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Abstract

During the 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake, some base-isolated structures that were perceived to be safe, suffered
damages in lead dampers due to large isolator deformations. For suppressing these excessive deformations, the number
of installed dampers (e.g., oil dampers or metal yielding dampers) in the isolation layer could be increased, therefore
supplementing more damping. However, it may result in an increased floor response acceleration and may consequently
compromises the effect of base isolation. Rate-independent linear damping (RILD) is considered to be a promising
solution to this problem as it can benefit a low-frequency structure subjected to extreme earthquake events by reducing
response displacement without increasing floor response acceleration. It is established that an ideal RILD, having a
dynamic stiffness whose real and imaginary parts are both independent of vibration frequency, cannot be physically
realized due to its non-causality, which might hinder its practical applications. In the past decades, several causal
models (e.g., Biot, Makris, and Keivan models) were proposed for approximating the ideal non-causal RILD. However,
past studies primarily focused on the applications of RILD into linear structural systems; thus, the studies on causal
approximations of RILD, which apply to nonlinear structural systems, are still limited.

In this study, a generalized model is proposed for the causal approximation of RILD using fractional derivatives, and its
application in the isolation layer of a base-isolated building structure to constraint the isolator deformation is discussed.
The proposed model is characterized by a tuning parameter varying between zero and unity. An interesting finding to
note is that, in the limiting cases of tuning parameter equal to zero and unity, the proposed model reduces to Makris and
Keivan models, respectively. It means that the proposed model represents a continuous transformation from Makris to
Keivan models with the tuning parameter increasing from zero to unity, i.e., it is indeed a generalized model of causally
approximated RILD. Moreover, an alternative physical representation of the proposed model is constructed by
arranging a linear spring, a linear negative stiffness element, and a fractional-order Maxwell element coupled with each
other in parallel. For the numerical implementation of the proposed model, a time-domain analysis technique is
developed, which can be incorporated into established numerical integration schemes, enabling time-history dynamic
analyses of a structural system incorporated with the proposed model to be readily conducted. For illustrating the
effectiveness of the developed technique for nonlinear dynamic analyses, a five-story base-isolated building structure is
used as an analytical example, and a hysteretic damper and the proposed RILD element are simultaneously incorporated
into the isolation layer for providing additional damping in order to constraint the isolator displacements. Several
nonlinear dynamic analyses verify the effectiveness of the developed time-domain technique. Furthermore, parametric
studies are conducted to investigate the effect of the tuning parameter on the seismic performance of the controlled
structure.
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1. Introduction

During the 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake, some base-isolated building structures, which were
considered to be safe, suffered damages in lead dampers due to large isolator deformations. It poses a grave
concern for the seismically isolated structures, which might suffer excessive displacements beyond the
design limit in the events of an extreme earthquake, such as the future expected Nankai mega-thrust
earthquake in Japan and the Cascadia earthquake in North America. Indeed, larger number of traditional
damping devices (e.g., oil dampers or metal yielding dampers) may be installed in the isolation layer so that
higher damping can be supplemented to suppress these excessive deformations. However, it may result in an
increased floor response acceleration and consequently compromises the effect of base isolation.

Rate-independent linear damping (RILD) is considered to be a promising solution for achieving an
effective reduction in the response displacement of a low-frequency structure without the increasing floor
response acceleration [1]. However, due to its non-causality, RILD cannot be physically realized [2], and the
primary challenge is to find a causal method to approximate it so that physical damping devices can be
developed for its practical applications. In the past decades, various causal models were proposed to
approximate RILD, e.g., Biot model [3, 4] and Makris model [5]. As pointed out by Makris [5], the latter is
actually a high-frequency limiting case of the former. Recently, a first-order all-pass filter was used by
Keivan et al. [6, 7] as a simple causal approximation of RILD. Such a filter can be passively realized using a
mechanical system consisting of a negative stiffness element and a Maxwell element coupled in parallel [8,
9]. Further investigation shows that this filter is mathematically related to the Biot model by Mercator series,
and can be used as a first-order approximation of the latter [10]. However, these past studies primarily
focused on the applications of RILD into linear structures; thus, the studies on causal approximations of
RILD, which apply to nonlinear structural systems, are still limited. In this study, a generalized model is
proposed for the causal approximation of RILD using fractional derivatives, and its application in the
isolation layer of a base-isolated building structure for providing supplemental damping to constraint the
isolator deformation is discussed.

