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ON THE STATISTICAL ASEISMIC DESIGN DETERMINING
THE OPTIMUM DYNAMIC CHARACTERISTICS
OF STRUCTURE (CONTINUED)

By Takuji KoBORI, Ryoichiro MINAT and Masahiro KAWANO

Synopsis

In the previous paper, the possibility of statistical design of a structural system assigning
optimum characteristics for aseismic safety was discussed.

The necessary conditions for optimum design are to limit non-dimensional displacements or
ductility factors within the allowable values and to minimize the performance index which describes
the degree of spatial uniformity of aseismic safety.

This paper re-defines the optimum design concept for a structural system by the Lagrangian
function. As the Lagrangian function of the above problem is given by the statistical quantities
of high dimension, the problem can be referred to the non-linear programming problem. Moreover,
in this paper, the design method presented in the previous paper is applied to a three-degree-of-
freedom, non-linear, shear type system in connection with the re-defined optimum design concept.
As a result, it is found that the optimum condition of an elastic structure almost coincides with that
of an elasto-plastic structure.
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518\, non-linear programming problem |3 dynamic programming” EDHE R HBEIC K - TRI 2 BREBEIC L -
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2. TEFRBENROBERNOEREZDAE

BEHOBEER LI —BHOIKREPOBEMBEE > T L2 REINABEYORBRELREST 5
BE2EORENFELROBRKREHBENERET I IOLRHEES. Bb, HEHRLEOBRXRD
RORAEPHEOSNEICHEZLOBNDO=AMTREITEHTH S, B, —BRBERIATREBRIER
B0 ORFRIEROWMELREYROBEER O RKIEASh TS, CCTRBBALRUZ
NICHT 2 BEYOHWEESHETFUERCARAUEZEZRTCELOBERBEE ABLU 2 & 2 OBMH B
FICH LT LEOEBRCOBERFENERBEDICHEAT Z2MBROVTHL 5. BHRBRHOBEERE
HEOHBISDVWTIIHBEYORMBREEMOSE I SHREMBANRCARA MBI ELICHT 2B EDH OB
BIBTIC K > TREDBIT R b TR L. ZOKRD SHBRIICHITIBEREORELLTR—X + ¥ 4y —
BLARR=R vy —RBEEMENRRATH TN EIRALHBLL2EC DV TREED ORERE,
PZLTHBRBICBIBEY 17 vESZEERL 2 BERD reiability® SOWEI S KRB LN B HEL X
NOREL L THRIELTVS, #HoT, MBRCOKIVHEELSZMET IEBEORIETIRD struc-
tural synthesis fJSEICIRE T 2. CHIZHBAHDRCHBEDO HARELREERE LTHED LEEYOH
TS EWEHTEIIC KRB 2 O T synthesis DAL F» SBEFMBRKBEOBAT I3 HBEDORF2ITRLOMES
non-linear programming problem & U T/ D> EhHEK 3,

2.1 BERFTOESE

BEYOBERFETEIBICBZOBEER HEBENOLERCBEYORHARELIBHE T 2
—E =X THERTREALZTRIR OBV, CCTREBEYOHDICHL CHELDOERRELE XS
RENBEEERELCOBNBELBNERT A—-F—iCHALTERO L BBR/PICT B LI RBEHOH
NEHHEEZRD 3 HFELOVWTRNE, LOBERE—BROICKRRTELUTOLI KRS, BEVOTE
RN ZWHBRLEEBFELERIATIBEEMBENEEROL > RBEB TRAT 2.

I=<Jg=(q1, 9 s @)1 >p =T [q=(q1, 92, s 4u)s P=(P1; P2s --+s PYISe-ooooe (C))]
ERicAVT Jg] BEEROBHEELETRT R bV g={q;} 2B ABEVOHBLLEEFTHAN
BZHET 2 MBI (performance index) T < >p FAHABBBIILC OV TRELFHAICTHEZRS
HELOWTOMBHEFTER p={p.} KT ZFEHETT, Jlg,p] & < >p 2BE J ORKEALF
KEXHLZHDT p={p} ETHANELOBRUEERETIBLD T A —2~LF5, C1HAOEKRT
BCERIFMBE S (g, 0] 2EEY O RFICETI2RL2MOHNOLLICHKIBY HEHFENTAHE
RTBEVIELNBERMBUHEET I HEDONERETHILELZ CEBUKS, 4, BEHOHN
ERUEEZRT NG A —F =% g=(q1, G2 > qn) ETEE, TEEREDROER, BEHORHORKEE
ERTEEE LT =G 92 -5 92) ROBEH O BL 24 S LRI T 2 HHRBKE £=8: (91 s
¢.) TRATHITEER IR O X 5 72 non-linear programming problem (1% , FHKMEE b=(hy, by, -y ha)
ELTRDEIBRIALL S,

{g«qu Qoo @) =hSO,  i=LZoem 2.2

n:ijnf(ql, Gas **y Qn)

2.2) AW BLLEB LCERICBETIHREUMFOR/MIBBICBRET 3. 2.2) X% @ 1) XD LS
BE?" TREATIORKREH S,

Jig, =@+ E Al @—hals 4=@ - )y B/S MIEM s @.3)
(2.3) Rig Lagrangian function T A, % Lagrangian multipliers T2, 2.2)DEDHIL (n+m) HOE
& (Q1s l]z, Ty qn) 3:’\0'7 )‘ - 5 - ('21’ 22: Tty Zm) iC’)b"Cﬁﬁlfiﬁﬁfo’&UW%%#(D&%’:@U&} l/'l,:_}:‘f
JORMSABEBLCENL-THONARAEERTAVDEND S,
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=0f ¥ ,.98 =12, ..
l_aaxl :gk(q)—hk :()’ k:1,2, ey m’

