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1. Research Motivation 3. Research Plan
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Fig.1 Flexure failre through

Fig.2 Out-of-plane buckling

The 2010 Off Maule Chile
Earthquake caused
severe damage to a large
number of RC structural
walls.

Flexure failure and out-
of-plane buckling are
focused in the study.
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Fig.10 Expected hysteresis curves and ultimate drifts
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They are commonly used as lateral Drift A ® Engineer can predict ultimate drift capacity of RC shear wall which fail in flexure and
rift = — . . . .
load resisting system in tall buildings. H out-of-plane. It will help to avoid undesired failure mode (out-of-plane).



