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ABSTRACT

The base shear from a damage index assessing for seismic-resistant designs of masonry
wall buildings in this research is based on the Damage Index Park-Ang concept. The design
proposed were computed based on respond spectrum peak ground motion from DPT
1301/1302-61 and presented for two site conditions, rock soil sites, and soft soil sites. The
structures are assumed to be Single-Degree-Of- Freedom (SDOF) systems and they are
separated into two categories according to each hysteretic behavior namely Modify Takeda
Model and Bilinear Model. The Damage Index design can be presented in the form of
mathematical models, which are divided into two methods, Strensth Reduction Coefficients
for Damage Index design. Based on the proposed appropriate with base shear , design engineers
are able to compute the strength demand design of a structure for the specified level of
seismic damage Index DI=0.2-1.0, for each hysteretic behavior, for each target ductility, for each
natural period in structure, and for each local soil conditions. The validity of the proposed
design was also checked by the design and evaluation approach. The results show that the
structure has sufficient safety margin, that is, the estimated seismic damage index of structure

is relatively constant at the target level of seismic damage index.
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2.2 @un13Y9IN1ILAaRUN (Equation of Motion)
AUNNSVDINTARBUTIMSUITUU Single-Degree-Of Freedom (SDOF) %agnmzﬁw

INWsIFUEZITauINwHUAUlaLNSawanlaeadl

W o+ 2 Eou(t) + Uy T,(u,i) (1)

(2.1)

Tned u(t) Lﬂuwamauauawaqmim?{auﬁ, ut) Luaanuisa, u), iWumnusauesunaseuu
”uﬂ’wa’l,ﬁal,ﬁwﬁ’uﬁuau, u(t) L‘fluf-w"]é’mm'wmﬁuﬁu, w L‘fJuﬂ'wmmﬁﬁmmismﬂamm
s2uU (W = 270/T, Taedt T ifuaaunannsdusssuuivesssuu u, Wurnmsiedeusa o
9AAAINU0953UY, §1luA1 Damping Ratio Y8953 UL, f.(u,u) haz tJuA1 normalized
restoring force (i(u,fj) = fs(u,L])/Fy, Tneil fs(u,f,l) Juan Restoring Force @1%5uUssUUdaN
afin uay F, Jueids o eapanesszuy Tuaums 2.1 waaslifiuinemmussesiuiu
Afvundmila U, () Gumsliesginaneuauosvesniniadoud u(t) asfinnuduiusiy
W3Ewes W, &, u, waz Hysteretic Behavior

WiaanauLs el Uiy Uy(t) wsiUd sunnanaattazsruulassasraduuuy
Nonlinear datiulunisufauns 2.1 Womeneudidesnisdmsulunsanedasldinada
Step-By-Step Integration Y9IAUNITVRINISIARBUTALIT Linear Acceleration Method &9
Warndulag Newmark (1959) Suduisn1silienaufia 29A1AUAaIALARaLAINNNT

AUIUBIATUNNSIURALSI TN IR ADUT Y

2.3 WUU1a89U0INgAN5sUIATIA519 Hysteretic Models
2.3.1 Park’s General Three Parameter Model (PA)

(%
v A

WU 3 fAe O,

o«

s

wuushassiliauelag Park et al. (1987) Fausgnausiemandive
B uazy \louansdnwyes Stiffness Degradation, Strength Deterioration, Wag Pinching
iy Sl duuuuildldnirsunsdtunaganinsossgndldidu Modified Model,
Modified Clough Model, T-Beam Model, waz Slip Model lélnanisiudsuainisidimes
vosann msfnwildamsdmesauitlduuzilae Park et al. (1987) fil o = 2.0, B
= 0.1, ¥ = 0.5 fatudnuasnnfinsuresisanuessiuresmsseniuuiudiuaeunis
asundnisusngeglunuudaesd Fednuugnginssuvariidunanevaussvonan

ADUNIALETULIANYLAFUTISULTITAN UL LIMNUVD I TIARLAL LI UTU LUUTIa0edlaUTTy
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oy Tulusunsunoufianned IDARC @ eiunlng Park et al. (1987) 15 Un153LAT 12
Inelastic Response Analysis #3U319AM1&UHUS Force-Deformation YaehuudNaes PA i
Fauandluzuil 2.201) Fsmmduitusvesuuuassidudeudsilinisiumsiildandn

2.3.2 Modified Takeda Model (MT)

LL‘U‘Uf\‘])’laaﬂﬁLﬁULLUUﬁU%lUUEQ%ﬂmeﬂLL‘U‘URT’]ﬁEN Takeda \uGsWaunlay Takeda
et al. (1970) uuuF1ans Takeda iAndidnwme Tri-linear Stiffness Tugaan1sussnnuin
Suusnuazdl Stiffness Degrading “Lwd'mﬂéaaﬁmﬁﬂLLazstmiUiiﬁqumﬁﬂimi WUUIIADY
¥ unansznuves Strength Deterioration 1y Park et al. (1987) anweazaa9 Stiffness
Degradation ua Strength Deterioration saznuldiulaseadaanasaaundnneliusadn
nazusudeuiinszyindulunduun Tnefigusisvesnudusiug Force-Deformation Tag
wuUsaes MT 1 ﬁ]xLLamﬂugﬂmwﬁ 2.2(2)

2.3.3 Bilinear Model (BI)

wuuSaesifenlidudunungAnssuvediassadne Seflanumiongs wWu Fudau
Tnssadiandn Riddell et al (1989) 1l esanuuusiaesii idnuaizaes Strain Hardening
Tug23 Post-Elastic Stiffness Favilmfunuudansiidufunungfinssureddasiadrandn
I¢fnduuudians EPP JUSsuasanLduS Force-Deformation waduuus1aas Bl fuans
Iugﬂﬁ 2.2(3) Anwas Slope 7114 Tutias Post-Elastic Stiffness #1115U Stain Hardening ¢
TugaeUszann 2-10% lunisanuil 17 Slope = 3% iilaaindriindieetuiunanis
NAaoUeY Krawinkler at al. (1971) wag Castiglioni tkag Di Palma (1988) Tuauzinyafiu
Tabuchi et al. (1992) uae Miranda (1993a) §3l4an Slope iefuiilunsdnen Nonlinear

Response Analysis

02k

0.5F, .
L Deformation

(1) Park’s general three parameter model (PA)
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Deformation

(2) Modified Takeda (MT)

Force

i AL —") 0.03k

.~ Deformation

(3) Bilinear (BI)

JUN 2.2 uuudaesmginssulaseaing (Hysteretic Models) 7ilslunisinsigsioanuuy

1AS9A51991ATANUNIUBSIAUAL L DU N LAY L

2.4 ﬂq‘iﬂﬁxLﬁUﬁqﬂ’JqNﬂaaﬂﬁﬂ%aﬁiﬂﬁﬂagqﬁaqﬂqilﬁaﬂﬁnﬂNﬂﬂﬁg‘l/l‘U?lENLlﬁﬁ
weiuAulng

TunsAnuilgiuuusiassAirnulasnsde Damage Index Park-Ang (1985) urld
Tunsusadiumiulasndeveslasadieinsfioenuuu neriaiulasnse Damage
Index Park-Ang lduansogluguvosnasinvesnmidonioiiingain Excessive Inelastic

Deformation wag Cumulative Damage suldunaunainnansvaussiinaulunduuives
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1A59a$19 lgA1AI1uUasnsiy Damage Index Park-Ang Huantagluguaunis (Damage

Index) AILandluaNnIsh 2.2

DI =

|
+

Fydy

(2.2)

lng 6, 1Jur1 Deformation dsaniiinainuseduasiiouainuiuaulug, &, uen
Ultimate Deformation 7.in?ulunsédl (Monotonic Loading, F,) ilufwesfids as gamain

(Yield Strength) vesszuulassasa, E, 1ud1veinisgadundsar (Hysteretic Energy) Tu

szuulaseadng, uay B 1um Dimensionless Constant %a%Lﬂuﬁqﬁﬂquaﬂﬁaﬂaﬂmﬁﬁ@
Y83A1A21uUaBA Y Damage Index Park-Ang Lil 819 1nnanavauesfindulundunives
1A98319971A75

ArAuUaenSY Damage Index Park-Ang 7iflenifasnin 0.4 azfiasaunindusesu
flongeunnld wazluvaedi DI annndn 0.4 Ransuninduseduamudeovediasadne
o1msTiAunIIagdaNuenld @At DI annnd 1.0 axfiansanineglussiumsimansves
la59a51901A15 TumsyUssiuAinulaansis Damage Index Park-Ang AIMN&3 o 3AAAIN
(Yield Strength, F,) gnassilivinduaiaiudoansaads (Yield Strength demand, F)
dmsuaiaumie; [l dauemnsdees O, uay E, a¥AuIn Inelastic Displacement
way Force Time Histories vaslasead19d sarurnilda1ninmda Step-by-Step Direct

Integration UBIANNIIVDINITLARDUN

a s

Amslimes O, agUtueniis Monotonic Deformation Capacity 9aslasiasialag

= [ Y]

fanuduiusfuatrnunider fi Sepuduiusianunsaimsgsimldaindi Ductility
Performance #ifaens Tudaudaumie i ldfinasteulfognsdnauly New Zealand
code, SANZ (1992), Eurocode 8, uag CEN,(1994)IUﬂﬂiﬁﬂHﬂaﬁﬁﬂ%Eﬁiﬁﬁﬂ New Zealand
Code w4 Tnervuninlassasneiildfinnseenuuulidaiaumies i avsfiagaunse

4 1Y) = Ia a1 A PN = ~ 1o
Aumuksiduaziiounuiuaulmlalnedainisiedounlunuisius + u5y wagaz v

(%
a

ImMdeunuanaatiunil 20% lunsfinyidetavavyieinnulasndovedlasasng

a1AsilseanuuuAANumiles [l FudlAnte 1.0 As Msiaaeviavae anlasiasiegn

(%
)=

nspvilsiinmaiadeudiluuisiuluie + A6, druiuasu 4 sou Jeazussyndlianyfgiudl

fukuud1ae Park-Ang Model Tuaun1si 2.2 wmdninilassasisgnnssilinisiadeud

Wgegais [16, auasudtuiu 4 seu Annudasndovedlasiaineeans DI axdiends 1.0
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lagnsunuan 6 = (6, uay DI = 1.0 Feluaunis 2.2 avamnsoufaunisliuazuansly

AUNNSN 2.3

&g

= (B + BEm)
(2.3)

108 Ep, = E'h/l:y5y B9 E'), WNUNSI9U Hysteretic Energy nel@ Force-Deformation Loops
U 4 U Uay 6y = F,/W’m Tpguanismuia By, Values @115u Hysteretic Models
%LLamﬂumiNVf 2.1 lnunou 5m/5y NU1809 Monotonic Ductility Capacity W, 989

lseasne Fansuiezduegiuainnunides [, Amasdnes B, uazAn (Normalized

Hysteretic Energy, En,) @195 ululmaz Hysteretic Model @1%5UA1 Monotonic Ductility

(v LY

Capacity L, 983 Hysteretic Models Pledeniilumuddediuan ﬂ =24, 69y B =0.15
Tng CEN, (1994) azuanstun1siad 2.1 antuisaunsavsediuaininulasnse Damage

Index Park-Ang 284lAssaindeIAsHiaBgnalameaunisn 2.2

A3 2.1 Maseumiled W, dmsU Hysteretic Models #1139

Models il Enn L, for B = 0.15

2 6.1 2.92

PA a 14.1 6.12

6 22.4 9.36

8.6 3.29

MT 4 223 7.35

6 38.2 11.73

2 15.0 4.25

B 4 47.5 11.11

6 79.5 18.26

awv od 174
2.5 NANUIIYNLNYIVDY

AT UUIIADINITIBNLUUBIASN OA TUNIULSIAUALL T DUINNLRUAULMT DBNUN

v

#anuLuy g ladunidenateviiuausisniseentuukel Antud faldhuuinassainiy
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Uaonne Damage Index Park-Ang 71 L1112 @uU1Y28TUNITATUIAIIUA BINITATN
(Strength Demand Design) Inguwinisnisesnuuulvsivanil loduunesndu 3 ngu fsil

2.5.1 wuamslvsivunugiueaansly Equivalent Ductility Factor

Fajfar (1992) Tdandusznaulmiilidenin Equivalent Ductility Factor Liieununis
Wermnumieuuuiu Teesuszneulmitaziidmnindmnunioufuaue 393
é’mdaumaamﬁ%;asjﬁ’uﬂ%mmmaﬂmﬁ@ﬂ%’uwé’wm Hysteretic Enerey va3lassass &
sl Park-Ang damage model lun1sa@51e Equivalent Ductility Factor \Wiefiansanda
NaNsENUTBINUEEEazaL Rt Ui TASIES

