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Abstract;
background of a simple bridge across the fault. According to

This paper was based on the engineering

the proposed pulse models, a set of synthetic fault-crossing
strong ground motions was generated and the finite element
model of a simple bridge across the fault was built, utilizing
the non-uniform excitation nonlinear time history analysis
method to investigate the effect of the fault rupture on a
seismic isolated bridge. Two different bearing systems,
without and with accounting for differential ground movement
across the fault rupture, were considered in the analysis to
evaluate and compare the performances of the structure. The
analysis indicate that the fault crossing is an important factor
in the earthquake response of seismically isolated bridges
which increases the earthquake response of the structure
larger.

Key words: a simple bridge; near-fault ground motion; fault

WeRs HEA. 2014-07-08
LT H . BER“N-E="8SEMBFR L BT (2013CB036302)

crossing; spatial variability; seismic isolation

e B 90 £ RE . HEHAMPEEE
FH 4k & H T Loma Prieta (1990 4E ). Northridge
(1994 4% \Duzce(1999 4F) FIAELE (1999 ) FHR,
HH T3k 2 b 7R R AR FE T A 2, X R AR TR
AT RAMEVERIBEIR, BT & T AGTX I W R i
W2 G510 PR . RS E W AME XL R A
RBP4 T GhH R Bl o FE I 7 M AR VA BT
B XS B, B F Ak IR (BRI B R BRI
05 B R AN [ b T B 2 B I B RN 5 4 , 58 4ok
B 510 W) 5 TR T R AR M S . X4 54 W) A T 3 S
R ST IR I, R A SRl 7R o 9 BT B AR
&4 R 1k, RAE D 8058 SCEO X — R AT T
WA, B P9 A0 TR AL 18 o X i W R 9 SR B ST B
PRI

Hi R B, BT R RONE H A PR, 5 [ PO R T
PN, Ty Pl AN £ 5 R — AN XL 7 B Ik o, T o
BN 23 75| R —A B o) 8 BE Bk . X T 07 ) RN S |
R Bk o, Makris S50 F — AN 4% 5% 0B Bk L 1L,
Somerville!® M Fi 8] BLAK) = A T2 Bk v ok %5 185 X 38
w3 N 51 ) Bk o, Makris 281 #1 Abrahamson
U181 3R FH— A JR B 4 T 52 Y5 7 o 538 B ot 2 v SR AR )
.

Goel %R H Dreger %5 318 3] iy B W7 2
Hb R, % 3 BN 25 T 2 A B A TR 5 R AT
b2 WA 43T I R BT T W 2 2 AR B
YERIF B A R WA RL3EAT T LB, Park 4557 #1 Ucak
S5 43 BIR PR IR i ML A B 1 T 2 L AR B
XL F - FHH Duzce Wi AL B ZLBFHEAT T 4017

ASCEPXTIRETZ R A SRR, Bk
TRIEWTIR ISR, A BB T 2 27 b SR S A, R

B—Aed. BT Q984 , B ML, FEBR T R AT RSLE. E-mail: yhy20060507@sina. com
WilfEE . =8 (1963—), B, #4%, B4 S0F, T¥ L, TEFHRE M NHRHE. Email: lijianzh@tongji. edu. cn



R

BT, 4 W2 RS X R SRR L b AR W R 22

1145

FIAE—BUsh AR L MR M O R, BT T B R
BT 2= X 17 S S H 1 7 D LY AR I X 3T B R B
BT V2 00 T SRR R o 7 B A 38 2 ) 5 SRR ) . 35
37 LB T

1 ESHT E A AL 3 M T 3 B A AR

5 7 J2 b T 3 30738 S O 1) RN AT Ak
N, BB 1 Frzs. T MR B AR E T
B J7 1) b O ) B RRAE 2 5 B B AR R I I
EARK , R BRI B BE IOk I T 3O, — M 2> Hh
AT TR T ) b, 3 H 2t R R 2 I Bk
ASEALG R, EFEMBN R SR AAMBEN
FRIE. B 2 4 5] %5 B T 7& Imperial Valley #i =
(1979, %5B %% M, =6. 4 F1 Landers #7Z (1992, M,
=7. ) HIE R BT IE 7 Hh R, X PR LR 1

