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1.1 RDER

1.1.1 ZERRFFEROME

JR- IR EIE, RIS L > THE LR RN — 52BN ELQERE S, ZOER
IZE-oTH—F /%IEIL FEENEERT 5 Z I > TEREAEANT, TBEICBIT D
FEMRFERiE (LLF, Rk vWo) 1, ZORIEREIED LLHLDOENDND
Wik (Boiling Water Reactor; LA, BWR &V 9) 1 F)3EFT K OIIEAKT (Pressurized
Water Reactor; UL, PWR &\ 9) JRFIEEITD 2 I I N, EEiili et -
{EHEME « R 2 = D 7o e BB ig K B 147 (Advanced Boiling Water Reactor; AT, ABWR
EWV D), BARINEKEE 747 (Advanced Pressurized Water Reactor; LU, APWR &\Y9)
WIFET 5,

ZD95L, ABWRIX, HRENF—ALT 472 (LLF, HIEHD &) OflEA]
PURATIFEEFT 6 + 7T SHRICH T THIO TEHRHA SN, ZD%, BBV THRIE - &)
1Thivd X 91277, Fig. 1-1 ITHRXPRE SR EFTONLE, Fig. 1-2 (Z[FFEEFTOIME
ZRT,

Fig. 1-1 Location of Kashiwazaki-Kariwa nuclear power plant site!"
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Fig. 1-2 Picture of the Kashiwazaki-Kariwa nuclear power plant site

FHREXDP 7 S5 80T 6 - 7 5H%IX, RRdE, #—vodE, 2 he—VdE, B
WLER R, — B AEEEO/RE THA SN, ENENEZIRT DEEEE SIS T
7T A TOND, 2095, JJFREROFT TR OBEERERIIFFIFERETHY,
AR E O, 8= 27 U— b (Reinforced Concrete; LA T, RC &9 ) BIEGHIZA
#+ (Reinforced Concrete Containment Vessel; LA T, RCCV &\ 9), ZDOPNERICJRFHF)E S5 %0
DELE STV 5D, Fig 1312 7 SR IR EREL N Y — B RO 2R,

JRF AR O B HEIR I RC EOMEEETH VY, Z ORI 13 N T 2m f2E, AR
TEEN S5S~6mEETH D, V‘Jﬁﬁ TFREIOIR Y I LFEICH WD R L—rn 7 L—

(CraneFloor; LT, CF &\ 9) IZHEINTED, 45 (4thFloor' LT, 4F L 9H) OF
&V~V5V7D7&ébﬁ,i% (IRERZEMPIEN Do ZORZERIZITZ L—r &R
HORBE L2 D7-ODO8ESRT =227 U — b (Steel Reinforced Concrete; LA T, SRC &Y 9)
WEOREDRH Y, BRIIKE G N7 AEL > T D,

Fig. 1-3 12”9 7 SR FIFEERIT, B L2 EoRENRICIE > Ty, LEmigs
NI 2 AW HEE V=700 m/s Z B2 DA Lo CIFRFEN TV 5, £, 47
AR LT 54— B UBRIFEENICHRAE LN TR Y, MFBIIMN LIS L o T
%o
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Reactor building
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!
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1
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i
! *TMSL. stands for Tokyo Bay Mean Sea Level
i
i

407, 450, 13§
wm - B gss

Fig. 1-3 Cross-section view in Kashiwazaki-Kariwa nuclear power plant unit 7 reactor building and
turbine building' "
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1.1.2 ZEMRHFHEOHME

(1) IBfE#H T OEEMRHRETE

JR TR ICRER S D JRFIF e OB RMERFHE, 1981 FICHlE S vz T3EEHIR
TIFHERIZ BT D MRk Ft R A S D (AL, FHESIOREIL 1978 /) [2HKS%, 2ok
AT EHOZBIENHER SN T E T2, FfEEE, To%, LERFEHBH#E (1995) SE0ES L
OVHIEE T2 2 B9 2 YIS O BMFEAOEAIN A L % K & 52 C 2006 4FI2 i 72 tkqT
T DT,

FGET T, T E TORMMES) S, RAHES S 0 OLBEOEETH AV 5 U
HIFEE) SMH~DOBITHTOND & &b, BEROBIERICKHIST DHEIRER 72 535
ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%@&m®ﬁk“ﬁﬁbﬂtozzf FLUERNRE) Sy & 1THERR D FEZE 4 % i
T DI ODMERFOHHE L RO HEFHOZ L TH Y, FWETITE T M T & ITER
ZROE L CORET 2HES)) & TRFEAREETRET 2HESD) o2 BELZRETHZ &
MROBIND LD/ oTlz, ZHIUTK L, BRMERRGHHHIES) Sa 13 2 O ILVEHES) S, 12 0.5 LU
TORKERLD Z ETERSIND,

Z OREEMEE) S, ~OBATIX, TNLIETORIRHESR) S, 5 L OMRFHES) S, DR E S $#
ERE - mEATLZLOTHY, BEFREMRN M SHEESOK -SRI b, £z, Z
NETKEFEOHROMBER 2 ED TN D%, MEtxtgl T2HE L 20V A1 FOMHEIC
JEUT, SREFIZONWT S ICHBEB 2 /ET 2 Z ENBEREND L9 IThr o7z,

é S5z, HEEBOARHEEMEICOWTHIELSDXE2EBETH }:75§EH§E§2(L€> LEhiz,

S RS D FEEMERED S, & BRI 2 HEBEh S RAT HAREMEII B ETE RS LT, £h

:ﬁ@?ék D ROV AT | T HZ E@Zg@ﬂ%ﬁvAWT%ﬂéﬂﬁo

Z OMUITHERE O EREEESFEIZOWT S, [HIEHLARTD A, A7 7 AD 2 BfED 7 T A
TN S 7T AHE—Eh, IHAZTADS 7T A~DK EFRK bz, U OfER%
EROMEEZEE S, BES T2 T2 A (AET), B, CZI7ANLBYTHRELFRT
S, B, CO3 7 TRIHNEMTEIND LI /oT, Z2°C, MEEEESEE TR OMm
amﬁh@%?ﬁ%%bf%w WIS 2 BURTEE S0 OFEREEERIT K 0 BURYEWE % 4+

T DATREME N B D72 &, TORBIZL LTS, B, CIZZ 7 AGFMrbhbd, 20

OES&7X_ PHEINDRFIFEEL, FENENRGSEILCD &3 5 EEeR & PNk
L, ZNOHEERNLRITEE T 5720 OLFHERE, AW EOL2HKEL A L2 ThiX
72 B IR W SR EY & L C OMENER @%;ﬂ*%%hé

IO, RFEERIINET S8 - BLE RO EEE) HEIHIE /) & IR ) O
BRGNS 5 Z ENR b, HEAEMFER) S, M OHEMERR G A HESR) Sq O lE T3 LHIUEINE
fRMT A2 ST 52 L1/ n, 2ok &, FEMEHTES) S 1Tkt U CITME b2 774 L7 Ak %
DIERIEIRNT 24TV, REMEDEFF SN TWD Z L 2RI 5 L b, WMERRGHHME
) Sq 1Tk L CHBFIEEDRIHFFRIC NEUNICINE 5 2 & 283 5, 7od, FRAVHLE
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TNZONTIE, BELEETED 2 HENO 3 FOHEMMET) (3CH) 1oxh U -Clitkdp
RIS SELN) ITINED 2R T HONERD S,

FEVEHUES) So M OBRMERR I R E) S 1253 2 MRS B M1, LR CTh 28 AW
BOREE Vi = 700 m/s Z#8 2 2 USRI CER SN, [FAMBLIEOMEEHEIR O E L E R
L, BEIZANT HHEIBHZ ROL, 0L, RFFERBRO LD 2EENARE S, FHE
(R CRIME D =0y RCHEIEIZ DU TITHR — @A BAEH O BN R C X 720720,
BN HIE ) % RO DI 72 - TEE DAL L L 7= Sway-Rocking €7 /v (LL'F, SR €7
e D) b L IEBERGRE T /WIS K 0 HEBIGEMNT 3T D, Fig. 1-4 IZ SRET /L,
BCRET M X DR FIFREOET bl Z R,

¢ Some additions were made
to reference 1-5

Bai%at va_p

(a) Sway-Rocking (b) Discrete systems'™

Fig. 1-4 Examples of seismic analysis models for nuclear building

Z DK D 7 R — G AR O MRS S MEAT CIE, BET D ATTHIEEI O L L2 T T
HAR ORPEIIERIENE, R OM BRI (e RE), JEME7E 1230 S ok — &b
SO FHOFERIAE DB Z YN BT 5 2 L BT/ D,

ZD ) BLHIARIZOWTIL, ST A YA FOR—V o VT PHELE CTEH O L7 kAR B A
R\ 2 AL R E & AE U7 R B S RO < —ROTIR MG RN 217\, Huig — 2
WK R O MR IS B SRATE T VS A T3 2 MRS & 319~ 5, AR DL OO IO 2 & 7
WHIAESCHL B L B2 12 oW UL, EBNRBRIC &0 RO O3 R FRE (G-y #hAR, h-y #iR)
BRHEL, ZAUZHES < M OSMBIEART D % O IR A T LA B BT 5 2 & M T
L b,
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ERIZOWTIE, MR — @R BAEH O ELZZET 5720, DAL OEV PWR I L
CIE SR AL CREAM L 72 Az 1 X da e ORI g 12 42 2 B 4172 SR ET LT L 0,
S HIZHOIASZOTE BWR (2% LTl FAMERIE O DAL DN A E[E L T2 DA A
SR ETIIC KV MIRIGESENT 21T 5, Z DL &, MO B MK AT, R CoHE
ISEATIC X DRI CH D 2 & 2l E 2, HRIXHnE —EORIMEL ¥y v 2Ry N TET IV
b4 %,

BB E EAVIZHoOWTIE, RO EERIZIC IR & B2 012 X DR IERIEE 2
BELIE— AL b—[lEA (M—0) BfRE 5%, EORELEE LM Thhs,

% Fig. 1-4 12”7 SR ET NV TET LT 556, TORMIMEZIT EEABEZZE LT
PHEF (T 4=z aR) ITEVETMMET D, 2L X, BBMEROIERIEMNT Tk iE
T2 KEF OB T REE, #F & ABENZNIC 3 PTILED N Y Y =T RO E R R
w5z, BEANZIZ= L =R DD I W R SRR E WS OR K Th o, Zi
IZxbL, $hETANE, BROBEZEREIMET, BB N T A E2MFEAMEREEBE LI RER
TET T D Z &L,

HIREFTIL, S 7 7 ADEREICKT HMELZERHBOMR L LT HEm R E L TER
RE/1 (R SIREDETE) IZOWTHafma i L, ORI L TZY R Z DR
MEALTVWDHZ L) #ERL TR, EMEMES) S 1Tk 55 Clx RC EMERIZAT
DI RICEE VT OT BRENEREOFFEOTAETH D 7. =2.0x10° LLFTHDH Z & 2
BT DMEND D Y, FERIC, BERAKFEMNKTT MW TS, SERAAKFEm
INZHRE U TRAKFEM AN 15 BORBEA L TWDRERH Y, ik, —REEHD 1.5
FICHY T 2RERREHR L TND ZELRZTH D,

ZOfIZ S 7 T ADORRBITK U CIFHEREMERFOBE M B OB, 1L DMt 217 5 &4
ERHY, BEH T TEINOETOFMICB O TEATHNZYTHD Z ENHREINT
=7,

(2) FRHEERITROBEMERRETA

2011 4F3 A 11 H 14 I 46 /712584 U7 BUBHIG AR H#IE (Mw=9.0) TiX, #HIE o
BIBRIC T CORAARHHCERRPEENELD L &I, HAES HD OFEEE —JH 17
HEANCBWCEIF TH 72 1| SN S 3 SO LMBE T 2B i 58 4E Lz,

ZAUTFEY, 2012 4F 6 AZEMOEGN Z I £ 2 T2 IEERNThi, FFE9 AIZZNETD
R NEZETEE K VR FIILAE - REFEDBEIL S 4L, FiTo RS DIME & L TR+ I8
fIZBS K ORFIGT R E Lz, ZOESIEIZ XY, SREHERECoOARE Z i 2 7z
BTS2 E OB RF B JE L 12 2B~ O O 2 Sl O R+ B Z B S~
D—fbRHEND Z & biroTz,

Z D%, 2013 47 AICSEE (Brgiml2ue) 2 hefT i, NEERGE) 2HEA L LIZ#HES
SO BRBIGOME L 2N O FGIIHT DRBROKIE251 & EF BTz, ZOHH
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FIEEHED R E IR, BBMIERFODEICBW L, [EARERR I & O OkE ik
DNLTE, 13 M O O HAEIZ B 2 BRI ORI (2013 42 6 A 19 AR+ H#HIZEESVE ;
LIF, emERFal EERIIOMIR & o) OFMSG THIRIZ X2 BEOR L) Ossfba X &,
FEVEHGRE) Sy M OBMERY BE IR ED Sy 12 L 2 MR ISk L, K 2 J5 1) B OB J5 1] 0D i )
AT AT RER N BN STz, UL, TERD SR 7 /TS < BEMEEPH OHE
MR L RN OMERTET TlER <, BEO ZRICHRINE R A B E 2 7o HECBEE O it
RHEHR KON RS & RS &+ 2888 - BB RORAM M2 2 RT 5D TH D,

I, REFFAAERROMIRCIE, K2 HRLOSHE S BRI OV T, HE — &9t
HAER, DAL R L OEL MR DI 2 LEIZIR U TEETH 2 L, 2RO TEY,
JR TR R DR L MRV T, Ml — dEWEa R O =k JC FEM €7 /VIC L 5 HE
BRI e OV DFERDZ L ENFEEIND L O oT,

Z OREO ZIRTTHIRICE R A B E 2 2RI OV T, B ERE SRR DA T
%, RO Z TR Uz RUEREEE) S 1Tkt LT, BR A MM & (0E L7z Mk G Hh
BH) Sa b U <& SaMH Y OBLRIGLER KT~ D IT I b Z OB ZHEE L, R 22 5156
NORMRNZY TH L), MERMTOND (FIZIE, FIES) HD),

LorL, ZHUHHES (HAW) 1%, AR THIZEREDEBEMHIRICA - 72 s TRV
— 7 a2 LI, BIEOEITE L HITBETRLF—DORINAELDLZEIZEDZED
BT bTNcEELILOLEZ LN D,

ZO7, BEA ML UM GRS Sq OFE R b EERIZEM T 5 =Rty 72 He
BHEHET D L1X, Ml LI+ R2MOREEELZOND OO, BENPAKE
TOREZ /NS FHI L TV DERGE D, £7o, ARG HMES) Sl X 5 K UEHE S,
Ss DISEHENHKER S BROISEEZRZA TVDINENIFAHEE S 26D,

D, FEHEMES S, b L TR B A - ERICH T A5l L LTI, SRET VL
[FER T R DO T/ R 2 B LT IERIEMT 24T 5 Z L AEE LV O D, 4 HOEMERE
A Ea—FEHNTH - EOMITICEOAM 2 ET 570 8, HRARMNPERLRZ LD, fif
Wror — 2B DLW R FIFERE ORI FEEZZ DO E @M T 5 2 SITBERTIT R,

L7eRoTC, A1k, FEVEHESR S, 2 & Tl a WA MBS & SR O =R TTRY 2R
PEIR A S L~V TR E B Bl 5 72 0121E, 2 S IR 8 )N ik — dnsdpl R o
BEOMBINEICE 2 582 FEC LV ITICBE L TS ZENREELEEZI LN
Do

() BARBRRFIFERICHT 2 EBEMEREE

ZAUTR L, KREJRFIEBIZEES (Nuclear Regulatory Commission; LA, NRC & 3°%)
DIE D HIREHEICEIL U 7oA R P ek (2 36 1T D BRI GRa EF ClE, R 2 & ICEREHH
EEEZRET D EEHIC, TNENOHEENIR U CIFRRA ZE L TWD 0, fERS™T
bbb, 2oL X, REHHHESNX, safe shutdown earthquake (SSE) & operating basis earthquake
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(OBE) @ 2 fifHZRE L, FrlflhiE & FERICZEMM 7 3 Bisr OKE 2 ﬁf’ﬂ&(ﬁﬁf:\lﬁﬁrﬁ]
DIAEY) ORBLEE LI-FENMTbND ), Z Z T, safeshutdown earthquake (SSE) |
HARIZ IS D AEHEREES) S, operating basis earthquake (OBE) X% 5 A #IZEE) Sq (THH él
THOHBETH D,

Seismic Category I (A ARIZI T HIMHES 7 7 ATHY) IC0EIN DR FREEIL, SrHid
DA N OHEESR) L~ S U Clsafe shutdown earthquake (SSE) & operating basis earthquake

(OBE) OWFETxF L, Hufls— @MW B 2 &R LI RSBt 2 Fhi s % 2 & 3Kk
HiLD, NRC DJE®D IR A fE#H NUREG-0800 Standard Review Plan (SRP 3.7.27) T,
RG L T H RO AN L LTV, M & OIS ZFFARR LT & LTI iE
Praemlvikos 2 &icis,

2D XD RHEISEMATIC OV T, KE AR (American Society of Mechanical Engineers;
VAT, ASCE &%) DE® D ASCE4-16'"VTlE, BT 2 HEIREMT FIEITIKS T, 2T
DIFTIFOE2IZBE R (safe-related nuclear structures) (2% L C il — @ 4H AAER O
WRELEBRETDHILEZRDOTWD, FEMETIE, BETLHMLEE LT, —FEIMELOY T
Z T 7 Fry—EaZT, RRSEE N OB O W T O FEZ W THRY, &
LTWb,

