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Synopsis

The post-buckling ductile fracture behavior of cold-formed and closed section braces are becoming a
considerable problem of seismic design of steel braced frames according to previous seismic damage reports
and numerical fracture analysis results. To cover an insufficiency of the current seismic design method about
this problem, this thesis studied ultimate seismic performance and optimal damper design strategy of steel
braced frames including both circular hollow section braces (CHS, the most popular closed section braces in
Japan) and elasto-plastic damper braces as buckling restrained braces.

In Chapter 1, the background and literature review about research fields of steel braced frames were
summarized, and the purpose of this thesis was discussed.

In Chapter 2, the dynamic fracture characteristic of a thin CHS braced frames model was investigated by a
collapse test, and the existing CHS fracture evaluation method and the fracture analysis method were
validated under dynamic loading.

In Chapter 3, a structural ductility factor of CHS braced frames considering member fracture was proposed
according to the discussion of the cumulative plastic deformation capacity of in-frame CHS braces by finite
element analysis and some performance experiments, and the margin of safety of the current design standard
value were estimated and analyzed against a variety of section property and seismic inputs, which suggested
one of the limitation of the code-based elasto-plastic design philosophy as an easy and economical seismic
design method.

In Chapter 4, according to the above discussion of the buckling braced frames, a numerical seismic
response evaluation method named as “Generalized Response Spectrum analysis” (GRSA) for highly
intermediate three dimensional structures (to require higher seismic performance) with various damper braces
including elasto-plastic damper braces was proposed, and the accuracy, applicability and limitation were
confirmed.

In Chapter 5, the optimal damper design strategy composed of GRSA and optimization algorithms to
prevent member buckling was proposed. The efficiency of the proposed design strategy was verified,
analyzed and discussed in a series of studies using an existing lattice tower structure, typical
buckling-restrained braced frames in Japan and a concentric braced frame skin structure.

In Chapter 6, the conclusions of each chapter were summarized.
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(c) A double layer grids in 2016 Kumamoto earthquake (Courtesy of Prof. Takeuchi)!->
Photo 1.1.1 Observed low cycle fatigue fractures of concentric braces due to earthquakes
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0, BilT % 2 B L LT, SBREHERERIIC & 0 SRR T 5 72 SR Eofaik
PEALTWD, LT, ARRERAT 25613, BEVIEA Y L — A7 EORED VA
L%, —J5, IREROHIWEL K OF TR S, EERS X7 LAOEAEM TIXESE M DA Tl
i o7, EERGIFZ Lo THRB G2 B A I EEPLE L 12D,

Mass M

W
Mass N
Natural period:
i M
Specimen T=2r
Shake taE:le Specimen stiffness K, :
zz A W
(a) Testing system (b) Vibration system

Fig. 2.2.2 simple supporting type system®™®
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(b) BEEAOEVEE BAGE

Fig. 223 IZIGEROEME EILE 2777, FX@IOT XL 01, BEMOEMWEEEEIT, &
BEHS S & 0 R S, AKCEF MO % I U CRBRIRIC B e S T D, AT TSE RS
EIMBICRE I ND 720, REEZAMIEN T2 LENRETH D, £z, MHMIZIVEDH
2R DHEEDVETL S, THRFFIZIIT 2 BSEDOEEIRPL I CE 2, 72721, Rk
EIE, RO FOREIC I > TRAET ARG WETC Z/NEL T 5720, +aiiRY 784 L
NDINNWZERZ B L35, 72, FIEEEIX PAREZHFBLCE 20,

IRIERI OB S B E OIRENRIL, Fig. 2.23@)IRT 2 H b YO0 L EEFE & M & 3Rk
WIPE K O¥fliZe R OMIZ, RO TR SR @M K) &2 BEYICEHT 2 R 2% ETH T &N
TX 5, EFRURERITAERIE K O VK & UK ORITHRESN DT, HEEAKROES
JEV 2 FERI T T & D, RRORRIEAMEME B2EE T L A, Fil e SIC X Rt STy,
LB AN R 2 MR R & EEEORIIGR T 2 HENE Z b T,

Mass M
. Mass\ Specnnen stiffness K,
Specnngl‘ Loading jig\
Natural period:
fM
T=2x |—
K

Shake table
p
v | Y/ /zzzz2
(1) Testing system (2) Vibration system

(a) Basic system>!?

Mass M
N
Connection spring stiffness K;
. Mass Specimen stiffness K
SpemmglA Loading jig\ .
Natural period:
T K K,
Shake tijle Connection spring =2z \ |M K +K
|7 A Y/ zzza
(1) Testing system (2) Vibration system

(b) Extended system by a connecting spring 1)

Fig. 2.2.3 Suspension type system
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(c) BSITUONEMEE RAEE

Fig. 224 3 XU Fig. 2.2.5 I[CE OB E #HE 2 RS, B MOBEHEEILET, BLEI10E
PEAFER S, ACEH RO NER A S L CRRIRIC B S 2 s @R A A5, FEREK
ORI AEN SO ERICSH D, FlziE, BROEREEEEL, V=T 274 X —D&EIC
L VIRBIEONE - SMBE L BICHRRETE 5700, VUEBIAICL D 1 iE» D, KEHRS)

ZE D 3ENRE TR CTE 5, Fio, IEMERLERE B &IC PA R A BB DM i cX
%o SHIT, FERTEEERATRETH Y, ZEORBRKIC LIS TE 2, UEITRT LI,
H N O REEARR R OIS FEPIZ 22072 0, BN CERESARIEER RO ET ST g 12
21,

—JEWNETE SRS, Fig 2240 T K OIT, I bEARZRLERK THY, KL, LHs >
IRV BET S TWD, b, fidEs 21, FROISRT L 91, RFERIE SR 20 U
RS2 TR LSOO ERE A A RS LTV D, SBIT, [LH, RS 29, FReIRmT L9
(2, RERE SR S ST 2N B SR OB OB ARE L, TN, S5 2Dk v Ak
H7REEERR DM TON TV D, F72, Krawinkler 5 0%, RIK(AWRT X D12, $EE X D86
Z ) o —ERT, HETEE E & UTKEENITERE LTZ8hET 0 )) & 5642 S PA SURDE
BCTE 52 LBINIAIOEBEREFT L T\ D, 20 L SEHERIEEIIRNZEME L 72 5729,
B L T2 DEERGILE T L— ABNETH D, AmlI I OBEE 0 v X2 70T K ERES,

—JEHN AN OHERE Y, Fig. 22.5@)\2RT X 21Z, Julian B PN L DREMINRSH D, ZEst
BB N OLERE Y, RO X 912, Bachman 5 22 X AHloft, FX )itk Hic
PAIREFHT 20 v 7 H T L& Tremblay © ™2 X 28503 H 5,

FNTRIOIEWE B IR T L0 =T A7 4 X —7e &, BEEENIERT 230K E2 4 L
TRV, HEEOEUEN 2 IREERIT Fig. 22407 L 912, BB K, & SRmIE K, O3 5%
ELTHEILEND, Liondo T, EREEEOREANET K & K ORI CHE L, BEAEY 71X
Ky & EHFE 8 M 2 X o TS 2, SRR OEMEAIC X 2 AT O RJEMIIE K, 12 &> TEA%8
sivd, £z, FROISRT R DI, B SREFHA LIZESER G L - figh 5 I L0 fEt
ENTND, 72721, 3UKEAHT D EEEMEIEIITKIC L 2 BEEIILOE B Z B8 LT ude b
720N, —J7, Fig. 22.4(d)F LV Fig. 225 T L9218, myFx 7 h T AxHW-EATiEIn
> X7 T LPRBRIRD AT A GBS 2720, IRERIIM & K OB —E R L 725,
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Specimen\Loading Jlg\

Shake table
Ny

/Mass

Z

(1) Testing system

Connection spring

Mass

'

Specimen \I:oading i ig\
Shake table
\V 772 7771
(1) Testing system

(b) Single story system including a connecting spring to adjust natural period of a testing system

Loading jig N

(c) Multistory system >®

Specimen
— /Mass

Shake table

\V 7Z. 77773

(1) Testing system
Loading jig

Specimen | . Rocking

I column
Shake table | \i\ Mass

N

Z

2

(1) Testing system

(d) Multistory system including rocking columns

Specimen stiffness K

Support stiffness K,

Support stiffness K,
Connection spring
stiffness K;

Specimen stiffness K,

Support stiffness K,

Specimen stiffne

—

e

Mass M

Natural period:

K +K,

(2) Vibration system

(a) Single story system*1?)

s K

4

e

Mass M

Natural period:

7 =2z | EF KK
K +K,+K,

(2) Vibration system

Mass M, —>

<—Mass M,

e

(2) Vibration system

2-14)

Specimen stiffness K,

42

<«<—Mass M,

2-13)

Support stiffness K,

Specimen stiffness K

Mass M, —» / Specimen stiffness Kj;

(2) Vibration system

2-15)

Fig. 2.2.4 Self-standing type system (mass simulator is founded on a shake table)
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&
\o}
!

Loading ji
. ®a Specimen stiffness K <« Mass M
Specimen~._ ! % Mass
hak 1
Shake tab e\ Support stiffness K,

|7 2 777 777

(1) Testing system (2) Vibration system

(a) Single story system?>'®)

Loading jig

o Specimen stiffness K, «Mass M,

Support stiffness K,
Specimen\ ) )
,/ Mass Mass M, —> /Spemmen stiffness K,
Shake table Support stiffness K,
\v 2 777 777
(1) Testing system (2) Vibration system
(b) Multistory system>'7

Loading jig

S

Specimen stiffness K, ‘FMass M,
Specimen\

\Rocking
column Mass M,—> Specimen stiffness K
r\I'\Mass /
N ; A

(1) Testing system (2) Vibration system

Shake table

>

(c) Multistory system including rocking columns 18

Fig. 2.2.5 Self-standing type system (mass simulator is founded outside a shake table)

Table 2.2.1 Comparison of the existing testing systems including mass simulators

Type Simple Suspension Self-standing
Ref. 2-9) 2-10) | 2-11) | 2-12) | 2-13) 22__2’) 2-15) 2-16) | 2-17) | 2-18)
Mass suport is Inside Outside Inside Outsied
Story Single [ Single | Single | Single | Single | Multi Multi Single | Multi | Multi
Additionl Connection Connection Rocking Rocking
function spring spring column column
Shake table size | flexible Small Large Small
Loading direction Tri. Uni. | Uni. Tri. Uni. Uni.
Restrainer frame [Mandatory| Mandatory Not mandatory Mandatory [Not mandatory| Mandatory
P/ effect? Yes No No Yes No Yes
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2.2.4.  FHWDERBEIRATLOEEHERE
AT & 0 AU XD IEMEE BEE ORI SN R~ To, A, AIEIOBEZ S &1,
AR B AFMERE 2 729 FBR Y R T L D BARRY I 2 ik %

Fig. 2.2.6 [Z325 AT AORERE LOMREIR 28T, 1557 2 EEREE S, 1BMEE REE MR
B ENEICALE SN D IREIE N ERI Ch D, #ERIARIL A S, e E%E

I U CEMEE R E ONRNZE Y A END 720, ASER IS0 2-8) & [/ U < $EAFEHT 27 A b
v RED, 51T, 8430 2R3 A ©oEa L L, Sk 2-15)3 KOSk 2-18) & gk
RyX L TNTEERAT S, IR, REERIEWE RIERE %32 DR 1L 7 L — NI
B, ARLEBEBIININEEZ I U GRBE L6 S5 2 & THID THEMIE & 725, LT2Aio T,
ALY, BT 2EMEEEEL, RBA L — BN A OEENTHD L pJETE

o 7, IRERIZESEE B M &SRB AN K 23570 5 HifliZe AR L 720, AR X bR

BHRICIKTT D,

RIFIEE D > AT DHERUE, IR BEEN T AT AN5E/-ET 5 2 Lz, myFr
71T DT K EKRETERED PANRAC X DS EER B AR CE 5, $o, NEEMENTH D
b DDOFETFABRIR LML L TR SN D T2, MR alBR A — (A & b L T2 atEidm R LT
Wb, 7220, AEROEMEREEIZBW TS, BN S—Z 3R+ etk %
1TOWMENH D,

Mass M N
Mass ~ Loading jig

Natural period:

Rocking

O o
column > Specimen T—on %
e \ K

AN

2]

Shake table ~ A Specimen stiffness K
v

(a) Testing system (b) Vibration system

Fig. 2.2.6 the proposed testing system schematics
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FEERS AT MIRBIL T, IWHRBR T L—24, 77 Fax—%, REG, BEEEEE, A5k
K, FTEVEEB IO IEE TR S5, Fig 22.7 (285 ER S ORKE %, Fig. 2.2.8 IZEBRY
AT LT 7Y AR AR,

(@ IS AT A
REEEDOINS)T AT KX, 4RO X 77T K ENINEENOHERIND, nyX T HT
IFBEERIZLY 2R TIHOYE Y L—2o L7220, SRERAITINANCEY AE N, 4 HOIRE
A UCHERE LT 5, By XU T T LD AREITIART ) 7 (M5 2 A A ik L Tk
D, EUBEHAC K DEEIEROBE AR 5, ALEY, BEHBIORERZORIZLEHLT
Faxetd iU, BAR25-NEORBRIKIC LIS TE ofkkE Lie, Fig 2.2.8 IZ&#fnEUckT 5
EREEE Y v N T RERT £ DI, AEEITEMEORRIC L B RE L e o, )
TBEOEERFIC L FRREDOINT A B =R 2% T IeiNS B HRREBRIAR O K FABR S fRE & 72 D,
RENE BRI, HEET PC iRz W CTHEEIZER T 2,

Existing frame

— Actuator

Shake Table

Shake table

Extention table

Rocking column = 250 kN pin jig, Column, Column capital pin jig, Beam

Mass simulator [ Loading Jig == End connection D&®), Clevis A&B, Selfmade load cell

Testing system [

— Mass

Connection jig

500 kN pin jig

Reaction jig =

| | Commercial load

cell
= Specimen
— Reaction beam
. Restrainer for out-of-plane response, Restrainer for lateral buckling, Brace for
—  Otherjigs | o
out-of-plane response, Bumper jig

Fig. 2.2.7 System diagram of the mass simulator
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A

JEE R A A T 2 1 5 S A TSRS 7 L — A AR R O IR 5 SR

2

Paran

L&

100kN pin jig
100kN pin jig

Specimen

=
)
£
5]
]
(=
wn

Extensiton table

Extensiton table
Shake table

Shake table

X\

A VARG TV
%"&% /r|fv-vv..WwV\

.w %@

*Testing system is suspended by loosen slings for safty.

) S— \ A\ m m
S| g B AR AVAN SN KT
g A8 "&MQ//M% Y. . ) 3 / U/Muph&y’\\ g
273 DTk QALY T TN

AN

ANTAY

A\
N

\\\\\\\\ R

\

= N

\

Beam

Bea
\

Mass

Actuator
Actuator

End connection
End connection

Column
250kN pin jig
(a) Quasi-static testing (The mass simulator is connected to the existing testing frame by the reaction jig)
Column
250kN pin jig

for out-of-plane response

for out-of-plane response

JIS Brace
JIS Brace

Column capital pin jig
Column capital pin jig

Restrainer for out-of-plane response

Restrainer for out-of-plane response

Fig. 2.2.8 Testing setup
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(b) Shake table testing (Weights is set on the rocking columns)
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(b) IHE

Fig. 2.2.9 IZNJNEROMNIKZ 777, IIREEIFINEEOB L0, 7L EX ABLUB,
H o) n — R LTRSS, IREIGFEIRTIE, BRIk oEEARIEL o~ o — R
AR RAWCTEHHIT 5, 7~ iln— R/ WIAREREE O - DIRRNCBYEL, Sbx—%
B72 SS400 LV EWBRIRIN )& H 3% SCM M (AFME 6,=700N/mm?* UL E)ZHWTEY, E
e=3414(u)LL F £ TS ) ZHERFC& 5, F72, X r-Ulo— R /UEERIE 90 #ili5Z2  (@hi
TERGATE 126kN, FHERRATE 755kN) 2R L, © 2 OREESASINZ CHEIMIT 2 & 5 FLE R
BEnd, REBAOHEmIMRIIFER R AR 2, ok, ¥ r-VVillo— eV 3dRE G F265R
AN —ERELE L TRY, AmiIHUEL=& v~ illn— R DR L T2,

End connection @ 14 hole for (Restrainer shown in Fig. 2.2.10)
Column top Selfmade load cell
including spherical bearin, ;
o o | Selfmade ( g sp g) Clevis A&B
load cell [T & &
] End connection D
<D :
/ \
* O=ClE
»
= =[] ® o) '
[ miim=l w w
Rocking L [T /
column — ¢ & End connection (D End connection @
(a) Plan (b) Elevation

Fig. 2.2.9 setup of loading jigs

(c) HEmIMAHTAE
Fig. 2.2.10 |ZAS AN HTE B A2 7R3, NG RISREmMISIE L2 F 540 ¢14 DXV LA
FITTRY, HEAMERIEEIL 912 X UBE N L CHERT D,

Restrainer to prevent out-of-plane response of specimens

End connection Column top
©) / #12 Screw rod

T

1 -

|

Rocking
Column L
1" L

(a) Section (b) Setup
Fig. 2.2.10 Restrainer to prevent out-of-plane response of specimens
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(d) TG A

Fig. 2.2. 11 [CREEIE AR B ORI Zom g, BE RO T T 2 Viid ¢18 % U £LZ 85mm £ F
TRITHY, BEEARTAEITE X0 PC SO RIE) TR 5, AFBRTI 340mm £
v FEFEE 6 OB RIS B2k E L7,

Restrainer to

prevent la.teral buckling Girder
End connection D F Tendon
; 4 ] ;
1] a
,
Beam Rocking
E— column 7
(a) Section (b) Setup

Fig. 2.2.11 Restrainer to prevent lateral buckling

(e) HAaXIR

FERIEE O A L, BRI T L — X, RNuR—r viay, NuR—i5H, B Bx
M5, Fig. 228 1IR3 K918, MEAMIRT L—A1%, IS TL—ATHY, avx 7 hT A5
DO 7 L—AEATHIANCK U C X AUCELE T 5, Fig. 2.2.12 1280 /8—7 w3 g B LUV
—IGEAZRT, EHREEEEILAREREE LD L, BERIEROBAHT L— NRSEY T e
v VIZHRES 2720, BHRRIZSEREBEICIIR SR\, N8 —T v g VIR OT Y 7
OEEWINE H L35, N A= RITEER 7 L — Mil~O B EE L2 B &9 5,

T 7 F 2= A~ ORI R3S Y B2 W TT 9,

YT —

K}
e

(a) Cushion (red dot line) (b) bumper jig

Fig. 2.2.12 Cushion and bumper jig

48



2 B OEERRT 2 O A PR 7 L — A BRSO R E) B SE R

#

2.2.5. faEETRIDRBEIREE
BRI L, MR REIREICHIAA Y b — RV OEE)N D, RERIAEE AW
Nt %, £ 2T, KifilZL o ~vu— Reo 2 %2 B U B NIl OREREEZTT O,

(a) MRAESTIE
BIRBEICHIBHAAAZ T R — Rk b v b m— R ORI & folle ) 5.

(b)  FHAFHE
Table 2.2.2 |ZEHAIEH — & 27~ farEfl FITEZHINE &, &>~ na— Re/LWimifE 4;, Vo
TRE LD FXEHWCEHET 5,

+56 57+53 & +52 53+54

F = AE( )+ AE( )= A4E( )= A4,E( ) (2-1)
Table 2.2.2 Measurement item
Ch No. | symbol Mesurement point Type Instrument
9 Fy Load Load | Commertial load cell
46 €1 Selfmade load cell 1 (North East) | Strain Strain gauge

47 &2 Selfmade load cell 2 (North East) | Strain Strain gauge
48 €3 Selfmade load cell 3 (North West) | Strain Strain gauge
49 €4 Selfmade load cell 4 (North West) | Strain Strain gauge
50 &5 Selfmade load cell 5 (South East) | Strain Strain gauge
51 &6 Selfmade load cell 6 (South East) | Strain Strain gauge
52 &7 Selfmade load cell 7 (South West) | Strain Strain gauge
53 €3 Selfmade load cell 8 (South West) | Strain Strain gauge

(c) HfwrRTH

A B 2R R 3 2 YRR U R SEERIF O R & N D,

(d) FERERER

Fig. 2.2.12 \ZJ@¥ AWM B A", 72721, & r~ybu— R/ u @i £5Ramc BalE L
THEY, FARE@IEmEGTOMEZRL TN, FMART LI, Frrm— R bfiike—
NE/LOREFHIEIIIS L TR Y, BARE CHREFHIITE T\WD, £, FM@»3RT X
I, FF v vr— RELERWD Z & CMERHIEE MW ELTnd, —J, Frrm—
Rt & il e — R L ORF BRI 60kN (ZxF LT 2kN R Th o7,
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Selfmade load cell (Old one)

Shear Force (kN)

2 -60 \\?\

-80 E

Commercial load cell

Selfmade load cell

—_ 17500
1/250

>
>

1/100

®» S50,

<
<

1/33 Cycle

(a) Story force — loading history relationship

80

40

Commercial load cell
o

Story Shear Force (kN)

-80

40 0

40 80

Selfmade load cell

(d) Story force (commercial load cell, exact values) — story force (selfimade load cel) relationship

Fig. 2.2.12 Comparison of selfmade load cell and commercial load cell
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2.3,  FiREER

2.3.1.  HERAME

(a) FBEEEY &SRB RO

Fig. 2.3.1 \ZfBE=EY) & Wil 2R3, ARSI I, g 3 AU S ds@dgiaxig L L,
AREARITHEIERIC L 30K &2 L7 L—A MR DELE S U7z | A Mt & LC USIcET v
b3 %, Wit A 2 < 6800mm, J&#H & 3600mm OFEZFIRLERLCTH U, Wik FE2Ro-500%500x16
DOFEZ, Wik H-650%x200x11.5x11.5 DN ) VAN T » T THEEIND b D LT 5, HHERT
L—AX V F32 L2 K OMHELEN A TH L2, AT 7 L— AFBH DT L CTHEMEAN
JE ST B 2K Eh A R LT 5 7201l 7 L— R IRRLE & LT 5,

—>é j j _%WWIIIIJI ?
_>/é Aﬁ%ﬁf—---#w Mﬁed

Fig. 2.3.1 Target building and specimen model ing

(b) BRI TT

Table 2.3.1 (ZHEBMWTIERE %, Table 2.3.2 (ZRRBRIKOMEHRFEZ, Fig. 2.32 (ZRBRIAK %,
Photo 2.3.1 |ZHifATOREMA T 2 ~d, FZEB LI OFERITRT L 912, FBRIEROHIIWrH R
0-100x100x3.2, #& 720mm, ZIIWE H-130x40x2.3x2.3, #E 1360mm TH YV, HEAEHIL
PL-6 Z W@ L E AT 77 LB TH Y, Gmibl IR (PL-6x25) & IV TR 5, AR
DT L—RIFEELL 42, MR 70 DR REREEIE Lo W FTREiE 260 ) L7z, sRikdn 3
L—2WrfsE L& Y C742 L%, 7 L— AaHBIIUIR & H AT T G.PL Z4f LiAAE L L
T D, FETHAT PSRRI 2 AR T D RS LB L7220V, AR CIERAY - BhAYSE
BRCHR D8 2 > hORBRAE R L7223, Table2.32 (R & 518, & ORBRAIARE RS
OMEREZAT D Z L s LT\ D, 723, MERERKE R DIEIZFC 77, BU3IFD 77 T

HY, TL—AEBB 77, KEISHEET0T THY, RERARD DAEIL 035 & 7277,
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Table 2.3.1 Member specification
(a) Column and Girder
. . Section area | Moment inertia | Section modulus [Plastic section modulus
Section Material 2 4 3 3
A (mm") I (mm’) Z (mm") Z, (mm)
Column| [J-100x100x3.2 | STKR400 885 1.87x10° 3.75x10°* 437%10*
Girder | H-130x40x2.3x2.3 | SS400 472 1.13x10° 1.74x10* 2.10x10"
(b) Concentric Brace
. . Diameter to thickness Section area | Length | Slenderness ratio
Section Material . 5
ratio D/t A (mm) | L(mm) A
Brace | ¢50.8x1.2 | STKM11A 42.3 180 1220 70
Table 2.3.2 Tension coupon testing results
(a) Specimen used in the quasi-static loading testing
A 1
Yield Ultimate | Ultimate - Verage va l%e
Material N/ 5 N/ 5 . (0/ ) Yield Ultimate
oy (Nfmm') | &, (N/mm") | & ong (7o ay(N/mmz) o «(N/mm’)
Column C-1 [ STKR400 307.5 433.1 40.51
— 309.6 435.4
Column C-2 | (#=3.2mm) 311.6 437.6 38.30
Girder G-1 SS400 356.3 447.1 44.53
Girder G-2 | (¢=2.3mm) 352.1 441.0 45.34 3542 444.1
Brace B-1 | STKMI11A 262.4 327.5 39.28
—_—— 265.5 332.8
Brace B-2 | (=1.2mm) 268.6 338.1 44,02
(b) Specimen used in the shake table testing
A 1
Yield Ultimate | Ultimate - VeTage va l?e
Material N N | & %) Yield Ultimate
oy (N/mm') | o, (NImm) | Eong OV n?) | o, (N/mm)
Column C-1 336.2 429.9 42.3
Column C-2 (?g(l;igg) 337.0 438.9 40.7 337.3 435.5
Column C-2 ) 338.7 437.7 38.2
Girder G-1 $S400 333.9 435.8 41.8
Girder G-2 (=2.3mm) 340.5 437.1 47.1 339.8 436.5
Girder G2 SV 3450 4367 | 444
Brace B-1 274.1 334.4 41.7
Brace B-1 (S;l;l?\;[;llrﬁ) 274.1 3343 40.7 270.0 333.0
Brace B-2 ) 261.8 330.4 44.2
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1360
170 170
— ‘
b= o —— ] — ==
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|
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|
i
|
}
720 |
|
|
|
|

$50.8x1.2(STKM11A)

i (a) Elevation i
| 1360 {
s | o | o
30 | I : ] | | o
o ® ® 6 B.PL-19
(b) Plan

Fig. 2.3.2 Specimen drawing

Photo 2.3.1 Specimen before shake table testing
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2.3.2.  EHAEIEHE
AR T ETO

VR AR 2 0 5 A P TSRS 77 L — A A S i B O RSN 13 28R

FHANCEN O AEHEEFIEER UDAS)E AV, 7Y U JJEM % 1kHz, =

—/NAT 4 )V B % 200Hz IZEE L TCT —ZIWNERE1T 5, Fig. 2.3.3 ICEHAREE O ENE %,

Table 2.3.3 |ZHIEEH 279, ARFERCTIIENL, MEEE, E,

2 B RS TE AR08 172 £ OIS a3 RS %,

Response acc. 03 04

Response acc. as

TEO 4THHE Z5HIL, T b 05

Response acc. as

Holizontal disp. &, \\ H Holizontal disp. J;
—
Holizontal disp. d, i::ii:::::::::::, ————
Holizontal disp. d,
N Input acc. a; L
‘ m Input acc. @,
Holizontal disp. £ L0 0 [ 0]
Reaction force Py i " i
R R N e
L4 L4 4
a

(a) Measuring instruments for displacement and acceloration

100
1
| !:2 :
— e e
: (2) Section A to D
240 !
1 " 12
3 <A _— 34
240 | 5,
1 - G 516
LlaB _— \)) 78
1 = 50°0 )
240 | g % (3) Section E
SO b 1
T 20 402
\
3
(1) Elevation (4) SectionFto J
(b) Strain gauges

Fig. 2.3.3 Measuring instruments layout
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Table 2.3.3 List of measuring instruments

Ch No. | symbol Mesurement point Type Instrument

1 Py Shake table Reaction force Commertial load cell
2 Hy Shake table Holizontal disp. LVD

3 J1 Column top North Holizontal disp. Laser displacement sensor
4 0> Column base North Holizontal disp. Laser displacement sensor
5 J3 Column top South Holizontal disp. Laser displacement sensor
6 J4 Column base South Holizontal disp. Laser displacement sensor
7 a Extension table North Input acc. (In-plane) Strain-based accelerometer
8 a, Extension table South Input acc. (In-plane) Strain-based accelerometer
9 as Girder upper flange North Response acc. (In-plane) Strain-based accelerometer
10 ay Girder upper flange South Response acc. (In-plane) Strain-based accelerometer
11 as Girder upper flange North Response acc. (Out-of-plane) | Strain-based accelerometer
12 Ae Mass top North Response acc. (In-plane) Strain-based accelerometer
13 &1 Column North A-1 Strain Strain gauge

14 &2 Column North A-2 Strain Strain gauge

15 £3 Column North B-1 Strain Strain gauge

16 &4 Column North B-2 Strain Strain gauge

17 £s Column South C-1 Strain Strain gauge

18 &6 Column South C-2 Strain Strain gauge

19 &7 Column South D-1 Strain Strain gauge

20 £g Column South D-2 Strain Strain gauge

21 £9 Girder end North E-1 Strain Strain gauge

22 £10 Girder end North E-2 Strain Strain gauge

23 £11 Girder end North E-3 Strain Strain gauge

24 12 Girder end North E-4 Strain Strain gauge

25 £13 Girder end North E-5 Strain Strain gauge

26 £14 Girder end North E-6 Strain Strain gauge

27 £1s Girder end North E-7 Strain Strain gauge

28 €16 Girder end North E-8 Strain Strain gauge

29 £17 Brace end F-1 Strain Strain gauge

30 218 Brace end F-2 Strain Strain gauge

31 £19 Brace end F-3 Strain Strain gauge

32 £20 Brace end F-4 Strain Strain gauge

33 &1 Brace center G-1 Strain Strain gauge

34 £n Brace center G-2 Strain Strain gauge

35 £ Brace center G-3 Strain Strain gauge

36 £24 Brace center G-4 Strain Strain gauge

37 £25 Brace center H-1 Strain Strain gauge

38 £26 Brace center H-2 Strain Strain gauge

39 £27 Brace center H-3 Strain Strain gauge

40 €28 Brace center H-4 Strain Strain gauge

41 £29 Brace center I-1 Strain Strain gauge

42 £30 Brace center [-2 Strain Strain gauge

43 £31 Brace center 1-3 Strain Strain gauge

44 £ Brace center [-4 Strain Strain gauge

45 £33 Brace end J-1 Strain Strain gauge

46 £34 Brace end J-2 Strain Strain gauge

47 &35 Brace end J-3 Strain Strain gauge

48 £36 Brace end J-4 Strain Strain gauge

49 €37 Selfmade load cell 1 (North East) Strain Strain gauge

50 £33 Selfmade load cell 2 (North East) Strain Strain gauge

51 £39 Selfmade load cell 3 (North West) Strain Strain gauge

52 €40 Selfmade load cell 4 (North West) Strain Strain gauge

53 £41 Selfmade load cell 5 (South East) Strain Strain gauge

54 £q Selfmade load cell 6 (South East) Strain Strain gauge

55 £43 Selfmade load cell 7 (South West) Strain Strain gauge

56 £44 Selfmade load cell 8 (South West) Strain Strain gauge
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HEMEZ AW TN T OIS AT 5, 22 OB EffEIZT L— A |iEHmMEZIEL T 5,
(a) ZMEOEMEN R L OVBRIATE A

R ;%zézﬁ_@;@ o)
FERIZE :¢:%@w] os)

Z ZIZ, H=720[mm]

(b) T L — R B L O L— AR

P g, =l (2-4)
sin@

AT B : AL=(h, —h,)tangcos@ (2-5)

£ g, = % =tangpcos@sin @ (2-6)

T2, O T L—REWOAFEAE, by AR EE S, b AEED AFEE S
(c) JEHAMT
RENFEBRCIIZ v~ ve— Rz AnCae Al 1 28HT 5,

BEAMT Q:A3E[85;gﬁj+A4E(g7;ggj—AlE(‘gl252)—/1215(%) 2-7)

Z 2T, A1, Ay, As, As: v— REUWTEATEHIIE

(d) EMED
It L 0 =-ma @8

=
+F

ZZT, mo BEMEE

(€) K AMTNE L ORI AT /)

N EZ (e,—-¢ ¢€,—¢
JekE . — c| e27¢  ©47 43 2.9
£ Ocr 7 ( 2 2 j (2-9)
N EZ (e —¢e. & —¢
+ : =—<| 6 5 _ 8 7 2-10
ED) Ocr 7 [ > > j (2-10)
FEGYEAH 0, =04 + 0 (2-11)

2T, E:#ibr o 1R, Ze o FEnEAREL,  L=H/3=240[mm]
) TU—REWHTAW, T L—RHEi, T L— R ) R
AW 10, =F-0, (2-12)

Hil /) : N, = 9 (2-13)
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. N
i INA)E ‘QWZQE (2-14)
ZZIZ, Ap: 7 V‘—XL,H‘@FE

(g HOEMETE—A T
AR :M,=FEZg,, = EZC(SZ ;glj (2-15)

&, &

B /A P My =EZ5, =EZ | = (2-16)
C i . M.=EZg¢,. =EZ, [56 ;‘%j (2-17)
D /& LMDzEZ@szL(%_&] (2-18)

2
2, &, @B &c &b, : SFEWTEH ORI E

(Y

(h) BIE—AL |k

Fig. 234 [ZHMIC KD )T T V2 W TCBRIRI S & — A o Moy oG el 2= 97, A
BRI L— 2RISR U TRODEE SN TER Y, i e—2X v Myfild” L—2dilihic
LHNTR L2520, FM@@) & (b)ZERGDOEFEX(c) TRMi S b, FPEEFHOKE ) /o HERE
On(QartQOcr) = 1.07:-0.07 TH Y, 7 L—ANRZNIEBEAW N ZAHT 5, 7 L— A %
EFRIK@OINTE— A MR OBIGEINT 2720, ZmihiF ' — A & MIEIFRPRE T2
MERF SN D, Z ZITKIOD CIIEABRAOLZUEBIETS L OB ST R T O F R SN DR TH D,
IEXD, fiFfe—A 2 MIEM oMM - BHEHICED 5 TR TR TE 2,

b c M, =M ,+0,L (2-19)

ot P My =Mq+QuL+0,(H—h,) (2-20)

T T 7(1 ¢ r)Qb
=TI ==

(a) Moment of the frame (b) Unbending by the brace axial force (c) Moment of the specimen
Fig. 2.3.4 Moment diagram
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2.3.3. HfarEtE

(a) MERRIUMER Ufifr 28R

AR I O 2 AUBRIRIE 7 & H=720mm "CRR LTI ol &0 95, Fig. 23512
AR Z T L 9IS, ¢ ==1/500, £1/250, £1/100, £1/50, +1/33rad D52 ¥ 7 L EFHEL L
PSSR L T Y, ¢ = 1/33rad DRI 5 % O ERIIEE L £ 575,
BT I L R B 00 2 & SRR D SEAPERE DR A FIHO & LT 5, iR
BRI, BT & OHRe 2 3 3 OB OF v ) 7 L— 3 U THIN G,

1/500 1/250 1/100 1/50 1/33

< < > | <€ > i< > | <€

,,\/\/\/\/«VAV/\/\/M

£=0.07% £=0.14% | £=036% | £=0.72% £=1.09% Ste
T4 6 ¥ 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24P

¢ (rad)

Story Drift Ratio

Fig. 2.3.5 Loading protocol of quasi—static testing

(b) BEMEREN SRR TS L OB SR

Table 2.3.4 [T A = = — %773, SMEIREYFZBRI THAREIG: 1 0 FEBRR O A IREN R OI Ry
PEZ R 5, BIEEER CIIBLINIHE El CentroNS I %, FRIEUH] NS ClReR#h 24N L,
B % 35kine(JFRHAR C LU 3 M4 0D 78kine)lZ HHE(L L 7= HIEENE 2 IRIEA5SR 100% & LT
TEFT D, FEIEEER Tl 100% A J1(El Centro35kine-100%) % 2 [0l A 77 L 7= #1245 150% A JI(El
Centro35kine-150%) 2 fE8[#4~2 & T 0 IR, IRIBERITGEREMREL ZE L TREL TV 5, 7
B, 77 Faxz—FIENHETHY, HEENINEEZFE S LI2EMREE LTATIT 5,
HIX FEMA™0ED 5 4~12 J8EMOSERIZTEATAME ¢ =1/12.5rad ZHZ /2R L35, 72
B, 100%AT1E 150%AT1D 1 [FIHIZIE, FEVEE ECERIIL 7o B (EBRIZ SR A7 AT A
T SIVDIMERFEITAR ) KV IEE AT bV EERR L TAT B2 T %,

Table 2. 3.4 Loading protocol of shake table testing

No. Test series Contents PGA(m/s’)
1 | Elastic Vaibration Sine wave sweep (Amplitude: 0.12mm, Frequency band:0.1~10Hz)
12 Collapse Test El Centro35kine - 100% 7.95
3- El Centro 35 kine - 150% 11.93
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2.3.4. TImsEER CEFRIRR L iR
Fig 2.3.6 |[ZaRBRIAIRDL & BT IR O Hf 22, Photo 2.3.2 |2 FE A3 BRI 2 7T

< Elastlc > Local buckhng (Girder) ) Initial Tearing (Girder),
Ylel dlng (G1r der) Initial Tea.rl.ng (Brage center)

Initial Tearing (Brace end)

i ; | im o m |

oy

Global buckhng Local buckling (Brace end)

Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)

Local buckhng (Brace center)

1/500 1/100 1 1
@ (rad) = 1/250 1/50 33 Cycle
<€<—> < >< >< >

Fig 2.3.6 Summary of damage condition
@=1/500radx2cycle , 1/250radx2cycle

ZAE R CIS IR, B — Y X0 7 L— AuREN R 7R M b A R

=

@=1/100rad-1cycle-JF:ifs
7 L— ARREIEIE A, IR T DT ERADO AN R A, BRI AT 3N,

@=1/50rad-1cycle
T L— AR B, T L — A [BREERERER, oA R A

@=1/50rad-2cycle

7 L ZAERMEN SR Z R R (AR A

@=1/33rad-1cycle

FEATS RN T AR ORI LA C oy R A,

@=1/33rad-4cycle-7 |3
7 L A R R 0 R A

@=1/33rad-8cycle-7 | i

A &5 1 ) e e =R S S

@=1/33rad-29cycle-5 |3
SO T 7 7 2 ¥ AR A A
[R5RCFH]
« 7 L RN A T, AR & SRR R A LT,
- T L— AT & AEEEINRE D 3 b L DREIREBICE Y, WA Lo T,
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(a) Brace global buckling (1/100rad-1cycle) (b) Brace local buckling on the central part (1/50rad-1cycle)

! ji
iill!

\|
b

i't,

)’
h
i||!

)

|
I
\/
!