2. Rate-independent linear damping
2.1 Existing models for RILD

A popular model for RILD, known as complex stiffness, consists of a linear spring element and an ideal
RILD element coupled in parallel, and is usually expressed in terms of the dynamic stiffness as follows:

Hi(iw) = ko[1+ nZ(iw)| Q)

where k, is the spring stiffness; i = +—1; n denotes the loss factor; Z(iw) is the normalized dynamic
stiffness of an ideal RILD element, also known as the unit imaginary function described as follows

Z\(iw) = 1 sgn(w) (2

where sgn() denotes the signum function. However, due to its non-causality, this model cannot be
physically realized [2], but may be approximated by using causal methods for its practical applications. Till
this end, various models have been proposed, as listed in Table 1. For example, Keivan et al. [6] used a first-
order all-pass filter to approximate the RILD, defined as follows:

Z(io) = 20—~ 3

which can provide an amplitude of unity all over the frequencies, as does Eq.(2), and a phase advanced to the
deformation by z/2 rad at @ = &. This filter can be realized by either a semi-active method [6, 7] or a
passive method [8], and can be used as a viable option to mimic the ideal RILD for seismic protection of
low-frequency structures [9].
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Table 1 — Different models for RILD

Model Dynamic stiffness Causality
Ideal RILD ko[1+1i n sgn(w)] Non-causal
n o\l .2y ®
Biot [3, 4] ko{l + ;ln{l + (;) } +1 7atan(g)} Causal
i 21009 4 ®
Makris [5] ko|:1+ p ln‘g +1i7n sgn(g)} Causal
. W —&
Keivan et al. [6] ko(1+ M 5) Causal
ar\(iw)" - &
The proposed ko|1+n COt(T)Ta Causal
(i) + ¢

2.2 The proposed model

In this study, the first-order causal filter expressed in Eq. (3) is further extended and generalized into a
fractional-order filter defined as follows:
. o) - &“
Zutio) = . 2L =" @
(i) + ¢

where ¢ is a real-valued tuning parameter (0 <« <1); 8, = cot(az/4) is an adjusting factor for unity
amplitude at @ = &; (iw)* is uniquely defined as (i®)* =|e|"Exp[i sgn(w)az/2]. Obviously, with a =1,
the above filter reduces to Eq.(3). However, when compared to a first-order all-pass filter, the proposed filter
with a smaller tuning parameter (e.g., = 0.1) has a less rate-dependent imaginary part. It thus provides an
improved approximation of an ideal RILD element in terms of the loss modulus, as shown in Fig. 1(b).

3 T . ' - 2 T ‘
Ideal RILD o Ideal RILD
2r—mm- First-order all-pass filteff,,.f-"""' 1 | First-order all-pass filter
— 1p Proposed filter 9_,;."::'— ——————————— — — |~ Proposed filter
S ,&"";;'r 3
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Q? 1 : :_,»-"'4‘?/ '_‘E /.f' AN
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10° 10" 10" 10' 10° 10° 10" 10° 10' 10°
(a) Normalized frequency o/ & (b) Normalized frequency @/ &

Fig. 1 — Comparison between approximated and ideal RILD elements: (a) storage and (b) loss moduli

Corresponding to Eq.(1), a fractional-order model of approximated RILD is proposed by using the
generalized filter, and its dynamic stiffness is expressed as follows

Hp(io) = ko {1 + 1P (za))a——g“} (%)

(iw)" + &

The causality of this model has been confirmed [11], and thus it may be realized by the use of physical
systems. To this end, an alternative mechanical system is constructed to represent the proposed model, as
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shown in Fig. 2(a). For comparison, Fig. 2(b) depicts a Maxwell-Wiechert model, which can be used to
represent the Biot model [4].

k. /% ut) kK, c, v (t) K,
S . S e
Fractional-order ‘ c v.(f) k ‘
Maxwell element ' ‘ !
4 L
N c, u(t) Kk
ft) =~— BN — [ f) = e (1)
Negative stiffness ¢ y(t) Kk
element
4{:'_1—'_\/\/\;
ko ko
| Wy ‘ AW
- - - -
z(1) x(t)
(a) The proposed model (b) A Maxwell-Wiechert model

Fig. 2 — Mechanical representations of approximated models for approximation of RILD

