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PUSHOVER analysis on inverted V-shape steelbrace
strengthening RC frame structure

WU Yong-he, XI Hui-feng ,MU Jian-chun

(Guangdong University of Petrochemical Technology, Maoming 525000, China)

Abstract: In order to reveal the performance of RC frame structure with inverted V-shape steel brace under function of rare
earthquake, 4-layer RC frame structure and the RC structure with inverted V-shape steel brace as well as PUSHOVER on
model is performed. The evaluation on anti-seismic performance is performed under function of rare earthquake for struc-
ture from such aspects as base shear- top displacement curve, floor displacement curve and hinged out mechanism. The
results show that under function of rare occurrence earthquake, the base shear while RC frame structure with inverted V-
steel brace reaching the performance point is greater than the one of original RC frame structure, and the top displacement
is less than the one of original RC frame structure. As the first anti-seismic defensive line, the steel brace can absorb most
earthquake energy to play the effective protection for beam and column elements. Additionally, the steel brace is provided
with greater practical significance for resisting the progressive collapse.

Key words: Inverted V-shape brace; RC frame structure; PUSHOVER analysis; seismic behavior
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(L% 470
Increment transverse isortopic damage
theory and numerical analysis

LIU Jun-qing, L1 Hong-ziao, LI Qian

(School of Science, Xi'an Univ. of Arch. & Tech. . Xi'an 710055, China)

Abstract ; In order to research the damage on the mechanical properties of materials the increment of effecfive stress equation is es-
fablished, based on the transverse isotropic damage theory as a foundation, by introducing damage variable factor and the tectonic
effective damage tensor M(D). Similar to the plastic flow analysis method the relationship between elastic-strain the effective e-
lastic-strain is acquired. By the von Mises yield criterion, plastic fourth-order symmetric stiffness tensor is obfained. The stress-
strain curve of variation is discussed through the uniaxial tensile and finite element of a flat plate with a hole, giving the influence
of damage on the maferial. The results show that the deformation is accelerated by the material damage.

Key words: transverse isotropic damage; increment; the plastic deformation ; sif fnesstensor; finite element simulation
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