SRR HR.
T A
2 I HIHRR T O\/ﬁm
IR Eg,mw /éli“g s R
&
& N
« HFEHLE b AR

1 BRI E YRS
Fig.1 Types of fault and features of their effects

b

7 TSN

o m

i s #@ .
.MJ ;l ;‘ﬁ’v""\j ‘,wwﬂ‘ Panar M.-»v"j ‘\ /WM@E
§ . ~ {03
) _ TN
a 1979 Imperial Valley #i52 b 1992 Landers #i 2
(My,=6.4) (M,=17.3)

B2 SIS R EMR S

Abrahamsont® Hl Mavroeidis Z£08 BF 97 B , 44
0L 25 7 J2 b TR 5 30 v 049 ) MR8, L T 3 B 5
L B T R R RS e P ok b R AR D A 3
) 1, T 32 B 7 S R T 3 A5 B 5 AL 2 i 2
Hi T 32 3 P I SO b Tz 31, AT LA B B T
R AR ¥ b K b TR L 328 375 1) b T 32 B R
RS E RS 2. Ty 1a) M ok v 43R B SCHR L9 148
HR B 1) A Pk P AR B AT 5 ¥ B Bk o R 43R
SCERLL0 42 3 B 4 o Bk o B B EATAR B R T S
BT A3 T AR TR IE .0 B 5 b 2R B e
B, BB N AN & Bk i i 7 b T 32 3. T T X %
Sy VRBLHL AT B UL AR,
1.1 FHEERk s rg

SCHRLO 4R H i O pa) P Bk AR B A R =

{%Vpcos[Zn(t;‘pto >+ v:l— ;%p}'
v() =< {1+COS[%{(%>:|}’ ¢h
b=F T, <t<t+7T,
0, HAth
D, =V,T, sin(y +Z:()1—_s)i,rzl§v—)’n) (2

K.V, HESHIRME; T, HVRRIEH N 2 R,
v VR IRIE DR I AEAL; IR S B R M S8 G
KEER 0 MBI IR R ) 5 10 38 B VM B
%5 D, 3 FREBRIEZT BRI, J7 o] B A
LS,y BUR 2,V, B 100 cm » s T, HAERR
M, FEHE, M, BUCR 6. 91 4. Hrp T, WLHET
Fwa -
lg T, = 2.9+0.5M, (3)
Fie FRSCER L 9 15T 45 1 A0 Jon 338 B2 o 80 R 162 8 BRI
18- BUAE L A0 B i AR AL RS B AR, A 3 BT,
I A Jok v 7 3 B B AR b B R O — AN Bk ek, BR
FTERE .

1.0F

051 (\
0

£ /m

o
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Tab.1 Summary of considered base ground motion pairs
ETR) EAWE FATW R BHIM BHEIZEK /s =t 4 AR

1 BORREGO/A-SON_FN BORREGO/A-SON_FP BORREGO/A-SON-UP 0. 005 8 000 14. 32
2 LOMAP/SJW_FN LOMAP/SJW_FP LOMAP/SJW-UP 0. 005 7 989 4. 46
3 NORTHR/JAB FN NORTHR/JAB FP NORTHR/JAB-UP 0.010 3499 6. 69
4 LOMAP/BVC _FN LOMAP/BVC_FP LOMAP/BVC-UP 0. 005 5918 6.11
5 LOMAP/BVW_FN LOMAP/BVW_FP LOMAP/BVW-UP 0. 005 7 816 3.08
6 LOMAP/CLD FN LOMAP/CLD _FP LOMAP/CLD-UP 0. 005 7 990 3.62
7 LOMAP/FMS FN LOMAP/FMS FP LOMAP/FMS-UP 0. 005 7 949 3.98
8 NORTHR/SAR_FN NORTHR/SAR_FP NORTHR/SAR-UP 0. 010 3 600 4. 30
9 NORTHR/SOR_FN NORTHR/SOR_FP NORTHR/SOR-UP 0. 010 3 648 8.47
10 NENANA/ps09_FN NENANA/ps09_FP NENANA/ ps09-UP 0. 005 10 999 35.90

