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NUMERICAL INVESTIGATION OF DYNAMIC RESPONSE CHARACTERISTIC OF
DAMPED BRACED TUBE SYSTEM WITH DIFFERENT DAMPED SLIT COMFIGURATION
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Yuki TERAZAWA, Yoji ISHIBASHI, Haruki TANAKA,
Ryo YOKOYAMA, Hiroki MIZUNO and Toru TAKEUCHI

This paper investigated the dynamic response characteristic with focus on damped slit configuration of damped braced tube systems with oil dampers.

According to the results, 1) damped braced tube system has over 10% 1st to 3rd damping ratio, 2) while the displacement and acceleration responses

are simultaneously reduced up to maximized 1st mode damping ratio, the acceleration reduction effect may be getting worse after the peak, 3) while

uniform damper distribution contributes to better damping performance, centralized damper distribution contributes to better period reduction.
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B NPO &g v« i E A i) (CTBUH)O#EF VIR &
D X HIT, 2000 FFARIZ 66 B, 2010 4FARIZ 470 HiDm S 250m %
Mz HMEEERENZELTL, TOMEITHEM LT b, Zhik
HERFEHE OFERIZT T <, TMD R FRHHR I (& 27 8—) 78 LIk
AR AT O BAFE AN HEZ, B« B M LA e A N ST AT RE LS
otz EbTWnWD I, ZOEREZT, ITFE, HEAHE
EHTHDHARICIBNTS 400m MR8 & fFREOMENmE Y, H
WZF DS ERI D 400m HhHE i g S FHE S LTV D D,
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bHMB, TAXT MM EL LB RRITISAS AT 5 400m
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TEMEE LW, WEANTIE, oy EAEREE F L S—= L AT T
ATHFET 24 23— (17 7 b U 7 — i (Damped outrigger) 73 1 &
LA BFEES LT D 91D LinL, a7 SNEEA S 12m 2
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CENHIEBREAEZ D LT LLARTROAR Y, HAD 400m
BB EEEICGEL TV D EIESVEEY, 2 LTRBHIXY
LV —2AF 2 — 7RSO ICE BB SN AT T L—AD— %
gonR—CEEWz, PRE LRSI T DHERA Y v b &
L CHIHT 2HHRA Y v M7 L — R F 2 — 7 K (Damped braced
tube)3, H A E B ISR T H oy AR A IR R RE &R AR
WRNRE BT HMRRICRDEEX, HHRRAY v MZAA VT
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M7 A e 2 A YL CE 7o, MR ARG & LTl
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2. HIRAY Y MITL—RFa—JHE L RERTHE
2.1 #HIRRY Y Mt T L—RF 21— T#E:E (Damped braced tube)
Fig.l IZHHEA Y v Mt 7 L — A F 2 — 7 %% (Damped braced
tube) DL & /9", Damped braced tube TlX, 7' L — AT = — T ik
(Braced tube) DAMM T = — T DI ARGy OFRPEA T 7 L — A0
e EJE 75 T Ao C—HEEY R, & o=@ s n b,
SMUITF = — T IR T T E T m o ) R & (BLF, AU > b &I
S)YOACERPESESIAR T T 52 LT, 2V v Mk F 2 —7H
DT Coupled shear wall'Y D472 g I F IS B SR E AN ZENEL, ED
PENEFEDS A L X — DA B & R IS B AR R R &%,
ARHITIE, FEWE~OMADRTE SN TWD A A L S —% %t
BT, ZORY v FONEERE, H LN LR R 03 AR
EOBGERHEC G2 5 BERET 5,
2.2 BENROBEERYM®

