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Restoring Force Characteristics Model for Prestressed Concrete Frames
Part 2 Equations for Predicting Substitute Damping
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Abstract: Inelastic dynamic analysis using the restoring force characteristic model described in the part 1 were performed to obtain

substitute damping. On the basis of the analysis equations for predicting the substitute damping were presented. The substitute

damping obtained from model were agree well with that obtained analytically.
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Fig. 1 Effects of 5, and ¢, on k- i relationship
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Fig. 2 Results from Analysis and Eq. (2)
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