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Study on seismic responses of multi-story steel braced frame structure
The seismic response analysis of low story braced frames with fishborn-shaped frame model
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ABSTRUCT  Steel pure frames and steel braced frames differ in stress state on seismic responses. Therefore, appropriate evaluation
of steel braced frames is based on failure mechanism is necessary. In this paper, seismic responses of low story braced frames with

fishborn-shaped frame model is grasped in detail.
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Figure 2. Ductility factor of frame pp
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Figure 3. Cumulative plastic deformation factor of brace zn
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Figure 4. Damage concentraiton ratio .R
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