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Experimental study on dynamic performance of frame

structure building under rockfall impact load
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Abstract: In order to study the dynamic response, failure mechanism and impact resistance of frame structure
building under the impact of rockfall, nine sets of rockfall impact tests on the frame structure building model

under different working conditions were carried out based on the self-designed sliding track test device. The
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experiment considered four key factors: rockfall mass, release height, number of impacted columns, and toe
distance. Following the orthogonal test design method, the failure modes, peak impact force, and peak
acceleration were used as evaluation indicators to systematically analyze the multi-factor coupling effects and
their sensitivity. The results indicate that the failure modes of the frame structure building exhibit multi-scale
evolution characteristics from ‘material to component to global structure’, which can be classified into five
levels: minor damage, slight damage, moderate damage, severe damage, and complete damage. Among the
factors considered, the number of impacted columns is the most sensitive factor affecting the overall structural
stability. Dynamic response analysis reveals the energy dissipation mechanism where impact energy transitions
from a local impulse to global inertial forces. The peak acceleration and impact force of the impact column are
9.91-25.42 m/s* and 178.95-565.24 N, respectively. The empirical formula derived from the simplified model
does not consider the structural plastic energy dissipation. By introducing the plastic energy dissipation reduction
coefficient K, the error range between the measured impact force and the empirical formula is -9.98% to
13.50%. By introducing the plastic energy dissipation reduction coefficient to modify the empirical formula for
impact force derived from the theoretical model, the error range between the measured impact force and the
revised formula is -9.98% to 13.50%.

Keywords: frame structure building; rockfall impact; dynamic performance; peak impact force; peak

acceleration

TR AU F AL AT B R R HRE R 4
B Wk 9 2 50 X L X 3 A L B R AR
N B iy 0F 77 42 4 0 ™ 3B, A R A
3TV N 3 B, 5 LR O B 2 B R R R AT
[) BF Bt 3 L X8 35 1) R i A S AR 2% i s 7
S e I X STAE A B B AR AR S
TR A T A5 Shy A S5 Y R M R 2 R 06 R R R ok
WKE RN I HE L R IR A K
Y IR JE 3 B RS, BT R A o fr 2RV T Y
[ J2= 45 46 3 i oy HL AT R S

VR AT 5 45 4L (4 AR B A — b AR 2% o o for 2
VEF R MR M 3h 1 22 0, i £ 20 35 IR Je T o6
oS, W55 7 vk BB A W IE A FS 4T BE B
LR R 56 . B3 1A A KT K E R
ISR I RS P o R o) B 5 N 1 87 S
G5 AL 01 UK R R A R R T, B R AR 3 S G
BEORE A XE LA B VR A A8 Bh B4 R IR Y Bh 3

BS54 77 1, ] S BH AR Hertz 500 422 fh 21
W IR b, 51 A SRS IE L% R 9R £ wh ki By 40 4%
g 35 A 8 M AR R T A M T B B 4 e o
MAS L & A vh il S35 AR . Zheng VL T
Hertz $2 filt B8 , % 1E [ 4 45 ¥4 98 P A8 T8 B 48 40 3%
A VA SR I AR = Ay S S e A 7
A bt sh g O R B — R R A b A A TR
A B e Bl e A i LA RS S PR
Wi B e RSB P N . B A
T, X)W A0 gk 4 A0 1) AR LS-DYNA #

3 S A7 BROCASE R, 20 0 S5 M SR JE 25 Lo il )
I | S B 0 B A E | AR 4T AR A T, BIF Y
RAT B AL vh i A R HE BS54 55 2 1 2l g i
N AR PLER o p T BEAE o3 A K BfE A 40 35 A 7
— JE fO BB, HLCE AU A A 5 v B O T AR+
B U N2 B R P, T RE 2 5 L SE I DUAF TR —
fii 25 o AT LA LSS5 ik, 2 A LR Y 35U i
i 52 B I T A O 0 G B S, e e R IR A -
S5 K A H AR AL B S A AU R BF5E T Be . Wang
A5 1T S K R AT S Y TR A RO B AR S
JiE AL XV AT A S i S R L AL AR
T —ERA R B R T TRR
R R A B B A A R AR 2 e
JRIR LA AR B8 AT A IR 45 3 Fh
AN TRV R A X B 47 254 1 die K o Iy o Li A5
P — b T T 1% TR ) AT TR O HE SR A Al
— R ohily IS WS T R RAE B4 A A b i
1iF 4T B BT i PERE , OF 5 (L SEME SRS M R AT 10
o tr. Shmi, A RBM R ZRETEAA S
Pk SRS i E SV R INY A B E AR R (A LR U
PEREFRIT , B 0H A A4 7K SR 1) A S F 58 AH X 3
55, JUH AT X RE RS54 B R AR A v i AE TR B &
Ge i 5 BF 50 AT il W KR A R e
PR A B 25 22 DR 3R 5 200 1Y) 7 A 0 A5 B0
F 50 52 R A5 R ST

