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ABSTRACT

This research presents the seismic evaluation of building by cyclic pushover analysis.
The objective is to develop a pushover method that is close to earthquake loading. A 5-
storey reinforced concrete building that was designed according to the standard of National
Housing Authority was selected. In this analysis, the peak roof displacement was
determined for target Cyclic Pushover under the prescribed lateral force distribution and the
cyclic displacement history. The responses were compared with Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis
and Modal Pushover Analysis. For Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis, ten pairs of ground motions
that match the acceleration response spectra for the northern part of Thailand were used. It
was found that the peak roof displacement, the peak floor displacement, the plastic hinge
formation, and the damage indices resulting from Cyclic Pushover Analysis were more
reliable than those of Modal Pushover Analysis. Thissispdue.torthe fact that degradation: of
stiffness under cyclic loading lead to adecrease in deformation capacity.  This is conforms
to the structural behavior under earthquake loading, and"this leads to the more reliable

displacement than the conventional pushover method.

Keywords : Cyclic Pushover, Modal Pushover, Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis,

Peak Roof Displacement, Damage Index.
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<

1 Wilenens ﬂ’WZLﬂﬂﬂQWQJL@ﬂM’]% 'ﬂ\?ﬂ’ﬂ’]ﬂ’]ﬁ‘[ﬂ’]\‘i’l VILﬂﬂﬂQ’]NLZQﬂM’]E]Lﬁ@’]uQ \ianNIg

&9

MALAUBIABUKINN AN TUIE A AREAYEL 1TRNFENIINOANITNLLLBUB A QRN
(Inelastic)

wqmmmmﬂlmLLN}ﬁvmLLuumuiﬂﬂ@um’Lum\a@u@mmmmj@q@mm ANTABYUNI
drumanfinnyduioudetitinn lnaianizegnsislunadizesesfeannsiildlfgneanuus
i QIR TIE SR N mmz‘ﬁ“uﬁuﬁiwdwmevv‘hLmvn’m?ﬁmﬂmmmﬁmmsﬁﬁwmﬁ”@z
ﬂaﬁﬂgﬂm@ﬂﬁsr) £61197] Ausunorelrrsa¥naldin n1sdennasvesiagy  (Strength

Degrad‘atm?mm'am'ammmm\ILum (Stiffnress Degradation) LAZNISLAR Pinching A374

1 v
1% a emma a KX o o

TUNTIUR ATUAN UL FN %Nﬁu@umﬁu@ﬂwmzmmummLﬂmuﬂummﬁmm? ANBUTNNST
a md‘ 1 =< d’l 2 J a e/ dll o o Y a ' o 4 a

ATANnANeD R AL MIITAHRIANNLIAA V]WIMLﬂﬂﬂW?IﬂQﬁ]rJ‘IJ'ﬂ\ﬂI@VHuW@W’N[ﬂﬂ ACNg
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LATNFILIF LTI URAFBATLAN
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2.3.1 NMNFAANILUUINADITURIULATIHES
Tun193Azilaseasante 1ALl uan g A9Faaln199ANILL LA AR TUAIU
1A79431901A17 e liian1rndsviind e @nsninlunisdnuniunseuaunuliasanaigLé

1 a = d‘ dl v o o & a 1 a o 1 d”
BENANAI PeazREANNEdeiLILLA1A89T189839AR AN TTHRGNST HAdsia T
2.3.1.1 WUUANRIRIUTUATULAELET (Beam and Column Models)

anwniznaAngnanTnRetulEfuALaY memumammumqiﬂhﬂawmmimm

18uA N33R eI NI A (Flexural Failure) AnTALilesanuaEen (Shear—Failure) uag

nsiURvedseesanIy (Lap-Splice Failure) ivaliaunsnaiaasdnsniznasddmsia- wanula
é&lmiﬂmmﬁﬂwmzma

o = o & : o = A A
YNUHA TAINDN ﬂqqﬂﬁﬂwuﬁﬁzﬁqqﬂLL?\‘]ﬂﬁfz'VﬂLL@gﬁﬂq?L@ﬂgﬂV}’QZLﬂ@

a o’ o

1 v
AR WUUANABIANTLANLAATY (NINT 3) HdautlsznauvAnAtsie

a a a ‘ 1 - 1% o
® FanaRnnandiaLus (Elastic Frame Element) : @sd@8NeNAZNAT UL ANBAZLAN

HasannusausiuAuig mmmﬁuwmmmﬂma@nq NNTBIDIABIANT NEANITHN9AA
AR UTBINRINA984AR1ANT fwn@} ALBANEANNINB AL aeinalafmN
RAN TR aNANIZNLANNNITIL \aMwmmmummmmmn Asldpnanniualssans
LRzt lag ATC-40 (1997)%‘4

NUARNIAN LR UBIBAAFNLNTNELALNUA

v
o silsnlniua3 (Zero- Lengkb\RQef Section) : quuﬂizﬂﬂuﬁi%slum@mm\‘iwqﬁmw%uﬁm

a om; a

ARN maimmmumm%qmmmm UAZN1TIUAN TR AN LLRIUVANLETN MANN1TANATY
ga9druLl5 U ARN UL N FReI A AN TAE U AL LIMEN T T DI AN A A
mm?ﬂ@’mﬂuz{g}m (llwa?3) AANTILAASMUN T3 Wiwaiusasiiazgnanandlnaede
BN mﬁ%@qﬁ%gnﬁm%L%h’mmﬁuimﬂmﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁimﬁmn% (Rigid Link) Lﬁ'@ﬁqﬁﬂﬁgﬂﬁm
VLWLﬁ@éﬁ’ﬁqﬁm‘mLﬂuvl,ﬂmmuuﬁﬁm wiisnsz LAzl Tneglsntnues
azRuunlailu 3 Uszinnee (1) ABUNTATINIMAN (2) WNWAAUNTA WAY (3) LHANLEITHN T

WwaduAazlazinnasiANENANEss NI U MAZNIT B U NUANFNTY

o giffaFuusaRan (Shear Spring) : dautlsznaunlilunisanaessngAnssnaugatannniels

o a s dl A o A o g 1 o
NEULNNTIIRINAIRAINLINRAYW TnealTeduiLe La@uLL@:gﬂm ﬂi‘l/\l CURATEINARNULLUTUNY

24
o

o dl ] ! dl a a e’ = ! dl [=3 1o ¥ dl s ! ¥
Suumaguladauniiaifinnisatmnau ‘ﬂﬂ@’)u‘ﬁuﬁﬂ@Z13~IVI”IWH’W]1HTW??ULL'EN A9na’li

woAnssnn e liusansiuuunaundusn Sppantmdullnudneznistdannaa
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N

zero length

equivalent
plastic hinge— ™ Lo linear elastic shear spring

length — .
fiber-section elemeant

linear-elastic frame

clear story height — 2L element (shear

nonlinear shear spring
i

Plastic hinge length

zero length

madified fiber-section
element

awisenau 3Tu Leamnidm%’u ATULAZLAN

N\ /
wihdhrauniadinmani Tiuafdmiy Irliafdmiy Trlwafdmis
anuiheaniilulviued wifinigdu WNUABURITF ARUNTATIIAN
——\AA—
A — N —AA—
L AA—— Y
Y —AAA—
- 1 + v + Pvn—
—AA— A —
L AAA—] A
A —AAA— ——AAA—
F—AA—
* \¥

awilsznau 4 sUanlWlwas (Fiber Section)

2.3.1.2 LLuuéﬂaaaﬁauquwawaﬁn (Plastic Hinge)

4

Fudiuresnunazian luesAaransisuusesnnialfusanseiiwuuld-nau (cyclic
. d‘ % = a o 1 1 a a a = dgl Y6 v o
loading) @4lAsaaTeazingAnssnnisuusaeg luTtwauaaaan lun1sdneil 1815w Uaa B
v 1 ]
Fudaulnsaasnaaed Giberson  (1969) Lﬁmmquﬁmmmﬁumemmumum 9

o

UsznaufoaTudiundiAny 2 dou Ae TuAIUTNNAI9BIABIANTNHNGANTTNN1TFLUIILLL
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Hane (elastic)  wardudaundionidanuesAenarsidnganssunisiuussunulaitinmeu

(inelastic) Teanandlidanaissdianyunanasin (Plastic hinge spring) AuaAIUNINA 5

Elastic
member
(EI)

Plastic Hinge Spring

Awisenau 5 wuudanaasiugIulasIgs191a9 Giberson (1969)

o a v a % o o . . P
n1eId LL?\?U?L‘JM‘H@ﬂHHW@’WQfﬂﬂﬂ’]ﬂl[ﬂ bINNTSNT LL‘]_I‘]JVL']J -NAL Hysteretic behavior) 14

LUUANABINEANTINNNIILLINRetATIa3 19T LA nnan1snagL ldie L RN Tea1n19n

WAAIHATRIAINITADNDDLUDIARN LA (stiffness degradatiQ\mﬁ?L%@ua@mmﬁm“q (strength

A@Db (Takeda, et. al., 1970) lun1i 6

N

deterioration) @a1auaR9 lAFEILLILIANA8Y Modified T

9
F [id;
| —Tk,

+
L
d, o
Previous yield P ky = ko(=2)
y ° dm’ Emori Unloading
! : -
A
- / ) No yield
15