‘

-
-

(d) Girder local buckling (1/33rad-1cycle)

(e) Brace initial crack on the central part (1/33rad-5cycle)  (f) Brace initial crack on the end part (1/33rad-8cycle)

(g) Girder initial crack on the left end (1/33rad-29cycle) (h) Girder cracking point on the left end after testing

Photo 2. 3.2 Damage condition of quasi-static test (C742 specimen)
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Fig. 2.3.7 \CEHEE AW IERE %, Fig. 2.3.8 \C ¥ AW - BRAARRE, Fig 23917 L—2A
Sefffdys /- SAmREEBHR &, Fig. 2.3.9 ORI OETITo=1/33rad BrDH 1 7 VEZE T,

1) AEEAWS
Fig. 23.7 1R T K 912, BIRONS T (&M 2T M4 9 =1/500rad-1/250rad)lIZ VT, 7 L—

ANEE AW DOIRE LB L TnD, 7 L—AENEBMA LT 5 9=1/100rad LAREIX, #=IEOHN

XEm

(O > THER EALE OB AW A ER$ 2, Ziud, 7 L—ZNMEL, 5 B2
272 DIZONT, HER AW EAHT 2 EHEMENERT 2720 ThH D, LLELy, A
AWONTBIT DL, 232 B TR~ SR & i —E L T\ LT 5, —0, 7L
— AT HI 3+ 3E T % p=1/33rad-8cycle LA#: 1T, HELEHIA KB EARI 2 &BT 5 00,
ABRIRIT T L — A TERRIRT L 72 o 72728, RIS AEICE D £ TK 20%~50% DI T8
AT 2B Lise T 7,

2) WAMT-EMZETERR

Fig. 23.7 \R" T L 51, 7 b— RSN LA A4 U D p=1/33rad-8cycle F THEFAH AN
INZHR L CHEITHD H DD, Fig. 2.3.8 (@RI L 1S, FEMHOM MK TR0 Ry i o 28
12XV, FIKOISRTAERROBREC 50 2RI/ NS <, BIEROBRERIIE, REZRA
U =T DRI 2 R TR IR L B 2 B D,

3) 7 L— AR RS R B R

Fig. 2391’ T XK 512, 7 L—AEKEIEIG X o, il 2 1TEE L L, #HAE 7 L —A0D
G.PL B2G N IAmmEE &l c& 5, —F, MEIERARECS IRMEREITFHmiE L b K&
VIR & 7e o 7o, TR /119 =1/50-1cycle & TLET D0, JashFEEm & #3850 L 7= 2cycle LAREILIT
THEFRE LV, £7-, BIEMI S @=1/33rad-2cycle IR F3& LV, ZhU, JREBEEE
ERICEERICE D e UNREL, o=1/33rad ERIEEATIZE B2 o T, 7T L—AEBMMHVE 5
e BleHeBFEZbND, 7L — AN G JREERE AL U TWDA, ZHUIHREEN DT
DM OELEE 2 b D,
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Shear Force Q (kN)

B2 B JREIRBRRNT A O N EHE T L — ARG O IR 5 SR
r—— : Frame + Brace : Brace : Frame |
Elastic Loca:l buckling (Girder) Initial Tearing (Girder
90|< o Initial Tearing (Brace center) e )
Yielding (Girder), o .
fam iqog - Initial Tearing (Brace end)
z 60 I |
4 RN Y |
S 30 prL AN g i i
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%O : ‘El,ll'I,-i-',':'-x|':’\\“\='|'1=1"l\
Lg -30 | T (A SRR R O O A O A O S T T B
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s -60|  Global buckling | 1 ocq) puckling (Brace end)
-90 Locai bucli(lingf(Brace center)
1/500 1/100 1/33 Cycl
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Fig. 2.3.7 Shear force history
90 90
Frame + Brace
» ) \__, Initial tearing
60 Initial tearing 60 (Brace center)
(Brace center)
30 Frame E 30
Brace \4 ?
of ¢ 2 0
=
=i
-30 2 -30
n
Initial tearing Initial tearing
60 (Girder) 60 (Girder)
Local buckling (Brace) Local buckling (Brace)
0 Global buckling (Brace) 0 Global buckling (Brace)
-1/33 -1/100 1/100 1/33 -1/33 -1/100 1/100 1/33
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(a) Comparison of story, brace and frame (b) Story shear force

Fig. 2.3.8 Shear force — story drift ratio

relationship

Oy

I-Inital tearing (Center, 4)
—Fracture (Center, 5)
L Inital tearing (End, 7)

[~Fracture (End, 7)

300 Inital yielding
:
Z/ 200
© 100
o
2
3
= 0
=
Z
- -100
0]
N
s _pgolLocal buckling
£ (End)
3
Z 2300 Local buckling \f
(Center) Global buckling
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

Normalized Axial Deformation ¢, (%)

Fig. 2.3.9 Normalized axial force — deformation relationship of the brace
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2.3.5. PIEsER (GEMERENIRER)

(a) FHIEL

AREBRTIE, SRR TRE), DI, [HEPERITE) 28E L, SERELIER SITE
RADHERA (SRS HEARSTE), IREE & SPERIPEIC 1 250E L CRRERREI 2R L TR
MZEFT D, LIzhs-> THREENT 045 (5O NRZ B E T 5,

(b) [EAHRERFE:

DI ARG A7 bV OE 2 A CREAIREEZ 0T 2, IR T — 2 (3R E G kA
NIRRT — A RO 2 R A TR L, B REMR O 4 M E 2 iERR 95, Fig. 2.3.10 | Parzen
DAY L« 7 4 RO ZRAOVTEHME LAY MLERT, EbL0TF—ZIZBNThHE
— 7 REHUT 737THz LHWTTE D, ZOMIZHE—7 BAEL DA, IS T — 24
(OHz 5 & AT 4 — 7 HHROITIR LA0 Hz) BB L TRV BROH 57— 2 Tl BLE LY
AREADEAFYIL 0.136s EHEETE 5, 20L&, FEMINT X 0 #E L7 o B4 5
130.303s Th 1, FHRIT A7 PR SREEY) O JE ] 2 FFELH Sk T 5 &Il 5, Fig. 2.3.11
(ASEERS & R A 7 g, R EBOR M FIETI A —T7 U =R ¢ = 0.1 TIEEAHIC
it U CRAZE 2%FRBE LN R ORSED) & VD, IERERIT A & LT E=4.6% LT 5,

(c) AJIFF8iE

Fig. 2.3.12 |2 FEBiA . EONEEFHAIME X 0 FH U8B A7 MV EAREMEO 2 787, I8
T RO E=4.6%%2 AT D, FRITT 7 F 2o —Z CR0E Lz BN T), SEREHRET A
L 72 ) (B J6 IS ORI O ) (BA) & Lol 32, RIS K 9 1C, HEEFEC
#f19~% El Centro35kine AJJNZIVNTIL, A87E 100%¢H 7] S, 1 0.2~1.0s OFIFHC B AEAE & ki
MES, 025 LT OHEPHIZ BT HREFRREAH O 22 bR BEME & 632,
7=, F87E 100%H 77 S, 35 KON Sy 3JEH 1.0s LU F O THIEE L JA & —B L T B A&
BUHERTWD LHWCE 5, LLEOMFLY, AERIEEOT 7 F 20— & 1)1 3B IE O
4% El Centro35kine J#(ZoW T, BERBEMEICK L THEMEZA L TV D LHEEShD,
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Fig. 2.3.10 Fourier spectrum of the response acceleration
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Fig. 2.3.11 Transfer function to estimate the damping ratio
40 2 : 200
35 Output (1 ézgo? . )046 <—Natural period < Natural period
0 0 /]
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15 2 { L LT w AV
N v
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Fig. 2.3.12 Response spectra (Damping ratio is 4.6%)
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2.4 IRSNMEIRRER

DU I3 OHAT BRI SO D TR L L, #RIAT) & OZERDHERR S 5 SUTE iR U 5.
2,41, HEBRARRKR

Table 2.4.1 (Z AJTHIEN: & E20NEERS L ORI O — &2 /~d, 22T, 7 L— ALK
JER KO I S L OERHAME X 0 T L, 7 L — R G, ZREEE, 7 1—2A
kT, AT E AR X 0 I U7~ Photo 2.4.1 33 J. X Photo 2.4.2 | ZEXBR{AIR I 279,

Table 2.4.1 Damage condition of the collapse test

Input wave Story Drift ratio | Story Shear Force [Resp. Acc. Damage condition
(El Centro35kine) @ (rad) O (kN) (m/s?) g
Amplitude No. [ Max. |Residual| Max |Residual| Max. Brace Girder
factor
100% Ist -1/79 | -1/540 | +64.5 -0.91 -16.1 |Global buckling -
’ 2nd | -1/55 | -1/354 | +71.2 | -1.11 -18.6 Tensil yielding -
1st | 2133 | <1278 | 4852 | -138 | 219 | localbucklingd g,
Initial crack
150% | 2nd | -1/19 | -1/109 | +847 | -2.00 | 211 | GrosSsection |y ool buckling

fracture

Initial crack

3rd | +1/11 | +1/16 | +42.3 +1.2 -11.2 -
Frame collapse

El Centro35kine-100% A /] 1 [A]H &2 [A1H

7 L — AR, BISRRERIEAE, 2 [EAT) L bIZREROFEB AR L, FHIEREERE L
JEJE T oA IFRI AT & R U BT T A, A O BRI N E VY,

El Centro35kine-150%A /) 1 [alH (Photo 2.4.1 (a)~(d))
7 L— AR A, SRR A DERIRREE b &\ REUE A, YRR IRIEAE
B L OV E K0 A L 7o 7 L— AR DMESE S D B D R S A7z,

El Centro35kine-150%AJ1 2 [AlH  (Photo 2.4.1 (e)~(h), Photo 2.4.2 (a)~(c))

7 L— AR, ISERRIC Lo, SRR, K& REREEA Y,
RO EAHEN RIS 5, 7 L — Al A L3 &2 2 B s
El Centro35kine-150%A /) 3 [A1H  (Photo 2.4.1 (d)~(h))
PRI, BEERE L FRIRFC T L— A5 [RGB SR L, LTI e=1/6rad
T, STHK 2-20) 16 FRBRIRI IS & LT cBIE L7z Ll 2,
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\
\

_

\\/

<

o
=30

(f) Brace gross section fracture (150%-1st)

(g) Fracture section (after testing, left side) (h) Fracture section (after testing, right side)

Photo 2. 4.1 Damage condition No. 1
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(2) Girder local buckling (150%-2nd, right end) (b) Girder local buckling (150%-2nd, left end)

| AN S W 0 00 090 |
A& T/ . TS
| sy oy &Y ~ | AT

| 4 gy . |

|

N e
L

B W Ao

IIIII

¥

L)

NI
‘Il
N

j
v

(g) Girder local buckling (after testing, left end) (h) Girder large deformation (after testing, right side)

Photo 2. 4.1 Damage condition No. 2
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2.4.2. EEUIEERR

A, REBRIKOBIRFESEENC SN T, BFHAMEORFZIER Y 2 F ORI 08T 2,
T, R II AR IR 2 B E S Y ORTS,
() JEMETESA

Fig. 2.4.1 |ZEMEARLIRE A ~3, FR@IRT L 1S, R 1000 A1 TlE, 7 1L—RA T4
REEJESCD [BRMR 2 ARBR T2 b DD, FREEEIIFE O TIVEIL 2 EO AT TIHER—TH 5,
&R 150%D 1 [FIA AT, 7 L—RTREEAE L2 b OOLWEEENICE ST, EEEHAK
fp=1/128rad TH Y, 2 [FIH AN TT L—AN LW 24 U5 & ISEEMA A ol 1EH I
SIMITHR LIk Ep=1/21rad(1 [FIH A1) 13 5 Z5cek Lo, RN AT L D12, &R
BICHEET 5 & 7 L — 2R AR OIS RIIMNCTH O, LTSS 2 & 6725
REED) DBRREAEEN B LT W EHEE SN D, i< 3 BIE AN TIE S HIOREBMATE M
DIEFANTEER LIk i p=1/6rad Zitsk L7z, REMNET L — ABZFEAERE) B IES I —HHY
IR LTEY, myXr T H T MMIED PAIEPBELTNDEEZX BND,

_ Global buckling (Brace) Yielding (Girder)_ Local buckling (Girder)
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Fig. 2.4.2 Time history of response acceleration

69



92 W BRI M O MR PESE 7 L — AT ERE B O IR E) 5 F2ER
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Fig. 2.4.3 Time history of shear force

70



92 W EERMNTZ A O MR I TEEE 7 L — ARG B ORE) 5 F2ER

2.4.3. fE-ZEE

KL, HANBEOREBRASEENCHON T, ME-LEEREAWTONT 5,

() EAWT-ERZE 4B

Fig. 2.4.4 |28 AW - TERETE A BIR 2 /R, 7 L — AR AT BN SR T L2 & L,
T L— AW AR B RO B AW B B AW ICE S 2 TV D,

53 100% 1 [MIH&2 [AIH AL
Fig. 2447 X912, 7 L—AN2KER X OSERMREZERTHH00, 2KE LT
Round-House I D E LT-ERE A 223, HEERLITHMERHEICH Y, BRMEL /NI,

%5 150% 1 [EH AL

Fig. 24400\ T X918, 7L—R1T 1 ERORE R —7CTREEREZA L, Z0D% 2~3 [
REBRN—TEHRERLT-OHLBIGEAEL, M, SIIRWITNbM/ME 240k, —F, 71—
ANEFELLBEE L0, HREHOARMAEITI EF L-bo0, JBEAW T L— 20T

MIZAEL TV D,
5K 150% 2 [AH AL

Fig. 24 4c)NRT K 2108, IWVEHIHO 5 | 5RMIE & — 2 #88k & [FIRFIC 7 L— A DNSERMEWNT 2 4%
FINEREE VR cE 5, £, HREHITT L — Rl & RSN IR L, 7

L — R FEREMT DV — 7 TIEAETE M p=1/30rad FREEZ#RBR L, ft< | EH DR E 2 —7"THRK
JEVEA B p=1/13rad Z#BR L, EDERDIERE/L—71FEMETEA DIEH IR D,

—77, FNTRT L 9IZ, 7 b— AW IO I ERAR R ©— 2 2T 5 b oo, B—
7 fEIZ-40kN FRE Th 0, HEFAIMER U BRI U TR HLA SR U 72 e K7 B 20~30kN
AHEZTWD, ZiIUuL, 7L — AR SRR L2 EZE L, 7L — AN 2 B
T 572D TH %, Photo 243 (127 L— AW EMIN 23 K 918, 7 L— AW O—H#3 356
HWZEB LTER, 810 O LS SNTIEY, Y10 02380 B> TORD R TE 5,
703, Mkt D7 L— A EZEBIS I P OB L Y fER L TV D,
5K 150% 3 [AH AL

Fig. 244" T X D1, 2 FEH DR E RIBEE L — 7 Z 08k U TR CRAEHE T 7 7 P12

BARZALTEY, BEAWINBEIR T 28 03B XL 0 Wt & 2,

71



92 W BRI M O MR PESE 7 L — AT ERE B O IR E) 5 F2ER

Initial tearing

80 80 (Brace center)
60 Frame + Brace\ 60 Frame + Brace )
40 ] 40
z z
< 20 < 20
Q Q
(] ]
g 0 g 0
=~ =~
- =
S -20 g -20
< <
n )
40 -40
-60 -60 Local buckling (Brace)
-80 -80
-1/50 -1/100 0 1/100 1/50 -1/50 -1/100 0 1/100 1/50
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(a) 100%-1st &2nd (Brace global buckling) (b) 150%-1st (Brace initial crack)
80 40
Initial teari i
60 F Gross section fracture 30 nitial tearing (Girder)
rame + Brace .
\/ (Brace)
40 } .
z - e Z
< 20 <
Q Q
[ (]
£ o :
B~ =~
g 20 8
= =2
n A
-40 -20 4 ./ Frame + Brace
-60/ Brace collision after gross section fracture -30
| : 2 loops until initial tearing of the girder|
-80 -40
-1/30 0 1/30 1/15 0 1/30 1/10 1/6 /5
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(c) 150%-2nd (Brace gross section fracture) (d) 150%-3rd (Girder initial crack & Frame collapse)

Fig. 2.4.4 Shear force — story drift ratio relationships
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To be crushed
(Impact remark)

To be penetrated
(Impact remark)

(a) Left side (b) Right side

Photo 2.4.3 Fracture section detail of the brace
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Ag=0.46~0.52(%)
Initial Itearing

time (s)

(d) Time history of normalized axial force (150%-2nd)

Fig. 2.4.5 Normalized axial force — deformation relationships of the brace
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Fig. 2.4.6 Bending moment of the girder end — story drift relationships
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Fig. 2.4.7 Comparison of Brace hysteresis (Quasi—static loading vs Dynamic loading)
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Fig. 2.5.1 Schematic image of strain concentration ratio «.
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5 = 0.0683& " (?j (2-31)

79



92 W BRI M O MR PESE 7 L — AT ERE B O IR E) 5 F2ER
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(a) Global buckling
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(b) Local Buckling
Fig. 2.5.2 Phenomenon logical model to estimate local plastic strain range
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Fig. 2.5.3 Schematic image of metal fatigue fracture evaluation
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ENTE, ERAIETA R S kS & 72 D, SS400 T C=35, m=-047 TdH Y 2, LI
BEAAEAITQA4) L 72 D, FERRORHiEE 248, - A% M ba T o & LB EIT L e & LTI
P, [RIEEEEAS -4 )T EE LT RH T I & HIE S 5. AT T DIRE R A E A RRETR (AR

SO L EFRT D,

SAs,, =3857-Ag, (2-41)

VLEX Y, JE7-RERIRE ) & BRI Xe,, & HVBIETE ﬂ%mmzlshp R, S O
TSR & Db K FTRERE 7 L— ARk Ofr R 2 T35,
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2.5.2. BEANHELFHBEDLLE

Fig. 2.5.4 |CAFl# FERI I 1T 2 LA £ COREE DR Z, Table 2.5.1 (ZAEHTREAMRFL]
Rt , £ O FE FOFMAUTERR R LV B < KRR REEEIR O AL HET D, ZAUTEE
=D R RSB RAT ~ DA IR AT 2 B L T2 2 B OMLE & LT, BRBR L 7o RS 13RE B 5%
M EIREAs, 7l 572 T 5, Table 2.5.1 DRZFERBIO IR T XSS, RELHEE
DFERF 2 FRAERITE D256 ClE,  HEFRFAIRRR Uit 5 R L o =1/33rad-1cycle,
PR & FEBRRE SR LK 2.5 PRREE DRRZE CRZUS AR 233l L, BIdsiki R e s L, FEE
A TARREEPAPIC W TERIFA ) R BB E SN 7 L —ZXIZTEAARETHDH L EX D

Do —77, RFHMEENZ G TH D L H 7 LTFAT DJRERR RTEITH 32%, BRA TR
#125% T o1,

Normalized Deformation

» M |
S / <—Fracture (Testing)
Pt Local Strain I
s -10 (Calculation) Fractu
2= o < racture
2 Local Strain (Modefied Calculation)
2 _po|(Modefied Calculation) [ ocal Buckling
= (Calculation)
< i |
Q i i .
S =30 Local Buckling < Fracture (Calculation)
(Modefied Calculation) V
¢ (rad) = 1/500 1/250 1/100 1/50 1/33 Cycle

(@) Quasi-static loading

R ™ | ——

-10 AN Local Strain
(Calculation)

Local Strain

-20 (Modefied Calculation) /

Normalized Deformation

Fracture (Testing)

Local plastic strain (%)

I
30 Local Buckling Local Buckling | le— Fracture .
) (Calculation) (Modefied Calculatwn) : : (Modefied Calculation)
_ 100 % - 1st —_  100%-2nd  _ 150 % - 1st 150 %-2nd  _ time (s)

(b) Dynamic loading (Collapse test of the shake table testing series)
Fig. 2.5.4 Time History of the local plastic strain (calculation value)
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Table 2.5.1 Comparison of the Instant of the Brace Fracture to Test Result

Loading Type Calculation Modified Calculation Test Result
. . @=1/33rad @=1/33rad @=1/33rad

Quasi-Static 2cycle 3cycle 4cycle
150%-1st 150%-1st 150%-1st

Dynamic

101.924 s(total time) | 101.674s (total time) 99.181 s (total time)

2.5.3.  BEANEEFBEEEDHR

DRACFHE DS RETRIFANIC I W TR Y L 72 LT, 7 b— R R0 RBIEZE MR OHER %
WO T %, Fig 2.5.5 \JRiBERHmE 2 F V7o SAREZE TAMEREAE & SRS DI S ikl =X oD b
R, FBNTRT XK DIT, FRIOAT TIEEEE ?)&rbaadsh,, DIGRPBZE & 72> THIWPHIE &
720, BT TITRAEEME 26, DR L 7o THRWPHIE & 725, 24U Fig. 2.54 (b)IZ
AR OIT, HEBISE TIET L— AR RINVE Z#5R UCEBIR A4 Ui, ZEENZHIZD /)
IRIEOISE 2R L, de, %7HIT 2 7= DBEENH L, IMRIED &0 2 EIAM 8 57
DT D, 78k, BIAITREEE 2L U TEH L B R 5653 150%0 1 BIR A D%
M L7255 A T, SRR T)J:Efllaazlsh 13X 7% E THER U CRBREIE & 72D, 7, B HiRE)
B LR WAL LTI, IRIEDS & 2 FREE(CRET B Clid672.18%) £ THIR T
DI, de, 13 THIR EHT THMREIROHE & 72 5,

PLEORERIR, HEBINEEZZT57 LV —RAT—ERREZE TS &, MAHETR LY, RE
72 &/ NIRRT K 2 HEMERED C & EARTIC R S FIREME A RE L TV D LB R BiLD,

T
Steel Fatigue Curve (SS400)
1000 :
Shake Table Testing
Shake Table Testing (101.924 s, Modefied Calculation)
(101.706 s)
&
S’E Shake Table Testing (101.706 s)
03% Only 150 % - 1st input
N
500 Quasi-Static
(Modefied Calculation)
Just after o~
100% 2" Input 5
J:? al
0
0 5 10

Ave. Ag, (%)
Fig. 2.5.5 Cumulative — Average plastic strain range relationship (calculation)
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2.6. ERMIEETEEE L -RIBES ST FAOE R

BRI & BRI E 2 8L D8 O S EHLE T L & I CEBMAINT 2 5 8 U 7 BRI R i
Wi difE L, BZUsARE0E MR DISEIZ OV TIREIG E5 & ORSAREET 5, AN
HEIZ VB 3T 2 — 2 [ TOHEMIEERHT O E, @7 L —AHMOBERZET LV Th D,

2.6.1. HERTFELLET Z/5A—2DHE
7 L— ADEM N % B L T RIS BT OB A DL T D L 80 Th D, RIS A T
D7 v —Fx— M Fig. 2.6.1 (ZRT,
1) BRSBTS M BIEREME 2 BT D,
2) 3 WICHIZRIEDY Y HFFOEM & — R OTERIC K DM L B 2 D,
3) HEROEIL, MEhEROE, 2 fiimOFZAT, St.Venent D32 UVE & AT il E
Y DR ENER A ERT D,
4)  BEEOWTHRITE THZEOMEME & L, Wikiz /85 mic 16 2% 2,
5) EBMOMEITITHE S CAMATRITERE TE 5 b0 LT 5,
6) WO ERITEHE T 5D LT 5,
7) WO, HYEMEREBIC A0 BT, 2 B oI L, Wi 3 rE A RS
LAET Do
8) FFLHEEXRD, HEMEMIIHAICEEREES ShTnd &7 5,
9) HE~ M) 7 AUIETEERZMN D, ETEER TOERITINIRATTINE 12D,
10) fEbTIE, WIOISEBERECEE~ M) 7 A L BEAIEEORIC X 2 EEWmEEZ AL,
W EAERAT 21T > Tag~ b ) 7 2B L, SO THER AN ZTT O,
11) AEIERECE I TR L] Reyleigh B & U, BOZHLITBMEIREN SEBROFER LD, 1k, 2 kT
— RTE=4.6%LT 5,
12) $fEfESE & LT Newmark SiE(5=1/4)% FV 5.,
13) EAEEZFHETDHIEE LT, ANTARAVE—EE 455 S WRIEEEABDETIT ),
14) FEIEREZIRRI BT I 31T B I Efi#E & LT Newton-Raphson 5% V5, AT v 71T
BT, (NITHEMEI T 0 2 FEFZxEd 5 RE9 0 BTN I-(N BTG T7))
D 2 FRNOENEDPFTE DML, FIZIHRT 5 £ CNBGHRZ1T 9,
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15) 7 U—REIFRIBO b T AR H HWVNTRER L LTET UET 5,

16) 7 L—AEMITEM 2R OIC-EREIRE LY, 2.5.1 Bl ~7=FNETRT v TR AT
(BEOEAE) IS 5, WA EMRNT ClE, ZROMLE & L CREGE AR R A4 T
Wr & RL7pd, AW A 1006, AfEEAE R E LR 5,

Table 2.6.1 (ZERMAREMRTAR OR%E %2 773, AT CILRERIEIE R L ORI OV TR
O 3 A E U CREGEA RO R INE D2 BA T 5,

Table 2.6.1 Property of member fracture evaluation compared in this study

Property of member fracture evaluation
Case 1 Evaluation based on the original method
Case 2 |Initial local buckling is assumed to occur at the same time as in the test (150%-1st)
Case 3 Member fracture is forced at the same time as in the test (150%-2nd)

EHIZ, AETIET L—AEBMIZERMA - O D3RG D FRIE BN 412 70 SRR SR A A A
PRI ABHRETIVE, TL—R% 6 HEI LA EE 5 2 CRIE 28T 2 REHRET VA2
BLTHEET 2, 22T RABERET VTN OREEIRED o, -6, Bf%, REHFET L TIET

GBI & ERZETE M X0 #5572 BRI 2 A TR B & 3T 9%

A THIEEN L TG R ORI Z V5, FERROBEEFERCIE, ANECRBRARN
DHEREFEAT D 128, FANORITREHZEDFET D05, T LTI EToOMEET — 2 28 &
B CHGEICATIT 5, 2 2 THHIIT — & ORFEIZIZE 0.001 B TH Y, FRHT ORFHIZ] 2
$0.001 7 & 7%, Fig. 2.6.2 \C A JEIE A 77, WK EERT EA ) DR 280 L TR LTV,

20

10

P —

100 % - 1st 100 % - 2nd 150 % - 1st 150 % - 2nd 150 % - 3rd time (s)

-10

Input Acceleration (m/ sz)
(=)

-20

Fig. 2.6.2 Input acceleration measured on the extension table
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Data input
1

Compute global matrix
M, K
1

Eigenvalue analysis

!
Compute damping matrix
C=asM+a;K+Ca

Next step

Next excitetion
Afox Determine member fracture

Iteration

- based on fatigue curve.

(Coftin — Manson rule)
Line element ?

of s Kin Compute damage indicator

Ave. Aa

Uppdate Cum. g,

ﬁn:eﬁn"_ms sf in
Kin:eKin+|nssKin

Compute Local plastic
strain of CHS braces

Converged
Jin =fex —Mu—-Cu

Yes

No

Compute increment

NewmarkAu, Au, Aii
)

u=Au+u

Compute increment
e=Ae+¢

i

Compute member force

[~

Fig. 2.6.1 Flow chart of Nonlinear response history analysis
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2.6.2. EETETIL

(@) 7L —RA NTRAEHRET )L

T =R NI RERET L, T AEMIC T AEREREL, AT ST LRl T
DN D BT L TFEZ B L 7O O EEHET LV Th 5,

Fig. 2.6.3 I[ZFTET Vs d, BENT 1 WOTER OB & LTET /UET %, #ABRIAF/HD
Fedo JOVRIIWTEFE A4 & Wik kT — A > b 1 AV P h 22 2 RO R EE & L, A
DIFEARENE, YRIBEME AL ) =7 BT VOB AR ET D, 7 L — RIIWERE 4 D3
RN T AL L, LM - BRSO DM D EEBIERICER - FARET L PO)OE R AR
ET 5, 22T, RBRIEEEOM L, EREFORKIN ) 2T 2 5E 2% ET 5, fifres
JTIEME BAEEIAS § 58y (2 vy X 7 7 B EMNER) 2ET MEL, AVEREHET
Do FRHTET VA OHA SR LOBERSHIFRR L #EA S, FE a0 &
[FHRITEE T 2, 7223, RIS & 9IS TG R 25T 206 78 MO R 2530 T
I 2 SR TR & A S D, SRR EA R IARVE RIS LD AR LA S D,

Mass Beam-column element (elasto-plastic)
O

o’

Beam-column element
< (elastic)
/
4 /

Truss element
(Buckling histeresis)

Jeismic inpuf o : Pinned connection

Fig. 2.6.3 2D frame model| schematics (Brace is modeled by Truss element)

RENGSERTIX, 1 H 125725 El Centro3Skine D53 100% A 717> 5 ek BR KD A i % 155
L, #BRIROIRENERIZIAIEEEIIRAT T 2720, RIS 2 RO T £ 7 L 02624
PEDOKGRETEE LV, £ 2T, ARG CIIEAEE SR 2 O CRERIR O BRIER IV, & AW
HOEKRIN), BebmdhiFE—A > MR ZHE L, #id I OEH AT O FERIR & i L
THRATET VORGP RGES D, 2 2T, FRIME AT IZORPEREDH O UHdT, Q©FIRT:
HiPH A2 ST L— A5 |3R T OO WA, @UEFRIHRR LR S8R & Rk OO fid R EE 2 F v 7 i

FEME LnT, o 3 MO A 220 TIT 5, Fig. 2.6.4 ICAHTRE R 2783, 7 L D

88



92 W EERMNTZ A O MR I TEEE 7 L — ARG B ORE) 5 F2ER

PERFIEIIME, JE AW, Bmthif e — 2 > MIEs LOBRIA ORBGER LS L TR Y,
FRATE T A EIE 7 L — ZRBRIR D FAR ) 2R 2 B2 LIl %,

30

20

10 Shake Table Testing

\

Quasi - static testing]

Story Shear Force Q (kN)
(=]

230 Simulation
302 -1 0 1 2 3
Story Drift 6 (mm)
(a) Story holizontal stiffness
80
Max. Strength (testing) ) ] )
70 Y 10} Quasi - static testing
£ 2
Q ]
g ¥ g
£ 40 A E o0
5 Initial tensile yielding S
2 30 (Brace) o0
n £ 35
2 20 =
210 -10
0 0.007
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 -0.02 0 0.02
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(b) Pushover curve (c) Bending moment

Fig. 2.6.4 Static analysis results of truss model
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(b) 7 L—ARERET )L

TVL—A R T AERET L, FEEOT L —AOEEECEEIZ E D 7 L — A B H OEM S
REDOROBHZER LIET NV THD, T ABERLHAT, 7L — ADEEERMFRESR
TT v LD T PRHEDSREITH E RO R DIGEIT 5 2 5 8B % 3T T 5.

Fig. 2.6.5 IZfRITET VAT, 7 L —AIXER & RS & U TRER W, i
TIRFVEIC IR N A ) =T BT NV ARIET D, REBRITEELFF > T PRHIEIRZHRIT T6 %L,
7 L= AERO 1/1000 DA 2 B/ EN TS 52 CTRERBE L2 RBE S, FERRBERITT
L—2 @< iF OB LV EIREREZE T D, 22T, 7L AW D PR IR A
EIRU < JAAMINC 16 B SN MBhZEWia 2 E T 5, £z, U RETIE, BRIEEIC
MERRBROFERZ B L, EECARITYIIRIED 107 (523 ET 5, B, 7L —ALSDE
FIALRRIN I DRREIT T L—A b T ABRET IV EF—TH D,

N T AERICRET HIEEREAN, ERICE Y 7 —R@ < i OshRE & ATEITT R
YD, T MEOBIC T O F % BE S0 BTl E VA O b7 AERPPHH S
o, b7 AR LERBREIZEAG DR T L—ADTT ML, BRI RIS
FENTICHEARA ROV, S S D70  CX 208, BRIt IR &IR K T o7 13
ALZEHBICRETE 2 RIZBWT, RERZE HWET /b & A TRIEED R,

Mass
b— )
Imperfection Segment

fiber model
(elasto-plastic)

> A ¢ ,}7,9,

eismic 1nput o : Pinned connection

R1g1d

Fig. 2.6.5 2D frame model schematics (Brace is modeled by fiber based beam column)

6 WEN LT RER AN D 7 L — AT T /WS, PR OREIC & 0 AN )M
M DIRTREALT D, £ 2T, HERHIMHE LR S8R & RO R IR 2 IV 7 i L o
FRAHE o RAT 22 I L, FEBRAE R & D H BT E T L O R SEZ BT Do
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Fig. 2.6.6 ([ZfpT#E K29, FX@IRT L D1, 7 b— RG-SR B AR AT
JEJE /75015 95 & AN ) AR T 55 2 & O CTHERFIRBR ORER & B ST 2, £72, Kb
AT RO, EEAMT-EMATARR b HERIRROR R & RS 5, UbEXY, 71—
AR TR T IO DR 7 /A TRABRIR D FEAR ) 2R 2 i 895 LI,

< 80

£ 300

k3

£ 200 z

g =

Q

o 100

:

=0 =

< =

.8 <

Z-100 2

3 -

N -200 g8

< n

-60 . .
Simulation
E -300 Simulation
-1 -05 0 0.5 1 -0.02 0 0.02
Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(a) Hysteresis loop of the brace (b) Story shear force — story drift ratio relationships

Fig. 2.6.6 Static analysis results of fiber based beam column model
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2.6.3. IREIEEERE ORIGEE
(a) ISEZENOXIG (T L—RA N7 ZAERET )

Fig. 2.6.7 \CEMZER A ORZIEZ 7T, FITERE 7 L— A OSBRI 1 TR 8T 5
Case 1 Cl¥, FEBRRERITK UREEERAEOHEN R, 53 100%A 10 2 [81 B THECHIE & 72
Do ZAUIFITIEAEER U7 KB 9RE D OSBRI As, 2 AV C AR R0y AR 0%
HaiHi T 270 Th D, FEEEER AR 42 3288 & 5 E 7z Case 2 TIE, EBRICBIT 57 L —
A DBEFEERN B 9s AT 150% A1 1 [B1H TR’ A C, %< 2BIH, 3EIEAT
TIRIEH BB ORRAE U CTHREIIAEE) L, FEEROBIHJE 8 O & xtind 5,
72¥, EERRFO WM 2 9% Case 3 T, ZAINEOHKIFAEL D H DD Case2 &
ZEIFRER, ZHUE Case 2 TIERANISED DIRENDE HE WIS HIE SN D72 Th
% BT CIIRTR OEZ2 2 BB 220, LLEX W ORI~ 7= L B2 65,

Local buckling Initial tearing Initial tearing Gross section fracture
(Case 1) (Case 1) (Case 2) (testing) Case 3
= i Local buckling Hi | i
% 16| 1 (Case 2, Modefied Calculation) :: : : T j T e
o ! Local buckling (testing)—s>l} | Iﬂ
[ I
g 10l R B Casel Case 2
~ I Initial tearing (testing}——l; | F
K i I
A 1/30 : , Fo ,T‘
E OF—dHpboan-- Hpra 1 Testing 1/282
2 10l i i ! |

100 % - 1st 100 % - 2nd 150 % - 1st 150 % - 2nd 150 % - 3rd time (s)

Fig. 2.6.7 Time history of story drift ratio (Truss model)

(b) IEIEE OGRS (7 L—A N T AERET L)

Fig. 2.6.8 {2 /KIS ENIREE DI A 753, ST £ COMMTE & FEHHE R I8 T 2,
70, FRNTRT L DI, MBI L AR R E IRNENHENFEAEL, 7 L— AR
TE & [RIRE BRI & AR & A S THE T, WEZIREIS MR S50 5 & R O I R
ERREECE TV D,

FEBRI T FHIC & 727 o TSR ER AN EE |2 DU CHRMTRS % IV CHliSE S 5, Fig. 2.6.9 (267
AR DA 2 R, 7 L— AW TSRS ENBEE AR T D b 0D, FRISEE
VX EE I (9.8m/s?) DT 10%FREE(1.0m/s?) TH U, $2ilR D PANFRAT 3T 2 ERIELIE BN FE 0 5288
W&otz b= I,
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[oN)
(=]

: Testing | <—Gross section fracture (Case 3, testing)

—: Simulation (Case 3, on the girder)

%%—%%

Local buckling (testing)—>

20

-20

-40

Response Acceleration (m/sz)
(el

Initial tearing (testing) @/ Impulse Acceleration

-60

100%-1st _  100%-2nd _ _ 150%-1st __ 150%-2nd _ 150 % -3rd ’time(s)

>
>

Fig. 2.6.8 Time history of horizontal response acceleration (Truss model)

<300 , _ .
k= Brace local buckling R Response increment after the brace gross section fracture
;’ 200 (Case 2, Modefied Calculation)
S |
= 100 ;
TCJ) 0 o : # “h W———
g
) -100 Brace gross section fracture
£-200 (Case 2, Miodeﬁed Calculation)
o ! !
2300

100%-1st _  100%-2nd _ _ 150%-1st __ 150%-2nd _ 150 % -3rd ’time(s)

>
>

Fig. 2.6.9 Time history of vertical response acceleration (Truss model)

(c) BIIBARESENI T 5 PAHF & BPlmiikiIEB O E (71— A N T AERZET V)
FERIFIZHE 2 DAV DS T8 AWM 5 PAWFR OB L, fiffr B8 L7 o 7 Gtk
Wr DS Z TS Do PAHFAZFI S T DB Qpa % 72 LS W AR Q1L FUTReD 5 22,
0, = 0/cosp—Q,; = Qfcosp—{m(g+ Z)}tang (2-42)

2T, Q:EEAMT), m EMWEE, ARVERE, g BOMEE, Z o ShEISENIEE

Fig. 2.6.10 |Zfaf E- ARG & RULER R 2 Gt Ord, RIXOMEEL, EtAW) 0 D%
BRI & T, KRBT O OfFTiEZ B ORL TV D, FRR@IIRT L 91, RANIBKT
L7532 150%D 3 [T H ATNZIBW T, AR O, 13 20kN F2EE, PAHFIT & DK F1E 10kN
BRETHD, RBRAKITT L— BN, REMEEIT 2 S 0@REFE I R SN2 b O
D, KRG N IAEGEAL O KM IR DSHERF S, RBADS TE RS D 1RO PAN I IE
TWieholztfiE S5, i, RQITRT XIS, PAHTITEREEICHEI L TR,
B RSN ST leb EEZ bND, —T7, GRmilkiz B L7V i#triY, Fig. 2.6.10 (27”7
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L OIZ, T LA DIGEIZIRBNT, ARMEHU O R TIBRGE R &L S AE L TV D, Th
(T, FERTIDSEHKRIC LY, REmPINTER 2% 0 TR T EBRELE LD TH S,

7283, Fig. 2.6.7 X° Fig. 2.6.10 |27 9 K 218, fRATIZ SRS RO ZNISE ORI RSO RIS E Z R Z D

ncTry,

Holisontal Load (kN)

Holisontal Load (kN)

TS, ASHRTHEmA W 2 4 CleipoTeiod LB A b D,
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-60 PA effect
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Fig. 2.6.10 Story shear force — story drift ratio relationships

LIEDRFET LY, HR R 2 B8 L - RRZIBE IS BT, RS EE SR DRl L Y,
BRI LT L— R OHE DT 72 DM 27m 3 b 0D, ZEMOFHEAATRETH Y, Al
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2.6.4.

7

¥ 2=

7 L—RESIEHOET LD

P

(a) BEDEAERH &7 L — 2D RFEETERE

B4

Foa

AT 2 O R I TEHE 7 L — 2 A g

B OIRE & S5

Table 2.6.2 |27 L — A DJFEREEIE & IO AERHI O 2md, 7 L — AR ER 2 HVZET

[ZBWTh, MEEIE T L — XA ORI T RTE 2 £ O @M 2561

K ORAEAER DS IE R & 0 <R s L5,

3, R

—77, R R R & B DR
X, b7 REERE WA R L 0 AR ARSI I ERRE RIS L, RIS D,

Table 2. 6.2 Comparison of damage conditions of the brace

Damage condition | Truss model Truss model Fiber model Fiber model Test result
of the brace (Case 1) (Case 2) (Casel) (Case 2)
Local buckling 100%-1st 150%-1st 100%-1st 150%-1st 150%-1st
Time 11.349 s | Time 97.296 s | Time 9.550 s | Time 97.280 s | Time 97.821 s
Initial crack 100%-2nd 150%-1st 100%-2nd 150%-1st 150%-1st
Time 65.735 s | Time 108.028 s| Time 54.583 s | Time 101.818 s| Time 99.181 s

Fig. 2.6.11 |27 L — A D BRI ERERHI O Ll 2 n 4, RINIEERRIR, 7 L— X 7 A3

7 VE LORERET /L O S -4

FEEROFHM & Fe~T, FRTRE R E 150% A J1RRC

IRIEREN )N 5

VL CWHEEZXBND,

1000

ZAghp (%)
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Ji

100% 2" Input

0

“Efffseh 7= BRI
AHifiiE A L TR T L, W bR

TEAAREWTIRE IR TEIC X B R o
HRH 2 ZE LT D, RIRIORT X 91T,

BUS % VIR ARIE Aehp DHERBPCRNE
WHOO, BIGEERITEROTAM L B, UL, BETREROBRISELRNISE % D/

\
Testing
(101.674 s)

ust after

Fiber model
(101.818 s)

l

Truss model
(108.028 s)

Steel Fatigue Curve (SS400)

5

Ave.ﬂehp (%)

—F, REHRL NTRAERIZLDHERITNZD,

Fig. 2.6.11 Cumulative — Average plastic strain range relationship (calculation)
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R 100% AT, EERRRERICH LT, RERET /UL N T AERET VLD EKRISENRRKE NG

OO, FKONITRT X 91Z, BREA UL 150%A SO 1A H T, MK FRKNSE IR

WTC, RESROERRL N T ABSEOERE IV R & OXIEA K,
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S

Testing
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-0.5
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Normalized Axial Deformationlg,, (%)

(2) 100%
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o
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Fiber model
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0.5

0
Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)

(b) 150%-1st (Initial tearing)

Fig. 2.6.12 Normalized axial force — deformation relationships of the brace

(© 7V AWHIEORE (7L — A RERET )

Fig. 2.6.13 (ZJSEERIETEA ORAEN R 277, 7 L — A ZRERE RN HET UL, MEH

BT L— A DT TR A HET S Case 1 T,

AR ISR DI RGBT AT A E

SNDTD, WENERIREIEN S EIT IS8T 5, EIER 2 B89 5 Case 2 XEBRICHIT D
AT 2B 9% Case 3123V T, FERIER & RIERDIGEIE R OMBE[A1 27~ DD,

7 L— AT~ T AEFR & O D TR Fe(Fig. 2.6.7) & DRI/ I Wy,

Local buckling Initial tearing Initial tearing Gross section fracture
(Case 1) (Case 1) (Case 2) (testing) Case 3

_/3 ; Local buckling | ! ! ’ E#%“,h ..... g o
£ 1/6f | (Case2, Modefied Calculation) ! | - | =
S ! o i
° : Local buckling (testing)-
§ 1710 i Initial tearing (testing)—
+ I ; A
= ! | 121
A 1/30 : <—Testing
E’ 0 ||. " Case 2 1/282
Al I H 1 J
RENVZ )| I | | !