2 T I A2 B B Uy i, Sl g g A A
R by B T A U R B R R
JE B Y ol AT i RONE 22 By e 50 A i T 4%



% XX Xk, E R B EAETAE

A G B W B F1 PR AR X B AT ST 3

i, Lihds g s BE AR SR HE 25 0 WEAN 8 b, o0 B
Z RS

1 EFEERERET

1.1 EHERRERANE

R R A B 8 N 5 25 M B AE 2 — 1
AR AR LM 3 g A R, W Mg LAk b )
i (55 ) N 5 IR AR 2 A O T, LA T O R
Fop gk # . RATEWR R PIE LT B, AR
JE 2 14 R Wl 8 e G2 B AN P R R E
Paem S Re AN RE L. MR ABEREE
B A AR vhi S R R A SRR R
rhifi e . b7 & g TR b far 20T A AR R0 AR JE
R AR 1) 57 | 45 H4) o A% T R I M AR O A
J7 AAERE o 7 of o B8 o Ok 45 1) A 1 Bl IR FE g
FE T, 0] 5 ORGS0 R G AR A 3

HE B8 25 ¥4 J5 J= DA RE F0RE A N 32 K 45
F AR R B B SR AL S B 55 B Rk 25 SO R AR S5
P . WIS & B 4R B R A A R R 1 1 3R L
B i 40 %6 B, 25 3 A5 A B A R R B 1 . HE R AE
R ARG M TR SE A B G RSk R T LA
b 7 [ 2 v 5 T Y B SR B SR H A . AR 4l Y
U 48 9 v AE 248 4 SR 0 R R o R R R TR O
A [ i e 8 P S N T s - 5 e == a0 M
I CRE A0 59 Ul R 2, O AR A 0 ) 2 A BRF
PSS AR IR B i A ARk

FERAR G i 5 B2 T AR 7 AR SR AR IR . Y
TNAEATE 1A s 2 8 B AT 09 J R g R (M) B A
TE bt BSRPEAR TE AR AT 00 [ vt BB PR X, Y
A1 3 1S 0 B A A% R T AR (M) B 95842 X 4k 22
AT, I 1E W i M M R L A SRR R AR R 3
R U] VG sy 1 8 P B 4 o A0k 82 4% 38 A0 45, %)
R I i IR B — S R B L R AR Y e A
FH 7= A= 0 B 7 88 3 A A 09 A% B BT 0, fE S B BT D)
(3788
1.2 EUEBGE

MR VR A1 T T RN oh i a8 2l B A ST TR Al AR R
wE 1R .

2T W R B B, R A S E A, n] ST o
(DRIl .

mgH = 0.5mv” + p,mgl cosa + pomgl (1)

AH g HETMEE, m/s*, 9.8 m/s*sm WEA
B & L kg o MR AW E B, m/ss H R 3=
FELm L AR m, 58 3 & B HAEE 0 by
J2 55 i I A A B R KOE BEH A K R m e
G350 S R AR B R K ST B FEE R B, AR A 2R

L] kPR R
B1 EzhidiEEiEs
Fig.1 Simplified model of the motion process
I 38 38 WU 46 43 3 B 0. 15.,0. 305 a Sy ¥ A% 0130 Bk
JE B30
e whk i B B, MEZRAE Y By B IR A o i
I, FL4% 52 Pl A AR AR 2R o FE S PR TR,
R MESRAE AL AL 5 FE Al HE S8 B RS AR I e
TR HE SR 27 7R A bl BT A Sk 7 g [ E AL 52 3
IRV AR R AR Sy 94 i (351 5 14 3 1) A AT
o % B AR #2553 5 b ek 0 1%
SRS I A5 AL A T R ME SR R T 1 g [
SE FE 15 R A2 7K1 R A 80 S 0 A AT AR

