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Experimental Study on Behavior of RC Members Caused by Collision of Tsunami Drift-age

Experimental Resulfs
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The purpose of this study is to investigate the behavior of RC members caused by a collision of Tsunami Drift-age. In this study, the

static loading test and the drop tests of weight to steel and RC beams are performed. In this paper, the test results are presented.
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Table.1 Theoretical value and experimental value of maximum load and displacement
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