a2k How W oE T B ¥ i Vol. 42 No.6
2020 £ 11 H CHINA EARTHQUAKE ENGINEERING JOURNAL 2020, November

JBEIH R A8 I L BRE D L 5] BEL @ A I AL s 7 9 X e T 30U R S N A 52 [T ). b R T AR A4 4. 2020, 42 (6) : 1409-1416. doi : 10.
3969/3.issn.1000 — 0844.2020,06.1409

YIN Lin,LOU Menglin, KANG Shuai. Influence of Construction Method with Proportional Damping Matrix on Seismic Re-
sponse of High-gravity Dams[ ] ]. China Earthquake Engineering Journal, 2020, 42 (6):1409-1416. doi: 10.3969/j.issn. 1000 —
0844.2020.06.1409

tb 51 BEL Jé %E P 44 32 77 7% X0 & B 7 i 7= I B R 52 i

BoBkUt, BRETBETT, OO
(1. TR TR @ 5200 TR B, Wil 7% 3150005
2. R K% LR TSR, F#E 2000925 3. [ KFWITTEEEL, WiTl 324 314051
40 T T AR WA R TR Tl b v TRBARIFFT PO, Wi 73 3150005
5.9 K% L AR %BE, W JF# 47500
wmE. A g HET TR EESARESEN S EAMBERARTHER BT E G TR,
HRMAANTEN G RBE LT AMATFAZ W A ERAF A KRN, BT 6 RE
FELJE 4B PTG X T 3R GG W K BB . SR UG VASRIR N A A A7, AT AP T RSB T 0 & B, AR50 4
REPN MHAE 20 m HHETAMAENBARTHHER LA A KA RLEG D A 5 HF
AL, B E AL AR R 6 3B O X R B R A IR A B0 R F W 4] LR AR T A R VL ) LR 4R TR
B R AR F A Rayleigh ML 4EFE, 285 & 2 AN F A B0 rh R A MUK K90 4h 38 B % 18 33k
WE R IR A E SRR E R Bt H R,
K@i EAM; WER; MR, KA A B HE kA&
hESES: TUIL XEAR S A MEHS: 1000—0844(2020)06—1409—09
DOI:10.3969/].issn.1000 —0844.2020.06.1409

Influence of Construction Method with Proportional Damping
Matrix on Seismic Response of High-gravity Dams

YIN Lin"*, LOU Menglin*?*, KANG Shuai’
(1.School of Civil and transportation Engineering , Ningbo University of Technology, Ningbo 315000, Zhejiang » China ;
2. School of Civil Engineering s Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China ;
3. Tongji Zhejiang College s Jiaxing 314051, Zhejiang » China ;
4. Zhejiang Research Center of Civil Engineering Industrialized Building Construction Technology s
Ningbo University of Technology . Ningbo 315000, Zhejiang » China ;

5. School of Civil Engineering and Architecture , Henan University, Kaifeng 475001 , Henan , China)

Abstract: In this paper, we use two-dimensional numerical analysis to study the importance of es-
tablishing a reasonable damping matrix in the seismic response analysis of high-gravity dams in

the time domain. First, we selected four high-gravity dams of different heights as examples and
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determined their seismic responses under horizontal excitation by three seismic waves using six

different damping matrices. Then, the reasonability of the different damping matrices was as-

sessed by comparing their solutions in the frequency domain. The results indicate that the seismic

response in the time domain of a gravity dam with a height greater than 250 m is a dynamic analy-

sis problem of a long-period system, and attention should be paid to the approach used to model

the damping matrix. In this case, we suggest using a Rayleigh damping matrix with two frequen-

cy parameters rather than a mass-proportional damping matrix or a stiffness-proportional damp-

ing matrix with one frequency parameter. To accurately analyze the seismic responses of a dam,

both the fundamental frequency of the dam and the frequency characteristics of the input seismic

wave should be considered.

