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Preface

Thisreport presents results from an investigation of the structural behaviour of a90 m high
steel chimney equipped with a mechanical damper at thetop. Dueto amistakein installing
the chimney the damper was not active in the first period of service life, causing large
oscillations of the structure and fatigue cracks to occur within afew months of service.
Because of this an extensive investigation was started to rectify the action of the damper,
repair the steel structure and to monitor the behaviour of the structure adopting afail-safe
principle. Datafrom four years of continuous measurements are presented in the report.

VEAB of Véaxjo, Sweden isowner of the chimney, being part of adelivery of an electrostatic
precipitator of the Sandvik 11 biomass power plant at Véxjo. ABB Fl&kt Industri AB of V&xj6
was contractor for the electrostatic precipitator including the chimney (activities of the
company later subdivided between Alstom Power Sweden AB and ABB). The chimney was
fabricated and erected by the subcontractor VL Staal A/S of Esbjerg, Denmark.

The authors are indebted to all partiesinvolved for making it possible to present the resultsin
thisform. Special thanks are due to Mr Ulf Johnson of VEAB, Mr Lars Palmqvist of ABB
Automation Systems AB, Mr Stig Magnell of Dryco AB, Messrs Rolf Snygg and Thomas
Vaaréla of Alstom Power Sweden AB, and Mr Stig Pedersen of VL Staal A/S.

Theinvestigation presented in this report was initiated by VEAB, for which the second author
acted as a consultant. The compilation of data and preparation of most parts of this report

were made by the first author. The second author has acted mainly as advisor for the
investigation.

Véxjo and Solnain March 2002

Pér Tranvik Goran Alpsten
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Abstract

The structural behaviour of the 90 m height VEAB steel chimney in southern Sweden has
been investigated. After only nine months of service agreat number of fatigue cracks were
observed. The very slender chimney is equipped with a mechanical friction type damper to
increase damping and reduce displacements from vortex shedding. Initially the friction
damper did not operate properly and the chimney developed oscillations with large top
deflectionsin the very first period of service.

An extensive program was initiated to study and repair the fatigue cracks, restore the
mechanical damper, monitor the chimney behaviour and verify the chimney behaviour by
theoretical models.

This report summarizes results collected from about four years of continuous measurements
and regular observations of the chimney. The data obtained has some general relevance with
respect to wind data, behaviour of a slender structure under wind loading, and the effect of a
mechanical damper. Also included in the report are results from some theoretical studies
related to the investigation of the chimney.

A full scale damping test was performed. An improvement of a simplified theoretical
calculation model for the behaviour of tuned mass dampers was performed.

The report present a number of diagrams for wind pressure and top deflection range,
accumul ated wind pressure, accumul ated top deflection range, elastic energy, wind
turbulence, load spectra and frequency of wind velocity.

A comparison with some other chimneys reported in the literature shows that the VEAB
chimney is unique in height and slenderness.

The economic incitements have to be great for using mechanical pendulum tuned dampers.
This may not always be the case if inspection and maintenance costs are included in the cost
estimate.

Thereis aneed for revising the calculation model for vortex shedding of very slender
chimneys, that isfor chimneys with slenderness ratio (height through diameter) above
approximately 30.

Key Words

Full scale measurements
Cross wind oscillations
Vortex shedding
Chimney

Mechanical damper
Dynamic wind loading
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1. | ntroduction

1.1 Scope of investigation

This report presents results from an investigation of the structural behaviour of a90 m high
steel chimney erected at Véxjo in southern Sweden in 1995. The chimney is equipped with a
mechanical friction-type damper at the top.

Due to a mistake during erection and installation of the chimney the transport fixings of the
damper were not released properly and the chimney developed extensive oscillationsin the
very first period of service. This caused agreat number of fatigue cracks to occur within a

few months of service.

After the functioning of the damper had been restored and the fatigue cracks repaired an
extensive program was initiated in 1996 to monitor the structural behaviour of the chimney
under wind loading. Thisincluded continuous measurement of stresses in the structure in
order to record the stress history and thus monitor the risk for fatigue of the repaired structure.
Visual inspection and magnetic particle evaluation have been performed at regular intervals,
determined from afail-safe principle.

This report summarises results collected from about four years of continuous measurements
and regular observations of the chimney. The data obtained has some general relevance with
respect to wind data, behaviour of a slender structure under wind loading, and the effect of a
mechanical damper. Also included in the report are results from some theoretical studies
related to the investigation of the chimney.

In addition to presenting results of general interest and discussions in the main part of the
report, origina data and further compilations of detailed results are given in Appendices to the
report, in order to make possible further evaluation of the data for other investigators.

The observations and recordings from the VEAB chimney are unique because of the
following items:

- It isahigh and slender steel chimney equipped with a tuned pendulum damper.

- The natural frequencies are low and therefore also the critical resonance wind
velocity for vortex-induced oscillationsis low.

- Large top amplitude deflections have been observed with the damper mistakenly
inactive.

- Vortex shedding oscillations were observed at both first and at rare occasions
also at second mode of natural frequency.

- Field recordings have been made continuously during four years of service.
Wind and temperature data and the response of the chimney to wind loading
were recorded.
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- A full-scale damping test was performed.
- A detailed examination of cracks was performed.
- Comparisons between theory and observations were made for natural

frequencies, damping, dynamic behaviour, wind data, fatigue, cracks and finally
there are a discussion about the use of tuned dampers.

1.2 Action of slender structuresunder wind loading

1.21 General

For slender structures subjected to wind loading there are three main actions to consider, gust
wind, vortex shedding and ring oscillation ovalling.

Gust winds displace the chimney in the same direction as the wind load. For arigid structure
gust wind is independent of the dynamic properties of the structure but dependent for a
flexible structure.

Vortex shedding occurs when the natural frequency of a structure corresponds with vortices
shed from opposite sides of the structure resulting in cross gas flow oscillations. The vortex
shedding will be discussed more in detail in Section 1.2.2, 2.4.2, 3.4, 3.5, 3.7 and 6.

Ring oscillations (ovalling) are a pulsating oval oscillation of for instance acylindrical shell

structure.

122 Vortex shedding

V ortex-induced oscillations occur when vortices are shed alternately from opposite sides of a
structure. It givesrise to afluctuating load perpendicular to the wind direction as shown
schematically in Figure 1.2 a
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F Vorticies

v o - Q:>085\/C)_

I
Figure 1.2 a Vorticesformed behind a cylinder. v isthe wind velocity in the undisturbed

field. Distance between the vortices subject to wind loading L is approximately
4.3 times the diameter d.

When avortex isformed on one side of the structure, the wind velocity increases on the other
side[1]. Thisresultsin a pressure difference on the opposite sides and the structureis
subjected to a lateral force away from the side where the vortex is formed. Asthe vortices are
shed at the critical wind velocity aternately first from one side then the other, a harmonically
varying lateral load with the same frequency as the frequency of the vortex shedding is
formed.

Oscillations generated by vortex shedding may occur in slender structures such as cables,
chimneys and towers. The risk of vortex-induced oscillations increases for slender structures
and structuresin line with a small distance between them.

Usually the first mode is critical for vortex shedding in actual steel structures subjected to
wind loading, but in rare cases a so the second mode is of interest.

The Reynold number is a non-dimensional parameter describing the influence of internal
friction in fluid mechanics. The Reynold number is expressed as

REZ e e (L1)
where d = Diameter of chimney

v, = Undisturbed wind velocity

u = Kinematic viscosity of the air according to Section 3.8

In genera large Reynold numbers means turbulent flow. For chimneys with circular cross
section the flow is either in the supercritical or transcritical range for wind velocities of
practical interest.

Subcritical 300 < Res< 10°
Supercritical 10° < Res< 35x0°
Transcritical 3.5X0° <Re
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Aero elasticity causes aregular vortex shedding also in the supercritical range.

For a non-vibrating chimney the distance L between vortices rotating in the same direction is
proportional to the diameter of the chimney d. In slender structures, large oscillations may
occur if the frequency of vortex shedding coincides with the natural frequency for the
structure vibrating in a mode in the crosswind direction [1]. The proportionality factor for
vortex shedding is named Strouhal number.

The Strouhal number is expressed as

where f = Natural frequency

0

The Strouhal number describes the dependence of the cross section, the surface roughness and
the wind turbulence [1]. It depends on the Reynold number for a stationary smooth cylinder
and for an aeroelastic chimney. The Strouhal number depends on the motion of the structure
(aero eadticity).

Characteristic properties for crosswind are:

- Net gust load caused by lateral wind fluctuations.

- Loads caused by vortex shedding. The load occurs whether or not the structureis
moving, but may be strongly dependent on the size of the motion [1], [6], [25]. The
motion could start to rule the vortex shedding. This part of the load is called net vortex
shedding load [1].

- Motion-induced forces. Most important is the negative aerodynamic damping generated
by vortex shedding.

Vortex shedding structural oscillations are more probable if:

- Smooth laminar air flow which for instance occurs in the stable atmosphere during cold
winter days.

- Increased small-scale turbulence, for instance that occurring in the wake of a slender,
nearby structure of similar size.

Bearing in mind the risk of violent vortex-induced oscillations, aerodynamic damping is of
primary concern.
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The Scruton number is a non-dimensional parameter defined as

- 2>d5 >¢ne

Sc
r xd?

where d, = Thelogarithmic decrement of the structural damping

m, = Equivalent mass per unit of length according to the

mode considered
r = Density of air

A comparison of the predicted amplitudes for steel chimneys with full-scale measurementsis
shownin[2]. Similar diagrams are found in [1].

1.3 Symbolsand units

Symbols are explained in the text where they first occur. Unless otherwise noted basic S
units has been used through out this report.
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2. Description of the VEAB chimney

2.1 VEAB Sandvik Il plant

The VEAB Sandvik 11 cogeneration block is situated outside the
town of Vé&xjo in southern Sweden at a height of 164 m above sea
level. Large forested areas and some lakes dominate the
surroundings. The plant can be fired with most kinds of biomass,
everything from wood chipsto bark and peat. The boiler has an
output of 104 MW, of which 66 MW is heat. The generator has an
output of 38 MW of electricity.

The boiler is of circulating fluidised bed type, a so-called CFB-
boiler. The particle collection equipment consists of an electrostatic
precipitator for the separation of dust from the flue gases, an
induced fan, aflue gas condenser to utilize the energy content in
the flue gas, a dust transportation and storage system and a steel
chimney, seeFigure2.1 a.

This chimney, being the subject of thisreport, isreferred to asthe
VEAB chimney. A layout of the VEAB Sandvik |1 plant is shown
in Figure 2.1 b. A photo of the VEAB chimney from the South
showing neighbouring buildingsis shown in Figure 2.1 c. More
data about the VEAB Sandvik |1 plant may befound in

Appendix A.

The distance between the VEAB chimney and the old concrete
chimney is about 110 m or approximate 50 times the VEAB
chimney diameter. The distanceis much larger than 15 times the
diameter were interaction between two equal chimneys may
become insignificant [3], [9]. Furthermore, the properties of the old
concrete chimney and the new steel chimney are drastically
different. Thusinteraction between the two chimneys should be
insignificant.

Figure 2.1 a The VEAB chimney top half photographed from the
boiler outer roof.
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Figure2.1b Layout of the VEAB Sandvik plant.

Figure2.1 ¢ The VEAB chimney from south showing neighbouring buildings.
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= 2.2 Data for structure of the VEAB

T chimney
~
——1 2.2.1 General data
The VEAB chimney has the following overall data:
Height 90 m
Diameter of structural shell 23 m
N Diameter of inner pipe 20 m
Thickness of inner pipe 3 mm
Outer diameter of top portion 2.8 m
oh with damper
\ The thickness of the structural shell varies from base to top
IR asshowninTable2.2 a
Ns)
N Table 2.2 a Thickness of structural shell of the VEAB
o chimney.
o)}
— Height Thickness
(m) (mm)
0 0
N 18
5
16
—_ 1 12.5
‘ 14
20
o 12
30
10
- —+ 42.6
8
& 55.2
™~ 6
o 0
[ -
&
N~
NN Weights
[
o Structural shell 50 080 kg
— ‘ Inner pipe 13592 kg
Insulation 4954 kg
Figure 2.2 a Overall Damper pendulum 1246 kg
dimensions of the VEAB Miscellaneous 9 628 kg
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Material
Structural parts Cor-ten, R, =355 MPa, E =210 000 MPa
Inner pipe Steel SS2350
Foundation bolts Steel S355J2G3 according to EN10025, R, = 345 MPa

Bolts at flanged splices 8.8, R, =800 MPa

Corrosion protection
Sand blasting to Sa 2.5

2x 60 pum akyd primer
2X 60 pum top coat

For transport and erection purposes flanged splices are arranged at levels 30 m, 55.2 m and
82.2m.

2 x 40 mm of thermal insulation of mineral wool are arranged between inner pipe and outer
shell.

Just below the top of the chimney a mechanical pendulum damper is arranged to decrease top
deflection caused by vortex shedding. The damper is described more in detail in Section 2.3.

Above the damper, at 88 m level, aplatform is arranged.

From height 2.5 m level up to the platform at height 88 m level an outside ladder is arranged.
The distance between ladder and chimney shell (equal to connection gusset plates width) is
200 mm (see aso Figure 2.2 m).

Three warning lights for aircrafts are connected to the outside plate shell of the damper unit.
Some buildings as boiler house and electrostatic precipitator are located close to the chimney.

Figure 2.1 b shows alayout of the VEAB plant and Figure 2.2 b alayout of the immediate
surroundings of the VEAB chimney.

Building
(h=25 m)
N

Figure2.2 b The VEAB chimney, neighbouring buildings and the location of the recording
computer.

10
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The slenderness ratio for achimney may be defined as

where h = height of the chimney
d = diameter of the chimney

For the VEAB chimney | = % =39 which is greater than 30, the approximate limit value
according to [3] for appl icabillity of the code model for calculating vortex shedding forces.

222 Structural details

The base details consist of abottom ring, 40 gusset plates at outside and 40 at inside. A total
of 80 foundation bolts M56 connect the VEAB chimney to the concrete foundation structure.
See Figures 2.2 c and 2.2 d. Initially the design had no ring placed at the top of the gusset
plates.

Figure 2.2 ¢ Base plate with 2 x 40 foundation gusset plates and 2 x 40 bolt holes.

11
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40 bolts MS6 S
-~

$355J2G63
Figure2.2d Origina base details with 40 gusset plates symmetrically at inside and outside

of the shell plate. 2x40 bolts M56 S355J2G3 (Details of the later modified
foundation ring are shown in Figure 2.1 g.

Flanged splices at 30 m and 55.2 m levels are shown in Figures 2.2 eand 2.2 f. Initially the
flanged splice design at 30 m level had no ring placed at the top of the gusset plates.

12
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30

bolts 8.8

350

Figure 2.2 e Original flanged splice at h=30 m level. 40 gussets symmetrically on outside of
the shell plate were applied (details of the later modified splice are shown in
Figure 2.11).

| \[L
| a5

52 Me4 —
bolts 8.8

Figure2.2f Flanged splice at h=55.2 m level.

13
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Figure 2.2 g shows the modified base details with the reinforcement ring on top of flanges.

200

-
N

Figure2.2g Modified base details. Modification made in December 1998. The original base
isshownin Figure 2.1 d.

The modified base details and details of the inspection door are shown in Figure 2.2 h.

Figure2.2h The modified base details and details of the inspection door. The cables above
the inspection door are apart of the data collecting system.

14
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Figures 2.2 i and 2.2 j show the modified flanged erection splice at 30 m level with the
reinforcement ring on top respective bottom of flanges.

330

20

Figure2.2i The modified flanged erection splice at h=30 m level. Modification madein
December 1998. The original flanged erection spliceis shown in Figure 2.1 e.

Figure2.2j The modified flanged erection splice at h=30 m level. Modification
made in December 1998.

15
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Details of the reinforcements at the connection for inlet duct are shown in Figure 2.2 k.

I

= 1
350 |1, 88
QU
N J

S S
1

/—\/ /—\/
I =10

w50

Figure2.2k Details of the reinforcements at the connection for inlet duct. Midpoint of hole
at 13.3 mlevel. Thickness of the vertical reinforcement platesis 40 mm.

. 680

Figure2.2| Detailsof theinspection door at 1 m level (midpoint). See also Figure 2.1 h.

16
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Details on ladder connections and inner pipe supports are shown in Figures2.2 mand 2.2 n
respectively.

a3N
N a3V
/ |
O
t=8 )
AN

Figure 2.2 m Details of the ladder connection gusset plates.

200

N

Figure2.2n Details of the support gusset plates for inner pipe at h=11 m level.

17
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2.2.3 Manufacturing characteristics

The manufacturing was intended to follow Swedish regulations for load carrying steel
structures[3], [4] and [17]. According to the manufacturers documentation:

Workmanshipclass  GB

Cutting class Sk2

Weld class WC according to [4], that is, modified class C according
to 1SO 5817

From inspection of the delivered structure, a number of deviations from the intended quality
were found. Most important, alarge number of welds at base and at flanged erection splice at
30 m level not did satisfy weld class WC. Weld class WC is the lowest weld quality
applicable for load carrying steel structures according to [4].

The manufacturing was made at the VL Staal a/s workshop in Esbjerg, Denmark. In the
quality control of the chimney athird party was involved.

18
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2.3 Mechanical damper

23.1 Common damping designs

Two principal solutionsto reduce oscillations caused by vortex shedding are described in the
literature, see for instance [1] and [6].

The first method isto apply helical strakes or any similar aerodynamic device for removing or
reducing the magnitude of oscillations induced by regular vortex shedding. The periodic
formation of vortices will be reduced or eliminated by the changed airflow. The design of the
helical strakesisimportant for an effective reduction of vortex-induced oscillations. A
disadvantage with the use of helical strakesis an increased projected area at chimney top and
increased drag coefficient, thus causing increased gust wind loads.