’
¥
T

W

od;

d

-~

Drain-2D Unloading

Modified Takeda Hysteresis

y
~
0
o
Lo\mvnlsznau 6 RULIABING ANTINTATIRS 19U LT Modified TAKEDA Hysteresis
SN

2.3.1.3 WANSINNITASINUBIUANLETH (Reinforcement Yielding)

o

ANHANNUSIEUTIUIILAENIIE AR ANIETNN e L ALsanseiTuuudnansg
(Hysteretic behavior) uanslugild 7 mngﬂﬁ%mﬁﬂmmmmﬁnLzﬁmmq@@mﬂu 2 gnq il
Ke=EsD AL, (2.18)
wr  Kp=E, > AL, (2.19)
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dll A a a a a a o o
e Ke, K, e Banainainiuguaznatasinasiiug anuans
E. E, An danadnlugaauaznarainlugaa nuatsiu dewindu
2.0x10%ksc uaz 2.0x10%ksc (1% 109 E) muansiu
A d” dl v o < a o = v o &
DA he uamnzasiunnihAnmdndiniuusasiuniidnesdannng

L AR ANINENNTBITRUNLNAARN

p

waa lanLdIn P

A

; A A, o Kp=EpD AlLy
1T —"\N\NN11H—»

niszdy

_ WAITIN
A=Ay—N Py - FyAS 77777777777777

A

Q
B\

@ e 1 o o [~ a
mwilsznau 7 ﬂ'J’lNﬂNWUé‘ISM”’NLL’NLtﬁzﬂ’liﬂﬂﬁQmQQLM@ﬂLN‘a‘NLLUU Clough Model

(\\\

SLHQWUQ’QEIUGL%LLUU@W@@\T Clough Model @Wﬁﬁ‘UWQMﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘Mﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ULLNLL?.I‘LI"J{]’QT]’:T?J@\‘I

WMANLATH “Luimmmqmmﬁ fesann LLuumamu‘lummﬁmmwwqﬁmmmﬁu TEXE
‘1rmmmnuﬁ‘%mm‘tﬁm@u”luumﬂgu[ﬁmw

2.3.1.4 ‘Wi]ﬁlf& msumnmwmﬂfaunemummmmnm (Concrete, Crushing)
A
20\

o o

o o ¥ o a A o o o o (3 dlv ¥ o
ANAIFLUIINATA TUNTNARARUNTAN ANANWUSTLLTNN AN aannTasauntingm

v
a

B4R NHAAIUAAN N LD LTAUTIFAN LN NN AILAY AN LATLINUA9A4ARI AN MN 1 FRN LN T

o o

151ina9N 1R 1ee Mander WaTALY (Mander et.al., 1989) 111 lunnstlsviRunnpnnnaesy

o v o a % =3 o o
unNanrasntinsnraunsanalfmandaanTausa Al

foc = Kfg (2.20)

o

-dl r A o o o Y o a 4 3 o
bNB fCC AR NAsanlseataasutiAnmaunIanalfwandaaniauin

f’ A o o

, A8 NNA9E Salszduremiiianeuninie lifmdndaen

'
o

K Ra Ardpsdauniainialsinislauiaaesmaniaan %uﬂuﬂqﬁﬁuﬂugmmum?
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Winwandaen Nnasuaziuinresvandaan N1asuassunuesnanids
ANNEND LAZTUNALBINTNFARIABNANT
ANNNANAUEIENINILILATATNAFR IR IAUATAALFILUL Monotonic envelope uaasluning
8 FuLAMNENNIMARTRsARUITAREaRARaUiLANGSRLsYAY Auan
fr
Ece = €co 1+5(f—C’C—1J (2.21)

co

o

dl A 1 dl % o o [ [ 2 o a 4 =3
B & AR UUILNITUNA WaanAfesnuNIasanlszasrasniinfAnAaunIanalfmanlasn

lausm (MPa)

(2

A 1 dl 1% o O o o [ A o a dl = (3
Eco PAUUIENITNURA ’J‘V]Z\i@ﬂﬁ@@\iﬂﬂﬂ’]f\]\‘i’ﬂﬂﬂﬁ“éﬁﬂﬁl‘ﬂ’ﬂﬁﬂuqﬁ]ﬂﬁ@uﬂﬁ‘mm'ﬂiﬂﬁ%‘ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ

(MPa) Feanuan1anagaLAIeaeaey &, = 0.002 iuarninunlilun1sAnaai

-~

A Bar Force, P (kN)
> 2 4

tensile strength of concrete

spalling of cover concrete ] is assumed to be zero
esolp Ecclp
: » Elongation, & (mm)

[
I
T
B

+ LOISU |

™

A
k.

& - mmmmmiem e e e ke oo S D 20F A,

vy

core concrete retains

some residual strength "J_ " 050 A

Compression -

-] Foche
crushing

v

’ L= [ > 1 >4 = .
ﬂ’lWﬂ‘iZﬂ’éL‘Ll 8 ﬂ’QMNWHé‘J%W’J’NLL‘NLL@ﬁﬂ’]‘iVIﬂﬁl’)‘ll’ﬂsiﬂ’ﬂuﬂ'iﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂuu‘l.l Monotonic envelope
9.1 > (Mander et:al., 1989)

\
Q

20\
dl dgl 1o o o o dl a ¥ ql/ =2 o o 09;
RANIATNN 8 U ﬂ”lﬂqz\]\‘i‘ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁ%@ﬂLL‘]J?L‘]J@HLLLL‘LI'LIL‘NL@u@uﬂ?ZVI\‘m\‘]ﬂﬂLLMﬂﬁﬂ NAIINNUL

AaeR AR ARAMULLTIEN TunasFine il 1Huanas wideaed Roy #aY Sozen (1964) 3l
Tunnsinvue AU NEUNe AaelT991499903nUuANINT HedaInuULRIaated  Roy WAz

dgj v a s o dl va 1 dl o 1 1 o
Sozen ‘Lﬂ‘ﬁ&l@ﬂ’]?'}Lﬂ?’]ﬂ:‘ifi‘ﬁ’]ﬂ’)”IﬁJeﬂuW@ﬂﬂ\ﬂﬂ@ﬂ’]’]LLUUﬂu 1AEINIIANUIIUN AU UILNNTVABIA

o o

Naanadasiuai 50% 1a4iNadALlscAtgagn Al

3+0.002 f.,

i 2.22
1000 (psi) (2.22)

&50 =
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X o

ArANTUNaAaIAALaNn  AsAtunldanAindsdntlsyatuasuiansagaaings

'
o A '

waninlUgsqanian 50% wesnndidniszdbgagn 4mFUAINIATIASDLIBIUNUABIIA
ANNA WAL 20% 2097A98ALsdE
o o a o o o = = d’jaz o dl
AmiungAnssunisfuusauuLdnansresreuniaass  lunnadnenilduuusiasen

wualne Taylor (1977) FadnalNINg 9

Bar Force, P (kN)

£ £ A

[
I
3
B
+ UaIsua |

» Elongation, A (mm)

4 - . o -
- ‘ - L - Lo

spalling

crushing

- ugIssaldwon

Y
nMwilsznau 9 wqaneeumi'}’uLL'i)a‘Lﬂ.mf'i'gfi'nsmmﬂ'aun?mﬂ?ﬁmﬂ Taylor Model (1977)

O\

2.3.1.5 NYANTTUNITIUABRITREAANIL (Lap Splice Failure)
d’ | =l [~ a 1 1 3 a
NNTERLNISTZUG 1NARLNTANALL M ANIATH b UTI95 2812 209908 ANV AN LA (Lap
Q
splice Iength,Is>ﬂ??.:ﬂﬂ‘]_lﬁ’)tlﬁ’1ﬁ\m’1ﬁ‘§mLﬂﬁt@@’maﬂLL@Zﬁ’]ﬁ\‘m’]ﬁ‘gmm’]zW@’maﬂ AaLdndlu

all Q ! <3 a o b4
NN 'I\O ﬁ%uu TCUZUANTRLFARNILLNANLATH mmaﬂmmn

Ly =L+ Ly (2.23)
dl A = a a a 1 = [~1 a
LA LE’ Ly AR FTENITEANIZRAANABN LA NANARNTEANNARUNTRALASLVANLATH
f.d
L, = _e“b (2.24)
4u,
f.—f )db
L :(s—e (2.25)
y 4u

y
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- 44—
it 44— 14— 44

¥
-

(a) free body diagram of a spliced reinforcement

- f= FrA,

(b stress distribution
1

£=g(FlAs

& = e(fy)

L. Ly

Le

{c) strain distribution

Le !

