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Abstract: In order to accurately predict the axial compression bearing capacity of steel reinforced con-
crete columns (SRCC) confined by carbon fiber reinforced polymer ( CFRP) under multiple influencing
factors. A multivariate algorithm fusion prediction model based on Random Forest ( RF), categorical
boosting ( Catboost ) , eXtreme Gradient Boosting ( XGBoost) and gradient boosting regression tree
(GBRT) is proposed. Firstly, the synthetic minority oversampling technique ( SMOTE) algorithm is
used to expand the original data set, and 10 kinds of traditional machine learning and ensemble learning
model tests are carried out. Four ensemble learning models of RF, Catboost, XGBoost and GBRT with
determination coefficients ( R*) greater than 0. 92 are selected. The hyperparameters are optimized by
random search, and then the RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT prediction model is formed by fusion. The
bearing capacity of CFRP confined steel reinforced concrete rectangular columns is predicted. The re-
sults show that the RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT model shows the best prediction performance under the
two datasets, and after the original dataset is processed by SMOTE, the R’ of the five prediction models
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is increased by an average of 20. 43% , among which the R* of the RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT model
reaches 0. 942, and the prediction error is within +10%.

Key words: combined structures; steel and concrete columns; integrated learning; fusion models; fi-

ber composite reinforced material

20 20 80 AEAUIF4R , AUIR BE L ( Steel Rein-
forced Concrete ,SRC) 45 ¥4 (L8 4 28 715 W K
FERBRE F) R AR TE B S 0 S R 2 ZE R 54T L A5
TN A, WA 4ERG 58 & A R ( Carbon Fiber
Reinforced Polymer, CFRP ) /f i —Fh &2 & A4 v 1
READRE, FATRR I | o o B | LU R S R A
RER U4 = A0 1 AR 3B ) RS T BE 1, 7 SRC
SE AL TN BT R v B R S

CFRP Zj o 4 18 B + # ( Steel Reinforced
Concrete Column,SRCC ) 74 %% 7 52 21| 44 4 1w R =1,
Pl Lo AHRE T 27 R RE L ] Dy = ] £ £
R A S IS RS e
Tk, A THHFE A IR EE E AR & 22 32 I HLEE, iF
2k CFRP W SRCC 7ef81 A 40 TR L 3
JE I TE b KA E | CFRP i R A [ 7 =X
G —RREN TR T T — R 5%
A BRTCHRE 0 S T I/INR 2 HLES 2 T Ch
TR B FLA A ) LA Sy R R 8K
PR aK S Ay AR R TR & 220 JH AR+
J V2, Ul Luo %“4] .Mangalathu %“5: .Huang %[16]
AR S B A5 Al i vr 1 B R Iz Ak RE T ) I A
U FHAE = R TRR A0, iy X T v i R T
OUHEATRSE TN . H AL > 0 JRAR” e
BRG] T 5 R B HE T O i D B 18] Strumbelj
SEUTILF IR0 BS B T U R B o e R 1
%5 ] Shapley {8 >k 2t 16 4> A 2 800 i i
SN TTER,, DT 5 2 A R O AL 1 5 1y, BF
FEFRM /N AR AN P15 B8040 o S S A A 1 800

SRR, R B R KA 1 5 8h ) ML o ) B
1M 2R INREAEAR G I FERL A BT A
SRR BIE M AL S5 5 R Boosttrap
SRR T MEA BRI AT UK /R
AEHEIATYFE, (5 I A BE i e B0 a0 A 229 46 1) [7)
L, 2002 4, A F A E TE L AR ) SMOTE ik,
STIEU DN WAk €3 N B AN S & T S TR
B0 I HX RO e 2 AR 2 T )2 N

BT FIRWISEE B AR T —FEET RF
Catboost . XGBoost ,GBRT £ JU. 5. 1= Bl & 455 54 i ]
CFRP 293 SRCC B AR 109 Jr ik, o el
T CFRP Zy3fi SRCC A Siaga B 50 10 /MR AS B 4

it i SMOTE 5532 % Wi 4 4 10 96 Ko BEA T AL B, JF:
P IEREAE O TR Y R, X s
FAAEFR LSS, X5 b T 7 FhEE R I B 3 FifE 4
Bl > S0 1 U P B, O R I BE ML R0k
%F R* KT 0.92 i Catboost . RF . XGBoost , GBRT
e BB T B S AL, H 4 RS EU
AR5 R A S R R OIF 256 B U L7 > il &
F 7 ( RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT Fill - 5 7 ) > 1t
Il CFRP 293 SRCC il & E 7 .