Another method for reducing or eliminating the risk of oscillations induced by vortex
shedding is to apply tuned mass dampers. There are two types of tuned mass dampers, passive
and active. An active mass damper requires an automatic engineering system to trigger the
mass damper to counteract any occurring oscillation.

The VEAB steel chimney uses a passive tuned mass damper and this type will be discussed
here. Several designs for atuned mass damper are suggested in [6], [7] and [8]. Figures 2.3 a
through 2.3 g presents schematically some solutions for passive damping devices. The VEAB
chimney uses the principle found in Figure 2.3 f.

Damper

Building

Figure2.3a Thechimney isdamped by connecting a damper to a neighbouring building.
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Wire

Damper

Chimmey

/

Figure2.3b The chimney isdamped by using prestressed wires with spring-damper
elements.

Wire

Chimney

Friction
broke

Weight

Figure2.3¢c The chimney isdamped by using wires with an end mass and afriction device.
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Damper
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Chimney
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Figure2.3d The chimney isdamped by using a pendulum ring connected to the chimney
shell plate by hydraulic dampers.
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Figure 2.3 e The chimney isdamped by using a pendulum mass with abottom rod in a
damping material.
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Chimney Weight

Friction

/| mMass
U

Figure2.3f  The chimney isdamped by using a pendulum mass with a bottom rod. A
friction massis guided by the rod. The damping is achieved by the friction
mass that slips on a bottom plate.

0 D iquio

Chimney

Figure2.3g Thechimney isdamped by using adynamic liquid damper.
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2.3.2 Tuned pendulum damper of the VEAB chimney

290 | |
‘ | |
| | | |
| ——Chain
| |
| |
| |
| |
| | | |
3 | | | |
9 | | Pendulum mass
| |
| |
| |
| | | |
| | | |
| | Friction mass
| |
| il | rz/
100

2000
2300

Figure 2.3 h The tuned pendulum damper of the VEAB chimney (schematic drawn but in
scale). Compare with Figure 2.3 f.

The tuned pendulum damper of the VEAB chimney consists of a pendulum mass ring hinged
in three chains, located in 120 degrees direction, connected to the damper house roof. Three
symmetrically distributed guiding rods connect the pendulum mass movement to the
movement of the three friction masses. The damping is achieved by friction between the
friction mass and the damper house floor. The manufacturer calculated the generalised mass
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to Mgen=12 460 kg. The pendulum mass was selected to 10 percent of the generalised mass to
M=1 246 kg [6].

The generalised massis defined as

where

Mass per length at height x
Deflection at height x

Top deflection

I ntegration segment
Chimney height

=<
IS
S
I e | I | I

0.1
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Displacement (mm)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Height (m)

Figure2.3i  Top deflection amplitude as afunction of level according to the finite element
calculationin Sections2.4.1 and 3.3.2.2

By astepwise integration of Equation 2.2 rewritten as finite differences and using the results
from the finite element calculation in Section 2.4.1 and 3.3.2.2 it isfound that

.2
/()9 23

:D“n(x)xéfg@x ....................................................................................

where
Dm(x) = Mass per length at height x for afinite element

y(X) Deflection at height x for afinite element
Dx Chimney height integration step
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The generalised mass may be achieved asM ,, =16 810 kg which differs from 12 460 kg
according to above.

The pendulum angleis limited by the damper house walls shown in Figure 2.3 j to an angle of

a» arctan(w) »12°
2>3550

250 o

3350

-—

100

Figure 2.3] Maximum possible pendulum angle a for the VEAB chimney damper (measured
from the layout drawing).

The horizontal force necessary to accelerate the friction masses into motion by an inclination
of the pendulum damper is

s
>
@
o
3
1

The friction coefficient which is 0.15 to 0.3 depending on the

surface properties of the steel.
Friction mass

3
I

In Section 3.3.2.7 the influence of the magnitude of the acceleration is studied theoretically.

Both ventilation and drainage holes are arranged in the damper house.
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2.4 Dynamic properties of the VEAB chimney

24.1 Natural frequencies

The three lowest modes of natural frequencies of the VEAB chimney were calculated with a
finite element program.

The following assumptions were made:

The chimney was modelled as afixed end cantilever.

The actual variation with height of the mass and the stiffness of the structure
was considered

An additional mass of 2 500 kg for the damper equipment was added in the

node
at the mass centre of the damper.

Distributed masses of 310 kg/m were added to all nodes. It includes inner pipe,
insulation, ladder, electrical cables and other non-structural elements.

The three lowest modes of natural frequencies are shownin Figure 2.4 a.
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Figure 2.4 a Thethreelowest modes of natural frequencies calculated for the VEAB
chimney.

These calculated natural frequencies might be compared with observed values for the actual
structure. The natural frequency was determined from observations of oscillationsin the first
mode using a theodolite. Average values was:

0.287 Hz 1996-05-03
0.283 Hz 1996-10-29

In Section 3.7.2, the first mode of natural frequenciesfor the four years of measurementsis
presented. Based upon an evaluation of the vast amount of recorded data the average value of
the first mode of natural frequency for the measurement period 1997 through 2000 was 0.288

with atotal variation of + 0.005 Hz.

Thus the observed natural frequency, based on two different ways of measurement and
observed over along period of time, corresponds well with the calculated value of 0.282 Hz.
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2.4.2 Vortex shedding

According to [3] the critical wind velocity at vortex shedding is calculated as

f>d
D o e e e —enteate Setestestesesess SEesseeseeseensensententeateereereeeeeenes 2.5
v =g (2.5)
where f = Natural frequency (0.282 Hz used in this section)
d = Diameter
S = Strouha number (Equation 1.2), 0.2 at ordinary vortex

shedding and lower if any lock-in phenomena occur

In Table 2.4 athe critical wind velocities for the three lowest natural frequencies are found.

Table2.4a Thecritical wind velocity for the three lowest modes for the VEAB chimney.
Strouhal number assumed to 0.2. Calculated values for natural frequencies have

been used.
Critical wind Critical wind Critical wind
velocity for first | velocity for velocity for
mode second mode | third mode
(H2) (H2) (H2)

At chimney shell 3.24m/s 16.6 m/s 44.4 m/s

d=23m

At damper unit 3.95m/s 20.2m/s 54.0 m/s

d=28m

In Section 3.2.3.2 the mean wind velocity at 90 m height was calculated to 34.2 m/s. Critical
wind velocity for both first and second mode s of interest for vortex shedding phenomena
because their magnitude is less than the mean wind velocity.

According to [3] the equivalent load during vortex shedding may be calculated as

where m, = Shape factor for cross wind oscillations

p, = Wind velocity pressure (Pa)
d = Diameter (m)
d,, = Logarithmic decrement, assumed to 0.07 for the VEAB

chimney with active dampers
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Further the wind velocity pressure p,, is calculated as

P T 05X M2 ittt (2.7)

cr

where r isassumed equal to 1.25 kg/m? [3].
m, isafunction of the Reynold number, which is defined in Equation 1.1

In Table 2.4 b equivalent load during vortex shedding are found for the VEAB chimney.

Table2.4b Equivaent loads during vortex shedding.

d (m) v, (m/s) |Re m, P, (Pa) | w,
(N/m)

Shell plate | 2.3 3.24 4.97x0° |02 6.56 135

At damper | 2.8 3.95 7.37x10° | 0.2 9.75 245

Some comments about this model and values of the temperature dependent variables will be
discussed later in Section 6.

It isimportant to note that the VEAB chimney do not satisfy the restrictionsin [3] for
applicability of the code model. The restrictions are:

h
7S B0 ettt et £k b4t 2.8
r (2.8)

Yinax S 0.06>d for the [0ad 1.3MW, ...cvoviieiiiiiiiii (2.9

where y . = Top deflection amplitude (m)

The maximum top deflection range during vortex shedding was calcul ated by the
manufacturer to 2>133.6 = 273 mm. The corresponding bending stress at the chimney base
was calculated to 11.6 MPa. For the VEAB chimney the slendernessh/d = 39 which means
that the restrictions for the applicability of the load model of the code [3] is exceeded.
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2.4.3 Elastic energy

To get an estimation of the energy added to the oscillating chimney the beam elastic energy is

calculated.

Figure2.4b A distributed load on afixed cantilever beam.

Modulus of elasticity
E =21X10* MPa

Height of the VEAB chimney

H=90 m

Bending moment in the beam loaded by a distributed load

M, (x) = qx(H - x)xHT'X)=—

The VEAB chimney outer diameter is

D=2.3m

Pate thickness varies according to Table 2.2 a.

Moment of inertiavaries as

|(x)=%x[o4- (D- 2x)*]
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The beam elastic energy is described as

_ &M, (x)? 6
mL_gﬁzggzang ..................................................................................................... (2.12)

For each part with a constant shell thickness the moment of inertiais constant. The integral is
therefore cal culated separately for each part with constant shell thickness. The total beam
elastic energy isthen calculated by superposition. The part integration will be

h, 2 h,

== M, (X)2xdx= —— qH - x)* xdlx
=, 9 »(X) BEN 9 )
qZ é 1 uhz
ot = ~ —XH - x)°;
PBxEX B 5 i,
__ -h)s-(H- h.)8
pan_40><Ex|pan[(Hhl)(th)] .................................................................... (2.13)

The numerical results are shownin Table 2.4 c.

Table2.4c Numerical integration of the beam elastic energy. It is assumed that g=we=135
N/m, the equivalent load during vortex shedding of the VEAB chimney
according to Section 2.4.2.

Part no 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Total
h; (m) 0.0 5.0 125 [20.0 |30.0 |426 |55.2

h, (m) 5.0 12.5 200 [30.0 |426 |55.2 [90.0

t (m) 0.018 |0.016 |0.014 |0.012 |0.010 |0.008 |0.006

| (m? 0.0840 | 0.0749 |0.0657|0.0564 | 0.0472|0.0378 | 0.0284

W (Nm) 379 475 36.8 34.7 247 10.8 45 197

This means that a distributed load of 135 N/m corresponds to a bending energy of 197 Nm for

ahalf oscillating cycle. The period of the oscillationsis T :% = 0 2188 » 35s.
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2.5 Time history of the VEAB chimney

The VEAB chimney was erected in late November to early December 1995. It was snowy
weather and the temperature was a couple of degrees below zero Celsius.

During the first winter period after erection several persons made observations of oscillations
with large top deflections of the chimney. The potential for fatigue problems were first
pointed out in areport by the second author. During the spring of 1996 cracks were found.
Therefore an extensive crack examination program was carried out during the late summer
and early autumn of 1996. A large number of cracks were found, examined and repaired.

One important explanation to the unacceptabl e top deflections was that the damper was mal-
functioning. It was repaired but questions still remained if there could be other explanations
for the large oscillations. Therefore an extensive data collecting system was installed intended
to continuously monitor and record the response of the structure to wind loads. The data
collecting system has been in continuous operation since mid December 1996 until 2001.

In December 1998 some additional cracks were found at |ocations not examined before. A
couple of design changes were made. As part of the action to ensure a safe design the original
foundation ring was modified. On top of the gussets an additional ring was added aimed to
reduce stress concentrations at the horizontal welds between shell and gusset plates. The
same action was taken at the connection ring at the flanged splice on the 30 m level.
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3. Obsarved and recorded behaviour of the VEAB
chimney

3.1 Observation of mal-functioning of the chimney

3.11 Observations of large oscillations

During the first nine months of the chimney in operation oscillations with large top
deflections were observed. Observations of some witnesses during the first winter period
December 1995 to April 1996 were later documented and are briefly related below.

The first working day after Christmas 1995 the temperature was about -20 °C with a sunny
clear sky. A supervisor discovered that the chimney top oscillated with an amplitude
approximately equal to the diameter and sounded like a chime of bells with afrequency of
about one second period. He estimated the magnitude of the top deflection from
measurements on the chimney shadow. His understanding was that the sound originated from
movements between the outer and inner pipe. At 10.30 to 12.30 h the top chimney shadow
moved about 4 m at the top of the power plant building. The chimney oscillated in west/east
direction. The smoke from the older concrete chimney was almost above the new one or a
little to the west. At 14.00 to 15.00 h the chimney again oscillated in a similarly manner. At
17.00t018.00 hiit oscillated again but not as much as before. The supervisor estimated that
the chimney oscillated from Christmas 1995 or April 1996 one or two days aweek with total
top deflection amplitude of 0.5 t01.0 m.

A building worker observed on the first working day after Christmas 1995 that the chimney
oscillated with atop amplitude equal to about the diameter. Later during the winter the same
building worker, working on the power plant roof, observed the chimney to oscillate with
amplitude of about 0.5 m at roof level.

Another building worker also made observations of the oscillations the same day as the
supervisor. The top deflection amplitude was not quantified. After that he saw the chimney
oscillate several times but not as much as on the first day.

Several design engineers and one structural engineer at a nearby engineering office of the
Fl&kt Industri AB located about 600 m NW of the chimney observed from their windows
during the first working day after Christmas 1995 that the chimney oscillated violently. The
structural engineer estimated the top amplitude to about half the diameter. The conditions for
estimating the magnitude of the oscillations were good because the new steel chimney is
almost in line with an older concrete chimney as viewed from the engineering office
windows.

Two other structural engineers at a separate engineering office of the Flékt Industri AB
located about 1 km NW of the chimney observed from their windows the chimney to oscillate
drastically during severa timesin January and February 1996. By levelling relative to awall
they estimated the top amplitude to be about half the diameter.
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3.1.2 Initial observations of cracks and causes

According to the manufacturer a documented quality control was made before the shipping of
the chimney and there where no detected cracks when it left the workshop. Personnel from the
manufacturer as well as external testing personnel were involved in the quality inspection and
testing.

Because of the observed behaviour of the VEAB chimney an inspection was made in May
1996 by the second author acting as a consultant for VEAB. At the foundation level cracks
were found at the weld toes to the gusset plates. Both the maximum bending moment from
wind loads and the large stress concentration at fillet welds at top of gusset platesto shell at
chimney coincided. The appearance of these cracks indicated that the cause was fatigue.

The main explanation for the cracks was that one of the three guiding bars for friction masses
of the damping pendulum at the top of the chimney was to long and therefore resting on the
bottom friction plate. The pendulum movements were partly restrained. Apparently the
damper gave only limited damping action until it was adjusted in September 1996.

3.1.3 Detailed examination of cracks

Asaresult of theinitial observations of cracks at the base a detailed examination of cracks
was made using magnetic particle and eddy current testing techniques. A description of the
detailed examination of cracksisfound in appendix J. The first author conducted and
participated in all inspections and investigations and performed all evaluations.

Cracks were found at foundation ring gusset plates, at flanged erection splice gusset plates at
30 mlevel and at top and bottom of connecting gas duct vertical gussets. In Figure 3.1 a
typical cracksfor vertical gusset plates at foundation ring and vertical gusset plates at flanged
erection splice at 30 m level are found. (a) denotes the initiation point at the weld toe where
the angle at several welds wastoo sharp. (b) denotes the initiation point at the weld root. (1)
shows the propagation direction for the weld toe initiated cracks. (2) and (3) showsthe
propagation direction for the centre of weld-initiated cracks. The most common type of crack
was (1).
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Gusset
plate

Figure3.1a Typica cracksat horizontal fillet welds at top of gusset platesto shell at
chimney

At 12 of the 40 outside gusset plates and 37 of the 40 inside gusset plates at foundation level
cracks were indicated. At 30 m level almost all of the gusset plates had some kind of alinear
indication, probably from cracks. At both locations the crack lengths varied from 2 to 20 mm
and the depths 1 to 3 mm, except at (2) according to Figure 3.1 awhere some of the cracks at
foundation level went through the weld. A picture of atypical weld isfound in Figure 3.1 b.

- Crack at the weld toe
- Crack in centre of weld

Figure3.1b A weld after 1.5 mm of grinding.

At the weld toe of the horizontal welds at ends of the vertical plate reinforcementsfive cracks
were found as shown in Figure 3.1 c.
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Figure 3.1 ¢ Detected cracks at gas duct inlet.

3.14 Summary of cracks

All detected cracks had started either from an sharp and unacceptable weld toe or from root
defects as shown in Figure 3.1 a. The weld roots had often remaining slag and cavities. The
weld quality did not satisfy the code requirements for the weld qualities used in the design
calculations. Most of the horizontal welds at top of gusset plates at foundation level and 30 m
level were damaged by cracks observed after only afew months of service of the chimney.

3.15 Notches not available for examination

A number of potential points for fatigue crack initiation were not available for examination,
such as welds at support gusset plates for inner pipe and guiding U-beams for inner pipe
between the inner and outer shell. Therefore knowledge about their condition is unknown.

3.1.6 Repair of the damaged welds

All welds with indicated cracks were repaired and once again examined by the magnetic
particle method. Thiswas made immediately after the testing.
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3.2 Data recording system

3.21 General

Because doubts remained about the reliability of the damper even after the adjustment in September 1996 it was
decided that oscillations of the structure had to be monitored and stored by a data recording system. The data
recording system consists of three main parts, the strain gauges, the wind data transmitters and the computer.

The data recording system was created primarily for studying the influence of first mode oscillations with
respect to fatigue strength. Daltek Probator, Sweden, was responsible for devel oping and installing the data
recording system.

3.2.2 Strain gauges

On the shell plate inside the stack at 4 m height above the concrete foundation strain gauges
were applied at 16 points symmetrically in circumferential direction. The section at 4 m level
was chosen in order to avoid influence of local stress concentrations from gusset plates at the
chimney base and from the inlet to the gas duct. The inside chimney location was selected for
weather protection reasons. The opposite strain gauges were coupled in pairs, bridges. For
access and serviceability of the strain gauges a platform was built inside the chimney at 3 m
height. Initially the recording system was aimed at monitoring the chimney behaviour for a
few months. The results obtained from such a short period were not convincing. Therefore the
monitoring period was extended. The first installation of the strain gauge system was aimed
for ashort period. Thus, the selected glue for the strain gauges was not aimed for long-term
use.