I : it BORREGO/A-SON_FN 7~ BORREGO #iH1 A-SON Pk it el iR 22 EL TR 7 1] (FIND W3k BE B 2 ; Rk , FP R FATHIE 77

16, UP 7 B E 7Tl

1.4 BMEMEEINE

WEZEE RN EER, EETWHET N LK
77 K PR FISEAT F W2 07 1) _E AR A8 1B L
R R4, 4% I Osmar Rodriguez ZE021 47 HY

A-E BT B A R L T2 07 1) RIS AT T 18T 2 07 1)
EHzshr R ETRIE, B S UA N — AR AR
HIBS BT E K M 3. & S AT RUR b, ZERE T
Wi E T 18] L, b 2 N il Tz B R — B, 7R AT



#e BT, 4 W2 RS X R SRR L b AR W R 22 1147

FWrRETT 18] L, W P T2 3 OR/MASE, T e iR ED.
B HL A ) 2R sl A7) SR P L T 02 45 99 ) 1 1)

10F 150 1.0r
Tost 2 or 0.5¢ m
. 2 s g
g 051 ~ /\
< 0 g B 0 A A
2.l = 0 g | v
= ®_0st :
-10 ' ' ! -1.0 ' : J -1.0 ' ' '
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
t/s t/s t/s
a 2o O BT R I B b ZMZEEHEEEE c ZMEHMIE M
10F 1.5+ 1.0r
{3_? st T Loy . 05t (\N
£ g 8 0 /\/hw
& 50 = |V
g -5t M _g sl -0.5f
_10 L I I _10 1 1 | _10 1 1 ]
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
t/s t/s t/s
d A 2 FL T2 s B e 2= BT 2 TR f HEMEEWENS
10F 1.5¢ 1.0r
i st o 1or L 05T W\/X
§ 0 ) § 0.5+ ﬁ\g 0 J
% 5 | o @-oa-
o ®_ost -
— 1 I | — 1 L | —10 L Il |
1Oo 20 40 60 1'Oo 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
t/s t/s t/s
g ZEMPEATITE s B h ZEQPEATEE R i ZRFETHT RS
101 1.01 1.0r
{i 5t L; 0.5F _05p
é . ; - &
=04 . & R0 g
= H_10l
— 1 L 1 ~-15 1 I 1 -1.0 1 1 1
100 20 40 60 : 0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
t/s t/s s
§ AT A k 7T VAIPEATBUR AR

B 5 WERWZMERR R BT R nEE & EAS e
Fig.5 Time histories of fault-normal and fault-parallel components of acceleration, velocity and displacement

of sites located at either side of fault trace

W WZY. ZHFR A 58 m+58 m+60 m+58 m+58 m

2 TIESLH +58 m [ B IE 14 3 AR A IR S R R, Ho b d38 A
d39 SRFBU T WHE BT, d38 i d39 SMFBUR <K
2.1 IEYE 5.5 mX4. 0 m, HAFBHR R 5.5 mX3.0 m, H

ACLGR BB R RN TRE . SR BO0E0E 30 m ARG SRRERM R 2 X2 fife 2. 2
Bz S E R EMHL, AR B AAL T m RS TLIE A S 2R A AR S, B S
MR E Xt B 5 — bW RO, RIS R BR: OB J4Q 670X670X 217 G 0. 8. BEITE M1 B & 4
PALWTR DT I B (W [ T D B R EEW B EE B 6 B,



1148 W3 K% 2 ]E BB 2R %43 %
| 350 |
58 | 58 | 60 | 58 58 | s8 |

I T T I T T | /ﬁ %7

P
W 425? 1 B S | S e
ﬁ) 16 2 BRIFE | GATE)
i AR 1 SR | Jhh

a E\Wﬁﬁ@ (ﬁ‘ﬁi :m)

1/2 3778

2635/2

1/2 S
2635/2
500 255|

|235 500 562.5 | 562.5

250 1501200

230307.56387.