2.9 ROFBEFERNEWRT 2 37 A= — q*=(q\* % - ¢2®) ZT—IEEIC [ 13 global function T
NiT absolute minimum L relative minimum % 5.2 %, #-'T, gilq)=h; T q* O nRTZER EY BT
% closed set WAT 28 TD q it LT flg¥) < fq) BRL T 0T absolute minimum THBDTL DT A=
F—q* 2 JOBWEEEZERE/NMCTEEETE. [ B3 comvex function THhiTH/MEDSHE—DHESZ, T C
T, (2.3) KD f(9) & g(9) BRDEIBHOBEEF 2. BIE flg) BRRIOBRFEHOREDHHEE
BELTHREYMROUAEECHET 3 random B EMBATIEZRE T S random LI & #ic X= (2, %, -,
T TRIATE E—HBMICEFRHRBROBAICKRKNDOI S RRIHEL S,

f(q)=SS ...... SF(X’ D PG QAxy o dy e, (2.5)

T FX, q) 3BEDRFOBFEEELTIERTHEESEEANRGTCHBTZ. p(X, q) ITHEHEEE
ANICHET 3 random EEORBRREFEERTHS DT (2.5) RO flg) BBREEOREDOESHEEEL S
T EDHNES, MBELZEM DV TIRBEMITKRD L D1 2 D0 safety factor'® HSEBMHICEL SN G,

R(%1, %9y s %1y q) _ ey Komy @) eree et aaa
k— S(x,ﬂ, ...... R x,,) k(xly Xy s Xny q) (2 6)
w(xls Xos *vs Xnsy q)—R(xU Xgy *t09 Xy q)_S(xr+15 Tty xn) """"""""""""""" (2 7)

TS EHMBAELICK - THREDRERICIHLN T, R B HBEEVERBDO > TV IMBEAEZTET S
B, (x4 %,) 3EED O WBEABEEED S random BE, (%,41, - %) WA HOBEEEED 2
random ¥, TTT, (2.6) DEiC2NT xy=ulk, x5+, %4, q) BEEBETIO Ky %y -, 2,) DL
BORBEREREEEEICONT (x4, - %) KALTALES ZTHRAT L ICOVTERD & 5 I ReREEH
HBETD, hdhd, BBHICEOFHLE, 4B kDON3,

du(k, -
P(ks q):S """ SP[u(k, xz:"‘a xn,q)5x2, tts xmq] u(—xz—,ale dx (2 8)
E7c (2.6) RO safety factor TS 2 FHE, FBRBEEAROLIKIEDIN B,
jM(k9 q): """ Sk(xu X gs > Xas q)P (xls Xgy eeree s Xay q)dxl """ dxn

X, WBEYOWBERER por. 13 (2.8) RIVKRDOX S ICEHMKEL,
pcr.:‘p(ig<1)zs:p(k’ @Ik o (2.10)

X, (2.7) R safety factor T ic20TH (2.6) RICFig» ek HBERITFRZIE p(¥, 9) BERXD LS
i€ (2.8) RICHBLTEZ 3.

u, %y, e, 2,
PO D= pLu@, 50y 0y @)y 20,y 200 ]| P2 T2 T D g g

Zn
......... @ 11)

(2.11) KEES & (2.10) RiCHBEL THEDSKRRBRBICET ZRBEBRADOLSCEE .
P".:P(qko)zs‘; P @AY oo (2.12)

#oT, (2.3) RO gulg) ORIFEMER (2.8), (2.9), 2.10), 2.11), (212) RO LS LREREEHGHE
LT3, CORMRERZBEDOREE, BERUCHESICI-TELTI0LEDLNS,

2.2 @EERFHEORE

(2.2) RTRES N AHEMROMBEIIER, AETFEERT 249 REbhks, C2RT f (@

— 3 —
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& gulg) OEDPRIEDRBTHNIIHF linear programming problem LigVBICHET B, LoL, flg),
g:(q) &5 (2.5), (2.8), (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), (2.12) BEOFERBLEHRL L i & EFRA &S dimension O
B non-linear IsRBEN S, BREBREWEREGEDH 1 S>BBE ORI 51T dynamic programming” %
DFER L > TENICHEL CEBHEER f(q) & giq) ODWFS non-linear IS KRB AFHD & X3 E DA
[R&t7s non-linear programming problem &13% ., CODEHYEIL non-linear programming problem % fEL TIZEH
BB AMREEELEHUMICRBERICESRZ 2" & multiplex method S gradient method D&% K7
KU RFHBICE - TR CEITMES., L, mon-linear programming problem % f(q) Z2HdE WM&
B HFAB—FRTRODCHRFEEHITHEEOR ¢ KtF 5 Vflg) ZHEL ¢ OELIKE U TEEL
BHe —Vfq) OFRCEH»THEEZRD UL BICHREHEZZBLTCHAEL TR TERL SV, £
T DHHEMEZZE U L T non-linear programming problem & { 5k, Wb B unconstrained optimiza-
tion technique 3BT BICHIFED 1010 XhTHl, ZORTRLIRELMELBIEDESSZ LB D
N3 Caroll DRRRL 72 FED KOO TRNEB, T T Tid minimization DRI S>ERELTELS. CO
GG EOBEECE MK S RO R B/MCT 3 ERRICHREHICGE S BRICH U THEREICH L VEREERS
ZBEVI2ODEIDOREL TOTR/MEMBEARRO XS IKERT E, BB, (2.2) Kkd6hT
VWERET (2.2) KOWERHOFBLEESELTROLILERT S,

[ 8495 g5 o )20, I=102, o m e, (2.13)

\mef(?n Gas s Gn)
(2.13) fOJF‘iE 3, (2.3) R Lagrangian function ORBIWCMUIRICERET 2BBERNMCTIFICLS
T, FESHREEFOR/NMIMED SREGEOROE/MIMBERAEZI LS.

minimize T(q, Ti) = Q) FTFe(Qa(g)) o verveeomeeieri i 2.14)
2CT F(@) BRDX DI RMEER-TWVE LT B,

[ (1) Fo(g) 8&TD gi(q)>0 i L T bounded below TH 5 T &,

V(i) gi(q) BRICIKT 3 & Fo(g) BERKICHERT S,
X, (2.14) X perturbation parameter ri 1T kE KO WTHFABRP TERAD IS CERT 3,

Ikh:?o Tk=0: T >0 e (2_ 15)
Fo(g) txtd 2 (i) ofMfid ¢ BWEEHIGEICE F. BEBITEZLO5BHBLVEHFELTERATH S,
2T, Fo(@) BRRO XD BHEERELTEXTH—REELDIL,

Fo@)=% @) Xig, Fo(@)=—31108(gi(g)) wwooovmmommssssssininisss @.16)
czTiR (2.16) KOFIREBALTNE, L, g KOVWTRKROXIBEREEEZL S,
jR —{QIg1(l1)>0 i-—l 2 @ 17)

(2.17) D% 1R feasible poznt % 2 i3 interior feasible point EE S5, (2.14) RER/MCT 3 ji{%li LF
DEIICUTIHRE D BIICME DI LT interior feasible point q'® % B(F perturbation paramer vy %Y
CZBATRRZR/MCT S q(r)ER® KD 5.