The accuracy of the recorded values from the strain gauges were estimated to 1 percent.

350° N 13

328°
@)

Inspection
door and
centre of

lo.dder

238°

215°
13 S o

Figure3.2a Designation and orientation of strain gauges and locations relative to gas
duct, inspection door and ladder of the VEAB chimney.
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3.2.3 Wind data transmitter

3.231 General

Figure3.2b The VEAB Sandvik plant. To the right Sandvik Il unit and the 90 m steel
chimney. A balloon shows location of the wind data transmitter on top of the
power plant building of the Sandvik Il unit.

The wind data transmitter, wind monitor 05103 Y oung, was installed on the top of the power
plant building on a5 m height pole. The height of the power plant building roof is 40 m above
ground level. The horizontal distance between the wind data transmitters and the VEAB
chimney is43 m. Therefore all recorded wind data refer to a45 m height above ground level
and a point 43 m approximately north of the VEAB chimney. Thisisto be compared with the
height of the chimney, 90 m above ground level.

The distance between the VEAB chimney and the old concrete chimney, to the left in Figure
3.2 bisabout 110 m or approximate 50 times the VEAB chimney diameter. It is much larger
than 15 times the diameter, below which interaction between two equal chimneys may
become significant [3], [9]. Furthermore the distance between the old concrete chimney and
the VEAB chimney (new steel chimney) are drastically different. Thus as stated in Section
2.1, interaction between the two chimneys should be insignificant.
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Figure3.2c Thewind datatransmitters on the Sandvik 11 unit roof.

Because of the small distance between the power plant outer roof and the wind data
transmitter some form of turbulent boundary layer disturbancesin the recorded wind data may
be expected.

The wind data transmitter signals were also used by VEAB for their plant planning and for
monitoring environmental conditions.

3.2.3.2 Correction for wind at 90 m height

The wind mean velocity varies with height according to [3]

Vo (2) =V, X /Cexp(z) ........................................................................................................ (3.1

where the exposure factor is

For the VEAB chimney, topographical category |1 that is similar to the code definition [3] of
an open terrain with small obstacles.

Reference wind velocity and terrain related parameters for topographical category Il is[3]

Vg =24m/s, b =019, z,=005and z,, =4m

39



Par Tranvik, Goran Alpsten
Dynamic Behaviour under Wind Loading of a 90 m Steel Chimney — Section 3.2

The height correction factor neor for wind at height h;, but measured at height h; above ground
level will be

Neorr = L
mG (hl)

Table3.2a Exposure factor, wind mean velocity and height correction factor to 90 m height

for some heights.
Height (m) Cexp Vink (M/s) Neorr
10 1.01 24.2 141
45 1.67 31.0 1.10
90 2.03 34.2 1.00

Wind data presented in this report have been corrected with the correction factor neor in Table
32a

3.2.3.3 Influence of distance between chimney and wind data transmitter

Because of the distance of 43 m between the chimney and the wind data transmitter wind data
were not measured at the same time as oscillations of the chimney. The wind mean values for
both wind velocity and direction were calculated at three arithmetic mean values 10s, 1 min
and 10 min. Asfound from Figure 3.2 d below error influence will be limited because the
time to create mean values will have greater influence on the results than the elapsed time for
wind transferring from chimney to wind data transmitters or reverse.

Elapsed time for wind transferring from chimney to
wind transmitters or reverse. Distance 43 m.

60 1

50
@ 40 ] —C|apsed time
g 307 = = 10s

10 == mmm— \f-Ti

0 —

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Wind speed (m/s)

Figure3.2d Elapsed timefor wind transferring from chimney to wind data transmitter.
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Distance between chimney and transmitter is 43 m. Therefore, in this report no correction was
made to account for the distance between chimney and wind data transmitter.

3.2.4 Recording computer

The measurement equipment was based on a Pentium 100 MHz personal computer equipped
with adata collecting card with 16 analogue input ports and a separate card for signal
conditioning. At the time of installation it was a modern personal computer. Collection of
data, control and control of alarm functions were made by a computer program, a virtual
instrument especially developed for this project. Daltek Probator AB, Sweden developed the
LabVIEW application and was responsible for both program installation and hardware.

Both the strain gauges and the wind velocity and direction transmitter equipment were
connected to the computer. The computer was located in a partly heated and completely
weather-protected building intended for exhaust gas environmental control instruments. A
locked cabinet prevented the computer from unauthorized curiosity.

Figure3.2e Therecording computer in its cabinet.
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Figure 3.2 f The recording computer.

The measurement program collected data continuously and supervised eight signals from the
eight strain gauge bridges and two signals from the wind data transmitter (velocity and
direction). On the computer screen avirtual instrument presented some output data. An
exampleis shown in Figure 3.2 g.

Measure wi =

stural FR97-02-91 Utbainingsamplitud [mm] i resp. kompassnktning

4 Aio000 Diagrarmet wizar 100s

Larmgranz vidd

arm| for registrerin
00 o
Dizplay LED

[tbajn.widd
214 mm| Aerst.

2[R

283"
a05°
328°
380°
ey
035
0587
=0

& .

m{

Max. reéistrerad widd
26 |

Aberst maw. req. widd

Loggaz kil fil

e weabimeasure log |

fintal reg, svangningarl  Yindikin 10 5 Windiktn 1 minl Windriktn, 10 min|
43 | Bz 1 70 EN

‘indhast. 10 3 Windhast. 1 min Windhast. 10 min

Figure3.2g Thevirtual instrument for recording and supervising the chimney.
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The terminology in Swedish of the virtual instrument screen as exemplified in Figure 3.2 g is

asfollows:

Larmgrans vidd for
registrering

Display

Max. registerad vidd

Loggastill fil

Antal reg. svangningar

Vindriktn. 10s,
Vindriktn. Imin,
Vindriktn 10 min

Vindhast. 10s,
Vindhast. 1 min,
Vindhast. 10 min

Stopp
Utbdjningsamplitud

(mm) i resp.
kompassriktning

If the chimney top deflection range in any direction exceeds this
limit value the actual data was stored on the computer hard disk. The
virtual lamp Larm was lit only when the top deflection range exceeds
the limit value

Actua chimney maximum top deflection range in any direction. The
virtual lamp LED was it once the limit value was exceeded. It hasto
be switched off by pushing the button Aterst.

Maximum recorded top deflection range was shown. The value has
to be set to zero by pushing the button Aterst. Max registrerad vidd.

Shows name of file to which all recordings were stored.

Shows number of recorded registrations since last restart of the
program.

Shows wind direction values in 360 degrees according to Figure 3.2
a. Mean values were calculated over aperiod of 10s, 1 min and 10
min.

Shows wind velocity valuesin m/s. Mean values were cal cul ated
over aperiod of 10s, 1 min and 10 min.

A button for stopping the program when copying recorded results.
This diagram shows the actual amplitudein real timefor al eight

strain gauge bridges. Results for the last 10 s were shown as default
value. For some screen plots other values have been used.
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The following data was stored in the recording file, see examplein Figure 3.2 b.

1. The number of the recording since last stop of the computer program.

2. Year
3. Month

4. Day

Table3.2b

4449 1997
4450 1997
4451 1997
4452 1997
4453 1997
4454 1997
4455 1997
4456 1997
4457 1997

DO OO OO O,

5. Hour

6. Minute

8. Top deflection range for direction 1 as an integer (mm)

7. Second as an integer

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

N MO < 1O ©O© N~

An example from the recorded measurement files.

27
27
27
27
27
27
27
27
27

16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16

9 38
941
9 44
9 48
9 51
9 54
9 58
10 1
10 4

81 118 141 155 145 120
94 144 176 182 165 125
99 153 182 186 171 132
99 153 186 188 174 133
104 164 190 192 164 123
114 158 174 168 147 110
121 183 210 213 181 129
83 146 186 197 185 146
94 148 171 168 145 109

78
73
79
74
70
58
66
85
61

61
48
53
48
47
56
61
52
45

5.2
5.6
5.6
6.6
5.8
5.7
5.7
6.9
6.5

16. Meanwind velocity 10 s

5
4.9
4.8
4.7
4.5
4.5
4.4
4.6
4.7

c < g
E & v
- o 9 -
— [
k=)
8
5
©
£
=
p=
N 0 O O
— — — N
5 270 247 228

4.9 273 247 229
4.9 259 247 229
4.9 254 247 229
4.9 239 245 229
4.9 235 242 229
4.9 222 239 229
4.9 219 235 229
4.9 220 236 229

10 min

21.
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3.25 Calculation of top deflection range

Signals from all strain gauge bridges and wind data transmitters were read with a sampling
frequency of 1000 values per second. With an interval of 67 ms five samples were collected
and mean values were calculated. With actual parametersfor the strain gauges, strains were
calculated every 67 ms.

From the strains, chimney top deflection range was cal cul ated with the following
relationships and Equation 4.6.

s =Eve
O (3.4)
0.087 0.087
(s and Ein MPaandy in mm)
From the bending moment the bending stress is calcul ated as:
s =M
b
W =
d
2
— IVlb
S = _Xl ............................................................................................................................. (35)
d
where Bending stress at level of strain gauges (4 m level)

Modulus of elasticity

Strain at level of strain gauges (4 m level)

Bending moment at level of strain gauges (4 m level)
Section modulus (4 m level)

Moment of inertia (4 m level)

Diameter

Q_—gzm m w
[ 1 T A O I I A ||

3.2.6 Verification of the equipment

During the installation of the data recording system calibrations were made. A/D and D/A

transducers were calibrated in the LABVIEW system. Signals from wind data transmitters
were checked. Strains for calculating top deflections were checked using a model chimney
with an equal strain gauge as on the chimney. An additional theodolite check of the
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deflections to those obtained from the strain gauges was made during the damping testsin
August 1997 (see Section 3.3.1). Both deflection range and frequency were checked and
compared with computer results.

3.2.7 Procedures

A limit value for recording the results was set to 100 mm equivalent top deflection range to
ensure a reasonable amount of recorded data. This meansthat all results where the maximum
range was less than 100 mm were truncated except during the damping tests.

During the first months the computer was checked twice aweek. Later the interval was
increased to once aweek, twice amonth and finally once amonth. All data results were then
transferred to another computer where the eval uations were made. Maximum values were
checked and the evaluation computer programs were run (Appendix H). The results were
sorted and fatigue damage was cal cul ated.

3.2.8 Operating experiences

The strain gauge equipment started to operate in December 1996 and operated without any
problem until January 2000. Two of the strain gauges, no 1 and 3, then started to present
unrealistic values and almost immediately became short-circuited. A decision was
immediately taken that all strain gauges should be replaced with new ones and that along-
term glue should be used. Fortunately the strain gauge no 4, which was unharmed, had given
the largest ranges for the first three years of measurements. Therefore the data recording
system could operate satisfactory and deliver trustworthy recordings with only a short break
for the installation of the new strain gauges.

During the recording period there were also some small interruptions in recording of data
caused by short interruption of the plant electricity. Other interruptions were some minutes
each time when the recorded data was transferred from the recording computer to data
diskettes. The recording program was always shut off on such occasions.

The recording system has been in operation 99.8 percent of the time during the measurement
years.

During the month of July in 1998 the “Larmgrans vidd for registrering” (see section 3.2.4) by
amistake was set to 200 mm instead of the intended value 100 mm. Therefore ranges below
200 mm were truncated that month. There was no correction made for this.

Unfortunately the strain gauges were damaged in the spring of 2001 (see Section 6.6).
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3.3 Behaviour of the mechanical damper

3.3.1 Observation of behaviour of chimney with and without damper

3311 I ntroduction

Tests were performed to determine the damping properties of the VEAB chimney, that is, the
logarithmic decrement of the chimney with the mechanical damper. The chimney wasinitially
forced to deflect and the resulting free sway of the chimney was recorded. Comparison tests
were also made for the chimney with the mechanical damper in alocked position.

The damping test was repeated a number of timesin order to get agood mean value of the
logarithmic decrement, and to get some understanding of the variability in the measurements.

The damping tests were made in August 1997 in fairly calm weather. The wind was below 6 m/s
(20-minute mean) during all tests performed. The test instances were selected in order to avoid
influence of aerodynamic damping from gust wind during the damping tests.

3.3.1.2 Setup for Damping tests

A 20 mm nylon rope was attached to the top of the chimney and connected to awheel |oader
located approximately 150 m away from the chimney in southward direction. The wheel |oader
pulled the rope until a desired deflection was obtained. Using a mechanical device the rope was
abruptly disconnected close to the wheel loader and the chimney started to oscillate freely. A
catch rope was connected to the pulling rope in order to prevent the rope from swaying
uncontrolled. The setup for damping measurementsis shown in Figure 3.3 aand 3.3 b.

Figure3.3a Setup of damping measurementsfor VEAB chimney —view

a7
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Building

Building |

Pulling '
direction

Figure3.3b Setup of damping measurements for VEAB chimney - plan

The top of the chimney was forced to deflect a maximum distance of 200 mm for afree
mechanical damper and 100 mm for the chimney the comparison test with locked damper. This
limit was used in order to secure that the damping device would not be harmed in any way. The
normal recording program to determine oscillations from wind and other actions wasin effect
during the damping tests.

Deflections at the top of the chimney were calculated from recordings of the strain gauges
attached to the chimney (see Section 3.2), which had been calibrated to the top deflections.
Deflections of the chimney were checked a so using a theodolite. These visual observations
showed good agreement with the recordings obtained from the strain gauges.

Similar measurements of damping of other slender structures have been reported in the literature,
see for instance [2].

During the course of the damping measurements the wind velocity and direction were recorded
using the wind indicator located on the top of the adjacent power plant building at 45 m height
above ground and at a distance of approximately 43 m from the chimney (see Section 3.2.3.1).
The wind velocity during the damping tests was very low, and in no instances exceeded 6 m/s
(20-minute mean) or 8 m/s (10 s mean). The wind direction was approximately the same as the
pulling direction in the damping tests.

3.3.13 Recordings
A total number of 20 tests were performed to verify the damping of the chimney. Tests# 1

through 16 refer to the chimney with the mechanical damper acting in normal operation. Tests#
17 through 20 refer to the chimney with alocked damper.
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The data was collected using strain gauge readings and the recording computer described
previously (se Section 3.2).

It should be observed that recordings refer to variations in actions, in this case deflection range
rather than the deflection itself. Thisis because the recording system was designed to verify
performance of the chimney with respect to fatigue, where variation of stress, that is, stress
range, is of utmost importance. Where required, deflection itself has been evaluated from the
deflection-range data, as discussed below.

Some examples of screen plots showing the parts of the oscillation behaviour during the damping
testsare shownin Figures3.3¢,3.3dand 3.3 e.

The recorded natural frequency (first mode) of the chimney with the mechanical damper in
normal operation was 0.253 Hz. For the chimney with locked damper the recorded natural
frequency was 0.258 Hz.

The natural frequency obtained from the damping tests differ by 10 percent from the natural
frequency calculated theoretically for the chimney considering the actual distribution of stiffness
and mass along the chimney, see Section 2.4.1 and from that measured 0.288 Hz, see Section
3.7.2

One explanation could be that the first cycles of time history for the two mass damped systems
have an irregular behaviour. This explanation is supported by theirregular curve for the first
cycles as shown in the screen plotsin Figures 3.3 ¢, 3.3 d, 3.3 eand in Appendix C.

Another explanation could be that the damper may have been tuned by the manufacturer of the
chimney during the days of damping tests. A definite explanation for this discrepancy has not
been found. Thus natural frequency was about the same with and without an acting damper.

All recordings from the damping tests have been collected in Appendix C. A datafile with
results from the recording program is shown in tables. Some explanations and support lines have
been included there to facilitate the interpretation of the data.

In Appendix C is also plotted the Deflection Range (that is, twice the deflection) as a function of
the order of the oscillation cycle.

Furthermore, in Appendix C is shown a screen plot of the virtual recording instrument for all

damping tests. In evaluating the results it should be observed that the recording limit of 100 mm
means that afew cycles at the end of the course of sway action may not be registered.
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Dak 1997-08-05 Utbojningzamplitud [mm] i resp. kompasznkining
% TR Diagrammet vigar 10 &
Tid 11:22: 200- 287
Larmgrans vidd 4
Larm| fiar regiztrening e
@ §|—1 il | 328
[ Dizpla LED 350
Utbdnvidd  GEER o
331 mm| Aterst. M
Ij 058
oso
Max. registrerad vidd
37E i
Bterst, mas. req. vidd
Logagas Hill fil

%l \weabimeasure. log 200~

Antal ren. svanaringar]  indrikin 10 3| Windrikin, 1 min|  Vindriktn, 10 min|

2 | A i 153”1
Vindhast, 10 g Yindhast. 1 min Yindhast, 10 min
BE sl BB md F3 |nsl

Figure3.3c Screen plot of first oscillations after loosening the pulling rope, test no 1 of
chimney with mechanical damper in normal operation.

Datyrn| [1997-08-05 Utbijningzamplitud [mm] i resp. kompasszrnkining

Diagrammet vizar 10 &
Tid| [13:30:22

Larmgrans widd
Larm| for registrerin

B A0 |l
[ Displayl | Fp[

Utbdinvidd  GEERD
371 mm| Aterst.

