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Study on deteriorating moment-curvature model based
on modified Ibarra-Medina-Krawinkler hysteretic rules
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(School of Environment and Civil Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi Jiangsu 214122, P. R. China)

Abstract: Based on Modified Ibarra-Medina-Krawinkler ( ModIMK) hysteretic rules, a new moment-
curvature model is proposed in this paper, which can be used to define the section of plastic hinge zone of
Beam With Hinges Element in OpenSees. The envelope curve of the moment-curvature model is idealized as
tri-linear curve and equations that are capable of predicting the key points of skeleton curve are given. The
accuracy of the model is calibrated by the test results of 62 RC columns, and it is found that both the yield
displacement and longitudinal rebar buckling displacement can be well predicted. ModIMK hysteresis model
can be used to simulate the degradation of the strength and stiffness in plastic hinge area under cyclic
loading. The numerical simulations are conducted to model the columns tested by cyclic load and shaking
table test, and the results show that the moment-curvature model in conjunction with plastical hinge
element can accurately predict the response of RC columns under seismic loadings.
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Fig. 2 Definition of RC column skeleton curve
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Fig. 4 Elastic segment section stiffness versus design parameters
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Table 1 Main parameters and results of specimens
/D £ A S M,/ 2:/mm Ac/mm
) L D ¢ b Iy v
A2 2 . S S
k mm mm MPa mm MPa ’ or foett (KN« m) sz & PQ I/ LSS/ A = jk /
HE 5
Ghee.1981,
No.3 1600 400 23.6 16 427 0.38 0.015 0.39 329.6 9.6 8.1 1.18 50.0 56.4 0.89
o.
Ghee.1981,
Noud 1600 400  25.0 16 427  0.21 0.015 0.25 279.2 12.1 9.6 1.26 58.0 66.4 0.87
o.
Soesianawati.
1600 400  46.5 16 446 0.10 0.015 0.07 320.0 10.3 11.3 0.92 78.4 62.6 1.25
1986, No.1
Soesianawati.
1600 400 44.0 16 446 0.30 0.015 0.10 468.0 9.1 9.9 0.92 68.4 45.9 1.49
1986, No.2
Soesianawati.
1600 400 44.0 16 446 0.30 0.015 0.07 472.0 8.8 10.0  0.88 44.9 38.4 1.17
1986, No.3
Soesianawati.
1600 400 40.0 16 446 0.30 0.015 0.04 435.2 8.9 9.6 0.93 41.0 32.1 1.28
1986, No.4
Zahn.1986,
No.7 1600 400 28.3 16 440 0.22 0.015 0.27 332.8 11.3 10.4 1.08 71.0 69.3 1.02
o.
Zahn.1986,
No.8 1600 400 40.1 16 440 0.39 0.015 0.24 456.0 7.9 8.5 0.93 50.0 45.6 1.10
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.1 1600 400 25.6 20 474 0.20 0.016 0.33 281.6 13.8 11.1 1.24 120.0 110.2 1.09
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.2 1600 400 25.6 20 474 0.20 0.016 0.33 280.0 13.0 11.1 1.18 87.2 101.7 0.86
O.
Tanaka.1990,
1600 400 25.6 20 474 0.20 0.016 0.33 291.2 11.3 11.5 0.99 59.0 102.2 0.58