— 5T, R TIE, Tk, HUE— @M AR ORI, g R OEEOEMRIEE T
VKT U BRI C OfMT M T C& 7o & L, FERE MR O il — @ FE AR fRTIC
DWTIL, BAFEDOWIMERS L ALE ST, O MEeBUEMRRT, L LT\D, £, M-
BV EEHOREL, —RIC=ERIEMBREEZELLOTHD E LT, ZIRMITIZ BV
TR G EIVRESNRWVIRY,, KR R Z —RITICET LT 20 ERDH D, &
LTWD, &b, BHERMED IS L UIAMRERICI2BHET AL ZMND, &L TH
FERI ’EY)’L\'TE FEM &7 /W X % JE A e C o Hikg — @A AR AR 23 R 1R =
@Waﬂﬁf BIZHWHEN TS D EEZBND,
Mg O IERIE B OV TIE, ZOMHE OEV DD Primary nonlinearity & Secondary
nonlinearity @ 2 FEFHIZ KRB L 72323 T Tubd, Zd 9 5, Primary nonlinearity |3 H HH
ZBIT D HBENE 2 sl 3 2 ENC L - THl & E Z ShDIERIB bl a@ 2 7R L, G-y il
RO hey HIRR72 & OHIBE DO O BRAFRHEICH S T 5B 2 F L #EE SN D, —J7, Secondary
nonlinearity (FHE —EWFE AAEHIC X 2R OISEIT L o THIENE T S i 2 Far s
DIERIE IR Y 238 U, N AMVEER i oD Hivs D B - 15 0 OREMER & B30 7o E o &
FHIFERIEMECHE S 2B 2 T LHEE S D,

' OBE 7% SSE ® 1/3 LU FIZEE S B ald, OBE (2 X 2 RFAfi A2

2 SRP 3.7.2 TlX [The SRP acceptance criteria primarily address linear elastic analysis coupled with
allowable stresses near elastic limits of the structures.| & FLE I TIBY, B ZRBMERR Tl

72 <, RREFF AEERLR O MR & RERIZ RIS MR R 2 B 2 558 2 BB L TV D b0
tHEESND,
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T b MR D IR B & i B BT D55, ASCE4-16 Ti, HlEOHRAIZ & e =k
TLET IZ K DIEREMNT N LI/ L LoDoY, 2O X ) RERIZBLROZRFIRT 5
FEAREZHRZ 2D EMEDIT TS, LoT, HBROIEREEE O L, HEOOT
PRATRANE % B JE L 7= S AT IC K 0 2 OFERIEEZ LRI EET 5 2 EnRkd b i
%

%72, ASCE4-16 TiL, HHE~DILDIABNRITHE 2 KIETIEMIE B & LT, HRIFIC
HAE — R CAE L D RBEO FTREME AT E T VN TEBRE T 52 L, LLTWD, 2
X, BARTWS & ZADOHE — W RS O R FRFERIBIEICH Y 755 2 Th Y, k&
W BF DBk - FIRED LB A HIEERF D K S5 10 O SR ME TIAE O BEMIMEOIN T & LT,
WELEIH A — S L <ITEHREIC L 0 IR & 2B MR 7T e —F R I LT 5,

g — A AR 2 5 8 L T B O MIFRIGE AR I DU T, ASCE4-16 T, AR O
BAEISCTEERORELZHLEL TH Y, Responselevel Z & IZEDEEED TS, =
X, BEEOZEEYHEMEIPE & 35 Responselevel 1 & 227 U — MZOWbIWBNELTZET
% Response level 2 TITE R 22 ES (B 21F, RCHEEW DA, Responselevel 1 TiX h=
4%, Response level 2 Tixdh=7%) ZEHDH I EEZEKRLTEY, EROMMEFMmIZINT
1%, E-5MEEFETH D RCEMEREIZK L, % Response level (Z)t U THIVEK T 2% &
THZ LT D,

Z D& X, ASCE4-16 TiE, RCHM ORIE~OO WO OEEIIEMTH Y, Tz Lo
TOWLIUC L DEEMN B2 I EST H 2 LIFIEBLERN & LT, twostep approach (2 K 5 Lk
HeAfE 5 70 PIEEHELE L C\\ 5D, 2 Z°C, twostep approach &%, FIHARMIMEIZ IS < T & O
WovaZ[E LTz 2 BIOMENTI B RC 5 O O Wb D8 2 SRR 5 AT
B 5, PIHIEIMEIZEES < BT 5 OO AUS L DMK T O#iFH 2 FE L, Ol d %
PNBE D JEEPH TR LT AIT, 0.5 ORISR 2 Y OMIEIC RS 5 & &b,
Response level 2 DR ER (h=7%) Z@EH L, WIMEKFIZXD2ERICE~DOREL TR
CBETL2HDTH D,

BYAM: R O IERIEARNT & bbik U C, EHMDOFHE AN O KIE 72 K2 I © & 2 i,
O OAIUT L 2 ORIPER T 2 —H 0.5 (FOMRBAR I CTHE R T 570 &, BRERMICZ L <,
FEROBRRICE 7 EORERER ATV OIDNIARHEE B 2 5,

— 55T, OUOIIUT X DS E DDA MIMAR T & RO K E B E L 72 E MR O
BRISEIC L > TRl L & 5 &3 28703, 2 & TS OSERIEMRT O 58 T% < o
e - BHERERH Y, TFEIIITAHREZX T EVWZ D, Tobb, WHINEDONIR %
G2 0.5 (ORI C—HICEET 2O Tid/e <, MO MBI MENT & Ak, BEOE T
TR D < AR TEARAT 23 FTRE & 72 40UE, FHERIETa 72 Bt & & S B 725 G208 7]
BEL Y, EHEOmEN D LD THMRMITFED 1 DIZR2bDLEZLND,
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1.1.3 BITOREMRHREDRE

PLbEXY, JRIEEEo s — &R A ERMATICE LT, BRIEFF A EER A O %2 &
TeFTRBIEEEDTEITIC LV, EkD SR BT /L2 TidZa < =Rt FEM 5L K 57K 2
J7 T K OREL 5 T O BN 72 A2 B 25l 2 (IS B L e o 1o, 2O a i LT,

— 5T, BEOWEMALE TR LI REMET S, 1okt 3 2 [FE T /VORHEIE, LR G H
EE Sy ORBERNLZOINEEHETDICEE > TEY, RPN TEEEZLND O
D, EROEBICEZBEREZITCODINEARAKEL EZ D, 20D, SRET LD LD
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Fig. 2-3 Conceptual diagram of foundation uplift and separation and sliding of soil from sidewalls
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Fig. 2-4 Example of cracks occurring alongside nuclear power plant building due to soil settlement
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Fig. 2-5 3D FEM models used in KARISMA benchmark exercise ¥
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Phase I : Modeling, static and modal analyses, soil column analyses
Phase II : Response analyses of the structure and equipment during the Niigataken-chuetsu-oki
earthquake (including the Reference analyses and Best estimate analysis)

Phase III : Assessment of the seismic margin by multiplying the seismic level
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Fig. 3-1 Depiction of the test set up of RC shear wall *7). (a) Appearance. (b) Plan. (c) Web side
elevation.
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oY, BHEHIEERE, RO P S K i E o B (] 0.07s 5
0.25s) THHEREEISE AR MR FHIZR D L9, BIEE T2 AT MR E EDIER S
NTW5D, ZDOATIORKEZ XX, RUNI T 53cm/s?, RUN2d C 304cm/s? (=<RUN1X5.7), RUN3
T 352cm/s? (RUN1X6.6), RUN4 T 577cm/s?> (=RUNIX10.9) }%TFRUNS5 T 1230cm/s* (=
RUN1X23.2) Th b, FEHER OMGRFEIX 12 2, FERIZ 403 0.001 72, A5 mIEAK
Hm (U= 7EEHN ) Th b,

Acceleration (m/s?) Acceleration (m/s?) Acceleration (m/s?) Acceleration (m/s?) Acceleration (m/s?)
1.0 4.0 - 4.0 7.0 ~ 14.0
RUNI > RUN2d RUN3 / RUN4 RUNS
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
J 352 5 2
aMax =033 m/s? C Max = 3.04 m/s? 1 adMax =352 aMax = 377 wMax =12.30
abs abs 2 O nv's m's? @] m/'s?
-10 I 40 40 = 70 ~-14.0 =
4] 3 o 9 12 0 3 § 9 12 0 3 8 9 12 0 3 6 9 12 0 3 6 9 12
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
Acceleration (m/s”)  h=5% Acceleration (m/s”) h=5% Acceleration (nv's”) h=5% Acceleration (m/s?) h=5% Acceleration (m/'s?) h=5%
2.0 10.0 12.0 20.0 40.0
RUNI RUN2d RUN3 RUN4 RUNS
1.0 5.0 6.0 10.0 20.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.01 0.1 1 10 001 01 1 10 0.01 0.1 1 10 0.01 01 1 10 001 0.1 1 10
Period (s) Period (s) Period (s) Period (s) Period (s)

Fig. 3-2 Artificial earthquake motions *7. (A) Acceleration time history. (B) Acceleration response
spectra.
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Fig. 3-3 {Z RUN1 75 RUNS #& TREO O OIVIRIL A 7”73, U-1 3BRIATIEL, RUNI #& T IR
20 = TREHIBR AN S 22RO O DNOIL D ERR 41, RUN2d & TREIZ D = 7 BEH Yo Rl
DR ABTONDONAFEAE LTZ, RUN3 725 RUN4 (2T THEAMO WO OAE A 213 0
¥, RUNS T¥ = 7EEIRAHT I AW R0 E 84 Ue, 2 OfiPHIE, OObiunEh 4
DI L 0 o0 B GERERRE D & 349 40em) ISAE L, Ve TRERRERT 5T T o URER
FEHERR O AL R ON DHIERR IR Sz, TAMT ROBEIC L > TELTa 7Y

— N DORRTEHIDH % Fig. 3-3 (e) (RHR TR,

N LD g Fl
\ A { ’;/ Direction of excitation Vll
\ , N7 Left (-) @ > Right (+) |
(a) RUN1 (b) RUN2d
/o . Lo 2
YN %%{;g
A 4 ?" v 3¢\ S
NS ’2\ o 2@%/\/\\\\ i
| E I o UH ¢ | E [
(¢) RUN3 (d) RUN4

Fig. 3-3 Visual observation of cracks for (a) RUN1 (b) RUN2d (¢) RUN3 (d) RUN4 and (¢) RUNS5 3
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3.3 WEICEMTFIE

3.3.1 FEMRMMEMTFIE

IR IO T 7 7 V) 2—3a X (LR, CTC &vv9) #Hlo> FINAS/STAR
9% 2, RCHEIOIERIEMEIE, Fig. 3-4 ()2~ T RC ZIRICEW: L /-fEE =~ V8%
IZEVBET D, DL X, RCHMEIOIERIEIERDR, 7= T7BEOEHNDIET] —OF AEREFED
HTEEL, HANADOEESLT T VBEOEIIIMIE & LTI # 5, RC EMEREZ T &
T DR FIFRR RSBV T, —RICHEE Y = VEFE A AW IERIE T M T TR Y,
it,ﬁmﬁﬁ®mﬁﬂimm&%ﬁL% BWTIE, OV Y v NEFHE L RREEOMTRE
DHEIFFCE 5, QRCHMEIDOET MMEDEEIIEECH 5, 72 EOBME N6 AR IZHB N T
s = VEE A Lo E Ehi T 5,

v T7BEO a7 U — ME, FINAS/STAR [ZEEINTWDIFEET/VE LT, 5lERME
ICHELOET L) (Fig. 3-4 (b)), EMERHEIZHTI G OFET L 310 (Fig. 3-4 (¢) & 5-x72,
OO, "l S OEEIEAS 2 J71H D Smeared Crack 7 /L ¥10L L, FOFRALFET N
FTEIZFESWTHE LTc, OWbh VAR U RO ABRIWEL, §ill SO0 iLE O+
AW RERI B BT 1R E X 0% v,

) "
. _ s
Reinforcement  Reinforcement layers = 7 E
/ Concrete Concrete layers g © T
Z =
5
= O | ! »
86 mn 2200 m
Tensile strain Compressive strain
(a) Layered shell element for RC (b) Tension (c) Compression
(Izumo et al. model) (Maekawa et al. model)

Fig. 3-4 Modeling of nonlinear characteristics of RC shear walls * (a) Layered shell element for RC
(b) Tension (Izumo et al. model) (c) Compression (Maekawa et al. model)

a7 Y — FOEMMREITHBRAE R LR —& L, REMISIREE TOIRT — O B
FRIFEAER OFRERAER & —F sz, 2027V — hoglRMEIFRBRERER—& L, 8
EDMFICEHTHNRTI A= CIT20& LTz, ZZC, XTA—=HZClIa>y 7 JV—FFOUOW
PNEVDVDDLNDOMTIERT AME N L > TEGNL a7 U — BRI REIND
MBI BREZRL, TOKEIIZL ST RC IZOWbNMBELEOa 7 ) — FO5]E
BB NRES D,
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HZE S OFT /TR KRGIRISDEER, SIIRAOOT I & 23 2e OfEELE TS/ — O 2
R T 7 v eIk E L, 26 IBECIERET 2T 1 E Lz,

SR IXBLAS Tk 2 HEhE R L, ANA U =T RO NREE Lie, 2oLk, B
JTCHVRED SR 2 ABRUIHIIRIED 1/100 IZRE LTz, $kfiie ar7 U— MEHOMHET RV IE
IFBE GEaftE) &L, TOREEZNRNTA—FCTEETLHZLE L,

IRFEIAE 7075 1X Newmark-B 75 & L, B RNy OREIIZENZENB=1/4, y=1/2 & LTz, FEf
TEMENT O KA IFAEIMNT AT > 7" T L ACHE 2 2 b S H 2 RRAIMEE & L, 3 [BlE TR %
K7z, 3 BENTEL THRORDBHELNRWGEEITIE, EENEZROMT AT v FIZR b L
770

FEMTREIZ] A DK & S0, PR T RUNT OEFEMAT OFE RS, RUN 80 EMEE R H
BB HEFE L L, RUNI T 0.002 7, RUN2d K O RUN3 T 0.0005 £, RUN4 & U} RUNS5
T0.0002 7 & LTz,

W, AIEARIVE IR O NEREETERE & L, SRR U2 D, AR R &
RORSHAT LI ENTELHEE LT, BBRFEERO 132Hz 12X LT 08%&{EL, =T
® RUN TA—& L7z,

% RUN Ofif#riE, RC MEREOIREGRERONRIEF &Y, B EMIT 21T > 7212,
FIFEND RUN IZE D F COMMT 2 BRI 1 ST OEM L=, 20 & X, RUNIIZIZIEM
PERENTH D720, Z OERMENMENT Tld RUNT OfFFT 241 L, RUN2d 2> 5 IEIC =
Wa NI LTz,
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3.3.2 FHfRMEMFiE
SEAMARIZARNT IZIE, ASME 237 8 5 J5 171 O S E RFEHLF NQA-1 (Nuclear Quality Assurance-

1) (ZYEHL L 7= ACS SASSIP'Z& W%, Fig. 3-5 ICEMAEAT ORI A FIEEZ 83, Z 2T,
SelFH AMIOT HEEFRBELR L, Dr TR R A T,

3D FEM model Seismic input motion f,(t) |

Modeling of nonlinear RC wall Calculation of Fourier Calculation of the shear Calculation of the effective
panel ____________ WKE spectra Fg (w) strain waveform f,(z) of strain waveform f, 4(1) of
Foe | each panel from the ™1 each panel
Nonlinear RC | aal®) displa‘cem.ent time Sregf®) = Sifof0)
Shell //' wall panel | histories f5(1) of each ’
elements oot YOEDF node

Assuming the skeleton

VL . curve and hysteresis curve
Setting of the shear strain scale of each panel, calculate the
factor Syand damping scale equivalent stiffness £, and

factor D, of each panel equivalent damping A
matched with f,.4(t)

Calculation of the
effective damping 71,
of each panel -

Calculation of the
frequency responses
Fp(w) of each node

eq

Calculation of the transfer

kelet >
functions Hp(w) of the nodes at Skeleton

urve

[Response displacement] hoy=Dyrhy, (hy<9%)
hg= 9% (hg> 9%)

the four corners of each panel Fp(w) = Hp(w) = Fgalm)
A T 9 Fp(w) Hysteresis
; Convergence?
(O L s]
Yes
O “ END Update the stiffness and damping
1 of each panel to k, and 2,4

Fig. 3-5 Calculation procedure of equivalent linear analysis 3

B oD S AN M R OVERAIIREE O AT IZ 13 ACS SASSI @ Option NON*'2% vy %, Option NON
I%, ACS SASSIIZFEHES N TWBMITHERED 1 > TH Y, FEREE AW S L NOENE A
WIOT BEEN S, 7RV O AT & OV 4 73 5 e CTh 5, TR s d =
® RC MEMMEEEOEFIT, P ERICHA_NEAMBENE-T 2 2 L1l b2), KX T
T AWIETZAE B U7 S M OVl OF il 4 F2 9 5, 2 2T, FERRIBE AW
FV &L, Fig 3-5 (R TRTENRET 537 A —X O—FT, BEmMNOMRIL DL = )V EHE
DI N—TTo %, 7SFVAEOFMMIM: L OCFEAEEIL, 07— 7 TUEOE RO
M BRELZENEAMOTAELVEFEIN, XA ANOETOY = VERIZ—HATH U
fEAHEH S5,

SHAKE>IZ {3 S D il O SRR T, ARO0THEZRD DB OT A D
BRMEICRET 2685 (FRRSC D TIX 055 05 0.65) 2RETHLENRD H, Zh & FERC,
Option NON |2 & % RC OEAMATEARNT T H, FEMIZINE & S 72 RINE & ONEGR & K D 5 BRIC
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AW OT B EFRREAR T, ORI B R T A — 2 L L TRHET DN ENRH D, 2 T,
FAWTOT BB REAR S, R O SMARTEMATIC BT DA OT RIS L, Zhic
LV EEDAEHOT AL L > TIEBIEE AW SN O ZSmRAIE & O Mi= 23 5 H S
% (Fig.3-5 2MR), —7J5, HWEFHEEENE, SHAKE (213720 ACSSASSI M H DR ETH 5,
Option NON T, ZFl= I iR 5 A T U5 2 & CUHEHRICH W 2 A28 2 K
THEY, YR E2EERE S LA 2 2 & TR AW S LN OEE DS E K IZ 3%
EENDZ XS TENTE D,

