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Abstract

The Pseudo-dynamic test is a new experimental technique for simulating the earthquake response
of structures or structural components in the time domain. It is especially efficient for testing
specimens that are too large, heavy or strong to be tested on a shaking table. But, in general,
the responses obtained in the Pseudo-dynamic test can be distorted by the experimental errors
inevitably during control and measurement procedures. The studies are to investigate the effects
of the experimental errors on the Pseudo-dynamic responses and apply a correction method to
the Pseudo-dynamic testing algorithm. It is shown that the corrected responses using the equivalent
energy compensation method are in a good correlation with the theoretical ones. Thus, the corrected
Pseudo-dynamic responses could be reliable for evaluating the seismic performance of structural
systems.

...................................................................................................................

FAER A8 NPA U BFHA AW 0|2l SAH YL WBAZ AP PN,
E3) 727} 2 AWA] U] ATUAY Bt B2 o2 ANSFAUS £BE & UEE Ao
ML ol B ATNNE FAFERAY AN Bashs AU S BAg QYdE
nRFgo e WAYEAUS AN FAERARIEES BUASA Y 5 e P AA
a1z ek,

..................................................................................................................

LM E 9 At a7Et B8, AW hY FEE

o] v FAATY o|2He dE& WANAE

Sstgel Agste Biol FaE AW R oy ozgge Fo SRR de A

Aede BuS7] A o e ARY A g0y mag oge Moz A FAsAe
* YL - A7\ EEFGH Wby EAEE HFs] A PHeEM 4EHY A

*EAU EmaP) m2dTE A7A o g&sln Atk &, APAHE EYE oA

* % x4 - FEHrIgd EETH HAlny _ = . - -
~ ’H ol Ep:]»k).o_ 7];} trl- o} L Ao C] 1= 1‘.LL
* %ok x HE 9 - Fxpetr)ed BEF0 Hag 7} CAER - S Aol ATt

Hi124& H415- 19929 1215 —77—



M2 Fejeo] FRE U3t MY YA SR
ALARE B R s, T2 548 gotsr]
Aste] HEAHQ A7t ek AAL2E Te
PRz B (substructure)ol]l Wk HjEHA olHEA
< 7] A% 71EY 7P REFE Ao Re
#7343 J%71¥(Quasi-static test)o] vl FAHH

AEVIHE ARA 9 27]d 5EE Aghe] glor
AEAA = AR, A ghe] ¥4 (loading his-
tory)& A¥HA vy HAAs FH3H7] w7l
FEEo FAAMdynamic effect)E 1887
oele FAMel sleh EY FrEel WALFH
7HE flsted dE APVIHoRE AXEEE
A A8 AP + de 2 4 ¥ 7E(Sha-
king table test)o)] Ut} Iieji} o] HFH VYl
J7He) AEAN 7l e ﬂo]rx; AEe] =7] 1
Aol wut Agd 279 FAAEAE A8k
F 7R %lb'}.

7Ee FUHA HEUIEY 4HE ol 88 M2
FYr e asd $AER  A¥7]Y(Pseudo-dyna-
mic test)o] Qs 31 glo) §AHEE dde —’-52371
Ao o] & ¥ [ AYPAAHE ARGt 2
un deish Ak s 98 5 A 39 v}

130 2d7] el & 2ol QW TS
5|'?i‘~}f“ 19694 2l H-2] Hakuno™ol = 3“”] Hzx
e AR s el R
°¥ 591 & A iskgel gk -
AEE Aratrl M UG AFHE ol§d
fAHH %71l YR FHUAstel Takanashi®
of oj&iA sHEEAch

SALEA Al -;]ng} 7} E2ad dale
Helo) Alojeh WA B

Solth 4] fAHEH dR e

rAEe] vgd 5H

8%

23 (restoring force)] |
Ve 43

A% 7 W =X 25 Y (numerical integration al-

gorithm)& Ao wA EH ,_ﬁ,_;ﬂrs—’:ﬂ R B A7) 2=
Aolth wata SHHEAA A S50 A
28 Yo A A ARG Fabel 7

shebEel wlddAg, 3w 9 chAaaly ARlaks
B, AW-EE ASuASS wested 489S
S & P qlrh B3 RFANEE A7 ol EH
substructuring 71¥-& E¢sle vetdHES Z]HH
e BETEREC] Wi HdEE Bl E8He

