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MEPIAHWH : Av kai n d18idoTtarn Kupatikf O1Gdoan eviog €0APIKWY KOIAGOWY €xel PEAETNOEI
evOeAEXWG, eEAGXIOTN TTpoCOXN €xel 0Bl PéXPI ORUEPA OTNV YEVEDH, TTANCIOV TWV AKPWV TNG
KOIAGDAG, «TTAPACITIKAGY KATAKOPUPNG CUVIOTWOAG TNG €mMTAXUVONG. Ovrag aTTroTéAsoua NG
YEWMETPIOG Kal pévov, N TEAeuTaia avauéveTal va gival v @Acel e TNV opIfOvTIa CUVICTWOO Kal WG
€K TOUTOU TTOAU TTIO €mMICAMIA yIA TIG KATOOKEUEG. H 10XUG TWV avwTépw €IRERAIOVETAI OTNV
TTapoUoa PEAETN TNG ATTOKPIONG BIOPOPWYV £BAPIKWYV KOIAABWYV o€ eTIBAANOUEVN CEIoNIKNA OlEyepon
ME XPNAON TTPOCOMOIWKATOG TTETTEPACHEVWY OTOIXEIWV TOUu €8AQIKOU OXNMATIOMOU TTAnGCiov TOU
GKpPOU TOU OTToioU BpioKeTal BePeAIWPEVN TTAQICIWTH KATATKEUN.

ABSTRACT : Although the 2-dimensional wave propagation in alluvial valleys has been
extensively studied in the literature, only limited attention has been drawn to the generation of a
“parasitic” vertical component of ground motion near the valley edges. Being a direct result of
geometry, this component is expected to be correlated with the horizontal one and hence much
more detrimental to structures. The validity of the above statements is confirmed in this non-linear
numerical study of the response of a frame structure founded near the edges of different valley
formations subjected to strong ground shaking.

1. EIZArQrH n TOAU paAakr) aAAOuBIaK]  TPATTECOEIDNG
KolAada Ohba otnv lamrwvia [Tazoh et al.,
1988; Gazetas et al., 1993], e Xpnon

KOTOAANAWG  BaBuovounuévou  Kal  €TTAAN-

Ta @aivéueva Tng €vioxuong Tou CEICHIKOU
KpadaouoUu  otnv  em@avela  dAPIKWY

KOIAGOWV €xouv PeAeTnBei atn BiIBAIoypagia ue
epapuoynn  Kupiwg ehaoTikwv  (Wong &
Trifunac, 1974, Harmsen & Harding, 1981,
Sanchez-Sesma & Luzon, 1995, Bao et al.,,
1996, Bielak et al., 1999, 2000) aAAG Kai pn
yPauIKWwy avaAuoeswv (Zhang & Papageorgiou
1996). Meta&u autwyv, ol Gelagoti et al (2010)
MEAéTNOQV TNV  euaioBnoia TnG  €0QQIKAG
aTmOKPIONG O0€  TTAPAUETPOUG  OTTWG  TO
OUXVOTIKO  TTEPIEXOMEVO TOU OEIOPOU  (OTO
Bpaxwdeg uttORABPO), TIG «AETTTOPEPEIEG TNG
XPOVOoIioTopiagy Kal TN HN-yPOUMIKA €5a@IKA
atrokpion. Mpog Tov OKOTTO auTdV PEAETHONKE

Beupévou  TTPOCOUOIWMATOG  TTETTEPACUEVWV
oToixeiwv. Ta amoTeAéopaTa Twv avaAloewv
katédeicav oti: (1) H duvauiki atmmékpion Tng
KOIAABAG €ival oapwg dIBIACTATN KAl dev gival
ouvatév  va  TTPOCOMPOIWBEI  ETTOPKWG  HE
epapuoynp povodidoTaTwy  avaAuoswv. H
OUYKEVTPWON TWV KUPATWY OTIG AKPEG TNG
KOING®ag KaBWG Kal n YEVEON ETTIQAVEIOAKWY
KUMATWY OTIG YWVIES TNG TTPOKAAOUV GNPAVTIKN
emdeivwon TOU OEIOPIKOU Kpadaouou. (2)
2TNV TTEPITITWON TNG €AAOTIKNAG ATTOKPIONG, Ol
«AeTTTOPEPEIEG» TNG DIEyepong Oev @aiveTal va
emnpeddouv TNV evioxuon OTIC AKPESG TNG