For the mechanical system shown in Fig. 2(a), a fractional-order Maxwell element [12, 13] is coupled
in parallel with a linear spring and a negative stiffness element [14, 15]. Furthermore, it has to be proved that
this mechanical system can be used to represent the proposed model. The fractional-order Maxwell element
is represented by a linear spring in series with a fractional-order dashpot. The equation of motion of such a
fractional-order element can be expressed as follows

DEft) + “ut) = °aft) (6)

where Df,u(t) denotes an « -order derivative of v(t) with respect to time ¢. Here, the Riemann-Liouville's
definition [16] of the fractional derivative is used and is defined as follows

t
« 1 dp )
Dgat) = = d 7
07)() F(l—a)dt-([(t_r)”‘ T ()
where T'(-) is the Euler's Gamma function. By using the property of fractional derivative [16], one has

FDEAD)] = (i) Flot)] = (i) Viw) (8)
where F(-) denotes the Fourier transform. Thus, applying Fourier transform to Eq. (6) gives

Vi) = st Xio) ©

The total response force provided by this mechanical system is written in the frequency domain as
follows:

Fli) = (ko — ky)X(i0) + b J X (i) — V(i) (10)

With ky = nB.k, and k, = 28,k , substituting Eq.(9) into Eq.(10) gives its dynamic stiffness as follows:

Hiw) = ko {1 + 1P (“")—“9} (12)

(iw)” + &
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which coincides with the dynamic stiffness of the proposed model expressed in Eq.(5). This verifies that the
proposed model can be physically represented by such a mechanical system.

2.3 Relationship between Makris and the proposed models

Here, it is to be shown that the proposed model can include Makris model as a special case of o =0.
Initially, the case of @ >0 is considered. Letting (iw)* = @*[cos(ax/2) + isin(az/2)] and 1 = w/e, the
real and imaginary parts of Eq.(4) can be obtained as follows, respectively,

20
ReZ(iA)] = cot “”) A* -1 12
RelZi(id)} = co ( 1+ A% + 24" cos(a 7/2) (12)
Tm{Zu(i2)] = cot(%) 2" sin(a 7/ 2) (13)
4 )1+ 2% + 22% cos(a x/2)
Let y = A%, then a = Iny/(2In 1), therefore
2% -1 LA -1 2 y-1_2
hmRe[Zp(z/l)] = h o4tan O lali% e ln/I ljliIll Ty ;lnl (14)
With respect to the imaginary part, we have
20%sin(an/2)
hmIHI[Zp@ﬂ,)] = IAOW =1 (15)
Thus, recall that 4 = w/e, as o — 0, we can obtain
Zolio) = Re|Zylico)) + i T Zy(icw)] = 2 ln( 5) ti, >0 (16)
For w < 0, changing the valuable » to —w and following the above procedures, as « — 0, we can obtain
Zp(iw) = %ln(—%) —i, w<0. a7

Summarizing Egs. (16) and (17) yields
o) = 21019 4 ; @
Zliw) = ﬁln‘g‘ +i sgn(g) (18)
Thus, as @ — 0, the dynamic stiffness of the proposed model reduces to
Holiw) = ko[l + nZe(i)] = ko [1 + %nln‘%‘ +1 nsgn(%)} (19)

which coincides with that of the Makris model, as shown in Table 1. Recall that the proposed model reduces
to the Keivan model when « =1, therefore, the proposed model actually represents a continuous
transformation from the Makris model to the Keivan model with the increase in the tuning parameter « from
zero to unity, i.e., it is indeed a generalized model of causally approximated RILD. Since the dynamic
stiffness of the proposed model continuously varies with the tuning parameter « , it can be predicted that the
proposed model with a small tuning parameter (e.g., & =0.1) can provide a good approximation of the
Makris model over a frequency range of interest.

For example, setting 7 =0.1, Fig. 3 compares the normalized dynamic stiffness of the proposed
model (e.g., « = 0.1) with that of the Makris and the Biot models. It is shown in Fig. 3 that the differences
between the dynamic stiffness of the proposed model with « = 0.1 and that of the Makris model are
negligible over the frequency range of interest. This indicates that the proposed model with a small tuning
parameter o can be used to approximate the Makris model without significant loss of accuracy. Because of
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the relationship between the Biot and the Makris models, i.e., the latter is actually a high-frequency limiting
case of the former, the proposed model with a small tuning parameter (e.g.,« = 0.1) can also be used to
approximate the high-frequency characteristics of the Biot model, as shown in Fig. 3.

