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Effects of Nonlinear Soil Characteristics
on the Dynamic Stiffnesses of a Foundation-Soil System
Excited with the Horizontal Motion
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ABSTRACT

Stucture-sall Inferacfion analysis for the sslsmic oralysis of structures requires a noniinecr analysis of o foundafion-soil
systern corsidering the Inelostic characteristics of soll lavars, Nonlinecr anclyses of o foundahon-sall system with the
harizontal excitation wers perfomed foking into accaunt nonlinear soil conditions. Stiff and soft soil profies of 5o and &
specified in UBC were conddered for the soil layers, and Romberg-Osgosd madsl wos Utilizes for the monfinear
chaoracteristics of soll loyers. Changes of dynamic stiffiesses and domping ratlos of surfoce ond ervbedded foundations
depending on foundation size, soll layer thickness and plle group were studied to investigate the effects of a nenlinear scil
loyer an honzontal and rotational dynarmic stiffnesses and darmping ratics of o foundotion system. Study result showed that
nonlinear shear modulus and domping ratio of o soll layer decrecsed linear horizertal and rafationd shffnesses, and
increcsed darmping ratics much, Effects of founddation size, soll layer thickness ond plle group were also significant on the
nenfinear dynarmic stifinesses of a foundation sysfem, suggesting the necessity of nanlinecr ssismic analysis of structures,

Key words : struciure-soll inferaction, nonfinecr anclysls, embeddad foundations, oifes

LM Z AT MAY e ek Bade] eTHm
i, AT Y aHer AP Auk

o FEEANN FEFE A4 ol TEEZA g HAE o] £ Zold
g9l g AQAAE Bt geHe R of

‘459 SENYR AFFYS Fmr ol 2 ¢ A ARtk 58 A o vl
S Avemean TR gy e nasn no A S

Br=AlAESE =28, M4A M3s (SA H155), 20004 924, PP 55-65. 55



o
o

)

> 7} 72+-& Ramber

| 775

v

L

o
o

O

=

=1

e BRI DlAE A
T,

E:

K|k
7

X

Osgood =®l

7|

gort gho SEFolel & WAl

=, 2000 9

=

- o-07 1 E-12

1 F-04

Hidd H3s (B M5

- L-05

1 B-04

1 Erdl

Fig 1 Ramberg-Csgood =2

1 E-C1

1 ro-02

1 B-04

1 E-0id

ote) =EE

1=
jorm §
a

W ar @
m.mu o
T f
= 5 :
ﬁeﬁu m_
TR g
= 3 0
ﬂaw_ﬂo — — 3
%o e
E._ﬂ/l | + o
® LR R 4+ 8
oF od = 513 rﬂ o
of = s | = T 3
aly I -
Y DR g s . T :
oy o il oo g
%.ﬂlﬂ e T T m Rl de W T W R & 2
+ 27 N R BN g
7 - S TR TP < WM
~ 5 N . o
T ! ! = . N 2 : m
‘% ﬁs._ |} D ,.mL = = ke ) o] [T D Bt
e e e B
Ao oM omrmoad K R I N T
SERE LT LE SRTHEL w | g
mﬂLiﬂﬂﬂLﬂoﬂ,ﬂe: to fo oy A B M_' 8
FEE AR ® D e G T :
T T Mo bR 7 =p T X = g
G L ST 4E_T 0% g
FEAEEN KT R oo Gl 2
By oy T g E A DT wETES T :
D T T ) ke T :
RO o N T A I -
— — = “M o - - =] —_ ﬁizv zpfl _ == &
™ ﬁuﬁm ﬁﬂ# o N e X = o o0 Jes o N T o Urc firs) “mml .
zr oo oy 2 w8 g LR = o o
MOR o= e NG @l W< ® bt il i
= "o = (7] A M= i "
Au( [hNe T B = ) ﬂTL e e OWH nLO _— ﬁ%l g
oo T W IR o TR Qe 8
TmuTw feqME w Pogpdiy )
by o Mo | me Mo B W N T g
ol T g Al B oF — e M Mool = = o=
o %rl [N ] ™ 1IP — o 1ru ﬁU Af| ! mml =
R G G A = N O g
e m W BB WE W NN o dqu & N Bk R &