KOIAGdaG, aAAG  emdpouv  oucIwdws OTNn
YEVEQN ETTIPAVEIOKWY KUPATWY, UTTEUBUVWYV YIa
TNV €MOEIVWON TOU KPABACHOU OTO KEVTPO TNG
(Bard & Bouchon, 1980, Fishman & Ahmad,
1995): n atvénon Tou apIBUOU TWV GNUAVTIKWY
KUKAwV  @opTIoNg aufdvel TTpoQavwg Tnv
meavoTnTa UTTEPBETIKNAG OUMBOAAG
ETTIPAVEIAKWV KUMATWY avTIpPOTTWG
01a8100EVWY TTPOG TO KEVTPO TNG KOIAGdAG, UE
TEAIKO  atrotéAeopa TNV  emdeivwon  Tou
Kpadaopou. (3) H emidpaon TG PNA-YPAMMIKAG
OUMTTEPIPOPAG Tou €dAPOUC eival IDIATEPWG
EUPAVNG OTO KEVTPO TNG KOIAA®AG OTTOU eV
yével n emdeivwon (AG) ( n otroia gival katd
KUplo AOyOo TO QTTOTEAEOUA  ETTIQAVEIAKWV
KUMATWY) PEIWVETAlI OPACTIKA, €VW OTIC AKPEG
(oTig otTOiEg N aTTOKPION €EAPTATAI ONUAVTIKA
ammd TNV YEWWETPIa) ol dlapopég dev Eivai
eioou évroveg. (4) To TAéov OnuUAvTIKO
evOeXouévwg ouptTépacua (éoov agopd o€
BepeNllDOEIC  KATAOKEUWY) gival n  yéveon
«TTAPACITIKAG» KATAKOPUPNG CUVIOTWOOS OTIG
TTEPIOXEG TTANGIOV TWV OKPAiWV TTPICUATWY TNG
KOIANGDaG. Ovrag atmoTéAEOUa TNG YEWMETPIAG
Kal Jovov n ev AOyw Kataképu®n ouvioTwoo
NG Kivnong, €ival ouvABwg ev @ACEl e Tnv
opICOVTIa KAl XAPOKTNPICETAI TTPAKTIKWG aATTO

TTAPOMOIO CUXVOTIKO TTEPIEXOUEVO. ETTOuEVWG,
avTiOeTa Pe TNV QUOIKN, IBIAITEPWGS UWiouxvn
Katakopupn OuviIoTwoa Tng Kivnong, N
TTOPACITIKA OUVIOTWOO eVvOEXETAl va  Eival
IDIITEPWG TTIO ETTICAMIA YIA TIG KATOOKEUES KAl
yia Tov AGyo auTov n eTTidpaar] Tng dlEpeuvaTal
evdeAexwg oT1o TTapov dpBpo. lMNpog TouTO
MEAETATAI ME  XpNion  TTPOCOUOIWNATOG
TTETTEPACHEVWY OTOIXEIWV N CEIOHIKI ATTOKPION
Miag PEANIOTIKWG aTTANG TTAQICIWTAG
KOTAOKEUNG  BePENIWPEVNG  ETTIQAVEIAKWIG
TTAngiov Tou dkpou €8AQIKAG  KOIAGDAG.
Aedopévou OTI Ta TTAPOATTAVW ATTOTEAECUATO
EXouv ecaxOei ato avaAuon HIag
OUYKEKPIUEVNG MaAaKAG €5a@IKNG KOIAGSAG,
eCeTaleTal APXIKWG N duvatoTnTa yevikeuong
TWV TTapaTTévw OUUTTEPOAOUATWY,
OlEPEUVWIVTAG TNV ETTIOPACN TNG GKAUWIAS Kal
TNG EVOEXOMEVNG WI YPAUMIKNG CUPTTEPIPOPAG
TOUu €0AQIKOU UAIKOU OTnv amokpion TG
KOIAGDAG. EmmAéov, ETTIXEIPEITAI n
adlaoTaToTroinon Tou TTPORAANATOC WOTE Ta
TTapayoueva atroteAéouara va duvavral va
BewpnBoUV WG YEVIKAG 10XU0G, KAl aveEapTnTa