Fig 2 \ZARE R OME T 275 3, J0E B 13 HUTHRR C i A3 T
DEYIE D% 407 LT, Damped braced tube 4 1 OO it IZ VERK L
72 400m B FEEERFE TH Y, FEMRIT 97.2x97.2m OKRE)I Y IEF
JE, §fE% 396m & L, FEEARACEEHTS 27 LIC Damped braced
tube WEERNTA SN, FRaAaTPLAMUF 2 —T ETDO R
1% 21.6m, SMUT = — 7 DREA AT AE AR T 10.8m, SMIUT =
—7HICIE 3 B4 BB STEA T T L — A RNEICHB SN D, B
WEE AT 1.66GN, FEERIEL 3.78GN, AhEEE 1L 0.55GN(AMEE
T 97.2mx396mx4 [ TR & 3.58kN/m?) TH v, EH 2 KEE
1% 5.99GN(97.2mx97.2mx71 J&§ THRI~ & 8.93kN/m?)Th 5, 72d, Bl
WROFEDIE DTIE, Ala TIZHEHEOK LRI R E HHET D
ﬁyv%A%ﬁﬁ§¢7"&b#%%*%V<w7 , AW TRl
~7= B IIZI > C Damped braced tube @l}é’%TWﬂﬁ L Catd %,
1%&1;%H%n%m? BT TRE»S EEicmoo
T1mwmmmWW%mn@F&MﬂmWCH‘wmﬁiwﬁ
H-1000%400%16x28~H-1000x250x16x22 ¢ & /L K H 8, #iPE~7 L—
AR 65~36mm D 7 T VP ITIRIE 1omm D U = 7 & BV REEHE
U728\ 400mm, 15 1500~900mm @ KW k4 (Fig.2(d)) % £ 3~
Lo INHOEMETILEEMEE L-L 1 Y OHEMEICK L
THRISERGE S, RSO 2 77 L— 21 3% k32 Fig.s (2
TR HIEE I ORE I A2 ML 1.5 (5 OMBERTEIZ 5 LT
PEAEMEFFCE 2 KO ICRREFF SN TV D, eds, AT, 23 8T
WD 3FHDOAY v MEEZ BT D720, SMITF =2 —THD 7
L — ARLE L Corner A U w h HIBL{#E (Fig.2(cl)) &, Center F 721X
Center&Corner A U v  FIBLE (Fig.2(c2))D 2 fEZ2 & 5, miHE
37 L= AR E R E L, 380 Table3 1R & 912, EAEY
RMBIEENFAETHDHZ EEHERLTND
2.3 BIEMHTETILERHA/NSA—ZDHTE

ARRETCIX, Fig 2 lORTHEEY O G.LLL O R % LR
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Behavior like coupled shear wall
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of damped braced tube
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: Damper distribution
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(cl) Elevation (c2) Elevation
(Corner model)(Center model)

Fig. 2 Numerical models and model parameters
Table 1 Member specifications

(b) Isometric

(f1) Uniform (f2) Centralized

Floor |Column (CFT)|Girder (Wide flange)| Floor |Elastic mega brace (H xB Xt 1xt2)
61~71 900x25 1000x250x16x22 | 61~71 400x900x16x36
51~60 1000x28 1000%300%16x22 | 47~60 400x1000%16x50
41~50 1100%36 1000%300%16%25 | 34~47 400x1200%16%60
31~40 1200%36 1000x400x16x25 |26~36 400x1300x16%65
21~30 1200x45 7~26 400x1400%16x65
11~20 1300x45 1000%400%16x28 | 1~7 400x1500% 16x65
1~10 | 1400%50 '

Force Equivalent linear oil

TR B -
Linear oil C |
deq |
I
Fomac | - __[_ piCa - -/~ *:::::*‘\‘
Foo |---Af--"7 7
Bilinear oil

'Vel. yﬂ: {(9 +0.)+HO, 2+922)}/2

v, Vinax (= HaVr) ;
Fig. 3 Force-velocity relationships Fig. 4 Shear angle of panel zone

WCET LT D, CFTHEE KIPIFRER, AHT L —AF T AE
RTETMET D, FRIC CFT I L e a7 U — &5 EL

TS 72 W A & Wi KRB — A v N ERET D, AA N L 3—
I% Fig3 ORI ERERMKRER T D2HMY v 2Ry MTET IV
b3 2. FJEITmENEREZRET 2. ik 2.1 SIcE a2 R~
JRBEAHRE LB RERTT 5 MIPEER T2 THMEZRET 5,