O 25 ) B 25 5
Mu+:%w—F”%%y<m (2)
TR HE SR 25 25T R T 35
o /L,MZ(‘Z.)
WI—JO LT dx (3)

SV D S/ i e = B R R i A R TN =
HE ZE A8 5 2 5 ET o 45 A8 Bt o o5 0 2, EVAE Z2 43 ) 1)
W E 3 W g HE 2R AT 25 it A2 TR B
e (2)RAK(3) IR 15 3
Bk (4)
384E1
TR A X HE B AT (8 i ot AN A BORE 1A A i
ARG, i 2 A0 4 fik T A RO AR TR . SEBRAE ]
e g AR T B AR A AR VR A bk AR T HE
2R R T AR P RE 5 HE Z8 A R RS it A B BB AH LL AR
ANFLAT DLW R T SORE SRR BB R B W=W
B 15 B A VR A ol 25 R TR A0 HE S8 R R B AR
0, vh i AE 5€ 4% BHE JLAE W ORI IR BE . AR &R
GRS E, W I REC R A
E.=05mvi*=W=W, (5)
AP EaHIRA B Zh6E s WO HESR AL BB TE RE
A1) (3 (4) S 5) AT 3515 21 3% ) AR
BN i 52 09 7K P i for 80 Foo WA LXK MR A 1Y
il for B SE Ll 20 06) (7)) (9 TR B 1

1



FAaROF % )

% XX A

4 T R x8EIE
PO K v S D IR O N T
~[192mv*El
Fre= 44%54*—
384mgEIl
/ 77? [(lf/xlcota)H*/xZZ} (6)
0

R AN [7) ) 45 b 18 A1 K 32 v ol i BOK F- | 46
M AFAE R BT Fo 24 Foili il B, 0 454 b T
BERIRZS M R AR R o I, S5 M Ak T A X AR

2 EREERAR

2.1 REEE

H BT, &1 X5 3 e sR A i s Rt Fn el o 2
FEIRE T RERIFT HA IR b 2 7E 1 I 8R4
v MR R B350 W 5 A X A o AE UG W
By Jy e K B AE o vl ) R AL, L Y R AL
SV S AR R SR A FE R EGE LR Bk S bt
na, EE R ERIN Ok JF A ROk &,

DR
(b) P R0 P

O
Ca) A BT

4B
(e) 0.5 mA Tt

= B Pl R 0 e R RO R A R G A

TR R S Y 4R S W IR AR L
AN A W Bh B AL, A 2 FT R . AN ELIE 3
B M, B A K 2 m 98 1.2 m, HE R AL B
HMEARKAm, SR 2m, LB E N
30°, MEAEEARCR A 1. 2 cm JE A9 B 2 6 PE M, LAV
A B0 R Y Sl AR i A T RO . VA
B R FH 1 em JBE LG T 37 B 09 A BLBE IS AL, DA 90 5%
Wz . EEEAI B, EE 2.5 cm
JE I R 2% BEAT 43 B8 OF 38 3k B0 B R 4% 1] o A W R
ARG W5 F ShLEE o[]S 7E 1A R K B, A
P55 16 cm AL PVCIKM (KERERO0.5m.1
m) 1 A 7K B, DA R E 7R A W B W Bl O
Az R R i 0 ok T A . o I A VR A AE
R T w3 B L TG ) 13 R B, E AR R IR L
B R R Bl o AT R R AR L Y P R AR AT
o SRR 1.2, 5.4 kg B9 4 R ER 45
PUA TR VR A 1) oo RO VR A M B A K
W22 800 kg/m’ .

et

@ Fl %
@ 1 mk S

e
®ATHIE

2 BEHERE
Fig.2 Chute track device

B R A R G AR X R A vhk ) 38 3R Y
SR S R SK A 5 O B 0 R S B SR A DA X
S MR B AIE k., ik RERGEE
PR 2238 T RO SR AN AT S O AR DA B T A% T
AR R, QB 3Ca) Fir s o R A% SR A2 wh ik T K (R
o, HARLY 5 em. B SR A A0 R R 3 2 it o 8 GE
LSRRG R 5 ms. whis I fE S e e R 8
Seil o R AL B AR OR A e O Pl R
R a8 B SR AR SCH N 5 R o (R S 18
) H A i ooy ik AR 2R 58 H R D A X
AL RS (B 5 CT1010L , fi% K& 50g . H JE R
BB 100 mV /g) X By J& HE ZR A AE o fif 28 1 3 248
Jon s JEE AT 03, A N B84 3 A V95 AR AR DH5902N

