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ABSTRACT

The objective of this study is to investigate the results of researches which have been conducted
throughout the world and in Korea concerning the behavior modes of masonry infill panels and
frames. The influence of masonry infill panels on the seismic behavior of RC frames must be
considered in the design and evaluation procedure though current code provisions do not generally
require explicitly this consideration. However, since the level of the earthquake intensity in Korea is
assumed to be moderate, the masonry infill-panels may cause the different effect to the structure
from those in high seismicity region and this difference should be studied in depth in the future.
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