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ABSTRACT
An analytical method is developed whereby a simple estimate can be obtained of the max­

imum dynamic response of light equipment attached to a structure subjected to ground motion.
The natural frequency of the equipment, modeled as a single-degree-of-freedom system, is con­
sidered to be close, or equal, to one of the natural frequencies of the N-degree-of-freedom
structure. This estimate provides a convenient, rational basis for the structural design of the
equipment and its installation.

The approach is based on the transient analysis of lightly damped tuned or slightly
detuned equipment-structure systems in which the mass of the equipment is much smaller than
that of the structure. It is assumed that the information available to the designer is a design
spectrum for the ground motion, fixed-base modal properties of the structure, and fixed-base
properties of the equipment. The results obtained are simple estimates of the maximum
acceleration and displacement of the equipment. The method can also be used to treat closely
spaced modes in structural systems, where the square root of the sum of squares procedure is
known to be invalid.

This analytical method has also been applied to untuned equipment-structure systems for
which the conventional floor spectrum method is mathematically valid. A closed-form solution
is obtained which permits an estimate of the maximum equipment response to be obtained
without the necessity of computing time histories, as required by the conventional floor spec­
trum method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The design of equipment to withstand dynamic loading is a neglected feature of structural

design. Equipment such as pumps, compressors, power generators, and piping systems is essen­

tial to lifeline systems and must be functional in the aftermath of a catastrophy such as a major

earthquake, tornado, aircraft crash, or explosion, yet is rarely designed with the same care as

the building within which it is housed. In addition, the cost of the equipment in many cases

may be many times that of the building, see for example [1].

A rational approach to one aspect of equipment design, that of lightly damped relatively

light equipment, is presented in this report. The model considered is an N-degree of freedom

structure to which is attached a single-degree-of-freedom component. The frequency of the

latter can be higher than the fundamental frequency of the structure. In previous work [2], we

have described the response of such a system to steady-state ground shaking. Significant

interaction effects were shown to occur in the case of tuning, the situation in which the equip­

ment frequency is close or equal to one of the natural frequencies of the structure. If the

equipment frequency is not tuned to a structural frequency, the response is roughly the super­

position of the structural response and the equipment response with little interaction, in which

case the conventional floor spectrum method should be valid for transient problems. If, on the

other hand, the equipment frequency is tuned to a structural frequency, it was found that for

the combined system there are two closely spaced frequencies on either side of the tuning fre­

quency around which a band of high amplification appears, offering a substantial target for sym­

pathetic oscillation. The significant equipment-structure interaction in this case means that the

conventional floor spectrum method, which ignores that interaction, will not be valid for the

transient analysis problem.

A typical result for the steady-state response of an equipment-structure system is shown

in Fig. 1, which is taken from [2]. The equipment is tuned to the third natural frequency of

the structure, and the curve shown is the ratio of equipment acceleration to input ground

acceleration considered as a function of the frequency of input, normalized with respect to the
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natural frequency of the equipment. The mass of the structure in this example is a thousand

times that of the equipment.

In this report the previous research is extended to transient analysis of the equipment­

structure interaction problem. The peak response of the equipment- is estimated by utilizing a

design spectrum for a specified input to the structure, and fixed-base dynamic properties of the

structure alone and of the equipment alone. By taking advantage of the mathematical structure

of the equations and of asymptotic methods made possible by the smallness of the equipment

mass in comparison with the structure mass,_ we obtain simple results that are valid for tuned,

nearly tuned, and untuned systems.

The rationale for using design spectrum methods is that they are inexpensive and to a cer­

tain extent incorporate the probabilistic nature of the problem, i.e., the uncertainty involved in

specifying the structural parameters and the earthquake or other input. These uncertainties are

accounted for in constructing a design spectrum and also in the way that the maximum values

in each mode are combined to predict the maximum for the entire system.

For light equipment and small damping, the results obtained can be implemented easily

and efficiently by a designer. A surprising feature of the analysis is its extreme simplicity;

namely, if the response spectrum for the ground motion is available, the response spectrum for

the equipment can be calculated merely by multiplying the former by an amplification factor.

This approach is in contrast to several earlier analyses of equipment response. A common

approach to the design of equipment is based on the floor spectrum method, in which the

equipment is treated as a single-degree-of-freedom system subject to a base motion that is

taken to be that which the structure would experience at the attachment point in the absence of

equipment. Not only does this method neglect interaction, it has the further disadvantage of

requiring that an expensive time history analysis of the structure be conducted in order to

determine a base motion. Approximate techniques that bypass associated computational prob­

lems have been proposed whereby floor response spectra are developed from ground spectra,

but these are ad hoc methods whose accuracy cannot be evaluated.
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An alternative approach is to consider an N + I-degree-of-freedom model for the

equipment-structure system and subject it to time history analyses for a variety of specified

ground motion inputs. This method has disadvantages also; the equipment may have a natural

frequency somewhat higher than the fundamental frequency of the structure. Conventional

methods of dynamic analysis are designed to compute lower-mode response, a response that is

pertinent for structural design only. Thus, standard computer codes use implicit, uncondition­

ally stable, time-integration algorithms with some form of numerical dissipation to damp out

spurious participation from higher modes. Where equipment-structure interaction is important,

the use of such codes can mask significant response.

Because time history analysis can be extremely expensive, response spectra methods for

N+l-degree-of-freedom systems are frequently used, despite some uncertainty in the combina­

tion of peak modal values. The standard approach, in which the square root of the sum of the

squares is used, is known to be inaccurate for closely spaced modal frequencies that occur in

light equipment with a natural frequency close or equal to one of the natural frequencies of the

structure. Penzien and Chopra [3] have studied this problem and have proposed an ad hoc

method in which the response spectra of two-degree-of-freedom systems are numerically com­

puted and used. In that approach, the N modes of a structure are determined and to each

mode, considered as a single-degree-of-freedom system, the equipment is attached to yield N

two-degree-of-freedom systems. The maximum response of the equipment for each of these N

two-degree-of-freedom systems is obtained from the two-degree-of-freedom spectra previously

constructed and the maximum response of the entire system evaluated using the square root of

the sum of the squares of the maximum value for each. The analysis performed herein shows

that the method is unnecessarily complicated and in principle incorrect.
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2. MODAL ANALYSIS OF EQUIPMENT-STRUCTURE SYSTEMS

In this section we formulate the equations of motion governing the response of a general

N-degree-of-freedom structure to which is attached equipment modeled as a single-degree-of-

freedom oscillator (Fig. 2).

The equations of motion of the N-degree-of-freedom structural system take the form

N ... N

L (MijUj+Cij~+Kij~) = L (CijRi'g+KijRjug) + Fe/ , i=1,2, ... ,N (2.1)
)=/ )=1

where Mij' Cij' and Kij are the mass, damping, and stiffness matrices, respectively. The vector

R; is a vector of influence coefficients introduced to couple the actual ground motion ugCt) to

the structure, and ei a vector whose components are zero at every degree of freedom except the

one to which the equipment is attached, denoted by the index r, where it takes unit value. The

term F is the interaction force between the equipment and the structure.

The natural frequency On and mode shape CDP of the nth mode (n=1,2, ... ,N) are

obtained from the equations

N N
0; L MijCDJ = L KijCDJ, i=1,2, ... ,N

)=1 )=1

(2.2)

If the damping is assumed to be small enough not to introduce coupling between the modes,

Eq. (2.0 becomes in modal coordinates

N

Qk+2BkOk(h+Otqk = LCDtFjMk , k=1,2, ... ,N
;=1

where

N N N N
Mk = L LCD tCD fMij , 2BkO k = L L CD ;k CD fCij/ Mk

/=1 )=1 1=1 )=1

and

N
F; = L (CijR/-lg+KijR)ug) +Fe/

;=1

(2.3)
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with Mk the generalized mass and Bk the fraction of critical damping for the k th mode. The

Laplace transform of the structural response U/t) is given by

(2.4)

with

_ N _

F; = L (Ci/R,p +K;,R,) ug + Fe;
1=1

where p is the Laplace transform parameter and a bar above a function denotes its Laplace

transform. The corresponding equation of motion for the equipment displacement u is

- mil = F = c (iJ - if,) + k (u - U,)

or, in Laplace transforms,

(2.5)

(2.6)

where m, c, and k are the mass, damping, and stiffness of the equipment, respectively, with {3

the fraction of critical damping. A relationship between u and U, is obtained from Eq. (2.6) in

the form

(2.7)

which, from Eq. (2.4), can be written as

Since F= - mp2u, F can be eliminated. The final transformed equation for the equipment

response is then
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(2.8)

The expression 'L/':lK/P i
k can be written as Ot'L/':lM/P i

k and, given the assumption of small

multi-degree-of-freedom system takes the form

(2.9)

The zeroes of the term in brackets on the left-hand side of the equation must be deter-

mined to invert the Laplace transform by residue theory. These zeroes are the poles of the

transfer function for the equipment response. The case considered here is that illustrated in Fig.

3, where the equipment frequency is close to a structural frequency, say On' The two expres-

sions in the brackets on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.9) have been plotted separately; p was

replaced by i 0 and the graph of the second function and the negative of the first function in

the bracketed expression were then drawn. For simplicity, the undamped case

Cf3 = B1= ... = Bn = 0) has been plotted. The plot for the first function is a simple quadratic

in 0, zero when 0 = w, the natural frequency of the equipment. The plot for the summation

is a complicated curve that reaches ± 00 when 0 = Ok and k=l, 2, ...,N,the natural frequencies

of the structure. Two such curves have been plotted, one for equipment of small mass, and

another for equipment of larger mass.

The values of 0 at the intersections of these two curves locate the zeroes in the
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bracketed expression, where equipment-structure interaction is considered. When the equip-

ment mass is small, these poles, all of which are simple, appear near the natural frequencies of

the structure. Two closely spaced poles, referred to herein as tuning poles, are located near the

equipment frequency and the frequency of the structure to which the equipment is nearly

tuned, one below these frequencies and one above them as shown in the figure. These two

poles coalesce into a double pole when w = n nand m - O. Thus, the contribution to the sum

of the residues at all poles is dominated by the residues associated with the two tuning poles.

The contribution of the summation term to the residues at these two poles is dominated by the

term where k = n since the denominator of that term is nearly zero. Hence, in the region of

p = iw, Eq. (2.9) can be approximated by

(2.10)

This expression is identical to that for a two-degree-of-freedom system, as shown in Fig. 4.

The equivalent expression for the system shown in that figure is

(2.11)

where 'Y = m/M is the mass ratio. When we compare this expression to Eq. (2.10), we see that

the effective mass ratio is

(2.12)

and the effective ground motion

where

N NC: = <I>:L L <I>r~jR)M n
i=lj=l

(2.13)

(2.14)
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In the subsequent development, the contribution of the residues from the tuning poles

(which are near p = iw) will be obtained from an analysis of the equivalent two-degree-of­

freedom system defined by the above equations. The contributions at the other (N - 1) poles

are straightforward and will be considered after the two-degree-of-freedom analysis has been

completed. Although it is not essential that an equivalent two-degree-of-freedom system be

considered, since it is only conceptual and introduces no further approximations beyond those

made in passing from Eq. (2.9) to Eq. (2.10), the following development will be for such a sys­

tem in order to simplify notation. We will use the notation of expression (2.11). Thus, Band

n will refer to the structural quantities Bn and n n' and y and ug to yeff and u;Jf, as defined in

Eqs. (2.12) and (2.13).
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3. ANALYSIS OF TRANSFER FUNCTION FOR NEARLY TUNED

TWO-DEGREE-OF-FREEDOM SYSTEM

The transformed equipment acceleration u(p) for the equivalent two-degree-of-freedom

system takes, from Eq. (2.11), the form

U= [N(P)/D(P)] ug (3.1)

where

and

?(p) = p4 +Wp3 [2,8 (l+y) +2B (l+g)]

+w2p2 [2 + 'Y +2g +e+4,8B (l+g)]

+w3p[2,8(l+g)2+2B (l+e)1+ a81+e)2

(3.2)

(3.3)

In the above g= (O-w)/w, the detuning parameter. The following discussion concentrates on

equipment acceleration; results for equipment displacement can be easily developed.