W3 A R G R, A& 3(b) iz
2.2 BEER

I AR, v VG R L DXORT R s R 2 R A B BE AN
MR BE 450, it , 1% 5 B AR AL R K U -1 8
AP PVBE T, DL S RO LS B TR o A 4R TR
SERL . ASERI VTR AR LR R, 2R A IR IR
Gy 550 20k e ) MO AL HIE T2 SR Z R,
W JLM AL L C=1:15. & HLHESH A= 1L C,
=C\""21:3.87, FEMCIEAE [, LB AL g A i o
F R SEC e AR YRR AR R, A
MoKV -A 5 5 JE AR O R & 1) 1Y
FRPERL R AL B Co=1:3, BiR 5 R 7E % i e
SRV B B ) 2 R R AR O T AEAE 25 5 HE DL AR T 2



% XX # X, E ALY EFBTAE

A G B W B F1 PR AR X B AT ST 5

(a) whifi J1REE R G

(b) T B2 R 4 R 4t
B3 BERERS

Fig.3 Data acquisition system

B JI ALY A ER R o R, X DA g A ) R T
PRI S AR, D AL, 5 T BF 5 7R A b il A
FH T HE 28 55 4 B3 T 25 1) 1A R A 5 3 ) oy I

(d)— AR R 3

(O R

IE 1T A 1 A2 B0 i R0 45 g A s S 7 (R

e F LT AL LG, 15 0 AR G T B T —
5 1) T )2 45 o B R A A BN RSF K 0. 72 m
$60.36 m.fm 0.4 m, HEZLHE B2 m R T35k 30
mm X 30 mm , B HEEE A 10 mm. XF R 5 LG B R %
MRSFK 10.8 m 98 5. 4 m . 6 m, HEZLAE (B2 (1 8
R SF R 400 mm X 400 mm, 4R JE Sl 150
mm , HE S B8 4 A B O 1] 5N A 818 il i il @
8@200 £H B , #E MR rh A m) G\ ) B9 7775 A @12@200,

AR RS 1 S HE SR A R A N T 4 ok L
24 mm 1Y SEBRZZ A EH 42 3.4 mm 1Y 10848k 2238 i3
B2 % B, MR R R O 1) A 7 O B A K 22
PR AR i AR AR AR . K VR T RD IR e
S e AT — 2 R ER R R, I
— TR RERC AN N A 10548k 22 S50 A Y 45
ER . FE SR8 58 2ok 5 )5, EAT AR IR bR . T8
i F R GNET % P R AE SR 5 e A R AR AT [ L LU
B s = S PR . B R IR R R 1, 1
20 R S AR A TR

DT

E4 EEEBHE
Fig.4 Fabrication of the building model

2.3 ABREENE

K- T B AP I E TR R ROK TR
HAT o wb 9% TAEME i P 24 5 a8 AR A ™
Ry R IE B A B0 SR L A B4 A U Bk RO Y U 4
Bt , 2% KK A B Y(GB/T 28627—2023) FI(
SUAD B I R M BRI 58 O bR ) (JGT/T 70—
2009) , 2K HICSR B A 8 JR32. 5 & A HERER /K
HRD K i — 2 BC HE T A5 70. 7 mm X 70. 7 mm X
70. 7 mm MY bR E ST AR . AR R SR F

BRI A A R K R b k=121
(0. 9(FRE H) , 7EF IR IR ET R MUY, 48 24 h W) IS
WA I AR HE SR 7 d, AT AR g 2 v ne i R e
Ko A 9 A AR eI R BOPLAE i L R
RIS HLEAT A R4 5 (W S) . gt R, 6
SRR R, T USRS RN
A A a6 5 SR BT B 0 120K e - B D S

B B TR 5 B 2 4 O 14.5 MPa, 3 PE BB 2 N
10. 8 GPa.



