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/] ABSTRACT /

It is inevitable to use the distinct element method in the analysis of structural dynamics for stacked stone pagoda system. However, the
experimental verification of analytical results produced by the discrete element method is not sufficient yet, and the theory of distinct
element method is not universal in Korea. This study introduces how to model the stacked stone pagoda system using the distinct element
method, and draws some considerations in the seismic analysis procedures. First, the rocking mode and sliding mode are locally mixed in
the seismic responses. Second, the vertical stiffness and the horizontal stiffness on the friction surface have the greatest influence on the
seismic behavior. Third, the complete seismic analysis of stacked stone pagoda system requires a set of the horizontal, vertical, and
rotational velocity time histories of the ground. However, earthquake data monitored in Korea are limited to acceleration and velocity
signals in some areas.

Key words: Distinct element method, Stone pagoda, Seismic response, Modal parameters, Vibration

1. k' E AEF Lz Aol tlot TSN ELE Al Z3]o] B|WSIT AR AEHe| A
g Al 24 vl S Aokl olt). 3 o] gl (3] AYAIA] 53 &gt
Ak Bl s s Abslaka] Tdo)A] o)FolA gro. © Bola T EA oA mElE ZPREkT, AR upEEe Fpake] 27t
20001 o} Foflof 25k oA A A EE T ok A s 1R Hi wEPste] F2970) ARES gHe PrEE BEY F9
BOH ATe AR FRIN g sAREY @y Agesy  TUSERRESTSASEwRasea sl S g5
(Distinct Element Method, DEM)-& 0|83t 2275 £4] o7 )1 s é%$ BTk AR A o3t el g 2 4o Tt 4]
WA B7IAT 502 - 8 4= ek A LElo] 22 AQto|2t ZHolA onl= °‘9H ARt mEe] fa/d
=] F8HA A 2712001 W~2008 W)= Mg 12542 715 EA4 Z 2 AR =TT HufshH, AEe] A e} A Age] f
S apelaly] 15t A nd At SR 46141;]04;} ol gul E1]L A& RE27} AR FIFIL BRI A, T A S EAJo] AR|Blthe 71AL 2Est
0]1,} Heby) Zho| tleeo] A7t 2 A E|o] LRES o|2 = A Lo tis}o] A| Feslek
< TG 7 2 2l(mass-spring model) 2} $1<; Atk (shear beam) 2] s el AA| A A o] B4 AEo] Ask ] Il it

A 58] 24} 4% B9 USE vmetatch chg A 5 oo ol . sk ai 2ef Al
O] AL} o2 Ak F|Ast Ao} 2ol 9o ® etk o)A Eﬁé*}’g AZ Elo] 3R] Hael7] wiizol Alobe s ree] f&
¥ 5218 A5 PABS Bo1% Chh A ol el sk A1) Bk IS SIS AF A 5T AT 23 nlk A

‘ﬁi‘ﬂ B fplepet R $5de T2k dut o

9] S5} o 24 o} Mnslelch 2 ol Rt 24
*Corresponding author: Lee, Do Hyung S 13-4 50 mEgAto] FUSH AARS el Z:}tgﬂ-[S]%%ﬂ,%]':,L =
E-mail: dohlee@pou.ac.kr F4jo] 2H= 2 O|FRES A 4= Gl A R AL Aletetgick Aot

(Received August 13, 2018; Revised August 20, 2018; Accepted August 21, 2018)



E£3 M1255) | September 2018

EE“ [e] :L;G o]% EE%
mode) 2 A5}l Qlck
S19) Foba 519 i e 9lo] d5el Tl 7] 280} A%
o whe} AlEehe et nRE 919] Ao AT = A (rest), &
2to|g(sliding), 7 (rocking), Eero]d-27)(sliding-rocking), 12|11
A-g-1]3(free flight) 57442 FEETH6]. 27 K= A2 npdA47}
/0] H]wch 2 8 7k ofje} 2o AR we 2 9o WAk,
ofi= HR1e] oFA710.5-0.7 AEQIE Tefolel A7) B8] ol =
k15 o4} 710k 27) S to] WAl 7Hssiek. Algte] A H& olh
Zwrproua 27Jo] WAskA] gRech et ofe] Fo] FAA aejst
7850l =7Jo] HAY gk = Qlrk
Housner{ 7= 240 L 3] 274 8531 sl s s
8%5 EAESEI M s e L
RS} 27 S Glov], 27127 9 71 o] el
"—4# Ho] Wk 21 HAArk Yim el al. [8]:> 48 9 422 2171 &5

