Bt

=3

2ABAERL 199501 EA RS/ =28 pp.56-60

AAEZQANS o 48 BE95S 0t 7289 54 A% 94
CEEQ® 0)Z 27, o] A"

( Dynamic Analysis of the Structures Subject to Distributed Loads by Using Spectral Element Method )

( Jong-Won Hong, Joon-Keun Lee, Usik Lee )
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