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Limited Ductility Seismic Design in Moderate Seismicity Regions
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ABSTRACT

Korea is located in either low or moderate seismicity continental region. It is realized that design codes and
underlying design concepts of high seismicity region may not be appropriate to low or moderate seismicity
region. In this paper, test results on the seismic response of structures without seismic detailing are reexamined
and compared with numerical analysis results. The seismic design concept based on limited ductility is proposed

as an alternative seismic design approach in moderate seismicity regions.
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