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Preface

The Multidisciplinary Center for Earthquake Engineering Research (MCEER) is a national 
center of excellence in advanced technology applications that is dedicated to the reduction of 
earthquake losses nationwide. Headquartered at the University at Buffalo, State University 
of New York, the Center was originally established by the National Science Foundation in 
1986, as the National Center for Earthquake Engineering Research (NCEER).

Comprising a consortium of researchers from numerous disciplines and institutions 
throughout the United States, the Center’s mission is to reduce earthquake losses through 
research and the application of advanced technologies that improve engineering, pre-
earthquake planning and post-earthquake recovery strategies. Toward this end, the Cen-
ter coordinates a nationwide program of multidisciplinary team research, education and 
outreach activities. 

MCEER’s research is conducted under the sponsorship of two major federal agencies: the 
National Science Foundation (NSF) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 
and the State of New York. Signifi cant support is derived from the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), other state governments, academic institutions, foreign 
governments and private industry.

MCEER’s NSF-sponsored research objectives are twofold: to increase resilience by devel-
oping seismic evaluation and rehabilitation strategies for the post-disaster facilities and 
systems (hospitals, electrical and water lifelines, and bridges and highways) that society 
expects to be operational following an earthquake; and to further enhance resilience by 
developing improved emergency management capabilities to ensure an effective response 
and recovery following the earthquake (see the fi gure below).
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A cross-program activity focuses on the establishment of an effective experimental and 
analytical network to facilitate the exchange of  information between researchers located 
in various institutions across the country. These are complemented by, and integrated 
with, other MCEER activities in education, outreach, technology transfer, and industry 
partnerships.

This report presents a comprehensive approach to statistical modeling of post-earthquake ignitions 
and to data compilation for such modeling, and applies it to present day California. Specifi cally, 
regression models are developed that can be used to estimate the number of ignitions per census tract 
as a function of tract characteristics and the ground shaking experienced in a specifi ed earthquake. 
The new approach recognizes the discrete nature of ignition counts by using generalized linear and 
generalized linear mixed models for the fi rst time in this type of application. It includes careful model 
selection and goodness-of-fi t analyses, examines multiple covariates to estimate ignitions, and uses 
a census tract as a unit of study to enable better estimates at a fi ner geographic resolution. 
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ABSTRACT 

 

 

This report presents a comprehensive approach to statistical modeling of post-earthquake 

fire ignitions and to data collection for such modeling, and applies it to present day California. 

Generalized linear and generalized linear mixed models (GLMs and GLMMs) are used for this 

application for the first time. The approach recognizes that ignition counts are discrete, examines 

many possible covariates, and uses a small unit of study to ensure homogeneity in variable 

values for each area unit. Two datasets were developed to explore the effect of missing ignition 

data, each with a different assumption about the missing data. For one dataset, the recommended 

model includes instrumental intensity; percentage of land area that is commercial, industrial, or 

transportation; total building area; percentage of building area that is unreinforced masonry; and 

people per sq. km. The other includes the same, except area of high-intensity residential 

development replaces total building area, and median year built over all housing units is also 

included. The models should be useful in estimating the number and locations of post-earthquake 

ignitions in future earthquakes.  

 

Subject headings: California, earthquakes, fire hazards, geographic information systems, 

regression models, statistical models  
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SECTION 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Post-earthquake fires can be a significant collateral hazard associated with earthquakes. 

They were a dominant cause of losses in the 1906 San Francisco earthquake and an important 

factor in the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake. Computer models of post-earthquake fires can be 

valuable tools to help estimate the impacts of future earthquakes and plan for them. They were 

employed, for example, to demonstrate the need for and guide major improvements in San 

Francisco’s Auxiliary and Portable Water Supply Systems (Scawthorn et al. 2006). Post-

earthquake fire models can be divided into two main modules—ignition and spread/suppression. 

This report focuses on the former.  

Because there are so many possible ignition mechanisms and there is so much inherent 

variability in the phenomenon, almost all previous post-earthquake ignition models are statistical. 

(Mohammadi et al. (1994) and Williamson and Groner (2000), which use event and fault trees, 

are exceptions.) Models typically regress some measure of ignition rate on some measure of 

earthquake intensity (e.g., ignitions per sq. ft. of building area vs. peak ground acceleration, 

PGA).  Scawthorn et al. (2005), Li et al. (2001), and Zhao et al. (2006) then simulate ignitions 

for each area unit assuming they follow a Poisson process with the ignition rate from the 

regression. Ren and Xie (2004) estimate the number of ignitions in each area unit as the product 

of ignition rate from the regression and total building area of the unit. Cousins and Smith (2004) 

assume ignitions are normally distributed with mean ignition rate from the regression and a 

standard deviation of one. Lee et al. (2007) reviews the literature on post-earthquake ignition and 

spread/suppression modeling. Scawthorn et al. (2005) offers an excellent overview of post-



2 

earthquake fires, including discussion of historical post-earthquake fires and causes of post-

earthquake ignitions.  

Though often not explicitly discussed, it appears that previous regression models were fit 

using least squares estimation. Several authors report an R2 value (Lee et al. 2007), but details of 

the model fitting and final goodness-of-fit are omitted. Further, none of the available models 

explore the possibility of using more than one covariate to estimate ignition rate. Previous 

studies also typically provide little information about the data used to fit the models. Only a few 

sources specifically define which ignitions are considered (e.g., only structural fires that occurred 

within 3 days of the earthquake). They all use cities or other relatively large units of study within 

which many covariate values are likely not constant. Most sources do not specify how it was 

decided which cities to include in the dataset. Was it only those that reported ignitions (therefore 

ignoring zero counts), or all cities with at least a specified level of ground shaking? In the 

analogous context of vehicle accident models, Miaou and Lum (1993) examine the limitations of 

linear regression of the type used in previous post-earthquake ignition models. 

 This report presents a comprehensive approach to statistical modeling of post-earthquake 

ignitions and to data compilation for such modeling, and applies it to present day California. 

Specifically, regression models are developed that can be used to estimate the number of 

ignitions per census tract as a function of tract characteristics and the ground shaking 

experienced in a specified earthquake. The new approach recognizes the discrete nature of 

ignition counts by using generalized linear and generalized linear mixed models (GLMs and 

GLMMs) for the first time for this application. It includes careful model selection and goodness-

of-fit analyses, examines multiple covariates to estimate ignitions, and uses a small unit of 

study—census tract. The data and data collection process are described in Section 2, followed by 
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background on the models used in Section 3. The model selection process and the final 

recommended models are discussed in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.  
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SECTION 2 

DATA DESCRIPTION 

 

2.1. Data Compilation 

 By overlaying data from several sources in a geographic information system (GIS), a 

database was compiled that includes a value for each variable in Table 2-1 for each observation, 

where an observation is a 1990 census tract in a specified earthquake. It also includes an 

earthquake indicator (xeq) for each observation. Census tracts were chosen as the unit of study to 

help ensure that covariate values are relatively homogeneous within them, because population is 

roughly constant across tracts, and because data for many covariates were available by census 

tract. Only data from six recent California earthquakes (1983 to 1994) were included since 

characteristics of the built environment (e.g., vulnerability of gas systems, building structural 

types) and cultural factors (e.g., what type of appliances are used and when) may make data from 

other countries or from long ago inconsistent.  

 Ideally, for each earthquake, the data would include an observation for every census tract 

that experienced ground shaking and therefore could potentially have experienced ignitions. 

Unfortunately, ignition data are only available (i.e., were only collected) for selected 

jurisdictions for each earthquake. Two datasets were developed to explore the possible effect of 

missing ignition data. For a given earthquake, Dataset A includes only those census tracts that 

experienced a nonzero PGA and that are in a jurisdiction for which ignition data were available 

(Table 2-1). Dataset B assumes that tracts that experienced nonzero PGA but are not in 

jurisdictions we have data for are zero counts (Table 2-2). Both datasets include the same 

covariates. Table 2-3 indicates the jurisdictions for which data are available, by earthquake.  
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Table 2-1. Descriptive Statistics of Continuous Variables Considered in Ignition Model (Dataset A) 

Variable Min. Mean Median St. dev. Max 
y 1. Number of ignitions 0.000 0.045 0.000 0.244 4.000 

xpga 2. PGA, g  0.060 0.208 0.180 0.128 0.800 
xpgv 3. PGV, cm/s  2.000 16.753 11.000 16.466 156.000 
xsa 4. Sa(0.3), g  0.000 0.460 0.380 0.309 2.220 
xii 5. Instrumental intensity 4.233 6.248 6.100 0.976 9.900 

  tbldg 6. Total building area, sq m 18.1 277.7 244.7 164.1 2459.0 
xrbldg 7. Residential building area, sq m 0.0 216.0 202.0 93.0 958.1 
xcbldg 8. Commercial building area, sq m 0.0 46.2 19.7 102.4 2131.0 
xibldg 9. Industrial building area, sq m  0.0 11.3 2.0 38.4 645.8 

x%rbldg 10. % building area that is residential  0.0% 82.8% 88.8% 17.5% 100.0% 
x%cbldg 11. % building area that is commercial  0.0% 12.9% 8.6% 13.0% 98.4% 
x%ibldg 12. % building area that is industrial  0.0% 2.9% 0.8% 6.0% 56.0% 
xwood 13. Wood building area, sq m  3.27 207.67 192.08 94.02 929.36 
xsteel 14. Steel building area, sq m  0.08 15.01 8.05 26.98 515.31 
xcon 15. Concrete building area, sq m  0.12 15.53 9.47 23.45 434.92 

xprecon 16. Prestressed concrete building area, sq m  0.00 13.16 5.19 30.59 469.38 
xRM 17. Reinforced masonry building area, sq m  0.58 18.53 11.55 27.51 504.99 

xURM 18. Unreinforced masonry building area, sq m  0.02 4.43 2.78 6.57 118.18 
xMH 19. Mobile home building area, sq m  0.00 3.41 0.11 11.38 165.94 

x%wood 20. % building area that is wood  12.1% 78.1% 81.9% 15.4% 98.5% 
x%steel 21. % building area that is steel  0.1% 4.6% 3.5% 3.8% 31.7% 
x%con 22. % building area that is concrete  0.1% 5.0% 4.2% 3.6% 28.1% 

x%precon 23. % building area that is prestressed concrete 0.0% 3.7% 2.3% 4.2% 33.3% 
x%RM 24. % building area that is reinforced masonry 1.1% 5.9% 5.0% 3.7% 35.4% 

x%URM 25. % building area that is unreinforced masonry 0.0% 1.4% 1.3% 1.0% 5.4% 
x%MH 26. % building area that is mobile homes  0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 4.2% 57.7% 

xW1 27. W1 building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 22,028 8,691  29,167 178,138 
xC2L 28. C2L building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 1,255 311  2,912 43,194 

xRM1L 29. RM1L building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 1,516 440  3,181 45,579 
x%W1 30. % W1 building area with ≥ slight damagea 0.0% 17.6% 8.6% 19.9% 73.8% 

x%C2L 31. % C2L building area with ≥ slight damagea 0.0% 21.9% 9.7% 25.4% 89.7% 
x%RM1L 32. % RM1L building area with ≥ slight damagea  0.0% 17.4% 8.2% 20.6% 79.1% 

xyrblt 33. Median year built over all housing units   1939 1959 1958 11.2 1989 
x%pre70 34. % housing units built pre-1970  0.0% 69.6% 75.2% 23.3% 100.0% 

xOHU 35. Num. occupied housing units (OHUs)  0 1465 1423 1034 11063 
xgas 36. Num. OHUs with gas house heatingb  0 1195 1189 830 9761 
xelec 37. Num. OHUs with electricity house heating 0 243 135 340 4529 

x%gas 38. % OHUs with gas house heatingb  0.0% 70.4% 83.7% 32.1% 100.0% 
x%elec 39. % OHUs with electricity house heating  0.0% 12.7% 9.3% 12.8% 100.0% 

xpop 40. Number of people 5 5,241 4,844  2,607 36,034 
xdens 41. People per sq. km.            0 4,457 3,445  4,048 39,018 
xarea 42. Tract area, millions of sq m  0.0106 10.48 1.32  185.20 9,973.4 

xlowres 43. Low-intensity residential area, sq m   0 292,915 251,100  233,075 3.007M 
xhires 44. High-intensity residential area, sq m  0 128,594 102,600  130,365 2.461M 
xCIT 45. Commercial, industrial, transportation area, sq m 0 59,005 37,800  91,097 1.434M 

x%lowres 46. % land area that is low-intensity residential   0.0% 18.9% 19.0% 10.5% 85.3% 
x%hires 47. % land area that is high-intensity residential  0.0% 8.9% 7.2% 7.2% 46.1% 
x%CIT 48. % land area that is commercial, industrial, or 

transportation  0.0% 2.8% 2.7% 1.6% 18.0% 
a W1 = wood, light-frame <5,000 ft2, C2L = 1-3 story concrete shear wall, RM1L = 1-3 story reinforced masonry 

bearing walls with wood or metal deck diaphragms  
b Gas includes utility, bottled, tank, or liquid petroleum gas, oil, kerosene. 



7 

Table 2-2. Descriptive Statistics of Continuous Variables Considered in Ignition Model (Dataset B) 

Variable Min. Mean Median St. dev. Max 
y 1. Number of ignitions 0.000 0.019 0.000 0.158 4.000 

xpga 2. PGA, g  0.020 0.160 0.120 0.117 0.800 
xpgv 3. PGV, cm/s  1.000 13.92 9.000 14.183 156.000 
xsa 4. Sa(0.3), g  0.000 0.326 0.280 0.303 2.220 
xii 5. Instrumental intensity 0.000 5.899 5.800 1.087 9.900 

  tbldg 6. Total building area, sq m 0.762 301.1 264.6 177.3 2696.0 
xrbldg 7. Residential building area, sq m 0.0 206.6 202.2 130.7 1399.7 
xcbldg 8. Commercial building area, sq m 0.0 39.7 16.4 89.6 2131.0 
xibldg 9. Industrial building area, sq m  0.0 10.4 1.5 38.3 838.1 

x%rbldg 10. % building area that is residential  0.0% 72.9% 87.2% 32.0% 100.0% 
x%cbldg 11. % building area that is commercial  0.0% 10.9% 6.7% 13.3% 98.4% 
x%ibldg 12. % building area that is industrial  0.0% 2.5% 0.6% 7.2% 56.0% 
xwood 13. Wood building area, sq m  0.59 231.21 212.24 113.67 1364.61 
xsteel 14. Steel building area, sq m  0.03 14.72 7.63 28.70 674.02 
xcon 15. Concrete building area, sq m  0.04 14.63 8.87 22.13 434.92 

xprecon 16. Prestressed concrete building area, sq m  0.00 13.10 5.08 31.67 558.37 
xRM 17. Reinforced masonry building area, sq m  0.05 18.01 11.40 25.98 504.99 

xURM 18. Unreinforced masonry building area, sq m  0.01 4.11 2.46 6.20 118.18 
xMH 19. Mobile home building area, sq m  0.00 5.34 0.23 14.47 354.63 

x%wood 20. % building area that is wood  12.1% 79.4% 83.4% 15.3% 98.7% 
x%steel 21. % building area that is steel  0.0% 4.2% 3.1% 3.8% 31.7% 
x%con 22. % building area that is concrete  0.0% 4.5% 3.6% 3.5% 29.0% 

x%precon 23. % building area that is prestressed concrete 0.0% 3.4% 2.0% 4.1% 33.3% 
x%RM 24. % building area that is reinforced masonry 1.0% 5.4% 4.5% 3.6% 35.4% 

x%URM 25. % building area that is unreinforced masonry 0.0% 1.2% 1.0% 0.9% 5.4% 
x%MH 26. % building area that is mobile homes  0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 4.9% 78.5% 

xW1 27. W1 building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 14,888 3,727  26,204 239,973 
xC2L 28. C2L building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 748 115  2,208 43,194 

xRM1L 29. RM1L building area with ≥ slight damage,a sq m 0 944 196  2,483 47,478 
x%W1 30. % W1 building area with ≥ slight damagea 0.0% 11.0% 2.8% 17.1% 76.8% 

x%C2L 31. % C2L building area with ≥ slight damagea 0.0% 13.6% 3.6% 21.7% 92.1% 
x%RM1L 32. % RM1L building area with ≥ slight damagea  0.0% 10.9% 3.0% 17.5% 83.3% 

xyrblt 33. Median year built over all housing units   1939 1962 1962 11.7 1989 
x%pre70 34. % housing units built pre-1970  0.0% 63.8% 69.5% 26.0% 100.0% 

xOHU 35. Num. occupied housing units (OHUs)  0 1657 1558 1008 11063 
xgas 36. Num. OHUs with gas house heatingb  0 1329 1260 824 9761 
xelec 37. Num. OHUs with electricity house heating 0 290 187 332 4529 

x%gas 38. % OHUs with gas house heatingb  0.0% 75.6% 83.1% 23.9% 100.0% 
x%elec 39. % OHUs with electricity house heating  0.0% 15.5% 12.6% 12.9% 100.0% 

xpop 40. Number of people 5 5,371 4,893  2,875 36,034 
xdens 41. People per sq. km.         0.3 3,340 2,622  3,458 39,018 
xarea 42. Tract area, millions of sq m  0.005 30.47 1.80  221.56 9,973.4 

xlowres 43. Low-intensity residential area, sq m   0 311,580 257,400  262,549 3.007M 
xhires 44. High-intensity residential area, sq m  0 117,767 89,100  128,360 2.461M 
xCIT 45. Commercial, industrial, transportation area, sq m 0 69,638 42,300  107,882 2.479M 

x%lowres 46. % land area that is low-intensity residential   0.0% 15.5% 15.3% 10.8% 85.3% 
x%hires 47. % land area that is high-intensity residential  0.0% 6.0% 4.1% 6.1% 46.1% 
x%CIT 48. % land area that is commercial, industrial, or 

transportation  0.0% 2.4% 2.3% 1.7% 18.0% 
a W1 = wood, light-frame <5,000 ft2, C2L = 1-3 story concrete shear wall, RM1L = 1-3 story reinforced masonry 

bearing walls with wood or metal deck diaphragms  
b Gas includes utility, bottled, tank, or liquid petroleum gas, oil, kerosene. 
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Table 2-3. Earthquakes and Jurisdictions Included 

 
Earthquake Date and time Cities and counties 

for which data are 
available 

Num. 
ignitions in 

dataset 

Num. observations  
with 

PGA>0 
with data 
available 

Coalinga May 2, 1983, 
16:42 Coalinga 

3 416 3 

Morgan Hill  April 24, 1984, 
13:15 

Morgan Hill, San 
Jose, Saratoga 

6 1,481 20 

N. Palm 
Springs 

July 8, 1986, 
02:21 

Palm Springs, 
Riverside County, 
Idyllwild  

1 167 76 

Whittier 
Narrows 

October 1, 
1987, 07:42 

Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, 
Pasadena, San 
Marino, Alhambra, 
Montebello  

20 2,243 1,616 

Loma Prieta October 17, 
1989, 17:04 

San Francisco 
Oakland 
Santa Cruz 
Berkeley 

34  
0  
1 
1 

1,149 283 

Northridge January 17, 
1994, 04:30 

Los Angeles 
Santa Monica 
Orange County 

77 
4  
1 

2,462 1,215 

Total 148 7,918 3,213 
 
 
Dataset A likely underestimates the number of observations with zero ignitions because the tracts 

that are omitted probably have higher proportions of zeros than those that are included. Dataset B 

likely overestimates the zero counts because there may actually be some unrecorded ignitions 

among the added tracts. In Dataset A, there are 2,476 census tracts and 8 counties represented in 

3,213 observations (census tract-earthquake combinations); in Dataset B, there are 4,369 census 

tracts and 29 counties in 7,920 observations. The number of observations for Datasets (A; B) are, 

by earthquake: 1983 Coalinga (3; 416), 1984 Morgan Hill (20; 1,483), 1986 North Palm Springs 

(76; 167), 1987 Whittier Narrows (1,620; 2,243), 1989 Loma Prieta (284; 1,149), and 1994 

Northridge (1,219; 2,462).  
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2.2. Data Sources 

Ignition data were obtained from earthquake-specific reconnaissance reports (Scawthorn 

and Donelan 1984, Scawthorn et al. 1985, EERI 1986, Wiggins 1988, City of San Francisco 

1989, Mohammadi et al. 1992, Olson et al. 2003, Scawthorn et al. 1998, and Orange County Fire 

Authority, unpublished incident reports from January 1994). Reported street addresses were used 

to geocode ignitions. A major effort was made to collect additional ignition data from the 

National Fire Incident Report System (NFIRS) database and by contacting 29 local fire 

departments. Unfortunately, only data for Orange County in the Northridge earthquake were 

added as a result of this effort since records did not go back far enough in general. In future 

earthquakes, however, NFIRS and local fire departments could offer useful sources of ignition 

data. The datasets include 148 ignitions in 127 observations (Appendix A). 

 To be consistent, the datasets include only those ignitions that: (1) became structural fires, 

(2) required fire department help to extinguish, (3) occurred within 10 days of the earthquake, 

and (4) were identified as earthquake-related. Structural fires that require fire department help to 

suppress are the ones of primary interest and for which data are available. However, ground 

shaking and other covariates are probably more related to the total number of ignitions (including 

smaller structural fires, and electric pole and other non-structural fires) whether they 

subsequently grew or spread or not. Focusing on structural fires requiring fire department help, 

therefore, entails an implicit assumption that they make up a constant proportion of all ignitions, 

a reasonable assumption if future earthquakes are of similar severity as past ones. Many data 

sources did not indicate the number of days post-earthquake during which ignitions were 

considered, and the Whittier Narrows ignitions did not have times associated with them, so it is 

difficult to establish exactly what time cutoff this dataset represents. One ignition is included that 
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occurred as late as 10 days after the earthquake, but most occurred within 3 days. Non-

earthquake-related ignitions were not included here because: (1) most data sources do not 

include them, (2) theoretically, ground motion and building damage should be more directly 

related to just earthquake-related ignitions, and (3) if desired, ignitions based on normal, non-

earthquake ignition rates could be added separately to correctly represent the total number of 

fires the fire department actually has to suppress.  

Appendix A lists the final set of ignitions, and for each, includes its street address, 

latitude and longitude, time of occurrence, and notes about the process of geocoding it. It also 

notes any ignitions that were mentioned in the sources but were not included in this study, and 

explains why they were omitted. While it is believed that most ignitions are included and have 

been located in the correct census tract, as always the subsequent statistical analysis should be 

interpreted keeping in mind the level of precision in the input data.  

 Ground motion data, in terms of PGA, peak ground velocity (PGV), spectral acceleration 

(Sa at 0.3 s with 5% damping), and instrumental intensity, were obtained from the U.S. 

Geological Survey Shakemap archives (Wald et al. 2006) (Table 2-1, variables 2 to 5). Table 2-4 

defines instrumental intensity. Measured on a scale of I to X+, for values lower than V 

instrumental intensity depends on PGA, for V to VII it depends on a linear combination of PGA 

and PGV, and above VII, it depends on PGV (Wald et al. 2006). When a tract experienced 

multiple ground shaking levels, the average was used. 

 Building floor area data (Table 2-1, variables 6 to 26) were taken from the default 

database that comes with HAZUS-MH MR2, the standardized national multi-hazard loss 

estimation software developed by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA 2003). 

Building damage data (Table 2-1, variables 27 to 32) were obtained by running deterministic 
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HAZUS-MH MR2 analyses with the default database, assuming repeats of the relevant historic 

earthquakes. For simplicity, only three of the 36 structural types in HAZUS-MH MR2 were used 

to represent the degree of building damage: light-frame wood <5,000 ft2 (W1), 1- to 3-story 

concrete shear wall (C2L), 1- to 3-story reinforced masonry bearing walls with wood or metal 

deck diaphragms (RM1L). Since HAZUS-MH MR2 is based on 2000 census tracts, these data 

had to be mapped to 1990 census tracts. The 1990 census provided the building age and heating 

attributes, population data, and total census tract land area (Table 2-1, variables 33 to 42) (U.S. 

Census Bureau 1992).  

 

Table 2-4. ShakeMap Instrumental Intensity Scale Definition (Source: Wald et al. 2006) 
 
Perceived 
shaking 

Not 
felt 

Weak Light Moderate Strong Very 
strong 

Severe Violent Extreme 

Potential 
damage 

None None None Very 
light 

Light Moderate Moderate/Heavy Heavy Very 
Heavy 

Peak 
acceleration 
(%g) 

<0.17 0.17-
1.4 

1.4-
3.9 

3.9-9.2 9.2-18 18-34 34-65 65-124 >124 

Peak 
velocity 
(cm/s) 

<0.1 0.1-
1.1 

1.1-
3.4 

3.4-8.1 9.1-16 16-31 31-60 60-116 >116 

Instrumental 
intensity 

I II-III IV V VI VII VIII IX X+ 

 
 

 National Land Cover Data (NLCD) was obtained from the Multi-Resolution Land 

Characteristics (MRLC) Consortium. The data, which are based on MRLC’s Landsat 5 Thematic 

Mapper satellite data and ancillary sources, indicate the land cover class of each 30 m by 30 m 

grid cell in the coterminous U.S. (MRLC 2001). The three classes related to developed areas—

low-intensity residential, high-intensity residential, and commercial/industrial/transportation—

were included (Table 2-1, variables 43 to 48).  
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2.3. Initial Data Analysis 

An initial analysis of the datasets was conducted to become familiar with the data, and 

identify outliers, data-entry errors, or unusual distributions. Tables 2-1, 2-2, and 2-5 provide 

tabular summaries of the data. Appendix B includes additional graphical summaries and 

correlation matrices. In a few cases data entry or similar errors were found and corrected. In 

others, outliers and skewed distributions were noted but no errors were found, so no changes 

were made. The covariate vs. number of ignition plots offer preliminary ideas about which 

covariates might be significant (Figures B-3 and B-4). Relationships between each of the ground 

shaking covariates and the number of ignitions are apparent, for example. In interpreting those 

figures, however, it is important to note that there are only 14, 2, and 1 observation(s) for 2, 3, 

and 4 ignition counts, respectively.   