2 [ T iakeis ' ' 02 T ks
= s Proposed - % Proposed
= | T
=1 s S 01— .o
] e =t .
‘EO e = 7 v
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(a) Normalized frequency o/ & (b) Normalized frequency @/ e

Fig. 3 — Comparison between the different approximated RILD models: (a) storage and (b) loss moduli

3. Numerical implementation of the proposed model

Here, we consider a linear single-degree-of-freedom (SDOF) system incorporated with the proposed model,

as shown in Fig. 4, whose governing equations of motion are expressed as follows
{mx(t) + (ko + K, — kx)a(t) — k,o(t) = plt)

(20)
Dgat) + e“ut) = £”a(t)

For the above system, frequency-domain methods using fast Fourier transform (FFT) algorithm can be
applied to carry out dynamic analyses. However, time-domain methods may be preferred in some cases, e.g.,
where nonlinear behaviors of the structural and/or supplemental energy dissipation elements are involved.

x(t)

k,/ &% w(t) K, —~
> ™ \‘[\I‘f‘.
—ky
: p(t)
E m —
Ky
A
) [ j

Fig. 4 — An SDOF system incorporated with the proposed model

A time-domain technique for dynamic analysis of the above system is developed on the basis of the
so-called L1-algorithm [16], which can be used to evaluate the Reimann-Liouville's type of fractional
derivative. To this end, the definition given in Eq. (7) is equivalently expressed as follows:

) @ ; ! T%Wdr 21)

Letting the time axis be divided into N subintervals of an equal length h=t/n and t=t, =nh
(1< n < N), the above equation can be approximated as follows:

a 1 C
Dgt,) » =——=—=> Lt 22
0 v( ) r(z )ha = ]v( J) ( )
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where L; is a weighting factor independent of the function «(t) , with L, =1 and
L.={(j FYT2 G 0T G =12k
e G- =n

Recall that ky = nf.k and k, = 2Bk, , let z(t,) = (t) , and then substituting Eq. (22) into the
second equation in Eq.(20) gives the relationship between «(t,) and z(z,) as follows:

U(tn) = 1 _lf_/yl x(tn) 1 —E. v Q(tn—l) (23)

where v = e°h‘T(2—a) and Q(t, 1) = ZZ:lev(tn_j). Substituting Eqs. (22) and (23) into Eq.(20) gives

mit,) + kor(t,) + fo(t,) = p(t,) (24)
where f(t,) is the damping force provided by the proposed RILD element, which is expressed as follows:
fD(tn) = (k;( - kN)x(tn) + k;!Q(tn—l) (25)

where &, = k,/(L+ ). Recall that the term ()t,.1) is only dependent on the past series v(t;), j =12...,n—1.
Putting on the r.h.s. of Eq.(24), k,Q(, ) can be equivalently regarded as a fictitious force excitation. This
makes the above system readily analyzed in a way similar to the case of an un-damped one.

The above time-domain analysis technique can be readily incorporated into established numerical
integration schemes, e.g., the Newmark integration scheme, and thus, the time-history dynamic analyses can
be conducted to investigate the dynamic behavior of the structural systems incorporated with the proposed
model. It can also be readily extended to multi-degree-of-freedom structural systems for both linear and
nonlinear dynamic analyses. When nonlinear behaviors of the structural and/or the supplemental energy
dissipation elements are involved, the above time-domain technique can be readily applied using the
Newton-Raphson's method for evaluating the behaviors of those nonlinear elements.

4. Numerical examples

In this study, a benchmark base-isolated five-story shear building model is used as an analytical example for
time-history dynamic analyses, and Fig. 5 shows the structural specifications. The fundamental natural
period and the inherent damping ratio of the first mode of the upper structure with a fixed base are
approximately 0.67 s and 2%, respectively. The damping matrix of the upper structure is assumed to be
proportional to the stiffness matrix. The natural rubber bearings are designed to have the isolation period as
4.0 s. However, the inherent damping of the isolators is neglected (i.e., ¢, =0).