The nature of the solution strongly depends on the location of the zeroes of the denomi­

nator D (p). The roots of D (p) will be close to those of the system where 'Y, ,8, B, and g are

taken to be zero because these parameters are small; that is,

p = ± iw

To locate the poles of D (p), we replace p in Eq. (3.3) by

p = iw(l +8) (3.4)

where a is a small quantity. We retain only the plus sign since the roots will appear as complex

conjugates. Substitution of Eq. (3.4) into Eq. (3.3) yields the expression
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(3.5)

When {3 = 0, B = 0, and y ~ 0, g~ 0, this equation can be easily solved, viz.,

Also, if y = 0, g= 0, and {3 ~ 0, B ~ 0, then

Throughout the analysis it will thus be assumed that (3, B, g, and y I;' are all of the same order,

say e, and .the various approximations for 8 will be based on 8 of order e « 1. When the

parameters are not of the same order, the modifications required are obvious.

The solution of Eq. (3.5), where terms of order e2 are retained, is

(3.6)

where here and throughout the remainder of the analysis the upper signs are taken together to

give one root and the lower the other. The quantities A and /.L are given by

(3.7)

(3.8)
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For f3 ~°and/or B ~ 0, the imaginary part is always positive and oscillations are therefore

damped. Because this solution involves a large number of parameters, many special cases may

exist; those of particular interest are examined more fully in sections that follow.

3.1 Undamped Tuned System

When f3 = 0, B = 0, and g= 0, the solution of Eq. (3.5), where terms of order e3 are

retained, is

(3.9)

The higher-order terms in B are retained since they will be used to derive results that we will

compare with results from the floor spectrum method. The expression for the roots p is then

If, [ If,I
P = iw + iw L 1 + L- 2 - 4 (3.10)

These roots are indicated in the root locus diagram Fig. 5, where the corresponding complex

conjugate roots are also shown. The roots remain on the imaginary axis with the small spread

between them equal to ylf,W and lead to an undamped oscillatory solution.

3.2 Undamped Slightly Detuned System

The roots in this case are

(3.11)

which, in terms of p, are

0.12)

(N.B. When y - 0, these become p = ± iw, ± in.)

These roots and the corresponding complex conjugate roots are indicated in Fig. 6. Again, an

undamped oscillatory solution results and the spread between the closely spaced roots is now
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3.3 Damped Tuned System

A double root of the equation D (p) = 0 can appear for g= 0 if certain relationships exist

between the coefficients of the various powers of p in the expression for D (p) given by Eq.

(3.3) when g= O. These conditions are

yf3 = 0

and

For nonzero "I, f3 must be zero (from Eq. (3.13)), and y=B2 (from Eq. (3.14)).

The solution of Eq. (3.5) when g= 0 and terms of order e2 are retained is

f3+B 1 [ ]112
8 = i -2- ±"2 "1- (f3-B) 2

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

With this as a first approximation and using iteration, the solution of Eq. (3.5) where terms of

order e3 are retained is

(3.16)

The term y_(f3-B)2 dominates in the radical when of order e2, and use of Eq. (3.15)

suffices to determine the roots 8. When "I ...... 0, the two roots are

8 = i f3 and 8 = iB

corresponding to the floor spectrum solution for the damped system. Since a double root can

occur only if f3 = 0, when "I = (f3-B)2 is of the order e3 or higher, the complete expression

must be used. For "I = (f3-B)2, the roots are
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. (J+B ± (JI/2 I;' (JIll I;'

[)=/JJ JJ Y +~
2 - 2

When (3 = 0, the roots are

For fixed B, the roots range from

[) = i.!i ± "!"y'!2 for y» B2
2 2

to

When y = B2, a double root occurs in Eq. (3.18) at

s> • B
u= /-

2

(3.17)

(3.18)

However, if the complete expression (3.5) is considered and {3 = 0, y = B2 are substituted, we

can show that the double root is given by

B B2
() = i--­

2 8

The pattern of the roots in the p plane for {3 = 0 is shown in Fig. 7.

(3.19)

When y ~ ({3_B)2, the solution depends on whether y> ({3-B)2 or y < (f3-B)2. For

the former, the roots are given by Eq. (3.15). For the latter, they are, to lowest order,

0.20)

The roots in the p plane thus have the same imaginary value iOJ, but are equally spaced from

-OJ({3+B)/2 on a line parallel to the real axis. Because both roots lie in the left-hand plane for

all nonzero values of {3, B, and y, the transient response of the damped system always decays.
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3.4 Damped Slightly Detuned System

Due to the large number of parameters in this case, it is convenient to illustrate the form

of the solution by considering the special case f3 = B. Here

and {oJ- = 0, yielding

and

p = iw [1 + f. ± 1. (y+erh]- w f3+ B
222

(3.21)

(3.22)

These roots are similar to those shown in Fig. 6, except that they are shifted to the left by

w(f3+B)/2.
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4. INVERSION OF TRANSFORM SOLUTION FOR

TWO-DEGREE-OF-FREEDOM SYSTEM

The formal inversion of the transform expression (3.0 is

.. ( ) = _1_ f N (p) ro ( ) p1d
U t 27T'i r D (p) ug p e 'P (4.1)

where r is a suitable Bromwich path. If ug (p) is taken to be 1, then the inversion directly

yields Green's function Uc (t) for the solution, the essential component of the subsequent

analysis. The complete solution for the equipment acceleration for given ground motion ug (t)

will take the form

I

u(t) = f uc(t-r)ug(r)dr
o

(4.2)

Green's function will be obtained by residue theory, since there are no branch cuts in the p

plane. The inversion of the transformed Green's function for the general case will be obtained,

Eq. (3.6), for different ranges of the parameters 'Y, f3, B, and ~, corresponding to the special

cases discussed in the previous chapter.

To obtain the inversion, the denominator D (p) is written in the form

where

and PI and P2 are the complex conjugates of PI and P2' By evaluating the residues at each pole

and collecting complex conjugate terms in pairs, we obtain the result, correct to dominant

order,
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iiG(O = _w__ e-([3+B)wtI2 [A sinh.awt cos~wt sin!1 + L]wt
A2+J.t 2 2 2 2

Several special cases are considered in the following sections.

4.1 Undamped Tuned System

When f3 = 0, B = 0, and g= 0, the solution where terms to the order e3 are retained is

.. ( ) 3w. w.
uG t = T smw t cos'Y) t - y'/, cosw t sm'Y) t

where

(4.3)

(4.4)

'Y) = y'/2w/2

This function represents an undamped beat solution with the beat frequency 'Y) = y'/,w/2 much

smaller than the tuning frequency w.

4.2 Undamped Slightly Detuned System

Green's function, where terms to order e2 are retained, takes the form

where now

As for Eq. (4.4), this solution represents undamped beats.

(4.5)
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4.3 Damped Tuned System

When g= 0, three ranges of the parameters "'I, {3, and B must be investigated.

iJ For "'I > ({3-B)2, D(p) can be written in the form

where

{3+B . [ ]'/'E! = -2-+ ~ y_({3-B)2 .

{3+B . [ ]'/2
E2 = -2-- ~ "'1- ({3-B)2

By evaluating the residues at each pole and collecting complex conjugate terms in pairs, we

obtain the result, correct to dominant order,

[ ]
'12

.. we-(f3+Blwt/2coswt sin y_({3-B)2 wt/2

uG(t) = - [ ]'12
y_({3-B)2

(4.6)

This function represents a damped beat solution, where the beat frequency, ["'I - ({3-B)2]'/2w/2,

is much smaller than the tuning frequency w.

iiJ For y < ({3-B)2, D(p) is written as before, the residues at each pole evaluated, and

pairs of conjugate terms collected, leading to a Green's function of the form

(4.7)

Since ({3+B) 2 > {f3-B)2_ y for nonzero values of {3, B, and y, the term exp [-({3+B)wt/2]

dominates the term sinh [({3-B)2_ y )'hwt/2. The solution can be interpreted as overdamped

beats by analogy to the concept of overdamped vibrations. For large wt, the solution is an

oscillation of frequency w damped by an exponential with factor
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iii) For 'Y = (f3-B)2, the result in Eq. (3.15) suggests a double pole, which, as already

shown, will not appear if f3 7'!: O. In fact, the more accurate location of the root yields

. f3+B + iw ~lh 112P = IW--2-w - T"" 'Y

We obtain the following result by evaluating the residues

(4.8)

(4.9)

As for Eq. (4.6), this solution represents damped beats. The beat period, of order e-3/2, is very

long.

ivY When f3 = 0 and 'Y = B2, a genuine double root appears. Green's function for the solu-

tion takes the form

This case can be interpreted as critically damped beats.

4.4 Damped Slightly DetuDed System

For adetuned damped system where f3 = B, the Green's function for the solution is

u (t) = - w e-CB+B)W/12Sin'l'/tcos[I+'£]wt
G ('Y+g2)'12 . 2

where

(4.10)

(4.10
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5. APPLICATION TO EQUIPMENT MOUNTING DESIGN:

UNDAMPED TUNED SYSTEMS

The results obtained in the previous chapter for the response of various damped or

undamped, tuned or untuned systems are applicable to the design of equipment or equipment

mounting. The least complicated solution is that for the undamped tuned system; methods

developed for damped and tuned or detuned systems are extensions of the method developed

for this case. Equipment response can be more readily understood if the solution for the

former case is examined in detail before more general cases are developed.

The results given in Eqs. (4.2) and (4.4) could in principle be used by a designer of

equipment mounting if a specified ground acceleration history were available to estimate the

forces that would develop in the equipment or its mounting. However, such information is not

readily available and the numerical evaluation of these integrals may be inconvenient during the

design process. Commonly, a designer begins with a design spectrum that may be specified by

a code or determined by averaging several possible inputs as, for example, in seismic design

[4], [5], We are thus interested in determining the extent to which Eqs. (4.2) and (4.4) can be

used to obtain estimates of maximum acceleration when the information available is the

response spectrum of the ground motion ug • In the following sections a number of alternative

approaches are exploreq.

5.1 Floor Spectrum Analysis

When Green's function obtained in Eq. (4.4) for the undamped tuned system is substi­

tuted into Eq. (4.2), the response is

ii (t) = ;v, ~ iig (1" ) [ ~ y v, cOS1) (t-1" ) sinw (t-1" ) - sin'Tj (t-1" ) COSW (t-1" ) ] d1" (5.0

where 1) = y'f,w/2.

For small 1)t, this reduces to

U(t) = w I iig (1") [ ; sinw{t-1") - w(t-1") cosw{t-1")]dT (5.2)
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This result is independent of 'Y and could be obtained directly by means of the floor spectrum

analysis method whereby input to the structure is used to compute base motion at the equip-

ment, assuming the latter to be absent, and equipment response is calculated with this motion

as input. Thus, the floor spectrum analysis, in which equipment-structure interaction is

neglected, is valid only for 'Y}t « 1.

Since the floor spectrum result can be obtained from the basic equations by setting 'Y = 0,

a double pole will appear in the tuned case. (For an untuned system only simple poles occur.)

This double pole leads to a term in t cOSW t o~ inversion. Thus, the floor spectrum method can-

not be used to determine maximum displacement or acceleration for undamped tuned systems

since the response it yields grows without limit.

5.2 Modified Ground Motion Spectra

When 'Y}t is not much smaller than unity, the term in Eq. (5.l) multiplied by ./2 is negligi-

ble when compared with the other and it becomes

t

U(t) = - ;/2 ~ UgCr) sin'Y} (t-T) cOSW (t-T) dT

Equation (5.3) can be written as follows when the term cOSW(t-T) is expanded.