H-400

2
I075/2

1}92.5 550

| i
189 | 600
0|

3005

600

+ o

20 o 230

BHR 2.2 m AL Es
L]

EWEEEE Rk R

e S e
[X‘}r/ /Xll(

b B 35 B (B . cm)

6 EHmERAEAGREER
Fig.6 Layout of the bridge crossing the tectonic fault

2.2 ARTHER

NT ECERIT RSB AN ] 34 A AR T SR A
WSS A0 IS B S 5 3BT 2 31 SR R 5 TR AR I S e
5 8 AR R ST B PR 2R B EAT LU A3 #r. AR
SCRRFE BB R AR A A S 23 2R B8 160 955 3 X S
i [ ) 0 ] 2K S 8. B2 B R AT BROT S
RN 7 Pron. BRSBTSy i = 4 ik
ZEAEBITHATRL.

BRI S SR TR AR £t B B TR, AR R

P B BT - A R AL B R AT 8 B B9
XRHALEL. B, K, K, 1 Q 20 537 JiE AT R BE
Vi PO A S 0 S B X Je P 5 BE. %oF T [ R
ST , BRI K J5 ) AL B 4% [ 2 L SR AL, T 7
Bl SR R JEE AU

HF 2 A | #AES

E7 BHNEHRAERITEHIEL
Fig.7 Finite element discreted model of the bridge

traversed by fault rupture zone
]

% K.
K 7 K;=21.6 kN . mm-!
L Ky=3.4 kN . mm-!

W BB 0=432kN

B8 HMoHRTEREE
Fig.8 Schematic illustration of lead rubber
bearing isolators

2.3 HHIA

FEEAT S T 2 7 2 1 7R I N 43 BT 5 A T B R
07 2 1 7R SR N , 5 B AR W T

TH A RIZFTEFRH ST TBE—
M, B AR IBOBUR R BT 2 — I ) b T 32 37 R
A, BVEUE] 5 i —MI& 502 3l , 4528 [ —BUE R
HE.

TH B BRIEFREBRER, K22 HIE—B
R, Forh d38 A1 d39 S RIAL T Z R . 7RI
ETWREF M b, 280 A Jr m B R —3
ETTFWEHFE L, d36 ~d38 B34 BT 52 ik
i d39~d42 S5y BT 32 B R A D 1 KI5
A, Bp 2B s 1 AR AE 5 Bim & B2 30.

B9 4rBIAH T T AR T A B i, W72 AR
FHRRINLE , LSRR 4 T 2 7K - b 32 30 7 ).

SEATHR
%é =)
b iz
: d36 d37 d38 d39 d40 d41 d42
a L A
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ 52 ATL%?IE%‘?
N R
SEAT T
Ui R
d36 d37 d38 i d39 d40 d41 d42
b ITH B

B9 WHEHETHREUHLE
Fig.9 Location of fault with respect to structure



BT, 4 W2 RS X R SRR L b AR W R 22

1149

3 SWMER

PR SR T AR — B0 il ) A 48 1 B R vk AT 40
¥7 s F Newton-Raphson & #1735 # 61, 2Rk
REI0 B TRIEHR S RIREZR/N, BHE K
BR 0. 005 s. 43-A st 44 A0 0 F) 22 B T 2 1) L SPA7 B
5 1 AR ) 3 AN RS AR I IR Bt %o - BUBUR A
TR, S T BRSSO B ML , B BUR TR
AAXHBURAL A (BRI URE X2 88 ) AIBUR 2548 .
5. Hoo B IR A LR