o SR A U 850 51 2 S8 NS U Sl

A7r Rkl o5t 27| 714 K= (self-exciting

Em
2 X o
ﬁ
r>~
oBL‘
E
gﬁ
o
E
Bo)
HE
_0,

it
E
i)
filo
=
II,
l
:;
g
o
<L
i
>
L
ot
ol
> e
J
4
=
ne,
1o
rE

7= M”Zﬂ 4 8 Z7A a
1]‘?} A5 Aol mi-9- RISk A A2 Q1 ZaFo] LR ] ARk 2HE2
2819 591, Ishiyamal9]= 74]] 23}
H%HEE C‘f‘*(rest) %E}O]‘:‘ (sliding), 3]#(rotation), &&}o]
k] 7] Z(translational jump), 18|11 3]
A X(rotational jump) 767}7(]& AoJstgiet. a1 Tl AR 7HA|
E20] tfglo] R ¥ AP Al mE6la 53] AlEd o] AL Bato]

G HATES FRYsIGIT A 9 7RG 2717 A9 =0]9
B] oAt o] 27) AHZo] AJABIT] 1811 7HA| EE29] £} oo =
A (overturning)ol] g} 7122 A|A5F3 Tk Koh et al.[10]& E3lo] 7}
57712 ol S T AR A o] 27 Sl thate] a4l A mell
TGS AT 7T} Gl AHEe) HFRE 9fsho] AWk A
o] Y 9 A o) - 51-8315ITk Spano et al.[11]2 270 =
1 7 E550] AN 7HR E S 1 4714] R Eof thsto] 27) 359
B42 812 A A8t Kounadis el al.[12]-2 |4t 7FR10]] that2 g 744
uso) 27) A Bl daly uH shE ANSATE 1 5
Kounadis[13]& 27) HE® gl olzg} 27)-&2lo|d REE vst &2
44 B2 ATk

ubEE 9]9] Sutold REof Ajt AFE A H i, Newmark[14]7}
A2 s Aot BGE 220 S5 12 Avfsigon),
Younis and Tadjbakhsh[15]+= Coulomb B}z Ale]o]] Q= TG 7}
Ao 2E&7 B E=(stick-slip mode)of] TRk 24124 S AAISHAT. of
71 2Els mEL EelA B} ojRAHe] At grow
2olA AssihrE S oA AeiEErt thEd njneAs Ase T
gtk EL-Raheb[16]-2 th3- 74| £ thet 2867 RE5 thEqith
E50 4 upEAl, A8EY A, 7H 719k Fatepo]] gt ookt
4> A5 S3sISIc

Aol oieh .2 178 Al Tt 2tk S5k ol
A 25 5ol g 27) ST o] L 7| 5o] o Hxlali v
o] mi- AleiAl 2494 Blj2) Lol A QiTk o] gt tijte 2

i

=)

e

I

L [

i

o

=

346

A 4213 el Aol 4o] 22 A7ET 9lck DEM &
Cundall and Strack[17]] 2|34 |22 270Utk DEM-2 1 A7+ 2]
1 v} ) ENE TSIl AR AARIT 271 270S Y

o|Estoiof gir). Z1efut 3A| AlE ol Ak AR 272100
- IRk Ao Qe TRE A1 AR Al AIRE AR S uf e Hrk
Hefop 2| AlEH 0] A /S & = Sl ol Sleiil= - 2R
A7k 28o] 3 g 5 TR ALRRE 31T o] Al At
of AgslA] btk T3 AT FF Al WEIAIeL 2 S S AT
A0 7 =% slojofk i} Winkler el al.[18]= DEME o|-8-5}0] thokst
2099 E55 B utol et o 5 A1 9] X33 S A sISIch
T3 Zs ) Aee skl o, DEM 2] AlE o) el vlal
AT Jsthe] Y 7iG = A717E A 9] E o)) H] ol
27 Ago] AlRFRRE: AR oAl Zelsteich

