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Abstract: In this paper, the modal and transient analysis are carried out to study the effect of lateral loads
resisting systems on response of buildings subjected to dynamic loads. Three and five stories steel frame
buildings without and with three lateral loads resisting systems which are steel plate shear walls, steel bracings
and laminated composite plate shear walls subjected to dynamic loads are investigated with respect to natural
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Keywords: Composite plate, laminated, modal analysis, steel frame building, shear wall, steel plate, steel
bracing, transient analysis.

Date of Submission; 28-08-2017 Date of acceptance: 09-11-2017

I. INTRODUCTION

Structures can be subjected to dynamic loads that it are due to wind, waves, traffic, earthquake, and
blasts and dynamic analysis is used to find dynamic displacements, time history, natural frequencies and mode
shapes. Lateral forces on buildings such as wind, earthquake and blast forces can be produced critical stresses in
the buildings that it cause excessive lateral sway of the buildings and undesirable stresses and vibrations in the
buildings. Design and structural evaluation of the building systems subjected to lateral loads form the important
task of the present generation and the designers are faced with problems of providing adequate strength and
stability of buildings against lateral loads. Different lateral loads resisting systems are used in high-rise building
as the lateral loads due to earthquakes are a matter of concern. Steel plate shear walls system and steel bracings
system are used in steel structures buildings and their effect shows unequal variations and behavior against
seismic loads. Recently, laminated composite plate shear walls are used as a lateral loads resisting system where
the laminated composite plates are used as infill plate in shear walls. The laminated composite plates are created
by constructing plates of two or more thin bonded layers of materials and it can be either cross-ply laminates or
angle-ply laminates [1].

Unlike earthquake design, buildings due to different accidental can be subjected to other dynamic loads
such as impact and high impulsive loads. Impact and an explosion such as a bomb blast or gas cylinder
explosion within or near buildings are the most commonly severe impulsive loads which it cause series of
effects on the buildings. In the literature, extensive studies have been presented on investigation of effect of
lateral loads resisting systems on response of buildings subjected to seismic loads. However, studies on effect
of lateral loads resisting systems on response of buildings subjected to other dynamic loads such as high
impulsive loads are limited. J. Ji et al. [2] described finite element model for seismic analysis of high rise steel
structure with concrete columns. The response spectrum was analyzed to determine the dynamic response of
structures under seismic action. The maximum internal force of each component of structure and the dynamic
characteristics of the entire structure were determined with modal analysis. N. Nainan and T. V. Alice [3]
presented analytical study on the dynamic response of seismo-resistant building frames. The effect of height of
shear wall on the dynamic response of building frames was examined and the storey displacements at various
heights of shear wall in building frames were obtained. K. Kamath et al. [4] investigated the behavior of various
alternative 3D models of reinforced concrete structure with and without outrigger. The effect of the position of
outrigger ,variation of bending moments, shear force, lateral deflection and inter-storey drifts on static and
dynamic analysis of 3D models were examined. S. J. Sardar and U. N. Karadi [5] studied the effect of seismic
loading on placement of shear wall in residential medium rise building at different locations. The building was
analyzed for earthquake force by considering two types of structural systems which were frame system and dual
system. 3D building model for both linear static and linear dynamic analysis was created and influence of
concrete core wall that it was provided at the center of the building was investigated. K. R. Raju al. [6]
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described the limit state method for analysis and design of a reinforced concrete high rise building subjected to
wind and seismic loads. The sensitivity of base shear of building with respect to different wind zones was
investigated and the member forces were calculated with load combinations for limit state method. J.
Ramanujan et al. [7] examined the effect of shear wall location on various parameters of building subjected to
lateral loads. Linear and nonlinear analysis procedures were adopted and the effect of shear wall location on
storey drift, storey shear, deflection and reinforcement requirement in columns was investigated. A. Gottala et
al. [8] studied the effect of earthquake load on a multi-storied framed structure. Linear seismic analysis was
done for the building by static and dynamic methods and a comparison was carried out between the static and
dynamic analysis. The results that are bending moment, nodal displacements and mode shapes were observed,
compared and summarized for beams, columns and structure as a whole during both analysis. N. Dileep and R.
Renjith [9] investigated the effect of different positions of the internal tube in tube structure during the seismic
loading. Equivalent static, response spectrum and time history analysis were done with 3D models. The results
of models were evaluated and a comparative study of their seismic performance were carried out. V. Rekha et
al. [10] demonstrated the effect of outriggers, tube in tube and bundled systems on performance of reinforced
concrete moment resisting frame buildings subjected to seismic loads. The building models were analyzed using
nonlinear time history analysis and storey drifts, base shear and modal periods of buildings were evaluated. A.
P. Gadkari and N. G. Gore [11] studied the behavior of outrigger structural system on performance of high rise
buildings subjected to seismic and wind loads. Behavior of outrigger structural system on high rise reinforced
concrete buildings, high rise steel and composite buildings and vertically irregular structures were investigated.
A. Ahmed [12] performed a nonlinear time history analysis of storey RCC building frame using time history of
El Centro earthquake 1940. The main parameters of the seismic analysis of structures which are load carrying
capacity, ductility, stiffness, damping and mass were considered. The various response parameters which are
base shear, storey drift, storey displacements were calculated. Vikneshvaran et al. [13] conducted numerical
study on vibration of a three floor height building structure. The simulation was done to study the displacement,
acceleration and mode shape of the building subjected to random excitation and the effect of vibration on
building was studied through the numerical analysis.

