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Abstract: In recent years, the problem of progressive collapse of building structures has aroused widespread
concern at home and abroad. As one of the most commonly used structure systems in engineering practice, the
reinforced concrete (RC) frame structures have been widely involved in many existing progressive collapse
studies. However, most of the studies were mainly based on deterministic and static analyses of column removal
scenarios. In this study, the finite element (FE) model of a typical RC frame beam-column substructure is built
based on OpenSees. Both static and dynamic progressive collapse analyses of the beam-column substructure are
performed and validated against the experimental results. Furthermore, several structural models were generated
for the uncertainty analyses by the Latin hypercube sampling method. The influences of various uncertainty
factors are discussed, including the sectional geometries, material properties and so on. The results indicate that
the catenary action plays a crucial role in RC frame beam-column substructures against progressive collapse.
However, the use of 0.2 rad chord rotation as the failure index in the dynamic progressive collapse analyses is to a
certain extent conservative. Moreover, according to the sensitivity analyses, the yield strength and ultimate

strength of the longitudinal reinforcement are the major factors that affect the progressive collapse resistance of
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RC frame beam-column substructures.

Key words: reinforced concrete frame; progressive collapse; uncertainty analysis; Latin hypercube sampling;

finite element analysis

7525 H K TFE W23 i) ASEC/SEI 7-10" 1,
SERIE SR e X o« TR 0 R AR
FERIPE Y1, $5 265 S04 A0 B A (3] 35 SOK T A
MR EL SIS o R, BIGR 0 = s i IR 2 i
SRR AR OCEE . FESEPR TRET, AR R
HORE T g A IV A SR AR, R . 4%
Yo WAL i UK IR AN ST 0T 25 . 20 i
LR, FEABRIE N KR T VR 2 S B
1, 40 1968 4E46 2% Ronan Point 2 & #8 VE )
1995 4Fuh [E — = 1 S5 BB FAE. 2001 4121t
FArfly 9e11 22y F4F LA S 1995 P36 [ Alfred
P. Murrah I3 BUR K BENE B B T S pF ™) 4. 45
(132 0480 35 2% 35 J AR R IR N B 405 T2 R 8 5 i K
ARG TEWANMEE T Z %0, FRTT
Z R IT

E AP0 3% 2518 35 A1 5% (R BIF 90 3 2238 TR b i
ko BN AMNE 2 58 3 T 7T e T RC AE
LG KA S ] 0k e AN B B AT e o
Ren 25 JET-# R IR T 7 A R
S SRR 173 (R AE I RC HEZE R4 22451
B N, JLrb 2 AN TR, FEAR BRI
o M FEY 1 Ren 2 R IERE L, I
T 4 RSEL MRLAS MR ) RC HERL R4 14544
WAE, TERE T 2 YRR A T S 5 8 )
RIGHToE. TARED YL F Feng 21 M
ST RC HEZLES R AERE B A . 104 04
5 A U0 I E PR s R . S ek
xS S A MBI T 4 RN 1319 3 )2 4
RC HEHE L5 R4 S SRR R B0 E, IFXF RC HEZE 45
P (5 15 0o 75 v 52 Dy WL e i R EAT T iR .
Fat /N L5 23 53 7 T A RS N RS TR 22 R BT
FHHEAT T 3 TR BR A AR v DL AL o 4 2 1
S 5T . Fascetti 25" ) FH 75 A BR 70 41k
OpenSees 37 % WL IE 4 T — APl RCAE
R SR B R T i

B 25 oF &5 ) 3 L R IR S B TR N, R
HIF 22 2% 38 T Ui D1 5 46 2 BOA i e 1 v SL B
SR K T HERE S . 5 A I T R RE DTN A
AP ATER", CET TR T