100 % - 1st

i
150 % - 1st

150 % -3rd time (s)

<« 100%-2nd _

150%-2nd _ _

Fig. 2.6.13 Time history of story drift ratio (Fiber based beam column model)
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(b) 7 L—REMOEE) (7L —ARERET L)

Fig. 2.6.14 |27 L — ZEMIRE OIFZIE 274, [FIERNE T b— XRS5 7 L= X Hf i gl
DOEEEtA R L, IEGMR T L—ZXERMAITH D, FMIRT L, 7V —ARREiRE, 2f
JEEJEE % DHIFRIGEC X 0 ERERE L, 558 150%D 1 [ B AT TIE, 7 L—AMED 125 FREE T
JEREETE D EI T LTV D, 72720, 7L —R S L EMIREI L TV D H 00, 7 L— R E E(2kg)
IXFEERIRF OIEME (3.6 X 10°kg) & bhie L T4/ & <, F£72, Fig 2.6.13 OINEEFZTE A DR
JEIRT L1, 7= NTRERET /N EOZRERIIIA EHR ISR Tole), TL—AD
TERA HREN D FRBR ALUE IR DIRENE — NICH X 2BINFIITM N CThoTo EHEES NS, 72721
PERITHREOWIHE R 2 UE LI ERETH Y, F LWWIEATE A 1 5 SRR E X3 Bk 7
WRICHENVETH S,

Q L . . Initial tearing (testing)
~ Local buckling time of the simulation is i -
t’g similar to the testing result —>ii <— Fracture evaluation (Case 2)
s 125
=4
S
2 Ad Ly =1/50
= 1/50
[="
g
<
1/1000 P )
_ 100 % - 1st .. 100%-2nd  _ 150 % - Ist 150%-2nd  _ time (s)

Fig. 2.6.14 Time history of deflection of the center node of the brace
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T % 5 R L T ST O3 P E 2 RRiE L 7o, AR TR DV FEER A A2 LRI,

1)

2)

3)

4

IREMEEEFEBRICHBWT, 7L —RAZ FIRAALE LTz 1| A OfifiEE# T, 7 1—23
DEZIFEE & SR OFAERFNC N B D, BNE ORI, IREEOBEI(GUHEN
A HTTNAR VAT o255 | T WTTERRET R I Z B & 70 D, FT2, 7 L — AEM s el L7- &
DASITIBEEIEAD 1orad £ T—HINIHEKT S &, BT EE % 521 TG
7T DGR D5 B0 0 5,

FIRRE R DT L— R AW S E A O D5 A ISR W T, B0 MEE 7 L —
A OFBIAREWTREARTAG TR, AR <0 Jafs S 7 A A SEBRAE X 0 7 < B9 2 A8 4
RIS, SRR A DR A BRI A S D LA TINTK Lo =1/33rad-1cycle, B
ATNTxE UK 2.5s FREEDFEEE CRZUEAR 2 TRITE, FFETEFHEE SN L—
ZIZEWTER T o LT T THHEATE 2,

SHSEAA O TGN A AN T L— R O R AW A5 U D856, S/ BT L
AHTH, 7 L— A TRIEOMWBHRE LIC L 0 TP dg, ORIKSEEE & 725 C
WWHZE Y, HEBIAITIE, 7L —ATRIIEE &5 T T & 2L U7t o/ MRIRIVE S
K0 BRI %, DMK & 72> THIFTICE DB 23R8 S A7, [RIRE SR THIERIRE
w2 T D7 b AEMIT— BRI A A U 5 & RIS K 2 BIMEIRE) T b ST &2 A U % A)
REME A R

7 L— A DOE W ORI Tk 2 AL AA A TR LIRS BT 1, Rl g AR e oD
MRS L0, BT 2 SEBRER L RIENHE T 2 b 00D, HEEVMIOMEIEERE
P % AN R L TN D, BRITPEIE & [RIRHCRRARIE & S HRATER 2 ff i 2 FE TR
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3. R

52 EOREBIFREY, 7 L— RER DS RN U CAEAMEIEIT 2 2 BRI ARER IR Y
TEPERICHIYE C &, B EOIA RIS T FE 0 B A E DB A ) T ChiE A rRE Th 5
ZER, FREHET NV O ERAT TIEN BRI L RO & 72 b Z EAVRE N
72, ZZTH 3 BT, LVIEERET T A—F OB EIT, TOHHHHESNTT L—
ZHEHF ORI D 7 L — 2SS EAL OIS FHER R DL BRI R BRES 2, 7 L — AL
HiRE IS B O KR ERPERRIC B D & B 2 B D HM T £ CORFBATIERRIL, AT O
N2, BIAT) &8 R ERLICALE 7 REE C O LR IAT - R E bITRIE D7
W, B2 BORERND B0 D X OIS, FHIEMICRO LTIl E 2T EES Sho 7 L — AT
Sl b R EEE T 235 A 03D 0, HREMENOZ T DN ABE LT, 7 L— R OB
EIIERE L RE — FEMGEET DUERH D, LLEDOIMRI DRIz, 5T DOIETERE
BIEC b DISERFERI DL, 7 L — A OB 2 Z 2R EOBREN FE L1 T T2
ol B BND,

BRI, (XU OITH 2 BEORBRIKZ I L 3 2 FRERIEFTONRT A N v 7 AT ¢
(FHIATN ATV, ZED O BRE N M OMINENT 25 F 2 7' L— A O REAE T MERE & il
PRIRZICER L, BREACE SN 7z TS 7 L— RO CHE R R R RTAT Toik o0 Lt 70 1 4t
BORKFEZAT 90 RITDEBFEIE 228 UIT < W7 L— R BAE 00 BAS AT HERE LS U T HiA B
FE & BRI & O R R MERBHER R ATV, S DICRIR ISR RIR OB 70 RETATY
PEREIC G- 2 2 B A IRE B TR IV Bl 5, HRICINE TORAITESNT, HEHE 7 L
— A DEFARIT % 5 [ LTS IE R LRI D OIS EVE AR R L, S DI R EE T L— A (S
REEERAD DRI U7 i B & 5, BURHEERIE R ORGH B AT 2 R %
R LT L— AW PERERC 5 e 2 MU 8 & DBIRE 54T 5.
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3.2 R 42 ) 0742 SAERIAD L BARATIREE

AENIHENEL 72 D C742 HERIAEIREILK 42) 2 X502, 56 2 O FEBRFE RO MGEEETT O,
ittt 7" v 77 ML ABAQUS™ WA W5, 72k, ARHIL, KEIDILFI/2TT V3T A —Z OREHT

SeNro, BT MMEROFX ¥ U T L— 3 VRTINS,
3.2.1. fBHHIE

(a) FATET LOME L X ¥ VT L—a

Fig. 3.2.1 IZFRNTET V&~ T, MRATET /VEREBRIK, MG EQ@R L OIS e 16 Bo—HT
HET LT D, BRI KONGRSR &G HREICEN R B R A BB LT, &t
ETETMEL, EUARE EHEHRT D BPL LA T 5, MR EOITERBRIKE 7 = 7 & 42
fld D EDHEET MET D, EARRIIE A Z T S REICEIR T D, BRI
ERBETH D, 7L RFEEHR S AT 5720, MR L CRRIEAHE D 1/1000 & 72
D IERER K D IETe DA FIIRNIE) & 52 %, i AT RFHAIG I C742 O YRR S8R | 2 U
5, 727121, HORAWIL Fig. 3.2.1 (-3 EESE 0L 716 O FH4)E 2 AV D,

Pin-roller point
(1,1,0,1,0,1)
Fine mesh ./ G.PL-6
St.PL-3 ; ’ (Shell element)
H-130%40x2.3x2.3  (Shell element) BOl.t Connectloq 190mm
(Shell element) Reaction Force point 1
Pin-roller point
(1,1,0,1,0,1) Fine mesh

Elements for
Column shear forces

PL-9%120x120 7 mesurement

(Shell element) 720mm
0-100%100x3.2 .
(Shell element) Pin support

(Rigid beam element)

L;~=1220mm

Elements for /
Column shear forces\

mesurement

._ Control point
$50.8x1.2 " (0,1,1,1,0,1)

(Shell element)

b2 i

Pin support \ Boundary Condition
(Rigid beam elemm Fix:1, Free:0

i o

~ ad\“% X, v, Uz X, ), Uz

¥ i Control point ,-¥ ™ ‘f/y (ux, w, uz, O, Oy, 6)
\I/vx

(0,1,1,1,0,1)

Fig. 3.2.1 Model schematic (Specimen C742)

Table 3.2.1 |[ZEFMEI L A v ¥ 2 OFEMZ <, RBRIAOFZE (0, B, 7 L—X)3EoD 4

Him s = VERTET /ML, FHRTE LW LM SIERSIE A v v 2 5B 2/l < &
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%3 E RE

D IR % HEHE 7 L — AT HE B /L O BRRA T IERE & W SRR

%o MESRDEEFEC, 7 L — A EEER GPL 72 &N FMEE D 3 Him s = VER L+ 5, 12721,

FRATFEE 22 L C, ROMEROEIENL 2 FA =M THRANEL5FIL, GPLIZT L—X

lloE a7

L7V VR TR <

537

LTWb, B, ¥, 7L —2XOMEWRHEIL, 7' m s 2

LOFEAEZREIHE, 5 2 BEIORTHERERE R 2 I A TZE A LRIOHEEMEE L, Zoff
LRI 72 B R > 73R E=205000 N/mm?, K7 Y b v=03)ZHS< et Ll 45,

Table 3.2.1 Element specification

(a) Element types
Element Type Material Thickness (mm)
. 4 node shell element (S4R) .
Girder 3 node shell element (S3R) Elasto-Plastic 23
Column S4R Elasto-Plastic 3.2
Brace (¢ 50.8%1.2) S4R Elasto-Plastic 1.2
Diaphragm S4R Elastic 9
Stiffener S4R Elastic 3.2
G.PL S4R. S3R Elastic 6
Girder end Rigid shell element (R3D3, R3D4)
B.PL R3D4
End Connection @ R3D4
Girder hole Rigid 3D beam element (RB3D2)
G.PL end RB3D2
Pin jig RB3D2
(b) Mesh sizes
Mesh Short side | Long side |  Division Division | Mesh size | Size
Type B (mm) | B>(mm) |numbers of B j|numbers of B,| (mm) |Ratio Note
Girder Rough 40 860 4 86 10x10 1 -
Flange Fine (width) 190 8 38 5x5 1 -
Girder Rough 130 860 13 86 10x10 1 -
Web Fine (depth) 190 26 38 5x5 1 -
Column Rough 1 100 347.2 10 35 10x9.9 | 1.01 | Center
(4 palnes) Rough 2 (width) 100 10 10x10 1 End
Beam-Column 100
Connection (4 planes) Rough (width) 130 10 13 10%10 ! i
Diaphragm Rough 120 120 12 12 10x10 1 -
Stiffener Rough 20 130 2 13 10x10 1 -
Rough 1 800 40 4.99x20 | 0.25 -
Brace Rough 2 159.6 60 3 3 4.99x20 | 0.25 | End
(950.8x1.2) Fine 1 (circle) 140 28 4.99x5 | 0.99 | Center
Fine 2 80 16 4.99x5 10.99 | End

Fig. 3.2.2 ORIAEEEMIX 27, B 158, FEE B.PL IZHIAZSR TET /UMb T 5, Bl
KRG OTRBE L EORIEZBE L, —MOv =7 L7 70 VERESR CET MLY%, FE
IREDVEHEIRIRCT L — AR/ L 0, C742 &[RRI 7 L — R AL EEE A m N T &
PHBALTERY, 7 b—REEOEHEE— NS AR T2 7 Mm%,

106



%3 W RELORRDMEHE 7 V— ARG E R O REEAT RS & ARG R AR

Rigid beam
(Bolt hole)

Rigid shell

Rigid beam (B.PL) Rigid shell
Rigid beam “Rigid shell (B.PL) (corresponding with backing metal)
(Pin support)

(a) B.PL (b) Girder end

e
,"'I////,,/’"’”
..
.. ’Illllllllllllll
[ HH A

Rig:,id beam
(c¢) G.PL Neck point
Fig. 3.2.2 Rigid element details

Fig. 323 [ZHEAlEEMR AR d, IIJNERQ@ L 20 7 = 7RI A EFR L, V= 7HROHE
AETEWRS 5, HEAEFRXEIN NG EQO R LG RIS 22 T = 7R Th Y,
AR M O E@ AR L, kR L OBEEIIEE LR, £, IERIEHEAIIT LT 4
Ea M, AR DRI 7 0 77 L7 7 4V MEZERMAT 2, 7ok, MHHEO
R = THUTE AR 0 THAR L TWODIREZ ISR L 2,

End connection @ Girder
(Offcet based on the web plate thickness) :

Rigidshett Nl

j Contact zone

[ []

Rotaition and displacement of this rigid element follows
the reaction force point of the girder

The web plate doesn’t penetrate
the end connection @

(a) End connection @ detail (b) Section of contact zone
(All mesh composed of rigid shell)

Fig. 3.2.3 Contact property details

Fig. 3.24 \[ZF oM BEATERWRA RT L O 1C, FRTIEII LG & BEaxtsd 5, F£72, Fig 325
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OFEMENIRT X DI, BTET /VILTFER & RIRR SR MR 2 5,

Story Shear Force Q (kN)

80 <
g 300 Simulation
60 =
Z, 200¢
40 o
o 100f
20} 2
i
20 Z _100}
s
40 8 200
-60 g
20 Test 2 -300 Test
0.04  -0.02 0 002  0.04 -5 -1 05 0 05 1 15
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Normalized Axial Deformation ¢,(%)
(a) Story shear force — story drift ratio relationships (b) Normalized axial force — deformation relationships

Fig. 3.2.4 Loading — deformation relationships

Local buckling

4
~~-_—”

(a) Brace end (b) Girder end (ex. left side)

Fig. 3.2.5 Damage situation (corresponding with the quasi—static test result)

(b) 7 L—AJEERIERRIC 1) DRSS & TR OER
PHEROEMT —Z OFES M & EEHEZER LT, LIEEMELT 2 Rbh R 2 MRS

%, Fig.

326 I2& 2 DEFE T, MME 7 L—A T, BRI RRESREI R dens o

M CHERE T DA PR E 5 TR Y, F#Z Edge, Center & 41T 7-HiHEE R 2 EFET D,

Circumferential

(a) Definition of “Direction” (b) Forcused element (c) Definittion of “Side”

Fig. 3.2.6 Strain definition
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JEFBIEEIE AR 3% &, RIEPERIEER DA LT 5 728, (B-1) THRH S5 ZsilH 2 E >
DFEZE AN TERT M ZRET D,

2
€y = Jg(ef +e’+e’ +2e,”) (3-1)

: :a:y eeq . 4$Hﬂ:ﬁél IE, $Ehjir—] IiE, € jjr'—J ie, €9 . J—inr,—J IE, €z . $EE jﬂﬁ‘ﬂ‘/\/l—ﬁ
Fig. 3.2.7 ([C=#lHAYNTRIC & 2 RERE O 2 7R, JREBE L R Aoy A3 —HilAR 2 75 2 al iR
LTHY, BEPEMT D JRREEIZ 3T b TR O 7 i am e &l 5,

20

0
— Global buckling
£ 20
g
g -40
@ Local buckling

-60

-80
@ (rad)=__ 1/500 > 17250 1100 1/50 1/33 Cycle

Fig. 3.2.7 Comparison of local strain history in Edge

Fig. 3.2.8 |[ZEIGMEDONE & AMAlO il 2 v 3, [RIRNSR T X DS, Jaiha i i e C 2
FED 10~20 1%, #FET 3040 EEEH D, £, TBITRDEHPFEROMERIZHEFHICEF L, il
HEE RN AR DA 2 R S 4, BHEORR ERGT 5, [RIX LY FEmIIMu & W5,

20

0 . T
Global buckling — >

-20

_40 Center (Outside)

Strain (%)

Local buckling >
-60

Edge (Outside)
80 Normalized axial deformation

@ (rad)=__ 1/500 > 1250 17100 1/50 1/33 Cycle

>

Fig. 3.2.8 Comparison of local axial strain
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3.2.2. EAREDEARSEOH

B EHA 2 7 L— A G FEEER S SW T 5, Fig. 3.2.9 (2578 0 & 716
Stz s, R T & 91, FER L FRICE-H O T L— AR ER b2 T
LA TIE, BEBEIIA MRS 2R, ZAUIARBRIRD 7 L— 2 RIS L CH)
BEAEINTEY, 7 L—RHT 2BMOENGROST &, 7 L — R EINEE A 5
72D ThHD, FHOITTRT LI, 7T U—AREANGNIEE =&AL U 5551, BHEME
DI EF UL, BEREIZFH R SFICES TS, FX@ LY, BHomNihT & mst
JERDERCT DA TG~ OB S HER S 41, [AXl(@) DBEFEERFD T L— A
SRR O TR T L 9IS, WAMEIE &4 U7 F2BR0 & Ao O B ELE R 9 D4k 175 e
SINTWD, FR@ITRT LI, BomNEiT &7 L—20msh T 238§ 2551%, #
WRREZ LTcs o> TBMZATEANER L CTHOHREENH £ VIR LIVMERM Z27R"3, 20—
T, IRENIRI DR OEETL, EAGIEE T 55E T 5~6 ff, mN AT 55
BTLS2ETHDL DD, FFEEDRKMEIIEE - DHOFAET L S THARETH 5,

g oy T /T
E 220 1/250rad-1cycle (Global bucklmg)
g 30 1/100rad-1cycle (Local buckling)
« 1/50rad-1cycle (Local buckling)
g 40
:é 50 0 Q 1/33rad-1cycle (Local buckling)
ot v
-60 tOut-of-plane buckling @
-77.19 ) 0
Distance from center (mm)
(a) Out-of-plane buckling (same as the test)
1/100rad-1cycle (Local buckhng, 1/250rad-1cvel
ycle (Global buckling)
09-9-9-0-00 o0 A P
& o-10
£ 20
& 30 1/33rad-1cycl
X i 1/50rad-1cycle (Locr; l;uzl};lclrf )
g 40 (Local buckling) , & 0
< 250 i f %D
M Symmetric concentration M
-60 In-plane buckling
-77.19 0 77.19

Distance from center (mm)

(b) In-plane buckling
Fig 3.2.9 Axial strain distribution
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3.2.3.

BRIt D

MR AEMEIC 5 R 5 T L—RERAROZE

SL72 % TEHE 7 L — A AT B E B O AR AT RE & M i

SRR

7 L= AT O T, SRR, BRI, AR — 210 K DR
BEIAME, MRATATAIE & S 5, = 2T, MRHTT— 210 K MM, SR S
RIS - RIS B BRIV s, & FHPBMTIRIG de, % 50 L CRHI 5, J5miE
W Je,,, 1 LA 7 0 —IEICToReb B, Table 3.2.2 \CIZS AT Hile 2 3, ARHTATAI
17 L— ARSI K RS DB, EREER LY 2-3cycle < HIBEET L 720,
FIRGEIT KT U TR ARG R & 72572, 24U Coffin-Manson HIZFIF L7541 2 55
RS, AFHOHIPH T FEM OREEICH L CHEAFIETH D Z L 2R LTV,

Table 3.2.2 Comparison of the instant of the brace crack to test result

FEM with Coffin-Manson

FEM with Coffin-Manson

Iculati Test Result
Caleulation (Out-of-plane buckling) (In-plane buckling) est Hesd
@=1/33rad @=1/33rad @=1/33rad @=1/33rad

3cycle Icycle 2cycle 4cycle

AR BEFR O - TE BRIV CRESRIE L RG22 L4 %

AT & REAMRAE 3o LA IR 7 18] DS EIRMB AR 5 2 %

1/250

1/50

¢ (rad) = /500
<—>

Strain Amplification factor «,

@ (rad) = /500 1/100 1/33
<>
40 : : : !
& fTearing (FEM)—P
§ 20 Tearing (Calculation) —>
E Tear%ng (Test) ;
§ ‘ ! O o0 O
S 20 [0 ©0
= i
= |
g FEM
= 10 ‘ i
§ Calculathn
n b
0 oo i
Cycle

(a) Out-of-plane buckling (same as the test)
Fig. 3.2.10 Strain Amplification factor history
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3.3. TL—REEAETITER LI /LE G RIERRTREE

AIEIORERD D, AIREFRETT N2 IOTCHZEfITIIZ S TH Y, SEOMRFEEE AT T
o LIVRENT, WICAKENL, 7 L—AWEICER LIZAHR T A M) v 7 AZT 4 247
VY, ZUEICELE S AL, EREN OIS 2% 00 5 7 L — ZER ORGENEIR, BB TIERE,

FRAATRWTR R Al THE O R EERREEZAT O
3.3.1.  ETFILNTGA—Z2DBE

Table 3.3.1 (ZHTET VD7 L — ZEMWIERE CZ R, T 7 /LA R Fig. 3.3.1 OFIAN
Mo Tt T 5, XT AN v I RAET (1%, C742 I, MEHHEIZFR—L LT, 71L—2
M ORI R Z LS THITET VABET 5, 70, MEREZHN70 —EE L, BE
b 13~85 L9 2T VEEL, WiEfEA K 180mm> —E & L, AEL 1291, HiE 46~140 &35
TTNAED 2 FARET D, MR —EETT MIBEEEM I8 2B U 7=k 8F A —4
RETHY, GUEDOHIET X 5 O RFEEEREDEIA 2 RE T 5, Wik —EE T WIRE
PRI B U CORAEACERI TR O 7 o 7 300 BT 537 A—H23ETH Y, ik O RFEE
TEAERE L b T > 7 OB &R 5.

Table 3.3.1 Model parameter specification

) CHS Diameter thickness ratio | Slenderness ratio | Section area | Brace rank
Model Series Section (D 1) Dt P Ay | (Fr=0,)
C785 | ¢50.8x0.6 85 95
C764 | ¢50.8x0.8 64 126
Constant C751 $50.8x1.0 51 156
slenderness ratio | C742 |  ¢50.8x1.2 42 70 187 BB
series C732 | ¢50.8x1.6 32 247
C722 | ¢50.8x2.3 22 350
C713 | ¢50.8x4.0 13 588
C591 $73.0x0.8 91 46 BA
Constant C661 $60.5x1.0 61 57 BA
section area C742 | ¢50.8x1.2 42 70 180 BB
series C924 | ¢38.1x1.6 24 94 BB
Cl412 ¢27.2x2.3 12 140 BC
C742

—I;Diameter thickness ratio: 12, 13, 22, 24, 32, 42, 51, 61, 64, 85,91

Slenderness ratio: 5, 6, 7, 9, 14
Section shape: Circular

Fig. 3.3.1 Model name rule
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FRNTET TN TIL, 7 L— A ORI £ 7213 G.PL B5-5mi JR ER e A3 8 A
HEMELTA vy 2B O S 2PET 5, Fig 332 107 L— A OFEMX Z2R~d, b 5
DOREZZE LT, 7 L—AMOREEEIE SN O A, C OBEFRESENL, #Fmo%
FR I KT L —ADREEIEREGE(G-2) TR LMD C742 L5 L RDERY A XEIRE
L, JAFMOERR SITRLEDS LICEHTB) LD X OITHEIT 5, Ay apRIOFEMIL
Table 3.3.2 |Z7R T, & DMOMENTET /L OEFUL CT42 [IZHEL, Jel- b T BTN A I G 2 5,

Dt
[ =, |— 3-2
p ”ﬂ6 (3-2)

NRT AN w7 ABT 4 TlE, 7 L— A & SO (RS A) & M5, kAT
WL, JRrEBIEE IS CHIMEONT D i B AR L CO DI A v 3 o OV RIEAg, & 2 FE
YIRS Ag, LA 7 a—EIC X D B L, Manson-Coffin M5 3R 5325 8ZEH (SS400) D
W TSR A6, = 3857 Ag," P LI L CHET 5, ZOFEOZYMET 323 HilIRLTH
D, FERRERICR L TEAMOFHNE 525 Z & AR LTV D, 72, AREHIRWTH =il
FAYEZ W 2TV, BRI, FEEIIIMUTH D Z LA L TR0, ik
BT DRI Lt ZEFRAMA O Hh T R A VN 5

AT 7 VOB R H 7 TR T HE R AR AT 2SOV & Rk C b B, DABRORSRIE, HATRIE
DML e (=1/500, 1/250, 1/100, 1/50, 1/33 rad)iZxtind 5, 7 L—ADER VI &
£(=0.07, 0.14, 036, 0.72, 1.09%)TRLTW5,

7 L— A OBRBEATEERRT,  EUOTEEATE B O BIEE Ze, & 2V TR O T b
PE AL F—RINED BT EGEG-3) 2 fatE & %

—&. )2
XW — Z(O_ +o—m lo)-(gm ni— l) (3_3)

Z 2\ o T IES O UATE, o 1 ZIESOTAURRIT L, ¢ XSO AT (%), i 137 ) v 7&K S
THD,
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1l

Fig. 3.3.2 Modeling detail of the brace (ex. C742)

Table 3.3.2 Mesh detail of the brace

(a) Fine mesh size (area A, C)

Diameter | Thickness Division Circumferential Axial Plastic buckling
Model series D (mm) ¢ (mm) numbers of | elemnt length |element length|half wavelength|/ /I,
Circumferential 1 4w (Mmm) [ axi (Mmm) ! ,(mm)

C785| 50.8 0.6 46 3.47 3.50 7.08 0.49

C764| 50.8 0.8 38 4.20 4.12 8.17 0.50

Constant C751 50.8 1 34 4.69 4.67 9.14 0.51
slenderness ratio| C742| 50.8 1.2 32 4.98 5.00 10.01 0.50
series C732] 50.8 1.6 28 5.70 5.83 11.56 0.50
C722] 50.8 2.3 22 7.25 7.00 13.86 0.51

C713] 50.8 4 18 8.86 8.75 18.27 0.48

C591 73 0.8 46 4.98 5.00 9.80 0.51

Constant C661 60.5 1 38 5.00 5.00 9.97 0.50
section area |C742[ 50.8 1.2 32 4.98 5.00 10.01 0.50
series C924| 38.1 1.6 24 4.98 5.00 10.01 0.50
C1412] 27.2 2.3 18 4.74 5.00 10.14 0.49

(b) Axial mesh length
Area A Area B Area C Area D

Model series A | Division | Element | B | Division | Element| C | Division | Element| D | Division | Element

(mm)| numbers | (mm) [(mm)| numbers | (mm) [(mm)| numbers | (mm) |(mm)| numbers | (mm)

C785[140 40 3.50 1400 20 20.00 | 80 23 348 | 60 3 20.00

C764| 140 34 4.12 1400 20 20.00 | 80 19 421 | 60 3 20.00

Constant C751[ 140 30 4.67 1400 20 20.00 | 80 18 4.44 | 60 3 20.00
slenderness ratio | C742( 140 28 5.00 [400 20 20.00 | 80 16 5.00 | 60 3 20.00
series C732( 140 24 5.83 [400 20 20.00 | 80 14 5.71 | 60 3 20.00
C722( 140 20 7.00 |400 20 20.00 | 80 12 6.67 | 60 3 20.00

C713| 140 16 8.75 [400 20 20.00 | 80 9 8.89 | 60 3 20.00

C591[140 28 5.00 |380 20 19.00 | 80 16 5.00 | 60 3 20.00

Constant C661 | 140 28 5.00 |390 20 19.50 | 80 16 5.00 | 60 3 20.00
section area | C742] 140 28 5.00 |400 20 20.00 | 80 16 5.00 | 60 3 20.00
series C924( 140 28 5.00 |[400 20 20.00 | 80 16 5.00 | 60 3 20.00
C1412] 140 28 5.00 |400 20 20.00 | 80 16 5.00 | 70 3 23.33
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3.3.2.  HEEMIKE RELEMIERE

Fig. 3.3.3 127 L— AWtk & FEM fftr EDFEJEMER O i %, Table 3.3.3 127 L—ADEE
R & & 7T, Fig. 3.3.3 (213570 2 BE A St C OB D BARERRA SR 32339 ffFE LTy
%, F£72, Fig. 3.3.4 ICREN 27 L — A OBIERIZ R, ZHENICELE SRR DIt = 5920
DOMEHE 7 L— A%, C742 OFEERFEF & FERIC, SRS b JRbEE)E 4 4 U 2 (Figure 3.3.4 (b)),
[FIERD Dit HEFH O HARERAF SR > Ol R e 2 £ U T 6, T 2EIC K 2H#
NG E O ORI L2 ER EEZ D, FFIC DIt = 9 60 TiX, Figure 3.3.4 (a)&
Table 3.3.3 | ZR K D1, BB RIZIREROARERREE A 4& U TR RS L, e
ST, —7, Dit = K920 TIE, BRI IR A HEEE S D OO, JrEh R T 1k
PSR o T2 (Figure 3.3.4 (), LA L & 0 ZHEITHR LA DIIEE S S LT FHTEHHE 7 L— XA DR
EEMERITRIZ LTS UC, SO A R E R & 4 U CligE 3+ 2 184D =9 60), i & fhgi

\ZJRIEREE I 2 2R U CHR RN TAEE 9 I 20 = DIt = K9 60), JBRIZE MA@ =1/33 rad LA
FCIREREIE 2 £ U WD = F9 2002035,
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i

160
C1412 _Constant section area series
- |_~Non local buckling
% | Center local buckling dominant
< 120 Edge local buckling dominant
.8 I
g
v
2 80l €713
E -
[}
e
=]
L
%)
40
\Ref. 3-2), 3-4), 3-6)
(Connection type: Pin, G.PL, Rigid
Constant slenderness ratio series
0
0 20 40 60 80 100

Diameter thickness ratio D/t

Fig. 3.3.3 Fracture type of braces corresponding with section properties

Table 3.3.3 Detail results

Global buckling Local buckling | Local buckling | Initial tearing| Cumulative Fracture
Model Series (center) (edge) (evaluation) deformation
(%) en(%) en (%) |en(%) | cycle| Zen ) |zm() | VPC
C785 0.14 0.36 2 3.82 0.99 I
C764 0.14 0.72 2 11.76 | 3.69
Constant C751 0.14 0.36 0.36 1.09 1 11.76 | 3.47
slenderness ratio | C742 0.14 0.36 0.36 1.09 2 16.13 | 448 1
series C732 0.14 0.72 0.72 1.09 3 2049 | 5.74
C722 0.14 0.72 1.09 4 24.86 | 6.79
C713 0.14 1.09 | 13 | 88.17 | 14.81 I
C591 0.14 0.72 1 7.06 2.04 1
Constant C661 0.14 0.36 0.36 0.72 2 8.51 2.46
section area C742 0.14 0.36 0.36 1.09 2 16.13 | 4.48 i
series C924 0.14 0.36 1.09 1.09 3 20.49 | 3.65
Cl1412 0.14 1.09 | 19 | 90.35 | 16.26 il
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(b) Type III (Non-buckling, ex. C713)
Fig. 3.3.4 Fracture type schematic
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Fig. 3.3.5 (27 L— R WrEITER & BREREIE £ COREATEERERNR 2777, [FIRIT e e
DM EBAEFR 2L LT D, FKFE L Table 333 13T X 912, ZEENOT L—REH
DRFAETENERRIT, BEATEBA F28R 9 & AR AR LIS S BI D EMR S 4L, Wil B OHLA
R EBR &[RRI & 7p o7z, ZHUIIRHDSATIE T 21807 L— 2 TlE, BEEHMICR T 5
e L FASEDOEEFNEL TN DI B2 b5, Wi —ETT WIS EA%MT, R~
A AR IR R & VI EEA T > 7 28k URF I Zeskat & 20D, UL, FEEIX
Table 3.3.3 (R K DI, #M T > 71355 2 SIEOETEIIR O 708 BREATEIEREI X m V. —T7, A
FEATICIBNT, R 24 U O 7 L— 2R ERRH AR OIS B O B T RE NS DT,
72721, ARBIRDERO GPL HATAARIL, B D MEHALMEHET OIS X 0 SRR
FEAME T 2AER 2 WE L CRY, OIS CTHREMSREREZTT .,

100 /\

Constant slenderness ratio series

™

ing pinned connection

e, (%)

(a) Cumulative normalized axial deformation capacity

Fitting surface assuming pinned connection
16 /
n L R P
ef. 3-4
\ | )
o 12 g \ 1
S \ \
S \ . Constant slenderness ratio series
X 8 J N\ Jid \
’ AY
/\\ \\
4 Constant_senction area series
~ < ,
0

160 ©

(b) Cumulative normalized axial plastic dissipation energy

Fig. 3.3.5 Cumulative deformation capacity corresponding with section properties
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3.3.3.  EBMEEBTEHEHEFEOBEAM

WAL DI IR OS2 ARRE T D, BEAHRIF DB L RET 2720, AHITIE, F#

JE R SRS U CRIRIBILR R AR5 9, 72720, RIS A AV CEEE S AR 25T
M 256 T, LM CE 52 L35 2 ECHIAL QW D72, AREIOHPHCILE
JERFE AR IR IR OB YT D 19 ITRRE L CREERRGES 2, BfHALE N CITERIENLR
¥ GPL BEA ST L—AN, R P CREEE IR 24 U 238 OlFE— A Myfild
Fig. 3.3.6 THEND, My 37 L—RADENET— A2 b, My 3SR & WiE & % GPL

EIEE— A N THD, REEEEEEE O T L — AR A U S 720, FERE S

F LUV R AR ORERUEIT Table 3.3.4 (R §0 Y L7025, FRITRT L 9IT, FEER S I3 E
(X LT 0.5~0.7 fif LRl S 4D, Fh EORMBADBESHEEEN <, MaliEs & a5,
72720, DAREORHEN Tl R SAAREIE FIRIEZ 0.5(EESF ;DA A 7 — IR OHERE) & 75,

Assumed broken line \A\

Fig. 3.3.6 Exact buckling length schematic
Table 3.3.4 Exact buckling coefficient

Model Series My (KNm) | My (kNm) |Ex26t buckling length | Buckling coefficient
L (mm) k

C785 0.40 0.40 580 0.48
C764 0.53 0.40 623 0.51
Constant C751 0.66 0.40 654 0.54
slenderness ratio | C742 0.79 0.40 679 0.56
series C732 1.03 0.40 714 0.59
C722 1.44 0.40 752 0.62
C713 2.34 0.40 816 0.76
C591 1.11 0.40 713 0.60
Constant C661 0.94 0.40 698 0.58
section area C742 0.79 0.40 679 0.56
series C924 0.57 0.40 632 0.52
Cl1412 0.38 0.40 583 0.47
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BV TEARNE I AARIK D FMRE RS 2 MFE S 5.

Fig. 3.3.7 |27 L — RGO R IR A4 T U CREEAEICE S 1 BID 7 L — A DOEIRIEILRGR
Baord, FHhTEAREE 2 A U T s TR TOREEEORAEZE L TRV, IHBTH
W RERIE A4 U5 TRUTARE LTV, L, iMoo EIRIEE KRB O HER AT
ERERRIS L, BRWTRE HBERAHIE LTV D Z E DGR TE D, Ko TRHlUT T B /e
HEHMIFRETH D LB R BILD,

Fig. 3.3.8 & Fig. 3.3.9 (C7 L — AR D R AN AT U CRESAEICE L TRIDO 7 L—2R
DEBMEIERERE A R, R & 0 BIEEAY 30 L FIZ W TGO & 72> T D
DO, FHIEOEIRIBILAERILOHER 35 L ORI XA & MRtz LT 2,

Fig. 3.3.10 {2 AR O Hefar B EREPH N C AL IE L 72V IO 7' L — A O B IRIEHER RS 2777,

RN R5E Y , REEEEZ AL U o, EIRIEIRENET TR, TR K Y & Heiy/h S VE
Lo TWD, LinL, dHliOEIRIBIIASREDOHER IAHTIE & BERhE LT 2,

UEXY, #B68&t2BE LBERESZEMT 52T, BHlIE SN L— &
(TN T b EARIEHEREREU I ZY 225 IS FTRE & B 2 DD,
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: °
- 100 o |Center local buckling|
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(a) C785
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Fig. 3.3.7 Strain Amplification factor history (Type I : Edge local buckling dominant)
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Fig. 3.3.8 Strain Amplification factor history (Type I : Center local buckling dominant)
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Fig. 3.3.9 Strain Amplification factor history (Type I : Center local buckling dominant)
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Fig. 3.3.10 Strain Amplification factor history (Type II: Non-local buckling)
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Table 3.3.5 (Z GBI ARIMN (2438 4RSI 4, Fig. 3.3.11 [ B TAL I = L 6 —y,, DFH
Ry, RRIORT L 91T, BRI, SRS S MRE 7 L — 28kt L,
K& = 1.09%-4cycle FREEDFRZE T 2 ¥ET 5, —77, Fig. 337187 L 918, BHEDHE S
BAER O EOD &, (TRI-T5%, K 50%, FEH4.0%DFRETIINT D, 72%5, SRk
SRS A PRI FRRHIEOBUE T DT — R L 720, 0 1 TOR0MATHIG & 72 523, Al
HIERIXs = 0.72%-1cycle INTHEX Hivlc, LAEXY, R CHEEZ LT DR ICEWT,
Bl A& O EMNO 7 L—AEM O RAEETIERENL, BEERHETE CHERMEETREE B2 bid,
ik §~ D HEE R OFHE O Tl FFMIEZFHAIATI T T, DI=K190, B84, FilpE
A, WS, ZENRLE O MEME 7 L — 25T L CEA T 5,

Table 3.3.5 Comparison

Model Seri Modified Calculation FEM with Coffin-Manson
odel Senes &(%) cycle (error) &, (%) cycle
C785 0.72 1(+1) 0.36 2
C764 1.09 1(+1) 0.72 2
Constant C751 1.09 1 1.09 1
slenderness ratio | C742 1.09 2 1.09 2
series C732 1.09 5(+2) 1.09 3
C722 1.09 7(+3) 1.09 4
C713 1.09 13(-7) 1.09 20
Constant C591 0.72 1 0.72 1
section area C661 0.72 2 0.72 2
series C924 1.09 7(+4) 1.09 3
Cl1412 1.09 16(-3) 1.09 19
20
x,(%0) Max. error = +50 %
. |
e 7 OC785
5 15 A 1 |OC764
o AC751
g W C742
s €C732
" 10 | | A4C722
g
= A C713
s 71 C591
o 4 4 C661
g % * A C924
2 5 v | [k C1412
= Ref. 3-4)
= 4 Ref. 3-6)
Ref. 3-2)
0 (5>——Min. error =-75 %
0 5 10 15 20

Calculation

Fig. 3.3.11 Comparison of cumulative normalized axial plastic dissipation energy
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3.4. BEREREZLE LIZK WT L—R S E S H D4 REEREER

FEWTAEITIE, RMIZREEERZE LTI <, C742 BBA L 0 s REATERE S S
57 L— AHEE B L & T L— AE OPERERERR IR 21TV, FEME L 72 C742 SBRIK & Dbk

TERRALTUIERE & AR Eh 2 MR T 5.
3.4.1. HERMAEE

(a) DA

Table 3.4.1 \CRHERIAFE LA RT, [RIFRITHED C742 RBREEZED TORL TS, ARERAIT
R7.2x3.2 OMTEHIE £ 7213 PL-6x30 OFHiARLE L7z 7 L — A HiiE B RIR) &
#60.5x5.5 ODITEHIE 7 L — AGEMRERF) A L, Cl412, i~ L—RA, Cl1412U HUAHES &
RERIAA 2 TEFET 5, Cl412 B L OVEHH 7 L — A OZERBR A AT oW —ET 7 /UITE L,
ERIHIEEL 35(BB)D C742 & Hofle UCHIM T o 7 SPBEJRIR M /1345 528, JRE T 242 Ui
<KL, BEEEMEROR BRSNS, EHT L — A BRI 7225 1R 7 L — 2 DR EH
ELTHELERBRIETH Y, FrICREEE %2 £ U < WERETE R OMER & i3 %,
C1412U IR ITVEREDS i\ MEA EMIAR TG SN2 E OMEREZ T 5,

Table 3.4.1 Member specification

(a) Brace
. ADiameter _ |Section area|Partial loss | Yield strength EffectlveA
Shape Material |[thickness ratio y 2 of section N/ 2) slenderness ratio 1.| Ds
D/t (mm’) o (N/mm (Member rank)
C742 35
(Frame) $#50.8x1.2| STKMI1A 42.3 180 None 266 (BB) 0.35
C1412 Neck point 401 70
27.2x2. TK400 11.8 180 0.40
(Frame) $272-23) S None 423 (BO)
Cl412U0 70
60.5x5.5| STK400 11 950 N 391 -
(Component) ¢ one (BC)
Flat plate 635
PL-6x30 SS400 - 180 N 219 0.35
(Frame) ) one (BB)
(b) Column & girder (C1412 including partial losses of brace connections)
) .| Yield strength | Ultimate strength |Full plastic moment
Section Material 5 2 Member rank
o, (N/mm") 0, (N/mm") M, (kNm)
Column| [J-100x100x3.2 | STKR400 310 435 13.5 FB
Girder | H-130x40x2.3x2.3 | SS400 354 444 7.4 FB
(c) Column & girder (C1412 and Flat plate)
] .| Yield strength | Ultimate strength [Full plastic moment
Section Material 5 5 Member rank
o,(N/mm") o, (N/mm") M, (kNm)
Column| [J-100x100x3.2 | STKR400 294 420 12.8 FB
Girder | H-130x40%x2.3x2.3 | SS400 331 416 7.0 FB
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—Ji, %I D LT, EERTIET L— RSO W KRB OIS IEPIC LY, T
— AL DN BT U CRFEATEMEREDME T /R MG b Lo 7o, FEEROFEBRHIMIZ W T
PEA AR O U A R A TR BRI S HE LT 5, Table 3.4.1 (b) ()23 L 512, ZERBRIAD
FEEAITZ NV ENIFFEE OMEREZ A5 2 & 2 L TV D, #5ABRIAIT Fig. 3.4.1 ~ Fig. 3.44,
PEOEMIAROFEHINT Photo 3.4.1 ~ Photo 3.4.2 IZZ NIRRT,

(b) C1412 FABR{A

Fig. 3.4.1 & Photo 3.4.1 \Z/R T X 912, 27.2x3.2 OMJEHNE 7 L — A ZEliE T 5 C1412 3BR KL,
ME 6mm ¢ G.PL ZELATHIR & E (Neck point) (ZOWT, KIBAFETRERA L, BHAICET
R LT T A 2 — 21T 5 Rk 2 HET .