J— 78—

37 gAY A3

AA -z ‘d@ #e g F Uk

2 o“—f“ﬂ"?* agHoln] FHYSA $8E ¢
e FAEEHAE dugEes Mdsidc g
FAFEAR ALY daeEe "Uﬂ FAHERHE &
sto] Aldbe Wil Alo], Alojrh fEH F Ao
A= Bdgel AE Y kg AlMAltime step)
AAe] Wel, = W rhExe] Ao 4450
Atk w3, FAFEHAAS st dgelr] ¥
dHoz WEe AEexte] 54 W Roguhy)
3l n@stgon, H¥AE BAYT FAEH
Y duEg ol gske g AlgAel )
stof &4 9 wlgyd ZeHAde sy

o} A%

. FAREE AECIY

2.1 ol2xel ujz

FAER QY EE BH SR AT vpsbA 2
Fael B 0 BAHSHR ohld AWHFS
AFEWN A weisich 2eh} prEel Belwo)
HE SAe olEAel wdg Agshe tale 4
ol AdEAN weh WgHE el Wa
ARAE AZD Rl g EA A A7
o)) e, or«»w«v} 3143, 82l dlol, %2le)
s 2 aEie] A9

4 9] ‘],Al_g-u% SRS o\L,}. x] zlEhzo0] A1 A o)
Aol A A /)(redl time) 0.2 23 A& 7]
SHARAY, FREo AUEFHE FALEHAES
Tasto] *}6}‘1 2e 5 e, A g
gl Agrl= SEEEAHA FHans) sy

A7 gl vl Az CHAl A AldbE de7 &

Aol AoyHr) wild $AE
HAGo 3= 5471 )(hydraulic actuator)@l

HelAlolg e dAhe g e davt glov

._._.__.___—-—————-——COMPUT ER
e o
Data Acquisition I Actustor Control

38 2.1 RARSH HE7IHS @l e

K- AR GRS



a1 H Ao A A A7HE(time interval)#
= A Bl gyl e FYg4vigrle W
AA &g dYgdaneFuds dgexrt 2
2 %2 HH3I uadly + Aok A5 JE
el RHEFH FARE 28 213 Pk

2.2 Ay s

221 #AHE dndF

FAHEHAY el Fol A FRHEE
2 2% implicit method 2.t} explicit method7} ‘e
ARS-E]5L gloh explicit method 2 2% (ce-
ntral difference method) 3 explicit Newmark me-
thodgol glem, AZbeA+ DAt Y] Fx] 8=
AN A iAtolMe] BEYRA o2 RE ALbE
28]3 2 explicit methodol e AlRA ] thet %
Hujegsol He oz FHHE BoEs 4
oo RE Y Alstd FFUA i
olck. B3 APA7} ujghdEgol glg el
explicit methodZE A&3hd LA e W
N7AA] xRz ANEY Y ARFEA
oMo} whEsbge HE 4 U gebd fFAHEH
A% gl Rolatd HEE £ v Aust
AR o] AR HFEE2] FAsHADANM =
explicit method7} AHES3 Tk

SR A Mol lojMe A Ad(stabi-
lity)2 A BAd(accuracy) S A58 aejsteiof ot
Qojel z7|ZASNA ARAFTLHY FAHL
ghasla] oherd 1 A AR bR
& 24 otk giEE9 implicit methode A9
gAtgrol diEAME PR g Wk, explicit methods
=A% AUl oAtgtel disiA ehgsich «71AM
ot FZE Fua QEFoln ©ee(rad/sec)E
gty durdo R wAtgol BEFE ¢ A
g8 FAEE 238 48 F doh

Fz2Eo) e SELHAS 4 213 o] vErd
F 9ok

[m]{ai+l}+ [C]{Vi?-l}‘}_{rwl}={fi+1} 21

o714 {ai+-+1}+{vi+1} 9 {fiﬂ}% 24z} i+ DAt
ARelNe MR, &%, ddd #¢ wWEHey
frole 2 ay AgAze Ay dech

