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Seismic Capacity of a Heinforced Concrete Frame Structure without Seismic
Detailing and Limited Ductlity Seismic Design in Moderate Seismicity
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& four-story reinforced concrete frame building meodel iz designed for the gravity loads
only, Static nonlinear pusheowver analwses are performed in two orthogonal horizental directions,
The owerall capacity curves are conwverted inte ADRS spectra and compared with dernand
spectra, &t sewveral points the deformed shape, moment and shear distribution are caleulated,
Baged on these results limited ductility seismic design concept iz proposed as an alternative
seismic design approach in moderate selsmicity resign
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Mode shape - longitudinal direction
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Mode shape - transverse direction
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