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Fig.1 Horizontal seismic wave (Lijiang wave)
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Tab.1 Results of reinforcement material

I JFRGE TR MR EmoORBE R4 R4
/MR /N BE/kPa /N JE/mm 5/mm 5K

0 307.1 52.6 307.1 0.6 0.4 1
10 321.9 55.1 533.5 2.3 0.7 2
15 332.0 56.8 695.0 3.5 1.0 3
20 348.1 59.6 971.1 7.8 1.5 5
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Fig.3 Bending beam test
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Fig. 6 Overflow section with reinforcement steel bars
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Fig. 8 Diagram of the weak
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Tab.2 Damage of the model without seismic reinforcement
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