T(gs T =F@F71 BB (g) oo (2.18)

WICFE IS BREE 0< - <Tpy <Tp, (B=1,2, -0 YIZDWTITR D, COBEg(rie,) 2RD 31 Tg, i)
EBMCT S g(re) ZHFEELTVS, 22T glg)>0 2EBUEIR re 13 (2.15) RO K HITHRIEL
F.(8) icxtd 5 &k b —FF interior feasible region {C A% & € NP ¢ BWRFURNICHEIZFELEELS
o 214) Ked T(g.re) BREE n REOHEER/MINEES CERHLITH S, #-TTOD
HARICI - T T(g, T) 2B/NCT 3 q(re) ER* 2 RDOU B C L BFHETH B X, T D parameter [ITHT
BEBET T(q, 1) 2B/MCT qre) 2RDB ENIETZ q(r) BWERGICESL & T(g, i) BERK
KR BEMOELT opitimization DETPIIMEEHERBEINRVERLSE, LOBBRIORERAOLD
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BARERICET S, e OFBRBETO T(g, v) ORMNMEE flg(r)) L30T

f(q(rk))zn}in T(q’ 7 T TP RIRRET: (2. ]_9)
Po T e IKOWT k AEIRKICT B LRRPRLT B

1i[no f(q(rk))zznel}];lf(q) ............................................................................. (2. 20)

Tk”

oT, (2.20) ApSWREMERILVT flg) 2RNCT S g 2RDZENRAKS.

3. T EREEYROEIERE

CCTR2HTENONTVABERFNOEHE LU TRDEEEBRET 2 X O RIERBREEEED RO
REEITIE .
(1) EHOZEMFEICHT 2 IEEIHEROBIERME E BRSBTS 3 IENREEERITT 3,
2) WBEVRHAOBEEETTIRELLTR=R + v v —28HAL, ZOR—R > 5+ —%RHT 580
BRI A —-DEETRNCT S,

TTT, BEDOBNEHBEORNEE U TEEYOEM O REEL ZMFMICH L T—icTs oL
EEMBEEORKAMERSS ZHFAMEE VALV ED2OEEI TS, UEOESICERL A HERH
IR IBADEBREARNEGEEEDROGEOHELDFELCODOVTHRRE,, FEREREGREEY DELME
HHFEXRCRERBIUTOLSCLTRkD 503, ‘

3.1 FEGEHREEEDROEBEGHHER

— RIS EAEREENROEMICET 2 EBESHFERNBERTRT CEGEERICOVTREITR
ROXIHIKCis 3,

[a]ﬁi‘;{”}"'[b]%{”}'l‘[k] (P} = {f} orerre (3.1

Cic, [o]; MREEMEATE, [k]; ERTAES T, (0] BRTRERESM, (1) BURESEN, {0};
EBATBBEVETARE {fH ERUBBNE, o BERTHETRROL S IGREN S,

My O eeeeenns 0 di+d, —d, Qeverernns 0
D omy —d, s+ dy —d,
[e]l=] @ my ) [b]= . g | s (3.2)
0 " Mm —d, d.
ke —ky e 0 7 0 f,
0 nl el R
[k]= - . =11 Hder=1 1, k=)0 ) e (3.3)
0 ko lin[ 1¢nJ lﬂJ
T TT, ELNFE o i3 bi-linear hysteresis BABRALKRRXND L S ICEBET 3,
.................. (3. 4)

=&, éi; T, 0)=0 (Y, — Y, Y«;'— Yi—1§ K.y 4, ri)/A_Kli
{5i=7]i—7i-1, Ei:ﬁi—ﬁi-l

ro; B2 LRI, 0 MRTRIEIREN, i BRRTHEEBRESE. X, AHBERE A0

ay ZRERTTIEERM o(2) ZMEEREE LTRRD LI KERHAEI S,
fi@)=—miapay(t) = —mapap(c/X) oo (3.5)

@D, B2, B3, B4, B5 OEKTEWH ERTHNEAT A—F—LBRTER, BRTHH

BERTA—F—LOMICRROL I KBERENS S,

M, D K K,.
=, di=—rt, kizilLs i= 2t
™ VUK K K, ie
6-_.4‘1_ . _7MA! p _‘dZ—Y' ............................................... (3.6)
i I’ Y= KL—" Y— di? max
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X, MEATENRCERTHHICOVTREARO X BBRES 5.,

{Tz‘/*zll} t=1t, ”i:YiEX’ w@=ar/H 3.7

lag(?) [ mex=1, 1T=21T» 19221‘”-
ceie, M, K Lgeneniith, Bitt, REOBERTHS. Yo BB, ¥; WkmBL6, AKX
SEREfE, M;; BE, D;; REMEREK, K|, K;; bi-linear hysteretic characteristics D% 1, £ 2 S EHlM, 4,
BHREN, T BEDOEEBEARAY, 2; BEVOLLBARIE, o; BEATEALABERHEK G 1)
KROBBUHBEARETVOEEREIRICROTRRNOKXR LS,

2
([a];?+[b]%+[c]){”}={f} .................................................................. 3.8)
TZig, [e] 20T (k] BPHABELICOVTRENTVEDICH L THREOHAIL {7} NEHERT
HBERRDLIICILS,
kitky —ky 00
—ky Kotk
[c]= L R PP 3.9)
N . _kn
0 —kn kn

