539 B 4
2019 4£ 8 A

Pzl K5 2 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2019. 04. 027

ETRIRA TR ERRFHURRGITEHHTE

o 2 S o 5. — o 3.
TR, i%?fﬂiétj ’ 7]71(75% ., B Ik

2. KB R¥F AR THRY%BE  #at.210096)
. WA OEREARESLEE  HM,350108)

|

AR
LATHITHORE RS T R BE FIR0,210036)

. A AR AR BEARA R 181 ,350108)

WE O T R RAR B 7 2 AR TE MR AR AR A S8 4 B 58 09 BRI AR G L 2 TR S B R O 0 S
T 25 TR A Y AT B0 077 o0 A 5 B T SE A R U A B — 1B R o U 5 e RO R ) 45 A ) 038 ) G R A R 4R 1
P 5 T S L BF M R 43 40 B B AR PRAN R A8 D RN IR S5 080 o b vl . 5 SR AR WD - 4 M Y RE Lk EUAR R T LA ROR H
TR AP0 I 20 2 4035 ) 220 2 BE R LU /N T RE R LU IR (EL IR B AT A B I BE s 0 1 M S0 A T v sk A T
SE S S R B 52 )M 5 B T S A 1 B H 1) 1 B 3 5 A M R AR 05 PR PR AR AR AR Dl ok AN [ 453 4% R E ) A B 3

Vol. 39 No. 4
Aug. 2019

S BRI BEATVRAL PP (A AR o AT Dy (] AT 28 ) M R 451 4 3T A A PR i T R k2

KGR BAGIRBEL ; LA MRS IRA; EIREUR A

hE 43S TU375.1; Uddl™.3; THI23

5l

][/

B R RE - TR AT R R R /N B T AR Y %
MR RUTE 22 ML= FP A e A o st R A 1 I
EHFREI . Gl PO S303 ki TR 2 5
W 2 G2 W7 28 Jm M, 22 5 AR SR 358 1T 4 A S 0 5 T AE
R R AT S 35« o B85 IR R (A

N RIE BT IR BEAE M A=A TR 2 e, 4R
AN TA) M VR T X 45 4 5 | 1) 453 0 B 5 BEOP 1 2R
Joi W ) PR L 7 BT R SRR S P e B . B
PO M 5 IBE 3R (9 £ J3E 25 18 M 52 3 A BE AL i 57
A TA) 538 B M R AR T 45 K S T ek A e IR 2 1Y
SATRERED G M R . S TR B 1R 1 5
P T2 e 20 AN T 453 4 e B8 R 4T 70 2%« DR I 3l 2 4
P VAl 2 5 U1 o3 B B BE T o T b 52 45 47 37 il SO
U VIR R L E U R TR AN € RS B e in
FEAR Y 2 U 5 B BT A% L

Hy AR R4 114 By A5 20 A T e Al B 45 1
2t 1 AR O FARAT + IR I 45 A 19 5 451 [ AR
Oh 2HICEE AR B 25 o R 1 19 By A0 12k T L B X 4% A 1
HEATHG PP E o B RS BAE LA BT PIR AE |
WL AS T VE L B & AR X 08 S 458 40 98 Bn R A7 44
T Sy AR i S5 K Ty ST 35 A0 e ™ A 4

P03 55 G SCR P G000 55 S AT 5 10 B ot 1k it &
TR BRI oY AR B 0T LA 4G A A i
14 5 4P 4% 1E T 0 100 B A P 6 45 5 B 4
30 355 P AR AR PR R I 85 4 )23 R ) AT % b 5 58 4 4
bR iR A 5T

HHT S X 3% 22 B AR R o i 45 2 B 1 1Y 36
PRI 5T B AN FE 4 (FL 45 4 3] 358 ) R AP 2 B 5% 3R
M TR R AR AT I 1 B e et
(B R, A2 o B B D 5 A B 0T B SR 245 4 5T
JRBIHIIIE . T 4EESFH LSDYNA 5443 #r
— JE DU B 30° R Y 4 e 20k S AR R LR AE R T
V& RIEE . VIS EE I H ABAQUS #4417
— JBE DY 5 i 2 P B AR MR AE R R A T B I 4
AR, 2RV BT 3 PR B o 2 R kAT Ak
2R b 5% W) 7 o3 AT A 8 B 0 R W B . Lee
ZELIXE 2008 4R H A A T E kN Bl R bl TR R
FUBF T 5 R 0 5200 5] 35 19 Matsurube KAF#E4T T
35 B L, 38 AT HB 4 O 22 WA PR it
BRI R B A B S B R 4 R AT
RIS AEL , 3T 56 A7 2 45 4 1 45 358 o ) 3] 35
HLHE Ty T8 B 9E 1 AS 2 0

