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B Hacrosmuii MOMEHT, CeCMOCTONKOE MPOEKTUPOBAHKE 3/IaHUN U COOPYKEHHUH OCHO-
BaHO Ha CHJIOBOM pacuere. D(PHeKT 3eMIIETPSCEHUs TPEICTABISETCS SKBUBAICHTHBIMH CTa-
TUYECKUMHU CHJIAMH. DTH CHJIBI PACCUMTHIBAIOTCSA C MOMOIIBIO YIIPYTHX CIIEKTPOB PEAKIIHH,
CBSI3BIBAIONINX a0COJIOTHOE YCKOPEHUE COOPYXKEHHsI C 3aKOHOM JIBIDKEHUS TPYHTa (JIMHEHHO-
CICKTPAIBHBIA METOM). DTOT METOJ HE MOXKET HEMOCPEICTBCHHO y4YECTh HH BIIMSHUS JUIU-
TENBHOCTU CHWIBHBIX 3E€MJICTPSCCHHM, HM HEITUHCHHOrO MOBEICHUS KOHCTPYKIIUH. DHEpPIHs,
MOCTYIUBIIIAS B COOPYKCHHE U BHI3BIBAIONIAS TIOBPEKICHHUE €O AJIEMEHTOB, HAIIPAMYIO 3aBU-
CHT OT ITPOJIOJDKUTENBHOCTH M YaCTOTHOTO COCTaBa KoJeOaHui rpyHTa.

BxopHast sHeprusi HEMOCPEACTBEHHO 3aBUCUT OT paccMaTpHBAaeMON MOJIEIH COOpYXe-
Hust. OHa MOXKeT OBITH OINpe/eieHa KaKk Ha OCHOBE TEOPETHUYECKHUX OIIEHOK, TaK M B pe3yibTa-
Te JUHAMHYECKOr0 aHain3a BBIOpaHHON Mojenu. B pe3ynpraTe BXOqHAst SHEPTHs CpaBHHUBA-
€TCsl C MaKCUMaJIbHOW SHEprHel, KOTOPYIO MOKET BOCHPHHSITH COOPY)KEHHE JI0 €ro paspylie-
HUS, T.€. C SHEPrOeMKOCThI0. Kak mpaBmiio, CpaBHEHHUIO TTOAJIEKHUT HEYNPYTask 4YacTb BXOJAHOU
SHepruy (TOTIOMEHHON COOpYKeHHeM). B aToM 3akimodaercs: uziest JHepreTHYeckoro MeTosa
CcelcMOCTOMKOr0 MPOEKTUPOBAHUSL.

B Hacrosimeit pabore paccMarpuBaeTcsi METOAHMKA PAacUeTHOr0 OOOCHOBaHHMS CEHCMO-
CTOMKOCTH COOPY)KEHHI TPH IMOMOIIM HETMHEHHOTr0 CTATUYECKOr0 aHaJn3a, KOTOPBIH OCHO-
BaH Ha dHEpPreTHYecKoM moaxose. [Ipor3BeeHbl pacyeThl TPEXITAXKHON CTALHON paMbl He-
JIUHEHHBIM CTaTUYECKUM W HEJIMHEHHBIM JUHAMHUYSCKHUM MeTojamHu. [IpuBeJeH CpaBHUTEIb-
HBI aHAJIW3 O3TUX METOAOB, I[IOKAa3aHa 3HAYUMOCTh BBICIIUX (opM KonebaHuii u
HEOOXOIUMOCTh aHAaJIHM3a UX BIUSHUSA Ha PEAKIHIO CHCTEMBI.

Knroueevle cnosa: celicMocmoiukocms, HeIUHEUHbIL Memo0 pacuemad, HeIUHel bl
CmamuyecKkull Memoo paciema, HeauHeluHbll OUHaMuieckuil Memoo pacwema, pushover anal-
Vsis, akcenepozpamma

Beenenue

ObecricueHne HaIEKHOCTH W OE30IMACHOCTH CTPOUTENBCTBA B CEHCMHUYECKUX
paiioHax SBISIETCS CIOKHEWIeH MH)KeHepHoW 3amaueil. CoBpeMeHHbIE HOPMBI MPO-
EKTHPOBAHUS JIOMYCKAlOT BO3MOXKHOCTh pabOThl MaTepHasia KOHCTPYKIU 3a mpee-
namu ynpyroctu. [Ipeanonaraercs, 4To KOHCTPYKIHU OYAyT paboTaTh HEMUHEWHO, U
OT/IENbHBIC HECYIINE 3JIEMEHTHI JIa)Ke MOTYT OBITh pa3pymieHbl. [loBpexaeHus: 3Tux
3JIEMEHTOB JIOJDKHBI JIETKO BBIABISATBCS M JIOCTATOYHO IIPOCTO PEMOHTHUPOBATHCS.
TIpy 5TOM He JOKEeH HAHOCHTBCS CHIIbHBII yiep6 Beeil koncTpykuun' [1, 2].