(5.3)

where

t

f [Ug(T)sinwT]sin'Y}{t-T)dT
o
tf [ug(T) COSWT] sin'Y} (t-T ) dT
o

(5.5)

The terms

t

'Y} f [Ug(T) COSWT] sin'Y} (t-T) dT
o

(5.6)
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and

t

T/ f [ug(T) sinwT1sinT/ (t-T ) dT
o

(5.7)

can be interpreted as the acceleration response of an undamped single-degree-of-freedom sys-

tern with frequency T/ to the modified ground input acceleration ug(t) coswt and ug(t) sinwt.

Since T/ «w, the term cos(wt-cf» is a rapidly oscillating function which achieves its maximum

a great many times more than do the integrals which are slowly oscillating functions. The

integrals are thus a slowly varying envelope of the more rapidly oscillating term. The maximum

of the product is accordingly very close to the maximum of the envelope.

Thus, one way of estimating equipment motion is to construct spectra for the modified

ground accelerations. Maximum acceleration would then be

(5.8)

A similar expression can be obtained for displacement. In the above, the terms S~ (T/) and

S~(T/) are undamped acceleration response spectra for the modified ground motions ug(t) coswt

and ug(t) sinwt, respectively. In principle, then, if the time history ug(t) is available, a design

technique can be developed by constructing low-frequency response spectra for the modified

ground motions. Usually, only the response spectrum of ug and not the ground motion itself

will be available. At present, the spectra for the modified ground motion cannot be computed

if the only information available is the spectrum of the actual ground motion. Thus, we will

develop an alternative approach in the following section.

5.3 Amplified Ground Motion Spectrum

The term sinT/ (t-T) is expanded, leading to

(5.9)
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where

() = tan- I

t

f iig(T)sin'YjTcosw(t-T)dT
o
t

f Ug(T)COS'YjTCOSW(t-T)dT
o

(5.10)

We are interested in situations where the ground motion has prescribed finite duration and for

those frequencies w where the maximum response of a single-degree-of-freedom oscillator, i.e.

the response spectrum, is achieved late in. or after the termination of the ground motion.

These frequencies correspond to peaks in the response spectrum of a seismic ground motion.

Design spectra, reflecting the probabilistic motion of the input, correspond closely to the peaks

of actual spectra and thus presuppose late-occurring maxima. When ground motion is caused

by a blast, which is of short duration, it is likely that the maxima of equipment response will

occur long after the ground motion has ended.

Thus, for 'Yj t1= 217' tIi T << 1, where t I is the duration of the ground motion and T is the

beat period of the system, the first integral in Eq. (5.9) can be approximated by

t

f iig(T) COsw (t-T) dT
o

(5.10

and the second neglected since sin'Yjt will be bounded by 'Yjtl« 1, and iig=O for t> tl' For

'Yjt l « 1, then, we have

t

ii(t) = - ;;, sin'Yjt ~ Ug(T) cosw{t-T)dT (5.12)

The term in the integral is a function that oscillates with frequency w, which is high compared

to 'Yj, and a maximum of that will nearly coincide with the maximum of sin'Yjt. Thus, an esti-

mate of the maximum value of U(I) is

t

IUImax = ;;, max I~ ug(t) cOSW (t-T) dT I (5.13)
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If the displacement, pseudo-velocity, and pseudo-acceleration response spectra as functions of

frequency wand damping parameter {3 are denoted by SD(W,{3), Sv(w,{3), and SA (w,{3),

respectively, then

t

maxi f Ug(T) COsw (t-,r) dT I
o

is the undamped relative velocity response spectrum, which is very nearly the pseudo-velocity

response spectrum Sv(w,O), for a single-degree-of-freedom system with frequency w. Accord-

ingly, we obtain the following estimate of maximum acceleration

and

SD(W,O)
Iu Imax = --y"""/"--,-

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

If a designer is given only the response spectrum of the ground motion, the maximum displace-

ment and force in the equipment can be estimated by using these spectra amplified by the fac-

tor y_I12. These remarks refer to the equivalent two-degree-of-freedom system. Results for the

general system are obtained by utilizing the factors in Eqs. (2.12), (2.13), and (2.14).

The simplicity of the result can be explained on physical grounds. In weakly coupled sys-

terns with the same frequency, the response of the system involves a perfect energy exchange

between each component at a beat frequency much lower than the natural frequency of each

component. The same phenomenon -- a classical beat phenomenon -- occurs here. The cau-

piing is weak because the ratio of equipment mass to structure mass is small.

When a structure is subjected to a ground motion, the velocity imparted to the structure

is mass-independent and determined only by the ground motion. Thus, if the same ground
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motion were applied directly to tuned equipment, the same velocity would be transmitted to it.

Kinetic energy, on the other hand, is proportional to the mass of the system excited; in equip­

ment, that energy would be much smaller than in a structure. However, if the equipment were

attached to a structure and the structure subjected to a ground motion, the kinetic energy

imparted to the latter would subsequently be wholly transmitted to the equipment, if tuned, and

the velocity imparted would be amplified by the reciprocal of the square root of the mass ratio.

Damping is clearly important in this process because the energy transfer requires many

cycles and much of the kinetic energy in a- damped system could be dissipated before being

transmitted. The transient analysis of damped tuned and nearly tuned systems follows in the

next chapter.
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6. APPLICATION TO EQUIPMENT MOUNTING DESIGN:

DAMPED TUNED AND SLIGHTLY DETUNED SYSTEMS

The specified time history of a ground motion applied to a structure is often unavailable

except in the restricted form of a design spectrum. The procedures developed in the previous

chapter for undamped tuned systems enable a designer to utilize the design spectrum for the

structure to estimate directly maximum values of the equipment acceleration and displacement.

Three approaches to the design problem were developed. These were the floor spectrum

method, the modified ground motion spectrum method, and the amplified ground motion spec­

trum method. The floor spectrum method was demonstrated to be invalid for undamped tuned

systems, and the modified ground motion spectrum method, while valid, to be inconvenient.

The amplified ground motion spectrum was the most convenient to use in estimating the

response of light undamped equipment.

If for a damped tuned system, y« I, then y is negligible if 4f3B »y (Eq. (3.3», and

equipment-structure interaction can be neglected. The floor spectrum method can, in principle,

be used to determine the response of the equipment for this case. However, this method

requires that time histories be computed, and the numerical time-integration algorithms avail­

able in structural dynamics computer programs are not known to be sufficiently accurate to cal­

culate the peak response of equipment, which occurs late in time, reliably. Furthermore, if

only the design spectrum and not the history of the ground motion is available, then the con­

ventional floor spectrum method cannot be used. Approximations to be used in the design of

equipment mounting for damped and slightly detuned systems will therefore be developed from

the amplified response spectrum method.

6.1 Undamped Slightly Detuned Systems

The acceleration response ii(t) to imposed ground acceleration iig(t) is obtained from

Eqs. (4.2) and (4.5) in the form

u(t) = - (y+~2)1;' I Ug(T) sin7] (t-T) COS[I + ~ ]W(t-T)dT
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where

By expanding the term sin'Yj{t-r) as was done in Eq. (5.9) and neglecting analogous

terms, we obtain an estimate of the maximum acceleration in the form

Iii Imax =

s [w+n 0]
A 2 '

(y+e) If,
(6.2)

This solution remains valid for y « e, provided that ~ «1. For such cases, the floor spec-

trum method is applicable, but cannot be used if the only information on the ground motion is

a design spectrum. The above solution is equally valid, and clearly more convenient. Provided

that the numerical computations employing the ground motion history are performed with suit-

able accuracy, the beat phenomenon between the two closely spaced frequencies wand

n = w (l+~), which is the physical basis of the result, will appear in the floor spectrum solution

in the slightly detuned case.

6.2 Damped Tuned Systems

Four sets of the parameters y, (3, and B must be investigated for damped tuned systems.

The acceleration response ii (t) to imposed ground acceleration iig(t) is given by

t

ii(t) = - w I/, Jii/r)e-(f3+B)w(t-r)/2cosw(t-r)sin'Yj(t-r)d7 (6.3)
[y-({3-B)2] 0

where

[ ]

If,

'Yj = Y- ({3 - B)2 w/2
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When the term sin7j (1-1') is expanded

where

(6.4)

() = tan- I

t -f iig(1')cos7j1' e-(f3+B)W(t-T)/2cosw(t-1')d1'

o
tf ug(1')sin7j1' e-(f3+B)W(t-T)/2 COSw (t-1') d1'

o

(6.5)

As in Section 5.3, we consider 7jtl = 21Ttl/T« 1, where tl is the duration of ground

motion and T is the beat period of the system. Then, in analogy to the undamped cases, the

first integral in Eq. (6.4) can be approximated by

tf iig(1') e-(/3+B)w(/-T)/2cosw Ct-1')dr

o

and the second neglected. Thus, we take

(6.6)

When the parameters "If" {3, and B are small, this result may be interpreted in the follow-

ing way: for t> tj, the above expression can be written in the form

2 .
ii(t) = - w SIn7jt e-(/3+B)wt/2 R cos (wt-l/J)

27j

where

( ]

If,

R = Ar+A}
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with

11

Al = f Ug(t) e+(/3+B)wI/ZCoswt dt
o

11

A z = f Ug(t) e+(/3+B)WI/Z sinwt dt
o

and

The response indicated by the above is illustrated in Fig. 8. In the above, the terms Rand 1/1

are constants independent of t for t> t1> and R cos(wt-1/I) is a rapidly varying function of

time. The term

is a slowly varying envelope curve whose maximum value must be determined. The maximum

value of this envelope curve is attained at time t*, expressed by

* _ 2,."
tan,."t - (/3+B)w

The value of t* is thus

(6.7)

(6.8)

For lightly damped systems and light equipment, in general t* »tl' The values of sin,."t and

exp[-(/3+B)wt/2] when the envelope achieves its maximum are

(6.9)



- 29 -

where

[ ]

'1,,= y - ({3-B)2 !({3+B)

It follows that

lii1max=lii(t*)I=j[ W rISin'YIt*le-,,!
y_({3-B)2

(6.10)

(6.10

(6.12)

In order that this estimate of the peak acceleration be useful for design purposes, it is

necessary that the second factor in braces be interpreted in terms of a ground response spec-

trum. To this end, we recognize that the integral is, to the order of {3+B, the relative velocity

response history, evaluated at time t*, of a lightly damped single-degree-of-freedom oscillator of

frequency wand damping factor ({3+B)!2 subjected to the ground acceleration ug(t). At some

time i during the ground motion or shortly after it ceases (so that i « t*), the absolute value

of the relative velocity will attain its global maximum, denoted as Iv (i)l. The relative velocity

response at t*, denoted as v (t*), can be thought of as that which would occur in a single-

degree-of-freedom system (subjected to the ground acceleration ug (t» as a consequence of free

vibration beginning at time t(> t1) where the absolute value of the relative velocity of the oscil­

lator attains its first local maximum, Iv (t) I, after the end of the earthquake. This instant of

time t is equal to t if i occurs after the end of the ground motion; otherwise, t> i. In any

event, t«t*. Thus, we can write

Iv (t*) I= Iv(t) le-({3+B)w(t'-t)/2!cosw U*-t) I

where 1v(t) I :::;; Iv(i) I. It then follows that

(6.13)
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I"

Iv(t*)I-IJ ug(r)e-(/HB)wU"-r)/2cosw{t*-r)drl

o

~ I v (i) 1e-(/HB)wl"(l-i/I")/2

:::::: Iv (t) Ie-(/HB)wl"/2

since l;t*« 1. From this we obtain the approximate result

I"

Iv (i) I:::::: e(/3+B)wl"/21 J iig(7) e-(/3+B)w{t"-r)f2 COSW (t*-7) d7 I
o

(6.14)

(6.15)

But, we recognize that to the order of f3 and B, Iv (t) I is very nearly the pseudo-velocity

response spectrum Sv(w, (f3+B)/2) for a lightly damped single-degree-of-freedom oscillator of

frequency wand damping factor (f3+B)/2 subjected to the ground acceleration ii/t)o Thus, an

estimate of the maximum equipment acceleration is

1
"1 - wlsin'Yjt*le-

K
S [ f3+ B j

U max - ( ) 1/, V w, 2
Y-(f3-B)2

With the value of sin'Yj t* from Eq. (6.9), we obtain the final estimate as

Recalling that

Iii Imax =

-K S [ f3+B je w v w'-2-

(y+4f3B)v,
(6.16)

this estimate can be written in the alternative form

1"( )1 e-
K

S [ f3+ B j'
u t max = (y+4f3B)'j, A w'-2- (6.17)
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and, similarly, for the displacement

_ e-
K [Jl±!illu{t)lmax - (y+4f3 B )'(, SD w, 2 (6.18)

Thus, given only ground spectra at various damping values, the designer can estimate the

maximum displacement and force in the equipment by using the spectra for a damping factor

equal to the average of those in the structure and equipment amplified by the factor

(y+4f3B)-'j'e- K
• Note that if {3+B is fixed, the maximum value of 4{3B and the minimum value

of ({3-B) 2 are achieved when 13 = B, yielding the smallest value of the amplification factor.

