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Fig.3 Degradation of Strength
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Table 1 Parameters of Hybrid Test

Specimen Name R, A v/v* P/P, | G.T.
$2-35-35-H(JMA) 0.355 0.362 3.40 0.176 I
$2-35-35-H(JRT) 0.355 0.362 3.40 0.153 I1
§2-35-35-H(HKB) 0.354 0.363 3.37 0.131 111

r Note ” G.T. = Ground Type ]

Table 2 Results of Hybrid Test and Response Analysis

I 6ma:/6y |

Specimen Name Analysis | Hybrid

(a) ®) | (@-0) | @)/
§$2-35-35-H(JMA) 3.30 3.87 -0.57 0.85
$2-35-35-H(JRT) 8.87 9.02 -0.16 0.98
52-35-35-H(HKB) 2.84 3.16 -0.32 0.90

I 6R/6y '

Specimen Name Analysis | Hybrid ‘

(a) ®) | @=® | (@)
52-35-35-H(JMA) 0.61 1.16 -0.55 0.53
$2-35-35-H(JRT) 3.43 3.25 0.18 1.06
§2-35-35-H(HKB) 1.27 1.32 -0.05 0.96

. Damage Index

Specimen Name Analysis { Hybrid

(a) () (a) = (b) | (a)/(¥)
$2-35-35-H(JMA) 0.008 0.009 -0.001 0.85
$2-35-35-H(JRT) 0.074 0.099 -0.025 0.75
$2-35-35-H(HKB) 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.95
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Fig.4 Comparison of Hybrid Test and Seismic Analysis with JMA Accelerogram
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Fig.6 Comparison of Hybrid Test and Seismic Analysis with HKB Accelerogram
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