3.1 IR A THIBT 0 AL

THE R R R PR, AR 2 Fis. B
Wy HL R R 40K 3 Bras. 3R 3 ATLLE Y, B\ 7
], SR PN RIS 2 32 JER X B R r B 5 i R B K. sk
RS BT, d37 S 87 BUR A X AL B i K, 3K
0. 589 m; MR A 4530 32 B B, d36 S B 8 B8 I B
B AR —0. 075 m; 158 1) J5 ) _b R 3BOME X o 6
AR RSB R G, BB0BUR T s s
il LR A SR R G T WE/NMRZE, RIAGINBRI
XEERRERARE LER TEM. FEWRANE DT
B REBIE PR SRS T .

R2 BHEFFSEMCLRE

Tab.2 Most unfavorable bending moments and displacement at the midspan of two bearing systems

B R 52 BE SRR 32 B

BmBHE/(KN-m)  Bm{i#/m B #/m  BEETE/N-m)  Bnf/m AL/ m

8 2BEH 1. 523X 105 0.768 0. 352 9. 992X 10¢ 0. 740 0.248

8 3EEH 1. 438X 105 0.752 —0. 324 9. 469X 10¢ 0. 732 —0. 265

84 BEH 1. 232X 105 0. 747 0.282 6. 547X 10¢ 0. 741 —0. 165

85 BEH 1. 008X 105 0.743 0. 250 7. 138X 104 0. 748 0.162

x®3 EBNBESAFSE HERBRALE
Tah.3 Most unfavorable bending moments and torques at the bottom of piers and
displacement at the top of piers of two bearing systems
R i3y I B AR W1 B A BURHISE/

KEY EI] BURTHE/(KN-m)  BUHEMNAS/m  BUREE/GN-m)  HTAENAE/m (kN * m)
dss 8. 433X 104 —0. 270 —2. 036X 105 —0.190 —2.186X10*
= ds7 1. 979X 105 0.589 1. 921X 105 —0.117 —2.279X 104
G dss 2. 624X 105 —0. 162 2. 363X 105 0.102 —3.573X10¢
% d39 —3.890X10° —0. 206 —2.312X10° 0. 081 3. 739X 104
* d40 1. 270X 105 0.191 —2.031X10° —0.088 —1.309X 104
23 d41 —1.435X10° —0.188 1. 928X 105 0.076 —1. 751X 104
d42 1. 119X 105 0.132 —1.208X10° —0.044 —3.081X10¢
dseé 1. 348X 105 —0.075 —1.264X10° —0.076 —9.978X103
4 ds7 1. 453X 105 0. 064 1. 150 X105 0. 067 1.079X10%
i dss 2. 340X 105 —0. 044 —1.649X10° —0.046 —1.195X10¢
% d39 2. 384X 105 —0.035 —1.393X10° —0.038 —6. 955X 108
% d40 1. 080X 105 —0.030 9, 963104 0. 035 —6. 355X 103
1213 dd1 1. 042X 105 —0.033 —9. 539X 104 —0.036 7.584X103
d42 1. 045X 105 0.031 1. 085X 105 0.039 8. 205X 103

FAMNAH d37~d41l SHB ERAAFELRR
XA RTINS W F A S B, B FARSE
A RIBR I, A AT 30 52 B A L8 5 % F
ORI 2 8 5 T 43 ) 4 Hh A5 S TOU TG U P S N
Tia) PR (o) B AN FSE RS T 2 U R, LAk ) Sl R Aoz
B 248 3 B TRAR AR X AR AL 5% , o Bp 248 A 42
ISR TR AR, WNE BB LR,
TS S B B R N AL B R A FE d37 S Hr AL, h
—0. 648 m; #5 AR I S B B YN a1 B KL B R A HE
d38 E#F8AL, K 0. 681 m, B E R R —0. 273

m.