31aHuA U COOPYKEHHS JOJKHBI PACCUMTHIBATHCS Ha CHIIBHBIE 3eMIIETPSICEHHS
TaK, 9YTOOBI MOBPEXKACHUS ¥ pa3pyIICHHs HEe TIPEBBINIAIN 33JaHHOrO YpOBHS. TO ecTh
pacuer T0/KEH IPOM3BOIUTBCA C 3aJaHHBIM YPOBHEM CEHCMOCTOMKOCTH .

Henunelineiii pacuer KOHCTPYKIMH TpeOyeT nmpuMeHeHus Oojee CI0XKHBIX Ma-
TeMaTUYECKUX Mojenel u Teopuid [1—18].

! CII 14.13330.2014. CtpouTensCcTBO B CEHCMHYECKUX paiioHax. AkryamnsupoBanHas pegakius CHull 11-7—81%.
M., 2014
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B coBpeMEHHBIX POCCUICKMX HOpMax IO CEHCMOCTONKOMY CTPOUTEILCTBY MPU
pacuere MPUMEHsETCS THHEIHO-CIIEKTPAIbHEIH MeTox'. DTOT METOJ IMPOKO HpHMe-
HSETCS BO BCEM MMpPE IPH pacyere Ha CEHCMHUYECKHE BO3IEHCTBHS 31aHUI U COOpPY-
XKeHul, paboraromux B npenenax ynpyroctu. [Ipu pacuere na MP3 31anust u coopy-
JKEHUS IOJBEPraloTCs CHIBHOMY 3eMieTpsiceHuto. IIpenronaraercss BO3MOXHOCTb
BO3HUKHOBECHUSI HEYNPYTUX JedopManuil U pa3pyleHHH OTAeTbHBIX KOHCTPYKIIWH.
Hcnonb3oBaHue JIMHEWHO-CIIEKTPAILHOIO METO/Ia C MPHUMEHEHHEeM Kod((uIreHTa
K, yauThIBaIOIErO TOMYCTUMBIE MTOBPEXKACHHUS, MOXKET MIPUBECTH K HEKOHCEPBATHB-
HBIM pe3yibTatam [1—3, 5—9].

Takum oOpa3om, npu pacuere Ha MP3 cienyer npUMEHSATh METOIbI, HAIPSIMYO
YUUTBIBAIOIINE PU3NUECKYIO HEIMHEHHOCTh MaTEPHAIIOB U KOHCTPYKIHiA. Takum me-
TOJIOM SIBJISICTCS MPSAMOW JTUHAMHUYECKUN pacdeT BO BpeMeHHOM oOmactu [1, 5, 12].
Jl7ist mpoBeICHUS TAKOTO pacuera HeoOXOJMMO HAJTMYUE MTPEICTaBUTEIHCKOrO Habopa
aKceneporpaMM M MPUBJICYEHUE CIIEUUAIMCTOB BBICOKOTO YPOBHSI.

Erte oaun MeTo, MOo3BONSIOMUE yUeCTh HEIMHEHHYI0 padoTy 3MaHui U Coopy-
JKEHUH — HeMMHEHHBIN cTaTudeckuii Merod. OH OCHOBAaH Ha DHEPTETUUECKUX METO-
Jax, a IPUHATHIA B HEM MOJIXOJ K MPOEKTUPOBAHUIO MOYKHO pacCMaTpUBaTh Kak Mpo-
EKTUPOBAHUE C 3aJJaHHBIM YPOBHEM ceiicMoCToMKOCTH [5, 10, 11, 14, 18].

