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Effect of Hysteretic Characteristics on Inelastic Seismic Design Spectra

L 9 F LI S o] 7 ™
Oh, Young-hun Han, Sang-whan Lee, Li-Hyung

ABSTRACT

Current seismic design code is based on the assumption that the designed structures
would be behaved inelastically during a severe earthquake ground motion. For this
reason, seismic design forces calculated by seismic codes are much lower than the
forces generated by design earthquakes which makes structures responding elastically.
Present procedures for calculating seismic design forces are based on the use of elastic
spectra reduced by a strength reduction factors known as "response modificaion factor”.
The effect of hysteretic behavior, as well as maximum ductility ratio and period on the
inelastic strength demand is investigated. Special emphasis is given to the effects of the
hysteretic characteristics such as strength degradation or pinching. Results indicate that
inelastic strength demands are strongly dependent on level of inelastic deformation,
period and hysteretic behavior.
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WA FEA AAE e AAZEES & XA LPPET o AP WelH F2Eo)
AFsted 2oy ZE B 423 Fe goz HASH g}, F, FEEo WAMAA G AL
HE #3972 E(lateral strength)x ©4 877} XS (elastic strength demand)& 735 744 4 (3
SEAAF)IZE Yol E AA 5925 (lateral design strength, LHAIY)E 44313 gl o
AAA FANA ALse BAEARASFLE F2E9) 723 (damping), #7172} E(overstrength) ¥
=] 4415 (energy dissipation capacity)® FAel 22T RALZA, FAA FA 244 3
Ad F2EEY A5 ¢ AHARE Fste AP FAEold. siAw, 8 WA AAFA
ANY ZEAZASE A ARAo] A=l Sty AR S, o$7), FE dA)
E HAE AT AT vgA] AA24EH] HAF Hrle Y WALA FF9 AgAE
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T den, 44T £E22 gl WS AT & JES & MRy LTFEE 44
sob T Rolth. A 3069 F3t YR AFASA A MDY SIAEA FL A7t A
Hol A, AR WAMA FEol $YdY YET FEE AFE LoliT A EE ol
o ool & APlN TEZ = ATEE e Ao

(1) ZE AAAYNE §A57) Astel YoP A& $YHES 2HY 4 IS FEA4,
LHF7) 2 AREAR BAA ] WGY LPFEES 474 Tk,

(2) MBY LTREE 4RHEA Q9N FEE I9AFT 549 93¢ Yhech

2. 71 479 2%

MR 8725 24Ege FEEY FASAEAFI, B8 L 4AF ) AkeF
Gt BT ARYE FHoloh PP AR BTl wRY SFREA WAL JPE F
Waol A% JIE 75 de Bk

1) Riddell & Newmark®?) 97(1979)

2, 5, 10%8) 73S #E B2 (elasto-plastic) N 2RF 5%9) FH B 2= 01X A (bilinear)
2 A S (stiffness degrading) A&¥e) izt A0S 1914 ¥e 1074 d=A
QA gy $gAdEFL A5t o] dFE #S5E AANFE ALFHA g Fiaw
EYE Futz, old AT FAYH AHE As2E £YT Ao dlrock)F} FHE
(alluvium) z1dteld BEE 1070e) AR EE AL, o] AFAge) ogshd g4, oA
3 o B ALY Ag-sdol A FASHA YeEi2 den, B2 SH2YEYS A
231 Ao] YA LR 4AZe AAE AL & o AU sl

2) Nassar & Krawinkler 2] €3-(1991)

o} AFE WF ARG 715d 1509 A FE St FARFE o)A ¥ (bilinear)
FZEE ¢3S Atsgd. ZHFV), FEAE, WAy L wgA oldAFTH gL dSy
& Bl ol AQDA)e & HF v S FAES 2AHY L o] Aol osid YA
s} FAAEY o]dAE(FA Clough 2d)L neA 8775 & J3%& Fx d+ A2z v
1237 4=

3) Vidic, Fajfar & Fischinger ¢ €7(1992)

u)F ABAGH 19799 §3 Montenegro XA A 7188 20748 A5 =& A&t HFE
wgd 8FAEE ARARA. F2Ee o)dAFTE o)A ¥ (bilinear), 2 3P (Q-model) &
4% ALsigen, 23ERL F2EY AN Ak vH s H AR (viscous damping)E
2. vgAd SFREE 2749 Fr9Gor FEH A on, 2 FridYdME
WojdAn)o et AP e dajHsle Ao e

