CTPOUTENBHASI MEXAHUKA UHXXEHEPHBIX KOHCTPYKLIMA M COOPY)XEHUI
STRUCTURAL MECHANICS OF ENGINEERING CONSTRUCTIONS AND BUILDINGS

2018. 14 (5). 369-378

HTTP://JJOURNALS.RUDN.RU/
STRUCTURAL-MECHANICS

VK 624.04
DOI: 10.22363/1815-5235-2018-14-5-369-378

HAYYHAS CTATbA

CpaBHeHne PeE3YJAbLTATOB pacdueTra coopymennﬁ Ha 3aJaHHbIC aKCEJIeporpaMmMbl
HeJIMHEHHBbIM CTaATHYEeCKUM M HeJIMHEHHbIM ANHAMHAYECCKUM METOAaMHU

C.B. byayuies

Hanunonanbnblil uccnenoBaTenbckuil MOCKOBCKUN TOCYAapCTBEHHBIN CTPOUTENbHBINA YHUBEPCUTET
Apocnasckoe wocce, 26, Mockea, Poccuiickas @eodepayus, 129337

(nocmynuaa 6 pedaxyuro: 21 asrycra 2018 r.; dopabomana: 17.09.2018 r.; npunsama x nyoauxayuu: 28 cenrsops 2018 r.)

AKTyajabHOCTb. COBpeMEHHbIE HOPMBI IPOSKTHPOBAHMS 31aHUN U COOPY)KEHHH C YIeTOM CEHCMHUYECKHX BO3IEHCTBUIA
MIPEANoaraloT pacueT KOHCTPYKLUMNA B HEIUHEWHOHN nmoctaHoBKke. OIHOTO JMHEMHO-CIEKTPaIbHOIO METOJa, KOTOPBIA MpH-
MEHSUICS ¥ TIPUMEHSETCSI IO CUX TOp, [UIA pacdeTa yKe HeJOCTATOUYHO. JTO CBA3aHO C TEM, YTO OH HE MO3BOJISIET HAIPAMYIO
Y4eCTh HEJIMHCHHYIO PaboTy KOHCTPYKIUMH. J[JIsl pelieHns MOCTaBICHHOM 3a1a4l MOTYT OBITh UCIIOJIB30BaHbl HEJIMHEHHbBIC
TUHAMIYECKHE METOIBI pacdyeTa BO BpeMeHHOH oOmacTi. Ha maHHEBII MOMEHT Takie METObl PEeaT30BaHbI JIUIIH B CIICIHA-
JIM3UPOBAHHBIX MMPOIPAMMHBIX KOMIIUICKCAX U B 6OHbHJl/lHCTBe CJIy4acB HEC MOI'YT 6I)ITb HCITI0JIb30BAaHbI O6])ILIHI)IMI/I IMPOCKTHU-
poBmukamu. Takum 0Opa3oM, MOSIBHIACH HEOOXOMMOCTh B IPUMEHEHUN 0OJIee MPOCTHIX METOAOB HEIMHEHHOTO pacyera.
B 3apy0e)xHBIX HOpMax AJIs pacdeTa CeHCMOCTOWKOCTH 3aHUNA U COOPY)KEHHH y)Ke JaBHO MPUMEHSIOTCS HelNWHEHHbIe cTa-
TUYECKHE METOMBI, W «IIylIoBep aHamu3y» (pushover analysis). Ho B oTeuecTBeHHOW NpaKTUKE MPOCKTHPOBAHUS JI0 HE-
JIABHET'O BPEMEHU 3TUM METOJAM HE YAEISUIOCh JAOJDKHOTO BHUMAaHMs. TeM camMbIM aKTyaJlbHOCTh HCCIEI0BAHUSI BO3MOXK-
HOCTU NPUMCHEHUS 3TUX METOI0B B MH)KeHepHOﬁ MPAKTUKE HE BbI3bIBACT COMHCHUA.

Ieas. Lenbio JaHHON CTAaThU SBJSETCS OLIEHKA TOYHOCTH HEIMHEWHOIO CTaTHYECKOI0 METO/1a [0 CPABHEHHUIO C HEJIU-
HEHHBIM JUHAMHYECKUM METOJIOM IIPU PACUETE COOPYKEHUH Ha 3aJaHHBIE AKCEJIEPOTPAMMBI.