Jean way Loh (1998) Idtauarasiaussnau Ductility Factor lual@spdnefu3znng

v
=

Y94 Fajfar L58n31 Allowable ductility factor, LL Fala3As e uufi ug1uaIn Park-Ang

damage model A1Y84 L, 3¥aAaI9INAIBRTIAIUAINDIUM TG Fan15dndIun1sant
Fuegdumsdwes A Faduilsfduiuuiunanisgadundisu Normalized Hysteretic

Energy U04lAT9A31

LUIMIINITEBNLUUAR1eAE e Tutl I nauelng Kawinkler wag Nassar (1992)
LU 98 A BT 915841 (Weighted Ductility Factor) 9anuuusiassAinnudasnse
Damage Index Park-Ang 7 La el e sA1pI1uUaen Toazauvosan (Weighted Ductility
Factor) Tnemsfinutiagfinsandaniumsuiudisnadununienfiniusdinunmge
FUNA9U Normalized Hysteretic Energy

2.5.2 wuInlmivuinugIuvaentsly Damage Model wA1UIULABAT

ATNIAIUINAIAIUADINIIANRY (Strength Demand) ANWUVINADIAIULEDNE
Tnonse innsdiauensusnlng Cosenza et al (1993) Tng3snisdlduuusiasning
(e (Damage Model) lunisiassngAnssuveslassadienelduseduasiiiouann
wuR Ul §uudiassvesmnulasafuiildazusenaunag Banon-Veneziano (1982),
Park-Ang (1985) way Krawinkler-Zohrei (1983) Tnausazuuusiasvziiaunisiunneieiu
lunsrmunAiauUasade (Damage Index) vaslassaine Finnstigninanldifieduan

| £

AAFeINIsMETiRwmaRmane (Collapse Strength) Inatsenin (Collapse Spectrum)

FemuraananeduunuAulnIgIuIL 4 Adu pg19lsAn1unsly (Collapse Spectrum) @4
Amuali DI = 1.0 e1a9zlianunsaldaulaadslunsuud Wesinlassadisenvasludien

Anulaansieifisaeanielausauruauln wsnai (Collapse Spectrum)iviualy DI = 1.0

dl' [y LY

11199970 DI Wusnusdasesunsuaninuadlasiasne lae DI = 1.0 wansdslaseasiavanans
Aauu N3l (Collapse Spectrum) Feidunisdnassaniunisaliiandieiianiilassasneas

wany Fsligenrassiuanuluais Wesmnlasadisdudngdnagiinnudsmesusliis
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Fuwanane Wieudlodymilainisiauedsnslmilunsmuinaiaudesnismdeen
LuuaesAiaulasndolaenss Tne3snislunddezlddn DI fitmnvausussduaiy
Uasasedigeints fegraty windesnislassadedidauvasase 5% 33n1slusdaslden
DI = 0.95 33mslmidanunsadreliimnseonuuulassadrsliiiaumnraniusysuniy
Uasnsefidaansle

Hirao et al. (1995) la@nwanwagass (Inelastic Strength Demand Spectrum) lag
ATUIBIAIANABINITANAIATATIINNUUUTIABIMRUAAIANNUADANBUBILATIES1981AS
#ren514 Park-Ang Damage Model Fal@munmaiaudesnIsigsdmiuseduaining
Uaoase DI = 0.5, 0.75 uaz 1.0 S94MuraItnanAd usiuAulms U 30 AAY NanNISAne

asidn Ammnudein1siaarzanas WemruaaszAuAInNUaenfeawy nsAnwluans

v
(% =<

TAuI1A1ANEpIN15A183909lATIaS 199z ana Ll A1 UARAISEAU ANAMLUADAA B AT

Y

' ]
al Ly 1 v a 1Y

lngAaasanIsiainseRuArndasnie DI = 0.5 LgeNINAIANUABINITAEINTEAY
AANYaende DI = 0.75 kag 1.0 IMANaNAIAINABINITAEIRNAULBAIMUARAITEAU A

1Y |

Anuaendeiigely Wawnnlassassniissiuanulasnfenguaziianuaiunsaly

£
= 1

N3AATUNAIIUN (Energy Dissipation) Launnaiu dwalilassasisaunsaunsaunuaulnla
1Aty msAnwiiadstlesdaeimnsluniseonuuulassadacdiauisonunius ouss
wud vl Tnensimundiaanuasadevedaseadeintsimusauiussauay
Uaonafedideins agulsHinsfnuives Hirao et al (1995) uaasliiiuddiausesnis
dsedlasiaiazanailatmundisydudiamnaeaduvediassadisanasgedu laoen
ANFBINII ST SERUAIAUYaenfa109lATId31981A75 DI = 0.5 AZgINIAIAINY
FoamsindeiisyauAinudasnfovedlasadngernis D= 0.75 uag 1.0 nsAnwnia
Usglevunedrnsiunisoonuuulaseasnalid@unsanuyumans swauaulng

Rajaram wag Usami (1996) la@nwiaanufasn1sidsamsuianasiamwan (Thin-
Walled Box-Shape Steel Bridge Piers) lagWa1941310LUUT1a84 Modified Park-Ang
Damage Model laginunainulasniyveslasidasngeia1s DI = 0.5, 0.7, wag 1.0 Wa
nsAnsInUIIAIALd eI weanet e naziuduilefuadisERU AL
Uasnipvelassaineeransgedy TnsAraudasnisidsissdudianuvaondoves
Tn59a$1997A15 DI = 0.5 9zAnIAaugasn1sidsfissiuainnulasnsiovedlasadng
91A73 DI = 0.7 waz 1.0 uenani mansanwdanudnen Ultimate Monotonic Ductility &

»

WunniwesAdAglunuudiass Modified Park-Ang Damage Model agiUsiuasuain

10 qudls 70 MafiTuegAuzusevenannin asuldiin1sAnyives Rajaram wag Usami

Y

(1996) LandlALIUINIAIAINNG DINITANEIVDILAINDUDLNANVLLANUT UL DAINUAAT AAIY

Uaenasey Damage Index Park-Ang @3t n1sAnwliuselevdseiminsluniseaniuuian
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modawanliaintsanumussussiuauly IngnisivuaaisyauAAInLUaeniey
Damage Index Park-Ang finzaufusesuauUasasdofidesnis

nseenuuulaseasissuusaRufulmilagldnannisiiainnuuaonss Damage
Index Park-Ang luszsiuiiimunls TneAnanuvasnfovesiaswadnermsimnedeiinig
UaensevedlasiadiionnsilassadeldSundannusaduiulmnuiuluuds Seeimnu
Uaensvoslassadienmsiannsaimunldainuuusiassiianulasndfovedasaing
81A15(Damage Index Model) A13ULEUDAS LLiﬂi‘LJE‘U‘UEN Strength Demand Ta e
Panyakapo uay Warnitchai (1997) Ingliteyanauisufulmanugnsaluudulmmans
Wi Tufinuutusunds, waztudusou IneRersuilaseadrady SDOF Lumped Mass
Systems @eilg1udiauiu

2.5.3 uATeerfunsiauAYIEanfiE

nsldAngeaniids (Strength Reduction) lddinisunauensausnlng Newmark
way Hall (1973) 91nn1sfidananuiing nves Inelastic Spectrum way Elastic Spectrum &
AUFUNUS AU elalaueiBn15a3e Inelastic Spectrum AagnI1sanA" Elastic Spectrum
TnetheanfdeidduilesFusuainunanisdunusssuai T wazaeuwmidearimue
TneF1taaniidsiausing Newmark wag Hall (1973) Huasduandeyanduusiudulm
Wieariien flondu Bl Centro 1940 Feiidesainves nymiAngisanfdsiionaldwunzauiy
pAuuNuALldLY AfmuguLsviednsasnssdanguendisty seuldfinisiaus
Fnsuuugivaniids Insfiansanaindeyanduusunulmifiugs 1y adu EL Centro
1971, Adw Kobe 1995 uazaau Northridee 1994 1Judu nnsenwmaafinuindudszans
Prvanfidaazuandreiulumudneaizvesnduuiuiulm Jagturidisanidaildlunis
ponuuulasvafisdununssduasiiieusnuiudulmiiy dnazaiisd uandoyaniu
wsiudulvaisys Tagfansanandadesiied Wy amnusulssvesduusudulng dnvauy
s mesiing Usziamvedassaiauazseiunnulaensefidents azuldin Tums
Tadvantdaduuuimenisesnsuulassadissunsusuiulmnildsuanufon Wewnd
mudsuienazazmnlunsldon sgnslsinunsldadisanideiu Sududesfiansan
Mndeyand unrudulmifivsmeuaznainvate W olildan 9 rvandideil imanzaudy

1ASIAS 1AL AN INANUNVDIDIANSNAIDE

Y

Riddell uag Newmark (1979) latausuuudnaesd1usunisasiansmaisanniag
(Strength Reduction Design) Faa¥1991nn15FMuIUNIEa § 999 Inelastic Response
Spectrum Wag Elastic Spectrum Tnefunasneauwuivimsdidufinuuduiuwasdu
funznoudiuiy 10 Adu wavld Bilinear Model wag Stiffness Degrading Model 11

Hysteretic Behavior U84lAS9@319 NANSANYINUINT NG ILANMEINEI19TUINNUUUTIADS
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dilauaenadosiunanisnaasiass Tngdhsanfdsasifiuduniuainiunainisduniy
5550917 (T) wazAanuniond e (W) wenanid msanwidanuiinsld EPP Model
\Ju Hysteretic Behavior aalassadne Inaniseunaiisnainiinasazidu (Conservative)
Tneduuseansanidsiidiuanann EPP Model azsnninAtisanfdsiinuanain Bilinear
Model iag Stiffness Degrading Model aqﬂléﬁ’]miﬁﬂmsﬂaa Riddell ttaz Newmark (1979)
wansliiuinnisldgisanddadunuinisniseonuuulassadesunsaunudulm i i
Uszavsnm Tnenswiduusyaviadrsaniidefiadrsduanuuusassiiinuaenndesiuna
NINNae9ass 8slsAnuMsAnEganuinnisld EPP Model 1u Hysteretic Behavior w84
Tassadrsdlinansiuiaiinainiiasaziiy feiunisesnuuulasiadiaduussununulm

msiAsaNNLUUTIARIANIEEMeTignded e llatiganid iz ay

Lai wag Biggs (1980) latauauuuinassdmsunisasisnsnnaioaniias (Strength
Reduction Design) In8IA128131NALAA 8984 inelastic Response Spectrum way Elastic

Spectrum lagA1UIMAINAAULN LALLM N TUnUUTUANIWIL 20 Aaw wagld EPP

1%
v A ¥ =<

Model 10y Hysteretic Behavior ¥8lAs98519 HANSANINYINNT NG wanaINa$197Y

'
a '

PNUUUTIa09T TATUFOAARBIATUNANITNAADIDSY 1AYAIEILAANISIALINUT URTUAT

e

£%
~ 2

ANULIAINITAUSSTNYIA (T) waza1rawmdisanivun (W) eg1dlsinin nsfnelifivednin
= | o v A v & ° = ' 9 Yy A a 1
fAa n3YILannaias s vanuuudaesiienaldungaudulassaseidwgfnssuls
\Julusna EPP Model 189910 EPP Model doitlassasnsdinginssuiludunsauuuauysal

0
o

(Perfectly Elastic) aunssnsfiegaasn (Yield Point) ity

Elghadamsi uay Mohraz (1987) wanslidiuinnsivaasaniasvesassasnsladlasu
nansznuanMsdasuanmiuiuann Inedadeiifinarerdasanidunnnit dnuasves
aauwduRulmsarmmunaInsdusssurdvediassadne agndlsimunisanuiiidosite
51214 EPP Model ilu Hysteretic Behavior 10sla59a%13 3aldasinfa EPP Model 1yl
anasadnaeangAnssuvedlaseainlangaauy el fatunisfnviransenuresannduRud
fivionswlvisanids msfinsanainuuudiassanuidsmeigndeaiielilinanisiden
wilughdetuy

