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Tab.1 Characteristic parameters of three types of earthquake ground motions
5 e Bl = Wiz, PGA/ P(}V/i PGD/ PGV/PGA/
D km g (ecm s b cm s
1 Imperial Valley-06 H-E04230 6.53 4.90 0. 36 76.55 59. 06 0.21
2 Imperial Valley-06 H-ECC092 6.53 7.31 0.23 68.78 39.42 0. 30
3 Cape Mendocino FORO090 7.01 15.97 0.11 21.69 12.75 0. 20
4 Denali PS10047 7.90 0.18 0.32 134.75 102.76 0.42
5  Chi-Chi CHY101-E 7.62 9.96 0. 35 70. 65 45. 31 0. 20
6  Chi-Chi TCU053-E 7.62 5.97 0.22 41. 33 59. 55 0.19
7 Chi-Chi TCU068-E 7.62 3.01 0.51 279. 88 297.15 0.57
8  Kocaeli YPTO060 7.51 1. 38 0.27 65. 74 57.04 0.24
9  Kocaeli ARC000 7.51 10. 56 0.22 17.69 13.65 0.08
10 Tabas Iran-1 7.35 13.94 0.33 20. 45 11. 60 0.06
11 Chi-Chi CHYO028-E 7.62 3. 14 0.65 72.82 14. 69 0.11
12 Chi-Chi TCUO055-E 7.62 6. 36 0.24 26.21 9.96 0.11
13 Chi-Chi TCU079-E 7.62 10. 95 0.74 61.24 39.39 0.08
14 Chi-Chi TCUO089-E 7.62 8.33 0.33 30.91 18. 53 0.09
15  Kern County TAF021 7.36 38.42 0.16 15. 31 9. 20 0.10
16  Imperial Valley-06 DLT262 6.53 22.03 0.24 26.00 11.98 0.11
17 Northridge-01 ACI000 6.69 65. 84 0.07 3.21 0.38 0.05
18 Loma Prieta A07000 6.93 41.68 0.16 15. 66 8.27 0.10
19  Chi-Chi ILAO50-E 7.62 63.82 0. 06 8.79 6.41 0.14
20  Cape Mendocino BVS060 7.01 43.82 0.15 15.2 4.53 0.10
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Tab.2 ANOVA analysis of three types of seismic ground mo-

tion parameters
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Fig. 2 Finite element model of the curved bridge
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Tab.3 Structural dynamic characteristics

B f/ Hz P 7 5]

1 5.73
2 7.23
3 13.29
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Tab.4 Modeling parameters of rubber bearing
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Fig.4 Sketch of laminated rubber bearing model
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Tab.5 Seismic responses of bridge pier

I W7 2k v b R B R I T2 AR Bk v i B 25 BT 2% ik vk b 7 B R
i 2 T S50 b 752 1) b7 Hi T 50, 7% W) i T 15, 75 W) i
BT MO BURDE/ WY BOUNN BURTE/ AT MU MRS/
(i #/mm (kN * m) i #%/mm (kN « m) i F%/mm (kN * m)
1 46 7 159 9 11 3223 15 42 5652
2 71 8 631 10 14 11 169 16 33 7 147
3 57 9 456 11 46 7 931 17 6 2 536
4 250 13 939 12 80 6 679 18 40 11 625
5 60 8 069 13 40 10 070 19 57 8 714
6 34 14 475 14 14 7 786 20 36 5 801
7 187 18 897
8 81 11 237
HIMH 98. 25 11 482. 88 34,17 7 809. 67 35.67 6 912.5
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Fig. 7 Relationship between bending moment at the bottom of pier and PGV/PGA
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Tab. 6 Ground motion intensity indices of maximum response

of curved bridge
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