Therefore, the aim of this paper is to investigate the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on response
of buildings subjected to dynamic loads. Three and five stories steel frame buildings without and with three
lateral loads resisting systems which are steel plate shear walls, steel bracings and laminated composite plate
shear walls subjected to dynamic loads are considered. The modal analysis and transient analysis due to
impulsive load are carried out for steel frame buildings without and with different lateral loads resisting systems
using the finite element system ANSYS16.

1. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE.

To investigate the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on response of buildings subjected to
dynamic loads, three and five stories steel frame buildings are considered with dimension as shown in Fig. (1).
The buildings consists of steel frames and concrete slabs and the high of story is 3.0 m. For steel frames, all
columns and beams are steel I-beam section with dimensions as shown in Fig. (2). Concrete slabs connect the
different cross sections with thickness 150.0 mm and the base of all columns is fixed supported. In this study,
modal and transient analysis of steel frame buildings with three lateral loads resisting systems which are steel
bracings system in two directions, steel plate shear walls system in two directions and laminated composite plate
shear walls system in two directions are considered to show the effect of lateral loads resisting system on
response of buildings subjected to dynamic loads as shown in Fig. (3). The steel bracings system consist of
equal steel angle with dimensions 100 x 100 x 10 mm and the thickness of steel and laminated composite plate
shear walls is 12.0 mm.

Laminates are composite plates consisting of four orthotropic plies of the same material and equal
thickness with the overall thickness kept constant and symmetric cross-ply laminates arrangements are
considered. A Epoxy/ Carbon composite material (UD 395 Gpa Prepreg) from ANSYS16 composite materials
library is used for infill laminated composite plate and the materials properties are given as E; = 209 GPa, E;, =
9.45 GPa, E; = 9.45 GPa, G, = 5.5 GPa, G13= 5.0 GPa, Gy = 3.9 GPa, v3,= 0.27, vi3= 0.27 , vp3= 0.4 and p =
1540 kg/m3 for Young’s modulus, shear modulus, Poisson’s ratio and density respectively. The materials
properties of steel frames, equal steel angle and infill steel plate are given as E = 200 GPa, v= 0.3 and p = 7850
kg/m® for Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratio and density respectively. The materials properties of concrete slabs
are given as E = 300 GPa, v= 0.18 and p = 2300 kg/m° for Young’s modulus, Poisson’s ratio and density
respectively.
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Fig. (1) Three and five stories steel frame buildings.
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Fig. ( 2) Steel I-beam section dimensions.
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Five stories building with SPSW system. Five stories building with LCPSW system.

SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.

Fig. (3) Three and five stories steel frame buildings with lateral loads resisting systems.
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The geometry of steel frame building is a combination of surface and line bodies. The modal and
transient analysis have been done by 8-node SHELL281 element for surface bodies and BEAM188 element for
line bodies in finite element system ANSYS16. The SHELL281 as shown in Fig. (4), is a eight-node element
with six degrees of freedom at each node that are translations in the x, y, and z axes, and rotations about the x, v,
and z-axes. The element is suitable for analyzing thin to moderately- thick shell structures and it is appropriate
for linear, large rotation and/ or large strain nonlinear applications. SHELL281 may be used for layered
applications for modeling laminated composite shells or sandwich construction and the accuracy in modeling
composite shells is governed by the first order shear deformation theory. The BEAM188 as shown in Fig. (4), is
a three-node element with six degrees of freedom at each node that are translations in the X, y, and z axes, and
rotations about the X, y, and z-axes. The element is suitable for analyzing linear, large rotation, and/or large
strain nonlinear applications.

