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Tab. 2 Girder parameter comparison
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Tab.3 Dynamic characteristics comparison between FE model and test
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Tab. 4 Peak values of excitations tested on the shaking tables

WU HobR 1l
i FE W {1/ ‘ :
1 28 3% 4% 5# 1 28 3% 4% 54
EL-centro 0.134 0.162 0.126 0.162 0. 280 0.198 0.195 0.274 0.298 0.211
Chichi 0.208 0. 240 0.160 0. 240 0.302 0. 289 0. 305 0. 325 0. 395 0. 365
NT W 0.162 0. 180 0.150 0. 180 0.212 0.217 0. 261 0. 344 0.302 0.273
WU b
(B W i/ mm B 14 k)
1# 28 34 4% 54 1# 28 34 4% 5%
ElL-centro 3.710 2.901 3. 642 3.219 4,977 4, 847 3.927 4,230 4.558 4,481
Chichi 4, 845 3.629 4,678 4.126 5.978 5.597 5.042 4,991 5.787 5. 800
/\I{K 8.021 6.632 8.151 7.346 9. 893 5.102 8.767 8. 226 9. 286 8. 898
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Tab.5 Acceleration-peak values comparison on the top of piers

JGE A 17] T 1
N e e P
S = T T S
12 0.710 0. 662 7.251 2.94 3. 337 —11. 807
Elo’ce“’ 24 0. 461 0.572  —19. 406 1.827 1. 803 1.331
3z 0.593 0.535 10. 841 2. 359 2.499 —5.602
12 2.003 2.050 —2.293 3. 255 3.481 —6. 492
Chichi 24 1.097 1.260  —13.006 1. 878 1.524 18. 850
34 0.720 0. 760 —5.265 1. 990 1.761 13. 004
12 2.098 1. 841 13. 96 3.307 3.074 7.580
AT 2z 1. 140 1.283  —11. 146 2.227 2.218 0. 406
34 0.571 0. 500 14,2 1.843 2.046 —9.922
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Tab. 6 Displacement-peak values comparison on the top of piers

WH T
" n e prar—

SO HBE g mm s PR g
1 3.784 4,747 —20. 287 4.990 6. 147 —18.822

ElL-centro 24 4,357 4,307 —1.161 4.563 6.108 —25.295
3 5.043 4.766 5.812 6.371 7.085 —10.078

1 5. 382 6. 898 —21.977 5.566 5.959 —6.595

Chichi 248 7.698 8.470 —9.115 5.444 6. 449 —15. 584
3E 8.675 9.019 —3.814 6.249 7.572 —17.472

1 8.251 9. 083 —9.160 8.196 9.469 —13. 444

NI 28 8.793 10. 288 —14.532 8.925 10. 006 —10. 804
3E 9.576 12.166 —21. 289 9. 438 10. 582 —10. 811
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Tab.7 Strain-peak values comparison on the bottom of piers

JUAT T A 1)
=y A oPt L e e g YN
S e L e T T e 40
1# 65 79 —17.722 60 79 —24.051
EL-centro 24 110 92 19.565 140 127 10. 236
34 100 90 11. 111 150 166 —9.639
1+ 95 115 —17.391 50 66 —24. 242
Chichi 2# 190 217 —12.442 110 114 —3.509
K= 170 205 —17.073 220 203 8.374
1+ 70 82 —14.634 70 70 0
NIk 2% 170 212 —19.811 180 168 7.143
34 140 168 —16. 667 260 238 9.244
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