Table 2-5. Ignition Counts by Earthquake 
 

Earthquake 
Ignition counts 

(Dataset A) 
0 

(Dataset B) 
0 1 2 3 4 

Coalinga 2 415 0 0 1 0 
Loma Prieta 251 1,117 28 4 0 0 
Morgan Hill 15 1,478 4 1 0 0 
N. Palm Springs 75 166 1 0 0 0 
Northridge 1,147 2,394 57 9 1 1 
Whittier Narrows 1,596 2,223 20 0 0 0 
Total 3,086 7,793 110 14 2 1 

 
 

Examining the correlation matrix for each dataset revealed correlations among several 

covariates (Appendix B, Tables B-1 and B-2). The correlations given in this discussion are for 

Dataset A, but the same conclusions were reached for Dataset B. All four ground motion 

covariates are highly correlated (ρ>0.84). Total building area is highly correlated with all 

structural types except mobile homes (ρ>0.75). The percentage of the building area that is 
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residential is positively correlated with the percentage that is wood (ρ=0.89), and negatively 

correlated with the percentages that are commercial (ρ=-0.93), industrial (ρ=-0.69), or any 

structural type other than mobile homes (ρ>0.83). The percentage of building area that is 

commercial is positively correlated with all structural types except wood and mobile homes 

(ρ>0.66). The three percentage damage covariates are extremely correlated (ρ>0.99). Pre-1970 

buildings and median year built are negatively correlated (ρ=-0.87). The total number of 

occupied housing units (OHUs) is correlated with the number with gas (ρ=0.95) or electric heat 

(ρ=0.68). The number and percentage of OHUs with gas heat are correlated (ρ=0.80), as they are 

for electric heat (ρ=0.80). The three land area types—low-intensity residential, high-intensity 

residential, and commercial/industrial/transportation—are correlated (ρ>0.61). 
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SECTION 3 

STATISTICAL MODELS 

 

3.1. Poisson Generalized Linear Model 

A Poisson regression model, a type of generalized linear model (GLM), is often used 

when the response variable measures the number of occurrences (counts) of some random event 

in a specified unit of space or time (Cameron and Trivedi 1998). Poisson regression is 

appropriate when counts are nonnegative and discrete, occur due to an underlying stochastic 

process, and are independent between units conditional on that underlying occurrence rate (i.e., 

when the response variable can be assumed to be a Poisson distributed random variable). In this 

case, the number of ignitions, yi, that occur in observation i (where an observation is one census 

tract in a particular earthquake) is assumed to be a Poisson random variable with parameter μi 

and density: 

 ( | ) ,
!

i iy
i

i i
i

ef y x
y

μ μ−

=                    yi=0, 1, 2, … (1) 

In a Poisson regression model, the parameter μi is estimated as a function of a vector of 

covariates, ix , that describe observation i and a vector of parameters β  estimated from data: 

 ln
i

T
i xμ β=  (2) 

The log “link” function in Eq. 2 ensures that μi will be nonnegative. The Poisson regression 

model is widely used, but it is based on the relatively restrictive assumption that the conditional 

mean and conditional variance of the count data are equal: 

 [ | ] [ | ]i i i i iVar y x E y x μ= =  (3) 
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This assumption is not valid for many datasets. Often data are overdispersed, meaning the 

conditional variance is greater than the conditional mean. In fact, data may be inconsistent with 

the Poisson assumption in many other ways too, such as, truncation and censoring, excess zeros, 

multimodality, trends, or dependence among event counts (Cameron and Trivedi 1998). Several 

alternative models, including those discussed in Sections 3.2 and 3.3, can be used if the Poisson 

model is inadequate. Note that in this analysis, zero-inflated models were not considered 

appropriate because all observations could have experienced ignitions (i.e., there were not two 

distinct identifiable processes). 

3.2. Negative Binomial Generalized Linear Model  

In negative binomial regression, the most common model to account for overdispersion, 

count data are assumed to follow a negative binomial probability density function instead of a 

Poisson: 

 
1

1 1

1 1 1

( )( | , ) ,
( 1) ( )

iy

i i
i i

i i i

yf y
y

α
α μαμ α

α α μ α μ

−
− −

− − −

⎛ ⎞ ⎛ ⎞Γ += ⎜ ⎟ ⎜ ⎟Γ + Γ + +⎝ ⎠ ⎝ ⎠
     α≥0, y=0, 1, 2, … (4) 

where exp(
i

T
i xμ β= ) , as with the Poisson, and α is the overdispersion parameter. In the negative 

binomial model (referred to as NB), count data are assumed to have mean μi and variance: 

 2[ | ]i i i iVar y x μ αμ= +  (5) 

Since α≥0, one feature of the NB model is that it has a higher conditional variance than the 

Poisson (reducing to the Poisson when α=0). The NB also has a larger proportion of zero counts 

and a thicker right tail than the Poisson (Cameron and Trivedi 1998). The NB can be derived in a 

few ways, one of which is as a Poisson-Gamma mixture. The counts are treated as conditionally 

Poisson( iμ ), but the Poisson mean iμ  is treated as stochastic, specifically as the product of the 

Poisson mean μi and a gamma-distributed random variable with mean one and variance α 
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(Cameron and Trivedi 1998). The NB is thus often interpreted as a Poisson in which the 

individual observations differ randomly in a way not accounted for by the covariates ix , perhaps 

as a result of omitted covariates or additional randomness. 

3.3. Generalized Linear Mixed Model  

An alternative method is to use generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs), which are 

GLMs with random effects. The Poisson GLMM assumes that the conditional distribution of 

counts is Poisson, as in Eq. 1, but it adds a random term uk to the link function: 

 ln
i

T
i kx uμ β +=  (6) 

The uk terms are generally assumed to be either independent normally distributed random 

variables with mean zero and standard deviation of σu, or multivariate normal random variables 

with covariance matrix Σ. The covariance matrix can be used, for example, to represent spatial 

correlation. While the NB model has one additional parameter to capture extra-Poisson 

variability, a GLMM has one for each random term.  
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SECTION 4 

MODEL SELECTION 

 

4.1. Model Selection Process 

A careful model selection process was followed for both Datasets A and B. It began with 

the Poisson GLM, the simplest model, and then was repeated for the alternative models to 

examine if they provided better fits. All models were fit using R software (R Development Core 

Team 2007). Poisson models, negative binomial models, and GLMMs were fit using the “glm” 

(stats), “glm.nb” (MASS), and “lmer” (lme4) and “glmmML” (glmmML) commands (in the noted 

libraries), respectively. 

Models were evaluated and compared using: (1) the deviance pseudo-R-squared, 2
devR , (2) 

the NB overdispersion parameter, α, and (3) a pseudo-R-squared based on α, 2Rα , (4) likelihood 

ratio tests, (5) the Akaike Information Criteria (AIC), and (6) average predicted vs. observed 

counts. In linear regression models, R2 represents goodness-of-fit as the percentage of variability 

in the observation yi that a model explains. Alternative pseudo-R2 statistics have been developed 

for nonlinear and discrete count models (e.g., Cameron and Windmeijer 1996; Fridstrøm et al. 

1995; Heinzl and Mittlbock 2003; Miaou 1996). A commonly used one is the pseudo-R2 based 

on deviances, [ ]2 ˆ1 ( , ) / ( , )devR D y D y yμ= − , where D(y, μ̂ ) is the deviance statistic for the fit 

model (twice the difference between the log-likelihood of the fit model and the full model), and 

D(y, y ) is the deviance statistic for the intercept-only model (a model with iμ̂  = y  for all i). The 

2
devR , which measures the reduction in deviance due to the inclusion of regressors, is always 

between 0 and 1, and generally increases when new regressors are added, but cannot be used for 

comparison between Poisson and NB models (Cameron and Windmeijer 1996). 
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 For NB models, the overdispersion parameter, α, can provide information about the 

goodness-of-fit. If α = 0, all the observed variability could be attributed to the randomness one 

expects from a Poisson distribution. The higher the value of α, the greater the randomness above 

a Poisson. A smaller α indicates the covariates have better predictive power because the 

expected difference between yi and the model’s estimate of its mean is smaller (Eq. 5). Therefore, 

NB models with smaller α values are preferred. 

 While α itself provides a dimensionless goodness-of fit criterion, it can also be used to 

compute a pseudo-R2 statistic, Rα
2 , recommended by Miaou (1996). In Eq. 5, the first term, μι, is 

the variance of the Poisson counting process; the second term, αμι
2, is the extra unexplained 

variation due to variability in the true mean ˜ μ i . If the null (intercept-only) model with iμ̂ = y  has 

an alpha parameter of α0, a reasonable pseudo-R2 describing the fraction of the total variation in 

the true means ˜ μ i  (with average value μ) described by a proposed model with parameter α is Rα
2  

= ( )01 /α α− , where Rα
2  ranges from 0 to 1. While 2

devR  measures the fraction of the total 

variation in the raw counts yi explained by the model, Rα
2  measures the fraction of the total 

variation in the true Poisson means ˜ μ i  explained by the model. When the mean count μi is small 

(as in this case), most of the variability in the counts yi can be due to the Poisson variability. As a 

result, 2
devR  values are much lower than Rα

2 .  

 When comparing nested models (i.e., a pair of models such that one can be represented as 

a specific case of the other), likelihood ratio tests were used. The likelihood ratio test is a formal 

hypothesis test in which twice the difference in the log-likelihoods of two models are compared 

to a chi-squared distribution with degrees of freedom equal to the number of parameters by 

which the models differ. For nonnested models, the AIC = -2logL+2k was useful, where logL is 
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the log-likelihood, k is the number of independent parameters, and the smaller AIC indicates the 

preferred model (Akaike 1974). Finally, since the models are ultimately intended to be used for 

prediction of ignitions in future earthquakes, the distribution of predicted total counts from each 

model jn  (i.e., the estimated number of observations with yi=j, j=0, 1, 2,…) were compared to 

the total observed counts jn  for the dataset (Cameron and Trivedi 1998, p. 156). For each count j, 

the total predicted counts was calculated as the sum of the probability of that yi=j over all N 

observations. For the Poisson, for example, 
1

ˆ ˆ ˆexp( ) / !N j
j i ii

n jμ μ
=

= −∑ .  

 For each dataset, an exhaustive covariate selection process was followed. As discussed in 

Section 2.3, many of the candidate covariates are highly correlated, and for these purposes can be 

considered to be essentially alternate measures of the same thing. For example, while there are 

important differences between PGA, PGV, Sa(0.3s), and instrumental intensity all are measures of 

ground shaking intensity and the correlations among them are 0.84 to 0.92 for Dataset A. The 

first step, therefore, was to choose the best of the alternate measures, then find the best 

combination of those and the other covariates, including examination of possible interaction 

terms. Note that the total building area, tbldg, was transformed into xtbldg = ln(tbldg) before 

fitting the models. 

4.2. Model Selection Results 

The analyses of Datasets A and B were similar. This discussion focuses on Dataset A first, 

then on Dataset B. Table 4-1 summarizes a small selection of the Poisson models fit to Dataset A, 

Table 4-2 shows the results of selected likelihood ratio tests, and Table 4-3 presents the observed 

versus predicted distributions of total number of ignitions for different models. Models are 

referred to as D.MN, where D is the dataset (A or B), M is the model type (Poisson, negative 

binomial, or mixed model), and N is the specific model number. If one compares A.P1 and A.P2, 
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Table 4-2. Selected Likelihood Ratio Tests for Dataset A 

Model comparisona 
Likelihood ratio 

test statistic 
Degrees of 

freedom p-value Conclusionb 

A.P1 v. A.P2 5.576 6 0.472 Same 
A.P2 v. A.P3 5.589 1 0.018 A.P2 is preferred 
A.P4 v. A.P5 3.800 5 0.579 Same 
A.P5 v. A.P6 5.111 1 0.024 A.P5 is preferred 

A.NB1 v. A.NB2 5.179 6 0.521 Same 
A.NB2 v. A.NB3 5.033 1 0.025 A.NB2 is preferred 
A.NB4 v. A.NB5 3.439 5 0.633 Same 
A.NB5 v. A.NB6 4.200 1 0.040 A.NB5 is preferred 

A.MM3 v. A.MM2 6.308 1 0.012 A.MM3 is preferred 
A.MM3 v. A.MM4 5.141 1 0.023 A.MM3 is preferred 

A.P5 v. A.P2 31.747 6 <0.0001 A.P5 is preferred 
A.NB5 v. A.NB2 28.701 6 <0.0001 A.NB5 is preferred 
A.P2 v. A.NB2 7.264 1 0.004 A.NB2 is preferred 
A.P5 v. A.NB5 4.217 1 0.020 A.NB5 is preferred 

a The covariates included in each model are indicated in Table 2-2.  
b Same means there is no statistically significant difference at the 0.05 level 

Table 4-3. Predicted vs. Observed Counts for Selected Models with Dataset A 

   Number of ignitions 
   Total 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
  Observed  148 3,086 110 14 2 1 0 0 0 

Poisson 

without 
earthquake 

A.P1 148.0 3,080 121 10.9 1.5 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
A.P2 148.0 3,080 121 10.7 1.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
A.P3 148.0 3,079 121 10.5 1.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 

With 
earthquake 

A.P4 148.0 3,082 117 11.5 1.8 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 
A.P5 148.0 3,082 118 11.4 1.8 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 
A.P6 148.0 3,081 118 11.4 1.8 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 

NB 

without 
earthquake 

A.NB1 148.0 3,086 110 14.5 2.4 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 
A.NB2a 149.8 3,087 109 13.2 2.9 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.1 
A.NB3 150.0 3,087 108 13.2 2.9 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.1 

With 
earthquake 

A.NB4 149.6 3,087 108 13.0 2.9 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.1 
A.NB5 149.6 3,087 109 13.0 2.8 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.1 
A.NB6 150.2 3,088 108 13.1 3.0 1.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 

GLMM 

 A.MM1 268.3 2,988 189 25.9 5.8 1.7 0.5 0.2 0.0 
 A.MM2 355.5 2,931 229 38.6 9.6 3.0 1.0 0.4 0.1 
 A.MM3 355.5 2,931 229 38.6 9.6 3.0 1.0 0.4 0.1 
 A.MM4 320.2 2,954 215 33.5 7.9 2.3 0.7 0.2 0.1 

a Model A.NB2 is the final recommended model for Dataset A. 

 

for example, the AIC is slightly lower for A.P2, the 2
devR  are the same, they predict similar 

distributions of the total number of ignitions (Table 4-3), and a likelihood ratio test comparing 
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the two (Table 4-2) indicates that they are statistically indistinguishable (p-value=0.472), so the 

simpler model (A.P2) is preferred.  

  Initially, models were fit without including the earthquake indicator covariate (xeq) 

because its inclusion is problematic when using the models for future prediction. It was hoped 

that the other more descriptive covariates would capture the important features of the particular 

earthquakes. To check that that was the case, however, the model selection process was repeated, 

allowing the earthquake indicator to be included. It turned out to be significant, and the 

procedure led to A.P5 being the best Poisson model with earthquake. Based on the AIC and 2
devR  

values (Table 4-1), a likelihood ratio test comparing them (p-value <0.0001) (Table 4-2), and 

predicted counts (Table 4-3), the best model with earthquake (A.P5) is preferred over the best 

model without earthquake (A.P2). As discussed in Section 4.3, it appears that the significance of 

the earthquake covariate may be at least partially an artifact of the way ignition data were 

collected. As a result, and because including the earthquake covariate would hinder application 

of the models in a predictive mode, the models with the earthquake covariate were not selected. 

Instead, the issue of missing ignition data is treated by fitting models for Datasets A and B 

separately, and using both for future application (see Section 6).  

 While the best Poisson models provide reasonably good fits, comparison to the 

corresponding NB models suggested evidence of overdispersion, so the exhaustive covariate 

selection process was repeated using NB models. Again, just a few of the best models are shown 

in Table 4-1. The best models without and with earthquake included are A.NB2 and A.NB5, 

respectively. Again, including the earthquake covariate provides the better fit. Likelihood ratio 

tests indicate that the NB models are preferred over Poisson models (p=0.004 for models without 

earthquake, p=0.020 for models with earthquake) (Table 4-2). While the estimated total number 
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of ignitions is similar for both Poisson and NB models, and the two include the same covariates, 

the Poisson overestimates the number of single ignition observations and underestimates the 

number of zero- and two-ignition observations compared to the NB (Table 4-3).  

 The significance of the earthquake covariate in the Poisson and NB models suggested 

fitting GLMMs in which earthquake is treated as a random effect. The best GLMM based on 

AIC, 2
devR , and likelihood ratio tests (A.MM3) includes the same covariates as the best Poisson 

and NB models without the earthquake covariate (A.P2 and A.NB2) (Table 4-1). The standard 

deviation of the random effects terms, σu, is significantly different from zero, reinforcing the 

appropriateness of the GLMM. Using a Markov Chain Monte Carlo method implemented in the 

package glmfun (U. Halekoh, unpublished course notes, April 2007, 

http://genetics.agrsci.dk/statistics/courses/phd07/), a 95% confidence interval for σu for A.MM3 

is (0.23, 2.73). However, the predicted ignition counts for the GLMMs are much worse than for 

the NB models, overestimating the total number of ignitions by more than 100% (Table 4-3).  

A similar analysis was conducted using Dataset B. Tables 4-4, 4-5, and 4-6 present a 

comparison of selected models, likelihood ratio test results, and observed versus predicted 

distributions of total number of ignitions for different models, respectively, for Dataset B. Based 

on those results, similar conclusions can be drawn. For both Poisson and NB models, the best 

model with the earthquake covariate included (B.P6 and B.NB6) is better than the best model 

without the earthquake covariate included (B.P4 and B.NB2). Both the likelihood ratio test 

comparing B.P6 and B.P4 and the one comparing B.NB6 and B.NB3 both have p-values <0.0001 

(Table 4-5). While B.NB6 and B.NB2 could not be compared directly because they are not nested 

models, the B.NB6 versus B.NB3 test suggests a similar conclusion. The analysis of Dataset B 

also similarly leads to a conclusion that, with or without the earthquake covariate, the negative 
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Table 4-5. Selected Likelihood Ratio Tests for Dataset B 

Model comparisona 
Likelihood ratio 

test statistic 
Degrees of 

freedom p-value Conclusionb 

B.P1 v. B.P2 9.407 5 0.094 Same 
B.P4 v. B.P2 4.039 1 0.044 B.P4 is preferred 
B.P4 v. B.P3 5.831 1 0.016 B.P4 is preferred 
B.P5 v. B.P6 1.425 4 0.840 Same 
B.P7 v. B.P6 2.665 1 0.103 Same 
B.P8 v. B.P6 7.886 1 0.005 B.P6 is preferred 

B.NB1 v. B.NB2 8.942 5 0.111 Same 
B.NB3 v. B.NB2 6.756 1 0.009 B.NB2 is preferred 
B.NB4 v. B.NB2 13.91 2 0.001 B.NB2 is preferred 
B.NB2 v. B.NB3 6.756 1 0.009 B.NB2 is preferred 
B.NB5 v. B.NB6 3.315 5 0.652 Same 
B.NB6 v. B.NB7 9.588 1 0.002 B.NB6 is preferred 
B.NB7 v. B.NB8 9.516 1 0.002 B.NB7 is preferred 
B.NB6 v. B.NB8 19.104 2 <0.0001 B.NB6 is preferred 

B.MM1 v. B.MM2 1.8821 4 0.757 Same 
B.MM2 v. B.MM3 3.117 1 0.077 Same 
B.MM2 v. B.MM5 6.9785 1 0.008 B.MM2 is preferred 
B.MM3 v. B.MM4 10.4744 1 0.001 B.MM3 is preferred 

B.P6 v. B.P4 27.965 5 <0.0001 B.P6 is preferred 
B.NB6 v. B.NB3 33.301 6 <0.0001 B.NB6 is preferred 
B.P2 v. B.NB2 17.026 1 <0.0001 B.NB2 is preferred 
B.P7 v. B.NB6 14.232 1 <0.0001 B.NB6 is preferred 

a The covariates included in each model are indicated in Table 2-2.  
b Same means there is no statistically significant difference at the 0.05 level 
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Table 4-6. Predicted vs. Observed Counts for Selected Models with Dataset B 

   Number of ignitions 
   Total 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
  Observed  148 7,793 110 14 2 1 0 0 0 

Poisson 

without 
earthquake 

B.P1 148.0 7,782 129 7.8 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P2 148.0 7,781 130 7.5 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P3 148.0 7,781 130 7.5 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P4 148.0 7,782 130 7.7 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 

with 
earthquake 

B.P5 148.0 7,784 126 8.7 1.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P6 148.0 7,784 126 8.6 1.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P7 148.0 7,784 126 8.6 1.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 
B.P8 148.0 7,783 127 8.3 1.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 

NB 

without 
earthquake 

B.NB1 149.0 7,793 111 11.9 2.6 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.1 
B.NB2a 148.0 7,793 112 11.8 2.4 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.1 
B.NB3 148.3 7,793 112 12.0 2.5 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.0 
B.NB4 149.6 7,791 110 12.4 2.7 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.1 

with 
earthquake 

B.NB5 150.1 7,793 110 11.7 2.8 1.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 
B.NB6 150.3 7,793 110 11.8 2.8 1.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 
B.NB7 149.7 7,793 111 11.8 2.7 0.9 0.4 0.2 0.1 
B.NB8 150.6 7,792 110 12.0 2.8 1.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 

GLMM 

 B.MM1 285.1 7,676 212 24.3 4.9 1.4 0.5 0.2 0.1 
 B.MM2 306.9 7,661 224 27.0 5.8 1.7 0.6 0.2 0.1 
 B.MM3 346.6 7,632 245 32.2 7.1 2.2 0.8 0.3 0.1 
 B.MM4 286.0 7,671 219 23.9 4.2 1.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 
 B.MM5 272.4 7,683 208 22.5 4.1 1.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 

a Model B.NB2 is the final recommended model for Dataset B. 

 

binomial models are preferred over Poisson models. As Table 4-5 shows, the likelihood ratio 

tests of B.P2 versus B.NB2 (without the earthquake covariate) and B.P7 versus B.NB6 (with the 

earthquake covariate) both have p-values <0.0001. Again, while the estimated total number of 

ignitions is similar for both Poisson and NB models, the Poisson models overestimate the 

number of single ignition observations and underestimate the number of zero- and two-ignition 

observations compared to the NB models (Table 4-6). Finally, for Dataset B, the GLMMs again 

substantially overestimate the number of ignitions compared to the NB and Poisson models 

(Table 4-6).  
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4.3. Earthquake Effect 

There are many possible reasons the earthquake covariate (xeq) was significant in the 

Poisson and NB models. It could be capturing characteristics of the specific earthquakes or 

regions they affected that were not captured by the other covariates. It appears, however, that the 

significance of the earthquake covariate may be at least partially an artifact of how the ignition 

data were collected.  

For Dataset A, the parameter estimates indicate that the models with the earthquake 

covariate predict more ignitions (higher μ) for observations associated with the Coalinga and 

Morgan Hill earthquakes, and to a lesser extent Loma Prieta. For Model A.NB5, for example, 

with Coalinga as the zero value for all dummy variables, ˆ 1.735LPβ = − , ˆ 0.171MHβ = − , 

ˆ 3.190NPSβ = − , ˆ 2.471NRβ = − , and ˆ 2.352WNβ = − . Recall that Dataset A only includes those 

census tracts that experienced a nonzero PGA and that are in a jurisdiction for which ignition 

data were available. The percentage of missing tracts (i.e., those that experienced nonzero PGA 

but are in a jurisdiction for which ignition data were not available) is different for each 

earthquake. It is reasonable to assume that the missing tracts are more likely to be zero counts 

than the included tracts; otherwise data would more likely have been collected for them. If that is 

true, then Coalinga, Morgan Hill, and to a lesser extent, Loma Prieta are missing more zero 

counts than the other earthquakes (Table 4-7), which could help explain why the models want to 

estimate higher ignition counts for them. 

 For Dataset B, the parameter estimates indicate that the models with the earthquake 

covariate predict fewer ignitions (lower μ) for observations associated with Loma Prieta and to a 

lesser extent Northridge. For Model B.NB6, for example, with Coalinga as the zero value for all 

dummy variables, ˆ 2.742LPβ = − , ˆ 1.246MHβ = − , ˆ 1.203NPSβ = − , ˆ 2.004NRβ = − , and 
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ˆ 1.158WNβ = − . Dataset B assumes zero counts for tracts that experienced nonzero PGA but are 

not in jurisdictions where data were collected. It is reasonable to assume that those tracts are 

more likely to contain unrecorded ignitions if they experienced substantial ground shaking. If 

that is true, then Loma Prieta, which had many missing observations that experienced substantial 

ground shaking (Table 4-7), may be missing more ignition counts than the other earthquakes, 

which could help explain why the models want to estimate lower counts for it. The same is true 

to a lesser extent for Northridge. This analysis highlights the importance of more comprehensive 

ignition data collection in the future, and shows how the use of the two datasets in this study 

aims to obtain the best insights possible given the limitations of the currently available data. 

 

Table 4-7. Missing Observations by Earthquake 

Earthquake Coalinga 
Loma 
Prieta 

Morgan 
Hill 

N. Palm 
Springs Northridge 

Whittier 
Narrows 

Num. (%) missing 
observations*  

413  
(99%) 

866  
(75%) 

1,461 
(99%) 

91  
(54%) 

1,247  
(51%) 

627  
(28%) 

Num. of observations with 
PGA>0 

416 1,149 1,481 167 2,462 2,243 

Average instrumental 
intensity of missing tracts 4.55 7.15 4.94 5.58 6.08 5.23 

* “Missing” observations are those that experienced nonzero PGA, but are in a jurisdiction for which 
ignition data were not available.  
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SECTION 5 

RECOMMENDED MODELS 

 

5.1. Goodness-of-fit and Model Diagnostics  

Based on the analyses above, models A.NB2 and B.NB2 are recommended for Datasets A 

and B, respectively. The parameter estimates for both models are in Table 5-1, and the goodness-

of-fit metrics are in Tables 4-1 and 4-4. The performance of the models was examined to detect 

possible model misspecification and any observations with particularly poor fit or large influence. 

The 2
devR  and 2Rα  provide overall measures of the models’ goodness-of-fit. As expected, the 2

devR  

values are relatively low, at 0.31 and 0.34, for the best models for Dataset A and B, respectively, 

indicating that most of the variability in the counts is still not captured by the models. The A.NB2 

and B.NB2 2Rα  values of 0.86 and 0.89, respectively, however, suggest that the best models do 

capture most of the extra-Poisson variability. Most of the randomness in the ignition counts is 

due to inherent Poisson randomness, which cannot be reduced, not uncertainty in the means, 

which in principle could be reduced with better data and models. 

 
Table 5-1. Parameter Estimates for Final Recommended Models for Datasets A and B 

 Model A.NB2 Model B.NB2 
Covariate Estimate Std. Error z  p-value Estimate Std. Error z  p-value 
(Intercept) -15.42 1.42 -10.84 < 2e-16 39.35 16.41 2.40 1.65E-02
xii 1.13 0.08 13.61 < 2e-16 1.33 0.09 14.36 < 2e-16
x%hires --- --- --- --- 1.58E-06 5.19E-07 3.04 2.37E-03
x%CIT -32.48 7.30 -4.45 8.52E-06 -25.07 6.80 -3.69 2.26E-04
xtbldg 0.85 0.22 3.88 1.03E-04 --- --- --- ---
xyrblt --- --- --- --- -2.70E-02 8.42E-03 -3.21 1.34E-03
x%URM 27.72 10.64 2.60 9.21E-03 45.54 9.88 4.61 4.07E-06
xdens 4.53E-05 1.94E-05 2.34 1.95E-02 6.33E-05 1.87E-05 3.39 7.04E-04
θ=1/α 1.117 0.557   0.509 0.195   

Note: Variables are defined in Table 2-1. 
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 In terms of their usefulness as predictive models, recognizing that the models were fit to 

this data, the predicted counts in Tables 4-3 and 4-6 suggest that A.NB2 and B.NB2 estimate the 

distribution of counts for the entire region well. It is difficult to assess the models’ abilities to 

correctly capture the relative ignition rates across census tracts within the region because of the 

large inherent randomness in the ignition process and the limited historical data available. 

Nevertheless, models can be compared to see if they estimate similar ignition rates for each 

observation i (creating similar geographic patterns of ignition rate). Plotting the mean ignition 

rates ˆiμ  estimated by models A.NB5 and A.NB2, the best with and without earthquake, 

respectively (Figure 5-1a), for example, shows that most estimates are similar, except a few 

associated with the Coalinga and Morgan Hill earthquakes, for which A.NB5 estimates higher 

ignition rates. Without the six points in the upper left corner, 0.96ρ = ; with them, 0.86ρ = . 