Fig.2(e) & Fig2(ODITHFI T A — & O E 2R3, AU v MEdE Y
1%, SCHE O EB(Corner, Fig2(el)), R (Center, Fig.2(e2)), HHk
Hi+f 0 (Center&Corner, Fig.2(e3))? 3 fifH A Mt L, ZILZiirE
T DAY v MNEB S o CEARY U S—KE IF OB
PFET D, 72720, EWHOBE DTHE, MEA Y v FREVEEC
EFEIEREN B £ D — T, ML OINE Y OWE L ETHERY v
b2 GLETNFHZENERELEHELVEGHPILTHY, K%
B[R L & B L CSCHk 13) & AR D 0=0.22 % B RIS T T 5,

AV hNOF =R B, R HERE(Y U — 7 HE F)O
AV S — G — R 3 S A (Uniform, Fig.2(f1)) &, 5%
7 SRR MR E SV D 7 v TICENELE 3 5 55 (Centralized,
Fig.2(2))D 2 FM A et L, MR IF OB LA T 5, Table 2
12 0=0.22 DT L—A 1 RENIFERRE 1 Kb 72 0 IZH AT 2
F AN R EERT, R TIE, RO T A T T
IS & AR IF IXEBLATHE72 1200MN £ T2 BatfiH & 45,
2.4 BUEMRHTFE

AT TR RAVIGE A7 B VIRHTIE(GRSA'Y) & R4
S AT(NLRHA) &2 FIV 5o BRI T4 3R I T4 & B 8T
BN IS Rayleigh L E L, 1~2 RDE— FiELIZ 2% E T 5,

GRSA [ EATIERRT & JE AR R EOIEGHE % ik &
L 7e—HOBAEMFHTHE CTdo Do AWFIEIT GRSA 2 Bl TR & fi K
EISNE WK 9% Damped braced tube O B i & PR (FE LE 1R
FOEA AW, B, e KHUEIGE) ORI VW 5, GRSA T,
H =k DIERICE T F AR D UBGH TS & o ThdE S,
MRS A R S ML SN2 TR 2 B IRE R OB R E A M L ETE
CQC & M Lo CiHMii S D, HERBEEL & DIREAT v
B (& =1%, 2%, 3%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 30%)X5+5 7 7 A /L7125 0.01
WA HOERET — % & LTHZ, B & DISE AT FVE,
P DI EFEE OB AR I D2V A R U CHE L, A
FMDIEE AT IABITHRIEMII T 5. A A L2 R —
(Fig. 3, e R EERF ORI = R L — B O FAMPEI E-S < () &
T CTEMBRIE RV Cu " % FFAT LA R 8 A AT I S 2,

Caeg = [{(papta - prt1)* + pa-1}/(papta)*1Ca (1
22N CEIHR AR S, a1 Z D U — 7 3, pl3 2 YR MEEL(1.2%)
Thd, ARFTIEY U — 7 #E X7 30mm/s &35,

Fig2 \ORTYRET VT 1.5 TAMHEZHL, CPUD 1 27 T
FAT & D GRSA OFFEMEMIL 2 /3(F v /S — IR £ 721 10 47
(X v R—IERIEIEE)TH D, GRSA IX, 72 CPU AR T, K
K E R E 24T 5 SR T L O M FRIRES & AT IR E R 2 v 3T AT
TE D720, ZEIFIFET2BUE LR i7e 3T X — X i 91019
i LT 5, SEMARALMRIT 151X GRSA LISMC B FET 5 H D
O, ARFITHE, EH D OBEEMTE YOMk & U CHEHE A B
LT 5 BAGRMED &, BEFEAFSE & [H] U F1E(GRSA) & U TS A R Al
T %, ZAUTK LT NLRHA |3 GRSA OFEERFEIC Y, B2 0r
D5 IE Newmark B 15 (8=1/4)% A5, NLRHA TIEEEBEIC X
D KZEFG LAS I 12 K 2 56 O BT EZ T 5,

2.5 AAMEBE GRSA DHEE

Fig.5 I ATTHIEE B OISE AT bV &R, AR T, faRAE
IR 1457 %5 20 Level 2 Wi = O EHH A7 bVIZHEA LT
HEHET) 3 J(ERE) &, REMMMEEOM S LCHElErT7 70