7Ht§§3_1_‘?j% 20034 2% =2 GUI(Graphic User Interface) 7|5t A3

E9Jo] ‘3DEC’[19]7} &AI¥]%13L, 3DEC & Ol*‘lﬁ} Aol FhzsfA o
k200749 Ha T Il ST 7152012 A A
o s SR, P25 2

=7
T

:F‘é

F

?**E*Oﬂ Eﬂﬁ}oq Tx ?fé
R 9=

A AR
o 7

[ [¢]
YEE dEslint 34 512412 AR e Ak A
B

711‘3%‘-{&‘ﬂ4£ Aot Ay /\PO]—O/] Ay 2 £ 5 55 2dY
SHoYA 3t s A Hoh i frEfshe). ey AR SEAl B ot
’é‘ Ao F7HE7t ‘?:_“gsb—, Q== Aol Alkteko] Rithst
o o] giek. e} PR A o] §EA]l HEE
ol cleret 42|l Aol Fs ] o] clefat ofe] 485l
Sick. el A7) AR R ATE S BE 451 1ol B
57 g0l ot A1) 4% 29} sick
Aero] YA 5E 7145 A 2, Kim and Ryu[25]-2 AAAF 2
SAE AE 7] 2yl tiste] WEdde 222 sigict Ao
23, 26]= E=AH A4S A, AREAR] 25 AR 9 AARR] 35 AE]
tisle] YRS HE HekS A|XSHT) Doros and Anastasopoulos
27)& 2R 2 AR 7150 4R 55 UEF 715l tisted vhefdt
) AL FE o], T AP 27 Sl Aldol)
ok A 0 2 22 27)-g5t0] o] o, 27 % g ofjz)
52jo15) 810] FA0] SR 21 HSISIE. el At
3 Apole] B 42454 S3Hc
QA 23 AT EQo] 3DECE o] &3} Aeke] YRIASH7}
A7} 272 o R3] ek, 224 A5k 7212) 52 AB o] 7)
QAN AR w7 gl Helv) T2, ob2] 7iE 84S o]-85t A
Sl okl 43 1301 3 o} ok, e ol 2o] %
ol M BEI A he Aefolch. £ A 24 Mg el S
5 SliAoll 7 a4 e 2 %‘“‘Lﬂ% 7H'5} A7 -l Al arefsfor

T EARES =3 Bk

of

—

nsi >



—
(\S]
—_

®

(8ngg),,

¢ )

7 L J 2 A J
B~ ’I\
@ v Ap v @
. : il i
A A >
Uvg (An(A))tl = y,At K /]\(An(A))nJr(A"(A))t2 g

(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 1. Ground Motion; (a) t=to; (b) t1=to+ At; (c) t,=to+2 At;

Cundall and Strack[17]0]] 2]aA 27)= 7jH @ A8 e 0] A2
& atol 48515, et 20 Aol 54 344

2 g310] ERAS 719 58 AFL oS5t oIk 712 /1
Sk

_V,L llo o

(1) AJEd|o]A A7t 28lo] Zlopr] S1E9) 7|42 7} AR2so) 11,
(2) 574 847t matd Pol FHe) HFshL Q= the fago] Alvts
A et

TR o AR AR /R E 84S AT S HS Bl SHE
2 EAYsofof Rkt B T4 ol AR 52| (Contact Law)&
A gsto] 22l Ade] 5 28 FE& APgstolo she WA ZEo) Sl

THIG =T E 28 e Ashs AAE Hol7] §fsto] Fig. 1=+
AL O] E55, x Sy, 7FARE el e Ik Ak v, o] &
R SR AP SRk 27)(Ft) o= AW 15 E5x = H A
A FETIAIRE S 2822 QITkaL 7R ARE 28] At 3o, 4]
HE O R v At W ofsdith 717 (2ol &5 x2hy =t
et 271 SR Aok ok 29 1)k e At 2
2 xAjo] 4 AGIA] S eo] WA HE A, 9 A, 217t Ak}
S5 x| A3} HZ(contact pomt)tA 0 A, Aol FHH o=
Aelatck 2 elol A Al 98] (An,,),, = T A7E 28 A ERHE
= x) B4 A, ol et k] 1 A, 4 W9I2 elai. of7]A,
A1 A7t A Ui 330 Jelsle] T 2ot
che) g9 AL ol gsio] AP,

AF, =k, (A”)u

n

=k v At 6))

n’g

Flon =k, (4An)y, )
Foy =k, (Mn),, 3)

Seee] A2 W2 A stu
2k

22 xohy o] A 14 71w theat

iy = F,/mg,) “)
Fynlmy,) 6)

of7)4, &, 9 4= 217H B2 0y o] eF 1 o] et Al TS ey
3, m, O m,) = 217E S8 x 2y o) Mk Lhebck. 4] @)2) A (5)ol
AP F4ss 7171 (el O ARFt=teHAt ol b=t 20t
QF AR 7P T1efR, B2 X0y O] &= The Alo] ofaiA AP
.