1 HIREFEIAE

1.1 REHEAWER SMOTE ki 1E

LiF5E CFRP Jin [ 6 % VR 5 = 1% SCiik [ 21
ANIA], CFRP i [ 7R 258 A A0 AT A0 AFF 5 A SR AR X 4
D FEFSCER] 7-13 ] PR T (11 4>) B
RO BT (8 ) KA (5 1) DL
BT (5 A4) IR EE T %90 (6 41~) . CFRP
iR AFNEIE 2L (10 AS) F P X CFRP 2531
SRCC 4 He A 2 7 5% il (9 3 56 4 B4l &3 54
A ESERRFEAR GO A B T AL
2 ) AN T DR AR I AR L R A7 2
>k, AT AE 2 R~ CFRP 2931
SRCC #E%h He 7k 2877 48 Ak, I g 7RG B B 8 ) J)
RS B S 2500t B — 52 e IR 3R ) 3 3 B Al R AT
Fo A

WSO P D s MR A5 SRR AR B R R 11, e/l
5, R/INEARERAE o TR WO B A 2 22 1]
P EEAS IS A, 8 34 T A8 K ST 5% ) 1) 508k 4 0 L R
20. 4% , MR 40 Lo | A7 FC A 258 52 M 1% 454 4
i1 AR 9. 3% , 45 B AT FZ 80 46 a7 T I A
Y NIBILAS 7 > REATC 1k 38 432 > K At L R 75
Be Xt SRCC &3 S5m0,

BE ML A SR A% O JEAE R AL M 5 ) B A
IDRRFEAR | e ZAH A5 DBk 5 Z 5 A 5O
[] AT A5 38—~ 8T A 4 i B B 4 . SMOTE 5303
SRR R AR AR B Bt ik, e R T R AL R
FEREAR G A A i a5, L AR SR AR X /D Bk
FEARTEAT 0BT, IF DB AR R N T A BT
B IR IR R . Bk SMOTE 5350



10 o TR R A E M (A R OB W)

2024 4

U .

(DX T8 — DA X, DIERIGER
BRARETT R IR DR FE AR G rh T A FEAS Y R
B kAR

(2) AR A AR S B ) 38— A SR AR L )
DI RS 2 N TR — DB X,
ok AR R AL T A R BRI I 4R
HX,

(3) X FRE—AEALBE 4R X, , S
JE A BRGNS A A BB A

X =X +1(X; = X)) (1)
K X, XX, RIS BTEA DB AR
AR FE A RRAE (A8 AR ) {H, r 2R 0~ 1 MY B

SMOTE 552 4b B J5 25040 48 T LU A% O UL 2%
1, A 35 R A AR A A AR 50 RT3 A R B 401 30 A
Rl | Shy g T AR TR P AL T A5 S

% 1 SMOTE & XA Al 5 HE X L
Tab.1 Comparison of data before and after

SMOTE algorithm processing

JUAEHEE  SMOTE Bk 30 /55 4
FEALE B2 54 325
e 11591855 43 : 45 46 :
Sl 5:6:10 48 :51: 48 : 44

1.2 HBHFAEIFIE

B IR AE FE AR P T ALAS 24 2 1 BB, S
RSx4~ ERRY AR SO AR AR
PR 3 2 A HE RS0 3K A Y JL T RS b Rk
SR CFRP #i B 242 Pk 4 im
i B b AR e il R 5

AR SCR R ST i A SHGRBE R
B REEESER I SECA X, B
HI I (o) KA (o) A AR (d/mm) YA
BLAZ (p/ % ) RHEE L7 7 IRPUR R EE (f./MPa) |
TREE L PR R (£ /MPa) 5 55 25 F B AU 3% )5
WitZ8, 645 CFRP )24 (n) ,CFRP i # J5 X
(m) .CFRP Z5 i) (0/mm) (CFRP Z&4F IR (B/
mm) MR (R/mm) FHEKF(7), WiliZS
BN CFRP 2978 SRCC Y JE IR 3% F/KN

1.3 &EBES]