ZNHNRTGA=FOWREIZY > TE, Bl T HIEREET L E23x5 E Lz RUN2d KO
RUN3 DEEFT NS SRR EEZITHI bD L Lz, AEDOHMTH DFFER%D RC &
it FEBE ~ D ZATARIE AT O3 FVE 2 1w 2 ECiE, BRANET D5 B E O <
FANWDINEMEENEE L 0D, 207D, FAWOT AEFREREIC OV T, 0.6 05 0.9
F CTOMEITHRT DIEEEREAT 217\, RUN2d B O RUN3 O g KIGENNEE OB FE R 2 b B
FIZRE 95 Se=0.7 A L7z,

—75, WERBREICOWTIE, TOMEZ 08205 1.2 £ TS B EREMT 21T 72
DD, FRISENRE G 2 5 EENFIR O AR OTHEFHEBREIE S RO - T-7-
W, HEEITDRVESL LT Dr=1.0 ZH\ =,

FERIEAE AW S F U, THERBED L3 & P CHMtEE R EA OBV EE SN2 LD,
PRENDT AR NS 3 FRE L 720, MHEEED EFE, N TR & OZEAMis= Dk v
WUHRENARERET UL E Lz, /B, 22TV MMEEED L& TR0 MytER B4 0
HEVEE, Fig. 3-3 12777 RC MHERED OO FVIRILD HHEE S 41 5 M ERRE N ORIPEAL T
52X &, RUNI 225 RUNS £ TOOT F LUV & HIE LTG5 ISR 22 & &
SHANCHERT 28 ABObOR AR EZ S 77, Fig. 3-6 ICIERIEE AW X LOET L
fbZ& R,

Nonlinear RC wall panel

i
| l l | / Direction of excitation
Panel A Left (-) 4a_> Right (+)
¢ |
Pgne! B | A

Fig. 3-6 Modeling examples of nonlinear RC wall panel for RC shear walls
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AETIX, Fig. 3-6 1T 7T LT OIEIEE AW/ Sk /L% Panel A, Panel B EFEFRL, £ E
UKL, AR R OV IBOE OINRGH R 21T o 7o, 7238, ZAUH/37 A — X DR EITY
oo TlE, R AHGITICE S A 2 45 g — g mEh M AER 2 B 8 L 72 i 1P e
O MR RFF BN 15 O @ EEAITAR D ARt at) Y ORCRZ1ER LT,

Fig. 3-7 |2 RC OZEAMARIEAEAT & L CTAEE L7 RC S EEE DB T 1t 2/ RT, 22T,
Ko VEATHAMIIE, ke VESEARMIME, heg IZFEMPBEEE, ho 1 ZHWIBEREE, AW IZEREL—T O
1A 7720 OEE= RV —, WITEMART v /L Rr X —, BIXEREEE,
K IFEFIXROFEE, KIFERITROER, Fid=r 7 ) — FOEMBE, Gid=r 27 ) —h
DO AWIHEMELREL, pv,, pnlEHE, BRUILE, sop IXERMIBERISJIEE, M/QD (337 AR bk, 115
&(ﬁ EY i%h%h% 1 65 3 raoF AMIS T E R O ABOTAETH L, K

5P, B2 8T, B 3 TR, BAERL RC EMPERE F AT I ABrO b A&
Lﬁé‘&')é HZl, SRR Ligd 2 HZMH, #RMEIZE 2 BLMEIZHY T 5, 20L&,
EARAINES, JBEEL— I DMK R &R R Z R SEIRAECE 2 5,

SR A RS MEE L, BREAL—T D 1 YA 7N 0 OB T RLF—AW &

%fﬂﬁﬂj?‘/“/k/l/i*ﬂ/ﬂ?“‘w DO BERICHIIIEE EE h & 52 TR D, ks, fENTICEBIT
LRI, EERIMEE L TEE L,

= Skeleton curve (JEAG4601) — Hysteresis curve (CMS-model) T = Jo_sl‘[ﬁ(o,31\[1?c+ a,) (Mpa)
Exciting direction vy =1,/G

< » [ 7, = 1.357; (Mpa)

Nonlinear RC A / 7 =3
Q / WBH paHEI Ta === === r:j_k_o_ _——————— _4::3 _kif v n
C 3 7 e To=(1-— Tg + T <14

gl al (1 e
O D ’

T Node evaluating the T i =14,/F, (Mpa) (1= 1.4F)

relative displacement ! b Ly; =40x10"3
& | i A Ly o, = (004 - 22M) 7

1 AW ’I, 71N Y2 T3 0 ’ QD ¢

| | P Y (VAT wh M M

| s | @ m\w )t e 7 et

: 2 ! (py +01)s0y (0 + op)

R p Prls
: - / i g = K ke 2hog[T—heg T =" zh B "
S ittty T 2k 2. ke(1 = 2heq?)
7 ’ v

Fig. 3-7 Relationship between restoring force characteristics and hysteresis curve of RC shear walls *¢

RC &M EERE DR BFRIE, TR 2 RIS I S VTR v 7 ABECT R e DR 7

ZNZEED ERRE ST 3 BT AR s s A FE 1 319 (LR, JEAG4601 &v9H) LD

EWT=, 723, Fig. 3-7 T O T 141X JEAG4601 O T HHAN R % ST BN RICEH L2 D
Th b,
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JE I #1, Option NON |2 FEEE STV B JEEL—/L D 5 5, Chengetal 732437 % Cheng-
Mertz shear model*'® (AT, CMS EF /L& 9) & Lz, 2D CMS ET /L, KED RC &
MERELZMRE L TEEINTZRBRT — X ICHESEEOLNTEEL—LTHY, WE-E
FEBIRRLOT B kL ¥ — DR CTRlBRFE R & B EaD 2 WFER DG LTV D 319, F72, J&
JENL— VEORREFIEG I CE LS B Y, KE= X —4 (DOE) X ASCE %D
TN BT S REHO R L C b A B D 39,

BN her D _EFRAE X, RUN2d TN RUN3 &5k 5 & U RSN OFE R 2B £ 2, B
i R D e RISBENMREE T2 TR < e RISBEZENE TH RAFRRNGEERA A TE 2L L
T, ASCE4-16>'"70 RC #1&E#) D Response Level 3 (JEAG4601 TEH D AT IV ko B —T D
2 PrRLIBEOOT H L ~ULIZHY) TED D 10%DIEERESEIZ, ZOMLLTFTOESRE
LT 9%DH > M4 7% RUN4 F TOfHT CiXE L7z, —J7, RUNSIZOWTIE, #RBRAFE R
RC EMERBEOKBEEIZE > TND I EROT v b A7 2T THRKNISEEN % B
DT DN TERDPSTEZIEDNG, WEERON v NAT ZR TR o7,

Table 3-1 {Z RUNI 72>5 RUNS OZAMMINE & O MiEEE 2R3, 20 & &, Sk & 0%
R, LT OB AW SV OFEELE L TRDIZ, £72, &L LT, RUN&ED
FIPEAR 2R ke/ko M ORI E EE P Z#0FL L7=, 2 2T, RUNI IZHMEMAT O 728, Table 3-1
(2R A R R OV 5 L XA e O & 229,

Table 3-1 Equivalent stiffness and equivalent damping for EQ Model *©

Effective shear Equivalent Stiffness Equivalent Complex
strain stiffness reduction damping factor damping factor
Run No. coefficient
Ye ke ke/ko heq p

(x10°%) (MPa) (%) (%)
RUNI1 127 996 1.00 1.00 1.00
RUN2d 421 814 0.82 6.85 6.90
RUN3 614 589 0.59 9.00 9.11
RUN4 1400 330 0.33 9.00 9.11
RUNS 4010 176 0.18 17.7 18.6

EEAMARIEARAT O IR LEHEIL, n-1 18 & n 8] B OZAMREMIEDZL2 1%L T L < I,
MR LEE EIRE 9 Bl &35 2 & 2 NURSEM & Uiz, DURFEED 9 BlA2H 2 5561213,
SEAGRIPED AL e /N S WIS 28 Uiz, 728, SAMBRIEMRNT OFRFRIZ 20X 0.01 7
L L7,
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34 RC EMEREDETIVE

Fig. 3-8 |Z RC 1EIMEEEE D =R IE FEM & 7 /L J OUEREE TR O — R O EA T — R ZRT,
ZoLlxE, BFOEQ ET /ML, FMAMEMAT M L7z =&t FEM €7 /L, KHd NL &
T, FERIEMEAT A L7 =Wkt FEM €7 L &7,

(A) (B)
Number of nodes: 765 Number of nodes:2179 1st mode Number of D.O.F.:2212 1st mode Number of D.O.F..7626
Number of elements:460 Number of elements:1536 (14.1Hz) (13.3Hz)

(a) NL Model (b) EQ Model (a) NL Model (b) EQ Model

Fig. 3-8 Modeling of RC shear wall**®. (A) 3D FEM models of the RC shear wall (B) Fundamental
modes of the fixed base 3D FEM models

EQ EF /L DOBERIIIM B EZMIE & LTy = VBEE, NL 7 /L OBERE I B 2
L LTfEE Yy = VEZTET Vb L, R, EHRAT7 7 ROEEIHREO VY v R
WHETNLET/V, EQET /M EbIcdame Lz, 728, EQ T 7 NVDEAEMATIZIL, ANSYS
FOZ N2, 22T, ACSSASSIIZ X2 EQ BT /LD T, RER & [FIEED EaE[E &1
LRGN EZEERET 22N TEX RN, EHEEEEFREORLEERD L5 +50 HIJfoc
A EQ €7 VO FICET /UMb LT,

BEAEROZFENT, BBRIE LA 7 7 OB DISEERERS v I a b—v
arTHIEESIEIL, VT REEOESHRT6 HEIRRE, NEL TR :3BRELTLHHE
KIFEZ2ED, MIEFHEIZ 150mm 225 500mm, & S JFEIZ 200mm 725 500mm OEFH TF
T EIT S T2,

REVENT D56, EESFNITRREDOER 2RO HBEOHEITEL, R ERD S
EEBICTHMET RN OO, T 2T VOEAE— RRBEAEHRT & LTS
VENDH D, ZD7=8, NLET /b, EQ ET /NDIMNEZET L, WIS < EA
EARAT 2 S0 L 7=,

NL E7 /WKW EQ E7 VO EAREI ST, Bk 13.2Hz &L TENE4 13.3Hz &
141Hz TH Y, NLETABENIED TH D, T, NLET/UITEE LTV 25 W R
DI ENED B TH Y, %95 RUN1 DR &K £ 2 sl & Bk 52 o
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132Hz B3 —E3 2% L 5 WIHRAIEZ R E L C\WH 72 Th b, Fig. 3-8 LV, EQ ETF /L NL
EFNLDO—RDOBEHFE— R, VxTBEOTAUMEENEELTEBY, HHT2AREZHR
Ay at A REDOETIALOENI L HHEIT/ NS N EnNbD,
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3.5 M#kEFD RC Efit=EDILEER

3.5.1 EEIREIMKR URKILEE

Table 3-2 {Z RUN1 7> RUNS O B EHREIEL, A T 7 O RICEINERE &K O KICEZE
N OFRMTRE R & B RO i 2o/~ d, 22 C, HEEREE £ 11X, B FuIc AT 5 B
MBI ISk 2D EEA T T OISERED 7 — ) = 227 bV B & L CREAE LT,
7272 L, RUNS5 %, RC MEMMERENEHIREEICE > TWAH Z L 2B E 2, DRI DT
fER (0.0 bR EZE 3.9 B E COMITHER) & HOTRZERE, SKICENHE, HKAL
BN ZFHE LT, BRISEENMIE, REGRER &R U B TP h & OF x0T
& U TR L7z,

Table 3-2 Comparison of test and model dominant frequency (fo), maximum acceleration response,
and maximum displacement response of the top slab (The values in parentheses indicate the
analysis/test ratio.) >

Test (max. value) Analysis (max. value)?

Run No Input NL Model EQ Model
' Acc. fo® Acc. Disp. fo Acc. Disp. fo Acc. Disp.
(cm/s?) | (H) (cm/s?)  (mm) (Hy)  (cm/s?)  (mm) (H)  (cm/s?)  (mm)
13.2 204 0.29 13.3 203 0.28
RUNI >3 132 208 0.29 (1.00) (0.98) (1.00) | (1.01) (0.98) (0.97)
11.4 616 1.29 12.2 606 0.98

b .
RUN2d 304 607 1.05 (—) (1.01) | (1.23) (—) (1.00)  (0.93)
10.9 685 1.73 10.7 650 1.39
RUN3 332 1.3 704 1.63 (0.96) (0.97) (1.06) | (0.95) (0.92) (0.85)
9.54 937 3.69 8.42 887 3.04
RUN4 S77 90 882 3.72 (1.06) (1.06)  (0.99) | (0.94) (1.01) _ (0.82)
7.81 1245 18.1 6.29 1324 8.18
©)

RUNS 1230 77 1344 18.2 (1.01)  (0.93) (0.99) | (0.82) (0.99) (KM

a) Dominant frequency of the test result was calculated by obtaining the transfer function from the small amplitude
vibration test.

b) Small amplitude vibration test to calculate the dominant frequency was not conducted before RUN2d because
the specimen responses in the previous steps (RUN1 and RUN2) were in the elastic region.

c¢) The results of RUNS were calculated as the maximum response values for the results up to around 3.9 s before
the ultimate fracture.

d) The color of each cell indicates the maximum difference from the test results, with: 25% or more, black; 15%
or more, gray; and less than 15%, no color.

FH o EQ T /VOENTIZIL, DELL /38— Y F )Lzt B 2 — % (CPU: Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU
E5-1650 v3 @3.70GHz, A€ V:128GB) %, NL &7 /LOfEHTIZIE, HP O/X—YFLa ¥
= —#4 (CPU: Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-1630 @3.70GHz, A€V :32GB) %#fff L7-, EQ €T
JVOFHBEFRICHOWTIE, ALz S—Y T ar B a—ZOMREICENH H 120, EHED
HIEE LW DD, NL 7 /MR 0.70 £520 5 0.10 f5F2E (RUN1 7> 5 RUNS) D%
MNHE BT,
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Table 3-2 £ ¥, RUN2d ® NL E7 /LD KIGEZEN, RUN4 O EQ E T /LD KISEZENL
TR R & DZEEPDLRDRE NS DD, RUNS O EQ 7 VD KIGEEN 2 BRIFIE, Wi
IWORRHT r— A, e RICENNEEE TRBRAE R & DOERD 10%LAH, R KRISEZENL T 25%LL
WIZINE > THY, RERFER & BRI HGRERICH D, £72, NL ET/UIC K 2 IEG AT
RiL, BEEOR—RRAEXNG L Loy I o b— g VRPTHRER 3193203203 L i LT b
AR ONE FE TR IS ENNEREE e Ve RKISE R 2 BB 2 2 LN TE TS, 728, EQE
TV ORKINEZENTE, RUN4 O RUNS T/l & 72> T2 23, ZofmiE, 3.3.2H
TRE LT AW OT AR EAR 5% RUN2d J OF RUN3 O i KISE MR IR b B < —3
THEIEDEZEN—NTHD, ZDi=s, RUNS CTHIFHIELIRTIZFH S 7 i RIS
ZENLIE, 182mm ThH H7H, EQ ET VDR KNIELENMIZIINZREL TRILHFRE o7,

ZOHAMOTHEFEBRBEORTEIC L > T, RBEROKRKICEEMICRLEL —
T2DEIMITEMEEDDZ L B AHETIEH 528, BMITHREZRE LGS, RKRIGEM
B KT 2 Z L ICER L7020, HEDLETHD, FMETEMNT oW %5 2 %
BT, 332 HTEDLLEAMOT HETREMGREM, ~T A —FOREIL, 1 DOmELE L
TZXDZEIETEDLHLOD, TRHREIZOWVWT, HEORMITHSITEINATHDHO
EEZBND,
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3.5.2 HERERLFRBRUVFMHBEMICEDLE

TITIE, 32 HiTED LM O M, KIBICEDL ETO 5 SONHKL~UL (RUNL 25
RUNS) |2 X 23 HIEN 2 RC EHEREORBRIR O ISENNEE, BB LL, 18— BArE
R, RIEAXT MR OERREABOT HEDIEMERICG 2 588 % NL €7 VLD
IEBUIE L EQ &7 /WC & 2 SBIB R A D H & U] 5 10T 5.

