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TERREHEESE B S RERE

E= N %\* ‘@; WS

B B REoREdT s HaiUREEHEREE Gk E EEEYSHE Y FERNE » AR BRI E
oo o RS RS I B EAEEY 2 SRk - SURTE BRI B BAEE S B RE - n
TERS CRREMERRERT) Rk - B4 HromiEen: - @RS mES IR > SURmE
%% Haugen and Kaynia(2008) Z W5t » st - GO ERIIATES 2 1f% & - W {hE HAZUS(2003) i 45
YITEAR FIEIEIR AR T 2 85 A R IT Fo b T HES Y E A RN AR « REMIEE T Ziag5ih4s
(Fragility curve) » 8 £ i 55 i 47 1 22 2L S PR P 4R (Vulnerability curve) o AHFZE LS & H RLATREIGLS
TP R ZE S 5 > BRI LR (2~20 m/s) 2 ShfEMErh4R -

RASEE : Lo Sk mR) -

The Influence of Velocity on Brick Structure Vulnerability
and Debris Flow Hazard

Chih-Hao Hsu™ Ting-Chi Tsao

ABSTRACT The destruction of structures in debris flow events is most related to inundation height and the velocity
of debris flow. However, previous studies had established structure vulnerability curves mostly based on inundation
height. This study aims to find the relationship between vulnerability and impact forces (velocity and height). When a
structure is struck by debris flow, the impact force is transformed to the displacement of the structure. In this study the
dynamic impact force of debris flow needed to generate the displacement was based on the study of Haugen and Kaynia
(2008). The fragility curve of a brick structure to spectral displacement was based on HAZUS (2003) damage state
probability studies. After establishing the fragility curves under different damage state probabilities, we combined the
fragility curves into a unitary curve for different velocities (2 to 20 m/s).

Key Words: Debris flow, vulnerability, impact force.
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BEA > Ry BESNE AR BT SR — (il = S e - R JH

SR S G2 7SS (natural hazard) ~ S2FE & (element at

B LR S FEE BT REAEG - Y 1982 £E7G

risk) » SEYE (vulnerability) [ £ e 8 VB4 S8 8 5 P A
ZSEEHBL > BIRFrTEEEET 2 K EEIHE] (UNDRO, 1979) -

LmefE\Er > ARSI ~ FRE 17 SR Z 645 > 5
B SR LR A PR (PRERED S IE R
1996) » HE % 1996 FH AHeEKEE - HERRA IR fTUSORH
2 R EER (PREERS  JRAEE » 2006) » FEACRAT A Z Bt
Fo Rt geH S F Ebe M SER 2 L aR K E - TiEEHEE
Ml - S 2 e PR

ot B R PRk S SR AL 4% (UNISDR, 2009) 58 /5 KAE
TR EERNERE > TREEHESEGT - [EEEEEE
MEEARR ~ 1 G BERATIIR DU BRI AR - YRAKE R
b BB PR R — RV IR T R R Z R ENEE
T2 &S TR TR AR R e 2 B R R E &
WZ ANE~ 1l N RERIG - 5 A8 - O S BB S (Al
exander, 2000) °

Tsao et al. (2010) $¥#f 228 E R 1 0fT K 2 J i L2
> bR T RS TR RS ARk - AB%
15 ~ MESHRSCORGEN T8, - W R RREEES -
FEE - St cdHE > wra:

JE\fg =G EES x REE x HiEk (M

Her Elbs Ast SRS A BB T - ERK -
KOREB TR B E BES R RIS R P S AR
FEfEE HAREFRY RN - RBERRBLRE TV &
FENDT ~ EERY) - TR ~ AR B E 4R ~ DIHEELL R
RS DAtk R YITR B 2R K ERE T AT
ZEHERIERE > HAZES T OGEER) A1 1(HHER) 2 -