3. ¢H29EYe) A4 449 AVAR
2 AFAE Bulst oA 7152 F 12709 NA%E Agstgdon, o] A7 S o
@ 4e Tl veht gt o ZISEE AMAS B2 £oR 5164 )SH Ae) 3, S29

S314 7129 o] 4, SaclH 71EW o) Solch. YA 7ze) AVERE AR @
Qed g oled SRagEPS 2 ANIRE BAY HEE S o Lol
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No. Event Name Station Name Date M (m:/(;eAcz ) 1§;1;le
1 Offshore Eureka Cape Mendocino 1994. 9. 1{7.2] 23.255 Sy
2 |Western Washington Olympia Hwy Test Lab 1949. 4.13{7.1 -177.8 Sy

Whittier Pacoima - Kagel Canyon 1987.10. 1{6.1| 154.853 S
4 Sa‘(‘iaonf;“;rrtys Berkeley - Lawrence Berkeley Lab  |1989.10.17|7.1| -114.412 (S, Ss
5 Alaska PRS Pirate Shake 1983. 2.14}6.3 114 S2. S3
6 Alaska ANH Anchorage Native Med Cntr 1975. 1. 1]6.0 -70.4 Sz Ss
7 Northridge Alhambra - Fremont School 1994. 2.17(6.7| -99.074 |S2 S;
8 El Alamo as El Centro - Imp Val Iir Dist 1956. 2. 9|4.5 11.8 Ss
9 | Michoacan, Mexico Cayaco 1985. 9.19(8.1 49 8 Sa
10 Morgan Hill Gilroy Array Sta #3 1984. 4.24(6.2 199.5 Ss

11 Mexico City SEC. of Communication and Transportation| 1985. 9 [8.1 167.92 Sa

Santa Cruz MTNS

12 (Loma Prieta) Foster City - Redwood Shores 1989.10.17|7.1| 277.607 Sa

¥d, A9 2718 2AstE $PL Jd AdrslEE(Peak Ground Acceleration, PGA)e)
2718 =3%e B4, Hd APEE(Peak Ground Velocity, PGV)e] a71& ZAs: 4y,
217 Uz E 2AHHE P Fol Ak B AFqAE o8 AAAIEES PGAYF T yAA
AFEAA AL e 0.12g(FH2)e REF 2R STF2AEY S 18 F39 AH} &
A A g Agsigct o)2A AdP Ro] 11e]x Ak S4el A 549 A F Mexico 22
2 df 5ol AL HA AFolojy TEANAL. 21 E A2 AL T 1279
AA7158 PGAZF 0.12g2 A ste] Ztzte] x|tz v} ¢ @A SH2AGEYHF 2
A+ EFDAD 34 v F2) NEHRP WA FF(1994)9) @2 vlzsie B3z 9o}, o] F3d)
A AR Qe STHAYERRSY AL o} Pk FEAME (DA ToA TS
23R Yt ol AdARFE FEEANA AR G3e wdsly] 4% A, £ dFd4
T GAREAE 22 $H2HEYE v TE L3,

1.24

S
Sa———“T——-<2.5Aa )

4. 99 875 29 EY (inelastic strength demand spectrum)

FE2EZ 875 W9 dAvl(displacement ductility ratio) Bt} o] & ZR(eele) & =&
) A4TH L ZES AAHAS o A AAE Aolgxn # 4 9. 23E, 2z2E
o] Au A dAGAE AT FRY AN TFU LY GEE F2E AANFRE) WY
AATEE vy AAY T2 A}y 939 2B A5 B3 Fr}s Y Q).

A Z-GA] F2EC]) AP vigA HYe) 5 FEHY AT Ay Adx)e) w2
Aojsl = HAAAY x BA FF F glow, of e} 2L Aoz ekl 4 gt}

v = maxz.l u(d) 2)
y
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(c) S4 =)¥k(1985 WA 22 A 9)) (d) S4 A4t
231, ke g ¢4 SH2YgEYH vz (F A& E=0.12g)

AR AP MY BAFE FEEY AT YLHE oplst 2L $EPHNOET By FaA
.

mu(f) + cu(d + F() = — mu,s) (3)

AANA, m, ¢ B PO 27 A%, 3A45 2 728 2992 dehd o, uE A
9, w(DE Ade] W9, 2T o WEE Ao & FEES AQel 4T TAEE o)
B, '

F2ES ZTHFINE deF Qo] FolAnh.