My
(d) assumed piece-wise constant bond stress distribution
\\o\/
mwﬂ'a‘xn@Q 1’0 N5 EANLNAIUSULUANARNIL
(Alsiwat Saaticioglu, 1992, Lowes et. al., 2003)

e fy, foha mhouNevgigaresmangsulutsdaiafnuayioananaan
N o\l
B VHATAL (MPa)
le 1 =2 | a a 1 a dl
Uggty Unausstianne ludasdanamnuaylugainaigsniaas (MPa)
dyy. YAS 1L aLEuRNAuTnANBmANLETNNFaNIL (mm)

ANTZEIZNITR D UFN AU ANLAINAE 1T SN L ANUATIAIN

As=05{Lee(f)+Ly[e(f)+e(fs) ]} (2.26)

'
o

A mFuszazdeiinreananidiungieinislunnsimunindsnqnasn (Development length, Ly )

$2
o A

AunLlFanARauaLusIng ACI318-08 il

&113U Tension splice



/125 ywewsh |y

Ly = 1.].\/f_c’ (Cb+KtrJ (2.27)
dp
AL Compression splice
L, = max 0.24f, d 0.043f, " (2.28)
1.25,/f¢ 1.25

P
e

A = [3 = all % % o o d‘
Ly P9 sreizlatin1edmanidsnngeenis lun1swmuIn1a3nqaAsan (mm)
fy A8 NNAIATINUBLUANLETH (MPa)
f{ An NAsSAlszatTnIAaUnasn (MPa) ,&
w, A Adalsgnaudviuauuaesmanidsy Wwiadu 1 < (b’

v, Aa ANFLsEnaLd mFLNsARaURaTa v ANLEaN W

v, Aa Andlsenaud miunuamandin (1windu 0.8 Qusb‘umm ¢ 19 1. Uazidannan

Hwinri 1.0 4150 AU ¢ 22 WAl Lmﬂumr@

A |

A AB ﬂ’]ﬁl']ﬂﬁ‘yﬂ'ﬂ‘i_lﬁ’]ﬁiuﬂ'ﬂuﬂiﬁlM’]ﬂL‘U’]Qﬂb 1 mmm@ummmiﬂ

Cp ﬂ‘ﬂ ﬂ'WIL'ZQﬂﬂQW‘JW‘VI’J’N o il ’N?u mmuﬂnmqmammummﬂﬂumm
LA (2) ?yﬂwﬂiﬂﬁuﬂﬁl'ﬂﬂﬁ‘yﬁl”\ﬂ’] m\‘iﬂuﬂﬂmwmmammu

K P8 Ansataadmantlasn

N
A e\
oyt
15003n
Ay A mmqmmwuwmmmmmﬂ@ﬂﬂumw 823479 S

v = (2.29)

nAg "Q’]HQ‘L&LHZWSJ %L'Zﬁ?&llu?wﬂvﬂ’]\? S

\
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ANS19N 1 ANRALIBINIASEANIE (Lowes et. al., 2003)

NUELTI LU ADTUSURILT ANNIREALNNE 219849
LIANLESH (MPa)
TGN Banamn (u,) _ fedy ACI318-08
e
414
Ly Mannig 2.27
WA wanasn (uy) 0.4,/ ! Shima et.al. (1987)
WINER 88450 (Ug) U = fedy ACI318708
o=
4Ly
Ly Mannng 2.27 A
B[ wanasn (uy) 3.6,/ f¢ ¢ ’E}thausen et.al.
1983
O (1983)
Q

20

miﬁ'}mmmwﬁuﬁuﬁ@wdwLmmeﬂ@uﬁwmmﬁnmumﬂ?q WA A T

Flowchart 1MW 11

MNUTENAL 11 WHUMWNITATUIUANANNUETEWINIBTILAENITADUAIUDILURNNILALF
(Harajli, 2004)

v,

O

WA usaeamanidy ( fs)

\

Y

o AIUIIAYINABIITEET L, Ly

-

A 4

nageLd1AIAdNiaIng L. Ly
- .
dA1unndn szaemy L

No

A 4

. . 4.
ATUITUAINITLABUFD Ag

P A f
NANNUINUAT s

~ ' < o
@auna WA M IaaUAL
uazusaluwmanudTy

A

Yes
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NANTUNANANMHNIRLUNEIANNNNTILTRITREIAAN I LURIAANLATH ALt UANIETNE

NNIAANNAIANAIAINAAFIAA LHANAITWIANN

wanMuALandlunIng 12

Bar Force (kM)
r'y

Yield Foree

plicke failure

(=
o}

_____%___

2N A NA NN UFTENINUIUAZNI AR URITA

Fracture of bar {no eplice failurs)

Splice failure after yielding of kar

jor to yielding of bar

Bar Slig {mm}
I

Yo L Ll

i
Ca |

@ o d 1
AWlsEnal 12 ANNANNUATEUINNLS

Monotonic envel

N Lmzmsl,ﬁ?u %QLMSHW"\U’N‘L@Q b

ope (Harajli, 2004)

2\
a a wa = ( \
2.3.1.6 wqmnesumsqumummnLLNLQ{J?Q@ Failure)
\

N

ﬂ'J’]SJLaEIV’W_IiI‘ﬂ\‘iL’&W Lﬁ@\‘i"]’mL N4 NANTUNINANTNANNUSTZ NI L?i@w,mzmﬁ‘

L?WgﬂLﬁmmﬂLL:NL%@umﬂmﬂ?\@@h%@mmu Monotonic envelope uanslunini 13 lu

N3ANE TR LU LA AINNa9TILINIRaUTaY Sezen (2000) 1114

b 4
— vV

A= A4

4

Lateral Displacement, A (mm)
4l

Ve=0.10Ve T

Shear Force, V (kN)

h

shear failure

Ke=0.4E1/L

gravity load
collapse

-

response is symmetrical on
both sides

gravity load
collapse

shear failure

Y
MNWUSENAY 13 AMNANNUETZUINLGIL

Monotonic enve

A J

45

y
AauuaznsideglraaEsunsaaauuuy

lope (Sezen, 2000)
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1 v

ANAYFUNIURDY (V) ANNLLULAIAB9T99 Sezen (2000) Liludariduiuinuinussyn

v

ATLNIFADLAN AINLNITAITNIAN BALANAINABINITIATLAUAININTEINTIN A FIT)

6,/f; f,d
Vo= Tl P gga ALY (2.30)
a/d 6ﬂ/fC'Ag S

Wa  afa ANENNT89TLEn (mm)

d Aa ANANUITANENA (mm)
A | =3
S AR FrazUnaaantaan (mm)

k Aa du172ANBN178ANNA9 LAAI AN 14

{L '\
X T pumae e i i 0.29
) ~«——— Uniaxial -§
g k _ Ductility
g Biaxial %
~ Ductility
1.2 >0
) T T T -
1 2 3 4

Member Displacement Ductility

s ) a v o L -~
nwilssnau 14 auﬂszaw%ﬂiammaummau K (Priestley et. al., 1994)

O\

f, e Nasdntlagdedanauniaginssnscuaniant 28 4u (MPa)

X

[

fy AR NAAdATIRLBIMANLIABN (MPa)
y A

P A LINAILIUN U Aa9AR9 AN (N)

)y

d%d‘ v o/ o
Ag AR WLV LIFNATDIBIADIANT (SG.mm.)

O (% 1
\ o/ (3
A fa Aunviidateswantaan (sq.mm.)

AWMFU A NANALSIZUIN LN R aUIA: N 19 A8 31N NI DA NTBIALEIETLLINIRR
WULCyclic Loading w&malunindg 15 lun1sansniilEinuuuanaed Shear-friction model 2849

Moehle (1999) 1114 114n19AN U UUIAIHTUNAAAINENAINITILTRLILANANN WIRDUURILEN
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Shear Force, V (kN)

= a

’—I—F v
A A=A, Shear failure

Ve l--—-

Vot
Ho- 4

gravity load
colapse

= e o8
Lateral Displacement, & (mm) F, = Ky (8,8,

d
-

gravity load

collapse response is symmetrical on

both sides

shear falure

¥
Awilsznau 15 Hysteretic model ﬁ'msumsq.mmmﬂu (Moehle, 1999)

9/

ANNTUNAAAINILUAIN1TVT A °qy\@mmmumqﬁﬁfammm@mﬁu‘”ﬁlﬁmmmm
LmuiﬂmqmmmwamwLum'ﬁﬂx::w‘m 799N mf«]mmmﬂu Lﬂum@\umummmm
(Residual shear strength, V )Gmmum] LAY 10% m@qmv

mmumswmsmqm(rm\@‘mmmmmumm@mLmLfa@u Fuaninosiimeaaiuny
YANLAN Lmem@mmL@@ummmulﬂmmmiwmummﬁmﬂ ACI318-08 Lummﬂmmmmqmu
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n) alfeussdianiasuazal3auaniain (Bond Slip Spring and  Steel  Spring)
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2.31.71 metz‘%auuqmmmgmﬂ?u (bond slip)

AuatnnsnlunsEanzsTndIAsumTaLasmdnidsN UL nndesdeanazau
uandlifnsanudiiusazmdnsnicsussdainzuaznadeusaeandnidiuuuy Monotonic
envelope Al W 17 dauuundnaes Hysteretic behavior TunisdnE i uLLSaeq
Modified Takeda m‘l?‘mﬁm@mLmua‘immﬁyﬁﬁﬂwmﬂﬂﬁLﬁmﬁquﬁmwmﬁuLLNLLUW‘J”Q

