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Introduction Results
Rocking podium structures are a type of selt-centering base rocking Analysis results of 200 GMs are shown below:
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Figure 1. Rocking Podium Structure: (a) Test Specimen (PEER 2019), (b) Finite Element Model GM Number
Time between 5% and 95% of la (Significant Duration D5-95)
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Figure 2. Rocking Podium Structure Schematics: (a)At Rest, (b) Rocking Analysis Time (s)
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Figure 3. Finite Element Analysis of the Rocking Podium Structure
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