Table 2 Total and unit damper force relationships (a=0.22)

XF Uniform Centralized
(MN) | Center&Corner (kN) | Center (kN)lCorner (kN) Center&Corner (kN)
300 1103 2206 6250 (*=3000%2)
600 2206 4412 12500 (= 3000x4)
900 3309 6618 18750 (=4500%4)
1200 4412 8824 25000 (= 6000x4)
10 1.5
o £ =005 5 £2005 dien
E = El Centro  SPectrum~ -
= £ I JMA-Kobe S
S5 |18 Hachinohe
= Design El Centro 2 Taft
E.) Spectrum  JMA-Kobe |.S (.5
8 Hachinohe | & e
9 < Taft A e
< 0 T T — TNkl
0 10 10

3 e %
Natural periods (s) Natural periods (s)
(a) Acceleration (b) Displacement
Fig. 5 Response spectra of input ground motions
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(S

T
e Linear | e Linear -15% e Linear | 59, /@
xBilinear| |-1 0"// = |xBilinear| y _||x Bilinear 5%

=1 0.7 o B2

£ 0% (3 % E fe

=

< o g % +30%| 735%

T 1 o < 0.5 =

4

s = : X

Zq. 2 Z1

4
0 ‘Roof displacemem‘ ‘Peak story drift ‘Roofacceleration‘

0.5 1 1.5 025 0.5 075 1 2 3
GRSA (m) GRSA (rad. %) GRSA (m/s?)
(a) Roof displacement (b) Peak story drift (c) Roof acceleration
Fig. 6 Comparison of GRSAs and NLRHAs

WEET B K HE 2 1808 35 N THUER DCEEWEO @3 BHE S
% B KAL) & 45, Fig.6 {2 GRSA & NLRHA O KIGZEME D
bl A o9, [AIEIZ 9™ K 5 12, GRSA 1% NLRHA % 8£42-25%~+35%
OHPHDOFRETH X 5, BEH VTl NLRHA OFRFEA # LT GRSA
Z TG FREE OB RS EEE OB X DD 2 L AVHIB L
THY, LIFEIT GRSA (T & 2 B IG 2 R o ST (R 1 3 i
DY — 7 MIBIRE) & 3T 5,

3 HAUNR—DEVWRY Y MMITL—RF2—TOEBRIEEEHE

Damped braced tube DBAYISEFFED S3HTIZHENL D, £ 7 Damped
braced tube O I FENERE & HIFRISEARBEN RO IEHE L 70 D 470 X
—DIENRY » M T L —=AF 2 —T (AU v h DO No slit £7=
1T A Y v R ETER T 72 Bare slit) O BN E FEE A2 BT 5,

Fig. 7()~()IZ RS T — FOE— IR, BEAEN & AEE
Hxmd, SCEEAET VO PEDN &K 2 J7 A TH UE— N
KRB D7D, FMOE— FRIRITLE CHim L TRy, EzEt—
RRE I 2R/ 5 2 % i 2 T b, Fig. 7(a) & (b)~(d)D HhfiZ 7§~ &
212, AU MM Braced tube TiX, A YU » KEIZ Coupled shear wall
D F O el FIREENZENEL D, F£T2, Fig. 70)~(d)D 1 KE— K
DN RS LIS, AU v MERIT DALEIC K > Tl IS A #hE
IENLFED B E G DR 72 U ST O A D Z-(Corner) F 72 13 A4
5+ JL S (Center&Corner) X W, I RES D Zx(Center)IZ A U > b & 5%
FIBaOHMR, AV v MEIZ LY KE il A S 27BN L
CHZEBnNd, ZHUTAY v bERATT 2 —7HNERZT D
SETH A (Corner) KV, AT S 5 N H U (Center) D 503, AV v
FEBIZ R D RERTF 2 —THOAFRPEENELC LT LEZ2 bR
%, [FEROBLATF 21X, Corner & Center D FIZA Y » N &% T
% Center&Corner |%, Center D7 X 0 F = — 71 O /K FERIPEDME T
T 572, MITTRE R E AN ZZO FBEE AV Center KV ARIEIC 72
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stmode 2nd mode 3rd mode stmode 2nd mode 3rd mode st mode

