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EFFECTS OF CHANGES IN CONTRACTED DEGREE OF FREEDOM ON PLASTICIZATION PREDICTION OF
HYSTERETIC DAMPER IN HIGH RISE PASSIVELY CONTROLLED BUILDING

NIAZE S N i e
Koki HIRATSUKADY, Daiki SATO? and Hideyuki TANAKA®

ABSTRACT

The current wind-resistant design of structures is performed under the assumption that the
main structure is kept to an elastic state and mainly relies on design guidelines for load
recommendations on buildings. However, as the building’s height increases, it becomes
subjected to stronger external wind forces. In this circumstance, if a hysteretic damper is
installed in a high-rise building, there is a possibility that the damper may behave plastically
due to larger external wind forces. Therefore, understanding the plasticity behavior of
hysteretic dampers installed in high-rise buildings under the load recommendations on
buildings will pave the way to easily evaluate the elasto-plastic behavior of these passively
controlled buildings. For this reason, the authors propose a method to determine the hysteretic
damper plasticity based on the load recommendations on buildings and examine the effect of
using an equivalent model with reduced degree of freedom.

Key Words: High-rise passively controlled building, Hysteretic damper, Wind response

analysis, Time history analysis, Wind resistant design, Reduced model

1. [XL®HIZ

HE E JE =X, SRS O m IR IE R G B W TR R B LR 2B 50 DD, BLIRD
it EER BT CIIARE SN D e Rk DR B L C, FEEREE AR T IR RE TR D L IDICRET M TN TS
D, LanL, #UERISH 3 2R R 215570 (B w8 AR B L~ L T LS DB IR R — (BT,
ZoR—=) AT 5L, BTN L THEMALTHZENB LN, THFEZOLIRMBEEA R EL T, B ARG ERE
R E > THRBRGEICIHIT 0BG O RSN DINEARIET 7 53T IR ES N, A3 5
HALDFFESIIED T-H OO, il iR iﬁﬁﬁf‘%f@b\@rjﬁﬁ%f&éo

JEUE IR I 31T D RIS 1E O YEVE L2 T~ D7D ITIE, — MR S BT 2 WD B B D, L,
B % TR S E AR e LT #?Ufﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ% MR AR EB AR A RV & D, IREAE
BT YT VT HNERHLHIE Y, G LT DI N LN LD DI KRR LG R BN EE O
RERBHLRD, — 5 TRUNERFIZIS T D8 X, B Eiaet- RS0 Y (BUT, ff EFE$H) 2 H T

VORUR T RFBREL AESPE T 20 KB (T226-8503 #1431 WA F ik X = 2 [T 4259)
Y HUR L3RR PEETNIIZEAT W% (T226-8503 #1431 BRI T ok X = L BT 4259)
VMRS TR BN HANIRZERT EEAFSEE (T270-1395 TEERENE T KE 1 T H 5-1)

— 120 —



JRLA AR SRR 26 (2020)
National Symposium on Wind Engineering Proceedings26 (2020)

Gy BNCRHIE T2 Z L3 TE, BED O R G 21 TOBRIC— RN WDI TN D, D7) Bfa#t 2 IS L T
2R — DAL Z i 5 BN HE TEAUT, RS 697288 5 e ) 9= 4 oD 5 IR 1 26 B 4 92 T RO ICHE AR L o< %,
FBEEAENT 28T, MM EHEEZ LR RIITATOZ LA M REL /2D, TNODZEAFEEX TEELIT, MK
EBTNEEOTE = OB E B INHE T DFIEDORELIT>TND D0, LinLenb, BRI R
ZHWZRWIG RS D0 BRSO EEMIL, T E TISE RS AV JRR S BRE RIZ IS, Ji i B4 TPl
([ZET /AL TREILTRY D, B TR 2 IV D R RIS AT 6 e & Bl 9~ 2 ERAZEMNFEAE T2 AT REME
%, T DT, Jif B2 I 2 S B AT 2 D Z L7 K KRS BE L SRHAf 9~ 2 7230 1203, A SRS R -l o A
NIME—Z RN Ve VDN A A ThHD, £ TR TIE, MAILIZET AL ED, AXTMLE—HLIE
(CEDEPACEE 2TV, MRV E RO ALY HE FEICE XD BT O W TIRE 21T, 78k, AT
RIS DIRINZ L RS RFIEN AL IR e 2RI EL, 22N L ERB ORI G e D, £z, KBRS
D FD AELAZ T [ % R GRS AT,

