Hao s Ha Ml
2023 4F 10 H

o

JOURNAL OF SEISMOLOGICAL RESEARCH

{0/

Vol. 46, No. 4
Oct. , 2023

ZPLR 2R SR, 4F. 2023, SMA — LRB P& i £ R0 M 7% 5 301 M I 75 i J8 00 B AR B G PPAG [ ] MR 55,46 (4) 562 —

574 ,doi;:10.20015/j. enki. ISSN1000 - 0666.2023. 0030.

Qin H G,Li P,Zhang Z C,et al. 2023. Seismic fragility and life-cycle performance assessment of the continuous beam bridge isolated
with SMA — LRB[ J]. Journal of Seismological Research,46(4) :562 —574 ,doi;:10.20015/j. enki. ISSN1000 - 0666. 2023. 0030.

SMA -LRB [REEEZEHES TR
FFon Bl HA R R 5 S v 4

RER, F ¥, KEE, IRE, B 2

(ZMET RS L ARTEZEE, Hilt =M 730050)

ZE . AWFSCR LRB Al SMA — LRB 5 12 25 G ) R 5 51k A g i JRl AR 2 2, 6T LU 17 R FH PR AS [l B
R SR ARAE 4 RS OIRAS T SRR, IR HI A i JR A IR R DA 5 VR TS 1 28 7 i Jo ST 9 9 4% T
AR UA , BRI 1E LRB FAGEH A HE A 3 SMA BEnT ARG S e O e 32, 3R] LA R0 AV B LE
FEE A SE R BPRAE T BB MRS SR L/ NEE, SMA — LRB B A R 7 ol D5 3% A3 i Jo] S0 B A 45 %

7 R RSCR R

KR EERNF; WRE; AL, IBRICIC G e RS BIE

FRESES . P315.925; U448.23
doi;10.20015/j. enki. ISSN1000 - 0666.2023. 0030

0 5|5

ol P 752 B AR A Sy B R 4 R R R T A T
B, TERRSUANMY 45 4540 1 Br R i S o 1 AR
R RAT (T, A, 20175 A5,
2017) . s #% K X% FE ( Lead Rubber Bearing,
LRB) HAEAME . ST A R A, & H AT
P A5 5 0 0 P 72 S e, R AOR B 2 T
TRy b 2= B K 56 ( Sarrazin et al, 2013; Jénsson et
al, 2010; R =4, 2013), R0, 2409 LRB 78
SRR T AR TE RASTE 5 e 8 AN R FIBR AR L
T RAFEE, T EBEAS T 12 S A Y N AR R
(Dezfuli, Alam, 2016) ., Nf#Ed L FAS B Ik 3%
FCPERE, Wilde % (2000) #2 KB RICIZ 5 &
(Shape Memory Alloys, SMA) #1 LRB #1454,
ISR T H A ATV, 7R SRR b, — S 3 X ok
SMA HiBhifm I RH T (ER4a5E, 2017) | &Lk
ZHF ( Ghosh er al, 2011; W WX W 4%, 2019;

« WFE B EA. 2022 - 04 - 25.
EeWH. HXAARFESTIHE (51908265) .

XHERARIREG . A

XEHS . 1000 - 0666(2023)04 - 0562 - 13

Zheng, Dong, 2019) 18] S B (}%J{ZL{%,
2015; Wang et al, 2019) AUk b a2 P RE 4T T BF
5%, AN SMA - LRB [ 2 1A 5 fE % A 2R I 22
PR RZNRE RN, RAFRYIRRERT,
JeHOR R IS TR nT kA

AR, M REE R 75 am JE PP AR AR A 4
Hm SN EENEZR T ENR (F2%,
ZEH, 2014) , ETEALHE G T Ab Hb R Y b AR fE
Wt | 2 M AR B B S A R A A IR BT Al
KB A% (Rackwitz, 2002), Hrp, i
Sy WM BT 2V S5 40 A — 2 M RE B AR R i
iR EZ Tk, WENANEETZ R (%
FH A, 2018), 7EMF B TR G, H Pl A
(2017) R T 2 M TR0 . A7 8 8400 A 4 1o sk
7 25 Al — Bl X AL AT R T 3R AR R
Ui 45 (2020) #TF Copula PR TR T M B
] A AR e, X H N AR G S R MR Y R 4 ) P bk
HEAT TTAL s AA4 (2021) 2007 T ARG T/
BN IR XS e IR A 2 Bk i g, 56 T

F—EE®/N. FUR (1983 -), BRTREM, M4, EENFHFRIEN . E - mail; qinhg27@ 163. com.