RC HESLRRE T 25 W e i S 300 T I S B IR M A
(FI5em . Bln, Yu 2" f1 Feng 217 2 & T 4%
FIRSE L OB LU 3 S5 R 25, TR T RC HE
B R 0 T 8 1) A AN 0 2 1 0 T R R 4
BT, G5 S WA . A0 A IR 5 ) 4 K e
ELLEIRAE DI, He 2 4R 1 T W
TP GRS A D SR AR, JFTT
JE& T NG I AT 5 2 43 BT A0 2 UBURREE 0 BT . 5
WY B ) DR A YRR L B SR L A i IR
R FSE VA A7 B R S S E P IR 2R, i et
(e T B 7 4 RE X RC HE B30 78 15 45 Mg 4 BIEAT
TR T B R RN B g B R 1 B 4
At

SR, AT AIBIT 9T T AE 2 96 T 1k 20 7 AL
AR R AT T, T4 R e A A
P22 T AR 7 5 B0 R R A R s e, [
I 8 ) 2 B30 AR A 2 e o G T S ) 483 2 il T o
FF R . ASCHECH R IEERL L, T
Sk R B S Y, s T R RC SRR
TG R R B ) S A TR . R bt
fih b, R R . SRR R . A
JURTREIESE 10 NARHEES S, it $ T #ar )y
BHRE, TR T % HES ORI & MK RC HEALPAE T
LERIEE RS I RRMILE T, BT T S5O
SENERT RC HESLGE A T 45 W 1 01 RN 5l ) B S5
LR R R . B RE T TR R R
(R TRIAL ) 1 23T 7 A T RC HESR AT T 45 103
LB 5 BOR 2 PR BT R T AT A A

1 HRAGIE

AR BRI/ T AT LS iy RC REZRRERE T
GEifE g A E T, AR, ST
R W) GE-AORE & A RS T g5 M it i g+ 2
7%, A, HHTH RC HERGE LRI G A e P
BRSPS TR P A TR, N T
WA 90 5 LA S SR AE 0 AT, AR SO R %5 FE R AR
XTGP M . AL 5% Ren %0 A
M5 IF R RC HESLERE T 45 M S5 R
FIRIGHESE, LI T Ren 257 iR v i1 B3 W LA



74 T 2

o

J% 8 R SR b i DT AR50 3F T P (7 BR
JEREAY . Ren 255 fria 06 0 et P g SRRV R
AT Hr R Pl o SN ST s
T2 50 D0) gt 300 3k W TR s I ) 4B UL b AT 1) B ) 2k
B, MEBZREWE 1R, AL E T REZ X
Bk [18 — 20] & H B9 HF U5 A FR 7T 4K OpenSees
IS T RIRRES R RC AESE A 45 1k
A BRI AR B ) AU BN ) o AT AR A

’ 4000 !
(a) B3Zm#e ®  /mm

%ﬁ}%ﬂﬁé%

migt —H
SR —e ] =al

L] G o ]

= pUEDALN . e
o 4\ _h
«—iREE I EEE!;F’E*

|. o 7—} grup)z
(b) DTSNz &

Bl 1 B3/DT Rk s”
Fig. 1 Test set-up of B3/DT" ¥
1.1 ABRTEE
B B3 I DT (0 R B ARk
SRS R AS AN S Y, R, HE
HRGEAERE) 1 SR 356 T 60 35 1 21 4 2 A B e B
TRk 1A H Concrete01 A4 RMSEALL, 5% P U5 )%
FH OpenSees H [1) i [1] #4 £} (Hysteretic Material),
TH Ik VB R R R R AR KA Y ) N AR EE
KB 7 A RS S R R, w2 Bk

. y
I 714 Concrete01 T L))
pEEEE: Hysteretic r
y

E—L;
F— R
o, — Y HERREA;

e f—IRBE L PR
S IR BE R BRSR S
e TRBE TP IREEXNSIL RS 5
e, —TRBE AR BN AR ;
2 OpenSees ' Concrete01 1 Hysteretic #4571
Fig. 2 Material model for Concrete01/Hysteretic in OpenSees

i) oy AT v, 3 e A i 28 R it 0 7 A B
FE Sk b A AL 58 (1) ) I C L, B I R
FETH S “ABR R T0” J7 VR B B R T
(A, DU RS0 1) 30 ) fef 4%
1.2 1REIIIE