For providing supplemental damping to constraint the isolator displacement, a hysteretic damper (HD)
and an RILD element are simultaneously incorporated into the isolation layer. In Fig. 5(b), the characteristic
parameters of an HD are specified and u denotes the ratio of yielding force to the total weight of the
structural system (including the base weight mqg , where g denotes the gravitational acceleration). Besides
its dissipation capability, an HD is used in base-isolated structures to provide sufficient initial stiffness to
resist wind loads. Following the standard practice in Japan, the HD should be designed not to yield against
the wind load of a 500-years return period. For satisfying this demand, the HD is designed with a yielding
force of 4011 kN, and the ratio of HD vyielding force to the total weight is « = 3.2%. It is established that
due to its non-causality, an ideal RILD element is difficult to be used when a structural and/or supplemental
energy dissipation element yields and exhibits strong nonlinear behavior. In such a case, the proposed causal
RILD element, as shown in Fig. 5(c), may be used as a causal approximation of the ideal RILD element.
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Structural parameters

Mass (t) Stiffness (kN/m)  Damping (kN-s/m)
ms =1 739 ks =2 290 650 e, =9 826
m, =1 800 k, =2 488 300 c, =10 674
m,=1807  k=1938 750 r, =8 316
m, =1 928 k, =2 037 850 c, =8 741
m, =2 335 k, =1 759 650 e, =7 548
in, =3 057 k, =31 254 =0
Force
L[ pf .
uY g ki/& k,
| £y®)
Natural rubber bearing !
% 0.03
Ty Displacement (m)
(a) Analytical example structure (b) Hysteretic damper (e) Approximated RILD element

Fig. 5 — A base-isolated building structure incorporated with RILD

Time history analyses are conducted to investigate the seismic performance of a base-isolated
structure incorporated with RILD by using three ground motion records and three types of synthetic ground
motions as design earthquakes in accordance with the standard practice in Japan. The acceleration spectra of
these ground motions are shown in Fig. 6. The three ground motion records are scaled so that their peak
ground velocities (PGVs) are 0.5 m/s. The spectral accelerations of the synthetic ground motion are
compatible with the target spectrum, which is also shown in Fig. 6(b). Amplification properties of a typical
surface subsoil are considered for determining the target spectrum in accordance with the building design
codes in Japan. The phase properties of the recorded ground motions as shown in Fig. 6(b) are used to
synthesize the ground motion time-histories.
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2 3

) &

0 ‘ ; 0 . ;
0 2 4 6 0 2 4 6
Period (s) Period (s)
(a) Recorded ground motions (b) Synthetic ground motions

Fig. 6 — Acceration spetra [9]

4.1 Linear time-history analyses

In order to verify the accuracy of the proposed RILD element to causally approximate the ideal one, letting
4 = 0(so that the structural system remains linearly elastic), the seismic performances of the base-isolated
structure separately incorporated with ideal non-causal and the proposed RILD elements are compared by
conducting time-history dynamic analyses. It should be mentioned that for the ideal RILD element, linear
time-history analyses are carried out in the frequency-domain with the entire time history of input ground
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motion provided. For the proposed RILD element, the time-domain technique introduced in the above
section is employed for dynamic analyses.

For example, letting 7 = 0.4, Fig. 7 compares the time-history responses of the example structure
separately incorporated with different RILD elements. Here, two values of « are considered for the
proposed RILD elements: (i) « =1 representing Keivan RILD element (first-order all-pass filter), (ii)
o = 0.1 approximating a Makris RILD element (excluding the linear stiffness element in the Makris model).
It is shown that the differences between the seismic responses of the three systems are negligible. This
occurs because the hysteresis loops of these RILD elements are similar, as shown in Fig. 8. This example
verifies that both the Keivan and the Makris models can be used to approximate ideal RILD for application
in a base-isolated structures without significant loss of accuracy.
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Fig. 7 — Time-history responses of a base-isolated structure incorporated with RILD (linear case)
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Fig. 8 — Hysteresis loops of different RILD elements

4.2 Nonlinear time-history analyses

Since the ideal non-causal RILD element is hard to be used for dynamic analyses in cases, where strong non-
linearities of structural and/or supplemental energy dissipation elements are involved, it is necessary to use
the approximated causal RILD elements instead. For verifying the capability of the proposed model used in
such cases, nonlinear time-history analyses are conducted by employing the time-domain technique
introduced in the above section.