SHELL 281 BEAM188
X, = Element x-axis if element orientation is not provided.
x = Element x-axis if element orientation is provided.

Fig. (4) 8-node SHELL281 and 3- node BEAM188 elements.

3-1 Modal analysis of buildings.

The modal analysis is used to determine the vibration characteristics of a structure which it are natural
frequencies and mode shapes while it is being designed. It also can be a starting point for another dynamic
analysis such as a transient dynamic analysis, a harmonic response analysis, or a spectrum analysis. In general,
the equation of motion for a linear dynamic system is [1]:

IM1{D} + [C1{D} + [K1(D} = {F(£)} €))

Where:

[M] = mass matrix, [C] = damping matrix, [K] = stiffness matrix, {F(t)} = time varying load vector,
{B} = nodal acceleration vector, {f} = nodal velocity vector and {D} = nodal displacement vector. For free

vibration the equation (1) becomes:
IM1{D} + [C1{D} + [K]{D} =0 )

For a problem of n degrees of freedom, it has at most n solutions that it are denoted by {D; }, and i =
1,2,...,n . These solutions are called mode shapes of the structure. Each mode shape {D; } can be excited by an
external excitation of frequency w; , that it is called the natural frequency of the mode. In a modal analysis,
since we are usually interested only in the natural frequencies and the shapes of the vibration modes, the
damping effect is usually neglected to simplify the calculation and the equation (2) reduces to:

M1{D} + [K]{D}= 0 ®3)

The modal analysis has been carried out and the five natural frequencies values and mode shapes for
buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems are obtained. To investigate the effect of lateral loads
resisting systems on free vibration response of buildings, the results obtained are analyzed. For simplicity, the
results are presented by charts as follows:

Fig. (5) presents the mode shape 1 for three stories buildings without and with lateral loads resisting
systems. Fig. ( 6) presents the mode shape 4 for five stories buildings without and with lateral loads resisting
systems. Fig. ( 7) presents the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on the performance of the frequency for
three stories buildings. Fig. ( 8) presents the comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the frequency for
three stories buildings. Fig. (9) presents the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on the performance of the
frequency for five stories buildings. Fig. (10) presents the comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the
frequency for five stories buildings.
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A: Modal

Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation
Frequency: L2357 Hz
Unit: mrm

A: Modal

Total Defarmation
Type: Total Deformation
Frequency: 2.7273 Hz

Unit: mm

0.11701 Max 01757 Max
0.10401 0.15618
0.091011 0.13665
0.073009 011713
0.065008 0.09761
0.052006 n.ovenes
0.039003 0058566
o2
0.013002 -
0 Min 0 Min
Building without lateral loads resisting system. Building with steel bracings system.

A: Modal

Tatal Defarmation A: Modal

Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation

Type: Total Deformation
Frequency: 2.7332 Hz

Unit: rmm Fre_quency: 32035 Hz

Unit: rarn
0.17475 Max
0.15533 0.2056 Max
0,13592 0.18275
0.1165 0.15991
0.097084 0.13706
0.077667 0.11422
0.05825 0.091376
0.038834 0.068532
0.019417 0.045688
0 Min 0022844

0 Min

Building with SPSW system. Building with LCPSW system.

SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.

Fig. (5) Mode shapes 1 for three stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral loads resisting

systems.

A: Modal A: Modal
Total Deformation 4 Total Deformation 4
Type: Total Deformation Type: Total Defarmation
Frequency: 2.299 Hz Frequency: 49768 Hz
Unit: rarn Unit: rarn

0.094348 Max 0.13357 Max

0.083865 011873

0073382 0,10389

0.062499 0.089046

0.052415 0.074205

0.041932 0.059364

0.031449 0.044523

0.020966 0.029682

0010483 0014841

0 Min 0 Min

Building without lateral loads resisting system. Building with steel bracings system.
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A: Modal

Tuotal Deformation 4
Type: Total Deforrmation
Frequency: 4.9845 Hz
Unit: mm

0.13463 Max
011967
010471
0.089754
0.074795
0.059436
0.044377
0.02991%
0.014959

0 Min

Building with SPSW system.
SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.

Fig. (6) Mode shapes 4 for five stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems.

A: Modal
Total Deformation 4
Type: Total Deformation
Frequency: 6.2371 Hz
Unit: rmemn

0.18266 Max
0.16237
0.14207
012177
0.10148
0081183
0060887
0.040591
0.0202946
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Building with LCPSW system.