#1246 H41H-1992% 121

HAHE {diafe Ae AP B4 wElgs
[k]ol &3 HBE 7IXT Qlojok ot 22t dA
v A5e el AEAY] FYuiEL A (K]
£ uf Az Aeich B &3] FYsrlele oj# gl
%27 wFo} explicit methodd] 2JaiA HEWE
{die }e 238 A9 FAEHAY GueEoA
e [kld 1289 298 92 r.}g A3
249 WE e Alde A {dofe #Y
A7tg 7o) ofsl AEAlel A Aoid F Az
ZA ¢ gholtk & HHolA AMR-3F A HEWY S
explicit Newmark method 24 SUxIEHHT} vl
£8 9 2Hround-off errors)®] ME7} wlitd U5
gttt Newmark @arelEo] a4 ARy 4 2.2
o} 4 239 =0, y=1/2& dstd 48 F U
on, Aty o7 ygo] 1/20]31]) Aol A8}
Berdsie yob 17291 A% 7P RS HE
B £3 4] 239 {vi, 2 24 2.10) YT A
2 24004 {ai}& T8

{dif=1di+ Atlvi+ ACL(1/2— B)la} +
Blai.al] 2.2
{vieit=1vi + AL —piaf+{ais}] (2.3)

{aHl}:([m] +1/2At[c]) 1({f|+1}~{ri+1} -
Cclivi—172AtLcHab) (2.4)
2 22, 4 23 9 4 249 93 FAEHAHY
SA AR dpeEo] ¥ 2.1 Ueh itk o714,

E 2.1, $XME wnal@explicit Newmarkig)
1. Input Excitation : {f.1}

2. Compute Displacement Vectors:
{dib={d + Atlvi+ Atal/2

3. Impose idi. on the Specimen

4. Measure Restoring Forces {ri, }
from the Specimen

5. Correct Restoring Forces

6. Compute Acc. & Vel. Vectors:
faiat= Cm]+AtLc1/2) i} —rist— [eTfvd

—at(cliai/2)

Vot =tvi+ Atdal + fai 2

7. Goto Step 2.




o] Aibgsdel st BAg 93t 3FeA
AFE Srtolv]A] B g ASdE 599
H 7‘E§°] o] Foizlt}.

2 WA 2 AF ?—lﬁlf]}‘

'-)F 7'<| HE-g SalA] Al He YA APEA
off Aol ojuf HH ¥ *]@*ﬂoﬂ’ﬂ A3 B9
g o AlEAlL] AL ofg-3tA Eth
of 7[4] HEg wee] Ao g Hede A&
frAbE A Adzide 7t g Ao A o7
A gAEe dEoate AEAdHd & ogkg v
Foh

] 9] A} ol(displacement control)t= A A Al & Aol
HelE Aojsle B ozA A/D ¥ g/](analog to
digital converter)®] o}t 1 &8 A d(analog out-
put channel)& o|&3lef Z@ouahfol s ALtd
M 9 k8 stFabys opdl #Hgdow e &
FerA7le 718 A o] d= servo-valve controllert]

&4l *]7 v}, servo-valve controllerys ¥
’1

3 WA kv e Adtie] Wt LVDT
'c?d"’q Az o] Aolg Gom FHAE
closed-loopAlof & e ghey. AMtel i elE A@H

A 7}‘%71101]*1 Aol ¥l
247} 8182 %o
LHO!] SIE-R.! 77}4 rﬂ]"’izi ‘?}J—“rﬂb} gl ) afolv} ¢
23 e dA AziEer A¥ AxJEE Hr]E)
Soff f-ha7he 71yl HAaRAde H-Ey load cell
BRE HAHg AZs 1 3g D/A HE)e
gk ¥ A (digital input channel)% Y ghed
1=k GsbavbE vl el Alojdbale] overshooting?

AgolE Alolgn F vk A

on detshs gl o)
WA AS

A&L a7 AgARE A A-5A7]7 EH OM

2oAgeld HEd SAHER A -
Computer A/D & D/A Actuator Control System
Pronfn:m - ““:g!-—ﬁ;?:—;:: - r%mcm”"

z DA
Harg Disk

e T
= oy
' Z Hydraulic Hydrautic
Barvice Povest:
t Sredeg Floor & Reference Well u.';m 84

8 2.2 RASH WEEXe 74k

._80__.