Max. registrerad vidd

A8 oo

Aterst, man. req. vidd

Logaas till fil

% c:hweabhymeazure log

Antal req. svsnaningar]  vindiktn, 10 3| Windriktn, 1 minl  Vindriktn, 10 min|

E | men [ 7z [ =Nk STOPP
Yindhast. 105 Yindhast. 1 min]  Vindhast, 10 min|

F2 |mf 7 lmis 57 |mdsl

Figure3.3d Screen plot of first oscillations after loosening the pulling rope, test no 4 of
chimney with mechanical damper in normal operation.
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Diatyrn| [1997-08-06 Utbiiningzamplitud [mm] i resp. kompasznkining

Diagrammet vizar 10 =
Tid| [10:55:10

SRR 200~ 287
Larmgrans vidd 305
Larm| for registrenin 150-
® 0 Jm =
[ Displa LED 100- o
h oma
Utbdnidd  GEER ; !
165 mm| Aterst. L
D 0sg8
T oeoe
Max. registrerad widd
184 mm|
Aterst mar reg vidd
Loggas hll fil

Bl \weabhmeasure log .200-

Antal req. svinaningar|  windrikin, 10 3] Vindriktn, 1 min|  Vindriktn. 10 min|
E | s [ 82 | 72|

Yindhast. 10| Windhast 1 min]  Vindhast, 10 min|

23 [mds BE [l 6 |mdl

Figure3.3e Screen plot of first oscillations after loosening the pulling rope, test no 17 of
chimney with locked mechanical damper.

3314 Error when calculating logarithmic decrement from recor ded deflection range

All measurements and the cal cul ations of |ogarithmic decrement were based on the deflection

rangethat is, not the deflection itself. Thiswill cause an error in the calculated value of the

logarithmic decrement. The magnitude of this error is calculated in the following.

Symbolsin this section, such asw , differ from those used in others sections.

For afree single degree of freedom system with viscous damping less than critical the deflection
yisfound from [10]

Y = CXZM W SGN(W, X 0 ) orreviireeeeseieeeies e (3.6)
where C = Anarbitrary constant
z = Relativedamping
w, = Theundamped natural frequency
w, = Thedamped natural frequency
t = Time
g = Thephaseangle
q = 2°p >z
1-z°2
w, =2 xf
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-
1

Natural frequency
Logarithmic decrement

o
I

For the VEAB chimney thetypical values are

f =0.288 Hz, the observed natural frequency according to Section 3.7.2
d =0.07 for functioning damper and 0.04 for mal-functioning damper, the observed
logarithmic decrement according to Section 3.3.1.6

Inserting these typical valuesinto the parameter expressions will yield (the number of digits
required islarge to obtain the required accuracy)

z =0.0111 (0.0065 for malfunctioning damper)
w, =1.809557 rad/s
w, =1.809446 rad/s

With the selected phase angle 90 degrees the deflection may be written

y = C e 0t »5in 800446 ¢ + %9 ..................................................................................... 3.7)
e a

Y-

Y2

N

Figure3.3f Deflection as afunction of time.
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With vy, v and y, as defined in Figure 3.3 fand the phase angle 8 =90 degrees we achicve

'|-"r='|"|+_1-'
yo=| C-e™! sin[m,.l U+—]|
£ & s
v, =| C-e ! -sinrmd-E+EJl
S

I {"n_ ___,.-'“_'J;
L R asin{lﬂ‘f'ﬁ- G'5+%]=f I =g M _ 0.0413

¥, =y +09413- y,

¥
P ===t =0.5151-y
119413 &
o' ¥ -
T 09413 7
yp=—2r = ¥ _gags.y,
" 2.062 :
0.9413

In the evaluation we use the amplitude

...
l
Vot
|

and get an error of

Y 4]

A2 2
A=l-t o2 _1-0971=002
¥ 0.5151 v, e

This means that the evaluation procedure using range instead of amplitude will result in a 3
percent underestimation of the correct result, The results could have been carrected for this,

however the correction is small compared to other uncertainties and has therefore heen
neglected.
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3.3.1.5Evaluation of L ogarithmic Decrement

The logarithmic decrement d was calculated from Equations 3.8.

(o 1TV I 1 TSP (3.8)
where

yn = Deflection for the first oscillation considered

Yk = Deflection for the final oscillation considered

k = Number of oscillations considered

Thefirst, and in some instances also the second, oscillation after loosening the pulling rope were
disregarded in evaluating the logarithmic decrement. Thisis because the start of the deflection
history may be non-linear, and causing the computer eval uation program to make an incorrect
calculation of the deflection range for the first and second oscillation.

Mean values of the logarithmic decrement d ., were obtained for each 20 damping tests from

this starting value until the deflection falls below the value of 100 mm, that is, a deflection range
of 200 mm. Thiswould lead to 6 to 12 oscillations being considered for the chimney with the
damper in normal operation, and 3 to 9 oscillations for the chimney with locked damper. By
averaging over anumber of oscillations the influence of damping due to action of any gust winds
or irregularitiesin the action of the damper during the tests should be minimized.

Alternate calculations of the logarithmic decrement were made applying a set of three
consecutive oscillations (that is, with n running from first to final value considered and k = 3) to
study the variation in the logarithmic damping as obtained in the test. Figure 3.3 g shows an
example of such an alternate calculations. From studying such variations it was concluded that
the variation was not significant and should be caused by various irregularities due to the fact
that the tests were made under field conditions. Datafor such alternative calculations are
included in Appendix C.

The results of the 20 damping tests performed are summarized in Table 3.3 a. "Initial deflection
range” in the table equals the sum of the initial deflection at the moment of loosening the pulling
rope and the following minimum value of the deflection, see Figure 3.3 h. “Number of

oscillations k™ refersto the number considered in determining the logarithmic decrement d
givenin thefinal column of Table 3.3 a.

avek

Examples of deflection range as afunction of time for two of the 20 tests performed are shown in
Figure3.3 hand 3.3i. Thefirst diagramisfor tests with the mechanical damper in normal
operation and the third for atest with alocked damper.
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Test no 8, floating logarithmic decrement

0.120

y = -1E-04x + 0.0953 0.100
R?=0.1787 \

/N 0.080

// L_c_ — .LJ‘/ \\A‘/‘. 0.060
/ 0.040

0.020

Log decr

0.000
450 400 350 300 250 200

Deflection range (mm)

Figure 3.3 g Example of variation in recorded logarithmic decrement d determined for three
consecutive oscillations. Test no 8.
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Table3.3a Conditions and results from 20 tests of damping of VEAB chimney

Test Time Initid Wind velocity Wind direction Number Logarithmic
# of deflection  (m/s) (degrees, 0/ 360) of oscill. decrement
test range(mm) 10s 1min 10min 10s 1min 10min k (o N

Chimney with mechanical damper in normal operation, date 97-08-05

1= 11.22 376 80 65 53 194 161 159 6 0.072
2 ** 1255 304 50 47 29 168 172 118 7 0.064
3 13.04 425 45 64 4.8 179 170 173 10 0.057
4 13.30 419 72 6.7 57 160 172 163 8 0.070
5 13.34 422 52 57 5.6 173 169 164 9 0.062
6 13.38 394 49 6.2 5.6 136 152 162 6 0.098
7 *** 1341 382 6.3 48 5.6 156 154 164 6 0.081
8 16.45 507 43 36 31 181 187 169 12 0.065
9 16.55 415 33 37 33 219 191 184 10 0.068
10 1659 411 43 35 34 170 193 186 7 0.070
11 17.01 421 37 38 35 168 172 185 7 0.078
12**  17.04 445 23 31 35 171 172 182 9 0.068
13 20.31 445 36 29 25 170 169 172 10 0.063
14** 20.36 426 19 27 2.7 185 173 172 6 0.068
15 2040 397 34 27 2.8 157 165 170 8 0.068
16** 2044 382 27 33 31 168 155 164 7 0.071
Mean 4.0 168 0.070

Standard deviation 0.009
Chimney with locked mechanical damper, date 97-08-06

17 1055 184 29 36 36 195 182 172 4 0.038
18 10.58 202 24 25 38 210 191 175 9 0.031
19 11.04 191 48 58 39 184 182 175 5 0.056
20 11.09 185 37 33 39 137 131 170 3 0.048
Mean 38 173 0.043

Standard deviation 0.011
Notesto table:

A technician was standing on the platform at the top of the chimney during the test.

**  During the course of oscillations one or two irregularities were obtained. These oscillations
were disregarded in determining the mean logarithmic decrement d_ . givenin thetable.

avek

***  The pulling rope fractured near the top of the chimney instead of at the wheel loader.
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Test no 1, active damper

400

300 \\\

200 \\‘v\‘
100 \\M

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Cycle no

Deflection range (mm)

Figure 3.3 h Deflection range as a number of time (cycle number). Test no 1 with mechanical
damper in normal operation. One cycle corresponds to approximately 3.5 s.

Testno 17, locked damper

500

I
o
o

300

200

Deflection width (mm)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Cycle no

Figure3.3i  Deflection range as anumber of time. Test no 17 with locked damper. One cycle
corresponds to approximately 3.5 s.
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Further examples are found in Appendix C.

The recorded damping expressed as logarithmic decrement d consists of three parts:

. = aerodynamic damping
mechanical damping of the chimney, without damper
4 = mechanical damping of the damper

O O O
1

The mean recorded |logarithmic decrement for the chimney with the mechanical damper in
normal operation is 0.070. The logarithmic decrement in the 16 tests performed varies from
0.057 to 0.098.

The mean recorded |ogarithmic decrement for the chimney with alocked damper is0.043. The
logarithmic decrement variation in the four tests performed varies from 0.031 to 0.056.

Thus, the recorded |ogarithmic decrement of the chimney with the mechanical damper in normal
operation was 63 percent higher than for the chimney with alocked damper. This beneficial
effect was smaller than could be expected, considering the fact that a theoretical study performed
by the supplier of the chimney claimed atenfold increase in the logarithmic decrement when
adding the mechanical damper to the chimney. The probable cause for thisis discussed in
Section 3.3.2.5.

3.3.1.6 Discussion of results

The recorded logarithmic decrement d =0.043 is somewhat higher than the range 0.02 to 0.03, to
be used for design of normal steel chimneys with installations, such asinternal ducts, ladder etc.
asgivenin [3], [5]. Thisincrease in damping may at |least partly be caused by some beneficial
action from the mechanical damper, although it was locked to minimise such action and from
effective damping of non-structural elements.

The mechanical damper will increase the mean value of the logarithmic decrement of the
chimney d =0.07 over the normal upper design value of 0.03 [3], [5] by afactor of 2.3.

Therelatively large variation in the logarithmic decrement obtained in the repeated tests,
expressed as a standard deviation of about 0.01, could be dueto at least three reasons, listed here
in the order of estimated importance:

1)  Accidental variationsin the action of the mechanical damper
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2)  Disturbancesfrom variationsin environmental conditions, mainly aerodynamic damping
due to variationsin wind velocity and wind direction, due to the fact that these tests were
made under field conditions

3) Inaccuracies in the recording system.

The recorded logarithmic decrement of the VEAB chimney, with the mechanical damper in
normal operation, agrees well with the damping assumed in the design calculations prepared by
the chimney supplier, but was considerably smaller than could be expected from a theoretical
study.

In [11] afull scale damping test for a45 m chimney with atuned damper was made. Asin our
damping tests the damper was both locked and unlocked. The logarithmic decrement was found
to be 0.019 with locked damper and 0.5 to 0.6 with unlocked damper. Compared to the VEAB
chimney the damping arrangement as reported in [11] appears much more efficient.
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3.3.2 Theoretical study of chimney behaviour with and without damper

3.3.2.1 Model

Ruscheweyh has presented a simplified calculation model for achimney provided with a tuned
pendulum mass damper [6]. In the model, damping from the mass damper k; was neglected. This
model has been extended in this section to account for the effect of the mass damper k;.

Mgen

Figure3.3] Model of atwo mass spring and damper system

d?y dy, dy, dy,. _ .
gen?zl +C, Xy, +C, XY, - Y,) +k xd—t1+ K, >(d_tl - th) = FsinW X) oo (3.10)
d’y, dy, dy
mx—=2+c¢ S V) K M2 - L) S0 e 3.11
e 2 XYz~ Vi) z%dt dﬁ (3.11)
where M., = Generalised massof thechimney
m = Damper pendulum mass
F = Amplitude for vortex shedding force
Y1 = Deflection of chimney
Y2 = Deflection of pendulum mass
C1 = Chimney stiffness
C2 = Damper stiffness
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ki = Chimney damping
ko = Damper damping
Vi = Velocity for M,

V2 = Velocity for m

ap = Accelerationfor M .
a = Acceeration for m

w = Angular frequency of vortex shedding
The differential equations were rewritten asfinite difference equations and solved for alarge
number of small time steps with acomputer program. Accuracy and convergence was checked
by changing the time steps.

Start values are v, , V,,, Y,, and y,, wherethe second index means time zero.

The finite differences may be written

DL
e 1
DI? = g. (€, +C,) XYy +Cy XYoo - Ky vDéEO - k, YDI)D/EO +k, Dy20 x—= + F xsin(w ><t)u>~<M—gen ..........
(3.12)
Dy,
D(—= ) . .
e Dy,u_1
g: » %Yo = Cp XY + K, Dét k, x tho H><E ........................................................ (3.13)
=TSSP PR 3.14
&= (3.14)
ST PSSR SURPTSRRPRPR 3.15
%= (3.15)
D A= D D, PSPPSR TT PRSP (3.16)
D - T ., USSP (3.17)
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V] SVt DV e (3.18)

Vy S Vo0 F DV, e (3.19)
DY, TV 2D et (3.20)
DY, =V, XD e (3.21)
Y1 S Y0 DY e (3.22)
Yo T Y0 T DY (3.23)

Critical wind velocity at vortex shedding is calculated according to Equation 2.5 and wind
velocity pressure according to Equation 2.7.

A computer program, see Appendix H, has been devel oped which takes into consideration all
variables above. It also deals with the wind turbulence by allowing arandomised relative level of

the amplitude for vortex shedding force and the frequency of the vortex shedding. The program
is capable of creating a dynamic response for afrequency spectrum and atime history.

3.3.2.2 Input data

The following datawas used as input data for this theoretical study of the damped system.

Generaised mass, M . 12 460 kg *)

Damper pendulum mass, m 0.1>12 460 =1 246 kg *)

Observed natural frequency, fe 0.288 Hz

see Section 3.7.2

Optimum damper frequency tuning according 1 B

to [6] 21101 Xfy, =0.262Hz .....ccoveunee. (3.24)

For determining the stiffness of the VEAB chimney an equivalent |oad, calculated according to
Section 2.4.2, was applied on the complete height of the chimney in the same FE calculation as
in Section 2.4.1. The results are shown in Figure 3.3 k.

*) Data given by the manufacturer of the chimney. See also chapter 2.3.2.
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For a cantilever beam loaded by a distributed load the deflection is

The distributed load, when the compl ete chimney height is assumed to be loaded by vortex
shedding loads according to Table2.4 bis

q=mm, X, 3 = 0.256.5652.3= 3.0 N/M coovoovoooeereccccccccccccse e eeenennn(3.27)

The point load replacing the distributed load will be
d.=d, P

F:gmﬁ_:gﬁ.O@O:lOZN ................................................................... (3.28)

Point load for calculating stiffness when q=135 N/m according to Table 2.4 b is used
3 3

F=§>(]XL=§><135>90=4556N ........................................................................................ (3.29)
[ Mwrsord Asackanre D)
3 |
: [
? { f
' P Jowti e - — = e 112 :
; MU ol el e
i 1 i
T
o L B
Model Reactions Deflections

Figure 3.3k Deflections of the chimney loaded by vortex shedding.
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Chimney stiffness

_ 455 _
0.0877

1

Damper stiffness
C, =mX(2>p xf_)? =1246 X250 30.262)% =3 372 N/M...corerieieirneireireneieeeneeseeseeeesneenes (3.31)

Logarithmic decrement according to [12]

T el e, (3.32)
Yo (1-V7?
kl
7 VA (3.33)

TR ke i (3.34)
28 \1-V,°
k2
Y A S (3.35)
C2 XNI gen
where z = Thefraction of critical damping or relative damping

From Equations 3.33 through 3.35 the logarithmic decrement of the chimney 0.04 corresponds to
adamping of k;=324 kg/s. Similarly the logarithmic decrement of the pendulum damper 0.03
corresponds to adamping of k=19 kg/s.

From a comparison study the time step found to be acceptable considering convergence and
precisonis

Dt =0.001s

Start values for dynamic response cal culations during vortex shedding at time O:

yio = 0
yo = 0
Vio = 0
Voo = 0

The density of air was assumed to 1.25 kg/m®.
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The actual wind is neither constant in frequency nor magnitude. The model applied in the
computer program was therefore created to consider a randomised turbulence vortex shedding
frequency and amplitude for vortex shedding force. Both with and without the 50 percent
randomised turbulence vortex shedding frequency and amplitude for vortex shedding force were
applied in the computer program. According to Section 3.4, 50 percent is a reasonable value for
both frequency and magnitude. In the following cal culations Figures 3.3 p and 3.3 g show two
examples.

When calculating the dynamic response the frequency step used in the finite difference
calculation has been 0.01 Hz.

Start values for the damping test calculations at time O:

Yio = 200 mm
y20 = 0
Vio = 0
Voo = 0

The corresponding amplitude for vortex shedding force was then F=0.

3323 Dynamic response during vortex shedding

Dynamic response, locked damper

—~ 0.3
E
S o2 .\
g A
L 01 7/
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Vortex shedding frequency (Hz)

Figure3.31 Dynamic response of top amplitude deflection during vortex shedding and alocked
(mal-functioning) damper. Both vortex shedding frequency and vortex shedding
force were randomised by 50 percent. The vortex shedding force varies with the
oscillating frequency. Maximum top amplitude was cal cul ated to 0.248 m (the
maximum point in the diagram) deflection at vortex shedding frequency 0.317 Hz.
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Dynamic response, tuned functioning damper
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Figure 3.3 m Dynamic response of top amplitude deflection during vortex shedding and a tuned
functioning damper. Both vortex shedding frequency and critical wind velocity
during vortex shedding were randomised to 50 percent. The vortex shedding force
varies with the oscillating frequency. Maximum top amplitude deflection was
calculated to 0.220 m at vortex shedding frequency 0.357 Hz.