Figure 1b, which similarly compares the two recommended models, A.NB2 and B.NB2, indicates 

that the geographic pattern is similar ( 0.85ρ = ), but not exactly the same for the Dataset A and 

B models. Comparing Poisson vs. NB models with the same covariates shows highly correlated 

estimates ( 0.95ρ ≥ ). Comparing GLMMs to similar Poisson or NB models without the 

earthquake covariate shows high correlations ( 0.95ρ ≈ ), but the GLMMs consistently estimate 

ignition rates about twice as high. 

 In classical linear regression with normal errors, one expects residuals to have a mean of 

zero, constant variance, and a symmetric distribution. For count data, however, raw residuals 

have a discrete asymmetric distribution with a variance that depends on the mean (Eqs. 3 and 5). 

One of several residuals developed to overcome these problems is the deviance residual, 

{ }ˆ ˆ( ) 2 ( ) ( )i i i i id sign y l y lμ μ= − − , where ( )l y  and ˆ( )l μ  are the log-density of y evaluated at 

yμ =  and ˆμ μ= , respectively (Cameron and Trivedi 1998, p.141-142). The sum of the squares  
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Figure 5-1. Comparison of mean ignition rates ˆiμ  as estimated by Models (a) A.NB5 vs. A.NB2, and 
(b) B.NB2 vs. A.NB2. Note that for Model B.NB2, only those observations that Datasets A and B 

have in common are plotted. 
 
 

of the deviance residuals is the deviance statistic D in the 2
devR  definition. Deviance residuals 

should have roughly a zero mean and unit variance, and are useful for identifying unusual 

observations. Figures 5-2 and 5-3 show plots of deviance residuals versus selected important 

covariates, for the final models for Datasets A and B (A.NB2 and B.NB2). Figures 4a and 4b 

show plots of deviance residuals versus linear predictors for A.NB2 and B.NB2, respectively. 

These plots were examined for a possible undesirable nonlinear relationship and or nonconstant 

variance. However, as is common for Poisson and NB models will small responses, Figures 5-4a 

and 4b show curved lines of points corresponding to the observed responses, making it difficult 

to see patterns. After correcting for discreteness as recommended by Pierce and Schafer (1986), 

normal scores plots show the deviance residuals for A.NB2 and B.NB2 are roughly normal 

(Figure 5-5a and 5-5b). Note that because of the correction, however, the mean is no longer zero. 

None of these figures suggest any serious problems. 

 The leverage of a particular observation, given by the associated diagonal entry of the hat 

matrix, represents the potential of the observation to influence the fit of the model (Faraway  
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Figure 5-2. Deviance residuals vs. selected covariates for model A.NB2
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Figure 5-3. Deviance residuals vs. selected covariates for model B.NB2
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Figure 5-4. Deviance residuals vs. linear predictors for models (a) A.NB2 and (b) B.NB2 

 
 

 
Figure 5-5. Normal scores plots of deviance residuals for models (a) A.NB2 and (b) B.NB2 
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2006). A large leverage value typically indicates that the covariate values are unusual in some 

way. Figures 5-6 and 5-7 show index plots and half-normal plots, respectively, of the leverages 

for the final models A.NB2 and B.NB2. They identify a few observations with particularly high 

leverage values in each case. For A.NB2, the five highest leverages are associated with 

observations from San Francisco in the Loma Prieta earthquake. The one with the highest value 

(3129) has the largest value of total building area (xtbldg=2,459 sq m) and a high percentage of 

unreinforced masonry buildings (x%URM = 4.8%). The next three highest values have unusually 

high population densities (xdens > 29,500 people per sq km). For B.NB2, the five highest 

leverages are associated with observations from Los Angeles. They have unusually high values 

of percentage of land area that is commercial, industrial, or transportation (x%CIT=8.4%, 8.4%, 

8.6%, 5.5%, 8.6%) and high percentages of unreinforced masonry buildings (x%URM = 3.9%, 

3.9%, 2.1%, 3.9%, 2.1%). None of these results suggested a need to modify any data.  

 
 

Figure 5-6. Index plots of leverages for models (a) A.NB2 and (b) B.NB2 
 

0 500 1500 2500

0.
00

0.
04

0.
08

0.
12

Observation number

D
ia

go
na

l e
nt

ry
 in

 h
at

 m
at

rix
 H

0 2000 4000 6000 8000

0.
00

0.
05

0.
10

0.
15

0.
20

Observation number

D
ia

go
na

l e
nt

ry
 in

 h
at

 m
at

rix
 H

(a) (b)



38 

 
Figure 5-7. Half-normal plots of leverages for models (a) A.NB2 and (b) B.NB2 

 

 Finally, while leverage represents the potential to affect fit, cooks statistics can be used to 

assess the actual effect of each observation on the model fit. Specifically, they measure, for each 

observation, the change in the coefficients caused by omitting the observation (Faraway 2006). 

Figure 5-8a and 5-8b present half-normal plots of the cooks statistics for models A.NB2 and 

B.NB2, respectively. In A.NB2, the two most influential observations have TWO ignitions. The 

highest (2716) also has a relatively high value for x%CIT (5.3%), and the second highest (3124) 

has a relatively high value for xdens (23,866). In B.NB2, the most influential observation (3) is 

also associated with 2 ignitions. It also has the highest value of median year built (xyrblt=1989) 

and a relatively high value of x%URM (4.5%). This analysis highlights the importance of the few 

observations with more than one ignition in fitting the models. Care should be taken to ensure 

multiple counts are correct.  
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Figure 5-8. Half-normal plots of cooks statistics for models (a) A.NB2 and (b) B.NB2 
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area) (xtbldg), percentage of building area that is unreinforced masonry, URM (x%URM), and people 
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significant and negative in all models. It ensures that tracts that are mostly commercial, industrial, 
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percentages of the other building types, it may be an indicator of which building types are 
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 For Dataset B, the same covariates are significant with the same signs and roughly the 

same magnitudes, with a couple exceptions. First, in the final Dataset B model, B.NB2, area of 

high-intensity residential development (xhires) is significant instead of ln(total building area) 

(xtbldg). Both seem to capture the idea that the amount of development in a tract is important. The 

xhires refers to just residential development, where a large percentage of post-earthquake fires 

occur (Scawthorn et al. 2005) and is a measure of land use, whereas xtbldg refers to all occupancy 

types and is a measure of building area. Second, in the Dataset B model, median year built over 

all housing units (xyrblt) is significant and negative, suggesting that older buildings are associated 

with more ignitions. However, xyrblt could partially be an indicator of San Francisco County, 

which has by far the lowest xyrblt value—1945 vs. 1956 for the next lowest county and an average 

of 1963 for all other counties (Figure 5-9). 
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Figure 5-9. Median year built (xyrblt) vs. county for Dataset B 
 

The relative importance of the covariates and the effect of each on the expected number 

of ignitions can be evaluated using the relative rate of change in μi for a unit change in covariate 

a (Cameron and Trivedi 1998): 



41 

 Ti i

i i i

1 (x ) 1 (x )exp(x )
(x ) (x ) (x )

a
a a i a

ax
μ β μδ β β β

μ μ μ
∂ ⎡ ⎤= = = =⎣ ⎦∂

 (7) 

Since total building area xtbldg is natural log-transformed, in that case δtbldg = βtbldg/tbldgi. The 

relative effect of changes in total building area depends on how much building area is in a tract. 

To compare with the other covariates, δtbldg is evaluated at tbldgi = E[tbldg]. Because the units 

and variability differ for each covariate, xa, a unit change does not mean the same thing for all of 

them, and it is helpful to also consider the relative effect from a change proportional to the 

standard deviation, σa, which yields: δσa = βaσa (Cameron and Trivedi 1998).  

 The δa values (i.e., the covariate estimates in Table 2-4) show that in model A.NB2, for 

example, an increase of one unit in instrumental intensity results in a 113% increase in the 

expected number of ignitions μ̂  (Figure 5-10). Figure 5-11, which compares the values of δσa 

for the two final models, indicates for example, that in A.NB2 a one-standard-deviation increase 

in people per sq. km. leads to an 18% increase in μ̂ . Based on δσa, in both models, the 

instrumental intensity (xii) is the most influential covariate, followed by percentage of land area 

that is commercial, industrial, or transportation (x%CIT).  
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Figure 5-10. Relative effects (δa) of covariates a in final recommended Dataset A and B models 
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Figure 5-11. Relative effects (δσa) of covariates a in final recommended Dataset A and B models 
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SECTION 6 

MODEL APPLICATION 

 

The A.NB2 and B.NB2 models are the best fits to two different datasets, neither of which 

perfectly captures the “true” pattern of occurrence of historical post-earthquake ignitions. In 

general, A.NB2 estimates more ignitions than B.NB2 (the mean value of ˆiμ  over all observations 

is 0.045 for A.NB2 and 0.019 for B.NB2, Tables 2-1 and 2-2). A.NB2 probably estimates too 

many ignitions (although some ignitions are probably missing from Dataset A too); B.NB2 

probably estimates too few.  

 Thus, the best way to predict ignitions for a future or hypothetical earthquake is to apply 

both models and compare the results. Specifically, one would use A.NB2 (Eq. 2 and Table 5-1) to 

estimate ˆiμ  for each census tract i in the study area. One would then simulate many realizations 

of the distribution of ignitions throughout the study area using the NB distribution (Eq. 4) with 

the ˆiμ  values and α = 0.895 (Table 4-1). The process would be repeated for model B.NB2 using 

common random numbers for the two model applications to avoid introducing additional 

sampling randomness. The ignitions simulated from each model could then be used to obtain fire 

spread, economic loss, or other quantities. Hopefully, the results from the two models would be 

similar enough to lead to similar policy recommendations. If not, the model results should still 

give rough bounds on what can be expected, but unfortunately, the user would have to accept the 

indeterminacy in the ignition data as a limit on what conclusions could be drawn.  
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SECTION 7 

CONCLUSIONS 

 

This report presents a comprehensive approach to statistical modeling of post-earthquake 

ignitions and data compilation for such modeling, and applies it to present day California. 

Several important issues involved in compiling a post-earthquake ignition dataset are highlighted, 

including the need to explicitly and consistently define which ignitions are considered, which 

area units data are collected for, and what the unit of study is. These decisions influence the 

conclusions that can be drawn from subsequent statistical analysis, as demonstrated by the effect 

of the missing ignition data in this analysis. Following future earthquakes, researchers should 

strive to obtain ignition counts for all areas that experience ground shaking, and therefore, may 

have experienced earthquake-related ignitions.  

 The statistical modeling approach introduced offers some advantages over previous 

efforts. Using GLMs and GLMMs in this application for the first time provides a more natural 

treatment of discrete, nonzero ignition counts. Unlike previous models that focus on a single 

predictor, many covariates were examined, and several were ultimately identified as significant. 

Using census tracts as the unit of study also allows simulation for future earthquakes to produce 

estimates at a finer geographic resolution. Including all tracts that experience nonzero ground 

shaking allows better estimation of zero ignition counts. For loss estimation and policy analysis, 

it is important to be able to estimate where ignitions are not likely to occur, as well as how many 

there will be in areas where they do occur. In the future, as more earthquakes occur, the approach 

presented in this report can be repeated, hopefully resulting in the earthquake indicator covariate 

becoming insignificant. More data would also make it possible to split the dataset into training 
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and validation portions so that the predictive capability of the models can be better assessed. The 

current dataset had too few observations with counts great than one to merit that exercise. 
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APPENDIX B. DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS FOR DATASETS A AND B 
 

 
Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (1st part of 6) 
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Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (2nd part of 6) 
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Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (3rd part of 6) 
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Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (4th part of 6) 
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Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (5th part of 6) 
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Figure B.1. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset A (6th part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (1st part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (2nd part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (3rd part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (4th part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (5th part of 6) 
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Figure B.2. Boxplots of covariates for Dataset B (6th part of 6) 
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Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (1st part of 6) 
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 Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (2nd part of 6) 
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 Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (3rd  part of 6) 
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 Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (4th part of 6) 
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 Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (5th part of 6) 
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 Figure B.3. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset A (6th part of 6) 
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 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (1st part of 6) 
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 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (2nd part of 6) 
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 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (3rd part of 6) 
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 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (4th part of 6) 

0 1 2 3 4

0
10

00
00

Ignitions

0 1 2 3 4

0
20

00
0

40
00

0

Ignitions

0 1 2 3 4

0
20

00
0

40
00

0

Ignitions

0 1 2 3 4

0.
0

0.
2

0.
4

0.
6

Ignitions

0 1 2 3 4

0.
0

0.
4

0.
8

Ignitions

0 1 2 3 4

0.
0

0.
2

0.
4

0.
6

0.
8

Ignitions

W
1 

bl
dg

. a
re

a 
w

ith
 ≥

sli
gh

t d
am

ag
e 

(s
q 

m
)

C
2L

 b
ld

g.
 a

re
a 

w
ith

 ≥
sl

ig
ht

 d
am

ag
e 

(s
q 

m
)

R
M

1L
 b

ld
g.

 a
re

a 
w

ith
 ≥

sl
ig

ht
 d

am
ag

e 
(s

q 
m

)

W
1 

bl
dg

. a
re

a 
w

ith
 ≥

sl
ig

ht
 d

am
ag

e 
(%

)

C
2L

 b
ld

g.
 a

re
a 

w
ith

 ≥
sl

ig
ht

 d
am

ag
e 

(%
)

R
M

1L
 b

ld
g.

 a
re

a 
w

ith
 ≥

sl
ig

ht
 d

am
ag

e 
(%

)



79 

 
 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (5th part of 6) 
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 Figure B.4. Boxplots of covariate values vs. ignitions for Dataset B (6th part of 6) 
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Table B-1. Correlation matrix for Dataset A (1st half) 
 

y xp
ga

xp
gv

xs
a

xi
i

tb
ld

g

xr
bl

dg

xc
bl

dg

xi
bl

dg

x%
rb

ld
g

x%
cb

ld
g

x%
ib

ld
g

xw
oo

d

xs
te

el

xc
on

xp
re

co
n

xR
M

xU
RM

xM
H

x%
w

oo
d

x%
st

ee
l

x%
co

n

x%
pr

ec
on

x%
RM

y 1.00 0.22 0.29 0.21 0.25 0.07 0.02 0.07 0.02 -0.06 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.00 -0.05 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.06
xpga 0.22 1.00 0.84 0.92 0.87 -0.10 -0.13 -0.03 -0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 -0.12 -0.03 -0.03 -0.03 -0.04 -0.03 -0.08 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01
xpgv 0.29 0.84 1.00 0.87 0.92 -0.06 -0.08 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 0.02 0.01 -0.08 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 -0.06 -0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03

xsa 0.21 0.92 0.87 1.00 0.88 -0.09 -0.11 -0.03 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 -0.11 -0.03 -0.04 -0.02 -0.04 -0.03 -0.07 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.00
xii 0.25 0.87 0.92 0.88 1.00 -0.10 -0.15 -0.01 -0.03 -0.02 0.03 0.01 -0.15 -0.02 0.00 -0.02 -0.02 0.00 -0.09 -0.04 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.06

tbldg 0.07 -0.10 -0.06 -0.09 -0.10 1.00 0.59 0.81 0.59 -0.48 0.48 0.33 0.75 0.79 0.82 0.75 0.83 0.82 0.13 -0.37 0.36 0.27 0.43 0.34
xrbldg 0.02 -0.13 -0.08 -0.11 -0.15 0.59 1.00 0.05 -0.02 0.20 -0.17 -0.17 0.95 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.11 0.08 0.13 0.25 -0.26 -0.26 -0.22 -0.24
xcbldg 0.07 -0.03 -0.01 -0.03 -0.01 0.81 0.05 1.00 0.58 -0.69 0.73 0.37 0.29 0.87 0.95 0.85 0.97 0.96 0.04 -0.58 0.55 0.51 0.60 0.58
xibldg 0.02 -0.03 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03 0.59 -0.02 0.58 1.00 -0.59 0.43 0.80 0.12 0.83 0.61 0.87 0.60 0.63 0.14 -0.53 0.61 0.31 0.70 0.35

x%rbldg -0.06 0.00 -0.02 0.00 -0.02 -0.48 0.20 -0.69 -0.59 1.00 -0.93 -0.69 0.03 -0.72 -0.70 -0.71 -0.69 -0.69 -0.04 0.89 -0.90 -0.76 -0.91 -0.85
x%cbldg 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.48 -0.17 0.73 0.43 -0.93 1.00 0.47 0.01 0.66 0.71 0.65 0.71 0.72 0.01 -0.83 0.78 0.76 0.81 0.85
x%ibldg 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.33 -0.17 0.37 0.80 -0.69 0.47 1.00 -0.06 0.61 0.39 0.64 0.38 0.41 0.12 -0.64 0.75 0.37 0.84 0.41

xwood 0.04 -0.12 -0.08 -0.11 -0.15 0.75 0.95 0.29 0.12 0.03 0.01 -0.06 1.00 0.22 0.28 0.21 0.31 0.29 0.04 0.18 -0.17 -0.20 -0.08 -0.15
xsteel 0.06 -0.03 -0.01 -0.03 -0.02 0.79 0.04 0.87 0.83 -0.72 0.66 0.61 0.22 1.00 0.90 0.91 0.92 0.91 0.08 -0.67 0.72 0.55 0.69 0.61
xcon 0.08 -0.03 0.00 -0.04 0.00 0.82 0.08 0.95 0.61 -0.70 0.71 0.39 0.28 0.90 1.00 0.84 0.99 0.98 0.03 -0.67 0.64 0.65 0.60 0.69

xprecon 0.05 -0.03 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 0.75 0.00 0.85 0.87 -0.71 0.65 0.64 0.21 0.91 0.84 1.00 0.83 0.86 0.10 -0.63 0.63 0.46 0.77 0.51
xRM 0.07 -0.04 -0.01 -0.04 -0.02 0.83 0.11 0.97 0.60 -0.69 0.71 0.38 0.31 0.92 0.99 0.83 1.00 0.98 0.04 -0.64 0.62 0.59 0.58 0.66

xURM 0.08 -0.03 0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.82 0.08 0.96 0.63 -0.69 0.72 0.41 0.29 0.91 0.98 0.86 0.98 1.00 0.03 -0.65 0.62 0.60 0.62 0.65
xMH 0.00 -0.08 -0.06 -0.07 -0.09 0.13 0.13 0.04 0.14 -0.04 0.01 0.12 0.04 0.08 0.03 0.10 0.04 0.03 1.00 -0.24 0.03 -0.05 0.07 -0.05

x%wood -0.05 0.00 -0.02 0.01 -0.04 -0.37 0.25 -0.58 -0.53 0.89 -0.83 -0.64 0.18 -0.67 -0.67 -0.63 -0.64 -0.65 -0.24 1.00 -0.94 -0.88 -0.84 -0.91
x%steel 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.05 0.36 -0.26 0.55 0.61 -0.90 0.78 0.75 -0.17 0.72 0.64 0.63 0.62 0.62 0.03 -0.94 1.00 0.86 0.86 0.89
x%con 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.07 0.27 -0.26 0.51 0.31 -0.76 0.76 0.37 -0.20 0.55 0.65 0.46 0.59 0.60 -0.05 -0.88 0.86 1.00 0.63 0.97

x%precon 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.43 -0.22 0.60 0.70 -0.91 0.81 0.84 -0.08 0.69 0.60 0.77 0.58 0.62 0.07 -0.84 0.86 0.63 1.00 0.70
x%RM 0.06 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.06 0.34 -0.24 0.58 0.35 -0.85 0.85 0.41 -0.15 0.61 0.69 0.51 0.66 0.65 -0.05 -0.91 0.89 0.97 0.70 1.00

x%URM 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.02 0.10 0.28 -0.26 0.53 0.35 -0.76 0.79 0.41 -0.19 0.56 0.63 0.50 0.58 0.66 -0.07 -0.85 0.82 0.89 0.69 0.88
x%MH 0.00 -0.08 -0.06 -0.07 -0.08 0.00 0.02 -0.03 0.03 0.03 -0.04 0.04 -0.08 -0.01 -0.04 0.00 -0.04 -0.05 0.92 -0.21 -0.04 -0.09 -0.01 -0.09

xW1 0.11 0.39 0.26 0.35 0.24 0.13 0.21 0.02 -0.02 0.04 -0.02 -0.05 0.23 0.00 0.02 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -0.08 0.10 -0.08 -0.09 -0.05 -0.07
xC2L 0.09 0.20 0.12 0.17 0.12 0.43 0.06 0.51 0.27 -0.44 0.46 0.21 0.16 0.45 0.54 0.43 0.53 0.52 -0.02 -0.41 0.39 0.41 0.37 0.44

xRM1L 0.10 0.23 0.15 0.20 0.14 0.43 0.09 0.49 0.23 -0.41 0.44 0.18 0.20 0.42 0.50 0.39 0.49 0.49 -0.03 -0.35 0.33 0.34 0.33 0.39
x%W1 0.10 0.45 0.29 0.40 0.28 -0.02 -0.04 0.01 -0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.00 -0.03 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.09 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02

x%C2L 0.10 0.45 0.29 0.41 0.28 -0.02 -0.04 0.01 -0.02 -0.02 0.04 -0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 -0.09 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02
x%RM1L 0.11 0.44 0.30 0.40 0.28 -0.01 -0.03 0.01 -0.02 -0.02 0.04 -0.01 -0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 -0.09 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.01

xyrblt -0.02 -0.11 -0.10 -0.07 -0.21 0.17 0.21 0.04 0.11 -0.05 0.02 0.10 0.19 0.08 0.04 0.08 0.05 0.04 0.28 -0.07 0.03 -0.04 0.05 -0.02
x%pre70 0.01 0.14 0.10 0.11 0.18 -0.20 -0.21 -0.09 -0.11 0.08 -0.07 -0.08 -0.19 -0.11 -0.11 -0.11 -0.11 -0.10 -0.27 0.13 -0.07 -0.05 -0.07 -0.06

xOHU 0.05 -0.09 -0.04 -0.09 -0.07 0.35 0.59 0.04 -0.03 0.09 -0.05 -0.12 0.52 0.05 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.12 0.17 0.05 -0.09 -0.05 -0.12 -0.05
xgas 0.03 -0.09 -0.05 -0.08 -0.08 0.32 0.60 0.00 -0.04 0.14 -0.12 -0.13 0.54 0.00 0.02 -0.03 0.04 0.04 0.18 0.13 -0.16 -0.16 -0.16 -0.15
xelec 0.05 -0.06 0.00 -0.07 -0.02 0.27 0.33 0.13 0.00 -0.07 0.12 -0.05 0.28 0.14 0.22 0.07 0.20 0.24 0.06 -0.15 0.12 0.21 0.02 0.19

x%gas 0.00 -0.05 -0.01 -0.04 -0.04 0.08 0.21 -0.05 -0.01 0.12 -0.11 -0.07 0.21 -0.05 -0.08 -0.04 -0.06 -0.09 0.04 0.19 -0.19 -0.24 -0.13 -0.20
x%elec 0.06 -0.07 0.02 -0.08 0.00 0.21 0.10 0.20 0.06 -0.20 0.23 0.03 0.09 0.20 0.29 0.14 0.26 0.29 0.00 -0.27 0.24 0.33 0.13 0.32

xpop 0.00 -0.05 -0.08 -0.04 -0.08 0.12 0.34 -0.09 -0.05 0.18 -0.18 -0.08 0.27 -0.06 -0.06 -0.07 -0.06 -0.05 0.14 0.11 -0.13 -0.12 -0.13 -0.15
xdens 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.14 -0.23 -0.23 -0.10 -0.15 0.09 -0.04 -0.18 -0.30 -0.08 -0.01 -0.13 -0.05 0.01 -0.17 -0.08 0.08 0.26 -0.10 0.18
xarea 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 -0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.04 -0.01 -0.01 0.02 -0.02 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 0.19 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 -0.02 -0.01

xlowres 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.31 0.26 0.16 0.29 -0.11 0.06 0.23 0.30 0.22 0.12 0.26 0.14 0.13 0.16 -0.04 0.06 -0.10 0.17 -0.06
xhires 0.00 -0.03 -0.08 -0.02 -0.08 0.38 0.08 0.35 0.46 -0.38 0.33 0.41 0.14 0.44 0.36 0.49 0.35 0.37 0.14 -0.38 0.38 0.25 0.45 0.28
xCIT 0.00 -0.07 -0.06 -0.06 -0.09 0.35 0.14 0.27 0.41 -0.28 0.20 0.37 0.20 0.35 0.25 0.39 0.26 0.25 0.20 -0.26 0.26 0.11 0.33 0.14

x%lowres 0.00 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.17 -0.17 -0.18 -0.07 -0.07 0.08 -0.06 -0.07 -0.19 -0.07 -0.07 -0.06 -0.07 -0.04 -0.19 0.09 -0.05 -0.03 -0.05 -0.04
x%hires -0.01 0.09 -0.02 0.08 0.06 -0.09 -0.32 0.12 0.04 -0.24 0.27 0.08 -0.32 0.13 0.19 0.11 0.15 0.20 -0.12 -0.35 0.33 0.44 0.23 0.40
x%CIT -0.05 0.04 0.03 0.07 0.05 0.01 -0.28 0.19 0.23 -0.33 0.30 0.33 -0.23 0.23 0.20 0.24 0.18 0.21 -0.08 -0.34 0.37 0.30 0.37 0.30  