amdé TNV OUYKEKPIMEVN  YEWMETPIG  TOu
TTpoBAAuaToG.
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Figure 1. (a) Geometry and Finite Element model Configuration for the problem analyzed (b)

Earthquake Time Histories utilized



2. TENIKEYZH TON AMNOTEAEZMATQN KAI
AIAZTATIKH ANAAY ZH

2.1 Emidpaon tng Mn IMpappikoTnTag: KolAada
uttoBaAAéuevn oe EmiTaxuvaoloypagruata
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Figure 2. (a) Geometry and Finite Element model Configuration for the problem analyzed (b)

Earthquake Time Histories utilized

Ta atroTeAéopaTa TTapouaciadovTal
OUYKEVTPWTIKA OTO ZX. 2, KAl ETIYPOAUMOTIKA
OuVoWiCovTal WG KATWTEPW:

+ Ortav 10 £d0@O0¢ cival EAaOTIKO, N KOIAADIKN
gvioxuon eival ca@wg un  TTPOPRAEWIUN.
Meploxég OUCOWPEUNPEVNG evioxuong
oladéxovTal  TIEPIOXEG  ME  AOAuavTn
gvioxuon Katd evieAwg akavovioTo TPOTIO.
To ouptrépacua  autd empPepaiwvel 1O
eupnuata Twv Gelagoti et al 2010a.

* H un ypoupik €da@IK OCUUTTEPIPOPd
atrAoTrolei dpaCTIKA TNV TTAPATNPOUMEVN
ammoKpIon  TNG KOIAGdOG. X& OAeg TIG
TEPITITWOEIG, N OToIa  (EAV  UTTAPXEN)
KOIAaDIKN evioxuon TreplopieTal evidg Twv
€00QIKWY TIPIOCUATWY  OTIC  AKPEG NG
KOINGOAG  (YPOAUMOOKIQOUEVEG — TTEPIOXEG).
ISiaiTepn TTPoCOXN agiel To yeyovog OTI OTA
dkpa TnG KoIAGdOG, n evioxuon eivai

mOavov  akopn Kal  va  LETEPACEl TNV
avTioToIxn UTTd €AAOTIKEG CUVONKEG..

« To MEYaAUTEPO evolapEpov TWV
ATTOTEAEOPATWY £CTIAZETAI OTNV YEVECH KOl
€CENIEN NG  TTOPACITIKAG  KATAKOPU®NG
OuvIOTWOAG n oTToia avaeépinke
TTPONYyoUuévwG H TTapaciTik ouvioTwoa,
WG atmmoTEAEOHa  TNG  YEWMETpIag NG
KOIAGDAG €ival TTOAU AlydTEPO €uaicbnTn OTN
MA-YPOUMIKOTNTA TOU €OAQOUG KAl WG €K
TOUTOU, OXI POvov Otv eK@UAICeTal AOYW
AuTAG OAAG avTIBETWG eVOEXETAI AKOMN KOl
va Eemepdoel TNV TIUA  TNG  QvTIOTOIXNG
opICOVTIag ETTITAXUVONG.