S=IIE

1 E-06

56



00252, »,& 5x10°2 7}Fa9?
AREE UBCHEFo] w2 AukEE 5p8) 5p2l
AR T4 180 2 120m/sec) S 1e)8}4)
or 8 2} Aule) ToIEAE 1862 B 1568KN/ Y
2, Poisson¥] &} Z7)7H4H]E 242k 03, 0.052
7HEstE=), 2 Auke] ARl Na= 15 8
58 BEAN g dekAntez Bag 4 gl

F'

)
% T A% B QeI §
o] A-g8he AEAA] PCYHO 2 Wia 47

£ 3Beme|x, g4 AH S, H—é— Po1ssonlﬂl

Hl

7

AW zhzh 2038kN/em® 23.52KN/ ',
025 g 0050]t} ““‘7]2_ SeAlghel] A5
e, UEL 1534 AR 0371ER25m)
T k] 1089(33 39);}1 2 ApgElch

N2APZHE d5Aes duae @

= 30%AE Fold TR diFy)ENG
Agke] HAFEA GEE o BT SR
HA9 gafvllimag)s A% 24¥ 547 &
ARE HEE B AFARYdie AEE
U7} el g oA WAkt E =
ool Mals Heled|, S92 gz
29 e wAE A wst =27
uElgeh 237120 HAY e ghajue
Fe7|zst Fag 54 8 2704 A9 §
ARl YElgton), 23172 pgzkavle] A
SE 28929 o) uFdodoio)a] vdg 71

7} =7 setArk
AzA7) wE 712w Bl A4 3
P%Jﬂloﬂ W ads £y R A AAe
= I AERlel Tlx A7t A 4
Ake] Mg S40) © a4 YEge

= o 15m ZE o 30m) AEE velsly , franle] S AR AuE A
on, 72 Ye) ) tmsp AFES a1y g e A= zuke] ARG Ae 1IERG
gt 10mel 54 sl A7 FAsdE A AR Tkl Gel A WAkl 7
ZlEZe] HAE Al g SAdT= 23718 T 2 B8 W5 Yehc
1354 % dE7|xg 188 Ty T
71Zo] 1kN $5j=id 25kN-m RRlEZ 7135 4. R|BHJ0| Het
o ME AL, UBC Zone 3, 4014 o 4=iE
20¢10°KN £%83} 50x10°kN-m ZIES Z12AY Zelrl Eerlze B0 Ze H]
Jhate] MG FAL Faw, 1 AFE W, M8 % 2 g7 247 Zauld) vAE o
BAgle] Z=5)alelc) DO FS gfotaly] Ssf sl2Iy] gl & £
712 Ak diE] fEd 7 Zradosn
3. 7237 o HAdE Ae sdsdck 2ANE BEA
HHA RS S-S pajElgm, 2iv)Ee o
HE- R HEL B R EC R Jol= 10mE, AukzlolE e HS 15me}
73 " 3d Fge] rlAe 9E dyar) Zo B mE vHEan
sl zA 2 iizllﬂ-( A EF Sp).og A Fig. 4o Uehd gev)zd fa g2zt
Hrzio)7h 30mA R Q21 FEsiela, 247 2lsts, 7122 ] Ui E SR 43 5
E el 1mz dlgon, xa7e A Aol Akzol7t GL w) 5B5%AE AL
7 15ms} 22mel ¥ & fF M2E a3 o 50%YE sk Ayl g w okzt
Rk Aasta, gaule AFaEeAE Ak
Fig. 29} 3o] vehd drdss d4nuy, olel F@abA 7t ErlEl@ o) sFEslge
R E R L e %Hé(real)-ﬂ dAe Adke] &5 o o & HIE Byt
Tl ME Wl W3 24T FAbsA =g Fig 5ol vl E371%e] E3Ae
gL 271E FE72Y A8 50%4E, N2 Abgol b g o) 5% A% dAste] 28 o
N4d Hss (2 M16%) 2000 9 VIR EFYY =2& 57