Y TE SRR [a], [b], [c] 3 —RRIT real square symmetric matrix TH 3,

3.2 Bi-linear EEEHIEOEEIRT(L

(B.1) RTHBPELTVS FEMBETHEMIL bi-linear hysteresis WTH 3, CTD type DIFBREELIZZ
DO TOWTREBMPRREIIMKRLVO T CTid Kiylov-Bogolubov R D SMBHALOILES N FHEY
IC & » T bi-linear HOFERBEELEMUICREOAF LBEEBET AN X — LI BENCEMYLRE
BEEOMELTEET R, 0T, BERMRRER bi-linner WREBHELEZZ L OERFOESRIR
DBRABVHETHISGDET S, -7, 8 28 1 3HBELIESKRE N bilinnar BBBREEELHR
LT3, ThIZHBEA S D random simulation I k » THMHRBALOBHHEEZRARILBRY »o5Z20FHED
FEEARITEOCHERHRTHE, ZCTCERTELLTELBEFREER O P O2EERA ICEE
(3.4 ROBEEMBEELSEAROFACRETILARRDL DK S,

(N gi)=,:uigi+d“g“ S TR O P PP (3.10)

KiZ, bEOBEFEBAREOETRINIAAD LI MBEBREK Ly, dy) ZRABSLHB XDIC

Ko s ZED S,

Lo, dw>=5ﬁ”“<w<ei, E)—0uis, 1))
=S:Hi(%($“ Ey—rpbi—dpl)dr, i=1,2, ., n
G.11) R0 L(kges doe) % 0L/ =01/dye=0 & LT Koss dos ZIAHF 5 ERAD L SICI B
et [, et

cet B1l) RO 7, BRERBELI YA 7 NVIKETZERTRETH 5. KIC slowly varying 2R E L
TREAND « BRI —EIRN o), AWK 6: £FT 2 harmonic REHEFTE S LREL 2HE 3.12)
ROBAETFMU £oi dos ZRDBELKRRDOK SIS,

i = 2A-rd@—xd) Vg =1 +—*1_ricos_1(1_-2,—)+ Ty J"m:l

Kyi nziﬂ 4 L (3 13)
41— -1 ’ '
dui:—(‘”"a_jzix(ixg“‘i , w21, AL e;=yx0, 1 dy:=0, 0=y;<1

(8.13) RITTFRT L DIC &, Aoy IFHBMFER, 21.>1 TEEOERILRMN AT A—F— yi O quasi-linear
RERERLY dy BEEK 6, 2BATVE, - CREHAEE o, LBERMEEEE p(u) 2AVTE

— 6 —
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BIEM x: OZBIHIT 2 2FEHRELFIRLLD S L5 XBRESHBROEMBHILEEOBEE ©o
de; 2ED S, BEBEER 06, E)OEBEHLBEEARD LI ICED S,

T (TP Ty P (3.14)
B £ & doy BKRD2REFREE boiy doy WOVTHRDMCTEZHFLCIDROIILEZ S,
Jitkes, 4o ={ (poulEss £ = @esBer EDVPUNdD 1=1, 2 oty 1o (3.15)

IE” :S:E"i(Xi)P(xi)dXi .............................................................................. (3.16)

| dee=§ duroprdz,
BL, pas) RO @; BRRD LD ICREN S,
2042 220 _ /ﬁm-
— exp| — , = LTRSS URURPPPoN 3.17
P(Zi) uRHéi Xp|: ZORHH :l @ uReiéi ( )

(B.17) KOFE1IXRBFEMICOVTOLV—Y —HHTH B, CTT, oRejes o Riyi; 12 B 4) KD é 20D
I s &, ONBAETT, £oT (3.16) ROXIICKRAEINA £ & dor % 3. 14) KRIARAL B
x%x G.1) RickATHIZ B 1) RBAROEDICK S,

(101 (DB1H [~ LRA)gh =4S} oo (3.18)

T (318) ROWMHEE~PY v 7 AELAMEFNY v 7 ZAERROKOIKEEH]Z 3,
T L N 2 R 1 1 2 PP (3.19)
e [do] R (k] BRERARDO LI IS,

kydeithydey —kydey oo 0 J kikoy+hotos —hgkey-- 0
s [ke]=

—kytes kz"zz'f'ka_"ca -+ (3. 20)
0 knken

[de] — "k?deﬁ kzdez +k3de.3
0 " knden
LT 3B.18) KPKkXDLIIKERFEHKS.,

2
([a]%,—+[C]%+[/c]){v}={f} .............................................................. 3. 21)

£593& G RiF B8 RELFAUHERY bilinear HEEHEHOEMBRHLL-> TSERRD
FREEEERTEEL L THES C %S,

3.3 FEREBEEVROBEHHPBHESH

SBEEOTEEBENOBERFOBOLBEIBEOEE LEBHOBELLRALTHIVBHEREDS
SRBBOMBRINE RS 2 — Z—Ofic bi-linear HOFEMBAFHFHEHEOOTHE 25 1 AR,
PRER 5 2 —& —, T3, BWHEREBE 5 2 — 2 —BHENCRFIOFKLERLERTA—F—LEX
o3, BEYORFOREEDOLKEICET I EEERBEYOHNRIETO reiability HSHERHENETT
NTHLPEEDORLEOREOFMOBRB AV TBEDORRRETCORBERET s RESHART
BIEWHRERTE, BEHoMMEREELZRAL, TORKEOHRBIMN, BEVVBBEREELEZR
L, FIeERBRACHERORRREELEDTVS, CC TR, FHXY ERAL LI CEEHORBERL
AP &L EMBEICH U T—HTH 3 & EHRE ORI L BEY O RFTHEESLEOMBENLEH
BLEVEBTHE LOELLE SV TAEEREEYCEWEROBHEFEMNER G RICH L T—HKILd 2
EIREDECLEMEREEDRKELHZFRENICND S L2 NFHIERTOBEESRMEE L .
HMREEORAELHAENICED 3 OREEYOBES N FHEHEROREL LTHELN DT,
CCTREMFRICH UMERRELS LT3 LI NEEDOBER HEFESIF L RD 5. BEHOH
HEREEEZR G MICH L T—HILT 28 S A RRNCEBE SN AFMBEER/MNCTE LK
> TRBLNB,
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0)2