WEE AT ERRR R 2D T aEE RS A B R R ER

S aOE FTTRERRT 2 3 BRI T sl REE T ERE

oL T AR AR A SRS FE 0
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N GIS ZHR{Fearill 2 MR EHG © M SRIEZ 2% #
FRAFAE = 2 A TEE Bt > NIt > BT Lo E
JRAR R - B IHERERN T EEEAEE L
SRR R R4S plE b R O B B = S B A - SRS E R
HEBAE L AFURER (2~20 m/s) BLEFOROERUAEE (0~3.5
m) ZHE  BEHEAFRESEARI T - HATHIE Y BRGNS
B FHCRARIRARF AR 2B /A DU S i BUEfE 2
skt -

— ~ NXEkEEE

FARIR K T B st > IRERHG Ry T ARLA R R(R K E
A AT R RV ERZ — (Fuchs, 2012) » [NIE - FEHET T B
b tial HEE LI REILSBREREZ HiRMkihg (F
[F] A SE R U FAE R T 28 > EL AT RE S BT
ZIEEFEEA/NZRR) o HARIN S8V £ 2 B
[ —FHRR RS IRE BB B EEORR T T - WU

{EZBEJT (Wisner et al., 2004; Birkmann, 2006; Field et al., 2012) ;

SRR SR By S 4 2 P RR MR BRI DUR H
N By idih > BRiE AT i Rk > 7% (Fell et al., 2008; Papathoma-
Kohle et al., 2011) » [ AT w2 SR M -

Thywissen(2006) R ESEYIZE 2D 36 A HEMEZ
TEF  MAIHTE 2 SiatE @R S48 (physical vulnerabil-
ity)(Roberts et al., 2009; Papathoma-Kohle et al., 2011) » SfiHss
K5 M (structural vulnerability)(Fuchs, 2009) » B[l Es45HEY) >
HERELE (EEEFRGSEYI(EIE) © Fuchs A (2007) #)
FH 1997 4F 8 H 2R Rf St R AT id By B R Ee e
ERbaEE R DA AR E Ay T am SR [A]
B AT S — R DM e BRI S 1 0 S E M ek B FB R
A FHE B Pri 8 AR F Ry R TR ER o i (ERARE R
ERRHMRREE R E—N T WRFERE 2 Il b
R B R AR RR PRz R 18 ) SR S R AR R D U =
ZGARYELKEL » Quan Luna et al. (2011) FIIFIFEAN] 2008 £
T S EER  DIHERRRE S R SiatkE
2) °

o 149 x|/ 2513

|‘—1.938‘

for h<3.63m
1+]h/2.513 @

v=1 for h>3.63m
A v BEEN > BREBRBIEEE  h HiEk A
TR (m) -
7~ Quan Luna et al. (2011) Z#F325££H FLO-2D #7114+
U IEEE » AT 5 T SIS S R DU S B AR
R (S BB e P HE DT 2 S 18 M - i A g R S 1M 2 AT
TEVELLRIS M - TR0 - 2SR ~ ZERREE (2006) FAETE T
Skt FYHEAE I A E R AS Y TR MR TS
R Z RSN - DI R R B — R DAEREZRE 3 m ~
1~3m ~ /NP L m #EFT 3 FRAREE 208 - FTisE 2 1EIR S s
B PR G NN EE LR EERE  F o AT

HERRR IS 3 s R SIS I A [ IR B8

TUREE SERY) 2 % BERESEY 2R AR 2 Sk -

AR AR ST TR AEEY) 2 SRR
[FJRF5 [ AR DURORUER - DUR R HE A R Y B »
AR DRNF B — AT (HERURE) Frigp s AEENE - 1A
(E R SRR (0~3.5 m) DARAUZR (2~20 m/s) H#EFTS)
RS IR DR S AR R A/ D A5 Rl R B R AR B =
N

= s
1. HAZUS 18iZEf resésk (HAZUS damage state
probabilities)

