) [22] have been designed recently
and studied on their dynamic behavior. MR fluids as smart materials possess better essential
characteristics such as reversible change between liquid and semi-solid with controllable
yield strength in milliseconds when exposed to a magnetic field. TLCDs are a type of U-shape
liquid dampers with favorable characteristics such as structural simplicity, convenience
of installation and low costs. With the benefits of smart MR fluids and TLCDs, the semi-active
MR-TLCD incorporates MR fluids as TLCD-contained liquid to be controlled by applied
magnetic field, and has been used as a passive control device for reducing wind response of
tall building structures [22]. Consequently, applying the semi-active optimal control method for
non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom systems to building structures with MR-TLCDs under
random wind excitation is more interesting and would be more effective for wind response
mitigation.

The present study is focused firstly on the semi-active optimal control method for a non-linear
multi-degree-of-freedom system under random excitation. The control force of a semi-active
control device is separated into passive part combined with the uncontrolled system and semi-
active part to be determined by an optimal control strategy. The quasi-linear equations of
motion for generalized displacements and momenta of the system with passive control force
components are derived by using the statistical linearization method. The dynamical
programming equation for the linearized system is established based on the stochastic dynamical
programming principle. In the case that the random excitation cannot be modelled as a filtering
white noise, the optimal control of the system is treated as an optimal regulation problem and the
semi-active optimal control law is determined by LQ control. Then the developed control method
is applied to a tall building structure for wind response reduction. A multi-degree-of-freedom
model of the building structure with an arbitrary number of stories and with a semi-active
MR-TLCD at the top floor is formulated and converted into another one by using the modal
transformation technique. Since the random wind excitation with the Davenport power spectrum
cannot be modelled as a linear filtering white noise, the optimal control of the structure with
non-linecar MR-TLCD is considered as an optimal regulation problem. The semi-active optimal
control force is obtained based on the statistical linearization method and LQ control method,
on which the clipping treatment may be performed to ensure the control force implementable
actually. Finally, the random wind response of the semi-actively controlled building structure
is predicted by using the statistical linearization method and compared with that of the
passively controlled structure to evaluate the control efficacy which is illustrated by the numerical
results.

2. Linearization and optimal control of multi-degree-of-freedom systems

A non-linear structure with semi-active control devices under random loading can be modelled
as a controlled, randomly excited and dissipated Hamiltonian system of multi-degree of freedom,
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which is governed by n pairs of equations of motion as follows:

. OH'
i = - 1
=75 (1a)
. oH' oH'
Pl = — —_ /— - l'r r l ) 1
50, ~ igp, Dt T ek (1b)

Lj=012,...,n, r=12,...,0, k=1,2,...,m,

where H' = H'(Q;, P;) is the Hamiltonian generally representing total energy of the system; Q; and
P; are generalized displacement and momentum, respectively; cjj = c;-j(Ql-, P;) denotes damping
coefficient; fi is the amplitude of random excitation and &, (¢) is random process with zero mean
and power spectral density S (w); u, represents the control force produced by semi-active control
devices and b, is the control-device placement coefficient.

The random response of the Hamiltonian system in functional form depends on its integrability
and resonance which are determined by the structure of its Hamiltonian H’ [11,23]. For example,
in the case of integrable Hamiltonian system as many engineering structures are modelled
generally, there exist n independent integrals of motion, which are in involution and the energy
distribution among various degrees of freedom as well as the total system energy is adjustable.
The stationary probability density of the system is a functional of independent integrals of motion
and thus, the total energy and energy distribution can be controlled by control forces as well as
changed by dampings and excitations. The system vibration can be mitigated by the system
state control.

In general, the control force u, produced by semi-active control devices such as ER and MR
dampers can be separated into passive part u,, and semi-active part u, [4,5], that is

u(Qi, Pi) = uy(Qi, Pi) + urs(Q, Py), (2)

where u,, is the passive control force component of the control devices independent of external

voltage and u,, is the semi-active control force component of the control devices dependent on

external voltage, which can be adjusted by small power source according to an optimal control

strategy. By combining the passive control force component u,, with the uncontrolled system to
form a new Hamiltonian H, Eq. (1) is rewritten as

0=,

OP;

oH  oH
00; CU&E

(3a)

Pi = - birurs +fikék(t), (3b)

Lj=12,...,n, r=12,...,1, k=1,2,....m.