R4 RAFZEMAE
Tab.4 Most unfavorable bearing displacement

of two bearing systems m
B S

Amfis HWEAE NaME SR

d37 —0. 648 0. 53 —0.292 —0.221 —0.271
d38 —0. 344 0. 681 —0.273 0.372 —0. 243
d39 —0. 364 0.411 —0. 251 0.433 —0. 230
d40 —0. 203 0. 297 —0. 239 0. 370 —0.235
d41 0.213 0. 387 —0.231 0. 333 —0. 250

VR BT R DU B X B AR B
Bl 10a 71 b 3545 H T 7 TOL A BT TR
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Tab.5 Most unfavorable bending moments and displacement at midspan of two bearing systems
wE BRI ST e AR 32 B
BmEHE/(GNm) BEME/m MIA#/m  BETE/N-m)  Bnf/m B9 %% /m
5 2 BEh —7.494X10* 0. 659 —0. 295 —1. 006105 0. 730 0.248
53 EEh 9. 562X 10* —0.121 —0. 288 —9. 557104 —0. 039 —0. 269
54 BEH 1. 450X 108 —0.672 0. 285 7.556X10% —0.738 —0. 164
%5 BiEh 1. 613X 105 —0. 794 —0.324 8. 084X 104 —0. 753 —0.180
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Tab.6 Most unfavorable bending moments and torques at the bottom of piers and
displacements at the top of piers of two bearing systems
T biia:i8 EAREZ Y 1) B A A R/
KA G BURTHE/(GN-m)  BTHAAS/m  BURSE/GN-m)  ETHAS/m (kN + m)
d36 9. 043X 10* —0. 266 2.492X10° 0.214 —3.526X10*
P d37 1.918X105 0.577 1. 851105 0.117 —4, 540X 10*
= d38 —4,181X10° —0.221 —6.925X105 —0.298 —2.368X10°
% d39 —5.349X105 —0. 252 6. 579X 10° 0. 254 —2.332X105
* d40 —1.201X10° 0.178 —2.149X105 —0. 100 —3.560X10*
BE d41 —1.402X105 —0.185 —2.164 X105 —0.096 2.083X10*
d42 —1.093X105 —0.127 —1.196 X105 —0.047 2.954X10*
d36 1. 336X105 —0.079 —1.316 X105 —0. 080 —1.792X10*
4 d37 1. 430105 0. 064 1.126X105 0. 068 —1.743X10*
i d38 —2.171X105 —0. 055 —2.002X105 —0. 058 —3.397X10*
% d39 2.154X10° 0.052 1. 810X 105 0. 053 —3.387X10*
¥ d40 —1.045X10° —0.029 9.912X10* 0.029 —1.412X10*
BE d41 —1. 065X 10° —0.027 8. 759X 10* 0. 030 —9, 776 X103
d42 1. 044X 105 0.034 1. 015X 105 0. 040 —9.065X108%
HIZEE—0. 243 m AI—0. 251 m MK T84, B E - A
HeSMERE R BB o AR V630, TR ERAE RS
Br b % 8 — K $ 2 A
#7 WXEKRORLRTAZECS =- Eoosl mensenfie
Tab.7 Most unfavorable bearing displacement at the -1.0 \ : ) 1.0 \ : |
top of piers of two bearing systems m 0 0
ST R
NEpids B AnuE Sas
d37 —0. 697 0.531 —0.303 —0.216 —0. 252
d38 —0. 357 0. 682 —0. 290 0.371 —0.673
d39 0. 409 0. 407 0. 663 0.434 0.262
d40 0.212 0. 295 0.218 0.372 0. 240
d41 —0.218 0. 388 0.221 0. 339 0. 226
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Fig. 12 Time histories of displacement computed at

deck, pier top and isolation system at piers 38
and 39 for case B
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Fig.13 Force-displacement hysteresis loops for seismic
bearings at piers 38 and 39 for case B
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