Time history for top deflection, tuned functioning damper
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Figure3.3n Time history of top amplitude deflection at the vortex shedding frequency
f=0.357 Hz and atuned functioning damper. Neither vortex shedding frequency
nor critical wind velocity during vortex shedding was randomised.
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Time history for top deflection, tuned functioning
damper
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Figure3.30 Time history of top amplitude deflection at the vortex shedding frequency
f=0.357 Hz and a tuned functioning damper. Both vortex shedding frequency and
critical wind velocity during vortex shedding were randomised by 50 percent
according to figure 3.3 p and 3.3 g.

Randomised vortex shedding force by 50 percent
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Figure3.3p The 50 percent-randomised vortex shedding force used for Figure 3.3 o.
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Randomised vortex shedding frequency by 50 percent
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Figure3.3q The 50 percent-randomised vortex shedding frequency used for Figure 3.3 0.

3324 Dynamic response during vortex shedding and a mistuned damper

To study the influence of an error in the tuning of the damper it is assumed that the first mode of
natural frequency is 0.34 Hz instead of the correct value 0.288 Hz (Section 3.7.2).

The frequency tuning is calculated to

) =t XF L = L 50342 0.BLHZ et (3.36)
1+0.1 11

This means that the damper stiffnesswill be
C, = MX(2>p xf_)? =1246 X(2>p 0.31)% = 4727 N/M ...coivriririiireieireneeeiseeseeessseeseseenas (3.37)

Similar calculations asin Section 3.3.2.3 are performed with the new damper stiffness.
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Dynamic response, misstuned functioning damper
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Figure 3.3r Dynamic response of top amplitude deflection during vortex shedding force
and a mistuned functioning damper (frequency f,=0.31 Hz). Both vortex shedding
frequency and critical wind velocity during vortex shedding were randomised by
50 percent. The vortex shedding force varies with the oscillating frequency. The
tuned damper to be compared with this one was found in Figure 3.3 m. Maximum
top amplitude was 0.191 m at vortex shedding frequency 0.380 Hz.

Time history for top deflection, misstuned functioning
damper
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Figure3.3s Time history of top amplitude deflection at the oscillating frequency f=0.380
Hz, avariable vortex shedding force and tuned functioning damper (frequency
f,=0.31 Hz). Both vortex shedding frequency and critical wind velocity during
vortex shedding were randomised by 50 percent. This was the case of a
functioning damper. The tuned damper to be compared with thisoneisfoundin
Figure3.3nand 3.3 0.
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3325 I nfluence of the geometrical limitations of the damper house

Asshown in Section 2.3.2, Figure 2.3 h and 2.3 j the space in damper house is limited and the
pendulum mass angle movement is therefore limited to approximately 1.2 degrees. The
maximum possible relative amplitude movement in horizontal direction is 75 mm. By plotting
the deflection for the pendulum mass it is obvious that the damper unit is not able to act in the
way as intended. That was also an explanation to the surprisingly low damping value delivered
by the damper unit. A reasonable assumption was that the damper units damping was achieved
by a combination of the limited pendulum movement, the stroke of the damper friction and/or
pendulum mass against the vertical damper unit walls and the energy losses in the chain
movements. Therefore the above-presented model still could be valid for principle calculations.

Time history for required damper amplitude space
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Figure3.3t Time history of required free functioning damper amplitude space at the vortex
shedding frequency f=0.357 Hz, a variable vortex shedding force and tuned
frequency f,=0.262 Hz. Both vortex shedding frequency and critical wind velocity
during vortex shedding were randomised by 50 percent. The horizontal line show
available damper space, 75 mm. Figure 3.3 o shows the time history diagram for
the chimney mass.

3.3.2.6 I nfluence of lock-in effects

Because of lock-in phenomenathe amplitude could increase considerably because the vortex
shedding starts at lower wind velocities, and the chimney continues to oscillate with the same
freguency as the vortices were separated from the chimney. It is well known that the Strouhal
number could be reduced to half its normal value because of lock-in effects. The wind velocity
will be doubled and the wind pressure increases by afactor of four. Slender structures are more
sensitive for lock-in phenomena, see for instance [26]. The probability for conditions causing
thistype of lock-in are low, but a chimney does have alot chances during its long lifetime.
Therefore lock-in phenomena could be dangerous for slender chimneys. Thisis one of the
reasons for the limitation of the applicability of the equivalent load in [3] and [24].
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3.3.2.7 Accelerations

From the solutions of the finite difference equations, accelerations of the chimney mass and the
accelerations of the damper mass were calculated. The magnitude of the damper mass
accelerationsis of great importance. The damper mass accel eration must be greater than the
friction force between damper friction mass and the damper house bottom.

Time history of damper mass acceleration
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Figure3.3u Time history of damper mass acceleration at the vortex shedding
frequency f=0.357 Hz, tuned frequency f,=0.262 Hz and a functioning damper.
Neither vortex shedding frequency nor critical wind velocity during vortex
shedding was randomised. Figure 3.3 n shows the corresponding time history
diagram for the top amplitude deflection.
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Time history of damper mass accelerations
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Figure3.3v Time history of damper mass acceleration at the vortex shedding
frequency f=0.357 Hz, avariable vortex shedding force, tuned frequency f,=0.262
Hz and a functioning damper. Both vortex shedding frequency or critical wind
velocity during vortex shedding were randomised to 50 percent. Figure 3.3 0
shows the corresponding time history diagram for the top amplitude deflection.

By comparing figure 3.3 u and 3.3 v it is found that the mean damper mass acceleration is about
1 m/s”. The resulting horizontal force will be about 1200 N (pendulum mass 1246 kg). If the
friction masses weight is about 40 kg the maximum required friction force according to Equation

2.4 will be approximately 120 N. Thereforeit is obvious that there will be enough acceleration
for activating the friction masses.
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3.3.28 Calculation the damping measurement conditions

Time history for damping measurement with a
functioning damper
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Figure3.3w Time history of damping test with a functioning damper. The figure could be
compared with Figure 3.3 h representing the corresponding damping test.

Time history for damping measurement with a
malfunctioning damper
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Figure3.3x Time history of damping test with a mal-functioning damper. The damper
stiffness was assumed to zero and the chimney damper mass were added to the
generalised mass. Thus the damper mass will be neglected. The figure could be
compared with Figure 3.3 i, representing the corresponding damping test.
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3.3.3 Comparison between observations and theor etical study

The solutions for the dynamic response, Equation 3.10 and 3.11, show a similar behaviour in the
solutionsasin [6], [13] and [14].

It isimportant to note that the model does not include any advanced fluid mechanical behaviour.

According to the theory a sudden and quick increase of the top amplitude deflection will occur.
From the recorded data given in Section 3.4 asimilar behaviour is observed. A very quick
increase of the top amplitude deflection and often an almost equal decrease was observed. The
quick decrease was explained by the turbulent behaviour of the wind. The recorded data also
show that the wind quickly and often change both velocity and direction. Thusthe model only is
limited sensitive to relatively large randomised changesin frequency or vortex shedding force,
large amplitude deflection during vortex shedding will only occur for short periods at atime.
This corresponds also well to the recordings according to Section 3.4.

There were some deviations between theory and damping measurements that mainly may be
explained by the fact that theory comes to the conclusion that there is not enough horizontal
space in the damper house. Thus the damper produces less damping than expected.

Figure 3.3 1 for the mal-functioning damper show atop deflection range of 496 mm. No lock-in
effects are included. If we assume alock-in on the wind velocity of two times the top deflection
range will increase with afactor four to about 2000 mm. The calculations will then roughly
confirm the observations noted in Section 3.1 and studied further in an estimated |oad spectrum
in Section 4.2 and reverse.

Figures 3.3 m, 3.3 nand 3.3 o for the functioning damper show atop deflection range of
approximately 400 mm. With the same discussion as for the mal-functioning damper it seems
reasonable to expect atop deflection range of approximately 1600 mm for the functioning
damper and the same weather conditions.

It isworth noting that the mistuned damper in Figure 3.3 r and 3.3 sgives alittle less top
deflection amplitude as compared to the tuned damper, but the vortex shedding frequency is
larger.

The accelerations are found to be large enough to overcome the friction forces between the
damper friction masses and the damper house bottom friction plate.

For the simulation of the damping tests, Figure 3.3 w and 3.3 x corresponding to the damping
tests, Figure 3.3 h and 3.3 i are found except for one behaviour. Figure 3.3 w shows two
superimposed oscillations, which could not be found in Figure 3.3 h. The superimposed
oscillations show the sum of oscillations of the both masses. This difference was an additional
argument to that only aminority of the damping is achieved from the friction masses. The mgjor
part is probably achieved from friction losses in the chains etc.

The theoretical study supports the statement made in Section 3.3.1.6 that the VEAB chimney
damper is anot an optimum damper device.
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34 Recor ded dynamic properties of the chimney

From the recorded results, about two million loggings, all periods where the top deflection
range exceeds 267 mm have been identified. According to Section 4.1 maximum deflection

ranges during vortex shedding was calculated as 2>133.6 = 267 mm, the vortex shedding

top deflection range calculated by the manufacturer. Typical for vortex shedding is that
several large oscillations follow after each other in time. Typical for gust wind is that only
one or afew large oscillations follow after each other in time. By plotting all identified
results on the computer screen and truncating all periods where only afew cyclesfollow in
time the results according to Table 3.4 aand 3.4 b remains.

Table3.4a Number of occasions per month where top deflection range exceeds 267 mm for
more than afew cycles. Year numbers are vertical to the left and month number
horizontal at top.

Y ear/

Month no 2 3 4 5 6 9 10 | 11 | 12
1997 0 8 9 5 5 4 4 0 9 0 0 0
1998 1 6 2 2 3 7 20 | 11 0 4 0 1
1999 12 4 0 4 3 2 11 2 1 3 5 10
2000 4 0 7 0 6 9 4 3 0 3 1 0

Table3.4b Relative timefor the chimney when top deflection range exceeds 267 mm. Y ear
number are vertical to the left and month number horizontal at top.
il 2 3 4 5 g 7 g g 10 1] 12 Towl

1997 _| 0,000000] 0,000870] 0000639] 0000259| 0000110] 0000295] 0000311 00000E| 0000542{ 0,000009] 0000017| 0000005, 0000255

1908 | 0,000063 0,000185] 0000014] 0000075( 0000463] 0000331/ 0,001692] 0000758] 0000009| 0000183 O00000| 0000065 0000320

1990 | 0,000850] 0,000418] 0000000] 000CR15( 0000165/ 0000578 0000855 0000067] 0000041| 0000079 000206| 0,001174] 0000346

2000 | 0,000444] 0000019] 0,000342] 0,000004] 0000245| 0000446/ 0,000120) 0000226 0000025 0000262| 0000B0| 0000027, 000185

Tol | 0000214] 0000370] 0,000249 0,000138] 0,000247] 0,000413] 0000745] 0,000264] 0,000155] 0000133 0,000071] 0000318 0000277

The differences between the two tables were due to that all cycles when top range deflection
exceeds 267 mm was included in Table 3.4 b. In Table 3.4 athe top range deflections less
than afew cycles were truncated.
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Relative time for top range displacement exceeding 267 mm
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Figure 3.4 a Relative time of the measure period for the chimney when top deflection
range exceeds 267 mm.

It iswell known, as described in for instance [1], that it is more probable for huge laminar
vortex shedding induced oscillations to occur during cold winter days with cold laminar
airflow. From Figure 3.4 a show large top range deflections during the winter time but in the
middle of the summer the largest amount of oscillations occurred. Thiswas not expected.
Obviously large vortex-shedding oscillations could to be expected aso during summer
periods.

Time at the day for elapsed time with top deflection range oscillations
exceeding 267 mm
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Figure3.4b Time at the day for elapsed time with top deflection range oscillations exceeding
267 mm.
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Range at strain gauge no 4
2000-06-13 at 14.45 h
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Figure3.4 c A typical vortex shedding behaviour with arather long period of large
deflection ranges. Range, wind velocity and wind direction were plotted as a
function of time. Wind velocity and wind direction were calculated as mean
values over 10 seconds, 1 minute and 10 minutes.
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Range at strain gauge no 5
2000-10-11 at16.04 h
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Figure3.4d A typical vortex shedding behaviour with a short period of large deflection
ranges. Range, wind velocity and wind direction were plotted as afunction
of time. Wind velocity and wind direction were cal culated as mean values
over 10 seconds, 1 minute and 10 minutes.
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In Appendix | all identified periods with the criteria top deflection range exceeding 267 mm
for the year 2000 were plotted (see al'so Table 3.4 aand 3.4 b).

A typical time history response during vortex shedding was an immediate increase from small
deflection ranges to large deflection ranges. The large deflection ranges continues for
typically about 100 seconds and decrease immediate again.

It was also obvious that large deflection ranges occur even if the turbulence intensity of the
wind velocity isrelatively large. About 50 percent turbulence intensity istypical if defined as
10 seconds mean value divided by 10 min mean value. The magnitude of 10 min mean values
seems to be most important for vortex shedding. The time required to obtain stationary top
deflection range during vortex shedding is> 10 minutes according to Section 3.3.2.

From Table 3.4 b it isfound that the VEAB chimney oscillates with a top deflection range
exceeding 267 mm (mainly vortex shedding) for 0.028 percent of the time or about ten hours
during the four-year observation period discussed in this report. This corresponds to about
80 000 cycles (0YE Of Sevice ,, hours o, minutes o) Second i, osgriz = 77760 )

4 recording years 4 years hour minute
above the design value for the top deflection range of 267 mm during a 30-year service life.
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3.5 Observed wind properties

3.5.1 Wind pressure and top deflection range, anthill diagrams

For the measurement period wind pressure and top deflection range anthill diagrams are plotted
for the VEAB chimney. Dynamic wind pressure is assumed to follow p,, =0.5x Wy C
where v, ., is mean wind speed calculated over 10 minutesand r ,,, = air density based on

daily mean values for temperature according to Section 3.8. All recorded data for the four years
1997 through 2000 are read, sorted monthly, calculated and finally plotted in anthill diagrams
by a couple of computer programs (Appendix H). The plotting was made in the Auto Cad dxf
drawing format. In this section atypical selection of periods are presented. If maximum top
deflection range was less than 100 mm the recording was truncated and dots were plotted for
wind pressure nor deflection range.

Additional plots are found in Appendix F.
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Figure3.5a Wind pressure anthill diagram for June 1997.
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Figure3.5b Top deflection range anthill diagram for June 1997.
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Figure3.5¢c Wind pressure anthill diagram for December 2000.
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Figure3.5d Top deflection range anthill diagram for December 2000.
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3.5.2 Accumulated wind pressure and accumulated top deflection range
diagrams

Similarly asin Section 3.5.1 and for the same months the sum of wind pressure (10 minutes
mean values) times number of cycles and the sum of top deflection range times number of
cycles are plotted. Wind pressure times number of cyclesis ameasure of the applied wind
energy. Top deflection range times number of cyclesisameasure of the accumulated
deflection energy. Finally some summary plots are given.

In Appendix F additional diagrams are found.

The mean angle between wind pressure times number of cycles and deflection range times
number of cyclesisabout 67 to 90 degrees. The chimney oscillates with an angle almost
perpendicular to the wind direction. The year 1999 above istypical and all other recorded years
show the same behaviour. It is obvious that the dominating oscillations for the VEAB chimney
arein NNW direction and that the dominating wind causing those oscillations blows from SW
direction.
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Figure3.5e Sum of wind pressure times number of cyclesfor June 1997.
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Figure3.5f Sum of top deflection range times number of cycles for June 1997.
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Figure 3.5g Sum of wind pressure times number of cycles for December 2000.
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Figure3.5h Sum of top deflection range times number of cyclesfor December 2000.
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Figure3.51 Sum of wind pressure times number of cycles year 1999.
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Figure3.5] Sum of top deflection range times number of cyclesfor year 1999.
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3.5.3 Elastic energy diagrams

Similar asin Section 3.5.2 and for the same months the elastic energy diagrams, calcul ated
according to Section 2.4.3 are plotted for the VEAB chimney.

Sum of keam energy (unit: Relative) N
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Figure 3.5 k Elastic energy diagram for June 1997.
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Figure3.51 Elastic energy diagram for December 2000.
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Figure 3.5 m Elastic energy diagram for the year of 1999.
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3.54  Anthill diagramsfor wind pressure at Vaxjo A station

Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological Institute, SMHI, administrates a net of observation
stations for meteorological and hydrological observations all over Sweden. The closest station
to the VEAB plant isVéaxjo A, located at latitude 56° 51" and longitude 14° 50", about four km
south of the plant. Height above sealevel at the observation station is about 199 m. A slopein
northern direction and a sea separate the Vaxj6 A station and the VEAB plant.

All wind datain this section origin from SMHI and Vaxj6 A. The wind velocity is measured at
10 m height above the ground. A 360-degree compass has been used. 0 or 360 degrees means
that the wind blows from the north, 90 degrees means that the wind blows from east and so on.

In Appendix F diagrams for some additional periods are found.

*

Wind pressure dots (unit: Po)
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Figure3.5n Wind pressure anthill diagram for February 1997 to 2000 at SMHI Vaxj6 A
observation station.
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Figure3.50 Wind pressure anthill diagram for July 1997 to 2000 at SMHI Véaxjo A
observation station.
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Figure3.5p Wind pressure anthill diagram for 1997 to 2000 at SMHI Vaxjo A observation
station.
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355 Deflection and wind velocity anthill diagrams
To study the combination of deflection and wind speeds, anthill diagrams for maximum top

deflection as afunction of wind velocity at 10 min mean values are plotted for the VEAB
chimney. Below two typical anthill diagrams are shown in Figures3.5qand 3.5r.