AN9184 bond-slip spring

Baond Stress (MPa)
A ,"___,T(F’=;|': “MPa [Eligehuasen. Popov, Bertera, 1883]
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wuH-Monbtonic envelope (Matrin, 2007)
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ANANAUFIZNIN UL LINRBULATMUILNTE AN ARIANLIRR WA MFLALEIF UL
@auludase (joint shear spring or nonlinear rotational spring) L1 Monotonic envelope
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shear stress
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concrete crushing
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tensile cracking

shear strain
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lszindlne
No Record Earthquake Magnitude Station Geology Ep. Comp. PGA
Distance (9)
(km.)
1 IMP-1 Imperial 6.3 (M) El Centro | Alluvium 8 N-S 0.348
2 IMP-2 Valley 1940 soil E-W 0.214
3 PARK-1 Parkfield 6.1 (M) Temblor Rock 9.9 E-W 0.357
4 PARK-2 1966 N-S 0.272
5 IMP-3 Imperial 6.6 (M) Cerro Very dense 26.5 E-W 0.169
6 IMP-4 Valley 1979 Prieto soil N-S 02157
7 MAM-1 Mammoth 6.1 (M) Long Rock 15.5 E-W 0:430
8 MAM-2 Lake 1980 Valley N-S 0,271
Dam
9 NAHAN-1 Nahanni, 6.9 (Ms) 6099 Site Rock 16 N-S 0.148
10 | NAHAN-2 Canada 3 E-W 0.139
1985
11 SPI-1 Spitak, 7.0 (Mg) Gukasian Rock 30 E-W 0.199
12 SPI-2 Armenia N-S 0.175
1988
13 LOMA-1 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Ms) Gilroy Hard(Rock 11.2 E-W 0.411
14 LOMA-2 1989 Array 1 N-S 0.473
15 LOMA-3 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Mg) Anderson [-\ery dense 21.4 N-S 0.244
16 LOMA-4 1989 Dam soil E-W 0.240
17 LOMA-5 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Ms) Hollister Soft soil 28.2 N-S 0.247
18 LOMA-6 1989 City-Hall E-W 0.215
19 | NORTH-1 Northridge 6.7 (Mg) Lake Hard Rock 26.8 E-W 0.165
20 | NORTH-2 1994 Hughes #9 N-S 0.217

dl A 1 dyd o/ o dl v A ' o s
m@mmumuimmmu Nﬂ’]i‘ﬂ?U?XQUﬂQ’]N?uLL?QLW@SLVLVIEI‘]JW]’]ﬂ‘]J@L‘]Jﬂ[ﬂ’J‘Nﬂ’]?

mumummfﬂumi@@ﬂLmumuéwmmgmmi@@ﬂLmummiﬁmmmmLwiuﬁﬂmﬂ 2552

TunisamuilfudtazfigmaMiAeasnesainaiu SRSS resusazgaiaganisduluinasivumu

NelHtiaend  attnAsNA 11T U ean kLT NAILNIAUIENIN 0.2T 8% 1.5T 3089 T AD AIAIY

mizﬁ“uﬁuﬁmmﬂmm%ﬂuﬁﬂmqﬁﬁ’]m'ﬁmemzﬁ

HARNTILATIZY ANHIINAA LA LTIA L AR NI R LI UAR IR 20 AR LAY

ANAALTRIANN LA LAUDNTIR I ARTY tanslunIng 29
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Response Spectrum aavadunnudulinildlunis
Sinsnvinadansidadudrsunuinnainiiiauas

szinea'lng
2 [
1.9
1.8
1.7
1.6
15
1.4
1.3
1.2
o 11
g 1
gt (— -Mean|
0.7 i 1A
0.6 I T
o i L
0.4 1M
0.3 4+
03 =
o2 Sy s EEEEEEE =
0 — AER -
1 2 ° ‘ 5
Period, sec.

AN 29 ANNLSIADLANANTIRLL ARSNATMSUNUNMALTiaasszinAlng

WHatNANRALARIAN NN AALANITdA L ARFNNI Ba LRe U U nRENNNTRALIA e

dl v 1 $ % 1 a al
P1EIUN192 9 NUULAINTIHNIFIIFINN I BBNULLDIATHIUN BT UHUARTUAT 2552
1eIE. 1302-52 AMUFUANIWEURWG Ueglnn A A (Fuuda), B (), C (Buudv), D (Aulnf), E
a 1 v I a dld [ % dl = 1 | dl a 1 a
(Audaw) TaalduduAulmiNssAtANNIULNgIgn T9dANUaziTlunazifnudumulg
TURINNINTTAUNNAI TN (Probability  of Exceedance) Winfiudasas 2 ludaqnan 50 1
LﬁﬂULﬁﬂﬁn;QtU{\\pgiod 2,500 Wasuaadlun ningso azdunalidn AnensansnINmLE
mmumﬁq@ m”m’?zmﬁuuﬂjuﬁuimﬁﬁmﬁ@ﬂmﬁ FanTlnameasiudnasunisnaUaues
AFluAPeN UL A UFUANINTUAUU AN A (FTLG4)

dl Y o % o o 1 dl 1 a dl o L dl o

[Na 4 pnul fuduiuusiaraauuiuAnlng a1um19199 4 Anlireanaesainaiy

; \ Q@a;ﬁ grndieyan i luaasitimu i llliesndneaulnaiudoususenuuy davsianan
N\ & O TR 24

o

N \Tuﬁuﬂizmm C (Biuwde) augnalning 31
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Response Spectum
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A157199 4 ﬂﬁuuciuau'lmﬁﬂ%'urai'nﬁzmw'nﬁ’uu'meg'm eI, 1302

No Record Earthquake Magnitude Epicantral | PGA (g) Scale
Distance Factor
(km.)
1 IMP-1 Imperial 6.3 (M) 8 0.348 0.85
2 IMP-2 Valley 1940 0.214 1.25
3 PARK-1 Parkfield 6.1 (M) 9.9 0.357 1.22
4 PARK-2 1966 0.272 1.79
5 IMP-3 Imperial 6.6 (M) 26.5 0.169 1.49
6 IMP-4 Valley 1979 0.157 1.44
7 MAM-1 Mammoth 6.1 (M) 15.5 0.430 1.08
8 MAM-2 Lake 1980 0.271 1.26
9 NAHAN-1 Nahanni, 6.9 (Ms) 16 0.148 6.78
10 | NAHAN-2 Canada 0.139 9.17
1985
11 SPI-1 Spitak, 7.0 (Ms) 30 0.199 1.69
12 SPI-2 Armenia 0.175 1550
1988
13 LOMA-1 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Ms) 11.2 0.411 1.00
14 LOMA-2 1989 0.473 0:63
15 LOMA-3 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Ms) 21.4 0.244 1.07
16 LOMA-4 1989 0:240 1.17
17 LOMA-5 Loma Prieta 7.1 (Ms) 28.2 0.247% 1.33
18 LOMA-6 1989 0.215 1.27
19 | NORTH-1 Northridge 6.7 (Ms) 26:8 0.165 3.91
20 | NORTH-2 1994 0.217 2.96

NNTAIATIZUNA A ARS LT L AUWTANTALATALITANE AAULNYWAU LU AT Gan1uus FEMA-273
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wneuuzd N lirausrumulnaia 3 lildAmanauaussgegnluniseanuuy fuinld

4 oA . 2o Ay Nade o vy . :
pauLEBAR IR A 7 fainly] Wildaeasveinaneuanesgagai lAannisAI I naws

2 A e
AATUNA M MN1FRaN LY

3.5 N9AAFIEUNTAINISARDUNFIFA LUNSHANULLINANS

TunQaAn At axdipanzvinarN9nAeLN498 A 1 lunnsnane1atauLudnans el

TUARAI

A NnIsnanaang e il ludasdusaann FeeRsnnaNanuuLdnansluimadn

(Nonlinear Cyclic Pushover Analysis) 1aglliusanaenanszaeminutuinamaisn

mé

walfguuulszdfinsindaui (Displacement History Pattern) ilsanuAtaa umilenmsil

S =

v
(%

al
N1

(3.1)

1%
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A15199 5 suuuszdRn1siARaUTN (Displacement History Pattern)
wilsanAtA e (1)

99U 1 2| 3| 4 5 6 7 8
nmawdewi | 05u | u| 1.5u| 2u| 2.5u| 3u| 35u| 4u

Displacement
F N

Ap

3u

TVAAAAA L \O
e

amwn 32 nailszaRn1siAaaui (Displacement History)

|
N
T

= . - a & : 4 o

1) \2eUNTINANNANAUTIEUIN WIRBUNFAUBATUAZAINNTIARRNN NERARAT (V) —U,)
AINNIIHANBIANTHLLANANTAINTNITHY MDOF
o v o & ! 1w 1 A { dl A ° o

A) AU AN NANARUSIZUI G PNERITNIANaULAZ ANITIARA LN (A—D) dwiuszuy
WeLvin SDOF

3) AU ANNNTLAREUNGIAR (Dppax) MI2UL SDOF Aoeinsufiaunnsnispaaui (2.13)

D, +2&@,D; +% = g (t), Taalden Fo/L = A

D

A) AR UTAANDTLARBLAANER (Umay ) TBIMAIATBIANT TUIZ UL MDOF AgiaNng

Uax, = Dmaxr¢roof (3.2)

3.6 N19AATIZRMIRIAIUNULITILHUAUINIAILIBNITNANKLLIANS

(Analysis of Seismic Capacity by Cyclic Pushover Method)

T9n1398H azAuIINI i A N uLsewiuAL i fiaedEn1suane A sLLLdnANs
TnennsuanlinAinisinaeungeganiunlauansluinge 3.5 uacldlilsunsy RUAUMOKO i