BenuunHa nonepevyHoi Cuiibl, UCMOJIB3YEMOM B 3TOM METOJAE, KOHTPOJIUPYETCA
napamerpom p. Pacnpeznenenue morepevHoi CUtbl MPONOPIUOHATIBHO MaTpHIle GOopM
@ (puc. 1). Bekrop nonepeunoii cuisl P onpeaensercs no dpopmysie:

P=pm®. (1)
a ,.LD‘ # 6 S, .
3 - T=0.15 209 S

| / ac ‘I

T=3

120
Sa (em)

Puc. 1. a - Pactipenenenue mnonepeqHoi cruibl B HEIMHEITHOM CTaTUYECKOM METOJE;
6 - Heynpyruii criekTp yCKOpeHHi S, B pyHKIMH OT CIIEKTpa MnepeMerieHui Sy
[Fig. 1. a - The distribution of the lateral force in the nonlinear static method;
6 - The inelastic acceleration spectrum S, as a function of the displacement spectrum S,]

2 Applied Technology Council (ATC). Seismic Evaluation and Retrofit of Concrete Buildings. Rep. No. ATC-40,
Volumes 1 and 2, Redwood City, CA, 1996.

Applied Technology Council (ATC). Improvement of nonlinear static seismic analysis procedures. Rep. No. ATC-55,
Redwood City, CA, 2005.

Building Seismic Safety Council. NEHRP Guidelines for the Seismic Rehabilitation of Buildings, FEMA-273, Feder-
al Emergency Management Agency, Washington, DC, 1997.

European Standard. Eurocode-Basis of structural design: EN 1990: 2002(E). April, 2002. 87 p.

FEMA 273. Federal Emergency Management Agency. NEHRP Guidelines for the Seismic Rehabilitation of Build-
ings, Washington, D.C. October, 1997.

FEMA-274. Federal Emergency Management Agency. NEHRP Commentary on the Guidelines for the Seismic Reha-
bilitation of Buildings, Washington, D.C. October, 1997.

FEMA 356. Prestandard and commentary for the seismic rehabilitation of buildings. American Society of Civil Engi-
neers (ASCE), Washington, D.C. November, 2000.

NEHRP Recommended Provisions for Seismic Regulations for New Buildings and other Structures. Part 1: 1997 Edi-
tion. Building Seismic Safety Council (USA), 342 p.
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ITocTanoBKa U pelieHHe HeJTUHEHHBIX 3a1a4

Cucrema auddepeHIHalIbHbIX YpaBHEHHH IMHAMHYECKOH CHCTEMBI C YYE€TOM
HEJIMHEHHON pa0oThl MaTepHalia KOHCTPYKIIMH MOXKET OBbITh 3amucaHa CIEAYIOIUM
o0pazom:

mu + cu + fg (u,sign u) = —ml,, . )

PacknanpiBasi epeMeIeHusl HETMHEHHON CUCTeMBI 10 ()opMaM COOTBETCTBYIO-
e JIMHEWHON CHCTEMBI,

N
u(t) = Z(pnqn(t)’ (3)
n=1

MOXHO TIPUBECTU CUCTEMY K «KBa3HOPTOTOHAIBHOW» CHCTEME HETMHEHHBIX OCIHII-
JISITOPOB:
q, +2&,0,¢ +&:—Fij n=12,.,N
q}’l n }’ZQ}’Z Mn n ga 99y ) (4)
. . T . .
rae Fg, = F,(q,sign q) = ¢, fs(u,sign u) .
Pemenne ypaBuenuii (4) MOXHO 3amucaTh B BUJE:
Qn(t):FnDn(t)‘ 3)
[MoncranoBka (5) B (4) npuBeaer Kk 0onee ya1o0HOM cucTeMeE:

. . F .
D, +2&,0,D, +% =g,

n

n :1,2,...,N, (6)

rae Fy, = Fg,(Dy,sign D,) = (Piy;fs(Dn’Sign Dy).

YpaBuenue (6) MOXHO HHTEPIIPETHPOBATh KaK OINPEACIAIONICe YpaBHEHUE IS
HEJIMHEHHOr0 OCHMIUIATOpA 10 #-i ynpyrod ¢opMe KoneOaHUil CO CBOMCTBaMH Ma-
JI0i aMITIUTYIbI KonebaHuil ¢, ; n-ii cCOOCTBEHHOH 4acTOTOH @, M KOIpPUIHEHTOM

aemnupoBanus &, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH JIHHEHHON cucteMbl MI®; u HeMTMHEHHBIM

cootHomenuem Fy, =F,, (D, ,sign D,) MeXIy peakTUBHOW cuioil F,/L, u Mo-
JaabHON KOOPAMHATON D,,, onpesenseMol ypaBHeHHEM (6).