In Appendix F more diagrams are found.
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Figure3.5q Maximum top range deflection as afunction of wind velocity (10 min
mean values). Horizontal axisiswind velocity in m/s and vertical axisis 100
times top range deflection divided by diameter. The horizontal line corresponds
to y/d = 0.06/1.3, which isthe limit load for applicability of the equivalent load
model for vortex shedding in [3]. The actual period is January 1997.
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QI

Figure3.5r
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VRGP

Maximum top range deflection as afunction of wind velocity (10 min

mean values). Horizontal axisiswind velocity in m/sand vertical axisis 100
times top range deflection divided by diameter. The horizontal line corresponds
to y/d = 0.06/1.3, which isthe limit load for applicability of the equivalent load
model for vortex shedding in [3]. The actual period is December 2000.

92



Par Tranvik, Goran Alpsten
Dynamic Behaviour under Wind Loading of a 90 m Seel Chimney - Section 3.5

3.5.6 Wind turbulence anthill diagrams

Wind 1min/10 min mean values for June 1997
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Figure3.5s Wind 1 min mean values as afunction of wind 10 min mean values for June
1997.
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Figure3.5t Wind 10 s mean values as a function of wind 10 min mean values for June
1997.
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Wind 1 min/10 min mean values for December 2000
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Figure3.5u Wind 1 min mean values as a function of wind 10 min mean values for
December 2000.
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Figure 3.5v Wind 10 smean values as afunction of wind 10 min mean values for December
2000.
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Figure 3.5w Top range deflection times number of load cycles asafunction of 10
minutes wind velocity mean value per month for the recording period.
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Figure3.5x Top range deflection times number of load cycles asafunction of 10

v10min (m/s)

minutes wind velocity mean value per year for the recording period.
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Figure3.5y Number of cycles per month as a function of 10 minutes wind velocity mean
value per month for the recording period.
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Figure3.5z Number of cycles per month asafunction of 10 minutes wind velocity mean
value per year for the recording period.

From Figure3.5 a “mass centre” of the wind load was found to Vigmin =6.32 m/s at 1.75 10°
cycles. It means 0.44 10° cycles per year or 13.1 10° cycles per 30 year. Shape factor in this
reverse calculation was 0.2.
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Average of number of load cycles per v10min 1997-2000
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Figure 3.5 a Number of cycles per month asafunction of 10 minutes wind velocity mean
value per year for the recording period.

Critical wind velocity for vortex shedding has been calculated in Table 2.1 b to 3.24 m/s at
the diameter 2.3 m (the chimney shell except at damper house) and 3.95 m/s at the diameter
2.8 m (at the damper house with a height of 3.35 m). The damper house height was only a
little more than the diameter. Therefore its influence will be limited.

From [3] the number of load cycles during vortex shedding may be calculated from
N, =L1.2507 X XF XP(V) 1ot (3.38)

where The factor 1.2 includesinfluence of different wind velocity directions
and that an amount of timeisrequired for building up vortex shedding oscillations

fo = Natural frequency

P(v) Probability for that mean wind velocity during one year
occursin theinterval between v and e v Where v, isthe critica

wind velocity for resonance vortex shedding oscillations.

P(v) is assumed to be a Rayleigh distribution.

€ &vy o ) a 27

P(v) = eggﬁ% (gt &@m

V(2) = v, %, /Cexp (Z) e (3.40)
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where v(2)
Vo
e

Y early mean wind velocity at the height z

The modal value of the distribution, 5.5 m/s

1.25 but the difference between e and e v, should be at least 2
m/s

Ver IS defined in Section 2.4.2. Cep is defined and found from Table 3.2 ato 2.03.

Numerical values for the VEAB chimney gives

v(z) = 7.83m/s
P(v) = 0.204
n, = 0.7x10° oscillations per year or 21x10° oscillations for a 30 year period

The wind velocity found is twice the value achieved if the code [3] is extrapolated outside its
limits but the number of cyclesisless. In Figure 6.3 b the spectrafor top deflection
(functioning damper) is shown for both the recordings and some codes.

13.1X10° »6.32°

21>10°>3.24>
than what will be assumed from cal culations according to [3] when limit restrictions are
neglected (gust wind is not considered).

The wind vortex shedding load on the VEAB chimney is =2.4 timeslarger

In Figure 3.5 b cumulative frequency of top deflection range for strain gauge no 4 is shown.
The datafor 4 years of service 1997 through 2000, a graphically fitted lognormal distribution
for cumulative frequency of top deflection range and limits from Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
(a=0.05) are plotted.

Because of the truncation of the data, top deflection range100 mm, the fitted curve differs

greatly from measure data at the lower end. A log-normal representation has been chosen for
simplicity.
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Figure3.5b Cumulative frequency of top deflection range for strain gauge no 4.
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3.5.8 Frequency of wind velocity

The frequency distribution of wind velocity for the recording period 1997 through 2000 is
plotted for 10 s, 1 min and 10 min mean valuesin Figure3.5g,35d and3.5 e. The
frequency distributions have a maximum at approximately 5 m/s. A Weibull distribution is
fitted to each frequency distribution. Because top deflection ranges below 100 mm were
truncated (Section 3.2.7) the fitted distribution consider the truncation effect.

The Weibull frequency distribution is described as

where v = Wind velocity in m/s
a =A Welbull distribution parameter
b =A Waelbull distribution parameter

Frequency of wind velocity

0.20 \
0.15
2 @ Data for v10s
2 0.10
g \ — Fitted Weibull
a distribution
0.05 AN
0.00 ,.Ll“]]]]
0 5 10 15 20

Wind velocity (m/s)

Figure 3.5 g Probability density function for wind velocity, 10-second wind velocity mean
value. A fitted Weibull frequency distribution (a =1.1 and b=3.7) is included.
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Figure 3.5 d Probability density function for wind velocity, 1-minute wind velocity mean
value. A fitted Weibull frequency distribution (a =1.1 and b=3.5) isincluded
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Figure 3.5 e Probability density function for wind velocity, 10-minute wind velocity mean
value. A fitted Weibull frequency distribution (a =1.1 and b=3.3) isincluded
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3.5.9 I so-wind velocity plots

Iso-wind velocity plots for the recording period 1997 through 2000 are found in Figure 3.5 x,
35h and35¢q.

%

%

Figure 3.5 x Iso-wind velocity plot of 10 swind velocity mean values. Unit m/s.
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Figure 3.5 h Iso-wind velocity plot of 1 min wind velocity mean values. Unit m/s
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Figure 3.5 q Iso-wind velocity plot of 10 min wind velocity mean values. Unit m/s.
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Iso-wind velocity plots similar to thosein Figure 3.5 x, 3.5 h and 3.5 q, but wherewind in
opposite directions are added, are found in Figure3.51,35k and351 .

Jntny

W E

Figure3.51 Iso-wind plot of 10 swind velocity mean values where valuesin 180 degrees
opposite directions have been added. Unit m/s.

E

Figure 3.5 k 1so-wind plot of 1 min wind velocity mean values where values in 180 degrees
opposite directions have been added. Unit m/s.
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Figure3.5 | Iso-wind plot of 10 min wind velocity mean values where values in 180 degrees
opposite directions have been added. Unit m/s.

It was expected that Figure 3.51, Figure 3.5 k and Figure3.5 | have shown iso-wind plots
as half circles. Thisisnot the fact because wind from south west is dominating for the
recorded and truncated wind recordings (Section 3.2.7). The orientation of the Sandvik 11
plant buildings cover the bottom half height of the chimney. Therefore the wind direction
could be partly influenced from the surrounding buildings.
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3.6 Recor dings of top deflection from deducted strain gauge
measur ements

From the recorded data, cal culations were made, the data sorted and |oad spectra plotted. In
Appendix E fatigue damage and cumul ative fatigue damage are plotted for each month, per
year and for the measure period 1997 through 2000. In this section atypical selection of load
spectra (frequency distribution in the diagrams) and accumulated |oad spectra (spectrumin
the diagrams) diagrams are shown.

For definition of directions see Figure 3.2 a.
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Figure3.6 a Freguency distribution of top deflection range in direction 170 degreesfor the
month of September years 1997 through 2000.
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Figure3.6 b Spectrum for top deflection range in direction 170 degrees for the month of
September years 1997 through 2000.
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Figure 3.6 ¢ Freguency distribution of top deflection range for the year of 1997 in the

different directions.
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Figure 3.6 d Spectrum for top deflection range for the year of 1997 in the different

directions.
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Figure 3.6 e Frequency distribution of top deflection range in direction 170 degrees for years
1997 through 2000.
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Figure3.6f Spectrum for top deflection range in direction 170 degrees years 1997 through
2000.
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Figure 3.6 g Spectrum for top deflection range as mean per year in direction 170 degrees
years 1997 through 2000. The thick lineisastraight line fitted (least square
method) to the results.
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The straight line fitted to the datain Figure 3.6 g may be written
Y = =B5R00G(N) + 247 oo (3.43)

where  ny  =Accumulated number of load cycles
y  =Top deflection amplitude in mm

By using Equation 4.6 the bending stress s , in MPa per year at the chimney base is obtained as

S, = ¥20.087 = - B01210G(N,) + 21.5...coomrvveerererieeeeesseseses s (3.44)

Bending moment at the chimney base per year in Nm isfound from Equation 3.5
M, =s , ¥0° sz" =5, ¥73000 = |- 0.220%log(n, )+ 1.57]40° ..o (3.45)

Equation 2.10 gives the distributed load g N/m per year in Pato

2>M,  2xM
= sz: gozb = - B4.22100g(N, ) #8387 oo (3.46)

If we assume that the distributed load will correspond to awind pressure p in Paper year of
loads uniformly distributed over the chimney

p= g = = 23.68210G(1N, ) #2168 ...oooveeeeeeeeeeeee e (3.47)
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Wind pressure as a function of number of load cycles
per year
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Figure3.6 h  Wind pressure, mainly caused by vortex shedding, as a function of number of
load cycles per year.

In Section 6.3 and 6.4 comparisons between recorded spectrum and code spectra are made.
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3.7 First and second mode oscillations

3.7.1 Screen plots

During thefirst half-year of measurements alot of screen plots of the virtual instrument were
made mainly to document the second mode oscillating behaviour. Below threetypical plotsare
shown. More plots are found in Appendix D.
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Figure3.7a Chimney oscillating in first mode and starting in second mode of natural
frequency.
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Figure3.7b Chimney oscillating in first and second modes of natural frequency.
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Figure3.7c Chimney oscillating in first and second modes of natural frequency.

By graphical determination in Figure 3.7 ato 3.7 ¢ the natural frequency of the second mode
iscalculated to 1.45 Hz (approximately 5 times the first mode). This value may be compared
to the calculated natural frequency of the second mode, 1.44 Hz.

From Figure 3.7 ¢ maximum width for the second mode is found to be approximately 90 mm.
Thisis representative of the complete data recorded.

The second mode was only observed at rare occasions as when the wind velocity calculated as

a 10 min mean value exceeded approximately 10 m/s. The second mode frequency causes
approximately 5 times more load cycles per time unit but the total amount of timeislow.

3.7.2 Logged files

From logged recorded data, about two million loggings, natural frequency for the first mode
has been calculated. In the log files there was no information about the second mode as
described in Section 3.2.1.
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Figure3.7d Natural frequency as monthly mean values for the first mode during the
observation period of 1997 through 2000.

Mean value for the observation period 1997 through 2000 is 0.288 Hz. See also Section 2.4.1.

3.7.3 First mode evaluation

From Section 3.4 and Appendix | it isfound that first mode vortex shedding oscillations occur
in the wind velocity interval of approximately V.. sms =4 M/S10 Vo 4smo =13 M/s as

observed from the wind transmitter at 45 m height. The larger values may be a combination
between first and second order natural frequencies.

Wind velocities at the top of the chimney (90 m level) may to be corrected as (Section 3.2.3.2)

VlOmin90m 1 = ncorr >°‘llomir145m 1 = l 10 >(4 = 44 m/S tO
VlOmin90m 2 = ncorr xVlOmir145m 2 = 110 >§I‘3 = 143 m/S

It means that first mode natural frequency occurs at 4.4 to 14.3 m/sfor 90 m level. According
to Section 2.4.1 theory give first and second mode natural frequencies at 0.282 Hz
respectively 1.44 Hz. Sections 3.7.1 and 3.7.2 gives 0.288 and 1.45 Hz respectively, which
will be used in the following.

Temperatures at the time when the plots were created are:

Figure3.7a 1997-02-11 T=35°C
Figure3.7b: 1997-03-03 T=6.1°C
Figure3.7c:.  1997-02-20 T=35°C

For the following calculations at atemperature of T=5 °C is assumed. The kinematic viscosity
of theairis 13.7X0°° m?/s a T=5 °C according to Section 3.8. The Reynold number is
defined in Equation 1.1 and the Strouhal number in Equation 1.2.
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The chimney diameter is 2.3 m, except for the damper house at the top where the diameter is
2.8 m. Reynold and Strouha numbers corresponding to the wind velocity interval of 4.4 to 14.3

m/swill be
For d=2.3m

Re
For d=2.8 m

R

Ra=

Ra=

= 1323% = 0.73940°
75
23143 .
2.8°44
= W =0.899 ><L06
= % = 2.92340°

Sl :M:O:LS:L to
44
2.3>0.288
i)
14.3
Sl :M:Ol& to
Sz :M:OOSB

The above values for Strouhal numbers as a function of Reynold numbers are plotted in
Figure 3.7 einto a diagram with literature data.
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Figure3.7e

shedding in the first mode have been added.

Diagram taken from [6] where valuesfor VEAB steel chimney during vortex

Fatigue caused by oscillation in the first mode of natural frequency is studied in Section 4.2 and

4.3.1.
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3.7.4 Second mode evaluation

From the recordings, exemplified by Figure 3.7 athrough 3.7 ¢, wind velocity mean value for
10 minutes is vViomin=10.5 m/s as measured at the wind transmitter at 45 m level. At 90 m
height the corresponding wind velocity is (correction factor according to Section 3.2.3.2)

Vi = Neorr Vi, =1-10%10.5 =11.5 m/s

It means that second mode mean wind velocity occursat 11.5 m/s. According to Section 2.4.1
second mode critical wind velocity is 16.6 m/s.

Atd=23m = % =1.76X0° S = % =0.29
15>10°° 115

aomosm  RZZPUS g g 286 oo
155107 115

The above values for Strouhal numbers as a function of Reynold numbers are plotted in Figure
3.7f.
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Figure3.7.f Diagram taken from [6] where valuesfor VEAB steel chimney during vortex
shedding in the second mode have been added.

Fatigue caused by oscillationsin the second mode is studied in Section 4.3.2.
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3.7.5 Discussion

Strouhal number could be as big as 0.3, but forces exited are small. Thereforeitis
recommended that a Strouhal number of 0.2 should be used for engineering design calculations
[1], [3], [5], [9]. For the first mode recorded results sometimes gives as small Strouhal number
as 0.06. The effect explaining thisislock-in, where the vortex shedding starts at a lower wind
velocities and continue to oscillate during increasing wind velocity. Thisis possibleif the
design has big slenderness ratio. Some codes, i. e. the Swedish BSV 97 manual [3] have limited
the use of the code model to a maximum slenderness (height through diameter) of
approximately 30. The results of this investigation support such alimit unless design loads are
increased for slender structures, such as noted in some papers[1], [15]. The main problem with
creating a code calculation model valid also for slender structures (slenderness much greater
than 30) isthe limited amount of recorded measure data. Sections 3.5.7 and 3.6 contain
suggested load spectra and that this is more complex. Furthermore, chimneys with oscillations
occurring in the second mode are more rare.

Second mode oscillations are seldom observed in structural steel chimneys[26]. For most steel
chimneys only the first mode of oscillation is of practical importance for vortex shedding
induced oscillations. The large slenderness of the VEAB chimney explainsthe relatively
common and large second mode oscillations.

Because of the slender VEAB steel chimney (height through diameter = 39) correspondence
between Strouhal number and Reynold number do not follow the predictions of Figure 3.7 e
and 3.7 f [6]. For slender chimneys several codes give unconservative design loads for vortex
shedding.

A damper applied at the top of the chimney isless efficient for second order than first order
mode.
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3.8 Temperatures and temper atur e dependent properties

3.8.1 M ean temperatures

VEAB Sandvik 11 plant records and stores in a database alot of data about the plants
behaviour and its environment. From the database the daily mean temperatures are collected
and presented below. Appendix G contains a more complete description of the temperatures
during the observation period. Those temperatures are used in Section 3.5 for calculating
wind pressure. Some examples and atotal summary are presented below.

Daily mean temperatures 1997
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Figure 3.8 a Daily mean temperatures at VEAB Sandvik 11 plant for the year of 1997.
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Daily mean temperatures for January
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Figure 3.8 b Daily mean temperatures at VEAB Sandvik |1 plant for the month of January.

Monthly mean temperatures for 1997-2000
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Figure 3.8 c Monthly mean temperatures at VEAB Sandvik Il plant 1997 through 2000.

The VEAB Sandvik Il plant was erected during the years 1995 and 1996. Therefore no
recorded temperatures before 1996 are available. But for vortex shedding oscillations, which
occurred during the interesting days between Christmas and New Y ear 1995 the temperature,
was very low, about -20 °C.
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3.8.2 Density and kinematic viscosity

Both density and viscosity of air vary with temperature. Unless otherwise is mentioned, all
calculations in this report follow the temperature data in this section. Thus both density and
viscosity follow the actual conditions. Influence of meterological pressure and humidity are

neglected because that no such information were recorded. Their influences are also limited
compared to the temperature.

According to [16] air densities follow the temperature as

where r, =129 kg/m® at 0 °C and meterological air pressure 1 013 mbar

T,=273K
Air density as a function of temperature
1,450
1,400 ~_
g 1,350
2 1,300
S 1,250
=
1,200 B
\
1,150
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Temperature (C)

Figure3.8d Air density as afunction of temperature at sealevel when influence of
meterological air pressure and air humidity is neglected.
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Air kinematic viscosity as a function of temperature
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Figure3.8 e Air kinematic viscosity as afunction of temperature.