For non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom system (3) subjected to random excitation, it is difficult
to directly use the dynamical programming principle for determining an optimal control law. The
statistical linearization method [12—-14] can be first applied to system (3) to yield quasi-linear
random processes which can converge on corresponding linear ones with non-linearity vanishing,
especially for the controlled system with response reduction. The linearized equations for
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generalized displacements and momenta as state process vector are represented by
Z=AZ+F0)+U, (4)

where the generalized state vector Z, random excitation vector F, semi-active control force vector
U and coefficient matrix A are, respectively,

7 — [Qi]nxl , F = On><l ’ U= On><l ’ (521)
[Pi]nxl [fikék(l)]nxl _[birurs]nxl

2 2
00:0P;) . oP |,

A= 5b
*H 0 oH O*H 0 oH (50)

—E| =5+~ i ~E130.0P. " 9P\ 3P,
Lﬁ*ﬁ@G@%ﬂmn E@WﬁbﬂGwﬂﬂmn

in which E[-] denotes the expectation operator. Matrix A can be expressed generally as a function
of response statistics of the system so that Eq. (4) is quasi-linear. Such equation is convenient to
apply the dynamical programming principle for designing an optimal control law.

The optimal control of random process (4) can be performed based on the stochastic dynamical
programming principle. The optimal control law depends on the objective of system control,
which is expressed in terms of performance index. For Z control, the performance index in finite
time interval is

tr
s=£| [ Leoae s vz, ©)
0
where #r is the terminal time; L(Z,u,) represents a continuous differential convex function;
ug = [ur, Us, ..., Uy] T and Y(tr) represents a terminal cost. In infinite time-interval ergodic
control, the performance index (6) becomes
) 1 [7
J= lim — / L(Z(7),uy(7)) dr. (7)
i~ Iy Jo

Obviously, the performance index J depends on the used function L of Z and u,. For a convex
function L as used in the conventional linear-quadratic-Gaussian control, the random process Z
in entire dynamic process decreases in correspondence with function L and performance index J.
Thus the random response can be reduced by minimizing the performance index. In the case of
Gaussian white noise excitation F(¢) with intensity 2D, applying the stochastic dynamical
programming principle [6] yields a dynamical programming equation, for example, to the
controlled process (4) with performance index (6) as follows:

- | 1% oV
S =- n}l}n{L(Z, u) + (AZ + U) AR [D @] } v

or to the controlled process (4) with performance index (7) as
V a4

A= n}in{L(Z, u) + (AZ + U)T Z—Z + tr [D ﬁ] } )
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where tr[-] denotes the trace operator of square matrix; V = V(Z,1) is called value function
and A is a constant. If the random excitation F(¢) is modelled as linear-filtering white noises,
then Eq. (4) can be rewritten in the augmented form by incorporating the filtering system into
the linearized system so that the stochastic dynamical programming principle can be applied
similarly.

The optimal control law can be determined by minimizing the right-hand side of Eq. (8) or (9).
Its governing equation is

d v
—|L(Z,u,) — B}, =

— | =0, 10

6113 N aPN ( )

where the generalized momentum vector Py = {Py, P,, ...,Pn}T and control-device placement
matrix By = [b;],,;- In general, let function L be quadratic in control force vector uy, that is

L(Z,u,) = g(Z) + u} Ru, (11)

where ¢(Z)>0 and R is a positive-definite symmetric matrix. Then the optimal control force is
obtained as follows:

lls - %RilBN ﬁ’

(12)
which depends on value function V. By substituting the expression of u; obtained from Eq. (10) or
(12) into Egs. (8) and (9), the dynamical programming equations become other ones for the value
function. If there exists a value function solution quadratic in generalized momenta or velocities,
then Eq. (12) implies that the optimal control force uy is a quasi-linear damping force due to the
coefficients related to the system response statistics.