Nassar uaz Krawinkler (1991) wansliifiuinluuuusiasmsnginmansiiaueiiu
arunsathunltlunisussunuaigiganiiadlaog1auiug lnensingiganniaslulasu
NANTENUINNTIUE B Epicentral Distance kagwgAnssuves Stiffness Degrading 110
athalsAnunsAnwilAfldesiiaie n1sld Bilinear ua Stiffness Degrading Model 1fu

o w A

Hysteretic Behavior 183lA39a313 Falivadnnnfe luaiuisadnasamginssuveslassasnala
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a v

ogsauysnl AsfunslduvudassidmsfinnsananuuusiassAianulasadedignies
diolildrteandsiiniug

Miranda (1993b) l§Fnunansznuvesaninduiiu (Soil Condition) fiddensnae
ann1ad (Strength Reduction Coefficients) Ineid nw1 Inelastic Response Spectrum 7
FnmaneauiuAulmasituiinuuuiy, SufussneuwazduRudeu 1w 124 Adw
wazld Bilinear Model 1Ju Hysteretic Behavior v84las4a3514 #an1sAnwnuInns wglzan

MAIVDILATIAS NATUNNUUTUTRY FTUAUNLNDULALTUAUDDULUIANULANFANAY LaensIN

'
1 o

PYANNNAIVDIATIFS NN TUN NUUTUAUILTAIRININATIAS AT UN NUUTUAUALNDULEE
FUAUDDU WAL LA LEUDLUUIIADINIAMAFIENS A1 NS UNI N BI8aANAIF1 NS UTURY TURY

a |

PLNOULAZTURLDBUMINAITU TnanuudaauadiduiledduiuA1nIuna N SausSsUTIA

T wagannumdoariivue W annsmwd il aguldarrntisaatidsasiandlng 1.0
Tugase T Aidusnn 9 uavasildussana 0.5 Turas T s wandiifuinanmdunuiinase
Ateanigs nelassaeitufinuuduivasiidmeanfderimninlaswadsiiduiinuudu
AunznouLAYTURLSEL UBNINTNISANEITMUIAIEIganf S WERLT UALAYATULEN
nsdusssumAvedasiad sazdandilng 1.0 lugaa T iduuin 9 wazaziAUszanm 0.5

Tugne T R

Riddell (1995) laf nwKansEnuvaIan1ng uf U (Soil Condition) AllAeans11nIs
29ALUV Inelastic Design Spectrum (IDS) InaAn® Inelastic Response Spectrum AU
ANAFULAUAUIMIDTINTUAN UUTUAY TURULTILAETUAULTNUILNENT 39U 72 AAY LAY
19 EPP Model vJu Hysteretic Behavior ¥84lA59@514 HANISANEINUINNTIN IDS V84
TATsas T uRnUuTURY Juiusdaardufundaiunatsuinnunandieiu Inenswl DS
299lAIasNTUNNUUTURLIEHAIEINIlATIAS 19N TUA nUUTUA YLD I as TUA LD U U

v | e o | ' Y Ao e Y a a
NANY LAAIIAAUINENINTURAUTLNARBAINT N IDS TAglASIds 19N UUTNNUUTUALAz L AN N

IDS MH1NIATIEF1INTUANULTUAULT LAzt UAULTIUIUNA1Y WaNAINTNISANEISINUIT

'
ada a

AN IDS ALNLTUANLAIAIULIAINITAUNINTT Y AVRlATIATUaHiA1 T aaNI1TEN

7 7
v

U990 T NNITHINADIATUIUNN ANYILAANIAIRNNDNTIAIUVDIANABUTEUI 2 ATAD

Elastic Design Spectrum & Inelastic Design Spectrum

Lee et al. (1999) laAnwINanIsNUIBINgAn3suLATIE319 Hysteretic Behavior Nl
RansegIuann1ae (Strength Reduction Coefficient) uandlilituan wafnssulasaasia
Hysteretic Behavior dinasiaa1tieannigs laglasaasaningfinssy Hysteretic Behavior 9

U9 19 TAsaa$1afiil Strength Degradation, Stiffness Degradation, uag Pinching g4 9%
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'3
a a i

HAnduuszansriuanindinsininlasasningfAnssu Hysteretic Behavior Nioauln 1au

TAseasand Strength Degradation, Stiffness Degradation, k&g Pinching i
2.6 ajUnaUIeNNITY

ANNIIANYIVDIUNITYF19) Hudunsiiausuuusiasmnsadnenanidmsu
Pavanids Ineldndnniseenuuui ugiuainuuiniudaie Areumideind was
NaN15I58ues Warnitchai waz Panyakapo (1997) Aledliiiuiuuimianisesnuuusieds
Yield Strength Demand T4 lalldasefudufiugon iesmnnisindeushiindulunduinvessh
Tssassonns dieldsuussduaniiowanuiuiulm udarininuuaends Damage Index
Park-Ang DI flfganndn 1.0 tnelun1sinunifeassdfadoanisiauinisesnuuueins
wilsdgnelasuszyndldarisantidsiunisesnuuuaiedFidaininudasnsis Damage
Index Park-Ang 1l o9 a8lvin1soonuuulaseasrterarsniadgnoaiuisafiuniy
usaduagiiouuiuiulmlideainsudoufigiu Base Shear MnuzanuazUanndeniy
8n1500ALUY Yield Strength Demand Fasunin Strength Reduction Coefficients Design
TneldAnAuuasnses Damage Index Park-Ang, DI=0.2-1.0 Fsvinausoeluguvesiuuinasd

napdinenanSiagldAduyseansiieaniide fieainliuagtingmusalauiigiu Base Shear

£
a 1 a

TuniseenwuulassasreenIsnuead sned lunsirageusiatundulalaltaiursaliannis

e

v ) =

panuuUlATIEF1I01AINTIBgnoLNoR U NS A UaZIIaUINLHUALLIA 8B LTAIAIY

Uaansiy Damage Index Park-Ang NUaoaABLNEINe
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A5ALHUN15IY

3.1 JULUUNISAY
ao & < a ! v A v (%
nadetlaziiunsuszidiuamiutasaduieldlunisesnuuulaseaiieernsnis

nedguiafunIuLsduaLioua nwiuALlnl Damage Index Park-Ang italvilaussidoud

a

§11 Base Shear Niidnzay Ingagtnadlselaungiy Base Shear 10 Park-Ang Damage

<3

v o

Index Model HauNaUAiUNITRRNRUUIETTI18974de Strength Demand Design LR
Igvhnsanmdaddeenisusydiuyisaniidaninduuseaniuusiifianuietostu
nseenuuulastaiiiermsiinedsiiemuniuussduasiiiouainuauulm 1dud an
ANLIINBUANBUTIAUNATUIINUINTTIU UK. 1301/1302-61 lagduundeyadmsunis
@374 Park-Ang Damage Index Model #38anmvnessdiinenfiunnsnatu wa5ewnins
ATUIUAIETD Static Analysis AAT1EilaTas19mMBlUsunIHABNRIMEBS Seismostruct 2023
Ynanmsmuadeeimailduiveeidatuaniulasnde Damage Index Park-
Ang AfmuaieliiAnauyaenislunisiusudeudigiu Base Shear Aldlusanuuy

= o

FuAIYDIATIETNEIAIHTNNEDE WIkaaNEIINNIsAIARTZWldanM &N Tunau

T

TunAdeiluidendunsmifietelfazanluniseenuuulassadsermmdsnodgiie
Frumuussduazieunnusuiulmeld devntduasiinswusadeuiigiu Base Shear 7
yhmsaamdasluniseenuuuilunsnaeuidielidulaiannsolddusudouiigin Base
Shear luniseenuuulassainemsnifanad g ofumulssduagiiouainusiuiulm i

Janangwigane

3.2 Munedgnavisenunedguiian (Infilled Masonry Walls)

N153LATIZLAZ 09N UUDIANTT I TASIAULS I nRauUnI aTilindedgne Wuszuu

L 6

1AS9A AN LUNITAUNIULTIAIUTE AITHANSANDIU duRusseninalasaanAskasniiane

a

lnganiznansgnuaandliaiianovalasaaineniinannilsdgne uasaaInasan

'
a wvaa

sULUUNHTATDUlUlaINN55URswUUANe 9 1wy usedn wsadeou nsdamieauaznis
Havaananiaiy ¥5en133URINN159NER (Crushing) VoMUY SIudawsaUdunus
(Interactive Force) 5¥1319LAI0IANTHASHIY

Tunsdinfenudndudesfiasaufduiussenindassemswazniiine dmiulase

IS v A

AIULTIAAADUNS AN TNTIND1AAANITUANSY LB LA TULTINTLYINAUTN 1 DDNLUU
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ATl UUI1a89ANgUSULTIgALB UL (Equivalent Compression Strut) Feildauaeg

a &

LAY A UTUAIULUIFT dUVDIATUVINT LT LT UAILL IR havdIuYRINTarda?

Sasadumdusunsedaiisuwin Yenvuadniuisnisinassmiemsusunsdaiieuni T
Hulumusudt 3.1 videnuiiilszylunnnsgnu uen.1301/1302-61
dnsulassasnsnunsaafillleldsuiunsduusadou lunsdiiildlaldnnsiasizss
LUvazBadBLUUT IR S uuLsSaisuwn deseenuuulassadnliaiunsadeaiy
sUBUUMTITARUUTINA1E (Collapse Prevention) duiinand Jduiusseninedaseonnns

Y 1 Y o

wagkadgne audeinuadudidwivlesiuguuuumsivhnuuimany

—>

col

sUT 3.1 fegemduiuusdniigunil wen.1301/1302-61

AAINIUNIULTDINTIBFND arnsanlaannsnaaeulagyinnIsnssuRiegi
NAABUIINKNEIDFNBVD81ANT IS N s USTUFND WIUITULTITAMULUILNUNT BT ULT
dou lnvswaziduanmnageuliliuluamuninsgiuiiisides wmnlufinanisveaaeundy
AuNULTUeddgne Wldamauaudiianmunivualunisei 3.1

FUAUNNYDINTIDFNA LIS MU LS Fadl

9 ES]
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(1) BgnlddamantRasdulumumasgiuenamnssy Sn1seuaudunounis

e

1 v v & a 1 a
NAIAALUUN JBINBALUNTNA

a

2 wildgnenyuneuasdgnesgluanimauysal dndunidgnennniminly

! o

M3efl 3.1 Afdsununsedn () vestdidgne
wniladgne (wiay AMNMNYBININBgND (lWngUEnTa)
21U) ANING AMNINNILY

R mufszylunnsgiu ten wilitaundn

dguom 6 MPa
8 MPa

. mudseulunnsgu von wilidaunda

dgudian 6 MPa
8 MPa

MUz YluNInTgIU UON NI UEKER
DgUIAN wakitloanda 3 MPa
3.5 MPa

3.3 dayanfuuniuulun
GoRauiuiulmniuiuasiussduasifeunnuaiuiulmdmansenuludienaseng
q Aluushadlndifiss Tneormsitlasunansenuainussduaviieuanidunulmiiuagldsy
AU a T Ima%sﬁuaajﬁ’uﬁﬁammmwmsJasJ'N Laun AuguLsIveIRRuuln
ANULIAITBINIINTEUTRIATIAS9RIANS AAEvIswesenas wardadeuseneudu 4 &
TunuguissvesikuAulmardanansenudedalasaiteoiasiuazuanioglugUves
audsmevanondsangy Faduduuiufuwezdauusivdsulunuaunisdunes o
AUNUINVDIBIANT
TuenasmeunImalumanariidiaumiienauisennsiinrugadiuiu dusu
aAsAeunInEsmandaNgliiiu 60 was Wldadnsdiuaruvithiiuiesas 5
dndlueesnoundniaiumdniidarugaiuginndt 60 was ul Tldaaumadlihy
Yovay 2.5 uagluormsiineadlaglflassaravdnduiasménlildamemmislifuios
aw 2.5 @dluannsgu weK.1301/1302-61 Idfmusliifieliimnsduiluldlunisesnuuy
Tassauoresiteiunulssduasiteunnusiudvlmmudermunvesnguane
dosneduuiuAulmudagiiuiifdnuaedliviafy ﬂg’ldﬁuasgj'ﬁmma'wf%ﬁm
. ‘

wRUAUL, izazmqmﬂquaﬂmqﬁLﬁmmuﬁuim, LVUNIINSLAUN I VDIAR ULH WAL,

WALANINYDISIEINGIN bl L UL oUNY Seed hag Idris (1981), Rahnama way Krawinkler
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(1993) w@ueinanmuedssdinefiuansatuazrasevuin Amplitude, Anud (Frequency
Content), uagszegnmmsduaiourosiiuu s‘z’imﬁﬂszﬂauLméwﬁﬁmaﬁiammm@zgﬂﬁ'w
93n579 Design Spectrum faifu 11AsgIU 18K.1301/1302-61 Faduuntuiueenldiiu 2
nallang) Ao 1) animduuuds (Rock Soil Sites) Insuanslunanedl 3.2 dau 2) anmdudin