3.8.3 Discussion

Several codes and handbooks as for instance [ 3] suggest that the air density should be
selected to 1.25 kg/m® and that cinematic viscosity should be selected to 15X0°° m?/s
when calculating vortex shedding oscillating forces.

Theair density 1.25 kg/m® corresponds to an air temperature of 10 °C. At for instance a day
with atemperature of -20 °C the density isinstead 1.40 kg/m®. Calculated dynamic wind
pressure will then be 12 percent greater than that determined for the nominal air density 1.25
kg/m®.

The viscosity 15X10°° m?/s corresponds to an air temperature of 19 °C. At for instance a
day with atemperature of —20 °C the cinematic viscosity is 11.5X10 ® m?/s. Calculated

Reynold number Re will be 30 % greater on the —20 °C day than on the 19 °C day.
Extremely low turbulence levels due to stable stratification of the atmosphere (laminar air
flow) during cold winter days characterise the airflow.

From Section 2.1 it is noted that the VEAB chimney is situated at a height of 164 m above
sea level. The influence of air density depending of the height above sealevel isbeing
limited to some percent [3].

In evaluating the recorded data, the actual daily mean temperatures were considered when
calculating the dynamic pressures and Reynold numbers. But the influence of level above
sea level has been neglected.
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4. Fatigue action

4.1 Fatigue model considered

For fatigue evaluation of the chimney the Swedish Manual for Steel StructuresBSK 99 [4] is
followed.

Theterm stressrange s , refersto the difference between maximum and minimum stress at

adefined point, stresses being calculated according to elastic theory as normal stresses
without consideration of local stress variations due to for instance the detailed geometry of
the weld.

For normal stress, the design criterion with respect to fatigue is

S B F o [A] et (4.1)

where f = f, /(1.1>g,) isthe design value of the fatigue strength.

The characteristic fatigue strength, f, isto be calculated with due regard to the stress
concentration effects characterised by the class of detail C in accordance with [4], the
number of stress cycles n, during the service life of the structure, and the shape of the stress
spectrum in accordance with [4].

The class of detail C isameasure of the characteristic fatigue strength for 2x10° stress
cycles at a constant stress range.

Classes of detail for parent material and welded connections are given in [4]. The values
given assume Workmanship GA or GB in accordance with [4].

For a spectrum with a constant stress range the characteristic value of the fatigue strength is

1/3
e 5U
frkZC%&a : N ESMO® [4] i, (4.2)
e N q
62905 i° i .
frk=0.885>C>§gn—g , 540°£n £10° [4] coooviiiiiiiiii e (43)
t U

For structures not appreciably affected by corrosion, for instance where the corrosion
protection iswell maintained, it is assumed that the fatigue limit for a spectrum with

constant stress range is assumed to be reached at 10° stress cycles.

The relationship between the characteristic value of the fatigue strength and the number of
stress cyclesisset outin [4].
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Figure4.1 a Characteristic fatigue strength .« [4]. The full lines are applied for a stress
spectrum with a constant stressrange (k =1). For avariable stress range,
reference isto be made to [4].

For a stress spectrum with a variable stress range, the Palmgren-Miner cumul ative damage
hypothesisisto be applied [4] on the basis of the characteristic fatigue strength. The design
value for each stress range is to be determined by multiplying the calculated nominal stress

range for the design load effect by afactor 1.1>g,,, where g,, depends on the safety.

In assembling the stress spectra, the 100 stress cycles that have the largest design values of
the stress range, and stress cycles for which the design values of the stress range are smaller
than values corresponding to the fatigue limit n, =10°, may be ignored.

The design criterion in conjunction with avariable stressrangeis as follows
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where

n. =Number of stresscyclesat acertainrange s,
n, = Number of stress cycles at a constant stress range which corresponds to the stress range

S ri
Design isto be carried out in accordance with Equation 4.1, where s , is the largest nominal

stress range in the stress spectrum being considered. Assembly of the stress spectrum may
be carried out in accordance with the same principles, in accordance with the forgoing, apply
in using the Palmgren-Miner hypothesis.

[4] states that the design value of the fatigue strength shall be determined as follows

Where g,, depends on the safety class according to [4].

For first mode oscillations, the relationship between top deflection in mm and characteristic
chimney base bending stress for a distributed |oad, was calculated by the manufacturer of
the chimney to

S st =YX PR 0087 (46)
133.6 mm
whereyisinmmands, ;... in MPa

For second mode oscillationsit is found from Section 2.4.2 and 3.7.1 that the relationship
between fictitious top deflection (superimposed oscillations on the first mode) and
characteristic chimney base bending stress for a distributed load are the same as for the
first mode of natural frequency. But plate thickness decreases from base to top of the
chimney according to Section 2.1.2. A separate evaluation for the influence of second
mode oscillations at worst |ocation was made.

_ 116 . W

S = = Y 30.0202 e, 47
hmose2 = Y X e 1336 Y (4.7

For fatigue design calculations [17] states that

S 1 TS [ srereerereiee bbb R e bR (4.8)

r

At chimney base gusset plates the class of detail should have been C = 45 MPa according to
Section 3.1. But because of defective manufacturing it was not achieved. Actual class of
details were estimated to C = 30 M Pa according to Section 3.1. It is below the lowest
accepted level in [4] C=45 MPa.
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4.2 Estimated cumulative damage for period with
mal-functioning damper

From Section 4.1 we find that the damper was mal-functioning during the first nine months
of service.

Elapsed time in hours during nine monthsis 9>months>30>days>24>hours = 6480 >hours.

By using the observationsin Section 4.1 the following estimated distribution of top
amplitude deflections versustime for the first nine months in service were made:

Table4.2a Estimated top deflection distribution for the first nine monthsin service

Amplitude y +/- [1 500 [1 150 [700 500 300 [150 [100 [Total
(mm)

Time t (h) 5 |15 5 B0 [100 150 300|675

Relative time [0.08 [0.23 [0.39 [1.23 [1.54 (2.31 |4.63 [10.42
(percent of
elapsed time)

The manufacturer calculated the stiffness/top amplitude deflection relationship to (Equation
4.6)

S -0.087 N/mm?
y

The calculationsin Section 3.3.2.2 give

Distributed load Weq = 135 N/m
Reaction bending moment at chimney base M, = 546750 Nm
Top amplitude deflection y = 87.71 mm
Areamoment of inertiaat h=0 m I = 0084 m*
Diameter d = 2.3 m

Equation 3.5 and Figure 3.3 k give

M, 546750 _

S =% " 2008 (oMPa
d 23

S = 1S _ 0085 N/mnT?

y 8771
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The manufacturers calculation of ratio of bending stress through top deflection and the
corresponding calculation in this report gives similar result. In the following the

manufacturers result S - 0.087 N/mm?® was used.
y

The mean value for the natural frequency for the period 1997 through 2000 f=0.288 Hz
(Section 2.4.1 and 2.7.2) was used.

From Section 4.1

1

f,(n=5x0°) = 3o>%*—;93 =22.1MPa
e

g
1
6 5
f . (n=1x0°) = 0.885>30 aEMS T+ =12.1MPa
10° 5
f (n=540°% =221 —183MPa
1.11.1
f (n=140% =21 —100MPa
1.11.1
2C O
N = G6—1 Xx0° s, % 183MPa
S rd @
,.5
} (0}
n, :?885"(33 x2X0° 10.0£s , £183MPa
Srd (%]

The cumulative fatigue damage values have been calculated in Table 4.2 b.

Table4.2b Cumulative fatigue damage according to Table 4.2 afor an estimated |oad
spectrum for the first nine months of serviceand g, =1.1.

y(mm) |t (h) |s , (MP3) s ,(MPa) |n N n/ng
15000 5 261 315.8 5184 1715 3.02
1150 15 200.1 242.1] 15552 3806 4.09
700 25 121.8 147.4] 25920 16862 1.54
500 80 87.0 105.3] 82944 46250 1.79
300 100 52.2 63.2 103680 213916 0.48
150 150 26.1 31.6) 155520 1711325 0.09
100 300 17.4 21.1] 311084 6308707 0.05
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It means that the cumulative damage fatigue according to the Palmgren-Miner Hypothesis
will be about 11 at aresistance factor g, = 1.1 corresponding to a probability of damage of

approximately 10™*,

If the probability of failureis set to 0.5 the resistance factor will be approximately
1.1>0.75 = 0.825 [18].

f {n=5x0°) = 21 _ sgMPa
1.1>0.75

f {n=140°%) = 100 _151mpa
1.1>0.75

The cumulative fatigue damage will then be as calculated in Table 4.2 c.

Table4.2c Cumulative fatigue damage for an estimated load spectrum for the first nine
months of serviceand g, = 0.825, which corresponds to a probability of
damage of approximately 0.5.

y(mm) [t (h) [s,(MPa)|s 4, (MPa) |n Ny n/ny
15000 5 261 2153 5184 5411 0.9
1150, 15 200.1 165.1 15552 11999  1.30
700 25 121.8 1005 259200 53198 0.49
500 80 87.0 718 82944 145888 0.57
300 100 52.2 431 103680 674469 0.15
150 150 26.1 21.5 155520 5743284 0.03
1000 300 17.4 14.4 311084 42612809 0.00

3.50

The large number of cracksisin correspondence with the above-calculated cumulative
damage fatigues.
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4.3 Cumulative damage for period with functioning damper

4.3.1 First mode of natural frequency

4.3.1.1 Foundation leve

The strain gauges were primarily aimed to study the influence of first mode of natural
frequency to the fatigue strength (Section 3.2.1).

The recording period is the years 1997 through 2000. To reduce the amount of datato be
stored, values were truncated if maximum range was less than 100 mm according to Section
3.2.7.

For strain gauge 1 and 3 there are a number of unrealistic values from January until April
2000. They are truncated because of errors at the strain gauges, see Section 3.2.8.

Cumulative fatigue damage has been calculated for the recording period 1997 through 2000.
Because of the difference between design assumptions and true values for class of detail both
C=45 and C=30 are assumed. C=45 is the design assumption and C=30 the accurate class of
detail. C=45 corresponds to a class of detail similar to a class of weld of WC according to [4].
It means that C=30 corresponds to a class of weld below WC. In the cumulative damage
calculations nothing el se than geometric stress concentrations from the weld alone was
included. For the original design of the gusset plates at foundation level (Figure 2.2 c and 2.2
d) and 30 m level (Figure 2.2 €) it is reasonable to add an additional geometric stress
concentration. Because of the changed design after two years of service (Figure 2.2 g and
Figure 2.21) no additional stress concentrations are added to the class of detail C.

Table4.3.a Damage fatique for 1997 at class of detail C=30 respective C=45

C (Gauge no 1 Gauge no 2 Gauge no 3 Gauge no 4 Gauge no 5 Gauge no 6 Gauge no 7 Gauge no 8
30 0.0016736 0.00625349 0.0099898 0.01003540 0. 00578685 0. 00235369 0. 00080252 0. 00067543
45 0.00013162 0.00057027 0.00102408 0. 00099927 0.00052442 0.00019323 0. 00006214 0. 00005592

Table4.3.b  Damage fatique for 1998 at class of detail C=30 respective C=45

C (Gauge no 1 Gauge no 2 Gauge no 3 Gauge no 4 Gauge no 5 Gauge no 6 Gauge no 7 Gauge no 8
30 0.00109454 0.00580580 0.01042424 0.01130228 0.00630474 0.00181172 0. 00025356 0.00021740
45 0. 00007902 0.00061170 0.00126551 0.00133086 0.00063884 0.00011620 0.00001215 0. 00001095

Table4.3.c  Damage fatique for 1999 at class of detail C=30 respective C=45

C (Gauge no 1 Gauge no 2 Gauge no 3 Gauge no 4 Gauge no 5 Gauge no 6 Gauge no 7 Gauge no 8
30 0.00171796 0.00612419 0.01083196 0.01212821 0.00726709 0.00267103 0. 00077496 0.00070521
45 0.00013927 0.00056558 0.00115432 0.00128465 0. 00070408 0.00023725 0.00006437 0.00005421
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Table4.3.d Damage fatigue for 2000 at class of detail C=30 respective C=45

C (Gauge no 1 Gauge no 2 Gauge no 3 Gauge no 4 Gauge no 5 Gauge no 6 Gauge no 7 Gauge no 8
30 0.00102202 0.00559000 0.00897362 0.01298475 0.00749771 0.00227207 0.00054623 0. 00033561
45 0.00017150 0.00040299 0.00084157 0.00117389 0. 00056996 0.00012609 0. 00004032 0.00001880

Table4.3.e Damage fatigue for the entire measure period 1997 through 2000 at class of detail C=30
respective C=45

C (Gauge no 1 Gauge no 2 Gauge no 3 Gauge no 4 Gauge no 5 Gauge no 6 Gauge no 7 Gauge no 8

30 0.00566482 0.02405545 0. 04046838 0. 04659365 0. 02689582 0.00911692 0. 00238477 0.00197968

45 0. 00053598 0.00218143 0. 00430908 0. 00479834 0.00243850 0. 00067287 0.00017906 0.00014352

From Table 4.3 eit isfound that greatest fatigue damage during the recording period (four
years) was at bridge no 4 where utilization was 0.047 at C=30 and 0.0048 at C=45. If the
measurement period is representative for the complete service life of 30 years the fatigue
damage for the service life will be

30 Years
X =

For C=30 0.04659365 0.35

For C=45 000479834 %20 S _ 4 035
4Years

Damage fatigue per year at strain gauge no 4 (170 degrees), C=30

0.014

0.012

0.01

0.008

0.006

Damage fatigue

0.004
0.002

0 T T T
1997 1998 1999 2000

Year

Figure4.3a Fatigue damage per year for recordings at strain gauge no 4 (170 degrees) and
class of detail C=30.

In Figure 4.3 athe fatigue damage shows an increasing magnitude during the years. There
are only four years of recordings. Therefore the statistical material islimited. It is not
possible to determineif the increaseis an actual trend accidental.
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4.3.1.2 Other heightsthan baselevel

According to Section 2.4.3 the bending moment and the area moment of inertia (Equations
2.10and 2.11) are described as

UCEESCEES

1(X) =%>«[D4 - (D- 2x)*] at each height x

By using Equation 3.5 bending stressis described as

s, (X) = g"xl((xx)) ............................................................................................................... (4.9)
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Figure4.3 b Bending stress as a function of the height for a distributed load of 135 N/m.

From diagram 4.3 b it is obvious that, for a given stress concentration effect, the base level
will govern the design.

4.3.2 Influence of second mode of natural frequency

Natural frequency at second mode was 1.44 Hz (Section 2.4.1). By comparing Equations 2.10
and 2.11 and considering Figure 4.3 b it was obvious that first mode oscillations govern the
design when the stress concentration effect is similar. Second mode oscillations are below the
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endurance limit. Therefore no superposition of first and second mode oscillations has been
made.
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5 Crack propagation

51 Method of analysis

To get an estimation of the safety against fracture of the VEAB chimney, at the point of time
when the damper was malfunctioning and before the cracks were repaired, asimplified crack
propagation analysis was made. The complete calculation is shown in Appendix L.

In this simplified estimation study the linear method was used as presented in [18].
The observed cracks at the erection splice at the 30 m level were found to be most critical.

The studied crack was of type 1 according to Figure 3.1 a. The shell plate thickness was 10
mm. Typical crack length was 10 mm and a crack depth of 3 mm into the shell plate
according to Appendix J.

The pitch is approximately 180 mm between the gusset plates. Several welds at the gusset
plates were damaged by cracks. Therefore acceptable crack width was expected to be <<
180 mm.

A lock-in factor of two isassumed for thisanalysis. It is based on results from Sections 3.4
and 3.5.

52 Results

From a simple finite element analysis (FEA) calculation the geometric stress concentration was
found to be 2 (Appendix K).

For the case with a functioning damper allowable crack length for a non-propagating surface crack
was calculated to 0.3 mm. For the case with a malfunctioning damper the corresponding crack length
was calculated to 0.2 mm.

The cracks were found to propagate critical if the damper is functioning after
1200000 +114 000 = 1 300 000 cycles, or 48 + 4.6 = 53 days of continuous vortex shedding
oscillation.

The cracks were found to propagate critical if the damper is malfunctioning after
225 000 + 21 400 = 250 000 cycles, or 9 + 1 = 10 days of continuous vortex shedding oscillating.

The corresponding number of load cycles during vortex shedding according to Section 3.5.7is13.1 -
10° according to the observations and 21 - 10° according to [3]. The load spectrum is discussed in
chapter 3.6.

Considering the assumed load spectrum it is obvious that the chimney before it was repaired had a
high probability for collapse.
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6 Discussion

6.1 Thereliability of buildings with mechanical movable
devices

Thereliability of typical ordinary buildingsis only depending on its support structure
transferring loads from the entire part of the building to the supports. A chimney or any other
construction equipped with amechanical damper relies both on the support structure and on
the function of the damper.

Therefore the first question to discuss is whether reliability of building structures should be
depending on adevise or not. If the device is properly designed and functions as expected
there are no problems. But if the device is mal-functioning in any way it could be hazardous
for thereliability of the building.

For mechanical pendulum tuned dampers at steel chimneys we have noted the following risks:

- Therewill be condensation in the damper house. An estimating cal culation shows that
thereisrisk of condensation in the damper house at some weather conditions, but the
amount of condensed water is small. Thus the friction between friction mass and damper
house bottom will be other than assumed in the design cal culations and the damper
properties could be changed.

- There may be corrosion in the damper house caused by condensation in the damper
house. The friction mass could corrode and get caught to the damper house bottom and
the damper will be locked. There may require excessive accelerations to loosen the
friction mass from the damper house bottom.