* Variables are defined in Table 2-1. 
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Table B-1. Correlation matrix for Dataset A (2nd half) 
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x%
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y 0.07 0.00 0.11 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.11 -0.02 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.01 -0.05
xpga 0.04 -0.08 0.39 0.20 0.23 0.45 0.45 0.44 -0.11 0.14 -0.09 -0.09 -0.06 -0.05 -0.07 -0.05 0.05 -0.01 0.01 -0.03 -0.07 0.12 0.09 0.04
xpgv 0.06 -0.06 0.26 0.12 0.15 0.29 0.29 0.30 -0.10 0.10 -0.04 -0.05 0.00 -0.01 0.02 -0.08 0.06 -0.01 0.01 -0.08 -0.06 0.11 -0.02 0.03

xsa 0.02 -0.07 0.35 0.17 0.20 0.40 0.41 0.40 -0.07 0.11 -0.09 -0.08 -0.07 -0.04 -0.08 -0.04 0.03 -0.03 0.02 -0.02 -0.06 0.11 0.08 0.07
xii 0.10 -0.08 0.24 0.12 0.14 0.28 0.28 0.28 -0.21 0.18 -0.07 -0.08 -0.02 -0.04 0.00 -0.08 0.14 -0.02 -0.02 -0.08 -0.09 0.17 0.06 0.05

tbldg 0.28 0.00 0.13 0.43 0.43 -0.02 -0.02 -0.01 0.17 -0.20 0.35 0.32 0.27 0.08 0.21 0.12 -0.23 0.01 0.31 0.38 0.35 -0.17 -0.09 0.01
xrbldg -0.26 0.02 0.21 0.06 0.09 -0.04 -0.04 -0.03 0.21 -0.21 0.59 0.60 0.33 0.21 0.10 0.34 -0.23 0.04 0.26 0.08 0.14 -0.18 -0.32 -0.28
xcbldg 0.53 -0.03 0.02 0.51 0.49 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.09 0.04 0.00 0.13 -0.05 0.20 -0.09 -0.10 -0.01 0.16 0.35 0.27 -0.07 0.12 0.19
xibldg 0.35 0.03 -0.02 0.27 0.23 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 0.11 -0.11 -0.03 -0.04 0.00 -0.01 0.06 -0.05 -0.15 -0.01 0.29 0.46 0.41 -0.07 0.04 0.23

x%rbldg -0.76 0.03 0.04 -0.44 -0.41 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.05 0.08 0.09 0.14 -0.07 0.12 -0.20 0.18 0.09 0.02 -0.11 -0.38 -0.28 0.08 -0.24 -0.33
x%cbldg 0.79 -0.04 -0.02 0.46 0.44 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02 -0.07 -0.05 -0.12 0.12 -0.11 0.23 -0.18 -0.04 -0.02 0.06 0.33 0.20 -0.06 0.27 0.30
x%ibldg 0.41 0.04 -0.05 0.21 0.18 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 0.10 -0.08 -0.12 -0.13 -0.05 -0.07 0.03 -0.08 -0.18 -0.01 0.23 0.41 0.37 -0.07 0.08 0.33

xwood -0.19 -0.08 0.23 0.16 0.20 -0.03 -0.02 -0.02 0.19 -0.19 0.52 0.54 0.28 0.21 0.09 0.27 -0.30 0.01 0.30 0.14 0.20 -0.19 -0.32 -0.23
xsteel 0.56 -0.01 0.00 0.45 0.42 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.08 -0.11 0.05 0.00 0.14 -0.05 0.20 -0.06 -0.08 -0.01 0.22 0.44 0.35 -0.07 0.13 0.23
xcon 0.63 -0.04 0.02 0.54 0.50 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.11 0.10 0.02 0.22 -0.08 0.29 -0.06 -0.01 0.00 0.12 0.36 0.25 -0.07 0.19 0.20

xprecon 0.50 0.00 -0.01 0.43 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 -0.11 0.00 -0.03 0.07 -0.04 0.14 -0.07 -0.13 -0.01 0.26 0.49 0.39 -0.06 0.11 0.24
xRM 0.58 -0.04 0.02 0.53 0.49 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.05 -0.11 0.10 0.04 0.20 -0.06 0.26 -0.06 -0.05 -0.01 0.14 0.35 0.26 -0.07 0.15 0.18

xURM 0.66 -0.05 0.02 0.52 0.49 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.10 0.12 0.04 0.24 -0.09 0.29 -0.05 0.01 -0.02 0.13 0.37 0.25 -0.04 0.20 0.21
xMH -0.07 0.92 -0.08 -0.02 -0.03 -0.09 -0.09 -0.09 0.28 -0.27 0.17 0.18 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.14 -0.17 0.19 0.16 0.14 0.20 -0.19 -0.12 -0.08

x%wood -0.85 -0.21 0.10 -0.41 -0.35 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.07 0.13 0.05 0.13 -0.15 0.19 -0.27 0.11 -0.08 -0.04 -0.04 -0.38 -0.26 0.09 -0.35 -0.34
x%steel 0.82 -0.04 -0.08 0.39 0.33 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03 -0.07 -0.09 -0.16 0.12 -0.19 0.24 -0.13 0.08 -0.02 0.06 0.38 0.26 -0.05 0.33 0.37
x%con 0.89 -0.09 -0.09 0.41 0.34 0.01 0.01 0.00 -0.04 -0.05 -0.05 -0.16 0.21 -0.24 0.33 -0.12 0.26 0.00 -0.10 0.25 0.11 -0.03 0.44 0.30

x%precon 0.69 -0.01 -0.05 0.37 0.33 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 -0.07 -0.12 -0.16 0.02 -0.13 0.13 -0.13 -0.10 -0.02 0.17 0.45 0.33 -0.05 0.23 0.37
x%RM 0.88 -0.09 -0.07 0.44 0.39 0.02 0.02 0.01 -0.02 -0.06 -0.05 -0.15 0.19 -0.20 0.32 -0.15 0.18 -0.01 -0.06 0.28 0.14 -0.04 0.40 0.30

x%URM 1.00 -0.11 -0.07 0.40 0.35 0.03 0.03 0.02 -0.04 -0.06 0.00 -0.13 0.28 -0.28 0.37 -0.08 0.37 -0.04 -0.11 0.25 0.08 0.04 0.52 0.34
x%MH -0.11 1.00 -0.09 -0.06 -0.06 -0.08 -0.08 -0.08 0.25 -0.24 0.12 0.13 0.02 0.04 -0.02 0.11 -0.14 0.19 0.09 0.07 0.14 -0.16 -0.10 -0.07

xW1 -0.07 -0.09 1.00 0.49 0.59 0.91 0.90 0.90 -0.01 0.07 0.12 0.13 0.05 0.10 -0.02 0.00 -0.11 -0.03 0.09 -0.02 -0.02 0.03 -0.07 -0.03
xC2L 0.40 -0.06 0.49 1.00 0.98 0.52 0.52 0.52 0.02 -0.02 0.07 0.03 0.16 -0.05 0.15 -0.03 -0.03 -0.02 0.08 0.23 0.14 -0.01 0.14 0.17

xRM1L 0.35 -0.06 0.59 0.98 1.00 0.59 0.60 0.60 0.02 -0.01 0.08 0.05 0.14 -0.02 0.13 -0.04 -0.07 -0.02 0.09 0.19 0.12 -0.01 0.10 0.15
x%W1 0.03 -0.08 0.91 0.52 0.59 1.00 1.00 0.99 -0.03 0.09 -0.04 -0.04 -0.03 -0.01 -0.05 -0.04 -0.01 -0.03 0.01 -0.02 -0.04 0.09 0.06 0.05

x%C2L 0.03 -0.08 0.90 0.52 0.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 -0.03 0.09 -0.04 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 -0.05 -0.05 -0.02 -0.03 0.02 -0.02 -0.04 0.08 0.05 0.05
x%RM1L 0.02 -0.08 0.90 0.52 0.60 0.99 1.00 1.00 -0.01 0.08 -0.04 -0.03 -0.02 0.00 -0.04 -0.05 -0.03 -0.02 0.01 -0.03 -0.04 0.08 0.04 0.05

xyrblt -0.04 0.25 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -0.03 -0.03 -0.01 1.00 -0.87 0.13 0.08 0.22 -0.13 0.19 0.25 -0.26 0.06 0.15 0.20 0.25 -0.41 -0.11 -0.01
x%pre70 -0.06 -0.24 0.07 -0.02 -0.01 0.09 0.09 0.08 -0.87 1.00 -0.16 -0.09 -0.27 0.18 -0.26 -0.27 0.17 -0.07 -0.08 -0.18 -0.24 0.44 0.08 0.03

xOHU 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.07 0.08 -0.04 -0.04 -0.04 0.13 -0.16 1.00 0.95 0.68 0.49 0.43 0.28 -0.02 -0.01 0.19 0.05 0.06 -0.06 -0.13 -0.17
xgas -0.13 0.13 0.13 0.03 0.05 -0.04 -0.04 -0.03 0.08 -0.09 0.95 1.00 0.42 0.60 0.19 0.28 -0.10 -0.01 0.24 0.04 0.07 -0.03 -0.19 -0.20
xelec 0.28 0.02 0.05 0.16 0.14 -0.03 -0.02 -0.02 0.22 -0.27 0.68 0.42 1.00 0.01 0.80 0.17 0.12 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.04 -0.10 0.05 -0.03

x%gas -0.28 0.04 0.10 -0.05 -0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.13 0.18 0.49 0.60 0.01 1.00 0.05 -0.40 -0.25 -0.02 -0.04 -0.21 -0.12 0.07 -0.26 -0.15
x%elec 0.37 -0.02 -0.02 0.15 0.13 -0.05 -0.05 -0.04 0.19 -0.26 0.43 0.19 0.80 0.05 1.00 -0.15 0.10 0.03 -0.16 -0.04 -0.01 -0.12 0.07 0.05

xpop -0.08 0.11 0.00 -0.03 -0.04 -0.04 -0.05 -0.05 0.25 -0.27 0.28 0.28 0.17 -0.40 -0.15 1.00 0.14 0.01 0.43 0.28 0.21 -0.07 0.02 -0.07
xdens 0.37 -0.14 -0.11 -0.03 -0.07 -0.01 -0.02 -0.03 -0.26 0.17 -0.02 -0.10 0.12 -0.25 0.10 0.14 1.00 -0.06 -0.35 -0.20 -0.32 0.24 0.60 0.08
xarea -0.04 0.19 -0.03 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03 -0.03 -0.02 0.06 -0.07 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.03 0.01 -0.06 1.00 0.01 0.03 0.28 -0.09 -0.06 -0.08

xlowres -0.11 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.15 -0.08 0.19 0.24 0.02 -0.04 -0.16 0.43 -0.35 0.01 1.00 0.67 0.61 0.17 -0.21 0.01
xhires 0.25 0.07 -0.02 0.23 0.19 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03 0.20 -0.18 0.05 0.04 0.05 -0.21 -0.04 0.28 -0.20 0.03 0.67 1.00 0.80 -0.14 0.21 0.33
xCIT 0.08 0.14 -0.02 0.14 0.12 -0.04 -0.04 -0.04 0.25 -0.24 0.06 0.07 0.04 -0.12 -0.01 0.21 -0.32 0.28 0.61 0.80 1.00 -0.29 -0.13 0.26

x%lowres 0.04 -0.16 0.03 -0.01 -0.01 0.09 0.08 0.08 -0.41 0.44 -0.06 -0.03 -0.10 0.07 -0.12 -0.07 0.24 -0.09 0.17 -0.14 -0.29 1.00 0.11 -0.04
x%hires 0.52 -0.10 -0.07 0.14 0.10 0.06 0.05 0.04 -0.11 0.08 -0.13 -0.19 0.05 -0.26 0.07 0.02 0.60 -0.06 -0.21 0.21 -0.13 0.11 1.00 0.34
x%CIT 0.34 -0.07 -0.03 0.17 0.15 0.05 0.05 0.05 -0.01 0.03 -0.17 -0.20 -0.03 -0.15 0.05 -0.07 0.08 -0.08 0.01 0.33 0.26 -0.04 0.34 1.00  

* Variables are defined in Table 2-1. 
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Table B-2. Correlation matrix for Dataset B (1st half) 
 

y xp
ga

xp
gv

xs
a

xi
i

tb
ld
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xr
bl

dg

xc
bl

dg

xi
bl

dg

x%
rb

ld
g

x%
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g

x%
ib
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g

xw
oo

d

xs
te

el

xc
on

xp
re

co
n

xR
M

xU
RM

xM
H

x%
w

oo
d

x%
st

ee
l

x%
co

n

x%
pr

ec
on

x%
RM

y 1.00 0.20 0.23 0.18 0.18 0.02 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.01 -0.01 0.03 0.06 0.03 0.05 0.06 -0.01 -0.04 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.05
xpga 0.20 1.00 0.87 0.92 0.89 -0.08 -0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.04 0.03 -0.10 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 -0.09 -0.01 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
xpgv 0.23 0.87 1.00 0.83 0.89 -0.04 -0.04 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.02 -0.06 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.06 -0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03

xsa 0.18 0.92 0.83 1.00 0.86 -0.08 -0.04 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.05 0.04 -0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.01 -0.08 -0.02 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.04
xii 0.18 0.89 0.89 0.86 1.00 -0.06 -0.05 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.04 -0.10 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.10 -0.02 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05

tbldg 0.02 -0.08 -0.04 -0.08 -0.06 1.00 0.47 0.65 0.49 -0.23 0.30 0.22 0.79 0.74 0.75 0.72 0.78 0.76 0.17 -0.29 0.32 0.19 0.39 0.25
xrbldg 0.02 -0.05 -0.04 -0.04 -0.05 0.47 1.00 0.14 0.06 0.60 0.04 -0.02 0.66 0.04 0.08 0.01 0.10 0.08 0.06 0.17 -0.16 -0.15 -0.14 -0.14
xcbldg 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.65 0.14 1.00 0.60 -0.20 0.72 0.40 0.20 0.74 0.86 0.73 0.88 0.88 0.05 -0.55 0.54 0.48 0.58 0.56
xibldg 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.49 0.06 0.60 1.00 -0.21 0.48 0.77 0.09 0.70 0.56 0.76 0.56 0.59 0.11 -0.50 0.58 0.31 0.66 0.35

x%rbldg 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.06 0.03 -0.23 0.60 -0.20 -0.21 1.00 -0.17 -0.18 -0.03 -0.31 -0.30 -0.32 -0.31 -0.30 -0.12 0.39 -0.38 -0.29 -0.40 -0.33
x%cbldg 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.30 0.04 0.72 0.48 -0.17 1.00 0.58 -0.08 0.50 0.59 0.49 0.58 0.60 -0.01 -0.72 0.69 0.67 0.71 0.75
x%ibldg 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.22 -0.02 0.40 0.77 -0.18 0.58 1.00 -0.06 0.44 0.32 0.46 0.31 0.34 0.07 -0.49 0.58 0.30 0.62 0.34

xwood -0.01 -0.10 -0.06 -0.11 -0.10 0.79 0.66 0.20 0.09 -0.03 -0.08 -0.06 1.00 0.20 0.23 0.18 0.27 0.23 0.06 0.22 -0.18 -0.24 -0.10 -0.20
xsteel 0.03 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.74 0.04 0.74 0.70 -0.31 0.50 0.44 0.20 1.00 0.90 0.93 0.92 0.91 0.08 -0.64 0.70 0.51 0.69 0.57
xcon 0.06 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.75 0.08 0.86 0.56 -0.30 0.59 0.32 0.23 0.90 1.00 0.85 0.99 0.98 0.05 -0.66 0.67 0.63 0.64 0.68

xprecon 0.03 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.72 0.01 0.73 0.76 -0.32 0.49 0.46 0.18 0.93 0.85 1.00 0.85 0.88 0.10 -0.61 0.65 0.44 0.77 0.50
xRM 0.05 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.78 0.10 0.88 0.56 -0.31 0.58 0.31 0.27 0.92 0.99 0.85 1.00 0.98 0.05 -0.63 0.65 0.58 0.62 0.65

xURM 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.76 0.08 0.88 0.59 -0.30 0.60 0.34 0.23 0.91 0.98 0.88 0.98 1.00 0.05 -0.65 0.65 0.58 0.66 0.64
xMH -0.01 -0.09 -0.06 -0.08 -0.10 0.17 0.06 0.05 0.11 -0.12 -0.01 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.10 0.05 0.05 1.00 -0.28 0.03 -0.05 0.08 -0.04

x%wood -0.04 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.29 0.17 -0.55 -0.50 0.39 -0.72 -0.49 0.22 -0.64 -0.66 -0.61 -0.63 -0.65 -0.28 1.00 -0.93 -0.87 -0.85 -0.90
x%steel 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.32 -0.16 0.54 0.58 -0.38 0.69 0.58 -0.18 0.70 0.67 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.03 -0.93 1.00 0.86 0.88 0.89
x%con 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.19 -0.15 0.48 0.31 -0.29 0.67 0.30 -0.24 0.51 0.63 0.44 0.58 0.58 -0.05 -0.87 0.86 1.00 0.64 0.97

x%precon 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.39 -0.14 0.58 0.66 -0.40 0.71 0.62 -0.10 0.69 0.64 0.77 0.62 0.66 0.08 -0.85 0.88 0.64 1.00 0.72
x%RM 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.25 -0.14 0.56 0.35 -0.33 0.75 0.34 -0.20 0.57 0.68 0.50 0.65 0.64 -0.04 -0.90 0.89 0.97 0.72 1.00

x%URM 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.22 -0.14 0.54 0.36 -0.30 0.73 0.35 -0.22 0.54 0.64 0.50 0.60 0.66 -0.05 -0.84 0.83 0.88 0.73 0.89
x%MH -0.02 -0.09 -0.06 -0.08 -0.09 -0.02 -0.07 -0.04 0.01 -0.09 -0.06 0.02 -0.11 -0.02 -0.05 -0.01 -0.05 -0.05 0.88 -0.26 -0.03 -0.09 0.00 -0.09

xW1 0.11 0.53 0.45 0.48 0.46 0.08 0.25 0.05 0.01 0.21 0.04 -0.01 0.13 0.00 0.02 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -0.09 0.08 -0.05 -0.05 -0.04 -0.04
xC2L 0.10 0.30 0.23 0.27 0.25 0.29 0.09 0.47 0.28 -0.08 0.41 0.22 0.07 0.37 0.45 0.33 0.44 0.44 -0.03 -0.34 0.34 0.34 0.31 0.37

xRM1L 0.11 0.34 0.28 0.31 0.29 0.29 0.12 0.46 0.24 -0.05 0.39 0.19 0.09 0.34 0.41 0.29 0.42 0.41 -0.03 -0.29 0.30 0.29 0.27 0.33
x%W1 0.12 0.59 0.49 0.54 0.50 -0.05 0.10 0.05 0.01 0.20 0.10 0.03 -0.07 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.10 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.04

x%C2L 0.12 0.59 0.49 0.54 0.50 -0.05 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.20 0.09 0.03 -0.06 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.10 -0.01 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.04
x%RM1L 0.12 0.58 0.49 0.53 0.49 -0.04 0.10 0.05 0.01 0.20 0.09 0.03 -0.06 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.09 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.04

xyrblt -0.04 -0.10 -0.06 -0.10 -0.10 0.23 0.05 0.00 0.06 -0.21 -0.09 0.02 0.27 0.06 0.03 0.07 0.04 0.02 0.27 -0.01 -0.04 -0.12 0.00 -0.10
x%pre70 0.03 0.13 0.08 0.14 0.12 -0.24 -0.03 -0.03 -0.06 0.24 0.05 -0.01 -0.26 -0.09 -0.07 -0.09 -0.08 -0.07 -0.26 0.06 0.00 0.04 -0.02 0.03

xOHU 0.01 -0.12 -0.08 -0.12 -0.10 0.41 0.33 0.02 -0.03 -0.18 -0.13 -0.14 0.55 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.09 0.11 0.18 0.09 -0.13 -0.10 -0.14 -0.10
xgas 0.00 -0.11 -0.09 -0.09 -0.10 0.38 0.33 -0.02 -0.04 -0.14 -0.18 -0.14 0.56 0.00 0.02 -0.03 0.04 0.04 0.18 0.16 -0.19 -0.19 -0.17 -0.19
xelec 0.01 -0.08 -0.01 -0.11 -0.05 0.26 0.16 0.10 0.01 -0.17 0.05 -0.06 0.25 0.13 0.21 0.06 0.19 0.23 0.06 -0.12 0.09 0.17 0.01 0.15

x%gas -0.03 -0.09 -0.06 -0.07 -0.07 0.06 0.13 -0.07 -0.02 0.07 -0.13 -0.06 0.16 -0.06 -0.11 -0.05 -0.08 -0.12 0.02 0.20 -0.19 -0.26 -0.12 -0.22
x%elec 0.01 -0.11 0.01 -0.14 -0.05 0.12 -0.01 0.16 0.04 -0.16 0.17 0.02 0.01 0.15 0.24 0.11 0.21 0.24 0.00 -0.24 0.21 0.30 0.11 0.28

xpop 0.00 -0.03 -0.07 -0.02 -0.04 0.24 0.08 -0.09 -0.05 -0.26 -0.24 -0.11 0.38 -0.02 -0.02 -0.04 -0.01 -0.01 0.15 0.13 -0.15 -0.14 -0.15 -0.16
xdens 0.07 0.12 0.07 0.12 0.14 -0.22 -0.08 -0.06 -0.12 0.15 0.00 -0.11 -0.26 -0.07 0.00 -0.11 -0.04 0.03 -0.18 -0.05 0.07 0.22 -0.08 0.16
xarea -0.01 -0.06 -0.04 -0.07 -0.08 0.05 0.02 -0.03 -0.02 -0.05 -0.07 -0.02 0.06 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.04 0.26 -0.03 -0.04 -0.04 -0.04 -0.05

xlowres -0.01 -0.03 -0.03 -0.01 -0.02 0.33 0.06 0.14 0.24 -0.24 0.06 0.18 0.26 0.26 0.18 0.28 0.20 0.18 0.12 -0.10 0.12 0.00 0.19 0.02
xhires 0.01 0.00 -0.06 0.05 -0.02 0.38 0.00 0.32 0.43 -0.29 0.28 0.38 0.15 0.43 0.37 0.48 0.37 0.38 0.13 -0.35 0.36 0.24 0.43 0.26
xCIT -0.01 -0.08 -0.07 -0.07 -0.09 0.32 -0.01 0.20 0.32 -0.28 0.13 0.26 0.18 0.32 0.25 0.36 0.26 0.25 0.19 -0.24 0.24 0.12 0.30 0.13

x%lowres 0.04 0.16 0.11 0.18 0.19 -0.19 -0.04 -0.01 -0.04 0.18 0.05 -0.02 -0.24 -0.03 -0.02 -0.04 -0.03 0.01 -0.21 0.01 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.07
x%hires 0.05 0.20 0.05 0.24 0.17 -0.11 -0.12 0.15 0.07 0.03 0.27 0.10 -0.28 0.12 0.18 0.10 0.14 0.20 -0.14 -0.29 0.30 0.38 0.22 0.35
x%CIT 0.00 0.12 0.05 0.16 0.13 -0.05 -0.10 0.18 0.19 -0.01 0.29 0.23 -0.23 0.18 0.18 0.19 0.16 0.20 -0.14 -0.28 0.32 0.29 0.31 0.29  

* Variables are defined in Table 2-1. 
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Table B-2. Correlation matrix for Dataset B (2nd half) 
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x%
lo

w
re

s

x%
hi

re
s

x%
C

IT

y 0.07 -0.02 0.11 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.12 -0.04 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.03 0.01 0.00 0.07 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00
xpga 0.07 -0.09 0.53 0.30 0.34 0.59 0.59 0.58 -0.10 0.13 -0.12 -0.11 -0.08 -0.09 -0.11 -0.03 0.12 -0.06 -0.03 0.00 -0.08 0.16 0.20 0.12
xpgv 0.05 -0.06 0.45 0.23 0.28 0.49 0.49 0.49 -0.06 0.08 -0.08 -0.09 -0.01 -0.06 0.01 -0.07 0.07 -0.04 -0.03 -0.06 -0.07 0.11 0.05 0.05

xsa 0.07 -0.08 0.48 0.27 0.31 0.54 0.54 0.53 -0.10 0.14 -0.12 -0.09 -0.11 -0.07 -0.14 -0.02 0.12 -0.07 -0.01 0.05 -0.07 0.18 0.24 0.16
xii 0.08 -0.09 0.46 0.25 0.29 0.50 0.50 0.49 -0.10 0.12 -0.10 -0.10 -0.05 -0.07 -0.05 -0.04 0.14 -0.08 -0.02 -0.02 -0.09 0.19 0.17 0.13

tbldg 0.22 -0.02 0.08 0.29 0.29 -0.05 -0.05 -0.04 0.23 -0.24 0.41 0.38 0.26 0.06 0.12 0.24 -0.22 0.05 0.33 0.38 0.32 -0.19 -0.11 -0.05
xrbldg -0.14 -0.07 0.25 0.09 0.12 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.05 -0.03 0.33 0.33 0.16 0.13 -0.01 0.08 -0.08 0.02 0.06 0.00 -0.01 -0.04 -0.12 -0.10
xcbldg 0.54 -0.04 0.05 0.47 0.46 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.00 -0.03 0.02 -0.02 0.10 -0.07 0.16 -0.09 -0.06 -0.03 0.14 0.32 0.20 -0.01 0.15 0.18
xibldg 0.36 0.01 0.01 0.28 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.06 -0.03 -0.04 0.01 -0.02 0.04 -0.05 -0.12 -0.02 0.24 0.43 0.32 -0.04 0.07 0.19

x%rbldg -0.30 -0.09 0.21 -0.08 -0.05 0.20 0.20 0.20 -0.21 0.24 -0.18 -0.14 -0.17 0.07 -0.16 -0.26 0.15 -0.05 -0.24 -0.29 -0.28 0.18 0.03 -0.01
x%cbldg 0.73 -0.06 0.04 0.41 0.39 0.10 0.09 0.09 -0.09 0.05 -0.13 -0.18 0.05 -0.13 0.17 -0.24 0.00 -0.07 0.06 0.28 0.13 0.05 0.27 0.29
x%ibldg 0.35 0.02 -0.01 0.22 0.19 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 -0.01 -0.14 -0.14 -0.06 -0.06 0.02 -0.11 -0.11 -0.02 0.18 0.38 0.26 -0.02 0.10 0.23

xwood -0.22 -0.11 0.13 0.07 0.09 -0.07 -0.06 -0.06 0.27 -0.26 0.55 0.56 0.25 0.16 0.01 0.38 -0.26 0.06 0.26 0.15 0.18 -0.24 -0.28 -0.23
xsteel 0.54 -0.02 0.00 0.37 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 -0.09 0.04 0.00 0.13 -0.06 0.15 -0.02 -0.07 -0.02 0.26 0.43 0.32 -0.03 0.12 0.18
xcon 0.64 -0.05 0.02 0.45 0.41 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.07 0.08 0.02 0.21 -0.11 0.24 -0.02 0.00 -0.02 0.18 0.37 0.25 -0.02 0.18 0.18

xprecon 0.50 -0.01 -0.01 0.33 0.29 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.07 -0.09 0.00 -0.03 0.06 -0.05 0.11 -0.04 -0.11 -0.02 0.28 0.48 0.36 -0.04 0.10 0.19
xRM 0.60 -0.05 0.02 0.44 0.42 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.08 0.09 0.04 0.19 -0.08 0.21 -0.01 -0.04 -0.02 0.20 0.37 0.26 -0.03 0.14 0.16

xURM 0.66 -0.05 0.02 0.44 0.41 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.07 0.11 0.04 0.23 -0.12 0.24 -0.01 0.03 -0.04 0.18 0.38 0.25 0.01 0.20 0.20
xMH -0.05 0.88 -0.09 -0.03 -0.03 -0.10 -0.10 -0.09 0.27 -0.26 0.18 0.18 0.06 0.02 0.00 0.15 -0.18 0.26 0.12 0.13 0.19 -0.21 -0.14 -0.14

x%wood -0.84 -0.26 0.08 -0.34 -0.29 0.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.06 0.09 0.16 -0.12 0.20 -0.24 0.13 -0.05 -0.03 -0.10 -0.35 -0.24 0.01 -0.29 -0.28
x%steel 0.83 -0.03 -0.05 0.34 0.30 0.03 0.03 0.02 -0.04 0.00 -0.13 -0.19 0.09 -0.19 0.21 -0.15 0.07 -0.04 0.12 0.36 0.24 0.04 0.30 0.32
x%con 0.88 -0.09 -0.05 0.34 0.29 0.04 0.04 0.03 -0.12 0.04 -0.10 -0.19 0.17 -0.26 0.30 -0.14 0.22 -0.04 0.00 0.24 0.12 0.08 0.38 0.29

x%precon 0.73 0.00 -0.04 0.31 0.27 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 -0.02 -0.14 -0.17 0.01 -0.12 0.11 -0.15 -0.08 -0.04 0.19 0.43 0.30 0.00 0.22 0.31
x%RM 0.89 -0.09 -0.04 0.37 0.33 0.04 0.04 0.04 -0.10 0.03 -0.10 -0.19 0.15 -0.22 0.28 -0.16 0.16 -0.05 0.02 0.26 0.13 0.07 0.35 0.29

x%URM 1.00 -0.10 -0.02 0.36 0.31 0.07 0.07 0.06 -0.12 0.04 -0.05 -0.15 0.25 -0.30 0.33 -0.12 0.33 -0.09 -0.01 0.25 0.08 0.16 0.48 0.36
x%MH -0.10 1.00 -0.10 -0.06 -0.07 -0.10 -0.09 -0.09 0.23 -0.22 0.09 0.09 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.07 -0.16 0.24 0.04 0.05 0.13 -0.20 -0.13 -0.14

