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Study on relationship between fatigue damage degree of base-
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Fig.2 Isolation layer restoring force characteristics
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Fig. 3 Average wind speed at /= 100m
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Fig. 4 Plots relation between Dio and Un
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Fig. 5 Comparison ,D of cases 1-3
Table 3 Coefficients C and o of cases 1-3 o
(a) x direction (b) y direction
0° 22.5° 45° 0° 22.5° 45°

Case 1 4.0.E-19 8.9.E-26 8.5.E-24
C Case 2 9.3.E-20 2.9.E-25 4.8.E-24
Case 3 1.0.E-21 2.2.E-24 7.2.E-23

Case 1 9.3 13.0 11.9
o Case 2 9.7 12.7 12.0
Case 3 10.8 12.1 11.3

Case 1 1.1.E-15 5.3.E-23 2.9.E-26
C Case 2 1.2.E-15 1.2.E-22 1.4.E-26
Case 3 1.7.E-15 3.6.E-23 1.2.E-26

Case 1 7.9 11.8 13.4
a Case 2 7.9 11.6 13.6
Case 3 7.8 11.9 13.6
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