T R BRITRRY, H4 545 05 Ren 257
F00Y g2 2 R R R 2 R L, ] 3,
Kl 4 fis. HohE 3 8 DT W6 4 MK L
B, DT1-DT4 43 5l %F N e I (0 2l 07 far 2 23 50l A

0
5 — R
10l - - - BUERGS
R ol
£ o
-25¢ 7\ " . -
30} < ‘ <
_35 1 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
Hs 1] /s
(a) DT-1 (JMir#k14.11 kN)
0
. — R
100 | - N (L
. .
£ —200 +
R
E -300 |
—400 T
-500 ; ; ; ; ;
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
A1) /s
(b) DT-2 (4Mii#19.21 kN)
0
— g EE R
-100 - - - BUERIZE R
=
£ 200
SR
53001
—400
-500 : : : : :
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
HsH 1) /s
(c) DT-3 (JMaf#£21.17 kN)
0
_200 L \ & N - ﬁﬁ*i*uég%
o .
é\ —400
& -
—600 | =~
-800 - - - : -
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
R ES
(d) DT-4 (4Mni%%28.03 kN)

3 DT k45 RxfLe

Fig. 3 Comparison of the results for Specimen DT



Ji 75

T 2
60 N e Ly
- - - BEA S R
501 — AR
0 1 1 1 1
0 100 200 300 400 500

fi#/mm
K4 B3 BlUfFERSLL
Fig. 4 Comparison of the results for Specimen B3

14.11 kN, 19.21 kN, 21.17 kN, 28.03 kN X} MV [
Tl AiREW], WK a5 R 5B EE R &
JFEAE R PRI AR SCR D AR S A 7 725 e 8 1A A i A
U RC HEZLBERE T S5 AR 3 PR BRA AT T oL Z)
JIPRERAAE T 00T RESR BRI N, LU T 5
B EVE T

2 BRI SHE

N T 3T ZECA A T RC HEZE G2 AT 1 45
T PUE AR IR PERE R R W, TR T BN T % B
ZHGEATFE DT, O RC HESLSS M 245 2
IS A T SR (Monte Carlo
Simulation)”", (EJGHHEIFERIE R, BIASCRI
S R IR TN il J732; (Latin Hypercube
Sampling) JiliFF A 5 23 B B (A BR o . fr T
BT TT IR B T SR RIS VE I — M, il B AR
I3t R A B 23 RV EAT 40 )25, 493 n DMREZEA
FF 2, AT EPREBAEA S, IR
PR HIRE R RIRG B, 27 )iz as H 3
IR SHORT E ML AP REBT ST 1> 2,

EH T 25 ) iy 380 PR AN B O PR AR AT 75 ST VE A )
WRHETT, PIA S 3 S5 [ S H A e PEXT T
SiRESE PR m .. BN CEIRE
B, 5% RC HEZLSRAT 145 f i s 3 b i = 8L
IR - S FE B . VRAE Lo AL Ak R R
N RS T oy T S A WS 4 S RO
SE P BE T ) R B A AT Tl sl J PR B d A T
LR 1) RC HEHE G2 b - 45 he) B 252 1581 B P e (1) 52
W, ASCEL Y 8N R b i DT i 5L,
F& T SRR B ST AR 10 AMBENLAR
B, BB BEAUAS 2 AR E ks, TR R T
B ST 7 HilRE FIORE N PR E B B T A o il A
o, AR BERCA DT 3R 3 e sl A PR 56