2 H R W 5 % S AT 25 A8 )2 O 540 OF 4
bR 1 e TE4R 2h & 3 B0 AF 5 1 S Atk B X 34 22 R A adE
AT 35 43 B 308 2ok 48 %) 450 58 o D0 1 A T (R0 3 5 A 1

*  EZARBEE SR H (51678141) ; P4 R 58 K fili 1 58 38 M i 9 B iG £ R B K TR S0 = I i 4 W B ol /
(SWITU-GGS-2014001) ; L H 48 = 1 A SRR 2=WF 58 1w 1 3k 4 %8 By i B (15KJD580001)

WS H 41 .2018-08-18 ;4% 1] H ] . 2018-10-30



868 & h. W

w5 & W

%039 &

g Sl 1k 22 T 00 0 18] 35 20 A 4 SR S PR A 18 45 40 2
A7 SR 45 K 40 53 1) BE A 2o R L DA TR 5 A 5 TR 2% AT R 4
a1 553 1) S SRR PF s RS o % T O B A 1 22 1 R B 3
2 R M = 40045 4 R PR TR A 48 AR DRI RIEIR 45 2 4
IR

1 5 EN

L1 ¥ B R A o

SEHE A IR A 2 AS 14 1 DR T iy o 440 4 11
IHENIAT 3 Fh 23 il g 28 28 W 26 L RE R A E B
e, b AT 2 00 () 5 o D) G AT SRR 6 R
BB IR 10 FR A SR CLTBUE 78 /N T SR VF (D 5 W2
10 3] 35 vk N A7 3% B 3 ) 40 A (incremental dy-
namic analysis, faj Fg IDA) #i: TS T 25 5% Fl g 5 2
48] 35 E U N Park-Ang 5475 48 %o =

1.2 gy 54N

FH A A7 1) I R o DU A D 80 35 o U)K LL A
4 EL TG A AR 47 2 50 3 4 el R ) P ZE BILEE L £
S Iy ) 50 1 S8 S O AF AR T s SR B . O T AR
B3 075 L3 A RE LA O &, 0 250 SE 00 s R SR EN] . H
BT A8 478 J2 U 10 ) 35 1 U AP TE R R I 2B 3 8 2 s
ST — > B AT RO £ S R U)o T TET DA B - £ A
WF 5 5L T 250 2 UK G2 480 133 A DU
1 2R ik AT 4 B 2S5 R R R
BTN
P(t;) —Ma(t;)) — F(;) +H(;) =0 (L
Horp PO g ot W 200980 J7 5 My Jot 6 X B 5
a (o) N INEFE s F (o) 2y BT ) 35 09 58 3801 s R
T HO W RFTERE T .
S0 3 BT A A T 4 ERE A 4 L X T JE R
CEROREL R VAT P
AE(t;) =AEx (t;) + AEp(¢;) + AER (1) +
AEL (1) =AW () (2)
HrAEc (1), AEp (1) s AER (2,0 s AE L () 43 5 A
TR ¢, ) 201 2l RE L B JE BE 72 B L V0 T AE 1 5
AEG) R FR ¢ B 20 1 GO RE B 3 & 5 AW (2,) Sy ][]
W Aty (B 2~ ) B AP T B A0
TSR M R AR JE 2 e A= 4 A R T A B v
He M 25 2 L BT AR G S 80 D it R B A AR 4 BT
WA BR 50 43 A 00 0 A 245 4 S e B 1 25 T 454 R AR
SNy Z A (2D 2 R AN PR L L ) b SR A7 TE
P45 o 24— ik 9 G SE A RIS 4G K 033

P —RE R LA bR £Ce) sl o I 2 A AE R AR 1R &R B
REf EG) 5 0~ WE WA WaHZ . RIX
Loy B 2N B5 48 SE AP T AE Aty B[R] [8] B P9 454 & 2
MR A 05, I 20 I 20 95405 B T U AR AR I ¢ I
2 ) A AL SR AR T A B BT R RE & E (1)
EN I RIS W G 5051
E(t;) =E(,;, 1)+ AEG;) — Ew (3
W) =W + AW &,) 4
MTFEG D)=WG ), AE(t) =AW (), FHIt
EG) Wa) —FE
W) W)
R O~z W 2S5 58 47 BT L 6D =1L, H)
£(tiy) > &) o ARBE Aty (B 2~z D BITRIA K
A BT Y b R AR L )

ECt. ) _ E(t) +AE () _
W) W) + AW G)

W) — Eg + AW (22))
W) + AW (1)

Wt A G GO AT, () > (),
€t ) ORI e, ) M T g 1 be it 4, an L I
1 7R RBLAE ¢, B 20 B8 4 Eb i 4 3045 A5, X 2 i
Fet) > () > &() 15 2T Bth 28 M1 &
A BRIV FIRR M. BT ¢ BRI R A5 K
Az 3500 B s 2 DR T DA A S B i R Y 4 R
R B0 1 K A A s T