BL2 > Rk T LA ek 24 o 50 e ST i A
i HH B B BB DG R G TR BE 4 0 A SRS
FUA R B, SR A o A R DL R R A R AR S

[A] I R BA SR IZ AL BE 1 5 B (R A
e IR R LRSI M, AR Ry ST VR L
S ) WHE A i 2 4145 22 Pl o7 T o 52 B [l
s RAT S AT AL AR 2 ) B LA A
FERZALBE 1, RE A% T iy 404 M ft ke T v 14 552 B
AL, AR AR 27 ) i B A [R) A i 7 20 A e 2
> gt 8] 2 75 A7 78 SR MG 2R DL S A IR AT AR s
=, H Al 4 8% > KB i Boosting Fl Bagging
[

2 ZRUEEMAREEYT

eI 1 R AR, g BT /A RF-Cat-
boost-XGBoost-GBRT Fili 5 %% #Y i il CFRP 24 3
SRCC &R Ty, BARGFR LA 1,

2.1 HEENSH

ASCXTH SMOTE 5347 581 325 4~ CFRP 4
W SRCC FHli 4R R FHBE AL AL 77X, e 2 - 8
IR FNGRAE , I 28 FH BRI 25, D4R
H TN EAIE

2.2 ZARELAIS

JAFF] CFRP 259 SRCC il JE 7K %%, 7 79100 K5
JEE R i BRI A S B Bagging B BEAL AR
M ExtraTrees 5.3 A1 Boosting Z.1:H1 ) GBRT ,Ad-
aboot , CatBoost , XGBoost , Light GBM 5.7 & A
PRI IR AR Gl 2% > T Y BP #R 22 M
2% AR E AL (SVR) (& a1 (KNN) 5532 7 X
L, DL B A B R F BRIA S B0 B BRI 2558
BUE R HGE ZE(RY) 7225 (RMSE) | F
Pr b2 (MAE ) =N PEAH b 0 [ )= 751 0 455 75
PRS HERE AT PPAl . o R RN T 0 B Xl
PEMIE LT AH L, 25 B RE I 1 B AU o i B
15, MAE £ 5z e 7000 {0 152 25 114 552 B 175 O, LA
JIN B R ERA BE BRT  RMSE S 34 5 15 22 B 5 4R
BB/ AR R B

Bl 2 R 1—10 S FNA A P 250 R HE
7 HEA BEERT UL R AT 1, 2 AR AL T RS
BEE . I 2 (a) o] LUA H 2200 7 FpAE R 2% )
FILR R WIS T 3 P GbLdne ) . i)
Bk Catboost \RF XGBoost .GBRT U v Tl i
WA R® Y355 0.90 L F, HoH Catboost 1
R® Fe 520 0. 938 0; (L5 bLas % > BP M 4%
FKNN 5422 S L0 R M ZEA R, ik 3
0.7 LA b, {5 SVR HHXT HAWE LM R® B W4 AIK,



%53 40 EZS T R AR CFRP 2 s RU4RIR I AR 2 7 Ul 11
R
SHAP
3 M CERP i & %
BiRAY 7 AL
RE L 97 e
20% 1 24k
P Sy
80%Il Zrdk
LHHA R
________________ .
‘ Catboost : I — “ XGBoost I
ml | XGBoost || GBRT |
Cignony ! 1
Adaboost ! I AN i
‘T': —————{ gl o i ) | [RMISE |
)
(eme ]
Bl 1 2ok A i a sy i E
Fig. 1 Flowchart for establishing the multivariate algorithm fusion model
{0k 0. 28, FPERER 25, M Bl 2(b) ATAE Y, 4
10— T3 B S B MAE A1 RMSE ] AL Gl gy > 5
09F ™3 ”“\\ o A o 3
08l \Z/ 6\§ , A /N, A X At 35 %5 Catboost . RF . XGBoost |
& o1} ™ GBRT VU35 1) MAE 1 RMSE XT3
ﬁ 0.6 TEIX 10 P57 o 0 1 BB % 43, T SVR 1Y MAE
%ol A RMSE 2k, S AR EF LB CFRP 293 SRCC
03} A P AR 1, &5 A LA L4 BT, A 303k 6 100 7k R
. s s s s o ffi#L Ay Catboost ,RF . XGBoost ,(GBRT DU 2 >
EEEERF R R PR S SE AR A4 CFRP £930 SRCC il /&
% ox® oz S TR (1 ST,
m RS
S A0
(a) 10FBER I R: 23 E;ﬁﬂ% " 1 afe o ot | S e b
200 PLES 2= > v, B () S H0IR M 1 Ak 75 5K
180 HAERE AR S H, R T R S 1R
=160 BEALIE 2 | DL A A ol — 2t s R KB R S
%Eg B TORAL , 4 T ASE 2 o 5 — A B R 2 4, 4R
gmo 2 PRSI () TR BE RN, . XIS 8 2Rt 2 o I A
80 /{;QY 5 BN S AT 3l D, AT R B B L2 A,
60 SR IT HE NI S B TR BT BB SHE METER,
= 822t Ezz %% AR B, BEHLIE R 03515 T8 R AR
£ 2°358 % % 0 XA 2 L R PR B A 5 5, WO SO T
= - = 10 4752 B0 IE LA S R B (0 71975345 R T
(b) 10F RS FRMMAEFEMSE