14 Ste-el frame- hl]lllil_]:l-g. SPSYV = Steel plajte shear wall.
©—Building with bracing. LCPEW = Laminpated composite plate shgar wall.
—&—Building with SPSW.
12 —A—Building with LCPSW. //ﬁ
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Fig. (7) Effect of lateral loads resisting systems on the performance of the frequency of three stories buildings.
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|§PS“'= Stepel plate sheapr wall.

12

ILCPSW = Laminated cgmposite plage shear walfl.

0O Steel frame building.
OBuilding with bracing.
B Building with SPSW.

@ Building with LCPSW.

Frequency. HZ

1 2

3 4 5
Number of mode.

Fig. (8) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the frequency of three stories buildings.
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12

SPSW = Stegl plate sheap wall.
ILCPSW = Laminated cogmposite plage shear wall.
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0O Steel frame building.
OBuilding with bracing.
B Building with SPSW.
B Building with LCPSW.
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Fig. (9) Effect of lateral loads resisting systems on the performance of the frequency of five stories buildings.
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—&—Building with SPSW.
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Fig. (10) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the frequency of five stories buildings.
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Frequency. HZ

From the previous figures, it is noticed that:

In generally, for different number of stories, there is an increase in the natural frequency for buildings
with lateral loads resisting systems when it is compared with buildings without lateral loads resisting systems
with the increase of the number of modes. For lateral load resisting systems, the natural frequency of buildings
has the biggest values with laminated composite plate shear walls system and it has the lowest values with steel
bracings and steel plate shear walls systems for different number of stories with the increase of the number of
modes. For different number of stories, there is no much variation in the natural frequency of buildings for steel
bracings and steel plate shear walls system with the increase of the number of modes.

3-2 Transient analysis of buildings.

To study the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on dynamic response of buildings, the transient
dynamic analysis of buildings subjected to impulsive pressure loading is considered. The buildings are subjected
to triangular impulsive pressure loading with peak value = 0.1 MPa and load duration is 0.1 sec on the first
floor of three and five stories buildings as shown in Fig. (11). For transient dynamic analysis, The equation (1)
is solved by a transient dynamic analysis that it is:

M1{D} + [c1{D} + [K1{D} = (F(£)} @)
At any given time, t, these equations can be thought of as a set of static equilibrium equations that it
also take into account inertia forces [M1{B} and damping forces [€]{f}. The time increment between

successive time points is called the integration time step and the Newmark time integration method is used to
solve these equations at discrete time points. The transient dynamic analysis is done with time step integration
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At = 0.01 sec and end time step = 0.5 sec and The governing equations of forced vibration are solved using the
Newmark direct integration method.
Pressure load.(MPa)

0.1

Time {sﬂ:)
L

0 0.1
Fig. (11) Triangular impulsive pressure load.

The transient dynamic analysis has been carried out and to study the effect of lateral loads resisting
systems on the dynamic response of buildings subjected to impulsive load, the results obtained by the transient
dynamic analysis are analyzed. For simplicity, the results are presented by charts as follows:

Fig. (12) and Fig. (13) present the total displacement and the equivalent stress distributions respectively
of three stories buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems at time = 0.03 sec. Fig. (14) and Fig.
(15) present the total displacement and the equivalent stress distributions respectively of five stories buildings
without and with lateral loads resisting systems at time = 0.03 sec. Fig. (16) and Fig. (17) present time-
displacement response for total displacement and time-stress response for equivalent stress respectively of three
stories buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems. Fig. (18) and Fig. (19) present time-
displacement responses for total displacement and time-stress response for equivalent stress respectively of five
stories buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems. Fig. (20) to Fig. (23) present comparison of
lateral loads resisting systems on the total displacement and the equivalent stresses for three and five stories
buildings respectively at times 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03 sec.

A: Transient Structural
A: Transient Structural

Total Deformation
Tywpe: Total Deforrmation
Unit: rmm

Total Deformation
Type: Taotal Defarrmation
Unit: marn

Tirne: 3.e-002 Time: 3.e-002
20.215 Max 20.217 Max
17.969 Lr.a7
15.723 15.724
13.477 ﬁgi
11231 8‘9'851
8.9945 67388
6.7384 44926
4,4923 2,2463
2.2461 0 Min
0 Kin
Building without lateral loads resisting system. Building with steel bracings system.