80U (Soft Soil Sites) wagmS197 3.3

M19199 3.2 ANLsemaUaNaLBsEUNASTITIATUAY 0.2 W (Ss) uag fiAu 1 3w (S1)
VBIWH UAUIMITULTIGIGAN HANTUIVBILA AT TINTANIULUINTTIU LY.
1301/1302-61

Y . AYIULIINBUALDATIAUNATY (9)
NN 9109
Se S,

nse 91780 0.267 0.110
MRYIUYT FLAE LA 0.862 0.316
nvAUg VAU 0.070 0.033
AUNILNYS AADIAY 0.496 0.104
YBUNY NHsnY 0.110 0.038
JUNYT TG NTRNTETG 0.049 0.033
ATUNT wiage? 0.089 0.042
WAy GREELR 0.153 0.056
FeU Tnden 0.207 0.083
YUNT AT 0.188 0.082
CHINEAR Wi 1.022 0.306
\Weslvml LTE9R17 1.019 0.266
A3 HIUAUN7 0.216 0.092
H310 RREAAN 0.038 0.029
1N NADIUN 0.733 0.185
UASUTY ALNALLEL 0.279 0.101
UATWUY gy 0.307 0.064
UATIIYAN Unaes 0.048 0.036
UATAISITUIY LDIUATAISTTUIY 0.201 0.072
UATAITIA i 0.518 0.155
U154 FREIAT 0.063 0.062




27

o A

A1319% 3.2 (5i9) ANLLSIRBUAUDNTIAUNASUNATUAY 0.2 FU¥ (SS) uag AU 1 Fui
(S1) VRN UAUIMITURTIFIFATNIITUNVRILARETINTARNIUNIATIIUY UK.
1301/1302-61

o . ANULIINBUALLTIAUNATY (g)
JmIn 200
Ss S1

gy jie 0.924 0.236
Jannu IRRY 0.330 0.075
Y35 thulnulyenal 0.041 0.027
U52a7UASTUS aufoueen 0.290 0.087
U513UY3 Asulyian 0.061 0.038
Janil Tanlnd 0.065 0.066
WITUATAIDYSEN UNEY 0.160 0.073
WL wiila 0.797 0.156
Wae ATEYS 0.323 0.116
¥inge NINT 0.078 0.085
WIng WU 0.192 0.070
wwadlan YIANTLNT 0.418 0.096
WYSY3 WANNTEAU 0.290 0.111
INYTY T VAL 0.205 0.054
w3 Yo 1.086 0.275
ALin 08719 0313 0.129
svnansAy Fuma 0.053 0.030
UNAMNS wiulvig) 0.062 0.029
wigosaau Unanern 0.962 0.227
elass NAYY, Meiasey 0.041 0.025
gean bURY 0.078 0.076
Sou1on Eieto 0.046 0.027
YUY gudsey 0.355 0.112
EELN Uanung 0.118 0.042
VYT 20Ul 0.498 0.179
any3 ges, 0.107 0.060
a1 duusu 0.935 0.264
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o A

A1319% 3.2 (5i9) ANLLSIRBUAUDNTIAUNASUNATUAY 0.2 FU¥ (SS) uag AU 1 Fui
(S1) VRN UAUIMITURTIFIFATNIITUNVRILARETINTARNIUNIATIIUY UK.

1301/1302-61

o . ANULIINBUALLTIAUNATY (g)
Jmin 39
Ss Si
ag W 0.390 0.087
ASALNY Aanan 0.036 0.024
anauAs A1RINA 0.176 0.048
e deinn 0.079 0.084
apa Ay 0.092 0.096
GRIIh e ANTIA 0.043 0.031
GEFATR uedlay 0.090 0.054
GRVATE U5 0.127 0.065
ANTIUNYT AU 0.494 0.146
GRRITARTR)! WY 0.291 0.098
duns YUNAUS 0.037 0.025
VUDIANY Tnuide 0.218 0.052
WBIUIEN] FITIUAM 0.198 0.050
BN anuln 0.151 0.071
FIUNIIY I 0.043 0.025
93574 ey 0.254 0.057
9AsAng nIOU 0.684 0.167
Yyl Tean 0.379 0.123
gUATIYENY RIFGRD 0.039 0.024
= 0.20
:é 0.00 T
§ 20.00 30.00 40.00
-0.20 Time, sec

Y 1

JUN 3.2 fegrsnnusmavanendvaansuluan mssalineduiuuds (Afudu)
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A1519% 3.3 AMILTINDUAUDILTIAUNATUAIMTUNUN 10 TouaIg & (A1ANRUIN 5.0%)

vosiuAluudsnsamm uen.1301/1302-61

2| Sps s Sot s Ss
Tou 0.2 s) (0.5 s) (1.0 s) (2.0 5) (3.0 s)
1 0.360 0.360 0.181 0.085 0.041
2 0.352 0.352 0.193 0.151 0.084
3 0.262 0.262 0.265 0.166 0.085
4 0.287 0.287 0.207 0.163 0.078
5 0.191 0.191 0.199 0.168 0.094
6 0.272 0.272 0.154 0.150 0.077
7 0.246 0.246 0.181 0.132 0.084
8 0.162 0.162 0.075 0.041 0.025
9 0.214 0.214 0.156 0.107 0.048
10 0.179 0.179 0.049 0.035 0.023

M197999 3.4 WLl 10 Tyusne o vesussnsunndaduduiueou

T

¥

A A
WUN

Tau 1

Fandanysys
- 8.41808
JMINTIVY3
- 9.Un19

- 9.AAWa4

- D.0991UY3

Ty 2

JNINTIVY3

- 9.AUEEAIN
- .UM
Jminuasugu
- AN

- B.NNTUUNG




M157199 3.4 (9) WUl 10 lousine 9 veausinguvndudutufuesy
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lou 3

[ [y

M INEYNTAAT
(Medandn)
JININAYNTAIATIY

(VI9999130)

lau 4

=l

FIIAUUNUS

9

(VI999%39)

lou 5

JINIANTUNNUMIUAT
(Wad99n)
MINENTUTING

(VI9999%39)

oy 6

I IANIEUATATOLTYT
- 9.870UINAN

- 9.U19Ng

- 9.U9UzdU

- 9.391pY

- 94U

- .99y

- 9.5

- BUNUA

- D.HIDINTLUATATOLTEN

T 7

v L2 a
WNAUNNGIU

(Vi999%39)

lou 8

FIIAUATUIN
- 9.07UW0
RGN

- 9. 4lpIUATUNEN

91U 9

FIWIAUATUIN

- 9.29A5NY

a

U 2 =
PWIAUIIAUUST

9

- 9.07ua59




31

M157199 3.4 (si9) WUl 10 lousine 9 veusinguvndudutufuesy

Tou 9 FINIPRLLTUNTN
y ¥

- 9.UNULYTE

- 9.U79AAN

- 9.51%@au

- 9.AADNTBY

RIS

- 9.UNNUENY

- 9.1IP9RLTUNN

lau 10 Famdnvay3
- DNUVIBY

- 9.BIYaY3

50.00
Time, sec

JUT 3.2 fegnanuiweovauaulsaiuansiluaninssalinentuiugeou (Aiue)

3.4 YJumeunisaniiueuide

3.4.1 naduiunuidedldideyanduutuaulmanunggiu wew.1301/1302-61
AT InBUAUDITIANA T YD UNLAL N TULS g 1T 91581 (Maximum Considered
Earthquake) A1UN158 0.2 3uad (Sg) waz Awn1sdy 1 3undl (S) Tudminsiag 9 97

Uszelng Mvinisduiindeyasnnisesainefuudiudubmaianusirdudoulnsiady

a a = =

INAIRUTIALEN 30 WA (v) Wiy 760 wnseedui Suunidunquanudnuazanin
yostufuiy 2 naxlugy Ao (1) anmduAuuds (Rock Sites) (2) anmmdufugou (Soft Soil
Sites)

3.4.2 @574 Elastic Design g Inelastic Design d@1nsuAIAINUaanAY Damage
Index Park-Ang DI 0.2-1.0 ttenseanuuulaswadreermsuutuiuuduastuivseu Tnsld
Toyanduuiuulmildannised 3.2-3.4 sninsduanuarlassainedazauuidy

Single-Degree-Of-Freedom (SDOF) #§1u8iauuu Lumped Mass Systems 35n15A1u049
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19 Static Time-History Analysis l¥wg@inssun1sidugUvredlasaas1ee1nis Hysteretic
Behavior WUU Material Model @195UA1A51ElATI@s 19A0UNS ALASLLMAN &I Park-Ang
Damage Model 1JunuusnasslunisAiuIuan Yield Strength Demand @15uA1AINY

Uaanne Damage Index Park-Ang DI 0.2-1.0

3.4.3 @519n5 MM ANdUUTLANTYI8ANNIAINUNITEBNBUUAIBIDAIANUUADAIY
Damage Index Park-Ang lagn15A1U4anAT Yield Strength Demand @84 Elastic Design

wag Inelastic Design NiA1AMNUADAY Damage Index Park-Ang Tulassadisenarsuilsne

§n1mun As DI = 0.2-1.0 kasNAIANULEI0dlATIaT1e W = 2, 4, 6 dusulasaaing

()

S a <

seguNTuAULTLas U LEDY

See

3.4.4 IATIEAMUUUTIAINSARIAAERSEMSUAELIUS TS T1anfdIued Yield
Strength Demand @145 UA1A2UYADAAY Damage Index Park-Ang LagluuT1a99INIg

ARAMERSAMTUNIATMNUAIAINNUaBA Y Damage Index Park-Ang DI 0.2-1.0

3.4.5 yinnsesaaauialidulalainnsinnisesnwuuiaiunsa lirIN15eankUUN

'
a

Uasaduiiigane 1neddn153ATIEMLUU Pushover Analysis 8nasandls elausadounigiu

P

4

Base Shear 91nN1sanfIdsasa nmsranluauised Tassasrierasndinedsasdes
indousiegluinasiiuasnsioiassodaifmezany Tnsen DI LAy 1.0 FeazBuduldinngm
usdeufign Base Shear annmaanmidsastunisesnuuuiannsathluldauliass
3.5 |ATasiionsiae

wwdosdiofldlunisinideisidfe

3.5.1 43 09AoNRNABS U Asus 144 Hz Core i7 19lun1sUszananalusingy
ADNNIMDST Seismostruct 2023 dNUIUNITIATIZNALLTD Static Time-History Analysis fiu
ARl fUTIUTIMYRS 1K, 1301-1302/61

3.5.2 TUTLNIUNITILATIEVV9aRA Excel 4 alddm$u Windows unvaslunis
Anngiifiomuuuiasmnndinaianfuazaiisnsivinisesnuuuiiivnga

3.5.3 \3eafianigu EPSON 1300 Tdlunufanisionu

3.5.4 Hard Drive Wievinnsifiudnsestoyalailsigame

o W P2

3.6 anwueNaIAUVaIRAURNUAY LMY

v

AnwazAdULHUAWlAdINansENUINNNTAUAEITIDUINNWEUA W lUSIsTEANe
anwagdutuiuudsasidnvauznszangldiduseileou (Random Type) sliifimnanundify

(Predominant Frequency) Ai¥ALIuKaL SEUEIATRIARUABUTNE Y Feweiuiunduvesndu
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dusussalinennildnuaurduiuseu suldnwauilussideu (Periodic Type) wayszeziian
YDINAUADUT1ET

1 [y

anwarAdusNuAUlmAwanAiulidumg e ugulswessiduaziiousonns

s o

Laiwiniu Vistlueg furmfiwesndAgyfie AAIILTMEUALDIEIGATDIIUALY, S8U2IIAY

v
v A a

YINTAUVDINUAY, LATAIUNISAUAIAVDINUAL NI5Twastrantazddiutlelunng

o

oSuenginssuveslassaailiognnszyhanussHuAuln
3.6.1 AT INBUANRLBEIUARTUGIHAYRINUAY (Peak Ground

Acceleration, PGA)

AP InpUALBN TR IgIRAve AL (PGA) s iimesiitesldduunn
ArusuLsessufulmutaze St i luusaruinn Midideminusukuiulmuszaniua
gsgaiinsvisielnssaiisasfiduvifumiaansvessyuulasaitsnaiie AAuLs e uaues
FaaUnnuguanUasiuiy (PGA) wasnauuHuAUlNTININATE L 18k 1301/1302-61 B4l