Mertoasnl. B cratbe paccMOTpEHBI TP CTAJBHBIC paMbl: OJHO-, TPEX— U ceMU3TaxHas1. [1on00p cedeHuii BHITOIHEH B
COOTBETCTBUH C TPEOOBAHUSAMH HOPM IO CEHICMOCTOIIKOMY CTPOMTENBCTBY Ha celicMuueckue Harpysku ypoBHs [13. Taxxke
paMbl pacCYMTaHbl Ha CEHCMHUYECKOe Bo3aeiicTBrue ypoBHs MP3 Ha Habop akcejaeporpaMM pa3Ii4HOrO 4aCTOTHOTO COCTa-
Ba. Pacuer mpom3BOaMIICS HEIMHEHHBIM TUHAMUYSCKHM METOIOM B mporpaMMHOM Komruiekce LS-DYNA u HelmnHeHHbIM
CTaTUYECKUM METOAOM B IporpaMMHbIX koMiiekcax «JIMPA 10.6» u MATLAB.

BoiBoabl. PacueTsl mokaszanu, 4To BO BCEX paCCMOTPEHHBIX CIIy4asiX, KpOME OJIHOT0, HEJTMHEWHBII CTaTUYECKUN METO
[10Ka3aJl KOHCEPBATUBHYIO OLIEHKY PEaKLUU CUCTEMBI 10 CPAaBHEHUIO C HEJIMHENHBIM TUHAMU4ecKuM MeTogoM. Ho B Heko-
TOPBIX CIYYasiX MOJYYHIACH CIUIIKOM OOJIBbINAast HOTPEIIHOCTb.

KiroueBblie cjioBa: celicMOCTONKOCTb, HETMHEHHBIN METO/ pacyeTa, HeJIMHEHHBIN CTaTHUeCKUI MEeTOJT pacyera, Helu-
HEHHBIA JUHAMHYECKUI METOJ pacueTa, IyLIOBEp aHaIu3, aKCeleporpaMma

BBenenune

B coBpeMEHHBIX POCCHICKUX HOpPMax IO CceHCMO-
CTOMKOMY CTPOMTENBCTBY' TIPH MPOEKTUPOBAHUH 3/1a-
HHUH B COOPYXEHUII HEOOXOIUMO BBINOJIHATH PacyeT
Ha JIBa YPOBHS CEHCMHUYECKUX HArpy3oK: ypoBeHb [13
(mpoexTHOE 3emieTpsceHne) U yposenb MP3 (makcu-
MaJlbHOE pacueTHoe 3emierpsicenue). C pacueToMm Ha
13 Bce mocTaTouHO MOHSATHO M MTPOCTO. B 3TOM Citydae
UCTIONB3YyeTCs IMHEHO-CrieKTpabHbIi Metos (JICM),
KOTOpBIN SIBISIETCS HOPMATUBHBIM U NMPHUMEHSETCS B

! CIT 14.13330.2014. CTpouTenbCcTBO B CEHCMUYECKUX Paii-
oHax. AxryamusupoBanHas pemakiust CHull I1-7-81*. M., 2014.

LVHAMUKA KOHCTPYKLWIA 1 COOPYXXEHUM

CII 14.13330.2014". Onnako npu pacuete Ha MP3 st
0oJiee aeKBaTHOM OICHKY TPeOyeTCsl HAIPSMYTO YUH-
THIBAaTh HEJIMHEHHYIO paboTy KoHCTpykimid. Hambomnee
TOYHO 3TO MOXHO CHI€JIaTh C MTOMOIIBI0 HETUHEHHBIX
mHamMrdeckux metonoB (H/IM). B atom ciygae mpo-
eKTHPOBINMKY, KaK MIPAaBUIIO, IPUXOJUTCS 00pamaThest
B CICIUATIM3UPOBAHHBIC OPraHU3AIMH I pacdeTa 3/1a-
Huil U coopyxenuid Ha MP3. 910 cBA3aHO ¢ Tem, 4TO
HEeNMHEHHbIe JUHAMHYIECKHEe METONBI pacdeTa BO Bpe-
MEHHOMW 00JIaCTH PeaTi30BaHbI JIUIIb B CIIOKHBIX MPO-
rpaMMHBIX KOMIUIEKcaxX. B To ke Bpemsi HeluHEHHbIe
cratryeckue Metoasl (HCM), xoTopbele mocTaToYHO
JTABHO Pa3padOTaHBI U MPUMEHSIOTCS 3a pyoeskom [1-7],
a TaKKe BKJIIOYEHBI B MHOCTPAHHBIC HOPMBI MPOEKTH-
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POBaHMS’, HE TONYUHIIH JO/DKHOTO Pa3BUTHS. JIumib B
MOCIIEIHEE BPEMS HETMHEHHBIC CTATUYCCKUE METOBI
CTaM aKTUBHO HcciaenoBathes [8—20].