2.2 AiooTatikiy AvaAuon

EAaortikh Zuutrepipopa
2TIG £WG TWpPa TTapouciacBeioeg avaAloelg, n
YEWMETPIOT TNG  KoIANGdag €xel  BewpnBei



oTaBepr. ATTOOKOTTWVTAG OTNV  atregdptnon
TWV OTTOTEAECUATWY ATTO TNV YEWWETPIA TNG
KOIANGDAG, £TTIXEIPABNKE N adIACTATOTTOINCH TOU
TIPOBAANATOG OTTWG TTEPIYPAPETAI TTAPAKATW.
Ayvowvtag, o©e¢ TpwTn  @ACn, TNV 4N
YPOUUIKOTNTA, Ta atmoTeAéouaTa
adlaoTaroTrolouvtal €pdoov 0 Aoyog x = A/D
(MAKOG KUpaTog TTPOG PABOG TNG KOIAADAG)
TTapauével O0TaBepdS, He aTToTéAeoua BERaia
va diatnpeital otaBepdg kar 0 AdyoG Tng
0eomréfoucag  ouxvoTnTtag Tou  £0A@IKOU
TIPOYIA TTPOG AUTHV TNG OEICUIKAG O1EyEPONG:
A_ Vs _ _4Vs _ ATswep 1)
D fxD 4xfxD Toxnp.

Me TOV TPOTTO QUTOV ETMITUYXAVETAI N 0opBn
avarmapaywyn NG ETidpacng TOCO NG
Kupatikng oO1adoong (agou Ta TTapayOuUEVa
MAKN Twv KUPATwY  €gaptwvTial atd  TIg
d100TA0EIG TNG KOIAGdAG) kaBwg kal TG 1-
d1doTatng €da@IKAG evioxuong agou o Adyog
TWV OUXVOTATWY BI€yeponc/edagikou TTPO@IA
TTapapével oTaBepos. H adidoTarn TapdpeTpog
X eival duvatov va BswpnBei wg PETPO TG
«IKQVOTNTAG» TWV TTOPAYOUEVWY OEICHIKWYV
Kugdtwy va aviiAngBolv Ttnv  d1didoTarn
YEWUETPIO TNG KOIAGdOG. ZTn AOYIKA auThyv,
XOUNAEG TIMEG TOu Adyou X eival €VOEIKTIKEG
MIKPOU WAKOUG KUMATOG OXETIKA MHE  TIG
dlaoTdoel TNG KOIAAdag, TTou odnyei o€
augnuévn IKavoTNTa avtiAnywng NG YEWUETPIOG
KAl ETTOMEVWG AVATTOPAYWYNG TWV KUMOTIKWYV
avakAdoewv  TTou  gival  duvatdév  va
onuIoupynBouv AGyw aUTAG.

Mn Ipauuikn 2uutrepipopd

AapBavovrag  utoYIiv - TNV
OudTTEPIPOPA TOU €dAgoug, n
adlaoTaTomroinon  Ba  Tpémel TAéov  va
AouBdver  uttéwiv  TEpav  TwWV  AVWTEPW
(&iatpnon otabepou Adyou x = A/D) Kai TNV
avToxr Tou £da@ikoU UAIKoU. Qg €k ToUTOU, TO
TIPOKEINEVOU va adIOCTATOTTOINBEI ETTITUXWG TO
MN YPOMMIKO TTPOBANua, atraiteital o Adyog
TWV avioxwv Twv 800 TTPo@iA (Suy/Su,) va
IooUTal hE Tov Adyo Twv dIacTAoEWV Twv dUo
KOIAGdwvV (D4 /D,).

