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The damage identification method based on BMO algorithm
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Abstract: Adaptive bird mating optimization (BMO) algorithm based on damage identification technolo-
gy is a kind of new swarm intelligence optimization method, which uses mating patterns of birds’society,
to get an optimal offspring in model, used to simulate the structure damage identification in the stiffness of
the solution obtained after optimal iteration. The simply supported beam and truss example is chosen as
samples using the Matlab software to simulate the design and data of the program. Compared with the tra-

ditional genetic algorithm, the finite element model of these two structures is analyzed to verify the effec-

tiveness of the method.
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