] 1360
E I 2
1= | 407 7777777777777777777777777777 —_— ~ | T

| ) 4 N e .

j j (b) Section A to D
240 w |

} \H—130><40><2.3><2.3(SS400) % g } 12

| < 2.7 I <«

i A , Neck pofnt \K e 3

A== =< ! 210

7 \ | < 78

‘ 030 o D
240 0-100x100x%3.2(STKR400) ‘ (c) Section E

$27.2x2.3(STK400) 1
(a) Elevation (d) Section Fto J

Fig. 3.4.1 Specimen drawing including strain gauge places (C1412, unit: mm)

Grinding after weld backfilling

(a) the specimen including partial loss of section area (b) the specimen tring an improvement of the connection detail

Photo. 3.4.1 Connection detail (C1412, Neck point)
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(c) C1412U 7Bk

Fig.3.4.2 & Photo 3.4.2 |/ & 912, C1412 #BR{AIL G.PL ZHLER L T 28mil DI S IEEH 75%%
FCE7ehoTzlzd, 3Lk 3-8) TS IEF OFEFIZN R HE S CTuvd U T RPL AV, 5%
fEH B UG & LT Cl412U (#60.5x5.5) % HET %, 7ods, Cl412U 3G ORI SA403 C1412

ERRDHOD, HRMIELSCEIERIT C1412 LRISEITHEIL TV D,

1366
| 988 |
U shape R.PL-6 ]
- $60.5x5.5 (STK400) s
. A B C D .
Center of pin v Yy VvV v v Center of pin o
« o . re SR . N9
& ———-—-———— B R it e i Al (=== ks ]
6' J j j :
50 50
G Loading direction
- >
(a) Plan (b) U shape R.PL-6

Fig. 3.4.2 Specimen drawing including strain gauge places (C1412U, unit: mm)

Actuator

T
W‘?W‘?‘F?
Q0 00
00 00
Q0 00
Q0 00
Q0 00
Q0 00
00 00
T o=

RRARRER

Fig. 3.4.3 Testing set-up (C1412U)

 —
t
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(d) P~ L — 2B A

Fig. 3.44 |~ T X 512, PL-6x30 Ol 2B L7 8~ L — A3 EBRIRIE, Pl 7 L —2% X
FITHE LT-RBRIA TH D, X FOAEM (Cross point | ZHEAITEELS , [LEKIE 7 L— A& )RV b
P T 7o A 5T TV D,

‘ 1360 |
E F 1- ' -2

R R N . Lt {1
: : (b) Section A to D
240 ‘ ‘
1 1 12
1 !
| |
720(240 | |
| |
i | 34
| |
i i

240 (c) Section E to F

PL-6x30 (SS400)

(a) Elevation (d) Section Gto N

Fig. 3.4.4 Specimen drawing including strain gauge places (Flat plate, unit: mm)

(d) SEBRAEEE

ARSI T HERR IR Uinr R & REN G TR AT O, MERMIUMEK Ui EBRO XS C1412,
Cl412U, 7 L —ARBAD 3FETH Y, BEEEROXIZIL Cl1412 WA TH 5,

ZAEABRIAD Y v 7y TR L ORHIERE & BIERHITES 2 o C742 A L ARk CTH Y, F
7 L — 2 OAMATEIL 2 A —HTRT, Fig. 343177 K 918, Cl412U [ 3284E:8R & 7] Uikl
T L= AIGREE L, KRBT — 7 VR IHREBEI ST D 2 L THEM 21T, FHIER X
TL—ADES OB EMELETHY, ENEIT NI T e AR AEF e T 7 F
T—Z NN T =V E RO TEHIT 2, ZERER RO HEFRAIMOR U i E5R I IR TE A ol X
DR L, C1412U FA BRI 0D YRR U sy SEBRI IR IR D 7 L — 2033215 2 Bk ek
HHZSTE B L 0 %, 2R RRBRIAR OHRED 7 SEBR I LB A IR & IR MERE 2R 5 720 D
BRVEIREN SRR &, BUBRIRAMENEE & fL7p S5 £ CHUEEh 2 A )4 D IRENMEEE RO 2 fEA21T 5
FHATEBRICBT 2887 0 77 A% C742 BBk L ARk CH 5,
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3.4.2. HEBHANTIZET2EBERLER
(a) C1412 FBRIK (7' L— RImEBOWriEI KB H V)

Fig. 3.4.5 |ZeRBRIAIRIL & Hnf IR DLk &, Fig. 3.4.6 IZHFEZTERAfR %, Photo 3.4.3 (2 FEE /25K
BRUSIRIL A 7R

Elastic Local buckling (Girder) Initial Tearing (Girder)
—~ |[e———>! |
9 Yielding (Girder)
=)
S [ i
2
& YW
b=
=
a
2> | Global buckling
3] .
& (Brace)  Gross section fracture

E (Brace end)
1/500 1/100 1/33 Cycle

p(rady="""1250 1/50
€< — > €< >< >< >

Fig. 3.4.5 Summary of damage condition (C1412 including partial loss of section area)

@ =1/250 rad
ZEME RN TIPS — Y 10 7 L— RIS BT R B b A TR
@ =1/100 rad - Icycle - JFAf
T — AR RS, I T DT B RO EN TR (Photo 3.4.3 ()T F8A4E, ZAUIMIIERIEIC
£V 7 L—20ENAROMTHPERES TR L VRN D EBE X BND, 7 L—AAHOK

T L b 2o THMEARE AW 2N,

@ =1/50rad — 1 cycle

T L— A5 [BRBEREEER, e ARUREIRIEAS, Fig. 345 OWRT X 91T, 7 L—RBIIREIRTN /)
I BB R A FlRl-> T Y, UIRXHOMmEKENEEL TWDEEZ2NLN,

@ =1/33rad -1 cycle

7 L— AREMEIRE NS T 5 RT3 4= (Photo 3.4.3 (b)), 7 L —ADHEKIZ & & 72> THILAFEYE
AT TTSEAREWT & RIRAC AT BR L, £ ORI/ R R R A LT,

@ =1/33 rad — 26 cycle - F|3E

PIAHED T 7 7 o PRI B EOEAE, 7 = 7 F TREAER(Photo 3.4.3 (d)).
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90

Gross section fracture < 400 ——
(Brace end) é 300 T Tensil yielding
60 ; Z o,
- Frame + Brace —. E 200
Z
&< 30 8 100
Ql S
© = 0
g 0 = o,, (Pin)
a % -100[ ¥
(%“3 S0 Initial tearing 3 2200 Gr(tzss section
(Girder) S e, Rigid) racture
60 , g -300}¥ |
Global buckling 5 Global buckling
(Brace) Z. -400
0753 -1/100 1/100 1/33 - 05 0 0.5 1
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)
@Q0-¢ (b) - &

Fig. 3.4.6 Load — deformation relationships (C1412 including partial loss of section area)

R

(b) Gross section fracture of brace end (1/33rad-1cycle)

(c) Fracture section of brace end (After testing) (d) Fracture condition of beam end (After testing)
Photo 3.4.3 Damage condition (C1412 including partial loss of section area)
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7 L— RIRER ORI &2 547 % 12 OB MO RN 21T 5 , 7 /U 32 HilR LT
Cl412 LBRFER TH 23, 7 L— A DO BHRFIEICEBITAE ] S iz STK400 2@/ L, 7 L—2A
SESIE 1.5Smm X 1.Smm T A w3 = 558 U CEE RIS ) A OFEL AR Tz, A v &=t X3
R EFRAFHOFERNEZ BITRE L, UIREEIAY T DA v ¥ =2 EHREBRPHBR L TV 5,

Fig. 3.4.7 [T RIBAZ AT 5560 Cl1412 BERIBOBVER S 2T, I & 0 GIR 7R
JENZBEFNELCTND Z E DR TE 5, Fig 3.4.8 ([ZHMEEEPERIZIST D T EIRE
O &Y, RIBNEEIR EHEL Theb BER L TV O EROERBREL LA 7 v — L TR
LCTHEHLTWD, Fig. 348 @I X 21Z, YIREEIEFL TODET L, FHFEL TR
WET L & B AR TEBRRFCE A A& UTe 27 7 TR EIRIE S HE K L, Fig. 3.4.8(b)
WRT X 9IS, MHERIESHMICGETDZ LN D, UEXY, YR EEOFEFHNTHR
KTholeb x5, UIREEHDPRFELRWIGE T, FHBMEERIGIZRIIK Mz 5T
BV, kRS G OVEREER & L C, WICEIR EEBAEHE CHUR L7z C1412 SRBRIKDEBR 21T 5,

Strain (%)

Focused element

Fig. 3.4.7 Plastic strain distribution (C1412, 1/33 rad - 1cycle)

—_ ~ 500
X 40 s FEM
‘ & 19 step > S 400 .
~ (Fracture, 1/33rad-1cycle) N Fatigue curve (SS400)
2 30 A
=) =
= Patial 1 f secti g 300
'g atial loss of section area Z 19step
5 20 i ’@) '% (1/33rad-1cycle)
Q Non a2, 200
g patial loss of section area 0
o R
o 10 = 100
a0 =
& =
: S
0c
< 0 10 20 30
Step Average plastic strain range 4g;, (%)
(a) Average plastic strain range (b) Fatigue life relationship

Fig. 3.4.8 Local plastic strain details of the focused element
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(b) C1412 #ERIK (7' L— RUGERDUSHILR L & 7T A 2 — R & Jiii L 72)
Fig. 3.4.9 (ZARBR{ACIAIL & WATRIE O %, Fig. 3.4.10 IS EZAIERIR %, Photo 3.4.4 (ZFEE 72

BRI 2R,

Elas!tic Local buckling (Girder) Initial tearing (Girder)
el I s S
"g Ylieldlng (Girder)
= |
2 %
£ YA
=
A
%‘ Global buckling
2 (]?race Gross section fracture after tensil yielding (Brace end)

1/500 1/100 l 1 1
@ (rad) = 1/250 1/50 33 Cycle
<€<—> < > >< >

Fig. 3.4.9 Summary of damage condition (C1412)

@ =1/100rad — 1 cycle - JEAE

T L AR RPEEETE A, I T A EAR OIS TR (Photo 3.4.4 ()2 FEAE LTz,
@ =1/50rad — 1 cycle

7 L— ABIRIERIRER, A IR R A, BSHEHR L 21T o722 & C, BISRFMRRI 1385
EZEB e Lz, Lo L, Fig. 349 OITRT LI, 6= I 0.6%UTFHIZHIEE U7 REAl CIABET
\Z#Z4(Photo 3.4.4 (b) & (C)NE U CTRIENME F24AD, IR ZESEF LI-HA L0 L EICRR
AL, Atk OBIZEPI BRI R U CHEUANTE A3 WriafkEr L 72 (Photo 3.4.4(d)). Z U]
REBEHR L TH, FlA GPL OIS IEP PRI TE T, R LIS ORIOENTFHR
SN EEZLND, £72, THR3-ITBWT, 7 L—A+G.PL ElALBEAEROH [ERER T
WEPERE 2T 7 L7e s, SRMERRBRIR CIIA TSR & R RIS N Sh TRy, AEHE S
DIFEHEL D, BRI OEHIA A 7 L — A D58 & M L 0 @ < i hoEa hEax
T DR, BRI RIIMT D LB X bD,

LLEX Y, RFEBR L FERIC G PL & U1K XIS ERAZEEES 2 S 7 L — A%, RIS
JREJE 2 A2 U D35 (C742 3RABRIASC 32 fiod T4, AN TIE, HAEWNI T L— 2B 0 B
RECIRE SND DS, R EEIE 2248 U726 T, OIR E B REBED N £ 72 13 U Ta sl
IR 5720, MBS MO RBATIER TIRE SILD, E-T, ARG HE

Rt 2HETIE, TOME D RFHIEEDRLE L VA D,
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i
1l

%0 , P & Initial tearing Y
Gross section fracture g g 400 T on weld material
60 (Brace end) # N
F +B "? :é o,
= rame = Brace & 200 Cl412
2 30 © (Partial loss of section area)
St g
g 0 % O 6 Q’in) / / 5
[+ » A | A
. D =7 1] A %
S 30 < 00 Gross section
n N ., (Rigid) fracture
= M
-60| Global buckling g -400 ‘
(Brace) Z Global buckling
0733 -1/100 1/100 1/33 - 05 0 0.5 1
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)
@0-9 () on- &

Fig. 3.4.10 Load — deformation relationships (C1412)

(c) Initial tearing on weld material (1/50rad-1cycle) (d) Gross section fracture of brace end (After 1/50rad-1cycle)
Photo 3. 4.4 Damage condition (C1412)
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(c) C1412U #BR{A
Fig. 3.4.11 (ZFRBR AR & Himf IR Otk &, Fig. 3.4.12 |CffEATEEIR %, Fig 3.4.13 ([ZEfEE
%, Photo 3.4.5 |[ZEERFREBRIRILE RT,

Tiensilé yieliding Initial tearing (Brace)\T
8 (Brace) Assumed initial tearing ‘
s (Girder)
)
IS
o ~AANAN /\/\
b=
'
(]
E? Global buckling o 2
n (Brace) Local buckling (I?race)
o (rad) 1/5001/2501/1001/50 1/33 Cycle

Fig. 3.4.11 Summary of damage condition (C1412U)

@=1/100 rad — 1 cycle (g,= 0.36%)
7 L — AR & 5| IRBEIRIE A

@ =1/33 rad — 26 cycle (.= 1.09%)

R TR 16 FEIZ M ATZY, Photo 3.4.5 (DIRT X912, 7 L—RIEEEREZAE T T,
GIR EERDFRAT LT C1412 RBRIR DG ERINE UT- cycle £ F TRELE O SFIHEIIA Ule o
72o VB TIX, & 5725 3 cycle BN OMHE R 2 F2hE L 7=,

@ =1/18rad — JEAf (5,=2.00%)
7 L— AR RSB IR DA CAR®, 3 cycle BIZBHE 72 RAEEJE (Photo 3.4.5 (¢) 3B S 7z,

Fig. 3.4.13 1R T L DT, KRBT TR 2.7% (& L RIZELLT), TR 15% (&5 D 5 1%)
ZFHIL, U RPLAMIRE B HEAIZLY, SROEEF ORI R X2,
@ =1/12rad - 2 cycle— Bl3E (5 =3.00%)

T U — AR EBASE A (Photo 3.4.5 (), HHMERIET A ILp=1/12rad TH Y, LI HEA
HEHNE D 2R, RS R O BARRZSTEMERE TR IE SV D5 ClE, ALY 11 THzy
R RE i 2 A TS S WHTESE 7 L — A ST+ R TURE N e ST E D 2 &3 h D,
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i
1

400 400

200 Local buckling

200 (3 cycle)

-200, -200,

Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)
Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

-400 Global buckling -400 Global buckling
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%) Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)
(a) Until 1.09% (b) Until 3.00%

Fig. 3.4.12 Normalized axial force — deformation relationships (C1412U)

(c) Initial local buckling (1/18 rad, 0.02% - 3cycle) (d) Initial tearing (1/12 rad, 0.03% - 2cycle)
Photo 3.4.5 Damage condition (C1412)
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#
It
=

3
2 g 1
_ ;3 lz @4 /3 /4
S pe 3 AW WS
2, AAﬂﬂm@@UUMAAmmMMVVUUUVMAAAAAKKKmi
g RARA A/ \2 \
-1 Tensile yielding 1
5 Global buckling
¢ (rad) 17300, 550199154 1/33 1/18  1/12 Cycle
(@) Section A (edge)
25
on 1 . C g
20}l .£ Tensile yielding )
= lz @4 < Global buckling 3 ~
é 15 2 3
£10
g 5 \4
7 A
0]- i N/\/
; 0 1
o (rad) 2% 1230 1% 150 - s 8 112 Cyele
(b) Section C (Center)
3
5 2 1 WWVWWW\WMN
% lz D 3 2
o =]
S 1) 3
g AN
3 TN v ANAAA
-1 Tensile yielding
5 Global buckling 1
¢ (rad) 17300, )50 190 150 1/33 /18 1/12 Cycle
(c) Section E (edge)

Fig. 3.4.13 Local strain distribution of the C1412U brace (C1412U)

Table 3.4.2 {ZBEAEOFM MR IR FIE O G R A~ T, Cl412U RBRIATIL, RIS

TRERFHI(ERA T 2.8% D72, 6 =2.0%, RIEHET4.0% OV A 7@ 0 1A, FRITR
T X912, BEHEME AR 11 OFHIE 12OV TS 1 eycle FREEOREZE TRMBC& 72,

Table 3.4.2 Comparison of the initial tearing of the brace

Calculation Test Result
E,=3.0% E,=3.0%
3 cycle 2 cycle
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(d) V4~ L — 2B
Fig. 3.4.14 |ZRABRIACIRIL & HiffBIE DLl %, Fig. 3.4.15 ([ EAEBER %, Fig. 34.16 127 L—
AERDOENEEREZ, Photo 3.4.6 ([ FEABRIRRILZ T, 221, H, KZRWLM, NOES—

VUM EEIRE NS A L E I T L — REM OB I Y T 5,

| Tensile yielding]  Local buckling (Girder) Initial tearing (Girder)
9 (Brace)

= i i

= o & -
2

)=

&

&

I~ i

A

g |Global buckling v 4115 (Girder)

& (Brxace) .

1/500 I1/100 1 1
@ (rad) = 1/250 1/50 33 Cycle
<> €< >< > >

Fig. 3.4.14 Summary of damage condition (Flat plate)

@=1/500 rad — 1 cycle

2 KD T L— AR RS (Photo 3.4.6 (a))
@=1/250rad — 1 cycle

2ARDT L—ANGIRERER, 2V v 7B HEGE S5,

@=1/50rad -1 cycle

P RERIE . %) TROBIENSERT 2.

@=1/33 rad — 22 cycle

e b7 7 o\ B Z38 4 (Photo 3.4.6 (b)), Fig. 3.4.14 OIR”T X 912, 7 L—RIEe#nE
JiEZ 0 U CREMEIRITLE L TR Y, Bfd L O AR /L MEATRIIE T I U o Tz,
Fig. 3.4.16 |2~ T X 918, EIET L—AFREE G T & BITRKHK 3.5% (6 DK 3 fH)FHIIE 4,
JRATE R BEIHER SN2 o T2, 728, Fig. 3.4.14@)0RT L 912, £ cycle DB N
WRRERDE, —HEB LT L—ARHERRETHRNZHOCEHET LI F 7R ET D
72, FEEHOAHMEN—FANIET L, ZOBEMIRILT 7 E—R—1 R E o> Tng,
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90 Y — —
Tensile yielding Frame + Brace <. 300 Tensile yielding
(Brace) \ g Pinching action
60f N e >
\\b e Z 200 [ A
z Frame ] / ; ) 3
= 30 Imtlal tearing \ Lt : o 100
S T g
o = 0
g 0 E
3 o} N/
5 << -100f | |
% -30 —8 i
3 N
! ? due to brace pinching = 200
-60f g L
Tensile yielding E -300} Pinching action Tensile yielding
% (Brace)
V3 -1/100 1/100 1/33 - 050 0.5 1
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Normalized Axial Deformation g, (%)
@0-¢ (b) Gi- &
Fig. 3.4.15 Load — deformation relationships (Flat plate)
4
3
é’/
g 2
wn
OWMM
¢ (rad) — 1/50Q 1250 1/100 J/50 _ 1/33 Cycle
(a) Brace 1
4
1-2
5 2 1
£ i
&_.)
Oooooroxy 1 H2 H-1 EH al
¢ (rad) = 1/50Q 1,250 1/100 J/50 _ 1/33 Cycle

(b) Brace 2
Fig. 3.4.16 Local strain history of the flat plate brace (Flat plate)

(a) Brace global buckling (1/500rad - 1cycle) (b) Fracture condition of the girder end (1/33rad - 27cycle)
Photo 3. 4.6 Damage condition (Flat plate)
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() 7 L—AEM D BAREAL T RE

Table 3.4.3 [ZRFELEMREZ KT, Z2C, Cl412U BLOVERT L— AL, UK ZWhm/kiE%
AT 5 ClAR IZBWTRICRZDEAE LIz A 7 NV E TORBAMREZ R LTV D,

HERR IR U SR 6, R EEJE & A2 UAZ < W T L= REA D i O AR A TR RE D iR C
7z, 72721, BalBRIAHE R OIERC Table 3.4.3 |RT XK 912, 7 L— R OBEA R EHED R
IR E W, FRCBIEHS )/ N & < SRR 24 IS < WITRLY L— R ERb 0 SREEASTEAERENS,
AT 4 7 — M Ko UIRERIE D EET 5 7 L— AH(C742 2507 TR XL v AT
HAfEtE bR STz, REBROT L— RUEEIC G.PL & EHELATeEEAG 1T, C742 BRIk L i L
T, MWEFHIAT) T CIIRESMEES s (359 14, BRSO BRI TRV —p, 135 1710 IK T
L7z, LooL, #EAENE D 2B L7z Cl1412U BUREMIIZs, 2569 4.2 1%, 11380 1.9 % EH-2 5
WS, U S RPL OMFROANMEIRI N, £z, FHT L—R1L 2 KDOEETEs 13K 4.2
B el TK 15 f5 EADSHER S, WS 2 MW2s iR T L— A O ANV RS LT,

Table 3.4.3 Cumulative capacity of the braces

Diameter Effective .
. . . . | Partial loss
Shape thickness ratio | slenderness ratio 2, |Connection ) Ds [Ze,(%) | xw (%)
of section
D/t (Member rank)
C742 35 G.PL
(Frame) $#50.8x1.2 423 (BB) interrupted None |0.35| 25 7
Cl1412 70 G.PL Neck point 12 2
27.2%x2.3 11.8 0.40
(Frame) $27 (BO) interrupted None 6 0.6
(Cocri:]!:)ignt) $#60.5x5.5 11 (;OC) Pin None - 106 13
Flat plate 635
PL-6x30 - H.T.B N 0.3 106 11
(Frame) - (BB) one >
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3.4.3. BMANTIZETIERERLER

BIR EE 2 VEHA L L7z C1412 BABR{A L 56 2 B> C742 BABRIADIRE) 2 EBE RIS &, 7
L— AR OBIRLEDS, BIRIATT T2 D4 RO BT, L BRATEMEREIC 5 2 2 8%
WS %, 7ok, MMHEEIASER LY, Cl412 BBRMADHEAEMIL 0.13s, WEHIL 47%TH Y,
Hegoet 5D C742 FBRIR & FIFEE OEAIREMEZ A L TS Z & 2 LT D,

(a) FRBRIACIRD & AR D ELi

Table 3.4.4 ([Z A HIGRNE & 7220888 L OSBRI IO — 27~ 7, Fig. 3.4.17 ~ Fig. 3.4.20 |Z
BTEASVBR 27~ 9, Photo 3.4.6 [ICRERIRIRDLEZ 9, 2 2T, FalBRIRIRIUIEHIIT —4 L A
P & Bhid L v by L7z,

El Centro35kine — 100 % A/ 1[A]H

7 L= AL EHLE AT BN AR & BB L 7=(Photo 3.4.6 (b))73, 5IBERRITRER L 72~ 72,
Fig. 3.4.16 IZ T XL 912, 7 L —ARBKREE L7214 O C1412 FHERIAIZ, Fig. 3.4.17(b)IZ~7 C742
BRI & Ll LT, Fig. 3.4.19 (@RI REEZM A O T & BTGB 24 U, &
7=, Fig. 3.4.18 (a)X° Fig. 3.4.20 )\~ d & 918, FEREHHOAMATES K L CAl(T L —ADE
MR OREIR TR BT FRRAERR S 4172,

El Centro35kine - 100% A7 2 [A]H

Fig. 3.4.19 O T L D12, 7 L—ADPREEI DA L H 720, Fig. 3.4.17 (a)X° Table 3.4.4
WRT X 91T, Cl412 BRAD R KA L FREETILT L— A EMEANZAR Y, Fig. 3.4.20 (b)IZ"d™
£ 91T, BIRTIERI(T L — A SR O S8 T & HhIT PR RS S 4172, Fig. 3.4.18 OITRT L 9
(2, 7 L= AGRAITIE T L — ARSI R AW ) 2 B L Tuiz, Table3.4.4 (R7 &
1T, 100% AT JIRE LT OISEITHERI AT IR A I T A A £ Uz 1/50 tad IZE S 2o 72,

El Centro35kine - 150% AJJ 1 [5]H

Fig. 3.4.19 (TR T K DT, T L—ADWIHISIRMERZRRER L, £ D% DOINE Cliiibs e BT
BN U= (Photo 3.4.6 (), Fig. 3.4.18 (NIRRT L D18, HRREHITT L— R [EHEM O g AW
D% ENCEL, ZhERO T 7 7 Y ORI A U7z (Photo 3.4.6 (d)).

El Centro35kine - 150% AJ1 2 [A1H

Fig. 3.4.18 ()8 L ' Fig. 3.4.19 (I~ X 512, 7' L—RB[RBARE DI LR E L L 2 v—
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7"H T 75%{K ), Photo 3.4.6 (NIZ T & 912, BHEESBICAE UT-AZITT L — ARMIBICERE L,
C1412 FHERMR D T RISEVTAMNT-119 rad IZKATEDR, HEFHIATI(342 i (o) DfEFR LY,
7 L— AR A B S & WA A C RS REAN B A T, ZAUTZENLHIE O e
FOROR LA SEBRIE ClE, 7 L — AR BRATEIRRE CHIE B RN PRI REF S LD 720,
Z DN BZIEAED & W~ & BEOREIT A U3, IR HlE O HREh 5 FEs T,
58RO B R E ORGERE RN LR A < (REBR IR 1s LUF), SIIRJIIZRIEEIZBRATIRAEIC
BATL CRAEDEIT LR -oToleb B X LD, ks, Hlko C742 BUBRKIZFEIAS) CRAA ok
D RSB SRR 2N WA L T\, £ D—J5C, Fig. 3.4.18 X° Fig. 3.420 |~ X 912, H3E
FHOEAMIAIITE Y KEL o TND Z &0 D,

El Centro35kine - 150% AJJ 3 [F]H

Fig. 3.4.18 (d)°Fig. 3.4.19 (23T & 91T, 7 L— RS A2 WTHEALET L, Table 3.4.4 R°Fig. 3.4.17
IR T L DI, ARITCHETT L QOB AN EMN Bfis U CHRBhih S B8 L, SR E) 5 5Bk
IROBIERH]E DR S HU7=(Photo 3.4.6 (2)). £72, 7 L —ADLWrEAKTT: DIVEATIL, Fig. 3.4.20
IR T LI, RLRICRRREEZE T D ERRHC T 7 7 U U = 720> TR HE
J& L7=(Photo 3.4.6 (h)), 7 L — AW OMENIRRIZEZR 2 0D, Cl412 RERAL, HrRHEORE)
78 EDISEHKRILT L — A O WHEIENTL (CBHE L 2o Tz, ks, BBOBRINE, BRI
i < BHCHERR 9~ 5720, 7 L— A% FiAVELE U7 S BT 7 L — ARSI 20 A T L
Th, 7 L—ADEMIENNIC L D4 DOEBILT L— A5 BRANZAET 2,
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Table 3.4.4 Damage condition of the collapse test (C1412)

Input wave Story Drift ratio | Story Shear Force |Resp. Acc. .
. 5 Damage condition
(E1 Centro35kine) o(rad) O (kN) (m/s”)
Amplitude . . .
P No. Max. |[Residual| Max |Residual| Max. Brace Girder
factor
Ist -1/79 | -1/540 | +64.5 -0.91 -16.1 .
100% Global bucklin Yieldin
° [Tond | -1/55 | 1354 | 712 | 111 | -18.6 § 8
Tensil Yielding | Local bucklin
Ist | -1/33 | -1/278 | +852 | -138 | -21.9 " §| Hoo pueeng
Initial crack (Right end)
2nd -1/19 | -1/109 | +84.7 -2.00 -21.1 - -
150% Local buckling
Left end
3rd | +1/11 +1/16 | +42.3 +1.2 -11.2 - ( . )
Initial crack
Frame collapse
Yieldinﬁ (Girder) Local buckling (Girder)
Global buckling (Brace) Tensile yielding (Brace) Collapse
:?s\ i : Gross sectlion fracture (Brace)é—)i :
g 1/6 Expecte'd initial tearing (Brace)i<—>| Initial tearing (Girder)—*
bl ! Pl 1
2 1/10 Crack expanding from | lIMax.@= 1/11
Q‘g the weld material to the brace | EI/ Collapse
= o i i 117
‘£ 1/30 | ! |
% ol | ! | |
il e > \ _
g - g w - { 1/110
@ -1/30 Min.p=-1/79 Min.p=-1/55 | | ~Min.p=-1/31 Min.p=-1/19 1|
100 % - 1st 100 % - 2nd 150 % - st 150 % - 2nd 150 %-3rd _ time (s)
(a) C1412
_ Global buckling (Brace) . _Yielding (Girder)_ Local buckling (Girder)
: —
= Local buckling (Brace) *>|: e
! Initial tearing (Girder >
% 1/6 Initial tearing (Brace) —H!»I |g ( ) -
] I =
it : 9)
-8 1/10 Gross section fracture (Brace) ——)-: Max.p= 1/13 | ° g
& H i = E Collapse
< 1 . 89121
‘Z 130 Max.p=1/123 Max.p= 1/125 I Max.p=1/55 22
2 | { ! =g
2 O Hae 2et={1/282
8 H ! =
» -1/30 :| |

100%-1st . 100%-2nd _  150%-1Ist _ _ 150%-2nd _ _ 150 % - 3rd )time(s)

(b) C742
Fig. 3.4.17 Time history of Story drift ratio
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Crack expanded from weld

material to brace section

(g) Frame collapese (150 % -3rd) (h) Fracture condition of the left end of the girder (After testing)
Photo 3. 4.6 Damage condition
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Sear Froce Q (kN)

Sear Froce Q (kN)

BIELL D 570 5 FTHE 7 L — A S HiRE 1 B O REATEERE & MG R AR S

80 80
Frame + Brace —, __:
60 60
40 > 40
<
20 S 20
0 S 0
=
220 = -20
<
]
-40 A 40
Brace load is still dominant
-60 -60 in the tension side of the brace.
-80 Global buckling (Brace) -80
-1/50 -1/100 1/100 1/50 -1/50 -1/100 1/100 1/50
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(a) 100 % - Ist (b) 100 % - 2nd
80 80 B
60 60 F15% |
/reductioni|
40 %\ 40 Frame + Brace i
20 S i
(]
‘ S
220 .
<
(]
-40 A
Frame load increasing
-60 -60 due to the reduction of brace load
-80 -80
-1/33  -1/50 -1/100 0  1/100 -1/20  -1/30  -1/60 0 1/60
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad) Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(©) 150 % - Ist (d) 150 % - 2nd
80} Gross section fracture :
(Brace end) i
60 |
Frame Excessive ‘
2 40 e . I
< + Btice response increment |
< >
S 20 \, .
(]
Q 0 y
£ i
w =20 i
< | et .
(5] \
“ -401  Start i
\
-60 :
80 Collapse criteria »:
-1/30 0 1/30 /15 1/12

Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(e) 150 % - 3rd
Fig. 3.4.18 Shear Force — Story Drift Ratio relationships
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Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

-100
-200
-300
-400

%3
Global buckling
-0.5 0 0.5

Normalized Axial Deformation g, (%)

(2) 100 % - Ist

400
300
200
100

-100]
-200,
-300,

Initial global buckling
after initial tensile yielding

-400,

-1 -0.5 0 0.5
Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)

(c) 150 % - 1st

Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

-100
-200
-300

-400

B LD 5 5 M 7 L — A Hii 18 o0 SMAETENERE & AE R E R AL

-0.5 0 0.5
Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)

(b) 100 % - 2nd

400 Second tensile yielding
While crack is expanded from
300t the weld material to the brace,
gross section fracture didn't occured./ 71%,
200
100
0
-100
End
-200 Start n
-300
-400
-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5

Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)

(d) 150 % - 2nd

N
(=]
(=]

Lo
[ ]
(=R =)

-300

Normalized Axial Force o, (N/mm?)

-400

Gross section fracture

St

art

-1.5 -1

-0.5

0 0.5

Normalized Axial Deformation &, (%)

(e) 150 % - 3rd
Fig. 3.4.19 Normalized Axial Force — Deformation relationships



E8=a

?)3

—_
e 0 [\

Bending Moment M (kNm)
IS =

Right end\

Left end

Y

-8
-12
-1/50 -1/100 1/100 1/50
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(2) 100 % - Ist
12

o0

S

Bending Moment M (kNm)
5 o

1
o0

o
N

Right end
\

Left end

-1/33  -1/50 -1/100 0
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)

() 150 % - Ist

1/100

Bending Moment M (kNm)

Bending Moment M (kNm)

SL72 % FTEHE 7 L — A AT SRS B O BRHAS L RE & MG AR 2K

12
Right end
8 Dy
Left end
4
0
4
-8
-12
-1/50 -1/100 1/100 1/50
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(b) 100 % - 2nd
12
Right end
\
8
4
0
4
-8
-12
-1/20 -1/30  -1/60 0 1/60
Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)

(d) 150 % - 2nd

12

Left end

0

Bending Moment M (kNm)
(=]

Right end
2|

Gross section fracture (Brace end)

Collapse criteria —>

-1/30 0

1/30

1/15 1/12

Story Drift Ratio ¢ (rad)
(e) 150 % - 3rd
Fig. 3.4.20 Bending Moment — Story Drift Ratio relationships
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(b) BAREZTEMERE & RIRMERIERED B %%

JEHNL CRIMATOIERE A LT 5, BRAEATEMEREIS, HAWT ) — JEHATE BRI D2~
N =N E Y 7 ) T — 2 BUTESWTEED L, £ OMEE BRI AW I3 L O%
REFIZTE A THRTTE LI SRR ASTAE =R n Z2488R & 975, Table 3.4.5 (ZRBIMEA T SRy

%, Fig. 3.421 |ZRIREZIEE 2~

n=n,+n,=[0,de/ 0,0, +(|0ide! 0,0, +[0rd0) 0,.0..) (3-4)

T2, O On(= 0+ ONNIHEGEEHLE 7 L — 2 DOAHE AW, M, I L EXROEMEET— R
FEWIH 2 IRE— AL R EMEE YT 6,004,057 L—ADRRIGT), BRI, WrikifE,
BLE A, Op=2Myh, Q= 0,A/c086, Qo= 0wAlcosd, @z= M,L/6El, @n=tan’(c,/Ecosfsind),
o= tan’ (o, /EcosOsin@) T 5, 7 L—ADn, [TEMHE AWM Oy & FAO", O, ThZE
MBIBRIIT) Oy & JEREIN T Oper THEKITALT D,

7 L— A E A OMEMEIC BV T, —RISHRO/NS W T =20 05723, ifh
i < FERMEI ) L LI W w), ZERRORRETRZ2MHlT 2 A TEE LN EEZ BT
%o C742 FBRIRIT C1412 FRIA L 0 iRV NS <, Fig. 341703 L 918, FRINED
| &4, Fig.3.4.21 (b)& Table 3.4.5 (b)/R"T L 912, FEEOHRE LRI SND, —F, MELRN
hE< ey, BEEORENT L—RIE, HMORREEEMREIMK S, I SR EE S A3k
WHZE 2 ATREMEA Y, W AE— T 7 /WIRIE L & IR LA LB OBIRIZH U, C1412 3Bk
RITABR IR E WA, BIREE C742 3BRIA L 0 /& <, BB 2SS 5 Wik £ CoNT)
H1FZ(3 El Centro NS DIRIEEER 150% A0 1 BISGHINL TWD, ZOTDFERELINV NS NT L—R
1L RN O BRPBIEAT BMR O S CTEE LN E B2 DD, AFEBRTIE, ZEBRED C1412
I CRAZ A U723, Table 343 1IR3 K 91T, ImEBOM I A FEF L7 C1412U DEFE
IFEMERBIL C742 D 42 BN TH Y, ZEERBRRIZIBN TS, @BURMMOMEVICEY, #
MW S CORFBBIEEENR LV 0 L35 EHESND, 7 L—AORWEEIIIZHEDE L
VIREHE RO BRI AR ET D TR BV, 2 D728, BIFYAT) FIZERIT % 7 L— Afit
EEMOKRMEMERRY, SEORRNICELIRET D7 L— AEM O ) & BTN 10D 2
2T, HA RN A [EEET S 7o O D BRI A T E A IRET DR EORELZITH LE X
bivd,
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Table 3.4.5 Comparison of the cumulative capacities between G742 and C1412 frame specimen

(a) C1412
Brace end Brace end Girder end After testin
Cl412 Initial tearing Gross section fracture Initial tearing £
D; =0.40 150 % - 1st input 150 % - 2nd input 150 % - 3rd input .
150 % -
Total 136.7 s Total 189.4 s Total 190.6 s 50 % - 3rd input
Brace 77, 134 (x1.5) 179 (x1.4)
Frame 77/ 66 (x19.4) 136 (x7.2) 165 195
Brace + Frame 7 201 (x2.2) 316 (x2.2) 345 375
2o (rad) 4.77 (x1.4) 7.14 (x1.4) 7.5 9.2
(b) C742
Brace center Brace center Girder end After testin
C742 Initial tearing Gross section fracture Initial tearing g
D,=0.35 150 % - 1st input 150 % - 2nd input 150 % - 3rd input o .
Total 99.2 s Total 142.3 s Total 187.1 s 150% - 3rd input
Brace 77, 88 126
Frame 7y 34 19 124 163
Brace + Frame 7 91 145 250 289
2o (rad) 3.3 5.2 7.9 9.9
400

(%)
(=
(=

Cummulative
deformation capacity 7

> 3

(e [«

(=]

Brace + Frame

Expecte:d initial tearing (Brace)i<—>
|

Frame

Brace

! Gross section fracture (Brace)—>!!

f Collapse

Initial tearing (Girder)

100 % - 1st

100 % - 2nd

150 % - 1st

150 % - 2nd

150 % -3rd _ time (s)

> ><
< >

(a) C1412

400

Cummulative
deformation capacity 7
—_ S} (O8]
(e} [ (=]
S (e (e

(=

Initial teaﬁng (Brace center)——)i

Brace

Frame

Gross section fracture (Brace center)—
i 1

: i
Brace + Frame

i

Initial tearing (Girder)
I

>

Collapse

100 % - st

100 % - 2nd

-

50 % - 1st

150 % - 2nd

150 %-3rd time (s)

(b) C742

Fig 3.4.21 History of the cumulative capacities
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3.5, HMHE T L—ADIMEE 25 E L -BERERE L Wk ERHBE

52 FEN DY 3 E 34 M E TORGNL, MEHE T L — A& E#Ic o\ T, £ LTO
7 L= A DOEWEARET 38 OIS EHERCRBRRET 5, QWU ESTNEY 26955
HICHBNT, BELOIRIY NS WITEHE 7 L — A L@ W REETEIERR A A L, fHEE T4
RO RPN AT EMERO R TEE Lv, OBEOEMRWRAEFEL, BHEAE T, FE
LEAGPH 11~90, ##Y « BIF A OFIPH CHEA W RETH D, T LAVRS NI, HBRITAFH TIZLL LD
SIPTICEED &, PR/ JEHR T OBV 1V 0 —WRIRE ) 2 R EAR I D I DN,
7 L— 25 O BT ERE A SOk S TR 21TV, —fRAYZR K TURLE O 7 L — S
MU, ERMWIANE U580 RBEN: “A BOBLIND, 17 OREEHRETH 58
17D DB R Rz ST A R v 7120 %, 7ok, AETIE, HARES2OHE
ERFURIEREHEEE 3-9)(LLT, LSD fREH) & OfMOFEPVERF OMEIERERER & L CHBIZ AW
Do LAT, AGHEECRO AL D HME, EESEEER PINED 2 EIL DBUTHE & LT,

&

3.5.1.  FHEZDRELHHRERBENTE
(a) RAIFESRAE
KREIDOT L— 2 DEHI W % B L IS RAERIL (D, SR O RIFRSAFHIELL T i@ Th 5,
) WIEEEHOSEEM L EEHE LMY 5,
2) T L—AORKEIRI LOGIRER L, RhaO TR AE T T D IREBZET 5,
3) T L— RO R T L— ARG B RO RIR RS E LT SR L, 48
REPEIEICE L RIE) E B X D,
4) T L—AUBIE, BRI U CEUNCRET S i, SR L — AR 0 RS
JEIEE A ABE T D,
5) MEREESHOEESBOWNT, HROREHRHE, RhRo7 L—REEHOMIEL o U%
e L, T L— AEB LIS ORI — RITEE L7220,
6) 7 L—AEM ORFEETIERRIE, oMW L 72y RIS TR B S )L F — RN & D
FREH X225 EEZ D,
7) Dy Ml R ORI OMEEMEREITARY L, SXFHIFOLIRA KT/ OIRRER R
D BT DRI D IHET 5 Z L idHskau,
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(b) Dy Al & AR =R ORI FIE

D, RAMIIE RIS T = 0% A TR T 50 Fig. 3.5.1 IHERY R L2 — B e A
MR & e LTS E O BATERIR A7~ T,

— A7 BB RO THAEERERERE & [FIRRIC, AR O = % L % —— A& S, D,
(PR A I (U(3-S) & FIBER 0 L 26—, (RU3-6) & S L 1o G-7) TR T

W,=0.50,0,=0.50,0, /D’ (3-3)
W,=0.50,0,+0,24¢9 + 0,49, =0.50 0,1+ 2n) (3-6)
D, =1/\1+25 (W, =W,) (3-7)

ERRRPBEATE R Ap, = Ag, YOIRE > 312 &, o= 3L RO AR LR ne,™ OO
BIND, TERE T O IR RBMNR L L ny £ 0 X((B-8) TR,

n=4n,4¢ | ¢, =4n, (u-1) (3-8)

PRERIE T, ney MO EIRIEMEK L T 7 L— AN EM AT 2 i KB AT A g &, TR
FOBRIEMZT A gy £V D pz((3-9) TRD D,

H= ¢’max /(ofv (3-9)

B2 ELE 3 EORIABEFERIY, 7 L —AORMIHEMRETANE OSBRI SIS
%72, DgafEIE Fig. 3.5.1 (R TFEREEFO BT X —INEDOAL THHMEL, 7 1L—2A
DBRELEINEREIE, BT, K BT L —REEO_ PO I OB A UG
AITRNT, FRINED ERE 52 5, D dHMfEIL 7 L — 2 2 & RRRE L e L7 7 L— A
(R LD AR T ERE D —RBLE 72 D,

7 L— A OERA TN ZBRE L O AATREIEETARE X 0 35, RTFEOW AN & 2 OFPILE 2
HELEIEIORLIZEY ThHD, HEHIETIE, 7 L—AEM OMIWRHIE (FBRZEA) % AWl
W & L RMNTHER Do ey [T TERMEER U C R O SR I S AN 2 % A2 U 2 B R IR Ag,
I, Coffin — Manson HI| % E#ft U 7= $l5244(SS400) DI F7 M s 5 X (3-10) T A T T & 5,

Ag, =(3857/2n,,)"" (3-10)

IR STV TEIRIE A, |1 X7 L — A5 DX T A —% (MEHE 7 L —ADYEIL, 4ME D, K
JZ 1, AR & L) & WM ERIEAs (S A48) 5 Y 7 L— AR O REREEZ OF 2 7 KQ2-25)%
WL, Gual 7 L—ABEAE O HRG-11)TET,
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Do = tan”™' (4¢, / 2cos@sinO) (3-11)

Neq BRI TERRIREAE LTINS LT, AEEDOHBEO IR EH OMMEIERE AR D 7 L — 2k D
BT 2 22 R (Margin of Safety, LAF, M.S)ITH(3-12)THE T, FRTERO DHATIE
DEEEPINTR L TND

DD S
== — s 3-12
D, 2 G-12)

Fig. 3.52 | D3I & ny BMR AR, FIBUCRT X 512, LROFIETRD 7= Dy M ne,
B L THIK L, ZeRMRIHME T2, AGHIETBOTIE, ny HHITEE) L~ LM
PR L, 872 noy 2706 T 5 = & T, B2 MBS A ) 20 L= R IBEA AL CX B,

/ 67% Vo *

‘A¢1‘A¢5/A¢;

Fig. 3.5.1 Load — deformation relationship of perfect elasto-plastic SDOF system

0.6

0.5

0.4

(e}
03 O£§%E

0.2

Evaluation (n.,= 1)

0.1

0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6
Evaluation (n,,=2)

Fig. 3.5.2 Comparison of reevaluated Ds according to 7.,
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3.5.2. HEEEMOME L LLESRORLEE
Fig. 3531237 A "YU w7 227 4 IZHW O BE-EY 2 7=, RS ISCHR 3-13) IR S D,

PRRIATH O T8, 1508, 21 EOT L—AMEEEM D, SO | gL hiEEz, [
—DOHEHIE & RAACE ) 2 A AL LT R 32, RIS 2> D L
P VHEFET L E L TGS, BT O 5 Rl 25 S, (A 7Kl
HFBEIECOE > T 1 REEFDMTHIL TN D, Table 3.5.1 IZEMFE T A7~ BRIERIZTE A g5 36 L
OWRIRIE AT Op 13 A3 A O AT 1233 < BRSO FRNT I 2 FA D, ARERCIE, [RIMEHR
2k L ClRI—Wra o S 7 L — 2% K BEE L, RO 7 L—XE Ol 47558 L7z D
FHME A B LT, W2 E 8 L 72\ DB TIEORRRE ST 5, AEITIE, BEIEYEESR )
DEMBET > 7138 T 7 LM L 72 D, AREITIRER 7 L — AW & oI5 D A3
B TH D720, FEREHROMBABEEEICRED LT, 7 L — 23— LER AT RE 7 SR
BERIRSBHAT 2, 12720, HRIINEEZ KE BA D7 L— AW & 721 X8 ML O 6 2
FRAE L CUWNRUWERIELEE D/t > 90 D7 L— AWTHENIEBR < , Fig. 3.5.4 127 L— AW DT A —H 5547
Y, RN L—ADEM T v 7 LM OMCESHT P boRd, 7 L— R & HERE
DOEERSMILE (M s iR 5 1.0), E/10.75), /I(0.55)%x% L L, &7 L —AEM OMERE S
REC B Xz CRET 2.