BOE, AR AR S R B S %5 B AL AR f ik AN

Sy AR BB S e e pur et 0, sk

T 1) B B RSTSE R ES s 2) TR

TP R RS EOE S A 3) YT R

IR B 5 B AN B or A, o, g o A R B IR &

Moo F B 4 3.2 F14.28%), PEAMS B 1 Fir.
z1 MENTESH

Table 1 Distributions of the random variables

BEAL A BIE A 5t R AU (%) Iy A R ET
PEREL 2000 mm 0.23 ER M
BEiih 170 mm 0.54 ER i
ZE5b 85 mm 0.75 e il

TR L IR 2 S 6 mm 5.00 EAMi
P MR E 200 GPa 3.30 ER i
2N ESINAE 0.25 15.00 IEZSAMT

PHTE R 6 mm/8 mm 4.00 EAMi

Y-SRIV A 26.6 MPa 18.00 o HEAS AT
YIRS, 336/292 MPa* 9.30 B
YRIRIESES,  512/459 MPa* 8.00 B

7: 336 MPa. 512 MPa Jy B 4% 6 mm 20175 119 Jab IR 8 J38 R0 R o 5
292 MPa. 459 MPa Jy 15.4% 8 mm 20 J5 1) Jit 5 3 AW B 5 5 o

3 BHAMEMSR

76 DT RFFISEERE L, 36738 1 PR BEbLAR
HAT R, SRR T ST 7 kR U7 VR 3R IF T
1000 ™ AS[A] RC HEHE GEAE 1 25 M) A BROTHE Y, 43
5ol FF FEASE IR (¥ 3 ) RV ) SRR AT, et of
NSRS BOR E PN RC HEZLERE 145 Wy i 45
5135 1 7 P 0
3.1 &BALR

ST H D IRBRAAE 00, A E A B
SRR 5 PEX T O 70 % F ) 3 Fh RC HEZE
5 Ky 70 S 1) 5 A A R A A e s ™,
1) BRI B B AR 3 ) (Fean)s 2) Beui e A
B F 0.20 rad IR R BT (Foa)™: 3) HEZZZE
AR T RIS XS L AR ) (Fryp)s WIS BT

T Bk 3 AN ARBI RS, ek Rl e AR
(17 1000 > RC HEZL G2k 7 45 M A5 (1 5 ) 3 H 45
RanrE 6 pro. H, K6 s SRR, 4t
P BRI, Bl 2R B AL b, R PR B
PE 53 A7 45 21 10 558 8 7 8 0 5 AE A /N T 55 F %A 1)
TR R0 P AR R RO A L AN TR 2R (Y e
ST AR R AN TR A 3 ) FEAE A FR AR I Gt &5
GBI, FIBEM S ENE)S, 1000 A4



76 T B h ¥
>0 No SEWIRWA, Wi R bR VR AT 213 ) e
a0l B MR F=27.98 kN, F,=19.93 kN; Fiifk
EN: 0 =274 kN, 0,=1.43 KN(H, i1 Al
z 30} 12 AR KRG br 1 RURBUERR 2); RBUER 1
ﬁm_ FURBLARHR 2 LA 305 50% W% I 1) 2K R4 A
oy ok 27.97 kKN F1 19.93 kN, Fii & 44 54 (1)
10 1.4 %, AL, SRARBGR R 2 I A R
. . . . i RAVESBE T, $ R AR PR 1 72X N AT T
0 100200 ~ 300 400 500 THEAT BRI B IA 2R 8.73%,  BRIbx T

1y #%/mm

5 W T OUKBI R AR bR

Fig. 5 Load carrying capacity indexes for static scenario

100
80 |
60 |

40 f

PR /(%)