54 3

ZHULRAE . SMA — LRB B R 1 2 AT MR S 401 1 b 7 i RS0 A 15 2 DA 563

210 5y 5 M vl 1 — 25 % L 75 A S 0 B R i AT 0
i, U1 Barone I Frangopol (2014) Xfb4r#1 T
ANFEPERETE bR T A R 540 1 4 5w SR A fig s 1D
FIAFE (2020) FE T HuRR 5 300 R0 b AR A B M ST
T R R 4 5 i A I b R AR A T T A
Brijfe; Li 4% (2020) J T H(E 7 2 RS0 IT
i 7 TR T B UHPC B 5025 #4) 14 b 72 S g A 55 iy
JHP S . £FXF SMA - LRB [, £ 4%
(2017) R H G #0153 B 5 ¥ % ek 1 ok AR
4t LRB 1 SMA — LRB #E 17 [ 72 19 K B R i 4 1)
i PERE, AW SMA - LRB & Z& Bk & Z 12 T+ AHhr
WP Z BE /75 Fang %5 (2019) XJ 50 SMA —
LRB [ 20 B b m= Pk BE AN 75 i J) 300 461 2 A IR 28
17 TWESE, 90 b 5 0 B 0 5 i J ) 52 o A 75 28,
M, 25 LR, A KT SMA - LRB FEEHr 22 i
7% Ty Pk B 7 i I AR 5 R R AT D, IF
HEZEE P FR-PPURMERE T, RS Bk
PEAR SO DGR i P R AR ST 45 7 T, e = X i 2R
TR AT (1Y) iy 403V R0 753 i JRL0) LA 408 2 DA B 5T

ARSCULVE SRR M5 4, 43 512k F LRB
F1 SMA - LRB YERsbR e, JEH 40 2 bk pfr A
I BTZ R S A, kT R 5 B o
TRERVT T R R [ Bl 72 2 0 22 AR O . S e
FAPE LA KA R R G AE 4 FORTRGRIRZS T B340 4%
RTEGHES TSRS, R Ay R PR AG
DR TR 5 A R B G | Tl Ok
SR A I e, 2 W PEAl SMA - LRB [

R G RAHLAEE A

I KRS K R A K O
fii Irik

1.1 SHESRAE

M2 T 5P 3R 7R S AR T 20 MR Bl ok BT 3k
B B Ao — R 05 A BRR S Y AR A R
(ZERHAE, 2018) , H TS 5T e R Y
T5 vk B B TR E P A 1 406 5 B Ty
BT BB AL S S B T (R b A
2020) , ASCHET RIS HNET %, W PGA i
SRR bR (IM), i AR L NG S ) o b
(IDA) FRIGLEMITEANTE PGA F - AR WA N, K45
PR R R OE (EDP) 5 IM BUWHEUR EFT4R
PRI SHT, 75 BS540 1 1R 5 K pR AL

In(EDP) =Ina + bIn(IM) (1)

NN P IEE
A LA AR A5 TF 9 53 B 2 F
HEs

In( DI/EDP)

é:EDP/ m

P(EDP—DLBOIHW):I—@( ) (2)
K. DINEHAR R OPR S B Fe 4R ©(-)
AR IEZS 04T PR

SEN R R T SR AR UEZE R .

2 {In(EDP,) = [Ina + bln(IM,) ]}

(3)

Eprm =

n-2

X n NEER MRSV BUR ;. EDP, AR §
AR SE T R HGR T SR (R IM, 9% 0 S
Bl A

M4 PEA SMA - LRB BE 7% 17 32 14 Hb 7% &) i
P, RH — O 0l 4 B 3% ( Ditlevsen, Madsen,
1996) HHEMFRRG N G e, — Bl R IS
SRl I S5 4 M Y By PR B 2 R e iy b
TRR, HABRER N .

m

é?WUDJ$HKQ<I—IHJ—HﬂH 4)
S m WSSOSO, P(F,) 5 F, AN
PHIOBIIIER , P(F.) EAFR RGBS,
12 EREHRARETE

RS HIBY 77 i A K A R B T
A ML A M F R SRR 5% B L B 2 0
P BB R R, bR 2 0 K 0 M
12 L4 42 T B9 TS 2 EAT B Ak, AR 3R Deierlein %
(2003) 4 I ARG RESE, T bR A0 i
R L, N

