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Study on characteristics of earthquake energy input to a structure with Dynamic Mass(D.M.)
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In this paper, the earthquake energy input to a structure with Dynamic Mass(D.M.) is analyzed and its characteristics are studied.
First, three analyzed models are made. Second, two seismic waves such as BCJ-L2 and EI-Centro 1940 NS are inputted to each
models. So, responses and energies of each models are analyzed. Third, we compare the analysis results of each models and examine
the influence to each structures.
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