Kal, €0, [T Sen=-prE 0

N

il[(SlI S(@) ljZi foi(fw)mjlzdw)z_ P2 (S 1S(@) | }_. e:"(]'m)mjlzdw)ﬂz

i= &

N (T s S uomao) ]
cTie, (3.22)

(0% = LRAO} =1={ " (S da, G=gr o v 3.23)

lal, [€], [£] ¥ (3.2), B.19) TEHINTWVAEE~ MY v 7 2 RUFBBREEZFMPICHRBLL e
AORFEELZEHME~IY v 7 ARURETBAME~ MY v 7 X, of BHEEDEEO WHERIEEICHT
BEERSE, (S0}, (R} BEBREEREEICHETIHAD 222 b v BEERET 2 MBEBEK.
Geit(0) HHHEREEICHET 2BEEEK~ LY v 7 X [G(o)]: © (i, j) BRT 1S EATMEED R~
JINVEEETT., (3.22) 2HETZICIZ G.23) oBEREEZRDETIRIER SRV, B 21) ROWT
25 7IABHT B LR K- TRE ZEM, AHOBEEKE 7(s), (o) ESEERICHETBEE~YLY v 7
2% [GC(jw)], &5 3 L EBBEROEMD AR MAFEEBAROLIKCEL S,

[0S (@) 1, =E{H()H{H ()} * =[G (jw) ], [1S@)T[G(J) T ¥ -+ veoveremeenriiis (3.24)

[6(j@)],=([a)s?+[C1s+[£])7% 47()} C{nk, {F} LS}, B, s=jo - (3.25)
CTT 81 97T AEHRBEHRAAF A—F—, [AI* % [4] O transposed conjugate matrix % =L, [A]17Y it
[A] OF<FY v 7 RERLTVE, X, [S@)] BASIDASR7 "VEE<RMY v 7 R, (3.22) RS
hcwns Jlal, [€], [x]; :S(w) OFOEERE o) BHEAEMLICET2HERTEREESHZOT § £
LR, 7 2EEEMEITNIT & & v LHRKBERNSHENLT 3.

1 0. 0
& =071, [_]]:[—1 R (3. 26)
-11

(3.26) X 0 BEAEEZIT B3.24) ROBEHENORARY FABE<Y v 7 ZZKRAD XD ICHEREND
ARy MNVEES MY v 7 ALEBRINS,

ToS(@)]e={E()HEE)*= [T [eS(@) 1y [T]T oo (3.27)
XoT, EREMOBRERENKADLIICRES,
(0%, = {Rii(o)}e:%Sim{osii(w)}edw ...................................................... 3. 28)

(3.28) DL DM TS & 5 0 LUT 0 J5 8T Hule iy il BUICHRI IC iR R 5 . (3. 28) AR KKD
IORKRBOMAFMEBLS TLNHRKL,

o= D=yl s =g T s (3.29)
TTT, AEGBEDOHEE XD als), f(s) BKD L DIC s O power IKOVTRRIERS.

@) = B st BOI=TEL Best oo (3.30)
(3.29) ROBEHEABERIKXD X S ICHEIHKE.

sy =PEXB(=9)_als)  al=s) (3.31)

a(s)ra(—s) a(s) ' a(—s)
(3.31) KXo a(s) £X (3.30) L s WOVWTKRDED BRIMNHKS,

T p(s)|? REEETE S, 5 (3.29) ROMAR B.31) 2EET 2 RO &L D ICFHMEIHRE,
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{1}:;1].3 j“{ a(s) } S e e, 3. 33)

—j= a(s)
(3.33) DEFELMOM U THMELRFMIT 5. I OfEIL initial value theorem L X > TRADEIWKEZLD
h3,

09 _opimer-1| U g i) 2oy
1_23’{;6)tﬂ_2%?y [a@)—igﬂa@)_ et (3.34)

Lo THN I 2L x5 ETHIT any ORBEOIZFMITNIEF L, any OEEFMI 5 G.3D)
OWMADHBE- R SRBOENB, (3.31) KR&D

() (— ) F@(— S)A(SY = BSYB(r8) -+ +rerrrrerrrmmsemeneieie e (3. 35)
(3.35) KoZuwic (3.30), (3.32) #RALTHE LD B L
a(s)a(_.s)=z"z:;: Aps™, a(_s)a(s);"z:;: (1) A s™ e, (3. 36)

BU, 4n EOVTRERDL ST,
Am:%(—l)m_ta’t‘am—i: 0sm<n~—1
i=0

................................................... (3.37)
= "5 ()" aan, nEm=2n-1
(3.35) RoATIE B.30) OFE2RAERALTCELDHB E
p(s),s(_s):i"kz_:u(_1)kﬁiﬂ,¢si+k::'§:23msm ............................................... (3.38)
BL, B E2VWTREARDE IS,
2Bpn= 3 (~1D*Bin_r , O0Sm=n—1
ESh T e, (3.39)
=S (“D*Bufmss n=m=2(n—1)
k=m-n+1
(3.35) it (3.36) & (3.39) RERAKRALWILILPOTEENE ERRDOERNIKNT 5,
2n-1 1+(_1)m 2n-2
5 A sm= ;ﬂ ByS™ et eee e (3. 40)

ERE m BEEDEXDBERBHHDT n HOBEEBKROLICRES,
Apn=B,, (m=0,24,. .. 2 —T)) e (3.41)

(3.41) RKic 3.37), B.39) 2RAT S LKRALHIT 5.