- Building hight 84.2m
*1 Target story is evaluated as an indivisual unit story frame. QL S
*2 Concentric braces are mounted in moment frames. g},
*3 Unit: mm |
*4 e . CHS brace (Chevron configuration) L
Building hight 54.8m [ -
Column| =
=1
Girder | \ 2] <. .22L-21FL-11story
Building hight 25.2m 8 ‘ T '
T <=1N N o e I
AN =1 . |
Aldozeee 15FL-8story —
S I
e T ol
§ SRS SR AFL-7story i S
PN 1 ﬁ- |
Sl I ! L @
@/'_ ___________________ L N
o~ S L
RE F S
T @ .
L S <+ Sr L
------------ AFL-Istory ol HISFL-1sto oF oo [ 21FL-Istory
R LTEEE S m 2 N <+ Tme-------- . A Ppemmnanans d
6000 12000 7600 6300 7600 16000 = 12500 16000
(a) 7 story (b) 15 story (c) 21 story

Fig. 3.5.3 Model schematics
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Table 3.5.1 Member specification

B LD 5 5 M 7 L — A Hii 18 o0 SMAETENERE & AE R E R AL

Frame section
. Column : BCP324 Yield story drift ratio | Yield story shear force .
Model series . . Brace section
Girder : SS400 @ (rad) Q4 (kN)
All is FA rank
Column : []-550%25 $101.6x3.2~8.5
IF-7story | Girder 1 : H-440x330x11x18 1/265 1030 $114.3%2.8~8.6
Girder 2 : H-558x300x12x20 ¢139.8x2.8~6.6
Column : [1-550%25 ¢1652X45~110
4F-7story | Girder 1 : H-440x330x11x18 1/202 803 ¢190.7x4.5~8.2
Girder 2 : H-558x300x12x20 %ésizzfﬁ;;
lumn : [1-550x32 o
1F-15story _Column : __-550%3 1/306 1640 $318.5%6.0~12.7
Girder : H-720x200x13x24 $355.6%6.0~12.7
Column : [J-550x25 e AT
8F-15story ————= 1/197 1270 $#406.4x6.4~21.4
Girder : H-|6:|00><200X10><18 ¢4572X64~190
IF-21story [——olumn : L-600x700x53 1/320 4630 $508.0x6.4~22.0
Girder : H-1100x300x%19%34 $#558.8%6.4~22.0
1 : [J-600x40 ~
11F-21story [———olumn : —-600x 1/184 3570 $609.6x7.9~22.0
Girder : H-900x300x16x30 $660.4x9.5~22.0
250 .
BB Strength-ba;ed r.es.lstace braces O F-Tstory
N (Tensioin) [ 4F-7story
&ﬁm N /\ 1F-15story
200 & O 8F-15story
< & & g N Strength-based resistace braces g Hﬁ;tsigy
ke @ (Unstable)
g A
2 150 o5 %% B8 8§ N )
: T & N0 F, =235 Nimm
<
5 |BC B 5 v
o 100 @ . ﬁ @ Strength-based resistant braces
= A Tensioi .
£ (Tensioin + Compression)
O
Ea % N ‘ Ductile-based resistant braces
50 Ny
BB
N
o B EE
0
0 20 40 60 80 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
Fig. 3.5.4 Model parameter distribution according to section properties
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AEITIE, BESEEELRO DEITIE S, ZOMOIEIE L LT LSD fa$TOBIEITEARE /1 DRI
FREK sas DT L— A DAL 6t 2 L RAHTHR A UEIRATET 5.

D B TR TR SR e, HERE A E 7 L —RDEMIET 7 L7 L — 2
DK 55HEER B, TV Table 3.5.2 THIET D, 7 L — REBMBEDIRA KM 713 STHR 3-9) 00 JFE fii

HEM ) % BE L CRIT 2,
Table 3.5.2 D, of BSL
Frame rank : A Ds of BSL
Braced frame rank : A (=BA) 0.25
< <
Braced frame rank : B (*<BB) 0$u=0.3 | 0.3, =07 | 0.7<5,
0.25 0.3 0.35
< <
Braced frame rank : C (=<BC) 0<$.=03 | 035, =05 | 0.58,
0.3 0.35 0.4

sa ZREERADIIGRIL ko & 7 L — ZEM OFEEGIIR oA, ACEI 0L, OB L LT
G-13) THEMNT 5, AKEID pkalE 025 Th 5, AROAGB-13)IZHET L— 2 OBEEE LW A 1 RFR
ReL, B OBMHIIRELHIIR TS 228, RENXEMEME 7 L — A& filE L7 ET VT

2ONC, FIRTHE L Totroxtg &35,
ok, =(1+0.48 1,)k, (3-13)
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3.5.3. &R Ds MITEORWBE

HIOIZ DBATIED 7 L— A5 DRI 6§ 2 L RN R A MGEET D, 3.5.3 Hils LU 3.54 i
[ZBWT, ANFIER ORI U AREHHHEE AT 1 [F153(Co= 1.0) & [RIE A EET 5, 3Lk 3-10)

T, RRAEISERRAT ORGSR & LT 1 BIOKBBHIEEA TN U ne=1~2 MER SN TEY, AR
AT L 0 LD =2 ZBRAT 5,

Fig. 3.5.5 ICFFEET VORRFEEELLLEROBZ~T, ST /WIR—OME, 77,
DHBUTIEA A L, PRIZLE Dit 23870 5 FIHIE 2Bl LT Y, RAACEMIEHR FIT& M %
N —INEEN BRI N D, LoL, 34HiE TORBIIRT LI, 7 L—REMOREEE
PEREIE, RO RRIEEIEIC BRI D IR Dit DR BEZ T 5120, 7 L—ADEMEHIT 5
RHERIT DIt DIERITE U TR L, SENA, T7205 DBTE/D 7HIEE 1.0 5% TS
G D, SUR 3-50ZFL 3D K 91T, M) 2 Wi C & = L X =R S D BA
727 DIET L— 281X, AR GHERIESSEEAEA I N T, SEROK MERIX X

VB L 70D,
250 |
O 4F-7story (BB, D=0.3, $216.3, G.PL)
200 A 1F-15story (BB, D,=0.3, $355.6, G.PL)
v > 8F-15story (BB, D=0.3, $318.5, G.PL)
150 A @ SF-15story (BA, D.=0.25, $318.5, Rigid)
S oA  11F-21story (BB, D=0.3, $406.4, G.PL)
S 100 <><>D\ .
= VZA ‘D -BSL/D -Reevaluation=1.0
50 \@ .
NN S
0 \\ 'OD‘\V"->—7;
-50
30 40 50 60 70

Diameter thickness ratio D/t
Fig. 3.5.5 S — D/t relationship (Ds of BSL, specific cases)
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MIZHE 7 L — A OWIETIR AT A —2 L SR OME 2 59474 %, Fig. 3.5.6 (a) SRR EH
TEHE 7 L — 2D FEFNRT XA =2 5MmEA% %, Fig. 3.5.6 (b) TR ERELERZRT,
Fig. 3.5.6 (a) {24 X 91, #8572 27 23 BB, BC TKI 10=D/t=§740 D7 L — A& 2B E LT-
ETME, T L AOFMEIENI S LT D BUTIHORER 100%2 EAGHE S5, BEUEEL
EIR ITIET — R M ORRIELLHIRASZE T DAL TN H OO, Fig. 3.5.6 (IR T X I
LSD*ORELLHIRR Dir=36 Z T iU, KRHRHER D 7 L — 2 OB R 5
1% 36%LL EHERTE D EHEE SID, —J7, Fig 3.5.5 LIRKRIS, BIEE Dir=#140 TiX, —#D
ETNVORMENALIRY, DIt=K 60 DRHFRITBA 727 T-75 ~ 21%, BB 77 TIE-25%
~ 60%DEPIZ A5, £72, 348D Fig. 3420 b)RT K91, 7 L—REM o@aZRAF
TR EHLO = VX — R FE G SN2 WA BB 7 > 7, DR 42 O C142 #BRiA) L 5
CEITHEET A ERMELEEZ I OND, 728, BC 771X, BUTOBREILELE R PIZBNT
b, BEJEZROMIHEHAE LS, ok UBEBFIEREMEC 2 5 PO R ZER & RisSh,
AR DMK < FEM &5 (DMl 3 < FHl S 2)728, BA X°BB 7 7 K D M2 A%
M 78, 7ok, EREULMELL LSD fREHSMC, BREERUEL SR P (D = 50, HAA), SRR
WD/t =99, WREFR), HEEPIERREHES TO(D/t = 50, WEHR)R & CHRIELHIRNR T H
NTWAHA, Fig 356 OITTRT L 91, ZH5OHEOHIIMETIE BA 7> 7 ICAMRHAE £
o,
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Effective slenderness ratio A

M.S. (%)

B ORELORL S MEME 7 L— AT HiiE S8 R 0 R TENEE &SRR

i
1l

250

i Strength-based resistace braces | e M.S. =100
BB . | (Tensioin) : O 50=M.5.<100
o S 8 000 . : : i O 25=M.5.<50
© 00 ! | ' <
200 . ° <D/t limitation (LSD, P-I-1 : 2_22 ;%ﬁ 2(2)5
o ° & 84 @ Dilimitation (BSL-FB)~>! @ 11.5.< 25
! e DJtlimitation |
8 8 68 @8@ 8 E? | i (BSL»FA & Al Recomend?tion for Plastic Design of Steel Strucrure) \
150 °8 o e o og 886 O @ Strength-based resistace braces N :
8 oo oes, & g | (Unstable) F =235 N/mm’ |
8 8 goggs | ' L |
BC °g . o o : D/t limitation (BSL-FC)—T
100 ) ! .
o o o ¢ Strength-based resistant braces I
° e og (Tensioin + Compression) '
8 8 oo P! i
88 |
o B 1
50 g 8
[}
E
BA A
D/t limikation (Design Standaf for Steel Structures)}———>

0 20 40 60 80 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t

(a) M.S. on Ze— D/t distribution map

Building Standard Law &
AlJ Recomendation for Plastic Design of Steel Structures

D/t=50
200

BA, D.=0.25 |
@®BB, 5,<03,D=025 |l
OBB, 0.3<4,0.7, D=0.3 ||
150 OBB, 0.7<8,, D.=0.35 ,
WBC, ,=0.3, D,=0.3 |
CBC, 0.3<4,=0.5, D.=0.35|!
[JBC, ,>0.5, D=0.4 :

|

|

|

|
|
Design Standard for Steel Structures D/t = 99>

100

| I
—60.1%
50 % o® g0 o | |
Q I |
——21.3%!
<& ! I
0 g OO% o< & : :
© 00 Q| |
— -25.6%
2 % o 5 B | |
-50 | & o |
! |
P | OO o T5.0%]
-100 ! ! P-11 D/t = 90 —>! |
1 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Diameter thickness ratio D/t

(b) M.S. — D/t relationship

Fig. 3.5.6 Comparison of # S (Ds of BSL, 7, =2.0, G = 1.0)
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3.5.4. SHIBEMRFIKEELEHES pho DRIBE

R B E IR AR RERR B HEET « IR O(LSD) CTHER S 4L 5 MMEZEIARE /1 ORISR EL shai (2D
Th, 7 L— 2O 5 Z RN RGeS 5, 7038, 3.5.3 fiod Ds BIATH & OxfhiE
1% BT D728, neg 1 3.5.3 i & FRICHER OGR4 U 2 R H IR AT 1 [B1453(Co = 1.0)(ZHH
WB4520 #HN D,

Fig. 3.5.7 (a) |[ZRMREMEHIE 7 L—ADFE T A —H 5 1BR%, Fig 3.5.7 (b) IZRH=R
ERJEHBIR 2T, BIRLLHIBRIIDI=36)D phy DAHERITER I HUEE L, Fig. 357 (b) (2
RT LIS, KREMHRRR O 7 L — X DEF TR U, sha DR RITEIS T 7 DBA T2 7
THIAK 44% LI EfER TE D EHEE 4, LSD 23 & 0 2 OFHEFE R & 72> 7-, —77, Fig.3.5.6
(a)& Fig. 3.5.7(a), Fig.3.5.6(b) & Fig.3.5.7(b) DHEIIIRT LI, HrRIEVsELEZET L LD
D03, DIt=#) 40 DARFITE R E FRRIC—E A L 720, LSD OR(3-13) ik HEiFH DR 5 47~
T 7233, Ds BUTIEOS A & RERIC, LI HEE R YD/t = 50, F141), Sk 1E 19D/t =99,
PSR, SRE MR EHEEE > (Dit = 50, IR DOFIRETIIBA 7 v 7 [CAMRHES & £ b,

159



Effective slenderness ratio A

M.S. (%)

B ORELORL S MEME 7 L— AT HiiE S8 R 0 R TENEE &SRR

i
1l

250

i i i o MS.=100 |
BB . < +— Usable CHS section as braces in LSD O 50=<MS <100
° %3388 o | | i O 25=MS <50 |
° oo © <=Djtlimitation (LSD, P-I-T) i Q@ 0=MS.<25 |
200 g | i I @-25=M5.<0 |
N ] 8 § ¢ Ditlimitation (BSL-FB)—>! @ M.S.<-25 |
. ! e DJtlimitation |
8 8 | i (BSL»FA & AlJ Recomendation for Plastic Design of Steel Strucrure) i
150 og S RIS Q | |
° ! ! _ 2 |
C g ooed B o | | F =235 Nimm” |
[} | i f
BC 8 © | !
o8 o o : i D/t limitation (BSL-FC)—*
100 .. 55 o8 i !
8 ° o L H !
5 & o DJt limitation ~———————>
g8 (Design Standar for Steel Structures) i
= | ;
o O i
50 g 8 @) I i
BB - @) |
i
- $ $ |
|
0 ' :
0 20 40 60 80 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
(a) M.S. on Ze— D/t distribution map
Building Standard Law &
AlJ Recomendation for Plastic Design of Steel Structures
D/t=50
200 f -
| BA| |
‘ OBB| !
| BC| |
|
150 | !
| |
| |
| Design Standard for Steel Structures D/t = 99>
| |
100 86.9 % @ : 0‘) \ o 101.0% :
(BB) / S QO 76.0% |
@) 5 |
50 9 @) O I
—44.7 % (BA) O © :
|
O o [
0 Usable CHS section ® Oﬂ O 7.50% :
as braces in LSD | O @ R |
e O O |
| |
-50 o | I
Limitation of LSD (P-I-I)_) | ~ ~ |
DI/t =36 i G S -63.2% |
P-I-11.D/t = 54 T—>| P-TID/t=90 —> [
| |
-100
1 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Diameter thickness ratio D/t

(b) M.S. — D/t relationship
Fig. 3.5.7 Comparison of M S (shs of LSD, n,=2.0, G = 1.0)
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3.5.5. ZOhDHEBANICKT HEBHBRIHEIZORERBE

TR THER ORI AL U 28R AT 1 [Ey (Co= 1.0) TIEBE STV S A i
DUNT b AR ZRARETHI ATV, B E ST 2,

Rt — 2%, —RAe RS - RIFFHESR), MR Ry HEEhF L O 5 R o> 3= 2
Zf 0 R TE R HEEE O 3 I CH D, AR R - RFRIHEBIO ne, 1%, STHER 3-16) Tl
P&z 225 AT 5, ARERFRMESC AR O FHE O n, 1L, SCHE 3-17)ICEES %, B
DA LRI no & SRS f & U TR %, RIFEL, =X —IEOHLEL BRI
E TN D HEGERERIPE DR W HIESN D 1y, 13, 2011 FEFALHUG ACFREM IR C B0 2 Frfg aidk (fik
fGERER 300 s WZXFT D f=2.64"0 L REHIHIEENZ OV TRET S 7z np = 23131950 6.10 2%
M %, ZRAROTEE) 2 0 9 E FRMEBNIRE 7 7 7 A0 2 A U7 2016 FREAMIE &
FE L, MBFCA U DREHHAREAT 2 BI53(f=2.0 EE)E LT n, =40 Z8MA+ 5, £7r—=A
OFFAMAE FIE Fig. 3.5.8 ~Fig. 3.5.11 (T~ ¥, F£7z, FERFHEFEROE & % Table 3.5.3 12”7,

(a) — XAV - REFHEHIEET) (n, =2.25)
Fig. 3.5.8 IZRT L DIT, ne TREZ D AT HIEESR) L~V O KIZHES T, Ds BUTIE & pha D
LRRHRITME T T2 DD, LSD OBJRHMIIR (D/r=36) O#EPHTHIUL, RHFRITHRIK 21%
FREE BA 7 U 7)ifRCT& 5 LHEI S D, —J5C, BIEHA) 40 LLEOHIPHTIX, BBX°BC 7
7 DT L— AT HRREDAUGHE S A 5B 038 5.

(b) HGERERE DR VHIEES) (1, =6.10, 2011 FEHALHT AEREMHIEE 2 487F)

Fig.3.5.9 & Fig. 3.5.10 lZ7R"T K 512, FRCHEGIRFR OR R A - RIFFRHIMES) 252 1T 2550
LB FEOMTITE LV, LSD ORJIZLHIR (D=36)DEiH Th>Th, RRFITAITIHES
NHEENRH Y, ER Ds BT TIEHRAN-33%FRE, LSD D gy TIEHAR-29 BRI S 75,
2 LSD @ gky TIE BB 7 2 7 THRMEIL2%IZFHl S iz,

(c) ZHUR D FHEE) 24 0 3K TGRS (ne=4.0, 2016 FEAEAHIE 2 487E)

Fig. 35111 d K 918, ZEIEI D FH&) A4 0 318 USRS 252 1) 556 OZERHmRIT
Fig. 3.5.9 %> Fig. 3.5.10 {3 HkRFH O RO HIERE O848 LV IR T IImz oivd, L Lans,
FFGIZ A2 U 2 HgEEh 2 [0]C, LSD OEJZEHIPR (D/t=36)DFEFHN DR RNEITTHE SN D55
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WY, &R Ds BT E LSD O ghy DL AFAMRITHAL-20 %L FHE SN D580 0 5.
Table 3.5.3 X° Fig. 3.5. 7~Fig. 3.5.11 \Z/R L72 K D12, SUBEVERREHOMEMEREFEEEIL, TER DM
(24 U it RS L~V T, BREESIRE 2B IUL, 7 L — 2O x4 2%
DRI DR (REIOMGHHEII CIIAK 36 %R 13Reft LT D EHERIS DAY, kst
DR UWNG AR LN WA OHIEEEIA ) TlE, BUTIEOLZ SR HRIL, AIEHHIRO
AR PRI S A AN D 5, R Z OBEEIIERRT N ZE T& 5 BB 7 7%
TRF IR L Poind BA 707 THEE & e o7c, MRRRITERGHRFOAEHIEEEIA ) L
UZIS CCTH72 5 DoRORIEHHIR 2R ET HHIEAEN B Z HiLd, LnLen b, MERiE
HELUTHEEIATLVO ERPKRETHD Z L EBET DL, ZHUTEYTZ 0 exRICHE
ThneEB2 o5, £z, BIIEZTL—AD BB 77X, Jihb DiRNEDICRE IS BC 7
VI ITEAME T D IEORRRBEEZG L TWDH, BB D ACERIM: & Wit /145 & 5 1k
OBLRCEF MW & 135 2720 FEATNCHAIL T D ARSI E L 2 LT, sRERLEHE
L OBREICT 572018, K0 2L OMMENLENC/R D EEERL, b O RITREN
(R THY, FRELRL THD LWV I MBIERGIORAELRL TV LEZBND,

Table 3.5.3 Summary of M.S.

(a) Ds (BSL)
BA rank braces BB rank braces BC rank braces
Ne | D/It=36| D/t =54 D/t=36 | D/t=54 D/t=36 | D/t=54
et le-1-m)| P E0 et 1y @1y PO et 1| ey
Min. -47.8 -75 Min. -16.2 -25.6 Min. 7.04
Co=10 2.00 36 to 138 to 21.3 104 t0220 | to 60.1 151 to 293
Long period 295 Min. -40.0 -75 Min. -25 -37.5 Min. -1.19
21 to 136 t0 16.9 89.2 to 201 to 50 135 t0 270
Long period 6.10 Min. =75 -75 Min. -75 -70 Min. -70
(2011, Tohoku) ) -32.4 to43.4 | t026.8 6.9 1095.9 | to-10.1 40.9 to 134
Multiple near fault 4.00 Min. =75 -75 Min. -70 -70 Min. -35.3
(2016 Kumamoto) | -20.0 t0 68.9 | to-13.4 33.2 to 130 to 10.5 72.6 to 179
(b) skai (LSD)
BA rank braces BB rank braces BC rank braces
Ne | D/It=36| D/t =54 D/t =36 | D/t=54 D/t=36 | D/t=54
e e-1om)| P =0 et 1oy PO et 1| o1y
Min. -33.9 -63.2 Min. -9.0 -7.5 Min. 14.4
Co=1.0 2.00
44.7 to 217 to 76.1 86.9 to 268 to 101 120 to 284
Long period 295 Min. -24.2 -63.4 Min. -18.6 -22.3 Min. 5.6
21.6 to 199 t0 65.5 73.4 to 248 to 88.3 106 t0 262
Long period 6.10 Min. -68.4 -63.5 Min. -68.4 -62.7 Min. -67.9
(2011, Tohoku) -28.6 to 144 to -4.8 -2.03 to 130 to 12.8 244 to 137
Multiple near fault 4.00 Min. -68.4 -63.3 Min. -62.7 -62.7 Min. -30.9
(2016 Kumamoto) | -15.6 to 159 to 19.4 22.1 to 169 to 38.8 51.6 to 179
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200 T
i BA, D~0.25
i @®BB, $,<0.3, D.=0.25
! (OBB, 0.3<4,=0.7, D=0.3
150 i OBB, 0.7<8,, D,=0.35
i BBC, 4,<0.3,D=0.3
i [O0BC, 0.3<4,=0.5, D=0.35
| _
100 i LBC, 205, D04
;\? P-IID/t=90 _)i
=50 @ Q@ L—50.0%
“ [
] i oY i
00O |
- 21.0 % (BA) © °
I 21. 0 i 16.9%
0 Of§ Oog 0% o
i |
Limitation of LSD (P-I-I) © o8 g L 37.5%
) Di/t=136 i @ § i )
50 G O & 8 ol
i i I
i P-I-T1 D/t = 54 —> OLOIR (V) <o OG—@—i— -75.0%
| ! I
-100 . L
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
(a) Ds of LSD
200
OBA
O BB
@ BC
150 )
o
% L
100 [~ =
@ o
73.4% *Q‘; o 88.3%
S (BB) 00 o1 6s55%
: 50
> e o
= o 0 °1 ©
L 215%®BA)—= U 0 5
0
O 00 5
Usable CHS section A 222.0%
as braces in LSD O O 8 O
50 L
Limitation of LSD (P-I-1
DIt =36 (P O o—> S O——-63.2%
P-I-I D/t = 54 —> P-IID/t=90 —>
-100
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
(b) ki of LSD

Fig. 3.5.8 Comparison of M S — D/t relationship (7, = 2.25, Long period earthquake)
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Effective slenderness ratio A

M.S. (%)

i
1l

B ORELORL S MEME 7 L— AT HiiE S8 R 0 R TENEE &SRR

250 T
BB : Strength—ba;ed r.es.lstace braces e MS =100
o i (Tensioin) O 50=M.5.< 100
c588% & | O 25=M.5.<50
200 ! © 0=M.5S.<25
e 8 ' @-25=M.5.<0
06 @ @ 1.5 <25
8 <D/t limitation (LSD, P-I-I)
& Q@@ !
150 °g 250 @ 1 ® @ @ Strength-based resistace braces 5
OO g ° oo @ @ (Unsltable) Fy =235 N/mm
g [}
BC og ageis) i
100 °08 8 o
°®9 o Strength-based resistant braces
Se o (Tensioin + Compression)
8 38 ‘ Ductile-based resistant braces
50
8 [ ]
BA v l
0
0 20 40 60 80 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
(a) M.S. on L. — D/t distribution map
200 : T
i BA, D=0.25
@®BB, 5,=0.3, D=0.25
(OBB, 0.3<4,=0.7, D~=0.3
150 OBB, 0.7<g,, D;=0.35
EBC, 5,=0.3, D=0.3
OBC, 0.3<4,=0.5, D=0.35
100 [OBC, 5,>0.5, Ds=§).4
!
I
P-11D/t = 90 —>|
50 }
!
|
|
0
|
Oe i
00 !
-50 5 ©<>@ O g I
I
Limitation of LSD (P-I-I @ @@ @ @ @ |
D/t=36 I I
-100 - i H
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Diameter thickness ratio D/t
(b) M.S. — D/t relationship
Fig. 3.5.9 Comparison of #. S (Ds of BSL, 7., = 6.10, 2011 Tohoku)
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Effective slenderness ratio A

M.S. (%)
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Fig. 3.5.10 Comparison of M S (gks of LSD, n, = 6.10, 2011 Tohoku)
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Bradw, MR EZET 25— FOMBISETMRBE IIRIES RV, BN S “0E, K
BPE A L R—THE STz b T ABREOSIART T )V OMTEINE TS Biggsrule 2/ L, £0OH
IWEZR R L TOVDA, 1 IRE— RERITK 7% REOHME TER SN TS, £, FABFNT
(T, EAFOREELL & OFHImI D PO e LS — W ORISR (B HEETR,
FIEPCRWNARATT D a3 dE SN TN D, LLEOBHG, JRRSMARA ik & e FEEA]
TR DU RIEE AT N IURIEY, EEOF v =5/ HEERRON AT T VAN
HFEE LT, RN - PUAME - SRS THFIDZ W E VW R D,
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4.2.3.  FEHBIBEZRO-ODIEREE— FEEE

ATEI ORTERIK T DMK E LT, FEEBIRER R OERE A IS < IR E— FEATE
BT HID, BREGWEMITILY V=% AT 5% H M ERORE 24— R & REE
— FIPROREIZE LT\ D, S0k 4-10) 8 0, —kAY72 MCK RUOMERE AT, 2 BhsNIisy
FRER(E-16)MEZERE-17) 2N 2 72 1 BRENT T RE(4-18) %, FEVEEAERTEIC E X iz 750
@-19)DfE L LTHR LD, ZOFETIREE DALY “Foss DFE” EMHINDZ ERH 5,

Mi +Cx +Kx=-M{l}x, (4-16)
-Kx + Kx = {0} (4-17)
MX + KX =-MEx, (4-18)

{—MIC —MIK} {ﬂm} _, {/Iu} e (4-19)
| 0 u u

T2, x, x, ¥ IFENEIUNEOENL, W, MEENT MV, x IXATINEEE, 1 13EFE
EAME, wiXlxn OEZBEGE— K7 bV THY, L nan OBMLITHITHY, 01X nxn OFAT

B2 L 1xn DT MV Th D,

i 3 wg Shefy. oo
0 K K 0 0 x

M, C, K1THI2S nXn ODEIATHNET D &, K(@d-19) L 0, 1 & wlTThEh 2n AFEE L, F(4-19)
(BERPHTHN DT OEAE, EA~NT MUWIEER L 25, 72720, M, C, KIT—#RIZENFIT
D78, BEEMARTITEELAR T n HOXT BNREESND, 728, ZIUIRENE D, EAMHE
B 0 THBIRET 2 1 B BEIRRRARO B IR OBEREER Rx=D ' N i=+wi L 72D L5
12, MK ZOIEEIREROBEHAE CHRNIT 5, 728, MKEOEETIE, A= (EOFE) L
L CEAERMEZ B2 b@4.2.1 Q)BT 2N OEFELMRIIRAE L\, MCK BLOBE
TiE, A=-Re()t+ilm() & LT, 1 HHERZRIRERO B HIREIARGN(4-20)) & DN D, KF—
R OEA MR o= |4 & T— RBEL ¢=-Re(d) / UAMFHN D5, (420004 IO BT Y T,
e PIRBOWEHSIARY L, DV 4 D, V5 FRFURENA Y AY 5, HRIE D) LR
i Do [ FHREY R DOIEL 1= 0 12361T DHIISAF(EALOEE 7R ) CIRE SN D RERE TH D,

_ At At (~Eo+io\1-&* )t (—~lo—io\1-E*)t _ ot o JI—£2 i f_£?
x=D,e" + D,e’" = De 5" +D,e 5 e (Dle”‘"” £y p,eioNts f) (4-20)
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BEREAEANT LY, MCK B ClI—{bERE A7 n oI — KRN E DR,
s E— FTiERE-21), X@-22)E72%,

q‘SO - //i’sqso = _'xg (4_21)

G — Al =—X (4-22)

4

T2, MIERMETHY, T NEARITq, =84, q,=B.q THY, EFEHELRE B,
B 1 (4-16)~ K@ 1) R T E AR O EAME & RBEEN S n RO 55 (:4-23), K

(4-24)),
™E
B =2 (4-23)
v_.Myv
. V''ME
f= i (4-24)
v. Mv

IRERARIG ORI ChiuE, ROBEZ] (TR BIEIEAT) x |2 25— FEAM g, 9,
\CEREA Y RV v, v, 2 T U7 R(4-25)) TREL S P, ERIEED D R IAE S 1,
ISR FS L L TR BND, DRI R O — RIS T D,

CO S v v 2R v @25)

L, @2 K@) T 918, B E— RO e — FRRRUIZENL &R
BT 2 EFRHEZZATEY, MK BZFiHE L 323~ FroE— FEGET—RITER
ARECH D, £O—FHT, ZOREICOWTHEREAEATERD RSA IZHWD FENFEA 2R S
WTCTEY, AFHTIE Sinha 5 “WOMEIE SRSS 153 L OMEIE CQC IEE T 5,

Sinha HDOFETIE, MCK BIDERIALT OMEN G, s ROIEERE— FHfERE, *HSd
% IR x, Z OV TR@-26) TEE L, RE-2DITA U T—RAO 7 s A s 2521 % —
B GROEERTENE2N %2155, FROBEKRISEITLRIZN OIEEANRT MUEE 725,

q, = _ﬂ’:xs + xs (4_26)

.2 . 2 o
¥, +25 0% + o x, =%,

(4-27)

K426 @25 AT 5 2 & T, K(@4-28)%155.
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(s ) )

{xE[;} = 22{_Re(ﬂ’s ﬁs Vs )xs + Re(ﬂs vs )xs} (4_28)
X s=1

T Tx, =|x e |sinoy, % =|x,.|@ cosot THEEIL, s RE— N i FABHEDENITE &

LT (429~ (4-3) %2155,

ixs :iBsSd (a)s9§s)Sin(a)st+igs ) (4'29)
B, =2[Re( B, u,)/sin(,6,) (4-30)
6, =tan” (~Re(4 3, u,)/ Re(B, u,)) (4-31)

2T, S (w,,E) X s ROEATIREEL o & T — RBEEL &ITxHET D ZEMINE AT h L
THY, BATEFACRIEREETH Y, O3S T D084 TH D,
BB IE SRSS #13:X(4-32), fEIE CQC #E1IX4-33) TEE I ND,

Ropss :Ji{ B.S,(@.E)) (4-32)
iRCQC = \/ZZiBSiBV Sd‘ (a)s > és )Sdr (C()r,é:r)COS(es - er)psr (4'33)
s=1 r=1

Z UG, plEERD CQCIETHWOLNDE— FHHBHRHTH Y, *G LT 20EORHL - T
K- 1D)~X@E-13) 2 NS, y=w,/ 0, TH D, R(4-32) & X(4-33)1345 B HERICEHET 5,
FRITMEE CQC {EIIAH HEROE— FRIONAZEDE L b HFREEETHZ LN TE, X
R 4-11) TIIHMESCTRRIE DOIRPEEEL 2 6 R, FEREETE — MRS  ITRRHmCGEEEAT -~ >
NV CHEBNEES T8 2 IR RE LT — RIEELL 2 5T 5) & O HRHRGTE Tl 35% %
TRIFRREE TIMETRETH S Z LAVRENTW D, 7238, FEHEEE— FIRICHES < EREEH
TiE, WEL 10% 25— T HBEEOEEN BT D, S LT — NGO
AL TR D b DD, FAINIERRET — RIARIZIES <6k CQC 1A TIARHET % 8Tk
BL TS0, ZomAHEHITE— FBEELN 10%E TEBZ LD, A TlEI OEIE CQC
12 PRI R O MERE 2 /3 HIBME 2 L N— % AT DIRER A~ L YRR L THW S,
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4.3. —RIEISBEARAARY MIVEENTIE (GRSA) DIRE

AFITIE, R T LOHBEICETHMROTZEI S Z2F M LI T, TOFEFIREZE~D,

4.3.1.  HBEFRIFAEEROMELETE

PREZT DINEANRY ML TIE, BHRRAE S12% O CTHIBIE S o \—DJeg 2 555,
BEHERIEIEARBUTE 2 OFEMBRRE SN TOED, RETFETHIRGE3DEZHEATI LD LT
Do 70k, BEHRMIMEITSTEIZ K > THEFE AR, © 27V R, M, SRR S L

INDZ N D, AFIERRNE L i— L Tk 5,
(a+ibsgnw, )k, (4-34)

T AT ke FXOEMERIE, o I XEERIMERREL, b 1 XX —URIL,  sgnoo. | ZAEARSN ) RSN
DFFFRETH %,

FFUTRT L DT, BEFRMIMEITHWED TS & TRk S, BRI XSS & Rl ONAR 7
TEHEES D, HERAIEORBEIERIE, EFIGERIIIWLT, SRR ERERIREL o) & FIER
1RGN E(Fig. 432 2 Th 5, | BHERTHIUL, W# 1 LIAFEFHO EA FHREEI T L CHIEE
I, Wb, SHRHRROMRIGE EED BN EBNHI DTN S AT A 19419 g Fe

N6, ZHBERTIE, MMHERERIIEAEEAITING S T, WE(E TR ER AR OB & L
REARENE— FORRICHEL 52 5, (ZkF U CHEZRIPE AR TAINICE $h,
PRIEAFL DM & L CREAFREEICED O T —EDHREZ 52 5, ZD X 5 ITEFMIMET,
BRIRIE 5L N —DIMAIZ K DR 2T 2 FE L LT, @ikE— FORGERE bR 251
R L D ERE Th D & W1 D, RETFETIE, EEMMWE S AEHEICET 5 1 BHEREZA
HEROMWEAZFIH LT, B#IDZ A HER CIEESERINE & IR MR 2SR & B e L - IREh%
DEAERT 24TV, M5k 1 BHESRICE— R L%, SRR B HED
MCK ) ZEEAE 2 TIEIE CQCIEZ M T 5, 7272 U, BHRMIWEZ oMM THITIERFRE 720,
IRENZ AR S EFRIERRBER R MCKe L & 725728, EIE CQC {EDE I ZE A B DRI T
RKPUETH D, BT DISEANRT MVIITETIE, —itE - PUHMICEZ Z2EWVWTEBY, K
TIEMCKe HUZIR 5T, ZOMMK R, MCK %, MK )b & Tikind Do
1 AR MCKe o A AR FERIT4-35)CTH- 2 b, Z o fEER4-36), =ff
ZRWHAOBEREEATE 7 L —F13RE-3) THE O D,

mx+cx+(a+ibsgnw, )k x=0 (4-35)
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MCK,, 7i:

A+ 28w+ (a+ibsgnw,)wl =0, x=Ae" (4-36)

~(& + &)y +ia-E0) + o,
(&, - &)o, —ifa—ED+ & o,
(G + &)@y - if(a-EN)+ & o,
(&, - E)oy +iya-EN)+ & o,

. z\/—(a—§v2)+\/(a—§v2)2+b2

2

ﬂ/:

(w,>0)
(4-37)

(w,<0)

(4-38)

T I, m I TEE, o [TRERGRIREL, kI TRRERWE, o (ZEEEIMESRE, b 13 LY
BE, sgnoe [IBABSN I FIREE O S BIEL, @ ITEEIENL, oo (XEA FIHRENL, & 1RMERE
THCPET DRI, SRR & REVERGR 2 S Eedi= L, 4 IRMBEOZNIRNE, x, X, ¥3T
NZIUSEDENL, WE, MHETH D,

K@-3NIFATRD G & T2 ERERICET 2 L S EAERETH Y, ERAIEDT X
=R b 2 0 & U7 BRpII SRR MCK Y(X(4-39)), PR c &2 0 & L7k

I IR IERI PR R MKeq T(20(4-40)), b & ¢ 3L 0 & L7ofT MK BU((4-41)) D E A B )R
ET D, FRC a=1 OHEOHBIREOISEEN x 13423 HilRT LB TH D,

MCK 7

]

MKeq 1].