AanudraztiufaziiaunuAulngguLsand1sea U157 (Probabilty of Exceedance)

a 4 v A

wihiuFesar 2 Tutasam 50 U msdulmvesiiufuiigndmdenunannivmnisaiusufulmd
funalnaveunasinide szevviisainuuasiidauasszaunnngunssvesnisdulm
asnAd aen UkHuAuInITuLTIgIdnlunIseaniuy (Maximum Considered Earthquake,
MCE) vanednuaiz 1esndnuazimanisaifiiinanssnuselassainuiiailunsduiion
Tnunfiugmuuazaudulnmings o ermananmansaifiidnemsuandieiu Wy wiudulni
floualvalszerlnaasinansenudelassaserureinsduiien Tuvaefiuiudulmauin
Anszeglndeeiinansgvudelassainenusesnsduiidu doyantsduluvosiufui
INgaNLANTIAT sl TIaR AU ve I iU laivilouiy 15031 (Conditional Mean
Spectrum Ground Motions, CMS) Fanun1sduvediasaadiee1ansiinasmn 1Sendn
(Conditioned Period) TWfia1sanlideyastsiios 3 ndu dsasnguusnasnadesiuniy
Conditioned Period 71 0.2 waz 3.0 3 naufimaeasnndesiiuatu Conditioned Period
finainazyililassaienanisnevaussiingaiign Tuusazngulviusznausiedeyanisdu
lmvasiiudu 2 yaiduedraios SsudazyausznaudsguesniunisvasiuAulunuasu
apafiansfiseaindu nsdulmgngauusudilimadnnsunisaeuauss fuauifiansan
(Conditioned Period) diAvinfuatunasunisnevauesdmsuniseanwuy Tun1siieing
nevauadluldlunsesnuuuriensadeuiiisuiuinusineesily Ifiarsanuaiiinainns
THyadeyanisdulmiaenadesiu Conditioned Period nane 9 Ailelvinseunguanvue
wansaiusiudulvansuuiinedinansemudelnuaugiunarlnundy 9 Ageduluuasly

iAnsnevauetaannnsidyadeyansdulmi Conditioned Period #ing 9 Tuiia1saun
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(%
o

Juanslun1sned 3.2-3.4 wazfudeudSouisunuanInssaine v tuRuLTILarTuR Y
gounnandlugun 3.4 Bazdunaladanusmevauasdalaniugianvesiiuiu (PGA)

Tunsalannduiuundawazaninduiusou

4 N
N51NLUSHULNEUAIAITULSINBUAUD LTI A UANSUVD 9

Fufuudefudufusou weK.1301/1302-61

1.20

1.00 =TT W

\

© 0.80 AN
& \
g 0.60 \
% \\ —— 51715 (Aue01)
=4
£ 040

\‘ - w1957 (A1)
AY

0.20

A\

0.00 -

0.01 Qer? 1 3 4 5 6

Y ALN3EL(GRLAN)

J

€an
c
=2

3.4 ANANULSIRBUANRATAUARTNIERd vTUAN T LLMAT TURUBRUAN 9

uaAwsfimes PGA o1aeslilefuduinmunzanlunist Sadnaanlunisinane
v sausuAulw: (Damace Potential) w1sii Uang waz Bertero (1988a) 1§3ndnwairans
vospduwruA Lo 1sd urrfiunuimiiddlunisivuadneninlunisriiaisve s
LiuAulyn SnvazwantUseneusiesrenamMaAnukuAuln, Aunatlunisdures
Nudy, Audvesnay, LLazwﬁwmﬁmzmagﬁmaa%’wmms Feardunaldinanudeniey
wazn1suanTinvedlasaiveImsMendunantsaluiuaulnviay 9 witkiliaenadesiu
A1 PGA fegnaiu 1 PGA vaamnnsaluuAulmivssmadindlnged a.m. 1985 (SCT
Station) fiALies 0.17g (g = Assluasvaslan) LLG]Iﬂ’ﬂ?,JL%EJ‘VHEJ‘UENE)’]ﬂ’liﬁﬂT]iJiquLLNéQ
neudemeiidsanuanuduulmivssmarudainedidled a.e. 1986 Fale1 PGA
SoldAun 0.6¢ msdunslurhusaienfuifdnsdunulaeg Park uazeae (1985b), Fajfar
wazAy (1990), waz Decanini AU Gavarini (1992)

3.6.2 szﬂzL'aaﬂumsé"ugumwaaﬁuﬁu (Duration of Strong Ground Motion,

Ty

CY

segalunsduTuswesiuAuiinITevaeauausld luntesihdouiauelng
Trifunac way Brady (1975) unldiilesannilufidulanagiunldiuegnsunsuaie Uang uay

Bertero (1988a), Fajfar (1990) Snviednelunisiiuia Fawansluaunis 3.1
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Ta = to.os —toos

(3.1)

LAe? Ty = 5888L981909N1TAUTULTIVBINUAY tops, toos = LIAMANDUNLNTTUVD Arias
intensity, I,, 99 5% Wag 95% AUAINU AT Arias intensity, |, ITa7uaell (Arias, 1970):

n lg.2
lo= o [ g (ode

(3.2)

e ty uay [ Jusroznaimuauaza1dasnmosiufuiesanussduasiiouan
wHuAuly udey

s¥BLIANT0IN IR UTUL TR AL Ty dmSunquiiedanduusiuiulmluefn
dadonuniihauandumsisd 3.4-3 5 Taosyeeviswaaquinarauniufulmduandugud
3.4 Feavdanalaandn Ty G?Tuﬁmwmwuaa@uéﬂmaLLm'uaulm FaAn T, auifiuannyuile
3wzmwaqquéﬂawLwiuﬁulmlﬂawms‘ﬁu Fapiadgves T, donuanimduiuudavinty
14.26 uag 12,91 3% pwasy wavdmdulunsadunuseunndsues Ty WNAU 31.21
Jurft 913Ul 3.5 aenudnAnsgezing Ty dmsulunsdidufiugoumunisduaziitouain
L.Lm'uauim%Emm'wmumié’uamﬁaumﬂLwiuﬁulm%qamwsﬁguﬁuwﬁaLLazﬁmmquLLiq

1NN L wnnasalkuRulmNUssmadndlndel a.a. 1985 wasiuaniaiunufulngg

=

UszinedatieUa.a 1985 ddrudenaliiinainudevieazdy (Cumulative Damage) 619
1A39831981A1589NATIMAN I lUNUALNLMIN B Paulay Wag Priestley (1992), Meli uay

Avila (1989)

a A a Ao A o o S a <
f1919N 3.5 ﬂaULLNUG]uVLM?VIﬂﬂLﬁ@ﬂﬁWMiUﬁﬂWWeﬁUWULLﬂN

Earthquake Station Geology E. Comp. PGA Ty
Events Measurement Soil Dist. (g) (s)
(km.)

San Francisco, Golden Gate Park Siliceous 11 N10E 0.08 3.7
03/22/57 sandstone S80E 0.11 32
M =53

San Fernando, Castaic-Old Ridge sandstone 29 N21E 0.32 159
02/09/71 Road N69W 0.27 17.0
M, = 6.5

Central Chile Llolleo sandstone 45 N10E 0.67 333
03/03/85 S80E 0.43 34.1
My =78 Vatparaiso volcanic rock 84 N70E 0.18 19.2

S20E 0.16 14.6




A1519% 3.5 (6i9) AAuULNUAUlINFAEDNE NS UANINTURULT
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Michoacan, La Union Metavolcanic 84 NOOE 0.17 24.3
09/19/85 rock N9OE 0.15 26.5
Ms = 8.1 La Villita Gabbro rock a4 NOOE 0.13 44.2
San National Basalt 5.7 270° 0.53 5.0
Salvador, Geo. Inst. formation 180° 0.39 6.3
10/10/86 Inst. Of fluviate 53 90° 0.38 4.0
M = 5.4 Urban Pumice rock 180° 0.67 23
Con.
Loma Cliff House Franciscan 58 360° 0.08 10.3
Prieta sandstone 90° 0.11 73
10/17/89 Diamond Franciscan 65 360° 0.10 8.8
M = 7.1 Heights sandstone 90° 0.11 9.4
A15199 3.6 AAULKLAYLNAREENA S URNINTUALE DU
Earthquake . Station g Geology E- Comp. | PGA T, T,
Event easuremen Soil \
ents ! Dist. @ | & | ©
(km.)
Hyuganada, Kochi Har. soft clay 167 Ew 0.10 23.8 1.3
04/01/68 work NS 0.07 31.8 1.1
M¢ =75
Honsbu, Shin-Ish. soft soil, 319 0.18 32.3 1.0
05/16/68 Bridge silty T 0.19 29.8 0.9
Ms =79 sand
Miyaki Prefecture, Shiogama soft soil 120 EW 029 | 245 1.0
06/12/78 Harbor NS 0.31 21.7 0.7
M = 7.4
Romania, Buch. Bldg. soft soil 174 EW 0.18 10.5 2.4
03/04/77 Res. Inst. SN 0.21 75 1.9
M = 7.1
Chile, Liayllay soft soil 100 280 0.47 39.2 0.7
03/03/85 190 035 35.9 1.3
M =178 Talca soft soil 280 10 0.17 30.0 0.3
280 0.16 25.5 1.2
Michoacan, SCT soft clay 385 NOOW | 0.17 38.9 2.0
09/19/85 SOOE 0.10 711 2.1
Mg = 8.1 CDAF soft clay 389 N9OW 0.12 43.0 3.0
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A15199 3.6 (Aa) AAULNUAUlINAAEDNAMSUAN T URUB DU

Loma Em. ville | soft clay 97 260 0.23 8.0 1.1
Prieta, Field N. 350 0.19 14.2 1.3
10/17/89 | Em.ville | softclay |97 260 0.26 8.9 1.5

M = 7.1

Rocksites  Alluvium deposits Soft soil sites
A S<M<6
o * f<M=<?
o] e L] Fa<M<3
i] || M>8
M~ |
[ 8 : ]
* o _* ™
L 0 of
Ty, sec . NP ~.LR 3 °
r o]
s + % 8
s C
. 2s , °
0 . 00‘ G
R e &8 5 $
a A ® be o =
. Y ’ .‘
I B ., * ]
ar:\- &
A *
i L L ity i b p ) I il

Epicentral distance, k.

JUN 3.5 muduiussyrintaainnsdunguLTuazszeeianaudnatausuauln 1,

Paulay wag Priestley (1992)

1%
B 0/ N a

3.6.3 ATULIAINITAUEIAIVBINUAY (Period of Ground Motion, Ty

v

(%
[ A a

Aunansdudrgresiufuluaunadmuaudulaedinunainisduiieueg

o

DEMMUUUDUANUNATNTY ANwEMTaUTDINUAUTDISenDnag1nt e dun sauLuUl

(Narrowband frequency content) Tunenaudumnnuauiin1sdunuunlidaiuainisdu

'
a

wdueu onasenlaintunisdunluudl (Broadband frequency content) d15UN5EUTDY
AWuAUWUY Narrowband fihaznaliiinannuidemsinlasdsinge1asiauinmnaAIuaInIs
dudiAguasiuAuly (T, lasnadoaiuiua1ureInIsd usTIuYIAv03lATIAT19071A7S

(Resonance)
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v
v

Tumsideedsiaziiiimssuunaaunanmsduvosiiuiu (T Bsldiaueuuglag
Miranda (1993a) 1114 @1 T, a1u1sadiuinddain Ansneuauedvesndnuis (Velocity
Response) U843 UV Linear Elastic SDOF (d1%15uUA1 Damping ratio = 5%) ﬁiﬁmq\‘iqm 970
Snunpresnduiidaideonmardardunaldn anssdinefifsnuvasdutuiuudsazuans
Snuazn1adoufiuuy Narrowband ftiuen T, dmduanmduiugouanlumsd 3.5
LLazﬂmMuEU‘ﬁ' 3.6 %q%é’ﬂmmiéf’hﬂdmaﬁagaLLNuﬁulm Hyuganada-Honshu-Miyaki,
Romania, Chile, Loma Prieta, waz Michoacan #fi1 Tg agluyae 0.7-1.3, 1.9-2.4, 0.3-1.3,
0.7-1.8, Wag 2.0-5.0 Uil muddiu dmdungu Michoacan ie Tg fireuthag viildann

Ta11971390 oW A AAIIULE 81188 B8LATIAT1991ATTA L ATUNITRAIIANUSITUVIAN 817

Earthquake events
r

Michoacan - ssm mm mmnm »
Loma Pricta )— S0S0IN WP ©

Chile - & @ L N ]