In the case that the random excitation cannot be modelled as a filtering white noise, the optimal
control of system (4) with performance index (6) or (7) is treated as an optimal regulation
problem. The optimal control force can be similarly determined by Eq. (10) or obtained as
Eq. (12), but the dynamical programming equation for value function is

TV _
0L
Based on the LQ control method [6] possessing better characteristics such as simplicity,

effectiveness and classical explicit solution of control law, the quasi-linear optimal control can be
determined with the following functions:

L=27'SZ +u'Ru, V=17"PZ, (14)

L(Z,u,) + (AZ + U) 0. (13)

where S is a positive semi-definite symmetric constant matrix and P is a symmetric matrix. The
matrix P can be obtained by solving the following equation in the Riccati form:

S+A'™P+PA-PBR'B'P=0, B=[0., B}]". (15)

In fact, the control force produced by semi-active control devices such as ER and MR dampers
[3-5] does not meet Eq. (12) always and thus the required control force (12) needs to be adapted

for semi-active control device implementation. The implemented semi-active optimal control force

u* can be determined by minimizing the difference between implemented control force and

rs
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required control force, that is

%k m %k m : *
Uy, = s + Al sgn(uy, — uyg), Ay, = Min [y — trl, (16)

rs

r=12..,1,

where sgn(-) is the sign operator and sgn(0) = 0. For semi-active ER and MR dampers, the
commanded control force (16) is just the clipped optimal control force [3-5] as

* Fr* Sgn(bii‘Qi)a E* 20, (17&)
rs 0, Fr* <0,
F¥ = [R™'BPZ], sgn(hir 0y). (17b)

According to the variational principle, the commanded semi-active control force (16) satisfies the
dynamical programming equation with the constraint of semi-active control devices and therefore
is a semi-active optimal control force implementable actually. The response statistics of the
randomly excited controlled system can be first evaluated by using the linearized equation (4).
Then the coefficient matrix A is calculated as a function of the response statistics and the
coefficient matrix P of value function is solved by Eq. (15) so that the required control force (12)
with (14) can be determined. At last, the semi-active optimal control force u* is obtained from
Eq. (16) by iteration.

3. Tall building structures with MR-TLCDs under random wind excitation

To illustrate the application and effectiveness of the proposed semi-active optimal control
method for multi-degree-of-freedom systems, consider a high-rise building structure with n-storey
and a semi-active MR-TLCD (Fig. 1) installed at the top floor. It is assumed that the building
structure is subjected to a lateral horizontal wind excitation and the structural response is
primarily in the along-wind horizontal direction. In the case of linear elastic shear-type structure,

———————e
|

*: ] Lﬂ - ‘ P
: - ‘

Fig. 1. Semi-active MR-TLCD.
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the equations of motion of the structural system are expressed as [22]
MX + CX + KX = Fy(t) + E\fp, (18a)

mpy + u(y) + kpy = —impE| X, (18b)
where X denotes the n-dimensional horizontal displacement vector of the structure; M, C and K
are the n x n-dimensional symmetric positive-definite mass, damping and stiffness matrices,
respectively; Fyy(?) is the n-dimensional wind excitation vector; y denotes the relative displacement
of liquid to U-shape container of the MR-TLCD; mp = pAplL is the liquid mass and, p, Ap, L are,
respectively, the liquid mass density, cross-sectional area and total length; kp = 2pgAp is the
equivalent stiffness and g is the gravity acceleration; 1 = Bp/L (< 1) is the ratio of horizontal and
total liquid lengths and B is the horizontal liquid length; E; = {1,0, ...,0}" is an n-dimensional
identity vector and fp is the interaction force between the MR-TLCD and top floor of the
structure, which is represented by

fo =510~ Pymop +uts) + kpy) (19)

For convenience, matrix and vector symbols are not in boldface here and hereafter. In
Eq. (18b), the damping force u(y) produced by the MR fluids can be separated into two parts as
follows:

u(y) = up() + us(y) (20)
with

mwzwmw%@w;mw=@6ﬁ”}@w, @1
where 6 is the overall head loss coefficient; ¢ is a constant; 7, denotes the yield stress of the MR
fluids controlled by applied external voltage; L, and % are, respectively, the length and depth of
the MR fluids; u, independent of 7, denotes the uncontrollable part by applied external voltage
and is a non-linear passive control damping force which can be incorporated into the uncontrolled
system; u, dependent on 7, denotes the controllable part by applied external voltage with small
power source and then is a semi-active control damping force which can be determined according
to an optimal control strategy. It is seen from Eq. (21) that the controllable damping force u; is
positive or negative always corresponding to the relative velocity p so that the damping force is in
the opposite direction of the relative motion.