&80 @) A Ebe

2y 229 3

3. AE=2x B4 % B2H

3.1 ofdld#E
vl ol M AN AFRE Pk
e AEA diE fabeE AN E Hesky

ARAEADE FARORA B AN
FAEHLY B2z 452 Fad B
2120 P48 ou Ay AE Foel fabE
54 AR o BM Aol o

P

A el

%Mﬁ .5?. el

& ,A]- x] £ OJO?]’E,—:- 8o i A A'dﬂ;ﬂo! -8

L i i i B = =S

AEF, 44, Coulomb 74l 2 tieksl A9 9.:1};;
2285 dedel dg F sdvh FAHE e
EolfA] FHEAuke ().1592 kg sec’/mm(1.56 ton),
el 0% & AIZREAE 00222 & X
FHAEAEE e Arkes a9 31 2 19 329

15

104 g:ﬁ‘\l\u;&o::og m:‘s’l
3
E 5
; \ NAN A7
H
5]
;5 * \/ \/ \./ \/ \/
&
[s]

o4

S0 0z G4 08 o8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TIME (sec)
a3 3.1 ofiujdE HAAHEASEH).

4001

3001 Erergy Dissipation __——>
o« 100d
<L
¥
)
100
B 200

~300 0% Viscous Damp g

4004 Free Vibration Test

50 420 <0 €0 do o>a 30 60 80 120 150

DISPLACEMENT (rm)

a3 3.2 ofiulal FaHE-He e M)

EN- R XS e



2ot duldd ZaolA "AH ] % ASHAAA
B dYexe HE A JeEuAT Add
U] @Al dPAF vEste, o2l
Lape] ARlE Hetsle] HYPEAE BRAYY Favl
ek

32 NHexe| 24

YiHoe FABHAPAIAE ANY WAS
@A Aohs Ay B ot N2 RE
2983} UAE AZte BN 4YLA} 2
Ak WA 0 eG) R A B
B AFLA (), emDES EIT BANS
s 2opd

dn(i)=dc(D)+ e'()
=d(i)+ e™(i) + (i) (3.1

Im()=r()+ &)
=r(i)+k-e*({)+e™3) 3.2)

714 dG)E IAtAIRE GAle A 2] Al dbE ES, dn
e A&E 49, ri)e AZE B4, rl)ve di
o sjFse EH98E Jepdch 2§ ke AEA 9
ZAAgkolth 4 313 4] 3294 FF W9 Ao
9 AZ FHA opr|HE AYeate] FHAHNE
sobsls] 98le} Shing & Mahin®o] Fx8 HES
AHEESTh 29 332 WA 2 AT
vehd AA e e !5 JERW, 18 34%
7tz et g ol oA A E MY LAE Holil
Aok B A8 daglFelMe ALdE deEE At
43to] oy ARRbeAIS] WSR-S AMBIEE elof
o3 exFAH e glow W) efo 2 w3
B3zt APATe) JEpdcl uheba] @A Yl

o1
E ERROR BOUND = 0.05mm
g
4
]
&
i
=
b
O
3
[%
@
=3
wd
x 0% Viscous Damping
e Free Vibration Tesl
010 T
00 02 04 06 08 40 12 t4 16 13 20
TIME (sec)

3% 3.3 M Hx}

F124 B41- 19925 121

AZHAolM B ddeste FHAAE A
e W E Addua Sl AHEEeRA A
Y F U 29 34004 dojnl FHE WY
2k dAle] B ASTHHAAM BT B
el 71915 Zolw, du|ddATAA e
Al 2380 2 d3e FAYE dYedg
igaaila

HelA ol 9 ASAYNA v 22 AP
7 e AR dudEe dojH 9 gHol
e Age oA 248 ge] wAEkg o9
de g AR vpEE 2% Coulomb
A2 M E, 29 3504 oz d4S W
3 & & vk 19 35% AAR AtE wHYe
AZE Hdgartele] #AE B 93t AZH
ol AlEA ] FPES w8 Sd" HA

ANE Wslewdsel mastdch 1Y 35004
b de SESU el AXshm fst
4 Aerle) HAE o] wet mhaee) 277
e dehtag Zhggel sloldt 4R T 2]
o nhRES §ASL ok

1.5

Cumulative Errors due to Displ. Controt & Fesdback

e Guenniiative Errors due to Force Feedback
’E s B Total Cumulative Errors
5
4
4
ui
w
2
E
5
2
-3
2
© 10d - o
0% Viscous Dampin:
Frae Vibraton Test ¢
-1 e - e -
0.0 0.2 a4 08 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 +.6 18 20

TIME (rmm)

3 34 FHE Heex.