2. A E BIARRETILELIUVEN IHRE

o 1 #EHHS 5. 0 N RO B A, N' MK OB, 1 b ERORT
!ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂﬂig ) D 1 WE—R, 14 MRB D 1 RT—F, F6) MiRImT
ZHMEET VEDHBEEET VIHENT 5 TIE ODEMW@FG-(:) ;@E%?&@E\%j}, mi: KRR O BT
o o s s ‘ o &, m A% OE &
IZOWTHR S, fak % ORIPET, ZRERmEelL

7= 1 REA R OSSR 2 R iR Y ¥-> gy @ B0 1; Clnding L

ZETRET 2, Tebb, MifIRIHO 1 KEA R g e Fiv(0)

Bl | BE—FIELOET LMD g
1ON-n —)

e
Frolt) > T >0

S S /) = G Sy D Le G, S AN N N-n(1) =P Mmy-n =P -

(Fig. 1(a)). MR OE BT, fHHBTOMRRRINE v S . v

F'yua(t
Mo EOEEZ, EEMNOMERARRAMEIZSNT . 'Y “
MM 726075 (Fig. 1(b) o £z, BANOME b @ —> 1 g FM”(t)j e = @ v
T, EEOMER & RBR IR BT O H AR AL E ] ) g Fyea(t)
@%Eﬁ\c‘lﬁiﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%i@ﬁﬂwﬁ’ﬁ%@ﬁ%%ﬁ%&: % =~ "% : | =
BOTHMISMA =L D LTS (Fig. 1)) . (a) 1*' Eigen mode (b) mass and wind load
WIZTL—A (2.2 BB IR) okt T AN AT Fig. 1 Outline of Contraction

IR (2.3 FiZ M) ORI TIEIZ OV TR, ik R O IR OEIPES, HiFIR DT AT L (71— L+,
2.3 HiZ M) OMIMEEAERI R DT L — LD EIC I TR TS, £z, Mk OIMREIRZETZ, (I0R M6 R
DR E T A 35 L Ie D T e B B Stk & T2 2 CIRE 35, MEFI% OISR O BRI B AW 1% Bk
LI AR 3 F OISR AR T2 MW THRIN T2, 7036, BUERT1HE Db D1, MMk OEE# T,
2.2 JL—LHE

KT, CHR 9)DEE 300 m, WEL D/ B=1(D, B: BEWDIE, WAT) DFEFIAINST IR H —Z R -
B EEE R GRET D 60 EREAWRET L (TL—2) 2 WD, 7L —20 1 IREAJEHNE, 1T7=7.49s THY,
SRR A MM E LT TS LT, T IRBIRER 15= 1%, 2%, 4%D 3 FEZ WD, 7ods, 71— AT
PRIRBEAIR OB DET D,
2.3 FUN—OEMNEREERLI-AMRTE

1 @ HOZ = RE AW IMRE (LU T, 0 /R—8) aga 13, 0.01, 0.02, 0.04 O 3 2= 8L, H3—D
FEARE I ZETE A Ray 1% 1/600 &2, B DX L/ S—FEREAMTT] Oai 13, B 1 8B OX L _—FEIRIEE AW )
Oupt ZZBHEL L, Al 3 A EEDEREHHTHUE & AW ) 70 A& JEAT 4 BERE L T2 (Fig. 2) o Oan 1F, au ZJHW TR
()TREIND, o/ N—DBERER S 13 Ray BEOVEREEEE b Z W TEL FOXQ)TERIND, R(1), (2)&V
KEDLMHEZNT, F o 3—RIE kg 123 LVkDHND,

