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Shear wall component restoring force model in OpenSees

LUO Guosheng, GU Dongsheng
(School of Environment and Civil Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, Jiangsu, P. R. China)

Abstract: This paper proposes a moment-rotation tri-linear backbone curve model for reinforced concrete (RC)
shear walls. Equations for predicting key points on the backbone curve are provided. The calculated sectional
effective stiffness and ultimate drift ratio are compared with experimental results from 105 RC shear walls. The
Modified Ibarra-Medina-Krawinkler (ModIMK) material in OpenSees software that considers the strength and
stiffness degradation is used to define the hysteresis rules. Numerical simulation and analysis of low-cycle
reciprocating tests on reinforced concrete shear walls are carried out, and the simulation results closely align with
the test results. When compared to a model that considers the bending-shear coupling effect (SFI), our hysteretic
model effectively predicts the response of the frame shear wall during earthquake events. Furthermore, dynamic
incremental analysis (IDA) shows that our model can accurately predict the collapse behavior of shear walls
during earthquakes, with inter-layer drift ratios during collapse being smaller than those in the fiber mode.
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Fig.1 Moment-Angle skeleton curve of shear wall

2 HEAEINEITE
2.1 MEWITEESR

2B 5% BT s AR NEE, BT U AR 5 B 22 a2 g, mT R i v 2 (3) A i A R K Ok 2 i BT ) AR B
RS20 . Paulay 2538 52 150 06 0 57 5 B0 40 B 32 48 7 25 58 B U1 A8 B 1) B g 1% 48 e A R4 W R 8 5K

EJC,VE‘IE,—( 1})0+n)/1.2+F), @)

y

2 EL Ry B 7 5% B 8T W BE , 1,=b, 0,12 5., 2 YA T A 5 B 5 1, 00 b, 3 00 S 5 g itk 40T (4 4 N 5 O B R
s F N

100
30(f+n)]g

Bl :2'5( 1120 +")/ ( hl) )
i (AL (S) AT LU Bl 5T 25 E A/ 3G O, FIsc/0S AT 48T A 250 00 B8 1S . 2 £, B 400 MPa, n=0.1 1 ,
h /I 1S SETNE) 3, E 1 /E I M\ 0.22 1 /%] 0.27,
Li %"7E Paulay 6" F 55 2 il b X 87 85 b /N T 2.0 (30 R 0F — 20 0 9, 38 40 1 A A I ) R Y

F=

E.
E.l,
[FREI b/l N 1S 3B 3, EL/EI M 0.12 34 %1 0.29, 1T L& H 76 57 15 L 85 /Nt , X (6) 1157 45 51 i 3
NTH(4).
Haselton 55" 4K fify VR 6E 1= A1 3 36 45 2R AIF 53 DA A 48 1 A 80 B2 I 55 0l P Ll m DB 355 L /1, O R AE R
R B S A AR

100

¥

_ Ress he
=0.19 +n)(0.53+0.37- 40315 ), (6)

2
I

hex
E.I4/E.1,=0.3(0.1+ n)”( ; !

22 HEBUAERKESR

Sk TG I AR T A R B B O i, R [ N AN A5 AT A L MR R AR Y R W AT R &
TR, it 5 24 S DX 4 A D) BEAS 8 2k 100 mm, 46 477 1] B 5 A7 BLAR EC (R 10, DUGRIIE 38 M A8 XA 547 1)
o, FRCEE T 105 R B BRI 25 2 B B LS R 1.0~6.0, Bl i LU YE B 0~0.51, FEAS WA 35 T B 1 55 T

0.72
) ,02<E.4/E.1,<0.6. (7)

w



130 TR K F F IR % 46 %

e HUE UG L. X T80, JH OpenSees i 37 5 g 35 1 21 4 A5 AL | 3 3o 4808 23 A , $12 30338 48 T 5 0 M 3R
15 s IV 728 SR 1) 0.004 Fif (4 48 TR0 25 AE A Dy Jit A 7 R BE S (EL M s AR A0 106 st AR 7 A% , 3 aod 3 (3) T35 48 v A5 28 1
JEI(E . B R HEAAE BT AR UL 1 o ARG 50 (4) ((0) (TR ROE AT 2 M I 245 10 T A7
RPN B AR R 6 R B9 e BT B LA S R

F1 KEBESHHEER

Table 1 Test data and calculation results

E'Ie Sy
. L My ELJ EL ‘f/ Mt Mt 6t
Mol W 1) by hy/ ho i EL1f 6,3k 6,3t
. n i/ ’ EI  ElI . %/ R/M, 710,
K Z mm mm  mm I, /% X /s T B% 5%
(kN-m) W 1A (kN'm) Hig K6
Ed

i Wi 700 100.0 1750 0.15 25 2186 0.84 020 027 131 2525 1.16 270 2.57 0.95
i} P 700 100.0 1750 025 2.5 2483 042 046 032 0.69 2905 1.17 1.80 229 1.27
W3 700 100.0 1750 035 2.5 2562 0.42 048 036 076 3248 127 150 2.10 1.40