4
Li = Z CDS,L‘PDS,L' | PGA (5)
i=1

KA P poy WPTRAELE MR MG I 3 T A A54%5
R Cs A EIERE AR R AR EHEARR N -

CREP,[ :Rr(:r *Chp * WL (6)

K WL RS R SERE R ;. R, HANIR]
FAOARZS X 0L 4 18 52 9% T EL 1), 2 fulcant 475 B



564 o=

46 %

0.1, HEHMI 0.3, J=EBMI N 0.75, FEMIR
H 105 Co NI ERENA, Tk 32
BIEGATIUA C, MGEATES TR REAS €,y 20
BIA -

1-T, T,
CRJ = CR,car I(X) +cR,lrm - D] - ADT : di (7)

TO TO
CT,[ = c/\Wooar 1 - m + ( C/\TC Dlr + cgoods ) m °
D, - ADT
[ . +ADTE - (l——l—)} -d (8)
S, S,

Py ep oM ep HTRERMREBITRA; D, I5E
1THEES ; ADT R ADTE R~V-34 H A28 1 152 0 (i B
FEIH S ey Caren Cpoa TN NIRAERIALT
7 RAEFNLT SRR WA B B E; o, F o, 57
BRMIRERMEE SR, S, S, S, /40l hLiTH
FE, BB IER BT, 4 IRZ
P r e,

MR EEHIAE 4 FhOAS [R5 030K 28T 45 T 43
W7 d, 30d, 120 d, 400 d, )6 A= A 345
KA

N(tiny)

LCL (1) = 2 Li(1) = e™ (9)

s V(o) D4 5E I 18] 8] B e, PN A A B R2 AR
By L(o) NAFEG N o BFRYHR BURAERI, 7
PR BT S B

IS UE PR

_/\f - E(L)
- T

E[LCL(t;,) ] (I-e™7"") (10)

2 TREWRESHRR

2.1 IRRES

ARG G —E 4 5 (4 x20 m) HLEGE
B, HESMAEME 1 PR, a5 E2H
5 F/NFEZRA AL, T HERES A Ay B AT A RUR: AR
DIHER L, BRI EARN 1.5 m, 3 DHEUY & E 5
W53 m, 9.1 m 7.8 m, FHFEER XN
MES N3, FHEHRIT C40 1REE L, T4
PSR €30 TREEL, AR F HRB335 i .

2.2 SMA - LRB X £

HA “3 < 117 RHER o AR e 28 S HE e R
BZ, HTFBmiEnmiRK, SEESHFR
TP R R, EEAEZRMSNE (A
FEE, 2017) , (NBEMRRPURRITE) (JTG/T
2231 -01—2020) HUiE, Fms 3 & AL 1 I 3 5
B HAREME, TS, BT —H/
SMA - LRB S JEM B (B 2), f4E b4
Mr, TIEEEMAR, B, B R AR SR RS X
FRAi B ) SMA 828, TEMEEHT, ETF#REA
HEARRHE RS Bl SMA LR AYFI, SMA 1 LRB #H
HECE R T RAFFERE R A B AIRE S, —
B SMA A& 221 HAR M H AL S mm, 10 5EFR T
FEH AT RETRS BRI SMA R LA 12 254 P o5
FIAHEFIRE . I, SMA RELWIT &, —Mde T
HRAS/INEARIY) SMA 2245 B, SMA — LRB S h 4%
Cu - Al - Be &4k, I HARYE LRB RSP R/ANEH T
HiE,

4x20=80m

b= -
By om B
0 9.1m 7.8m ARG
#
B 2 3*HRH
(a) SLIAR R
EX
/Y /S \Y
g S
PR
L

(b) A% 0T Ih A7 ]

A1 HEREMHER

Fig. 1 Information of the bridge

B BB

InEhEAR

SMA 434

THEEAR HS

B2 SMA - LRB 3 st
Fig. 2 Model of SMA — LRB bearings



54 3

ZHULRAE . SMA — LRB B R 1 2 AT MR S 401 1 b 7 i RS0 A 15 2 DA 565

MR BRI & LRI 5 A= S,
A AN A BRI S AR TR B, IR R A A AR
(2016) F& 1 A3E T b 45 25 1R B = A R T 8
PIPTRZ BT I, A B AR 0 B AR I S e )
(JT/T 822—2011) 4§ HiFEHA B ET ORI S
JI2ESHOE R 1,

Rl BIXENNFSH

Tab. 1 Parameters of the single bearing at each pier

RS PN K/(KNmh) K/ (N em )