(1) EE8R S T OIMERE R OE LRI R

Fig. 3-9 &% U\ Fig. 3-10 |{Z RUN1, RUN4 & TN RUNS O A T 7 ONGEEEISE I, 200G
BPTE OB AL R & T RS RO i A o~k d, RUNL (332 R L CWb &2 6h, &)
Bk B & AT RE IR CRIF 72 XISERIZH VU, RAECEEIR L &L TV D,

RUN4 I, IHRL~L%& y =20 X103 FREEICERE L TV D Z &6, RC EIMEREDH A
OO OARE NI 2 15 CTH Y, RUNL ([ZHNEEOREBEN R oD, TS
R, WTNOET LS 4.5 AL E THRBREROEEIIREZ B HHLTEBY, £oMEm 4%
BLHATWD DD, 4.5 LRI, TR & B RO TERDRE WV, 2L, 4.5
B> O E RN RS RN R RIN B M E A B L T D Z e b, sRBEE RO MR A
FRNTCO F<IADN TV RNWI ER—REEZEZBND,

RUNS TiX, 3.9 BAHE CREMEICE AW TR0 BENE T, HBER TIT 2L, 1P
NEBHE L TV D, IEEISEOMTERT, WTIhoET v RERIRICE AT fil
HEREL D 39T ECEOBERMEZRSBHELTWS, —F, ZMSEIEL, NLETLTR
72 ISR AR LTV D DD, EQ 57 /L CIIMIEER OR KEE HoICHHR L E AT
RN ZAUE, EAWTONT B B AR R S O & BB RO B RICEINRE IR —87T %
LIOBELLEZEN-HEEZLND OO, RERERIZE TN DMEICE D EATORAM e
JEEDEAGITRE L CIE, BT OB RR & B2 b b,
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(A)
: Experiment  ===s=: :NLModel - - - :EQ Model Evaluation point

sceleration (% 10%em/s?y . Acceler ion (% 10%m/'s?y . Acceler ion (X 10%em/s?) e
Acceleration (> 10°cny/s?) RUNI Acceleration ( X 107em/s~) RUN4 Acceleration ( X 10°¢m/s”) mm\§
0.30 12 T e
0.15 0.6 ‘/r
0.00 0.0 Exciting
-0.15 0.6 direction

RUNS |
-0.30 -12 :
23 : 3. d . 5 253 R 3. i . 5 ‘ R 33 4 4.5 3
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
(B) Evaluation point
g ~3 2 g ~3 i e ~3 3 “'I \

s > 103em/s? e 4 X 103¢em/s? e 4 X 103em/s?
Au.uclmatlon (X 10%cm/s*) RUNI Acceleration ( > 10%cnm/s?) RUN4 Acceleration ( X 10%cm/s?) 'aji;f? .
0.30 - | 12 - | 18 e
0.15 0.6 09

8] n A/'l
0.00 0.0 0.0 " | " | Exciting
l . .
-0.15 -0.6 09 v direction
RUNS
-0.30 -1.2 -1.8
25 3 35 4 45 5 25 3 35 4 45 5 25 3 35 4 4.5 5
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)

Fig. 3-9 Comparison of analysis and test on acceleration response of top slab for (A) NL Model and

(B) EQ Model >
(A)
: Experiment  =====: : NL Model === :EQ Model Evaluation point
Displacement (mm) RUNI Displacement (mm) RUN4 Di.s placement (mm) "ﬂn‘,?;m\g
()4 4 24 R o
0.2 2 12 ‘ ‘/r
0.0 0 0 Exciting
-0.2 2 -12 direction
RUNS ‘
-0.4 -4 -24
2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5 2.5 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
(B) Evaluation point
ﬁ
Displacement (mm) RUNI Displacement (mm) RUN4 Displacement (mm) 11?
0.4 I 4 — 24 Fof et
0.2 2 12 ' ‘/T
0.0 0 0 Exciting
-0.2 2 .12 direction
RUNS ‘
-0.4 -4 -24
2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5 25 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)

Fig. 3-10 Comparison of analysis and test on displacement response of top slab for (A) NL Model and
(B) EQ Model >
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(2) EERS T DIEMEN—EMBEF

Fig. 3-11 {Z RUN1, RUN4 } Y RUNS OMHEESEWE I EEA T 7 L~ A DE &%
e U TORDIEMES & BEA T 7 OENIGERIEOBRZ RT, 723, EQ &7 VORI,
BRI BERENZ ENTWDD, ERHEEERE RS T, ROV —T%H#i<
MR & 7o TS, F72, RUNS TiX, BBGHRD 3.9 AT TRARMITE L%, K&k
JBIE N — T 2 i< T2, REIZBW IR KM AINCET 5 E TOWKE AV CEMES — 2067
IEBIRD S Z AT o 72,

(A)
: Experiment ~ s=sss: :NL Model - - - :EQ Model
Inertia force ( X 10°kN) RUNI Inertia torce ( X 10°kN) RUNA4 Inertia force ( > 10°kN) RUNS
04 B 14 22829 20
02 0.7 1.0
0.0 &Y ”“'unn% 0.0 0.0
Exciting j D
0.2 diroction M. 0.7 -1.0
04 Evaluation point 14 20
-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 04 -4 -2 0 2 4 =20 -10 0 10 20
Displacement (mm) Displacement (mm) Displacement (mm)
(B)
Inertia force (X 103kN) Inertia force ( < 10°kN) Tnertia force ( X 103%kN)
04 RUNI 1 4 RUN4 20 RUNS
02 0.7 1.0
0.0 v Wi, 00 0.0
02 et M 0.7 1.0
Evaluation point
-04 -1.4 2.0
-0.4 -0.2 0 02 04 -4 -2 0 2 4 20 -10 0 10 20
Displacement (mm) Displacement (mm) Displacement (mm)

Fig. 3-11 Comparison of analysis and test on inertia force-disglacement relationships for (A) NL
Model and (B) EQ Model >

RUNI I TH Y, NL BT /MTHR EQ EF/LDEREL—T DI HRR0RKE U,
RUN4 TiZ, MHEEEOIERIEALN 2 0 H#EIT L TR Y, RBEROBEL— 7 O S 2 535H
FIZ72o TS, WTINOET VR KEMEISTE TIxZzofmzs R<#EX TS, L
L,EQ ET /L CITRBERIZE TN D BENL— T O &% +/3128Bl L & TV 7a, RUNS
Tl, RBREROENIGE N LZ 10mm (22 L2 & S ICRKIMANEN, TO%, K&/
JBIEN— T 2 i< & & bIT, MBI TR 2o TV D, WTILOET L HRBRATEO K
fit /7 F CIEHA R < HH L TV 5,

—J5 T, NL BTV TIHENMIGENB L 5.5mm O & TR KMDICELTEBY, Rk
ROBREL—T Ll U ClRRMICET 2 EToMmE @It cEZ2n8H 5, 2, Fig 3-9
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KON Fig. 3-10 £V, SRBRAER DR KRISEIEEIZET D L VRIS NL T 7 /LA R RIS
EERL TSI LEZ B, NL T /VOENIRE PR RO EMICE I~/ NS

& D, NL 7 /L ORIMESFERFE R OMIMEIZ EARCROESBREINTND Z EN—REE X
b b,

R P OR KM Lo BIL, BEENET L, BB RICS HICREREBL—T )
Bnthd 5, NLET/VTIE, KMIICELZORBRE REREL— 723t LTH BiF
IRRGBIR A B, FoEmE R <GB L TWA, — T, EQ ET/VTZE DM E 1471
BHHETLZENTE TR,

() LERZTDMRELEERANRY kL

Fig.3-12 {2 RUN1, RUN4 KX RUN5 O _E# A T 7 OAGEEIGE AT Mv (BEEE h=
5%) OFERAEIR & MRITHRE R O ik &R T,

(A)
: Experiment ~ s=sss: :NL Model == - :EQ Model Evaluation point
Acceleration ( X 103%cm/s?) RUN1 Acceleration ( X 103cn/s?) RUN4 Acceleration ( X 10%cm/s?) “”” u\}{f\
2.0 8.0 8.0 . i
1.5 6.0 - 6.0 - o
05 20 20 direction
’ ’ ’ RUNﬂ
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.01 0.1 1 10 0.01 0.1 1 10 0.01 0.1 1 10
Period (s) Period (s) Period (s)
Evaluation point
(B)
Acceleration ( X 103cm/s?) Acceleration ( X 103cm/s?) Acceleration ( X 103cm/s?) f’,"‘“n..
RUNI RUN4- _ o PP
2.0 8.0 — | 8.0 i
1.5 6.0 6.0 ‘/r
10 40 , 40 ‘ Exciting
05 2.0 2.0 direction
T RUN5|
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.01 0.1 | 10 0.01 0.1 | 10 0.01 0.1 1 10
Period (s) Period (s) Period (s)

Fig. 3-12 Comparison of analysis and test on acceleration response spectra of top slab for (A) NL
Model and (B) EQ Model >

RUNI X, ZNFE TOHBTRONTZ L DI, IWEART MUREBERE RS —&T 5,
RUN4 TiE, BRIROIEIEHENR 2 DR L T\ b 720, R RO ©— 7 (L&) R E
MCFhs e & biz, RUNI TR ONZHIED B — 27 28 2 DI E S TWvb, RUNS Tid,
ZOE—7 )N 3DpEIEN, FROE—7 DERBREV, ZHUL, IEEART hLERD
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USRI 2 COT —Z Z2HH L TWAH7HTH Y, MHEVIHICEN 5 KE Mo v —
&#,M%¢_%ﬁ¢5ﬁ%¢®£$ﬁﬁ_mbfﬁmﬁm_%ﬁbfwé%®&%zgh
Do

RUN4 OfFFT#ERIL, WTHoET L E 0.1 BHEORBFEROE—27 L= L TEY, I
R DIEE %2 R A TWD, RUNS TiE, NLET /LT3 DIpESn-lBERo e —
7 HBLSHHL TR L, EQ ET /A TIHFRMED Y —7 & REFAaRGBIRICH D,
EQ &7 /W%, MIRHFICELIL D H AW TR0 A O QiR E OB A BT 5 2 LN TE
RN, EHRIEETH DRI~ B AT DE LD EEZBNRD,

(4) VT TBRORREAHUVITHE

Fig. 3-13 | RUN4 ), TN RUNS DV = 7 BED e REABTOF A HED NL €7 /L & EQ £7 /v
DR 2 78T

(A)

(><106) (X109

2500 W 5000
1940 H H 3890
1390 , | 2780
833 L1670
278 556
; — ;

(a) NL Model (b) EQ Model (a) NL Model (b) EQ Model

Fig. 3-13 Comparison of maximum shear strain of web wall for (A) RUN4, (B) RUNS *

NL 7 /W%, = /VEHREIZ RC MELOIEHRBEEEZEEL T 5H72H, RUN4G T
y = 2.0x10° & 2 5 FHR D MERE O XA LIS, AEEATHEERE A 2 SR LT < kR
T35, RUNS TiE, MHEREE FE AR 2 TOHE CHEL R TEAMOT HE ¢ =
4.0x10° Z B2 2 EBENBLINTIH Y, RIS PS5 D FEIS T TRRE AR O &5
N y=5.0x10° 22 T\ 5, ZOHEANE, Fig 3-13 12787 RUN4 #& T8 & O RUNS #& T ERED
OO VIR & bl LT, aBRRE R R I 2 M EEEIES L 0 00 i, RFVICHAEL
THAWTROEEZ T T 52 E TICEELRNLOO, bHFRERBER MEEERELS
WRDHZENTETWDH LD EEZBND,

—JC, EQ ET /M, Fig. 3-6 [T &0, U TRED LT % 2 BOIERIEE AW <%
ZFEREIL, ZNEND 2 SF NI U CEAMIME & OS5 i 2 37 L T 5 728, RUN4,
RUNS5 D K AW OB BE DRI T, MR L& FE IR AR SV %
AN Z EICRDENEC TS, Z0LE, U 7TENHOBEMALORRES, MEEE T
DITFNRKE L, REAWTOTHEIT RUNG Ty=1.5x10°FLE, RUNS Ty=4.1x10°LE %
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36 FLEDH

JRFHFfiEk O RC SN EERE DI B 2 B 8 L7 =kt FEM (T K 5 B IS E AT T,
ZAVE T RCHERHIZ -T2 IFRIEMEAT S — XA AT v C & 7o, —J7, WAk Cli, #IREEIC
AT U7 UWE SRR & VO 7 J8) i B pE gk C ot = — M AR ALAVE R ARHT 23 E I D 72, Twostep
approach <> Ghiocel et al. = D ZEAMFRIZ A2 7 7' 0 —F 2 LV, = OIERIEIEZ TR EE S
HRBITONTE T,

AL, 209 bHEEDEZICESE, iFEIZ OECD/NEA 1T K D EEE= o~ T sz
NUPEC #REN BB 2 6 R1T, M O RICE D £ TORBGRR (RUNL 225 RUNS) (2%t
T2 FHMARTARAT O MEZ B L7z, 7pds, RETIE, HRO 7212 RC AT X 2 FE
TEREHT & it U, MM & RO R R TE R E2ITo 72, T OMEE, LU NIRRT RN
Foii,

(1) NL BT/ L D IERTEMRANTIE, BEED Y S 2 L—3 a VRN 5 & Hels L CRIFRE Ok
JE TR RIS BN e Qe RISE BN 2 BE8LT 5 2 &3 T&E 7, £72, RUNI 75 RUNS
FTCOBMENORBICEDL ET (FAWOTAE y=4.0<10° F2E E T) OEEIRE, &
RN E Je OB RISE BN ORBRFE R E B —F Uiz, S 51T, IEMEHE K OVSE
EALDOWIEIER, 1BV — A BAMR, MEHEISE AT b, RC IEMEEE O AKOT
FHFENZBW T HRBRAE R & RAF 2R 5HGBR S BT,

(2) 2T L EQ EF/LIE, 1EICHHEIC JEAGA601 O E A& iR, BIEdIRIC CMS =5 1
ZRAV, EABOT HEREAEIC 0.7 283252 2T, NL 7 /L ERIFEDORKISE
ANEREE 22 RUNS £ CTHELT 5 Z LR TE 72, I RINEENIZHOW T, B o BRI
9%DH v M T HRITDHZ E T, RUN4 (BAMOTHE y=20x102F2EET) FTOHK
RISBEEAN BAF 72 ISR A AL b 47z, S 512, RUNIL 726 RUN4 & T RLBHREN L,
S FE Je QNGB ZENL D TEIAIR, 1BV — 2502 BE6R, IR E A7 M ZBNT
H NL TV ERIEORBFEREFHET 52 LN TE 2, — 5T, RUNS OHFAMT Y
b IR DS EMEIRIE, SRS RS E E D IHEE R O S 7RIS B R D ZACIZ L S AL
HWRETIEHERTET, NLET VLD BIGEZEN 2/ NI 25558 & e o7,

(3) QIZRTEEBY, EQ €T /ML, RUN4 £ TOINE T NL 7 /L& RIFEOINENHIFF T
X500, BUR, UFTOX>ZRERHLILOLEIHBND,

ARFEIZ BT D ZARRAINE & O Al D% E X, JEAG4601 O'E# iR, CMS £7 /1iC
BIFEL TS, MBEOEMBEHRIT CRONDIEED G-y RO h-y #ifRIC
RHE LTZgHli & 72 > Ty, E£72, ZORENE, #EOEREZ 1 SiI2/v—v 7
L 72 IEBIE A AV SRt L C T b 728, BREICIURFHHE 21T 2 IER B ARIT
FER L LT, RFTIICE U DR REAMOTAEEZIRZ D T LR TE TR,
R D IERRICARAT T, ZAMARTZARAT O EEPH & L C SRR O RITHR TR O
BT 0.7 OFRENRENTWVSHDD, RC OEMMIAENTICIB W TIZFEEED TR
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AR SN TV, KETISOBEAHEZR L2 00, FAWOT HEHEA
EOBUR AR, R AW SR VEDORGEIZT D LV ERER R RE SN SLET
b5,

LIk, RETIE, RC MEOIERRIENE D 28 2 S R 3 2 S MR AT RIS R L,
QIR TN SR Z R ET H Z & T, RUN4 (FAWTOT By = 2.0x10° F2 ) F TOIERIE
FEATAE SR & [R5 OFFNTIEEE NS O D 2 & sl Lic, R fist R O R 22 M Hn <
1%, FEVEHFES) S, ICxrT ARGt E LT RC EMEREIC )T L y=2.0x102 LL N OFFARA 2 E O
THY, RUNG £ TOMYEER L, KAFEITFSEHTHD L2 D,

— 5T, RFEE, TABMOTHERESREM, 7 A—2FENRENTHY, BN
T —ATORFTHLZ ENnD, 1 DOHRE L THRADZ LITTELHO0, R TFEE
FORFFRICEN T 5720120, XV BEMHERERSZDIENORBR R L OREGZE L
T BREERBETH D EEZLND, ZHICONWTIE, RETELRBHNEITI LD
LT 5,
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4.2.1 FFIRMEENFIE
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Fig. 4-1 Modeling of nonlinear characteristics of RC shear walls 7
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Fig. 4-2 Modeling examples of nonlinear RC wall panel for reactor building 7
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Fig. 4-3 Relationship between restoring force characteristics and hysteresis curve of RC shear walls
for reactor building 4!
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L7z,

SRR REAT DMLV IR LRHRE, FERIEE AW S L ORIPER T 2R ke/ko 12/ SRV DR V
THEAMFE Y LRI L 0 G EEIT - T2,

Reqg = niv (4 1)

iReq,k - iReq,kfl

i‘teq_l i‘‘teq_k— .
(Reg s+ Regr)/2 (4.2)

Z I T, Rl iMED RC EMERED MRS 23K UIARE, ke 131 BED j & B OIEIEE
AU SV DA, ko 1 1 BED j & B OIEFIEE AW SV ORI, V1% B j
% H ORI AW SRV O, rlXiBEO k1A & k-1 [BH D Reqg DFEEE T, BR
TRIG U SERRIEARAT U, BRI RIS TIGEIE 21TV, k B H & k-1 [\ H 05
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VI EDORBREIZ LY, RECTRTEMIBIEENT CTIL, Fig. 4-3 1R TECRHEZ YL LT,
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DETIMUIZONTIER D, 708, T2 THWAHHIARIE, RC MEIOIERIENERIGE KL
T RBICE BT 5720, M MRS R K O O FERIEALIC X D F0 EAER ~D 2 %
BrL 72, SCHR 4-18 (9 2R L 1372 5 BWR OJFR AR O R 2 i bt (g o
B AW RS Vs = 880m/s D —EHIAE) Z I ET D,

FEEOBR T, BERIGE~OEENRSIND X — U EREOMEER & OMAEIE,
T AMEER D (2 AR U 2SR « v 0 ORI I 12 AR U 2 25 & B3 0 S ol — e R
HOIERIHFEIZ DN T O AREORETRRI & L, & OFEL PEbR U7 s — @i i %
[ St & 9 B R IP R B O =kt FEM £ 7 /LI K 5 R 2 it 2 £ 5,
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Fig. 4-4 Key plans and key cross section of the reactor building +!*

Table 4-1 ([ZEEOREEAELZ, Table 4-2 (IZMEHMBIOMMEEZ RS, 23027 U — F KUk
OB IL, TAEA*9® Structural Material Properties 2235 Zi% & L 7=, RC M EHT 4.2 #ilorw
TIMIED L IXEMRE O 2 E L, SEMEHIREOA & LT,

Table 4-1 Structural materials *”

Measured concrete strength

. Structural or
Material . .
parts steel reinforcement tensile strength
(MPa)
Concrete Basemat 44.1
Structure 49.0

Steel 490
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Table 4-2 Structural material properties +'?