Bl 2 10 AR 25
Fig. 2 Prediction results of 10 models

SEPR H bR FH B ALY R % Catboost . RF . XGBoost .
GBRT DUFM R 18 S A T4 2%, LA R A T
M PERE, POFREIRL A S EOR L R K 3 iR,



12 ok TR R el (A AR R 2024 4
0.8385 0.8475
0.826 0 0.8349
08135 0.8222
0.8010 0.8095
0.788 5 0.796 9
K 0.776 0 07843
i%? 07635 07716
B 0.751 0 0.759 0
= 0.738 5 0.746 3
0.726 0 07337
07135 07210
(b) GBRT

0.9430 : | k - 0.858 0
09337 085t ' | Bo068
09243 080F [ rosse
0.9150 0.75 ‘ 0.704 4
0.905 6 0.70F & { 0.6532
% 0.8963 S 06} j 1 Fosozo
& 0.8869 & 060 | | 05508

N 5 0551 ‘ |
1 0.8776 = 0'50 i ! | 0.499 6
X 0.868 2 I8 0% 0.448 4
0.8589 o ' | 03972
08495 0 | 0.346 0

(¢) XGBoost

(d) Catboost

K3 BESHOE R

Fig. 3 Hyperparameter adjustment process

ST AR R 2R 7R A S A, G\ AR s 2R 7 T A 7Y
It 3 (a) AT LATE H, RF RER ) 00 1 15
3B G 25 AR T 50 (L 14 38 R S PRk 1 K5 1 18
TR, LB 5 FRAE 14 5 R 3k B8 550 14 38 /)N
W B 2, A S KB RR B (B o 2 B3 Ao T D0 Pk g
Bt B 3(b) AT LA Y, GBRT A AU i) Ft il
I Bt 5 R 11 5 A TR R 1) 38 R A T AR, 7E e R
UREEE R 5 BRI T30 14 B e A , T R A 0 i (L 7E
100 AP B (8 35000 14 8 B8 475 3 16 3 (¢) AT LR
H L TETREAREUE N 0. 1 2245 XGBoost A5 7 1 il
PERE B S U, L TR0 4 fE B A R A L ]
WEE i R e 8l FEREAE FLBIE R 0. 7 2245 T
WA 347 s 3@ 3 B 3 (d) AT LA Y, Catboost
R 8 FH0IUE B BE 2 U3 AR 2 2T L3R 3
T SEHE NS /N B2 38 3, PE R ARE S 150 2% )
FLRAE A 0. 15 B HUE e A Bl e fd B S50 %
JEEIFNZE RN 2 Fn , WS A0 5 DU R i PEH
545 R \MAE . RMSE LI5S ANE 4 B
Wit 4(a) iT LR 1, £ S EE s

ASTRIBAL Y R® 14 PR, RF Al GBRT #5412
=4 I T Catboost A1 XGBoost FEA R* 41 5
WEREH /N AL B 4 (b) (¢) ATLAF HY 4 FhBETLAY
MAE FI RMSE 14 firisiv N 47398 /& RF F1 GBRT #%
YR/ INIE 5 955K T Catboost F11 XGBoost #5554 i />
IREER/N, 256 R E 8 TS IR 48 b A2
AR 2 G BEIA 3 0. 9 DL B A, 4]
% 2 RF,GBRT . XGBoost, Catboost 85 # %
Tab.2 RF, GBRT, XGBoost, Catboost

hyperparameter adjustment

Do il % 7R B ﬂa%%}é
. KBt [1,100] 2.0
BOREREE [1,8] 25
BIBARTE  [2,20] 5.0
O wmw [00000 e
FrEA [0.1,0.9] 0.1
XOBoostfEidl 01,091 0.7
- 25]H%  [0.01,0.15]  0.04
atboost st [50,300] 300