20 + v F,

up

10 20 30 40 50 60
Ahr /KN

Bl 6 ) TIANH & P Hr el R

Fig. 6 Uncertainty analysis results for static scenario
RC HEBE G T G5 My BLHL () Foans Fooo M Frypy
E S50 16.16 KN 29.37 kN F1 40.23 kN F 5
F Fryp (0 BIE AR EC Foan 390023 50 2 81.74%
148.95%, K, BHEZHLHINT RC HELLRAE T
SRR LT B 3 17 LT R0 S 15 Skl 30 & OC 2 1)
YERT. tedbh, THEAFEI Foaas Fooo M Fryp HIBR
HEZ 73 594 0.89 kKN 2.09 kN il 5.45 kN. [A 1,
ZHA E PERT RC HESL AT 1 46 7 s #E B B
WEAE KB TT (Foan) SEMEDN, R RC HEZEZE T 1
G KL T AR ST W 2R IR0 1 B R B 2 AR ) (F ) Y
RO g5 K o
32 BALR

YT TOL, ARSCE LG T PR
KACHDNFERR, Bl 1) KBERR 1, Sk Rik ks
Z PR, RAAKE S A A 2) 2R
BAERR 2, G5 KR IE BT 45 AT Bl dR K 88 ) A7 4%
Apmax N T G231 55 £ 3K F] 0.20 rad 5 W 1) 8 ] 47
B Ao s T R

BT UL BRI R AR TR, R GE vt RE P A
1000 /N BEBY I R 2 I3 40 #r . givk a5 R an &l 8

ASCHTE ST RC HERLRAL T &k, SR H i [ b
230 T B F1IL 21 0.20 rad 15 A RAR
i TR

0 0
£ 2000 | g 00r
£ £ 200
%—4000 - f;j —300F

7400 IIIIIIIINN TN TS ﬁ::li?
6000 510 15 20 00 05 10 15 20
Fif Al /s Ay al/s
(a) KRR (b) KAUFEHR2

7 B LOURRER R

Fig. 7 Failure indexes for dynamic scenario

100

o]
(=)
T

(o)
S
T

A RHEEIR
P A CRARR2
m {4k 1A
(19.93 kN, 50%)
¢ (27.97 kN, 50%)
% (26.39 kN, 50%)

15 20 25 30 35 40 45
HMar /KN

8 B LHEAN & Tk A T 5
Fig. 8 Uncertainty analysis results for dynamic scenario
33 ETHEREBENLIDON

b AR Esh ) i Bl W B 2%, £
s LA B BB BT R, ANTE F 1 4 0 2 3
suerh. Bk, fEARZES kAL L AR
SOk 5 R T i B A ) ) 2 M T vk
JFRE T RC HEZEGEAT: 1 S5 b HTIE BB 5 R R AN 2
Yeortfr, IFshe T AT EAHERR L .

He T Re & I PR R A S ) 20 B 5 9 B
N, AEGTHIRPUE SR R D, AT RO
W7 S Eh Wy S WS SR N T )
U FHAEIS (BIEL 9 RIS TR S,=S, i), XA 4

U LSRR (%)
N
S

[N
(=]
T




T ™

i 2 77

BRI F R 7E SN T 70 W A AR BIREAS g IR X I PR I
Fsh hiraiak P, W

1
Py =— | Ps(us)dug (1
Uq

A POAF ARG u WE IR . R ik
fai 620 1 3 B 7S 1000 ANFEA R ) fr -1 F
i 2 e e h Ty Ae sl g ox A it 2k, 3L rh SRR 1
A 3l 73 73 B ith 2 55 FLt ) A 8- (00 7 it 20 EL
K9 Bzw, et i B B A e PEX RC HEZREAE
TER LB R, WlEl 8 .

- - - AR T
sl 114

T #/kN

ug(uy)