Keywords: gravity dam; seismic response; damping matrix; long-period dynamic effect; predom-

inant frequency of seismic wave
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Fig.1 Finite element mesh of 100-meter high concrete

gravity dam (Unit: m)

3.2 BRI R HITIE S
BB T A g SO IERE T 3 4%
A AR 1 5 S AR Ay LA 1 IR R L e AT
SN — KA AR 7 4 2 A P PE A 45 10 A 3 5 T
¥ Imperial Valley 3 F3C) 3, A 3C 5 FR 2 R
JY e IV B WC 2, 1580 IR 25 72 5 A4 fin i 2
WEETE TR 2 0.10g . 45 M= B i #2 & H Fourier §&
(B A NS an el 2 ~4 i . NH AT LA B WC
P Aoy i i o T 5 TV IR Z L TY R A 43 A
X80 o 3 A% Hb 2 U A B I i W A 3 3l O 8.33
Hz.7.14 Hz f1 2.94 Hz, & 1 PR 4 B S0
FEA b R I SN 1% U (B AR AR LG L AR 250 m
fR 00, I 2 300 m iy 14 EE ) LTE K 46 i A
WA T BAT KA I 3l g R RRARRAE



1412 Wom T R ¥ iR 2020 4
*1 AEASERELTZENME 10 R EIRAE [, (£ 4I:Hz)
Table 1 The first ten natural frequencies of concrete gravity dams with different heights (Unit:Hz)
W /m /1 S I3 S [ fs S, Ss S S0
100 5.225 11.36 12.79 19.07 27.42 28.37 32.62 35.00 36.98 40.52
200 2.499 5.767 6.310 10.05 14.06 14.75 16.55 17.71 19.20 20.71
250 2.129 4.717 5.302 7.892 11.39 11.67 13.70 14.37 15.36 16.71
300 1.776 3.947 4,434 6.617 9.556 9.767 11.48 12.03 12.87 13.99
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Table 2 The second parameter frequency obtained from

one parameter optimized method(Unit: Hz)

HORZ i A
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Table 3 Seismic peak response of gravity dam with 100-meter height