ean uccaeqoBanus

Panee B pabore [7] Oblia mpeaioxkeHa METOIHU-
Ka HEJIMHEHHOI'O CTaTHYECKOro aHajM3a 3JaHUi U CO-
OpyXEHHUI Ha ceilcMUYecKue BO3ACHCTBUSA HAa OCHO-
Be FEMA 440. B pa6otax [8—9] 6bu1a mpoBezieHa OIeH-
Ka TOYHOCTU HEMTMHEWHOrO CTaTUYECKOTO0 METOoJa MpU
pacueTe Ha MPOEKTHBIN CHEKTpP 3eMIIETPSICEHUS B CO-
otBetctBuu ¢ CII 14.13330.2014.

Ienbio maHHOM pabOTHI SBISIETCS OIIEHKA TOYHOCTH
HEJMHEHHOr0 CTaTUYeCKOTO0 METO/a M0 CPaBHEHUIO
C HETMHEHHBIM JUHAMHYECKUM METOJOM IIPH pacye-
T€ COOpPY>KCHHI Ha 33JJaHHBIC aKCEIEPOTPAMMEL.

MarepuaJjibl U METOABI

B pabote paccMOTpeHBI TpH OTHOTIPOJIETHBIC JKECT-
KHE paMbl U3 CTAJIBHBIX JBYTAaBPOB: OJHO-, TPEX- H
cemudTaxHas. Ha puc. 1 npuBeneHa pacyeTHasi cxema
TPEX3TAXKHOU pambl. PasMepsl OCTAIBHBIX PUHSTHI 110
aHajoruy. Matepuan KoJoHH — ctanb C345, 6anok —
C255 B cootBerctBun ¢ CIT 16.13330.2011°. Tua-
rpaMMBl paOOThl CTAIM MPUHATHl YIPYTO-TIacTHYe-
ckumH (puc. 2).

Ceuenust paM ogoopansl B coorBercTBuu ¢ CII
14.13330.2014 npu pacuere Ha cCEHCMHYECKOE BO3-
nericteue ypoBHs [13 mHTEHCHBHOCTBIO § 0ayuloB B
IIK «JIMPA 10.6». YacToTsl miepBoii GopmbI KoJIe-
Oanwmit pam pasubl 1,521, 0,702 u 0,375 I't cooTBeT-
cTBeHHO. [TapameTp 3aTyxaHus I KOHCTPYKIUN
& =3 % OT KPUTHUYECKOTO.

Pacuer pam Ha celicMuueckue BO3IEHCTBUS YPOB-
Hs MP3 npousBouicsa B HENUHEHHON TOCTAHOBKE C
MPUMEHEHNEM CHHTE3UpPOBAHHBIX akceneporpamm. s
pacuera OBIJIO CHHTE3UPOBAHO 5 aKCeJIeporpamMm ¢

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

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 Buildings, Washing-
ton, D.C. October, 1997.

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

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

FEMA 440. Improvement of nonlinear static seismic analy-
sis procedures. Rep. No. ATC-55, Redwood City, CA, 2005.

3 CII 16.13330.2011. CTanbHble KOHCTPYKIMH. AKTyau-
supoBanHas penakius CHull 11-23-81*. M., 2011.

370

JoMHHAHTHRIMU yacToTamu 0,25, 0,5, 1,0, 1,5u2 I'g
(puc. 3—7 cooTBeTCTBEHHO). Bee akceneporpaMmbl
HOPMHPOBaHbI Ha yCKopeHue 2 M/c?.

