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Fig.1 Vibration monitoring terminal acquisition box
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Fig.2 Acceleration time-history curves of the tunnel wall

during partial peak periods
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Tab.1 Peak spectral values under different conditions
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Fig.4 Comparison of time-history and spectral analysis of

horseshoe-shaped tunnel wall
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Fig.5 Comparison of time-history and spectral analysis of
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Fig.18 Comparison of acceleration time histories for differ-

ent damage locations in floating slab isolators

T 1~2 B 77 B AR B iR A AN [R]85 7 A
XELC AP 19 Bros o o T 19 AT B A A R
i, 24— A5 45 K A I R R A RE iR S A 0 (.
F 3T B BN T 13.7 96 5 24 1 v 43 405 A ) 6 R S
% A BE R 2 AT 06 (B Fb AT IR B 0N T 47.2 %0
0.016
0.014 — Ll
0.012} —Th2
0.010 |
0.008
0.006
0.004 |
0.002

0 L
-0.002

B

0 20 40 60 80
f/Hz
19 00 1~2 By 7 T 0 B 4R e AN ] 458 40 oz 75 00 3% o HE
Fig.19 Comparison of frequency spectra for different damage

locations in floating slab isolators of scenarios 1—2
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