2.3 ZuuTTépacua

MN  YPAUMIKA

A6 Ta TTaPATTdv EVOEIKTIKA ATTOTEAECUATA
TIPOKUTITEI OTI TO CUMTTEQAOHATA OXETIKA ME
TNV €mdEivwon TOUu CEIoOPIKOU KPadaouou
AOyw KoIAGdOG Ta OTIoid EVTOTTIOTNKAV ATIO
Toug Gelagoti et al 2010a yia pia cuykekpiuévn
yeEwueTpia TTpoPAAuaTtog, eivar duvatév va
YEVIKEUBOUV. Q¢ €K TOUTOU, KPIVETAI OKOTTIUN N

ETTOPACAG  TNG  TTAPACITIKIG
KATakopuenG  OUuvVIOCTWOOG OTn  OEIOHIKA
CUUTTEPIPOPA  ETTIPAVEIAKWY  BePeNIWOEWY
ouvnRBwYV KOTAOKEUWY, N OTTOI KAl ETTIXEIPEITAI
TTOPAKATW.

MEAETN NG

3. AMOKPIZH MNAAIZIQTHZ KATAZKEYHZ ZE
AIETEPZH EMNHPEAXMENH Alo
GAINOMENA KOINAAAZ

MeAeTATOI PE XPrON TTETTEPATHUEVWV OTOIXEIWV
N OEIOUIKA OCUUTTEPIPOPE evOG PEANIOTIKWG
atrAou TTAQICiou €€ WTTAICHEVOU
okupodépatog. To TAaigio (To oTroio  €xel
peAeTnOei kal emBefaiwbei amd Toug Gelagoti
et al 2010b) Bewpeitalr BepeAiwuévo TTANCIoOV
Tou dAKpou KOIAGdAG OTIoU N TTAPACITIKA
Kataképupn ouvioTwoa egivar  péyiotn. Q¢
eMPBaANOPeEveG  dieyépoelg  (opICovTIa  Kal
TTAPACITIKA KATAKOPUQPN cuvioTwoa)oTnv Bdon
TOU TTPOCOMOIWMATOG  XPNnoiJoTToloUvTal Ol
utToAoyIoB€ioeg oTnv ETTIPAVEIQ TOU
TIPOCOMOIWMOTOS TG KOIAGdag OTav  auTh
uttoBdAAeTar  otov  TaAud  Ricker1 e
emraxuvon 1g oT1o Ppaxwdeg uttéRabpo.
Mpokeiyévou va atTopovweei n emidpacn TnG
KAOe piog ouvioTwoag TNG Kivnong woTe va
givai EUKOAOTEPQ QvTIANTITH,
TTPOYHATOTTOINBNKAV OI TTAOPAKATW AVAAUCEIG:

1. Mn vypaupikp Suvauiky avdaAucn Tou
TIPOCOMOIWMOTOG  Tou  TrAaiciou  (eTmi
apylAikou UAIkoU) uttoBaAlopévou oTnv
opICOVTIa oUVIOTWOO TNG Kivnong Povov.

2. Mn ypaupikp Suvauiky avdaAucn Tou
TIPOCOMOIWMOTOG  Tou  TrAaiciou  (eTTi
apYIAIKOU UAIKOU) uTtroBaAAopévou oTnv
ouvouaouévn opIfOvTia KAl TTAPOCITIKA
Kataképuen ouVIOTWOA TNG Kivnong.

3.1 EmppoR ¢ MMapaciTikig Kartakdpueng
2uvioTwoag: Mnyaviopoi

Mpokeiyévou va TTO0O0TIKOTTOINBEI N eTidpaon
TNG TTAPAOCITIKAG KATAKOPUPNG OUVIOTWOOG,
OUYKpPIVETAl N atmdkpIion Tou TTAAICioU OTOUG
avwTépw OUo TUTTOUG @OpTIoNG  (opIfOvTia
HOvov, opICOVTIO KAl TTAPACITIKA KATAKOPUPN
ouvIoTWOoaA), €&vw Yia Adyoug TTAnPOTNTAG
TTapaTiBevial kal Ta amoTeAéopata Ao TNV
duvauIkA avaAuan Tou TTAAICiou ETTi TOU auToU
eda@ikoUu  TTPOoPiA, Bewpwvtag Ouwg OTI
Bpioketal oe ocuvonkeg eAeubEépou TTeEdioOU (SNA.
avetnpéaoTo atmo eaivopeva KoiAddag). Otrwg
TIPOEKUYE, ATTOTEAEOUA TNG OUYXPOVNG UE TNV
opigévTia TTAPACITIKAG Kataképueng



OuVICTWOOG €ival, avaloya Pe Tn @opd TnNG

@opTIoNG €ite n peiwon A n avénon Tou
QgOVIKOU  QOpPTIOU  TWV  UTTOOTUAWHATWV.

