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Fig 3.1.1 Basic design model of sub-structure
and concrete pad in clean room

Fig 3.1.2 Dimension of Concrete Pad in

clean room
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Fig 3.1.3 Position of Concrete
Pad in clean room
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Fig 3.2.1 Basic Design Plan of

sub-structure

olol, 471 2¥ 3219 Zx7] HAL dE F
A& Fdstd aFFHAAE FHEAZEA
€ EseA Hi - Brign, olg EYE FH
A HEAE UFSA Xt Beode FAR
gHite] VSD ARE MRSt FxE FFHA
}FE Jtete FXEY FAEE wEAd F 4
e st A WHA kAR FH A
A EEA S wia - PYriate pEsEAE AT

=S

4. 728 T3 d4 2L AF 14 A)
41 3 A4

) 2ds 9 N Yy @ 2y] dAGY I
FZE T3 A4 sty 98 AR 7xE
HEE 5 don Hd HF Fz 48 dAAE
1 o XA Foed dHstFd dE IHE
3}&4 : Harmonic Analysis)& 33} ch

Z7] AALY AA FxE F¥HRYE FU)FY
Aol ool ¥ 4113 el Tmx87mst
8mx87m=Z TEE AARY FFFH] dE
T3 EA4T 134 SYE=d A& M A4
A FAAAHAAM LY gEE ANEAT

1 Clean Room &4

Fig 4.1.1 Basic Design Modeling for
Analysis before countermeasure
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Fig 4.1.2 Point Mobility at Floor Center
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Fig 4.2.2 Dynamic test area & dimension of
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Fig 4.2.5 Point Mobility at Max. response

point of sub-structure(Unit : {m/s}/N)
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Fig 5.1 Composition drawing of VSD
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Fig 5.2 Drawing of VSD set-up for
sub-structure
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Fig 5.3 View of VSD set-up for sub-structure
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Fig 6.1.1 Basic Design Modeling for Analysis
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Fig 6.1.2 Point Mobility at Floor
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Fig 6.2.1 Dynamic test area & dimension
of sub-structure
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Fig 6.2.3 View of before & after VSD set-up
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Fig 6.2.4 Point Mobility after VSD set-up
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