— 121 —



JRLA AR SRR 26 (2020)
National Symposium on Wind Engineering Proceedings26 (2020)

story 6 0story

- -0 =0.01
60591 Ouil O ki or G
5 AN dyil Uyl 50 - 50 A 0, =0.02
w0l . 40 40 \ & 0,,=0.04
C 30 30
30 N C
20k Shear \—Y—/ 20 20
[ force ratio C 10
10 , kai 101 N/cm)
L ratio 0 0
0 ' . 0 0.5 1 0 25000 50000
0 05 L Fig. 3 Model of frame with ~ Fig. 4 Effective damper ~ Fig. 5 Stiffness
Fig. 2 Yield strength ratio Additional component deformation distribution
Or i Osyi /9 ’
Ouyi (]- SO0 o (kN
/ A / / 250
Osi f Ouf Osi A\Ayi O 0
Vi -250 Time(s)
y 2500 T N T I TR [ T Y T NN N NN |
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

(a) Frame (b) Additional component (c) System Fig. 7 Time history of wind force

Fig. 6 Restoring force characteristic
Qdyl = adyl W, 5,1_}4 = Rdy h kg = Qdyi /5dyi (1)’ (2)’ (3)

IC, WiEERERT, LML, BT /MMELIEX VR —%, FHMEEET AL LT AN RIS L TR SIBLE L7 A
Wil 7 L2 WD X L NI NI ET (LU T, F2R0VAER) 2 KIZFHIi 528 720, fERAI O FFA &7
% 10 ZZTCARBTIE, X o3 —DFEWEREB R LUIAHINRE A\W5, Fig. 3 ISAIRAME ky OBE&RZ 77T,
Fig. 3 &Y ko 1Z7 L — 2 ki (S FNBLE ST 2/ S— [l kg \ZEABLE ST SR MIME ky 2B DE TR
FREL TS, FTo, ky 2R T DB WDENE R L (BRE RIS TEENDEROL) au 1E, H 1 BEE 1,
Fo0EHEEZO0.1EL, FH 1 EEILE 60 B H EFTHMRELRDINREL TWD (Fig. 4), 7o, HIREIREEA
Wi 7) Quyi V&, Qayi LIAME T2, Lo TLL EDOEMMNG, IMRORIME ki 13X(4) TRIND, 7235, R ERE
TSy 135 THREND,

= Qm/( dyf/af)’ 0 ( du/ael) ), (5)

Fig. 5 120y ZED ky DS TS %ﬁ%ra‘ Fo, KT Fig. 3 1R T80 7 L — AR EHELIZET
NPT AT LEMESZEET D, 723, FIRITRMEREZ A S22,
2.4 DRATLBIKEEAMA

Fig. 5 (27—, IR, VAT LOE I IFEZ T, Fig. 6 FUZS T AT LOERZRL, 06138 RO~
L—LBEAW NIRRT, VAT LREIRE T AW ) Qyild, Fig. 6 [ORULIZE L HEHELD, KR S5,

Oy =ky -6, + 0, (6)

2.5 AN HOBE

HEED AR 32 B 77 13RI S5 S (2 i HLEE X0 2 e, J8 R R B D REZI T — 21, & &
FHNZ 14 JTRIEL CTWVD, 20T —H%, XFREY O @S B KO R SR GEERGE Uy=36m/s)
TOFHHM 500 RSN ) ~EBEAT ST, 728, /INIEOFE, FEGREBIORRREOEEITEEL T
72N, AN 1 ARIZ DX 60 B A DOWTEE 0.05 s Z A 14000 A7 7 L, 24 ME H LT,