6 + K5 33x3E 4

2.4 REIARMNEHE

WA i R 2 A 8 () FLUS 3 B
(H) R W™ R gk, #8038 56 v R T 1.2, 5.4 kg
9 3R A, XTI 3P AR R BE 0.5.1.2 my [m] B A
T HA B 8 A T HE SR S A b R AR W3 b
A I R S 2 B R A (e R B B R L
[ WA ) A ) B 06 E AHE S S s R 3
Pl K SERE B (/) :0.05.0.5.1 m. Ak, LR W 3%k
KA PR ARBUR, AR £, H I, iR 22 5%
R P[] Bsf o o HE B R 9O 8 o HE R A A
BON) 1,213,

[ N—

(o) il R g0 in 4825 & (d) BBl T g I o A
B5 HR TR AR ESRIRE

Fig.5 Specimen dimensions and uniaxial compression test

vk i 5 B B H SR IE A Be AT T
DLV, B TR A B R B L e AR R
T 55 5 J ) B A R DR R RS DR BCE 3 FROKF
SEpEAT 9 LB RN, AR IE A TOLTEIL R 1.

B R TR A T iR P TR 3 O X HE SR B R AE
SRR AT o, by A0 TR AE A B9 R S
B BB R TR bl BE AR AR AR R T 0
B SR AR T I A 24 ity g 2R B I AR G e o
AR PR AT B, HAR A B O LI 6 B, Hep
AL A2 N B &, F1~F 3 2 whdi 3 45

3 REERDN

WA S
i A B O A O 2 AE AZ I B A 2R R BHE R 2
Ky 5 Jo2 ) M R T 25 B e 8 i o oy T B0 2 B (R A0 ot
2l el A R M B ) B AN [ T
AR P R 27 SR I i G R R
Jay BT A - R A T - A R 7 4 4 W o B B, O A
AR ROBE 2B “BERE R O R R R B

3.1

FR(OP 3k L) % XX %
£1 Ins4A
Table 1 Test conditions
A % B K-

T4
o WORE HohmE s SR

m/kg H/m N/ //m
G1 1 1 1 0.05
G2 2.5 1.5 3 0.05
G3 4 2 2 0.05
G4 1 1.5 2 0.5
G5 2.5 2 1 0.5
G6 4 1 3 0.5
G7 1 2 3 1
G8 2.5 1 2 1
G9 4 1.5 1 1

(b) ity I

6 MmHFmE
Fig.6 Layout of Measuring Points

PR, LR PRI S R 7 K S i s . AR i b b i
a5 PR O 2 22 5 5 o0 g% 20 Y SRR A T
B3 R 5A Y

D/ DL T G1l(m=1kg . H=1m N
=1./=0.05m) I FE MK 7(a) fim. ZTHT
phiy SLBE AL 6. 62 T, &5 #4 Ab T oMk TARE B B 052
iy 155 A b oo i PR e 2 4, R b B W] I W] L
P A 8 A8 A7, R AR R MR A2 S

2) R EWEIN . LT 0 G5 (m=2.5 kg H=2m
N=1./=0.5m) K, WK 7(b) /R, ;T3



% XX #

(b) G5 LI RE R A
L

O R

; (d)SII% AR RRA

(e) GO LI Hh & fili 1

(it N\ =

7 BORRE S (RBUNBOR VB B BRI S 5R)

Fig.7 Failure modes (no damage, slight damage, and moderate damage)

(b) GT LI E AR
() = SRR
B8 WIRESE

(d) G6 L1 56 A Witk
N\ =

@ i

S (PRI E£HBR)

Fig.8 Failure modes (severe damage and complete collapse)

Bl A v A5 B BRI BE 1 T 2 5
W o H T ol R B A5 A B0 A T WY I A L A
RN, 51 K B o e A i B (e KA RS 6 em) , B2 o
Ak ARk F 2R E AR .