ERB R 2 E R EHE (Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, FEMA) Bi2% > HAZUS F-fit (2003) » #&ff# 7K~
[EE 2 SR 2 B B SR B - SIS R [F R
KRR SRR % T 2 RfEgg 4R (Fragility curve) » /2
MNANEE RER HAZUS EfTERYI2 B8 5y
e (PRSCPE » 2007 5 Mortgat, 2004 5 ZB{Z 1S A 0 2002) °

HAZUS Fi LA BRI R RIS - REEE
T4 2% (Damage state probabilities) ERLHE » HVTEE
Y Maggmhsy (X3) B 1 B AREISEE R EHEEIRE
T AR AR RN EE] -

P(dst ) = @

A
ds

1 (73
ﬁ—ln(SMS )} 3)

O Ayt A8 B AL (standard normal cumu-
lative distribution function) ; B, Fy¥i8E REfEE(HZ (log-nor-
mal standard deviation) ; §m By i1 8 (median spectral
displacement) » S5 ER&SHEY) 2 FI HE—BIHIRRE Z B &P
U FOEETEVIIRRAIISE (m) > RIEER—TREHE L
WFREBNEN R ANIISE 5 ds RE—EERD -

AWTFEHIE HAZUS M (2003) 2 - it RiESh 2
s B B—J7m B B K& ol A
B (LA RO SR B B TEEEYI
IR PIEB G E RS E R Mg
HAZUS St (2003) HHEE> FoR ARy | igs iGss Y |
(unreinforced masonry bearing walls, URML) - BREUF 2850 Fy 1
i BRSNS 10 m*6 m*3.5 m (Lo etal., 2012) - fRIE
HAZUS it (2003) - #ESGIRRE L 73 Sy B (None) ~ B¢ HE
£ (Slight)~ &R (Moderate) ~ % E4E3% (Extensive) BLR
e8I (Complete) = [hAh - FREE (2007) JRHRIE ATC-
13(1985) K HAZUS Fffit (2003) Z IEERAEE F M AHEHEE
ELBIZ B4 - PR EIEEE - B4R - PRI - BEE AL
B SERABIEPTHIE 2 IR ELLG] - AR E 5 T REERRAEREY)
ZEEAIRS TP AL B - BT AR (R R DUSARIRER I > 405% 1 F
e
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Fig.1 HAZUS fragility curves (redraw from HAZUS handbook)

1 EEEEMZEREHR2H (8 HAZUS FMRMETR, 2007)

Table 1 Structural fragility curve parameters for URML type building (quoted from HAZUS handbook and Yi-de Lin,
2007)
SRS IRERLLBT (%) SIS AL (em) R R R (om)
(PRELEE » 2007) (HAZUS, 2003) (HAZUS, 2003)

i 0 - -

[Egigi=iEY 2 0.8128 2.9210

R 10 1.6510 3.0226

fE% EE RIS 50 4.1148 3.0480

SE TR 100 9.6012 2.9972

2. &[5 (spectral displacement)

RF 1 R CIESESAE YN FHREIRAE T 2 M
REAE (R 72 DA GGE AL Hh L B0 HUE ARG T E AR [EHEER AR e
Bf > FRde kS L m SR 2 B AT (B LS & A
FEHAE Haugen 1 Kaynia(2008) ZBHFTHEITIIE & 2515 DA
TSR AU BT R TR -

TR EEE ST R RS RO S T FTiE Rk
B AEREER TaRngHERERYISNREYS  has
FEREE ¥ 7 (dynamic impact force, de) » DU s
(hydrostatic force, P) - H&SEYIER A & Ry EliRiE s
B2 AL EER > BRI 4 o

Upnay = Uy +udy,max (4)

b ¢ u, BTN (S () g 2520
ST TIPSR SRS () -
SR ) P (185 BT Eh 7 B ST LA S RS e
& FT S -
_Pi_puA_ Pyghh’
ST TR T )
R & B (k=2 kgl : p, BT