S| o] €255~

YT C345

SNBSS

o= (255~

jl' <t

LIL)Y c345

ol o] €255

<t | <+

LIL

ST EeMm
—

[=6m

Puc. 1. PacyeTHas cxema TPeX3Ta:KHOI paMbl
[Figure 1. The design scheme of the three-storey frame]
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Puc. 2. O6mmii Bua q1uarpammbl 1e)OpMHPOBAHMS CTAJIH
[Figure 2. General view of steel deformation diagram]|

Pacuer HenMHENHHBIM AMHAMUYECKUM METOAOM
(HAM) npoBozumiicst B IporpaMMHOM Komrutekce LS-
DYNA myteM HEnocpeACTBEHHOI'O PELICHUS YpaBHE-
HUI BUKEHHUS BO BPEMEHHOW OOJIACTH C TTOMOIIBIO
SBHBIX CXeM MHTerpupoBaHus. Bo Bcex pacuerax yum-
TBIBAIUCH (DM3MUYECKAs U TCOMETPHYECKAs HEJMHEHHO-
ctr. OHO3TaXKHAS paMa pacCUUTHIBANIACh Ha aKcelie-
porpammbl Ne 3—5. TpexaTaxkHasi U CEMUITaKHasl Ha
akceneporpamMmbl Ne 1-3.

AHaNoruyHele pacdyeThl MPOBOAWINCH HEIMHEH-
HBIM CTaTHYECKUM METOJIOM Ha OCHOBAaHHH METOJH-
KH, NIPEJIOKEHHON paHee B [7], B mMporpaMMHBIX
komiuiekcax «JIMPA 10.6» u MATLAB. Pacuetst
BBITIOJTHEHBI KaK C Y4eTOM (PU3UYECKOW M T€OMETPH-
geckolt HenmuHenHoctel (['H), Tak u ¢ yueTom ToJb-
KO (M3HYECKON HEIMMHEHHOCTH.

DYNAMICS OF STRUCTURES AND BUILDINGS
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Puc. 3. Akcesieporpamma Ne 1: a — akceneporpamma; 6 — CIIeKTPaIbHBIH COCTAB
[Figure 3. Accelerogram Ne 1: a — accelerogram; 6 — spectral composition]
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Puc. 4. Akceneporpamma Ne 2: g — akceneporpamma; 6 — CIIEKTPaIbHBIH COCTaB
[Figure 4. Accelerogram Ne 2: g — accelerogram; 6 — spectral composition]
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[Figure 5. Accelerogram Ne 3: ¢ — accelerogram; 6 — spectral composition]
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Puc. 6. Akceneporpamma Ne 4: g — akceneporpamma; 6 — CIIEKTPaIIbHBIH COCTAB
[Figure 6. Accelerogram Ne 4: a — accelerogram; 6 — spectral composition]
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Puc. 7. Akceneporpamma Ne S: g — akceneporpamma; 6 — CIIEKTpalIbHBIH COCTaB
[Figure 7. Accelerogram Ne 5: a — accelerogram; 6 — spectral composition]

PesyabTarsl

Pe3ynprarsl mokaszanu, yTto npu pacuere Ha MP3
HH OJTHa pama He 0OpyIInIIach, 32 UCKITIOUYCHHEM CITydast
pacueTa HEJMHEHHBIM CTaTUYECKHM METOAOM OIHO-
3Ta)XHOM pambl Ha akceneporpammy Ne 1. B kadectse
CpaBHEHUs HENMMHEIHOTO CTaTUUECKOr0 U HEJIMHEIHOTO
JUHAMHYECKOT0 METOAOB UCIOIb30BAIACH BEIHMUNHA
MaKCHMAaJIbHOTO TEPEMEIECHUS BEpXa KOHCTPYKIUH.
Ha puc. 8-10 npuBeneHs! pe3yibTaTsl pacyera Tpex
pam. OcTanbHbIe pe3yNbTaThl CBEICHHI B Ta0m. 1-3.

Ob6cyxneHue

B pa6ortax [8-9] npu pacueTe HeTMHEWHBIM CTa-
TUYECKUM METOJIOM Ha MPOEKTHBIN CIEKTP B COOTBET-
crBun ¢ CIT 14.13330.2014 ObutH MOTyYeHBI 3HAYH-
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TEJBHBIC PACXOXKICHUS C HEJIMHCWHBIM JTUHAMUYECKAM
METOJIOM KaK B OOJIBIIYIO, TAK U B MEHBIITYIO CTOPOHY.
B npoBeneHHOM HCCIE0BaHWN HETMHEUHBIN CTATH-
YECKUI METOJl TI0Ka3all KOHCEPBAaTHBHBIC pPe3yJIbTa-
THI BO BCEX CIIyYasiX, KpOME€ OJHOTO — IpU pacueTe
OJHO3TaXXHOU pambl Ha akceneporpammy Ne 1. Pas-
HUIIa B IEPCMCIICHUAX IO CPAaBHCHUIO C HEJIMHEH-
HBIM THHAMHUYECKUM METOJ0M cocTasigeT 1o 50 %,
3a UCKITFOUYEHHEM CITydasi pacdeTa TPeXdTaKHOU pambl
Ha akceneporpammy Ne 1.

