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Goal: Compare and Validate
Simulated GMs against the
Recorded GMs using statistical

relationships between the

corresponding Event parameters,

RZZ parameters, and EDP of
Bridge structures.
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Conclusions:
RZZ parameters can be too
stringent to perform validation of
simulated ground motions.
Relations between the Event
parameters and EDP, and RZZ
parameters and EDP for
recorded and simulated GMs
tend to be statistically similar.
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