xW1 -0.02 -0.10 1.00 0.50 0.60 0.91 0.91 0.91 -0.04 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.03 -0.04 -0.03 0.01 -0.06 -0.01 -0.03 -0.08 0.10 0.05 0.04
xC2L 0.36 -0.06 0.50 1.00 0.98 0.54 0.54 0.54 -0.03 0.03 0.02 -0.01 0.11 -0.09 0.09 -0.04 0.04 -0.04 0.05 0.17 0.06 0.07 0.19 0.17

xRM1L 0.31 -0.07 0.60 0.98 1.00 0.62 0.62 0.62 -0.03 0.04 0.03 0.00 0.10 -0.06 0.07 -0.05 0.01 -0.04 0.05 0.14 0.04 0.07 0.16 0.15
x%W1 0.07 -0.10 0.91 0.54 0.62 1.00 1.00 0.99 -0.08 0.12 -0.10 -0.10 -0.05 -0.06 -0.06 -0.09 0.09 -0.07 -0.05 -0.03 -0.10 0.16 0.17 0.11

x%C2L 0.07 -0.09 0.91 0.54 0.62 1.00 1.00 1.00 -0.08 0.11 -0.10 -0.09 -0.05 -0.06 -0.06 -0.09 0.09 -0.07 -0.05 -0.03 -0.09 0.16 0.16 0.11
x%RM1L 0.06 -0.09 0.91 0.54 0.62 0.99 1.00 1.00 -0.07 0.11 -0.10 -0.09 -0.04 -0.05 -0.05 -0.09 0.08 -0.07 -0.05 -0.04 -0.09 0.15 0.15 0.11

xyrblt -0.12 0.23 -0.04 -0.03 -0.03 -0.08 -0.08 -0.07 1.00 -0.89 0.22 0.16 0.25 -0.11 0.24 0.29 -0.35 0.10 0.16 0.17 0.23 -0.45 -0.22 -0.18
x%pre70 0.04 -0.22 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.12 0.11 0.11 -0.89 1.00 -0.23 -0.16 -0.29 0.16 -0.29 -0.28 0.26 -0.10 -0.10 -0.14 -0.21 0.46 0.21 0.20

xOHU -0.05 0.09 0.03 0.02 0.03 -0.10 -0.10 -0.10 0.22 -0.23 1.00 0.95 0.64 0.32 0.25 0.63 -0.03 0.00 0.32 0.17 0.17 -0.10 -0.14 -0.15
xgas -0.15 0.09 0.04 -0.01 0.00 -0.10 -0.09 -0.09 0.16 -0.16 0.95 1.00 0.36 0.46 -0.01 0.64 -0.08 -0.03 0.35 0.19 0.18 -0.07 -0.16 -0.15
xelec 0.25 0.01 0.01 0.11 0.10 -0.05 -0.05 -0.04 0.25 -0.29 0.64 0.36 1.00 -0.18 0.76 0.31 0.11 0.00 0.09 0.06 0.05 -0.08 -0.02 -0.05

x%gas -0.30 0.02 0.03 -0.09 -0.06 -0.06 -0.06 -0.05 -0.11 0.16 0.32 0.46 -0.18 1.00 -0.24 -0.19 -0.23 -0.06 0.03 -0.11 -0.04 0.03 -0.24 -0.09
x%elec 0.33 0.00 -0.04 0.09 0.07 -0.06 -0.06 -0.05 0.24 -0.29 0.25 -0.01 0.76 -0.24 1.00 -0.08 0.06 0.03 -0.10 -0.08 -0.02 -0.11 -0.04 -0.02

xpop -0.12 0.07 -0.03 -0.04 -0.05 -0.09 -0.09 -0.09 0.29 -0.28 0.63 0.64 0.31 -0.19 -0.08 1.00 0.08 0.01 0.45 0.32 0.25 -0.08 -0.01 -0.07
xdens 0.33 -0.16 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.09 0.09 0.08 -0.35 0.26 -0.03 -0.08 0.11 -0.23 0.06 0.08 1.00 -0.13 -0.26 -0.16 -0.29 0.40 0.61 0.22
xarea -0.09 0.24 -0.06 -0.04 -0.04 -0.07 -0.07 -0.07 0.10 -0.10 0.00 -0.03 0.00 -0.06 0.03 0.01 -0.13 1.00 -0.02 0.04 0.24 -0.18 -0.13 -0.18

xlowres -0.01 0.04 -0.01 0.05 0.05 -0.05 -0.05 -0.05 0.16 -0.10 0.32 0.35 0.09 0.03 -0.10 0.45 -0.26 -0.02 1.00 0.68 0.57 0.18 -0.10 0.06
xhires 0.25 0.05 -0.03 0.17 0.14 -0.03 -0.03 -0.04 0.17 -0.14 0.17 0.19 0.06 -0.11 -0.08 0.32 -0.16 0.04 0.68 1.00 0.78 -0.08 0.24 0.31
xCIT 0.08 0.13 -0.08 0.06 0.04 -0.10 -0.09 -0.09 0.23 -0.21 0.17 0.18 0.05 -0.04 -0.02 0.25 -0.29 0.24 0.57 0.78 1.00 -0.27 -0.11 0.14

x%lowres 0.16 -0.20 0.10 0.07 0.07 0.16 0.16 0.15 -0.45 0.46 -0.10 -0.07 -0.08 0.03 -0.11 -0.08 0.40 -0.18 0.18 -0.08 -0.27 1.00 0.32 0.22
x%hires 0.48 -0.13 0.05 0.19 0.16 0.17 0.16 0.15 -0.22 0.21 -0.14 -0.16 -0.02 -0.24 -0.04 -0.01 0.61 -0.13 -0.10 0.24 -0.11 0.32 1.00 0.50
x%CIT 0.36 -0.14 0.04 0.17 0.15 0.11 0.11 0.11 -0.18 0.20 -0.15 -0.15 -0.05 -0.09 -0.02 -0.07 0.22 -0.18 0.06 0.31 0.14 0.22 0.50 1.00  

* Variables are defined in Table 2-1. 
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Dotson, 10/15/87, (PB88-150859, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-87-0022 "Seismic Damage Assessment of Reinforced Concrete Members," by Y.S. Chung, C. Meyer and M. 

Shinozuka, 10/9/87, (PB88-150867, A05, MF-A01).  This report is available only through NTIS (see address 
given above). 

 
NCEER-87-0023 "Active Structural Control in Civil Engineering," by T.T. Soong, 11/11/87, (PB88-187778, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-87-0024 "Vertical and Torsional Impedances for Radially Inhomogeneous Viscoelastic Soil Layers," by K.W. Dotson 

and A.S. Veletsos, 12/87, (PB88-187786, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-87-0025 "Proceedings from the Symposium on Seismic Hazards, Ground Motions, Soil-Liquefaction and Engineering 

Practice in Eastern North America," October 20-22, 1987, edited by K.H. Jacob, 12/87, (PB88-188115, A23, 
MF-A01). This report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-87-0026 "Report on the Whittier-Narrows, California, Earthquake of October 1, 1987," by J. Pantelic and A. 

Reinhorn, 11/87, (PB88-187752, A03, MF-A01).  This report is available only through NTIS (see address 
given above). 

 
NCEER-87-0027 "Design of a Modular Program for Transient Nonlinear Analysis of Large 3-D Building Structures," by S. 

Srivastav and J.F. Abel, 12/30/87, (PB88-187950, A05, MF-A01). This report is only available through NTIS 
(see address given above). 

 
NCEER-87-0028 "Second-Year Program in Research, Education and Technology Transfer," 3/8/88, (PB88-219480, A04, MF-

A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0001 "Workshop on Seismic Computer Analysis and Design of Buildings With Interactive Graphics," by W. 

McGuire, J.F. Abel and C.H. Conley, 1/18/88, (PB88-187760, A03, MF-A01). This report is only available 
through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0002 "Optimal Control of Nonlinear Flexible Structures," by J.N. Yang, F.X. Long and D. Wong, 1/22/88, (PB88-

213772, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0003 "Substructuring Techniques in the Time Domain for Primary-Secondary Structural Systems," by G.D. 

Manolis and G. Juhn, 2/10/88, (PB88-213780, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0004 "Iterative Seismic Analysis of Primary-Secondary Systems," by A. Singhal, L.D. Lutes and P.D. Spanos, 

2/23/88, (PB88-213798, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0005 "Stochastic Finite Element Expansion for Random Media," by P.D. Spanos and R. Ghanem, 3/14/88, (PB88-

213806, A03, MF-A01). 
 



 

 87

NCEER-88-0006 "Combining Structural Optimization and Structural Control," by F.Y. Cheng and C.P. Pantelides, 1/10/88, 
(PB88-213814, A05, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-88-0007 "Seismic Performance Assessment of Code-Designed Structures," by H.H-M. Hwang, J-W. Jaw and H-J. 

Shau, 3/20/88, (PB88-219423, A04, MF-A01). This report is only available through NTIS (see address given 
above). 

 
NCEER-88-0008 "Reliability Analysis of Code-Designed Structures Under Natural Hazards," by H.H-M. Hwang, H. Ushiba 

and M. Shinozuka, 2/29/88, (PB88-229471, A07, MF-A01). This report is only available through NTIS (see 
address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0009 "Seismic Fragility Analysis of Shear Wall Structures," by J-W Jaw and H.H-M. Hwang, 4/30/88, (PB89-

102867, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0010 "Base Isolation of a Multi-Story Building Under a Harmonic Ground Motion - A Comparison of 

Performances of Various Systems," by F-G Fan, G. Ahmadi and I.G. Tadjbakhsh, 5/18/88, (PB89-122238, 
A06, MF-A01). This report is only available through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0011 "Seismic Floor Response Spectra for a Combined System by Green's Functions," by F.M. Lavelle, L.A. 

Bergman and P.D. Spanos, 5/1/88, (PB89-102875, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0012 "A New Solution Technique for Randomly Excited Hysteretic Structures," by G.Q. Cai and Y.K. Lin, 

5/16/88, (PB89-102883, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0013 "A Study of Radiation Damping and Soil-Structure Interaction Effects in the Centrifuge," by K. Weissman, 

supervised by J.H. Prevost, 5/24/88, (PB89-144703, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0014 "Parameter Identification and Implementation of a Kinematic Plasticity Model for Frictional Soils," by J.H. 

Prevost and D.V. Griffiths, to be published. 
 
NCEER-88-0015 "Two- and Three- Dimensional Dynamic Finite Element Analyses of the Long Valley Dam," by D.V. 

Griffiths and J.H. Prevost, 6/17/88, (PB89-144711, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0016 "Damage Assessment of Reinforced Concrete Structures in Eastern United States," by A.M. Reinhorn, M.J. 

Seidel, S.K. Kunnath and Y.J. Park, 6/15/88, (PB89-122220, A04, MF-A01). This report is only available 
through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0017 "Dynamic Compliance of Vertically Loaded Strip Foundations in Multilayered Viscoelastic Soils," by S. 

Ahmad and A.S.M. Israil, 6/17/88, (PB89-102891, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0018 "An Experimental Study of Seismic Structural Response With Added Viscoelastic Dampers," by R.C. Lin, Z. 

Liang, T.T. Soong and R.H. Zhang, 6/30/88, (PB89-122212, A05, MF-A01).  This report is available only 
through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0019 "Experimental Investigation of Primary - Secondary System Interaction," by G.D. Manolis, G. Juhn and 

A.M. Reinhorn, 5/27/88, (PB89-122204, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0020 "A Response Spectrum Approach For Analysis of Nonclassically Damped Structures," by J.N. Yang, S. 

Sarkani and F.X. Long, 4/22/88, (PB89-102909, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0021 "Seismic Interaction of Structures and Soils: Stochastic Approach," by A.S. Veletsos and A.M. Prasad, 

7/21/88, (PB89-122196, A04, MF-A01). This report is only available through NTIS (see address given 
above). 

 
NCEER-88-0022 "Identification of the Serviceability Limit State and Detection of Seismic Structural Damage," by E. 

DiPasquale and A.S. Cakmak, 6/15/88, (PB89-122188, A05, MF-A01).  This report is available only through 
NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0023 "Multi-Hazard Risk Analysis: Case of a Simple Offshore Structure," by B.K. Bhartia and E.H. Vanmarcke, 

7/21/88, (PB89-145213, A05, MF-A01). 
 



 

 88

NCEER-88-0024 "Automated Seismic Design of Reinforced Concrete Buildings," by Y.S. Chung, C. Meyer and M. 
Shinozuka, 7/5/88, (PB89-122170, A06, MF-A01).  This report is available only through NTIS (see address 
given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0025 "Experimental Study of Active Control of MDOF Structures Under Seismic Excitations," by L.L. Chung, 

R.C. Lin, T.T. Soong and A.M. Reinhorn, 7/10/88, (PB89-122600, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0026 "Earthquake Simulation Tests of a Low-Rise Metal Structure," by J.S. Hwang, K.C. Chang, G.C. Lee and 

R.L. Ketter, 8/1/88, (PB89-102917, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0027 "Systems Study of Urban Response and Reconstruction Due to Catastrophic Earthquakes," by F. Kozin and 

H.K. Zhou, 9/22/88, (PB90-162348, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0028 "Seismic Fragility Analysis of Plane Frame Structures," by H.H-M. Hwang and Y.K. Low, 7/31/88, (PB89-

131445, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0029 "Response Analysis of Stochastic Structures," by A. Kardara, C. Bucher and M. Shinozuka, 9/22/88, (PB89-

174429, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0030 "Nonnormal Accelerations Due to Yielding in a Primary Structure," by D.C.K. Chen and L.D. Lutes, 

9/19/88, (PB89-131437, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0031 "Design Approaches for Soil-Structure Interaction," by A.S. Veletsos, A.M. Prasad and Y. Tang, 12/30/88, 

(PB89-174437, A03, MF-A01).  This report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 
 
NCEER-88-0032 "A Re-evaluation of Design Spectra for Seismic Damage Control," by C.J. Turkstra and A.G. Tallin, 11/7/88, 

(PB89-145221, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0033 "The Behavior and Design of Noncontact Lap Splices Subjected to Repeated Inelastic Tensile Loading," by 

V.E. Sagan, P. Gergely and R.N. White, 12/8/88, (PB89-163737, A08, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0034 "Seismic Response of Pile Foundations," by S.M. Mamoon, P.K. Banerjee and S. Ahmad, 11/1/88, (PB89-

145239, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0035 "Modeling of R/C Building Structures With Flexible Floor Diaphragms (IDARC2)," by A.M. Reinhorn, S.K. 

Kunnath and N. Panahshahi, 9/7/88, (PB89-207153, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0036 "Solution of the Dam-Reservoir Interaction Problem Using a Combination of FEM, BEM with Particular 

Integrals, Modal Analysis, and Substructuring," by C-S. Tsai, G.C. Lee and R.L. Ketter, 12/31/88, (PB89-
207146, A04, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-88-0037 "Optimal Placement of Actuators for Structural Control," by F.Y. Cheng and C.P. Pantelides, 8/15/88, 

(PB89-162846, A05, MF-A01).  
 
NCEER-88-0038 "Teflon Bearings in Aseismic Base Isolation: Experimental Studies and Mathematical Modeling," by A. 

Mokha, M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 12/5/88, (PB89-218457, A10, MF-A01). This report is 
available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-88-0039 "Seismic Behavior of Flat Slab High-Rise Buildings in the New York City Area," by P. Weidlinger and M. 

Ettouney, 10/15/88, (PB90-145681, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0040 "Evaluation of the Earthquake Resistance of Existing Buildings in New York City," by P. Weidlinger and M. 

Ettouney, 10/15/88, to be published. 
 
NCEER-88-0041 "Small-Scale Modeling Techniques for Reinforced Concrete Structures Subjected to Seismic Loads," by W. 

Kim, A. El-Attar and R.N. White, 11/22/88, (PB89-189625, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0042 "Modeling Strong Ground Motion from Multiple Event Earthquakes," by G.W. Ellis and A.S. Cakmak, 

10/15/88, (PB89-174445, A03, MF-A01). 
 



 

 89

NCEER-88-0043 "Nonstationary Models of Seismic Ground Acceleration," by M. Grigoriu, S.E. Ruiz and E. Rosenblueth, 
7/15/88, (PB89-189617, A04, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-88-0044 "SARCF User's Guide: Seismic Analysis of Reinforced Concrete Frames," by Y.S. Chung, C. Meyer and M. 

Shinozuka, 11/9/88, (PB89-174452, A08, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0045 "First Expert Panel Meeting on Disaster Research and Planning," edited by J. Pantelic and J. Stoyle, 9/15/88, 

(PB89-174460, A05, MF-A01).  
 
NCEER-88-0046 "Preliminary Studies of the Effect of Degrading Infill Walls on the Nonlinear Seismic Response of Steel 

Frames," by C.Z. Chrysostomou, P. Gergely and J.F. Abel, 12/19/88, (PB89-208383, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-88-0047 "Reinforced Concrete Frame Component Testing Facility - Design, Construction, Instrumentation and 

Operation," by S.P. Pessiki, C. Conley, T. Bond, P. Gergely and R.N. White, 12/16/88, (PB89-174478, A04, 
MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-89-0001 "Effects of Protective Cushion and Soil Compliancy on the Response of Equipment Within a Seismically 

Excited Building," by J.A. HoLung, 2/16/89, (PB89-207179, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0002 "Statistical Evaluation of Response Modification Factors for Reinforced Concrete Structures," by H.H-M. 

Hwang and J-W. Jaw, 2/17/89, (PB89-207187, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0003 "Hysteretic Columns Under Random Excitation," by G-Q. Cai and Y.K. Lin, 1/9/89, (PB89-196513, A03, 

MF-A01).  
 
NCEER-89-0004 "Experimental Study of `Elephant Foot Bulge' Instability of Thin-Walled Metal Tanks," by Z-H. Jia and R.L. 

Ketter, 2/22/89, (PB89-207195, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0005 "Experiment on Performance of Buried Pipelines Across San Andreas Fault," by J. Isenberg, E. Richardson 

and T.D. O'Rourke, 3/10/89, (PB89-218440, A04, MF-A01). This report is available only through NTIS (see 
address given above). 

 
NCEER-89-0006 "A Knowledge-Based Approach to Structural Design of Earthquake-Resistant Buildings," by M. Subramani, 

P. Gergely, C.H. Conley, J.F. Abel and A.H. Zaghw, 1/15/89, (PB89-218465, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0007 "Liquefaction Hazards and Their Effects on Buried Pipelines," by T.D. O'Rourke and P.A. Lane, 2/1/89, 

(PB89-218481, A09, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0008 "Fundamentals of System Identification in Structural Dynamics," by H. Imai, C-B. Yun, O. Maruyama and 

M. Shinozuka, 1/26/89, (PB89-207211, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0009 "Effects of the 1985 Michoacan Earthquake on Water Systems and Other Buried Lifelines in Mexico," by 

A.G. Ayala and M.J. O'Rourke, 3/8/89, (PB89-207229, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-R010 "NCEER Bibliography of Earthquake Education Materials," by K.E.K. Ross, Second Revision, 9/1/89, 

(PB90-125352, A05, MF-A01). This report is replaced by NCEER-92-0018. 
 
NCEER-89-0011 "Inelastic Three-Dimensional Response Analysis of Reinforced Concrete Building Structures (IDARC-3D), 

Part I - Modeling," by S.K. Kunnath and A.M. Reinhorn, 4/17/89, (PB90-114612, A07, MF-A01). This 
report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-89-0012 "Recommended Modifications to ATC-14," by C.D. Poland and J.O. Malley, 4/12/89, (PB90-108648, A15, 

MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0013 "Repair and Strengthening of Beam-to-Column Connections Subjected to Earthquake Loading," by M. 

Corazao and A.J. Durrani, 2/28/89, (PB90-109885, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0014 "Program EXKAL2 for Identification of Structural Dynamic Systems," by O. Maruyama, C-B. Yun, M. 

Hoshiya and M. Shinozuka, 5/19/89, (PB90-109877, A09, MF-A01). 
 



 

 90

NCEER-89-0015 "Response of Frames With Bolted Semi-Rigid Connections, Part I - Experimental Study and Analytical 
Predictions," by P.J. DiCorso, A.M. Reinhorn, J.R. Dickerson, J.B. Radziminski and W.L. Harper, 6/1/89, to 
be published. 

 
NCEER-89-0016 "ARMA Monte Carlo Simulation in Probabilistic Structural Analysis," by P.D. Spanos and M.P. Mignolet, 

7/10/89, (PB90-109893, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-P017 "Preliminary Proceedings from the Conference on Disaster Preparedness - The Place of Earthquake 

Education in Our Schools," Edited by K.E.K. Ross, 6/23/89, (PB90-108606, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0017 "Proceedings from the Conference on Disaster Preparedness - The Place of Earthquake Education in Our 

Schools," Edited by K.E.K. Ross, 12/31/89, (PB90-207895, A012, MF-A02). This report is available only 
through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-89-0018 "Multidimensional Models of Hysteretic Material Behavior for Vibration Analysis of Shape Memory Energy 

Absorbing Devices, by E.J. Graesser and F.A. Cozzarelli, 6/7/89, (PB90-164146, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0019 "Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Three-Dimensional Base Isolated Structures (3D-BASIS)," by S. 

Nagarajaiah, A.M. Reinhorn and M.C. Constantinou, 8/3/89, (PB90-161936, A06, MF-A01).  This report has 
been replaced by NCEER-93-0011. 

 
NCEER-89-0020 "Structural Control Considering Time-Rate of Control Forces and Control Rate Constraints," by F.Y. Cheng 

and C.P. Pantelides, 8/3/89, (PB90-120445, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0021 "Subsurface Conditions of Memphis and Shelby County," by K.W. Ng, T-S. Chang and H-H.M. Hwang, 

7/26/89, (PB90-120437, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0022 "Seismic Wave Propagation Effects on Straight Jointed Buried Pipelines," by K. Elhmadi and M.J. O'Rourke, 

8/24/89, (PB90-162322, A10, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-89-0023 "Workshop on Serviceability Analysis of Water Delivery Systems," edited by M. Grigoriu, 3/6/89, (PB90-

127424, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0024 "Shaking Table Study of a 1/5 Scale Steel Frame Composed of Tapered Members," by K.C. Chang, J.S. 

Hwang and G.C. Lee, 9/18/89, (PB90-160169, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0025 "DYNA1D: A Computer Program for Nonlinear Seismic Site Response Analysis - Technical 

Documentation," by Jean H. Prevost, 9/14/89, (PB90-161944, A07, MF-A01).  This report is available only 
through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-89-0026 "1:4 Scale Model Studies of Active Tendon Systems and Active Mass Dampers for Aseismic Protection," by 

A.M. Reinhorn, T.T. Soong, R.C. Lin, Y.P. Yang, Y. Fukao, H. Abe and M. Nakai, 9/15/89, (PB90-173246, 
A10, MF-A02). This report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-89-0027 "Scattering of Waves by Inclusions in a Nonhomogeneous Elastic Half Space Solved by Boundary Element 

Methods," by P.K. Hadley, A. Askar  and A.S. Cakmak, 6/15/89, (PB90-145699, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0028 "Statistical Evaluation of Deflection Amplification Factors for Reinforced Concrete Structures," by H.H.M. 

Hwang, J-W. Jaw and A.L. Ch'ng, 8/31/89, (PB90-164633, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0029 "Bedrock Accelerations in Memphis Area Due to Large New Madrid Earthquakes," by H.H.M. Hwang, 

C.H.S. Chen and G. Yu, 11/7/89, (PB90-162330, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0030 "Seismic Behavior and Response Sensitivity of Secondary Structural Systems," by Y.Q. Chen and T.T. 

Soong, 10/23/89, (PB90-164658, A08, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0031 "Random Vibration and Reliability Analysis of Primary-Secondary Structural Systems," by Y. Ibrahim, M. 

Grigoriu and T.T. Soong, 11/10/89, (PB90-161951, A04, MF-A01). 
 



 

 91

NCEER-89-0032 "Proceedings from the Second U.S. - Japan Workshop on Liquefaction, Large Ground Deformation and 
Their Effects on Lifelines, September 26-29, 1989," Edited by T.D. O'Rourke and M. Hamada, 12/1/89, 
(PB90-209388, A22, MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-89-0033 "Deterministic Model for Seismic Damage Evaluation of Reinforced Concrete Structures," by J.M. Bracci, 

A.M. Reinhorn, J.B. Mander and S.K. Kunnath, 9/27/89, (PB91-108803, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0034 "On the Relation Between Local and Global Damage Indices," by E. DiPasquale and A.S. Cakmak, 8/15/89, 

(PB90-173865, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0035 "Cyclic Undrained Behavior of Nonplastic and Low Plasticity Silts," by A.J. Walker and H.E. Stewart, 

7/26/89, (PB90-183518, A10, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0036 "Liquefaction Potential of Surficial Deposits in the City of Buffalo, New York," by M. Budhu, R. Giese and 

L. Baumgrass, 1/17/89, (PB90-208455, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0037 "A Deterministic Assessment of Effects of Ground Motion Incoherence," by A.S. Veletsos and Y. Tang, 

7/15/89, (PB90-164294, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0038 "Workshop on Ground Motion Parameters for Seismic Hazard Mapping," July 17-18, 1989, edited by R.V. 

Whitman, 12/1/89, (PB90-173923, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0039 "Seismic Effects on Elevated Transit Lines of the New York City Transit Authority," by C.J. Costantino, 

C.A. Miller and E. Heymsfield, 12/26/89, (PB90-207887, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0040 "Centrifugal Modeling of Dynamic Soil-Structure Interaction," by K. Weissman, Supervised by J.H. Prevost, 

5/10/89, (PB90-207879, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-89-0041 "Linearized Identification of Buildings With Cores for Seismic Vulnerability Assessment," by I-K. Ho and 

A.E. Aktan, 11/1/89, (PB90-251943, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0001 "Geotechnical and Lifeline Aspects of the October 17, 1989 Loma Prieta Earthquake in San Francisco," by 

T.D. O'Rourke, H.E. Stewart, F.T. Blackburn and T.S. Dickerman, 1/90, (PB90-208596, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0002 "Nonnormal Secondary Response Due to Yielding in a Primary Structure," by D.C.K. Chen and L.D. Lutes, 

2/28/90, (PB90-251976, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0003 "Earthquake Education Materials for Grades K-12," by K.E.K. Ross, 4/16/90, (PB91-251984, A05, MF-

A05). This report has been replaced by NCEER-92-0018. 
 
NCEER-90-0004 "Catalog of Strong Motion Stations in Eastern North America," by R.W. Busby, 4/3/90, (PB90-251984, A05, 

MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0005 "NCEER Strong-Motion Data Base: A User Manual for the GeoBase Release (Version 1.0 for the Sun3)," by 

P. Friberg and K. Jacob, 3/31/90 (PB90-258062, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0006 "Seismic Hazard Along a Crude Oil Pipeline in the Event of an 1811-1812 Type New Madrid Earthquake," 

by H.H.M. Hwang and C-H.S. Chen, 4/16/90, (PB90-258054, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0007 "Site-Specific Response Spectra for Memphis Sheahan Pumping Station," by H.H.M. Hwang and C.S. Lee, 

5/15/90, (PB91-108811, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0008 "Pilot Study on Seismic Vulnerability of Crude Oil Transmission Systems," by T. Ariman, R. Dobry, M. 