1. Aéyepon: Ay

Au@oTepa Ta Qaivopeva gival moavov va givai
1IB1aITEpwS €mMPBAABA yIa TNV KATAOKEUN OTTWG
eényeital TTapakdTw.

2. Aygpon:Ay+A,

MAaotikonotroetg
oto unooTUAwud

>xAua 3. TMAaioio eTTi yepovopévwy TTedIAWY dieyeipduevo atrd (1) pdvov opiovTia TTITAXUVOTN KAl
(2) Tautdxpovn dpdacn opIfOVTIAg KAl TTAPACITIKNAG KATOKOPUPNG ETTITAXUVONG.
Figure 3. Deformed shape of frame subjected to 1. The horizontal only acceleration and 2.

Horizontal and parasitic vertical component
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Auénon tou Aéovikou Popriou

210 2x.3 arteikovifovtal  OUYKPITIKA Ol
TTAPAUOPPWHEVOI KAVVABOI-ATTOTEAECUATA TWV
QUVOUIKWY avaAUuoewyv Tou TTAaioiou (IcoUWEig
TTAQOTIKWV TTapapop@waoewv). OTTwG @aiveral,
armoudia  TNG TTAPOCITIKAG OUVIOTWOOG, TO
TTAQiol0 atrokpiveTal oTn €mMPBaAAOuevn 1oxUPnH
OEIOMIKN Oléyepon MEOW KUpiwg
AVOONKWHATOG aTTd TO £00aP0OG BePeAILOEWCG,
ME  amoTéAeCua TNV OTTOMEiwon  Tou
adpavelokoU @QOPTIOU TO OTToI0 MTTOPEl  va

pMeTapepBei  péow TNG  OepeAdiwong  oTnv
avwdoul. O  ToApég TG opiddvTiag
EMTAXUVONG TIPOKAAEI  OTpo®A Twv dUo

BepeAiwv Kal, QUOIKA, KIVAUATIKOU XAPOKTHPO
(aAA& Ox1 €vtovn dounTikd) kartamévnon Tng
avwdouns. Otav wotdéco o0  TTopaATTavw
TTaAPSG ouvodeUeTal TAUTOXPOvVO aATTO £vav
KAaTtakOpu@o TOAPO, O oTroiog augdvel To
(MeETOQ@EPOUEVO PEOW TNG AfoVIKAG dUvaung
TOU UTTOOTUAWMATOG) KATAKOPUPO POPTIO TOU
Bepehiou (ZxAua 4a) TNV XPOVIKA OTIYMNA
t=3.8s), 71O avaoAkwua Tou TeAeuTaiou
TeplopiCeTal 1 Kal akupwvetal. Oviwg, Tnv
XPOVIKA| OTIyhr| aQuTAv n oTpo@r] Tou Oefiou
Bepehiou peiwvetar katd 80% (ZX. 4B ykpi
YPOUMN) O oxéon ME TNV TIYA TNG atrouaia
KOTOKOPUPNG OUVIOTWOOG- £TIRERaiwon TG
aduvapiag Tou BepeAiou va avaonkwBei. Qg ek
TOUTOU, TO UTTOOTUAWMO OTTOKPIVETQI OTNV
EMPRAAAOPEVN CEICUIKA €VTAON KAUTITIKA, MHE
armotéAeopa TNV €viovn  OOMNTIK  TOU
karamévnon, O0TTwg ekdbapa @aiveTal Kal oTa
TTapaxBévra dlaypdupaTa POTTAG
KOUTTUAGTATAG TOU UTTOOTUAWMATOG (ZXAMa
4y). Omwg pAMOTO  TTPOKUTITEl ATTO TNV