H E AHUlE =2 Hi= X T t|= o5
R|Ere| HIME Sdo| +HE 2ES B 72X AR SHZHY NIX= g7
107 £ 057
a gize Effect on Nomlinear Horz, Stlff. (Rsal) gize Effect on Monlinear Horz Stiff, (Tmag)
5 Soil Type SD E= Om H=30m é- Scil Tvpe SD E= Om H=30m
2 Eel7
o o - 0 LT He25m 3=190 r@ - V=l HTESSm =150
b P RS
— M —2 E5 5D T 4 0e-%7 — 2 OB-05 5 € Lals
— — TE5
2 UB407
0 Q=400
=1 E+IT
(@l
8 DC+09 _,53-10
T% Zize Effect on Nonlinear Rock Stiff (Real) E S1ze Effect on Norlinear Rock StifE. (Imag)
- 251l Type &D E= Om E=30m i So1l Type SD E= Om H=30m
=
£ DE+09
1 QEelZ 3
v e b RI --@- =LY =Sk BeLSm .
F: S8 A RaTE e =25 i
A S R ;
e —_— F=5
‘A —_— A5
4 UEME .
5 GED9
Z DE+0D
X o 0B 00
3
4 OE+00 1
¢ 05 19 15 29 5
-3 OE+09 5 DE40S
(c) (d)
= 5] A1 = - = =
Fig. 2 gk Xe) uiMy =8 o =7 Zhdo o|xz 7[2a7] S

58 E=XIEFHE ==&

H4H B35 (EH HM156%) 2000 9



Ahe] Bl SHo| s RES B JIENEAA Y SHZNY UAls gE

n

6 B 1 Zmels
Size Effect on Monlinear Zorz. Stiff (Feal) £ Size Effsct on Monlinear Horz Stiff. (Imag)
£ Soil Type SO0 B=10m  H=3m L Soil Type SD  EB=10m  H=30m
¥
ceeB. el IR m R .+ H- - L1 BTSN T Il
3 BT [y 2 a-- =5
o w3 0E0S b e e — e ILaES LG S
A —_—— -] —_— =
5 UEO7
3 7 0 om0

o0 ) 10 1z 20 25 30 3.5 40 45 He5C

ERsIoi T J Bl
kS i S
Size Effect on Fonlinear Rock. Stiff. (Resl) g Size EffTCt on Nonlinsar liﬂck Stlfg '-hflmag)
- . Eoil Type SD E= v H=!
z Soil Type SD ==10m H=30m 3 Fis (i
2 ElT
== e[ -~ VIR EDSFD PlAr
- = <@ - - VLT 204 m R=L0m N -
e o - -—I—' - 2 05 5 1A 1¢I;
2 0B 5 B Rl = e
—— [ e =
1 E+1a

(d

Z-goff nlAE 7|E27] At

M4z MBs (=& M156%) 2000.9 A=TNEFTHY =& 59



P

xglel slME SHo] $HYY 258 W RN SERNY UXE ¥y

e

- _ 5E0/
¢ Sc1l Tede EFfect on Nonlinear Rock StLff (Real) . Soil Thi Effect on Nomlinesr Horz Stiff{Tmag)
< il g = =
] 5011 Type D B=15m E= Om ‘% 2011 Tyoe &0 R=1tm L= Om
- e o Sl RIS
2 o2 P . B0 1 ozt S E - Ve W IR HelSm
. Wt
—a— 2 EK3 5 B HeLS
— W2 B ES IELS
—_— H
—t— 1=
5 CRA0G
0 O T r - ™ r -
gjo 05 10 s zO0 S 303 35 4.0 45Hz 50
-1 CED -5 QEHCE

3 DE+DZ 1 53408
& Soil Thk Effsct on Menlinear Rock Stiff(Real) ,?, Zoil Thk Effect on Nenlinear Roclt Stiff (Imag)
i Soll Type =D R=15m E= 0m E Spil Typs SD R=15m 3= Om
;
i
o E - - VRN IS HIE SaB VeLMT UR2SF o el
2 0EHIE el e 1 ams o w0
— 82 0605 5T IEIS — B3k 5 R KRS
—_— B30 B H=M - b
G Bopeng
1 ;09 - 5 CEHOE
B o E
ALY 8
A 1L
A Al
i .
0 GErCD 0 CRsGU T T T
g i oo 05 18 s zn 23 20 38 ¢33 45w
L Eige -5 CEMOB