Grigoriu, F. Kozin, M. O'Rourke, T. O'Rourke and M. Shinozuka, 5/25/90, (PB91-108837, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0009 "A Program to Generate Site Dependent Time Histories: EQGEN," by G.W. Ellis, M. Srinivasan and A.S. 

Cakmak, 1/30/90, (PB91-108829, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0010 "Active Isolation for Seismic Protection of Operating Rooms," by M.E. Talbott, Supervised by M. 

Shinozuka, 6/8/9, (PB91-110205, A05, MF-A01). 
 



 

 92

NCEER-90-0011 "Program LINEARID for Identification of Linear Structural Dynamic Systems," by C-B. Yun and M. 
Shinozuka, 6/25/90, (PB91-110312, A08, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-90-0012 "Two-Dimensional Two-Phase Elasto-Plastic Seismic Response of Earth Dams," by A.N. Yiagos, Supervised 

by J.H. Prevost, 6/20/90, (PB91-110197, A13, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-90-0013 "Secondary Systems in Base-Isolated Structures: Experimental Investigation, Stochastic Response and 

Stochastic Sensitivity," by G.D. Manolis, G. Juhn, M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 7/1/90, (PB91-
110320, A08, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-90-0014 "Seismic Behavior of Lightly-Reinforced Concrete Column and Beam-Column Joint Details," by S.P. 

Pessiki, C.H. Conley, P. Gergely and R.N. White, 8/22/90, (PB91-108795, A11, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-90-0015 "Two Hybrid Control Systems for Building Structures Under Strong Earthquakes," by J.N. Yang and A. 

Danielians, 6/29/90, (PB91-125393, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0016 "Instantaneous Optimal Control with Acceleration and Velocity Feedback," by J.N. Yang and Z. Li, 6/29/90, 

(PB91-125401, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0017 "Reconnaissance Report on the Northern Iran Earthquake of June 21, 1990," by M. Mehrain, 10/4/90, (PB91-

125377, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0018 "Evaluation of Liquefaction Potential in Memphis and Shelby County," by T.S. Chang, P.S. Tang, C.S. Lee 

and H. Hwang, 8/10/90, (PB91-125427, A09, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0019 "Experimental and Analytical Study of a Combined Sliding Disc Bearing and Helical Steel Spring Isolation 

System," by M.C. Constantinou, A.S. Mokha and A.M. Reinhorn, 10/4/90, (PB91-125385, A06, MF-A01). 
This report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-90-0020 "Experimental Study and Analytical Prediction of Earthquake Response of a Sliding Isolation System with a 

Spherical Surface," by A.S. Mokha, M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 10/11/90, (PB91-125419, A05, 
MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-90-0021 "Dynamic Interaction Factors for Floating Pile Groups," by G. Gazetas, K. Fan, A. Kaynia and E. Kausel, 

9/10/90, (PB91-170381, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0022 "Evaluation of Seismic Damage Indices for Reinforced Concrete Structures," by S. Rodriguez-Gomez and 

A.S. Cakmak, 9/30/90, PB91-171322, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0023 "Study of Site Response at a Selected Memphis Site," by H. Desai, S. Ahmad, E.S. Gazetas and M.R. Oh, 

10/11/90, (PB91-196857, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0024 "A User's Guide to Strongmo: Version 1.0 of NCEER's Strong-Motion Data Access Tool for PCs and 

Terminals," by P.A. Friberg and C.A.T. Susch, 11/15/90, (PB91-171272, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0025 "A Three-Dimensional Analytical Study of Spatial Variability of Seismic Ground Motions," by L-L. Hong 

and A.H.-S. Ang, 10/30/90, (PB91-170399, A09, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0026 "MUMOID User's Guide - A Program for the Identification of  Modal Parameters,"  by S. Rodriguez-Gomez 

and E. DiPasquale, 9/30/90, (PB91-171298, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0027 "SARCF-II User's Guide - Seismic Analysis of Reinforced Concrete Frames," by S. Rodriguez-Gomez, Y.S. 

Chung and C. Meyer, 9/30/90, (PB91-171280, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0028 "Viscous Dampers: Testing, Modeling and Application in Vibration and Seismic Isolation," by N. Makris 

and M.C. Constantinou, 12/20/90 (PB91-190561, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-90-0029 "Soil Effects on Earthquake Ground Motions in the Memphis Area," by H. Hwang, C.S. Lee, K.W. Ng and 

T.S. Chang, 8/2/90, (PB91-190751, A05, MF-A01). 
 



 

 93

NCEER-91-0001 "Proceedings from the Third Japan-U.S. Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design of Lifeline Facilities and 
Countermeasures for Soil Liquefaction, December 17-19, 1990," edited by T.D. O'Rourke and M. Hamada, 
2/1/91, (PB91-179259, A99, MF-A04). 

 
NCEER-91-0002 "Physical Space Solutions of Non-Proportionally Damped Systems," by M. Tong, Z. Liang and G.C. Lee, 

1/15/91, (PB91-179242, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0003 "Seismic Response of Single Piles and Pile Groups," by K. Fan and G. Gazetas, 1/10/91, (PB92-174994, 

A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0004 "Damping of Structures: Part 1 - Theory of Complex Damping," by Z. Liang and G. Lee, 10/10/91, (PB92-

197235, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-91-0005 "3D-BASIS - Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Three Dimensional Base Isolated Structures: Part II," by S. 

Nagarajaiah, A.M. Reinhorn and M.C. Constantinou, 2/28/91, (PB91-190553, A07, MF-A01). This report 
has been replaced by NCEER-93-0011. 

 
NCEER-91-0006 "A Multidimensional Hysteretic Model for Plasticity Deforming Metals in Energy Absorbing Devices," by 

E.J. Graesser and F.A. Cozzarelli, 4/9/91, (PB92-108364, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0007 "A Framework for Customizable Knowledge-Based Expert Systems with an Application to a KBES for 

Evaluating the Seismic Resistance of Existing Buildings," by E.G. Ibarra-Anaya and S.J. Fenves, 4/9/91, 
(PB91-210930, A08, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-91-0008 "Nonlinear Analysis of Steel Frames with Semi-Rigid Connections Using the Capacity Spectrum Method," 

by G.G. Deierlein, S-H. Hsieh, Y-J. Shen and J.F. Abel, 7/2/91, (PB92-113828, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0009 "Earthquake Education Materials for Grades K-12," by K.E.K. Ross, 4/30/91, (PB91-212142, A06, MF-

A01). This report has been replaced by NCEER-92-0018. 
 
NCEER-91-0010 "Phase Wave Velocities and Displacement Phase Differences in a Harmonically Oscillating Pile," by N. 

Makris and G. Gazetas, 7/8/91, (PB92-108356, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0011 "Dynamic Characteristics of a Full-Size Five-Story Steel Structure and a 2/5 Scale Model," by K.C. Chang, 

G.C. Yao, G.C. Lee, D.S. Hao and Y.C. Yeh," 7/2/91, (PB93-116648, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0012 "Seismic Response of a 2/5 Scale Steel Structure with Added Viscoelastic Dampers," by K.C. Chang, T.T. 

Soong, S-T. Oh and M.L. Lai, 5/17/91, (PB92-110816, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0013 "Earthquake Response of Retaining Walls; Full-Scale Testing and Computational Modeling," by S. 

Alampalli and A-W.M. Elgamal, 6/20/91, to be published. 
 
NCEER-91-0014 "3D-BASIS-M: Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Multiple Building Base Isolated Structures," by P.C. 

Tsopelas, S. Nagarajaiah, M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 5/28/91, (PB92-113885, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0015 "Evaluation of SEAOC Design Requirements for Sliding Isolated Structures," by D. Theodossiou and M.C. 

Constantinou, 6/10/91, (PB92-114602, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-91-0016 "Closed-Loop Modal Testing of a 27-Story Reinforced Concrete Flat Plate-Core Building," by H.R. 

Somaprasad, T. Toksoy, H. Yoshiyuki and A.E. Aktan, 7/15/91, (PB92-129980, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0017 "Shake Table Test of a 1/6 Scale Two-Story Lightly Reinforced Concrete Building," by A.G. El-Attar, R.N. 

White and P. Gergely, 2/28/91, (PB92-222447, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0018 "Shake Table Test of a 1/8 Scale Three-Story Lightly Reinforced Concrete Building," by A.G. El-Attar, R.N. 

White and P. Gergely, 2/28/91, (PB93-116630, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0019 "Transfer Functions for Rigid Rectangular Foundations," by A.S. Veletsos, A.M. Prasad and W.H. Wu, 

7/31/91, to be published. 
 



 

 94

NCEER-91-0020 "Hybrid Control of Seismic-Excited Nonlinear and Inelastic Structural Systems," by J.N. Yang, Z. Li and A. 
Danielians, 8/1/91, (PB92-143171, A06, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-91-0021 "The NCEER-91 Earthquake Catalog: Improved Intensity-Based Magnitudes and Recurrence Relations for 

U.S. Earthquakes  East of New Madrid," by L. Seeber and J.G. Armbruster, 8/28/91, (PB92-176742, A06, 
MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-91-0022 "Proceedings from the Implementation of Earthquake Planning and Education in Schools: The Need for 

Change - The Roles of the Changemakers," by K.E.K. Ross and F. Winslow, 7/23/91, (PB92-129998, A12, 
MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-91-0023 "A Study of Reliability-Based Criteria for Seismic Design of Reinforced Concrete Frame Buildings," by 

H.H.M. Hwang and H-M. Hsu, 8/10/91, (PB92-140235, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-91-0024 "Experimental Verification of a Number of Structural System Identification Algorithms," by R.G. Ghanem, 

H. Gavin and M. Shinozuka, 9/18/91, (PB92-176577, A18, MF-A04). 
 
NCEER-91-0025 "Probabilistic Evaluation of Liquefaction Potential," by H.H.M. Hwang and C.S. Lee," 11/25/91, (PB92-

143429, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0026 "Instantaneous Optimal Control for Linear, Nonlinear and Hysteretic Structures - Stable Controllers," by J.N. 

Yang and Z. Li, 11/15/91, (PB92-163807, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-91-0027 "Experimental and Theoretical Study of a Sliding Isolation System for Bridges," by M.C. Constantinou, A. 

Kartoum, A.M. Reinhorn and P. Bradford, 11/15/91, (PB92-176973, A10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-92-0001 "Case Studies of Liquefaction and Lifeline Performance During Past Earthquakes, Volume 1: Japanese Case 

Studies," Edited by M. Hamada and T. O'Rourke, 2/17/92, (PB92-197243, A18, MF-A04). 
 
NCEER-92-0002 "Case Studies of Liquefaction and Lifeline Performance During Past Earthquakes, Volume 2: United States 

Case Studies," Edited by T. O'Rourke and M. Hamada, 2/17/92, (PB92-197250, A20, MF-A04). 
 
NCEER-92-0003 "Issues in Earthquake Education," Edited by K. Ross, 2/3/92, (PB92-222389, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0004 "Proceedings from the First U.S. - Japan Workshop on Earthquake Protective Systems for Bridges," Edited 

by I.G. Buckle, 2/4/92, (PB94-142239, A99, MF-A06). 
 
NCEER-92-0005 "Seismic Ground Motion from a Haskell-Type Source in a Multiple-Layered Half-Space," A.P. Theoharis, G. 

Deodatis and M. Shinozuka, 1/2/92, to be published. 
 
NCEER-92-0006 "Proceedings from the Site Effects Workshop," Edited by R. Whitman, 2/29/92, (PB92-197201, A04, MF-

A01). 
 
NCEER-92-0007 "Engineering Evaluation of Permanent Ground Deformations Due to Seismically-Induced Liquefaction," by 

M.H. Baziar, R. Dobry and A-W.M. Elgamal, 3/24/92, (PB92-222421, A13, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-92-0008 "A Procedure for the Seismic Evaluation of Buildings in the Central and Eastern United States," by C.D. 

Poland and J.O. Malley, 4/2/92, (PB92-222439, A20, MF-A04). 
 
NCEER-92-0009 "Experimental and Analytical Study of a Hybrid Isolation System Using Friction Controllable Sliding 

Bearings," by M.Q. Feng, S. Fujii and M. Shinozuka, 5/15/92, (PB93-150282, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0010 "Seismic Resistance of Slab-Column Connections in Existing Non-Ductile Flat-Plate Buildings," by A.J. 

Durrani and Y. Du, 5/18/92, (PB93-116812, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0011 "The Hysteretic and Dynamic Behavior of Brick Masonry Walls Upgraded by Ferrocement Coatings Under 

Cyclic Loading and Strong Simulated Ground Motion," by H. Lee and S.P. Prawel, 5/11/92, to be published. 
 
NCEER-92-0012 "Study of Wire Rope Systems for Seismic Protection of Equipment in Buildings," by G.F. Demetriades, 

M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 5/20/92, (PB93-116655, A08, MF-A02). 
 



 

 95

NCEER-92-0013 "Shape Memory Structural Dampers: Material Properties, Design and Seismic Testing," by P.R. Witting and 
F.A. Cozzarelli, 5/26/92, (PB93-116663, A05, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-92-0014 "Longitudinal Permanent Ground Deformation Effects on Buried Continuous Pipelines," by M.J. O'Rourke, 

and C. Nordberg, 6/15/92, (PB93-116671, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0015 "A Simulation Method for Stationary Gaussian Random Functions Based on the Sampling Theorem," by M. 

Grigoriu and S. Balopoulou, 6/11/92, (PB93-127496, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-92-0016 "Gravity-Load-Designed Reinforced Concrete Buildings: Seismic Evaluation of Existing Construction and 

Detailing Strategies for Improved Seismic Resistance," by G.W. Hoffmann, S.K. Kunnath, A.M. Reinhorn 
and J.B. Mander, 7/15/92, (PB94-142007, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-92-0017 "Observations on Water System and Pipeline Performance in the Limón Area of Costa Rica Due to the April 

22, 1991 Earthquake," by M. O'Rourke and D. Ballantyne, 6/30/92, (PB93-126811, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0018 "Fourth Edition of Earthquake Education Materials for Grades K-12," Edited by K.E.K. Ross, 8/10/92, 

(PB93-114023, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0019 "Proceedings from the Fourth Japan-U.S. Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design of Lifeline Facilities 

and Countermeasures for Soil Liquefaction," Edited by M. Hamada and T.D. O'Rourke, 8/12/92, (PB93-
163939, A99, MF-E11). 

 
NCEER-92-0020 "Active Bracing System: A Full Scale Implementation of Active Control," by A.M. Reinhorn, T.T. Soong, 

R.C. Lin, M.A. Riley, Y.P. Wang, S. Aizawa and M. Higashino, 8/14/92, (PB93-127512, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0021 "Empirical Analysis of Horizontal Ground Displacement Generated by Liquefaction-Induced Lateral 

Spreads," by S.F. Bartlett and T.L. Youd, 8/17/92, (PB93-188241, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0022 "IDARC Version 3.0: Inelastic Damage Analysis of Reinforced Concrete Structures," by S.K. Kunnath, A.M. 

Reinhorn and R.F. Lobo, 8/31/92, (PB93-227502, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-92-0023 "A Semi-Empirical Analysis of Strong-Motion Peaks in Terms of Seismic Source, Propagation Path and 

Local Site Conditions, by M. Kamiyama, M.J. O'Rourke and R. Flores-Berrones, 9/9/92, (PB93-150266, 
A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-92-0024 "Seismic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures with Nonductile Details, Part I: Summary of 

Experimental Findings of Full Scale Beam-Column Joint Tests," by A. Beres, R.N. White and P. Gergely, 
9/30/92, (PB93-227783, A05, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-92-0025 "Experimental Results of Repaired and Retrofitted Beam-Column Joint Tests in Lightly Reinforced Concrete 

Frame Buildings," by A. Beres, S. El-Borgi, R.N. White and P. Gergely, 10/29/92, (PB93-227791, A05, MF-
A01). 

 
NCEER-92-0026 "A Generalization of Optimal Control Theory: Linear and Nonlinear Structures," by J.N. Yang, Z. Li and S. 

Vongchavalitkul, 11/2/92, (PB93-188621, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-92-0027 "Seismic Resistance of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures Designed Only for Gravity Loads: Part I -

Design and Properties of a One-Third Scale Model Structure," by J.M. Bracci, A.M. Reinhorn and J.B. 
Mander, 12/1/92, (PB94-104502, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-92-0028 "Seismic Resistance of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures Designed Only for Gravity Loads: Part II -

Experimental Performance of Subassemblages," by L.E. Aycardi, J.B. Mander and A.M. Reinhorn, 12/1/92, 
(PB94-104510, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-92-0029 "Seismic Resistance of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures Designed Only for Gravity Loads: Part III - 

Experimental Performance and Analytical Study of a Structural Model," by J.M. Bracci, A.M. Reinhorn and 
J.B. Mander, 12/1/92, (PB93-227528, A09, MF-A01). 

 



 

 96

NCEER-92-0030 "Evaluation of Seismic Retrofit of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures: Part I - Experimental Performance 
of Retrofitted Subassemblages," by D. Choudhuri, J.B. Mander and A.M. Reinhorn, 12/8/92, (PB93-198307, 
A07, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-92-0031 "Evaluation of Seismic Retrofit of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures: Part II - Experimental 

Performance and Analytical Study of a Retrofitted Structural Model," by J.M. Bracci, A.M. Reinhorn and 
J.B. Mander, 12/8/92, (PB93-198315, A09, MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-92-0032 "Experimental and Analytical Investigation of Seismic Response of Structures with Supplemental Fluid 

Viscous Dampers," by M.C. Constantinou and M.D. Symans, 12/21/92, (PB93-191435, A10, MF-A03). This 
report is available only through NTIS (see address given above). 

 
NCEER-92-0033 "Reconnaissance Report on the Cairo, Egypt Earthquake of October 12, 1992," by M. Khater, 12/23/92, 

(PB93-188621, A03, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-92-0034 "Low-Level Dynamic Characteristics of Four Tall Flat-Plate Buildings in New York City," by H. Gavin, S. 

Yuan, J. Grossman, E. Pekelis and K. Jacob, 12/28/92, (PB93-188217, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0001 "An Experimental Study on the Seismic Performance of Brick-Infilled Steel Frames With and Without 

Retrofit," by J.B. Mander, B. Nair, K. Wojtkowski and J. Ma, 1/29/93, (PB93-227510, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0002 "Social Accounting for Disaster Preparedness and Recovery Planning," by S. Cole, E. Pantoja and V. Razak, 

2/22/93, (PB94-142114, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-93-0003 "Assessment of 1991 NEHRP Provisions for Nonstructural Components and Recommended Revisions," by 

T.T. Soong, G. Chen, Z. Wu, R-H. Zhang and M. Grigoriu, 3/1/93, (PB93-188639, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0004 "Evaluation of Static and Response Spectrum Analysis Procedures of SEAOC/UBC for Seismic Isolated 

Structures," by C.W. Winters and M.C. Constantinou, 3/23/93, (PB93-198299, A10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-93-0005 "Earthquakes in the Northeast - Are We Ignoring the Hazard? A Workshop on Earthquake Science and 

Safety for Educators," edited by K.E.K. Ross, 4/2/93, (PB94-103066, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0006 "Inelastic Response of Reinforced Concrete Structures with Viscoelastic Braces," by R.F. Lobo, J.M. Bracci, 

K.L. Shen, A.M. Reinhorn and T.T. Soong, 4/5/93, (PB93-227486, A05, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0007 "Seismic Testing of Installation Methods for Computers and Data Processing Equipment," by K. Kosar, T.T. 

Soong, K.L. Shen, J.A. HoLung and Y.K. Lin, 4/12/93, (PB93-198299, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0008 "Retrofit of Reinforced Concrete Frames Using Added Dampers," by A. Reinhorn, M. Constantinou and C. 

Li, to be published. 
 
NCEER-93-0009 "Seismic Behavior and Design Guidelines for Steel Frame Structures with Added Viscoelastic Dampers," by 

K.C. Chang, M.L. Lai, T.T. Soong, D.S. Hao and Y.C. Yeh, 5/1/93, (PB94-141959, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0010 "Seismic Performance of Shear-Critical Reinforced Concrete Bridge Piers," by J.B. Mander, S.M. Waheed, 

M.T.A. Chaudhary and S.S. Chen, 5/12/93, (PB93-227494, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0011 "3D-BASIS-TABS: Computer Program for Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Three Dimensional Base Isolated 

Structures," by S. Nagarajaiah, C. Li, A.M. Reinhorn and M.C. Constantinou, 8/2/93, (PB94-141819, A09, 
MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-93-0012 "Effects of Hydrocarbon Spills from an Oil Pipeline Break on Ground Water," by O.J. Helweg and H.H.M. 

Hwang, 8/3/93, (PB94-141942, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-93-0013 "Simplified Procedures for Seismic Design of Nonstructural Components and Assessment of Current Code 

Provisions," by M.P. Singh, L.E. Suarez, E.E. Matheu and G.O. Maldonado, 8/4/93, (PB94-141827, A09, 
MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-93-0014 "An Energy Approach to Seismic Analysis and Design of Secondary Systems," by G. Chen and T.T. Soong, 

8/6/93, (PB94-142767, A11, MF-A03). 



 

 97

 
NCEER-93-0015 "Proceedings from School Sites: Becoming Prepared for Earthquakes - Commemorating the Third 

Anniversary of the Loma Prieta Earthquake," Edited by F.E. Winslow and K.E.K. Ross, 8/16/93, (PB94-
154275, A16, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-93-0016 "Reconnaissance Report of Damage to Historic Monuments in Cairo, Egypt Following the October 12, 1992 

Dahshur Earthquake," by D. Sykora, D. Look, G. Croci, E. Karaesmen and E. Karaesmen, 8/19/93, (PB94-
142221, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-93-0017 "The Island of Guam Earthquake of August 8, 1993," by S.W. Swan and S.K. Harris, 9/30/93, (PB94-

141843, A04, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-93-0018 "Engineering Aspects of the October 12, 1992 Egyptian Earthquake," by A.W. Elgamal, M. Amer, K. 

Adalier and A. Abul-Fadl, 10/7/93, (PB94-141983, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-93-0019 "Development of an Earthquake Motion Simulator and its Application in Dynamic Centrifuge Testing," by I. 

Krstelj, Supervised by J.H. Prevost, 10/23/93, (PB94-181773, A-10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-93-0020 "NCEER-Taisei Corporation Research Program on Sliding Seismic Isolation Systems for Bridges: 

Experimental and Analytical Study of a Friction Pendulum System (FPS)," by M.C. Constantinou, P. 
Tsopelas, Y-S. Kim and S. Okamoto, 11/1/93, (PB94-142775, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-93-0021 "Finite Element Modeling of Elastomeric Seismic Isolation Bearings," by L.J. Billings, Supervised by R. 

Shepherd, 11/8/93, to be published. 
 
NCEER-93-0022 "Seismic Vulnerability of Equipment in Critical Facilities: Life-Safety and Operational Consequences," by 

K. Porter, G.S. Johnson, M.M. Zadeh, C. Scawthorn and S. Eder, 11/24/93, (PB94-181765, A16, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-93-0023 "Hokkaido Nansei-oki, Japan Earthquake of July 12, 1993, by P.I. Yanev and C.R. Scawthorn, 12/23/93, 

(PB94-181500, A07, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-94-0001 "An Evaluation of Seismic Serviceability of Water Supply Networks with Application to the San Francisco 

Auxiliary Water Supply System," by I. Markov, Supervised by M. Grigoriu and T. O'Rourke, 1/21/94, 
(PB94-204013, A07, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-94-0002 "NCEER-Taisei Corporation Research Program on Sliding Seismic Isolation Systems for Bridges: 

Experimental and Analytical Study of Systems Consisting of Sliding Bearings, Rubber Restoring Force 
Devices and Fluid Dampers," Volumes I and II, by P. Tsopelas, S. Okamoto, M.C. Constantinou, D. Ozaki 
and S. Fujii, 2/4/94, (PB94-181740, A09, MF-A02 and PB94-181757, A12, MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-94-0003 "A Markov Model for Local and Global Damage Indices in Seismic Analysis," by S. Rahman and M. 

Grigoriu, 2/18/94, (PB94-206000, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0004 "Proceedings from the NCEER Workshop on Seismic Response of Masonry Infills," edited by D.P. Abrams, 

3/1/94, (PB94-180783, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0005 "The Northridge, California Earthquake of January 17, 1994: General Reconnaissance Report," edited by 

J.D. Goltz, 3/11/94, (PB94-193943, A10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0006 "Seismic Energy Based Fatigue Damage Analysis of Bridge Columns: Part I - Evaluation of Seismic 

Capacity," by G.A. Chang and J.B. Mander, 3/14/94, (PB94-219185, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0007 "Seismic Isolation of Multi-Story Frame Structures Using Spherical Sliding Isolation Systems," by T.M. Al-

Hussaini, V.A. Zayas and M.C. Constantinou, 3/17/94, (PB94-193745, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0008 "The Northridge, California Earthquake of January 17, 1994: Performance of Highway Bridges," edited by 

I.G. Buckle, 3/24/94, (PB94-193851, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0009 "Proceedings of the Third U.S.-Japan Workshop on Earthquake Protective Systems for Bridges," edited by 

I.G. Buckle and I. Friedland, 3/31/94, (PB94-195815, A99, MF-A06). 
 



 

 98

NCEER-94-0010 "3D-BASIS-ME: Computer Program for Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Seismically Isolated Single and 
Multiple Structures and Liquid Storage Tanks," by P.C. Tsopelas, M.C. Constantinou and A.M. Reinhorn, 
4/12/94, (PB94-204922, A09, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-94-0011 "The Northridge, California Earthquake of January 17, 1994: Performance of Gas Transmission Pipelines," 

by T.D. O'Rourke and M.C. Palmer, 5/16/94, (PB94-204989, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-94-0012 "Feasibility Study of Replacement Procedures and Earthquake Performance Related to Gas Transmission 

Pipelines," by T.D. O'Rourke and M.C. Palmer, 5/25/94, (PB94-206638, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0013 "Seismic Energy Based Fatigue Damage Analysis of Bridge Columns: Part II - Evaluation of Seismic 

Demand," by G.A. Chang and J.B. Mander, 6/1/94, (PB95-18106, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0014 "NCEER-Taisei Corporation Research Program on Sliding Seismic Isolation Systems for Bridges: 

Experimental and Analytical Study of a System Consisting of Sliding Bearings and Fluid Restoring 
Force/Damping Devices," by P. Tsopelas and M.C. Constantinou, 6/13/94, (PB94-219144, A10, MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-94-0015 "Generation of Hazard-Consistent Fragility Curves for Seismic Loss Estimation Studies," by H. Hwang and 

J-R. Huo, 6/14/94, (PB95-181996, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0016 "Seismic Study of Building Frames with Added Energy-Absorbing Devices," by W.S. Pong, C.S. Tsai and 

G.C. Lee, 6/20/94, (PB94-219136, A10, A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0017 "Sliding Mode Control for Seismic-Excited Linear and Nonlinear Civil Engineering Structures," by J. Yang, 

J. Wu, A. Agrawal and Z. Li, 6/21/94, (PB95-138483, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0018 "3D-BASIS-TABS Version 2.0: Computer Program for Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Three Dimensional 

Base Isolated Structures," by A.M. Reinhorn, S. Nagarajaiah, M.C. Constantinou, P. Tsopelas and R. Li, 
6/22/94, (PB95-182176, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-94-0019 "Proceedings of the International Workshop on Civil Infrastructure Systems: Application of Intelligent 

Systems and Advanced Materials on Bridge Systems," Edited by G.C. Lee and K.C. Chang, 7/18/94, (PB95-
252474, A20, MF-A04). 

