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Abstract: In order to improve the seismic resilience of steel truss moment frame systems, the concept of self-centering steel
truss moment frame system is proposed. The study focuses on the strength reduction factor of self-centering steel
truss moment frame systems under pulse-like ground motions. The behavior of steel truss moment frame system with
trilinear hysteretic rules is well studied using an equivalent single-degree-of-freedom (ESDOF ) system. Nonlinear
dynamic analysis are conducted on the ESDOF system with various hysteretic parameter combinations under 182
pulse-like ground motions, resulting in a database containing 60.22 million strength reduction factors. The study
explores the influences of different hysteretic parameters and pulse-like ground motions on the strength reduction
factor. Furthermore, the parameters of the log-normal distribution models for the strength reduction factors under
earthquakes are fitted using BP neural networks. A probability-based model for the strength reduction factor of the
self-centering steel truss frame system is established. The results demonstrate the accuracy of the proposed model.
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Fig.1 Self-centering steel truss moment frame



24 O A R

1.2 BEMNHIERNFESFHE

HTF [ G AR MTHE 76 H 2 AR R AR B 3 S I FEBE
I A7 B R g LS A g LA = 4 [l R E A B
MEERR., BRWHER T2 A hEERR, HFZ2H5R
KUK RN A MERRC RS EREZ R, H
AN BT AE () AR [ B R0 A ] 2 i s, HL v R 9 1 R
B, F R PR R IR 28 07, 0~0, 00 ik s vk B B
O1~0, N EEHEIY B, 0,~65 Ja A0S By Be o ¥ [l 455 750 1) 56
SEANT K IR RIEE 5 ) o 23990 4 55 — Ji I W B B
IS i IR K L5 0, M 45— B IR 12 8% , R T A4 T
AR EFEEFERERT IS5 L A 5 0, M B TR IR %% L B
SMA 8 % H: MIAE I (9 45 ¥ 01 3% 5 ¢ 0 Ji MR 02 % L, B 5 —
it A2 % 55 45— i RS2 A% 64 LU 5 2 M BE REFE R R k. i
b I SRS B, T S B A A R AL RE T S FERE
AE T BT o TR A ALY A A R 0 1l il 2k S
R B A G 1] 3 o, 3 3o i 4 5 B i WD A = T AR R
TIE, F BT 05 780 A ¥ T FERERE Ju 5 W] el 025 1) 4k 46 25
5 9 AR A A R 2 ) A7 AE LA I — BObE A T8 R AR
A R R U8 M A 1 R O TR A A A T A A AT AE B i
o] 1 fiE

FRAL MRS A = e g e Ze an =X (1) U

F=

Ko 00,
a, Ko +(1—a,)Kd, 8, <<o<¢,(1)
@, K6 +(a; —a,) Ko, +(1—a,)KS,  §,<<58<6,

Fi

oK
oK
F
£
0 6, 6oy oo g

B2 ESDOF Ky E &R 2
Fig. 2 Hysteretic model of ESDOF

1.3 BEMMMIERNRERTR R

ST HRIE A A BT HE (BT RE B8 L A = T 4 Il
BRI R () ESDOF 1 & W 55 4 4 . AR 4l CHOPRA™
P2 0 bR AE AR D B B = T 4 IR R AR () ESDOF
NEN R = B f T

_ 5,
A+2@m+w”W%L§mmbm=—wmé£@)

T g R gz 73 50 S s o AR T 2 A T A e 5 & O FHL
JE L s R R 5 S,y P I B s F AR ALK J) 5 R
Oy 5 JEE AT D AR R

527 %

30T

15t
2
<0
R

-15 RIS
—— AR R R

0 1 1 1 1 1 1
-60 -40 -20 O 20 40 60
fr#% / mm
E3 REEHEMTRAKKEMESERANDER
Fig. 3 Hybrid-self-centering connection test curve and

idealized hysteretic model

RAE R PR Bt (1 S s br , IR 48 77 ffy BE QIR T
S H R ERR S B R AR R R, E LT
R LTS (3)
Fy(T’ ay,az, 1, 3)
AP F O M B H B AR R L R Sl A T Tk B
K1,