Fig. 7 ICAR THWDIATRIRSN /) Foo DRFZRIEIR G 2~ AR CIIREZ IS E AT O )58 O 52 8% b T
D720, FIWIERIEIZ 50 s O Xa—7"%5%F, FRD 600 s(10 47) M TOINEZFARIZHND, 723, KT
(TAMRLIZ R E BB 5 D Z D JRELAZ T [ B F) 2t R EL, 24 WD T Y 7 VRIS Bz 72,

— 122 —



JRLA AR SRR 26 (2020)
National Symposium on Wind Engineering Proceedings26 (2020)

3. ftmMREMELHIE

REETIX, AT O 1 IROWKEE (BEA S, #HoE, ©—R)EZHWT, PAT7 AER TS AW %A~
IR IVE— S RNV R EL, ZOMEICHESEAIINR OB E AR5, 22k, %ilk4 55 HAUZBL Tl
R TR THHZENBH IR THDET 5,
3.1 BHHERE

AW, WMEACHIE SOk 2 S RSk ET L 2 % 60000 T Quss(kN)
3%, STHk2)ED, T2 AR BT U ChiE 8B AR5
A, 727 B i BT U CHWER A 2 578, JEm B D28
Bl ok L IR B 2 55— R, T2/ C: il EIZxE 60000 60000
U CHMEIRZ#E 2, JRA B DA B R/ (SR LT SV M 25 ) 2 (a) Rank A (b) Rank C
T B —ALERIN TS, AW CIL, BB O 0 JElHE A2 Fig. 8 Hysteresis curves (agy1 = 0.01,1&r= 1%)
F R BETAZENSESEIRET L 213T0 7 A BEI T2 C DIrRERD, KT 71K THIET D,

w0y <0, 7Y A, 0,>0, - T¥7C (D), (8)

ZIZT, Qi AT LB REO R E A 0 g AW 152K T, 7eds, REOET7OEREEHRIL Fig. 8 DX
725,
3.2 YATLEERBEAMAN

AT BEPEE R AU i Qa1 XA"%JV%»«/EI“/VWE WX FEH TS, SCHk 7) i, SRR (1 Rk E 1R
D 1/3) B HEG IRy SRR T BEL , AT NV — X NVRIT AT CTODHS, AR CIRIR I 0 B3
DL AT MV — R 21T, i%@ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬂiﬁ Fit)e v AT LMERHZ BT S 1 IRE—K 14 2 AN T
1 WE—H VRS TJREZNE  F)lE(O9) LR N5, 1 IRE—FNVES)D/RT — AT NVEE (SH)ET AT A
BPERFD 1 RE—Z VIIE (K BEON 1 IRBERER 1 & O TARI LB —2URHTIZED, 1 IRE—FIVIEE
BENL 1qs DIEEAER 22 10y 10V R HEND, 7235, VAT LD 1 WRIEER (& 1T, IINRBEBEEZ R =720
(23 i) b, (ELVBIR T T2, Lo T &RV E SIS,

60000 = Q.4o(kN)

FO=2.6,-F0). o, el #G) - s, (0r] 7 ), a0y

H(f)= 1 e =), D, (2)

Y .. f K
1- 2ly—
[Jﬂaf

1Js 1Js

ZITC, H(f): AT LHMERFIZ 1T 1 RO JERBUSE B, i BECRAL, fo: AT DHPERFO 1 IR [EA REN

i 7L — A0 VIR EA R AR T, BUSERICIIT 52 B AR COVAT LHEPEREO & 2T OFE MR 22 | os
i, R(13)EWEHENRD, U3 TRD = 105 ZFHNT, AHIVT AT LFVERH BT DI KA 6 & 5H
T5, 728, RAHFITRT g, 1T —r 7772 —ThHY, X(15)LVKH D,

Os =0, (B =1 80)s S, =104 2, g, =42In(600, 1 )+1.2 (13), (14), (15)

VAT LFRPERFIZ IS T DS AW T) w0 %, (14D 8 &3 AT KIVE kg % -V TIRALDHE 5,
e Qs :ksi '531' (16)