oUYKpIoON TwV TPIWV TIEPITITWOEWY  TTOU
aTtreEIKoVviCovTal, ayvowvtag TNV TTOPACITIKA
KATaKOPUPN OUVIOTWOA N KoIAadIKr) evioxuon
(eopaipéva) dev Ba €Bewpeito OTI TTPOKAAEI
ouoiwdn emodeivwon TnNg Kartamovnong Tou

1. Aéyepon:A,

ZxAua 5.

Kwnpatkn katandvnon

TTAQICIOU 0€ OX£0N ME TIG OUVONRKeS eAeUBEpPOU

mediou  (augnon  katd  poOAig 10%  Tng
AvaTITUOOOUEVNG KAPTTUASTNTOG oT0
UTTOOTUAWMQ).

2. Aéyepon:A,+A,

UTIOOTUAW HOTOG
Mn avaotpéPiun
KQUIUASTNT

Anopdkpuvon
neSilwv

Su,
>

MAaiolo Oieyeipduevo amd (1) poévov opifévtia kal (2) Tautdxpovn opifovTia Kal

KATaképu®n ETTITAXUVOT, N OTTOI0 PEIWVEI TNV AOVIKA SUVAN TOU UTTOOTUAWNATOG .

Figure 4. Comparison of the response of the frame subjected to1. The horizontal only acceleration
and 2. Horizontal and parasitic vertical component leading to reduction of column axial load

Meiwan rou Aéovikou ®opriou

O1 mOlavég ouveETTEleG TG  PeEiwong  Tou
agovikou @opTtiou Adyw TNG TTAPACITIKAG
KataképuPng ouvioTwaoag emmegnyolvTal GTO
2xAua 5. H Baoikn cuvéteia evog, oUyxXpovou
ME TOV  0pIfOVTIO, TIAAPOU  KATAKOPUPNG
EMTAYXUVONG ME (BETIKA) Qopd TTPpOg Ta Avw,
gival n duvnTiKr aTTWAEIa TNG TTAPNG BePEAiOU-
edagoug pe  mMOavoe  amoTéAeopa  pia
KIVIUATIKWG eMPRANBeIcOuEVN HOVIUN
TTOPAUOPPWON TOU UTTOOTUAWMATOG  OTTWG
emeENYEITaI TTAPAKATW:

Kard Ttnv didpkeia TOou KUPIOU OPICOVTIOU
TTOAMOU, TO apioTepd Oeguéhio, (1o afovikd
QopTio Tou oTroiou gival AON PeEIWPEVO Adyw
TNG AIKVIOTIKAG TTAPAUOPPWONG Tou TTAAIGiou)
oéxetal  Tautéxpova TV dpdon  evog
Kataképu@ou TTaApou @opdg tpog Ta dvw O
TeEAEUTOIOG 0dNyei o€ €0TW KAl OTIyUIQia TTARPN
aTTOKOAANON Tou Oegpediou amd 10 £6QPOG
OTTWG PapPTUPOUV Ol BETIKEG TIMEG TNG AEOVIKNG
ouvaung (Zxnua 6a). Metd Tnv amokardoTacn
NG ETTOQPNG TOU PE TO £€00POG TO BePENIO EXEl
TAéoV peTaTEBEI EAAQPPWG TTPOG Ta apIoTEPA O€
oX€on Me TNV apyIKn Tou Béon evw TO OEEIO
BeuéNlo  €xel TTOpAEiVEl  QUETAKIiVATO OTNV
opifovtia dlevBuvon (ZxAua 6B), Me TEAIKA
OUVETTEIA TNV WA QvaoTPEWIUN TTAPAPOPPWon
TOU UTTOOTUAWMATOG. H TeAeuTaia avravakAdTal
oTnv  TTapapévoucda  KAPTTUAGTNTA  TOU
UTTOOTUAWMPOTOG N oTroia  aTreikovifetalr oTo
ZXAua 6y, Kal Quaikd& diaTnpeeital Kai KaTtd Toug
ETTOPEVOUG KUKAOUG QOPTIONG.
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ZxAMa 6. H karakopuen emraxuvon (a)
MEIWVEI TO QEOVIKO @opTiO OTO apIoTEPD
UTTOOTUAWMGO (B) TTPOKOAWVTAG PETATOTTION TOU
Kal (Y) ONUAVTIKEG TTAQOTIKOTTOINOEIG