AR SR FH A A R BT 0 A 0 R R AT R AL, 2B R
R < 1 b A 45 0 R 30 55 bk o R 3096 2 08— fk 3 R
Hi [nl 280, 4 7€ ESDOF 1K 22 19 H AR SE 7 22 %0 g2, 3 28 {2
SE 5 B AT U R ORI R EAT AR Lk Bh ) o BT L SR 1R 2
R Y 2E 1 R 5, 25 T A5 14 2 1 2R B7E E B (9 [T g, T
i HE RAE, #3725 48 1 S 2 P A R ORISR A E
FBORTF A Bk, W H B % a2 R (A 4k 22 1% 1% B 1) 52 br 4E
PR BT H AR PE R EL

2 MEZEFESHIZE

I 58 2 A2 ik b 20 1 7% 2 R 45 M f K A T R
WA o 7S SCHR 4 SHAHT %8 224 i 35 T /N 9 728 He 1 ik
MR 5, L PEER NGA-West2 S PE2 v 1 B 182
S HUEE K o B M RR . MR REAR R R T 5.0~7.6 4,
W7 2 B 3 AT, 0.1~92.7 km , H R 1 70 %6 14 b
ST BN T 20 ko BHJE EL R 5% B L PR ARE AR B i ek
P& SN TN R 4 TR

F T C R A AT A AR HE B A AN [ e 4 A
FAORE T 25 7 1 Je IR W EE R 8 @y, FITRE 3 FE TR A 5
B TR B AL 1 1 Wy L BRI A D 5 R AE AN [ 1
LT I S HORE R . 2546 DUEEWR 5 P [l 2 5000 i
{8, W 181 S50 UV B A 38 1 TR o ek i s R 3
H— A JE ) T/ T, v] FAE ik o 784 b, 5% 2 149 o o 84007, A
R AR B 1 B O o DR AR SR T/ T 1 78 i 1
FE 16 B R 0.05~2.00, 3 5 2 0.05, LR 58 J )5 191 2 K A




5 33

P A2 BT 119 3 132 3 i 2 AT 3 A8 Y 25

HEEAEAR
—-—FEASE

012345678910

JE /s
B4 HEINMNEE RN E

Fig. 4 Acceleration response spectrum of ground motions

A48 4 1 H 52 0 N o 38 15k Matlab 38428 % oA A A IH— 1k
JEV RN 1] 2 8020 A 1 ESDOF 1R R kA7 AR e vk 30 1 4
Wi BB R 2% , AR (244 X 5) X 40X 4 X (22+21+
19+17+15) X 18226 022 J7 4> B Fr i 2 50 .

&1 HESHEE

Table 1 Hysteretic parameter values

AR ¥4 AL
¢ 4.5.6.7.8
a, 0.1.0.3.0.5.0.7.0.9(a,=a,)
a, 0.04.0.08.0.12.0.16.0.20

4.5~15.0(3% % 0.5, B y=¢)
0.125.0.250.0.375.0.500

3 HEMMHIAEREE TR RBIE S
153 0 9 T 080 R KOO R AT R 500 L
A T 5] 2 WO ok e 280 34 72 20 X0 8 0 47 0 R 8 R Y

RN

3.1 B S K Bk B i 5 B AR

(1) FE M 22 H e 5% 0

TR SHHAE R =4.00=0.5,0,=0.08, 8=
0.25 i ESDOF 1A £ 75 182 4% Ik vh B 1 5% 3h N Ay 5 J& 37
R EGE T X RS, B S R . B E AT R
BOMH R, 00 G0 5a) BER 24 T/ T, <18, R, 1 FEAK
T IH— LA T/ T, > 10 R, T 2% ;4 T/T, 8
SEAERS , p (AR R, K . BIHURE Reoy %8 ESDOF
KR TE 182 Z& ik b B b 7 3 T R (4 25 HORe B2, W &l 5b) fi
N B R Reoy B R, W w38 R 208 R 985 Bl
Ham .

