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Study on Earthquake Response Characteristics of Fixed Offshore Structures Closed by Ice Floes
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Abstract: In this study, in order to grasp the influence of the ice floes which the fixed offshore structures closed by ice floes receives at

the time of the earthquake, the seismic response analysis with the mass and strength of the ice floes as a parameter was performed.
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Fig.3 Analytical Model
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Fig4 Response Timehistory of Structure (CaseA and CaseB -2)
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Fig.5  Response Timehistory of Structure (CaseB)
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Fig.6  Response Timehistory of Structure (CaseC)
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