FRICTION FORCE (kg)

E 401 e DISPLAGEMENT (mim)
5 s0]
o
o 201
o
g 10h
s o 3 Y e WA e WD
4 T
o 104
w
Z 204
8 201
G 307
T 0% Viscous Damping
w404 Free Vibration Test
0.0 ¢2 074 06 a8 1.0 12 1.4 1.6 16 20
TIME (sec)

T8 3.5 HYSHED oREEe 2.



33 Afexlel 2H

ol APel N e wWelg 43]9)
Aol oJg FFon WA wsigon, W
SHAANA Leht ol aAEE A
9% $Wo2 Shing & Mahin®o] H5Ht F7bol

W= B AR(equivalent energy compensation me-

AT b

—

thod) ol§stel BAT riad H4s ek
FrhNUA HAEE SEPAARAA A7)

B RS shod ofuin] &4 @ge] 3lo]
A rhREe A48 2700 @ow s Gote
vle 8 LEps eud Orlgn AE
AR PSS AR b 4 A

------ bolo) e 4EAg A7 lv) ool
4 BT AR Agel | Aszels)
A mhEEEo]l 22 ghol sl wHEs4]
HAE stodof &eb®. T17) 369 ofujdelA
& WARE AdAe g WelegaRE Gobol
171 A ‘i”éﬂ’jf@‘ 01%’55'}‘01 5”6“"?% ”P‘J"‘f’i-»»l :v’f’iﬂl—”

Hh o] T},

w@%Mﬂ@ chmel g ﬂql-%%ﬂﬁﬂ

ol UEbEE g Ao RN of

264 UNCORRECTED
0] - CORRECTED

154

101 S

FRICTION FORCE tkg)
3
i

-104 e
454 '
209§
e

[sXs3 QT 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 14 16 1.6 2o
TIME (sec}

% 3.6 §7I ola®e TEHIE.

CORRECTED
-~ UNCORRECTED
104
E oo
Py
z
]
3
u
Q
5
&
=]
104
0% Viscous Damping
Fras Vibration Test
15
0.0 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 1.4 16 1.6 20

TIME (sec}

3 3.7 o4y FaHENE HASEe H®)

P 82_.

WA B SHAEAE o1 3H% ARlEe B
ojlm & stErTh Bdgte] Hyexte] §4 4 -‘i!-“c‘!
Hapoll il Mi= i alPell4f 28] 1538t
Atk 1Y 37A Fbep R ols)A oufA] vt
HAe welgwtdvtel Wake A ore Wl
s ] E vk

4. BHXIRE AlEH 3t RASH Y

4.1 A8 8
oM EgH2 fAMSHAE daelE e
kel 1 RS ol

& AR ARgsro

'esl-&*w AREEE Al El A HI00XK 150X 6X9 #4 o
R oopaol] 2o o] AR Sl 1y
419 g a2eldel 2ol AlglAlel Aol A
T4 21 mm H 8-S 2HEk] base plated] A
BER ddsle] addo] Hws s} g A

oA} 1220 mm  AFE-S f9kA vhE v o)

21 2] S R B Q. A
AALGHRE & f’g
7

swivel

O 4.1 RAEENE Y.

NGRS e



11
T — m
m = 2ton
Iy ,
Bpecimen
H150X100X8X
1220 mm
Idealization
k = 39 kg/mm

L, ™ .