)RR . L T 0 G4.G8. G MR, itk
TR S5 B R A A 5 0, AH B AR AT DR R AR
o L G4(m=1kg . H=1.5m N=2./=0.5m)
M G8(m=2.5kg H=1m N=2,/=0.05m) i
WIEZS AL, H 25 R4 7R 1 4 A 7 B 0T 1 SR A = 17

S - 245 TR R A S8 A IR T K A2 A [ o iy
RE S 15 2 AL A R B i By D) 24 . X SR

rhORE PRl R L B R M R 2%, HLPE Bl g o g e AT
AE AR A2 RE 1A I, WO 5 A PR WG PE IR, sl 7(c)
(d)fFR. T GI(m=4kg H=1.5m N=1, /=
1 m) 2530, 42 T vhviti 3 B8 S BOLAETE o b
Ab 35 W 2L s 2k ok E R ), JF A BE 8 em 1Y 3%
P, B 7 (e) B
A EEIN AT G2.G7 A3, 7R 4
JUE Z R A AL TR R IR SRS . TE T G2(m
=2.5kg . H=1.5m N=3./=0.05m) ", & [ 8
()i o ZAEAEXS PR il ol S5 R 20 FE 57 5
R (R KA 10 em) , S 8015 A A1 345



8 AR5 xR F RO E L

% XX A

FE s s TR B 1 15t A i, O BB R L 4
MEWimkE, T G7(m=1kg . H=2m N=3./
=1m)#t— LR 7w E (N EFIEN:
R RAE A il s g/, 29 12,01 A 3 4 [A]
A 27 o 5 BOHE R A R A7 B i) o 5 DG B YT A T
SEA P LB IR AR JLIE RS, I &1 8(b) iR .

5)SEAWEIR L T G3.G6 At 3, 450 & A=
ANEL R RS . T G3(m=4 kg H=2
m N=2./=0.05 m) /& 3 F v 7 T F {5 35 Yy 40 52
B, an & 8(e) fran o 3ARAESE4E A2 110. 25 T frifi &2
SR 5 B AR AR XK M BT ) IR
PR B R B S A B T R G, B AR R 58
A BRI R G AR Ty o — R ) SR A R I B ]
RA, T B R 0 TR) A K DA AR ) A2 4500 T e A
8, T G6(m=4kg . H=1m N=3./=0.5m)l
Je 7R T A L v o 0 B i A 8 4 < o T R LR AR
B 7 4R 8 B R 77 A 15 em I B KA, 3 3R S HE
2 MR35 R A WY 0 A % 5 T 4 0 S, 45 ) E A A 7
] 4 0 R e IR, an &l 8(d) 7w

e vh i /TN 2 30 5 Bl PR A 5 v AR 22 2 3

TR E B RS T AN BRI Ay B R
AL 2 G i O 2R S A2 R L
VA U B BRI 73 R T 5 A A G5 S84 E 2o
3 B W i) 457 R T 6F 0 9 % A A 1 S R A TR L
$RH T HEZRZE 1Y 6 282 KARBEIOR 55 95 Luo F
& TR BE L A A T B b R TR Y 5 2R IR A
PN o A DR G 25 2R O A, LR E i
Ao HE 245 H o 2 A R 45 A 30 20 A ofe B 6/
EARY NN =L R 87 NGRS 1 87 N R 1 37 N 17 o 1/ 87 N
(R 2) . dFY AR L BUE D 0(TE 46 45)
EIRNG S EVIDIS X R I EAE S EElTE Sk g
P 5E 45 2R 256 75 TEAE JAE MR 52 1 e R 0
A 1 bl SRR 3 M AZL IR IR S H K
F T A Sy P VAN AR ST S BOR, A5a id
60 S W KA s A o HL TR AR AR B2 A0 EE RO 2
ol R RORE MBI o B SR AR RO 1 T 20 L, eh s B
RE i ECN BUR A oh il sl fE B (GU(5)) 5 b i A 4L
TN YA, 35 b (R BE &5 Fa 451 10 e J3E A4 i Je 4 2
P 3o 1 A R Ay L DX SR 25 4 B VR A b i K
F o E VAL 9 2 5 A

R2 WIREESHAE

Table 2 Classification of failure modes

W whds b B

8783 (L3783 T R R WOGRE  THSH ) .
51 F/N BE/]
/NIRRT AR 25 AR 1 R IVZE )RR B (S AR SE i 45 4 1k A A 235 4 M 5 3R 0,0.1]  THGL  178.95 6.62
ZERy P s DBOREE T T E Y AR TG & ik Al 75 F4)
Pp— 7= A 245 D BOREE U R M R R I R O A PRI R A AR A5 0.1.0.3] THG5 38836 B
EIZEIN Iy fig 2
5 \ N ‘ TH G4 218.41 16.73
ZEF PR A G BRI PR R b TR R R 2, D 0 455 M 8O BT i )
PAERER 0.3,0.5] T.HGS8 211.08 23.72
Rk 2 J0 H % <25 % it .
THG9  389.62 30. 42
[— P2 X NSl o 1R o R N 17 8| 1 M R N S R 7 N ©.5.0.7] TH G2 305.12 76.61
C 25%~40% Hyfk ek U Tmer 275051 36.02
B THG3  565.24 110. 25
FEAMEIR  — B RS A A AR SZ B L > 40% TR PERIR SRR (0.7,1] .
THG6  332.08 65. 34