A1N1T03LATIY Inelastic  Dynamic  Analysis 16 wazilBauieududsnadanslaidaiéy
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\ , . v a | a ° o & A = &
Inear DynamlC AnaIyS|S) WJEIﬁ@uLLNuﬂuVLMQ&’]WiUWWV]ﬂ’]ﬁmuﬂ‘ﬂ“ﬂ\‘iﬂﬁ‘tmﬂii’lﬂ AURNRL

A Ao o Ao
TUASIALANATATY WANU

A.

n. AATNILLLRA8N Finite element 28481A13 NaN1s0ti W AinszivangAiness nns
AALAUDNT4RTANT Iagnusnszinfudnglutdaenisiaaugluuutinneuuasiiuns
A ]
timmieju
o a o % v = o lﬂl dl o
2. UINANANTENIAIUE1981A17 Tneiusansenudsilasuniunisinae uAaue
Taseaialuluuniuguvselunannile (Fundamental Mode or First Mode) LH83aan

oy = = =2 69 a | o & @
a1A13n g lun1sd@nefiacngs 5 - du Adldanyfgandn nnedululnuaiugaiiiy

v
a =l

i
dl o o v d’ vy val o s v dld el/ 1 a
nasauauesndIAyeiasea’e aanyAg Uil lAnd minlaseasena N sdulain
1 AU LINIENINUAALILALTURIANTANLITUAIN
AW,
—_ (el |
WAL
. i-1 {
al A 1 o v 1 o’ o -
Toe? F Ae Ausensginnieinuingaesusiazss Audu i
A 1 dl dl 1 o :// -
¢ A8 ANNTARDUNUAILFAZILA LTI

W, A9 WIrNI894871ANT YDA TEAUTN |

4
[ o

N A2 IMUIUTLLBIRIAIT

X

X

A 1 = dl
V A8 ANLTIRBUN TN

WUUANARINA ANITNMETR9289tANATNULLAYANT  (hysteretic model) TB4BIA

a1ANgANULASENAZ LY Wayne  Steward Degrading  Stiffness  Hysteresis
dl = dl v a o a oz o o

(Stewart, 1987) Vi1 uuLnInAiAeaAiuNan1s Aae LN ANTINAETLLIULLENANT
AN

NINTgn

a ' ai . dl a o da/ 1

LAnszinsilaaugy (lateral deformation) 1489A3NNARNAKINIZNIN TneiAae"T

tiusrivreusaiinzmiuiu luusazdu Aindauazainiug 1eusiavesdeinisay
gniFuliiiluhlnaxanannaeudinasiuussluusiazduginn1siasasiludnsnisiiosing
% LB B 4 A N e : e L

Faliied inanan leAsiinisilas gl auEeer puAssaRnTsIAReUN

(Displacement History) ANUUA

o . 4 A = ° o =
q. N1TNANLLLU Cyclic Pushover NNTLARAUNUBIRIANTAZHNITANNUA LA

o dl dl [ v o ﬁl Qidl o 1% dl o 4

@ﬂEthﬂ@ﬂuVﬂﬂ-ﬂﬂULL‘]_I‘]_I’J{]"W‘I? mm@:mmﬁmmuwmmuum% LN@@’]ﬂW?QﬂN@ﬂIV
-dl -dl dl o [~3 [ 4 -dl -dl o a o Y [~

Lﬂ@@uwiﬂ@mw:mmuum ﬂ“ﬂﬁﬁtﬂﬂN@ﬂEL‘VILﬂ@‘ﬂu“ﬂﬂ@ﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂ’mm?ﬂﬂu‘ﬂ’m L‘]J‘MVL‘]JIF]’]N

NNIANUUAAINTARBUTITBIEIBAAANT (displacement history) LluLILIANNAS

1 4
= o A

LAARUN AT
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A15199 6 sUuuuszIRn1sIAR@UTN (Displacement History Pattern)

usuauyinuas Uy,

ANUIUIAL 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

ﬂ’]im?ﬂl‘ﬂu'ﬁl 0.125 0.25 0.375 0.50 0.625 0.75 0.875 1.0

WHEILUB ﬁ'mma‘l,ﬂ?\\"fauﬁ@mﬁwﬁfmfmﬁ?q'fauﬁzgmm Upnax

2. ANUILANTEAUANNIAE M B84 IATIAT I AN LU LA1a89ANNIREUNE Park-Ang
Damage Model (Park and Ang, 1985) TAEAZ AL AN LA
FL AR VNI E LA UTR9eIAa AT (component) AWITUATN

On =6 B
¢ = + E (3.4)
componen 6,-6. M , 6,

AVFUANNRE VN ETBILAAZTZALTURNANT (story) ANKABLAIN

Dl

E.
Dlstory = Z[(ﬂl )(DI )]component + (4i)component = ZI . (3.5)
y L/ component
Z%']M%'/‘Uﬂﬁf]llLaﬁlﬁflﬁl‘ﬂﬂ\ﬂﬂﬁ\?@%qﬂﬂf]ﬁqﬁ‘?’lmﬁﬂﬁﬂm (overall) ﬁqu’]m@rlﬂ
E:
DIoverall :Z[(%)(DI )]story; (ﬂi)story T z—lEl N (3.6)

DI An AARANNIAEINE (damdge index) 1a4lATeass

A rdl o ! er
M, e TunsinqansInIavegdnIan slisasTu
O, A8 AN rotation IAALLIBIRBIANIURAZTL

6, A8 AN rotation capacity UBIBIARANTUAAZTY
A
A

6, P8 AMNIINYBAUNAL (recoverable rotation) 28484Fa AT UWART TN BLIABELIN

FRA

1 EZ

a o

En, B Rowdaauigrduuaznszaigliresesdennisusiasaunaalfing finssuuuy
Wan3
Jit AR ADANANTNENVTINIAIATNAIIIY (energy weighting factor) 19489AR1ANT

a

T Hnan1saAs sinauans gt respaudiinissvdnwsnReunguelansiunig

o o gy o A £ g o o o J
LARBAURAN WNATUANNNERARIANT GINLﬂuﬂi‘WWﬂ’]ﬁ‘N@ﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘LLUU’JQ@ﬂ’i (Cyclic

Pushover curve) UAAIRNNZLEWIDLIUBN Envelop Curve waztAsusl N uEanaY
ANUN1ULR981ANT Capacity Diagram ANNANNIT (2.16-2.17)38n15naNuE Tuuni 2
uupauanslugilaasnuduiugszngng Pseudo-acceleration, (S, or A) waz Pseudo-

displacement, (Sy4 or D)
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3.7 918N19M5IAHBUANTTOULURIRIANS (Building Performance Check)

3.7.1 N15ASIAHAULALBLTILAULNIULNN
(Equivalent Linearization Method, FEMA-440)

v
o

mumwmimrm@@quﬁmmmﬁu LINUBANRTANT Lﬁ'ﬂﬂ’]'ﬂ@@N??ﬂuﬁﬁlﬂ\‘iiﬂ?\m%’]\‘]ﬂ’] AN¥)

IPENANNI1IANN UTLEINANT ”L%ﬁﬁmiﬁﬂi“uﬂgﬂmimmLfgm'm:“ FEMA-440 (gnwilsgnaie?)

[ %

d?./
3
N, A5 NUHREIAMNAINIINIAY (Demand diagram) zﬁwi”um@zﬁummmﬁm&im
(1=12,3,4,5,6)

2. A5INBRUEIANNAUNINAIAY (Capacity diagram) 4an3an13 Nonlinear Pushover

Analysis

UNAMHRAIAINFBINITN AILA T LHUEI ARSI IR AT A TugLRea iy

>

TnelunuseuanspndnszAnsusiieniignainns (Base shear coefficient, V,/W)
dnunnuuaniiluANsARaLNIeNIA994379 (Deformation, D) (381191 Demand -

Capacity Diagram
3 ATUIDIANATLINIIRRBIINT AU IANATINILL secant stiffness, Teo,

A, MuuAARRNNeEda&unsm Capacity diagram 4MmiuAANIATEsne Al
dimanuN sdss T Araslnssainaulitisecant stiffness, Top, AR ELTHAL
AnPPIRAT Bt NG AW e tnaass i T

auionubaniassidunnfugesananssnue i dulil R uazneminasaun

PN = @ Y
LLNuﬂui‘Mﬂ SIN"V.ZLﬂuﬂ@@ﬂiiﬂuﬁﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂ@ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ

372 1951982 UlALUANNNTANNLREUNEIAN (Constant-Damage Concept)

ﬁumfaumimwm@uwqﬁmiumﬁu BINTBIBRIANT L‘ﬁﬂﬁ')’ﬂﬂ@Nﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂutmﬂﬂiﬂﬁ‘ﬂ@%‘ﬁﬂ’ﬂ’]ﬂ’]'j‘

v
o

Tremdnnisanu@ana i (anndseney 28) Al

N, A5 INUHNUEIANARINIINAY (Demand diagram) z%w?um@zﬁummﬁﬂmﬂﬁhﬂ
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(DI = 0.1-1.0) AN&NN137 2.34 - 2.35

2. @5HNREIANNFAIUNUANAS (Capacity diagram) a1n38n13 Cyclic Pushover

Analysis

A, UNALEUEIANFBINIINNAUATLEHUEIAN AT U A AT uAd TugLRea iy

Tnefunusituansrndnisr@nsusaaeuiigiuanans (Base shear coefficient, V,/W

ation, D) hazHwNuUTANLL

UMPRENaaAsSUNU
SRIPATUM UNIVERSITY
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4.1 a1ASADENN I UAISANEN