Romania = * *

Miyaki — * »

Honshu — + 4 5

Hyuganada = A A

1 1 8= I H |

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Predominant period (1; ), sec

JUN 3.6 AuduiugsenineuIaIvINITAUIINARUIHLAL I UNTURWgeU T, Miranda
(1993a)

3.7 15851905719 Damage Index Assessing

TunsAnefagAmulianioUseliuAduuse@nssnnanineld i annuIA1dIean

MasdmiunseenuuulasiasiteImsniinedgaumulssduaziioua nuiuAulnme

[%
Y

ANUUaansie Damage Index Park-Ang 4698g UnanIsTaINg sty 2 WUy Ae 1. 4u

AUt (Rock Soil Sites) wag 2. TuAusau (Soft Soil Sites) Ineld Hysteretic behaviors

wWUU Modified Takeda Model wag Bilinear Model Tun1sAnuaa

3.7.1 Yumdun15a519n51W Damage Index Assessing
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Tun158519 Damage Index Assessing %ﬁ'lmmiugﬂsuaq Normalized Yield Strength
dmsurduuiuaulmndanmssainenduduiuuduasduAugauaInAIMINLLIINDUALDS
BaaanSugaanvesnnsgIu wen.1301/1302-61 luduneunisiuiniitien PGA unldlag

;Y

7817 lterative Procedure @43UuN"T Iteration azajsiagAumen Yield Strength Demand
Design #inssfuA1AnteInnvue [ Tufidiaza15an135a319 Yield Strength Demand
Design @1%15U Hysteretic behaviors AMUAAINEIAUINGI1VDITUAUNABINITNDU LAIUIAY

lanneenuuUNaNNaIuAuAIANNUaennY Damage Index Park-Ang 31NUUNINITAANIST

[
=1

390N Base Shear a4 Tunauwmalausauanslneazdenlana

3711 Samsimesfid ”zyﬁéﬁ’m’f 16w w915 m = 1.0, damping ratio & = 0.05,
B = 0.15, Arauvaendoveslasaadnedifmun (Target Damage Index) DI = 0.2-1.0, A1
Avuseumiled (Target Ductility Ratio) [ = 2, 4, 6 ANLAASNALYBIANUNITAUSTIUIR
T =0.1-3.0 sec.

3712 \denmdulsuAulmmrusneusussBsaansugega PGA 31 1 1 970

a 4

ToyAsIEANEMTUANMAUALL TS TUAUS BUIINUINTFIW UER.1301/1302-61
3.7.1.3 AUAIAIILADINITAIEY (Yield Strength Demand) I'f; d1ususzuudan

afm (Elastic Design System) i = 2, 4, 6, A1A1NuUasnnBu03lATI851991A15 (Damage

Index Design) Tutl Anua DI = 0.2-1.0, wagn1vuangAnssulasias19.du Material

~

Hysteretic Model lun1sfumaInudosnsings £

Shear ha¥AINNTLAR DUAIVDILATIAS 1981A1S (Force and Deformation) @usuan Yield

WU dauA1d9nsalaungiu Base

Strength Demand E;Iul,m'axizﬁmmd (Target Damage Index) A1uaalaeldannis 2.1

diusziuaInulasni8a9lAsIas1901AsN N edg 19e DI=0.2-1.0 910 uasa

ANUFUNUSVBINT N TEMI19AN yield strength f; AUAN (Target Damage Index) DI = 0.2-

£
~ o £5

1.0 TuwfazA15eAU 91nAIAINUAUNUSYDS F, U DIl 22 lAA1ANUADINITANAS 'F; RRILY
A1 Target Damage Index 1ag35 15 Iterative Procedure 1 8unlUY18a0n 169890 28
dulsgdnsvizanniassaly Ae Strength Reduce Coefficients faly

o

3.7.1.4 fupeumaiiuasyhnsfuasidmduan T = 0.1-3.0 sec lunsdivesnay
Aduiinuuanwssainenifldnvasiduduiuuds dnlunsdlanwssaineitanvasdu
FuhugeutuAnuieinstids Yield Strength Demand ?; ATANUIUAIIAIDNTIAIUVDY
T/T, = 0.1-3.0 sec Tuduneuiiazannsaduialléan (Elastic Desien System) uazldrnszeu
Target Ductility Ratio [l = 2, 4, 6 uazA1 (Target Darage Index) d1msuAIAduwsuAlm

fdenliannunsgiu uon.1301/1302-61



40

o ~

3.7.1.5 AIANUAUNUSNIHIVD F, YU DI Aeuialsazuninnisannindaassle

o

uUszaNSYIvannasnell Ae Strength Reduce Coefficients A28 m + PGA NaaWsAlAay

~

| < Fy
wansagluguves M) e MO = =

Rd

3.7.1.6 Tumau 3.6.1.1 83 TuRUN 3.6.1.6 3TN IEMTUNN 9 AN NTUAY
Hadnsves 10N ieliutuneumaiillseg1sdnaudy Jaanadu Flow Diagram Tugud

3.7

Assign basic parameter
Mass, m = 1.0
Damping ratio, a =0.05
=015
Target Damage Index, DI = 0.2-1.0
=2,4,6

I

Target Ductility Ratio,
T =0.1-3.0 sec.

-

Computed yield strength demand E; using select an earthquake peak ground acceleration

PGA from rock soil site and soft soil site

=4

Determine the normalize Yield Strength Demand E; and combine with Tarket Damage Index DI

™

Developed force relation the E; with DI

py

~

F
Y
Compute strength reduce coefficients, T|(DI) = ﬁ ,and Checked

".

A Damage Index Assessing for Seismic-Resistant Designs of Masonry Wall Buildings

v o o

sUM 3.7 duneumsusziiiuAmdudssinsansiineitesiiainuieidiganmaidmiunis

A :4

ULl UAIAINUUABAN LN B LT bUNI5EaNLUULASIAS190IANSHUNN BB TN 8H 1UNTU

o9

wssduaziiouanuNuAulm Damage Index Model Park-Ang
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3.8 MINAIUIANYIWAANIEY (Development of Strength Reduction)

3.8.1 ﬂ%ﬂuﬁﬂﬁugﬁu (Basic Concept)

Tnefin1seuIaA1918aninds (Strength Reduction) TA1ArnuLs mevauands
AUARSURIN NBK.1301/1302-61 Tneduuszanivasanrids Strength Reduce Coefficients
Juagfuaranulasnfovaslassadisermsiidinun, Arnruunien, Juuuunginssuves
Hysteretic behavior, ATULAIN1SEUSTTLTIRIUIATES1991ANS, LavanINssERVEvoIAY
TuLLGiazﬁ?uﬁ Tun15AIUIMT Strength Reduction JuvuIung Iterative Procedure 4
Huruaumsiideddnarunnlunsdumesniuy dvimnsgeenuuulassaiisennsialy
ilaen

Tunsusziludimnudasadeiioldlunisesnuuulassairsenaisuisnedgiiie
FrunuussduaziiionainuruAulmd siwginssady Inelastic behavior agtfosninen
Lateral Strength maﬂiﬂiaa%’wﬁﬁwqﬁmsmwu Elastic ﬁ’af?u Inelastic Design 39@13158
Ffiunsad1stuanenn Elastic Design I¢ Tngnisanen Ordinate wos Elastic Desien nedi

A1 Strength Reduction AWAAINALNITN 3.3 A9l

\ Fy(uzl)
Nl F,(DL =)
(3.3)
Toefl Ry = ANYI8AANIAY (Strength Reduction)

v

F, (L=1) AMA4 (Lateral Yield Strength) dmsuszuudanaia

DI, L= W) = A1Aas (Lateral Yield Strength) @1nsulassassldainany

Uaonduuedlasidsnimnsuesninvsawintual DI inivualazilal
Ductility HL windusn W Aifnun
N1539¥A1UIN Inelastic Design Trikdugtiuduegiunsussiliuadudseanivivan

Adaunegraiugmeruiy aauddndudodinszvriaAinnuduussEnIng Inelastic

Design Way Elastic Design 7ilysngay

3.9 WUUNAINNAMNAAIEATA1ASUAIYI8aAN1a9 (Mathematical Model
for Strength Reduction)

HesenarduUszansadivantias Ry ﬂdjju’e)qquUﬁﬁLLUiMﬁ’WEJUiSﬂ"liﬁ@ A1A2Y
Uaonfuueslasiasneo1nisaninun (Target Seismic Damage Index, DI), A15EAUAIY

willgafininun (Target ductility ratio, Fl), A1ATUIAINITAUSTINVIRLUIATIASS, dNwg



a2

nRnIIuTedlATIAsI Hysteretic behavior, kagannssaiinevestudiu InslunisAiuin

AFLUsEANSIIBannIaY Ry F9enusauansen Expression laeglusuvasaunisi 3.4

Ro = (DI, fi, T, Hys, SC)

(3.4)

efi Ry = Strength Reduction (AN8aANTH4)
DI = Aaulasnfevediasiasnaernsfitiviun
vl = Al Ductility fifhvus
T = ANUNSEUSTIUTRILLASIAE981ATS
Hys = NRnIILT03lATIAT1N (Hysteretic behavior)
sC o= Sl aINg YD WA

3.9.1 YUABUNITASIULUUIIADINIAMAAIEASTEINSUAITIANNIAS

£ 1

3.9.1.1 AMAIMNIAITIZAANIFIINAMNFURUSUDIFNUTLANT A9 19U AIAY
UaannyaslaseaineeinIsnnimue DI=0.2-1.0, lddrsgauanumilsaninvua (=2, 4, 6
Y} a v aa S a a o q' Al
AungAnssuvadlassastsuasluaninsssiinetvesvuiuiiaula lasldaunisy 3.4 A
AunilAazagluguves Strength Reduction

2.9.1.2 MU UIUIAYILANNa9TD9uRazdUUTLANS Ao A1AINNUADAN YD

1 [y =]

1A59a5199175 DI = 0.2-1.0 vosuAagAseiuaumieaficmun don fi=2, 4, 6 wFui
dWomanuduiusues Ry Inedimsiasisinnuangeelidadu (Nonlinear Regression
Analysis)

3.9.1.3 AIUIANIALANRUSIEUIN Ry UATULIAINISAUsIIHRTUTATIES 9
9113 T, Amanutasadovedlaseaditenmsidmnie DI wasmssiuaumdensmun 39
TudumounisAIuIn 3.8.1.2. wag 3.8.1.3. 99xl938n1snsandlaelusunsy excel @4
d115U Windows 1nngaeifienuuusianmendndansimansausiuardulssana gy
anf&s Ry In8UAAIf0819n153LATILRN AR AL DVILUUS I8 N9AdnFNER S 1S AN
é’wixﬁméﬁzjwamﬁwé’qﬁ’m%ﬂmqa%’mﬁéigqagjuuamw%guﬁwﬁqLLazmmmmﬁm W = 4 3
wduelag Panyakapo (1999) faii

_O.25AOD10p+

Ro 1

e
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Z  =1+—-—EXP[-D(InT +E)’|

BeT CeT

Results of Nonlinear Regression Analysis for L = 4

DI A B C D E
0.2 2.62 6.57 4.49 1.85 0.50
0.3 4.00 4.56 6.40 2.60 0.46
0.4 4.65 3.63 6.36 4.38 0.37
0.5 5.05 3.00 5.74 5.63 0.34
0.6 5.32 2.56 5.19 6.20 0.34
0.7 5.52 2.26 a.79 6.35 0.35
0.8 5.69 2.02 4.44 6.24 0.36
0.9 5.85 1.82 4.15 6.04 0.37
1.0 6.34 1.60 4.00 5.32 0.36
Parameter Related Expression

A 6.00 - 0.85/DI

B 2.34D°%

C 4.56 + 0.23/DI

D 1-519=1.19/DI

e 0.30

WIUNISERDS A, B, C, D, E askuaunsiiiarial Ry kay Z

3.10 NSWAILILUUIIADINNANAATEASE1MSUANYIwann18e (Development

of Strength Reduction)