MK %

_gva)(] + i \) (a - 5\/2 )w()
A= (4-39)
—Em,—iy(a—E& ),
—a++a*+b? la+Na* +b*
- fwo +1i f%
(w,>0)
—a++a’+b? la+Na* +b?
R
1= (4-40)
—a+a* +b* la+a*+b*
A
(w, <0)
—a+\a*+b* la+a* +b?
fa)o +1 fwo
+ix/;a)o
A= (4-41)
—i\/;a)o
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Fig. 43.1 [ZEF Vil LOBEAE M Z <3, FBIE, 4.5 §i TR DONRET L2 HI
A ERET L7 T v, HBIRER O RMAEERATS C IR S L S — O IR G 2 5 AU T2
D MCK B & | GV &7 78—\ 2 L D BRIV 28 AT 5 0 MK B &, BB D42
R T8 C (BRI 28 A T255 5 0O MCKeg O[S A I 5595, Fig. 4.3.1 OREEH0OfE
IFIEEIREN R MK B O EA EE@-4 D)3t U, 328k & okl LB IRE (= 100%)
(T %5, MCK UG S 5 ARZRBERIRER (BB TR L 72 5) T, K(4-39)%°
Fig. 43.1(@) 27 L 912, BEAEILE CTROFIHE EIRGEEIREN 0 L, BEEEAHEEZ RO
BRIALEPRAES N D72, 4.2.3 HIlR LTCHERIREIR OF— NEITAMT 5 2 & A HPR HHRHL
LB oTWD, DT, HEERIWEL, MEOIEREEE L U COfiE SN D IRIRIREEL O
MEfe%, BUBINE OFIFA CERILT 2 7o OICBE R ST AZEOE WX AUIR BRI EERBLThH
0, HERAWEZETRERERR CIE, B TFIIERFRE 725729, Hi(4-40)%° Fig. 4.3.1(b)I/RT
£ 91T, EOFEEF RO E A= FHBAREN I R E D, @370 FTD 2 XT7ITRT LI,
O FE F TIEHEAMERT OEFIEMEN AL LW e o, BSEIESHEER T, d#Er &Y
% 1= 0\Z, ADRAEI ) FHRE ST 5 BE%L 28 L C et 2 A TAICAEA T, MK Tl
KA3NTRT LI, EAMENESHFRTH L7280, KT — ROBEFEI V—7LE— KT 2
—Z(wo, & a, HEHHT D Z LITARETH D7, MCKe M TiE, H(4-37)%° Fig. 43.1(c)lT~T
KO, XA & TRE L, ZH HERD MKeg B CRBHRENAITE > 7= FEA E2 ORI Al
BE#T 2560805, BHELENRKRELS DL, ZOMPEORIFIZ L D MCKe HIDFE— FX
T A =B (w0, & G )T D2 LIIREECH D, L)L, MCKegBLTHWDREIE LUWEE
B OEF AR T@-37) L 0 HBITE, GRSA TIXH 1, 5 3 fafiH L, MCK HEA1E &
PO Z TIEIE CQC 2 HEMT 5, [AREORBICE Y, RE-33) EiXow=, é=-Relow &T 5,
708, 44 HLEOKREIL, Z OUEROZYHEORE OBGED T D,

7033, BRMINEZ I LT E AT R OUNTELE, BR R A1 05 D 7 N —7 D40, 410
NELHHNTND, 72720, AFETHE, F— FEAICEBIIE O ZF]T L7~ SRSS
EEFIALTEY, ARRET DIGEART MVINHE L 1387225, STIRCIXEEBEA R k
VOB DMER T & DANAIZEN D2 TOZEMNZ R EN TV DN, BEENER TX

IR LL IR E WEE R EO A MHITR S TUHRwy,
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3

oy KIm =+a-&7)+ &0,
o i

&5@ / Distribution when damping is propotional
A %
O

Conjugates dé@‘
@omoo%\i »Re =-(£, £,

% Non-damped oscillation (Type MK)

og [~ Over damped oscillation
due to non-propotional damping

(a) Type MCK

Eigenvalues (we > 0) Im=+@-¢2)+&a,

»Re =—(&, &),
Eigenvalues (we < 0)

O QP

@) Q@ 00e [ [ J
Pvﬂvavwﬁ‘: O 0 Q9 ee OM

Damped oscillation| Infinite oscillation

(b) Type MKeq

A; J@-EH+Ela,

Im
0 O
...Q.,)QQOOO o

9
° 0..% 20

R el
)
Usable pairs for

o8 N e
true damped oscillation Unusable pairs'Re = e E)o,
SReY £ ;
o

QO ()

P
9

o O i
O@'?“ °

Shiftsmllation by &
(c) Type MCKeq
Fig. 4.3.1 Complex eigenvalues for damped systems
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4.3.2. TL—REEBUL U N\—DERABIMEESR
(a) 1HRZSEHIEATS
R DICEANT MVEITIE TG & 2 SURE T VDM O BAEARAT (151 2 I XRFZ R AR
PN SN REBEL, 7 L — ARG S —OERESEMIMATS Ky 13 T ABESR
DEIHATINAERMNM T A —2 2R Ul (4-42) TERGL L, BARHERER SISV TR
IR WSS 5 2 L3S D, ZHUS, MOBAEREITOS BT, FREOEE AT, REZIEE
JEEIAT 2 )Y THEAT 28T NV ERBFETHEMT 287 VO Z, HIIES /= DE
SR U BRI ST A =2 T, Ripb7n T AETOET VO AEMEZEES S
TZODILE T D, 1E->T, HERERMIMEIRET DIEANT MURITEZ FATT 258 D
TERLL, R O FAMEREED RIS BT TlTE Ty, 7ok, RIFUTERRIEN D
DRI Z2m LT D,

(a+ibsgnw)k, - ‘ —~(a+ibsgnw, )k,
K, =K, +K,= : - : C 4K :
@ e T L ibsgna k. - ‘ (atibsgnayk. | © (4-42)
AFE
ko= = 4-43
L (4-43)

22U, SERET NV OE I BE T D 3 F R (u, uy, w) & [FERICBET 5 3 H IO, 6, 6.)
EEDETZAEN6 HHREEMIZET 2)2 A L, A A FROEREERD x RN L,

(BRI O BRI, K13 12X 12 ORIEHAWETS, Kol 12X12 OEHIESTH, a 135
HAPERREL, b 1Z= R —RIEREL,  sgnoe ARSI FIERBIS O RF 5834, 4, | ZHhIETHIAS, Lo
ITHM RS, EIZVv o7 Thd, RATRT LI, ERERAMEITINE, ERIEEER COTTS
DR I — MO ZA ST, IR TH D, 7ok, FRRRTFIEZET 2 & T, FRx REHME
FETIIONT, FNENED U CEBAL BRI IR 25T 2 2 L3RS LI S h D,

7 L AR 2L 2 N — ORGSR SRR K ORRIEZ O ZaiE 3 5, S HINEI T8 Ko
IZATHISIATEN & b ZTdy, Sl X 2 BT ORIPER T (& 23 B 28 2 72 D O]
PEATHICTH Y, FEMEOREZERET D5 EIIFEAMRITIE UTERT 5, 7238, SLRRY7R
N T ZHEE T T DA, BUER R R 2k T 2 B B CEERIMA TN E RPN
INRMNTEIEDIEE 28 25800 5,
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(b) EFEMIMERFR

WIDIZE TR ) Fysinew,t 25205 % 1 B HERERICHE SO T MBI E L MR T2, WE
AL DI ) F (x) 28T 2R ClE, @473 X518, BEm SR kX
ZAb U722 RS L 72V ) 7o, ST LIS & 2 E WIS EHRIE xo T O ARG R AR
Cog DX —RPEDHEETIUTER L, < DA T xo bEMAIECHTE TR LW zd RVl
PR a 52 %, ZHDAROEMBIALEOwE I TH 5, Tk LU TR RO IERIY
IE)O(x) 2 AT 2R TIE, R@E-45)TRT X 9IS, BHARIZ Z 0 JE ISR 2 2 < 258 L,
S BITE AT DIRIEIC & > TRARDEME R me, FMAEVERERIREL e FMAIE ke DSFSTE
Do ZD X D TEM OIMEAGITHE: O WM IT, EMBEEOBEGERHTE B 2 85 & RiIE)
(AR DV, WK OREE & 220, UERE CEEOFHANMF AL Z LasiEED
Bt s Ko ORSITN D, BGOSR~ O EHL L — RO ML TH Y,
BRI ZRE S 53T A—Z BRI G FRRRME DIEEMEZ A L, B2 R T,

mx+F(X)+kx=Fsmnot —> m§é+ceq(x0)x+/oc=E)sina)et (4-44)
mi+cx+0(x)= Fsma)t —> m, (xo)x—l— (xo))'c—i-keq(xo)x:}?(')sina)et (4-45)

FITARIRTIE, AU =T ROBEMREOBERICBE L T, #&itv=a T VETHRIHSN
TWDHFEA TR 3 FEHO MM L 2RI R L U TR L CHBIRRET %, Fig. 432100
HICE TIZBT 531 U =7 RGO BER ST ATV EIfR A, Table 4.3.1 |2 FMIMEENRAZ <,
Fig. 4.3.2 @ U, [THBIEBEORRIETEARE T v, HRRWEDOFEIERE DL BARIE A 1331 ) =

TRYBIED DI L7220 EARGE U TR T D0 w 13EBIEE, p1d 2 RIAWELL, & I32ERGR
ETHY, Table 43.1 O yelTEAOSERRAIMELL, ye Z= X —NEEE LT FTRET D,
Tz, AFROFHTIL, BB L LS~V D ERIE LY225(FRRIG /I EE 225 N/mm?) 2 487E L,
WIHARIME Sk~ 2 & =B EA L% D 2 IR L p 130.02(—FA9IZ L < VW BTV A1) &35,
F 7z, EIFET N S ) = TR ARE U, SR LS OME T 2 IWEL p TR 2,

I+ pu-1) (4-46)
. T

_Ad-plu-1 (4-47)
BT P 2

Table 4.3.1 |Z7K9" K 912, Geometrical Stiffness Method (BA T, GSM)IZ, #3ERIE: D S50 A3 Al

PICEE L <, 1B — 85 O = p X — W EDS TTOERE L 2l CTH Y, Z i Jacobsen 7342
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B UTASH 22 i R RRIEE R S35, ZHUZxt L C Average Damping Method (BA T, ADM)I&
Newmark & 23208 L7 SERERIEICRIS L TR Y, AAREBIEHSORG~ =2 7 VE T
PHERE ST D, ADM OESREL EITEMESRICH LRSI S 728, —fi%IZ ADM X
GSM £ 0 ZAOFER MR E KR E OICEHE SN D, )& 525 L Sbivd, Hith? Dynamic
Stiffness Method (UL T, DSM)Id/3A U =7 RUBHRED 7 — U T ERE D 1 ALl TH Y, Caughey
D/ N FIETIET D, DSM ORI D FEFRIT— I IRMIMELL ye KV /hES <725, 2D
FIETL, AARBEFES ORBRNERGHES POl S TR Y, RSO E R IE OB
ICHWSND Z ENRHD, 728, GSM & DSM i3 Jennings DR “112fii> Tk LT\ 5,
RET DIEEARY MRATIED, TEROBED 235 E LTEY, E0 & Z2iREER
A LTS 0MWE LZRWAT, ERHIMEEIRADBIER 41T, K€ — Fo2 CQCIEFETHAL
B E R & U CRHAT 2, T2 IR STR 42003281 b b, FEEOIREE
— ROEBERIGIT p ZFHET D HIREER R 225G HEZ DL, FEDIREIT— R
BT 254 ChiuE, SRSS 720 L CQC IEDEAIGEEIZHR & D — RINEEIUT
P2z L fETH B,
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Paran =7

o4 E

AF/(yk U,)

p=002, u=6

—ACIEE AT DAVIRNTIE & O TS B AT 7 L— 2 AT A R 0 RS A R AT

Fig. 4.3.2 Normalized load-deformation relationship under a steady-state response

Table 4.3.1 List of parameter formulations for elasto—plastic bilinear hysteresis.

Method series

a b & Reference
Geometrical stiffness Vi Jacobsen
method (GSM) s VE 27k 4-7)
Average damping ) l¢ g Newmark
" 2ne | LloE
method (ADM) 17 2yg | etal. 4-18)
Dynamic stiffness 1-p { o 2 22 b Caughey
cos [lf—j—(lf—]— u—-1lr+p VE —
method (DSM) = “ KK 2a 4-19)
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4.3.3. —REISERARY MVENTEDOREIL—F U D

Fig. 433 |\TIRE T DIE AT MIUVITIED 7 0 —F v — kAot 1REFEIT ERoE R
BIERRAT & EIE CQC A W INE AT MVEHTEDINSGEI R Z e LTk Y, RMIZRT
—SEOBAEMRHTEE & “—fBAVISE A7 N UIEHTE” (Generalized Response Spectrum Analysis, GRSA)
EPESS, 7233, GRSA (FHUEMHNTZ A 77 V) ZBrE, VY — A =2— RiX Fortran 90/95 THIEL T\ %,
(a) XG5S

ARFmOHIPH THETT 2 GRSA 1L, ISTJBMEDOFEUE L GIRDO & =% G DALETAR DR
HEM 2GR E LTS,

(b) HUERILE ORI FIE

0. 7arJLITETNT —Z (MR, ZHE L B, HiE, WEMEY L — ORI
HEIRDFEE, £ DMIZET /WS EE/RFIR), JEEANT ML —&~—2Z, GRSA
FATO T2 OFRER B (NBETREECINBETR R O)D ATMEZ T iATe, AJIEIZHE
S TREERITHIM EAEH) « SATEANRIEHIE O S RIINE TS K 2 1Ek 5,

L. FERIOIEERRWEETIE, MK BOEBGERT 217V, FEEEEEA IS
WD RARFATH C 2EKT 5, SOIT, TF AR A v —5 5T 55 A T
SEIRA TH 2 RAARREEA TS C IZBMT 5,

2. BEERMEOFBELZZBET D56 TIE, RS IMRITE 72 IZBRERIEZ TV, PIBIS R
REIZ AU TEAFRB ORARINES TH 2 T L, SERIMEA TS K 2 B ER T 5, [FERICTFIE 1.
A FIAT L CRRBEATA C b FHERRT %, 78, FH2 £ TOET VDY GRSA ORAIE
JEESRATIZ I8 2 WIHIRRB I i T %,

3. MCKRIOBEFEEAERNT & EIE CQC IEIZ & 5 RSA(KE— RERKNIGEDEAFE) 21TV,
KR S 2 /X=X DA% B8 L T RIS BN Y {60} & RHH T 2, 20
RERORAERRIMATY K IXEFERIM:E 5 £ 22 WIS THI CTh 0, SEERIED/ T A —4
(a, IX(1,0) T2, BT /VNHIVESN L =% STWEEIE TR ~ATT 5,

4. ETODHIBNE S L S— % T DA T, 8D THMIEEEROE T CQC KIS T
WAMES L R— DI KRETGEZFITR L, H o =R 222 " — DM b
MEAHET D, HEEA =0 L22WEETIE, FIlE 9 ~AT3 2 (I & 3
—I TSI L4 D), BEBME S RN LT 255 A TlE, TR S ~ 8 DUNEGEHE A~
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Iterative computation T
(the n+1" step)

4 B URE AT SIVIRNTIE & AT IS B IR 7 L — A S IS AL 0D R G 2 AT A

BATT 2, 72d, FNES IBRIINEEF n 27 v 7HAEBIZEL L T\ 5,

H L N—YRMEER 1 & Table 4.3.1 IR T FEMIPERIER(GSM, DSM, ADM 72 OIS X,
BAEFMIED ST A—F (a0, BYZFHET 5, = 2 TO/RTF A —&FHlfl A TTIC TFIE 7 D4k
BIFHIMATY Keg Z 7S D,

IO FEGERAT 21TV, BEEEEITH C & BHEER) T 5, 2 2 CrIE RN
EAMAIMELREL a DOAZEE LIS HIMESY " —DERRIMATH E, 2 b2 RN 4e
RHAWEITAZ AN D, ZOMITTFIE 1 IZHEST D, FIE 6 1%, &2/ \—OFIEIZ K- T
BT NVOEFRBINEEIMET 5 &, HEBEOMHE (S 5 2 SOWIMOE— Ntz
fRETE 2R VIZ, ZOMMHEHIA ORI A BRI AT D)L > T, ZOE—F
WL S /S —OPEERE & T ERHRICH R T2 Z L 2B SAETH D,
MCK., B OB R E A EANT L5 CQC {EIZ L D RSA Z1TVy, MANEL v/ — LR &
VR K BINEER AR EE LTS n AT 7 B OMGEISE BN NV, EEFT D,
BRI DRI TR ZHIET D, WO LARWEA T, FIES D DIMELFHn+1 A
7 v 7 HOWBEHREA~EATT 5, BWORT D54 2 7R O FR B3 L 7= 8545 T,
FINE 9 ~ATT D,

ERTOFINETIAT LI EAEFTRER S BT CQC KT X D RSA 21TV, Heh&il/effifao
BRIEDONEEE, W, 207, BORKSERBELA, RKEM 7 L2515,

Compute initial elastic CQC displacement response vector {d,}
with intrinsic damping (MCK RSA)

| Check which elasto-plastic dampers are yielding l—
Yes.

Y
Update complex stiffness parameters (a, b)
(using either GSM, ADM, or DSM)
|
Update damping matrix C
No. with MK-type eigenvalue (set parameter b to 0 and damping ¢ to 0) No.

or
Compute the n™ step CQC displacement response vector {J,} No elasto-plastic dampers
(MCK,, RSA)
|
Converged

[{Ad}| -[{Ad1}|| < t0l, {Adu} = {d,}-{du1}

Yes.

Y
| Determine member forces |l<

Fig. 4.3.3 Flowchart of Generalized Response Spectrum Analysis routine
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(c) GRSA IZHWB JSEA~RT F v

GRSA TlZ, FEARWRLEDINE AT MU&E=1,2,3,5,10,15,20,30 %) ZINE 7 7 A LinbE
B2, BAGEMERSORH~ =2 7 /L 5 TR S5 R(E-48) DI AR 455k D, %
ZDIGEART MUCTERT T, EREHMEHTL VS ONAEEOE— REEL & 1SRG LG
BANYT MVEZERTEL, T— REKIGE SEIE CQCIKIZ L A EAINEZHET 5, Dy DR o
(BRI C 25, B T 75 Th b, ARRDINEART MVTIIEERATE X, ZAITEREISE
AT FUE(4-49) % VTN D, GRSA 1, FrE OBIBIERRIEOHMGK) 1 B RIEZI A
O FEO L B0, WSS TR L, 28 MR TR, FBREOERMIE(GSM, DSM,
ADM (ZFR 5T, B/ 2 EHRMIMEOEEEH A G102 Mt L 5 DIREROILROR AT L T,

1+aé,
D, =, 4-48
h 1+(st ( )

S4(&ry) = Dy 2al022) (4-49)

N

A ClE, JEH0.01 A2, JEIEDE 0.1~50 B ORI CISEARY L OT —Z =2 %AE
L, MR ARBOISEARY MIARITE 2 1B — 2 AR L T D, 207 —X_—
AL 1 IR 72 VK 500kB, Nigam % FAWTER CIENR T2 Z LT, —EfEk L= &
N7 7 A TAERAT L, RISHEEMD L > THEAIAT 5, 76-7C, Fig 433 O7a—F %
— MRS BRI & F 720,

(d) IWRGHHE OIS

EE SRR DN T &AM IDORETE W TNZEET % Newton — Rapson {5 & B2 V), % B IR CTHIEL
T— FOEEEZZET 5 GRSA TlE, MEHEEMIZL T, 2 2 DOISEFHMER] CUIBGEHR
BT HZENRDHY, T L IRETHIES & o/ S — ORI 2 LR b0, 2
TARROUBLEHEOUHSE, TEERHROZEBR 2 M vE ) )V MU UTMRE(A T > T &2
BLEZD)2MNT, X@-50) L VHET D, AiwDHs 45, H3FETIE, HFHEORITICHESNT
INBGFARRAT 10 B, ORFFAAAEIS 1.0 & LTS,

| 1A} |=[{Adn1}| [ < t0L., {Adu} = {0n}—{0u1} (4-50)

ZZTC, {6 O NHEIE CQCIELVFHEE NS En AT v 7THEF n-1 A7 v 7 HOHIM
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DIRRISEIENAT FAVTHY, (AGHTE n A7 v TADOEERT ML THY, [{Ad)|iF2—72

Uy RINVATHY, ol TIEEHEOHTRRARZE) TH D,

(e) BAREH AT

BREA WAL, 423 BIOR L& 212, %A VT 2 BEENoy R A T Lz 1
PN 800y 7 RO RE HEE A IR (MCKe B DB 513 (4-51) i < AGROD 2 —F 4 > 7Tl
FERFMTHOFREAIEOFHEIZHE 72 Amoldi 5 & QRIEDFHET /LT Y X AZMEE TV D,

Ao {—M*C -M'K,, } {/lu} _, {/lu} wsh)
I 0 u u

7B, BET w77 LANTIE, %M, C, KITHIRU AT MTHI A 1TBATHEAMEE 2R H L
THY, BT OET VB CThHIUT, EREAEMRTICRET 2 AT VIEREITIH E KEL
ROV, BROBEEET U(H HER 810)D A E UINEEIT 50MB FLETHh 7=, F£7-, 64bit
KD CPU R0 W —R— ROMEHE L 70 572 2018 FRIZIBWTIE, — R EAT 5/ — R PC T
H 32GBRRED AE Y ZHEH L TWHZ ENHY, AEY A XOMBEIXFHE I T 5,

(f) GRSA DFEEE & i &P

GRSA [TET VORI L TIAT S D, ZTAUTK U OFRMRITIR Y - 2 IRF2 RELG2AiA
Hr(Non-Linear Response History Analysis, NLRHA) Cl, JEESEI2HEH R U2 8RS
K o TEERATHIO AR THIN O 5547 D3 RE 2 2 2 B8 2 (B RERHE DS EB 3 5), 24
GRSA #E&%, MIEISEZAHE L T 52 TOT— R FEICIE T 2 REERADOFK & 72 5,

AFOEIPHD GRSA I IAMERENE, BTG, /A U =7 BRIOBIINE X L/ — 2%} 5 9 5., Voight
BTV E ORI D% VD 2 LT, GRSA IZIERIEAECIEHIR R b fhaR AT
HE& B 2 B, £ O%E OBAEIX Fig. 4.3.3 OREEEITH C OFEFHAT » 7 (FIH6)IZEFEND,

43.1 Hi TR~ X 91T, ERAEIFE 2R - EERRTH Y, B RER ORI R & 1
S DA VIR R SR E O RTS8 U %, 2 TARRD GRSA TIERRIGE DA
H U CRREREOREIIAR E LT 5,

A & & S —IWELRIC &0 IS SR < 72 2D & VIS OFHmIE 3 B LT 2 AU
AR LIE D GRSA BIAEETH Y, GRSA % FLEIPMIGEITIRRT 5 Z L 13RI Oiam &
i PP ORREA LI TH 5,
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4.4. F—X UEEY HITFR) ITx9 % GRSA D@ Ak

KEITIET — A UAEEY % R G LEIR T T VT A —F ORI & WA RS A AT %

L, —RALISE AT SOUITEE (LLF, GRSA)DwE M & kS E 2 MRk d 5.,
4.4.1. BHRETIHE

Fig. 44.1 {27 /VIX %, Table4.4.1 |IZTFHE/RET N RT A—XERERT, Fig.44.1 1857 8L 9
2, RIGHEE BRI T L — 2 (TS E/(BRBF) Th ), PELEROHRE T AR O
JEHIR T L— (LR, BRBYCHER ST PlEE#L S L TET/UBL, Sl ETERARET
%, Table4.4.1 (TRT KD, FHEALET AT A=, @, BERIE k& HIIREMKERIE
Dlt, BRBELETHY, ZTOMIZEETNVORINIG T/ ST A—2 280135, &ET/VITE
BEv, 18 ®EQkE, 45, TEQE, 98, 16)8), mEG2HE, 64J8)ET VLS, A
Wi I3 AT B R WBRIED /N T A =2 25T ¢ 24T 9 12D, FEHMEONERINE k1 3AED BRI
THEMEL, HEOMITHWE X K/ k7 DWRT 5, GUIHn IV BRIWEI 8 2 MIE S < 75k
FEFED 1,000 f5) & L, il IR 2 FEL ¢ & 2R #F:D 1,000 5 & 55, £ET7 VX, Eido
IRT A—=2 NG RO, ROWrRE T ARE L, SBEITEER A TEE L TERT (% O
BT Z[R—), BRB OWIHFE 4, 1% 1 FEEE(3325mm?, PL-19x 175, LY225)& L, BlEZ#dET 5,

AFE 12E1
k, =2LLcos0b, k, =n, —

b (]

(4-52)

2 ZIT, n IEVEREOHALL, LITFEOWITH 2 IRE—RA U b, LATHRES, EIZY o 78 ThH D,
—RIZ 1 KT — FEIIEEOEIARE— MDRE-T 5 1 g ~4/8E7 /LT, B ERZTIC
THEREREEY G2 TERE— ROMELYRL, FEOIREIE — RIZT PN ET 58556 OFHlk
FEAEWRET 5, 72, 1B ~4BET NV CIXENAICRERERL 52, IRE/RHEBEMES L/ —1
PESR 1 12k 3 % GRSA OFHIFEEE ZWRET 20 ZAUSK LT 8 ~ 64 JEET /L TIIAE AUt
LTHHFEEZ G TERE— REFEEL T, @mIKE— FEELGET 2, 88 ~64J@ET /LT

I &S k) k= 1.0 DFED 1 RE— REHEZY 0.03 X (& m)ic—E3 2@ CTREET 5,

—J7, AREOBRNL, PV —v & L TO GRSA O FAMERGES B TH Y, Table 4.4.1 17RT
£, BETNOH IR RHESEITLT L HBEN TR, ZORIZONT, 9EET /L
T, Fig 44117 T LT, ke / ky FEPOHIBERR 2 —FRIAICIR D R0 0 12, [EE B0 2 D
BRB A& & B8 L7z & 0 BLFEA72RSE 2 MRET .,
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Fig. 442 \Z AJHEB O NBEEIE ALY MV ERT, 9 BET AUSNOET L TIE, AJHE
L, AARO L~V 2 REHHEMEAT) AT MR 5%) %, & B 2 0IBE O L THY
g L7z BRI-L2 A7 N A LA RS 4 J4(Bl Centro NS, Taft EW, JMA-Kobe NS,
Hachinohe NS)ZH¢H U, ¥R DR A MRGET 2 72 D B O WX 1% & 55, 9
JEETVTIE, ADJHUEENL, @5t 7 —0ShUAG T DRkE N THIERE BCI-L2 281 L, Wi
IR 2% BB IEDEME) & T 5, EEMEILIEET NVOLEET D,

4@6.4 m
Damper
Arrangement
: : : : Example
20.6 m (64 story models) Typical Floor 20.6 m (64 story models) g
14.9 m (32 story models) 14.9 m (32 story models) Er@
12.8 m (1 to 16 story models) 12.8m 12.8 m (1 to 16 story models) o)
C o o ' . Standard
s i | Elasto-plastic l floor
| ( P
<! Damper (BRB) !
‘/////////////////f//////////////////////////////////// iy
1,2,4,8, 16, 32, 64 story frame models 9 story frame models
(Chevron damper arrangement) (Various damper arrangement)
Fig. 4.4.1 Schematic images of 2D frame models
Table 4.4.1 Structural properties of 2D frame models
. . Mass
Model series Num. stques Damper arrangement |k q/ky Natural period (s) participation ratio | Max. u
(Total height) ' (1st mode)
(1st mode)
One-story frame 1 (4 m) All 0.15~1.70 1.00 57.1
2(8m) All 025 0.21 ~3.90 48.9
Low-rise frame Upper half O' 50 1.00
4 (16 m) Lower half L0 0.30 ~5.51 34.3
8 (32 m) All 2:00 0.62 ~2.35 0.68 ~0.90 8.8
Middle- to 16 (64 m) 4.00 1.33~4.52 0.67 ~0.87 9.5
. . Upper half :
High- rise frame | 32 (128 m) Lower half 2.96 ~8.03 0.66 ~ 0.85 10.1
64 (256 m) 6.71 ~13.9 0.65 ~0.83 9.6
Nine-story frame 9 (36 m) Various 1 1.00 ~1.27 0.73~0.88 3.7
20 15
| ¢=0.01
s ik} £=0.05
— 10
NV) NV)
10 E
w —El Centro w5
5 —Taft
--JMA-Kobe
""" Hachinohe
0 0
0 0.5 o1 1.5 0 0.5 o1 1.5
Natural Period (s) Natural Period (s)
(a) One- to 64-story models (b) Nine-story models

Fig. 4.4.2 Response spectra of seismic inputs for the 2D frame models
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4.4.2. 1BETIOHMEFEE

Fig. 443 12 1 JEET NV ORRISENEITKT T 2 REZIESAfRIT(NLRHA) & GRSA OH# 27~
A (a) ~ (WIFIE RO TH Y, [FX (d) ~ OIFAIEE RO NLRHA (2379 % GRSA OffzE
& (Error, HU%) DA (Frequency)73Afi, N IFBHEEDAAERSUZHAWZY 7Y 784, Cons (HIFZ
AMFHM, Uncons IERRARHECTH D, Z DIORFEIETIKELIE bR TH 2,

Fig. 443 (IR X212, BAAEIERGSM)OFEIIBEE(ADM) & iV 7= GRSA 1Z NLRHA
Fe RO R RN FAT S DA R S ATz, Fig. 4.4.4 OXF L /8= - SRR & BY
FRITRT X OIS, TAUTIEMER 1 238 2 BIfEQR REWELE p = 0.02 TIZKI 8) &2 2 &, FMliE
(Table 4.3.2 OHEHRMIMERBIRXSIR) & SR ENFFHZIR T L, GRSA LM L —i
DOIEETEPBKRITHETT D120 ThH D, £ T, ZOBGERITHT201Z, TiILHOWPEMESR
HPHCIEX GSM & ADM (TR A B — 7 T, =X —RIREIL b = 25 &
(Modified GSM, Modified ADM 23%ft~3° %), Fig. 443 (A3 & 912, @KL OFHmI XS
95, Fig. 443 @)~ (c), (e) ~OIIRT L IIZ, ZNDDUEZEBE LT-A OIETHIER, A
7R IBPEREIIH O NLRHA (2] L TRV TS T %, ADM Z IV 72 GRSA 1E, 4AHIZ GSM
Z WA K0 R R AN AT D EAIC&H 5, GSM Z MV /2 GRSA 13, JERIZTY
4 SDR, HME AW, BT E— A 2 NORIEEY 7D o TEDRKI 90%73, #7203 ~+0.3
DOFHIFEE L 720, ADM <° DSM X W ISEEA RV, DSM OFHIFEEE L ADM & [RfRETH D, 72
B, FIROEVERGEIL, FEREMOHIEAE S U CIIERENRETH Y, BRoPEET
JVLPABETIX, [FRRZRBMESREPH OIS B FHTIIR b T v, ERMPERRRITIR L DA T

Table 4.3.2 (ZHE> TV 5,
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Fig. 4.4.3 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA
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Fig. 4.4.4 Comparison of complex stiffness parameter formulations
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4.4.3. BRETIOFHMIEE

Fig. 445122 FET NV E 4 FET NVORKNIGEMIZHT 5 NLRHA & GRSA OH#GZ/RY, [F
BT XATE TR~ 7o R 7 AR & O ALE 2 B8 L T\ 5, Fig. 44.5 (a)~ (IR T Lo, ¥
IR— DRI K D E— REONAHZED % Z 8 L 7= GRSA OIEFHAMME IR R AT & B
U 72RERETHRE LT D, Fig. 445 ()~ DI T L 912, ZTHHOET /L TIE, GSM £7-21X DSM
Z V2 GRSA 7%, ADM % IV 72 GRSA & HE_THRED RV, FFIC GSM D5 TiE, o7
> THUTH LT 90% DI BB ANFESE -0.2 ~+ 0.2 OFIPHIZINE 5, Fig. 4.4.5(d)~ODES 7 7134
MIEEEEANIR > TWD L D12, ADM (TR R EMOISETHn & 720, JSEEY 7
THDK) 90%H3 i -0.1 ~+0.3 OFFHITULE 5,

0.16|< TOGSMAADMM DSM] 4 110°TZ ©GSMAADMM DSM]
z 210" %
o S = g8 10° g
S 0.12.5 < g
ERP Z =)
< < 26 10*
T 0.08 o 110 <
~ & é 410"
— E ~
Z. 0.04 Z 2 10*
ol Cons. (+ % Cons. (+ & Cons. (+
0" 0.04 008 0.12 0.16 110° 210* 0 210" 410" 610" 810" 110°
RSA (rad) RSA (kN) RSA (kNm)
(a) SDR (b) Shear Force (c) Bending Moment
60, = 60
GSM u
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N N 407 N
> > >
Q Q Q
= = =
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Fig. 4.4.5 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA in two— and four-story models
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444 EEEESLUVHKALBRBEEEZERE L IBETILOHEFEE

[ 7E A LRk 4 72 BRB BLE 2558 L7z, & 0 B2 uRIS A TR O NS 2 WiEE S 2. Fig. 4.4.6
& Fig. 44.7 12 9 JEET VOB RIGEAEIT T 5 NLRHA & GRSA OHE A 79, FEIZZENER
? BRB BLiE 7 —AIZ5W T, BRB BLE, JEHZATEA SDR, HMEAM, #tfihiSe—x 2k
ZRLTCWD, Fig. 44.6 & Fig. 447 73 X 912, BRSO T OFHE & 8 6O TR Z i HAmfiE
X NLRHA &%5%2RLTEY, GRSA WMEEDMKE « A0 OF o 3—fliElZxt L C NLRHA %
TR IR A DND 2 E R TE D, ZD X 91T GRSA 1TEARI /2 & L _—FlE & B L
T MRS THMN FRE T D Z E 3D, —77, Fig 44.6 & Fig. 447 R T X512, 9/8€T
JVTH AN GSM F 7213 DSM % V72 GRSA OFFIGAE L, ADM % iV 7= GRSA [T HIFESE
B A RN T DM SRR Sz, L EORHBFERN S, HEDT— RO R E
THIE T — A AREW I, #EERIMERIRUE ADM XY GSM £721% DSM 723 L T &)

Wrcs o,
AASEMEHRORGH~ =27V PR EITREND K 91T, —RIRHHREEY O 50 E
AT, EREH A B A ORE E LT, BRI AT AT % ADM DSEBEIAK &

HIEI N TV D, LrL, Jox D ADM I, #Eeikz 1 B HERICERZ IRENET L 2 k5
I, BB OIRBIT— RE Gt T v 4 MREIREZIE L TR0 9, e OREE— FIKE 7 — 2 131
TR 2 &, ERANEE 5 2 DM BN OISEDNEFISEITIE<, Fig. 444 X° Fig. 44.6
R Figd 4T ITRT LG, 1END 9 BET A TIXEFIRIEZET 5 GSM OREEED RS
bHLEEZLND, TDO—IT, HEMPEZFM LICISEART MUVEHTES LT, DSM &1 ]
T 5 D SATIFZE 40 03615 5 573, GRSA EOKSEIL GSM L [AEEH Y, 1 @t
NOBFHIRT L 912, GSM OEFBEERBEWEEHH 5,
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T [OGSMAADMEDSM 4000l ©GSMAADME DSM]|
> & 5 = |i
Q N Q
B £100015 Y z |5
Damper < 2 =
—arrangement <2000
) = a® %
b E 2 =
“
g Cons. (+ Cons. (+
001 0.2 0 T000 % 300 2000
Story Drift Ratio (rad) RSA (kN) RSA ?kNm)
(1) BRB configualation (2) SDR (3) Shear force (4) Bending moment
(a) Case 1
:;: O GSMAADMME DSM 4000 g
= g N
1000f.5 =
S L 1g P
< o8 -
z & 2000
0 43 >
z . 2
o [Shear Force
0 Cons. (+ o Cons. (+
0.01 0.02 1000 0 2000 4000
Story Drift Ratio (rad) RSA (kN) RSA (kNm)
(1) BRB configualation (2) SDR (3) Shear force (4) Bending moment
(b) Case 2
2000 8000
T [OGSMAADMMEDSM O
= g £ "26000| §
IS Z 15
< <)
<1
000 a <4000
= o =
- X &
Z DEEA 2000
Cons. (+ o Cons. (+)
0.01 0.02 0 100?( 2000 2000 4000 6000 8000
Story Drift Ratio (rad) RSA (kN) RSA (kNm)
(1) BRB configualation (2) SDR (3) Shear force (4) Bending moment
(c) Case 3
_ 6000
&  [OGSMAADMEDSM] o
_ |8 : |2
Z1000| & o | 24000 2
< a? :C/
an S
& s 8 2000 .
2 = z 4
[Shear Fored [Bending Momen
* Cons. (+ o Cons. (+)
0.01 0.02 0 1000 Ob' 2000 4000 6000
Story Drift Ratio (rad) RSA (kN) RSA (kNm)
(1) BRB configualation (2) SDR (3) Shear force (4) Bending moment
(d) Case 4

Fig. 4.4.6 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA for nine-story models (Part 1)
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Fig. 4.4.7 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA for nine-story models (Part 2)
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4.4.5.  $hEHILEEETIOFHMDEE
ERE— N DT — AR L CERT 2 HIFRISE) 2 & D a6 mET 7 /L OIS
B AR EE & T 5,

(@) HEET IV

Fig. 44.8 (28 J& & 16 J&ET /L ORFIEMEIZRF 5 NLRHA & GRSA D479, IKEET
NEHRT, ERE— REENE EN-TEET L TIE, GSM 7213 DSM % v 7= GRSA (13E
BRI DOFRATHIE DS ORZ < G END OO, FMIJFHIEY > 7" ) 740K 80%7357876-0.3 ~
0.2 12 E %, ZAUTK LT ADM ORRZESATIFZE L TR S TR Y, GSM £7213DSM
L OREERRY,

B G ST 2R3 D IEROHHREEY DRGEHI BV TE, BERERO AReih P IR E ORE
BB S D, ZHUTHIIR Y L — 2 OBEPEASFEOBIRIME L D o BRERE <D L, T
— A UHEEDS BT AR ICE R T AR TR TH Y, EREEAIIRE S RDH, SEAER
DOHWARRRIZ LY 7 L — 2D/ NE < 725720, S ABRO BRI FE7 V20D F
SR O IERTG TIL, SIS S —DPER A REHI T 5 fREME B 5, Z DREEIC S
VT Fig. 4.4.9 ([ZEXIMNZ Bl IGE 2 i S8 7 AV OrHlifl 2789, 2 OFT /L Cldttdh
% BRB I &Sl & U, kdke=1.0 & LTV %, GRSA 1%, & O dhiFMIE %2 & A 722K
MATHNEEDOEEHONDFERHPR D720, FRrhiFICESE) b UIRET 5 2 LS FRETH 5,

(b) FEET L

Fig. 44.10 & Fig. 44.11 1232 & & 64 8T 7 L ORNICEEIZxT 5 NLRHA & GRSA Dtk %
Y, RN RT LIS, @A 250 2 Th, ZAISE(SDR)DFHIfEI X NLRHA A H#E% Ty
%, Table44.1 1R F X 91, @EET AOERE— FEEIIRE <, ADM Z 7= GRSA Off
FEIE GSM £ 7213 DSM & W 2356 £ 0 B <, SDRIZOWTREHEY v 7' U & 78 DK 85%H3 4
7203 ~H02 (T E Do ZAUTK U THB D DISERHINE, il & fERfl &5 HIZ biEZzHRi-> T
AT DAEFDHER S DD, Yo7V v 7O 80%D5F87E — 0.3 ~+0.1 DFPHIINE 5, =
O DR E 7R TR R &R < PRI IER B L T D EHEIE N D, £0
—J7C, @EET VORI G GRSA [FHFFHTEFR 200m LLETHZMIGE ThHiuTRWEHEIEE
PROEND Z EBD,

202



%4 —UINE AT NV 2 O TS B I 7 L A A 1 R D MR S A R A
» < oy . 6000/ > OGS ﬁ 5 = 0Gs
04| & 0 2 % 5
S S & = § E210° g
s 5 ol E =) g
£0.03|7 224000 Z 5
< <€ =
= S = =
0.02 @) >, .
9 5 110
— e} — 2000 =
Z 0.01 ~ =
Cons. (+ Cons. (+) Cons. (+
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0 2000 4000 6000 0 110 210°
RSA (rad) RSA (kN) RSA (kNm)
(a) SDR (b) Shear Force (c) Bending Moment
60 -
_ —~ _ GSM|
§ &\o/ N=11520 éo/
> > >
Q Q Q
= = =
5 s 5
o o Sy
(o] (o] o]
— = -
A~ P - = [ - . &
R SRR SRR
S OO OO OO O OO n S OO OO OO OO On S OO OO OO OO OoOn
TT T T TITFTTS TT T T TITFTRS TT T T TITFTTS
L L S B S S R A= L L B B S B B L L S B B S A A
DA B o Mt o e DA B o
TITTSEeTT TS SS e Sso5=2283
TFFTT TFFTT TFFTT
Error Error Error
(d) SDR (e) Shear Force (f) Bending Moment

of NLRHA and GRSA in eight- and 16-story models

Fig. 4.4.8 Comparison

Yeild ratio (NLRHA)

3
u=153 O OGSMAADM
u=1.15 é
pu=1.16 <2§
u=1.19 E oxA
_ —
n=122 Z
n=124
u=127 0 Cons. (+)
— 0.04  0.08 1 2
=166 Story Drift Ratio (rad) RSA ’
(a) 1st mode shape (b) SDR () Yield Ratio u

Fig. 4.4.9 Comparison in the specific model to be cantilever bending (Input: El Centro NS)

203



Al

AR
=R

—ACISE AT DV & O TS B HTETL 7 L— 2 AT RS B R 0O RS

7
=

4

g

2
F|e
9 ol =
4 | m
< g 9 . Z
ot
< H,Aln\
= n
ADA a7
<
(-) 'suodoun
E E -
o —
(WNY) VHIIN
*
Z
(=1
1IN
vz
e~
N
q
= S m%
m 5{=4
<
<
(-) "suooun)
g g ©
0
(N3 VER'IN
T
N (=
=
<y m =
3)
=
Na)
S <
=1
2 &
< =
< S
(-) 'suooun
< [sa) (=)
S S
[} (=)

g 3
0 0
(per) VHI'IN

(b) Shear Force (c) Bending Moment

(a) SDR

=
%)
a
m

(=3
=}

(=) (=3
< N

(o) Louonbaig

(f) Bending Moment
Fig. 4.4.10 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA in 32-story models

(e) Shear Force

(d) SDR

)
==
P it
IS
a Sl =
< B g
4 &< lm
¥ =
w < mS
< g |
<l
(-) 'suooun
40 40 m <
— — (=]
) — )
~  (WNY) VHY'IN
T e
~ 18
m <
O~
| &
N
q %A
4 |5
v ‘SUOdU)
(=2 (=3 <
S =
< o
(N> VHI'IN
T
=
Zle
o
C%)
g
q = £
< —
c<
<< 2!
2 R
< S)
< S
(-) 'suooun
<t [sa) (=)
S 9

S (=}

g 3
0 0
(per) VHI'IN

(b) Shear Force (c) Bending Moment

(a) SDR

30720

N=

60

(%
=
172}
&}
| |

(=3
¥
(o]
o
I
=

.
=

0+~10"
‘0-~7T0-
0-~¢€0-
‘0-~¥0-
0-~60-

B - ~

~ S0+

0+~10"
‘0-~7T0-

&0~ €0

Wa

€0-~¥0-
¥0-~¢0"

[=3 (=) (=3
o < N

(o) Louanbaxg

(=)

S0~

o+~ o+
HE 0+~ T0+
0+~ 10+

3
g
84}

S0+~ ¥ 0+
70+~ €0+
€0+~ 70+
CoO+~T0+x

or

Error
(d) SDR

(f) Bending Moment

(e) Shear Force
Fig. 4.4.11 Comparison of NLRHA and GRSA in 64-story models

204
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4.5. bS5 XEEY @BAHR) [SxF S GRSA DsERAE

FIET D b T APRIE OMIFRSIE O MFRISE T & FEZIRISE AT (NLRHA) D I 21TV, ikE)
PEIRDMEHET 72 2 NEAMEEI 6T % GRSA D IE LG ZMRET D, AEINARET L~D

GRSA O AMEDOEE A2 FI TN 5,
4.5.1. SBIETILHE

Fig. 4.5.1 |ZE7 /V[X %, Table 4.5.1 ICFEEREMAE LA RT, XISEED | T EEEL D I
BEETHY, EMEREZELT D7 L —A% BRB (LY225)IZEHT S MELUEI T -1 5
HLTHWD ™, Fig. 451 \rT K 91T, AHICIIESE L FREO BRB ElE & #2432 EP &
TITINA T, B2 % 2 ™"—H T DM A2 7R3 B TR S X — 2 BlE L7 VE 7
JLh HEEET 5, VE ©7 /L1 4.2.2 il L7- Biggs rule (AR SEMRRIEALIE) 2R U7-BE:
e D E E R ORER L LTSS v —lE Th 5, Fig. 4.52 (I AHEBONLEEE
JWEARY M VERT, ANJJHEESENE, Hachinohe EW, JMA-Kobe NS, Random i % -k 12 4F4E
A EIRE 1461 FI IR SV Loy 2 HIEEB O FAE AT ML 5% S A S B7-1%12, B
HDHSET — Z 12 HD & SHAKE % FHV N CHIBRHINE 2 s B U 72 #1311 G %(Ground level wave) &,
S B IZHFE 25.8m O FEWEEOISEHINE A B E LR FISE R I (Roof level wave) & 975, ZiuhH
DOHIFERRIIFZSE THW DI & FEECh 5, FIBEEIZ 1% L, #IHIREHEF o 1L—

VR AERET D, 2B, A CIEEEMEIIEETT, IWEAY MUEZRET 57200
175 Dy DIREL 0 1225 35, —J7, SET /TR O JF AR H 70 5 NSRS & Al e &
DEIRTE 5720, SR ETVOE— RN CIE, & BT 208 FMOEE— K2R %0
WD D, 12121, A EREOHFEREDITEEAEOBE LM SN TERSh AT
b, A GRSA TIHEZEEAEOANEEHITRE-53)ZHANTHET 2 L & Lz, B, &
1E CQCIETIE, HBE— RT & U VI ANE RN 90%LA E & 705 F— Mz #R L TH
BT D, E£7o, skiFHHBEDOE— NRITHE-54) ORIMBETE TR,

1" M{1} = (1" M Re(UAB) = iMS = const. , M =2x {I}TMRe(/IS B {us}) (4-53)
/B, = B sgnRe(B,u,) (4-54)

