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APPROXIMATE IMPORTANCE SAMPLING TECHNIQUE AND
ITS APPLICATIONS IN STRUCTURAL RELIABILITY

C eng Gengdong Ca Wenxue

(Dalan Unversty of Tec nology) (Sout C na Unvers ty of Tec nology)

Abstract Int s paper, t e approx mate mportance sampl ng tec n que s presented
for structural rel ablty evaluat on. T e tec nque combnes mportance sampl ng met od
n structural rel ab 1ty wt approx mate reanalys s tec n ques n structural opt m zat on,
and can greatly decrease comput ng t me of Monte Carlo met od. Example of frame struc—
ture s provded to s ow t e met od and ts effect veness.
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