9MI3n5a%0s Strength Reduction axdanmlginnisesnuvudus i Juazdemsiy
A1 Elastic System Design noudiagas1e Damage Index Design 16 TunisAuinlagnssann
mehaaa‘mma‘immamﬁf&ﬁwuﬁummﬂmiﬁm’mm1ﬂﬁagammmﬁmauauau%q
aansura s uAYlnIIINUINTFIN NUK.1301/1302-61 4azN1583519n5IMN1T9BNLUY
AU INUaonR 8909lATIAS1991A1S DI=0.2-1.0 Ll oA 1UNIULIIE UAZLT oUaIN
LHUR UYL LUUTIas At nd1anT o uaninuduRusvee Normalized Yield
Strength Demand I’f; Juilsddutuaianudasadevedlasiadnennisiimmun (Target
Damage Index, DI=0.2-1.0), ArseRuaawileadinivun (Target Ductility Ration, [l 2, 4,
6), AANUNAINSAUSTTUMA LTRSS T, AnNwUENgANIINVILATIET (Hysteretic

Behavior) ¥04lAT9@519ADUNIALASULAEN, LAazANINSITaINNveITuRUluLAaENUALYNIS
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~

, Saanunsaudnsn Expression laogflu

AuIaA1 Normalized Yield Strength Demand
sUvD9ANNT5N 3.4
3.10.1 YUABUNITASNUUUINADINANAAIENT

3.10.1.1 AIUIUA1 Strength Reduction A1nduUszaNSALUTA9Y) lALA AR

Uaonfvedlassad1eeInisiivun DI=0.2-1.0 uazAszauauwmileanivue [ =2, 4, 6, A1
AUnAINTAUSTILAUlATIESS T, ngAnssuvedlassaiiuazlulnazaninssaline1ves

Fuiu Tne33nnsimszdanuanaeslii@ady Nonlinear Regression Analysis (#79814
svuaiden [ =4) ieruane Strength Reduction

3.10.1.2 MuIaAINduiussening Streneth Reduce Coefficients funsudaudl
31U Base Shear Lﬁ'aawﬁLLNLaauﬁﬁ’mawaﬁmiaaﬂLLU‘U@T?EJ?% Damage Index Design

wazihlU@eunsiwiivelidrasanisuiluly

3.11 MSATIERUNSUIEENALYIURTWBINTIMNTRRNKUY
nasnlinswesniseoniuud segluguuuusiasmsadinmansdmsuazvan

Mad iausausoluAsthAmasilaainnsneeinsuseliumeaAiaulaonfis Damage

1 =~

Index Model Park-Ang lulassassorasnisdsnetneodununssduaziiouannuuuauln

<9

v
a a (%

luasraasuiuniseeniuulasiaineeimsntdgnadnasnaslusunsy Seismostruct 2023

al

57U Base Shear 7lavinn1sani1adadtiy

o9

1n839 Pushover Analysis Wielvmiulalainusudou

LY

ansailUldauiunisesnwuulasiassonnsntsdgnediaulasnduag e ane

3.11.1 MANNAUNNITNINTN

Taquszasrndnvesnisanmasusadoudigiu Base Shear lunisuseifiuAining
Uaenduiieldlunisesnuuulaseadnionarsniianedgii esuniuuseduasiiiousin
ukuAuly Damage Index Model Park-Ang Ao 1l afaan1sanirdaisudousiuasnisle
auvaonsed il otargasanfdeianlsenouty Damage Index Park-Ang #iiaualng
Park-Ang (1985a) agfiansantdin aglidiidausadoudisiu Base Shear anasainifuuay
Tssadaitldumsoonuuuegadiidlognussnszyhanuduiulmessguussassiosiuin
Anvedlassadnsenans DI Wiy 1.0 Swedeldhenasiudasnsdt

311.2  tunsulun1snsdnday

N1599NKLUVLAZNI5MIAT (Design and Evaluation Approach)
3.11.2.1 Rarsanlassadisernsidu Single Degree of Freedom (SDOF) 34

¥
v aAvu A

lassaseonA s uutuALLIMas ULTUALEaY FamsdwesndAglinad: waa1s m =



a5

1.0; Damping ratio € = 0.05; A 1A 4L E 87 (Target Ductility Ratio) (U = 4 ; B = 0.15;
SmupAnEUuYeeUnAaNsEUsTSIRLUTATE31991A0S T = 0.1-3.0 sec

3.11.2.1 denA1Ananismeuausudialaniigean PGA aduunudulvan 1
A1 AINUINTFIU UER.1301/1302-61 dmsvanmssalinerduiuudwarduAugeuun
AUIUNIA (Strength Capacity)

3.11.2.3 @1 Strength Capacity va3lasaasegninualviviniuen Strength
Demand #il#lunisesnuuuiiissnnaduwruiulm Inglduuusiasdmsue druantids

AIFUNITN 3.5

Yield Strength Fy = n(DI, [{,T) m-PGA
(3.5)

N —~ Fy(u:]-) o o v 1 [
o NO, L) =" duniuniseaunuunisainiulasnie Damage Index
Rp
Model Park-Ang laens3iu normalize Yield Strength Demand I’:Vy = Np"mM*PGA

3.11.2.4 @1 Ductility Capacity ¥935zuulAsasgnavudligenadeuvinfiu
Minimum Performance fAifean1samsuainueowniel (Target Ductility Ratio) [
3.11.2.5 lassassgnanudlignusanseinlaemduunuaulmaldlunisesniuy

ALTILAZAIN ILARDUAIVDILATIAS1991AI5A875 Pushover Analysis @1115UA1 (normalize

Yield Strength Demand I'fy') wiarsiumwinlagldaunisi 2.1 Fad1vetusuazaAInig
inaeufvedlassainanatiesihludlunisiunfusaedrudasade Damage Index
Model Park-Ang lulassadarmsuifsdgnetfladumunsiduagiouanusiuiulm

310.2.6 $unou 3.10.2.3. - 3.10.2.5. gRRILINTIE WM UL AR UA
ANULIATINTEUSSSUTIRILTATIEE1991A5 T 997 0.1 -3.0 sec. siaupA1 Damage Index
Design dmsuaduuiuiulnfidentifveiuanmanldiuiug

311.27 $upou 3.102.2. - 3.10.2.6. %Qﬂﬁwmm%ﬁm%’unm AAuUHUALN
fildlunseenuuudmivanmiufuuuasduiussutiufe dmsunngaduuduiulm
lassaiiazgnimualyiiniseenwuunudianuuaz AleaA1A11UUaensY Damage Index
Model Park-Ang, DI azgneunnusetusouguietud

3.11.2.8 ‘1/1°ﬂmiﬂ°ﬂmml,ﬁlam Mean, Mean-Plus-One-Standard-Deviation,
AgegauazAian FaA Mean auluiiunuresssiuaadevesmaaasnde Damage
Index Model Park-Ang Tlaziintululasadreenasdilésuniseanuuuani A1 Mean-Plus-

One-Standard-Deviation Lfluﬁz’fayjaLﬂ:uLﬁméﬁqmaw%msmaaaﬂmﬂmLaﬁ gle d@nsu
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AgsanuazA1nanvzwaniatveulaiululdluisassnsdaeriniulasnivaes

1A598519971A15

dy 3 dl Y o L v dl = ! 5 1 Y o ¥ €Y 1Y
wnanstiluenansianulidmsunisidauienistnwintu leugslmiluldusslomismunisi

I e~ O & A U Yv agvo & Y Y a = v & A ° v
lmﬁqﬂiﬂﬂ@ﬂ NG @ﬂﬂﬂﬂqﬂﬂiﬂﬂmuﬂa%u@ﬂq LLagm@fl@WQ@ﬂﬁﬂL?\]'WGUENL@ﬂﬁqﬁnﬂﬂﬁﬂwmﬂqiuqlﬂiﬁ



unil 4

nan1sUszivAInulasnng

4.1 wan1suszEiuAIANUaanAY
NNITANMIUAITIZAANIFIINAIFUUTZENTAN LAY LiNDN1TUTZIRUAIAIIY
UYaandenaldlun1500ntuulasad31991A1SHEIN 08 5ol aA 1 UNIULIIF UaLL T o UIN

wuAulyy FeldngRnssuvedlasaasna (Hysteretic Behaviors) lunisesnuuuiannegiu fe

Modified Takeda ua¥ Bilinear Model dmsuaiamuntisanivun e [ =4 Fauanslugud

4.1 agdunalainanuazveansirazdwunlasnl Ae lassasnetnsnidgnessdunnlai

} %4

WdunsINvas Modified Takeda Wag Bilinear Model fiaaanrdasnuuinag1auiuladaiau

[
v v a v

sadulun1s3veiduaenld Model huutAande Modified Takeda 1nlgidudLnuvaq
ngAnssulpssassnaunsaasumanlunsiasizidunsly

=~ = I A d‘ A o o w = 4 [l 1
L3JEJL'U?EJ‘UL‘V]EJUﬂS']WLLiQLQ?JUV]ﬁ’]U Base Shear wmmiammauwalwaqiummm

'
a )

Uaoniy Damage Index Model Park-Ang @115Un1999nLuUlAsSIds1981ASHEID A DL

49

v fag

FIUNTULSIFUALADUINRHUA U AUANUFURUSVRINITIRNLUUAIBATANS AR F

q

NauNEuAIAINUaRnAY Damage Index Model Park-Ang @usuan DI=0.2,0.5,1.0 agdiAn

<

Maenlaanusauoung i Base Shear geduNPLINTUALARTUTUT 4.2
WeRasaNansenuIeInIsiUasuA1A Nl 19edlaTIas e laen1sasiansi use
= d' Y/ v a 1 ;ﬂ' ¥ ) =1 1 a
\2oufgu Base Shear lulastasngenAsnilsdgnaLiiomunusssduazivisuanuruaulm
peA1ANUaANY Damage Index Model Park-Ang n1siUasuAImueoumileNnefi

LANITNGANITUUBILATIATIIWUY Modified Takeda Model @1wsum1 DI=0.5 31nAIUN1TEL

5550 A lUlATIESS T= 0.1 Sec wagmpnumdenfinvun (L =2, 4, 6 asdunalainAis

[

{@oulig1u Base Shear fiAnanasiiniiniseenuuumeiidtian F, iermnugaumileadl

ANTusandluguin 4.3-4.5

=

WawIeuigunsmidedmsimunmauiielvegludiaiudasnsiy Damage Index

v a

Model Park-Ang dusuniseeniuueimsuisdgnatiiomumuussduaiiounuruaulm

[ Ot

sswinmudniusyesniseanuuumeiaedan F weunauiuiinuUaensdy Damage

Index Model Park-Ang @1 DI=0.2,0.5,1.0 31nAUANTAUSTINGIA LUlATIAS1e T= 0.1-3.0
Sec wazA1Aumdednnmun [ =6 azdunaladnAusudeudigiu Base Shear IAnanas
BndeudioiisufuaAmunsausIsurIAtulATIas1991n T=0.1 Sec windu T=3.0 Sec fa

wanalusun 4.6-4.8 Lll99a1NlATIAI1981AINTBgNB LA NgANTIY Hysteretic Behaviors 71
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Hafvliuaean (Stiffness Degradation) Wazn15aan1as (Strength Deterioration) ayvildnng

(Y [ d‘

AFUNAIUL LRI NLSINSEYInaulunauLn

L0

A a = Aa A a a o a S
Wanasandsanwssaineiasull Imaamﬂﬂiwwmiﬂizl,uumauﬂizammaam

[

fdsluguil 4.9-4.10 dmsussdineduiuuduasssiiineduiudeuasdunalddn wun
uargUisvasnsmuandiulunuuiazanmwssdiing Tnsfinsives Arduussansdaoan
Adsdmiussdiinenduiunds duRerusadouigmu Base Shear sUsnApu9TIUELY
asiiaue (Uniform Shape) wiorirunainsdusssunalulaseadneenns T=1.0 3uid ud

nsdmsutuauseuazdyaiay (Dominant Peak) 91A1 Period Ratio, T/T, 1911nd 1.0

=

= a 1Ia dyd v 1< = o o w
Wesanedunnudulmlunsdddanwuzidu (Narrow Band) din1unainisdudAgves
NuAunAe) vl Fepduanwazdazlinduantsuruaulm e uusnunIunaInITdu

1 v
A a

drfgyuasiuau 39Ty rsaruaIdiliA1A1us 990157184 (Strength Demand) Tun1s

sonwuugaludivay

Hysteristic Bilinear Model Behavior of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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2. Modified Takeda Model (MT)

g'ﬂﬁ 4.1 woANTINVRNLATIATINMUY Bl Hysteretic Behaviors, MT Hysteretic Behaviors,
4
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Damage Index Model Park-Ang DI=0.2,0.5,1.0, Ilzﬂf, MT Hysteretic Behaviors

