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ABSTRACT
There are representative two performance evaluation methods for performance-based
design(PBD) of reinforced concrete structures by the nonlinear static analysis, one method
includes the capacity spectrum method(CSM) suggested in ATC~40(1996) and the other is the
displacement coefficient method(DCM) in FEMA-273(1997).
The objective of this paper is to compare and verify two methods and suggest the
displacement-based design for new performance evaluation of reinforced concrete structures.
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