BREES) (kgm?) s A B2 B OOREEEZER (m)  FERETEY)
FORDMERUERE (A=bh ) b REEMPIRE (m) - ABTFEERHA]
10m: » BIERORE (m): p, BEOEE (kgm'): g HET]

DZRFEH 8 (m/s?) » 9.81m/s?  m,, Ry&StEYIER (ke): T,
SEREVIEZNER (T, =0.075-H," » NS 3491-12,2004)(s); H,,
R&EREYE (m) » AWIFEERAH 3.5m «

THRBIEERS) (p,) BIREHET] > RutEILRE )
BRI KRB E (uym ) TIEBRIELL (response raio,
R,..) ZaTEAEUT - MIELLRESE Y2 S SRR E R T IFT
BRI LS B R B EF ST PTiE R 1A% 2 Eh{E (Clough and
Penzien, 1993) » B[R RAI 6 °

Rmx — udy,max (Riy,max) — udy,max (6)
Uy (P o) Fymax [

R4 Chopra(2001) 5% » & RENEE S JHRIETT Koy
RLUT =18« RITIE ~ IESZHEBE - =@ - RITRTESE
Y2 G R B TR AR BRIV - %
& AR PTE R TR IR (R TR 2 EP I 28 248 ELRGEE
B A 217 R WL IRSTIRAR I 2 IRiE 17 R AT
(Haugen and Kaynia, 2008)- [L40 fR95 FEMA(1995) ZH15¢ -
BB 20 GBI A2 2B UE R AR - HArTHIEY &
I BN E S I IRIE T o 2 SO ELE s 2 < B X 6 mIFm iy T
:_Eﬁ o

_ 2})dy.max _ pdfva T2 (7)
udy,max - k - 272'2m n

v oy (m/s): p FERBIREEEET] -

y,max
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3. BERIEBYERAUBEIE

RHET BRI s 8 2 5t AT R 2 A
F2BEE | S FEEMEY ST R 10 m*6 m*3.5m
HERARATY T B84 E 57,608 kg @ fRIBESHEYH 2UHHIA
A SR 3.5 m S 2 SEREYIIEIA s 0.191916 s 5 FRIBESHEY)
YA AETREH A ITERY R 29 K 61,747,612
kg/s?; i RAFAFRORENH 2~20 m/s [ (Hiirlimann et al., 2003;
Zanchetta et al., 2004; Arattano and Marchi, 2005); 4 2,100 kg/m?
TEREB LR TEEE (Loetal, 2012) -

FEEE - EIE L DRSS SR

ERTERA RS BRI - ARTFTLERYIT 10
m ZHEE Ryt 2 00 - B 1 e s R
3.5m HUETEEEIATS [SEEP BT ER > et R H
iR(& 0 m Efgr 3.5 m > AWIFERAZ 2B 2 > WK
AEEEZ LR O R » AN 5 Kk 7
HEITHIE Y BRERYIRAUBESTE -

AHFFEHET AR 2~20 m/s 25T > 3 LR
12m/s Ry > S pllEtEAEERAE 0~3.5 m Zjashs JI LUK
BIRE RIS IS - INARIR R Ry h¥is s R A 2 fe K

firfs& -

R2 FEEEHBYEAELEZSH

Table 2 Parameters for calculating the maximum displacement of structure for URML type building type
ET m,, (kg) T, (s) k (kg/s?) b (m) Y (m/s) Py (kg/m') h (m)
i 57,608 0.191916 61,747,612 10 2~20 2,100 0~3.5

&3 EERBYZREAUBE (RER 12m/s » RER 0~3.5m)
Table 3 The maximum displacement of structure for URML type building (v = 12 m/s, h between O and 3.5 m)

AT (m) Uy, (m) Uy max (M) Uiman = Uy F Uy (1)

