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The residual seismic capacity of the RC joint specimens was evaluated in Part 3. However, the skeleton curve representing the
restoring force characteristics was estimated by the FE analysis under monotonic loading. Thus, the effect of cyclic loading on the
Cyclic
behavior of the RC beam-column joint specimen was simulated by the fiber model, and the result was compared with the test result
inPart 4.

residual seismic capacity was not considered. The fiber model is capable of simulating cyclic responses of the joint.
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Uniaxial stress-strain relationships for concrete
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Figure 3. Components of the beam-column joint model
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Figure 4. Modeling of Fiber Model
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Figure 5. Story Shear Force— Story drift angle relationship
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