{37 #%/mm
Ko sl o il i

Fig. 9 Procedure of the simplified dynamic analysis

i RRW), R s o b 5k S
(K180 3 2R R B E A Fiy=26.33 kN, #2204
o3=2.39 kN (Hrp, 3 AR 1120 H), Sk
RRPR (G5 R TCVE LIRS ) R R 8 2% Ry ¢
PR 7 A —5.90%:  HL1ij 4 7 V45 21 5] 55 3
50% X ) B4 2804 26.39 kN, 5 AR
TG MR 22 H—5.65%. AN, 45l 11 53 413 2
180 15 5 453 P ith 2 5 AR LV 3 T 0 B 45 R K B
[Flo AL, FETTJE RC HESLHEAL 1~ S i ik 413 15
P e 2 BOAN 2 V2 A v A R A6 3 D 2 B g vk
AR DR UE S5 R AERA P, [R] IFad v] DAAR KR
JE byl o S RE, Rz 0T A TR D S5k B )
R RCH E AT DA B T A% g8 B TE T DL 3 i
Fefik 21 0.20 rad(RAHRIR 2) UAE SR

4 BSHHRMEDH

KT S HOA M e il — DR T %
RO RC HESL G2 FT: - G5 #e) U e 82 15 B 8 ) (1) 5%
Mo S BUBUBAE S BT T 90 T 25 B ATLAR 143 ) H 3
fH (Mean). FJME K 1 545 UE % (Mean-Std) F134{E
1A ARUEZE (Mean+Std) I RC HE 28 42K 1 45 14

B SRR B () A5 R e N o Ay SN B R % S 5
RN, B 45 R A IF 22 I R AEAS [ BE AL AR
UK G AE, WK 10 5K 11 . %
ARG XWME 1w, EF “+” & Meant+Std it

HER,  “=” b Mean-Std T 45 5.
o~ I
Ll + -

il =

Lt -0+

ht — I >

E _l +

. ‘- i

d — | +

b _ | +

t Al

0.85 090 095 100 105 L10 LIS
(@) Fean

A= I +

L+ . -

L -0+

. ok

d — |+

E — | +
[

s - |+

b —l+

A s

085 090 095 100 105 110 LIS
(b) Foy

[ = I

At + I -

P — . +

L} - ! +

ar M - l +

E | _ | n

h +|_

b —| +

Lt —|+

tr Al

070 080 090 100 110 120 130
(©) Frp

K10 O O b e K

Fig. 10 Tornado diagrams for static scenario



o

78 T "
1
-y
Lt —-+
it +l -

Lt +1 -
h P T
df +' -
& - |+
b -I-l -
A | R |
0.75 0.95 1.15 1.35 1.55
(a) DT-15 kN
A+ I -
A+ -
Lt -+
E, | _|_'_
Ef L
h _|_|_
dt _|_'_
fot + | =
bt _|_l_
t Al
080 090 100 110 1.20
(b) DT-20 kN
HEHER —
- + I
At + I -
& +ll -
E +1 -
L —Fi\\\
S +1 - Bt
b + |-
h +]-
+] -
O L.
070 0.80 090 1.00 1.10 120 130
() DT-25kN

K11 3 ) Tl e s K
Fig. 11 Tornado diagrams for dynamic scenario
41 BOIR
FEHE T 4R B A A 00 1) 2 BOgUR vk 20 A
e, R E BRI R AR L 2 HOAN B 2 PR B
[, [FIREN Foaas Fooo M Frypy =R IR ALE
EIEE I

11 10 R, 00 i I SR BEXT Foaa AT Fo 9
K13 Wi g K, A5 AR B 9 B X o, PSR TR 3 K
3 e B 55 JEE X Fo 00 A1 Foan I RE WK T X Fryp
MIsEm, HIrE QN RE R 2 . BRItz Ah,
PR XS Fo 0 AT MY, X2 T 54N
7 4 it B #1125 3] 0.20 rad FERAEWTRL, W) Foo 1
ELIBCN ST WA IR B Frype 3 2 F10HE T 25350501
TR I B KIS W S BN (R MR o LA
il 5 1k 2 5 L A AT LAy R A1 A 2B 17 P A R 2
XFFIT# ) TO0 R I RC AEAL R FE T 45/ 7k )
AL

x2 BHIASHHYRMEDER

Table 2 Sensitivity analysis results for static scenario
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Fig. 12 Tornado diagrams for simplified dynamic analysis
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