22U, n T EREEITHIM OWIE, Uldnx2n OBREART MOE— R751, MIEREA
B2 72 2nx2n OXFATTE, BITERARI AT A~Te~T ML TH D, 70385, U, A, BIIER
HAERFEA 7 ML, EAEE ITHBERED R EIZA TN D &5,

205



%4 —RUEIRE AT N VETIE 2 O TS BRI 7 L 2 A A 1 R D MR S ST A
Viscoelastic damper r Elasto-Plastic damper (BRB) —
> /{c =78.4kN - sec/cm * rad 7F: 16x55mm, F,=198kN
_ 2
<~ [ 4,~4000 mm 8F: 16x55 mm,  F,= 198 kN
8 8 OF: 16x55mm,  F,= 198 kN
o~
s’é 10F: 16x45 mm, F,=162kN
11F: 16x40 mm, F, =144 kN
Core section  Yield strength
VDamper arrangement
Y
\T/‘X Seismic input
VE model EP model
Fig. 4.5.1 Schematic image of truss tower models
Table 4.5.1 Member specifications of the existing truss tower
Sto Column Member (CHS) Diagonal Member (CHS)
Y| Section (mm) Material Section (mm) Material
1 $355.6x7.9
2 $318.5%6.9
3 $355.6x7.9 $267.4%6.6 STK540
_ 2
% $2163x5.8 0, =390(N/mm")
6 $165.2x4.5
; $318.5%6.9 STK540
9 o, =390(N/mm’)
T $267.4x6.6
11 $139.8x4.5 STK400
. >< .
—5 ] #2163x58 0,=235(N/mm’)
13
14 | ¢165.2x4.5
15
70 70
, 80
U £=0.05 60 £=005 £=0.05
o o 6|
T2 40 /Roof level wave 40 ".\ /Roof level wave 50 L / Roof level wave
5%30 LY 300 40
. 20 Ground level wave 20 30
2 / Y \_‘Ground level wave : ~...-Ground level wave
10[-~ 10[.~ ' Lol e
0 0 0 :
0.5 1 1.5 0.5 1 1.5 0.5 o1 1.5
Natural Period (s) Natural Period (s) Natural Period (s)
() 1G & IR (b)2G & 2R (¢)3G & 3R

Fig. 4.5.2 Response spectra of seismic inputs used in the existing retrofit

206



B4 RSB AT PV 2 O TR HIETY 7 L — A S IR 0D M R G E R AT

4.5.2. FHERER

Fig. 4.5.3 |C VE £F /L OFHlifE R 4779, GRSA IFEEAETE ¥ X 0 MBS E 238 L, NLRHA
ERWKHE T2 T\,

Fig. 454, Fig.4.5.6 & Fig.4.5.7 12 EP 7 VOaHilifs R a4 7~7, BT, SRR, JEZ
TEA, Akt ) O RIGEEIZ RS LT 5, Fig. 4.5.4 (@)D 1G FOMEREFINTRT L 912, il
TIFRDSLAEEY) T GRSA 1 NLRHA At 2 510 Tu5, Fig. 4.5.5 13 1G A TR D ADM
% V2 GRSA O HBEAIREIE— ROLEEZ /R LT 5, Fig. 455187 K912, L
PR—NBMAE9 5 &, GRSA Dfii(Initial) & #%(After the iterations) CELELE A IRENFF: & BLEE— K
T X I NEDDLEENE S H(GRSA i 7 K23 GRSA #2 TIX I RIZEATL, S DITHREEE
— R &R B, VD, E77, GRSA %D 9 IRE— RITRT X 912, FOREAE— FIRRITIE
DIERIETEA DISETIRIZ L <EITUV 5, GRSA & NLRHA OFERNBE KIS L TWND Z &b,
EEROIFIIGE P (NLRHA)NC & 5B E A IREVFHEDOEBNE L TN D LB X b, TR
EAIREE O LB 2B C& 5 2 L7235, GRSA O BVPHIREEICEIRT 5 L 2 bn5, B,
BT — REA AT R) TR T X RWRE OSRIERIEINE M U 5356 T, 213X GRSA
DI KRENIEE DR NLRHA L #E5HF, GRSA ORBEIIMHICE|T L LEEx b5,
Fig. 4.5.4 ®)DOFINRT L H 1T, W/ AT MVENEH 26T 5 R IR EEZ AT 5856 HIER
JOINERTRL 72572, G il & T GRSA OFHIE I LT 5, 72721, Fig. 4.5.6 X° Fig. 4.5.7
IR LD, BEHTDANEICL > TEORENRRWGE EEBENGERH Y, BEOGEAETHIEK
LEMOFHE D72 vy, TS IFETOT— R bm T 2B ERA L B2 b5,

—J7, 44BOPE~FEEET AR, KO N T ABHEOIEIRT LI, FFEOBNET IV
Tl, ADM % FH\ 72 GRSA OFHIFEEE DRI BOWFRHERR ST, ZAULERE— ROE
(FFEDE— RIZT N 20 TiER <, BEORBT— FOERT 2)EE2 6D, FIZE b
T AREETIE, Fig 4551787 XK 912, BRB ZflE L7 g CHREERIEE O 5t — N 2NEK
LCWDERT AR TE 5,
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Fig. 4.5.3 Comparison of the response evaluation and NLRHA results (VE model)
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Fig. 4.5.4 Comparison of the response evaluation and NLRHA results (EP models)
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Fig. 4.5.5 Shift in mode shapes of EP model using ADM (caption: natural period, mass ratio)
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4.5.3.  GRSA LETERRADLLES

%2 GRSA & NLRHA DFHREFH] 2 Hle )%, Table 4.5.2 (2 b7 AgKHED CPU 4 A L7,
Table 4.5.3 ~ Table 4.5.4 |2 4.4 EiDOWEBHET /LD CPU & A LERT, 2 TOEMEHRFIL, Intel
#H# CPU (Core i7-6850K, 3.6GHz) & DDR4-2400 A £ U (32GB) % #4#k L 7= E&HMADT A7 b v
PC TATV, #5EHIE 1 Processor 72 0 OMEREIZKILNT 5, 70d8, FHEOFATERIE CIX, FHERMIX
N7 750y R ZARRBHEEIH O T 7V r— a VSO RS, RRKT 2 [ERRE
DIBFENAHE T D Z N> T D, BRITEAB R FATR ST 72 77 L LT 7 ) r—
T3 UINST LT RUWRID D Bl IR R # 95, NLRHA & GRSA O#EHFFEXOfRE
(TEEE THIRE 2 VTR Y, FHRREILFTREZLGLH CTL8E A & U Bk & HHRERM O
HALZH LA R Th 5D, 7285, SRETET /L0 NLRHA [IAHIERH C 7000 27~ 7, SPHEHLE
7 /L0 NLRHA [ Z&HIFEH T 4000 27 > 752 H L, AT v TEENENELR D INBGEHR I %
AL TWD, Tabled.52 (TR & 912, HHEEE 810 DELESET /L ClE, NLRHA 2349 15 73~ 30
53), ®F9 % GRSA 5349 5 FH(~K) 10 FY)DFHEIREH] 2 2 L 7=, Table 4.5.3 & Table 4.5.4 (73 L 51,
EHEALET VD 64 FEET /L TIE, NLRHA 234 8 73(~K) 16 43), x93 2% GRSA 7547 9 FH(~4J 20
FOYOFHERHHZ 2 LT, BRITRT K91, ERMIMERIRAIC KD GRSA OFFRIEHHR DO ERITH
F VR TEeoTz, £72, Table4.53 & Table 4.54 1R X 91, ET /O HBHEEIZHAGI L
C NLRHA OFHRIFRIIHAT 523, %195 GRSA OFFHEIFEIL 500 HHESH =0 HREIE &
RAMEMN DD, LLEX D, NLRHA & T GRSA IFRFRISIRMENHICm EL T Z &3

IYIND (BRESE T LV CIEKI 1/200),

Table 4.5.2 Comparison of computation times of GRSAs and NLRHAs (tower models)

Method series| 1G 1R 2G 2R 3G 3R
NLRHA 9149 | 849.9 | 865.1 | 804.0 | 958.3 | 992.9
GRSA-GSM | 4.2 5.6 3.1 3.6 4.1 4.9
GRSA-DSM | 3.7 4.6 4.1 3.6 4.3 4.8
GRSA-ADM | 5.9 3.6 4.6 4.5 4.1 53

210



B4 B RSB AT PV 2 O TR HIETY 7 L — A S IR 0D R G R AT

Table 4.5.3 Comparison of computation times of GRSAs and NLRHAs (2D frame models)

(a) NLRHA
Model series |DOFs Model numbers =k
(4xSeismic input) | El Centro Taft JMA-Kobe | Hachinohe Total
Max.:11.2 | Max.:9.7 | Max.:11.6 | Max.:11.2 | Max.:11.6
1 story 15 200 Min. : 8.3 Min. : 6.0 Min. : 8.2 Min. : 8.1 Min. : 6.0

Ave. :9.3 Ave.:7.1 Ave. : 9.0 Ave. :9.2 Ave. : 8.6
Max. :27.4 | Max. :20.0 | Max.:27.1 | Max.:26.2 | Max.:27.4
2 story 30 600 Min. : 14.6 | Min.:10.7 | Min.: 14.1 | Min. :13.3 | Min. : 10.7
Ave.:17.5 | Ave.:13.1 | Ave.:17.5 | Ave.:17.3 | Ave.:164
Max. :44.1 | Max.:33.2 | Max.:43.0 | Max. :43.4 | Max. :44.1
4 story 60 600 Min. : 244 | Min.:17.9 | Min.:24.5 | Min.:23.6 | Min.:25.0
Ave.:29.2 | Ave.:21.9 | Ave.:294 | Ave.:28.8 | Ave.:31.7
Max. : 62.7 | Max.:46.2 | Max.:62.9 | Max.:62.3 | Max.:62.9
8 story 120 60 Min. :45.3 | Min. :34.7 | Min.:44.0 | Min. :45.2 | Min.:34.7
Ave.:52.5 [ Ave.:39.9 | Ave.:52.5 | Ave.:51.6 | Ave.:49.1
Max. : 113.8 | Max. :82.9 | Max.:114.3 | Max. : 109.5 | Max. : 114.3
16 story 240 60 Min. : 81.8 | Min.:62.4 | Min.:82.3 | Min.:81.1 | Min.:62.4
Ave.:949 | Ave.:71.2 | Ave.:93.9 | Ave.:93.1 [ Ave.:88.3
Max. : 232.3 | Max. : 174.4 | Max. : 235.2 | Max. : 226.5 | Max. : 235.2
32 story 480 60 Min. : 169.3 | Min. : 125.4 | Min. : 170.0 | Min. : 162.6 | Min. : 125.4
Ave. :193.8 | Ave.:143.9 | Ave.:192.7 | Ave.:188.2 | Ave.:179.6
Max. : 493.6 | Max. : 366.9 | Max. : 504.0 | Max. : 498.7 | Max. : 504.0
64 story 960 60 Min. : 343.6 | Min. : 261.5 | Min. : 362.1 | Min. : 340.7 | Min. : 261.5
Ave. :402.4 | Ave. :308.3 | Ave.:411.7 | Ave. :398.8 | Ave. : 380.3

(b) GRSA-GSM
. Model numbers GRSA-GSM
Model series DOFS| /. o icmic input) | EI Centro Taft JMA-Kobe | Hachinohe Total
Max. : 4.1 Max. : 5.1 Max.:3.2 Max. : 3.5 Max. : 5.1
1 story 15 200 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.1 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.1

Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.6 Ave. : 0.7 Ave. : 0.7 Ave. : 0.7
Max. : 8.4 Max.: 5.4 Max. : 5.1 Max. : 4.2 Max. : 8.4
2 story 30 600 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2
Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.8 Ave. : 0.9
Max. : 5.7 Max. : 4.5 Max. : 5.9 Max. : 6.6 Max. : 6.6
4 story 60 600 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3
Ave. : 1.0 Ave.: 1.0 Ave.: 1.2 Ave.: 1.1 Ave.: 1.1
Max. : 6.6 Max. :5.2 Max. : 6.0 Max. : 4.6 Max. : 6.6
8 story 120 60 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.2 Min. : 1.0 Min. : 1.0
Ave. :3.0 Ave. : 2.1 Ave. : 2.5 Ave.:2.3 Ave. : 2.5
Max.: 5.4 Max. : 6.5 Max. : 6.8 Max. : 5.8 Max. : 6.8
16 story 240 60 Min. : 1.8 Min. : 1.5 Min. : 1.6 Min. : 1.8 Min. : 1.5
Ave. :3.0 Ave.:2.9 Ave. :3.1 Ave.:2.9 Ave.:3.0
Max. : 7.0 Max. : 6.3 Max. : 7.1 Max.:11.3 | Max.:11.3
32 story 480 60 Min. : 2.8 Min. : 3.1 Min. : 2.6 Min. : 2.3 Min. : 2.3
Ave. : 4.1 Ave. :4.2 Ave. :43 Ave. : 4.7 Ave. :4.3
Max. : 9.4 Max. : 7.5 Max. : 8.3 Max. : 8.5 Max. : 9.4
64 story 960 60 Min. : 5.0 Min. : 4.2 Min. : 4.1 Min. : 2.0 Min. : 2.0
Ave. : 6.9 Ave. : 6.4 Ave. : 6.4 Ave. : 6.5 Ave. : 6.5
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Table 4.5.4 Comparison of computation times of GRSAs (2D frame models)

(a) GRSA-DSM
Model numbers GRSA-DSM
Model series |DOF
odel series |DOFs (4xSeismic input) | El Centro Taft JMA-Kobe | Hachinohe Total
Max. : 2.4 Max. : 5.1 Max. : 2.9 Max. : 4.4 Max. : 5.1
1 story 15 200 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2

Ave. : 0.6 Ave. : 0.8 Ave. : 0.5 Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.7

Max. : 3.2 Max. : 7.5 Max. : 4.6 Max. : 6.2 Max. : 7.5
2 story 30 600 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2
Ave. : 0.6 Ave. : 1.1 Ave. : 1.0 Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.9

Max. : 5.3 Max. : 7.5 Max. : 5.1 Max. : 7.5 Max. : 7.5
4 story 60 600 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3
Ave. : 1.1 Ave. : 1.1 Ave. : 1.0 Ave.: 1.3 Ave. : 1.1

Max. : 6.5 Max. : 6.0 Max. : 5.6 Max. : 6.3 Max. : 6.5
8 story 120 60 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.2 Min. : 1.1
Ave. : 2.8 Ave.:2.9 Ave. : 2.8 Ave.:24 Ave. : 2.7

Max. : 7.6 Max. : 4.9 Max. : 6.6 Max. : 8.9 Max. : 8.9
16 story 240 60 Min. : 1.7 Min. : 1.7 Min. : 1.7 Min. : 1.8 Min. : 1.7
Ave. : 3.0 Ave. : 3.1 Ave. : 3.0 Ave. :3.4 Ave. : 3.1

Max. : 9.4 Max. : 8.7 Max. : 9.0 Max. : 7.9 Max. : 9.4
32 story | 480 60 Min. : 3.6 Min. : 4.7 Min. : 4.1 Min. : 1.9 Min. : 1.9
Ave. : 6.8 Ave.: 6.4 Ave. : 6.9 Ave. : 6.3 Ave. : 6.6

Max. : 9.4 Max. : 7.5 Max. : 8.3 Max. : 8.5 Max. : 9.4
64 story 960 60 Min. : 5.0 Min. : 4.2 Min. : 4.1 Min. : 2.0 Min. : 2.0
Ave. : 6.9 Ave. : 6.4 Ave. : 64 Ave. : 6.5 Ave. : 6.5

(b) GRSA-ADM
. Model numbers GRSA-ADM
Model series [DOFS| /. o icmic input) | EI Centro Taft JMA-Kobe | Hachinohe Total
Max. : 3.8 Max. : 3.7 Max. : 3.5 Max. : 3.9 Max.:3.9
1 story 15 200 Min. : 0.1 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.1

Ave. : 0.7 Ave. : 0.6 Ave. : 0.9 Ave.: 1.0 Ave. : 0.8

Max.:5.4 Max. : 7.3 Max. : 6.8 Max. : 6.2 Max. : 7.3
2 story 30 600 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2 Min. : 0.2
Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 1.0 Ave. : 1.1 Ave. : 0.9 Ave. : 0.9

Max. : 6.0 Max. :5.9 Max. : 6.4 Max. : 6.6 Max. : 6.6
4 story 60 600 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3 Min. : 0.3
Ave. : 1.1 Ave. : 1.1 Ave.: 1.2 Ave. : 1.0 Ave. : 1.1

Max. : 5.3 Max. : 4.8 Max. : 5.7 Max. : 5.6 Max. : 5.7
8 story 120 60 Min. : 1.2 Min. : 1.1 Min. : 1.2 Min. : 1.2 Min. : 1.0
Ave. : 1.9 Ave.: 1.9 Ave.:2.3 Ave. :2.4 Ave. : 2.1

Max. : 8.1 Max. : 8.1 Max. : 6.2 Max. : 5.1 Max. : 8.1
16 story | 240 60 Min. : 1.7 Min. : 1.6 Min. : 1.8 Min. : 1.6 Min. : 1.6
Ave.:3.3 Ave. :3.3 Ave. :3.3 Ave. :2.7 Ave. : 3.1

Max. : 7.1 Max.:5.3 Max. : 4.9 Max. : 9.5 Max. : 9.5
32 story 480 60 Min. : 2.8 Min. : 2.7 Min. : 2.4 Min. : 2.4 Min. : 2.4
Ave. : 4.2 Ave. : 4.2 Ave. :3.9 Ave. :4.4 Ave. : 4.2

Max. : 8.4 Max.:94 Max. : 8.0 Max. : 8.9 Max.:9.4
64 story 960 60 Min. : 2.4 Min. : 4.3 Min. : 4.3 Min. : 1.9 Min. : 1.9
Ave. : 6.5 Ave. : 6.6 Ave. : 6.2 Ave. : 6.4 Ave. : 6.4
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4.6.

4EDFED

ARETIE, WEDOT L —ADFERFHIE AT 5 72 O OHBHERR 7 L — 2 2 S TTEERR O
7 U — A NEAR SR 1 G RS 1 AT RE A — RALISE AT b VFEMT UL (Generalized Response

Spectrum Analysis, GRSA)Z#E43 L, JA&L/2ET V/NT A — & OREREINEfAT & o L v, %

DOFHMAREREE, @M, RO EAREE LT, AR TH O FERm A2 L FIORT,

1)

2)

3)

4

5)

SRR AL OO B 2 B L TR IERIPREE R DR OHIERIS L, Mk 1 B HESR
DIEA RO &7 EAEOEIRICE S EEECQCIEAHEMT 5 Z & TRl rTEE
Th b, 7 L—ABRIDINES L /3—1F, 3RIC b T ZABEFEOERMIMATINES ZAFR L
ToAEFMIMEER TR 2 Z LN FRETH Y, T OFEFHWEEZRILT L— X £ 713
TIFEARBLO IV 2 /=S TEH T& 5,

BRMIWEEZESE DRAFRN L LT, R M REPIZ B9 2 Wz L OFRFT AL 2t U 72 B
KA EModified GSM) & /)N 2 FIEDSM) L, FFEDIREIE — RO RIET 285m0
XROBGEIZEVY GRSA OFMREEZ 52 5, Ziuxt L TliZISERHMiclER STy
5 REEAADM)E, W & AR TREMFHEZ 525 b D0, FrImkEe— Rl
BOWRET— FHAEBT DEW DOLEIZ BV GRSA ORMIEE 2 52 2,
JESIHEDT— A o 7 L— A(HIBEEHR)IC BRB A AlE U7 BRI T L— A i
FHZ R L35 GRSA ORI IRFZIEISEFEIT(NLRHA) & X <X L, HEIC 64m BLF D
KEAHHPEET VLTI, SIRETHEE(ERATA, AW, thiFEe—22 Mot
7N TEDOK 80%13747E-0.3 ~ 0.2 ITINE D, & 254m DET /LT HENISE DR
FEEIIMERMERF SN D b DD, BT FHIFERIEIEO RN X0 5k ) OFHMIAE 135 B 2,
£ O—T5 T GIEHN 72 £ CTRIE & 72 298K 0 F i FIGE 2872 £ GRSA 1358
BRATRE Cd Do

FHED b T ABRBEDOSIEET V& 5xt5: & 92 GRSA OFHlifiElX NLRHA & #Edaxtisd 2723,
W72 2 9 D A MV OISERH I LT 5,

GRSA 33 « oA - TR « SR O TR OE T VB EHTRETH Y, FHE
I NLRHA & He_TH4312m B35, B HEE 810 OET /L OFREKHHIE, NLRHA(A

7 v 78 7,000) T 15~30 47, GRSA T 5~10 fbZ&/R L7z,
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51. F

F 4 EORRTLY, HEEGRIRT L— 22 bate, [EERIROT L — Al E /O AT
T ATRE R — LIS B AT R VARHTE(Generalized Response Spectrum Analysis, GRSA)73
SERR L, HERIRRISEAMRAT & 0 i D FRIIEEE T, BN OBERI /2 7 /3 —DRELE & B
MRFFTRE L 72072,

IHED ARSI OBIGOBEM E LT, THA L - ava—T 4 7 IRER - ik
ZbPEKL L, #%iHED 3D 5 7 —(Rhinoceros with grasshopper 72 &), A2 U 7 k Z7&(Python
7Y, BAEMENT, 7T 7 R EOEMREREREE(HPC, Amazon Web Service 72 &) % FEMRAY B4
HZEM—RERVOOREY, ZOXIIGEN P EEZ DL, BEHNZRISEAT ML LA
DY — NV EMARMEEROREHRA b £ LT BN, L, REOBRIX
RIZDTpN D, — T, B FETHRE R B ABIECCHIKSRIFICEA Sh D 7o), FEHITIE
REHER A Z T DR EN RO B D, w7 3 ) X ASCHBEE R LIRS LIS >
REFH: I LV FEIRNATOIL TN DR, BIEIZRERETT T4 7 Y TS FEICEGAATE
MBI RPN, 2 2 TARETIE, UEOERBIRTEIZOGEZ BN Z & 23, GRSA
& T A Y XL AT HRSEY ORGHFELRE L, MR 2iEMplzE L TEofR
MEARRGET D & & HIZ, ER T L — R L EERR T L — A(BRB)NRIET 5 7 L — A fFfiliE
HRUZIT D7 L — A D EGEBCERE ORI Z 5T 2.,

HARAZIE, #IDIT GRSA RS\ HREM O ik i HE DS R4 5, WICFEIEL T
AGRIEDIREELAE & X GU S /3 — Dl & R B ROFGEL AT, HREERFHE & SE
DA LIRGET . iV C— AR BRI IR 7 L — A (it L A it U B &
N—RERCEIEZITV, TRERGHE LAEEN 2 G FEO G RIEE WBIRGET D, Hcth i
T L— R B AMNENTEER) L IO & T, M AR e A S Do S MR E R L 21TV,
FROFEME & ER LA LR E R T D,
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5.2 —REEBERARY MIVEBITEAICE D T L—RX S SHORERETFiE

Fig. 5.2.1 Proposed optimal damper design strategy for braced structures based on GRSA

— Optimization Algorithm (GA, PSO, etc.)
r -Script for Data Exchange and Parallel Processing ---------------
—— Generalized Response Spectrum Analysis (GRSA) —

Compute initial elastic CQC displacement response vector {d,}
with intrinsic damping (MCK-type RSA)
\

‘ Elasto-plastic dampers yielding ‘

lYes.

M Update complex stiffness parameters (a, b)‘
Model [

Update damping matrix C
Response with MK-type eigenvalue considering only parameters a

Individuals

Fitnesses

[
Compute the n™ step CQC displacement response vector {J,}
(MCK.q-type RSA)
\
No. Converged

[{AG,}| -|{Abu1}]| < tol., {As} = {On}-{0n1}

lYes.
; |No. or No dampers
| Determine member forces |« =

(a) M

Fig. 5.2.1 [Z—BALIE AT R IUfiEMTEE (Generalized response spectrum analysis, LA GRSA) (2
HeS BRI T L — A RE B OBl R P FEOME 277 d, RET ORFFIETIE
HliZe 27 V) 7 b & L Chaifb 7L 2 XA & GRSA WHEICT — X 25 L, & 5HIZHPC TH
A7 WHNFET D, —HRA7IeEERE L ORE T, Kb 7 32 ) RABHH 5\ NI ORE
ERACTEZ FEE T 5 2 EDVD 7 7pnIREsD 59 0 = ot U CTIRETIE T, ToHEE 4
B CHEEE LT BRI ARMIA(GRSA) & L, Faifb 7 /L= U X A FHiE e — v EALERT, &
B L7V, ZAUIHIERISE 265 & D RiifbatH L, B ARBIROFH R DRI R b
AL ThD, £, b7 v 3 ) X AIEBICETERN R Y, FOBIR - FREHE
IZZERLRE LY LIZ b Th D, TR 5-1)R° S2)IZHI RSN TN D K 91T, drEOHkERRY -
JeERRRREH B OBh A & LT, BREEEMERIOT O H Y —VE RS Y T NEREEHGTY v
7 S, HFEOMRTEE LTCFRRREAME S 5 2 L3, BIE - EZROTIRNR Y 2od 2,
[FER7IRULTIE, R COMREEZ Sy r— v 7 LIy 7 b =T X0, HEEL R oA EY 2
—/L & LTS 5 03N - FIHEMED S CRREHEE (e — P —)I2is 35 L B 1 bbb, 1REEHRE
FHEF EOFEEEZZE L TND, ZOMIZBWT, Fig 521 ida—V =it T “—fRa07aH
FNLTCH” R LTEY, Y —/LEORR0 B B H I3 22 5t FEDO T E L RERCTH 2,
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AF I, WAL B STV DB T LT Y X A (Genetic Algorithm, GA) & R7 1
HeEfl (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) il & L CHET 5, AKEDOHPTIX, YV —LEHOT
— X X B I HVED Python A7 U 7" I, WHIFHEIZ Python OFEUEE 3 = —/L(multiprocessing), i
{b>—/L1% Python DHEIETE 3 = —/L(Distributed Evolutionary Algorithms in Python, DEAP %)% Fu»
7o FE12, WHILIEORELERIZZ T 7 R HPC O 0 ICHE T2 K50 TSUBAME 3.0 (28

a7, 1/—RN&EHWTIESEIRZIT> T\ 5,

(b) HAUREEDRRE

S EEHR T, FERROMEERGT Y 74 7 U 7122 < el B BB (B ME T 208 & 7E

T %o RFATEBANT FIUGA IZBW TR ARSI & [F—) % x, #E7—A % C (HIFERATE
DHZGE L, WEE ), ARBEIIKST DISERHBE~ 7 MVskon 4 f(Roem)e LT, H
HIBEL FI3G-)TEFRT 5, 22 TrinBE xR L, BHZIEA(Story Drift Ratio, SDR, m= J&
%), FEEAREF(Demand Capacity Ratio, DCR, m= ###), ~—2 7 (m=1), EHZEEMAOE

YefR7%(Standard Deviation, S.D., m=1) &2 EET 5,

F(x,C):%Zj]max{f;(x,iCHj:1,2,~-m}| 5-1)

Bl 21365 % 5.3 HiOBEEE(S5 JE), AN1%& Giln =3), s/IMbT 258 % ERIZA 4 (SDR)
ET D BB F 1Y, RG2)rd ko, HENEAG, 2G, 3G)IZ SDR X7 hl(m = 15 J&)
DB R DRy &Gt L, MO E LR SRS, ZOMORRISMH(E 71X
BGix 115 Eeay= TR hat S po N

FuxD:%iJmMU?W&KDU:LLWBH (5-2)

Fig. 521 (TR T X918, HaEb7 /3 U R APAER UTZEEREEY, SERZSEICA7 V7 %
L TETNT — XA ST GRSA (2 - TIFIFHE S41, GRSA FATHEOIERHMm %
H(5-2) & 0 BABIEEI B S ChRai b 7 LV 3 ) R AR D, 7, IREILAE O Eai it i, 2
FELL MR UEHAZAT - CREREDFGEME CH D Z EMERL TV D, 2L, $iE7T /T Ao
LSS E s O WML SR kAT L CHBIM 2 AT 572, o batE RrOELEA s
1%, BEZE FOCTOMEL, MK LEE CIE 2 oRINEE L 2AVEEEEL TS,

220



95 W EEGIEAZ L LICHE RO T L — A RIERFHEDRRE

(c) EIGHYT /LT VU X I(Genetic Algorithm) DA EE

BB T LT Y R A(Genetic Algorithm® )L, AWELOFEAFF LA X e 22— AT 1 v
IRITNDY RED—FETHY, ZOT T XATIEARIN S — 7 ¢ v O HIREIRT A Bl L
TW5, BIEHT LT XA T, REEEE AN OBIE TIZRALT, g MoK TR S DR
EREIERL L, &AT v 7 (AR T HABIEHGEGED) & 3H5 U, RIS E 7138k 2 18
R BEIR), FRAFERR L0 (28X LHERO AR, R TZ8RER ) FOBREELITY, 15
RGBSR 72 &) 2l 7297 TR L EHT T 5,

AT 2 AR DB W A R OB s 7RIV LT D1EEIT Rk LN, filx
(Z#RT % 5.3 #io> BRB BUENLE O HAMGEN T LT Y XATH, BI5 15 x 2% 5 0HE
AR 1, AZAR 2, o, ARG, o, AR IS} ETER SR LE, B2k, o, His, o, B 1S
JE &t &, £ ORKT D BRB ~DEH#Hi% 1 (BRB E#i) & 0 (BRB FEEH#Y) & KH4 5, Hil21%
x=1{0,0,0,1,1,0,0,0,1,1,0,0,0, 1,1} Ti%, /7404, 5, 9, 10, 14, 15 7’ BRB &#iE % BT 5,

BB AT TOMEREOTNG, WA D EE LT o EEZ IR 35 FEIC
I, BEISEIZHG LTS T T o DMTERIRT 20— by ME, BISEONRIZE U TERT 5
Z RNk, BAEBIIAT Y S 2 EELL D 7 V— TR SEISE O RN TERT S R
— A MEREDTEPRRESN TN D, AamDFHTIE h—F A MEZEHRHAL TWD,

—EDN—VTRT Y 7 ST BRI OBIR THNO— 5 A M L, BB BT26T 5T
ERCEHRE A ZER 5 (28X OFHEE, 1 ~nBAAO i FE i+ 1 FEFERE L CEIET
F e AZHg % — A Xk, BBOBERE W52 RAXAE, SNAHZFERIIMNL L Tid %
—IREREZR EOFEPRR SN TEY, AigO#ilH TlE—HRSX 2T 5,

PAFEMA F T2l FHUEA OB T8N D 2 RHER TA R L, eI R (52X LI13BIREE<,
BT LUMEIRZ AR D [999R 5 13, AREEOBIS T OXEIEA MR L, Bodifif) R
FRICHED Z & &P B TEASNABIETH Y, TOFEIE, BIETHINOG HAHEE Rz
DEAHIIHT 2 550, BB THIN TR A 2 sk, (A& BN - HIER L CRIS -5
DRI HEHT DA « KBIER EDTHEPRESNTWD, AinOEiH TITsmEZ SR LT
WD, Fio, FREROTIEIZT T, SREROHRZ—RIIC LA S8, RO O
HAMDRER LN FELHY, AFwD 55 HTHRAL TV D,

221



%5 OEESEAZ B E LICEi S~ 7 L — A RERFHED IR R

(d) kI 1-EEfci b (Particle Swarm Optimization) DAL

BT RERGEI (PSSO, & DA OEIEDFE R LT BWGHET (Y0320, SV e e &)
(AL DR S IREBICEE > TS THENOWEZ LI A X b 2— U AT 4w 7 BIT LY XN
D1 FETHY, —THEERE RTINS, K(5-3), RSE-HITRT LI, ORI FITEEEIC
B9 222 EONE L HEDR Y MAVTRIN, FAT v 7 TIERAORFFT 5 R rE (S —
VFNRZ N E, KRBT D ROBNLE(S 10— LR MEFH L, /S—YF)L_A f L
7 a—r L2 b EEBUED DR OB L RER R S D, 0 27 v T HICHZERIC T v &
DTHEEDIIZRE 1T, A ST OMESR & BN O HIA 280K L7ed b, REIC B B E i
IMECE TV ERRA) T D REOBGHEME~NIOREE ) T 5, W RER i, OABC R O
PEDELZ: < EERALDNE S Th D, QUFUE L3y, @FIRFRH] C RISk eiifi DU LU iR (1
B ZHRTE LR EOBRANG, FIHomEOMEEREIZEL T\ 5,

X (t+1)=x,(0)+v,(t+]) (5-3)

vi(e+1) = wr (0 + cyri (e = x; (D) + ey (% = x; (1) (5-4)

TG, IR, C3AT v T, x 130 B OMRZER_ EOALEAR Y SV, xR
T ORRERARA MLEANRT N US—Y FILRZ R, xP (TR REORRAS A MIER7 M7 a—
IR R, vIFIEEANRT ML, widt+ 1 ATy TORF-ONER Y RVERET HEROHEE
YEICBEFT 2 AN T —F8, o & o (ZMEREGH &R T RERCE OB E BT 2 A0 7 —F 8, n &
P IO~ ) D AT T —lTH Y, X7 MILVORTTITRFALEHOE g LFELTHY, fiEZeR
1X g otz & 72 %,
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5.3 REISAREZNRET IHEILEFE

WIDIZ 4 BITTR LT, FHET 2BEEE OMESUE 2 Xt RITIRET DG FEAEH LT
A RGET D, F7o, miakat & WO BUR TR FSEDAMEBIGET 2, 7ods, BEFEIC
BT 5 BRB ORLE & ¥ w54 (Fig. 5.3.1 ([SFE)E, AR OfE % B IR RIS AT

(Non-Linear Response History Analysis, NLRHA) & E#IfEHT OFATERRIZEE DV TG S MU TUV D,

5.3.1. HBEILREIREDHE

AREICIEBEFED BRB O [ELE ] & &S] %, CNEHINL UIoRoifbata & ik L
T, EHGTTEORIWEEMEAET 5, 723, BRB OB IFBEFUE & [FIEED LY225 M (BRI
JEE 225 N/mm?, B&ER1% ORIE 2 AL 2%) & L, HEEINEREMRFOBANE 2 L — DT kI H
WD IEZEMIMERARIT 4 EOMFNIH-SE Average Damping Method CEEE) 2 AV 5,
(2) BRB [L{E ]| Aeifbii

Fig. 5.3.2 |Z BRB FlE i LB O EE 2777, BRB OFgHEflE L, HALEE T /L3 XA
(Simple GA)Z AV = i LIS TGS 5, SGA DRREHERZ bL x (IRTT 15) 6 FRldE &
REL, EHNITBRBAEEOGEMR : x=1{0,1,--}, 0: ZHA L, 1:BRBE#)ZFT, 7,
BRB L& 2 H T 5 729, 4@ BRB 7 8041 | XA CUERF O B JE\ a7 81 > -1 72 9~ 388 kN (1~2F)
& 200 KNGBF~15F) ClEET 5, 70ds, BEREITFELE L 0%, BRB BLESIIFEFHE &R IS
T 5720, 5 JERLECHPRELE CRHA Diagonal 40 A)ZHilFISEE T5, BLEX Y, & DFREHEEAN
7 VT BRB BLESEE D L, H2% BRB BUERE TIE, EESNIARDMITEDE ETORE
(Diagonal) A3 [Fl—7 £ BRB |[ZE# S5,
(b) BRB [ &5540) Hei{biRE

Fig. 5.3.3 |2 BRB & &5 i i LRIE O EL 2 /<37, BRB DRl A w0 A1 X, B -8 (PSO)
W RIS TGS 2, PSO ORGIEEANY MV x ITFBLE 2 50E LT, JEHEALD
BRB F&EOAMIKIE 5% # T, BRB HFEHMMICEHT 5729, BRB FliEfEIXBEFYE & [ U
(Fig. 5.3.) &%, £&J8D BRB A&AlL, BHFcE & RWEGE 42558 LT 140 ~ 250 kN %l
KIGAFGRAEPH) & 35, LEX D, &DFHAES~7 MU TEENLO BRB RESMNEE S &,
[ S 472 BRB BLERE Tl $5E SN E RIS X R4 (Diagonal) & L THLE S 4172 BRB
DG TLANRE D,
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Column

Beam
Diagonal

53.75m

Floor Bracing

5 3 JRESIEZ AR L LIHEE A0 T b — R EHED R

BRBs in the existing retrofit

7F: 16x55 mm, F, = 198 kN

8F: 16x55 mm, F, = 198 kN

X 9F: 16x55 mm, F, =198 kN

Diagonal Damper

10F: 16x45 mm, F, =162 kN

11F: 16x40 mm, F, = 144 kN
Core section Yield strength

Fig. 5.3.1 Schematic image of the existing retrofitted tower

Design Policy
1. All diagonals in retrofitted stories are replaced with BRBs.

2. BRBs in a story are symmetrically arranged.
Optimization algorithm

Simple Genetig Algorithm (SGA)
Variables

Story-based BRB layout {x;} (1 = to be replaced with BRBs)
Minimize

1. Story Drift Ratio (SDR)

2. Member buckling demand-to-capacity ratio (DCR)
Constraint 5

Subject to Z {x}=5

=1

Fig. 5.3.2 Damper layout optimization with SGA (Chapter 5.3.2)

Story BRB Size Variales {x;}
15 A 0
14 0
13 0
12 0
i1 _BRB 0
10 ! . 1
9 Size fixed 1T
8 [200 kN i
7 NA 0
6 A 0
5 NA 0
S AV 0
N AVA v 0
Size fixed .
388 k
1 1
BRB Existing
Story Layout Variales {x;} BRB Size
15
14
13
12 JRB
11 f 140 to 250 144
10 140 to 250 162
9 les’i‘fign 14010 250 198
8 T 140 to 250 198
7 \J 140 to 250 198
6
5
4
3

Design Policy
1. All diagonals in retrofitted stories are replaced with BRBs.