- Thefriction mass will freeze to the damper house bottom caused by the condensation
water and the damper will be locked. There will be required large accel erations to
loosen the friction mass from the damper house bottom.

- The chimneys are aimed to operate for a period of many years. For the VEAB chimney
the design lifetime was decided to 30 years, which is common practice for chimneysin
Sweden. Because of the long lifetime there could be worries about dangerous wear
eventually in combination with corrosion.

- Error in handling or careless handling during erection and service could make the
damper inoperable by mistake.

- Design errors as wrongly calculated natural frequencies, error in selection of pendulum
masses, error in selection of friction devices may result in a mistuned damper with
limited damping. [19] and Section 3.3.2.4 deals with the problem of mistuned dampers
on steel chimneys. There could be alot of reasons for why calculated natural frequency
differ from the real one, such as errorsin calculating the natural frequency, simplified
calculation model which miss some effects or different mass distribution than assumed.
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- The mechanical pendulum tuned damper requires aregular maintenance program. For
the VEAB chimney it was decided to once ayear. If the maintenance is neglected the
reliability of the chimney isimpaired. Asfor the aircraft and nuclear industry the
inspection interval hasto be smaller than the time required for a crack to grow critical
with amal-functioning damper. According to Section 5, 10 days of continuous vortex
shedding oscillations could create critical crack and collapse. For the VEAB chimney
there were only one yearly inspection planned and acceptable inspection interval
therefore were to long.

Ice on the chimney during the winter periods add mass and changes the natural
frequency resulting in a mistuned damper.

Reynold number is changed if the chimney is charged with rainwater as discussed in
[20]. Then the shape factor during vortex shedding oscillations could be increased with
hazardous consequences for the chimney.

By paying attention to the risks above the economic incitement have to be big for using
mechanical pendulum tuned dampers. According to our experiences that is not the fact
especially if the inspection and maintenance costs are included in the cost estimate. A
chimney with any form of not movable device to reduce oscillations caused by vortex
shedding is only requiring alimited amount of inspection and is therefore as economic as the
pendulum device.

To rely on movable devicesin buildingsis aform of risk management. Which risk is
acceptable for a building? Our recommendation is that chimneys as other important buildings
should not be depending on movable devices unless a careful risk management analysis have
been made.

By using two differently tuned mechanical dampers some of the above mentioned
disadvantages could be avoided.

Vortex shedding oscillations are also alittle surprising, in fact that no appreciate oscillations
could appear for decenniums and suddenly awinter period when critical meteorological
conditions occur the chimney start to oscillate hazardous for a period as discussed in [1].
Thereforeit iseasy to be lulled into security about the reliability after some years of
satisfactory operating experience. Oscillations recorded during the current four-year program
on the VEAB chimney never approached those observed in December 1996.

6.2 Compar able chimney data

Some investigations similar to that presented in this report have been published after this
investigation was started. Those other investigations involving measurements over time are
limited to a much shorter time period than for this investigation. The investigation presented
in this report cover a measurement period twice or more that of other investigations[1], [2],
[15], [19], [21] and [22].
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In [1] Table 6.2 adata as Scruton number and cal culated and observed top amplitude
deflection for anumber of steel chimneys are shown. To the table has been added the VEAB
chimney, achimney at Varberg [21] with great oscillations from vortex shedding, a chimney
at Magdeburg [15] and with four chimneys presented in [22].

In Table 6.2 athe chimneys from [1] are named number 1 to 9, the chimneysin [22] with long
term recordings number 10 to 14, the VEAB chimney number 15, the Varberg chimney [21]
number 16 and.

The following notifications are made in Table 7.1:

h = Height

d = Diameter

? = Slenderness ratio h/d

tpp = Top shell thickness

f = Natural frequency

d = Logarithmic decrement

S = Scruton number

Ver = Critical wind velocity

Re = Reynold number

Cla = The basic value of the aerodynamic exiting force

lstcor = Effective correlation length

K> = Eurocode 1 calculation variable

Kw = Eurocode 1 calculation variable

Ymax = Calculated top amplitude deflection according to Eurocode 1

Yobs = Observed top amplitude deflection

Ymeasured = Measured top amplitude deflection

M = Measured

O = Observed

* = The difference in Scruton numbersis due to differencesin structural
damping and mode shape

** = The bigger diameter concern outer diameter of the damper.

*hx = Estimated top mass

15a = The VEAB chimney with a mal-functioning damper.

15b = The VEAB chimney with afunctioning damper.
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Table6.2a Datafor anumber of chimneys
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As[1] notifies Table 6.2 a show that Eurocode 1 often underestimates the top amplitude
deflections during vortex shedding oscillations. BSV 97 [3] has limits for slenderness and top
deflection as noted in Section 2.4.2.

It isworth noticing that non-professional persons often overestimate visual observations of
chimney top deflections. That is areasonable fact, but that is not the same as saying that
visual observations of chimney top deflection always are overestimated. The professional is
aware of necessary references needed for the estimation.

6.3 Codes
6.3.1 General

Rulesfor designing slender structures under wind loading as chimneys are found in various
codes. Most countries have their own national codes but organisations such as CEN and
Comite International Des Cheminées Industrielles (CICIND) have developed common codes
as the Eurocode and the CICIND code.

There are great deviations between the national codes as well as the common codes. Most
codes deals with static wind loads in a similar way. However action from vortex shedding is
treated in different ways. Some codes limit the allowable slenderness ratio (height/diameter),
for applicability of the code design model. Limit restrictions for the top deflection at vortex
shedding are also used.

There isadiscussion going on about the requirement of revision the codes. See for instance
[1] and [15].

For static design the 50-year maximum wind load (gust included) considering global and local
buckling and plasticity are applied combined with dead |oad and other loads.

For dynamic loads fatigue has to be considered. The spectra of fatigue effects will be made up
of response from gust wind, vortex shedding and ring oscillations (ovalling).

As acomplement to the codes, handbooks have to be used for evaluation of buckling modes,
welds and details. In most cases also afinite element (FEA) computer program is necessary
for calculating natural frequencies with an acceptable accuracy.

Selection of the applicable codeisin most cases depending on in which country the chimney

will be erected. Some codes for designing steel chimneys are found in[3], [4], [5], [9], [17]
and [23].
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6.3.2 Comparison between some codes and behaviour of the VEAB
chimney

6.3.2.1 BSV 97 - Sno och vindlast [3]

Calculations according to BSV 97 [3] are made in Section 2.4.2. In Section 3.3.2.2 the
corresponding top deflection is calculated and in Section 3.5.7 the number of stress cycles. It
isimportant to notice that BSV 97 is used outside of its limitations according to Section 2.4.2.
Therefore the results may be unconcervative. For the VEAB chimney with alocked damper
the top deflection will be amultiplication with the relationship between the logarithmic
decrements for the unlocked and locked dampers (0.07/0.04).

6.3.2.2 EC1- Eurocodel[23]

In Section 6.2 calculations according to Eurocode 1 are performed except for the number of
stress cycles. The number of stress cycleswill be

,.2 q O
&, 0 &
N =6.3X0" xT xf x, >§i: xe S (6.1)
U0 (%]
where T = Lifetimeinyears
f = Natura frequency
€, = Bandwidth factor
U, = 1 P (6.2)
5 om
2 9
U 1y = Vi X0 ANEZ 2 it (6.3)
z .
0@

For the VEAB chimney we achieve

R0- 6:0.3% 9 .
U, =24>0.19 ﬁnQTZ +=33.8 < at centre of the correlation length
: ;

U, =Lx38=676"
5 S

2 BAY
N = 6.3407 XX0.282 >o.3>€ez%9 xe €75 = (0,97 40° cycles for one year
€0./10 g
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6.3.2.3 DIN 4133[9]

In Section 6.2 calculations according to Eurocode 1 are performed except for the number of
stress cycles. The Eurocode 1 gives results as DIN 4133 except for the number of stress
cycles. The number of stress cyclesfor a50-year period will be

2 @ &
& 0 &
N =107 XF 5G—0F X8 %00 ittt (6.4)
Vo o

where vV, = Referencewind velocity for vortex shedding number of stress

cycles (5m/s)

. 8245 B2 ]
N =10 >O.282>@?+ xe € %:1.55&0 cycles per year
e a

6.32.4 CICIND[1]

The CICIND model code is based on the spectral model using alarge number of full-scale
observations to estimate relevant observations[1]. To the Figure 7.15in [1] the VEAB
chimney isimplemented.

0.6

i
1ax

=
.

2-10°«< fe < 810"

o
Fud

Relalive amplitude. ¥

a 10 20 30
Senjtan number, Sc

Figure6.3a Relative amplitude as afunction of Scruton number according to the CICIND
model code [1].

For the functioning damper the top deflection is found to be 0.23>2300 = 530 mm and for the
mal-functioning damper 0.41>2300 = 940 mm.
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6.3.25  1S0 4354:1997(E) —Wind actions on structures[24]

2

Provided that 7, >r , =

xC, the top deflection during vortex shedding is cal culated

T

where Cs = A constant (2)
r, = Densty of air (1.2 kg/m?)
D = Diameter of chimney (2.3 m)
m = Mass per length of top third of the chimney (» 700 kg/m)
h = Height of chimney (90 m)
V,, = Structura damping ratio
C, = Aconstant=1.2

From Section 3.3.1.4 V,, isfound to be 0.0111 for the functioning damper and 0.0065 for the
mal-functioning damper.

- r. xD?
For the functioning damper ?_ -—= xC, »0
m

2
For the mal-functioning damper 7, - & D xC, »-0.0044
m

The motion will be unstable and large amplitudes up to the value of D may result [24].
Special treatment isthen required either by referral to experts, special codes (e. g. on steel
stacks) or special investigations [24].

6.3.2.6 M easur ements

From Equation 3.43 the top deflection for the recording period was found to follow

y =-35¥log(n, )+ 247 mm
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6.3.2.7

Observations

From Table 4.2 athe top deflection for the first nine months of mal-functioning damper is
found. For the comparison with the codes the load spectrum is extrapolated to one year of
mal-functioning damper.

Table6.3a Assumed top deflection amplitude distribution for the first nine monthsin

service.
Top de?riﬁ]i)on Y*-1 1500 | 1150 | 700 | 500 | 300 | 150 100 | Total
Relative time 008 | 023 | 039 | 1.23 | 154 | 231 | 463 | 1042
(percent)
Number of cycles | 7266 | 20 889 | 35 421 111 713|139 868| 209 803 | 420 514 | 946 000
Accumulated number) 7 556 | 56 155 | 63 576 |175 289|315 157| 524 960 | 946 000
of cycles
6.3.28  Comparison between the codes, measurements and observations
Spectra for top deflection, functioning damper
—— BSV97
600
i e
500 —s—EC1
B
£ 400 ——DIN
c
o
3 300
= —— CISIND
3 \
2 200 —_
|_
—— S0
100 T~ A
0 1 \ST-\T Measurements
from four year
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 2O
10 log (Accumulated load cycles)

Figure6.3b Spectrafor top deflection per year and a functioning damper. Codes discussed
in previous sections as well as results from the recording period are plotted.
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Spectra for top deflection, mal-functioning damper

1600

1400 A} ——BSV97
£ 1200 \
£ \ ——EC1
< 1000 \ |
§ \
E 800 ——DIN
S 600
g
= 400 \ —%—CICIND

200 e T Y
0 . . +— Observed
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

10 log (Accumulated load cycles )

Figure6.3c Spectrafor deflection per year and a mal-functioning damper. Codes
discussed in previous sections as well as results from the recording period are
plotted.

For the functioning damper, Figure 6.3 b shows that only the CICIND codeis safe to use
calculating top deflection. For the mal-functioning damper Figure 6.3 ¢, no codeis safe
calculating top deflection. The influence on fatigue damage using the Palmgren-Miner
hypothesisis more complicated and could give other results.

Both BSV 97 and 1SO 4354 have limitations for their use and do not cover the VEAB
chimney properties. Especialy the limitationsin 1SO 4354 points out that the VEAB chimney
operates in or in the neighbourhood to an unstable vortex shedding section. The geometric
properties of the VEAB chimney had been different from the actual geometric propertiesif
one of the BSV 97, CICIND or 1SO codes had been followed strictly.

Thereisaneed for revision of the model to estimate the response caused by vortex shedding
of very slender chimney structures ( h/d = 30).
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6.4 Comparison of spectrafrom literature data and the
VEAB chimney

The long-term observations at the VEAB chimney have been in operation during four years. It
istwo times longer than previously reported literature data. Detailed data about observation
time and structural data are found in Table 6.2 a.

In Figure 6.4 recorded spectrafor Aachen, Colonge, Pirna, Recklinghausen [22] and the
VEAB chimney are drawn.

Measured amplitude spectrum
1.0

X
0.8 \\
O\ S

o
c—g 06 —=s— Cologne
g \ \\ —— Pirna
% 0.4 \ —»— Recklinghausen
& \ \ —=— VEAB
0.2 \

SN

0 2 4 6 8 10
Log (accumulated number of load cycles - 100)

Figure6.4a Measured amplitude spectrafor the chimneys[22] and the
VEAB chimney.

In Figure 6.4 b atypified load spectrum calculated with the least square method for the VEAB
chimney is drawn.
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Typified load spectra
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Figure6.4 e Typified amplitude spectrum for the VEAB chimney. k=0.32.

6.5 Second mode

In this report reviews briefly the influence of second mode oscillations on the VEAB
chimney. Based on alimited number of observationsthe first mode is found designing for
fatigue strength. From Section 3.6 and 3.7.1 it is shown that the second mode occurs at rare
occasions and that the number of load cycles are low.

6.6 Thefuture

Initially the recordings of the VEAB chimney were planned to continue until December 2003
followed by an evaluation of the recorded results as shown in Table 3.2 c.
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Table6.6c Actionsto be taken for the VEAB chimney

Result of evaluation

Action

1. Acceptable probability for collapse

a

The VEAB chimney is OK.
Finish the recordings.

2. Unclear

b.

Continue the recordings.

C.

Add additional damping to the
chimney. An assumption isthat the
accumulated fatigue damage is
acceptable.

3. Unacceptable probability for
collapse

Add additional damping to the
chimney. An assumption is that
the accumulated fatigue damage is
acceptable.

Replace the chimney with anew
and modified one.

Unfortunately the strain gauges were damaged in the spring of 2001, probably by mistake,
when applying corrosion protection on the inside of the chimney. It was expensive to repair
the recording system. For economic reasons it was decided that additional damping had to be
installed to provide an acceptable safety with respect to fatigue. Two dampers connected the
boiler house at roof level (45 m) to the chimney erection splice at 55.2 m level. That is action

3cinTabhle3.2c.
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7/ Summary
7.1 In English

The long-term observations at the VEAB chimney have been in operation during four years. It
istwo times longer than previously available datain the literature for other chimneys.

The report contains data on the behaviour of amajor chimney with a mass damper. The
measured damping was | ess than expected, probably because the limited space in the damper
house not did allow necessary pendulum movements, and too low pendulum mass.

The VEAB chimney was found to oscillate in both first and second mode of natural
frequency. Second mode oscillations are rare for normal chimneys. The damping of second
order oscillationsis much greater than for first order. The evaluation of the measurements
showed that the influence of second order oscillations could be neglected.

A comparison with some other chimneys reported in the literature shows that the VEAB
chimney is unique in height and slenderness.

Typified linear load effect spectra describe the chimney behaviour well.

A full scale damping measurement was performed and evaluated for the VEAB chimney with
and without functioning damper.

A comparison with a number of code regulations has been performed.

A refinement of atheoretical calculation model for the behaviour of tuned mass dampers was
performed.

Actual meterological datawere considered in evaluation the action for the VEAB chimney.
Geometric properties of the VEAB chimney had been selected to other dimensionsif one of
the BSV 97, CICIND or I SO codes had been followed strictly. The diameter had been
selected to a greater size.

Thereis aneed for revising the calculation model for vortex shedding of very slender

chimneys, that isfor chimneys with slender ratio height through diameter above
approximately 30.
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7.2 In Swedish

Métsystemet for |angtidsdvervakning av VEAB stalskorsten har varit i drift under fyraar.
Det &r tvaganger langre an tidigare i litteraturen beskrivna métningar for skorstenar.

Rapporten innehaller uppgifter om beteende for en skorsten férsedd med massdéampare. Den
uppmétta dampningen var mindre &n vantat, antagligen pa grund av att begransat utrymme i
damparhuset inte till&t nodvandig pendelrorelse samt att pendel massan var for |&g.

VEAB stélskorsten observerades svangai bade forsta och andra modens egenfrekvens.
Svéangningar i andramoden &r ovanliga for stalskorstenar. Dampningen ar mycket storre for
andra modens svangningar an for forsta modens. Utvarderingen av métdata visade att andra
modens inflytande kunde forsummas.

En jamforel se med ett antal andra skorstenar beskrivnai litteraturen visade ait VEAB
skorstenen & unik i hojd och slankhet.

Skorstenens uppforande beskrivs val av ett |astspektrum.

En métning av dampning genomférdesi full skalafor VEAB stalskorsten med bade
fungerande och |ast dampare.

En jamforelse med ett antal normer & gjord.

V erkliga meteorol ogiska data beaktades vid utvarderingen.

En forbéattrat fordag pa berakningsmodell for pendelforsedda massdampare &r utarbetat.
Aktuella meteorol ogiska data har beaktats vid alla utvarderingar.

Dom geometriska storheterna for VEAB stal skorsten hade valts annorlunda om nagon av
normerna BSV 97, CICIND or |SO hade fdljts konsekvent. Skorstenens diameter hade da
valts storre.

Det & behov av en 6versyn av berakningsmodellen for att uppskatta responsen fran

virvelavlsning for mycket slanka stalskorstenar. Med mycket slanka stal skorstenar avses ett
slankhetstalet (h6jd genom diameter) 6ver ungefar 30.
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