Bm: i‘:(_l)ia'iam—is Oémén_l
=0

........................................................ (3.42)
=;_i’,7: 7‘(—1)"‘ai0(m_i, nE<m<2n—1
(3.42) KBPERKDED matrix DIHLTREMKS,
[@]4a} = {B}, {8} =[@]71{B} - creeriirmoreimtet oot (3. 43)
TZic {B}, {a} BRROLIKRAZINLE,
{B}y=[Bys By, s Byn-y]17, @} =[ag, —as, s (D)% @] oo (3.-44)

oT (B43) REEZIT B.34) ROBY any MFFMHNZE DTHEBKIC K > TEEORE D HEHHFF
%z, LEOFERL-TRB S (3.28) ROBERFE o' % 3.22) RickAL J([al, €], [#];
1S(@)) OBMNMEZH BB NF AT A—F—DORHBTRD S, J OB/MEICHEL TEMF RIS U THER
REDPES B IBEOHRAES M 6 8EZ 0, ChBOERTETRDTCEBHES, AL, K
RDBRELT 5,

LJ([a*], [C*], [&*]; IS(w))]opnmum=n(1,icr;J([a], [C1, 615 1S(@)) --vvemeeereiiiens (3. 45)

T, OBBRTRIVIC K DREIRI convex BTHBEH LG B)YREMIBAEASAT A — 2L, BAE
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WHBDBFE, (o], [C, :S(@) ZBEHE LT, ChOIKHT ZHERRESH ¢*= % BRRAPOEE B,

3J[q; rS(w)] _ 02 (q;:S(@)]" _
[__—aql =0 [ e T (3. 46)
BRLYBEAMLBEHIZERES AT G 46) Xofic
JLE*T, [6%], [R¥]; 1S@)) =0 «veverrmrreerets oo (3.47)

EMBETEHNERZ bV q* THED 3.22) RO J 2F/PICTEBIE A OWELENS 2 HE43L5T
Ld (346) REWMRT 2 ¢* PEEGHERENHETHELREZL LV,

34 FEGHEYROBERHEHERER
BEDORHBHIREHREMERVEL A LTROIBHENELZ IO BRAMBET L, 3.3 BT~ 7H
ERNFERESFRITMEOEREZMT LI L TRB LN, Thid, FHTRAINLOTHEEDOD
BEAHCRT 2 HERBEZREIIL RV, o T, BEYOREOHIMELRET S DI (3.6) RKOEXRTLD
BNEARTA—F—ZRBOIHCAVOMEBERTH S, CCTRREOHERLLTR—2 « ¥ v —%
BALTVE, R—2 + v v —2RBDIBUBUBIEEORAKMERS 2 FFBECNTZ L5ICT 5, X—2
¢V r—%RDBEFIERHBIY IKBRTHB. CHRTBLLEOREOKRBEORREEEEEEL G
BRER v; 2EALBEDROEFARN L L BROCTFULBEY O LR REAER 2 FRICEEUTIC
THELERE-TRES, fIRXY CENEIBEEDOERBOTHRAMEMER (o) 2RRAD &5 T EHT
3,

{rait= ?’zn{ ;“ }=(‘/’aé”ii}=¢’oe”1l{JﬁiL}, i=1,2, oy n (3.48)

1
d1 0691

T DRAHERAZFFENICIND 3BTRS L BT hEL 520,

e =¢u0r ] 205 b S (ranon) STalbady =12 oy e (3. 49)

LT IBEARHMUEREEOAEDER. G OOEEREE (v} 2EDRANTESHELEZBFROEK
EEZFAEENICRD B LSBIEL, COLICERLINTPHERRZEMSAICH L T—BTH3 L4
HEEESHFICHIEIRT (3.49) 2ROk RBILBELET,

G 0e01 =T as ¢f=max{_oej,ii } ............................................................ (3. 50)

i 0501‘51”;
(3.50) ROE 2RO BEKFHBICK T 2 FEIEHM S RICHT 2 BERZOERMTH 3 5 FHMEICND
BERELT, (B.50) RERD LD iICEL,

Ta=¢=00 (14 p VJ([@*], [T¥], [B¥150S(@)) ) ooeovvmreememiniii (3.51)
BU, » BEMFRICHT 3 RAE#BEDHOERK. X,
1 = e B i e (3.52)
NS

TCT o0 BASVAL S, DL &DOERILARRDERRFEOTFHET S, GO)RAiCLEIDEEDR
RPEREEE e ETHIE, FRLER 7. CHTIEELSHERER THOE X—R « Vv —QKRAT

EE 5,

Bopt.(rd)=M‘/_z-'/§=M}/::} ‘/—5; .................................................... (3.53)
ceTp=3.0,LTr 2RATEHT 5.

7o =27 o0 (1 4 3 TG*], TEFT, TR*15 28(@)) VAT «vvevemereeomenomaeneeeeeeeeae (3.54)

COEE MBEARTEEHL TARIRELTELNE K b XRMICREZ, S BHBALOER
j_.cx’\ny ]‘/l’%&%{ﬁ?a (3' 53) ‘C%‘ﬁ;b"cﬂﬂwﬁﬁ% 'Eopt.y Zopm.:EopL./Eopt. %ii 03'3 Eﬁ?;ki el
FEESNREESAE COREREOBEENITIEET IFBEIET S, o THLADWRITR I b
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NMEELV AL S KK UTEIEB RS & W T 2 F AR 7o 25HE U T BN ELRER
EZohBEEHEEHNEFENETZ LIS,

4. ¥ &’ E 8

3 BTBRNLHREEHOFHEIC IS TERF BB BEDRORFOREEERH SN BEDOTE R
ERHETIBCUTOL S BBEDOGNFEETAERAL k. HREVLBBANIEZRRERLEX
T white noise ZRAL 7z, HEWROHHEER 3 &Lk,

(1) BESF [o] B—KRTHORDXSILHEZE,

(e} =41, 1, 1} oottt *.1)
(2) WS {e:} BEBOE 1 2EONHAIEE L TRADOHHREHEERL 1.
(ki}={1_z(;:i)"} y Em1, 2,3 et “.2)

2TT, (L) BEMELSAICHT 3 BERET A 3R EBEETROREILICETIRT Y IAFOEH%E
RERTUTOHBICODVTRMZITIS - 7.
{1:[0.0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7]

y=[0.0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0] v (4.3)
i, WHERERAE O 3T~TL T3,
(3) WETRE (0] IR (k] KT B3 LI KREL .
b)) =aik;) = ?;’L{ki} ................................................................................. (4. 4)
1

