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Study on Restoring Force Characteristics Model for Prestressed Concrete Frames
Part 2 Proporsal of Frames Model
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Abstract: This paper presented a restoring force characteristics model for prestressed concrete frames. The hysteretic loop of the

model was expressed as the sum of S-shape type with no energy dissipation and degrading stiffness type. Comparisons were made in

term of load-displacement relationship, hysteretic damping and residual displacement ratio between the model and analytical results.

The results obtained from the model were agree well with the analytical results.
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Fig. 2 Equivalent Viscous Damping Fig. 3 Residual Displacement
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