4. BHLHERER

ARETIE, MEFAIRTZOEME(LHE L 60 'E A (60DOF) /xTzAaé YRR\ C 351 2 I PR L S AT s B (DL, B
YHPERRATRE L) O LB ATV, MEAVE R DAL AL E i#%ﬁfiﬂ ZOWTHFEITY, 723, Mk

DO REIE 30 B A, 20 E A, 10 E AR, 585 (30DOF, 20DOF, 10DOF, 5DOF) Th b,

— 123 —



JRLE RO SRR 26 (2020)
National Symposium on Wind Engineering Proceedings26 (2020)

4.1 DRTLEBEEORZIECERTERICE THEMHE DT E

AT, SRR HE & [RAR BB PE AT RS RSBV CH SR 20N SSRUREIRRET > 7 & FH 975, Fig. 9
(ZART VB —Z VRN DB U7 wiQsi (m Q') % T 356 O E A G L OB MERRAT S 2 bl L= b 0% o)
o MHITRTRENWT T — D7 0y NIRRT 5 R ICB T DV AT LRE DT il 27 vy helao
THY, hSWTayhCHLHEBREDBRENT vk EICHDEGE, HIERS R LB IR RS A — 8L bz
CERFT, BRI T, B T4, T AN 13U EHDGE AT A, T2 CHR 1238 EHD
BAET 7 C o35, £, NIRRT ZNOET L, 24 3T ASHIBEPEMTRE R CHIBL Qb7
L7 o TNDNERLTEY, Rank AQ4-21)DY6, 24 W T 7 A LHIBILICRE RS 24 0D 21 HLZ LA
92,

Fig. 9 X0, SIBVEMRATAE RSB W TC, (ST HZ 8L T, DT DRNHT 7 C LRbf@ivbialip>Tin
HIENDND, ZIUT  EOHINNZHE, BB A DA LT 7o ThD, F2, T 7 R2LT BRIV TH
WL QDT 7 DI EDMUD JB I~ 772 o CWDBZ LR TE, T2 7T LDIELDENMKELIp> QDL
DR TED,

4.2 ARGRLVE—FIBHHERDRATLEERBEAM AERAW B EHE
FTHIDOIT 1& = 1%, 2%IZBVT, B TDag THEFIFTE CHBIELHEICRERELDB 2N LR TED,

H(m H(m
300 - 300 -
o F é 270 é s
240 i 240 : 5 g
210 F S i 210 i
180 i 180 - ¢ :
150 |- i 150 |- i
120 i 120 i
90 |- i 90 - i
60 - : 60 - i
30+ i 30 - i
-_._ Al Rank —0— Rank -_o_ @ Rank —0 Rank —0— Rank
A B C A B C A B C A B C A B C A B C
(1) aay1 =0.01  (ii) g1 = 0.02  (iii) a1 = 0.04 (1) aa1 =0.01  (ii) ag1 =0.02 (i) ag1 = 0.04
(@) 1&=1% (b) 1&=2%
H(m @® Analysis, Rank A(24-21)
300 - ¥ Analysis, Rank B(24-21)
270 |- ¢ @ Analysis, Rank C(24-21)
2u0F 8 i ©  Analysis, Rank A(20-17)
210 - a3 g i O Analysis, Rank B(20-17)
180k : ‘:‘ @ Analysis, Rank C(20-17)
150 s ? @ iﬁ:iysTs, Rank A(16-13)
- o Q ysis, Rank B(16-12)
1201 : A - Analysis, Rank C(16-12)
90 - ' O Judgement(60DOF)
60 — ] " 3 @ Judgement(30DOF)
30 B . : A Judgement(20DOF)
_ o— g Rank —0— Rank —é— ¥ Rank Judgement(10DOF)
A B C A B C A B C X Judgement(SDOF)
(1) aay1 =0.01  (ii) agy1 = 0.02  (iii) a1 = 0.04

(©) 15r=4%
Fig. 9 Comparison of plasticity judgement and elasto-plastic analysis

— 124 —



JRLA AR SRR 26 (2020)
National Symposium on Wind Engineering Proceedings26 (2020)

