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3 Mode 2 Modes
Story Coeff1 | Coeff2 | Coeff3 | Coeff1 | Coeff2
5 1.56 0.13 0.07 1.57 0.15
Bare 8 1.21 0.44 0.19 1.26 0.57
11 0.82 0.64 0.29 0.87 0.79
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3 Mode Coefficient 2 Mode Coefficient
Mode 1 | Mode2 Mode 3 Mode 1 Mode 2

a -0.123 0.085 0.037 -0.117 0.107
b 2.183 -0.277 -0.110 2.167 -0.350

® Omtimized Modal Pushover Analysis
7 Particle Swarm Optimization
8 Artificial Bee Colony
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