Thus, if total damping is fixed, it should optimally be shared equally by equipment and struc-

ture for this case.

In terms of the specified ground motion ug (t), the solution for U(t) takes the form

t

u(t) = - W '12 f Ug(T) e-({3+B)W(t-T)/2cosW {t-T) sinh7j(t-T)dT

(13-B)2_y ) 0

where

(6.19)

which can be rewritten in a form analogous to that in Eq. (6.4) with the envelope now in the

form exp[-(f3+B)wt/2]sinh7jt. When the envelope is analyzed as before for its maximum

value, time t = t* is such that

K = (arctanh~)/~
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Note that since arctan i x = i arctanh x, we may rewrite the above two equations in a form

identical to that of the preceding case, i.e.

K = (arctan~)/~

[ ]

1/2
~ = y- ({3-B)2 /({3+B)

As in Case 1, we find that the amplification factor is (y+4{3B)_I/2e- K
•

Here the solution takes the form

t

U(f) = - _w-f U (T) e-(j3+B)w(r-r)/2cosw(t-T) sin'Yl(t-T)dT
{3 1/2 1/2 g "

Y 0

where now

The envelope takes the form

and time t* is given by

tan1/ t* = 21/
({3+B)w

(6.20)

This expression and the appropriate value for 1/ yield the following term for the amplification

factor

[ ]

1/2
where K= (arctan~)/~, ~= {3y/({3+B)2 .

The term {3y is of order e3 and may be neglected in comparison to (f3+B) 2. Thus, the
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amplification factor is (/3+B)-l e-K. Note, however, that because y = (/3-B) 2,

(/3+B)-1 = (y+4/3B)_lj,. Similarly, ( is of order E'f,« 1, so that K= lim (arctan ()/( = 1. Thus,,-0
the expression for the amplification factor has the same form as was obtained for the two previ-

ous cases.

A true double root appears and the solution is a damped floor spectrum result

2 t .

u(t) = - ~f u (7)e- Bw (r-r)/2 (t-7) ,cosw(t-7)d72 go
(6.20

The envelope t e-Bwt/ 2 attains maximum at t* given by wt* = 2/B, leading to an amplification

factor of e-I/B. However, because y=B2, /3=0, and K= 1, the amplification factor is again

(y+4/3B) If,

Thus, Eqs. (6.17) and (6.18) obtained for Case 1 are in fact correct for all combinations of y,

/3, and B, despite the difference in form of Green's function for each case.

6.3 Damped Slightly Detuned Systems

For a sightly detuned system, the response is considerably modified and is given by
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1- Asinh-'tw (t-T) cos ~ W(t-T) sinO+ ~ )w (t-T)

(6.22)

where A and f.L are defined in terms of~, 'Y, {3, and Bin Eqs. (3.7) and (3.8). To reduce the

algebraic manipulation of this considerably more complicated expression, an illustrative case is

discussed below.

The example selected is based on the optimal use of damping for the conditions of Case

1, {3 = B. For this damping, Eq. (6.22) then takes the form

where

When the term sin(A!2)w{t-T) is expanded and we recall that for t» tj, the duration of the

ground motion, the integral containing sin(A!2)wT can be neglected, we obtain

where
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with

Al = JUg(t)e+C8+BlwtI2cos(l+; )wt dt
o

The slowly varying envelope function exp[-(/3+B)wt!2] sin(A.!2)wt reaches maximum at a time

t* such that

and

where

, = A.!(/3+B)

From this result and the argument used for the damped tuned cases, the estimated maximum

response value is

and

(6.24)

(6.25)
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For all cases considered a universal result applies: the appropriate response spectrum

evaluated at the average damping and average frequency of structure and equipment is multi-

plied by the amplification factor

where

[ ]
~

~= Y+e-(f3-B)2 /(f3+B)
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7. COMPLETE SOLUTION INCLUDING OTHER POLES

In previous chapters, we determined the contribution of the tuning poles to the response

of equipment-structure systems. These poles dominate response in the case of light equipment,

but contributions from the other poles can be easily computed. To do so, recall that the non-

tuning poles of Eq. (2.9) are close to their location for the structure alone, as indicated in Fig.

3. The poles for the m 1h nontuned mode are

(7.0

If we evaluate the residues and drop negligible terms, we obtain, to dominant order, the contri-

bution from the m 1h structure poles as

crm £'\ -Bmflml. £'\ -+
--(--/-)-2 Hme SinH ",t , m,- n
1- Om W

and nondominant contributions of the same order from the tuning poles as

(7.2)

(7.3)

where C;' is defined in Eq. (2.14). The complete solution for the response of the equipment

then takes the form

(7.4)

where uG (t) is the dominant contribution from the tuning poles given in its various forms in

Chapter 4.

The character of the two parts of the solution in Eq. (7.4) differs. The contributions from

the nontuning poles and the nondominant contributions from the tuning poles are conventional

and would attain their peaks during the ground excitation or shortly thereafter. The dominant
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response from the tuning poles, on the other hand, is controlled by the energy transfer from

the structure to the equipment through beating, which takes a relatively long time (Chapters 5

and 6). The latter contribution achieves maximum considerably later than the former. It is

pointless to add these contributions conventionally, such as by the square root of the sum of

squares, or by a similar rule. In fact, they should not be added at all, but treated as separate

maxima. The maximum response from the nondominant contributions can be estimated by the

conventional square root of the sum of squares method.

Accordingly, the estimate of the maximum acceleration has two parts, namely, an early

peak given by

(7.5)

and a later peak, from the dominant contribution of the tuning poles, given by

(7.6)

~= (D'n-w)/w, and yeffis given by Eq. (2.12). For light equipment and lightly damped closely

tuned systems, the second peak is likely to be more important. However, the early peak may

be the larger and both should therefore be evaluated.

The methods developed here can also be used to estimate the peak response of grossly

detuned systems, i.e., where the equipment frequency is far from all structural frequencies. For

light equipment, the structure poles are slightly shifted from their location for the structure

alone, namely

Additional poles due to the equipment occur at

p = - f3w ± iw

(7.7)

(7.8)
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as shown in Fig. 9 where the response of the completely undamped system is illustrated. The

residues at the structure poles are as before with the contributions from each m = 1 to N set of

poles given by Eq. (7.2). The residues at the equipment poles, Eq. (7.8), contribute to Green's

function in the form, similar to Eq. (7.3),

IN em IL _(; )2 we-f3wtsinwt
m=! 1 W Om

(7.9)

The derivation is standard and similar to the terms from the structure poles. The complete

response for the equipment in the grossly detl}ned case is thus given by

(7.10)

The square root of the sum of the squares procedure is used to obtain the estimate of the peak

response in the form

(7.11)

This result can be used as an alternative to time history or modal analysis of the composite

N+1-degree-of-freedom system, or as an alternative to the standard floor spectrum analysis for

which time histories must be computed. Equation (7.10) is independent of the modal mass

ratios, representing, in fact, the general closed-form solution of the floor spectrum method, the

interpretation of which directly provides the simple estimate in Eq. (7.11). Indeed, the preced-

ing analysis, which led to Eq. (7.10), mathematically justifies the use of the floor spectrum

method for the grossly detuned system. All information needed for Eq. (7.10 is available

from the building design, the equipment frequency and damping, and the design spectrum; it

should thus be very convenient for practical design applications.

The methods developed for tuned poles can be used to determine the response of systems
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with closely spaced modes even if equipment is not considered. Of course, approximations

based on small mass ratio could not be used in this case, but the envelope of beating response

would be treated identically. Maximum response is not expected to differ significantly from

that of the other modes, except that it will occur at a much later time. It is the light equipment

mass that produces large amplification and the dominance of the late peak (Eq. (7.6») over the

early peak (Eq. (7.5»).

The approach employed by Penzien and Chopra [3], whereby the single-degree-of­

freedom element representing the equipment is attached to each mode of the N-degree-of­

freedom structure, can lead to a correct approximation of Green's function for the equipment

response in the case of light equipment. Were this then used with response spectra, a correct

estimate of the peak equipment response could be constructed. However, the method actually

employed was to calculate the maximum response for each two-degree-of-freedom system thus

formed first, and these were then added by the square root of the sum of the squares. That

this ad hoc method can lead to a reasonable estimate of the peak equipment response in the

case of a tuned system is a consequence of the fact that the particular two-degree-of-freedom

system which is tuned dominates, as described earlier. This method is unnecessarily compli­

cated, requiring as it does the numerical computation of a vast catalogue of response spectra for

two-degree-of-freedom systems, and is in principle incorrect.
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8. APPLICAnON TO SYSTEMS WITH CLOSELY SPACED MODES

The peak response of structural systems in which two or more modes are closely spaced in

frequency is difficult to estimate. The conventional square root of the sum of squares method

of adding modal contributions is incorrect for this case and several alternatives, more or less ad

hoc, have been proposed. The methods developed here for light tuned or nearly tuned equip-

ment can give insight into the problem although the simplifications due to small mass ratio can-

not be made.

In a general system with two closely sp~ced modes, Green's function for the contribution,

YG (t), to the displacement response of any degree of freedom by the closely spaced pair is

given by

acceleration response of that degree of freedom due to ground acceleration ug can be expressed

as

By expanding the sine functions and collecting terms, we obtain

t

Y(t) = - w 2f Ug(T) e-,Bw(t-r) [(A I+A 2)sinw (t-7) cOS'Yj (t-7) + (A I-A 2)COSW (t-7) sin'Yj (t-7)] dr
o

where 'Yj=wE/2 is of low frequency compared to w. The terms (A I +A 2) and (A I -A 2) may,

in this Case, be of the same order of magnitude, as opposed to the light equipment case in

which the first was zero and the second of order lie. Following the approach developed in

Chapter 6, the terms cOS'Yj (t-7) and sin'Yj (t-7) are expanded and approximated for small e,

leading to
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t

y(t) = -w2(A1+A 2)cOS'Yjtf Ug(r)e-{3w(t-T)sinw (t-r) dr
o

t

- w2(A 1~ A 2) sin'Yjt f ug(r) e-{3W{t-T)cosw (t-r) dr
o

For each of these terms we obtain the envelope of the response and its maximum and note that

when the envelope of one term achieves its peak value, the other is at a minimum; the peak of

the first is separated from that of the second. The results for each peak are as follows:

early peak:

later peak:

where K = (2(3/E) arctan (E/2f3).

