—t

RS 2015,33(24)

www.kjdb.org

SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

MR P &t — - a5tz T HAER
WEoE it Je

1. b mAHABKRFEREFRE TRFE, L7 100083
2. L AAFRZIE, FRM 450052

BWE FHEELZRAE, SEEASZHES, ASBRAYEN-T-SHNWHEERRBARRY, RE 7t
HMAEBEERBS, NAT - EMFMEN-T-EM W EEERNARE; MRIEH R . N E2ER ARAEEATRRES
FHE, ik T HSERYEN-T- SRz T EERMREE,

XER - NEEERBSRN; S-S HHEEER; B R

hESHES TU311.3 XEIRER A doi 10.3981/j.issn.1000-7857.2015.24.017

Research status and outlook of structure—soil-structure dynamic
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Abstract With the rapid development of urban construction, high-rise building groups have been gradually increasing, so the
structure—soil=structure dynamic interaction in adjacent buildings becomes an increasingly important problem. This paper discusses
the significance of structure—soil-structure dynamic interaction research and puts forward the concept of site—structure groups
dynamic interaction. It also gives a detailed review of the research development and status quo from aspects of experimental studies,
mechanical models, research methods and results. Finally, future research problems are presented as an outlook, which may provide a
reference for further studies.
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composed of rigid foundation and single degree of freedom
structure over soil layer
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