Young’s Shear modulus Poisson’s Weight
Structural parts modulus of elasticity ratio density
or types E G v Ye

(MPa) (Mpa) (kN/m?)
Basemat 29,000 12,100 0.20 23.5
Structure 31,300 13,100 0.20 24.0
Steel reinforcement 205,000 — — 77.0
Steel 205,000 79,000 0.30 77.0

Table4-3 IZHEB O L~V EREAZ/RT, BEOEREIL, IAEA* ORI TWAESERT
FIOEBENAE —HT 5 L 52 =®IC FEM EF /L & DESZ IR LN E TR % L
7.

Table 4-3 Floor level and weight distribution of lumped mass stick model (LMSM) and 3D FEM model +'?

R/B RCCV
Elevation . Elevation .
Floor TM.S.L. (m) ‘%‘iﬁ;‘t Floor TM.S.L. (m) \Eﬁ?t
LMSM 3D FEM model LMSM 3D FEM model

RF 49.70 49.70 — 43.95 39,760

CF 3820 4395 — 34095 80,820

4F 31.70 3495 — 27.60 86,110 4F 31.70 34.95 27.60 93,200
3F 23.50 27.60 — 20.80 86,400 3F 23.50 27.60 20.80 158,100
2F 18.10 20.80 — 15.20 56,460 2F 18.10 20.80 — 15.20 104,900
1F 12.30 1520 — 8.55 82,650 1F 12.30 1520 — 8.55 203,200
BI1F 4.80 855 — 1.55 81,700 B1F 4.80 8.55 — 1.55 126,500
B2F -1.70 1.55 — -4.95 82,900 B2F -1.70 1.55 — -4.95 139,500
B3F -8.20 495 — -10.95 349,200

Basemat -13.70 -1095 — -13.70 220,300

Total 1,991,700

Fig. 4-5 [CERET VAR T, BRIT, NLETLVOEELZFEE Y = LV HEFE (Fig. 3-4 ),
EQ ET/WVDEEAR v = VEF L L, ZnUAMIIED, EiERE VU v NERE, KAT T %
VR, M RAEVE—LER, BIRAT T EET DR - BB - KET L —RE LD
2y RERTET MM LT, BE L ERER OGN, BHEORZR D BREEROWEE LY,
By o VEBEE YY) y NEZEZMHAEL LBV IFE LTHbRTLE Y 2, BED Y
s VELFE A SR T O E CHDIAL, o VEFEOREEHRELEET LRE S L,
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Fig. 4-5 Structural model *”

NL 7 VOBREROBEFEIFIL—Y —EEE L L, %ikd 25 EMEEERFO NS & OV EW JH
D —REA IR D FEE KX O LT (Up-Down; LR, UD &u9) FFA D —IREAIREIEIC
HLTar 7 U—bOBEESE B he=5%, SFEOHEER KD h=2%L KT 5L
RE LT, EQET NVORBOBEIIERHEEL L, 27 ) — FOMEEH h. & h. = 5 %,
P OWEEE hE h=2%E L1z,
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ALY, SCER 4-18 IR THIED 2> F T X N OEWEARR) 72— kR & L 72, Table4-4 (C
MR %, Fig. 4-6 ([ZHUlE — @ BAEH 2B L7 NL 7 L OHRET VAR, 22
T, Fig. 4-6 [Znd — kMBI, BWR OGRS HIS 2 oot AU Wi 8 v, % i
PR L7 EHE SO TH Y, ARFTCIE, REHE A5 2 ToOME T Z OB 2 il St
ZARE LT,

Table 4-4 Soil properties*!®

Shear wave vel. (V) (m/s) 880

Primary wave vel. (V},) (m/s) 2320

Poisson ratio (v) 0.416

Unit weight (y) (kN/m?) 19.9 S
Damping constant (h) (%) 3 eyt

Fig. 4-6 Soil model for NL model 7

NL E7/VOHARIX, FEM OV U v REFECREBEEO 5 5FRE £ CKEmIC ki &
LTCET M LT, BERET VAR T T VOSSR OCEFELT, ThZh 330513,
314400 TH D, AvatA XNE, BEORA v a2t A XE5EC, EREOMBEERE
(TM.S.L.—155m) & TET /WAL LTz, HEET VOl FUIA X9~ 2 4 o> 8 iR o I i
EAr % [F— ERET DEMIER (0 IR LEES), EmEEFIUTHMIERR & L, 7rds, Hul(l
DML L, #%ibd 5 EQ BT NVOMBEERIEL BRI D8R DT, BREMEOE
WRERINEIZG 2 D BEN NS 2D L9, HEET LVOYmEY A XE RKREDITRE LT,
EQ E7 /L OHEIE, HEERIEICLVET M LT, BEEREL, HEOKES WO
TR E fRITHICE B L, LT M2 OB ICEER L L CZ DR 2 BEROENME CHET
HZEIZEY FEMBICH D, 2072, EFHBROA v at A XEINLET L EFR—& L,
TMS.L-155m £ TR JEOHEBETET /ML LT, Z0&E, MEET VORI
K& Lic, ok, WBEFETIE, HBEEAEREIIHEIL, KEFMITEE FRALHE T
L HEFHROE 2 A AT TV AT, [EEROREFIARETHD,

NL E7/VOHBEOWRZEITL—V —E L L, #%Hibd 5l —EYaipiFo NS Hin kOt
EW J5 a0 — R EA IRE O & 5 E ERFO UD 5 O— R E A IREEUIxH LT
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HE DIE EELD Table 4-4 OJREEHE —BT D Lo sk E L Lz, —J7, EQ ET /LDl
MEDOWRITEFREE & L, Table 4-4 |- CE A HE LT,

T, LU —BEOREEERT D2 oOEEE (LT, fi, HEWH) OBREICYT
ST, Hulg—EEEkE D UD G o—REGIREE (2.51Hz) % £ & L72%6A, NS
& EW SO THMEN SR ES fi (1.32Hz) LU+ 5720, £ UMD miREIEHE CREE @
ReEMpD, T, KgFTlx, BREEMEERFO UD JFmoO—REFRIREIE (11.00Hz)
ZHEL, fi & HICH L TR OBEEHREZHTE LT,
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HENVE 525 2 &I K0 HlE — W RGR OINE 2RI L7z, EQ 7 /WX, R & JE0 i
EENENORICOBEL, MDA OBREOE R, WMDYz 0E &, Wiltt4s 7=
L SINTHENT 9~ 2 N FEIEIC K 0 H0flE — Wl pl R OIGE 2 354l L 72,

7B, AREITCIE, HAEHET VOBEWHRRRIGEIZGZDEEL/ NS T5H10, &
BER—ETLVETHE L LIS, L V=880 m/s OFEM 2 —fMzIc LV ET b L
776
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ASTHUEEN T, K2 FI L OSE SO 3 FaFEEADE L, BABRKHEICLDINE
AT N LA T DI TE & Noda et al “2V D J7¥EIC IS X 1B L7z, Fig. 4-7 (AN A S
BREOMFEAE (TM.S.L.+12.0m) DOINNEERZIERE %, Fig.4-7 BN RIINHEEEZE A~
7 hv (BEE h=5%) 227, 20L&, NS, EW FroMEL, FAMHO AL
& LTz, AT OMKGEREMIZ, NL E7 Vv CEEBTH D 9 ATa0 5 29 BfHEo 20 F0fH,
EQ ET VTR TOMHTREM Z xR & Lz,

728, NLETAOEEHOZKEICY 2o TE, MEERE AT VA Fig. 4-7 BIIRT
IRENTIRE R O NNEFEJSE AT v & FER N T B3 2 Z & ROBTEMATIC X D5 5%
N L) & TR OB CIRITAE DL L 2N 2 & A HRTRFHT L 0 s L7,

e RIS BN L 1%, e R B S2200 X O HIE Eh & L C, MR i (7 & 12 /K - J57 17 C 600cm/s?,
ERIEL T 1A C 400em/s® & 5z 7=,

(A) (B)
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Fig. 4-7 Seismic input motions at ground level for (A) Acceleration time histories, (B) Acceleration
response spectra *7)
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A3 ENRTEBET VO ZY MR E LT, NL B 72K, T OB 2EE L,
WBARIPE (2 55 < EA N 21T - 7=, Table4-5 |Z NL &5 /L O [EAIRENE %, Fig.4-8 |2 NL
TTINNDO—ROMEAGET— NX%/~T, Table 4-5121%, A & LT KARISMA _>F~—7
FEHT SN 7> & 1 H S 7 JEHRE [ E IRy D [E A IR BV D S & o~

AFH L TIL, IAEA 12 L % KARISMA XU F~— 7 it &2 KT 44 filoRTEERDOE T L
BATolce 2O, ZIZ T, F—OFRE KM ONZEE PMER LIZTET /1 & Dt
WAL & B R, EORNMELHRT D, [FERIZ, FEAE— FRIZOWTS, FME L PEER
NI U AR EE SRR AFRERICE N T, —RIC—ROEFE— RRXENE R D7
D, K LIZBWTH—ROEFE— RREZHRT 22 LIChY, O EHERT 5,

Table 4-5 Comparison of fundamental frequencies *”

Fundamental frequency (Hz)

NS EW UD
NL model 4.19 4.79 11.00
Mean of the IAEA 4.56 4.96 8.22

N

Y
A (a) NS direction (b) EW direction (c) UD direction

Fig. 4-8 Fundamental vibration modes of the fixed base NL model 7

Table 4-5 £ 0, NL E7/LOEARENET, IAEAYODFEEMEICH L CHETOERNRLN
52HDD, NS, EW F & I —ROBEAREEIIMA—FHL T\D, —7F, UD HHIZHON
TiX, NL €7 /v & TIAEAYODEHIE & O THE R E 22BN R 5N 5, i, NL €
TV IR Mg (TM.S.L+49.7m) (Roof Floor; LA F, RF & 9) & CF (T.M.S.L.+38.2m)
DEA T THNHEET DRI T EOIEEE —RE—RELTRATWDDIZK L (Fig. 4-8 &
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F), TAEA*ODFEHIEIL RF ORA T THMOIGE Z —RE—RE L TIRZTWDH I L&
ZHivb,

KARISMA XU F~— VR ClL, BRAT 7T OET MMEFIEZE R H HT-DIZ UD F
M O—REAIRENIEL T 3.11Hz 705 1421Hz D RE RERNR OGN D, Fi2, R—EREZ 5%
& U723k 4-23 @ =k 5C FEM E7 /LB W T L EER O UD J7 o — Kk EA R8I
10.59Hz L 72> TEY, [FEEOET MEEIT-728%AE121E, UD HFAIZ DWW T bz 4o xt
ST OREREBR D,

W, MEAERET VOZYMERRE LT, BROMNMEZOIRINE & Uz BEAa AN (NL
ET V) 24T, EQ BTV LV KE 2D CF MUREO SR B S 0 46 & ik a217 9, 2 2T,
EQ &7 VO HEBIEEN#KIL, T.M.S.L.-155m OAL&E TEFE L7z E+F O AN X T 2 BT
DT —Y T AT MVH (IRERE) & L TRDIZ,

Table 4-6 | ZZAVEILDET /L DAKN-J5 1 O [E G R E & A AREF Otk 4~ d, 723,
ACS SASSI (213, EAMNT 21T O HEENE -, ZZ Tk, RBHIC NL =57 LV OEA
REEL L BEQ £ VO HBHRENE A i L 7=, Table 4-6 £V, NL &7 /LDEAIREE I O
EQ &7 VO HMIEEI KL, NS, EW Jifl & HICBIF2xnBERIcH 0, Wz DET/ SN
EWbND,

Table 4-6 Comparison of fundamental and dominant frequencies *”

Fundamental and dominant frequencies (Hz)
NS EW
NL model 1.32 1.32
EQ model 1.37 1.37
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WIZHEZ DB A2 NL 7 /W LD FERIEIGE & EQ T /WIZ L DRI E D i i &
B ST 5,
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NS 5w, EW HFmod 56, @EMIMES/NS <, IWEDOKRE W NS Jim (FHEE . RA @Y, |
BE:RGiEY) OFMMREREEORANEAMOTHEZRT,

Fig. 4-9 (a)(b)DFHIIZ BV TIE, 25l & LT RC MEMEEOF KR CEDZH 1 ik
O 2 T OB AWM OTHEE (y1~y,) WO EEYEHFEE) S, 12%F9° 5 RC HEIMERE D FFAR S

(y=2.0x103) *P &Pz 7y b LT
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Fig. 4-9 Comparison of maximum shear strain and strain ratio distributions of external walls in NS
direction *7
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Fig. 4-10 Comparison of maximum shear stress and stress ratio distributions of external walls in NS
direction *7
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FO5E RYFEERORE - BYZEZERBLIZ=Rx
FEM tthig — 2 Y18 B 15 AT

511FL®HIC

ATEETIE, Ghiocel et al.™D 3259 597342229~ 2 RC OEAMATEAL FIE OB AMERET & LT,
IAEA 12 L % KARISMA R T~ — 7 fifthfy 55 CHE A S 7= AR 1 1 58 B T 7 o) 7
SRR A ot B FEVEHNEE B SSOF Y O HIEEENIC X 2 FERIE I OV IE =Wk ot FEM g7 2>
5, RITFIEIC K DTS RIS R B RFER D L<ixZh kv K&V, AT
M L2 EEHLMNT LT,

—J7 T, Zivb RC OFEMHIZAIZEE T 2 EHE, RC MEIOIEBRIGIED RIS E I RIET
WRBIEH T D720, M Mg K O OIS X D EER ~DOREZ PEbR L
72, SCHR S-Ir7 & 5 BRARRY 72 i 5514 T (U O AU H FE V= 880m/s D — 72 Hifl)
TOMFTH -7,

Z D7z, MR AVEE T 0 M O HIEE - 10 & OSEREIREICA U S MR E 30 ok
i — M TR DO IERIZHEENZ OV TUE, 4 EORGTRIERINE LTEY, FAIFELZESL~L
IZPEBR LTV IZIE, A, ZAUDIERIBEBIC LT HA 60 OFEMIRIE LA X 2 222 A3
HbH, LinL, @O IERIEIEY, 2 mETR_7=280, HOALEZET 8=
DR LM A2 EENCFHMAT 25 ECMO TEETHD LN D00, EHilE K OVERED
THEHN ORI - 180 25 OEEOIERIEET 2R E R < FHMIT 5729121, FERIEMIT« &
K& LT R R2RGEEIC LD EBRO L) —BOMIARLE LB X D,

Z ZTCARETIE, %Bid3T 5 a A > MERIZK HIERIE =IKIC FEM MVTIZE R L, [RIfEHT
KDL D IEMICMATAER DD, HUNAMEEI i o R O RIBfE - ¥ 0 DR IR R OISE T
B2 8B ENONCT S, bbb, 4 ELA—BELXG & LS, EEEE 0SS
HIFEEC IS < FERIEMRAT & TR & U7 R 72 Ml — AR BRI 2 O, AR TR
2 IR FIE KR OFTE T L O Z U2 R T D, TOHIl, KETIE, UTFO 2 fil
DT T /L % TV THLU R AMEEARI G 0D Hu% o0 FIBE « 78 0 DNELR O Fe RIS NNEBE S A,
RN B OFERERUES i D L EMEIRIC G- 2 2 B A B 62T 5,

-Model A : MR ZEMARTE, Mk — @5 UM EE, BERZIC LD =kt FEM €7 /L
*Model B : MR Zql#RE, Wik — W R &2 BRI, ERBIFIC L D =it FEM £7 /L

AETIEET 52 HiTHE —BWHIEIER 2 B8 LI EROE T /UL & MBI AT Tk
IOV TRT, BEIL ABWR OGP T HFEH 7 SHIS TIFERE L L, #8313 IAEA
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SNTHAD S FEHE &35, R — @SS, A OBE ML LI Model A KT
a2 MERICK Y Y OIERIBIEE B L7z Model B 0 2 FME L 975, 24T 2007 48T
TR VR B iR D AR IRF I & TR S 72 B A e lTAER L e R 2 A DT 5,

5.3 i CIE=KIE FEM BT MIC K D 2R 2 L—3 3 UARNT O B OREE TR 3 2 HZR A g
BT VL K QMR IS BRI E T VO EE 2 O I T 5, ZAUTZx, HUEoOFIEE - 150
DN RO E IR B, it A i K OV i D -+ FEMERIR O SRR 22 8B 2 B 2 5 B 2 B B )
5. 728, RETORKSEIE, 3D FEM Soil-Structure Interaction Analysis for Kashiwazaki-—Kariwa
Nuclear Power Plant Considering Soil Separation and Sliding | >® & LT 2021 4 6 H (Z Frontiers
Media S.A.£E:® Frontiers in Built Environment (Z THFE L T\ 5,
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5.2 FEMRMAEMTFIE

FERRIEMATIZ I, 3 MOV 4 32 L [F] U FINAS/STAR™ % H\ 5, Model A J2 T Model B D =
Wt FEM &7 /W T340 s Newmark-p 5 (B=1/4, y=1/2) 1T L DL EfT & L, &
NWETICIRAT, FERICRATIC L 0 IRE 2R D, RC O A% 8L Model A, Model B &
HICHRIE & L, TN (AR C D FIBE - V0 OIERIE B DA, Model B TEJET 5,

Model B DIERLTEARITIZ F51T 2 RAE T IEITHERRAIEE & LU, 3 [BIE TR A ROz, 3 [FIC
L THIRBEONRWIGAEITIX, RENEZROMBHT AT v FIZR BB LTz, fEHT O REH]
Z) 1%, Model A DFFEMAT T 0.01 £, Model B DIEFIEARHT T 0.001 L& L7z, 7235, Model
B O — @M S OFEMIT %R+ 5 533 HAEZR I -,
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53 BEFFEEDETIVIE

AKEITIEZ, Model A KO Model B DFRE K OFERRIE =R 5t FEM DE 7 WAL DUV Tk
Bo T2k, T ZTHW D MU — @ L, H N AR oo MU O SFIBE - W 0 NIRRT

(CRIFT B E BT 57, S — Km AR O LT & L2 FORIEET OB x
HEBR L7, BEAEMTIE 10 & [F) U Y aBE 0 2 [E55 5o & Lo EBERY Za i &2 Bl 9~ %,
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Fig. 5-1 (ANZEE ORER 72 i X L O X 2 <3, @EX, 4 % &R T KARISMA X
T~ — VR TG & e o ToFR X R 7 )38 R 7 SR FhRE RO L L, BT 58

BOZEIZE L2,

RO 72 558X, RC & (—#5 SRC EXR OEKETE) C, ghEEERRE2AT2
BAR N T A TR SO 4 B, HITF 3REORETH D, FHEPKIL, 56.6m (NS Jim)
X59.6m (EW Ji[m) Toh Y, FEMR T2 GREIBA T 7 FiiE TOR ST 63.4m T, # B
LOEIE37.Tm THDH, BEPIIEIZIE, RCCV2RHY, FEX 5.5m D RC EDORH LD
FICREL, R L —FRoEL > Tn D,

728, HMH o 7-R1 J O 7-R2 (3R TBUANKIE 235 5lik S Lo B ORENE TH D,
7-R1 1X 3 ¥ (3rd Floor; LL'F, 3F &\ 9) ([CRRE S NT-HEFOEE, 7-R2 ITHIF 3 B

(3rd Basement Floor; VLT, B3F &\9) [ZEXE SN HIUEF OME ZRT,
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N 7-R1 RF T.M.S.L. 49.7m
e P N P BN N N N T.M.S.L.46.11m
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Note 1: 7-R1 represents the seismometer installed on the 3F.