3 4.2 AlgHe) B W olat.

heade} &d&t7] 9sted F7 40 mme] H@o] A}
590k ARFEAHES Bl SHE AHAY
3k 3 kg/mmaA ALY FAgET ti
2238 Holil e ol APz YHEA

53 o r wbErh AlgAof Heo] 243k

A9 0.2041 kg-sec¥mm(2.0ton)2] FF 4 go]
AFE dag]Eyos rHElen, Algae] &

=
Fe FAEG AEAY AP wistd HEFA
o] 3] AVl DAY LRER oy
galole dAAg Ak eale= ¢lg Aol

ALe§ R Hof7HE s e] S0tono] ™ A
e 150 mme] MTSit #9471t Al doln,
FaAZF I WAEEe] 3l LVDTS) load
cell& Bslod AJFAd Aojg e 2 2
g2 ASsch vty o {kAvIE )l o]
¥ oulglel AEA e At dX A e Bl
Ao Hre] WHSHAE Ao WA
olg FISAEY B Ao AlgAle A
(flexibility)o] 433 A3 galfrolr|ofied &
A7 71l A" LVDTE Este] MYE A
ofatdrt. AP AME-F APA2He] 74
£ 413 )

UA g diu] A A AR FAgte] &
FEon, T Ao RPN JdElG HY
Lake} H4 gl wlaE g o] At}
AAE 3t MNgd FAEAAY daalEe &
3L AEAE B AgoMe dudgezy

1248 H419-1992F 12 4

E 4.1. ALY e

Hydraulic Load Cell + 50 ton

Actuator LVDT + 150 mm

Control Displacement Control

Type (Overshooting)

Numerical Explicit Newmark Method

Integ. (Time Interval=0.02 sec)

Method (Mass=0.2041 kg sec’/mm)

Program QuickBasic 4.0+

Language Application Programs

A/D 12bit,

Converter 16ch(# 10 V), Sampling Rate :
50 Hz

D/A 12hit,

Converter 2ch(£ 10 V)

Error 0.05 mm,

Bound 0.05% of Full Range

B EgAe] 4FE fASANY duglEe A
stof AW SHAYL FHST. A& Ahe Tafr
(1952) N21E A#o2M HUAWI&5E 006¢g
2 040gE HIQon, FAHE dualZue)
AFE AHAL FAAE 0% 1% D 2%
At AR AE wwstdot

4.2 By X|ZISENE

2% 438 FHo AulEE 0.06 g2 Taft N21E
AR EHEo] g B4 ANSHAE Aot A
TG gAY AHZEE JUALAEFE of
7IN7e wtAE e Av)E SrbuAl 2AEE B
o] gt F oo AIEAnn Alsd 2aEe
opgE o] H7lo olsiM B3k 1y 432 3
A3 E 1%2 7P S fFAERHNEE S
A dojzl W ggold, A& ANPA e B4
UE AHgEe FREAE AH9SHEH e @
YRS & F Atk 18 447 AEA A
Hulg 27t 0%} 1%E 71R3le] dolxl wee
Holch ZHolA HSEe] gy AdoliMe Fi
BA7A AgsiA A 2ol YeEh) o
ol Ao WEe] utel HulgEHee) A7)
g et



4.3 HIEHY X XIS
1Y 458 AgAe AAGANE 1% 2 298
78l FHdiAuk

Az A

AlgA e A el A

ol K= ool HAdEae 9 %t?— *qu%ig.za
ZolEd). w&gA FAHEAHAPAME FRE9) v
B A LS Ho}sld ‘-?~7<4~~ Fa ¢ AHHE B
e FAaAT sHgel & 9vlE Boslx] ¢