B pabotax [1; 2; 7] uccienoBaiuch pa3uvHbIC
MOAN(PUKAINN HETUHEHHOTO CTaTHIECKOT'0 METO/Ia.
bruto mokaszaHo, 4TO IPU pacueTe TOIBKO MO OJHOU
(opme cOOCTBEHHBIX KOJICOAHUIA B ONPECICHHBIX CITy-
Yasgx pe3ylbTaThl MOTYT JOCTATOYHO CHIIEHO Pacxo-
IUTHCS TIO CPAaBHEHUIO C HETMHEWHBIM THHAMHUYE-

DYNAMICS OF STRUCTURES AND BUILDINGS
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cKkuM MetozioM. [Ipu 3ToM B 1Ie7I0OM METO/T OIICHUBACTCS
KaK 10cTaTo4HO 3()(PEeKTHBHBII MPHU OLIEHKE PEaKIHH
COOpYKeHUI Ha ceficMudeckue BozaecTus. s mo-

JIy4CHUA 00J1ee TOYHBIX PE3YJIbTATOB NPEAJIAracTCsa nUc-
110JIB30BaTb MO,I[aJ'IBHLIﬁ «IIyHIOBEP aHAJIN3», KOTOpBIfI

TTO3BOJISIET YIUTHIBATH BBICIITHIEC (POPMBI KOJICOAHHIA.

= CIEKTP HeCYLUEH crocoBHOCTH
e e APOKCHMALI
~ PeayLHpOBAHHBIT CTIEKTP BO3CHACTRIA
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— Initial response spectrum ¢=3%
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Puc. 8. Ilepemenienusi Bepxa 0JHOITA:KHOI paMbl IIPH pacyeTe Ha akcejeporpammy Ne 4: ¢ — HCM ¢ T'H; 6 - HIM
[Figure 8. Displacement of the top of a single-story frame when calculating for an accelerogram Ne 4:
a — nonlinear static method with accounting geometric nonlinearity; 6 — nonlinear dynamic method]
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[Figure 9. Displacements of the top of the three-story frame when calculating the accelerogram Ne 2:
a — nonlinear static method with accounting geometric nonlinearity; 6 — nonlinear dynamic method]
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[Figure 10. Displacements of the top of a seven-story frame when calculating for an accelerogram Ne 2:

a — nonlinear static method with accounting geometric nonlinearity; 6 — nonlinear dynamic method]