L

L
7
L

O

4
0

[&,],0 = [F, 1 /my, )] A ©)
i, = [Fy /my, ) At o

AR 28ty 2 At 7 A HBE] AT} w9 20 Tk AL of
§31o] 4 % gk

(Angg))y = (v

y [y /me) 1 A0 At ®)

(A )y = (F 1 /mip) | AL = LF, )y /) ] AL) At ©

A7, (Angy))p 2 (Ang g )y iz QFZ0] QoI
ow At ﬂxm ‘ﬂiok‘?ﬂ 1 59| e gl

o
’F-:‘r‘ [
ck. %_‘E‘_P@_i ZIHH % % el §l d of thaAl L 7iidol 2 218

347



st=2x|TlEsts| =23 | 223 65 (53 HM125%) | September 2018

SR REN S el skl Fig 25 s B2 xolyo] £
2)2} 514, 12 B2 xoly o] St 217} i, 9}
A Wake opo & ke BE xobyo] ZHEL 77t

2 3% H(Common Plane,

o,

g
>.1‘
of
12
o
i)
cjn
M
_°|l',
rr
jabn)
©x

CP)—E Xé_mt} S5 X0y 9| A AE Al 3E W CP =S
WA CR Aotk BE5xy O =S AAsH= R d9HE S e, 2t
T A OJSAL e, oF Al AR 2 90° 3] T ENS ¢, 2 A ol5iAL B

>~

=
Sy ol 14 B, of ok 25 x2] W 7, o) Jeas) X 2 Aelshel, 4
AP, AR O] AT T W o] WA 02 Abga 4

ek
= Xe, (10)
5= Xt, (11)

a5
AF, _k, Mn (14)
AF, =k As (15)

)

714, b, Tk, ) B R 7 eI ) Wl Al A
L8 9] Aol Fig. 30| Itk
Z}7t0) ARk 2ol S50 AL 5 9 4
I g51o] 217 £, OF F, 2 LR 4= QL Nt
A

W A8 2 o ol A & 4= ik

(F)y=(F,)y_, +AF, (16)
(F)y=(F)y_, TAF, a17)
Coulomb 1} & Chah Ak A (17) 04 AP e

£ 91 ek “Oﬂﬁ S S5 7T AR (),

2o 9o

(Fax = Ftang, +c (18)

348

Fig. 3. Sign Convention

o714, ¢, 2 ci= B5 nFRH 9| bRkt A4S Lebdich

E5xol| theh 2= Reki=1,2) vt EH.OM el Z*DPE%I 27
e, o) S S, ), TH, ), M,
Al 29 2ef| oJaiix] 5 x 9] *HET 7FLE 7, S} IS 6, ?:*%E}.

2.3 2 HE

AREEy ol S5 xofl Agatal Gl ok MHEE Ak, HE
Nog
| THA A7 28] At ol = 2g8)al Qlokal 7gRic EE xof F-85]
2
= FE AR AL o) Ak
m(f)if =2 [E:z:)? +D(1‘)i]7 Cj:? (19)
1,0, = =M, - C'9,, (20)

o7|A, 1, £5x 0] PABUES Uehich. o ¢ = AR A8 7
4 A4-2 Uehe, £ x| et g alee] ulesiel Aofgich

C=am,, (21)

¢ =al, 2)



A (19)014 D, , 1= % 714122] T UYL, 4] 20)0] ol
S0, AN ED, ), 9 71047}13451010?6@ HAEHE D, 5

A7 (D,) DAY A4 (D)2 ke Ao AgEn
(D,)y=¢i @3)
(D)= %)

71, ¢, The, = HE AR A=, E5x 2 el vlFste] A

o] gk,
Cn, = /8 kn, (25)
¢, = Bk, (26)

