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Fig.1 Dynamic centrifugal model of medium-stiff free field
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Fig.2 Actual time-loaded seismic wave time history




560 &,

w5

W %41 B

2

F1 HEEHZEOCERRKEIGRANMESISH
Tab.1 Actual input ground motion parameters of medium-
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Fig.3 Acceleration time history response of medium-stiff free field (artificial time history)
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