2. BRBs in a story are symmetrically arranged.

3. The BRB layout is similar to the existing retrofit (Fig. 5.3.1)

: Optimization algorithm

Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO)

Variables

Story-based unit BRB size {x;}

Minimize

1. Story Drift Ratio (SDR)
2. Member buckling demand-to-capacity ratio (DCR)
Constraint

Subjectto 140 <x, <250 {i=1,2,---,5}

Fig. 5.3.3 Damper size distribution optimization with PSO (Chapter 5.3.3)
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5 E EEFEZ B L Lo S E A~ 07 L — A Rl FHE DR R

SGA & PSO ® HIJREUZ, JBMIZEIE M (Story Drift Ratio, SDR) S 7= I L& ek el (=554l 11/
M4l 77, Demand Capacity Ratio, LA DCR) & L C, Zu 5 ™ BRI A fe/IME9~ % i 72 BRB
Bl & KRN AR T 5, AIIBR O ATTHIGEEN L, FeM & RER7R R LIS R EHE(R~3R)IZAN
ZC, ¥G & T HBEE N H_ERRERL T o T 55 O LIRGE & L CHiERm G IFE(1G~3G) biRatT 5,
1-T, AMIBIEIE G AEFNZ T TERMET D, ¢ 1 FEMETH D,

3
Minimize F(x,G):éZ|max{ffDR(x,iG)|j:1,2,~~-15}| (5-5)
i=l1

3
Minimize F(x,G):%Z|max{ffDCR(x,iG)|j=1,2,”'61}| (5-6)
i=1

SGA DERT b —T A > ME, SGET—HREGE, JNERITIEZRET D, PSO &K@ LY
—/LOFIRE TNZHE, TEHERE w1 1.0, 73—V F IR MRS 113 2.0, 7 82— MRS
e 1F 20 ZRGE L, K83 100 ThDH, mELEE 7T XL8T A —Z DU
Table 5.3.1 & Table 5.3.2 |Z/R7,

72%, TSUBAME 3.0 ® 1 /— K28 =2 7)&HW=% 27 WHIFHETIX, Bl ki 30 47,
WEOABGE L 2 B ORI 2 0B L L, 1 ERSHTZ0 15~30 5 OffFT4 2R % 5
% NLRHA X 0 KIEIZRHZIMED M 192 2 LR L T D,

Table 5.3.1 Summary of optimization problem matrix

Optimize Damper Layout (Fixed Size) Damper Distribution (Fixed Layout)
Algorithm Simple Genetic Algoritm Particle Swarm Optimization
Minimize | Ave. Max. SDRs | Ave. Max. DCRs | Ave. Max. SDRs | Ave. Max. DCRs
Subject to Xx; =5 Xx; =5 140=x,; =250 140=x, =250
1Gto 3G 1Gto 3G 1Gto 3G 1Gto 3G
Response o (L15-G-SDR) (L15-G-DCR) (D-G-SDR) (D-G-DCR)
1R to 3R IR to 3R 1R to 3R IR to 3R
(L15-R-SDR) (L15-R-DCR) (D-R-SDR) (D-R-DCR)

Table 5.3.2 Summary of optimization algorithms parameters

Simple Genetic Algoritm (SGA) Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO)
. Crossing | Mutation . Personal Best | Global Best
Selection Inertia w . .
(Rate) (Rate) Priority ¢; | Priority ¢»
Tournament | Uniform | Shuffle Index
. 1.0 2.0 2.0
(3 inds.) (60%) (1%)
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5.3.2.  HoEiBRBECE L BAFRUEIEDLLE (B8 BRB BE(ZLEE)

WIDIZAE BRB BLiE & BEfFSUE 71k % i %, Fig. 5.3.4 & Fig. 5.3.5 12 BB & AT HisEE)
THPR L - i b AR, = 2T, (XD No BRB (XM{ER(, Existing (3EE(FIfE D NLRHA
FER T Do BIVE DR L5 RT3, DCR BIRIT 1.0 AN FRREE 2 Bk 2,
AETIEIG W E T IR EOISE LKL LTURT,

Fig. 534 (R T X912, COHMED | B BRB A& Z & Tesk it (BIR) &N, =
T BEESORG TEIBNRKRE {72D) ITF U —RET DD IRTH D, L) #h
I Eind 2, F72, FRROMEBNTREHENE S L —2 x5 & UTBREFTE S0 L S35 5, 7233,
BEFSETIX 1 BOYE £ T2y, Fig. 5.3.4 ™ DCR BE{% 7 No BRB ™ Diagonal (@~ — 7 —)D
FERITTRT L D1, ZHUIBEFSE T, NLRHA TR 72EJE A i S 7544 Z 7l BRB 12
BT DG TN ThH D, 15T, ITNDOFERIE, R FENBFSUE DM
REL DN, LV BWEEZETF QNS Z EE/RLTND, 728, Fig 5.3.4~Fig. 53.6 D DCR 4
fRIZRT L 912, Diagonal 2 BRB ~E#i9 % Z & T, Diagonal 7215 T72< Column <> Beam &%)
—\ZEEERIE S D Z R D, TS BRB IZ L B EER O ERITRZI (b = — A0
R LTS,

—77, 1 BORMITHMESD 10m 2%, SEREEAFFL WA, Fig 5341077 &
O IR, ISEARRRAREE < &b, BUFEAM OBUR 2 i LA BB D L FEEAEE LV
it b E 2D, 2T, IRBEE (IF~2F) Z#25E9 5489 5 &, Fig. 5.3.5 (277 X 91,

B LETRIE E O BRBIIC IV TS, BEFLUE L AR EE U 7o g (S SR Bl 3 2 (B KD i
fRIBRITNT=, R G AR AST 2 LR ER (Fig. 5.3.5 (a)b)) TiE, JBRZEA & REmHEE
EH BB FE & R CBLE DS i & 72 o7,
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%5
Not Buckling Buckling
15 Floor Bracing
13 Max. o Columr.1
11 0.013 v o Diagonal
9 gy
g 7 '\Max.
»n = 0.78
5 Beam
I8 (5 CRSA @NLRIA
No BRB (OGRSA
1 Existing No BRB
0 0.02 0.04 1.5 2
SDR (rad)

15 Floor Bracing
13 Max. Column
0.012
1 Beam
9 7
e
alt 9
O
b e} \Diagonal
— NLRHA . @NLRIIA
31 0 [OGRSA
Al No BRB (OGRSA
%) Existing No BRB
0 0.02 0.04 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
SDR (rad) DCR

15 ! Floor Bracing
13 13557 Column
1 1% o / g Diagonal
9 %I Max.
Max. > A 0.55
g 7 0.012 g ma'(
n n
5 9’5‘;‘ \Beam
— NLRHA :
3 O GRSA E @NLRHA
No BRB & OGRSA
17 Existing 5 No BRB
0 0.02  0.04 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
SDR (rad) DCR

Floor Bracing

15, ©
13 8 Column
11 o
O
3 ./Beam
P 9 @) Max.
o =) 0.015
) Q
S ¥e NIROA \Diagonal
5 GRSA "| " [@NLRHA
3 O
No BRB (OGRSA
158 Existing No BRB
0 002 004 0 05 1 __15 2
SDR (rad) DCR

(d) L15-R-DCR (Minimizing: DCR, Inputs: Roof level waves (1R to 3R), ex. response to 1R)
Fig. 5.3.4 Damper layout optimization results (BRBs are arranged in 1F to 15F)
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Not Buckling Buckling

15 Floor Bracing
13 Max. (g5 Column
11 0.016 e o Diagonal
Max.
> 9 oA / 0.48
S 7 - =
) N .
5 Les” o \Beam
— NLRHA i
3 O GRSA @NLRHA
No BRB (OGRSA
Existing No BRB
0.02 0.04 0.5 1 1.5 2
SDR (rad) DCR
(a) L13-G-SDR (Minimizing: SDR, Inputs: Ground level waves (1G to 3G), ex. response to 1G)
&

(b) L13-G-DCR (Minimizing: DCR, Inputs: Roof level waves (1G to 3G), ex. response to 1G)

Floor Bracing

) / Column

Diagonal
@NLROA
(OGRSA

No BRB

1 1.5 2
CR

(d) L13-R-DCR (Minimizing: DCR, Inputs: Roof level waves (1R to 3R), ex. response to 1R)
Fig. 5.3.5 Damper layout optimization results (BRBs are arranged in 3F to 15F)

228



95 W EEGIEAZ L LICHE RO T L — A RIERFHEDRRE

5.3.3. E#EBRBAENT & EIFRUEEDLLE (BRB BLE [LEE)

W Hii BRB &4 & BEFE J51h% tele 35, Table 5.3.3 & Fig. 5.3.6 [CR B it b.od
fERAE R, HESMEGEE T, BRBIEIC X 22 RAVR STz, Table 5.3.3 12" K9
I, BZETEASDR)Z i MET 286 ClE, eI Tt hasm< 7220, EIEHEEDCR)
ZhoMET DA T, TREICRD TR EL< 725, FEMZR 0 MEldEe 5 DD, DCR IZ
A5 2 & OBEIIIEE RS & 5isd 5, T ORI, BEFEICR T HHEE oKL, “H
KDTEFEMEIE B L9 B & > THRIZRHIRRGI Ch o722 L 2R %, 533

R RCERGE(LORE R BB T D &, BB I BEN & feMbd 2 Bl o s b
DERETHoTE b E XD, Fio, FEEMEY & OHERGEEL Y, RET HRETFIEL, KA
VRIS EARAT 2 TRy CBEEE T 2 Foliak it & FAREELL BICER RN RR TE D Z LR TE 2.

— 05, AN E LA RO &2 B < &, Fig. 5.3.4 ~ Fig. 5.3.6 lRT X 912, RO EMI

IR L 7o ORI T D s NI o7, ZHUT, HUERTEREZ XI5 &3 5 RikiiE
W, B 5 DIRVUTKII T & MBI 72 Gl A E LRV ATREME 2 7 e 5,

PLEDSHES DM EHCR 7 L — A EIRE B OBE & 0, SRR FENRET 7 L — X
E IRV 2 R =T L= ZNRIE T D REE OB & L R —BE L EORGHIEA TE 5 2
LDMER T E T,

Table 5.3.3 Detail of distribution optimization results

Minimize Inputs Damper Size (kN)
7F 8F 9F 10F | 11F
Ave. 1Gto3G (D-G-SDR) | 140 | 166 | 227 | 207 | 218
Max. SDRs | 1Rto 3R (D-R-SDR) | 140 | 162 | 196 | 197 | 180
Ave. 1G to 3G (D-G-DCR) | 215 187 160 145 201
Max. DCRs | 1R to 3R (D-R-DCR) | 241 185 | 205 | 140 | 140
Existing Retrofit 198 | 198 | 198 | 162 | 144
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5 m RS A BRYL LSt E A~ D7 L — X ROER R HE DR S
Not Buckling Buckling
Floor Bracing
Column
o Diagonal
(Max.
i 0.52
\Beam
— NLRHA
O GRSA @NLRHA
No BRB (OGRSA
Existing No BRB
0.5 1 1.5 2
DCR

Floor Bracing
Column
g Diagonal
Max.
0.015
\Beam
— NLRHA
O GRSA @NLRHA
No BRB (OGRSA
Existing No BRB
0.02 0.0 1 1.5 2
SDR (rad) DCR

Floor Bracing
Column

/Beam

No BRB
Existing

(d) D-R-DCR (Minimizing: DCR, Inputs: Roof level waves (IR to 3R), ex. response to 1R)
Fig. 5.3.6 Damper size distribution optimization results
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5.4 EEMRIL—ZAFEHERARET IRELHE

TN —RAV 7R PRI R 7 L — 24P HA(BRBF) 2 X1, 2% ARIOR Rk bz 3 L, B
TEDIEMER) 72 e iink s 1A & DOl 208 U CIRERRG I FEDO AR 2 MG T %, 7835, Z 2 TILBRB
DIEERA AR EANIE BT DT OREIXEET 5, AR OMGEHIRIRE « 308 Ofil#) CTHilRES
MOBENEDHEE LT DeREHRIUIAEYS 5,

5.41. RBEEYERBELEREOHE
(a) FHEHD)

Fig. 54.1 \IZAEEYOET NKZmd, FEEMIT, AAGEEIERSO/ Sy 7 il
e fiT~==27 L EIRTD CATF, ISSI~ == 7V SN, REMIER(T—~ % k
Z7F v )DAEE 10 EET /N THY, KECIEEFH MO P IuEim a2 U Fma e s v
EXIRIT, JEER T L — A(BRB) DA i Lat 4 i 5, i EHE T L OMEUCE
WU, ISSI~ == 7 /b L [RED E R 7.8 KN/m® Z50E L, IR AT 5 B2 A ik
PEEL LTH5ATW5, BRB OREMEIZFRMIRTE@Y THo, ok, #maiae o

WVETR AT 5 7o, HIRNRZ R 6D 2 7o O FZEE TR 22 /) & < § 2B I T > T
RONISSI~ =27 D b U LFET V), £ OMOLRME L R TIXISSI v =2 TV ERERTH 5,

| 6@ 6.4 m ‘
T \
NS50%22 mm
JSSI theme structures (Moment Frame) \
Column: Square Hollow Section™ 550%22 mm
; Wi *1,%2 \
Girder : Wlde.Flange 550%22 mm
*1 Section unit : mm —T
*2 Girders consider the floor rigidity. 550%22 mm
*3 Fixed BRB layout
ixed ayoul £ 600%28 mm
4@ 6.4 m ;T i
NS
T | & N600x28 mm
\
£ 400”6‘ mm 600x28 mm
< \
® 450”9‘ mm 65028 mm
\
| "450%22 mm N650%28 mm
2 = BRB
o 500%22 mm ° 650%28 mm g
(a) 4-story model (b) 10-story model

Fig. 5.4.1 Schematic image of the JSSI BRBF theme structure model
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(b) ARERY 7 iR A
JSSI === 7 )L CI, SO TELLT, SDOF 1R R I feiiak sk & L CERASI TV,

SDOF {EIFEM To, BT Mey, &S Hep, FEAENIME ke OSEAN 1 B HERZHWT, &2 —llilE
kg SOBIBME A N —PIPERR 1 TS OSBRI R (MERE AR 2 Rk L, PR O TR
[« SHRINCZ o x—RFHCE B, 72721, SDOF {EIXEN 1 B HEERDHILDE H R~
THMENATEND D D Bix R FIEEZBIRCE 5, £ 2 CARMITIE, %Ml | BREROHEIGE
WEAMERERT—EKT 5 EEL, MR EORWELL i/ k—EDSRM: T T, O T(EM
EIA, o —8ER) 2 2 | REROKEIC NG T 2 FiEZ mod bt A & k45, Z4hud
[FF£725 SDOF & U Tl b5 2D SERERI(FEZUBIINEDS Al 340 ot LIAJSE & 972 ABIRE Tl
iR 52 5)e B2l Th5D, 7ok, i 1 BHEROMERERT/EL ADM O L >
K0 R U, MRS A A J R BT D INBG R A B 8T 5, i BRI B3 2 A AR LA
GIARDY A 53H7 ZAUE LTS G O FAMEETERWE ki, B RIROBERIALIRELE— RITHY
TOEAE To, BERED 0.8 (5 THAE LIANERE My, B0 0.7 (5 TEHE LICAZIE S He)

1% Table 54.1 |98 Y TH D, THEARHREFIAILLTO®EY TH 5,

1. SEORATCE A AT O RIS X L H R A5 1 [ BRI E#RT S,

2. M1 B WSRO FAERWE ky SIS S Hey 205, 2 27 S— (MBI OFM 2R — A2 T (M,
x IEEEIRE AT b V) EISE BT e % il 5.

3. Sl 1 BHER EOX R ky & XN FE By fRE L, MRS 5 ET
ADM OZFAMFTALDWNBE R AT, & L S IiE D~ — 2 27 L JERIZS T A DOIEAK
R R,y R a5,

4. FIMA3 DT A NY w7 ZAET 0 AT, WIWEL ka/ ke CHEER U 7= MEREIIR 2 1ERK 9~ 5,

5. MERedhR & FEEROBRGHIMW L5 1 B HER EOX L — e fifET %,

6. i 1 HHEROZ N —MERE(HINE, AE)% 2 HHERSEHIWE kK S S HIIx L
THHIEY L, ZHBERDOSE S =z iliET 5,

Table 5.4.1 Story stiffness specification

TO Meq Heq kﬁ (kN/mm)

)| on) || 1 ]2]3]a]s5]6]7]8]9]10
4-story [0.97] 671 [12.6] 61]86]75] 51
10-story | 1.39] 2803.2 | 29.4 | 168]255] 251 232]227]220] 184] 172] 160] 135
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(c) i IR O

SDOF JEIZHF L T LF R Tix, £ B WKL 1B 5 i /b (Multi-objective Particle Swarm
Optimization, LA T ClZ MOPSO™ )% VT, ZHHERICHBWTH M 1 B R & Ak rkae
HARAMAAET D MREE L, # D% T SDOF 1% & Hlie 9%, MOPSO {E T, R F-HEITARZERH]_Efr
EFHICINA T,  HABISKE & Al & 3 208G 22 EOMEERE A L, S OITHRRERD
N b— MRIBFONEERE T —Z N 7 ICERET D, ZOT =230 7 DRI HIRRN
AR LTWOIFZEM EONEZHEL, HEAT v T DI a—/SU_ZX MEEET L, T—F 1\
7138 — b7 ar NOFHRHCAEFET S, MOPSO 15 Tl, K F-BEIMRZEM Lo 1 EFTckx s
EATHOTIHRL, Nb— MEfES 2 < BRET D & O IR A B E) LT .

Bom LR O A BERET VT, 48 BRB OWiEfE 2 EE L CHIMEL—E 24545 L, SDOF
L Gt a G5, Boifbi R 0% @ BRB & 5341 O HEFAHIFIZ)1% 200 kKN 2L E4 g€
T WL 100 kN %A, 10 JEE7 /1% 250 kKN % A), SDOF 7413 0 kN LT 1kN %A &9 %, SDOF
IEE ERCISHEW T DS ELBIBL Sy S 302 723, Fbif LT RI3AE BRB A& AN U TSR T2 721,
FEEBIE Sy b BB END, 72720, 538X 0RO ASELEENHIA L-7-, AHiCIL Fig. 5.4.2
RTEMAT)DREHH AT S /L BRI-L2 (B 2%) CIVE M L, BURNE ORTABRFEIIHERR L
THEA T 5. 2 BRI D BRIBIE FITEHATE M L X— 22T O 2 FEETH Y,
ANHEEBORTE 7 —A2dn = 1 TH D, RX(5-7)& XG9I 4 JEET NV EHN H IR Z <7,
T I TR ML x OWRITITEEL, MOPSO Ol NZ7 A —4 % Table 5.3.2 LA TH 5,

1
Minimize F(x)= Z| max {ijDR (x)]j=12,---4}] (5-7)
i=l1
1
Minimize F,(x)= Z| RS ()| (5-8)
i=1
20 BRI-L2
=0.02
151 s, = 13.8 (/s
E10
(03
5
0

0.5 1 15
Natural Period (s)

Fig. 5.4.2 Design Spectrum (BRI-L2)
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5.4.2. ZBMNHERBEILEIZEEDLEK

Fig. 54.3 & Fig. 544 2% Bk b OfE R Z2/~R9, 2 Z TRy & R, 1T BRB BEARNIX T2 &M
B L R—=A LT ORRIGERIBLE TH D, B CRRNEMARADRRETEBT 52, R
% NoBRB D KfE(4 8, 10 & & HI25 1 BDBMAEMA T—HEXR b L ORLTWD, %£H
Wi i S L — N o A (A MBIEUEAS kL — A7 BROMER) 2 RFT 2 FETH Y,
AETlE, HAOBEKZEM OIS — Mif%, Fig. 5.4.3 @)DESFITRT L 1T, 7SL— MEER(P),
P) THABAIC SR LT ARV b L, PEREHIFR ALK LT, Fig. 54.3(b) 1% 10 EET /LD
kil ke=2.0 ZBNCERY 9 22 TOMEE, FE(LFITHEOREAT v 7 THRbN A L— b7 b &
ARLTWD, FRNTRT L 91T, ZHBERBMREIIFZA L, MOPSO {EDHE tEHH TR ]

RECHDLHZ NN TE, 72721, [FIX® No BRB /S L— k7 oy Mdhllmnd X 91,
Fig. 543 @ITRTFRELTM LT2BA 0 S L — MEOZESEMRIZIVLT L B L 220,

Ra- R “FRIF AL B DR % o PR (Optimality) & LC, SDOF 1% & S a5 o fcifif 2 Lt
#9%, Fig. 5.4.4 71O @M X SDOF {ED R %Z GRSA TIE Rl L7 R TH D, FaifiEd
FHMMIT Table 5.4.2 12773, EL (3AcHfFOZ DJg D BRB 3 ERET, REHHPA TINENARETH
5L HFT, Fig 544 () (RT LI, 487V Climkmfbata & SDOF JEI L RIFRE O i
P& Fi> BRB B & iat TX TV 5H 23, Fig. 544 OIIRT L 91T, 10 BET /L CTlL SDOF
EOFMENRORE Do RETNAD XL, 1 BRAWEIMERNESIE, —XIZ TED BRB I L
KREEARELSTLHHENRRNE &N, ISSI == 7/ D Ci% SDOF HEOH R (& AW 15540
EERGIRONE 7 _3—fIEOFREN DRR STV D, Table 542 173 K91, 10JEET L

BB CRTEIT N O F v/ —i ) % @ o DI ERSRIIN T, £ A REROMREMRIIZ O
RRERHZ AT TV D B2 bID, LLEXY, fEmEH) 18m LA T OB Tl b Biffin Xk
T 72 AR EE D SDOF 1A TR 725l & v /R — AR CE 223, 9 42m UL EOBY) Tl ERlofd
BxZ[ET %5 SDOF {EDOEHNHELES NS, 72750, [FTFEL, SRS 1 B BHER)
OEFT OG0 H Y, MM —E O HHESITN GRS 5720, ARG TIREHE L TH7ZRu,

MERE IR IR 2 K3 2 2% H BB L TlE, /N b— M OVEREHIRR OBRIR TR R 23 927>
D, 4J@ET VTR0 43, 10 JEET VTR 2 REROFHERFR 22 L7z, 7272 L, Optimality 72 &
ZHEHMB L AU, JBREIEA &= AT T R R/IMET D2 BEEHRE CE 5 LB X
bbb,
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b2 Non-pareto area |

direction

Performance

! Curve
Reflecting \ 777777

Optimization
direction

Optimization ~_/ ||

v~ | =Pareto

Pareto area

Non-pareto area

12 >/

(a) Schematic image to search a performance curve including non-pareto area in MOPSO
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(b) Example results (10-story model, ks/ kr=2.0)
Fig. 5.4.3 Performance curve in MOPSO
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(b) 10-story model
Fig. 5.4.4 MOPSO results
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Table 5.4.2 Detail results of the smallest optimality solutions (EL means non-yielding)
(a) 4-story model

kalk, Method BRB size F 4 (kN)
’ series 1 2 3 4
0.5 Proposal | 500 300 200 200
SDOF 282 229 200 135
10 Proposal | 700 500 500 500
SDOF 423 343 299 203
20 Proposal [ 1000 | 500 500 EL
SDOF 564 457 399 271
(b) 10-story model
kalk, Method BRB size F 4 (kN)
series 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
0.5 Proposal | 1250 | 700 700 450 450 700 450 450 200 200
SDOF 454 394 388 358 351 340 284 267 247 209
10 Proposal | 2000 | 1000 | 1000 | 750 750 500 500 500 500 EL
SDOF 701 609 600 554 542 526 439 412 382 323
20 Proposal | 2500 | 1250 | 750 | 1000 | 1000 | 1000 | 1000 | 500 500 EL
SDOF 949 824 812 749 733 711 594 558 517 438
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5.5, EERIL—REEEMERTL—ANBRET DNFEENERRET HRBLEHE

FHE b T ABREE(5.3 i) L O IRAVZR PRI HIR T L — AT E A5 4 EhORET L D, 1'%
T D REFTFEIT R L R IR O R 2 TR TE 5 2 ERE SN, RRICEEE AN H
MR, WS R—ElEZ G Te, &0 EMEARMBLERIEL 21TV, MRORE L EAIC
[ T2 IR E &2 AT L, JREER T L— R L SERIER 7 L — R NRAE S 5 7 L— ATt
FAALOEAMBLEMF O WREME 2 UK T2,

5.5.1. HBEEYLZBELEEOHME
(a) 1EEEY)

Fig. 5.5.1 I EEWZ~T, EEMIT, BIE - BIFEOHKITUK S0 T L— ARE 2 fET T
EoEME LT, MEERZIVEICEN LI hddsEm & 35, ARICIE, Fig 5.5.1 Om#REHO
R E T VAR U TR bR ORI R &35,

HREBRWIIROFIETHE LTV D, (ZUDIVEBHORECKEBORERELEHET S, TR
1%, FEUERS & [ E T R 4.5 KN/, FERUATER 1.8 KN/ m?, B P 2 [E 7EAHFEE 4.5 KN / m?, FEHHEE 0.8
KN/m* CIREEZFHEL, SOICERILITHAEARIML CABRERE L 75, RICKHEERE
PNERFE © ZMERE @ ZME 4 BBAE = 1 : 0.5 : 0.25 OHSETH 1| ROBNTEEIZHE L, FiEiHoA
HEEZHAHET 5, Hi O CREEHORIE CISIMT & FRE M 2170, SRR O At
T L — A ZEH(Concentric Braced Frame, CBF)D& MW 2R ET D, I DBMEORRFHIEEIL
LS TR ORA KM EHRLE e D, 1 REREHTIE, IEEEAWTIRE Co=03 & Ai 57 &
D EE DARFATEIH LT, BHIFFAIG ) EERRE tORMEN 1.0 A, JEHIZTEA 1200 rad LLT,
=R 0.6 LA B2 & 9 IZ8RETT D, 2 KERETTIE, Co=1.0 Z48E U CHRRVEE AT 2170,
W HADJEDS 1/100 rad (232 L 7-RER 2458 OPRA KM & U TR EERA KA 5 5 46
TEEAT Do PRI IIZEEMN IR IATRLE 72 5 £ H1C, BIMEE— AL OB 0SLATF L7 D
Wit A TV D, RETLY L— A IMEEWm 2 fE L, %2 HEH 3 HOMREBEI,
EIISEN IS < 70D PEZBRE, BRI A AR PR SRR E HES - FIfE
A OHIRME 35 LUK & 22 D Wi & 8 A TN D, 72k, BRIEE S MENT I AR E 0D Z4(Frame) Ok
BECITV, &8 OIEA ACERH LR BRI D 7 L — ZBERTH ) & FEREI D 7 L — R % 22 E i )
FRIMUCGEHE LTS, M CEO KT Table 5.5.1 IR TEY Th D,
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KA, e
KK KKK | il
| ERORK | ,
< >< ><><>< B — 5
2 — | Center Core —|— 71 |2
I 0 020 0 e e e e e
= | | | | g
8 I I [ I
CHKIHHS | s
|7 H-1000x300x19x32
KK KKK
il E%,
I AT (e (900 00 (s 3 ‘..~"‘.StoryWeigt : 7.3 kKN/mm? (RF)
| | e 6.5 kN/mm? (~15F)
! 48 m (6@8 m) !
Fig. 5.5.1 Schematic image of the CBF skin structure model
Table 5.5.1 Detail of the CBF skin structure model
(a) Member specifications
Column Girder Brace
Story| SHS Mpe Wide flange Mpg | Mg CHS D/t | Rank Qun
BCP325) | KNm) (S$400) (Nm) |/ Mpe | 51K 540) /Qua

500x25 | 2,490 | H-500x300x12x%22 | 895 | 0.36 | ¢267.4x6.6 | 41 | BC | 1.05

500x25 | 2,490 | H-500x300x12x22 | 895 | 0.36 | ¢267.4x6.6 | 41 | BC | 1.23

500x25 | 2,490 | H-500x300x12x%22 | 895 | 0.36 | ¢#267.4x6.6 | 41 | BC | 1.32

500x25 | 2,490 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 | 0.38 | ¢#267.4x8.0 | 33 | BC | 1.38

500x25 | 2.490 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 | 0.38 | ¢267.4x8.0 | 33 | BC | 1.42

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 | 0.35 | ¢267.4x8.0 | 33 | BC | 1.45

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 0:35 ©$267.4x9.3 | 29 | BC 1:48

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 | 0.35 | ¢267.4x9.3 | 29 | BC | 1.51

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x22 | 945 | 0.35 | ¢#267.4x9.3 | 29 | BC | 1.54

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x25 | 1,034 | 0.38 | $318.5x10.3| 31 | BB [ 1.79

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x25 | 1,034 | 0.38 | $318.5x10.3| 31 | BB | 1.83

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x25 | 1,034 | 0.38 | $318.5x10.3| 31 | BB | 1.87

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x25 | 1,034 | 0.38 | $318.5x12.7| 25 | BB | 1.90

500x28 | 2,717 | H-500x300x16x25 | 1,034 | 0.38 | ¢318.5x12.7| 25 | BB | 1.94

o el el el el
e DS ST EN Y C N ST CRY N bl [y oy ) [ 98

500x32 | 2,993 | H-500x300x16%28 | 1,126 | 0.38 | #318.5x12.7| 25 | BB | 1.99

(b) Story ultimate forces

Sto Wi Wi a

Yany | gy | ©
2308 ] 2308 | 0.1
2.072 4380 ] 0.1
2.072 | 6453 | 0.2
2.072 ] 8.525] 03
2.072[10.597] 03
2.083 [12.680] 0.4
2.083 [14.762] 0.5
2.083 [16.845] 0.5
2.083 [18.928] 0.6
2.083 [21.010] 0.7
2.083 [23.093] 0.7
2.083 [25.175] 0.8
2.083 [27.258] 0.9
2.092 [29.350] 0.9
2.105 [31.455] 1.0

Z
N

Rt Ci Ds ,Bi Qud Qun

26 | 040 | 0.8 |2.434 | 2,558
2.1 1040 | 0.8 | 3,759 | 4,642
19 [ 040 | 0.8 | 4905 | 6,483
1.7 {040 | 0.8 | 5932 | 8,169
1.6 | 040 | 0.8 | 6.864 | 9,738
1.5 1040 | 0.8 | 7,718 |11,211
14 [ 040 | 0.8 | 8497 [12,597
099 14 | 040 | 0.8 | 9206 [13.915
1.3 1040 | 0.8 |9.848 |15,175
2 1035] 0.8 [9.124 116,376
2 1035 0.8 |9,576 {17,520
d [ 035 08 |9976 |18.,614
1

0

0

0235 0.8 110,324|19.661
035 | 0.8 [10,622|20,659
035 ] 0.8 [10.872]21,609

Lol Lol Lol Lol Lol Ll
e DI EN (VA - NS 1) X g jad ] e ] [

— [ = = = = = = = = = = = o o
(el (el Lol Lol | \O3 (N (VS] BoNS (U, 1 (U, ] [0 [o o] NR | \O 3 PN |
—_
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Fig. 5.52 \[CHEEAT— FErd, SMEMESE I EAMES DS, BRI+ 57 11—
ADFEENKEZ VN, Fig. 553 OBNRT L 912, CBF IZHIMENE L, BEZEEA (SDR)IZK 1/200
rad 7273, SREMT L — 2 OPEJERENR( = S / mEgEEEE), 5IHI#IR K DCR & 20
JEZd, X 1.0 225, BHOBZEREFame) | TETEN 1/50 rad 2 5, LI EDOZEE 2 41
PRAE & U TR E {2 55 2.

ZANZANZANVANZANZ4 VANVANVANY, <\ ] ]

Az U NZ N SIS ASAS/

ZANZANZANZANZANZAN, ZANZANVZANVANZANZAN

NN A AN AN N N } T 11

ZANZANVANVANVZANVZAN NN N A

NN NN DDNNANA R AN N T

ZANZANZANZANZANZAN ZAVZAVZANZaNZaV) O |

AL SRR K RO I O B I

ZANZANZANZANZANZAN VANVANVANYA S |

RSN T O O

NN\ NN 1T T 1T 1T 1T
1%t mode 2" mode 5t mode 1t mode
0.73s, 73% 0.25s, 16% 0.14s, 5% 3.07s, 81%

(a) CBF (b) Frame

Fig. 5.5.2 Dominant modes (natural period, mass ratio)
N Frame
13 O®CBF

11

Story
~J \O

1.46
5 (DCR)

0 001 002
SDR (rad)

Fig. 5.5.3 Initial response (Input: El Centro)
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(a) Hed{LRREOAE

Bt 7 T X A3 GA IZHET 5 5 GA (Island Genetic Algorithm) % FV %, Fig. 5.5.4 12
WA T, B GAIRER A HAERENCAEIL, #BITMNL LT GA IR EZTT > TEHIIC
B BRI 2 ZZHR) T 2, ARIIBAEIC L0 ZERM A HER L CRATIOR A 80T 5, S BICAHIT
(3, SRR BIREEIE) D d D FREENR ™% & 1B BRI A R A7 L CARER A 1 H 45 RIS S
REMA Tz, BT —HREX, BAOTRE L T 5, ZXEERITHE, A3y, BIEFFRELT
TV, 2 TR L T D BEIET VX L) T T 5,737 A—X OFFEMIE Table 5.5.2 127”7,

TR R 180 AROFREA 7 L — R (TBId % 3 fi(BRB &, 7 L —ARZE, HAH)L, |
JEHED BRB fK(BRC E#) Th V), K BKIFRALE OE{s 15 x %, Fig 5.5.4 (b)IZ~9/L—/1(1 : BRB
F721% BRC [EH#a, -1: 7 L—RRE, 0 AR TR bd 5, 7L—RICETHETD
PEE G oS53 M) CRIFZ W T 5720, EREo 3 BEIXA 60 AOHIKISMH 27T 5,
72721, BRC [E#az & (5.54 & 555 €)X, K2 A0 BRB LT 5f#%%5E L, BRB
1360 + 2 REFKIE T 5, 72720, HOBEERRE ZITREBROM G FERRT D), TL—
A LFECEBENIXBET, A AT OBEWRATREE T 5, BR8] x DRITIL 45 (7 L—ADH
BET 5 552 8L 5.53 Fi), 49 (1 EH:D BRC [E#ix 5L 554 ik 555 ) Th b, 723, BRB
1% 250 kN (Wri&ifd 1,111mm2), BRC (% 5000 kN (KrifE 22,222mm2) & 35, KfamfbR-EO HE 1Y
B F 1%, SDR(LAKE, Z2(7), DCR(LAKE, JEJE), DCR O<F /L7 1 f}& SDR, DCR O~<F /L7
+ f}& SDR AZHEMRAED 4 FE L 95, Fig. 5.5.5 \RT L 91T, AJJHEENIFIEA T O%EHH A~

2~V BRI-L2 (8 2%) (2@ A L7z 3 3 (Bl Centro, JMA-Kobe, Hachinohe) &%,

Minimize F(x,C)= %i" max { /"% (x,iC) | j =1,2,--15} | (5-9)
Minimize F(x,C)= %i| max { /7" (x,iC)| j=1,2,---180} | (5-10)
Minimize F(x,C)= %2:: | max { /PR ey QRO (¢ 5 CY | j =1,2,---15} | (5-11)
Minimize F(x.C) = %i 5D vithapnaly OCR<10) (. ;) (5-12)

P EXY, mo{bREIIEME 4 7(5.5.2 & : BRB [&#2, 553 &i: BRB &#i+~7 L —AfRZE, 554
ffi : BRB [EH#a+BRC [&#2, 5.5.5 ffi : BRB [EH#i+~ L — AFRE+BRC &) X HAOREE 4 Fio 16 fi%
RET 5, Table 5.5.3 |3HRGTr — ADER Z~T, FbififOJSEAEIZ IR 72 El Centro T/Rd,
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Initial population

560 individuals (md )

FEJEFIE 2 B ) & U7 E A~ 7 L — R il

Island 1 slandz Island 4
140 inds./ '\ 140 inds. 140 inds.
Distributed GA Process

— Migration ¢ inds. perm gens.)—

Island
Island Island
Island
Random Ring

(a) Island Genetic Algorithm
Fig. 5.5.4 Schematic image of Island Genetic Algorithm

Table 5.5.2 Optimization algorithm parameter of Island Genetic Algorithm

(b) DNA coding rule

. Crossing Mutate L
lect M t
Selection (Rate) (Rate) igration
Tournament Uniform Shuffle Index Random Ring
(3 inds.) (60%) (1%) (2 inds., 6 gens.)

Table 5.5.3 Summary of optimization problems

Chapter| DNA Operation Minimize Response of | Subject to the number of
5.5.2 | BRB replaclement BRB (60)
553 | BRBreplaclement SDR, BRB (60), CB (60)
7 |+ CB removal DCR, and Removed CB (60)
554 BRB replaclement SDR with a penalty*1 BRB+BRC (62)
+ BRC replacement or
BRB replaclement | SD. with a penalty”" BRB+BRC (62),
5.5.5 |+ CB removal *1:DCR< 1.0 CB (60) and
+ BRC replacemnt Removed CB (60)
20 — El Centro
"""" JMA Kobe
15 0 Nas Hachinohe
— £=0.02
2
g 10
M
0
0 0.5 1 1.5

Natural Period (s)

Fig. 5.5.5 Response spectra of seismic inputs
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5.5.2. BRBEHNDAZFIA L -ERERDIER

HIHIZ BRB EHLOD . CENL F T2 13 BE & e/ IME T DELE 2 55879 5., Fig. 5.5.6 ([Z i b EtHs
Ramd, FRITBNT, ERDBHEIEY L — A E R ST BUE R, AR08 7 ol

BT DRI EMAT(NLRHA), GRSA 123517 5 KB TE A 34T 36 L OGRS E il

(DCR, 1.0 DL EDSEERA) 2T, 7ods, KPOREBITHIERIZIBIT 27 L— AL O4EHE
(Frame)3s & OV 7" L— A ZEKE(CBF) DS BB A2 7~ LT D, R RT & 912, BisIMb
Tl —BLE T S AT, FMOIRT L9, R IMETIEA S T
SEHPRLE T DRI, RIS D BICEPRLE T D & BRI A DR RIT A S O L [F
BRIZDS, B AN CIIENL & R CREE M 235l %, BRB EHIISEK & & 2 — AR %
203, RMHEME7 L—A(Fig. 5.5.0) 2 W & 32 LACHAIMEDIK F A2 <, DF D, BfikIMb
TH—RIEA RTINS BRI, FMAINE 2 B8 L7 BRI S35 —b T 572 TH Y, FEE
IMETEHEFEESRITNDHHT, BRIMEMEWE TRERPGOND D TH D, b,
Fig. 5.52 OV, HEEBEORME THBAEE T ISR E T, BINE A/ ORI RS
(2720, e METIZFImEIE DR T 23N S SMAE BRB 25BLE S 17,

—J7, N IMEO%)—BLE I TERIZNLA 1/200 rad F CULE 2 2NEEAMEE ST, B
{LOEHELE L BRB BB e L CATEER 240 %, B AIREIT et LIl S h BRI 5 i
/oD, WMEELMTETDHED 1 DIIZARNREILTH LD, KiRiE~T VT SO ARRK
B{EZBRH LIAT Lo, ZAUREZ FEICND D 2 & MBS SN ARRGHEEETIE, /SL— Mg
WESINDIREZBIRT 5 XY, HH T N7 1 FTREDGE Zi/MET 25 NERERN & & %
e TH D, BRI RONZHREEIZFB W TILIDCR < 1.0 257 1 L35, Fig. 5.5.6 (c)

BN E 5/ MET DR CH Y, EHEIEAE T IS 4L, Fig. 5.5.6 (AT OBEHERZS.D.)

ZE/MET DR THY, BRENEZE T 5720, EHREN LY SIS, RKREMITP
RS 2 D3l IR S 2,
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—NLRHA 15 0.39
OGRSA 13p (DCR)
rame [
CBF ]

ZNININOINININ
NINIZNINILNINY
INININININSN
NINININININS
ZNONININININ
Lo NNAINANAN N/
o S KR IRRR K

-5
00007

NN AN NN N SDR (rad) NNVNN SDR (rad)
(a) Minimize SDR (b) Minimize DCR
13 13 OGRSA
N RRRRRKS 1 B
11 3 11 CBF
SO 2 o K RIRININ D 2 A,
2 DCR S | 0.87
& 7 oo (OB ZI & , (DCR)
> —NLRHA| 3 ‘k
3 OGRSA 3 g
Frame
1 CBF ; E ; E ; E ; E ; E 1
0 0.0l 0.02 0 0.01 0.02
SDR (rad) NN N SDR (rad)
(c) Minimize SDR with a penalty (DCR < 1.0) (d) Minimize S.D. with a penalty (DCR < 1.0)

Fig. 5.5.6 Layout optimization results
Operation: BRB replacement
Subject to the number of replaced BRBs (60) and CBs (60)
Ex. Response to El Centro
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5.5.3.  JL—ROKREZECRBEERERDIER

WITHRER 7 L — 2 DFREE N2 BB %2 08T 5, Fig 5.5.7 (Zhaif bt B R a2 R,
RED BRI TR A & 200, 7 L — ZOBREITHIM BEOIEHICE#HT 5, FX@)IC
AT RO, BiEIMUIERERICE A oS —ElES TN 5728, BRB B4 L B2, BRB
PHRRZCAZFE SN D, ZAUTEEREDIR T A2 M2 2 IMUA S FE L0, AR &
FIBEE K E K IR DR AN VELEN AR B X Bivd, 72721, DCRNB0IZRDHT L
—ZDREZNI A THEN I/ METET TREIRIFMREE L2V, RO AT X912, B2 RIME
T55A1T TEIC BRB B L MilE T L — AERORENET T HRNRITND DS, JEENS FE
TS, RIS RT LSS, BEROSF VT 4 ATl JBRIEZ Y Lo D0 2K T
&, FREEREO R IMUITEE T 2 ) — TR 2 g% 157, Z4UL BRB BE#MEFT 28 L
T L —ARRESNDERRRHIAL, fEROICAMES S — LSz 720 Sl SN D,

15
L |OGRSA

13
1} ¢ CBF CBF
9
E? ; 122 E? Q039
A (DCR) A (%ﬂDCR)
A - N
O

O

0 001 002 Q'Q%QM 0 001 002
N P4N SDR (rad) SDR (rad)

(a) Minimize SDR (b) Minimize DCR
15
Sm| —NLRHA
13l & |OGRSA
Frame
11 ; CBF
9
£ 1 oo
o A
2 6’
’ - 0.79
> <3‘ (DCR)
el ey 0
0 0.01 0.02 0 0.01 0.02
SDR (rad) NN NANINZN SDR (rad)

(c) Minimize SDR with a penalty (DCR < 1.0) (d) Minimize S.D. with a penalty (DCR < 1.0)
Fig. 5.5.7 Layout optimization results
Operation: BRB replacement + CB removal
Subject to the number of replaced BRBs (60), removed CBs (60) and CBs (60)
Ex. Response to El Centro
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%

7

5 =

JEJE A 2 BB & U 7 S G

1 B4 BRC Eft & S U RBEECEREDIER

FHA~D T L—

ﬁ& 1’/20)*%7&

fE T 1 JEHED BRC BHAFFA L, TS 2 FEf - 2 B iEE W 2 59 %, Fig. 5.5.8 12
B bEH RS R A R T, AamOMERERIMEZERCEE 4 3 4.3.2 #8138l /) R OEF ThH UL BRC 12
LA CE 5, [FAfEO#EIL Spine Frame™ & FEEi1 %, BRC EH#22 X 2 B K% F13 BRB &

BB LY REL, FER@ITT X 91T, BRI TIX

,

RTINS EBMEAE LIS

< Wi EJE O BRB BLENEIENAREID BRB £ U %, FIKMbLIC AT X 912, BRC EH#EZTIAT
% RN 1 AR E 220, EEfR/IMETIE, Fig. 5.5.6(b) & Fb~T BRB OEFEIEN T

JBICBET 5,

—77, FRE)IZRT X I, RO~ T 1 £ T

I, BiffiEcLEAn, B

JER/IMEDEFELE LV, B/ MDY —RlEF ST, ZIUTFISENRHATE S &
Y)—BlE RO CIEIENEE SND T80 TH D,
15
OGRSA 13 OGRSA
Frame Frame
CBF 11 ‘ CBF
& = %
; (DCR)
5
1.13 N\ VAN N\ 3 Q
(DCR) NZNZNZNZNZNY K
P AV AV AV AV AV AN TN
0 001 002 |[NNEZNILNLNLNY 0 001 002
VANV ANPAN VAN VANV 4N SDR (rad) NN\ NN AN SDR (rad)
(a) Minimize SDR (b) Minimize DCR
SHCOKS d NE
11 11
3 S s s 3 S gg 59 0.89
>’< %}@’@‘é 37 %@‘@’@]@‘é 27 (DCR)
O I B R b+ L | g—"
3% OGRSA 3 OGRSA
i Frame Frame
0 001 002 0 001 002
SDR (rad) SDR (rad)

(c) Minimize SDR with a penalty (DCR < 1.0)
Fig. 5.5.8 Layout optimization results
Operation: BRB replacement and BRC replacement
Subject to the number of replaced BRBs + BRCs (62) and CBs (60)

Ex. Response to El Centro
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55.5. JL—ADKZEE 1 BHOBRC B2 SUREREHEDIER

BB EE S TRl B 2 005, Fig. 5.5.9 \[ChafbFtRAERZ R, 7L —ADKRE
& 1 @D BRC EHazaie L, FEEOMNYIEL BRB BHOAL LV ES L5, FK@IRT X9
2, BN HIMED B TR ORFENER CTE, NI T 4 M ORFHIRE L 225, (M X
Z <5722 BRB 3R A/ S UFdE S VDAL Fig. 5.5.7 () L W EEE L 70D, RIKIGIIRT
£ 21, FEEAERIMET 23581 Fig. 5.5.7 () L RIRE TH 5, FRK(ITTRT X 91, R ES
F/MET 285613 5.3 HilAlkk BRB 234 2 fi#05&1 X472, 7235, Fig. 5.5.6 ~Fig. 5.5.9 {3 X 91,
BRB &7 L— ABRENEH T 5 IR om0 & o S—RIMEEIC X 0 IR A D3R <

R TR 30% 22 EHT & 722 o 72,

15
13 OGRSA
Frame
11 CBF
9
3
&7 :
5 ;
0.82 o
3 > (DCR)
0 0.01 0.02 0 0.01 0.02
L\ L\ SDR (rad) SDR (rad)
(a) Minimize SDR (b) Minimize DCR
15
13 OGRSA
111 ¢ CBF

9
7

O-0-0000Co0oQR

ﬂo‘o

Story

5

0.70
(DCR)

3

1
0 0.01 0.02

NI N\ SDR (rad)
(c) Minimize S.D. with a penalty (DCR < 1.0)
Fig. 5.5.9 Layout optimization results
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