If y applies to equipment response, the early peak does not appear since Al = - A 2 and the

late peak is the result obtained previously. If, on the other hand, y applies to a structural

degree of freedom in the case of light tuned equipment, then Al = A 2, the second peak disap-

pears, and the first pe&k predominates. Although other late peaks will arise in the undamped

case, they are unimportant when damping is present.

When response spectra are used in design, the early peak as calculated above should be

combined with contributions from the other modes (using the square root of the sum of

squares method of combination), while the second peak should be taken entirely on its own.
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9. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

The purpose of the research presented herein was to develop results in an important area

for which few rational results have been available and for which not all basic physical

phenomena have been well understood. Practical methods have been developed for use in the

design of light equipmep.t attached to structures subject to ground motion.

The results obtained incorporate information readily available to designers, namely the

fixed-base dynamic properties of the structure, the fixed-base dynamic properties of the equip-

ment, and the ground shock or seismic response spectra.

The estimates of the peak response of the equipment may be summarized as follows:

Tuned or Nearly Tuned Systems

early peak (occurs during earthquake)

late peak (occurs after earthquake)

where

{3, w, Em, and {} m are the equipment and structural damping and frequencies, respec-

tively;

n is the structural mode to which the equipment is tuned or nearly tuned;

r is the structural degree of freedom to which the equipment is attached;

g = ({}n-w)/w - detuning parameter;

m mass of equipment
'Y - ----,- - -

Mn/(ep;) 2 effective mass of structure in nth mode

mass ratio;
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R j is the vector of influence coefficients that couples ground motion to the structural

degrees of freedom;

cpr is the i th component of the mth mode shape;

M,j is the structural mass matrix;

K = (arctan{)/{; and

Untuned Systems

peak occurs during earthquake

In the above, SA is the acceleration design spectrum; other responses such as maximum

velocity or displacement can be obtained by using the appropriate design spectra.

The advantages of this approach are its simplicity and adaptability for practical application.

A great deal of computational effort is avoided since time history analyses need not be per-

formed. The equipment-structure need not be analyzed as an N+l-degree-of-freedom system

either by modal or matrix-time-marching methods, and errors in estimates of peak response

due to the possible unreliability of numerical time-integration schemes, or to uncertainty as to

the appropriate procedure for summing the contributions of the two closely spaced modes, are

thereby avoided. For tuned and nearly tuned systems it takes into account the important effect,

completely neglected in the floor spectrum method, of equipment-structure interaction.

The method advanced here does not require new information to be generated. Data avail-

able from the building design alone (Mij' R j , Urn' cpr, Bm), the equipment alone (m, w, {3),

and the ground shock spectra (SD or Sv or SA) are used. The estimates of peak response have

been obtained from a rational analysis. Furthermore, these are easily evaluated and



conveniently used during the design process.

- 45 -





- 47 -

REFERENCES

[1] J. W. Foss, Protecting communications equipment against earthquakes, Proceedings,
U.S.-Japan Seminar on Earthquake Resistance with Emphasis on Lifeline Systems, held in
Tokyo, Japan (1976).

[2] J. M. Kelly and J. L. Sackman, Equipment-structure interaction at high frequencies,
Report No. DNA 4298T, Weidlinger Associates, Menlo Park, California (1977).

[3] J. Penzien and A. K. Chopra, Earthquake response of appendage on a multi-story build­
ing, Proceedings, II, Third World Conference on Earthquake Engineering, held in New
Zealand (1965).

[4] G. W. Housner, Design spectrum, Earthquake engineering, Robert L. Wiegel, coordinating
editor, Chapter 5, Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall (1970).

[5] N. M. Newmark and E. Rosenblueth, Fundamentals of earthquake engineering, Englewood
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall (1971).

Preceding page blank





- 49 -

5000

4000

0:::
o....
~3000
lJ..

Z
o
t­
<!
u
lJ.. 2000
...J
a.
~
<!

1000

r =0.001

\J

A )\,--) ~--A
0.5 1.0 1.5

NONDIMENSIONAL FREQUENCY w/wo

2.0

Fig. 1 Amplication factor for equipment acceleration as a function of frequency: equipment
tuned to third structure frequency

Preceding page blank



ST~UCTURE

NDOF

- 50 -

~Ui (t)

i r4ll"'-.~""'~

III

.,. ug (t )

GROUND MOTION

EQUIPMENT

C I SDOF

m

r-u(ll

Fig. 2 E .qUlpment-structure system



V
I -

•
L

O
C

A
T

IO
N

O
F

P
O

L
E

S
W

H
E

N
E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T
M

A
S

S
IS

S
M

A
L

L

,6
.

L
O

C
A

T
IO

N
O

F
P

O
L

E
S

W
H

E
N

E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T

M
A

S
S

IS
N

O
T

S
M

A
L

L

\ 11:
. \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ , "­ " "

I I
~\

I \I \1 II 'I II

I
~

I
\

I
\

I
\

I
,

I
,

I
\

I

~
,

\
IT

U
N

IN
G

)
;

\
~

P
O

L
E

S
q.

~
I

fv
~

I
~C

J~
\

~'
V

\
I

I
'

\
\

I
,

,I
E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T
\

I
I

C
U

R
V

E
\

I

If
(n

l
I

\
I

\
I

\
I

\

S
T

R
U

C
T

U
R

E
"

\
C

U
R

V
E

I
~~

1
4

#
-.

..
-"

"/
I
'

~
,

(j'<
;

i
!J

'
o

I
I,

"
...

(
\

n
'l
-
<

\
,
k

-
-
'I

\
_
,
~
[
-
N
I

_
_

\
.n

\ \ \ \ \
-w

2
r--

--\
1

i

Fi
g.

3
L

oc
at

io
n

of
po

le
s

o
f

eq
ui

pm
en

t
re

sp
on

se
tr

an
sf

er
fu

nc
ti

on
w

ith
sl

ig
ht

ly
de

tu
ne

d
N

­
de

gr
ee

-o
f-

fr
ee

do
m

st
ru

ct
ur

e



- 52 -

c

K

c

u

~=W2
m

C28n=­
M

u

Fig. 4 Two-degree-of-freedom system giving system parameters



- 53 -

Re (p)

ANE

1m (p)
1~

G~V wJY/2
p-PL

w..JY/2
J

GD
w

---

w

~
:\
/

J w"/y/2

~
t\

J w-/y/2

V

Fig. 5 Root locus diagram for undamped tuned two-degree-of-freedom system



" 54 -

Re (p)

NE

~,
1m (p)

/.
~\:

e 2+y /2 p-PLA
we/2

e2 +y /2
we/2

\I 'I". D~
,0,

w w;n=W(I+~)

--
I ,0,
w

w+'o'=w(I+5..)
2 2

t4 ~I \:

e2 +Y/2
we/2

we/2
~2+y /2

It '4 D\:

Fig. 6 Root locus diagram for undamped slightly detuned two-degree-of-freedom system



- 55 -

Im{ p)

Y > 8
2
}

{3 = 0

13=8#0

{3#0

{3 1: 0

{
Y= 82, {3 =0 OR
Y=0,{3=8#0

{3#:0

{3#;0

(3=8:1:0

......:----- 8 /2 ---.....~E---- 8 /2 -------~

p-PLANE

------------------+--~Re{p)

Fig. 7 Root locus for damped tuned two-degree-of-freedom system



- 56 -

i.i ( t )

PEAK RESPONSE

U( t)

ENVELOPE CURVE

--/ DECAYING EXPONENTIAL

---­....-
V

PEAK RESPONSE

27/W : PERIOD OF OSCILLATION

BEAT PERIOD = 27/7)

Fig. 8 Equipment response history in the case of damped beats



f(il)

- 57 -

STRUCTURE
CURVE

® STRUCTURE POLE

® EQUIPMENT POLE

Fig. 9 Location of poles of equipment response transfer function for grossly detuned system





EERC-l

EAR T H QUA K E ENG I NEE R I N G RES EAR C H C E N T ERR E P 0 R T S

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses are Accession Numbers assigned by the National Technical Information
Service; these are followed by a price code. Copies of the reports may be ordered from the National
Technical Information Service, 5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield, Virginia, 22161. Accession Numbers
should be quoted on orders for reports (PB--- ---) and remittance must accompany each order. Reports
without this information were not available at time of printing. Upon request, EERC will mail
inquirers this information when it becomes available.

EERC 67-1 "Feasibility Study of Large-Scale Earthquake Simulator Facility," by J. Penzien,
J. G. Bouwkamp, R. W. Clough, and D. Rea - 1967 (PB 187 905)A07

EERC 68-1 Unassigned

EERC 68-2 "Inelastic Behavior of Beam-to-Co1umn Subassemb1ages under Repeated Loading," by
V. V. Bertero - 1968 (PB 184 888)A05

EERC 68-3 "A Graphical Method for Solving the Wave Reflection-Refraction Problem," by H. D. McNiven
and Y. Mengi - 1968 (PB 187 943)A03

EERC 68-4 "Dynami c Properties of McKi n1 ey School Buil di ngs," by D. Rea, J. G. Bouwkamp, and
R. W. Clough - 1968 (PB 187 902)A07

EERC 68-5 "Characteristics of Rock Motions during Earthquakes," by H. B. Seed, 1. M. Idriss, and
F. W. Kiefer - 1968 (PB 188 338)A03

EERC 69-1 "Earthquake Engineering Research at Berkeley," - 1969 (PB 187 906)A11

EERC 69-2 "Nonlinear Seismic Response of Earth Structures," by M. Dibaj and J. Penzien - 1969
(PB 187 904)A08

EERC 69-3 "Probabilistic Study of the Behavior of Structures during Earthquakes," by R. Ruiz and
J. Penzien - 1969 (PB 187 886)A06

EERC 69-4 "Numerical Solution of Boundary Value Problems in Structural Mechanics by Reduction to an
Initial Value Formulation," by N. Distefano and J. Schujman - 1969 (PB 187 942)A02

EERC 69-5 "Dynamic Programming and the Solution of the Biharmonic Equation," by N. Distefano - 1969
(PB 187 94l)A03

EERC69-6 "Stochastic Analysis of Offshore Tower Structures," by A. K. Malhotra and J. Penzien ­
1969 (PB 187 903)A09

EERC 69-7 "Rock Motion Acce1erograms for High Magnitude Earthquakes," by H. B. Seed and 1. M. Idriss ­
1969 (PB 187 940)A02

EERC 69-8 "Structural Dynamics Testing Facil ities at the University of California, Berkeley," by
R. M. Stephen, J. G. Bouwkamp, R. W. Clough and J. Penzien - 1969 (PB 189 111)A04

EERC 69-9 "Seismic Response of Soil Deposits Underlain by Slopin9 Rock Boundaries," by H. Dezfu1ian
and H. B. Seed - 1969 (PB 189 114)A03

EERC 69-10 "Dynamic Stress Analysis of Axisymmetric Structures under Arbitrary Loading," by S. Ghosh
and E. L. Wilson - 1969 (PB 189 026)A10

EERC 69-11 "Sei smi c Behavi or of Multi s tory Frames Des i gned by Different Phil osophi es," by
J. C. Anderson and V. V. Bertero - 1969 (PB 190 662)A10

EERC 69-12 "Sti ffness Degradati on of Rei nforci ng Concrete Members Subjected to Cycl i c F1 exura1
Moments," by V. V. Bertero, B. Bresler, and H. Ming Liao - 1969 (PB 202 942)A07

EERC 69-13 "Response of Non-Uniform Soil Deposits to Travelling Seismic Waves," by H. Deifulian
and H. B. Seed - 1969 (PB 191 023)A03

EERC 69-14 "Damping Capacity of a Model Steel Structure,". by D. Rea, R. W. Clough, and J. G. Bouwkamp ­
1969 (PB 190 663)A06

EERC 69-15 "Influence of Local Soil Conditions on Building Damage Potential during Earthquakes,"
by H. B. Seed and I. M. Idriss - 1969 (PB 191 036)A03