TZiE, a BRAEE, o BBENROERERFO I ROBFEHET L IRET2ERARRLTHS.
T T h=0.01 OHREORFEFIL - N,
(4) bi-linear HOBREHEOHE 2% 1 HEMMEN ri REFRBECOFNEZROLDROK I RHE

Uize
r;=R=0.5, 0.7, 0.9, §=1, 2, 3 «cooerrireiiiiiieie it (4.5)
(6) HBASVARL S, BEROXSREEL k.
Sp=0.1, 0.5, 10 ooromnriinie ottt 4.6)

UEDXICBEDROB AT A—F—2REL, NI ARCHEEREELRAREEEZ, 3.22) R
CEEINEEFAONEED—EEERTEEARENMNCTIEE L) 252 ) v o iy
CkoTRDE, CORBIIIEBEMORIICHE L design philosophy (T - THEEHD synthesis ZfFILSRT
HBY, FREEA I EBEHOREEZP LB NZRELEAL IS HEEOPTHEEFECEBTOBRD
analysis [CHHEAHKS .

5. BITHREIUVER

AHTRELAS Y EF VR EOHBA L ERHRIBE L U T white noise 2 1 FAHD I BRI
WA ESEEEYORERH B XUBEY ORERIEICDWT synthesis & analysis DL H 5 BEBET
Do

Fig. 1 i2Ri#8% v=1.5, 1=0.4,0.5, 0.6 oW\ THEDOHRFB RSB FERTOREDET OREE
ABHL Sy 2REENCTRL, R=0.5 ORI OVWTTRLALdDTH B HEICTITIERIHRY ORI
THb, COMPSLIE, 28, 3BELICAKDETRIZIRAKTS S, 2 ORIV TRAKENRD
—BRETOHEFELTOVE, CHIZCOBREORIEIEBMEETH S LITHEL TV 3,

Fig. 2 i3RI 1=0.5,v=15 0 & ZHIHEDETE R £.5 A — & —iC LEBIK S, 2L VRLEE
TH3,R=0.9Tik S,=0.1 i THEBRATH LI S, OWMICH L THENHFHETHS R=0.5iclks3 &
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Fig. 1 Egquivalent stiffness distribution.
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Fig. 5 Performance index value.
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Fig. 2 Equivalent stiffness distribution.
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— R EEOETIRAS VM 3B TR S$;=0.5 L2 TRELRALDBHLOBENUBFTEHRITIE-TVD,

Figs. 1,2 hoAHL SN S BRI SN THIROETHASBEMNB3ECNETELON
EFOHFELTVT S, OH3HEETRASKEL AL ZU Lo TIIEEE S, @ #imicxL
TEHTHE. CRBABEENE 1 SHP OB 2HHALBTTEBEELONS, T, BHEOETR
AR 4, V) PAALV_N S, 0FBI0GE2E 1 HEAMEL R ORBLEREZYTRS,

Figs. 3,4, 5,6 i (3.22) ATE#H L ABRRE—-RLOEREZFTEEE R=0.5,0.9, 5,=0.1,
L0 OBAKDVTHELTHE. ChEADOED S KO HEY ERBLL BTTThs 1=0.5
v=150FTJ OBMEFEBCEHNE, X, 2505 T v AT B3 EBRIBH L LR EIEEL S,
X, 2<0.5 TREEN v ICH LT v>L0 OFEBTERTHL2LEEL S, CHLOB/NMEEZRS (4,v) I
DVTREASRIEEBREOHEA LU K ZHFMICH LA E—RICILZ 4 2=0.5 28h 3 L REOH
BALVBEDATYEBRENT EMBNE, THRBEDSHERBEB LT D & TRYHEEH, S IERHHE
BRIEBEBRCBRE CTIHER—RTHINEERTOFREEBENOBIT ORI LEE L VTR ONEDOTH
WHOSLEHERRLNEbDERBDLNGE ., —F, BERBHO &L EFEERBIKOVWTREBATY XETL
TV E EREBHRHERICBITT 2 LRUBOAST Y I NEDEEHAINTHLEVSIEEZRHL
TW3EBbhz, LOBRH»SHMER J 2B/MCT 3 (L) BFERBELEOBAIADOLIKELCLE
MH%EE,

[J([al, (€1, [£); 1S@) T min =4 »)]min=J(0.5, 1L.5) ooooiviiiiii, G.1)
BL, 6.1) ® 4v) IRFRODHMAEEL THEVERBBERKAZ ECD (4,v) LB LEEE B,
RERORIERE 1=0.5, v=1.5 HoHFFTHLEFERBEEAV TS ZR SRR L T—HTHi L
DRESNIHEILCKS, X, 4D0RE0VE2HE 1 HERMEL R BRALOESBAADLV L S BKRE
WHBBLAEED AT Y FBIEL R oTVB, CHRANOV ABAERZCEICE-TRENE
TAAF—RIEBEADKEL B TREMHMPRERIZFERLTVB EEL NG, FRBETRAD
DURARKEL BBEONTEMBEBRELBVEIANVAAKET B & LEOEETORESEH
TIHEBHHINTHEORELULUND, ISP BEZOANVANERBLS EREOBABRESN S
EIBAAVAADBEETEH, 3.2 TRINLEMERBLOFERL X - TH SN - LHEREECEHRE
OHEFWOMEICLD, CCTHR-TVIRELSVTRED L I RERNRTFINTF—FHRAHO L
BREL LB LIFEMHBRSEML THL . Figs. 7,8,9, 1013 LED 4 SO FTAGHK J IcH s 2 Bht

K]
;a:g%.(%ig 0¢=3) ££BICoVT R=0.5,0.9,5=0.11.0 DHALIVTRLTES. LHEHME

MR EERCRRON M BREBEELEELTVS, ChB04>ORIVBERELERAL LK1 BS
AEDOVTHERBRY, 2BRAKFEHEHEZVEIRBIZ 2 KoV THBEML TS, £LT, 1=05v=
15 oficl, 2, 3@BBXb B, R=0.9 L2\WTRBRALRBIEEEEEEDL DRV, R=0.5 o0
T A=0.5,v=L5 T DEERERKVEMERTRVBLOREHNZ L EMEEDAT Y FBKEL
Ko T3, (4, v)=(0.51.5) OHICHNT 2 EMEEKDOEE R=0.50.9, 5,=0.1,1.0 0L 2\ TH
BIB3LRDEICRS,