WHS2 2000 150.0 4560 0.06 2.3 992.1 0.24 020 0.18 091 16390 1.65 1.70 292 1.72
SCik WHS3 2000 150.0 4560 0.06 23 1379.0 035 0.19 0.18 091 2072.0 150 2.03 2.67 131
[19] WHS5 2000 150.0 4520 0.13 23 1508.1 024 030 022 0.75 20020 133 150 225 1.50
WSH6 2000 150.0 4520 0.11 23 1823.8 0.39 0.21 0.21 1.01 27240 149 200 227 1.13

HPCWO1 1000 100.0 2100 0.12 2.1 540.9 057 021 023 1.14 6852 127 2.04 215 1.05
CEK HPCWO02 1000 100.0 2100 0.10 2.1 5743 0.60 0.19 023 1.20 698.5 1.22 250 228 091
[20] HPCWO03 1000 100.0 2100 0.13 2.1 7122 059 0.24 024 1.02 796.5 1.12 243 191 0.79
HPCWO04 1000 100.0 2100 0.12 2.1 751.0 0.61 0.22 023 1.04 777.6 1.04 270 198 0.73

)[jfj]( w3 1000 152.0 3750 0.10 3.5 11792 1.12 034 028 0.84 12563 1.07 330 2.82 0.85

W4 700 750 1600 020 2.5 1595 0.62 025 028 1.12 1503 0.94 1.63 129 0.79

W5 700 100.0 1330 0.15 1.9 1825 043 022 022 1.01 2540 139 175 228 130

SCHR W6 700 100.0 1600 0.11 2.5 140.8 042 024 023 098 220.8 1.57 2.14 272 1.27

[22] w7 700 100.0 1600 0.15 2.5 1964 0.50 028 0.25 091 2384 121 236 240 1.02

W8 700 100.0 1600 0.15 2.5 196.4 0.59 024 025 1.06 249.6 127 272 240 0.88

w9 700 100.0 1600 0.15 2.5 1964 048 029 025 0.86 232.0 1.18 2.68 2.40 0.90

SCHR Wi 1200 200.0 3720 0.08 3.1 960.9 0.49 032 025 0.79 990.3 1.03 3.00 328 1.09

[23] W2 1200 2000 3720 0.04 3.1 9782 048 023 022 098 10409 1.06 2.90 3.49 1.20

Cl1 1400 150.0 2800 0.04 2.0 451.8 0.19 0.21 024 1.13 4902 1.08 260 3.26 1.25

C2 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 4332 0.19 022 033 151 498.8 1.15 250 3.40 1.36

C3 1400 150.0 8400 0.04 6.0 441.1 0.19 021 035 1.67 4745 1.08 260 3.46 133

i Cs 1400 150.0 2800 0.08 2.0 5885 021 026 025 097 664.4 1.13 250 299 1.20

ik C6 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 4424 0.19 021 033 1.57 504.6 1.14 250 3.41 136

[24-23] M1 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 5656 024 021 027 1.28 601.4 1.06 280 339 1.21

M2 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 6044 024 023 028 1.20 668.6 1.11 3.80 3.37 0.89

M3 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 5161 023 020 028 1.38 560.8 1.09 3.40 3.40 1.00