EERC-2

EERC 69-16 "The Behavior of Sands under Sei smi c Loadi ng Condi ti ons ," by M. L. Sil ver and H. B. Seed ­
1969 (AD 714 982)A07

EERC 70-1 "Earthquake Response of Gravity Dams," by A. K. Chopra - 1970 (AD 709 640)A03

EERC 70-2 "Relationships between Soil Conditions and Building Damage in the Caracas Earthquake of
July 29, 1967," by H. B. Seed, 1. M. Idriss, and H. Dezfu1ian - 1970 (PB 195 762)A05

EERC 70-3 "Cyc1 ic Loading of Full Size Steel Connections ," by E. P. Popov and R. M. Stephen - 1970
(PB 213 545)A04

EERC 70-4 "Seismic Analysis of the Charaima Building, Caraballeda, Venezuela," by Subcommittee of
the SEAONC Research Committee: V. V. Bertero, P. F. Fratessa, S. A. Mahin, J. H. 'Sexton,
A. C. Scorde1is, E. L. Wilson, L. A. Wyllie, H. B. Seed, and J. Penzien, Chairman - 1970
(PB 201 455)A06

EERC 70-5 "A Computer Program for Earthquake Ana1ysi s of Dams ," by A. K. Chopra and P. Chakrabarti ­
1970 (AD 723 994)A05

EERC 70-6 "The Propagati on of Love Waves Across Non-Hori zontally Layered Structures ," by J. Lysmer
and L. A. Drake - 1970 (PB 197 896)A03

EERC 70-7 "Influence of Base Rock Characteristics on Ground Response," by J. Lysmer, H. B. Seed, and
P. B. Schnabel - 1970 (PB 197 897)A03

EERC 70-8 "Applicability of Laboratory Test Procedures for Measuring Soil Liquefaction Characteristics
under Cyclic Loading," by H. B. Seed and W. H. Peacock - 1970 (PB 198 016)A03

EERC 70-9 "A Simp1ifi ed Procedure for Eva1uati ng Soil Li quefacti on Potenti a1," by H. B. Seed and
I. M. Idriss - 1970 (PB 198 009)A03

EERC 70-10 "Soi 1 Modu1 i and Dampi ng Factors for Dynami c Response Ana1ys is," by H. B. Seed and
I. M. Idriss - 1970 (PB 197 869)A03

EERC 71-1 "Koyna Earthquake of December 11, 1967 and the Performance of Koyna Dam," by A. K. Chopra
and P. Chakrabarti - 1971 (AD 731 496)A06

EERC 71-2 "Pre1 iminary In-Situ Measurements of Anelastic Absorption in Soils using a Prototype
Earthquake Simulator," by R. D. Borcherdt and P. W.Rodgers - 1971 (PB 201 454)A03

EERC 71-3 "Static and Dynamic Analysis of Inelastic Frame Structures," by F. L. Porter and
G. H. Powell - 1971 (PB 210 135)A06

EERC 71-4 "Research Needs in Limit Design of Reinforced Concrete Structures," by V. V. Bertero ­
1971 (PB 202 943)A04

EERC 71-5 "Dynamic Behavior of a High-Rise Diagonally Braced Steel Building," by D. Rea, A. A. Shah.
and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1971 (PB 203 5B4)A06

EERC 71-6 "Dynamic Stress Analysis of Porous Elastic Solids Saturated with Compressible FluidS,"
by J. Ghaboussi and E. L. Wilson - 1971 (PB 211 396)A06

EERC 71-7 "Inelastic Behavior of Steel Beam-to-Column Subassernblages," by H. Krawinkler. V" y. Bertero.
and E. P. Popov - 1971 (PB 211 355)A14

EERC 71-8 "Modification of Seismograph Records for Effects of Local Soil Conditions." by P. Schnabel.
H. B. Seed. and J. Lysmer - 1971 (PB 214 450)A03

EERC 72-1 "Static and Earthquake Analysis of Three Dimensional Frame and Shear Wall Buildings." by
E. L. Wilson and H. H. Dovey - 1972 (PB 212 904)A05

EERC 72-2 "Accelerations in Rock for Earthquakes in the Western United States," by p. B. Schnabel
and H. B. Seed - 1972 (PB 213 100)A03

EERC 72-3 "Elastic-Plastic Earthquake Response of Soil-Building Systems," by T. Minami - 1972
(PB 214 868)A08

EERC 72-4 "Stochastic Inelastic Response of Offshore Towers to Strong Motion Earthquakes." by
M. K. Kau1 - 1972 (PB 215 713)A05



EERC-3

EERC 72-5 "Cyc1i c Behavior of Three Rei nforced Concrete Fl exura1 Members wi th Hi gh Shear," by
E. P. Popov, V. V. Bertero, and H. Krawinkler - 1972 (PB 214 555)A05

EERC 72-6 "Earthquake Response of Gravity Dams Including Reservoir Interaction Effects," by
P. Chakrabarti and A. K. Chopra - 1972 (AD 762 330)A08

EERC 72-7 "Dynamic Properties of Pine Fl at Dam," by D. Rea, C. Y. Liaw, and A. K. Chopra - 1972
(AD 763 928)A05

EERC 72-8 "Three Dimensional Analysis of Building Systems," by E. L. Wilson and H. H. Dovey - 1972
(PB 222 438)A06

EERC 72-9 "Rate of Loading Effects on Uncracked and Repaired Reinforced Concrete Members," by
S. Mahin, V. V. Bertero, D. Rea and M. Atalay - 1972 (PB 224 520)A08

EERC 72-10 "Computer Program for Static and Dynamic Analysis of Linear Structural Systems," by
E. L. ~Iilson, K.-J. Bathe, J. E. Peterson and H. H. Dovey - 1972 (PB 220 437)A04

EERC 72-11 "Literature Survey - Seismic Effects on Highway Bridges," by T. Iwasaki, J. Penzien,
and R. W. Clough - 1972 (PB 215 613)A19

EERC 72-12 "SHAKE - A Computer Program for Earthquake Response Analysis of Horizontally Layered
Si tes," by P. B. Schnabel and J. Lysmer - 1972 (PB 220 207) A06

EERC 73-1 "Optimal Seismic Design of Multistory Frames," by V. V. Bertero and H. Kamil - 1973

EERC 73-2 "Analysis of the Slides in the San Fernando Dams during the Earthquake of February 9, 1971,"
by H. B. Seed, K. L. Lee, I. M. Idriss, and F. Makdisi - 1973 (PS 223 402)A14

EERC 73-3 "Computer Aided Ultimate Load Design of Unbraced Multistory Steel Frames." by M. B. El-Hafez
and G. H. Powell - 1973 (PB 248 315)A09

EERC 73-4 "Experimental Investigation into the Seismic Behavior of Critical Regions of Reinforced
Concrete Components as Influenced by Moment and Shear," by M. Celebi and J. Penzien - 1973
(PB 215 884)A09

EERC 73-5 "Hysteretic Behavior of Epoxy-Repaired Reinforced Concrete Beams," by M. Celebi and
J. Penzien - 1973 (PB 239 568)A03

EERC 73-6 "Genera1 Purpos e Computer Program for Ine1as ti c Dynami c Res ponse of Pl ane Structures,"
by A. Kanaan and G. H. Powell - 1973 (PB 221 260)A08

EERC 73-7 "A Computer Program for Earthquake Analysis of Gravity Dams Including Reservoir Interac­
tion," by P. Chakrabarti and A. K. Chopra - 1973 (AD 766 271)A04

EERC 73-8 "Behavior of Reinforced Concrete Deep Beam-Column Subassemblages under Cyclic Loads,"
by O. KUstu and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1973 (PB 246 117)A12

EERC 73-9 "Earthquake Analysis of Structure-Founation Systems," by A. K. Vaish and A. K. Chopra ­
1973 (AD 766 272)A07

EERC 73-10 "Deconvol ution of Seismic Response for Linear Systems," by R. B. Reimer - 1973
(PB 227 179)A08

EERC 73-11 "SAP IV: A Structural Analysis Program for Static and Dynamic Response of Linear
Systems," by K.-J. Bathe, E. L. Wilson, and F. E. Peterson - 1973 (PB 221 967)A09

EERC 73-12 "Analytical Investigations of the Seismic Response of Long, Multiple Span Highway
Bridges," by W. S. Tseng and J. Penzien - 1973 (PB 227 816)A10

EERC 73-13 "Earthquake Analysis of Multi-Story Buildings Including Foundation Interaction," by
A. K. Chopra and J. A. Gutierrez - 1973 (PB 222 970)A03

EERC 73-14 "ADAP; A Computer Program for Static and Dynamic Analysis of Arch Dams," by R. W. Clough,
J. M. Raphael, and S. Mojtahedi - 1973 (PB 223 763)A09

EERC 73-15 "Cyclic Plastic Analysis of Structural Steel Joints," by R. B. Pinkney and R. W. Clough ­
1973 (PB 226 843)A08

EERC 73-16 "QUAD-4: A Computer Program for Evaluating the Seismic Response of Soil Structures by
Variable Damping Finite Element Procedures," by 1. M. Idriss, J. Lysmer, R. Hwang, and
H. B. Seed - 1973 (PB 229 424)A05



EERC-4

EERC 73-17 "Dynamic Behavior of a Multi-Story Pyramid Shaped Building," by R. M. Stephen,
J. P. Hollings, and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1973 (PB 240 718)A06

EERC 73-18 "Effect of Different Types of Reinforcing on Seismic Behavior of Short Concrete Columns,"
by V. V. Bertero, J. Hollings, O. KUstU, R. M. Stephen, and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1973

EERC 73-19 "Olive View Medical Center Materials Studies, Phase I," by B. Bresler and V. V. Bertero ­
1973 (PB 235 986)A06

EERC 73-20 "Linear and Non1 inear Sesismic Analysis Computer Programs for Long Multiple-Span Highway
Bridges," by W. S. Tseng and J. Penzien - 1973

EERC 73-21 "Constitutive Models for Cyclic Plastic Deformation of Engineering Materials," by
J. M. Kelly and P. P. Gillis - 1973 (PB 226 024)A03

EERC 73-22 "DRAIN-2D User's Guide," by G. H. Powell - 1973 (PB 227 016)A05

EERC 73-23 "Earthquake Engineering at Berkeley - 1973 " 1973(PB 226 033)All

EERC 73-24 Unassigned

EERC 73-25 "Earthquake Response of Axisymmetric Tower Structures Surrounded by Water," by C. Y. Liaw
and A. K. Chopra - 1973 (AD 773 052)A09

EERC 73-26 "Investigation of the Failures of the Olive View Stairtowers during the San Fernando
Earthquake and Their Implications on Seismic Design," by V. V. Bertero and R. G. Collins ­
1973 (PB 235 106)A13

EERC 73-27 "Further Studies on Seismis Behavior of Steel Beam-Column Subassemblages," by V. V. Bertero,
H. Krawinkler, and E. P. Popov - 1973 (PB 234 172)A06

EERC 74-1 "Seismic Risk Analysis," by C. S. Oliveira - 1974(PB 235 920)A06

EERC 74-2 "Settlement and Liquefaction of Sands unC:er Multi-Directional Shaking," by R. Pyke.
C. K. Chan, and H. B. Seed - 1974

EERC 74-3 "Optimum Design of Earthquake Resistant Shear Buildings," by D. Ray, K. S. Pister, and
A. K. Chopra - 1974 (PB 231 172)A06

EERC 74-4 "LUSH - A Computer Program for Complex Response Analysis of Soil-Structure Systems," by
J. Lysmer, T. Udaka, H. B. Seed, and R. Hwang - 1974 (PB 236 796)A05

EERC 74-5 "Sensitivity Analysis for Hysteretic Dynamic Systems: Applications to Earthquake
Engineering," by D. Ray - 1974 (PB 233 213)A06