MEFORT2 B DD T ML T D8 2 HE TETRY, RAENMEL QO DI HIBMEMTE RICBWTIV 7 A T
HOHETT T C EHELTEY, ZRMOHERAZTHLIIEDNHERTED, —FHT1&=4%1%, ay1=0.01, 0.02 T
1E= 1%, 2%ERBROFERNPEOLNTZZ LT LT, aw = 0.04 T, 10DOF & SDOF (23Tl b3 g2 HE T
TTELT, BRI HER AL/ > TNDIERDND, ZIUTHERN T2 T, AT MLE—F UFFTIZ LD H H
LTS BABICRREDN AT TV ZENRIFEL TE LD,

5. £&H
BT, MHROLTZET AL ED, AT MVE—F R ID BRI S — O HEZI TV, MiFE sk

DEALABHAL K E FVEICH 2 DB SN TR A T o7, LU RSS2 AR,

(1). AT LFEIBMERE O R 2 EREATHE BB W T, BURZIRET L 7 VB LT 2 CHIBTL TW D7 7 D
BBMLOJE I~ D 72TeoTERY, T 7T EDIELOEINRREN,

(2). AT LM 1 ROKRE (B A JEH], B, T—R) DAXTNVE—Z VIR D OROI T AT SR EE A
Wr ) wiQsi (e Q'si: 11 DEDL DT Z R T) &2 AWML E IR W T, & (&= 4%, X7 3—
Hag =0.04 T, Mgtk o 10 B AL, 5 B mREBROTEME LT 2 AR E LHIETE, HIERAENL MO f
EREllroT,

(3). MRt O BB AT OB S EC HE_R R E R DA ORI CIX 10 B ARBLON S B ), ISEEOE A
WAELDZEND, KB LB E A TERVATRIENRE 2 DD,

Bt
ARWFFED—ER1X, IST PEFIA T TV T 4 — LI FINFFEHEE 7 07T M2 LD DT, Z2IZEEL TR O R
RLUET,

S E Xk

1) RARGCHE], #HEE, MAAr==LE: EEEy omt R ET, BEHRZ, 2004.6

2) HARGEMGE S  EREYOMRER S, 2012

3) HILEEA, dbArARSs, KARRE], il & R B AT S R BT 07 o T R oIXn 5%, H AR
G AR AL SE, pp.233-234, 2005.7

4) HARBE 2 S B R B - [RIfERR, 2015

5) M, BRI, YRR RIS R —%& A 3 58 & a2 31T DHEMEAL T I D Zh ZR ) i A B A
B 201 BEAMEBIONEMEO R, B ARG PPN, pp.55-56, 2020.9

6) A AL, Ve, B oe  JRIEIZ N— % A7 9 % i E T 35 T DI MEAL T I O 2 SR i K B A
¥ 202 B TRIORE, AARRE TS PIEEEAE, pp.57-58, 2020.9

7) ARSI AR ATE TR RHE R 2 S OO UGS - B B AEM/CFD ji A TR, 2017.2

8) VI ZZwE, HILEEM, Ve R, saRI&t, dbA & SE B8R )25 7 288 & JE Y O @ T — RIS RE,
A ARG A HAN A 4R, 35 18 &, 55 30 5, pp.79-84, 2012.2

9) [l A HIF, AEHMEZ, WH—B, PRI, BiEEE, AR D OSSR &I AN 7o dhi T AT
ET L TIEORSE 20 2 BAETEOEARRECOHER, A ARBEZSPUGEHELE, pp.955-956,
2019.9

10)ZEMRSE H], e KM, bR FRaE, 1R R, ARG SN & 5 8 U7 R R I B i R h 2 A7 5 2 Sl
EEY O TR —DFE I SEE THNE, B ARRE -SSR, 5 76 &, 5 661 75, pp.543-
552, 2011.3

— 125 —