220s . 7.86'8 2.52s 1.41s 8.14s 2.64s 1.49 s 9.73s 3.03s 1.71s
16.2 % . 54.5% 18.1 % 6.42 % 532 % 18.7 % 6.98 % 50.9 % 16.8 % 9.22%
(a) No slit (b) Bare slit, Corner (¢=0.22) (c) Bare slit, Center (¢=0.22) (d) Bare slit, Center&Corner (¢=0.22)
\
E 5 2 2 2
E © 3 g ¢
g cQc 2
= cQC
2nd Y Y
Y030 152025 % 04 08 0408 04 0% (ERR R 3 50 T+ 3
(el) No slit (f1) No sllt (f2) Corner (3) Center  (f4) Center&Corner (g1) No slit (g2) Corner (g3) Center (g4) Center&Corner
(e) Lateral displacement (m) (f) Story drift ratio (rad. %) (g) Roof acceleration (m/s2)
Fig. 7 Dynamic response characteristics of no damper models subjected to Japanese Level 2 earthquake
Table 3 Summary of dynamic response characteristics of no damper models
Name No slit (¢=1.0) Bare slit (¢=0.22 Bare slit (¢=0.0)
Slit configuration Corner Center |Center&Corner Corner Center Center&Corner Corner Center Center&Corner
T1(s) 6.43 6.51 7.86 8.14 9.73 8.37 9.02 11.08
T (s) 2.20 2.24 2.52 2.64 3.03 2.64 2.86 3.49
T3(s) 1.25 1.26 1.41 1.49 1.71 1.44 1.54 1.85
. Peak SDR (rad.%) 0.67 0.65 0.84 0.90 1.07 0.80 0.85 0.99
§ Peak panel y ., (rad.%) 0.91 1.01 1.54 1.58 1.47 1.46 1.60 1.35
3 Roof acceleration (m/sz) 3.54 3.31 3.32 3.24 3.05 3.12 2.94 2.44
Roof displacement (m) 1.65 1.64 1.88 1.88 1.71 1.88 1.97 2.34
Peak SDR (rad.%) 0.61 0.60 0.91 0.95 0.93 0.93 0.75 0.45
5 Peak panel y,, (rad.%) 0.87 0.96 1.76 1.76 1.35 1.83 1.55 0.62
Roof acceleration (m/s>) 2.35 2.19 2.08 1.88 2.17 1.90 1.59 1.15
Roof displacement (m) 1.77 171 2.48 247 3.06 2.67 2.11 0.88
Sl LHWITE B, LBETIEL, T4 572 Damped braced tube O AN — AHEOEM R NER R B HB LD, ZCdLTRAY v
WoEMERRIC G 2 2 BB L EiR T h4F Braced tube (Bare slit €7 /WO EA AL, AV v FMEWIE
Fig. 7(e)~(g)iZ GRSA (Z ;éirﬁawdnmﬂ BIGEOE S F El@>/NEZIFAY v MBS ZWIZERERL L, FHCERIEICE
DA AT, FRIEEE— ROFEEQ)) b ERTRT, W CTEFR A 2L (Roof displacement), & 128 1 £ (Peak SDR),
{(i-th-Modal-Response)/(CQC-Response)}*x COC-Response ~ (2) W= D — 7 KT TE A (Peak panel y ) AR T 5, 2D XD
Fig. 7(e)DIZRT X 912, AKPEMIE 1 kE— RBRXEMTH D AUy hEBRITDZ LR, Ho THESEOHK LI D

DIZK L, BERAERMAIZ1IKRE—RBEROTHLI OO, B—7 Damped braced tube Giﬁb‘fli{ﬁbﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%&ﬂﬁ%ﬁ;%ﬁﬂﬁi@%@
B EEL D B T2~3 0T — RA3%|~4%E % 56 5, Fig. 7(f1)~(f4) W ZEZBELTAY y hOMEEES, BARY VR —FEEZIRE
DI RT LI, AU > bOERL T ERBRATEAISE TR TLOMEND D, 728, FigsOITRT L2102, BEABSIZH®E LT