Tabauya 1
Pe3yabTaThl AJ151 0AHOITAKHON pamMbl
[Table 1. Results of calculation for one-story frame]
BosaeiicrBue Jomunupyromast Paznuna MaxkcumanbHoe | Pasnuna, % | MakcumansHoe | Pasnuua, %
[Impact] 4acToTa ¢ OCHOBHO¥ nepemeleHue [The diffe- nepeMenieHue [The diffe-
Bo3jaeiicTBus, I'y CcOOCTBEHHOI Bepxa pambl, M rence, %] Bepxa pambl, M rence, %]
[Dominant 4acToTOM [Maximum [Maximum
frequency of KOHCTpYKIMH, %o displacement of displacement of
impacts, Hz| [The difference the top of the top of
with the basic the frame, m] the frame, m]
natural
HCM HCM
frequency of HIM HIM
the design, %] Ges I'H cI'H
Axceneporpamna N 3 1,00 34,25 0,099 | 0071 2828 | 0,099 | 0,073 26,26
[Accelerogram Ne 3]
Axceneporpawiva No 4 1,50 1,38 0,092 | 0,119 2935 | 0092 | 0,118 28,26
[Accelerogram Ne 4]
Axceneporpamna N2 5 2,00 31,49 0,055 | 0,058 545 0,055 | 0,058 545
[Accelerogram Ne 5]
Tabauya 2
Pe3yabTaThl 1JIsl TPEXITAKHOM paMbl
[Table 2. Results of calculation for three-story frame]
BospeiicTBue Jlomunupyromast Pazanna Maxkcumanbnoe | Pasauna, % | MaxkcumanbHoe | Pasnuna, %
[Impact] 4acTora ¢ OCHOBHOI1 nepeMenieHne [The diffe- nepeMenieHne [The diffe-
Bo3aelcTBUsA, ['11 COOCTBEHHOI Bepxa paMbl, M rence, %] Bepxa paMbl, M rence, %]
[Dominant 4acToToit Maximum Maximum
frequency of KOHCTPYKIMH, % displacement of displacement of
impacts, Hz] [The difference the top of the top of
with the basic the frame, m] the frame, m]
natural frequency HCM HCM ¢
of the design, %] HIM 0es TH HIM I'H
Axceneporpamma No 1 0.25 64,39 0392 | D844 11531 | 0392 | 16l 706,38
[Accelerogram Ne 1] (pasp,) (pasp,)
Axceneporpavia N> 2 0,50 28,77 0,617 | 0,626 146 | 0617 | 0,667 8,10
[Accelerogram Ne 2]
Axceneporpanma Ne 3 1,00 42,45 0249 | 0332 3333 | 0249 | 0344 38,15
[Accelerogram Ne 3]
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Tabauya 3
Pe3yabTaThl A/18 CEeMHITAXKHOIN paMbl
[Table 3. Results of calculation for seven-story frame]
Bo3zaeiictBue Jdomunupyomas Paszuuna MaxkcumanbHoe | Pazauna, % | MaxcumaiabHoe | Pashuuua, %
[Impact] 4acToTa ¢ OCHOBHOIi nepemerneHne [The diffe- nepemerneHne [The diffe-
Bo3jeiicTBus, Iy CcOOCTBEHHOI Bepxa pambl, M rence, %] Bepxa pambl, M rence, %]
[Dominant 4acToTOoM [Maximum [Maximum
frequency of KOHCTpYKIMH, % | displacement of displacement of
impacts, Hz| [The difference the top of the top of
with the basic the frame, m] the frame, m]
natural
frequency of HAM 6Ie{3CllyI[-I HIM HIC_II\LI/I ¢
the design, %]
Axcereporpamna Nel 0,25 3333 1,780 | 2,429 3646 | 1,780 | 2393 34,44
[Accelerogram Ne 1]
Aiceneporpamna No2 0,50 33,33 0.541 | 0,766 4159 | 0541 | 0772 42,70
[Accelerogram Ne 2]
Axcerieporpamma No3 1,00 166,67 0251 | 0,266 5,98 0251 | 0,256 1,99
[Accelerogram Ne 3]

B pabotax [17; 18] npemnaraercsi HCHOJIB30BaTh
HEJTMHEHHBIM CTATUYECKUN METOJ I PACUETOB 3AaHUIM
u coopyxenuit B coorperctuu ¢ CIT 14.13330.2014.
HecmoTpst Ha cymiecTBeHHBIE AOMYIIEHUS, TPHMEHS-
€Mbl€ B HEJIMHEWHOM CTaTMYECKOM METOJIE B OTIMYHE
OT JIMHEHHO-CHEKTPAJIbHOIO0 METOJa, OH HAIpPsIMYIO
YUUTHIBACT MOBPEXICHNUS KOHCTPYKIHMA. TeM cambiM
MO3BOJIAA O0TKa3aThCs oT Koaddummenta K1. YTBep-
JKIAETCs, YTO METOJI SIBIISIETCSl JOCTATOYHO MPOCTHIM
Y HarJIIOHBIM, U MOXKET MPUMEHATHCS MPU IPOEKTH-
POBAHMHU 3/1aHUI U COOPYKEHUI C IIPOrHO3UPYEMBIM
YPOBHEM HOBPEXKACHUN UX HECYIIMX KOHCTPYKLHM.
OpHaKo aBTOp HE MPHUBOIUT OIIEHKY MOTPENTHOCTH He-
JMHEWHOT'0 CTaTHYECKOT0 METO/Ia Ha OCHOBE OoJee
TOYHBIX AHAIUTUYECKUX WJIM YHCIECHHBIX METO/]OB
(HarmpuMep, ¢ MPUMEHEHWEM HEJIMHEWHOTO IHHAMI-
YECKOTO METOIA).