718 714 (1) gj5o]l 4] (19)9F 4] (20) 2] 7REES} 7h 7R = A 7kA
& Atgtdrolet. SIS A8 EE X S thea Atk

At
Nm,

_ CAt
m(x)

}+Z( +D,) }/
(z) (27)

(28)

{1+ c AQt}
](.r)

N8 4w T 20] 25 ] 1igle} S Qe Atk
(@) yiy = @)y + (&) A

)
(0,) 1 =(6,) y+(8, )W%At (30)

ZHLE 250] mo) 31, 71401 k) B A|2wle] 490] 417
L310) W A S QA ARKE AR 2V o]ck

3. &3 Al=zlo|M

3.1&+ 27 SH

Housner[ 7] 74 £59] A1 npaAl715-25] 2 7870l S2told
BE glo] et 27 R IS ST 4 27 mESl 1415
71, T, & oha A G 2k

o’ e}

Fig. 4. Pure Rocking Mode

25
Analytic Soln
O Numerical Soln for h=3b | |
Numerical Soln for h=4b | |
201 O Numerical Soln for h=5b | |
le] ,
|- // =
7 [wr 15 /
4 |1
10 .
-
& =
o
o |
5[ o & o
9 0
|
S
. . . . . . . .

Fig. 5. DEM Simulation Result of Pure Rocking Modes

4 1 1
T= \/VI/R/IO cosh (1700/(1) 3D

01714, 6,, R 8 o= Fig. 40] BRIck Wol &= 217} 0] F3 04
of cifgh P =S Upehic,
AR A 47 2] 27) o] dis 715 AN Fig, Sof 11T 3
B S 0] o (3.4, 90 ol 27 4o u%#é@s}aa
. 2717187 0,7} 50 84 ol A
Selo} 25k 21 2492 el ol ek A 2
o Alg a4 A= 2 A5} ol

2
=]

o

32 &

>

20|18 3

+
o

Newmark[14]+=Fig. 63} Zro] 2] Ab2+g] H A(rectangular pulse) FE]
Zh= )ik 7o) ehafod, A4k 910] Lo Wagol mel w1 BEo] &
&afo|g HLE ZHof thsto] A4 a5 AXSITE 01714, o, =
AR ISR, 1 B 3 S
20| At} 9] ., of thet HA= chet ek

o [

349



sh=2X|2IZss| =28 | 223 6= (83 H125%) | September 2018

acc. Uy

W=mg

tp time

Fig. 6. Rectangular block acceleration pulse of moving support

102
\ ~— Analytic Soln
\ O Numerical Soln for ap=0.5g, Tp=0.5 sec
10'F E
100 F ~ ~—o_ j
u —
l—[ maJ; \@
apty, —~_
107" E E
102§ \3
. . . . . . . . .

0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 0.9 1

2
Umax = aPtP (&71) (32)

o714, p&t g= 5Tt At Alo] npEA|lG} ZE 714G =S VERHTE
A 745 0, = 0.5 g9} t, = 0.5 secol| ths}d, mFAl4(11=0.1, 0.2,
0.3,0.4, 0.5y HIStA7|HA 78 @ 4 AlEE0]AS 4=3Y313iTh Al
glo]A Aaf=Fig. 70 BRItk E59] R A 71 pug 7L AR 755
A7) a, A ZoPdaE AlEH 014 Aol EAs| Alo] 9] @k AX|A|TL, A
HEA 0 2 & A= A o = Qlrk

4. XITISH AlEgofM

4.1 XIS R

2, 4 9 SBHE RS A| B8O ASS 27 mEe} Lo
& 7} Aol i Uepih A1 Sl gk i gl wig
220 20| u] 5 7I5FA, S50) Ui, nhkvie] A c, Ik} tan,
o) A k, 4 A 1 g, D%JHI QA A2k

28 ojn] 28 Ak 2

350

Vx g(m/sec)

Vz g (m/sec)

t(sec)

Fig. 8. Horizontal Velocity (Vxg) and Vertical Velocity (Vzg) of
Ground Motion

Table 1. Simulation Variables

Variables Remark
Friction coefficient 045
Normal stiffness, &, (N/m) 4x10° For all floors
Shear stiffness, k, (N/m) 4x10°
Contact damping, 0.01
Global damping, o 0.05
Time step, At (sec) 0.001
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