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Fig. 4  Acceleration time-history and Fourier spectra of

compressed Darui synthetic seismic wave
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Fig. 5 Acceleration time-history and Fourier spectra of

compressed Kobe seismic wave
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Tab.1 Loading rule of shaking table test

o B R A/ g
75 THARS
 [f] 2 [A]
1 WN.ax - 1 - -
2 DRz - 1 0.1 0.067
3 Koaz -1 0.1 0.067
4 WN_ xz - 2 - -
5 DR_az - 2 0.2 0.133
6 K.ax -2 0.2 0.133
7 WN_xz - 3 — -
8 DRz -3 0.4 0.267
9  K.az -3 0.4 0.267
10 WN 2z - 4 - -
11 DR xz - 4 0.6 0. 400
12 K oax -4 0.6 0. 400

13 WN_xz - 5 — —
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Tab. 2 Analysis of seismic displacement mode of gravity retaining wall
{1 & DRz SR 0 R el (e 1) /g 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6
5 DH, KA/ mm —0.048 —0.672 —0.984 —14.432
55 DH, K AANLFE /mm —2.928 —4.776 —6.960 —19. 640
Dy /mm —0.048 —0.672 —0.984 —14.432
I D+ /mm —2.928 —4.776 —6.960 —19. 640
e Dy/mm —2.880 —4.104 —5.976 —5.208
XL/ Y —0.052 —0.138 —0. 262 —0.613
W R L/ % 1.64 14. 07 14. 14 73.48
i/ % 98. 36 85.93 85. 86 26. 52
5 DH, KA F/mm —0. 336 —0.616 —1.840 —19.584
45 DH, KA/ mm —0.432 —5.128 —9.216 —41.112
Dy /mm —0.336 —0.616 —1.840 —19.584
= Dy /mm —0.432 —5.128 —9.216 —41.112
4k Dy /mm —0.096 —4.512 —7.376 —21.528
XL/ Y —0.008 —0.092 —0.165 —0.734
Wi Lt/ % 77.78 12.01 19. 97 47. 64
Wit/ % 22.22 87.99 80.03 52. 36
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Fig. 6 Change mechanism of seismic displacement modes under DR_xz
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Tab.3 Analysis of seismic displacement mode of gravity retaining wall of bedding rock slope
{1 & K_zz PR INGE BV (H (2 17D /g 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6
5 DH, KA/ mm —0.872 —1.760 —2.680 —15.072
W &5 DH, K A7/ mm —4.776 —4. 624 —4.168 —3.504
Dy /mm —0.872 —1.760 —2.680 —15.072
B  Dy/mm —4.776 —4. 624 —4.168 —3.504
Wi Di/mm —3.904 —2.864 —1.488 11.568
AN RLRS /% —0.085 —0.168 —0.242 —0.305
W R L/ % 18. 26 38. 06 64. 30 56.58
iR/ % 81.74 61.94 35. 70 43.42
W5 DH, &K A7/ mm —0.092 0.496 0. 656 0.896
W &5 DH, K A7/ mm —2.568 —6.408 —7.304 —9.296
Dy /mm —0.092 0.496 0. 656 0.896
W2 Dy/mm —2.568 —6.408 —7.304 —9.296
Wi Di/mm —2.476 —6.904 —7.960 —10.192
AN LR/ % —0.046 —0.114 —0.130 —0.166
W R L/ % 3.58 6.70 7.61 8.08
iR L/ % 96. 42 93. 30 92. 39 91.92
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Fig. 7 Change mechanism of seismic displacement modes under K_xz
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