M4 1400 150.0 5600 0.04 4.0 6042 022 0.25 030 1.20 630.7 1.04 3.80 3.38 0.89

SCHk R2 1910 102.0 4570 0 24 8992 046 0.16 0.18 1.14 989.9 1.10 280 3.13 1.12

[26] B3 1910 102.0 4570 0 24 8574 040 0.17 0.18 1.07 12603 147 440 3.12 0.71
SCHR

i WRI0 1500 200.0 3000 0.10 2.0 10582 031 0.18 021 121 12759 121 290 2.72 0.94

i WP1 2286 1524 8560 0.10 3.7 34150 0.66 033 026 078 36429 1.07 2.00 2.10 1.05

j;fj; WP2 2286 1524 8560 0.09 3.7 35349 071 029 025 086 37961 1.07 220 224 1.02

WP3 2286 1524 8560 0.08 3.7 34544 0.60 033 024 0.72 3840.8 1.11 250 235 094
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£V
WP4 2286 152.4 13487 0.07 59 4798.1 081 052 025 048 56277 1.17 200 257 1.8
WP6 2286 229.0 8170 0.08 3.6 45445 070 023 025 1.10 47546 105 4.10 3.08 0.75
WP7 2286 229.0 8000 0.07 3.5 47222 070 023 024 106 56982 121 420 3.12 0.74
Cl10 2250 200.0 10350 0.10 4.6 42763 049 0.19 026 140 46220 1.14 3.10 277 0.89
XHk A10 2250 200.0 10350 0.10 4.6 42763 049 0.19 026 140 4580.0 1.13 3.10 278 0.90
[29] Al4 2250 200.0 10350 0.14 4.6 44354 0.64 0.18 030 1.63 54200 122 250 263 1.05
A20 2250 200.0 10350 0.20 4.6 45802 043 027 035 126 61540 134 200 237 1.18
~ SWWI 400 80.0 1577 026 4.1 888 078 039 042 1.06 1050 1.18 220 220 1.00
ik SWW2 400 80.0 1577 051 41 1052 0.64 0.62 058 093 1250 1.19 140 1.65 1.18
DO Swws 400 800 1577 051 41 1069 066 061 058 094 1280 120 130 164 126
Xk RWI O 1220 101.6 3660 0.11 3.1 4363 034 036 028 079 5350 123 220 253 115
[31]  RW2 1220 101.6 3660 0.09 3.1 4269 034 034 027 079 5794 136 230 269 1.17
S38 1220 150.0 2440 0.07 2.0 9515 055 0.18 020 1.10 1173.6 123 3.10 2.84 092
‘ $63 1220 150.0 2440 0.07 2.0 1559.1 0.64 025 020 078 18105 1.16 3.00 235 0.78
ik S51 1220 150.0 1830 0.08 1.5 9927 052 0.15 0.6 1.09 11035 111 3.00 2.56 085
2] S78 1220 150.0 1830 0.06 1.5 15248 0.63 0.17 0.6 089 15720 103 3.00 2.12 0.71
S64 1220 150.0 1830 0.02 1.5 13067 057 0.16 0.14 086 1226.1 094 270 249 0092
~ SW7 700 100.0 1470 022 2.1  312.8 040 044 028 0.64 2958 095 2.00 2.07 104
i SW8 700 100.0 1470 031 2.1  329.8 038 047 031 0.65 3293 100 150 190 127
B3 Swo 700 1000 1470 022 21 3400 057 031 029 092 4461 131 200 208 1.04
Sk W1 1220 1270 3560 0.07 29 5765 0.75 0.16 022 134 5988 104 3.00 292 097
[34] W3 1220 1270 3560 0.09 2.9 6358 0.77 0.18 023 130 5705 090 160 2.79 1.74
SW4 650 650 1300 0.001 2.0 1115 0.60 0.18 0.15 0.85 1339 120 185 145 0.78
~ SW5 650 650 1300 0.001 2.0 117.1 0.63 0.19 0.14 075 1430 122 099 1.04 1.06
ik SW6 650 650 1300 0.001 2.0 111.8 0.67 0.16 0.15 097  139.1 124 169 150 0.89
B3 Sw7 650 650 1300 0001 20 1261 081 0.6 0.4 089 1655 131 169 089 052
SW8 650 650 1300 0.001 2.0 1513 0.63 021 0.4 069 1239 082 200 098 049
AIM 1300 200.0 2700 0.01 2.1 1209.1 073 0.15 0.18 1.16 13181 1.09 4.60 2.55 0.56
Xk A2C 1300 2000 2700 0.01 2.1 12091 073 0.15 0.18 1.16 11267 093 3.02 255 0.85
[36] BIM 550 84.0 1140 0.01 2.1 99.1 0.49 0.19 0.17 0.90 86.1 0.87 3.46 276 0.80
B2C 550 84.0 1140 0.01 2.1 99.1 049 0.19 0.17 0.90 86.1 0.87 222 276 1.24
LSWI 1200 120.0 1200 0 1.0 3159 028 0.1 008 075  321.6 102 150 135 0.90
LSW2 1200 120.0 1200 0 1.0 259.1 029 0.09 0.08 094 2292 088 190 165 087
Sk LSW3 1200 1200 1200 0.07 1.0 3620 031 0.11 010 086  321.6 089 140 1.04 074
[377  MSWI 1200 1200 1800 0 1.5 3221 035 0.3 0.2 093 3546 1.10 144 222 1.54
MSW2 1200 120.0 1800 0 1.5 2658 050 007 0.12 161 2232 084 190 243 1.8
MSW3 1200 120.0 1800 0.07 1.5 3632 034 0.15 0.14 094 3168 087 140 1.81 130
~ MWI1 2000 120.0 3250 0.05 1.6 12947 039 0.13 0.18 139 1380.0 1.07 1.00 1.74 174
ik MW2 2000 120.0 3250 0.05 1.6 12749 039 0.13 018 137 13332 1.05 1.00 1.72 1.72
U3 w3 2000 1200 3250 005 16 12836 042 0.2 0.8 150 13335 104 130 173 133
Xk SW-2 850 125.0 1600 021 19 2963 0.61 0.14 025 162 2416 082 222 242 1.09
[38] SW-3 850 1250 1600 021 1.9 2881 0.63 0.13 025 1.72 2656 092 227 244 1.08
Sk HPCWOI 1000 100.0 2100 021 2.1  680.1 0.60 023 027 1.16 6852 1.01 212 1.86 0.88
[39] HPCWO02 1000 100.0 2100 021 2.1 7742 0.63 023 027 1.8 6985 090 260 1.84 0.71
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L6y