0 0 0 0

0.1 0.00002 0.00979 0.00981
0.2 0.00007 0.01959 0.01966
0.3 0.00015 0.02938 0.02953
0.4 0.00027 0.03918 0.03945
0.5 0.00042 0.04897 0.04939
3.1 0.01603 0.30364 0.31967
32 0.01708 0.31343 0.33051
33 0.01817 0.32323 0.34139
34 0.01928 0.33302 0.35230
35 0.02043 0.34281 0.36325

4. HAZUS RE55h8

FAXHAZUS i1 (HAZUS, 2003) £ F{izi% & (F Ryt
TREGIRAEHERIE Rl (008 1) « IRARTTE T - 1S RS
VIS BARFEIRAE Y S HERARE DU 2 BIRK > B
TAEFURER 12 m/s Rori - iF2R | SR eggihar 28 DL
K 3 Fre Z B KIS B A 3 G LU 12 m/s
Z A FEHEEGIREE Z SR LR RANE 2 Ak -

5. HEREYS BN

VBN R G B R Orbs R R R > fofevA (o AR R et
EITRIAEEY 2 58 L (Fuchs et al., 2007 ;
Totschnig etal., 2011) - FEE L - AWFSEFIFIpTEIL . S fE+
BfURE (2~20 m/s) TRTEIE. 4 TR EREIRGE (BSEEE
W PSR - B EEIEI - ) 2 Hassthey > B E— L
Lo T 2 A GERETI R A R — 2 45 By R e L
R R DR T 2 18 R B AEREY — ZiatE s B
Fo HBREEMT 2 58 © (1) KECREHESHRAE T 2 FEiH
AR - (2) BE 4 TEAEHRIERRE T Z THEAEA S -

CHERAH O R AT FE ox 2AHE
! oo ggaaooonoon AAAJEEEE$
. <o oo AAAA
#r 0.9 6% goo” AnDDALLAD 500
% o AL OoooOO
0.8 g Al 000000
B S 500°°
e o)
$06 A e
A |0 2 o
0.5 o
w & o°
#0.4 A Ou
o
803 A O
. o
$as0.2 5
o1 [ag
4o ‘ ‘ ‘
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M FR (M)

2 TEHBIRARREZ BRSGHAAR (A 12 m/s)
Fig.2 Fragility curves in different damage states (v = 12

m/s)

(1) SKECAFHEHRRE 2 FREARICR
W 2 Fros > ] PARIEAE AR R R 12 m/s Z5R
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BT A EHEREAE AT RE S R FHREGIRAE 2 S A
A A A FEIRIGIREE (R EIRIIR) - BlaE HERs
FERy 0.5 mif > HABRBGIRAEHERAIR 4 AR -

A FEHETRRE Z HRIREEH] (R 1) SRPAF AR
(F4) > A& H 2 THIIES R (Expected loss ratio) »
W50 8 AR © AUt By 12 m/s ZIRRE Ry » H
A EHEEGIREE T Z A [FIHERR L AT e 2 TREHE R
W S KJE 3 AR -

141
THHESR R = R P S AR ®)

x4 EEREEMRLIRRE 12m/s « #HIGRE 0.5m ZF

EHRERARAE 2 B R

Table 4 Damage state probabilities for URML type build-

ing (v=12m/s~ 7 =0.5 m)

RS IR PRI EEIR SRRl
BEHR 0.94169  0.82143 056047  0.28661

&5 FTRERIBZE (MEA 12 m/s)
Table 5 Expected loss ratio (v =12 m/s)