. Cl—alM]  [CI—gK [C]—a[M118K] W
W % R B [Cl=a[M] [C]=B[K] B ¢ &
M1 M2 M3 M1 M5 Mé KL
b 4.51 4.23 4.31 1.32 4.28 4.32 L
mm (4.35) (—2.10) (—0.12) (0.06) (—0.84) €0.07) :
. 8.03 4.90 5.96 6.04 5.32 6.04
A/(m s %) . ) 6.14
v (30.89) (—20.12) (—2.97) (—1.67)  (—13.3D  (—1.63)
—1.00 —0.94 —0.96 —0.96 —0.95 —0.96
CS/MP: —0.96
@ (4.53) (—2.51) (—0.68)  (—0.5D  (—1.39)  (—0.50)
1.00 1.03 1.00 1.00 0.91 1.00
$S/MPa ) : 0.99
(0.38) (3.61) 0.7 (0.48) (—8.78) (0.48)
5.31 5.09 5.19 5.19 5.15 5.19
D/mm 5.25
(1.13) (—2.96) (—1.22) (—110)  (—1.83)  (—1.1D
At 7.18 5.81 6.28 6.32 6.14 6.29 o1
v mes (12.66) (—8.92) (—1.53)  (—0.93)  (—3.76)  (—1.30) :
—0.85 —0.82 —0.83 —0.83 —0.82 —0.83
CS/MPa ° —0.83
(2.44) (—1.39) (—0.500 (—0.41) (=110  (—0.47)
1.02 1.06 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02
SS/MP: 1.04
/MPa (—1.65) (2.38) (—1.9D) (=211 (=11D  (—1.99
4.98 4.90 4.90 4.90 4.88 4.90
D/mm 4.84
(2.79) (1.26) 1.14) 1.15) (0.80) (1.15)
P 11.02 6.33 7.03 7.14 6.88 7.11 .
we mes (53.92) (—11.58 (—1.85)  (—0.3D  (—3.95  (—0.66) :
—1.05 —1.00 —0.98 —0.98 —0.98 —0.98
CS/MPa —0.96
(8.66) (3.78) (1.50) (1.42) 1.29) (1.44)
0.94 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92
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/MPa (0.84) (—1.26) (—0.36)  (—0.3D)  (—0.92)  (—0.32)
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Table 4 Seismic peak response of gravity dam with 200-meter height
. Cl=ao[M Cl=p8[K [Cl=a[M]+B[K] s
W % it [C]l=a[M] [CI=p[K] B s
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 B2
D/ 20.95 18.64 19.40 19.41 19.09 19.37 L0310
mm (8.19) (—3.48) (0.48) 0.55) (—1.13) 0.3 :
) 9.76 1.98 6.36 6.42 5.88 6.37
A/(m s 2) _ 6.63
(47.28) (—24.75) (—4.01) (—3.14) (—11.20) (—3.89)
JY
—2.70 —2.20 —2.34 —2.35 —2.26 —2.34
CS/MP: —2.35
(it (14.92) (—6.28) (—0.22) 0.14) (—3.80) (—0.23)
2.59 2.20 2.28 2.28 2.24 2.27
SS/MPa 2.29
(12.86) (—4.12) (—0.79) (—0.66) (—2.38) (—0.90)
17.15 16.93 16.96 16.95 16.97 16.95
D/mm ~ 16.60
(3.28) (1.95) (2.15) (2.09) (2.22) (2.10)
. 7.47 1.99 6.77 6.82 6.92 6.77
A/(m s %) ) i . 7.01
. (4.99) (—28.80) (—3.44) (—2.77) (—1.35) (—3.42)
\%
—2.0 —2.24 —2.1 —2.1 —2.15 —2.1
CS/MPa 6 6 6 ’ 6 —2.12
(—3.06) (5.82) (2.06) (1.72) (1.27) (1.99)
2.44 2.14 2.29 2.30 2.32 2.29
SS/MP 2.29
/MPa (6.75) (—6.6D (0.30) (0.5 (1.30) (0.26)
11.88 10.78 11.27 11.27 11.29 11.26
D/mm 11.49
(3.35) (—6.16) (—1.93) (—1.94) (—1.77) (—2.02)
A ., 11.96 3.96 6.02 6.15 6.52 6.11 613
W mes (86.15) (—38.42) (—6.26) (—4.33) (1.54) (—4.92) )
C
—1.58 —1.36 —1.34 —1.34 —1.34 —1.34
CS/MPa —1.37
(15.46) (—0.86) (—1.93) (—2.06) (—2.16) (—2.12)
1.52 1.33 1.44 1.44 1.45 1.44
SS/MP 1.48
/MPe (2.68) (—10.09) (—2.41) (—2.23) (—1.51) (—2.34)
£S5 250 mBENMME R MIEE
Table 5 Seismic peak response of gravity dam with 250-meter height
. Cl=a[M Cl=p[K [Cl=a[M]+BLK] b
W % it [C]l=a[M] [CI=p[K] a B e
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 FHL 2
Ny 24.53 21.88 22.09 22.16 22.05 22.12 2910
mm (10.97) (—0.99) (—0.45) (0.26) (—0.23) 0.09) :
A/ . 19.49 6.08 9.78 10.12 8.69 9.95 10,30
mes (87.49) (—41.5D (—5.94) (—2.60) (—16.36) (—4.31) )
JY
—2.43 —1.89 —1.96 —1.99 —1.89 —1.98
CS/MP —2.00
/MPa (21.65) (—5.35) (—1.62) (—0.31) (—5.31) (—0.98)
2.32 1.76 1.98 2.00 1.93 1.99
SS/MPa 2.02
(14.88) (—12.82) (—1.76) (—0.84) (—4.60) (—1.31)
D/ 36.60 35.51 36.62 36.69 36.68 36.55 26,75
mm (—0.40) (—3.3D (—0.30) (=017 (—0.19)  (—0.56) :
) 14.44 8.60 10.82 11.07 11.58 10.93
A/(m s 2) 11.77
(22.70) (—26.92) (—8.09) (—5.98) (—1.66) (—7.14)
v
—3.31 —3.10 —3.07 —3.07 —3.08 —3.06
N M - o,
CS/MPa (6.70) (0.18) (—1.06) (—0.80) (—0.48) (—1.24) 3.10
2.96 2.96 2.89 2.89 2.88 2.88
SS/MPa 2.89
(2.77) (3.01) (0.48) (0.44) (0.22) (0.25)
16.18 13.99 14.36 14.39 14.45 14.38
D/mm 14.03
(15.25) (—0.32) (2.29) (2.48) (2.92) (2.48)
A 1 23.98 4.30 8.59 8.99 10.46 9.20 L0.04
w mes (138.88) (—57.20) (—14.45)  (—10.45) (4.18) (—8.40) :
C
—1.32 —1.11 —1.13 —1.13 —1.14 —1.13
CS/MPa —1.11
(19.39) (0.62) (1.82) (1.96) (3.46) (1.91)
1.58 1.22 1.24 1.24 1.26 1.24
SS/MPa ) ) ) - 1.27
(23.97) (—4.36) (—2.82) (—2.43) (—1.20) (—2.33)
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Table 6 Seismic peak response of gravity dam with 300-meter height