BBeneHue HEMMHEHHOrO OCIHMILIATOPA IO n-H ynpyrod (popme mo3BoisieT pac-
IIMPHUTH YCTOSBIIHMECS KOHIICMIUHN YIPYTUX M HEYNIPYTUX CHCTEM H TTO3BOJISIET 000C-
HOBaTh MojaabHbIH Pushover analyses [5, 11].

Anpodauus HeJTUHEHHOT0 CTATHYECKOT0 MeTO1a

Panee aBropamu Oblia peIoKeHa METOAMKA HETMHEHHOTO CTaTHYECKOTr0 aHa-

Jv3a AJi pacdera 34aHUM U COOPYKEHUI Ha Cei-

A _ CMHYECKHE BO3JCHCTBUS C YyUeTOM (PU3UUECKON U
= [ 301~ Ny reoMeTpudecKkoi HenmuHeiHocrei [3]. 3arem Oblia
% €245 4C03I{4151 MpoBeJIeHa arpoOalys STOH METOJMKH Ha IPOCTOH
= cTanpHOU pame [4].
5| [3su~ B nanHOlt cTaThe paccMOTpeHa Oolee CIoXk-
2l | ca4s ‘ggsl Hasi CHCTEMa: TPEeXdTa)KHas CTailbHas pama. Pac-
Il
< YeTHas cxema npuBeneHa Ha puc. 2. KoJloHHEI BBI-
z\ L nonHensl U3 cragd C345, Ganku — C245. ]JIna-
ﬁ C245 rpaMmbl  1eOPMUPOBAHUSl TPHUHATHI  YIIPYTO-
£ TJTACTUYCCKUMU C YIIPpOUHEHHUEM (puc. 3).

= VP = Martepuaibl U ceueHHs ObLIH MOAOOpaHbI U3

pacdera JTMHEHHO-CIICKTPAILHBIM METOIOM Ha 8-
OamtpHOE 3emierpsiceHre ypoBHs [13 B coorser-
cteum ¢ CII 14.13330.2014. Pacuer ObUI IpOM3BE-

Puc. 2. Pacuetnas cxema
[Fig. 2. The calculation scheme]
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JieH B mporpaMMHoM Komruiekce Lira 10.6. MakcumanbHbiid K03 QUIMEHT UCTIONb-
soBanus 0.93. Hacrora mepBoii popMbl COOCTBEHHBIX KojieOaHui cucteMbl — 1.136
I'u.

Jnst aHanM3a TOYHOCTH AaIllIPOKCHMAIMH PACcYeTOB MO HETMHEHHOMY CTaTH4e-
CKOMY METOJly, 10 aHAJOTHH C [4] jmaHHast cucTeMa ObLIa pacCUMTaHa Ha COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIME 3emiieTpsiceHus ypoBHSI MP3 ¢ momolpio HEMMHEHWHOTO CTaTHYECKOTO
meroza B IIK Lira 10.6 u Matlab u Henuneiinoro nuaamudeckoro merona B [1IK LS-
DYNA. Henuneiinsiii auHaMu4deckuil pacder mpousBonwicst Ha Crutakckoe, byxa-
pectkoe u KanudopHuiickoe 3emierpsiceHrs, HOpMUPOBaHHbIC Ha 8 OauioB. AKce-
JeporpaMMbl U COOTBETCTBYIOIINE CIIEKTPAIIbHBIE XapaKTEPUCTHKH TPUBEICHBI Ha
pucynkax 4—-o6.

a o
0,=315 Mila | ---===—1- 0,01 —
i ! 0,=245 MIla | -—p=1- 20,01
S . | o : !
i |z e s
£|6=0.05 €, ; ; % £=0.05 €, | ;
% i H t L % T i L L
a : €, £=0.05| &| : €, £=0.05
g | : g i
all | = : 245 MIT.
: i 0=0.0] L= O a
=00 == 0,=315 MIla
Jedopmannmy, & JHedopmanun, &

Puc. 3. IuarpaMmsl 1eOpMUPOBAHUS CTAIH: @ — JJIsl KOJIOHH, O — IJIsl pUTresen
[Fig. 3. Steel deformation diagrams: a — for columns, 6 — for crossbars]
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Puc. 4. Byxapectckoe 3emierpsicenue (4.03.1977):
a - akceneporpaMmma; 6 - ClieKTpalbHbINH COCTaB
[Fig. 4. Bucharest earthquake (4.03.1977): a - accelerogram; 6 - spectral composition]

