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Fig. 3 Semi-buried structure and simplified
mass-damping-spring model
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Fig.6 Dynamic earth pressure distribution vs height of structure
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ANALYSISOF DYNAMIC BEHAVIOR OF SANDWICH PLATE WITH
CONSTRAINED LAYER DAMPING STRUCTURE

LIU Tianxiong" , HUA Hong-xing? , SHI Yin-ming® , CHEN Zhao-neng’
(1. Beijing Indtitute of Spacecraft System Engineering, Beljing 100086; 2. ShangHai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200030)

Abstract: A new modeling method for a sandwich plate with viscoelastic material (VEM) layer is presented in
this paper. It is difficult to process the dynamical analysis and control design by conventional methods because
the constitutive relations of VEM are frequency and temperature dependent. As an example, the new modeling
method, which combines the GHM (Golla-Hughes-Mctavish) method of VEM modeling and FEM (Finite Element
method), is utilized to calculate the modal parameters of a cantilever sandwich plate with viscoelastic core. The
results show that the new modeling method is more accurate and reliable than other methods and good agreement
is reached in comparison with the test results and the simulation results of ANSY S5.5 and NASTRAIN70.7.

Key words. constrained layer damping plate; finite element method; dynamic characteristics; viscoelastic
materia
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SIMPLIFIED ANALYSISOF DYNAMIC INTERACTION BETWEEN
LAYERED SOILSAND SEMI-BURIED STRUCTURE

ZHANG Ga, ZHANG Jian-Min

(Department of Hydraulic Engineering, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084)

Abstract: Based on the modification of a seismic earth pressure theory for retaining structures under any lateral
displacements, new formulas are proposed to determine the relationship of lateral soil-wall displacement and
corresponding earth pressures against the sidewalls of the structure during an earthquake. The formulas can be
extended to layered soils and deep foundations. A simplified mass-damping-spring model with the formulas is
presented for dynamic interaction between layered soils and semi-buried structure. The model is feasible because
parameters are easily obtained and no iteration is needed. The model is effective under the following conditions: 1)
The soils behave as a visco-elastic medium; 2) The structure and its surrounding soil layers are represented as a

group of shear beams which displace in horizontal direction only; and 3) The soil’ s response is not affected by the
structure’ s movement.

Key words: dynamic interaction; interface; earthquake; mass-damping-spring model