FZEkAE . Z U RIER AR CFRP 29 SOV R BE 1 A 2K 280 T 13

553 1)
0.950
o HZ
0.945 b .
o 0940 N o
5 -*
$ 0935 & % ’
£ Nt s 28
0.930 f .-
0.925
0.920 L L L L
RF GBRT CatBoost XGBoost
(a) Y RERIBN
65
- = - ESHRAHT
64| e~ < BBNRAE
/ |
63 F 7
cL}J) , 4 \ \
Z 62f % N
ﬂ.‘ﬁ 61} AN
\
% 60 | \
x S9F
58 F
57 1 1 1 1
RF GBRT CatBoost XGBoost
(b) HJTHRIRZERMSEZALTEIL
56 WTRCT
—« BEM
541 EHMNE
E:J 52 F A
= 50 -7 AN
:\% < N
IR 48+ N
= \
& 46} ===
"
B 44}
421
40 1 1 1 1
RF GBRT CatBoost XGBoost

(e VA REMAERAL L
4 BSEAUALET S PP TR bR AR A L

Fig. 4 Changes in evaluation indicators before and

after hyperparameter optimization

B — 20 P AR Y RS R M B AR, BB 8 /N I
PETHE L UG B2 AR B C SR AR T, R
FHBEALIE R X 4 FREIRL B S EBORM A — e SR,
P2 TR B SONORS B, 280t B S EOR
J& Catboost . RF . XGBoost . GBRT PUFP LK R* 35
i5E]0.93 U b, 43504 0.940 1.0.941 0.0.931 2,
0.932 1,

2.4 RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT &t & i il #&
R T
Y A ol 0 I AEE A f £ A AS A TRD, SRy 5K

4 b 2 B0 A IS 0 F5000 A A 1Y F0 B 5 AR,
AL @S T RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT 4 i &
ALl 5 00 AR R X CRRP T 5] 75 4 i 5
FE A il R AR 28 AT O, HE A R AR
V7S] e 5 3000 A AR A R SR H )2 AR 43 M ¥ (Analytical
Hierarchy Process, AHP ) A5, FHoh 4 R AR
TR AR HE AT A R -G T B TR, ELAR
HBRIT .

(1) ARAEA LS BTk e R AR /NI ) A
Catboost \RF . XGBoost , GBRT PU Ff 55 7 (1Y) 3% # %H
M, sk 3 o,

&3 RELEMERE

Tab. 3 Model evaluation matrix

IR FR XGBoost GBRT Catboost RF
XGBoost 1.00 0.50 0.33 0.25

GBRT 2.00 1.00 0.50 0.33
Cathoost 3.00 2.00 1.00 0.50
RF 4.00 3.00 2.00 1.00

(2) AR AL PPN A PSR A B AUAL R (BT AN
R A S %) Al 225 17 A — 1 B, Dy b3 ik — Btk
B FI WA HE R 2 S T DAz, a3k 4 WTUUE
i RF B 5 A e KA 46. 685% , XGBoost AL
/NN 9.53%, HRIE R F A 260 A RI(E N
0. 882, A, CR =CI/RI=0.012<0. 1, 7 /&£ — &Pk

(3) ARk 4 Fofr 750 0 A 76 (4 AR AT il )
AR R R I AT Rl o AR R ) HC ) g s A Y
.

4
Y= z w,e, (2)
i=1
A w, BRI WAL E, e, S 4 FhOWS I
AL,
x4 AHP BRI &R
Tab.4 Analysis results of AHP

MRIZAFR MEM/% CI{E RI{E CRE E%
H
XGBoost 9.530
GBRT 16. 027 0.012<
0.010 0.882 i it
Catboost  27.759 0. 100 =
RF 46. 685
3 ZERoMW

3.1 [RAHEES SMOTE ¥ 7T 45 S il 14
BEXTEE
HEAIE SMOTE B35 4 JsU s B i A6 9 58 5 19



14 o TR R A E M (A R OB W)