 
NCEER-94-0020 "Study of Seismic Isolation Systems for Computer Floors," by V. Lambrou and M.C. Constantinou, 7/19/94, 

(PB95-138533, A10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0021 "Proceedings of the U.S.-Italian Workshop on Guidelines for Seismic Evaluation and Rehabilitation of 

Unreinforced Masonry Buildings," Edited by D.P. Abrams and G.M. Calvi, 7/20/94, (PB95-138749, A13, 
MF-A03). 

 
NCEER-94-0022 "NCEER-Taisei Corporation Research Program on Sliding Seismic Isolation Systems for Bridges: 

Experimental and Analytical Study of a System Consisting of Lubricated PTFE Sliding Bearings and Mild 
Steel Dampers," by P. Tsopelas and M.C. Constantinou, 7/22/94, (PB95-182184, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-94-0023 “Development of Reliability-Based Design Criteria for Buildings Under Seismic Load,” by Y.K. Wen, H. 

Hwang and M. Shinozuka, 8/1/94, (PB95-211934, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-94-0024 “Experimental Verification of Acceleration Feedback Control Strategies for an Active Tendon System,” by 

S.J. Dyke, B.F. Spencer, Jr., P. Quast, M.K. Sain, D.C. Kaspari, Jr. and T.T. Soong, 8/29/94, (PB95-212320, 
A05, MF-A01). 

 
NCEER-94-0025 “Seismic Retrofitting Manual for Highway Bridges,” Edited by I.G. Buckle and I.F. Friedland, published by 

the Federal Highway Administration (PB95-212676, A15, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-94-0026 “Proceedings from the Fifth U.S.-Japan Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design of Lifeline Facilities and 

Countermeasures Against Soil Liquefaction,” Edited by T.D. O’Rourke and M. Hamada, 11/7/94, (PB95-
220802, A99, MF-E08). 

 



 

 99

NCEER-95-0001 “Experimental and Analytical Investigation of Seismic Retrofit of Structures with Supplemental Damping: 
Part 1 - Fluid Viscous Damping Devices,” by A.M. Reinhorn, C. Li and M.C. Constantinou, 1/3/95, (PB95-
266599, A09, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-95-0002 “Experimental and Analytical Study of Low-Cycle Fatigue Behavior of Semi-Rigid Top-And-Seat Angle 

Connections,” by G. Pekcan, J.B. Mander and S.S. Chen, 1/5/95, (PB95-220042, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-95-0003 “NCEER-ATC Joint Study on Fragility of Buildings,” by T. Anagnos, C. Rojahn and A.S. Kiremidjian, 

1/20/95, (PB95-220026, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-95-0004 “Nonlinear Control Algorithms for Peak Response Reduction,” by Z. Wu, T.T. Soong, V. Gattulli and R.C. 

Lin, 2/16/95, (PB95-220349, A05, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-95-0005 “Pipeline Replacement Feasibility Study: A Methodology for Minimizing Seismic and Corrosion Risks to 

Underground Natural Gas Pipelines,” by R.T. Eguchi, H.A. Seligson and D.G. Honegger, 3/2/95, (PB95-
252326, A06, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-95-0006 “Evaluation of Seismic Performance of an 11-Story Frame Building During the 1994 Northridge 

Earthquake,” by F. Naeim, R. DiSulio, K. Benuska, A. Reinhorn and C. Li, to be published. 
 
NCEER-95-0007 “Prioritization of Bridges for Seismic Retrofitting,” by N. Basöz and A.S. Kiremidjian, 4/24/95, (PB95-

252300, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-95-0008 “Method for Developing Motion Damage Relationships for Reinforced Concrete Frames,” by A. Singhal and 

A.S. Kiremidjian, 5/11/95, (PB95-266607, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-95-0009 “Experimental and Analytical Investigation of Seismic Retrofit of Structures with Supplemental Damping: 

Part II - Friction Devices,” by C. Li and A.M. Reinhorn, 7/6/95, (PB96-128087, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-95-0010 “Experimental Performance and Analytical Study of a Non-Ductile Reinforced Concrete Frame Structure 

Retrofitted with Elastomeric Spring Dampers,” by G. Pekcan, J.B. Mander and S.S. Chen, 7/14/95, (PB96-
137161, A08, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-95-0011 “Development and Experimental Study of Semi-Active Fluid Damping Devices for Seismic Protection of 

Structures,” by M.D. Symans and M.C. Constantinou, 8/3/95, (PB96-136940, A23, MF-A04). 
 
NCEER-95-0012 “Real-Time Structural Parameter Modification (RSPM): Development of Innervated Structures,” by Z. 

Liang, M. Tong and G.C. Lee, 4/11/95, (PB96-137153, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-95-0013 “Experimental and Analytical Investigation of Seismic Retrofit of Structures with Supplemental Damping: 

Part III - Viscous Damping Walls,” by A.M. Reinhorn and C. Li, 10/1/95, (PB96-176409, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-95-0014 “Seismic Fragility Analysis of Equipment and Structures in a Memphis Electric Substation,” by J-R. Huo and 

H.H.M. Hwang, 8/10/95, (PB96-128087, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-95-0015 “The Hanshin-Awaji Earthquake of January 17, 1995: Performance of Lifelines,” Edited by M. Shinozuka, 

11/3/95, (PB96-176383, A15, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-95-0016 “Highway Culvert Performance During Earthquakes,” by T.L. Youd and C.J. Beckman, available as 

NCEER-96-0015. 
 
NCEER-95-0017 “The Hanshin-Awaji Earthquake of January 17, 1995: Performance of Highway Bridges,” Edited by I.G. 

Buckle, 12/1/95, to be published. 
 
NCEER-95-0018 “Modeling of Masonry Infill Panels for Structural Analysis,” by A.M. Reinhorn, A. Madan, R.E. Valles, Y. 

Reichmann and J.B. Mander, 12/8/95, (PB97-110886, MF-A01, A06). 
 
NCEER-95-0019 “Optimal Polynomial Control for Linear and Nonlinear Structures,” by A.K. Agrawal and J.N. Yang, 

12/11/95, (PB96-168737, A07, MF-A02). 
 



 

 100

NCEER-95-0020 “Retrofit of Non-Ductile Reinforced Concrete Frames Using Friction Dampers,” by R.S. Rao, P. Gergely and 
R.N. White, 12/22/95, (PB97-133508, A10, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-95-0021 “Parametric Results for Seismic Response of Pile-Supported Bridge Bents,” by G. Mylonakis, A. Nikolaou 

and G. Gazetas, 12/22/95, (PB97-100242, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-95-0022 “Kinematic Bending Moments in Seismically Stressed Piles,” by A. Nikolaou, G. Mylonakis and G. Gazetas, 

12/23/95, (PB97-113914, MF-A03, A13). 
 
NCEER-96-0001 “Dynamic Response of Unreinforced Masonry Buildings with Flexible Diaphragms,” by A.C. Costley and 

D.P. Abrams,” 10/10/96, (PB97-133573, MF-A03, A15). 
 
NCEER-96-0002 “State of the Art Review: Foundations and Retaining Structures,” by I. Po Lam, to be published. 
 
NCEER-96-0003 “Ductility of Rectangular Reinforced Concrete Bridge Columns with Moderate Confinement,” by N. Wehbe, 

M. Saiidi, D. Sanders and B. Douglas, 11/7/96, (PB97-133557, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-96-0004 “Proceedings of the Long-Span Bridge Seismic Research Workshop,” edited by I.G. Buckle and I.M. 

Friedland, to be published. 
 
NCEER-96-0005 “Establish Representative Pier Types for Comprehensive Study: Eastern United States,” by J. Kulicki and Z. 

Prucz, 5/28/96, (PB98-119217, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-96-0006 “Establish Representative Pier Types for Comprehensive Study: Western United States,” by R. Imbsen, R.A. 

Schamber and T.A. Osterkamp, 5/28/96, (PB98-118607, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-96-0007 “Nonlinear Control Techniques for Dynamical Systems with Uncertain Parameters,” by R.G. Ghanem and 

M.I. Bujakov, 5/27/96, (PB97-100259, A17, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-96-0008 “Seismic Evaluation of a 30-Year Old Non-Ductile Highway Bridge Pier and Its Retrofit,” by J.B. Mander, 

B. Mahmoodzadegan, S. Bhadra and S.S. Chen, 5/31/96, (PB97-110902, MF-A03, A10). 
 
NCEER-96-0009 “Seismic Performance of a Model Reinforced Concrete Bridge Pier Before and After Retrofit,” by J.B. 

Mander, J.H. Kim and C.A. Ligozio, 5/31/96, (PB97-110910, MF-A02, A10). 
 
NCEER-96-0010 “IDARC2D Version 4.0: A Computer Program for the Inelastic Damage Analysis of Buildings,” by R.E. 

Valles, A.M. Reinhorn, S.K. Kunnath, C. Li and A. Madan, 6/3/96, (PB97-100234, A17, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-96-0011 “Estimation of the Economic Impact of Multiple Lifeline Disruption: Memphis Light, Gas and Water 

Division Case Study,” by S.E. Chang, H.A. Seligson and R.T. Eguchi, 8/16/96, (PB97-133490, A11, MF-
A03). 

 
NCEER-96-0012 “Proceedings from the Sixth Japan-U.S. Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design of Lifeline Facilities and 

Countermeasures Against Soil Liquefaction, Edited by M. Hamada and T. O’Rourke, 9/11/96, (PB97-
133581, A99, MF-A06). 

 
NCEER-96-0013 “Chemical Hazards, Mitigation and Preparedness in Areas of High Seismic Risk: A Methodology for 

Estimating the Risk of Post-Earthquake Hazardous Materials Release,” by H.A. Seligson, R.T. Eguchi, K.J. 
Tierney and K. Richmond, 11/7/96, (PB97-133565, MF-A02, A08). 

 
NCEER-96-0014 “Response of Steel Bridge Bearings to Reversed Cyclic Loading,” by J.B. Mander, D-K. Kim, S.S. Chen and 

G.J. Premus, 11/13/96, (PB97-140735, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-96-0015 “Highway Culvert Performance During Past Earthquakes,” by T.L. Youd and C.J. Beckman, 11/25/96, 

(PB97-133532, A06, MF-A01). 
 
NCEER-97-0001 “Evaluation, Prevention and Mitigation of Pounding Effects in Building Structures,” by R.E. Valles and 

A.M. Reinhorn, 2/20/97, (PB97-159552, A14, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0002 “Seismic Design Criteria for Bridges and Other Highway Structures,” by C. Rojahn, R. Mayes, D.G. 

Anderson, J. Clark, J.H. Hom, R.V. Nutt and M.J. O’Rourke, 4/30/97, (PB97-194658, A06, MF-A03). 



 

 101

 
NCEER-97-0003 “Proceedings of the U.S.-Italian Workshop on Seismic Evaluation and Retrofit,” Edited by D.P. Abrams and 

G.M. Calvi, 3/19/97, (PB97-194666, A13, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0004 "Investigation of Seismic Response of Buildings with Linear and Nonlinear Fluid Viscous Dampers," by 

A.A. Seleemah and M.C. Constantinou, 5/21/97, (PB98-109002, A15, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0005 "Proceedings of the Workshop on Earthquake Engineering Frontiers in Transportation Facilities," edited by 

G.C. Lee and I.M. Friedland, 8/29/97, (PB98-128911, A25, MR-A04). 
 
NCEER-97-0006 "Cumulative Seismic Damage of Reinforced Concrete Bridge Piers," by S.K. Kunnath, A. El-Bahy, A. 

Taylor and W. Stone, 9/2/97, (PB98-108814, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0007 "Structural Details to Accommodate Seismic Movements of Highway Bridges and Retaining Walls," by R.A. 

Imbsen, R.A. Schamber, E. Thorkildsen, A. Kartoum, B.T. Martin, T.N. Rosser and J.M. Kulicki, 9/3/97, 
(PB98-108996, A09, MF-A02). 

 
NCEER-97-0008 "A Method for Earthquake Motion-Damage Relationships with Application to Reinforced Concrete Frames," 

by A. Singhal and A.S. Kiremidjian, 9/10/97, (PB98-108988, A13, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0009 "Seismic Analysis and Design of Bridge Abutments Considering Sliding and Rotation," by K. Fishman and 

R. Richards, Jr., 9/15/97, (PB98-108897, A06, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0010 "Proceedings of the FHWA/NCEER Workshop on the National Representation of Seismic Ground Motion 

for New and Existing Highway Facilities," edited by I.M. Friedland, M.S. Power and R.L. Mayes, 9/22/97, 
(PB98-128903, A21, MF-A04). 

 
NCEER-97-0011 "Seismic Analysis for Design or Retrofit of Gravity Bridge Abutments," by K.L. Fishman, R. Richards, Jr. 

and R.C. Divito, 10/2/97, (PB98-128937, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0012 "Evaluation of Simplified Methods of Analysis for Yielding Structures," by P. Tsopelas, M.C. Constantinou, 

C.A. Kircher and A.S. Whittaker, 10/31/97, (PB98-128929, A10, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0013 "Seismic Design of Bridge Columns Based on Control and Repairability of Damage," by C-T. Cheng and 

J.B. Mander, 12/8/97, (PB98-144249, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0014 "Seismic Resistance of Bridge Piers Based on Damage Avoidance Design," by J.B. Mander and C-T. Cheng, 

12/10/97, (PB98-144223, A09, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0015 “Seismic Response of Nominally Symmetric Systems with Strength Uncertainty,” by S. Balopoulou and M. 

Grigoriu, 12/23/97, (PB98-153422, A11, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0016 “Evaluation of Seismic Retrofit Methods for Reinforced Concrete Bridge Columns,” by T.J. Wipf, F.W. 

Klaiber and F.M. Russo, 12/28/97, (PB98-144215, A12, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0017 “Seismic Fragility of Existing Conventional Reinforced Concrete Highway Bridges,” by C.L. Mullen and 

A.S. Cakmak, 12/30/97, (PB98-153406, A08, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0018 “Loss Asssessment of Memphis Buildings,” edited by D.P. Abrams and M. Shinozuka, 12/31/97, (PB98-

144231, A13, MF-A03). 
 
NCEER-97-0019 “Seismic Evaluation of Frames with Infill Walls Using Quasi-static Experiments,” by K.M. Mosalam, R.N. 

White and P. Gergely, 12/31/97, (PB98-153455, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0020 “Seismic Evaluation of Frames with Infill Walls Using Pseudo-dynamic Experiments,” by K.M. Mosalam, 

R.N. White and P. Gergely, 12/31/97, (PB98-153430, A07, MF-A02). 
 
NCEER-97-0021 “Computational Strategies for Frames with Infill Walls: Discrete and Smeared Crack Analyses and Seismic 

Fragility,” by K.M. Mosalam, R.N. White and P. Gergely, 12/31/97, (PB98-153414, A10, MF-A02). 
 



 

 102

NCEER-97-0022 “Proceedings of the NCEER Workshop on Evaluation of Liquefaction Resistance of Soils,” edited by T.L. 
Youd and I.M. Idriss, 12/31/97, (PB98-155617, A15, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-98-0001 “Extraction of Nonlinear Hysteretic Properties of Seismically Isolated Bridges from Quick-Release Field 

Tests,” by Q. Chen, B.M. Douglas, E.M. Maragakis and I.G. Buckle, 5/26/98, (PB99-118838, A06, MF- 
A01). 

 
MCEER-98-0002 “Methodologies for Evaluating the Importance of Highway Bridges,” by A. Thomas, S. Eshenaur and J. 

Kulicki, 5/29/98, (PB99-118846, A10, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-98-0003 “Capacity Design of Bridge Piers and the Analysis of Overstrength,” by J.B. Mander, A. Dutta and P. Goel, 

6/1/98, (PB99-118853, A09, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-98-0004 “Evaluation of Bridge Damage Data from the Loma Prieta and Northridge, California Earthquakes,” by N. 

Basoz and A. Kiremidjian, 6/2/98, (PB99-118861, A15, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0005 “Screening Guide for Rapid Assessment of Liquefaction Hazard at Highway Bridge Sites,” by T. L. Youd, 

6/16/98, (PB99-118879, A06, not available on microfiche). 
 
MCEER-98-0006 “Structural Steel and Steel/Concrete Interface Details for Bridges,” by P. Ritchie, N. Kauhl and J. Kulicki, 

7/13/98, (PB99-118945, A06, MF-A01). 
 
MCEER-98-0007 “Capacity Design and Fatigue Analysis of Confined Concrete Columns,” by A. Dutta and J.B. Mander, 

7/14/98, (PB99-118960, A14, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0008 “Proceedings of the Workshop on Performance Criteria for Telecommunication Services Under Earthquake 

Conditions,” edited by A.J. Schiff, 7/15/98, (PB99-118952, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-98-0009 “Fatigue Analysis of Unconfined Concrete Columns,” by J.B. Mander, A. Dutta and J.H. Kim, 9/12/98, 

(PB99-123655, A10, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-98-0010 “Centrifuge Modeling of Cyclic Lateral Response of Pile-Cap Systems and Seat-Type Abutments in Dry 

Sands,” by A.D. Gadre and R. Dobry, 10/2/98, (PB99-123606, A13, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0011 “IDARC-BRIDGE: A Computational Platform for Seismic Damage Assessment of Bridge Structures,” by 

A.M. Reinhorn, V. Simeonov, G. Mylonakis and Y. Reichman, 10/2/98, (PB99-162919, A15, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0012 “Experimental Investigation of the Dynamic Response of Two Bridges Before and After Retrofitting with 

Elastomeric Bearings,” by D.A. Wendichansky, S.S. Chen and J.B. Mander, 10/2/98, (PB99-162927, A15, 
MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-98-0013 “Design Procedures for Hinge Restrainers and Hinge Sear Width for Multiple-Frame Bridges,” by R. Des 

Roches and G.L. Fenves, 11/3/98, (PB99-140477, A13, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0014 “Response Modification Factors for Seismically Isolated Bridges,” by M.C. Constantinou and J.K. Quarshie, 

11/3/98, (PB99-140485, A14, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0015 “Proceedings of the U.S.-Italy Workshop on Seismic Protective Systems for Bridges,” edited by I.M. Friedland 

and M.C. Constantinou, 11/3/98, (PB2000-101711, A22, MF-A04). 
 
MCEER-98-0016 “Appropriate Seismic Reliability for Critical Equipment Systems: Recommendations Based on Regional 

Analysis of Financial and Life Loss,” by K. Porter, C. Scawthorn, C. Taylor and N. Blais, 11/10/98, (PB99-
157265, A08, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-98-0017 “Proceedings of the U.S. Japan Joint Seminar on Civil Infrastructure Systems Research,” edited by M. 

Shinozuka and A. Rose, 11/12/98, (PB99-156713, A16, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-98-0018 “Modeling of Pile Footings and Drilled Shafts for Seismic Design,” by I. PoLam, M. Kapuskar and D. 

Chaudhuri, 12/21/98, (PB99-157257, A09, MF-A02). 
 



 

 103

MCEER-99-0001 "Seismic Evaluation of a Masonry Infilled Reinforced Concrete Frame by Pseudodynamic Testing," by S.G. 
Buonopane and R.N. White, 2/16/99, (PB99-162851, A09, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-99-0002 "Response History Analysis of Structures with Seismic Isolation and Energy Dissipation Systems: 

Verification Examples for Program SAP2000," by J. Scheller and M.C. Constantinou, 2/22/99, (PB99-
162869, A08, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-99-0003 "Experimental Study on the Seismic Design and Retrofit of Bridge Columns Including Axial Load Effects," 

by A. Dutta, T. Kokorina and J.B. Mander, 2/22/99, (PB99-162877, A09, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-99-0004 "Experimental Study of Bridge Elastomeric and Other Isolation and Energy Dissipation Systems with 

Emphasis on Uplift Prevention and High Velocity Near-source Seismic Excitation," by A. Kasalanati and M. 
C. Constantinou, 2/26/99, (PB99-162885, A12, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-99-0005 "Truss Modeling of Reinforced Concrete Shear-flexure Behavior," by J.H. Kim and J.B. Mander, 3/8/99, 

(PB99-163693, A12, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-99-0006 "Experimental Investigation and Computational Modeling of Seismic Response of a 1:4 Scale Model Steel 

Structure with a Load Balancing Supplemental Damping System," by G. Pekcan, J.B. Mander and S.S. Chen, 
4/2/99, (PB99-162893, A11, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-99-0007 "Effect of Vertical Ground Motions on the Structural Response of Highway Bridges," by M.R. Button, C.J. 

Cronin and R.L. Mayes, 4/10/99, (PB2000-101411, A10, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-99-0008 "Seismic Reliability Assessment of Critical Facilities: A Handbook, Supporting Documentation, and Model 

Code Provisions," by G.S. Johnson, R.E. Sheppard, M.D. Quilici, S.J. Eder and C.R. Scawthorn, 4/12/99, 
(PB2000-101701, A18, MF-A04). 

 
MCEER-99-0009 "Impact Assessment of Selected MCEER Highway Project Research on the Seismic Design of Highway 

Structures," by C. Rojahn, R. Mayes, D.G. Anderson, J.H. Clark, D'Appolonia Engineering, S. Gloyd and 
R.V. Nutt, 4/14/99, (PB99-162901, A10, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-99-0010 "Site Factors and Site Categories in Seismic Codes," by R. Dobry, R. Ramos and M.S. Power, 7/19/99, 

(PB2000-101705, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-99-0011 "Restrainer Design Procedures for Multi-Span Simply-Supported Bridges," by M.J. Randall, M. Saiidi, E. 

Maragakis and T. Isakovic, 7/20/99, (PB2000-101702, A10, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-99-0012 "Property Modification Factors for Seismic Isolation Bearings," by M.C. Constantinou, P. Tsopelas, A. 

Kasalanati and E. Wolff, 7/20/99, (PB2000-103387, A11, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-99-0013 "Critical Seismic Issues for Existing Steel Bridges," by P. Ritchie, N. Kauhl and J. Kulicki, 7/20/99, 

(PB2000-101697, A09, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-99-0014 "Nonstructural Damage Database," by A. Kao, T.T. Soong and A. Vender, 7/24/99, (PB2000-101407, A06, 

MF-A01). 
 
MCEER-99-0015 "Guide to Remedial Measures for Liquefaction Mitigation at Existing Highway Bridge Sites," by H.G. 

Cooke and J. K. Mitchell, 7/26/99, (PB2000-101703, A11, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-99-0016 "Proceedings of the MCEER Workshop on Ground Motion Methodologies for the Eastern United States," 

edited by N. Abrahamson and A. Becker, 8/11/99, (PB2000-103385, A07, MF-A02).  
 
MCEER-99-0017 "Quindío, Colombia Earthquake of January 25, 1999: Reconnaissance Report," by A.P. Asfura and P.J. 

Flores, 10/4/99, (PB2000-106893, A06, MF-A01). 
 
MCEER-99-0018 "Hysteretic Models for Cyclic Behavior of Deteriorating Inelastic Structures," by M.V. Sivaselvan and A.M. 

Reinhorn, 11/5/99, (PB2000-103386, A08, MF-A02). 
 



 

 104

MCEER-99-0019 "Proceedings of the 7th U.S.- Japan Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design of Lifeline Facilities and 
Countermeasures Against Soil Liquefaction," edited by T.D. O'Rourke, J.P. Bardet and M. Hamada, 
11/19/99, (PB2000-103354, A99, MF-A06). 

 
MCEER-99-0020 "Development of Measurement Capability for Micro-Vibration Evaluations with Application to Chip 

Fabrication Facilities," by G.C. Lee, Z. Liang, J.W. Song, J.D. Shen and W.C. Liu, 12/1/99, (PB2000-
105993, A08, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-99-0021 "Design and Retrofit Methodology for Building Structures with Supplemental Energy Dissipating Systems," 

by G. Pekcan, J.B. Mander and S.S. Chen, 12/31/99, (PB2000-105994, A11, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-00-0001 "The Marmara, Turkey Earthquake of August 17, 1999: Reconnaissance Report," edited by C. Scawthorn; 

with major contributions by M. Bruneau, R. Eguchi, T. Holzer, G. Johnson, J. Mander, J. Mitchell, W. 
Mitchell, A. Papageorgiou, C. Scaethorn, and G. Webb, 3/23/00, (PB2000-106200, A11, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-00-0002 "Proceedings of the MCEER Workshop for Seismic Hazard Mitigation of Health Care Facilities," edited by 

G.C. Lee, M. Ettouney, M. Grigoriu, J. Hauer and J. Nigg, 3/29/00, (PB2000-106892, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-00-0003 "The Chi-Chi, Taiwan Earthquake of September 21, 1999: Reconnaissance Report," edited by G.C. Lee and 

C.H. Loh, with major contributions by G.C. Lee, M. Bruneau, I.G. Buckle, S.E. Chang, P.J. Flores, T.D. 
O'Rourke, M. Shinozuka, T.T. Soong, C-H. Loh, K-C. Chang, Z-J. Chen, J-S. Hwang, M-L. Lin, G-Y. Liu, 
K-C. Tsai, G.C. Yao and C-L. Yen, 4/30/00, (PB2001-100980, A10, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-00-0004 "Seismic Retrofit of End-Sway Frames of Steel Deck-Truss Bridges with a Supplemental Tendon System: 

Experimental and Analytical Investigation," by G. Pekcan, J.B. Mander and S.S. Chen, 7/1/00, (PB2001-
100982, A10, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-00-0005 "Sliding Fragility of Unrestrained Equipment in Critical Facilities," by W.H. Chong and T.T. Soong, 7/5/00, 

(PB2001-100983, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-00-0006 "Seismic Response of Reinforced Concrete Bridge Pier Walls in the Weak Direction," by N. Abo-Shadi, M. 

Saiidi and D. Sanders, 7/17/00, (PB2001-100981, A17, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-00-0007 "Low-Cycle Fatigue Behavior of Longitudinal Reinforcement in Reinforced Concrete Bridge Columns," by 

J. Brown and S.K. Kunnath, 7/23/00, (PB2001-104392, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-00-0008 "Soil Structure Interaction of Bridges for Seismic Analysis," I. PoLam and H. Law, 9/25/00, (PB2001-

105397, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-00-0009 "Proceedings of the First MCEER Workshop on Mitigation of Earthquake Disaster by Advanced 

Technologies (MEDAT-1), edited by M. Shinozuka, D.J. Inman and T.D. O'Rourke, 11/10/00, (PB2001-
105399, A14, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-00-0010 "Development and Evaluation of Simplified Procedures for Analysis and Design of Buildings with Passive 

Energy Dissipation Systems, Revision 01," by O.M. Ramirez, M.C. Constantinou, C.A. Kircher, A.S. 
Whittaker, M.W. Johnson, J.D. Gomez and C. Chrysostomou, 11/16/01, (PB2001-105523, A23, MF-A04). 

 
MCEER-00-0011 "Dynamic Soil-Foundation-Structure Interaction Analyses of Large Caissons," by C-Y. Chang, C-M. Mok, 

Z-L. Wang, R. Settgast, F. Waggoner, M.A. Ketchum, H.M. Gonnermann and C-C. Chin, 12/30/00, 
(PB2001-104373, A07, MF-A02). 

 
MCEER-00-0012 "Experimental Evaluation of Seismic Performance of Bridge Restrainers," by A.G. Vlassis, E.M. Maragakis 

and M. Saiid Saiidi, 12/30/00, (PB2001-104354, A09, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-00-0013 "Effect of Spatial Variation of Ground Motion on Highway Structures," by M. Shinozuka, V. Saxena and G. 