(] (d)

of olxl= #[gtzlol &

=

0
i
Tok
gl
yJ
e

i

Fg 4 B8 Lev|xo] 8jMg 2

60 Z=RITFTHEY =2 M4zt H3& (== 41563} 2000 ¢



= E AT ) = Ju— — = = 5|
AHle) HIAE SAo| pEEs 222 = 7| EX|IHA ] SHLH 0lxs HE
6 D+07 Z 0Ca38
8ol Thi BEFect on Norlinesr Horz SEiff (Real) s 501l Tak Effect on Monlinear Hors Stiff(fmay)
= Soil Type oD R=18m E=lim k=) 2oil Type SO R=l19r B=10m
3
4l e - LR WS EEDE . we @ w=1RH 122580 HelEn
a t=30 o T bt
) i —— 2 0EILa £ DG 1S
[]”"D”“E —m 2SS WS -
L B07 T, ke 30
o
‘B
1, 0=+0R
L
I A
a Eid0 1 N
o o= 10 15N 20/ Al HE\K- sl .
T 5 0=-07 B N
: )y E 5
A : -
\k\ |“
A
-3 TH7
(a)
a UEce 2000
2 Soil Tk Effect on Worlimear Rock StALE (Real) B So1l Thk Effect on Homlinear Rock Stiff(Tmag)
g Soil Type S0 B=1%r B=10m 3 So1l Type S0 R=l5m E=10m
o] 1 -l - LR P e
£ 009 :: Ve ek o 3 gEann b —
—8—3 EIB bES HLS e
0 — 3=
| = N - S A
[EN. . o
2 oevo Semlg 2 0z L
=N
2 09 v 1 0zm
0 0=i00 o T Q 0=rCO
10 (1] -0 1.5 20 23 2a 25 40 45 k2510 P 75 -0 ] 0 2.5 aa 15 40 15hz 50
(e} )
Fig 5 &8 287|%9 g[Mdg 749 & =H 2l olxl= xugo] 8
F=2XEFTEE =R2&E 61

N4t M3g (S M16=) 2000 8



of R
A~ ®
oF W
By ®C
A

ol Adke] nl

=

e

el
=
13

(o]
1
O
=

H
1

[}
iz
3}

7Z:=
A 2]

7], 7
el #

p -

a7 7127}

5240 A vehsta,
g

=

2, ¥

a7

o =A Lhehge
Py s} 502

5F

o] 7ol et

Wa 2 Uy

619} 7|27y A

=]

<]
[}

)

i
A

_1

7|2 Zdgle] & mlA

LI o bl L A

| kol T
A

M o 2A

]

k2

=]

Yol L9 4
A kel o]

N
g
1_.%].
bol 218

o Al u)

el
]

Rrouk oA HpaLgh ]
H

712377 71E=A

o
=
A

o
=
D Axre] 2w AT A 2o

Ta e A ARghEZ A9 BT

Eilel Adgle] 2ue s
Oct;l

Hle AFspd Felr T
3240 ZkSle A

= I

Blof] &5 7]
23 AL

ol A

;{4_

el

12l

S

%7
of o
A

]
o

S

Z10] 30m A5t 9
e
| Wz o

I

AR, IRz}
‘:E’.—

1

o

% A fAbsb) 2% A

1.

=
=

g el A Aol g w =LA

74
& Yy

sttt

a
R
L

g

A

A

d

1

h o

P = Auke] 208w 45% A i
-0
s

Agtgo)zt kg ) ¢l
5 wEy

A
1

i

i
9|
o

e

o

Sk

.MWO
i

2 gh{o| vl

) 20009

=

(EH X156

=

M4z H3

SHRXIEIT e

62



Algtol HlAE SHO| S 252 B EREHML SXZS) iFs 3T

1 e-07

File Effect cn Monlipsar Hor=, SCiff. (R=al)
501l Type SBE R=25m E= Cm H=30m

ey

=~ aB - - 1=l e25ktfm e Pals

-1 E107 A w Py
—m—3 05 5 TR win bals
—t— wohils
-2 -7

3 E0
. 711z Effect en Momlinear Rock Stff. (Real)
E‘ Soil Type SE 2=25n E= Om H=30m
im s e el e - VT B-ZAH @ Fole
- w Falu
— @3 505 5 EIf wo Fale
—a W Eala

1 110

-1 EvlG

w

E4D7

I/ m

w

i

-1 Ei?