T4l IHARRaNLLLANANTARUNTALESHINANEY 5 du TufluaAnsfiinhiAuaiy
WUUNATFIULRINTIANER T AN T unstAn ﬁmqmiﬁﬁﬂwmmm@ 1381AN3
Y

wazgUnfuransraslaseainauanslunindsznaun 33 uas 34 AINAA; PEATIRLAT

N

n. TAsaa31981A 9 dNITILAIU-LE0 La1TUA19Ea 3.1 mm%@ﬁuﬁm@ﬂﬂ@ﬂ 2.8 M3

o

° o d”
ARty et

v v
o

o ! = o’/’ ¥ = 10 @
RRIENANVINZEN 14.30 WRAT ﬂ’]?;liufr]’]ﬂ’]’J‘LLlﬂ@ZﬁuﬂﬂqiﬂuﬂQH@Qﬂuﬂ?mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁLﬁ‘@

dy 3/, |:/I tdl | 1 dy = 1 o (3 a I3 a
U, FLULWRLALATUALGTUN 1-5 WHuLHENLLA AUNTANAAATTA LAadlANIETY

Lﬁ@ﬂﬁ@wimwdwqmﬁi@mmﬂ@wmu wamaluns @uﬁ 35

A. l@NTLIA 0.3x0.40 . ﬁmmzl,% wanuanslunmalsznaid 35

4. PARATRNAINNAIE ALsEAsL 240\ nnvan. widndiedes 1 Einss SD40 wiannanlfinsn
SR24 S\O

A, NIUATITNIATIET 1@&%‘%@@&%?\1@%’1\1@”\1meﬂugﬂﬁmm RNABINGANTINNNS

5‘/‘]_|LL?\‘]?J@\‘]ﬂ’]‘L&LL@%L@Wﬂ’]i@ﬂ?:WO’]LLUU’ﬁ/{]‘ﬁ/ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ’mLL‘LI‘]J’QO’]@’rN Wayne Steward Degrading

Stiffness Hysterecs;'s§ o
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(BEAM PB1,2)
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60t
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ARRNARERD
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ANN9ILAERLATIET AR U INRUAUMOKOAE 11 dnansduluusiazgiuu

(mode shape) %14 3 31luuy ugnalunnilszney 36

Mode 1 Mode 2 Mode 3
Story Story Story
5 1.000 5 5
1.000 0.843

0.881 4

0.118

1

Q 1.000
0@0.
0.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 (0} .0 -1.0 0.00.000 1.0

Normalized Displacement Nogf lacement Normalized Displacement

nwilsznau 36 gﬂ%\g

= a x\ @ = 5 =
AT919N 7N mi@\; wsedIusuNIstARaUNIRIUNAY 1 (Modal Analysis)

luusazgtluuy (mode shape) 14 3 guluvu

Mode 1 Mode 1
7 o T, =0.628 sec.
"I\eveﬂ> W
)
\\ > (ko)
o o A AW; HW, K
Roof 22800 1.000 22800 22800 5788
O 4 24300 0.881 21384 18818 5428
3 24200 0.699 16916 11824 4294
2 24200 0.459 11108 5098 2820
1 24400 0.192 4685 899 1189
D 119900 76892 59440 19520
PE 1.294
o 0.83
V,, 19,520 kg 19,520
W, 99,469 kg
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ANSI9N 72 NISALASIZIRTIEIMSUNIsIARaun luluNan 2

Mode 2 Mode 2
T, =0.196 sec.
Level W,
k
(ko) ¢2 Wi W, Fi
Roof 22800 1 22800 22800 -2953
4 24300 | 0.117 2843 333 -368
3 24200 | -0.693 -16771 11622 2172
2 24200 | -0.978 | -23667 23147 3065
1 24400 | -0.574 14006 8039 1814
3 119900 -28800 65940 3730
v -0.437 ,2)(
an 0.105 <
Vi, 3,730 kg | Q 3,730
o
W, 12,579 kg~\J
N Q\-f
o
A15197 7R m'ﬁm@e@umemﬁaumﬂuumﬁ 3
)" Mode 3 Mode 3
N T,=0.104 sec.
Level \N
(ka)
¢ P, P2, Fi
4 Roof | 22800.|-0.842 | 19197 | 16164 1391
N, 4 24300 | -0.846 -20558 17392 -1490
N3 24200 | -0.776 | -18779 | 14573 -1361
' \0 2 24200 0.668 16165 10799 1171
1 24400 1 24400 24400 1768
> 119900 20426 83327 1480
PF 0.245
o 0.0418
Vin 1,480 kg 1,480
W, 5007 kg
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4.1.1 HANT9IAFITIA2EAE Modal Pushover Analysis

AINNNTIAINZINIINANENANT (Pushover Analysis) Analilsunsu RUAUMOKO (Carr,
2006) azl@ins nnnsuanaimis (Pushover Curve) sangadlunindsynaui 37 ainnsnil
A1HUNN3a519N 9N Bilinear Curve Tneldanyfgnuninienans FEMA 440 o

¥

n) L@uﬁlﬁ\‘iﬁ@’]ﬂmﬂfﬂmﬁﬁLﬁﬁ@tﬁﬁﬂ‘j‘ﬁw Pushover Curve Tizzeis 0.6V, Taeri vV, ABLIIRDL

1
=

wgﬂummﬂ,ﬁ@‘lﬁmm’é’mLﬁmmmmﬂ
o = = ] o , A e !
1) WURNNANITANIENINAAATINUATAALITTAEAZULNNUN AN I W TENdN RUShover
o P R P &
Curvelazldunsaw L ununmnig
HANTIILATIZINITHANA AN TANLILINHANNTZAN8AIN Mode 1 azl@ngan. Rushover Curvelay
Bilinear Curve fauansluiwydssnauit 37 & Imcﬁ]’]LLﬁ‘QL'ﬂ@uLL@yﬂ’]i% 7 AATIN WAL

420 Alatiafulaz 0.055 WAT ANA1AL uaz liAaRniug ?I‘ﬂﬂtﬂi\'i@?’]\‘im’m‘]_l 7,636 Alatiasu

FIALNGST (
Base Shear, kN (.O~\ Pushover Curve
700 C < )\Q _ _ _ . Bilinear Curve
L N
600 - (L‘\o
500 |-
oYy
400 - \L ,S Vy = 420 kN
300 ; ,' Dy =0.055m
L0V k=7,636 kN /m
y 200 %
o "\
\ |
5190 :* Dy
( \O 0 v | | \V\ | | | | | | | | | | | J
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
o Roof Displacement, m

nwdsenau 37 ngannsuanaimis (Pushover Curve) Mode 1

Waaiiuniras1ansmaNannsafnunueuAuRlig  (Capacity  Spectrum) Azl
naANANRUS sz ud Al ARFuTR9ANNNLEN S, Lazall ARTuTRINITIARa LN Sy A mFLINIg
NAnTW Mode 1 Aduanslunndsznaud 38 waziieai1ansiw Bilinear Curve Tngldanyfgau

ANNLANANT FEMA 440 sananainefiu azlfAimnuisaiazaniapaaunwindy 4.22 m/sec?
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WAy 0.042 s muAIAL wazazliAn aaviualugtlues o warduilsz@vd o faflunisanag

a o ! o - 2 o [
ﬂﬂﬂ@ﬁlWLu@V@ﬂ@’mL@ﬂ“ﬂﬂﬂﬁ"mL‘Vl’m‘]_l 100.48 (radlan/sec) WaE 0.153 RANAIAL

S, A(m/sec?) ——  Pushover
700 _—- Bilinear
6.00

5.00

4.00 A, =4.22 m/sec?

3.00

2.00

1.00

D, =0.042m
w?® =100 .48(radian ed)?