Note 2: 7-R2 represents the seismometer installed on the B3F.

(c) EW section

Fig. 5-1 Depiction of structural model. >® (A) Key plans and key cross section of the building. (B)
Detailed structural model.
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Table 5-1 (ZHEAM Bt O Z 7~ MBI OMPEER, SCHk 5-5 2 2B 103E LT,
RC MER OB EM BN, R—@R 2R E Lz 2k TOBAENZE 51D SD2 S E 1 THIE &

E LT,
Table 5-1 Structural material properties >
Young's Shear modulus P01ss.on s Specific weight
Structural parts modulus ratio
or materials E G v y
(N/mm?) (N/mm?) (kN/m?)
Foundation 29,000 12,100 0.20 23.5
Structure 31,300 13,100 0.20 24.0
Steel reinforcement 205,000 — — 77.0
Structural steel 205,000 79,000 0.30 77.0

Table 5-2 ICEEDOE L)L L EEA/RT, BEOEREIY, TR 5-5 ORI TWDHEER
ETIVOEBESME —HT 5 LI =RIC FEM ET /L & DFES TR L ~UUN B TR %

L7,
Table 5-2 Floor level and weight distribution of LMSM and 3D FEM model >
RB RCCV
Elevation . Elevation .
Floor TM.S.L. (m) V‘(’Eﬁ?t Floor TM.S.L. (m) “{Eﬁ;‘t
LMSM 3D FEM model LMSM 3D FEM model

RF 49.70 49.70 - 43.95 39,760
CF 38.20 4395 - 34.95 80,820
4F 31.70 3495 - 27.60 86,110 4F 31.70 34.95 27.60 93,200
3F 23.50 27.60 - 20.80 86,400 3F 23.50 27.60 20.80 158,100
2F 18.10 20.80 - 15.20 56,460 2F 18.10 20.80 15.20 104,900
1F 12.30 1520 - 8.55 82,650 1F 12.30 15.20 8.55 203,200
BIF 4.80 8.55 - 1.55 81,700 BIF 4.80 8.55 1.55 126,500
B2F -1.70 1.55 - —4.95 82,900 B2F -1.70 1.55 —4.95 139,500
B3F -8.20 495 - —10.95 349,200
Base —13.70 -1095 - —13.70 220,300

Total 1,991,700

Fig. 5-1 B)CERBRET V&7 7, BEIE, Model A, Model B T3l L, Efffiz vV v
NEEFR, KRAT T «BEAZ T = VER, - R —LHEHR, BIRAT 72T 2/ - )
Mo AKET V=2 % —Ruor y RERTET /ME LT, 8L E#ROBEGHIE, v =L H
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FL VU NEREOREEROEGIEZ K D720, BEO Y = VSR 7 AR T im £ THoD
ANTE,

Ay vathA XX, 2.0m ZHZE L TCTEROBE Y NE L OSNLHO 7 v 7 IR 4~5 458 L
AL ICERE L, BE - ROBOENIE, B okE X0  2.0m>BLEE 72 4 F8E B 0E
DI RGUTRREE T VK LTz, BMARNTO REREEHE, EEOALEZEETH LD
L, WEEPIVATITONTVWD Y DIRA T 712 5AifmE & LTAS LT,

7E, 7 L— RO EREOET KX, 4 EOBEFEMYTO UD HhICHBWT, IAEA™
SONYIEE OB CHETOERNBRAONTZZ b, BIRAT 7L N7 AMOBARE2E %
5788, KFEFMOIE T EE 5 2 7o\ W ORI AT 2N 1=,

Model A, Model B DR DBRILL — U —E & L, il ¥ 2 HAEE E RO NS J711 (4.18Hz)
K& OYEW J51) (4.81Hz) O—REFRENFE O FEEME L O UD A (11.74Hz) O— K [E A IRE)
iZxtLCar 7 U — N OBEEEE he 2 he = 5%, KB OBEER A hy=2%& —HT 55 )
REREE LT,
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532 HBEBOETILE

HAR L, TAEASDMS R JEHIE & L7z, Fig. 5-1 (A)ICHUEMYES, Fig. 5-1 (B)IZHAE — 2
FAEAEH %2 & B L ikt T L 2R,

Attitude  |Geological | Soiltype [Shear Wave | Shear wave | Primary | Primary |Unit Weight | Poisson’s [Initial Shear
TMSL. Laver |(Sand, clayor| Velocity | damping | Wave Wave v Ratio | Modulus
Rock) Vs (%) Velocity | Damping _ Qo
(@) ws) vo [ Bt )
(0/s)
Grade Levell
(+12.0 Sand 150 310 16.1 | 0.347 | 36000
~g0| Sand
Sand 200 380 16.1 | 0.308 | 65700
+4.0
Yasuda Clay 330 1240 17.3 | 0.462 | 192000
6.0
Rock | 490 1640 17.0 | 0451 | 416000 =
-33.0 o
2
=
Rock | 530 1700 166 | 0.446 | 475000
Nishiyama
-90.0
Rock 590 1710 17.3 | 0.432 | 614000
-136.0
Rock | 650 1790 193 | 0.424 | 832000 Cla
1550 ( Y) S Y
The free . .
Surface of the F shiyama| Rock | 720 1900 199 | 0416 |1050000| Nishiyama
- (Rock) X

Note: Rock designation is coming from Japanese terminology and is not consistent with IAEA safety standard.

Fig. 5-2 Depiction of soil model. >* (A) Soil properties. > (B) Soil model considering soil-structure
interaction.

HifIX, VU v RERCTHEMBIED 5 FREE CAEFRICkRE/REEE LTeT /bl
A v at A XX, Bolisettietal. 9% 2F (2, KR OMEHT LIRIREIL 15SHZ FRE & 70 5
X9 SRE T B O AWFEGEE Vi U T 1.0m~7.125m O#iPH T, TM.S.L.—90.0m (H =
102.3m) £ TET /ML, T 2 CEMEOMBIAZEIL, TM.SL.—155m THLH DD,
HE K OV R =0t FEM £ 7 VO RAMK D70, BEEo Lo SO0 4E 5E(1C
Rock |27 &N AW LB E D TM.S.L.—90.0m £ TOET /ML E L,

—J5C, Gatti et al. 'L, FABXIPEA 3 FEFTO Y — B AR —/ LD borehole array & T 5
SRR IR O borehole array Crifk S L7z 2007 AEFTE IR T IR OAE L OREIC X
% interferometry analysis 7% T.M.S.L.—100m u%m&%ﬁ%mﬂﬁiﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%h% LTV
5, ZO®, EHEIE, TMSL. —90.0m OMEET VEHRHAT D14 7--T, TEAIE
(TM.S.L. —155m) & COMLE % €7 AL U7 iy — @M EAEHE T /IS X B I fEAT
B, AL D MR S 8 R OB AR O NINE FERF LI R Kk O LS E AT S VITE-Z
LECHENT, 5.4 HiTHIRT D 2007 AR I rhllar R AL RR R 2 T T R B O AN A
BWTIL, /MW EEHERL TS,
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i 5 L O BE S IR 3 2 A OF S OWHERNL 2 [F— L RET D EEBER (Y
WUBER), B RUTKEBER & L, 2oL &, #RE 7 VKT ORGMESL FRUL, Fig. 5-2 (A)
DOHBEDME L 0 REDRMARKEZHT DX v v 2By M &I L CHIMETE T /L T o -2 [7
LIS,

HESN, 5.4 HiCRRT D HIEIC L VR E DINEERLREE I 2 e T L Fimk 0 2E
WCTANTH, 2oL, ZeEROESHREAT, PFERHER I Y BSR4+ &9
EEN TR L RS R ORAKRZ R SE 5 2 & THRON TV D,

RRFNCT I T 2 i — Wk AT CIE, HlRE5 1 & LT IAEAS TR S 7=
% D EAMBTE RIS R N o, 2 2 TR 2 S MRS 51, SHAKE ™D IZRE S 1L
2 B BRI D W e —ROC I EMERE T T v, RIS U 7o Hig 0 JERRFE IR
ERELIZbOTH D, WESMEIT CIX20nb 00, JRFiisk O EMNT Cheb — i 7e
fEAT 71D 1 D TH Y, K OHERE =Rt FEM &5 /L O R AR K & 2l 28 JA
HHZENE, ARFTIIZONEERAT S,

72%3, 2007 AR R AT IR O MUl O e KR ABTOT AL, 15 5 SO HIE O
BIERIEME 2 B8 LT BURIERIEMRATIC K 0, SRR OTE ILE T 0.1% 2 E, REOwEo
—H T I%RE L 2D 2 E BRI TS, Lo T, AWFFETIE, HMIXS AT O
R#EHTH D &5 2, BN ORI & 0 45 b3 5, Fig 5-3 221t A
WP ok Ry OV IR TR D AR X 2 7R3, 2 DS AR M i | k) L AR — AR HAEA &
B8 L7 =kt FEM £ /L CTdh D Model A DEHEMHT 21T\, HAZE T /L OWIEZHE L
776

Model A &% OF Model B O #lEE 7 /L OWRIEIL L — U — iz & L, g — G R NS 7
M (1.21Hz) X OYEW Jial (1.21Hz) O— X EAREIE O FEME & %3 5 @R A [ E R o
UD Ji1a (11.74Hz) O—REARENEIZ R L CTHUME OB ELL hy 23 Fig. 5-3 1SR T &8 D%
MR EE heg & BT H IO REREL LT,
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(a) Equivalent shear wave velocity V, (m/s) (b) Equivalent damping ratio h (%)

Fig. 5-3 Distribution of equivalent shear wave velocity and damping ratio ¥
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Model A O HiE — &M B IS, Mg OV R =Wk ot FEM &7 /U2 L 5 R ARTRIR O 72
b, Hip A OB E Lz, —J7, Model B TS 3% HE D IR %2 Hifk — A i s i o
VaAr NERIZEYEET D, Fig 54 (AITY a1 > MNEEIC K DM —EYEE R o€
T IAL DO E 2 =,

Model B %, Hiig —@dMMOfiSE2 =m0y a A v MERICEVERLTBY, 207
JABIZ X > THE R AMEEN 1 D HiAZ O I BfE - 38 0 (2 X 5 IERIE B 2 51l + %, Fig. 5-4 (B)IZY
3 A > NEFRIT I D U ANBE I OO Hi O HIBE - W D O IR U — R BAE R OB
WaRmT,

VU FEFEZ W TERR S 2 IEE =0t FEM &7 /L CHIE — B85 555 o I8 - v
DB Z RIS D700, ARETCIE, ERT M OEMERIVESED TEOWAFEERIMET 0 Th
5va4/F%$%ﬁ%¢5nguQ VaAy NEROIERERMEETRT, Ya A b
R OWERITIOMIEL, +oTHDZ ENEENDN, BERMICKERELETD E AR
47%®ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ/%xw%$#57%ﬁﬁkéo

Z D, RfEHITCIEL, Nakamuraetal 390Dy g 4 > NEEDOET W LTFIEEZSEIZ, Fhi
(ER T OMIMEZ ST A —5 & UTBEERMT 21TV, BUEEHRE D ) A4 A/ SWEE L
C Novak et.al |2 & 2 5735 51707 5 K F 2 i Ml O 1 X328 5D 1000 7% & 72 5 X 5 #IRIE D
IE&EIT->T-, Fig. 5-4 (D) 2 Novak et al.IZ X 2 HiENSHRE D B3F 75 1F £ CTOMlEHE
MEDIXRERE T,

TVaAr NEEOYMAIMEL, Fig. 5-4 DI TIEREEIC 1000 F2F C-fEE Y a1 >
FEZEOLTREBIICC TS T D, YaAfr NEZOYISOREICIE, BEEHT XD
BRLTE U 7 AR i R 00 1k RIS K D RIS 1 & e, AT R OB ERERLRE pa 1, R
] HD*WS R OEN S92 SE M TV I ET D KEZ BB L7-EE LT pa =
035 & L7z, 723, Model A 2 Uf Model B DM AAERIX, 4 &L FER, — &ALV ZEL
72
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= : Joint elements at

side soil-structure
interface in three
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Since the soil deformation of the surface layer
is larger than the deformation of the structure,
separation and sliding of the soil from the

sidewalls occurs.

directions
e
ARt
(C) (D)
o T Elevation NS direction EW direction
A(Tension) A j
(Contact)! (Sliding) Floor ~ T.M.S.L. K, Ky Ka Ky
N (m) Nm)  (Nmad)  (Nm)  (KNmvrad)
(Contact) ¢ (SCPa":r‘P“) 0 > IF 1230 1.68x105  121x105  1.68x10°  1.21x108
Ka /| Relative Ks Relative BIF 480  1.80x105  146x10°  1.80x105  1.46x10°
displacement 8, displacement Jg
—_— T B2F 2170 347x105 2.69x10°  3.47x106  2.69x10°
(Shding) i(Contact)
(Compression) .= Xos B3F 820 L02x107  8.02x10°  1.02x107  8.02x10°
. ) Base 41370 4.70x105  3.68x10°  4.70x10°  3.68x10°
(a) Normal stiffness (b) Shear stiffness

Fig. 5-4 Depiction of soil-structure interaction model. >® (A) Joint elements at soil-structure interface.
(B) Response characteristics of nonlinear SSI of the separation and sliding of soil from sidewalls by
joint elements. (C) Nonlinear properties of joint elements. (D) Spring constants of side soil from B3F
to 1F level obtained from the method by Novak et al. >17
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5.4 2007 FFHBR PP RO ERERA V- HEBDANTE

ASTHUEEN T, KO 2 S5 OSRIEL T A1 3 J7 RIS & L, 2007 456 IR i iy s =
DARFERFICE R TEIN S NN L T T L Pt AT 2B 2Bk LT-, 2oL X,
M EITEE A CEUNGLER S D Tz, 75 SODHFSEE 5512 B3F O LM L
T DAV BUARRERDIXE & 0 RITKR L, =Rot FEM &7 LV OIREHEE & BLllGeRs —%d
HEOHIEET IV TFMCANI TS 3 FHOANEEEE LT, 372bb, Fig 52 BIIRT
ATV TG T 3 HEOANTNEREIE L, REZREISEMNT 21T O FERERR_E T oBLIEL e
&SRS R O NME BRI & INE AT MLV THEAET D L9 3 FaDREREEKZH,
M0 R UERIC X0 i 7V O AT &2 FEAm L 7=,
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5.5 2007 AR PHEFMERORFIFZRDOLEEIK

551 BEHERVEEE—F

S53ENORTREBET NVOZYUMHERE LT, ZOFT/VOIEBAEZEE L, #ImM
O BB EMENT 21T > 72, Fig. 5-5 (AIZEBEBEROBREE T VOB A IRES A, Fig. 5-5
B FETFT NLO—ROEAEE— NX %79, Fig. 5-5(A)IZIE, ZEfEE LT KARISMA X
T~ — 7 AT D BLHEE [ E IR D [E A IREN B OVE 2B B L OB 2 R,

RN C1F DAL= A IR O 2V &L, TAEA 12X 5 KARISMA X F~— 7 fifghit
ZINE D B ST FEAEICR L CEFOERB A SNL DD, NS, EW HE bil—
WE— FOIE IR L C\D, —J, UD FHEIZOWTH, WFDOENRRLLRKE, 2
UL, EEET/VTIL, RF & CFORAT 7T RHERT LENGFRONEE —RE—RELT
2 TWB0Izx L (Fig. 5-5 2M8), TAEA™ON-HEIEL RF DK A T 7 HEMOIGE 72 —IKE
—RELTHATWE D EEZEZ LN D,

7235, Fig. 5-5 W A EMNTR SR & 4 BIORTEAEITER & O THETOZRBF
95, Zhix, 531HTHERLEBY, BIRAT 7 & NI AHOBERNEEL 4 EDOETT
IENBER LT=72dTH D, T RF OFETIIVEIE, Fig. 5-5 12" T B0, IAEASOSN
FRITHLIEL DN TWD, ZD7=, UD FHOBEAREEIL, SEREICHET S 2 LI
D5,

(A)
Fundamental frequency (Hz) Modal participating mass ratios (%)
NS EW UD NS EwW UD
Fixed-base model 4.18 4.81 11.74 53.9 57.6 15.1
Mean of the IAEA 4.56 4.96 8.22 48.7 54.6 15.7
(B)
Z

