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Development of Performance Based Design Method based on
Application of Fragility Method
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ABSTRACT
The purpose of this study is to develop Performance Based Design Method based on
application of Fragility Method. Fragility Method has been used in predicting failure of structure
due to seismic action. However, development of Fragility Curve based on material or
construction for PBD is developed, This paper suggests that Fragility Method can be modified
for PBD and can assess the performance of concrete material or construction.
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Fragllity Curve For Water
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