. _ Cl=a[M C]=p[K [Cl=a[M]+p[K] s
W % i b [Cl=a[M] [C]=p[K] B i
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 BH 2
34.40 32.46 33.40 33.36 33.38 33.31
D/mm 33.49
(2.73) (—3.06) (—0.26)  (—0.38)  (—0.3D)  (—0.52)
A . 17.65 6.96 8.81 8.90 8.62 9.52 o1
Iy mes (87.51) (—26.03) (—6.41) (—5.46) (—8.40) (1.18) :
- —2.48 —2.35 —2.44 —2.44 —2.43 —2.46
CS/MPa ) —2.46
0.79) (—1.68) (—1.05)  (—0.96)  (—154)  (—0.34)
2.62 2.28 2.44 2.45 2.42 2.48
SS/MPa 2.45
(6.90) (—6.79) (—0.28)  (—0.06)  (—1.22) (1.28)
140.08 31.66 33.86 34.05 35.15 34.99
D/mm . . 34.35
(16.67) (—7.83) (—1.42)  (—0.88) (2.30) (1.86)
PO 17.84 7.01 12.22 12.50 13.81 13.58 1500
/mes (28.34) (—49.55)  (—12.06) (—10.04)  (—0.61)  (—2.26) :
v
—3.07 —2.72 —2.90 —2.91 —2.96 —2.95
CS/MP —2.94
a (1.28) (—7.52) (—1.43) (—1.12) 0.57) 0.37)
2.42 2.34 2.36 2.36 2.38 2.38
SS/MPa 2.39
(1.06) (—2.00) (—1.4D  (—1.25)  (—0.53)  (—0.60)
b 24.50 20.65 22.78 22.85 23.31 23.28 2256
mm (7.19) (—9.67) (—0.31)  (—0.02) (1.96) (1.85) ‘
e s 26.31 4.36 7.51 7.89 10.40 9.89 s
mes (135.37) (—61.03)  (—32.79)  (—29.45)  (—6.98)  (—11.53) :
wC
—1.94 —1.55 —1.66 —1.66 —1.69 —1.66
CS/MP: —1.61
/MPa (20.21) (—3.80) (3.04) (2.97) (4.60) (3.03)
1.72 1.32 1.46 1.48 1.54 1.53
$S/MPa 1.50
(14.24) (—11.86) (—2.48) (—1.74) (2.9D (2.14)

MR T EE AT LA 100 mo s U SE 5
B R 4005 2L 8 e T i A MR I A e Y O
SR IVUIR (=5 I 4 e 00K 5 1 1) BT R AR /)N S
IR M3 #l M4 JE i Rayleigh FHJE %5 5 L 4%
BEAT M Fl R A ET 4 B 4% 78 0 BELJE EAE DA 3R A5
BA RGO (9 A = R, SR M5 B R
Rayleigh BHJE Hi M I, B T 3 4% B A Hb 2 I B2 g i
W L A3 R AR T AR SE 2 B IR AT, R BR AR 1
B i 750 A o HC At v B i 2 A F S BE JE L R S T
0. 05, B J i i 11 55 9= U BELJE LU (BB , PR b X BHLJE
R I e S U 1 L T S R O 3 (AR A L R
S TY Wi B 2.94 Hz, AR 2.94
Hz 1 5.22 Hz PS8 2 1Y Rayleigh B JE
LI N ) et T SOUAAC 2 2 o i AR DA R H At i B 4 A
4 52 B 1153 BELJE BE 38 17 T 0.05 DA T 3 A 300 15 Jin s
JE B TE SR/ 13.3 %6, 303 8 1) b 72 1 g 04 1 H AR
fEBWE/N 8.78% . 1Mk M6 JE i Rayleigh FHJE
FEREET, 55 2 A2 B0 S 50T DUA AR 2 By FeR 3
By P BT, BT L M6 T W 1) BELJE 48 B B B P8 IE 26
1 B4R BUBH JE Lo 0.05 Sk BE AR IESS 2.3 1 B 4k 78
FHLJE o423 0.05, NI #E 6l 1 A 3 Bir 1155 B JE 1