3.2 S s BE R R 4 AT
3.2.1 A& E B EONEAL

A5 AL T 45 T8 32wl 00 B I HE 28 4 b
(an il 6 (a) i ), G fin 3t B psf R (181 9) L 422 o e o
i VB4 J 30 T 20 R 2 B 1 B R I
AL JE 0 (B 5 TR A op o Bl BE R RS R B R,
G3 T W AR o B R 25. 42 m/s?, G1 T 0 W
FEEE R 9.91 m/s?. BT T00F AL S i ik i it
T4 5 0 3 A4S B R B B, LR (B 5 00 R 1 S e
Tk IR 2 B 1 3 O, 45 B B 1 T A7 7 B A 11 ) 2
S Et oL IR RS

ik wir b T B B il 2 B — A A L R
TE 1] Bk ip o 32 bk op X I VR A 55 A B ek 9 B D,

W T R b i 0 A AR B TR PN A R 45 2 A L LR
BCUR T VR A7 55 4T B 0 I e W 422 fid , VR A b i B0 g
TE A S ] [R] A 26 A Ry oty o, 42 fioh 55 10D g 1% [R]
DRI I 0] LA PN P A% 2o, (8 45 00 A 7 A IR I 3
JBEWEAR 2% ok B AT G v i g B T 5 R) B R R
F o HOEAE N B (PGA) J& i i b b i 20 8 B B9
AT bR, B2V A vl B B O 3N )
N4 il n )R AR BE 2 o AR P, T G3(m=4
kg H=2 m) M G6(m=4 kg N=3)1) PGA £ %5 , 5
Hoe v v mE R 2 A w1 T S BRI A <

S5 F 4 2 B B AE IR AEL MK v 2 ) i R
R — F 5 W E 2 T A R R B R o R B
H it ki 8 5 AR DLHS [ A R AR B R A S



% XX 1 AR, FRAYETETIEREM G RGNS R RXBFR 9
10.0+ 254 30+
— THGI—AL — THG2—A1 —— THG3—AL
-_ ----LHlGI—A2 20+ - - - TiRG2—A2 - - - LiRG3—A2
“ %% 151 %
E 5.04 E :E
# & 10 &
ig 2.54 1 ) @
= A - 5 s =
o.o-ﬁy“ ’\/v-—/‘ ~= BT | 1 11V I — -~ 1 (r--f------ =
25 . . . . : 5 ; . . . . 5 . . y : ,
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 02 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
18] (s) W] (s) it} 8] (s)
(a) T G1 (b) . G2 (c) T. G3
20 254
—— LiHG4—Al —— THG5—AL THG6—Al
-==-THG4+—A2 154 - - - TMG5—A2 ----THG6—A2
£ £ 101 ]
= i ]
E ------------- = ‘g
04 Q A o = 1 e e s =
-5 . . . . ) 5 ‘ . . ‘ . 5 ; ; ; . 3
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
B[] (s) 18] (s) I 1] (s)
(d) T G4 (e) I G5 (f) T/ G6
20+ 15 20
— LiRGT—AL —— TiHG8—Al —— THGI—Al
15 -~ - THGT—A2 0 - - - TiHG8—A2 154 - - - LiG9—A2
E 104 :‘é é 104
i w59 i
2 s e 2 s
=3 = ﬁ """"""" =
________________ = i S ——
5 0| o
-5 : . . . ‘ 5 . . . . ‘ 5 . . . . ‘
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
BFE] (5) 17 (s) 17 (s)
(g) T G7 (h) T GS8 (1) LHGY
B9 s hniE B AR i

Fig.9 Time-history curves of acceleration at measuring points
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Table 3 Comparison between theoretical and experimental values of impact force
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