ELBRDLINEKE— FOXEIERTHEV EDORV, —FT, BRI E AT FVRBIEH R L7220 KAL Yﬁ@i O Ip R JEHIHIER
Fig. /(@2 X 18, IEETEEIEA D » bOMEICED 53 2 & B ClE, b EAWLT % Center & Corner &7 /LD J5 I3 Ell > THNL
M LoEmkE— RAXEM L 20, @YHEHTE—2 LD, JSEPNS K RDGE VRSN D,

Table 3 IZEAEM & ©— 7 MBIGE DO E L ERT, 728, AV
> M Braced tube TlX, AU » MERORIFRLA —T 2 7 — VI 4. )y FMIEUN—%E8G—HRET 558 DEMICEFE

FRXFBIC R & 22801 - AKEETBEZ T D, £ 2 TAIETIE, AV WIZA Y v MMCR—VERED & o/ 8— % i —BRBLE (Fig. 2(f1) 7
v NEBDREIE A T T L — A B TR R Ny — o L R T, LHEITONT, AU v FOREEES, BARY V=K IF N
Fig4 \Z”" T & 9 e & — 7 & AW I £ (Peak panel y.) bifim 7 5. Damped braced tube DENIISERNEIC G 2 2 B Z2 0+ 5,
FIFRIRT L2, BABIX, AU > k23O EK D Braced tube 41 Ry FOEBRBEELFES, BEARTUNN—RE LEBEIREEH
(No slit E7 /W) e b <, JEFZER A I3 E 2 S R 5 WO Fig.8 & Fig9 2 AV »v MEF S o L EARE X —% &

BT & B 1/150rad Al E D, Lo L, Braced tube O ClE/a IF AN & o7z 1 RIEAA S OEERK %, Fig.10 & Fig.11 (2[4
I A B D T AT IR 2 AR T & e, BEAEREE DT, T 72 1~3 WE— RBRILOEMEHRE E 2 Y » MIE CHEE L TRT,

4/10
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Z 2 CRIEAMFIgS & Figl0)BN X > —#IgRE, AMRI(Fig9 & b+ 5—7, Zro—REE SF 6 LTI AR L, Ml

Fig.11)7% Level 2 Hi FE fif 2 18§ oD [ 47 HREY R34 737, £ 72, Fig. 8(b), EHER, o, AL a & SF CHET D &, Level 2 HiETf H
Fig. 9(b), Fig.10(d), Fig. 11(d)ICiE, o=0.22VDfER AL, €— O DIREA JEIE, BN L 0 R LR RE ST 2 Emicd v,

RIREAFIZHEBL L CoR T, S BT Level2 HIEM EFRFD Fig.9(b) & Damped braced tube D[EATEMA, HIEME L ~LIZS U CIRIFEE
Fig. [1(d)I21%, &2 _"—#JERORRE S Ak & ~— 7 —CH¥HICE BT 22 2BE L CRtT20ERH D,

RTRT, 728, %dhoi@Ey, KAL LY Level 2 H/RIEDOHF N F Fig. 10 & Fig. 11 1277 K91, AU v FB3EL, BEEBENRZ N
WE—RLEDTUSENKEL R DBMN S 570, BEARBFE B, TF OHKRITH L THE— FOBHERELITIS L, 20—
1% Level 2 HoRilE TR L, HICHIEMERFE L TR, HLEWm< s, BT TRET TR 23 KD 10%LL Lo @iiE

3 EX° Fig8 & Figd [T X912, AV v BB (@), AV WA ERT 52 LN TE, MEWEMNICBWTHRIBEORREZ
v M A2\ (Center— Corner— Center&Corner) £, [ A & H 13 & & # BT D202, AUy MESIE a<k) 0.4(Corner, Center) % 72 1%

1o Corner| Center| | 10 Corner| Center| - Cepteg&Comed :

0.8 0.8 = - g

0.6 0.6
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