(2) 55— Ji MRS W EE R AL ) 195 R

WS AN =4 0=8.20,=0.08.8=0.25 1
ESDOF 14 Z 75 ik vh 7 4h 52 3l F (9 R W [z 4n & 6 fF 7 o
wmE 6c) BT, I3 —14b R, (BFAS 6] a) X R 1 R, Fl @,

24 =5
- =T
20F - w=9 PRSENN
u=11 ., ——— =
16_——,11213/
2 u=15/,
= S
12 A
//\//,' .= - - _ = - - - _
S

gl — -

0 0f5 le 115 2j0
T/T,
b) RESHE
BS5 pxtBEMRHTIER 8IS
Fig.5 Effect of # on R of self-centering steel truss

moment frame

0.1 B X R Ryve Z e, RN N Roveat/Ruve.ar—0.1) » B
6a) .c) A LI B : T/T,<<0.75 0 R, B o) 3 K0T 3 K,
0.75<<T/T,<<2.00 B} R, Bl o, 3 MW/ | IR B R, Bt %5
T/T R E IR TR AL, 2 o BRI Reoy
BN A E 6b) BT R L 2R B ) 1 18 K AH R Y B8 O A .
M 6a) Al LU 8] T/T,=0.5 B R, (8 /N, ik — 4
T oy Xt A ARATTAE 78 Jik ol 780 3t 7% 3 R U 1A N A B
Wi, % H T/T,=0.5 Bf ESDOF 1k & 7& H# 5% 3 Coyote
Lake T B9 ¥ [0 08 57 , 40 181 6d) it 7, ¥ 1] i 2k 22 201 ) 6
M ZATLRARAE . B o 3G K SR 8 B KA A 0D, e R
AR WER T R AR SR BT B & o) XS5
AR5 00 RS (52

(3) 5% — i M J T B85 2 8y 119 52 D

W BHEE RN =4 4=8,0,=05.=025H
ESDOF & Z 76 Ik vh B 52 2 N (9 R b 4n 151 7 i s o i
I 7a) 1] T a X R, B S W0 IF AN B35, 40 7¢) s, U —
b R (VAN TA] 0, X W Y R o BT @y, 24 0.04 B X6 W 1Y R0 2
Fo RN N Rove ao/ Rive az—o.00) » BIE MM R T 2%t R, Y
LA Y T/T,<<0.4 0, R, B a3 K34 K ;0.4
T/T,<<2.00f , R, BEHE a3 R/ o ay X Reoy 1Y 5
BB N 2 0.5<<T/ T, << 1.5 a, % Ry B M5 R W 5,
B a3 K Reoy 180/, WKL 70) B, 3R W] a, 138G K fd R
(B BUORE B AR . T/ T,=0.50F a, %t ESDOF {4 % 7¢ Jik o



26 O A R

1.0 . 2.0
1T,

p

a) REEMI

01 1 1 1 1

——,=0.1

030

F/mg

-0.30 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
=100 =75 =50 =25 0 25 50 75 100

D/ mm
d) i [ 3L

B 6 o8 EMWHTIER K E1T A K00
Fig. 6 Effect of @, on R and hysteretic behaviour of self-

centering steel truss moment frame

#1172 8l Coyote Lake ' A 7 110 1 52 1 40 (& 7d) JiF 7
A LLR Y o, 1 KB 25 R 1 B R R 2 T R e KA S A
N

(4) RE B FEHCR B L 1Y 2

WE RSN =4, 1=8,0,=0.5, 2,—0.08 1Y
ESDOF 14 7 75 ik #h 8 4b 52 8l F (9 R ) [z 4n & 8 B 7R o