EERC 74-6 "Soil Structure Interacti on Analyses for Evaluating Seismic Response," by H. B. Seed,
J. Lysmer, and R. Hwang - 1974 (PB 236 519)~4

EERC 74-7 Unassigned

EERC 74-8 "Shaking Table Tests of a Steel Frame - A Progress Report," by R. W. Clough and D. Tang ­
1974 (PB 240 869)A03

EERC 74-9 "Hysteretic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete Flexural Members with Special Web Reinforce­
ment," by V. V. Bertero, E. P. Popov, and T. Y. Wan9 - 1974 (PB 236 797}A07

EERC 74-10 "Applications of Rea1iability-Based, Global Cost Optimization to Design of Earthquake
Resistant Structures," by E. Vitiello and K. S. Pister - 1974 (PB 237 231)A06

EERC 74-11 "Liquefaction of Gravelly Soils under Cyclic Loading Conditions," by R. T. Wong,
H. B. Seed, and C. K. Chan - 1974 (PB 242 042)A03

EERC 74-12 "Site-Dependent Spectra for Earthquake-Resistant Design," by H. B. Seed, C. Ugas, and
J. Lysmer - 1974 (PB 240 953)A03 :

EERC 74-13 "Earthquake Simulator Study of a Reinforced Concrete Frame," by P. Hidalgo and R. W. Clough ­
1974 (PB 241 944)A13

EERC 74-14 "Nonlinear Earthquake Response of Concrete Gravity Dams," by N. Pal - 1974 (AD/A 006
5B3)A06



EERC-5

EERC 74-15 "Modeling and Identification in Nonlinear Structural Dynamics - 1. One Degree of Freedom
Models," by N. Distefano and A. Rath - 1974 (PB 241 548)A05

EERC 75-1 "Determination of Seismic Design Criteria for the Dumbarton Bridge Replacement Structure,
Vol. I: Description, Theory and Analytical Modeling of Bridge and Parameters," by
F. Baron and S.-H. Pang - 1975 (PB 259 407)A15

EERC 75-2 "Detennination of Seismic Design Criteria for the Dumbarton Bridge Replacement Structure.
Vol. II: Numerical Studies and Establishment of Seismic Design Criteria," by F. Baron
and S.-H. Pang - 1975 (PS 259 408)All [For set of EERC 75-1 and 75-2 (PS 241 454)A09]

EERC 75-3 "Seismic Risk Analysis for a Site and a Metropolitan Area," by C. S. Oliveira - 1975
(PB 248 l34)A09

EERC 75-4 "Analytical Investigations of Seismic Response of Short, Single or Multiple-Span
Highway Bridges," by M.-C. Chen and J. Penzien - 1975 (PB 241 454)A09

EERC 75-5 "An Evaluation of Some Methods for Predicting Seismic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete
Buildings," by S. A. Mahin and V. V. Bertero - 1975 (PB 246 306)A16

EERC 75-6 "Earthquake Simulator Story of a Steel Frame Structure. Vol. I: Experimental Results,"
by R. W. Clough and D. T. Tang - 1975 (PB 243 98l)A13

EERC 75-7 "Dynamic Properties of San Bernardino Intake Tower," by D. Rea, c.-Y Liaw and A. K. Chopra ­
1975 (AD/A 008 406)A05

EERC 75-8 "Seismic Studies of the Articulation for the Dumbarton Bridge Replacement Structure,
Vol. 1: Description, Theory and Analytical Modeling of Bridge Components," by F. Baron
and R. E. Hamati - 1975 (PB 251 539)A07

EERC 75-9 "Seismic Studies of the Articulation for the Dumbarton Bridge Replacement Structure,
Vol. 2: Numerical Studies of Steel and Concrete Girder Alternates," by F. Baron and
R. E. Hamati - 1975 (PB 251 540)A10

EERC 75-10 "Static and Dynamic Analysis of Nonlinear Structures," by D. P. Mondkar and G. H. Powell ­
1975 (PB 242 434)A08

EERC 75-11 "Hysteretic Behavior of Steel Columns." by E. P. Popov, V. V. Bertero, and S. Chandramou1i ­
1975 (PB 252 365)All

EERC 75-12 "Earthquake Engineering Research Center Library Printed Catalog" - 1975 (PB 243 711)A26

EERC 75-13 "Three Dimensional Analysis of Building Systems (Extended Version)," by E. L. Wilson,
J. P. Hollings, and H. H. Dovey - 1975 (PB 243 989)A07

EERC 75-14 "Determination of Soil Liquefaction Characteristics by Large-Scale Laboratory Tests,"
by P. De Alba, C. K. Chan, and H. B. Seed - 1975 (NUREG 0027)A08

EERC 75-15 "A Lite'rature Survey - Compressive. Tensile, Bond and Shear Strength of Masonry." by
R. L. Mayes and R. W. Clough - 1975 (PB 246 292)A10

EERC 75-16 "Hysteretic Behavior of Ductile Moment-Resisting Reinforced Concrete Frame Components ,"
by V. V. Bertero and E. P. Popov - 1975 (PB 246 388)A05

EERC 75-17 "Relationships Between Maximum Acceleration, Maximum Velocity, Distance from Source,
Local Site Conditions for Moderately Strong Earthquakes," by H. B. Seed, R. Murarka,
J. Lysmer, and I. M. Idriss - 1975 (PB 248 l72)A03

EERC 75-18 "The Effects of Method of Sample Preparation on the Cyclic Stress-Strain Behavior of
Sands," by J. Mulilis, C. K. Chan, and H. B. Seed - 1975 (Summarized in EERC 75-28)

EERC 75-19 "TheSe'ismic Behavior of Critical Regions of Reinforced Concrete Components as Influenced
by Moment, Shear and Axial Force," by M. B. Atalay and J. Penzien - 1975 (PB 258842)All

EERC 75-20 "Dynamic Properties of an Eleven Story Masonry Building," by R. M. Stephen, J. P. Hollings,
J. G. Bouwkamp, and D. Jurukovski - 1975 (PB 246 945)A04

EERC 75-21 "State-of-the-Art in Seismic Strength of Masonry - An Evaluation and Review," by R. L. Mayes
and R. W. Clough - 1975 (PB 249 040)A07

EERC 75-22 "Frequency Dependent Stiffness Matrices for Viscoelastic Half-Plane Foundations." by
A. K. Chopra, P. Chakrabarti, and G. Dasgupta - 1975 (PS 248 l2l)A07



EERC-6

EERC 75-23 "Hysteretic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete Framed Walls," by T. Y. Wang, V. V. Bertero.
and E. P. Popov - 1975

EERC 75-24 "Testing Facil ity for Subassemblages of Frame-Wall Structural Systems," by V. V. Bertero.
E. P. Popov, and T. Endo - 1975

EERC 75-25 "Influence of Seismic History on the Liquefaction Characteristics of Sands," by H. B. Seed,
K. Mori, and C. K. Chan - 1975 (Summarized in EERC 75-28)

EERC 75-26 "Tne Generation and Dissipation of Pore Water Pressures durin9 Soil Liquefaction," by
H. B. Seed, P. P. Martin, and J. Lysmer - 1975 (PB 252 648}A03

EERC 75-27 "Identification of Research Needs for Improving Aseismic Design of Building Structures,"
by V. V. Bertero - 1975 (PB 248 136}A05 .

EERC 75-28 "Evaluation of Soil Liquefaction Potential during Earthquakes," by H. B. Seed, I. Arango,
and C. K. Chan - 1975 (NUREG 0026}A13

EERC 75-29 "Representation of Irregular Stress Time Histories by Equivalent Uniform Stress Series in
Liquefaction Analyses," by H. B. Seed, I. M. Idriss, F. Makdisi, and N. Banerjee - 1975
(PB 252 635}A03 .

EERC 75-30 "FLUSH - A Computer Program for Approximate 3-D Analysis of Soil-Structure Interaction
Problems," by J. Lysmer, T. Udaka, C.-F. Tsai, and H. B. Seed - 1975 (PB 259332}A07

EERC 75-31 "ALUSH - A Computer Program for Seismic Response Analysis ofAxisyrrmetric Soil-Structure
Systems," by E. Berger, J. Lysmer, and H. B. Seed - 1975

EERC 75-32 "TRIP and TRAVEL - Computer Programs for Soil-Structure Interaction Analysis with Hori­
zontally Travelling Waves," by T. Udaka, J. Lysmer. and H. B. Seed - 1975

EERC 75-33 "Predicting the Performance of Structures in Regions of High Seismicity," by J. Penzien -
1975 (PB 248 130)A03 '

EERC 75-34 "Efficient Finite Element Analysis of Seismic Structure-Soil-Direction," by J. Lysmer,
H. B. Seed, T. Udaka, R. N. Hwang, and C.-F. Tsai ~ 1975 (PB 253 570}A03

EERC 75-35 "The Dynamic Behavior of a First Story Girder of a Three-Story Steel Frame Subjected to
Earthquake Loading," by R. W. Clough and L.-Y. Li - 1975 (PB 248841}A05

EERC 75-36 "Earthquake Simulator Story of a Steel Frame Structure, Volume II - Analytical Results,"
by D. T. Tang - 1975 (PB 252 926)A10

EERC 75-37 "ANSR-I General Purpose Computer Program for Analysis of Non-Linear Structural Response,"
by D. P. Mondkar and G. H. Powell - 1975 (PB 252 386}AOB

EERC 75-38 "Nonlinear Response Spectra for Probabilistic Seismic Design and Damage Assessment of
Reinforced Concrete Structures," by M. Murakami and J. Penzien - 1975 (PB 259 530)A05

EERC 75-39 "Study of a Method of Feasible Directions for Optimal Elastic Design of Frame Structures
Subjected to Earthquake Loading," by N. D. Walker and K. S. Pister - 1975 (PB 247 781}A06

EERC 75-40 "An Alternative Representation of the Elastic-Viscoelastic Analogy," by G. Dasgupta and
J. L. Sackman - 1975 (PB 252 173)A03

EERC 75-41 "Effect of Multi-Directional Shaking on Liquefaction of Sands," by H. B. Seed, R. Pyke,
and G. R. Martin - 1975 (pa 258 781)A03

EERe 76-1 "Strength and Ductility Evaluation of Existing low-Rise Reinforced Concrete Buildings ­
Screening Method," by T. Okada and B. Bresler - 1976 (PB 257 906)All

EERC 76-2 "Experimental and Analytical Studies on the Hysteretic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete
Rectangular and T-Beams," by S.-Y. M. Ma, E. P. Popov, and V. V. Bertero - 1976 (pa 260
843)A12

EERC 76-3 "Dynamic Behavior of a Multistory Triangular-Shaped Building," by J. Petrovski,
R. M. Stephen, E. Gartenbaum, and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1976

EERC 76-4 "Earthquake Induced Deformations of Earth Dams," by N. Serff and H. B. Seed - 1976

EERC 76-5 "Analysis and Design of Tube-Type Tall Building Structures," by H. de Clercq and
G. H. Powell - 1976 (PB 252 220)A10



EERC-7

EERC 76-6 "Time and Frequency Domain Analysis of Three-Dimensional Ground Motions.San Fernando
Earthquake." by T. Kubo and J. Penzien - 1976 (PB 260 556)All

EERC 76-7 "Expected Performance of Uniform Building Code Design Masonry Structures," by R. L. Mayes,
Y. Ornote. S. W. Chen, and R. W. Clough - 1976

EERC 76-8 "Cyclic Shear Tests on Concrete Masonry Piers. Part I - Test Results." by R. L. Mayes.
Y. Ornote. and R. W. Clough - 1976 (PB 264 424 )A06

EERC 76-9 "A Substructure Method for Earthquake Ana lys i s of Structure-Soil Interacti on." by
J. A. Gutierrez and A. K. Chopra - 1976 (PB 247 783)A08