A: Transient Structural
Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation
Unit:

A: Transient Structural
Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation

Tirme: 3.e-002 Unit: rrrm
Time; 3.e-002

20,247 Max
17,9497 20213 Max
15.748 18,022
13,498 15.769
11.24% 13516
8.9984 11264
6.749 9.011
4.4993 6,7582
2.2497 4.5055
0 Min 2.2527

0 Min

Building with SPSW system. Building with LCPSW system.

SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.
Fig. (12) Total displacement distribution of three stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral
loads resisting systems at time 0.03 sec.
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#: Transient Structural

Equivalent Stress

Type: Equivalent teon-Mises) Stress
Unit: MPa

Tirne: 3.e-002

43.111 Max
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28,772
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19.213

14,434

9.6546

48751
0.0956272 Min

Building without lateral loads resisting system.

A: Transient Structural

Equivalent Stress

Type: Equivalent (von-Mises) Stress
Unit: MPa
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50,425

52
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37.152
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22303

14,878

74541
0.029749 Min

Building with SPSW system.
SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.

A: Transient Structural

Equivalent Stress

Type: Equivalent fvon-Mises) Stress
Unit: MPa

Tirre: 3.e-002

43.155 Max
38.365

33.576
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23,997
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9.6282
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Building with steel bracings system.

A: Transient Structural

Equivalent Stress

Type: Equivalent (wvon-Mises) Stress
Unit: MPa

Tirne: 3.e-002

79.719 Max
70.862

62,008

53.144

44,292

35,436

26.579

11722

9.8659
0.0091384 Min

Building with LCPSW system.

Fig. (13) Equivalent stress distribution of three stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral loads
resisting systems at time 0.03 sec.

A: Transient Structural
Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation
Unit: mrn
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Building without lateral loads resisting system.

A: Transient Structural
Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation
Unit: mm
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20.009 Max
17.786
15.563
13.34
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4.8931
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4.4465
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Building with steel bracings system.
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A: Transient Structural A: Transient Structural

Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation

Total Deformation
Type: Total Deformation

Unit: mm U.nit: mrn

Tirme: Te-002 Tirne: 3.e-002
20.008 Max 20,00 Max
17.612 17,875
15,585 15.641
13.359 13.407
11132 1172
8.9054 8.9377
6.6794 6.7033
4,4529 4.4688
2.2263 22344
0 Min 0 Min

Building with SPSW system. Building with LCPSW system.

SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.
Fig. (14) Total displacement distribution of five stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral loads
resisting systems at time 0.03 sec.

A: Transient Structural
Equivalent Stress
Type: Equivalent fvon-Mises) Stress

A: Transient Structural
Equivalent Stress
Type: Equivalent teon-Mises) Stress

Unit: bPa Unit: MPa
Time: 3.e-002 Tirne: 3.e-002
42.837 Max
42.797 Max 38079
38,043 1319
33.288 28.56
28,534 238
23,78 19,041
19.026 14282
14271 0.5228
95172 47636
4,763 0.0044443 Min
0.0087394 Min
Building without lateral loads resisting system. Building with steel bracings system.

A: Transient Structural
Equivalent Stress
Type: Equivalent {von-Mises) Stress

A: Transient Structural
Equivalent Stress
Type: Equivalent fvon-Mises) Stress

Unit: MPa
Unit: MPa Tirre: 3.e-002
Tirme: 3.e-002
80.025 Max
90.184 Max 10133
TLITE §2.242
62,367 53,351
53.459 44,46
44,551 35.5649
35,643 26,678
26,734 17,787
17.436 4.8959
g.a178 0.0048414 Min
0.0095693 Min
Building with SPSW system. Building with LCPSW system.

SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
LCPSW = Laminated composite plate shear wall.
Fig. (15) Equivalent stress distribution of five stories steel frame buildings without and with lateral
loads resisting systems at time 0.03 sec.
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Fig. (16) Time-displacement response for total displacement of three stories buildings without and
with lateral loads resisting systems.
100 -8 Steel f ‘buildin
SPSW = Steel plate shea wah. L- el frame &
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Total displacement. (mm)

Time.(sec)

Fig. (17) Time-stress response for equivalent stress of three stories buildings without and with lateral loads
resisting systems.