LY

(a) NS direction (b) EW direction (c) UD direction

Fig. 5-5 Eigenvalue analyses results for fixed-base model. >® (A) Fundamental frequency and modal
participating mass ratios. (B) Fundamental vibration mode shapes.
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5.5.2 BUAIRCER & EMMISE D LLER
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Fig. 5-6 Comparison of acceleration time histories at (A) 7-R2 on B3F and (B) 7-R1 on 3F 5%
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Fig. 5-7 Comparison of acceleration response spectra at (A) 7-R2 on B3F and (B) 7-R1 on 3F 3%
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Fig. 5-9 Maximum acceleration contours in EW direction for 1F 3-¥
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Fig. 5-10 Soil pressure characteristics at time of maximum tension acting on sidewalls *>®

(3) EMEEICHERT SLE

Fig. 5-11 (CEBEBUCER T 2 i KBIRFF o JE i HE o BJEM R 274, KA Ok
Model A, ZE#{IE Model B 23K L, NS J71 & O EW J71a1 0O EE 208 0 I AEH ¥ 2l K515
BED T T % Bl % DFE B CAEF AN B TREA TWA, Kl HEOR KM,
FRICVEFR 2 IERE0 () o B EEICS R GERD) 0B HEoRAEE Nz TRk, 3
bbb, TGP OERHFEE, EICRDESED 8E D, SRR — AR < iz
X ERVHEREAELTWNWDLZ LA RLTND,

Fig.5-11 &0, Model A |23\ T L EIT T2 00l V) Btk CIEMRIcH v, Al s b
Y OFHEMIT NS W LR s, £72, Model A DT 11T D/ ATI I, FLREHR o e
53 D HEDHFAFANT /N & <EREHZIES 2O TEDR KR E < 2 DR AAIHISE L TS Z
ERDOMND,



—104— SR FIEICE S < AR R 0 =7k ot FEM BRI EARHT A 12 B3 5 0158

—J7°C, Model B OJE T 11T E 7208 0 i CHEERIEAMFRICH D H DD, Model A & bk L
THIEMICER LERA DA L TEBY, &KL LT UD FHIZOREE ER->Tnd, £z,
EW Wi O vl CHEAEE E B30 2R T aIRAOEMER R 6D, 20X 9 I HEMHRROE
UM, R IEEERR R T DS CBREE ISR O D Z LD, Model B I3\ T, BN C A&
BZEE ERORAECTWVDEHEDEEZBND, LMLARNG, FEMRF IS O LEMHERIC
Model A E DRERERENA LN LD, EifEE B0 NEEHEICE 2 72 2280%
I CThoTob D B2 HND,

U EORFEHRER L0, BB S S HIEE - 180 OFEA T XA —& & LT T
RO, TN O HE O FIEfE - 18 0 DR O OIALNROIR T AL &I L,
ZOIRTAREREEARD UD HaDiEE B30 L OSRERR G R O A = B30 ZFEhoh
R~EBINR D Z LT, FEBERUE T O TR MR AMBER T oD = FE MR B OV RS 22 388 i
R 7R S DFER L e s THND Z L ZH ST LTS,

CipN 2.8 > N | =66 >
2t N P SN N BN \:|
RB 5 ) ]
%?iFurerLJ SHe TS
i [ | R
[ ]
L] il
LT I
LT 0|
| | [ | |
RG RF RERDRC RB RA
0.5 0.5
South North .
ol
Tension .é
~ 0.0 < 0.0
z : ' =
? 0.5 ."' Compression l: 2 -0.5
|
“ 10 1.0
-1.5 -15

-35-25-15 -5 5 15 25 35

X coordinate (m)

=35 -25-15 -5 5 15 25

Y coordinate (m)

35

-*= Model A RF -# Model A RB -*~ Model A R2 -#-Model A R6
—— Model BRF - Model B RB ——Model BR2 - Model B R6
(a) NS direction (b) EW direction

Fig. 5-11 Soil pressure characteristics at time of maximum tension acting beneath foundation >*®



5w JFFIREEROFEE - B0 2 E & L7 =koc FEM Ml — @ kE AAE T —105—

56 £&H

AREETIE, HOFABEIE O #AR DOFIEE - ¥V IZ K DI EENE TR REBOIGEICE 2
% 58w HERRIE —IROC FEM &7 /VIC K 0 R R <FHI 5 2 & & B RIS, MR R+ 70 %
FEAT 7 R B 0D FEVEE K OV, 2007 4TI IR FR B R R O BLAIRE SR I H5 <
SLHERY 72 R — EEWFR AR RAT 24T o 72, AT L D GO N7 R 2 IR IR T,

(1) ¥ = b— = UNTRE R & BRI RO O b

A L T D A & B3F O LR L CRIIGRSR AT 2 X oM iR LEHHE TR
Wiz, FORER, 3F B 7K S5 10 0D N5 B R R T K OV FE R A~ s SRR
OBLAIGLSR & i U CR KIS T 2GRS MEGE Sz, 20 &b, RECTHEM LT
FIEKROFNTET /VIE, 2007 48006 I B HLE O AR I3 L TR BAFIZ E OBIS 2 8L
TELMITHEZA L TWHbDEEZBND,

HIBE - B0 2B L7- Model B TIE, HIBf - vV 2 IFZE & L2 Model A & HE# LT, NS
FhD 0.1 AL OARSEIIRICE T 02N R 6D o0, FHE- Y OF I X 5 IEEIR
BEARY NILADOEBIXTE AL ER BN o7, 2O LG, 2007 FH1E R #lh i E
IRF 0D b SVBEARI T oD M oD FIBE « 1V 23 3F BLHLRAHE O AKSEJ5 [0 OB g i OIS & R AT 5
ZTBINE oo bDEEZBND,

3F B S DK SESF [0 D DR EE S Z L7 b L DISEVERIZ, BEED 2007 455 I i
HFE DRI 7 13T 7 SRR TR R 2 %5 & L7z KARISMA R T~ — 7 fifthft D
Phase II Best estimate analysis il — @A AAEHARENT & HEA_IEFIZR S RHS LSRR TH

77,

(2) Hu FAMBE I OO HE O FIBE - 15 0 DR K O HIEO RIS S G 2 D

HIBE - VB OF IS X DERAIEENEE~DORET, ACBISMEED &R OV RISMEED 1F
HEEREIZEAER N5l LGN HL T O e RN E IR B VLRI - 18 0 D2
IZE VIR DEHIACH -T2 b DD, 1F T, KRB E O RERKRE RN ST,
AU, BEOMOIAZENIE DM NI O AR O FIEE - TV I K VIR T LR EEE X
b, ZOETBRERLEERO UD HROEFEE B30 K OREERUR i O MR & B30 o
HMRZSIEE I L, IFORKICEIMEEDOHRKE LTHATL DD EZEX LD,

= Ol T E DAL, HIEE - WY 2BE TS 2 LT, HEE Lo TOMEIZE
BICHEE 52 50 TR, B LEICER L TREEL 5252 Enbhole, T
AU, ZEREREE B OB T U b &5 TR A U3 FRBERUR i 0 5 C REnic
AL TNWDHTdEEZ LI, ORI RERT X 230 38z M ol L E O K% 5]
FHEZILTNDIHDEEZLND,

RO LEOSAMAMRIE, FIBE - WV EBE LI LICL V2R E LT UD FIicRe
R E ERDEAEB RSN, TOEEL, ERRTPRICBOTRENTHL OO, Hf



—106— ZARRIEAL FIEIC IS < R iR o =¥k ot FEM A0t E AT IS 5 F2e

fis s CRAfEZR R & L CH, EW 5 TR & 1230 2 7-97 5] 9R0 0 B £ 7 AERd
STz, TR, FRHIHMERORE O TR E <, i LEDO S APERRC R RISE N
HWEDOAERIIRERZELZRTLTNDEDEEZIBND,

AEIORFHTRBW T, I FAMEERIE O R O FIBE - W0 DRSS IERE, H T B
T M ORI 1 O B EMEIRIC G 2 5 EBIT IR/ N S o T, LvL, A, SbhIickE
RHIBE S EE SNDGAITIE, R - BV ICE2BROMDIALIRO X LR HIK TR T
HEND, ZORBOHDIALGFEOKTIL, BREEKO UD HROEFEE L3N0 R OJEHETET
EENVOWRELSIESEZ T, T 6 KMELZE L7 IERIE —IRot FEM ##TiZis T
1%, HEROIEFIENETS T TiEe < FIBE - 0 OB BIE U I g — LS O G T
ARDAY Ao

7233, 2007 TR W T HUEE O BLAIREER A Rl0] B RIS L OV LA RRER L TR 7 )3
BATOFEMARCREREOERIL, BIFRICBWTRIZARBR S TW Ry, 4%, bl
WS —IRICAB SN HAICE, O XD R RMEE RS L Ui IEBIE NS, HIEE -
D =IJC FEM E7 /L Ol — W AT 52 2 B 2 ERAICHET 2 2 &2
BrEEh b,

Flo, AEFTCIE, Hulg IR A HE O SAMARFE AT 1 K 2 SEAMmE K OV 12
L 0IRPRICEB L TWA I, ML T4 OO IEIENEEZ /012518 L2 FE =%
JC FEM fif#HT & 1372 o Teun, [RIRRIS, Hulg O FERRTEE S FIBHE - V8 0 125 % 5 50288 K OV -
W0 BHUEE DIERIEIEC 5 2 D50 B2 M AICFHM L 72 X 0 37 SERIBRET RN R e S 5 Z
EVHIREES D, MA T, ARFETH O M NIMEMNH O AR O FIBE - W0 12 XD Hlg — 5
FEBDOIEIENEIL Y a A & FEFEORIZ L DMFTTH Y, FERANTITF R AR T2~
O OB, FEMBEALIC L DU ZRANERH L D EEZHND, ZHIZD
WL, SHBOBERREE L7z,



5 JRFIREEROHMEE - Y 2EE L7~ =R FEM 8% — &M BAE T —107—

5 ENSEXM

5-1) Ghiocel, D., Todorovski, L.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic Soil-Structure Interaction (SSI) Analysis of
Nuclear Shear Wall Concrete Structures Subjected to Review Level Earthquake, Transaction of
the 22th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2013.8

5-2) Ghiocel, D.: Nonlinear Seismic Soil-Structure (SSI) Analysis Using an Efficient Complex
Frequency Approach, Second European Conference on Earthquake Engineering and Seismology,
2014.8

5-3) Ghiocel, D.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic SSI Analysis Using a Hybrid Time-Complex Frequency
Approach Frequency Approach for Low-Rise Nuclear Concrete Shearwall Buildings, Transaction
of the 23th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2015.8

5-4) Ghiocel, D., Jang, Y. and Lee, I.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic SSI Analysis of Low-Rise Concrete
Shear Wall Buildings for Design-Level (DBE) and Beyond Design-Level (BDBE), Transaction
of the 24th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2017.8

5-5) IAEA: Review of Seismic Evaluation Methodologies for Nuclear Power Plants Based on a
Benchmark Exercise, IAEA TECDOC No. 1722, IAEA, Vienna, 2013.11

5-6) AARFERMWE : RT3 EPTM RGBS JEAC4601-2015, HAFERH 2, 2017

5-7) WIRFEF, BAT, ME—, IWREER, KRBT B o R = Roo g%
O RERULHEE TG T 2B O & £ DT /AUIZET 21, NRA £HIFHRE,
No. NTEC-2021-4002, Jii 78| B %, 2021.3

5-8) Ichihara, Y.,, Nakamura, N., Moritani H., Choi, B. and Nishida, A.: 3D FEM Soil-Structure
Interaction Analysis for Kashiwazaki-Kariwa Nuclear Power Plant Considering Soil Separation
and Sliding, Frontiers in Built Environment, Frontiers Media S.A., Volume 7, 2021.6,
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbuil.2021.676408

5-9) ITOCHU Techno-Solutions Corporation: FINAS/STAR Version 2015r170210 User Manual,
ITOCHU Techno-Solutions Corporation, Tokyo, Japan, 2017

5-10) 075 BB, ZMAIERS, BHR, S8 %, @‘ﬂ?if’ﬁ MR, &, &H—H,
d L EpER], RGBT R R I 45 T 2 HURIERRIEAEICAE B L 7 R X3P R
T FRERT T SRR T EEOISEMER, H 2&@““””%&% AR, B 76 &, 5 660
77, pp.319-327, 2011.2, https://doi.org/10.3130/aijs.76.319

5-11) P03, AR, SKH XK, ARG —, ARME « PRI X 2 MR P R+
TIEEIRFFRROL I 2 L — g UIRIT(Z O 3) 7T SHIRF IR OMATRR, H
ARG T R FATR AL, pp.1023-1024, 2008.9

5-12) IAEA: Guidance Document PART 1: K-K Unit 7 R/B Structure - Phase I, Il and I11, IAEA, Vienna.,
2012



—108— ZARRIEAL FIEIC IS < F-IR iR o =¥k ot FEM A0 E AT RIS B 2 1128

5-13) Bolisetti, C., Whittaker, A. S., and Coleman, J. L.: Linear and Nonlinear Soil-Structure Interaction
Analysis of Buildings and Safety-Related Nuclear Structures, Soil Dynamics and Earthquake
Engineering, 107, pp.218-233, 2018

5-14) Gatti, F. Touhami, S., Lopez-Caballero, F., Paolucci, R., Clouteau, D., Alves Fernandes, V., :
Broad-Band 3-D Earthquake Simulation at Nuclear Site by an All-Embracing Source-to-Structure
Approach, Soil Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering 115, pp.263-280, 2018

5-15) Schnabel, B., Lysmer, J and Seed, H. B: SHAKE-A Computer Program for Earthquake Response
Analysis of Horizontally Layered Sites, Report No. EERC72-12, EERC, 1972

5-16) Nakamura N., Ino, S., Kurimoto, O. and Miake, M.: An estimation method for basemat uplift
behavior of nuclear power plant buildings, Nuclear Engineering and Design 237, pp.1275-1287,
2007, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nucengdes.2006.10.010

5-17) Novak, M., Aboul-Ella, F., and Nogami, T.: Dynamic Soil Structure Stiffness of Embedded
Reactor Building, Transaction of the 9th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in
Reactor Technology, 1987, https://doi:10.1061/JMCEA3.0002392

5-18) HAUEE /) HD MRt « FARDNIPE 7 38 ERT 6 5 MO 7 S IAEHET OREIZ>
W, #5404 (81 (5 151 R RHiE R% 55 O FTAR B S MEE S EICR D F AR A L B TF)

R )BT PRI IER SR D ARG, EFF4-3-1, 2016,

5-19) WA #F—, EEA ., KITPEHE, A)IMER, 55 E  MIHEEEEZ B E LI A A
B OISE BT D MATHIRES, HARBREFZS RS PHEEEEESE, pp.1163-1164,
2019.7



%6 fiiwm —109—

6.1 EEDHE

AMFFETIX, HIERFOJR AR O =T ERHmIZ 61T 2 R K OWE T 5 it 2%
ﬁ@%ﬁﬁk%ﬁ%m,ﬁﬁﬁaﬁ&”%aﬁ%ﬁwkﬁ% ) L ~L 2 KPR — )
B ARO =Rt FEM £ 7 /W KX 2 BRI AT E O TR M T 72 ) e i RO S8 41T
Slz, BT, HEER OEROIEIEIEIC OV T, HlE — B R OB RS EMELT 5
BEAR 2 RS ) s D B HLAY 72 C =R IE FEM T 7 /VICHLAR AT Z & 23 AT RE 7R Sl AL 1%
& B L, BEEORBRAE R, FEIRIGIE, FERIEMATRE R & Ok b 2 o M4 i U,

AW TR LN Z KT D LU ISR T,

1 BT, AFEOBE L LT, RO 5, 580 B B9 R ORGSOk a < LT, 72,
JR AR R OB EMNT TR E L TCINE TORFRROLEEL R L LI, BRSO
BIEMED O, JEVEHET) S, 2 & Telf VW A S #UEEN e L CEMBRIALTEIC L 5 =
Rt FEM Huiz — WA BAE FRAEAT 23 A5 72 0 45 5 FTREME 2 ik~ 72,

2 BT, SR TIEICE S R HFEREO =Rkt FEM BIMHEMRITAICBE LT,
MEOIERTE, BREOIEGE, Hilg— BRI OIS B LB OMRE LT 5
Ll b, [FTEICET 2 BN RO L OB Z AT - 72,

Z DfER, SHAKES?IZAFE S 2 Mg O FEMAEAFATIC OV T, BEICE O F kT
VENTERY, FHEMHEFIFEEOEY - MEY OMERGHZ E D7 JEAC4601°DIZ6\ T
b, FEFEOEHEEFHSIEICED G TND 2 & 2R LT,

—5C, BEOIFFIEM K O — @55 S O FERIEEIZ DWW T, RC & ERRE DR
FERSFT A D OEFEEDOFET — & b L TR TR O il — B e BAERH O 2
DML C X WM S & 5t G & LT IR RS R & OIRG A0 U 7o MRGESE,  SAlhif
TEACFIE DO PRI AR D R 2 st O FER S iR HEND Z L 2R LTz,

3 FETlX, Ghiocel et al .o 04 09 O824~ 7 RC OEA{MFRIEAL T4 D RC i EEE I %
% IR 20 A ER ST & L C, OECD/NEA |2 & A NUPEC {EEI & ER D& 6412, e D
TR D F TOREBAES (RUN1 205 RUNS) 2% 2 IETIE K OV ﬁﬁﬁ;&mFMA_



—110—  Z{HERFAL FIEICEE S R AR O =kt FEM S BT B3 2 P58

EDvIab—ya U EITY, RIRBRAE R & O b 43 FIEOMNTREIZ S\ TH
BEIToT,

ZOFER, NL E7 /WK DIFRIRTIE, BEED S I 2 L—3 g TR R o809 610.610
& [FIRREE DREEE TR RIS BN M O RIGE N 2 FFBLTE D & & $1Z, RUNI 725 RUNS
FTOHENDKI[ICEDL LT (TABOTAE y=4.0x10%) OBIREIE, HIISEINE
JE R O RISBE BN ORBAER E B —HT D2 & 2R LT,

