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Fig. 1 Definition of the incident angle
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Tab.3 Threshold values of inter-story torsion angle
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Tab.5 Maximum effective energy of seismic records

T 52 I 4 PR ﬁ?‘ﬁg A%Kﬂo
i A\ BE &= WA/

1 Imperial Valley-01 1450 120
2 Superstition Hills-02 1275 160
3 Northridge-01 333 0
4 Irpinial,Italy-01 4 460 0
5 Loma Prieta 1 287 120
6  Cape Mendocino 432 160
7 Landers 1282 140
8  Northridge-02 1144 160
9  Erzican, Turkey 1281 120
10 Duzce, Turkey 2935 160
11 Gazli, USSR 873 80
12 Imperial Valley-02 1120 60
13 Imperial Valley-03 357 120
14  Nahanni, Canada-01 740 40
15 Nahanni, Canada-02 1023 120
16  Nahanni, Canada-03 987 80
17 Loma Prieta-01 478 60
18  Loma Prieta-02 1375 160
19  Cape Mendocino 1788 140
20 Kocaeli, Turkey 670 80
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Fig. 6 Global fragility curves (an indicator)
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