[J0.5, 1.5)] k0.9, s0=0.1=1.1452X107%, [J(0.5,1.5)1 0.9, s0=1.0=1.0889% 10~

[J(0.5,1.5)] zg.5, so=0.1=1.0659X 104, [J(0.5,1.5)1po0.5, so=1.0=3 5068% 10~

[J(0.5, 1. 5)] z=0.0, S0=0.1_1 0517 [J(0.5, 1.5)) p=o.5, So=0.1_

D05, L) nm00, soro 7 OB L) aces, somo o0 G:2)
[J(0.5, 1.5)] z=q., 50=0.1_1 0545 [J(0.5, 1.5)] g=g.o, S0=1.0_3 1051
[JO.5,1.5]1r=0.5, so=0.1 ’ [J(0.5,1.5)]rop.5, S0-1.0

CHREIDAIOVRN S BRELKBILEIRIEBX R BNEILBARRIBIEED AT Y FBNMINT &M
23, X, 6.2) 5 S OUvRABIOFERL Lt s JORVEE RB 0925 0.5 tixots &
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15

1or

———— 2nd story Sp=0.1
—tem.—  3rd  story

LI R

cme.— 3rd Story

A
01 02 03 Ok 05 06 01 02 03 04 05 06
Fig. 7 Standard deviation of non-dimensional Fig. 8 Standard deviation of non-dimensional
displacement of non-linear system. displacement of non-linear system.
1508} 15e I8

10f

0s5f L  1st story

R=05 05 1st story  R=0.5
——-——  2nd Story So=01 ———— 2nd story S0=10
—t—— 3rd story ——— 3rd story
0 l ‘ A Y L l A
01 02 03 04 05 06 0 02 03 04 05 06
Fig. 9 Standard deviation of non-dimensional Fig. 10 Standard deviation of non-dimensional
displacement of non-linear system. displacement of non-linear system.

OJORVENKERUMERIEND S, 5.2) KARTEAEBOBREREETIERDIITES,
{64} r=0.9.50-0.1=1. 853 {0.99, 1. 00, 1. 01}
I {6:%} reo.9,50-1.0=6- 550 {0.99, 0.99, 1. 01}
] (0%} R0.5,50=0.1=1. 161 {0.99, 099, 1. 01}
! {6 reg.s. s0o1.0=3. 581 {0.99, 1.00, 1. 01}
(5.3) HDoHB LI 6.2) TOBROERBALBEERZOAMITITIRDIIIL,

Fig. 11 RBHESBEMSEOEMFROTEETHS. CORSLEHIRBEE LHEEBLTHER R=
0.9 & R=0.5%R3 LB oHICHEBBERICAZBOREMHPDREMNTERTVE, X, RERTHERY
BEICANTS i (4L v) OV TZ2hBERLL BBEOHHICA- TS, —F, FBIIEK 1=0.5,
v=15 PSR TVE, X, TORIDv>L0 ERBZFTR v IKBALT I BRAE—ETHEEND
HRTHOB MRS AOTFEEMEEREREOBNAHOBEOTHEMIEE LESTLEVIFIL
35,

Fig. 12 B4&BOWEKAREE R=0.5,0.9 i£2\WT (4, v) KALTRLESDTH 2. FRBFRT
EO—REE 2 HHAMEREEA LT 50T, AR ERIBEERERICET 5 LMK Q) K20 TE
BIGEOREICEE., M#, R=050LxDHH R=0.9 0L xkbdFHENE., X, ABKELIK
BEBEBEMEEBIOVT—EELTVIOTHAMIC2E, 3BORERMEBETIZHZOH—
JBORE A SET LTHAWMAEEDOSMIESLN, FOBRERIGEDOEREICHEYERILTL,

Figs. 13, 14 [<—% » v v —iCHT 3 M HEHREAN {30} 27 A= —iC v R EDHBIC A
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Fig.11 Spatial average of standard deviation % .
of non-dimensional displacement of sk
non-linear system.
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Fig. 12 Non-dimensional shearing force.
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Fig. 13 Distribution of shearing force coefficient.
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Fig. 14 Distribution of shearing force coeflicient.
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15 g0t
\ [ N 50 i
A=01 ; i .
101 A=02 40 206
A=03 Aso1
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R=09  Sg=01 A= 04
5t 20t R=09 So=10 A=05
101
0 . + - 0 *
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Fig. 15 Spatial maximum non-dimensional Fig. 16 Spatial maximum non-dimensional
displacement of non-linear system. displacement of non-linear system.,
150 60 %
50
10k R=05 Sp=01 4OF R=05 So=1.0
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X=02 30 A0l
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5 I =04 20 A=03
A=05 ~ =04
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Fig. 17 Spatial maximum non-dimensional Fig. 18 Spatial maximum non-dimensional
displacement of non-linear system. displacement of non-linear system.

Figs. 15,16,17,18 |3 (3.54) Tmahors & v 2HBcE D 2 245 #—#—cL R=0.5,0.9,
S$=0.1,L0 04 >DHBRDVTERLAESDTH B, 75 i3 (3-53) RiTFsn - BEYREOHERT
BER—R v v — BRRETIEETHE, CREADORILR—RZ + v v— B 2B/MicT 5 HIHERK
2 2=0.5, v=1.5 THBT L N5, BE, BEEREORELAU S FRFEETHHEREEOEM;
MICHT 2 —BEOEAZTFTER J 2R/MNCT 3 &5 RBRENS<— X « ¥ v— B dB/McT2Hn
5%, COEHSEBMBMICHTZAEREEE2 BT LV IBEHERBEBEDORGICHT IR
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Fig. 19 Non-dimensional dissipated energy of
non-linear system.
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