3akioueHne

HennHeiiHplil cTaTHUECKUN METOJ, HE NIPOTHBO-
peduT TpeOOBaHUSIMHU POCCUUCKUX HOPM M MOXKET
MPUMEHSTHCA TIPU pacueTax 3/JaHUM U COOpYXKEHUU
Ha celicCMHYeCKHe BO3eiCcTBUs. Tak WM UHa4e, ITOT
MOJXOJ] y’K€ Hadall HCIOJIb30BaThCs B MHKEHEPHOU
npakTuke. ONHAKO Ha JaHHBII MOMEHT eJuHas Me-
TOIMKA pacyeTa OTCYTCTBYET.

B nacrosimieit paboTte npousBeeHa OlleHKa TOY-
HOCTHU TPEJIOKEHHOW paHee METOANKH HEITMHEHHO-
T0 CTaTHYECKOTO aHaJN3a MO0 OTHOIIEHUIO K HEIH-
HEHOMY IHHAMHYECKOMY METOIy IpH pacuere Ha
CHUHTE3UpPOBaHHBIE aKkceleporpammsl. s paccMoT-
PEHHBIX 3a7a4 B OOJIBLIIMHCTBE CIy4YaeB METOIMKA
Jlaja KOHCEPBATUBHYIO OIIEHKY PEaKIUH CHCTEMBI.
OpnHako B HEKOTOPBIX CIydasX pacxoXKICHHsS UMEIOT
CYIIECTBEHHYIO BEIMYMHY JaKe IJIS MPOCTBIX pacyer-
HBIX CXEM.

Taxum 06pa3oM, HEOOXOIUMO MPOBEICHHUE alTb-
HEHIINX UCCIEOBAHUI M COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUE HEIH-

LVHAMUKA KOHCTPYKLIWA 1 COOPYXEHUM

HEUHOTO CTaTHYECKOr0 METO/a, B TOM YHUCJIE Pa3BU-
THE MOJIAJIFHOTO «ITyIIOBep aHanmu3a». Tpedyercs Be-
pubHUKaIFsI 3TOro METoa TS 3MaHWH U COOPYKCHUH
Pa3HBIX KOHCTPYKTHUBHBIX CXEM U 3TAXKHOCTH, a TaK-
K€ ISl pa3nYHBIX MaTepuajoB KOHCTpykiui. He-
00X0JIMMO ONpeAeNuTh 001acTh MPUMEHEHUS HEJH-
HEHHOTr'0 CTaTU4YEeCKOI'0 METO0/1a, B KOTOPOii OH OyJeT
JaBaTh MPAKTUYECKU IPUEMIIEMbIE PE3yIbTaThI.
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Abstract. Relevance. Modern national standards for the design of buildings and structures for seismic impacts suggest
the calculation of structures in a nonlinear setting. Only linear-spectral method, which has been used and is still used, is not
enough for calculation. This is due to the fact that it does not allow directly taking into account the nonlinear work of
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the structures. To solve the problem, nonlinear dynamic methods of calculation in the time domain can be used. At the mo-
ment, such methods are implemented only in specialized software complexes, and in most cases cannot be used by ordinary
designers. Thus, it became necessary to apply simpler nonlinear calculation methods. In foreign standards for calculation of
seismic resistance of buildings and structures, nonlinear static methods, or pushover analysis, have long been used. But in
the national design practice until recently, these methods have not received due attention. Thus, the relevance of the study of
the possibility of using these methods in engineering practice is beyond doubt.

The aim of work. The purpose of this article is to estimate the accuracy of a nonlinear static method in comparison
with a nonlinear dynamic method when calculating structures for given accelerograms.

Solution technique. In the article three steel frames are considered: one-, three- and seven-story. The selection of sec-
tions was made in accordance with the requirements of the national standards on earthquake-resistant construction for seis-
mic loads of the basic safety earthquake (BSE) level. Next, frames are designed for the seismic loads of the maximum con-
sidered earthquake (MCE) level on a set of accelerograms of different frequency composition. The calculation was per-
formed by a nonlinear dynamic method in the LS-DYNA software package and a nonlinear static method in the LIRA 10.6
and MATLAB software complexes.

Results. Calculations showed that in all the cases considered, except for one, a nonlinear static method showed a con-
servative estimate of the response of the system, in comparison with the nonlinear dynamic method. But in some cases
the reaction was greatly overestimated.

Keywords: seismic resilience, nonlinear calculation technique, nonlinear dynamic calculation technique, nonlinear
static calculation technique, pushover analysis, accelerogram
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