CORHERRARSE 0.5 m {E R E &R > SFEAERUIFE 6 Fr
o

— ECREHEIE (2%) RS (10%) A (50%) 5E44EIE (100%)
BaEMR O TNHEGE AR THRAER B4R TEHESR  BAMR O TEEHMESER
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.1 0.56501 0.01130 0.33094 0.03309 0.11610 0.05805 0.02662 0.02662
0.2 0.77872 0.01557 0.55827 0.05583 0.26906 0.13453 0.08945 0.08945
0.3 0.86906 0.01738 0.68748 0.06875 0.39114 0.19557 0.15888 0.15888
0.4 0.91521 0.01830 0.76788 0.07679 0.48596 0.24298 0.22547 0.22547
0.5 0.94169 0.01883 0.82143 0.08214 0.56047 0.28023 0.28661 0.28661
3:1 0.99.930 0.01.999 0.99.362 0.09.936 0.95.622 0.47.81 1 0.84598 0.84598
32 0.99936 0.01999 0.99410 0.09941 0.95874 0.47937 0.85259 0.85259
33 0.99942 0.01999 0.99454 0.09945 0.96107 0.48053 0.85882 0.85882
34 0.99948 0.01999 0.99494 0.09949 0.96323 0.48161 0.86471 0.86471
35 0.99952 0.01999 0.99531 0.09953 0.96523 0.48262 0.87026 0.87026
DR R 0% R AR 0% HRFEEEE =2 ff%ii@ﬁ,ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ;%%é - ©) -
= R 6 ZF2FF » £ AR EHERDENE T 2 I8
o | SIRAE 3 MR » (TS RIER 12 m/s  (RFRE%
08 Oooooo0°°°°°°°o HOTREE (8 4) 00 S ER R iR S R
= 00" o
¥ o = =
'fh:":&g'i o AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA y:—0.0626xx2+0.31}504(1)£r—)(6).0109’:: forOm<x<3.5m (10)
03 Yl Sep ¢y BN - FRS YRR - TR
02 3° FHEH © x AL BRI (m) -
0 GG 9 o2 o2
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5
j:ﬁg_ﬁ(;:)i (m) ov=12m/s
3 TEBIEHREE T 2 FEEBIELER (A 12 mis) 0,; =006 + 04504 - 0019
Fig.3 Expected loss ratio in different damage states (v = 0.8 W
12 m/s) ,:;_ g; o 0o
Q) BOTEHRE T2 Tk e 2 el
BB R EHESIRAE Y TR R (8 3) o ;‘f 03 }ap,op”y
— 2 G SRS ARG LS R E R e E‘f
MRS A B - HAEESA R 1 SatEh& L ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
TEIIRRE e E 1% (F A5 EE AR IES (representa- o0 s 223 3S
tive loss ratio) » 41 9 i « LA 12 mis + + ARFER (m)

4 ZIEtERE (A 12 m/s)
Fig.4 Vulnerability function (v =12 m/s)
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x6 HEHE (FEA 12 m/s BffEFER 0.5m)
Table 6 Calculate the weight (v =12 m/s)

HERE B o) SRR M () mmey SIS
fRiAR 0 1 1-0.94169=0.05831 0
LEqpegi=iey 2 0.94169 0.94169-0.82143=0.12026 0.01883
R TEIE 10 0.82143 0.82143-0.56047=0.26096 0.08214 0.18259
HEEE 50 0.56047 0.56047-0.28661=0.27386 0.28023
SEEEE 100 0.28661 0.28661-0=0.28661 0.28661
g ~ S Frfs R Ed LEER TR 5 FIESEARE AR R R R A & T RE E BN
Pz &ikEiade » HEHERZRE & 3.5 m I » K 20 m/s B
1. #&R 2m/s AR AR FATE 10 (5L 27T R Ao i

