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ABSTRACT

There is no earthquake resistant design code for the unreinforced masonry(URM)
buildings in Korea. But it does not mean that all URM buldings in Korea is safe under
the possible extent of an earthquake. The purpose of this study is in the inelastic
analysis of unreinforced masonry walls with many different types of openings, and carry
out their ductilities and strengths. Response modification factor of each wall has been
compared, and the most appropriate response modification factor for URM building in
Korea has been proposed.
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