Pila Effect on Nenlinesr Horz. Stifi. (Imag)

2ol Type SR F=2fm 3= Om 11=30m
2B SRR v Pils :ﬂ.
Y Wt Elle N \
— w2 0Eh 53 B weg Pila N
w Pl Lo

——

1 E+10

a

P1lz Effect on Momlinesr Rock. Stiff {Imag)
Soil Tvp= SE R=25m E= {m H=30m

= -@- - VELTEISWER 0 e
aeiRe
— 82 B3 E8 woale

—

o 2la

ar Bula

M4 M3& (EH 65 2000 9

=TI ==&

63



Al A

7 |ERRHA ] SHZA )R gE

=]

4 E107

Pile Effect on Nonlinear Horz. Stiff {(Real}
Scil Type SE R=25m E=10m B=30m

W

- e == - TEL M2 e E1le
P W EBil=
—— 2 05 5 5 wa Pila
—

wo Rl

-2 B07
(@
53410
= . . ]
,E!I Pile BEffect on MNenlivesr Rock. SEiff. (Real)
Soil Type SE R=25m I=10m H=30m
1 CEIZ0
B == T T
PR Wi Tile
I SRR — W7 5 5B wio Fule
AL —— W ale

5 0E+DA

0.0 00

~5 CEHID

-1 0=-10

1 BI04

krm

5 UCe07

Pile Zffect on Monlinear Horz. Stiff {Imag)
So1l Type SE R=25m E=10m H=30m

e[ - - VeTH MSEN Wfo FEL

LR T wf Trle
— W2 IS e wo e
—— we 2lla

1 03+10

2w/ Red

2 doels

1 0E+10

Pile Effect cn Monlinear Foos, Stiff. (Imag)
Soil Type SE R=25m £=10m H=30m

e He- U= HOSMM e PLIC

- e Pale
— 82 JB0E 5 = e Pl
—— W ple

H18%) 2000 ©



[4be] H|ME EA0] THEE 252 S J|FAZH A e SHA )= HE

uEd e, Auke] mAdy 54 G 287 1987, pp. 272.
z9) Ay AR 24 ERE - 2. 84, kA E R YA AE A9 AN

A yke) v E EAJo] s)xA|Wke] v]AY AE, Mabrzaars] A, A1, A25, 1988,
B D A FAn gaule vAs didE F pp. 91-100.
gald, B4 E AL A8 AR 24 & 3. Roesset, ]. M., "A review of soil-structure
Astn AFmadeiN AFgius 97 ¥ interaction," Lawrence Livermore Laboratory,
s uZsa o)) waEE = 8 1980. 6, pp. 125.
= Rge, 7l2mr), 2R, 254 4. International Conference of Building Officials,
2o meldn 2 ogks ward), webd 32 Unuform Building Code, California, USA, 1997,
5 AR&AA 1237, Avkde], WELF pp 29 - 238
Mol olug} Fl2AEe] WiME FAE 1 5. gdes, "T2E YUAEAAE $3 7| 2ANA
T Aol "oskn, F§ 7B WHH AF A BEAY B3 AP, g A EEEE
I #EE d75 "ad ez ddERo F, A1, A3, 1997. 9, pp. 1-10.

1. Kim, Y. S, "Dynamic Response of Struc-
tures on Pile Foundations,” Ph.D. Disser-
tation, The University of Texas at Austin,

. Kim, X. 5,

"Study on the effects of the
characteristics of a soil layer on the seismic
response of a high-rise building," Reference
T108-3, Proceedings of Structural Engineers
World Congress, San Francisco, California,
USA, 1998. 7, pp. 783.

M4 KIS (B2 M156%) 2000.9