The wind excitation Fy can be modelled as a random process vector with the Davenport power
spectrum [24]. According to this model, the cross power spectral density of wind forces is

h,‘h' * So(w
SWU((U) = pﬁC,z) VlzoAl’Aj (ﬁ) COh(hl',hj,Cl)) 02(7'C ),

(22)

i,j=12,...,n,

where Syy;i(w) denotes the cross spectrum of wind forces at the ith floor and jth floor; p,, is the air
mass density; Cp is the drag coefficient; V7 is the mean wind velocity at 10 m height; 4; and 4;
are the equivalent projection areas about the ith and jth floors, respectively; /4; and /; are heights
of the ith and jth floors; and « is a constant. coh(/;, ;, w) is the coherence function of wind forces,
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describing the spanwise correlation features of fluctuating wind forces; and Sy(w) is the power
spectral density of wind velocity. They are

coh(h;, hj, w) = exp{

2n V]()

By 17% 600w
SO(CO) 87tI{D VIO |w|(1 + 17(2))4/3’ Mo . VIO ’ (24)
where Cj, is a decay constant and K is the ground coarse coefficient. The random wind excitation
cannot be modelled as a filtering white noise.

The random wind response of the building structure can be expressed accurately using first
several structural modes [22]. For the structural response, the first m (<n) modes are aimed at
and taken to assemble into an n x m-dimensional mode matrix @ normalized with respect to the
mass matrix M. By using the modal transformation technique, the equations of motion of the
structural system (18) are converted into

V+EY+ QY = ' Fy(n)+ OTE fp, (25a)
. 1 . kD T 5
J+—u(p)+—y=—1E DY, (25b)
mp mp

where Y = {y1,y2, ..., ym}T denotes the m-dimensional modal displacement vector; the m x m-
dimensional diagonal matrices Q = ®TK® = [@w?] and £ = &' CP = [2{,w;] under the assumption
of damping matrix C diagonalizable by the mode matrix @, in which w; and {; are, respectively,
structural natural frequency and damping ratio of the ith mode. Combining Egs. (25a) and (25b)
yields the following augmented matrix equation for the structural system with MR-TLCD:

MY+ Ci Y+ K ¥+ Fip(Y) = Faw (1) + Fas, (26)

where the (m + 1)-dimensional generalized displacement vector Y, the (m+ 1) x (m+ 1)-
dimensional generalized mass matrix M4, damping matrix C, and stiffness matrix K,, the
(m 4+ 1)-dimensional generalized external force vector F4yy, passive control force vector F, and
semi-active control force vector F 4 are, respectively,

_ Y I, —(—=2mpd E, /i
7= . My=| (1= mp @ Ey/ , (27a)
y JEf® 1
c._ E 0, K. Q —kp®'E /) 27b)
T m Om ’ T 0 kD/mD ’
O Fy '
Faw = 0 , Fap = Bouy(p), (27¢)
, —®TE, /)
F4s = —Byuy(y), B, = (27d)
1/mD
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and I, is the m x m-dimensional identity matrix. The passive control force component u, of the
MR-TLCD is incorporated into the uncontrolled system. The generalized mass matrix M 4 is non-
singular since the determinant |[My4| =1+ (1 — }vz)mDZ;”:l %1 > 0, in which ¢;; is the first element
of the ith mode vector in matrix ®. Pre-multiplying Eq. (26) by the inverse matrix M ;! and
rewriting it in the form of state equation yield

Z=AZ+FyZ)+Ft)+ U, (28)
where the (2m 4+ 2)-dimensional generalized state vector Z, the (2m + 2) x (2m + 2)-dimensional

coefficient matrix Ay, the (2m + 2)-dimensional non-linear force vector Fy, external force vector
F and control force vector U are

Y O I
z=4 % 4= i o, (29a)
Ont1)x1 On+1yx1
Fy = (), F= , (29b)
{ —~M,'B, } ? { M 'Fqw
g=d Qo 4o (29¢)
~M;'B, |

By applying the statistical linearization method [12—14] to non-linear state equation (28), the
linearized equation is obtained as follows:

Z=AZ+ F(t)+ U, (30)
where the coefficient matrix 4 = 4; + Ay and
O m X(2m 0 m X 2E s
Ao — | Demrixamin (jll) 1 . Cog = pSAp D/], (31a)
Ognsyx@me1y —My Bycey T
U= —Bu(y), B= O(m+1)><1 i (31b)
M{'B,

in which ¢, is an equivalent damping coefficient of the passive control force component u, of the
MR-TLCD. The semi-active control damping force component u, of the MR-TLCD is expressed
in the form of separation such that it is convenient to applying an optimal control strategy.