0f . 4"HFe  Y4Q470 81 8 100 1300
145 Y4Q770 216 9 100 1 400
21§ Y4Q770 216 14 300 2 200
3*1 Y4Q770 216 11 100 1700

TE: F, MEMRGRE, K, A IRATHIEE, K, iR s R

2.3 Ao miEE
BT A5 bR 73BT T 15 OpenSees 8 ST 1% 1% 41
I =43 Dy A AL gl 3 iR, #EATIE

SMAZ; £

SMA -LRB 37 Ji

ANk )RR oy M IE, TR Bk A5 4 B9 BHJE R
Rayleigh fHJE , FHJE LLEL 5% , Ff H A% jEAF G2k
b - LA EAEMN S G - 8L Z EAHEAEH
(ISENE ,  EARAEA Y 5 Ry /NAR SR R % D
A, JERA=ZE e R BTk, MR ek AR T
(LR AR L P 21 4E A 2 A ok, AR R
TREE T AR O IR BE R Concrete04 #5541, i
L HNE 7 Iz FHN % Filippou & 1F J5 By Karsan-Jirsa
PR E ;. ANATR T Steel02 BEAUL, HR S1 - W AF
K Z LA Menegotto-Pinto BRI N FEREHENT , HV R
VAR SR FH TR M A T8 114 58098 P 52 R PR OT AR AU
SMA R H] TwoNodeLink HLITR AL, H A KA
K HEMIE ) SelfCentering #4 %}, BT SMA — LRB
SCIEH SMA GRARZ b 10 57 1 I A REDL I, ik
i K ElasticPPGap 8 AR SMA 4 AT
ZRLAZ IR R . 803 KA SMA - LRB S J#
IR R PERE, TR Y b 5= e 0 0 A e 1 22
WM G BA RSz sh = b, RIES5H 64
SRR (AASE, 2017),

(SRR IO

(FRIBPELT YR TT)

V4
Yw)(

2 9

(PR TT)

B3 e s
Fig. 3 Dynamic analysis model of the bridge

2.4 HEZNEFEMEAN

T W7 2 b RE B X1 3 3 R Bl i e 5 Y
TSR T BT R Y R K v R — R T
T, 3 W AR BT R 45 R 1 b 7R i 1 HE O
= Bl R R Z0, TR s 5 BT 4 R T P Y
Wit (AE5, 2014) o ST RE R AT BE TR T Wy
EHh R 3R B & B, A CCR F Baker %
(2011) FETFT /NS N PEER 7% sh 504 17 1k
PEM ML RE Bhic s AT 8 Sy 404, Horb (% 3 I J2 b
REHIES (SET#3A) A 40 413 NorEicat, ik
H Loma Prieta . Northridge , Kobe | o T AR
8 IR LR AL Sk, BARLE N 6.2 ~7.6
9%, WiRBEREARTEL0 km AN, AKFid Y ES

B I8 1 38 32 K O, 2 b AR B B A AN VT LA
SRR BRIz I T A AR B A A 1
15 HT

X LRB 1 SMA - LRB W EHF b7 B FE 2 Br
W, fHE ETWZE R (SN) HEAT T2 5E W
(SP) PAIKF- 43 £ 43 SR o AR MR 1a] (X))
AT (Y) I ARYE IDA 73BTk, LA
INH WS (PGA) BRI hHIES %, I
PCGATAMELL 0.1 g A EALKMNO0.1 g HHE
1.5 g, J3—4r5 WR HT ) 55 LG A6 i T 6 Ml 7=
3l PGA JHIE A 0. 4 g BN 8 B2 2 1 3k an 1] 4 Fom
GBI DL 40 20 b RE Bl e S5 14 BN WA - Y (B R
W .



566 o=

F 5% 46 &

B4 AT 3 AL

Fig. 4 The response spectra of selected ground motions

3 MrRHEE S s

3.1 R ERETE
B AR S bR THUAR AT el o iR e

CEMBF B5E A A [ B, 7R MR AR T 2 2K EE

SRR AR B (1 B Y1 AR Y O 3 N M 7R A R 1 5
A I VT 0 AR A A A O AR S S 1 5 0 R A
(ABEBRPUR R IE)Y (JIT/T 2231 - 01—
2020) MR . AR R B AR S E B2 bR AR
FHR 7= A 04 55 U7 R AR /T 250% , Bk, HF
1717 5% 1 5% By 8 VE 20 M b, R Zhang F1 Huo
(2009) HEL 43 5 LAY R AE /9 100% | 150%
200% F1 250% SRR . AER L ™
A0 N 58 A IR B A RRAE