HPCWO03 1000 100.0 2100 0.28 2.1 8783 0.62 0.26 030 1.13 796.5 091 257 140 0.55
HPCWO04 1000 100.0 2100 0.28 2.1 915.7 0.64 0.25 030 1.19 777.6 0.85 2.81 1.44 0.51

SW1-2 750 70.0 750 0.19 1.0 2146 049 0.15 0.12 0.81 2003 093 136 099 0.73
SW1-3 750 70.0 750 0.27 1.0 210.0 047 0.15 0.12 0.85 2558 1.22 091 0.72 0.80
SCHR SW2-2 750 70.0 1125 028 1.5 2354 044 025 0.19 0.69 2734 1.16 1.55 0.84 0.54
[40] SW2-3 750 70.0 1125 037 1.5 2554 050 0.25 021  0.80 317.6  1.24 1.14 040 035
SW3-2 750 70.0 1500 0.24 2.0 244.0 0.54 0.28 0.25 0.88 3245 133 1.67 149 0.90
SW3-3 750 70.0 1500 037 2.0 2643 0.53 031 029 0.88 3804 1.44 148 0.78 0.53

SWI1-1 1000 125.0 2000 0.10 2.0 306.5 045 0.19 024 1.24 377.7 123 1.10 194 1.76
SWI1-2 1000 125.0 2000 0.19 2.0 372.6 051 0.21 027 130 5455 146 1.00 139 139
SW1-3 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 427.7 049 025 030 1.22 466.2 1.09 1.20 0.88 0.74
SW1-4 1000 125.0 2000 038 2.0 466.7 0.37 035 033  0.92 400.0 0.86 0.64 0.48 0.75
SW2-1 1000 125.0 1000 0.29 1.0 556.4 037 0.17 0.13 0.70 5257 094 140 1.11 0.79
SW2-2 1000 125.0 1500 0.29 1.5 556.4 043 022 022 096 537.0 097 0.60 0.64 1.07
SW2-3 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 556.4 037 035 030 0.84 4534 0.81 0.60 0.70 1.17
SW3-1 1000 125.0 2000 0.19 2.0 367.6 0.51 0.20 027 132 5455 148 1.00 142 142
SCik SW3-2 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 544.0 037 0.34 030 0.86 4534 0.83 0.60 0.75 1.25
[41] SW4-2 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 561.7 033 0.39 030 0.74 464.1 0.83 0.50 0.68 1.36
SwW4-3 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 554.0 036 0.36 030 0.82 453.0 0.82 0.69 0.71 1.03
SW4-4 1000 125.0 2000 0.19 2.0 565.6 037 0.35 027 0.75 4534 0.80 0.60 091 1.51
SW5-1 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 546.0 032 0.40 030 0.73 5142 094 058 074 1.28
SW5-2 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 554.0 039 0.33 0.30 0.88 453.0 0.82 0.69 0.71 1.03
SW5-3 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 571.7 0.42 031 030 0.93 567.4 099 086 0.64 0.74
SW6-1 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 5548 052 0.25 030 1.18 570.0 1.03 0.89 0.71 0.80
SW6-2 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 554.0 039 0.33 030 0.88 4534 0.82 0.69 0.71 1.03
SW6-3 1000 125.0 2000 0.29 2.0 567.7 058 0.23 030 1.30 6334 1.12 1.10 0.66 0.60

¥ 1.04 1.10 1.03
forid
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Table 2 Test and calculation results of C10
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oAl TR oAl TR A TR
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4 Hector Mine(East-West) 1999 7.1 Hector
5 Imperial Valley(West-Sourth) 1979 6.5 Delta
6 Imperial Valley(East-North) 1979 6.5 El Centro Array #11
7 Kobe, Japan(East-West) 1995 6.9 Nishi-Akashi
8 Kobe, Japan(East-West) 1995 6.9 Shin-Osaka
9 Kocaeli, Turkey(East-West) 1999 7.5 Duzce
10 Kocaeli, Turkey(East-West) 1999 7.5 Arcelik
11 Landers(West-Sourth) 1992 7.3 Yermo Fire Station
12 Loma Prieta(East-West) 1989 6.9 Capitola
13 Loma Prieta(East-West) 1989 6.9 Gilroy Array #3
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