72, EQ ET /MI X 2 EMAIEANTIE, RC MEIMHEREOE T RHEIZ JEAG4601 O /F#5 il
fpe12 JERRERRIC CMS BT SR, HAMOTHREFIEERIZ 07 2AT5 2L
T, RUN4 (HAMTOTHE y=2.0x107) F TOEBIREEIEL, JSEMEE & OUGE 2R O
TR, 1B — A BIR, MEREIGE AL BB WT, NL 70 & RS5O RER G B4
BTxnZ Lx2HoMnz LT,

— T, #KRETH D RUNS (IZOWTIE, REBRERICE £ 5 AR E AT O 2% 7 IS A Rk
DIEAVITEE S ZBALOBER E TIEFHR TE T, NL BTV X0 bS8/ NG & 225 2 &
o LT,

4 FETUE, 3 BTk ~_7z RC OEAMMRIEALTFAE DR F-IF sk |2 k7 2 A 708 M &
LT, TAEA IT X% KARISMA XU F~— 7 gty 19 TG & 72 o Tl X P - 156 BT 7
TR FIRRERICER L, &5 SET (Vi=880m/s D—kkHE) ToREHEHE
gy S, A OMFEENC & D M — WL R O IERIE K OV SIE =Yk T FEM fi#tT 5, 24
TR ORI OW TR R R OB R & 1T - 72,

ZFOFER, EQ ETF M L B EAMBIEMATIZ, 0T Ix LoUL O RITLES, WL OFREE D
RE W EEREOBED i K AW OTHBET NL B 7 /IS & IR S Mm% L < I
FNEYREWD, RTFHREREAMOTAEL 22 2 L 2WHT L, AR, Rkt
WS LT, RO T NL 7V ERES LIEENE EFRID
IO REBBEREMEOND Z L ER LT,

HIEE D Fig KN FE & O KISE AT DN T, —HRERc b3 et CF Lo
WETNL 7% FEDMEANARSNE HOD, KM NL 7 /LO5FH IR %E B <2
ZOLNTRERDBTOND Z E 2P LN LT,

F£ 72, 4F K ORF HPGF AL OBEF I DR EDO IR EE ALY MUZOW TS, NLET /L
& EQ ET VORI THEAMO Wb OREL o2 EEHAIOKROERN R NS H O
D, FELRE—7RFOE, RIE%STNLETF/LVE BFARSHSERICH D 2 L amr Lz,

5 FTIX, M FAMEEHE O Mg O FIEE - ¥ 0 I K DI EB DR TIFRROINEICS 25
ENZER L, 4 % EERE, MBI R ERT 7 SRR TR R A RIS, EHE, i
J2 R OVFEBIFERI K D RIEE - 1B OF WA NT A —& L Ul Mg — B R ORI R Y
FERRIZ =K IC FEM fi#AT 24T\, [RBLRNERIGEIC G 2 5 B OV TN i L O
BraitoT,



HeE K —111—

ZOFER, HHETT VTR0 AHIE % B3F QLM EOBRIGR L @A T 5 X oMY K
LR AT 9 2 &C, 3F B ORI J5 1) 0 5 BE R R M OV BE I A= 7 b LI
FEROBLRIFISR & L U C RAF R RHGRR A R T 2 & AR L 72,

F 7o, HUFSMREM O HAR O FIBE - W0 OF I X D ERKRISEMHE~DOFET, st
BE DT S ONEISMEE D I F A A R E Z O ENIER NN L AR LT,

— 5T, BEOME LEOSMMIRIE, FEE - w0 EBET L2 LT, RBERAREMAL
DOETOMEIZEE L5 2 20 Tt <, RERYAR BT & L3 O L0 Aol
H HJEICEFITIEEDER L o THND Z EEZHL M LT,

FARIZ, BROER LEMHERIZOWT S, FEE- 1wV E2BE LI IRl LTUD
NI E LN BEB ARSI, R EW J57 18 O LRSS CIE D HE O PR/ 7558 b
& ERONRAETDZ EEZHLMNI L,



—112— Bl FIEICEE S R RE O =kt FEM B BT B3 2 AR5

6.2 AR THLONF=AR

b X 51T, RBETIE, @EOIEREH, Hk— @Bl oEptticEl L, BE
ED RC EMHEREE R 2 3B R, TAEA @ KARISMA > F~— 7 fifffr, EV A4 ~OEH
FOER AT L7 M — AR O =kt FEM 5 U2 X B B EMATEORRICE T
L HRER IS R AR LT,

IR 1END 5 EOMRBIESEG LN ARFREOR M Z LA TSR T,

3P N4 FETHG L LTz RC OFEAMITEALTIEIZ DV T, FERTE K OVEAM#1 I =Kot FEM
FEMTIC X D TG e e OGBS S & o bhlg s B, RC i R EE B C ORI Z B8V Tik, RUN4
(EAWOT B y = 2.0x10° F2 ) £ TOIEBIIBITK LT, RC HERRHNT X 257 IE#
TEARNT &R, & L <ITERRKEAWOT HEOFAMIZI VT L VRS RN SO
HTZEEHOMNZ L, 0, b DEEMN ARSI T T o — YRk R O R 1R R
DI T, FEVEMES SR Y OMERN S L CRBEOMANEOND Z & %
B &M LT,

JE -4 i A A R D M EE 2 A MER A T, FEYEHMFES) S 1069 S Mt & LT RC MEMMEREC
KLy =2.0x103 LLFOFFRBRANED L TERY D, 3 BEW 4 BIRTHITREEN HA
X, AFEFIHOERATHDL LR D,

5 FETxIRE LIz T AN oD Mg O FIEE - 10 1 K D AR — S U O R IS
DN, SRR THWIZRIHCRBWTIE, FBRNE A SR O R RIS EIERE, HF
B T S OVIERRERRUES ] D HEPRIR IS 5 2 5 B SR/ N S v o 72,

LovL, G, SIOICKERMEHNEEINDHEITE, HEE - B0 ICL2BROHD
AR DO S LR DL TN FREIND, ZOBRBOHDIALDFEOIK FIX, BEEAKD UD
MOFEE BN ROEEFEE ERYOMRESI R0, Zib KHEEAEE LR
& =K IT FEM RHTIZ R\ CTU, RO IR Cide < HIBE - B0 0B L EE L6
KRGS B2 D,



Feom i —113—

6.3 S&RDRE

EiRo L0, 3 FERO 4 TR LI RC ORI k1L, SEUERES) S, MY DR
HE ARG L LTSS CHIINE LRSS L <IZEN LV b K& WSR2 115 ©
X500, BUR, UFTOXIZRERHLILOLEZXHND,

AT F3 T 2 ZEAmITE R OVl D% B 1, JEAG4601 OB, CMS E7 /i
KA LT D70, HEOZEMIBIZHNT CH O DEE O OT AEAFRAEIZ RS U725F
fili & 72 > TR UN,

HERTEA AT SR I 2 FEAMMIE K OV ORI, SMEECNEE, MiBhEES O %
ERMEEBZOLZXIGE LTEY, FRFELZMEIRO RCCV LR E OEM, 0
REHEDT L— LMIHERT DL, FRERIICE 52 5 BIMOREENSLETH 5,

HE O FERTEMEAT TlX, SAMARTEAEAT O FHEPH & U C SCRPHAE O RIMEAR T 238 00 58
TO0.7 O FRE D RENTND B DD, RC DEMIREMAT I WO TR D FRREA
TREF TR,

ARFZED 3 B/ 4 FECT—ISOmAFKEAZ R LI SO0, SMEIEHNT O Sth5% E 08
HEZR HABRE R DB Z B L2 L0 EBMNLHRNALETH D,

RARIZ, 5 FECHRIZR & U7 H T AMEE(I T o il oD I BfE « V8 0 12 2 2 Hivil — B 555 i3 o FER
I OW T, B, UTFIORTHRERS LI LD EEZXBND,

AWFFEIZ I 1T D MR DIEFRIEMENL,  HvE O AR AT 12 K 2 SR J OV = 1
FVELHNCBE L TWDH T2, MR T 5 O M O IFRIEME 2 43 12 Kk U 72 FERE
—IRJT FEM f##fT & 1378 > TV 720,

HitE D FEFR I S ONHAR — BB SRR O IR IR AICEE L 5O b D E&E X b,
HE D FIBE - VB PRBIGEIZE 2 5B REICEET 5 LTI b B MKk L
72 &0 FERI 72 FEIE =Rt FEM AT S B2 T 5,

ARBFFE T o 72 i S AR T 0O MR OO FIBfE - ¥ 0 1T K D il — @B SR O FERR M
VaA U NEROHTLDMEFTTH Y, FERAITITE R AR RIS SEE ~ 0w FH O
N6, EMRICIZ X 5k 2 X 5 LER B S,

Uik, AWF7ECiE, BROIERME, M — B R oIERErEIcE L, SMmeT
V5 OD JR I il 53¢~ 0D T I R OVt S A BEAR T OO SR BE + V8 0 DR RIS A~ D SRR (4% 5 JE
TR 72 et 2 Skt L 7=,

— 5T, AWIEIE, FARRIEREAT R OFERIEARATIC B T 2 SRR EDRIRERITH Y, RS
Ao AT HUFESE) Je O S CO BN et THH 2 Lnn, 1 DOFMAE LTIRZID Z
LIETELHDOD, FFFRERSOFEBRRBICEMT H7-0100F, X0 EM MO EEL 2
LD RMROEBENLETHDIEEXD, ZHUCOWVTIE, SHOFRELE Lz,



—114—  SFHIFIALFEICEES < JRFH R o =3k ot FEM SRS E AT IS B3 2158

6 ENSE XM

6-1) HAERME i IR BT EREHEAEE JEAC4601-2015, HAERHZ, 2017

6-2) Schnabel, B., Lysmer, J and Seed, H. B.: SHAKE-A Computer Program for Earthquake Response
Analysis of Horizontally Layered Sites, Report No. EERC72-12, EERC, 1972

6-3) Ghiocel, D., Todorovski, L.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic Soil-Structure Interaction (SSI) Analysis of
Nuclear Shear Wall Concrete Structures Subjected to Review Level Earthquake, Transaction of
the 22th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2013.8

6-4) Ghiocel, D.: Nonlinear Seismic Soil-Structure (SSI) Analysis Using an Efficient Complex
Frequency Approach, Second European Conference on Earthquake Engineering and Seismology,
2014.8

6-5) Ghiocel, D.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic SSI Analysis Using a Hybrid Time-Complex Frequency
Approach Frequency Approach for Low-Rise Nuclear Concrete Shearwall Buildings, Transaction
of the 23th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2015.8

6-6) Ghiocel, D., Jang, Y. and Lee, I.: Fast Nonlinear Seismic SSI Analysis of Low-Rise Concrete
Shear Wall Buildings for Design-Level (DBE) and Beyond Design-Level (BDBE), Transaction
of the 24th International Conference on Structural Mechanics in Reactor Technology, 2017.8

6-7) OECD/NEA/CSNI: Seismic Shear Wall ISP NUPEC’s Seismic Ultimate Dynamic Response Test
- Comparison Report, NEA/CSNI/R (96)10, OECD/GD (96)188, 1996

6-8) RWH—VE, HEARE, LAEE  $iia 7 U — MEERO FEM (2 K 2 EAMNUR L K OVE)
HORENT, H ARG PG Rim U, %566 &, 5 544 5, pp.125-132, 2001.6,
https://doi.org/10.3130/aijs.66.125

6-9) Ueda, M., Seya H., Ohmiya, Y., Taniguchi, H. and Kambayashi, A.: Nonlinear Analysis on RC
Shear Wall Shaking Table Test, Transaction of the 14th International Conference on Structural
Mechanics in Reactor Technology, pp.433-440, 1997

6-10) =H—F, THRRK, RIGEREE, Horfs, KEPER  JFFIr R REE OB 1E T /) FF
PE VR OCRVERE & T B IEE 70, B AREEL - 2 S Ram SUER, 5 501 7, pp.65-
72, 1997.11, 1997.11, https://doi.org/10.3130/aijs.62.65 4

6-11) &a%%_, SFEARM SR, S REIR  ERIRATIREEFRE 2 HI T AW RC I M RREE

FHLSTARBYROMEAT, HEiE T 57w SCEE, Vol 45B, pp.305-312, 1999.3

6-12) H zlié'-é%%sé R BT R AR S JEAG4601-1991 SBAfIR, HABLHE,
1991

6-13) Cheng, Y., Mertz, G.: Inelastic Seismic Response of Reinforced Concrete Low-Rise Shear Walls
of Building Structures, University of Missouri-Rolla, Department of Civil Engineering, Civil
Engineering Study Structural Series 89-30, University of Missouri-Rolla, 1989

6-14) TAEA: Review of Seismic Evaluation Methodologies for Nuclear Power Plants Based on a
Benchmark Exercise, IAEA TECDOC No. 1722, IAEA, Vienna, 2013.11



WFoEdEm  —115—

DS

(1) HhREH

1-1) Ichihara Y., Nakamura N., Moritani H., Choi B. and Nishida A..: 3D FEM Soil-Structure
Interaction Analysis for Kashiwazaki-Kariwa Nuclear Power Plant Considering Soil Separation
and Sliding, Frontiers in Built Environment, Frontiers Media S.A., Volume 7, 2021.6,
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbuil.2021.676408

1-2) WIRFEFE, THHEL, FREE, WONH, BWNE S s Y — MR
2 MBI ARAT D PR T — [ -0 R M R R A& R 5 22 ek O = IR OT A BREE SR A
YR ab—va U —, AR DFRMGHSGE, Vol. 21, No. 1, 2022.2,
https://doi.org/10.3327/taesj.J20.038

1-3) e, dRrEaL, MR EE, BINE, T EBE  RE R O S m#RE =k ot FEM
FERTIZ X 2 Ml — s BCR I FRIG I Z B9 % RIS, 1S T 5am SUER, Vol. 68B,
pp.271-283, 2022.4, https://doi.org/10.3130/aijjse.68B.0_271

2-1) IchiharaY., Nakamura N., Nabeshima. K., Choi B. and Nishida A.: Applicability of Equivalent
Linear Three-Dimensional FEM Analysis of Reactor Buildings to the Seismic Response of a
Soil-Structure Interaction System, Transaction of the 26th International Conference on

Structural Mechanics in Reactor, 2022.7



—116—  Z{HHRFAL FIEITEE S R AR O =kt FEM B BT 2 B3 2 AR5



HEE —117—

HiEE

AFRSCE, FEH D 2019 45 10 A 525 2022 49 H F T 3 GEMERE U728 B R RFBE L0

FERHE LRI 1T DHFFERRZ LD £ & D2 b D TY, ﬁﬁn@@ﬁ&U i S 0D
(CHTZo T, L OS2 O THRE « THifEZ W IZE L, CHEHOEER LET,

FRHAE Th 2 KR RS RFEB et B TR B A 7R 2% q3$Tﬁﬁ§L§EéE (ZIEAEABIE D
BEELZRRDLTHRELWEEE L, £, B ANFlEE E L TOANFZ R P
W2Z L EBIL, AMFRBASAFAETH DL Z LICTHEWLEE, T4 R0 A—/b
T@ﬂAﬁ-ﬁ%’i@ﬁ%%@@é@f“tﬁ%ibk ::’“%6%%%Li?

Rt B K ORI SRR 2% EZ#ﬁ?LZZ?EﬁE Al & LTS ub\f;ﬁ_<
kk% WY ZBE %wtt%ibtoit ﬁ@%ﬁ%%l?%i (I A
%HE‘MCE}OK D TRV lEE E L, 22T nﬁf@ 75:2‘% LET,

K SOV G Tz > T, TR TR TEMTEM AT RATK, HAFET-I0FZER %
FEMEUTFE TN PO A L, RIMTZERI T MBI L, S thT 754 35 0
LI OIXRmE TREE W& E L, £, BRI HUERREHEME sHEE L
L GRRRPAEER) KO HREEZ PhDACIIARWR LA L DL L TERERINS%
RN EE L, ZZICEHFOEERLET,

3EE, 45, 5 EOIERKIC ST TL, JRFFIBIHIITIC &0 F2h S 7Rk 29 4R & 43
2 FER A IIhi AR AR B Re R (R b Z B LR - B - ME O R & 423
MTPEOREEN) FEORFEEFASECWLEE L, 72, 28, 48, SEOMERIC
Y7o TiL, TAEA AT 25 ZE IAEA, Review of Seismic Evaluation Methodologies for
Nuclear Power Plants Based on a Benchmark Exercise, IAEA TECDOC No. 1722, 2013 O liE% %
EECWeEEE L, ZZIEHOBEEZRLET,

AWFFENE, FEEDIEFDBGT REEHR Sl 7 v—7" Mg - B prZeER & Ok
TP ITEIE A1 K IIAFAERERF 2 AT M O i%%ﬁbt%®f#@ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂfﬁ
EEATEHE (MR - BudEY)  JIRRER, ST THES 5 AAKEHRIZIX
GO RE 52 TWelEE E L, TIIUEHOEERLET,

F7o, JRFIHSTEIREIRAE KSR, R LSS R A IR RE, R
AP THIE R T DK DAR R BRAEK, [ 7 r—7& Ry LER, RSN
N—=T7F BTEARIZIIRETONIE LALFEOMSICE N THRA R TREZ W& EL
Tzo KR, T IRUG T EAEE PR DARE L, RSN S5 R EIEME L, [FS
EﬁdeﬁEEE% L)IDERG R, FEINS 5 §nERE L, RCEBRO 7 L—T X =L
LTHIWRIME 2 W& E L, 72, JRFARGIT HEL2HEEE PIBIRER L, K
%ﬁﬁ%ﬁi T NFAE L U CHE LR R ~OEFRE B LW L b, Bl

[CTHRICD > TWelZ& Lz, T ZIUEHOBEERLET,



—118— WAL FIEITEE S R AP &R O =kt FEM S BT 2 B3 2 AR5

KRS, TNETEREEZFICHLLPS AT TN, HLnEIbIELVnEEE
EHDZEITHIRS LS, FRIZEE LS E Lkt TSz £L, JmET % L EFH TR
IR A H DO Y pr L 72> TSRS KA, I BT LBEEHWZ LET,

2022 4E9 A THEEHFE