WERRPE  ELAT 3 B [ RTS8 T b R U T S
0B i AT S 45 R By . 3 Ak B M6 2R
TR BRE T M3 M4 B AR SR
JiFLA M6 BYTHERT BE S5 M3 A1 M4 AT,

MR 4 PR T DUE S IR 200 m
BF L R A TY B AEAE AU 100 mo B A 30 T5
T B A A R /N A B AN R M3~ M6 JE
B H) Rayleigh BH JE 48 B Xt 150 45 S 49 R 13 56 AR A
ML mA R, XJE O TE M5 L M6 WA U7 ik
FIPRG S 5 2 A S 8UWCR I BUE 5 3RS 2 B fs
3 B P B AR AR AT, AT PR IE T 32 R A A B
Je LR ) HE R

MR 250 mo B EE IR SR CAIR T 3 A HhE
U2 5 IV T U A3 % R R LR Y 55 2 FNER 3 B B i
BIRAAR T TV R WC 9 455 A 1 72 I8 5 3 11 1 (.
SRR A7 AR A R I 2R 58 8 43 B o B B B JE
FERESS 2 S B0 R E R [, MR 5 s
AFDLE X T AR R TV AT WC B i, R
M5 JriETE L Rayleigh BHJE 5 B r 15 21 (14 1F 550K
JEAFE) T I St L AE DY bR S S A L S
WA (AR SR ATH SR AT T I0UAR 3 2 By F PR . TR M6
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EE 2020 4

Tk i T8 2 MRS EE S S 3 B A RIAE A
T TR RE AR T AR Y A B

LI 300 m W, AR O R T 3 4%
b R U S i W AR T LA 2~ 5 4 B A AR A
AT TV F WC I 5% 40 A b 52 i 52 0 35 1) e {
WA AEL Y 9B 18 N T U 00 A8 MR SR AR T 3L 5 2
BrAdRmie, R 6 HEHEFT LA B . FERM A TY
Wi 2R AT M5 J7 5 RS BEAT SR A S OH A 3 FhoJr ik
BTV A1 WC P 5% e 40 40 i 5 & 09 b R8I 80 1
K M3 F M4 PR 7 I I Rayleigh BHJE
LI I B Sl B iy A5 30 490 200 T 3k R e A R AR
HARAY , e RKak 32.79% . TR M5 J7 ik B
Rayleigh FH J& % PR B 11 530K5 B ik b 2 47+ A 3
T 7 3% o A S 2 LT o 3k - AR0RS B P A B 4R 0
BB T M6 ik,

4 g

e I 380 N 0 TR B 1 H ) U AT M R R a3 By
B 6 B 5 30 BHLJE JE B Sy G B 7 B T A L
ol 2 iy A\ b IR v R A A i T B, G B MR R R
JE K R 2 ME A T TR 5 ) 0 kb AR R N O T Y
(B R, BT A SCH ) Y o3 i 4 SR A LA LR

(1) 75 Bl Ay 4T v YR 6 - i g 300 Ml R S N 4
BT 2 2R TS0 38 2 501 Jo s L 91 BEL )@ 4 B 0
M BE b B3] BHL @ 36 %

(2) WEAART 200 m B, AT R & B A LLILA
51 IRAUFNES 3 B A R LAl i 7 8 ) Rayleigh
EW N AN R A VST S B T = o B S = R El
SRR B

(3) 43 250 m LA FARHE 300 m s )
WU EE 2~55 4 [y PR A0 541K T 80l b 72 08 I I i
W 8T 232 I, AN R R FH B B A LA LA 2 A1 B 4 A
AT = H ) A Rayleigh BHJE B . g i DL 30
AR 0 R IA Dt b 7 D S 7 5 U 1 3 Sy XU 0
K37 H S Rayleigh BHJE K, DL AR TIE 301 1 %
RV THES R EA RIFATH ARG . R TR
FEM Y Rayleigh BHJE i B be 1) 28 B0 16 T 25 L AE
PRAESUA M 52 S ny 1158 25 SR B R AP i H SR B
R FH 3 RN i — 7 ik R R
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