27
2
11
10
9
8
7
6
a) RIJENA N
0.6
0,=0.04
: — —0,=0.08
0.5 A =012
ool V| Sk
o L 07Ul
5 04 |
03t
02 1 1 L 1
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
T,
b) RESHUME
1.1
azzo.gg
3 — —oa,=0.
= =012
T, ! 0,=0.16
s RN — - -a,=0.20
8 W
gl.O ‘.\__\_‘\_/‘,__/_\_,_‘,.«ﬁ ey
‘T\I N . "_/ \v/v‘,
3 N W
%é
0.9 . . . .
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
T,
c) H—4MR,..
0.30
0.15 | ’
an
2o 0.04
oH,=V.
= _ — —0,=0.08
P - 0,=0.12
0.15 P Oé:O. 16
— - -a,=0.20
P
~80 —60 40 20 0 20 40 60 80
D/ mm
RGHE )

B7 a3 BEAWHTHE R K iF E1T A B S0
Fig. 7 Effect of @, on R and hysteretic behaviour of self-

centering steel truss moment frame

H &l 8a) AT M1 B8R K R, B K s 7 B BICME 7 I, AN TR 1) B X%
Ry M52 M B 7 — 250, 4n 1 8b) i /i 5 an &1 8e) fir s
T — 4k R, (BUAS[R] g5 B 1Y R 1 34 0.125 B X R 1)
Riye Z W RIRA Rye 5/ Rive p—0.125) » 1T A BBl # 11— 1k
JA G R, p X T R, W52 0 72 B W s o 4 T/ T, =
0.5 i A 6] g 1y ESDOF A& £ 78 bk #f 2 #h 52 3l Coyote



5 33

P A2 BT 119 3 132 3 i 2 AT 3 A8 Y

27

Lake T f i [51 mi 57 401 (&1 8d) 7% , % Be i [l ity & 7T LA W
5 Bl E B3 RGN B KA B N B ROR R R
TN

127

o]
TETT
SOoOOoO

1.0 1.5
7T,
a) R¥MEMA B

\
]
TETT

Cooo

0.2 1 1 1 1
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
T,
b) REGELM:
12¢
—— $=0.125
— — p=0.250
Sl - B=0.375
sl ~ — B=0.500
= B )
€ |7t
510
o
0.9 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
/T,
¢) IR,
0.30
0.15 |
on
= ot
K, £=0.125
5=0.250
-0.15 + - B=0.375
5=0.500
_0‘30 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-80 —60 —40 20 0 20 40 60 80
D/ mm
ORGHELEI

B8 pxtHEMMNHIIER KM EIT AN
Fig. 8 Effect of S on R and hysteretic behaviour of self-

centering steel truss moment frame
(5) Ji IRALAL L ¢ Y 20

W B A AN p=8,a,=0.5,2,=0.08,8=0.25
ESDOF £ Z 78 Jik v o 52 3l F (9 R s B an 18 9 firzs o i

P 9a) AT I R, B & 15 T8 S5 i 181 9b) AT A EX T R Y
B HOE T TC B s A& 9¢) TR L H— 1k R, (EDRF]
EXF I Y R, FE R 4 XY R, Z W RIRHN R,/
Riyer—a)  TUFEBNERM (BB~ R, BEE
T/ T 38 A —A4k R, HERAZA K T/ T,=0.5 0 ik of
7% 3l Coyote Lake T &XF 45 ¥ i #i 8] 52 vl 4n (&1 9d) fir 7%
AT LA 2 2 S8 I, S5 4 A S5 KR 8RS

=4

i/Ra\e, e

Ra\‘e, e

16

-0.4

)

~ o — . —

T}Tp
a) RIJEMIR

ORINTNON
[e RN RV, I N

\

0 0.5

2.0

1.0
/T,

C) uzl—‘,ﬂ:‘Rave

T
[e RN RV, I N

(o)
(=]

-60 =30 0 30 90

D /mm
d) i

9 (XTBEEARMHTAE R K E1T A KRG
Fig. 9 Effect of { on R and hysteretic behaviour of self-

centering steel truss moment frame



28 O A R

527 %

(6) ik v 78 1l 5% 3l 1) 52

9 T b SEATAS ik w8 (pulse-like , PL) M2 s %t [ &
{37 40 #7 HE (9 5% 1, & B KOHRANGIT 25120 9F % 1 43 &
182 2% ik 45 (% i (spectral-equivalent ordinary, SEO) #
ENESS PLMLESHIE BT B .

