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PRACTICAL MODELING FOR DYNAMIC ANALYSIS OF THREE
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Fig. 1 Effect of Canyon Restraint on Fundamental Frequency.
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Fig. 3 A Prismatic Finite Element of Earth Dam
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Table 4 Comparison between Observed Resonance
Frequencies and Those Computed by the
Proposed Method.

Mode Observed Computed Frequency in Hz
Frequency

(m, n) in Hz G=G, G=Gyz?? G=Gez
a1, » 2.23 2.23 2.23 2.23

a, 2 2.68 278 (& 2.62 (~2) 2.54 ( -5)
Qa, 3 3.13 341 (9 3.05 (-3) 2.87 ( -8®
Qa, 9 3.62 4.03 (11) 3.45 (-5) 3.18 (-12)
a, 5 3.87 4.65 (20) 3.85 (-1) 3.47 (—10)
{a, 6) 4.10 5.26 (28) 4.22 ( 3 3.73 ( ~9)
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