3 IR L S B R B 0 M AR 8 45 0 £
s (HAZUS99) HI HI B 2P R BUE LT #F
B 4 R iR A BRI A8 M R A
TEAW A 1 O IR A, o 8T A R AR I
oy~ B S THD 300 25 R 6 1 R 0 A8 3K 3 0. 004 B
H oy BFEGE R e KRB0 H w0 AL
IR FH AL B8 2B T R B S B B B 005 48 A, 4
MRS F IR R R A5 (2019) W7
ATV, 3 2 TS A TR B A A A
I AR A 1) 19 S BREL

Sk gy Wt ot AP AL, EEER TS E

100 F (a-1) 25 = 100 - (a-2) BE#F )
A .
/"*»,.*
80 80 -
B 60 - R 60}
: 5
40 40 -
L2} =]
20 + 20 +
0 i 1 1 1 1 0 i Il 1 1 Il
0 03 0.6 0.9 12 15 0 0.3 0.6 0.9 12 15
PGA/g PGAlg
100+ (b-1) HkF iy 100 - (b-2) Il
80 - 80 |
B 60t B 6ot
-3 = P 1
Bl B a0l —0— LRB HRE-52 8
2] -] —o— LRB HfR-h%
—4— LRB HrR-" &
—— LRB Hf §-%4
20 20 - SMA-LRBHFR- 21
---@-- SMA-LRBH -4
--d-- SMA-LRBHF -5
ol ok --%-- SMA-LRBHF -5 4
0 0

K5
Fig. 5 Fragility curves of bearings at abutment (a) and Pier 1 (b)

HE (a) A= UHR34 (b) ZEHFMIME &



554 ZHULRAE . SMA — LRB B R 1 2 AT MR S 401 1 b 7 i RS0 A 15 2 DA 567

100 - 100 |
80 80 -
§ 60 - g 60
B a0l B a0t
=] 5
20+ 20 +
or 0k
0 06 PGAlg ’ ’ 0 ’ " PGAlg
(a) BtdR5 (P (b) 5 (GFI)
100 - 100 F
80 80 -
g 60 g 60
a0t #Hat
2] 5
20 + 20 +
0r 0+
0 0 PGAlg
(d) sE&Hit (YHrm)
100 | 100F
80 80 I
g 60 - g 60 -
40| B a0t
=} ]
20 | 20 +
0r ()8
0 0 0. 0.9
PGAlg
(f) st (b))
100 100f
8ot 8ol
g 60 g 60
& w0 ® a0 ot
—A—LRB-2* B
20f 20 R
--#--SMA-LRB-1*
--&-- SMA-LRB-2* 38
0 (U g - %-- SMA-LRB-3*
0 . PeAlg . . . 0 . . PeAlg
(g) F=EH (BRI (h) sE2Htn (BEtm)

B 6 RBIASAL L 5 30 i

Fig. 6 Fragility curves of bearings at different piers



568 o= R 46 %

®2 BEWMHIRGFRRE

Tab. 2 Damage limit values of each pier
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Tab. 3 Seismic hazardous sites
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Tab. 4  Valuation of cost parameters
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T, 13% Zheng % (2018)
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D,/km 2 Zheng % (2018)
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Seismic Fragility and Life-cycle Performance Assessment of
the Continuous Beam Bridge Isolated with SMA — LRB

QIN Hongguo, LI Ping, ZHANG Zhichao, WANG Haohao, SHI Yan
(School of Civil Engineering, Lanzhou University of Technology, Lanzhou 730050, Gansu, China)

Abstract

In order to study the seismic fragility and life-cycle performance of the continuous beam bridges isolated by

Lead Rubber Bearings (LRB) and the Shape Memory Alloy supplemented Lead Rubber Bearings (SMA — LRB)

respectively, the damage probabilities of the two types of bridges in four damaged conditions were compared, and

then the life-cycle performance evaluation method was used to quantify the bridges’ seismic losses in the form of

money. The results show that the SMA — LLRB isolation system can effectively decrease the damage probability of

bearings and that of the pier seriously and completely damaged. The bridge life-cycle losses can be significantly re-

duced by SMA — LRB when the ground motion is weak.

Keywords: continuous beam bridge; seismic isolation; Lead Rubber Bearings; the Shape Memory Alloy;

seismic fragility