25
—B— Steel frame building.
SPSW = $teel plate shear wall —©— Building with bracing.
20 ILCPSW = Laminafed composite plate shear wall &— Building with SPSW.
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0.00E+00 5.00E-02 1.00E-01 1.50E-01 2.00E-01 2.50E-01 3.00E-01 350E-01 4.00E-01 450E-01 5.00E-01

Time.(sec)
Fig. (18) Time-displacement response for total displacement of five stories buildings without and with
lateral loads resisting systems.

www.ijeijournal.com Page | 73



Effect of Lateral Loads Resisting Systems on Response of Buildings Subjected to Dynamic Loads

quivalent stress, (MPa)

E

Total displacement. {mm)

Fquivalent stresses. (MPa)

100

S0

60

40

20

o

PSW = Steel|plate she:

‘W = Laminated c

plate] shear “"J“.

—8— Steel frame building.
—— Building with bracing.
—6—Building with SPSW.

—&— Building with LCPSW.

V.
\A\

|5

»/\AY /

\[\\/ Vi A/\\/A

Pz

WA

K

v

CAl

0.0E+00 5.0E-02 1.0E-01

20

=
th

=
=

o0

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

1.5E-01 2.0E-01 2.5E-01 3.0E-01

3.5E-01

4.0E-01 4.5E-01 5.0E-01

Time.(sec)

Fig. (19) Time-stress response for equivalent stress of five stories buildings without and with lateral

loads resisting systems.

0O Steel frame building.
OBuilding with bracing.
B Builiding with SPSW.
B Building with LCPSW.

SPSW = Steel plate shear|wall.

LCP$W = Laminated compposite plate shear v
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Fig. (20) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the total displacement of three stories
buildings at times 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03 sec

0O Steel frame building.
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Fig. (21) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the equivalent stresses of three stories
buildings at times 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03 sec.

www.ijeijournal.com

Page | 74




Effect of Lateral Loads Resisting Systems on Response of Buildings Subjected to Dynamic Loads

OSteel frame building. SPSW — Steel plate shear|wall.
OBuilding with bracing. LCP$W = Laminated corpposite plate shear wall.
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Fig. (22) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the total displacement of five stories
buildings at times 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03 sec.
20 -
0O Steel frame building. SPSW = Steel plate shear wall.
OBuilding with bracing. LCPSW = Laminated comppsite plate shear wall.
80 1 @Builiding with SPSW. T T
B Building with LCPSW. R e
70 Hor
= 60 i
= 2
~ 50 e
Ee 3
E S
= 40 er
= i
ER = -
20 2 s
10 = L
0 s R

0.01 sec. 0.02 sec. 0. 03 sec.
Time (sec.).

Fig.(23) Comparison of lateral loads resisting systems on the equivalent stresses of five stories
buildings at times 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03 sec.

From the previous figures, it is noticed that:

For different number of building stories, there is no much variation in the total displacement for
buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems. The total displacement has the biggest values at time
= 0.03 sec for buildings without and with lateral loads resisting systems. For different number of building
stories, there is an increase in the equivalent stresses for buildings with lateral loads resisting systems when it
are compared with building without lateral loads resisting systems. For lateral load resisting systems, the
equivalent stresses have the highest values with laminated composite plate shear walls system and it have the
lowest values with steel bracings system for different number of building stories. The equivalent stresses have
the big value at time = 0.02 sec with laminated composite plate shear walls system for different number of
stories. There is no much variation in the equivalent stresses for buildings without lateral loads resisting systems
and buildings with steel bracings system with the increase of the number of building stories. For five stories
buildings, There is no much variation in the equivalent stresses for buildings with laminated composite and steel
plates shear walls systems until time is equal 0.05 sec. After time is equal 0.05 sec, the equivalent stresses with
laminated composite plate shear walls system are higher than that with steel plate shear walls system.
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I11. CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, the modal and transient analysis of steel frame buildings without and with lateral loads

resisting systems have been done to investigate the effect of lateral loads resisting systems on dynamic response
of buildings. From the results reported herein, the following conclusions are obtained:

1-

[1]
[2]

[3]
[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

Using lateral load resisting systems in buildings increases the stiffness of buildings and the buildings form
efficient under dynamic loads.

Lateral loads resisting systems have important effects on dynamic response of buildings that it should be
considered in design of buildings subjected to dynamic loads.

Lateral loads resisting systems improve the free vibration response of buildings for different number of
stories.

The natural frequency of buildings with laminated composite plate shear walls system is higher than that
with steel bracings and steel plate shear walls systems with the increase of the number of modes and
number of stories.

There is no much variation in the total displacement for buildings subjected to impulsive load without and
with lateral loads resisting systems with the increase of the number of stories.

The equivalent stresses for buildings with laminated composite plate shear walls system are higher than that
for buildings with steel bracings and steel plate shear walls systems with the increase of the number of
stories.
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