4)

172
mu,,
£y

A7l A, Ke F2E9 27 24, F,v 72F9 38350},
AR AEF o dehtes F2E w7 SHL F2Ee FAFEREI P2
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w2t N RAAH Y o) Frtas FHE JehA su, 2244 o] F EAH2R HAFT gid.
AAH oz Fojz xR F&e WA FEe Hd B 4 B o] A4 e
U] SEF AN £ & A AL $YAE F,(e=w)E ZASE o] F2F Yol 193
A ReFa Q& wiet o] $£I9AE F(u=1)% F,(p=1)E& TZEY FYFIF22 T4
3oy, 474 @A F 2 EY (linear elastic response spectrum) 2 £ Wy dAduld g
H YA g2 EeR JehtA "

FolA AEEo WM F(u=p)F T3 ¥ A4d £8 H4dA3n w7t 51 ¥
A ;9 = Axe] Lo YAUE £33 dAx A(2)9 BHEAY ALE Y82 I,
F719 EX dAAuE 47 2A HL5d94 HE0) A dd.

Fy _EY.A ‘
A v

Fy (p=pi) fomm- \ v sansM=)& 92 gerus
Fy (R=pi) i) b 8 SRI6DI i 272
i W
:
: o >
Wi - 0 Tx T

a2, A 9Ael @& FEE FEFES] H 193 ¥4 2 HeA 8 TAE 29 EY

5.u€ 8335 Y7}

5.1ueA 8735 9L WAL F& WS

MR STREE FEES $4 SR ol ALLEE, AWASEY ABo)d)d) o
AH AV, Fold AReFA dAA Wwy 27AE Tre 3289 A%FY, 24, o
AA%e) Yelsh ey WY $2(F, A9 WY $42 5L 4 A @ @7
Aol s WA LFREE FRES THFIIS uwA WYY $34 9 A 9P
e Aoz FAA gow, g 2o XL 4 o

. 1t ®)

F,o 93 24)2] A= Re ole] Aube-Fd disfa F2Fo] @A oz AFEY W(F,
#i=D), ZAF7IHE 2 LFZEE el o) BAAAZE 29 EJq. F5IH7)
0ol NVAS(F, p,—0, T—0) BAo] & FZE(rigid system)S FHIFEREE =F9 724
Flax & ujedd HYyS 243 Aoz dele] AubEFe daA o] FxE uEAy
SFREE B 3258} TA5A Uehd F Qo &7 o] TFF 5 gc).
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W FdRflexible) FRE(F, Too)e F2ES £42Es gl 7229 A £¢
A7t Al HUENAsh fAs vehdoh 2822, el AWASE-ARe g6l By
Y F2E WYY 2F FEL VY LTFAEES WAV dE A% FAA Ak 9
B, o F2E WRY LFFEE dEe) 422 dehd 4 sl

£,

F F
- 4 s . _L elastic. 7
W (T o, ,U;) - W (7

S

52094 T A5 Q% Fe 9%

Y dAEA FALS v AAZEE A7) Y5 dSFAAFE A dE BEA
FAFTE AL Atk ol FU19 H3E 2HY £ AEF Ho) A g3, IR F2 A2
de] ¥eE st Agsa glvl. 1988 NEHRP #3 (34444, R)7F 19919 UBC(A
299 HFAS, Re 3 $EZEE HL394AHLE H 4357 st 149 RS o] 2 2=
AZASLE S} BUEAY Fxo disted 1¥49) e AEARASLE FAHSR Ut 2
4= HSD FHE(S2, S3) At A FEE A7) Ze) dfsie] WY AN} 2 9 49 P
2EY qF AEARASFE RAF o, A7) WALATFANA AT AEAZASL IR
o 2 #&e vdehix sl g2, o)E 3t YAMAFALE HAY FREEL F5T w4
HY (R FEe F2EEL2 A2de] HAQANIT 48 Q& A5 FH HgdnE s 2 3¢
S 427 b BRI Y5 FET BrlR E(overstrength) S FH.spofof e,

