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Cyclic Pushover Analysis (LAB-Type)
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PROPS

1 FRAME Lower Column C1

200471

2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.15 0.136 3.125E-03 360.00 0.45 0.45
0.03 0.03 0.365 0.365

-5.91E+05 -1.90E+05 6.53E+04 6.07E+04 5.60E+04 5.14E+04 2.36E+05 0

1.0 120 0.1 150 8.0
04 01 1 2
2 2 88 88 88 88 0.15 0.15

2 FRAME Intermeddiate Column C2

200471

2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.12 0.11 1.60E-03 288.00 0.35 0.35
0.03 0.03 0.365 0.365

-5.08E+05 -1.91E+05 4.76E+04 4.75E+04 4.74E+04 4.73E+04 2.06E+05 0O

1.0 120 0.1 15.0 8.0
04 01 1 2
2 2 10 10 10 10 0.15 0.15

3 FRAME Upper Column C3

200471

2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.10 0.089 1.33E-03 240.00 0.35 0.35
0.03 0.03 0.332 0.332

-4.83E+05 -1.92E+05 4.21E+04 4.29E+04 4.38E+04 4.46E+04 1.32E+05 O

1.0 120 0.1 15.0 8.0
04 01 1 2
227878 78 78 0.15 0.15

4 FRAME Beam B3

100471

2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.1125 0.095 1.90E-03 270.00 0.38 0.38
0.03 0.03 0.645 0.645

1.47E+05 -8.92E+04 5.06E+04 -4.52E+04 5.06E+04 -4.52E+04
10 120 0.1 150 80

04 01 12

22999 9 015 015

5 FRAME Beam B4

100471

2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.1 0.084 1.33E-03 240.00 0.33 0.33
0.03 0.03 0.27 0.27

1.70E+04 -2.39E+04 5.11E+03 -4.58E+03 5.11E+03 -4.58E+03
10 120 0.1 150 8.0

04 01 12

22 113 113 1.13 113 0.15 0.15

6 FRAME Beam B8
100471
2.34E+09 9.75E+08 0.1125 0.095 1.90E-03 270.00 0.38 0.38
0.03 0.03 0.645 0.645
1.18E+05 -7.74E+04 4.05E+04 -3.62E+04 4.05E+04 -3.62E+04
1.0 120 0.1 15.0 8.0
04 0.1 12
2 2 587 587 5.87 5.87 0.15

109



WEIGHTS ! Weights not included in member self-weight, i.e., slab LOADS ! Loads not in member initial conditions

1 00 0.0 0.0 !i.e. transverse walls
2 00 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 0.0
3 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 00 00 00
4 00 0.0 0.0 3 0.0 0.0 0.0
5 2808 0.0 0.0 4 0.0 0.0 0.0
6 3931 0.0 0.0 5 0.0 -3105 0.0
7 3931 0.0 0.0 6 0.0 -3645 0.0
8 2808 0.0 0.0 7 0.0 -3645 0.0
9 2808 0.0 0.0 8 0.0 -3105 0.0
10 3931 0.0 0.0 9 0.0 -3105 0.0
11 3931 0.0 0.0 10 0.0 -3645 0.0
12 2808 0.0 0.0 11 0.0 -3645 0.0
13 2808 0.0 0.0 12 0.0 -3105 0.0
14 3931 0.0 0.0 13 0.0 -3105 0.0
15 3931 0.0 0.0 14 0.0 -3645 0.0
16 2808 0.0 0.0 15 0.0 -3645 0.0
17 2808 0.0 0.0 16 0.0 -3105 0.0
18 3931 0.0 0.0 17 0.0 -3105 0.0
19 3931 0.0 0.0 18 0.0 -3645 0.0
20 2808 0.0 0.0 19 0.0 -3645 0.0
21 2808 0.0 0.0 20 0.0 -3105 0.0
22 3931 0.0 0.0 21 0.0 -3105 0.0
23 3931 0.0 0.0 22 0.0 -3645 0.0
24 2808 0.0 0.0 23 0.0 -3645 0.0
25 2808 0.0 0.0 24 0.0 -3105 0.0
26 3931 0.0 0.0 25 0.0 -3105 0.0
27 3931 0.0 0.0 26 0.0 -3645 0.0
28 2808 0.0 0.0 27 0.0 -3645 0.0
29 2808 0.0 0.0 28 0.0 -3105 0.0
30 3931 0.0 0.0 29 0.0 -3105 0.0
31 3931 0.0 0.0 30 0.0 -3645 0.0
32 2808 0.0 0.0 31 0.0 -3645 0.0
33 2808 0.0 0.0 32 0.0 -3105 0.0
34 3931 0.0 0.0 33 0.0 -3105 0.0
35 3931 0.0 0.0 34 0.0 -3645 0.0
36 2808 0.0 0.0 35 0.0 -3645 0.0
37 2808 0.0 0.0 36 0.0 -3105 0.0
38 3931 0.0 0.0 37 0.0 0.0 0.0
39 3931 0.0 0.0 38 0.0 0.0 0.0
40 2808 0.0 0.0 39 0.0 0.0 0.0
40 0.0 0.0 0.0



SHAPE

0 0.0 00

0 0.0 00

0 0.0 0.0

0 00 00
201 0.0 0.0
0 0.0 00

0 0.0 00

0 0.0 0.0
593 0.0 0.0
10 0 0.0 0.0
11 0 0.0 0.0
12 0 00 00
13 1068 0.0 0.0
14 0 00 0.0
15 0 0.0 0.0
16 0 0.0 0.0
17 15853 0.0 0.0
18 0 0.0 0.0
19 0 0.0 0.0
20 0 0.0 0.0
21 2014 0.0 0.0
22 0 0.0 00
23 0 0.0 0.0
24 0 0.0 0.0
25 2400 0.0 0.0
26 0 0.0 0.0
27 0 0.0 00
28 0 0.0 0.0
29 2748 0.0 0.0
30 0 0.0 0.0
31 0 00 00
32 0 00 00
33 3000 0.0 0.0
34 0 0.0 00
35 0 00 0.0
36 0 0.0 0.0
37 2966 0.0 0.0
38 0 0.0 0.0
39 0 00 0.0
40 0 0.0 0.0

OCONOODWN =

EQUAKE ! cyclic adaptive pushover at page 83 in manual
3240111
START

0.1125 -0.1125
0.15 -0.156
0.15 -0.15
0.15 -0.15
0.225 -0.225
0.225 -0.225
03 -03

03 -03
0.45 -0.45
0.45 -0.45
06 -0.6

06 -0.6
0.75 -0.75
0.76 -0.75
09 -09

09 -0.9
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