Deodatis, 12/31/00, (PB2001-108755, A13, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-00-0014 "A Risk-Based Methodology for Assessing the Seismic Performance of Highway Systems," by S.D. Werner, 

C.E. Taylor, J.E. Moore, II, J.S. Walton and S. Cho, 12/31/00, (PB2001-108756, A14, MF-A03). 
 



 

 105

MCEER-01-0001 “Experimental Investigation of P-Delta Effects to Collapse During Earthquakes,” by D. Vian and M. 
Bruneau, 6/25/01, (PB2002-100534, A17, MF-A03). 

 
MCEER-01-0002 “Proceedings of the Second MCEER Workshop on Mitigation of Earthquake Disaster by Advanced 

Technologies (MEDAT-2),” edited by M. Bruneau and D.J. Inman, 7/23/01, (PB2002-100434, A16, MF-
A03). 

 
MCEER-01-0003 “Sensitivity Analysis of Dynamic Systems Subjected to Seismic Loads,” by C. Roth and M. Grigoriu, 

9/18/01, (PB2003-100884, A12, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-01-0004 “Overcoming Obstacles to Implementing Earthquake Hazard Mitigation Policies: Stage 1 Report,” by D.J. 

Alesch and W.J. Petak, 12/17/01, (PB2002-107949, A07, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-01-0005 “Updating Real-Time Earthquake Loss Estimates: Methods, Problems and Insights,” by C.E. Taylor, S.E. 

Chang and R.T. Eguchi, 12/17/01, (PB2002-107948, A05, MF-A01). 
 
MCEER-01-0006 “Experimental Investigation and Retrofit of Steel Pile Foundations and Pile Bents Under Cyclic Lateral 

Loadings,” by A. Shama, J. Mander, B. Blabac and S. Chen, 12/31/01, (PB2002-107950, A13, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-02-0001 “Assessment of Performance of Bolu Viaduct in the 1999 Duzce Earthquake in Turkey” by P.C. Roussis, 

M.C. Constantinou, M. Erdik, E. Durukal and M. Dicleli, 5/8/02, (PB2003-100883, A08, MF-A02). 
 
MCEER-02-0002 “Seismic Behavior of Rail Counterweight Systems of Elevators in Buildings,” by M.P. Singh, Rildova and 

L.E. Suarez, 5/27/02. (PB2003-100882, A11, MF-A03). 
 
MCEER-02-0003 “Development of Analysis and Design Procedures for Spread Footings,” by G. Mylonakis, G. Gazetas, S. 

Nikolaou and A. Chauncey, 10/02/02, (PB2004-101636, A13, MF-A03, CD-A13). 
 
MCEER-02-0004 “Bare-Earth Algorithms for Use with SAR and LIDAR Digital Elevation Models,” by C.K. Huyck, R.T. 

Eguchi and B. Houshmand, 10/16/02, (PB2004-101637, A07, CD-A07). 
 
MCEER-02-0005 “Review of Energy Dissipation of Compression Members in Concentrically Braced Frames,” by K.Lee and 

M. Bruneau, 10/18/02, (PB2004-101638, A10, CD-A10). 
 
MCEER-03-0001 “Experimental Investigation of Light-Gauge Steel Plate Shear Walls for the Seismic Retrofit of Buildings” 

by J. Berman and M. Bruneau, 5/2/03, (PB2004-101622, A10, MF-A03, CD-A10). 

MCEER-03-0002 “Statistical Analysis of Fragility Curves,” by M. Shinozuka, M.Q. Feng, H. Kim, T. Uzawa and T. Ueda, 
6/16/03, (PB2004-101849, A09, CD-A09). 

 
MCEER-03-0003 “Proceedings of the Eighth U.S.-Japan Workshop on Earthquake Resistant Design f Lifeline Facilities and 

Countermeasures Against Liquefaction,” edited by M. Hamada, J.P. Bardet and T.D. O’Rourke, 6/30/03, 
(PB2004-104386, A99, CD-A99). 

 
MCEER-03-0004 “Proceedings of the PRC-US Workshop on Seismic Analysis and Design of Special Bridges,” edited by L.C. 

Fan and G.C. Lee, 7/15/03, (PB2004-104387, A14, CD-A14). 
 
MCEER-03-0005 “Urban Disaster Recovery: A Framework and Simulation Model,” by S.B. Miles and S.E. Chang, 7/25/03, 

(PB2004-104388, A07, CD-A07). 
 
MCEER-03-0006 “Behavior of Underground Piping Joints Due to Static and Dynamic Loading,” by R.D. Meis, M. Maragakis 

and R. Siddharthan, 11/17/03, (PB2005-102194, A13, MF-A03, CD-A00). 
 
MCEER-04-0001 “Experimental Study of Seismic Isolation Systems with Emphasis on Secondary System Response and 

Verification of Accuracy of Dynamic Response History Analysis Methods,” by E. Wolff and M. 
Constantinou, 1/16/04 (PB2005-102195, A99, MF-E08, CD-A00). 

 
MCEER-04-0002 “Tension, Compression and Cyclic Testing of Engineered Cementitious Composite Materials,” by K. Kesner 

and S.L. Billington, 3/1/04, (PB2005-102196, A08, CD-A08). 
 



 

 106

MCEER-04-0003 “Cyclic Testing of Braces Laterally Restrained by Steel Studs to Enhance Performance During Earthquakes,” 
by O.C. Celik, J.W. Berman and M. Bruneau, 3/16/04, (PB2005-102197, A13, MF-A03, CD-A00). 

 
MCEER-04-0004 “Methodologies for Post Earthquake Building Damage Detection Using SAR and Optical Remote Sensing: 

Application to the August 17, 1999 Marmara, Turkey Earthquake,” by C.K. Huyck, B.J. Adams, S. Cho, 
R.T. Eguchi, B. Mansouri and B. Houshmand, 6/15/04, (PB2005-104888, A10, CD-A00). 

 
MCEER-04-0005 “Nonlinear Structural Analysis Towards Collapse Simulation: A Dynamical Systems Approach,” by M.V. 

Sivaselvan and A.M. Reinhorn, 6/16/04, (PB2005-104889, A11, MF-A03, CD-A00). 
 
MCEER-04-0006 “Proceedings of the Second PRC-US Workshop on Seismic Analysis and Design of Special Bridges,” edited 

by G.C. Lee and L.C. Fan, 6/25/04, (PB2005-104890, A16,  CD-A00). 
 
MCEER-04-0007 “Seismic Vulnerability Evaluation of Axially Loaded Steel Built-up Laced Members,” by K. Lee and M. 

Bruneau, 6/30/04, (PB2005-104891, A16, CD-A00). 
 
MCEER-04-0008 “Evaluation of Accuracy of Simplified Methods of Analysis and Design of Buildings with Damping Systems 

for Near-Fault and for Soft-Soil Seismic Motions,” by E.A. Pavlou and M.C. Constantinou, 8/16/04, 
(PB2005-104892, A08, MF-A02, CD-A00). 

 
MCEER-04-0009 “Assessment of Geotechnical Issues in Acute Care Facilities in California,” by M. Lew, T.D. O’Rourke, R. 

Dobry and M. Koch, 9/15/04, (PB2005-104893, A08, CD-A00). 
 
MCEER-04-0010 “Scissor-Jack-Damper Energy Dissipation System,” by A.N. Sigaher-Boyle and M.C. Constantinou, 12/1/04 

(PB2005-108221). 
 
MCEER-04-0011 “Seismic Retrofit of Bridge Steel Truss Piers Using a Controlled Rocking Approach,” by M. Pollino and M. 

Bruneau, 12/20/04 (PB2006-105795). 
 
MCEER-05-0001 “Experimental and Analytical Studies of Structures Seismically Isolated with an Uplift-Restraint Isolation 

System,” by P.C. Roussis and M.C. Constantinou, 1/10/05 (PB2005-108222). 
 
MCEER-05-0002 “A Versatile Experimentation Model for Study of Structures Near Collapse Applied to Seismic Evaluation of 

Irregular Structures,” by D. Kusumastuti, A.M. Reinhorn and A. Rutenberg, 3/31/05 (PB2006-101523). 
 
MCEER-05-0003 “Proceedings of the Third PRC-US Workshop on Seismic Analysis and Design of Special Bridges,” edited 

by L.C. Fan and G.C. Lee, 4/20/05, (PB2006-105796). 
 
MCEER-05-0004 “Approaches for the Seismic Retrofit of Braced Steel Bridge Piers and Proof-of-Concept Testing of an 

Eccentrically Braced Frame with Tubular Link,” by J.W. Berman and M. Bruneau, 4/21/05 (PB2006-
101524). 

 
MCEER-05-0005 “Simulation of Strong Ground Motions for Seismic Fragility Evaluation of Nonstructural Components in 

Hospitals,” by A. Wanitkorkul and A. Filiatrault, 5/26/05 (PB2006-500027). 
 
MCEER-05-0006 “Seismic Safety in California Hospitals: Assessing an Attempt to Accelerate the Replacement or Seismic 

Retrofit of Older Hospital Facilities,” by D.J. Alesch, L.A. Arendt and W.J. Petak, 6/6/05 (PB2006-105794). 
 
MCEER-05-0007 “Development of Seismic Strengthening and Retrofit Strategies for Critical Facilities Using Engineered 

Cementitious Composite Materials,” by K. Kesner and S.L. Billington, 8/29/05 (PB2006-111701). 
 
MCEER-05-0008 “Experimental and Analytical Studies of Base Isolation Systems for Seismic Protection of Power 

Transformers,” by N. Murota, M.Q. Feng and G-Y. Liu, 9/30/05 (PB2006-111702). 
 
MCEER-05-0009 “3D-BASIS-ME-MB: Computer Program for Nonlinear Dynamic Analysis of Seismically Isolated 

Structures,” by P.C. Tsopelas, P.C. Roussis, M.C. Constantinou, R. Buchanan and A.M. Reinhorn, 10/3/05 
(PB2006-111703). 

 
MCEER-05-0010 “Steel Plate Shear Walls for Seismic Design and Retrofit of Building Structures,” by D. Vian and M. 

Bruneau, 12/15/05 (PB2006-111704). 
 



 

 107

MCEER-05-0011 “The Performance-Based Design Paradigm,” by M.J. Astrella and A. Whittaker, 12/15/05 (PB2006-111705). 
 
MCEER-06-0001 “Seismic Fragility of Suspended Ceiling Systems,” H. Badillo-Almaraz, A.S. Whittaker, A.M. Reinhorn and 

G.P. Cimellaro, 2/4/06 (PB2006-111706). 
 
MCEER-06-0002 “Multi-Dimensional Fragility of Structures,” by G.P. Cimellaro, A.M. Reinhorn and M. Bruneau, 3/1/06 

(PB2007-106974, A09, MF-A02, CD A00). 
 
MCEER-06-0003 “Built-Up Shear Links as Energy Dissipators for Seismic Protection of Bridges,” by P. Dusicka, A.M. Itani 

and I.G. Buckle, 3/15/06 (PB2006-111708). 
 
MCEER-06-0004 “Analytical Investigation of the Structural Fuse Concept,” by R.E. Vargas and M. Bruneau, 3/16/06 

(PB2006-111709). 
 
MCEER-06-0005 “Experimental Investigation of the Structural Fuse Concept,” by R.E. Vargas and M. Bruneau, 3/17/06 

(PB2006-111710). 
 
MCEER-06-0006 “Further Development of Tubular Eccentrically Braced Frame Links for the Seismic Retrofit of Braced Steel 

Truss Bridge Piers,” by J.W. Berman and M. Bruneau, 3/27/06 (PB2007-105147). 
 
MCEER-06-0007 “REDARS Validation Report,” by S. Cho, C.K. Huyck, S. Ghosh and R.T. Eguchi, 8/8/06 (PB2007-106983). 
 
MCEER-06-0008 “Review of Current NDE Technologies for Post-Earthquake Assessment of Retrofitted Bridge Columns,” by 

J.W. Song, Z. Liang and G.C. Lee, 8/21/06 (PB2007-106984). 
 
MCEER-06-0009 “Liquefaction Remediation in Silty Soils Using Dynamic Compaction and Stone Columns,” by S. 

Thevanayagam, G.R. Martin, R. Nashed, T. Shenthan, T. Kanagalingam and N. Ecemis, 8/28/06 (PB2007-
106985). 

 
MCEER-06-0010 “Conceptual Design and Experimental Investigation of Polymer Matrix Composite Infill Panels for Seismic 

Retrofitting,” by W. Jung, M. Chiewanichakorn and A.J. Aref, 9/21/06 (PB2007-106986). 
 
MCEER-06-0011 “A Study of the Coupled Horizontal-Vertical Behavior of Elastomeric and Lead-Rubber Seismic Isolation 

Bearings,” by G.P. Warn and A.S. Whittaker, 9/22/06 (PB2007-108679). 
 
MCEER-06-0012 “Proceedings of the Fourth PRC-US Workshop on Seismic Analysis and Design of Special Bridges: 

Advancing Bridge Technologies in Research, Design, Construction and Preservation,” Edited by L.C. Fan, 
G.C. Lee and L. Ziang, 10/12/06 (PB2007-109042). 

 
MCEER-06-0013 “Cyclic Response and Low Cycle Fatigue Characteristics of Plate Steels,” by P. Dusicka, A.M. Itani and I.G. 

Buckle, 11/1/06 06 (PB2007-106987). 
 
MCEER-06-0014 “Proceedings of the Second US-Taiwan Bridge Engineering Workshop,” edited by W.P. Yen, J. Shen, J-Y. 

Chen and M. Wang, 11/15/06 (PB2008-500041).  
 
MCEER-06-0015 “User Manual and Technical Documentation for the REDARSTM Import Wizard,” by S. Cho, S. Ghosh, C.K. 

Huyck and S.D. Werner, 11/30/06 (PB2007-114766). 
 
MCEER-06-0016 “Hazard Mitigation Strategy and Monitoring Technologies for Urban and Infrastructure Public Buildings: 

Proceedings of the China-US Workshops,” edited by X.Y. Zhou, A.L. Zhang, G.C. Lee and M. Tong, 
12/12/06 (PB2008-500018). 

 
MCEER-07-0001 “Static and Kinetic Coefficients of Friction for Rigid Blocks,” by C. Kafali, S. Fathali, M. Grigoriu and A.S. 

Whittaker, 3/20/07 (PB2007-114767). 
 
MCEER-07-0002 “Hazard Mitigation Investment Decision Making: Organizational Response to Legislative Mandate,” by L.A. 

Arendt, D.J. Alesch and W.J. Petak, 4/9/07 (PB2007-114768). 
 
MCEER-07-0003 “Seismic Behavior of Bidirectional-Resistant Ductile End Diaphragms with Unbonded Braces in Straight or 

Skewed Steel Bridges,” by O. Celik and M. Bruneau, 4/11/07 (PB2008-105141). 
 



 

 108

MCEER-07-0004 “Modeling Pile Behavior in Large Pile Groups Under Lateral Loading,” by A.M. Dodds and G.R. Martin, 
4/16/07(PB2008-105142). 

 
MCEER-07-0005 “Experimental Investigation of Blast Performance of Seismically Resistant Concrete-Filled Steel Tube 

Bridge Piers,” by S. Fujikura, M. Bruneau and D. Lopez-Garcia, 4/20/07 (PB2008-105143). 
 
MCEER-07-0006 “Seismic Analysis of Conventional and Isolated Liquefied Natural Gas Tanks Using Mechanical Analogs,” 

by I.P. Christovasilis and A.S. Whittaker, 5/1/07. 
 
MCEER-07-0007 “Experimental Seismic Performance Evaluation of Isolation/Restraint Systems for Mechanical Equipment – 

Part 1: Heavy Equipment Study,” by S. Fathali and A. Filiatrault, 6/6/07 (PB2008-105144). 
 
MCEER-07-0008 “Seismic Vulnerability of Timber Bridges and Timber Substructures,” by A.A. Sharma, J.B. Mander, I.M. 

Friedland and D.R. Allicock, 6/7/07 (PB2008-105145). 
 
MCEER-07-0009 “Experimental and Analytical Study of the XY-Friction Pendulum (XY-FP) Bearing for Bridge 

Applications,” by C.C. Marin-Artieda, A.S. Whittaker and M.C. Constantinou, 6/7/07 (PB2008-105191). 
 
MCEER-07-0010 “Proceedings of the PRC-US Earthquake Engineering Forum for Young Researchers,” Edited by G.C. Lee 

and X.Z. Qi, 6/8/07 (PB2008-500058). 
 
MCEER-07-0011 “Design Recommendations for Perforated Steel Plate Shear Walls,” by R. Purba and M. Bruneau, 6/18/07, 

(PB2008-105192). 
 
MCEER-07-0012 “Performance of Seismic Isolation Hardware Under Service and Seismic Loading,” by M.C. Constantinou, 

A.S. Whittaker, Y. Kalpakidis, D.M. Fenz and G.P. Warn, 8/27/07, (PB2008-105193). 
 
MCEER-07-0013 “Experimental Evaluation of the Seismic Performance of Hospital Piping Subassemblies,” by E.R. Goodwin, 

E. Maragakis and A.M. Itani, 9/4/07, (PB2008-105194). 
 
MCEER-07-0014 “A Simulation Model of Urban Disaster Recovery and Resilience: Implementation for the 1994 Northridge 

Earthquake,” by S. Miles and S.E. Chang, 9/7/07, (PB2008-106426). 
 
MCEER-07-0015 “Statistical and Mechanistic Fragility Analysis of Concrete Bridges,” by M. Shinozuka, S. Banerjee and S-H. 

Kim, 9/10/07, (PB2008-106427). 
 
MCEER-07-0016 “Three-Dimensional Modeling of Inelastic Buckling in Frame Structures,” by M. Schachter and AM. 

Reinhorn, 9/13/07, (PB2008-108125). 
 
MCEER-07-0017 “Modeling of Seismic Wave Scattering on Pile Groups and Caissons,” by I. Po Lam, H. Law and C.T. Yang, 

9/17/07 (PB2008-108150). 
 
MCEER-07-0018 “Bridge Foundations: Modeling Large Pile Groups and Caissons for Seismic Design,” by I. Po Lam, H. Law 

and G.R. Martin (Coordinating Author), 12/1/07 (PB2008-111190). 
 
MCEER-07-0019 “Principles and Performance of Roller Seismic Isolation Bearings for Highway Bridges,” by G.C. Lee, Y.C. 

Ou, Z. Liang, T.C. Niu and J. Song, 12/10/07 (PB2009-110466). 
 
MCEER-07-0020 “Centrifuge Modeling of Permeability and Pinning Reinforcement Effects on Pile Response to Lateral 

Spreading,” by L.L Gonzalez-Lagos, T. Abdoun and R. Dobry, 12/10/07 (PB2008-111191). 
 
MCEER-07-0021 “Damage to the Highway System from the Pisco, Perú Earthquake of August 15, 2007,” by J.S. O’Connor, 

L. Mesa and M. Nykamp, 12/10/07, (PB2008-108126). 
 
MCEER-07-0022 “Experimental Seismic Performance Evaluation of Isolation/Restraint Systems for Mechanical Equipment – 

Part 2: Light Equipment Study,” by S. Fathali and A. Filiatrault, 12/13/07 (PB2008-111192). 
 
MCEER-07-0023 “Fragility Considerations in Highway Bridge Design,” by M. Shinozuka, S. Banerjee and S.H. Kim, 12/14/07 

(PB2008-111193). 
 



 

 109

MCEER-07-0024 “Performance Estimates for Seismically Isolated Bridges,” by G.P. Warn and A.S. Whittaker, 12/30/07 
(PB2008-112230). 

 
 
MCEER-08-0001 “Seismic Performance of Steel Girder Bridge Superstructures with Conventional Cross Frames,” by L.P. 

Carden, A.M. Itani and I.G. Buckle, 1/7/08, (PB2008-112231). 
 
MCEER-08-0002 “Seismic Performance of Steel Girder Bridge Superstructures with Ductile End Cross Frames with Seismic 

Isolators,” by L.P. Carden, A.M. Itani and I.G. Buckle, 1/7/08 (PB2008-112232). 
 
MCEER-08-0003 “Analytical and Experimental Investigation of a Controlled Rocking Approach for Seismic Protection of 

Bridge Steel Truss Piers,” by M. Pollino and M. Bruneau, 1/21/08 (PB2008-112233). 
 
MCEER-08-0004 “Linking Lifeline Infrastructure Performance and Community Disaster Resilience: Models and Multi-

Stakeholder Processes,” by S.E. Chang, C. Pasion, K. Tatebe and R. Ahmad, 3/3/08 (PB2008-112234). 
 
MCEER-08-0005 “Modal Analysis of Generally Damped Linear Structures Subjected to Seismic Excitations,” by J. Song, Y-L. 

Chu, Z. Liang and G.C. Lee, 3/4/08 (PB2009-102311). 
 
MCEER-08-0006 “System Performance Under Multi-Hazard Environments,” by C. Kafali and M. Grigoriu, 3/4/08 (PB2008-

112235). 
 
MCEER-08-0007 “Mechanical Behavior of Multi-Spherical Sliding Bearings,” by D.M. Fenz and M.C. Constantinou, 3/6/08 

(PB2008-112236). 
 
MCEER-08-0008 “Post-Earthquake Restoration of the Los Angeles Water Supply System,” by T.H.P. Tabucchi and R.A. 

Davidson, 3/7/08 (PB2008-112237). 
 
MCEER-08-0009 “Fragility Analysis of Water Supply Systems,” by A. Jacobson and M. Grigoriu, 3/10/08 (PB2009-105545). 
 
MCEER-08-0010 “Experimental Investigation of Full-Scale Two-Story Steel Plate Shear Walls with Reduced Beam Section 

Connections,” by B. Qu, M. Bruneau, C-H. Lin and K-C. Tsai, 3/17/08 (PB2009-106368). 
 
MCEER-08-0011 “Seismic Evaluation and Rehabilitation of Critical Components of Electrical Power Systems,” S. Ersoy, B. 

Feizi, A. Ashrafi and M. Ala Saadeghvaziri, 3/17/08 (PB2009-105546). 
 
MCEER-08-0012 “Seismic Behavior and Design of Boundary Frame Members of Steel Plate Shear Walls,” by B. Qu and M. 

Bruneau, 4/26/08 . (PB2009-106744). 
 
MCEER-08-0013 “Development and Appraisal of a Numerical Cyclic Loading Protocol for Quantifying Building System 

Performance,” by A. Filiatrault, A. Wanitkorkul and M. Constantinou, 4/27/08 (PB2009-107906). 
 
MCEER-08-0014 “Structural and Nonstructural Earthquake Design: The Challenge of Integrating Specialty Areas in Designing 

Complex, Critical Facilities,” by W.J. Petak and D.J. Alesch, 4/30/08 (PB2009-107907). 
 
MCEER-08-0015 “Seismic Performance Evaluation of Water Systems,” by Y. Wang and T.D. O’Rourke, 5/5/08 (PB2009-

107908). 
 
MCEER-08-0016 “Seismic Response Modeling of Water Supply Systems,” by P. Shi and T.D. O’Rourke, 5/5/08 (PB2009-

107910). 
 
MCEER-08-0017 “Numerical and Experimental Studies of Self-Centering Post-Tensioned Steel Frames,” by D. Wang and A. 

Filiatrault, 5/12/08 (PB2009-110479). 
 
MCEER-08-0018 “Development, Implementation and Verification of Dynamic Analysis Models for Multi-Spherical Sliding 

Bearings,” by D.M. Fenz and M.C. Constantinou, 8/15/08 (PB2009-107911). 
 
MCEER-08-0019 “Performance Assessment of Conventional and Base Isolated Nuclear Power Plants for Earthquake Blast 

Loadings,” by Y.N. Huang, A.S. Whittaker and N. Luco, 10/28/08 (PB2009-107912). 
 



 

 110

MCEER-08-0020  “Remote Sensing for Resilient Multi-Hazard Disaster Response – Volume I: Introduction to Damage 
Assessment Methodologies,” by B.J. Adams and R.T. Eguchi, 11/17/08. 

 
MCEER-08-0021 “Remote Sensing for Resilient Multi-Hazard Disaster Response – Volume II: Counting the Number of 

Collapsed Buildings Using an Object-Oriented Analysis: Case Study of the 2003 Bam Earthquake,” by L. 
Gusella, C.K. Huyck and B.J. Adams, 11/17/08. 

 
 MCEER-08-0022 “Remote Sensing for Resilient Multi-Hazard Disaster Response – Volume III: Multi-Sensor Image Fusion 

Techniques for Robust Neighborhood-Scale Urban Damage Assessment,” by B.J. Adams and A. McMillan, 
11/17/08. 

 
 MCEER-08-0023 “Remote Sensing for Resilient Multi-Hazard Disaster Response – Volume IV: A Study of Multi-Temporal 

and Multi-Resolution SAR Imagery for Post-Katrina Flood Monitoring in New Orleans,” by A. McMillan, 
J.G. Morley, B.J. Adams and S. Chesworth, 11/17/08. 

 
MCEER-08-0024 “Remote Sensing for Resilient Multi-Hazard Disaster Response – Volume V: Integration of Remote Sensing 

Imagery and VIEWSTM Field Data for Post-Hurricane Charley Building Damage Assessment,” by J.A. 
Womble, K. Mehta and B.J. Adams, 11/17/08. 

 
MCEER-08-0025 “Building Inventory Compilation for Disaster Management: Application of Remote Sensing and Statistical 

Modeling,” by P. Sarabandi, A.S. Kiremidjian, R.T. Eguchi and B. J. Adams, 11/20/08 (PB2009-110484). 
 
MCEER-08-0026 “New Experimental Capabilities and Loading Protocols for Seismic Qualification and Fragility Assessment 

of Nonstructural Systems,” by R. Retamales, G. Mosqueda, A. Filiatrault and A. Reinhorn, 11/24/08 
(PB2009-110485). 

 
MCEER-08-0027 “Effects of Heating and Load History on the Behavior of Lead-Rubber Bearings,” by I.V. Kalpakidis and 

M.C. Constantinou, 12/1/08. 
 
MCEER-08-0028 “Experimental and Analytical Investigation of Blast Performance of Seismically Resistant Bridge Piers,” by 

S.Fujikura and M. Bruneau, 12/8/08. 
 
MCEER-08-0029 “Evolutionary Methodology for Aseismic Decision Support,” by Y. Hu and G. Dargush, 12/15/08. 
 
MCEER-08-0030 “Development of a Steel Plate Shear Wall Bridge Pier System Conceived from a Multi-Hazard Perspective,” 

by D. Keller and M. Bruneau, 12/19/08. 
 
 
MCEER-09-0001 “Modal Analysis of Arbitrarily Damped Three-Dimensional Linear Structures Subjected to Seismic 

Excitations,” by Y.L. Chu, J. Song and G.C. Lee, 1/31/09. 
 
MCEER-09-0002 “Air-Blast Effects on Structural Shapes,” by G. Ballantyne, A.S. Whittaker, A.J. Aref and G.F. Dargush, 

2/2/09. 
 
MCEER-09-0003 “Water Supply Performance During Earthquakes and Extreme Events,” by A.L. Bonneau and T.D. 

O’Rourke, 2/16/09. 
 
MCEER-09-0004 “Generalized Linear (Mixed) Models of Post-Earthquake Ignitions,” by R.A. Davidson, 7/20/09. 
 
 
 





ISSN 1520-295X 

University at Buffalo The State University of New York



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