Figure 6. Effect of parasitic Vertical
acceleration in terms of (a) axial load, (b)
footings displacement and (c) Column
curvature



3.2 MAaiolo YmoBaAAduevo o€ KaTaypaPeioes
Algyépaeig

Mpog empBefaiwon TwWV AVWTEPW OXETIKA HE
™MV  €m{AMIa  ETPPON TG  TTAPACITIKAG
Kataképu®ng OuvIOTWOAG OTNV  CEIOHIKN
AaTTOKPION TOU TTAQICiOU, TTapouciddovTal oTnv
evoTnTa QUuUTAV Ta atroteAéopata amd Tnv
OuVaIKN avaAuon TOU TAaiciou
uttoBaAAbuevou TTAéov 0 BUO KATAYPOPEITES
OEIOPIKEG  OIEYEPOEIG:  TO NG €VTooNng
gmrayuvaioypdenua tng KoAapdrtag kalr 10
IOXUPO emmITAXUVOIloypd@nua atmd Tov oTadud
Dayhook (Tabas, Iran, 1978). Omwg yiverai
avTIANTITO, yia Tnv Amag éviaong di€yepon
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ZXAua 7 ZUuykpITIKA  atmmokpion  TTAaiciou
OleyeIPOUEVOU ATTO POVOV OPICOVTIa ETTITAXUVO
(valpn  ypaupn) Kal  TOUTOXPOVR  OpAcn
opIfOVTIAg Kal KATaKOpuUPnG €mTaxuvong (ykpl
ypauun): .yia  Amag  éviaong  Oi€yepon
(KaAaparta, 1986)

Figure 7. Comparison of the response of the
frame subjected to the horizontal component
only (black Iline) and the synchronous
horizontal and vertical component of the
Kalamata 1986 earthquake

(ZxAua 7), n ouutrepipopd TOU TTAQICiOU Egival
OUCIaOTIKA €EAAOTIKN. H KATaKopu®n
ouvioTwoa dev YETABAAAEI TNV OTTOKPION TOU
TAaioiou. AvTIBETWG, 6tav n Oléyepon eivai
ioxupy (ZxAua 8), n emdeivwon NG
OUUTTEPIPOPASE  Adyw NG TTAPACITIKAG
KaTtakdépuPng cuvioTwoag gival

EMQavVAG: dpauaTik alvénon TNG KAWTITIKAG
EMTOVNONG ME  ammoTéAeopa  €CAIPETIKA
augnuévn KauTTUAGTNTA OTO UTTOOTUAWMA Kal
dlapopik)  opIgévTIa  pETaKivon  opoPou
€VOEIKTIKI TTAAPOUG aoToXiag Tou TTAaiGiou.
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ZxAMa 8 ZuykpITik ammokpion  TTAaigiou
OleyeIPOUEVOU ATTO HOVOV OPICOVTIA ETTITAXUVON
(Malpn  ypapun) Kol TOUTOXPOVN  OpAcn
opIZéVTIag Kal Katakopueng emTaxuvong (yKpl
ypauun): .yia Tnv 1oxupn diéyepon Tabas (Iran,
1978)

Figure 8. Comparison of the response of the
frame subjected to the horizontal component
only (black Iline) and the synchronous
horizontal and vertical component of the Tabas
(Iran 1978) earthquake.
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