Janee mpuBeseHbl PE3yNbTaThI, MOMyYeHHbIC HETMHEHHBIM CTATHYECKHM METO-
noMm (puc. 7, a - 1 HENMMHEHHBIM JTUHAMUYECKIM MeTosioM (puc.7, 6 — puc.7, r).
Pe3ynbTathl pacuera cBeieHbI B Ta0I. 1.
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3aki0uenue

B Hacrosimieii pabore ampoOupoBaHa METOJMKA HEITUHEWHOIO CTaTHYECKOTO
aHanm3a, npemnoxkennas B [3, 4]. [IpoBeneHHbIe UCCIEA0BaHNS MOKA3IH, YTO HEIH-
HEUHBII CTATUYECKUI METOX JUIsl PacCMaTpUBAEMOW TPEXATAaKHOM pambl SIBISETCS
HEKOHCEPBATHBHBIM IO CPABHEHUIO C HEIWHEHHBIM JMHAMHYECKUM METOJOM JUIS
BCEX TPEX 3EMIIETPSICEHUI. DTO MOXKET OBITh CBSA3aHO C TEM, UTO:

- UCTOJIb3YEMBIH MPH pacyeTe HENWHEHHBIM CTAaTHYECKUM METOJIOM CIIEKTpP pe-
axuu o CIT 14.13330.2014' He yunThiBaeT 0COGEHHOCTH PACCMOTPEHHBIX BBIIIE
aKceseporpamm;

- NP pacuere HEMMHEHHBIM CTATUYECKHMM METOJOM y4TeHa TONbKo 1-s dopma
KoneOaHui pamel.

a

2

VYekopenue, m/c

Maruutyna

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Yacrora, 'y

Puc. 5. Cniurakckoe 3emierpsicenue (7.12.1988):
a - akceneporpaMmma; 6 - CieKTpalbHbINH COCTaB
[Fig. 5. Spitak earthquake (7.12.1988): a - accelerogram; 6 - spectral composition]
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Puc. 6. Kanmudopuuiickoe 3emnerpscenue (18.05.1940):
a - akceneporpaMmma; 6 - CieKTpalbHbINH COCTAB
[Fig. 6. California earthquake (18.05.1940): a - accelerogram; 6 - spectral composition]
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[IpoBeacHHOE HMCCIeMOBaHKME MOKA3bIBACT 3HAYMMOCTh BBICIIMX (OPM Koneba-
HUN ¥ HEOOXOAMMOCTh aHaIM3a UX BIMSHHUS Ha PEakIuio cuctemsl [4, 5, 11].

Meroavka HETMHEHHOTO CTaTUYECKOrO aHaIM3a MO3BOJISET OTKa3aThcs OT KOH-
neniuu kodddunuenra K, B CII 14.13330.2014], YYIHUTHIBAIOIIECTO JOMYCKAEMBIC TT0-
BpEXICHUS 3[aHUH U COOPYKEHHU. DTO MO3BOJSET ¢ OOJNbIIEH TOYHOCTHIO OICHHU-
BaTh PEAKIIMIO CHUCTEM OIPEICICHHON KOHCTPYKTHUBHOH CXEMBI, JOMYCKAIOIUX I10-
BpEXJICHUS U TUIaCTUYeCKUE e opMaliny, Ha ceiicMUIecKoe Bo3IeiCTBHE.

2
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~
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Puc. 7. TlepemelnieHust Bepxa KOHCTPYKIIUU: @ - HETUHEWHBIN CTATHYECKHUI METO/T; HeJTMHEH-
HBIN TUHAMHYECKUI MeTol: 6 - ByxapecTckoe 3emiieTpsiceHue;
6 - Criutakckoe 3eMieTpsicenue; e - KanupopHuiickoe 3eMieTpsiceHne
[Fig. 7. Movements of the top of the structure: a - nonlinear static method; nonlinear dy-
namic method: 6 - Bucharest earthquake; 6 - Spitak earthquake; 2 - California earthquake]
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Tabnuya 1. Pesynomamol pacuema [Table 1. Results of calculation]