EERC 76-10 "Stabilization of Potentially Liquefiable San Deposits using Gravel Drain Systems," by
H. B. Seed and J. R. Booker - 1976 (PB 248 820)A04

EERC 76-11 "Influence of Design and Analysis Assumptions on Computed Inelastic Response of
Moderately Tall Frames." by G. H. Powell and D. G. Row - 1976

EERC 76-12 "Sensitivity Analysis for Hysteretic Dynamic Systems: Theory and Applications," by
D. Ray, K. S. Pister. and E. Polak - 1976 {PB 262 859)A04

EERC 76-13 "Coupled Lateral Torsional Response of Buildings to Ground Shaking." by C. L. Kan and
A. K. Chopra - 1976 {PB 257 907)A09

EERC 76-14 "Seismic Analyses of the Banco de America." by V. V. Bertero. S. A. Mahin, and
J. A. Hollings - 1976

EERC 76-15 "Reinforced Concrete Frame 2: Seismic Testing and Analytical Correlation," by R. W. Clough
and J. Gidwani - 1976 (PB 261 323)A08

EERC 76-16 "Cyclic Shear Tests on Masonry Piers. Part II - Analysis of Test Results," by R. L. Mayes,
Y. Ornote. and R. W. Clough - 1976

EERC 76-17 "Structural Steel Bracing Systems: Behavior under Cyclic Loading." by E. P. Popov.
K. Takanashi. and C. W. Roeder - 1976 (PB 260 715)A05

EERC 76-18 "Experimental Model Studies on Seismic Response of High Curved Overcrossings." by
D. Williams and W. G. Godden - 1976

EERC 76-19 "Effects of Non-Uniform Sei smic Di sturbances on the Dumbarton Bridge Repl acement Structure."
by F. Baron and R. E. Hamati - 1976

EERC 76-20 "Investigation of the Inelastic Characteristics of a Single Story Steel Structure using
System Identification and Shaking Table Experiments," by V. C. Matzen and H. D. McNiven ­
1976 {PB 258 453)A07

EERC 76-21 "Capacity of Columns with Splice Imperfections." by E. P. Popov. R. M. Stephen and
R. Philbrick - 1976 (PB 260 378)A04

EERC 76-22 "Response of the Olive View Hospital Main Building during the San Fernando Earthquake."
by S. A. Mahin. V. V. Bertero. A. K. Chopra. and R. Collins." - 1976

EERC 76-23 "A Study on the Major Factors Influencing the Strength of Masonry Prisms." by
N. M. Mostaghel. R. L. Mayes. R. W. Clough, and S. W. Chen - 1976

EERC 76-24 "GADFLEA - A Computer Program for the Analysis of Pore Pressure Generation and Dissipa-
ti on duri ng Cyc 1ic or Earthquake Loadi ng," by J. R. Booker. M. S. Rahman, and H. B. Seed ­
1976 (PB 263 947)A04

EERC 76-25 "Rehapilitation of an Existing Building: A Case Study," by B. Bresler and J. Axley - 1976

EERC 76-26 "Correlative Investigations on Theoretical and Experimental Dynamic Behavior of a Model
Bridge Structure." by K. Kawashima and J. Penzien - 1976 (PB 263 388)All

EERC 76-27 "Earthquake Response of Coupled Shear Wall Buildings," by T. Srichatrapimuk - 1976
{PB 265 157)A07

EERC 76-28 "Tensile Capacity of Partial Penetration Welds," by E. P. Popov and R. M. Stephen ­
1976 (PB 262 899)A03

EERC 76-29 "Analys is and Des ign of Numerical Integration Methods in Structural Dynamics." by
H. M. Hilber - 1976 (PB 264 410)A06



EERC-8

EERC 76-30 "Contribution of a Floor System to the Dynamic Characteristics of Reinforced Concrete
Buildings," by L. E. Malik and V. V. Bertero - 1976

EERC 76-31 "The Effects of Seismic Disturbances on the Golden Gate Bridge," by F. Baron, M. Arikan,
R. E. Hamati - 1976

EERC 76-32 "Infilled Frames in Earthquake-Resistant Construction," by R. E. Klingner and V. V. Bertero ­
1976 (PB 265 892)A13

UCB/EERC-77/01 "PLUSH - A Computer Program for Probabilistic Finite Element Analysis of Seismic Soil­
Structure Interaction," by M. P. Romo Organista, J. Lysmer, and H. B. Seed - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/02 "Soil-Structure Interacti on Effects at the Humboldt Bay Power Pl ant in the Ferndale
Earthquake of June 7, 1975," by J. E. Valera, H. B. Seed, C. -F. Tsai. and J. Lysmer ­
1977 ( B 265 795)A04

UCB/EERC-77/03 "Influence of Sample Disturbance on Sand Response to Cyclic Loading," by K. Mori,
H. B. Seed, and C. K. Chan - 1977 (PB 267 352)A04

UCB/EERC-77/04 "Seismological Studies of Strong Motion Records," by J. Shoja-Taheri - 1977 (PB 269
655)A10

UCB/EERC-77/05 "Testing Facility for Coupled Shear Walls," by L.-H. Lee, V. V. Bertero, and E. P. Popov­
1977

UCB/EERC-77/06 "Developing Methodologies for Evaluating the Earthquake Safety of Existing Buildings,"
No. 1 - B. Bresler; No. 2 - B. Bresler, T. Okada, and D. Zisling; No. 3 - T. Okada and
B. Bresler; No.4 - V. V. Bertero and B. Bresler - 1977 (PB 267 354)A08

UCB/EERC-77/07 "A Literature Survey - Transverse Strength of Masonry Walls," by V: Omote, R. L. Mayes,
S. W. Chen, and R. W. Clough - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/08 "DRAIN-TABS: A Computer Program for Inelastic Earthquake Response of Three Dimensional
Buildings," by R. Guendelman-Israel and G. H. 'Powell - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/09 "SUBWALL: A Special Purpose Finite Element Computer Program for Practical Elastic
Analysis and Design of Structural WaJJs with Substructure Option," by D. Q. Le,
H. Petersson, and E. P. Popov - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/10 "Experimental Evaluation of Seismic Design Methods for Broad Cylindrical Tanks," by
D. P. Clough - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/ll "Earthquake Engineering Research at Berkeley - 1976," - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/12 "Automated Design of Earthquake Resistant Multistory Steel Building Frames," by
N, D. Walker, Jr. - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/13 "Concrete Confined by Rectangular Hoops and Subjected to Axial Loads," by J. Vallenas,
V. V. Bertero, and E. P. Popov - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/14 "Seismic Strain Induced in the Ground during Earthquakes," by V. Sugimura - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/15 "Bond Deterioration under Generalized Loading," by V. V. Bertero, E. P. Popov, and
S. Viwathanatepa - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/16 "Computer-Aided Optimum Design of Ductile Reinforced Concrete Moment-Resisting
Frames," by S. W. Zagajeski and V. V. Bertero - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/17 "Earthquake Simulation Testing of a Stepping Frame with Energy-Absorbing Devices,"
by J. M. Kelly and D. F. Tsztoo - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/18 "InelaStic Behavior of Eccentrically Braced Steel Frames under Cyclic Loadings," by
C. W. Roeder and E. P. Popov - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/19 "A Simplified Procedure for Estimating Earthquake-Induced Deformation in Dams and
Embankments," by F. I. Makdisi and H. B. Seed - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/20 "The Performance of Earth Dams during Earthquakes," by H. B. Seed, F. I. Makdisi,
and P. de Alba - 1977



EERC-9

UCB/EERC-77/2l "Dynamic Plastic Analysis Using Stress Resultant Finite
Element Formulation," by P. Lukkunaprasit and J. M. Kelly
- 1977

UCB/EERC-77/22 "Preliminary Experimental Study of Seismic Uplift of a
Steel Frame," by R. W. Clough and A. A. Huckelbridge - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/23 "Earthquake Simulator Tests of a Nine-Story Steel Frame with
Columns Allowed to Uplift," by A. A. Huckelbridge - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/24 "Nonlinear Soil-Structure Interaction of Skew Highway Bridges,"
by M.-C. Chen and J. Penzien - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/25 "Seismic Analysis of an Offshore Structure Supported on Pile
Foundations," by D.D.-N. Liou - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/26 "Dynamic Stiffness Matrices for Homogeneous Viscoelastic
Half"'-Planes," by G. Dasgupta and A. K. Chopra - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/27 "A Practical Soft Story Earthquake Isolation System," by
J. M. Kelly and J. M. Eidinger - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/28 "Seismic Safety of Existing Buildings and Incentives for
Hazard Mitigation in San Francisco: An Exploratory Study,"
by A. J. Meltsner - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/29 "Dynamic Analysis of Electrohydraulic Shaking Tables," by
D. Rea, S. Abedi-Hayati, and Y. Takahashi - 1977

UCB/EERC-77/30 "An Approach for Improving Seismic-Resistant Behavior of
Reinforced Concrete Interior Joints," by B. Galunic,
V. V. Bertero, and E. P. Popov - 1977

UCB/EERC-78/01 "The Development of Energy-Absorbing Devices for Aseismic
Base Isolation Systems," by J. M. Kelly and D. F. Tsztoo ­
1978

UCB/EERC-78/02 "Effect of Tensile Prestrain on the Cyclic Response of
Structural Steel Connections," by J. G. Bouwkamp and
A. Mukhopadhyay - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/03 "Experimental Results of an Earthquake Isolation System
using Natural Rubber Bearings," by J. M. Eidinger and
J. M. Kelly - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/04 "Seismic Behavior of Tall Liqiud Storage Tanks,tI by
A. Niwa - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/05 "Hysteretic Behavior of Reinforced Concrete Columns
Subjected to High Axial and Cyclic Shear Forces," by
S. W. Zagajeski, V. V. Bertero, and J. G. Bouwkamp - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/06 "Inelastic Beam-Column Elements for the ANSR-I Program, 1.1

by A. Riahi, D. G. Row, and G. H. Powell - 1978



EERC-IO

UCB/EERC-78/07 "Studies of Structural Response to Earthquake Ground Motion,"
by O. A. Lopez and A. K. Chopra - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/08 "A Laboratory study of the Fluid-Structure Interaction
of Submerged Tanks and Caissons in Earthquakes," by
R. C. Byrd - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/09 "Models for Evaluating Damageability of Structures, II by
I. Sakamoto and B. Bresler - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/10 "Seismic Performance of Secondary Structural Elements,"
by I. Sakamoto - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/ll "Case Study -- Seimsic Safety Evaluation of a Reinforced
Concrete School Building," by J. Axley and B. Bresler - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/l2 "Potential Damageability in Existing Buildings," by
T. Blejwas and B. Bresler - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/l3 "Dynamic Behavior of a Pedestal Base Multistory Building,"
by R. M. Stephen, E. L. Wilson, J. G. Bouwkamp, and
M. Button - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/14 "Seismic Response of Bridges - Case Studies, II by R. A. Imbsen,
V. Nutt, and J. Penzien - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/15 "A Substructure Technique for Nonlinear Static and Dynamic
Analysis," by D. G. Rowand G. H. Powell - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/l6 "Seismic Performance of Nonstructural and Secondary Structural
Elements," by 1. Sakamoto - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/17 "Model for Evaluating Damageability of Structures, II by
I. Sakamoto and B. Bresler - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/l8 "Response of K-Braced Steel Frame Models to Lateral Loads,"
by J. G. Bouwkamp, R. M. Stephen, and E. P. Popov - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/l9 "Rational Design Methods for Light Equipment in Structures
Subjected to Ground Motion," by J. L. Sackman and
J. M. Kelly - 1978

UCB/EERC-78/20 "Testing of a Wind Restraint for Aseismic Base Isolation,"
by J. M. Kelly and D. E. Chit~y - 1978