No.3
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Tanaka.1990,
No.4 1600 400 25.6 20 474 0.20 0.016 0.33 286.4 12.3 11.3 1.09 80.0 102.0 0.78
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.5 1650 550 32.0 20 511 0.10 0.012 0.17 655.1 13.7 9.2 1.49 73.8 81.3 0.91
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.6 1650 550 32.0 20 511 0.10 0.012 0.17 680.6 12.0 9.5 1.26 67.2 81.7 0.82
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.7 1650 550 32.1 20 511 0.30 0.012 0.21 1039.5 9.7 8.5 1.14 82.4 58.8 1.40
o.
Tanaka.1990,
No.8 1650 550 32.1 20 511 0.30 0.012 0.21 1075.8 8.4 8.8 0.95 78.0  59.1 1.32
o.
Park.1990,
No.9 1784 600 26.9 24 432 0.10 0.019 0.31 691.3 10.8 13.9 0.77 84.0 102.8 0.82
0.¢
Atalay.1975,
651 1676 305 31.8 22 429 0.18 0.016 0.11 131.6 19.4 16.4 1.18 40.7 71.2 0.57
Wehbe. 1998,
Al 2335 610 27.2 19 448 0.10 0.022 0.10 751.9 23.5 20.0 1.18 122.0 84.6 1.44
Wehbe. 1998,
A2 2335 610 27.2 19 448 0.24 0.022 0.10 879.1 22.2 15.5 1.43 102.0 58.0 1.76
Wehbe. 1998,
B2 2335 610 28.1 19 448 0.23 0.022 0.13 913.0 26.7 16.0 1.66 128.0 66.2 1.93
Xia0.1998.
508 254 76.0 19 510 0.10 0.036 0.23 162.6 6.2 4.6 1.34  47.0 59.8 0.79
19T10-0.1P
Xia0.1998,
508 254 76.0 19 510 0.20 0.036 0.23 198.1 5.3 5.6 0.93 40.0 47.0 0.85
19T10-0.2P
Xia0.1998,
508 254 86.0 16 510 0.10 0.025 0.20 137.2 5.2 3.7 1.42 37.0 47.7 0.78
16T10-0.1P
Xiao.1998,
508 254 86.0 16 510 0.19 0.025 0.20 170.2 6.3 4.3 1.44  35.0 37.5 0.93
16T10-0.2P
Bayrak.1996,
1473 305 72.1 20 454 0.50 0.026 0.18 334.3 8.7 11.4  0.76 48.5 41.1 1.18
ES-1HT
Bayrak.1996,
1473 305 71.7 20 454 0.36 0.026 0.20 322.4 10.0 13.9 0.72 95.1 66.8 1.42
AS-2HT
Bayrak.1996,
1842 305 71.8 20 454 0.50 0.026 0.20 350.0 8.5 16.5 0.51 62.6 68.0 0.92
AS-3HT
Bayrak.1996,
1473 305 71.9 20 454 0.50 0.026 0.29 388.7 11.9 13.3 0.90 78.5 60.9 1.29
AS-4HT
Bayrak.1996,
1842 305 101.9 20 454 0.46 0.026 0.27 444.8 13.1 18.7 0.70 73.3 83.2 0.88
AS-6HT
Bayrak.1996,
1842 305 102.0 20 454 0.45 0.026 0.13 358.3 9.4 15.3  0.61 31.0 60.8 0.51
AS-7THT
Bayrak.1996,
1473 305 102.2 20 454 0.47 0.026 0.17 368.4 6.0 11.0 0.55 26.6 43.0 0.62

AS-8HT
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L/ D/ £ A f) M,/ 2./mm 2c/mm
ek mm mm MPa mm MPa e fer (kN » m) s£i 315 *[{;i:/ S e 77{;!:/
T T

Saatcioglu.
1645 350 34.0 20 456 0.43 0.020 0.49 308.4 9.7 11.6 0.84 82.3 86.5 0.95

1999, BG-2
Saatcioglu.
1645 350 34.0 20 456 0.46 0.029 0.24 341.3 11.0 12.1 0.90 65.8 57.7 1.14
1999, BG4
Saatcioglu.
1999, BG-5 1645 350 34.0 20 456 0.46 0.029 0.49 357.8 13.7 12.7 1.08 115.2 87.5 1.32

Saatcioglu.
1645 350 34.0 20 456 0.23 0.029 0.24 327.4 20.6 18.2 1.13 115.2 104.8 1.10

1999, BG-8
Saatcioglu.

1645 350  34.0 16 428  0.46 0.033 0.24 351.2 12.4 20.4 0.61 658 99.1 0.66
1999, BG-9
Thomsen.

597 152 86.3 10 517 0.20 0.024 0.13 37.6 2.6 6.2 0.42 23.9 52.9 0.45
1994,A3
Thomsen.

597 152 75.8 10 476 0.20 0.024 0.21 33.1 7.6 5.8 1.30  47.8 56.0 0.85
1994,D1
Thomsen.

597 152  87.0 10 476  0.20 0.024 0.15 35.8 6.3 5.9 1.07 35.8 50.4 0.71
1994,D2
Thomsen.