&) = ! (5)

E(ZH ) —

(6)

1.0p memme _l)"
09}
08 e >
07}
0.6} “'b"/
0 " l ™

t/s
1 44 b R 458 45 HiT ) R St L i 4R 22 b A

Fig.1 Curve variation diagram of energy ratio curve be-

fore and after earthquake damage
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Fig. 2 Judgement process of structural collapse
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Tab.1 Material parameters of piers

S NI s #3
Jitt IR 5% )3 / MPa 351 350
W BR% /) MPa 558 531
WP AR/ MPa 2X10° 2X10°
Ji i JE VI 2kt &/ MPa 2X10° 2X10°
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Tab.2 Vibration mode frequency comparison
=3 75 (1878 8/ Hz A/ Hz iR/ % R

N 1 3. 864 3. 847 —0.44
1 4,264 4. 335 1.67
1 ) 2 5. 364 5.215 —2.78
3 12.704 13.167 3. 64
1 8.519 8.339 —2.11

1% i) 2 12. 692 12. 345 —2.73 _
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Tab. 3 Original shaking wave details

gj o PGA/  fF4ERt
i = g &)/ s
I Landers(Amboy) 0.115 50
Lushan (5 2% 75) 1. 005 60
Northern Calif-01 0. 122 10
Il (Ferndale City Hall) ’
Imperial valley(Cerro Prieto) 0.157 64
Imperial Valley-02 _
(El Centro Array #9) 0. 281 ol
I Humbolt Bay 0. 039 10
(Ferndale City HalD) T
Chi-chi(ILA004) 0.073 100
. Loma Prieta(Foster
/ . 281 54
I City-APEEL 1) 0.28 o
Niigata(FKS020) 0.048 187
Chi-chi(TCU117) 0.12 90
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Fig. 5 Longitudinal collapse mode of bridge specimen

under El Centro wave
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Fig. 6 Total structure energy and external work in El

Centro wave case
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Fig. 7 Energy ratio curve in El Centro wave case
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Fig. 8 Longitudinal collapse mode of bridge specimen

under Chi-chi wave
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Fig. 11 Energy ratio curve in Chi-chi wave case
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Tab.4 Earthquake damage assessment table

W3  PGA/g 6 /mm  §/da A/ & /mm  8/8. (A=) /% D
0.2 2.5 0.09 41 4.3 0.01 59 0. 04
0.4 4.8 0.18 41 8.6 0.02 59 0.09
El Centro 0.6 7.1 0. 26 41 13.1 0.03 59 0.13
0.8 9.5 0. 36 87 18.6 0. 05 13 0.32
1.0 12.6 0.47 93 19.8 0.05 7 0. 44
1.2 26.4 0.99 89 21.2 0.05 11 0.88
0.2 2.3 0.09 84 4.0 0.01 16 0.07
0.4 4.5 0.17 84 8.0 0.02 16 0.14
Chi-chi 0.6 9.0 0. 34 26 56.3 0.14 74 0.19
0.8 9.3 0. 35 21 59.9 0.15 79 0.19
1.0 0.6 0.02 17 179.0 0. 45 83 0.38
1.2 5.8 0.21 17 459.0 1. 15 83 0.99

£ El Centro My AWIPR SN Gilg 0. 2¢ T RIS - Chi-chi 35 A9 1< J 300 3 52 500 5 BUOR Y

5 44 B e BB B BT L T2 . 5 3 AR 2
—8, B b EL Centro i 7% 4 i) s 72 95 15 H 45
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Chi-chi J 51 2 5% B 47 b 72 450 475 L5 AE Dy
PGA B/t 32y [ UK RE RHAT AL P 52

SR AR XL RS 5 A FE R ORI 23045 T T B4 44 1Y
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Tab.5 Seismic damage process of bridge model

WEW  PGAg  HWBGE  BARE 03 5
0.2 0.04 BEA SE 4T e LA S
0.4 0.09 BARSEUT F P S A A
El Centro 0.6 0.13 BEA SE 4T H) P i A 98
0.8 0.32 Hh S IR F SR AT A0 TR o 0T Y
1.0 0. 44 AR W SR B 1 Ak 22 T 288 SRR 2R AL
1.2 0.88 12135 B 2R R
0.2 0.07 B 5E 4T A 1 S A
0.4 0.14 HEA 52 U Ry 42 e A 33
Chichi 0.6 0.19 LD 2N FHSUIUTR MR B - R 8 S ST R B
0.8 0.19 LN FR RO SN RE B 1 2K 25 S 9 o SR AR A B3I S R X5 B 4
1.0 0.38 HOAEREOR BRI BE 1) R ST R B AR L B IMEAR R 1 0. 2m
1.2 0.99 8135 %3
x6 MEZEZERWHMBRGORE
Tab. 6 Seismic damage classification table of two-span continuous girder bridge
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