TEBCHE M B A A N =4, 0,=0.5,2,=0.08, 8=
0.25, =8 ESDOF 1k Z K 5% PL Hlu 52 2l X 45 ¥4 R {6 (1
. PL L AE 215 SEO HuiE 3 N Z5 44 1 R, W 1 40 5]
10a) fix , 0] DLt PL #3E 80 (1 R, W1 i/ F SEO #1732
B R yes X F R B HCME B2 0, th B 10b) 0T 048 L F
SEO HiiZ gl , B4k I PL LR 3 T R B ELE T /N,

147
12k // >~ ~ -~ -
1ot
4 gt
6L — PLHIEF)
— —SEOHLEZF)
4 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
T/T,
a) RISEM L
061 —— PLIEF)
— — SEOMuEH)

015 110 1I.5 2I.0
/T,
b) REGHME:
10 PLEZh#0 SEO #EZh 3t R B9 5
Fig. 10 Influence of PL ground motion and SEO

ground motion on R

3.2 SREHE R ERITER

TEHURE BTt b, 9 B 3 9 28 B T 0 5 BT MR )
A SCHEAE R, DR O o A AR AE E AT 23 A R AG 2
WO o T S BT R T U R R B R RRAE R
TH 25 ) 114 T R R 08 IBOAH IO ME %, B TG G 1 AR
P80 FREL, LAl A5 AR TR 25 8 HE R T i & e EOR

AR 30K R BT 25 03 A A O R R 3 R B R
Wi JO7 93 A1 o X BRI 25 23 A1 1 38 % JE R 2R (probability
density function, PDF) A /R A

1 (nX—p)
X, 0,0)= = 4
[(Xepre) V2n aXexp[ 20° } w

K X R R o Fl o 43 5 78 1 XY X 508 {8 B
BbrifE 2

TR M S HH A N (=4, ,=0.5,2,=0.08, 8=
0.25 i 5 7 B HTHE i ESDOF 14 £ |, 43 51 B — 4k J&
B4 0.6.1.2. 1.8 FAE M R KR 6,10, 14 X Ji 1 17 L >k
2% 1 3 B T 0 AR B0 AR Rk BT LA B PDF B 145 i
22, AL 11 AT 8T R TE 182 4% Ik ih 28U b 5% 20 T i) M 30 %% i
53 A5 5 X0 B2 43 A W) BT, 36 WYX BCE 2 43 A1 AT LA
A Sk YR M A R R A8 S [7) 1 78 3 T R R 43 A o

4 ETBPHZEMEH REERmMMEE
4.1 BP#Z M Z& N 5 1

AR BP M 28 9 26 53 551 6 R AR R 5 pR RO =
B o Mo FEAT T, 55 03 BEAS B 208 247 2704 K HEAR
(4 75% R UINRAE , 2500 fF k4 o IR TN 25
Bl dEAT S0 >l i A Tk AC I 2 A A A 8 A
RIOEAL 5 D 4 T DA I 2R 45 A BP i 28 10 2% 450 84 1Y
PERE s SR 4R ] TR B A e £ M S B0 B . O 1 A
5 RV IE 1) o A e 0T B — BRI 2 19 ok B R, AR A
R IR A R A B S0 IR AR, BEAT 22 SUERAIE . LA,
TR SR 24 77 MR 22 o RIS 22 B0 R VTl B0 1Y T 0 A

JE KRG B ANz ALt RE . 7 AR DR 22 FIIE R
Bt U
XX
o e — (5)
n

i(Xi_Xi)Z
R2:1_ijl (6)