=o.1i3 ’Z)g

| AN L

0.00
0.00

0.05

0.10

o 15 O \\o 20 0.25
Q Sq,D(m)

awilsznau 38 ns']wm'mmminﬁ’qumﬁu,@u"lm (Capacity Spectrum)

Asunnsuanlu Mode 2 1ansnaqn

ﬁ'm'i‘u

y

ma?m@@um Sd dusuniananlu Mo

Sa) A(m/sec

60

O~
Z
\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\}V\\\\‘\\\\‘
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4.1.2 Nam'a‘qﬁa‘h“ummﬁ Cyclic Pushover Analysis
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Parameters, M Mode 1 Mode 2 Mode 3 Cyclic
- A§> Pushover
: w‘ﬁ‘v 100.48 262.7 326 73.46
(radian/secz)
m 0.568 0.0718 0.0286 0.568
(kip -sec?/in.)
k (kip/in.) 57.07 18.86 9.32 41.73
F, (kip) 94.37 87.6 84.4 85.42
Post-elastic 0.153 0.175 0.24 0.394
stiffness g
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ANNITATUIUAINITARNBUNGIAA §eiRD Cyclic Pushover Analysis WATAIUINS

WRaL e LNanLAs Modal Pushover Analysis Lag 3% Nonlinear Time History Analysis WA

v o o ! dl a dl
1@@?“?ULLW®@MLLN%®M1‘MQN’]LL@@\‘]TH[?]']?’NW 9

A159N 9 ANNSLIARBUNGIEATIEARNRTANS

Cyclic Nonlinear Time History
Umax from Pushover Analysis Pushover Analysis
Mode Mode Mode
EQ 1 1+2 1+2+3 Umax Umax

(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) Seale Factor
IMP-1 6.770726 6.829286 6.836639 7.221012 6.28 0.85
IMP-2 7.286747 7.365053 7.372076 8.325363 8. 1.25
IMP-3 6.540652 6.684817 6.701541 4.834824 ¢§ 1.49
IMP-4 7.38535  7.439875 7.450441 8.57187 <\ 1.44
LOMA-1 3.947399 4.273458 4.336673 4.657339 4.17 1.00
LOMA-2 3.654877 4.207546 4.264441 3.04354 (\ 2.96 0.63
LOMA-3 6.211977 16.280411 6.287659 6.405 >\ 4.49 1.07
LOMA-4 8.446973 '8.508476 8.520263 8.966281 6.15 1.17
LOMA-5 8.151165 = 8.20687 8.215657 13.26208 16.08 1.33
LOMA-6 8.453547 8.514206 8.522239 q, 68 15.56 1.27
MAM-1 5.39686  5.490775 5.5013 :230872 5.44 1.08
MAM-2 6.862755 6.913063  6.9206 ‘ 6.566947 4.28 1.26
NAHAN-1 | 5.166787 5.251626 ¢5. 9} 5.40672 4.77 6.78
NAHAN-2 | 3.973693 4.120478 é\%@ 6.182395 5.1 9.17
NORTH-1 | 5.709102 5.778946 ©5.796981 4.325376 4.46 3.91
NORTH-2 | 4.381251 4.5333 4:574668 3.16515 4.3 2.96
PARK-1 3.168437 3.9002 3.980911 3.457671 3.22 1.22
PARK-2 2.639268 3327724 3.410923 3.733759 3.55 1.79
SPI-1 7.431365 \/508004 7.525723 10.37959 9.71 1.69
SPI-2 4.246913 4891356 4.411317 4.400971 4.47 1.50
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Roof Displacement, cm PA-IMP1
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Maximum Displacement, Umax (cm)
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K f’%\eor;nalysis (Mode 1)
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* Cyclic Pushover Analysis
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M519% 10 AndafidunanuuanA1aIndE NTHA dmsuAamsindauiigegaiieanainans

Earthquakes Cyclic Pushover Modal Pushover
One mode Two modes Three modes
% Difference % Difference | % Difference % Difference

IMP-1 14.98 7.81 8.74 8.86
IMP-2 3.29 -9.59 -8.62 -8.53
IMP-3 5.56 42.81 45.96 46.32
IMP-4 45.29 25.18 26.10 26.28
LOMA-1 11.69 -5.33 2.48 3199
LOMA-2 2.82 23.48 42.15 4407
LOMA-3 42.67 38.35 39.88 40.04
LOMA-4 45.79 37.35 38.35 38.54
LOMA-5 -17.52 -49.31 -48.96 -48.91
LOMA-6 -14.13 -45.67 -45.2 -45.23
MAM-1 32.92 -0.79 0.9@, 1.12
MAM-2 53.43 60.34 (61.5 61.7
NAHAN-1 13.35 8.31 10.10 10.48
NAHAN-2 21.22 -22.08 ( > 19.21 -18.40
NORTH-1 -3.02 2801 [\ 2957 29.98
NORTH-2 -26.39 1.89° Q"’ 5.42 6.388
PARK-1 7.38 -LBONN 21.12 23.63
PARK-2 5.17 < 5{ g@ -6.26 -3.91
SPI-1 6.89 «23.47 -22.68 -22.50
SPI-2 -1.54° ¢ ;\ 5.66 -1.759 -1.31

ﬁl’]‘i’N'VI 11 ﬂ’]LQ@E]‘II@\?Lﬂ’B’iL‘ﬂﬂG]ﬁQ"INLLGmL‘I’N'Q’]ﬂ’)ﬁ NTHA ﬁ’]ﬂiﬂﬂ’]ﬂ’]‘uﬂﬂ’ﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂ@"lﬂ’]’i

K\
Mean Cyclic Modal Pushover (MP)
Pushover

: (CP)

0 D> One mode Two.modes. |- Three modes
Mean % diffeiqme 20.83 27.35 25.56 26.26
over NTHA
Mean-Yb-difference -12.52 -18.92 -21.82 -21.26
underNTHA
Mear® Absolute % 18.75 23.14 24.26 24.51
difference from
NTHA
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NTHA sauanslunindsznat 45-47 wazmi139n 10-11 azwidn Nan1Auandlnedan1suan

wuudnans(CP)  WiAnaauuansinanieand dsnisudnuuusanivun  (MP)  %isludinungandn
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(20.83%) WAZAUNAIMNIN (-12.52%) ANNLAA1NTD NTHA Taaienefsduysniaeamnuuansng

WINAY 18.75%
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*

Pushover Analysis (Mode 1+2+3)

* Cyclic Pushover Analysis

®  Nonlinear Time History Analysis
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Story Level Cyclie 9 Modal Pushover
N\

% ifference One mode Two modes | Three modes

% difference | % difference | % difference
Roof & "N 8.03 -6.29 -4.24 -4.01
4 S\ 5.42 -8.56 -8.52 -8.23
3 R 2.75 -10.88 -8.96 -8.58
2 FoN9 -0.79 -13.94 -5.68 -5.10
8 -10.53 -22.40 -8.29 -2.28
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AN997 13 ALRALUBWUBSITUARNNLANGN9AINAE NTHA

AMFUAINSLARBUNIEATRILARETURIANS

Mean Cyclic Modal Pushover
Pushover
One mode Two modes | Three modes
Mean % difference 5.40 - - -
over NTHA
Mean % difference -5.66 -12.41 -7.14 -5.64
under NTHA
Mean Absolute % 5.50 12.41 7.14 5.64
difference from
NTHA

1
=

AN WLsznay 48-50 LATANN9A 12-13 wWud mm@"ﬂLLuuiﬁﬂﬂf_Qiﬁuﬁmmﬂﬁ@uwznggm

109usiariuaIAe LA In&RenUAENgnAeINTHA Tasiawas ldduuduin 2-4 wiliAfiewwl
A dE . A . é oy o ey
AINATgNAATITUNAIA AT TUAIN TisHanallasnanEaNsEn L esuaafgetnly vinliiuaen

; 4 - R . L . Ty
nMsAaaUNaNnan NTHA inludui 1 Lmzmuuu?@ra\baﬁ@mmmmﬁ 2-4

dl a [ dl d” o ¥ o !
LN@W@’}?m’]’Q’]ﬂN@ﬂ’]?ﬁl@ﬂLLUU?Q%M@gﬁQNIMN mwm"uuiﬂ N IANANLENFING

’ al
! £ 1 1 ! (% |

=

ARAY ANNAIAL 1HB9AINNANI3993 NN AR AN ILNN LATNAINNTLAREUN NN ENTUW UAZIEedaIN

[% o

A & A P =40 o 0y a & A .
ANDALTAINITLARAUNTALAT MP 1 TATNENFEN N AN NAINITLARRUN IUEIUTDS

i ¥
=

=K =X | ¥ 1 1 ¥ o o
Tn ANGITY auilunaliianan Q%Lb@ﬂﬁ]’]\‘iiﬂ ATNRIAL

Sluiindanadn ~ssnuuusnlvaaniudamaualag Chopra and Goel (2002)

1
= &

A nsulpsease i lemeiaatadn1siAaauntasndAnnGas NTHA #9tii 18asquuanig

al
' %
= a K 1

b2 A [ %
GNABNENTU Wwe lunsmiynashanuuTaNIvng

:ﬂl .ﬂy o @ dl dl v Y o i
sanlunANgda mﬁwqﬂﬁ?mmummﬂﬂ@m

' [ %
= a K

\‘ 1 U i 1 o 1 1
Tinalulupaligninnndarangnsias nasanluusiaz niamgedeanly azvialiidrasuuansi
1 \ 1 v
ORI IR s Ak THERIm and! KiEna (2008) 1A ARE FaeluAATANBIAN T LI
Tatmen taelusanseniludngdauiunnaraslarasialuusasdu uazlduia1e9a1A19999N A
[~{ \ o
Wlutnguen
o aa o o [ %3 v v a o andl $% 1 an [ %
HANITANUI L IAEATNITNANULILANT AT INALREIAUATN Y NFBININN4AAENITHAN
wuUTN TN Tas AN ANNLANAIGLNES 5.5% HaREUTLAIAMNLANFAINAINNTHAN WL
TUNAT 1= 12.41% uuUTN 2 TN = 7.14% wuugqn 3 Wue = 5.64%
= o o o dglo o [% ala’ 1% di d' v = o aca [
anuni nasuanwuudnansidnivlasaaieillinanisnfeunlindAeaiuiangnsieg