MM 1 &k 2 2280 fAAFELAOREETER
STHL (AT - ORURUE T 2 S AE Y SEE (8 5) -

Ov=2m/s ov=4m/s Av=6m/s Xv=8m/s Xv=10m/s
Oov=12m/s +v=14m/s =v=16m/s Bv=18m/s ev=20m/s
1
0.9 o [TTLL]
0 P X 24 1 | L LAt +
0.8 e".’.‘.i-'--*f# ettt
: PR L 0000
07 otglt - et S XXX
e .o;l_.-++++ 00 XX
+ O . F_-+ + oc)o ><><><><>i<
tmc. 0.5 *m +—5©° x X X
+v m_ .t o0 % X x XX
w04 m-,*t 0 x X x X anbBB
g 03 [ 0 KT exX ABDD
02 | amig0 xX T xxX =
0'1 '-+Ox*x><><xx AAAAAA“ 00000¢
: SRR aBBD 0o ooodg
o a323X5588660888285500000000005
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 35
BHFIFR (m)

5 TELTHERMERHERE T 25BN
Fig.5 Distribution of vulnerability in different debris flow
velocity and inundation height

AR E TR T RS FIE AR
iR E RIS B4 - L5 B RS - 7
(T R R » G0 - 2 7 e R » $E AT HIG  S R
BRI SRR T TR R
BREETIFTEAL  (RS B B S B TE LT -

WA E RS T B - BB
B Bk RE M R RIS RE S MG B R EHRE R A R
ZEETHT R - I ¢ RN R EER > H e
WU 5 RIS T BRI — B TR
> HE TR B B A » EL R R B B P ol (s R
HIETE S IE L » T B S S Pt ke (s o L R
FERRIELL » W20 B BT -

FILEIAL » PTG R R SRS - 5 AR B e
SEYIN S IEVEEFT BRIB A (T 7 AT E LR bR s
S R R RSB B A B A I -

2. LE®

AR ERM Y FEEAERRHE (2~20 m/s) FEME
Quan Luna et al. (2011) EEI7> DIMEREZERE Ryt > s+

EHNEBY 2 BARERE 2R FTHR R AR K E
BT R R I R AR [FHEIEAR S 2 B -

S SRR EEITERRS WL Quan Luna et al. (2011)
Z GABMERE EFHREEA B QS B A (E BRI
ERLfR/ NI A AR T Ry > 1) R T SRR 2 R A EAERE
RGN ATRGE 2 R (2~8 m/s) ZhatErh a8
BTV ey (B RIRE » 2 B RGBT B S P Al 2 i KA A S BRI
TSR B A B > AR 2 IR 5 T & 2y o -
RIBNRETETEE T P it ik 2 e AL A% B S 5 B I B » AU A B
RS USRI BRI - (FE SR S 4R -

e > PAVREMZ AELARRE (2~20 m/s) Fi8
M &/ NEITER B - HHRE R 12 m/s 2 ZpEMEEE
Quan Luna et al. (2011) 72177 BB R AT > RILLAT T
AR H R R 12 mis 2 S sEREY) FaEkE - DL
J% Quan Luna et al. (2011) E177 DUERRZE Ry 888 i 1
CESEYZ SR B TERE > AR T K8 6 FR -

FHIE 6 FTAD > I BRI ST 2.3 m BER > & L AR
HERRRE ARG 2.3 m B AIHFTATRIF ZHBRZKY Quan
Luna et al. (2011) Zf8%% > FAERLYE 0.164 ; 1E 4
THERRZRIE RS 2.3 m B AIHFTATRIF Z 883\ A Quan
Luna et al. (2011) 73853 » FAERLE 0.170 -

T3 > 7 Quan Luna et al. (2011) Z#fgeth » & A7
MRS 3.5 m o HABLAESTH 1(0.97627) » MAHHITIEL
ZE T 0.80627 » BT ERA L ¢

(1) 72 Quan Luna et al. (2011) FHZEHIGREING 5 & A5
TR~ HEREZEIE _EIR By 3.63 m ~ R [BIEF L THRR AR
ZETHR (0-~1);

(2) Quan Luna et al. (2011) W7Ef4AORRREHE ~ BEACE R
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Table 7 Comparison of loss ratio between Quan Luna et
al. (2011) and this study
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Fig.6 Comparison of vulnerabilities between Quan Luna
et al. (2011) and this study
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