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treme displacement of top displacement of structures
for case 1 (RFD)

07k HRORHME/m Rk RMS/m FE R {H/m
EMD 0.053 1 0.015 8 0.090 7
EEMD 0.053 8 0.016 3 0.091 4
DWT(db10) 0.055 6 0.017 2 0.093 2
DWT(db18) 0.056 5 0.017 6 0.095 4
EVSEWT 0.058 4 0.017 8 0.095 8

&2 AL 2(Derecho) EM IR LB AR A E . &KX RMS

MEHRECLSE
Tab.2 The maximum mean, maximum RMS and mean ex-
treme displacement of top displacement of structures

for case 2 (Derecho)

5 WARBME/m K RMS/m FHH A/ m
EMD 0.041 0 0.011 8 0.073 8
EEMD 0.041 2 0.012 2 0.074 2
DWT(db10) 0.040 9 0.012 7 0.075 3
DWT(db18) 0.040 2 0.012 5 0.074 3
EVSEWT 0.042 1 0.012 8 0.075 7
3 &
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