2024 4

AR, R I RE AR X ALY Catboost | RF | XG-
Boost (GBRT PURHE S X AL I AR B A 57 ) 2
SRR A R TN AR Y | f J A K04 A SMOTE
PR RS BN P BEHEAT LA, LRSS R AN 5
7N

[ISMOTE# 7 fdhide  mom JR LA E 4L

RF GBRT Catboost XGBoost RF-Catboost-
XGBoost-GBRT

(a) FRIBAET R

6 [ISMOTE ¥ ¥4 4 IR %edase

140
120
100 |
80 |

60 |
40
20}
0

RF GBRT Catboost XGBoost RF-Catboost-
XGBoost-GBRT

(b) AFETRIBAIRMSE
[ISMOTE # 7 s o IR EHEE

YRR ZRMSE

120

100 |
80

60

d L]

RF GBRT Catboost XGBoost RF-Catboost-
XGBoost-GBRT

(c) ARIBMBEIMAE
K 5 SMOTE ¥ 78 89 /i J5 00 1 e Xt

Fig. 5 Comparison of predictive performance before

TFEILEITRZEMAE

and after SMOTE data augmentation

it 5 (a) TE iR A B AL 5 A
FIMEL ALY R® BR T XGBoost #2814 0. 614 9 4h,

HoAl 4 AR R* 497E 0. 7~0. 8 Z [A], 44t SMOTE
LY RS 5 R UMY ) R AT B B
$Tt, 35 %] 0.93 LU L, Catboost, RF , XGBoost ,
GBRT #il RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT it & 45 %1 43
WHETF 18.72% 20. 24% 15.17% 32. 52% 15. 51% ,
AT 20. 43% ., XGBoost £ i R* 42 T+ W
2 B EE T RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT [
BRI R 555 A1 4 Fpssiii 78 o, sl ad & 5
(b) (¢) ATLLEH f#i ] SMOTE 4§ se 42 )5 5 Fh
T ) RSME \MAE Y947 KR, Catboost
RF . XGBoost , GBRT #l1 RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT
fil G 1A RSME 43 0l BEAR T 47.51% . 46.23% |
40. 10% .57. 69% 44. 02% , -3 FEAK 47. 119% ;5 Fh
FEHD MAE 43 BIREAIR T 51.42% .49. 19% 47.93% .
58.51% .47. 35% , V- ¥ P& I 50. 88% , XGBoost i
A1 RMSE F1 MAE [ AR 55 4y W] S8, 73 b A4 6 1
RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT &l & #8 AU 1 RE &% I,
R, 2835 SMOTE Ab B 5 0 804 5 RE A5 A 2042 &
TOUINAE 7R B M B, LG A BCHE £ N RF-Cat-
boost-XGBoost-GBRT fii 15455 75 f14) T ) A% 5 A1 4 BE
BN EAT

3.2 E-TF SMOTE ¥ #&##7 & # RF-Catboost-
XGBoost-GBRT it & 1 B4 Tl 4 BE L 3%

K 6 25 RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT Fift & i 7
Y FOINE 5 SR 48 7 R LS G, N REE
N A i RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT Fill 545 Y 1)
TN A 3 T + 109% B 1% 22 Y BBl AL, T DL HEx
CFRP [ A0 5 TR 6 - A3 %) i s R 288 9 28 2R
5. B 7 5 RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT it & 5

2600

® RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT A5/ i il {4
+10%,

2400 F

2200 F

2000 F

TRBE /KN

1800

1600 f

1400 f

1 200 1 1 'l 1 1 '
1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400 2600

FSEAN
6 RF-Cathoost-XGBoost-GBRT Tl {E 1% 22 {5 5t
Fig. 6 Errors of values predicted by RF-
Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT




#
&

FZEkAE . Z U RIER AR CFRP 29 SOV R BE 1 A 2K 280 T 15

—— BLERS
2600 R
2400

2 2200

kN

< 2000 F

HARE 1/

1 400

1200

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
FRIREAAN
[l 7 RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT il jlll 1 L 55 Kk 3%, ) H %
Fig. 7 Comparison of RF-Catboost-XGBoost-GBRT

prediction and real bearing capacity
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Tab.5 Comparison of performance indicators

predicted by different models

LT 2 FR R’ RMSE MAE
RF 0.941 0 58. 34 44.33
GBRT 0.932 1 62. 62 49.22
XGBoost 0.9312 63. 02 46.05
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RF-Catboost- ) 01 ¢ 57.88 45.04
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