For example, letting = 3.2%and n = 0.4, Fig. 9 shows the time history responses of the example
structure incorporated with the proposed RILD element. Also, two values of o are considered for the
proposed RILD elements: o« =1and « =0.1, corresponding to the Keivan RILD element and an
approximation of the Makris RILD element, respectively. It is shown that the differences between the
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seismic responses of the two systems are negligible. This is observed because the proposed RILD elements
in these two cases behave similarly, as shown in Fig. 10, where hysteresis loops of HDs are also depicted.
This example verifies that by using the time-domain technique introduced above, the proposed approximated
RILD element can be used for nonlinear dynamic analyses, which are hard for an ideal non-causal RILD
element. It should also be mentioned that for the case of o =1, instead of the time-domain technique
introduced above, conventional analysis techniques, which are relatively simpler and more familiar for
practical engineers, can also be used for dynamic analyses.
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Fig. 9 — Time-history responses of a base-isolated structure incorporated with RILD (nonlinear case)
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Fig. 10 — Hysteresis loops of HDs and the proposed RILD elements

4.3 Parametric studies

In the above subsections, the proposed RILD elements with o =1 and « =0.1 are considered for
comparison. In order to further investigate the performance differences between the proposed RILD elements
with different turning parameters « , when incorporated into a base-isolated structure, a number of nonlinear
time-history analyses are conducted using the six ground motions whose acceleration spectra are shown in
Fig. 6. The maximum seismic responses, in terms of the isolator displacement and the floor response
acceleration, among those obtained by separately using the six ground motions, are considered as
performance indices.

For example, by fixing r = 0.4 and increasing the tuning parameter « from 0.1 to 1.0 with a step size
of 0.1, Fig. 11 shows the performance indices varying against the tuning parameter « , where both the linear
case (u =0) and nonlinear case (u = 3.2%) are considered. It is shown that in both the cases, the value of
a generally has a limited effect on the performance indices. It should be mentioned that in the limiting case
of a =1, the proposed model reduces to an integer-order derivative system, which is relatively simpler to be
analyzed by use of conventional dynamic analysis methods and also more familiar for practical engineers,
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compared to a fractional-order case. Therefore, combining with the results of parametric studies, it is
suggested that in order to causally approximate the ideal non-causal RILD for application into a base-isolated
structure, the Keivan model (the proposed model with « =1) can be used as a simple option without
compromising the accuracies of both linear and nonlinear dynamic analyses.

- e Approx. RILD+HD(x=0) = | - Approx. RILD+HD{x=0)
A < Approx. RILD4+HD(u=3.2%)] = w0 Approx. RILD+HD(u=3.2%)
g 047 1 2 20} s
% PRSPSRPIPIPRIPUC S g I
§ 0.3 c 15
s PP oS c S M E [PPSR S
5 . S)
= 0.2r 2 1.0r1
= g
i3] -
B g

0.1 . . - . . =03 . . - . .

00 02 04 06 08 1.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0

(a) Tuning parameter a (b) Tuning parameter a

Fig. 11 — Parametric studies with respect to tuning parameter « (7 =0.4)

5. Conclusions

In this study, a generalized model is proposed to causally approximate RILD using the concept of the
fractional-order derivative. It is found that with orders of zero and unity, the proposed model reduces to the
Makris and the Keivan models, respectively. This means that the proposed model actually represents a
continuous transformation from the Makris to the Keivan models with a tuning parameter « increased from
zero to unity, i.e., it is indeed a generalized mode of causally approximated RILD. For the numerical
implementation of the proposed model, a time-domain analysis technique is developed, which can be readily
incorporated into the established numerical integration schemes, so that the dynamic analyses of a structural
system incorporated with the proposed model can be conducted. A five-story base-isolated building structure
is used as an analytical example, and both hysteretic damper and the proposed approximated RILD element
are incorporated into the isolation layer for providing additional damping to constraint the isolator
displacements. A number of time-history analyses are conducted to verify the effectiveness of the developed
time-domain technique for nonlinear dynamic analyses. Furthermore, parametric studies are conducted to
investigate the effect of the tuning parameter « on the seismic performance of the controlled structure. It is
suggested that in order to causally approximate the ideal non-causal RILD for application into a base-isolated
structure, Keivan model (the proposed model with &« =1) can be used as a simple option without
compromising the accuracies of dynamic analyses.
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