Z(X,‘iyiy

S X IR 5 X R T A 5 X, S 4 A R 1
18 5 n R I 38 A 009 B B

AR S ST Y BP Bl 20 W 45 25 K s A 12 B R B
ANZIEAE 6475 15, 2 il e HE PR R B — i IR NI &R
B U IR M AR R AR RE RO B IR 07 B L N
VA — A 0 5 i 2 R 1A A, B R OGS B30 56 HbR
W2 B & BRI 2850 & 12 Mg oT, 7E ik
PR RN T, 5 % i A B0 47 05 — 1k, TH R 3 22
) (O R AE R 25 5l o X RE AR AT I 5, B A B o
oo WM PE BT, W 13 Frn . B o A R R
ik 0.999 36, 0 M AH SC R B R &5k 0.983 56, 1] LLA $ 4k
P I 5 i £ 42 3 1 = AR (0 R 3 3R I
A5 HAr(E 2 8 B A Bom A A SeE . BP #4538 1o
o g A 0014 e T ek 2R 50T I AR R | o A M TN S PDF
ZH oMo



29

55 344 1 A2 A5 T HE %) 5 J5E B U 2R BSCABE 3R A 4
TIT,=0.6 TIT,=1.2 TIT,=1.8
03 03¢ 032
0241
02} 02}
=6 | & & 20.16f
Soal S ooaft =
0.08
0 3 6 9 12 0 5 0 15 20
R R
0.20 0.20 0.15
0.15} 0.15}
0.10}
—10| =010} o0t g
y 10 Iy [ A
0.05} 0.05 | 005
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
R R R
0.15¢ 0.15¢
0.10} 0.10}
3 3
=14 | < <
0.05} 0.05}
0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 U5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
\/ k R R
R A ——— PDF#tl &gk

B11 RERZESH K PDF A #%&
Fig. 11 Probability density distribution of R and PDF fitting curves

ﬂ’ﬁﬁ)\%@) e B2 WHEQ

plo

12 BPHZMELEHTE

Fig. 12 BP neural network structure diagram

AR B M2 7 BR 22 e S UUE RB R T i 22
P 24 A5 780 g 4005 A B N BT BE ), AR 2 R AT LU o I
o Xf L e Rl R* 35/ F 0.05 8K T 0.90, & W TR HI#h &
PO 244 S0 0 1 A% 3] 0 00 A R R A 50 v ) AR 1

42 HBHEMWMIEEPLMEZN THREETBR
BT 2= T AR Y

BT AT, AR SO I BP A2 2% S T R Y

L3 L R RS B IO A Y Bk — 20 R AR AR L R

Bt AT By A 2 R R 0 A s R . S5 MBI, il aE

T mmae
------ 80t At = E bt
i 0.6
H
£ 04+
02+
0 012 014 016 018 110
F bR
a) pAESEPEAHT
O o e
o | — KHEEIL .
R - 50 (= bl
a 0.6 °
H
€ 04
02+

04 06 08 10
HnfE
b) oHRAETHT

13 PDFES#H XD

0 0.2

Fig. 13 Correlation analysis of PDF parameters



30 O A R

527 %

®2 PDFSEXEHIR Fe

Table 2 R? and e corresponding to PDF parameters

R? e
PDF # 4%
I 4 4 m X R I % m X £
0 0.998 7 0.998 6 0.014 1 0.014 0
o 0.967 4 0.967 7 0.016 7 0.016 6

T 2 2 H ) T T A BB S A 07 A
G MT SRR S 4 A oA 50 ) T8 ek ME S X B 1Y R
Shy K 58 R ABE % TN ASE Y (3 o B M, B HIL B RO 0l S
BAHN=5,0=0.1,a,=0.08,3=0.5, =6, T/T,=
0.2 1 ESDOF & 3 , 435Il i 12 BP i £ (%) 28 151 300 A5 75 A1 45
HE P R 3 A B o L o, KBNS BEAT X LG, W3R 3 TR
TH BB AR, FEUGIE B T BP b2 I 45 A5 R g AT B
Xt R A R4 A il 26 1 P 14 i i, T AR R K S
P VLA B 0 R IR BT R ) R

®3 MNESHERTEXL
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