49



50

1 1 o

4.2 wuuIaaamsUAII8ann189 (Models for Strength Reduction)
INHANITILATITRFINA1T 19 uITFnalda1 AduUsEans 1r0anfds Ry 09
Usgneudiesiuls e Armnuvasade Damage Index Model Park-Ang, DI firiun,
ANALWTleT (Target Ductility Ratio, ) ANAUIAINTF USSR TUTATIAS1907ATS T,
ANNETANINET SC, uazNgANTIUUDILATIASIY (Hysteretic behavior, Hys) Tun1sAuiaian
fuUsyAnirasaniids Ry Jeaunsonanen Expression Ioglusuvesaunisit 3.5 Tuuwil 3

=

Ao
Ro = f(DI), fi, T, SC, Hys

Tnefi R, = Streneth Reduction Coefficients d1115U DI=0.2-1.0 firun

DI = mAnuvanduunlAssdsnie1msnimue

I = Armanuwmilen Ductility irnmun
T = munaInsausssuanflulaseadianinns
SC = ANWALSIAINYIVDITUAU

Hys = WAnssuvaslasaasng (Hysteretic behavior)

slefivsanannsmissiiuddulseanseauantids Strength Reduction Coefficients
fauanslugui 4.3-4.8 FaudunsviiuanimsivAsuulasesadiszavitisanindsdmu
N15ATILAAENOANTTNVRILATIAFIWUY MT Hysteretic Behavior dusuamnunilys 3
A1 uazppulaenfevedassaiieimsiitmun 3 a1 taesauansia 2 Site Conditions 9

a

FunnlaiaAdulseanidasannias Ry dennassniuteulansdunisn 4.1 As

Lim Rp = Lim f(DI), i, T, SC, Hys) = 1
T—0 T—0

(4.1)
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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sUN 4.3 naUszilluAmd@iUssansrmanuiiyuivediganiiae luniseenuuulasaaing

91AsNilInedg oA UL sIduaziouaInueuAulng 35 Damage Index Model Park-

Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, T:l: 2, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Rock Soil

Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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SUN 4.4 nauseliuAduuseansaimnuuitediiodieanniad hun1seanwuulasIdsng

Y

'
! a A

91ANSNTIABFIN oA UM ULSIFUdEIToUI AW UALINY 3T Damage Index Model Park-

ES]

Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, Ilz 4, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Rock Soil
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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1 a '

]

DD FLN DANUNTULTIE uagLToua nuN uAWlna 35 Damage Index Model Park-Ang,

DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, TL: 6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Rock Soil
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masenry Wall Buildings
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UM 4.6 wauszidiuAmduyseaniAianumiennedisaniigs luniseenwuulaseasg

1A INDDFLN

1 a A

<9

DAUMULSIFUFLIT ouINUHUANlM 35 Damage Index Model Park-

Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, T:lz 2, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Soft Soil
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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sUN 4.7 wauseiuA1duUseandANAUMte N ag8ann1ad lun1seankuulasIasia

U

91ANsnedgiasumaniadunIuLstduasiiauaInurufulnIn 1835 Damage Index

Model Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, T:L: 4, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Soft Soil

Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, Ilz 6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec, Soft Soil
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A a = lo o

LI9NANTUINAUNITN 4.2 AziiiuleineAItisansids RD Jussiududseanseuds 5

Y

Ay AUl uduADULINAZRITUNRN N ANTIUVDILATIAS19UUY Modified Takeda
Model Mifisag uussalinetununluastufusoudonou wennudirelunisiiatsan 39ay
laAuIMAT Ry dusunsainiAtAuUasnse Damage Index Model Park-Ang DI = 0.2-1.0

dmsuaanuwiearimun (Target Ductility Ratio) [T = 2, 4, 6 wagAIUNSAUSTINVIFIL
Tnsea$hs T=0.1 Sec Famanssunulfuanduzuil 4.3-4.8

Fearnagauanids Ro = f(DI), fi, aviiAnsudiu (T=0.1 Sec) TunnnstiuazazilAus
\doufigIu Base Shear anad ileAmnuwmilenimun (Target Ductility Ratio) [X s 3
ﬁiaulsuﬁﬁ]ﬂ%lﬂuﬁugmiuﬂ’133%7’1&meﬁaawaqms&wawﬁwé’a Rp = f(DI), fi, #ialy

Funewudl 2 TnsiessimaudLTLSsSEwineAn Ry flu T wiafleddu Ry (T) dmdu
f1 Dl way [ fidneuilarieu Fslumsfinwniianndr DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0 wazld I =6 Ingldtoya
NNANIAUIMAITLUSE AN Ta8anras Ry 8931 18%anAN T=0.1-3.0 37t 91nAAuY

LHUAUINIAIAIT IO UAUBITIAUAN S HIAAYOININTIIV HBH.1301/1302-61 AANEY

Q:Q'{l =

A d‘ = c&' = % ! o/ o
L39L0UNg 1Y Base Shear anasdnulowiguiuadnussdnsaiaumies Tnsnan1sAuau
louananalugun 4.9-4.11

5 a dll U v 6 1 U 1 Y v = a (3

TURDUN 3 HoMANFURUSTZTNINAT Ry AU T olad 390 ATISININANTZNUVD
AMNUUanAY Damage Index Model Park-Ang fifuun DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0 then1#lsAdu Ro
=f(DI), i, T, SC WngldvayainuanisAiuinesmduussansiieannias Ry ieuseidiua

o

uUszAnsesdimenlaenansawinlaiansnaluguin 4.12-4.13

Juneudl 4 wWevailendu Rp = f(DI), fi, T, SC laudAuninsizdannnansenuvese
AULUNZANVDINGANTIULATIATINUWUU Hysteretic Behavior wiveumfleddu Rp = f(DI), f,
T, SC, HyslaglddoyaainnanisAruinuseiiua1dulseansyieannnds RD 91U 2 ¥
Ine7iAndsiAanInAInNUaniy Damage Index Model Park-Ang #ifinviun 3 A1 An
<) o ¥ =~ a 1o s £ aAa o v PN
Juduau 6 yadeya ieUsilludduusednsssalinenlaenanisiuinlaiananalugus

4.14-4.15
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.
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'
=

UsgaNSAIANUNITAUSISUTIRINBYILAANIEY TUNITODNWUU

g

DAUNLLSIFUaTDUINUHUALLT 3T Damage Index Model

<«

o=~} T:l: 6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=0.1 Sec
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Ul 4.10 waUsiiiu

1

ANFUUTLANTAIAIUNISAUSTTUYIRLNBTIAANIRT MNITEBAWUU

lAsaasnoIAsuanadgivedunuwsduaziioua nuiuAuly 35 Damage Index Model

Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.

5, 1.0, Ilz 6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=2.0 Sec
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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JUN 4.11 maussfluAdudsednsainunisausssuIRietvantide luniseenuuy

lassas9eIasHilanedgLitafmunIuLssduaziiowanuiuiulm 38 Damage Index Model

Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, T:l: 6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, T=3.0 Sec

4.2.1 NIIAIUIURIRLUUINADIMAUIZAUF1ASULASIET19ADUNTALASULAAN

Ro(Modified Takeda Model) = Rp:Cyr
(4.2)

dnSutunds (Rock Sites)

__ (6.00D1-0.85)(0.25[1) i
Z,

Ro 1

Z1= 14— 1 EXP[-(7.51+%)(1n(T)+O.3O)2]

234DDCT (456221

AMUSUTUAUBIU (Soft Soil Sites)

_ (7.25+3.57 In DI)DI(0.25[)'3 n

R
D Z

1

1 1
=1+ -
22=1 0.44(DNC192)T  (2.08-1.63DI)T

EXP[-4.0(In(T) -0.20)?]
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Rp (Bilinear Model) = E—D
BI

(4.3)

dusutuiiu (Rock Sites)

229301 %" +3.5001 0/ 7002

I’]D = (-0.6DI + 3.0) [ ] (O'ZSH)-OAS-O.OST

1+(2.32+3.30D) TV

AnsutuAUBeY (Soft Soil Sites)

0.31+5.82n (B1)+(-6.23In (1) ) 7%

1+(0.08+1.16D1) T>°

r]D = (1.57 - 0.2DI) x[ ] (0.25(:[)-0.45-0.05%

dmSuA Cyr MU Gy 1UUAINISUSUUA (Correction Factor) dmsunsalnldngfngsy
294 Hysteretic Behavior Nuans 19y aeuanilumisnen 4.1 @wmsulunsal Modified Takeda
Model FsdiFwafiu 1.0

) ° = = ' ° A o U .

97N ALY BUW BUTE NI 1B UUTIARIN Y @UeiuAT Strensth Reduction
Coefficient fifuI0UlARIN Hysteretic Behavior d3UsTaiangtuAueay Akanlugud
4.14-6.15 azdunnladn wuvirassniuauedliaiusadeouiigiu Base Shear NlndiAsaniuy

an

A19199 4.1 AINSUSULALTLE93In Hysteretic Models Aananeri

Site Target Correction Factors

Condition Ductility Bl Model MT Model

Ratio, Cy Cur

Rock Sites 2 1.15 1.0

4 1.35 1.0

6 1.40 1.0

Soft Soil 2 1.15 1.0

Sites 4 1.20 1.0

6 1.10 1.0
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry-Wall Buildings
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Hysterristic Modified Takeda Model of Masonry Wall Buildings

L TN
N T S e

———Fy,DI=1.0
———FY/Rd(DI=0.5)

——Fy/Rd(DI=0.2)

V‘\/T

-100.000 -50.000 0.000 50.000 100.000

Displacement (mm)

a (-

JUN 4.14 wauszdiuArdudssdnsvesnginssulassaiiauiiedioaningg lunisesnuuy

'
| P =

Tassaseemsnlenedgiiomumuussduasifiouanunuaulnl 38 Damage Index Model
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Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, TL:6, MT Hysteretic Behaviors, , T=3.0 Sec, Soft Sites
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Hysterristic Bilinear Model of Masonry Wall Buildings
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Park-Ang, DI=0.2, 0.5, 1.0, T,'l=6, Bi Hysteretic Behaviors, , T=3.0 Sec, Soft Sites
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4.3 NANIINTIVEBUNITITINUDTIVBINSLEA1YI8AAN18991N15U T2 UAT
arnulasadeii aldluniseanuuulaseaiisenasuianad g aduniu
wseduaziiouanukufulvn

Tunsnwillémmsaseaeudmsunsdlasadnorasulinedgiidauuiufus oy
TneldngRnssuves Modified Takeda Model induiiasezsd TnsidenAinnudasnisaes
1As9a$1991A157 Avuadmiuniseanuuy Ae DI=0.5 wan1siiAs1gsidmiunisiden
dusyansveaniidauanddusuil 4.14 asdanalédn nsmusudeudigiu Base Shear fin
Mean fifneoudnsmsfiasianefiseiu DI=0.5 uaza1 Mean-plus-one-standard-deviation
fianeglurouiun 1.0 wanyinsinusadoudigiu Base Shear lun1seenuuuiiiausuniiliien
aulasafefidisme a1nnansznuvesdusuiulmdnlngarlivh Tlassadiaenans
wifsnedgiasumanliimaneiilosan

wniIsuiieusavesusadouisiu Base Shear msldarsanidsluniseeniuy
Tnssafrsoansuidaned gl edumuussduasiiiounnuauAulvidie3s Damage Index
Model Park-Ang AeuflaziiausadeudilglusonuuuluduneusolliuliinnuUasnsei
Aeut1eiulaniiAusadoudisiu Base Shear #ilfainnisoanuuulpeinnseenuuurig

[y

780 Strength Demand Design

Seismic Damage
3.t)l_- L % A

8 Max
DI s ;’J
2.0 .
+
10 Mean + SD
Mean
0.0 Min
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0
Period T, sec

JUN 4.16 nsmimInsavaeunsldmiivaninasluniseaniuulassainoinskianedgiite

v
v < =

AUNULSIFUASLTIEUINLANLAULIAIETE Damage Index Model Park-Ang , DI=0.5, Itza,

a v

MT Hysteretic Behaviors, Soft Sites Tusu3dedl
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=

4.4 wamsUTeufisuiunsniseanwuuiliauslaetnisedu

Mnuansieuiisuaduussanstisanmdsiiauelaeinise Suqdddndnnisaes
AINULUT 89T A e Nassar-krawinkler (1991), Miranda (1993b), Lee et al. (1999) 11
Wisuieufunansidensineil Tnennsldrduussansdivanmdsdmsunginssa
Ths9ad1a Modified Takeda Model (MT) wardmduanmiunuudaniieuiiouiu fuans
Tugufl 4.14-0.15 wavsngieniléannisinuniaddudnnisvesraruaends Damage
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