PasHuua c
JomunHnu- PasHuua c Makcu- HenMHLt"eP'l—
pylowasa |OCHOBHOM CO6-|  manbHoe HbIM CTa-
MeToabl pacyeTa yacToTa CTBEHHOM Ya- | nepemeLye-
o o TUYECKMM
BO34eun- CTOTOWU KOH- HWe Bepxa
MeToa0oMm,
ctBua, Iy, CTpYKUMn, % pambl, M %
0
HennHemnHbI cTaTUYECKUIA MeToa, - - 0.099 -
LS, o byxapecr, 1977 0.684 -39.79 0.199 101.01
S 0 © O o
E % % % g 'QE‘, Cnurak, 1988 0.815 -28.26 0.117 18.18
T El-Centro, 1940 1.47 29.40 0.105 6.06
x10°
a 5 T T T T T
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55
T < o
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Puc. 8. 3aBrcUMOCTb ITONIEPEUHON CHIIBI B OCHOBAHUU OT MEPEMEIIECHHS BepXa KOHCTPYKIHH:
a - Byxapectckoe 3emnerpsaceHue; 6 - CIUTakckoe 3eMJIEeTpsICEHUE;

6 - KamudopHuiickoe 3emieTpsceHme

[Fig. 8. Dependence of the lateral force in the base on the displacement of the top of the
structure: a - Bucharest earthquake; 6 - Spitak earthquake; 6 - California earthquake]

Meroauka sIBISICTCS JOCTATOYHO MPOCTOM, YTO MO3BOJISCT MPUMEHSTh €€ B HH-
’KeHepHoil mpakTuke. Tak jke OHa MOXeT ObITh BHEJPEHA B CYIIECTBYIOILINE PAcUeT-
HbIE KOMILUIEKCHI, Hanpumep B Lira 10.6 [3].

© Jxunusenamsuiu [ A., bynymes C.B., 2017
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HocBsmaerca ceetyoi naMmaTu 'ypama AprananjoBuya JkuHYBeIalIBUJIM.
Mps1 notepsinu G6ecTsIero y4éHoro, HCCIeoBaTeNs, Koery, Apyra, neaarora,
KPUCTAJIBHO TOPSIIOYHOTO YeJOoBeKa C TATAHTIMBBIM CEPALIEM U OFPOMHOMN TYIIOH,
MYZApPOTo M HaJeKHOI0 B HayKe, pabore, cembe, apyx0e. Psiom ¢ HUM Bce CTaHOBH-
JIUCh YyTh-4yTh JIyulle, 4eM ObutH. OH TakK yMeJ BHJIETh JIFOJICH.
Hpy3bsl, KOJIETH, YUEHUKH.
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FEASIBLITY EVALUATION FOR A PREDEFINED SEISMIC
RESISTANCE OF STRUCTURES

[G.A. DZHINCHVELASHVILI, S.V. BULUSHEV**

* Russian University of Transport, Moscow
9 Obraztsov Street, Moscow, 127994, Russian Federation
** Moscow State University of Civil Engineering (National Research University), Moscow
26 Yaroslavskoye Shosse, Moscow, 129337, Russian Federation

Nowadays seismic resistant structural design is based on force analysis and on represent-
ing the earthquake effect as equivalent static forces set as elastic response spectra (response
spectrum method). These response spectra link the law of earth motion to the absolute acceler-
ation of the structure’s model. This approach takes no account of either the effect of intense
motion duration or of the plastic behavior of the structure. The frequency content and the du-
ration of earth oscillations immediately influence the energy taken in by the building and caus-
ing damage to its elements.

In theoretical terms, the input energy depends on the model of the structure in question.
The input energy is determined by a dynamic calculation for the selected model or by theoreti-
cal assessment. Then, the energy is compared to the energy capacity, i.e. maximum energy
which can be conveyed to the building before it collapses. Conventionally, the energy capacity
is compared to the plastic component of the input energy (absorbed by the building). This
forms the basis for the energy method of seismic structural design.

The present paper considers a seismic resistance feasibility calculation technique em-
ploying non-linear statistical analysis based on the energy-centered approach. Non-linear static
and non-linear dynamic calculations were run for a three-story frame. The two methods were
benchmarked against each other, the importance of the higher modes of vibration was ex-
posed, the importance of analyzing their influence on the system’s response was emphasized.

Keywords: seismic resilience, non-linear calculation technique, non-linear dynamic cal-
culation technique, pushover analysis, accelerogram
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