\Hasan nsudnuuudpinsinaradaresnisinaeuinannd nisianuuusnivun - duly



78

)

o o

HANNIANNANGANIUATNAARIATNTALNTNANANINTUAINNNTABNAANIAIF1UNUBITATIASN

= o o o EA4 dsj ¥ a dl OI U dl 4
ARLNTE LL@ZﬂW‘J‘N@ﬂLL‘LI‘LI?’)&II‘MNﬂ@’]ﬁﬁ‘ﬂiﬁﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬁ"muslﬁﬂqL@l@ﬁlWﬁ]’]ﬂ’J’]ﬂ’W]Qﬂﬁl@\i
@ A ! o v o WM ve v —— ! o
Wundndanmdn ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁl@ﬂLL‘LI‘].IQQ“’mﬁ‘LLN»LﬁsLMN@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘Lﬂ@ﬂu‘WﬂJWﬂﬂfJ’]ﬂWﬁ‘N@ﬂLL‘LI‘LI?QINT‘VIN@

AwFunnoedusduAnlng uvsaauwsuaulg lAun IMP-3, LOMA-2, MAM-2, NORTH-1,

'
v o [ [

NORTH-2 naulfinanisudnuuudpansnfieandinisudnuuusanivng feiiesain adu
1 a a dldl v o % 1 dl a v dl 1 a
WAL HANANDINaaRAARRNA U LANIAND G99 NT R4 TATIA519 NHIANANE RN LR
TATAF A NTUNITHANUULAN IMNANIANT
atglafmy  naslddulAsrauuanlunifasuANgRNILaralAT985I8. PngAiia

woAnssnAelfusangEnIuuLdpansnngn  wesanidlungfngsadi In SRR U uAnRlng

)

@ ° Y a = I 0 o ' a v = P
Failunarinliifanisdesaafiniasuaziaanuaedlassasns aaduaslimacuaunsly

k4 dl -dIQJ ¥ a dgj (=3 Y o y A dld dl
N9ENUNIUNTARIUN SN LT NAnAY wqmmfwu%muimmmulum Ui UAN NN ANT
ludnauuuuay  (Narrowband ‘ground motion) LLazﬁiw@ﬂmiﬁumqum TAud  Aaw
wiiuAulg LOMA-5, LOMA-6 ﬁﬂﬁﬁmm?ﬁusluﬁw%u%i@ﬁy anETaL WAZNAINTARDUNES

HunaliiAnspaeundmiunisanuuudnang RenganditaensRanuLLsI N inuANN

° o’ y y \ 1 o v 1 i
A miuTunsain msﬁﬂwﬂu‘fmm’éqﬁ%@mqmwmﬂmeqsﬁwmlm@mL@Eﬂmi

A A P A o = ) o gy aAny o o o = o
AR UNNINNITANRALNDNAANANNIEWNT A\@vV]'ﬂ‘ViN@‘V]iﬂ@qﬂﬂ’]?N@ﬂLLUUQ{]@ﬂ?NLLuQIuN

u

NINNIANRAENYNHENAINIT NTH%}Y\O

o

4.4 HANITILATIZRATNISLARD UNANNNEFIFATDILARZTUAIANS

u Q

»

'8 [ %

O ) $)| a A o ' M ° o aal o
Bmm?{’J«m’]mmmﬁ‘m@@umzﬁ"mwmﬁmmmmLmeumm?mmmﬁm?mmmmg

U q

o >Q s a 4
@ﬂnﬁm@ﬂo‘u%mﬁm@m@mmmw‘mum Waz3aNgnies NTHA uanslunandsznay 51-53
(



79

5 n Pushover Analysis (Mode 1)

* Cyclic Pushover Analysis

®  Nonlinear Time History Analysis
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* Cyclic Pushover Analysis

] Pushover Analysis (Mode 1+2+3)

®  Nonlinear Time History Analysis
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Mean Cyclic Modal Pushover
Pushover
One mode Two modes | Three modes
Mean % difference 16.84 18.69 35.64 35.24
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&  Pushover Analysis (Mode 1+2+3)
* Cyclic Pushover Analysis

Scale Factors
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* Cyclic Pushover Analysis Q :
®  Nonlinear Time History Analysk\éb~
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Cyclic Pushover Analysis

701000000 ! Control parameters
243531129.815.05.00.019010 I Structure parameters
110100 1100.80.1 ! Output parameters
000.05 ! Iteration parameters

NODES

1 0.0 0.0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
2 5.2 0.0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
3 10.4 0.0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
4 15.6 0.0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
5 0.0 3.1 0 0 0 6 0 0 1
6 5.2 3.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
7 10.4 3.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
8 15.6 3.1 0 0 0 7 0 0 1
9 0.0 5.9 0 0 0 10 0 0 1
10 5.2 5.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
11 10.4 5.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
12 15.6 5.9 0 0 0 11 0 0 1
13 0.0 8.7 0 0 0 14 0 0 1
14 5.2 8.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
15 10.4 8.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
16 15.6 8.7 0 0 0 15 0 0 1
17 0.0 11.5 0 0 0 18 0 ) 1
18 5.2 11.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
19 10.4 11.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
20 15.6 11.5 0 0 0 19 0 0 1
21 0.0 14.5 0 0 0 22 0] 0 1
22 5.2 14.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
23 10.4 14.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
24 15.6 14.5 0 0 0 23 0 0 1
DRIFT

2 6 10 14 18 22

ELEMENTS 1

1 1 1 5 0 0 1

2 1 5 9 0 0 1

3 1 9 13 0 0 1

4 1 13 17 0 0 1

5 1 17 21 0 0 1

6 2 2 6 0 0 1

7 2 6 10 0 0 1

8 2 10 14 0 0 1

9 2 14 18 0 0 1

10 2 18 22 0 0 1

11 2 3 7 0 0 1

12 2 7 11 0 0 1

13 2 11 15 0 0 1

14 2 15 19 0 0 1

15 2 19 23 0 0 1

16 1 4 8 0 0 1

17 1 8 12 0 0 1

18 1 12 16 0 0 1

19 1 16 20 0 0 1

20 1 20 24 0 0 1

21 3 5 6 0 0 1

22 3 9 10 0 0 1

23 3 13 14 0 0 1

24 3 17 18 0 0 1

25 3 21 22 0 0 1



26 3 6 7 0

27 3 10 11 0

28 3 14 15 0

29 3 18 19 0

30 3 22 23 0

31 3 7 8 0

32 3 11 12 0

33 3 15 16 0

34 3 19 20 0

35 3 23 24 0

PROPS

1 FRAME External Column
2 0 0 9
2.32E+09 9.69E+08
0.03 0.03 0.497635856

- 2.93E+05 - 2.38E+05
1.08E+05 0
2.0 8.0 0.3 10
9800 1500 0.15 1.45
1.7 1.7 8 8

2 FRAME Internal Column
2 0 0 9
2.51E+09 9.69E+08
0.03 0.03 0.497635856

- 2.93E+05 - 2.38E+05
1.08E+05 0
2.0 8.0 0.3 10
6000 1200 0.15 1.45
1.7 1.7 8 8

3 FRAME Beam
1 0 0 25
2.51E+09 1.05E+09
0.03 0.03 0.46 0.46
0 0 1.79E+0%-
2.0 8.0 0.3 10
0.8 1.2 0.8 2500
1.7 1.7 8 8

WEIGHTS

1 432 0.0 0.0

2 432 0.0 0.0

3 432 00 0.0

4 432 0.0 0.0

5 3044 0.0 0.0

6 6088 0.0 0.0

7 6088 0.0 0.0

8 3044 0.0 0.0

9 3044 0.0 0.0

10 6088 0.0 0.0

11 6088 0.0 0.0

12 3044 0.0 0.0

13 3044 0.0 0.0

14 6088 0.0 0.0

15 6088 0.0 0.0

16 3044 0.0 0.0

17 3044 0.0 0.0

18 6088 0.0 0.0

19 6088 0.0 0.0

20 3044 0.0 0.0

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

0 1

1 1

0.12 0.11

0.497635856
1.57E+04

0 0

8 8

1 1

0.12 0.11

0.497635856

1.57E+04

0 0

8 8

1 1

0.080 0.074
2.89E+04

0.009

8 8

1.60E-03

2.08E+04

1.09
0.15

0.75
0.15

1.60E-03

2.08E+04

1.09 0.75

0.15 0.15
1.07E-03

1.79E+04 -

0.15 0.15

276.00 0.30

2.37E+04

276.00 0.30

2.37E+04

1.84E+02

2.89E+04

109

0.30

3.20E+05

0.30

3.20E+05

0.2 0.2



21 3044
22 6088
23 6088
24 3044
LOADS

1 0.0-
2 0.0 -
3 0.0 -
4 0.0 -
5 0.0 -
6 0.0-
7 0.0-
8 0.0-
9 0.0-
10 0.0 -
11 0.0 -
12 0.0 -
13 0.0 -
14 0.0-
15 0.0-
16 0.0-
17 0.0-
18 0.0 -
19 0.0 -
20 0.0 -
21 0.0 -
22 0.0 -
23 0.0-
24 0.0-
SHAPE

NOOO-~~000O0

EQUAKE

3224111

START

110




0.025 -
0.050 -
0.050 -
0.050 -
0.075 -
0.075 -
0.100 -
0.100 -
0.125 -
0.125 -
0.150 -
0.150 -
0.175 -
0.175 -
0.200 -
0.200 -

0.025
0.050
0.050
0.050
0.075
0.075
0.100
0.100
0.125
0.125
0.150
0.150
0.175
0.175
0.200
0.200
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