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May 20-24, 1990, Palm Springs, California (Volume 3)

EVALUATION OF SEISMIC MITIGATION MEASURES FOR ART OBJECTS
M.5. Agbabianl, W.S. GinellII, 8.F. MasriI, and R.L. NigborIII

ABSTRACT

This research develops quantitative techniques and procedures
for the evaluation of current and future earthquake damage
mitigation measures for art objects. This neglected topic of
earthquake engineering research was highlighted during the
recent Loma Prieta Earthquake, during which significant damage
was done to the collections of several art museums. Analytical
and experimental techniques are combined to allow detérmination
of fragility levels for specific art objects and to determine
the effectiveness of applicable seismic protection methods.

INTRODUCTION

The earthquake resistance of irreplaceable art objects in seismically
active regions 1is important because of the possibility of damage to
historical and cultural art objects - in museums and other public
institutions. Development of methods to increase the earthquake resistance
of art objects, while at the same time allowing them to remain on public
display, is a complex problem. Several unique constraints make the problem
of art protection more difficult than other building contents protection
problems. Rigidly fastening the objects to their supports is often
impossible. Material properties are nonuniform or unknown in most cases.
Finally, any earthquake protection measures must aesthetically blend with
the art object.

The earthquake resistance ‘of an art object depends upon both the
object's characteristics and the methods used for its support. To increase
earthquake resistance, both the object itself and the support system can be
modified. Examples of modification of the object include adding mass to
lower the center of gravity, and introducing internal damping devices.
Examples of support system modification include suspension devices,
viscoelastic mounts, and base isolators.

T - . . s N . .
& Professor, Civil Engineering Department, University of
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A companion material property database was also developed using
available published information.

GCeneralization of Art Object/Support Systems

Based mainly. upon the probable earthquake resnoase - modes,
representative generic art object/support system models were established
using the data base. This allowed appropriate methods of analysis, as well
as analytical and physical models, to be chosen for different groups of
systems. Individual art object/support systeins .can be related to the
generic systems using appropriate parameters.

An art object/support system can be considered rigid in terms of
earthquake response if it has no significant structural resonances below
about 20 Hz. Therefore, earthquake response was be divided into two main
groups, Rigid and Flexible. It will generally be very clear whether an art
object belongs in the Rigid or Flexible respcrse group; a marble statue is
in the Rigid group, while a suspended paintir,; or a slender metal sculpture
belong in the Flexible group. A majority of the art object/support
systems in the data base fit into the Rigid Respoase group.

Several generic models within each respon:ze group were developed and
studied. In addition, three, generic base isolated system models were
studied. These models are listed in Table 2.

Earthquake response of these generic system models was then studied
both analytically and physically, and parametric failure levels were
determined. Results derived using these generic systems can be applied as
design criteria to individual art object/support systems using the
appropriate parameters and approximations. E

ANALYTICAL STUDIES

Simplified mathematical or computer simulations of the six generic
art object/support system models were developed and implemented. Most of
these simulations are based upon published research or basic earthquake
engineering concepts. System response to earthquake excitation was then
studied numerically using a Representative Earthquake Accelerogram shown in
Figure 1. This is a synthetic accelerogram developed by Lindvall, Richter
& Associates[4].

Generic models were studied for a range of parameters compatible with
the art object/support systems in the data base. Results were presented in
the form of design charts or formulas which can be applied to particular
systems using appropriate parameters. In many cases, results  were
experimentally verified. i

Rigid body rocking (overturning) criteria were developed using the
simplified criteria detailed by Ishiyama[3]. Ishiyama’s simple formulas
for the thresholds of rocking and overturning are based wupon basic
principles of statics and rigid body dynamics. In addition to the physical
dimensions, only the peak acceleration and velocity are required to



determine approximate thresholds for rocking and overturning, respectively.
In this study, these formulas were extended to nonuniform bodies. Figure 2
shows the rigid body rocking stability regions calculated for the
Representative Earthquake Accelerogram.

Sliding response of rigid bodies has been studied in detail using a
variety of analytical approximation techniques. A recent study by Moser[6]
summarizes previous work and presents several new analytical techniques.
For this study, the response of a sliding rigid body to triaxial base
motion was determined numerically using a specially developed computer’

program. Both the relative displacement and absolute velocity and
acceleration were calculated for given friction coefficients and
excitations. Figure 3 plots, for the Representative Earthquake input,

calculated peak displacement versus friction coefficient.
Standard linear formulas for estimating stresses were applied to both
rigid and flexible generic system models. Linear response spectrum
techniques were added to the flexible response model. Because of the
extreme variability and uncertainty in the material properties of art
objects, these formulas should be used with caution.

A nonlinear analytical model was developed for the simplified generic
swinging response system (i.i. hanging paintings). This model was solved
numerically for the Representative Earthquake Accelerogram.

The three generic base isolation models were analytically modelled
using simple linear or nonlinear parametric equations. These equations
were solved numerically to provide appropriate response parameters. Figure
4 shows a sample nonlinear response spectrum for the generic horizontal
base isolator, calculated using the Representative Earthquake Accelerogram
as input.

EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES

Analytical modelling of even simple structural systems requires the
use of approximations to fit the real system to the model. As the
structural systems get more complex, these approximations can lead to large
errors in the predicted behavior when compared with actual behavior of the
system. It is therefore necessary to experimentally verify even simple
analytical models and the accompanying parameter approximations prior to
their application to a new class of structures.

Experimental studies were performed on a subset of the generic models
described in Table 2. - The studies concentrated on rigid sliding and
rocking models, as a majority of the art object/support systems fall into
these response categories and the corresponding analytical models were
newly developed or extended from previous research and required
verification.

Experimental parameter approximation studies were performed for the
swinging models corresponding to Response Categories DYN1 and DYN2.
Experimental studies were also performed for the three types of generic