Ru
10.0
mem VBG4 oursEaDuALSYSTEMS) |
BOT ="~ "YiEiRE ner, cov s awhsrecan |
5.0 pes
4‘0" ) .."¢'. ....... R e
2.0‘ D) MeanRock ........
------- Mean - Alluvium
0.0+ NEi’-fRP & UBC
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0
PERIOD [sec]

a4, v 8 TR HF F7)9) A

Y971, 2404 etz glE whe o] A7) WAFASE TFFIN Wl st T
¥ 529 REF ATHA g AE ¢ 5 Aok

9, ARz 4P G MYy LFZES B FHE AS2, S AN F2E)
Mg SFZEE giAee AAE FEE IAF fASA dehdn ok Zei, deks
SO W HBH LFAEL o]} FHE AMHAE A etz don, Si B
FI (A %) GLF7)e) /3 W o)sPe] FE2Ee] P MY LFREE AL =27 ue
Y42 sle.

Folzl BE BAIAMG HE REAPASE AV Fo] G FP WE BAFT 9ok
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)AL FEES WAALANA FiH EXFART] of  HWYAANI TS gES 3§
At AR HBAY 8 FREE ARLF @ D3] 24 WA AL gu . F,
BE BAEARZAFE AL Ao ARHE FE FHEE ATHA X FE AddE A4
< vl @t o] AfddE Ao WP F) HEF v STAE(ANE B, FF+ ol WS
3 HIYA 87 Z5)E AR5 el uitF sy # 4 .

53 8|94 27X Y3 o]dAF 9%

Ay DARFE FREY oJYAFL 5% AHE ZE 924 (elasto-plastic) ZdE &
Boz ARt on], oj]dAFe] Hild & v RFBEE H)E) Q8o 259 L
2d3E ARsAd. 295904 Yeld o]dAF L AITAYE FERE AFEANS wddsl:
d Hisicz ¢ 4§ .

mox
W Frew
L ,:I, i i
trs j !
ly,r
Tl
AP
g

& LHcaPYN

(a) A5 =g b) A=A} 2d (c) €} (slip) =2
295, F2E29] o]Y A F(hysteretic behavior)d] Wi 2d=)

o]dAFe EAe wE& 4L By WA (pinching)ol}t ZEAH3} EAL FE TxE v
B4 8 F3E7t @L4 (elasto-plasto) FEES AR 3A Jehngz glew], WdAdn s}
F7hstell niel o @ Vo) FEHAIL gt} Wk, RS AAREE AR JHAE
ojdAFH wE EAS A zslof Iz wd .

Mean+9 Strength Demmand Spectra (S1, PGA=0.12¢) : Mean+6  Sirength Derrand Specira ($4, PGA=0.12g)

) T RIQERRS), '

"} 05 1 15 2 25 3 0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4
period (sec) period (sec)

" (a) SuHANKS1)Y] AS (b) ¥R uH(SA)e) A=

196, HgAd 8 7R Wal(dxA4 =Y)
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6. 28

2 AT WRA AR £E& A AL wwY 2TFEE ARHE U QoA F,
BZE 9424 2 J9ASY J%E 2ARE Rold, B3t Be ARE Ak

1) A diste] AiHrigid) FE2ES A dF-E WY oldAFE HEF HdASH:
o] dutFoeln, o] A v L FAEAEAFIRE)E 4 87X B & g
A 2N 8STAEE FE vgA SRR AEARLE F2 @AY, F2E9
7], AgzAF} oldAF 544 oA i

AN o

2) o]dA%Ee) SAe wWE 9%e 2w BH(pinching)el} ZEAS EAE ZE FEEe )
g4 93 AEE v AH(elasto-plasto) T+ E9 AR A vz genzg gAZe] A
ARES A7) AANE o|AASe] BE SN HAs T} Yn BIY}

3) FAE Al AAY F2EY MR 8FZEE HdAGed AT Fx2EY AT F74A
A e gk 2Ed, g g vRd 8 FZEE hield FHE AiFdE d=
A detdz glew, 53 &L FI1(Ae] g4F719 2/3 W] olsh)e] FxZe] AP v &
TAEE AW 2R 3A grislejof Tty Adkde.

4) 9N AARE7F 94 (ductility), 57)(period), Xl ¥k(site condition) L °)HdAFe] dF&
223l HAHsA AFAgd, F2 2P BARe] 28 AT AJFFAE AR
PI F2EY RAEE FRAY F o= Y YARA FAE Bd o FYHeln HIp
wgoes §E8 4 ddz Ardd.

AAe 2
£ A7E 2RYFRALYATAN Aol 9T R2BA o] A=Y
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