597 152 71.2 10 476 0.20 0.024 0.16 30.4 6.9 5.5 1.25 35.8  50.1 0.71
1994,D3

Xia0.2002, No.
FHC1-0.2 1778 510  64.1 36 375 0.20 0.025 0.19 1333.6 14.8 21.1 0.70 142.2 125.1 1.14

Xia0.2002, No.
1778 510  62.1 36 375 0.33 0.025 0.19 1532.6 11.1 18.2 0.61 71.1 94.9 0.75
FHC2-0.34

Xia0.2002, No.
1778 510 62.1 36 375 0.22 0.025 0.18 1319.2 13.9 19.9 0.70 106.7 112.7 0.95
FHC3-0.22

Xia0.2002, No.
1778 510 62.1 36 375 0.32 0.025 0.18 1422.4 11.3 17.2  0.66 71.1 91.2 0.78
FHC4-0.33

Xia0.2002 s No.
1778 510  64.1 36 427 0.20 0.025 0.12 1280.2 14.0 20.2 0.69 106.7 100.7 1.06
FHC5-0.2

Xia0.2002, No.
FHC6-0.2 1778 510 64.1 36 427 0.20 0.025 0.15 1289.0 15.9 20.4 0.78 106.7 109.0 0.98

Bayrak.1998,
RS-9OHT

1842 350 71.2 20 446 0.34 0.027 0.25 423.6 16.9 21.2 0.80 128.6 97.0 1.33

Bayrak.1998,
RS-10HT

1842 350  71.1 20 446 0.50 0.027 0.25 432.8 12.3 16.5 0.74 859 71.7 1.20

Bayrak.1998,
RS-12HT

1842 350  70.9 20 446  0.34 0.027 0.13 368.4 13.8 184 0.75 82.9 64.8 1.28

Bayrak.1998,
RS-13HT

1842 350 112.1 20 440  0.35 0.027 0.16 479.0 14.7 187 0.79 89.8 75.5 1.19

Bayrak.1998,
RS-14HT

1842 350 112.1 20 440 0.46 0.027 0.16 493.6 26.1 16.0 1.63 62.6 61.8 1.01

Bayrak.1998.,
RS-15HT

1842 350  56.2 20 474 0.36  0.027 0.22 377.6 26.2 20.5 1.28 117.9 83.7 1.41
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L/ D/ fd A ) M,/ 2/ Ae/mm
B A T TR PR 50 5
ek mm mm MPa mm MPa e fer (kN » m) s£i 315 *l{;i:/ S e 77{;!:/
T T

Bayrak.1998,
RS-16HT

1842 350  56.2 20 474 0.37 0.027 0.15 335.2 21.6 17.8 1.21 79.8 63.1 1.27

Bayrak.1998,
1842 350 74.1 20 474 0.34 0.027 0.33 471.6 26.7 23.1 1.15 106.7 103.6 1.03
RS-17THT

Bayrak.1998.,
1842 350 74.1 20 474 0.50 0.027 0.33 386.8 15.4 14.5 1.06 64.5 74.7 0.86
RS-18HT

Bayrak.1998,
RS-19HT

1842 350  74.2 20 474 0.53 0.027 0.64 438.4 15.0 15.7 0.96 121.7 954 1.28

Bayrak.1998,
1842 350  74.2 20 474 0.34 0.027 0.34 451.2 19.4 22.1 0.88 66.0 91.8 0.72
RS-20HT

Bayrak.1998, _
1842 250 91.3 20 474 0.47 0.027 0.19 334.4 25.8 23.1 1.12 67.2 105.8 0.64
WRS-21HT

Bayrak.1998.,
1842 250 91.3 20 474 0.31 0.027 0.19 331.6 29.5 30.4 0.97 126.9 144.0 0.88
WRS-22HT

Bayrak.1998,
WRS-23HT

1842 250  72.2 20 474 0.33 0.027 0.25 285.6 28.5 283 1.01 122.5 147.5 0.83

Bayrak.1998,
1842 250 72.1 20 511 0.50 0.027 0.25 302.0 23.5 22.5 1.05 87.0 108.8 0.80

WRS-24HT
I 0.99 1.01
B R 0.28 0.29
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