&% 04gol B AWSTA
E e

Akl WSl drift7l HASE AP} ot 18 468 AEA H]EL’H HEE vERle
AR AEE s Aol 975 488 1E5 - HA Mo wA Atk oya] Asko] wb
71 ¢jste] ¥ FYY A3, 27 4594 B AEPeS ¢ ¢ Utk 18 472 HEAgAE
Sol MR ESelAE WAAGSL MASTAT A AEAS) SHRES seka) detel Welg
Aol FEg FAgodt). weAE oA FEE2 el gk Founer bpeclrum"?- Tt gk A
M A2 BaolA st £48A ol dojx Al AT 2.2 Hegld) vl
0 1% Viscous Damping
i ;e e
E 4 2 3 i
5 .
5 R v y Y '1 -
5 EJ v \ v i
a o i
-
173 2 3 5 % 10 1z 11 16 18 20
TIME (sec)
113l 4.3 Taft 0.06 goff cHt HLISEHZAH] 1%).
€ Pseudodynamic Test
101 PR iyl ikl
£
il
E’ oy V&vﬁvﬂvi\wﬂ AR nhA nvnﬂ vvn MV
o
I
101
15 2 a 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
TIME {sec})
T3 4.4 Taft 0.06 gofl th8t WS Zals] 0% ¥ 1%)
BO-
801 n
- il AN\J\M
- 20
% o o N AA ¥ .Y
: TN V V VV v ¥ ¥ V
g -4 Pseudodynamic Tast
j e '%Viscous[)amp@ng
s — 2% Viscous Damping
had 2 4 @ 1] 10 12 12 16 ) 20

TIME (sec)

gl 4.5 Taft 0.4 goll ch#t HASEHZAH] 1% 3 2%)

84 K AR RO



Pseudodynamic Test
15004 with 1% Viscous Damping

BASE SHEAR (kg)

% 60 0 20 0 20 40 60 80
DISPLACEMENT (mm)

3% 4.6 Taft 0.4 goll cHet 8-S 2 T4 (2|
1%)
Pseudodynamic Test
1% Viscouse Damping
Taft 049
1504
g / 20Hz
E
E 1004
6]
<
b3
K0y
1024 pts FFT
° + =2 3 4 5 & 7 8 & 10

FREQUENCY (Hz)

O3 4.7 Taft 0.4go oh#t S| Fourier
Spectrum.

SAAEANME o 20Hz2 Fopgon, AlFA <
2% oF 32kg/mmzE FEN

5.4 &

& BT FHY APARE vhges et
1o Feg A

) sHEEe) 9% A YT AuAAd
oz ushie S7bluA 24 del s
agdos AAL & Ak

2) SPAARA ) e A%
WAL ATk G VI Repnz £H4
¥ anEeld BAFAASE FAE 5 9

3 B AT FAY BARE YAl B

| e me

H124 H4-198- 19924 12 8§

SAMER AL AR P22 EHAES dolslr)
Bubs A EHAE daes A 9] gl A3
& FAvk wdA et SdRE AGAE 9
dog fabea A 84S S HE
st gaelFel 4us Hrige g, 44 Wi

4% e 98 AWUMeRA 48E 4 ok

#HAS 2

o] A 1991d% st EF7) 2T,
HANE 91-07-00-159] 1335 AF¥] gl 2
3 Az A olol oA 7 B 7=

21 F

1. P.B.Shing and S.A.Mahin, “Pseudodynamic Test
Method for Seismic Performance Evaluation :
Theory and Implementation”, Earthquake Enginee-
ring Research Center, Report No. UCB/EERC-84/
01, January, 1984.

2. S.A.Mahin and P.B.Shing, “Pseudodynamic Method
for Seismic Testing”, Journal of Structural Engi-
neering, ASCE, Vol.111, No.7, 1985, pp.1482-1503.

3. MEFLE, PUtkiEfe, JREE, “HEBCLOHEEL
Fo I OBBRER, AFLK BENTHES
5 17155 1969, pp.1-9.

4. CA. Thewalt and S.A. Mahin, “Hybrid Solution
Techniques for Generalized Pseudo-dynamic Tes-
ting”, Earthquake Engineering Research Center, Re-
port No. UCB/EERC-87/09, July, 1987.

5. P.B. Shing and $.A. Mahin, “Experimental Error
Propagation in Pseudodynamic Testing”, Eartn-
quake Engineering Rescarch Center, Report No,
UCB/EERC-83/12, June, 1983.

6. K. Takanashi, et al., "Seismic Failure Analysis of
Analysis of Structures by Computer-Pulsator On-
Line System”, Bull. of Earthquake Resistant Struc-
ture Research Center, Institute of Industrial Scien-
ce, University of Tokyo. No 11, 1974, pp.13-25.

7. WA E A 01, TREENER ke
S 2 OHIET, #EELe H"x%ﬂﬂ seuns =
BE, AM5¢E A13, 1992, pp.95-101.

(#5771 1992. 8. 10)



