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Table 3 Comparison of the maximum dynamic amplification coefficient for different standards
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Fig. 1 Comparison of the design response spectra for different codes
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Fig. 2 Comparison of the seismic precautionary criteria of different codes
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Comparative Analysis of Sino-foreign Seismic Precautionary

Criteria for Electrical Equipments

You Hongbing and Zhao Fengxin

(China Earthquake Disaster Prevention Center, Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract It has great significance to conduct comparative analysis on seismic fortification criteria at home and
abroad for improving anti-seismic capacity of the electrical equipments and revising the relevant national standards.
A brief overview of American, Japanese, IEC standards and Chinese seismic design codes of the electrical
equipments is presented in this paper. The difference among seismic fortification criteria of electrical equipments is
analyzed in terms of seismic fortification, seismic fortification level and seismic design spectrum. The advantages
and disadvantages of Chinese related standards are pointed out. Through learning from foreign experience about the
determination of seismic fortification criteria, improvement of seismic precautionary criteria of electrical

equipments and standard revised recommendations are provided.
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