4. Semi-active optimal control law and response prediction

The response control of the structural system (18a) with the semi-active MR-TLCD (18b) under
random wind excitation (22) can be achieved by the response control of the linearized system (30).
Since the random wind excitation cannot be modelled as a filtering white noise, the optimal
control of system (30) is treated as an optimal regulation problem. It is assumed that the system
states such as displacements and velocities can be determined exactly by measurement. Then the
optimal control problem is independent of the state observation problem and the optimal control
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law can be determined directly based on the dynamical programming principle [6]. For the system
response control, performance indexes can be expressed as Eqgs. (6) and (7). The performance
index in infinite time interval is of the form

T—

A
J = lim 7 /0 L(Z(1), uy(7)) dt. (32)

Based on the dynamical programming principle [6], the dynamical programming equation for
system (30) with performance index (32) as an optimal regulation problem is established as
follows:

oV
in{ L+(4Z+ U)" — ¢ =0.
IILlyl’l{ +(A4Z + U) 82} 0 (33)

With the similarity to Egs. (10)—(15), the quasi-linear optimal control law can be determined by
minimizing the left side of Eq. (33) and using Eq. (31b). For function L and value function V (14)
quadratic in control force and system state, the optimal control force is

u; = R"'B"PZ, (34)

where R is a positive constant and the coefficient matrix P can be obtained by solving algebraic
matrix equation (15). Since matrix P is related to the system response statistics due to matrix 4
(31a), the control force u; (34) is quasi-linear. Note that the control force required by (34) is a
function of the state vector Z (29a) and the damping force produced by the MR-TLCD (21) is just
a function of the state variable y (27a), so that they are not in agreement always. When the
required control force is positive (or negative) while the producible damping force is negative
(or positive), the clipping treatment to the required control force needs to be performed. The
clipped optimal control force is

F*sgn(y), F*=0,
ut = {0 R (35a)
F* = RT'BTPZ sgn(y), (35b)

which satisfies the dynamical programming equation (33) with the damping force constraint (21)
according to the variational principle. The optimal control force (35) is implementable by the
semi-active MR-TLCD in terms of Eq. (21) and then is the semi-active optimal control force. By

denoting matrices
N
S = ; . op=

where S;, P; and A4; are the (m + 1) x (m + 1)-dimensional sub-matrices, and by letting S| = 0,
Eqgs. (35b) and (15) are further expressed as

F* = R7'BI O} ¥'sgn(p), (37)

P P
Pl P

Ay Ay
Az Ay

; (36)

b

S;— Ch0; — 0:C4— R'03B,B,05 =0, (38)
where Q3 = P3M21, CA =Cy+ C;l and C;l = [0(m+1)><m,BpCeq]-
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To evaluate the control efficacy of the proposed non-linear stochastic optimal control method,
the random response of the semi-actively controlled structure under wind excitation is then
predicted and compared with that of the passively controlled structure in terms of performance
criteria. By substituting the optimal control force (35) into Eq. (26) and applying the statistical
linearization method to it, the following matrix equation for the semi-actively controlled
structural system with MR-TLCD is obtained:

MyY+ CyY + KV = Fap(0), (39)
where Cy = C4 + C”, C =B, CSTeq and the equivalent coefficient vector
1 0 - .
Cyeq = ﬁ{ O3B, + E [g—/'B; 01 Y] Sgn(y)} } (40)
The cross-power spectrum matrix of random responses of system (39) is represented by
Syp(w) = H(w)Sp(w)H ' (<jo), (41)

where the frequency-response function matrix H(jw) and the power spectrum matrix of random
excitation Sg(w) are

H(jo) = (K4 — o*M4 +joC)7!, j=vV-1, (42a)
ors D 0,
SF(@:! e 0‘], (42b)
1xm

in which Sy (w) is the wind power spectrum matrix with elements given by Eq. (22). The mean
square response of system (30) can be evaluated by using the cross-power spectrum (41) as
follows:

+ o0

+ o0 .

E[Y]]= / Sy y7(w)do, E[Y]= / @’ Sy 7.(w) do. (43)
— 00 — 0

Then the mean square displacement, acceleration and optimal control force of the semi-actively

controlled structure (18a) are represented based on the modal transformation technique by

+ oo

0 0

E[u] = CL E[YY"]Cyeq, (44b)

where Syy(w) = ®Syy(w)®' is the cross-power spectrum matrix of the structural displacements
and Syy(w) is the cross-power spectrum matrix of the modal displacements, which is a sub-matrix
of the power spectrum matrix Syy(®).

The mean square response of the passively controlled structure corresponding to (18a) under
random wind excitation can be obtained in the same way by eliminating the semi-active
optimal control force. At last, the following performance criteria [7-9] are used for evaluating the
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control efficacy:
RMS(response,) — RMS(responsey)

Krev onse — IOO(V, 45
P RMS(response,) . ’ (452)
E[u*?]
w = —>—=x 100%, 45b
= 100 (4s)

where RMS(-) denotes the root-mean-square operator; and subscripts p and s denote the passive
and semi-active control, respectively. The ratio K.gpone measures the percentage response
reduction of the semi-actively and passively controlled structures or the control effectiveness. The
ratio K, measures the percentage value of the semi-active optimal control force relative to the
total structural weight. The higher K,.gons and smaller K, indicate the control method with more
response reduction capabilities.

5. Numerical results

A numerical study is conducted on the semi-active optimal control of a 51-storey building
structure [22] subjected to wind loading and with an MR-TLCD at the top floor. The height of the
building structure is 161.65 m, the total structural mass is 2.774 x 10’ kg and the modal damping
ratio is 0.03. The first five natural frequencies are 0.216, 0.940, 2.278, 3.941 and 5.932 Hz obtained
from the three-dimensional finite element model of the structure. The parameter values are p, =
1.28 kg/m?, Cp = 1.2, Vip =453 m/s, A; = 1 (that is, the following numerical results for unit
equivalent projection area of the wind loading), « = 0.19, C, = 10, Kp = 0.02 for the wind
loading; and mp = 2.774 x 10° kg, wp = \/kp/mp = 1.2195 rad/s, 2 = 0.8, = 30 for the MR-
TLCD. The wind power spectral density (22) for different floor height is given in Fig. 2. The
weighting coefficients of control force and system state are R = 10%/tr’[M] and S; =
diag{0.7,0.8,1.2,1.5,1.5,0.3}. Some numerical results are displayed in Figs. 3-5.

Figs. 3 and 4 show, respectively, the displacement and acceleration responses of the semi-
actively controlled structure by using the proposed method and the passively controlled structure

6
10 Top floor
5
3 1050
a
o)
£ 10* Bottom floor
103 Mid floor
102 L L L L
107 10" 10’ 10" 10°

Frequency w

Fig. 2. Wind power spectral density (PSD) for different floor height.
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for various floor heights. It is seen that the random response reduction increases with the floor
height. Fig. 5 illustrates the percentage relative reductions of structural displacements (Ky),
interstory drifts (Kay) and accelerations (Ky) with the percentage relative optimal control force
(Ky,) equal to 0.0088%. About 46% displacement reduction and 72% acceleration reduction at
the top floor are achieved. The percentage acceleration reduction at higher floor is more than at
lower floor while the percentage displacement reduction varies slightly.

6. Conclusions

A semi-active optimal control method for non-linear multi-degree-of-freedom systems has
been developed based on the dynamical programming principle, statistical linearization method
and variational principle, and has been applied to a tall building structure with MR-TLCD
for random wind response reduction. The developed control method has the following
advantages: (a) it is applicable to non-linear and multi-degree-of-freedom systems under random
excitation and with non-linear semi-active control devices; (b) it is simple, effective and has a
classical explicit solution of control law to the dynamical programming equation; (c) it is
uniform and available as the non-linear controlled system tends to corresponding linear one;
(d) it combines the benefits of active and passive control methods, as illustrated by the random
wind response control of the building structure with semi-active MR-TLCD. The semi-active
optimal control force for MR-TLCDs is obtained in the form of a quasi-linear dissipative
damping force, which does not have the potential to destabilize the structure. Numerical
results for the structural system with an MR-TLCD at the top show that more random
response reduction can be achieved by using the developed control method. In consequence, the
developed semi-active optimal control method is potentially promising for structural control
applications.
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