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_________________________________________________________________________________ 

ABSTRACT— Indonesia is a high-risk earthquake country. It passed by Pacific Ring of Fire and surrounded by 

Eurasian, Pacific, Philippines and Indo-Australian plates. Indonesia government has already made an earthquake 

anticipation with applied  Indonesian National Standard (SNI)1726-2012 to prevent building collapse and structural 

failure. SNI 1726-2012 is an updated version of seismic standard code of SNI 1726-2002. The application of SNI 

1726-2012 would make an existing building which was designed with SNI 1726-2002, generates a different result of 

storey shear. This situation made an uncertainty of building safety. The purpose of this study is to compare two storey 

shear between seismic code of SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012 at the Rusunawa A4 IPB Building. This study used 

equivalent static method to obtain storey shear force based on the two of seismic standard code. The result of the 

comparison of storey shear between SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012, it showed storey shear in SNI 1726-2012 at 

canopy storey-6, roof storey-5, storey-4, storey-3, storey-2 and story-1 are increased by 12.31%, 11.51%, 10.14%, 

8.59%, 6.48% and 3.01% compared to the storey shear in SNI 1726-2002. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Indonesia is a high-risk earthquake country. This is due to its location, it passed by pacific ring of fire and surrounded 

by eurasian plate, pacific plate, philippines plate, and indo-australian plate [1]. The tectonic plates at the meeting point 

are collide each other [2]. Most of earthquake casualities and damage costs are from structural failure and building 

collapse [3]. 

Indonesia’s government has already made an earthquake anticipation with applied  Indonesian National Standard 

(SNI) 1726-2012 to prevent building collapse and structural failure [4]. SNI 1726-2012 is an updated version of seismic 

standard code of SNI 1726-2002. SNI 1726-2012 is determined by 2475 years return period with 2% probability of 

exceedance in 50 years, whereas SNI 1726-2002 is determined by 500 years return period with 10% probability of 

exceedance in 50 years. 4-story building which designed using SNI 1726-2002 then get evaluated using SNI 1726-2012 

with equivalent static method, it shows storey shear in SNI 1726-2012 are 5.04% increase than SNI 1726-2002 [5]. 13-

Story Grand Egde Hotel Semarang was examined using SNI 1726-2012 with static equivalent method, it generates 

significant results of base shear are 2.5 times than SNI 1726-2002 [6]. Seismic design in SNI 1726-2012 is not constantly 

larger than seismic design in SNI 1726-2002, it depends on acceleration response spectrum at the seismic zone location 

[7]. 

The application of SNI 1726-2012 would make an existing building which was designed with SNI 1726-2002, 

generates a different results of storey shear. This situation made an uncertainty of building safety. The building needs to 

be re-calculated using newer seismic standard code of SNI 1726-2012 to estimate building perfomance from earthquake. 

This study used equivalent static method to obtain storey shear force based on the two of seismic standard code. The 

purpose of this study is to compare two storey shear between seismic code of SNI 1726-2012 and SNI 1726-2002 at the 

Rusunawa A4 IPB building. 
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2. METHODOLOGY 

This study was conducted in Rusunawa A4 IPB building, Babakan Village, Dramaga District, Bogor Regency, West 

Java. It started from February until March 2017. The data used in this study are shop drawing building, standard 

penetration test (SPT) data, seismic map of SNI 1726-2012 and seismic map of SNI 1726-2002. Location of study area is 

shown in Figure 1. 

 
Figure 1. Location of study area 

2.1 Building Loads 

The building loads are based on the standard code of SNI 1726-2013 minimum load for building design and other 

structure [8]. The loads are used in this study are dead loads, live loads, and super imposed dead loads. 

2.2 Seismic Design SNI 1726-2002 

SNI 1726-2002 is determined by 500 years return period with 10% probability of exceedance in 50 years [10]. 

Earthquake-resistant building design is generally used response spectrum to obtain structural perfomance during seismic 

activity [11]. The peak ground acceleration (PGA) of SNI 1726-2002 is divided into six zones. The paramaters of 

response spectrum are determined by seismic acceleration coefficient (Ao) and seimic velocity coefficient (Am).  Design 

response spectrum in SNI 1726-2002 are shown in Figure (3). 

 
Figure 3. Design response spectrum in SNI 1726-2002  

 

2.2.1 Equivalent Static Analysis SNI 1726-2002 

The fundamental natural period (T) of building with reinforced concrete moment-resisting frame is calculated using 

Eq. (12) and not to exceed the maximum limit of natural period (T.Max) as expressed in Eq.(13). 

T = 0.00731 × H  (12) 
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T. maks = ζ   n  (13) 

Where, H is structure height, ζ is damping ratio and n is total number of building storey. 

The seismic response coefficient (C) is used to determine base shear is given by Eq. (14). The applied of equivalent 

static method on the building is generate base shear (V) can obtained by Eq. (15). 

 C =   (14) 

 V=   (15)  

Where, Ar is seimic response factor coefficient and  is is the effective seimic weight. 

The distribution of the lateral force vertically (FX) along the height of the building can calculated using Eq. (15). 

 FX =   (15) 

 

2.3 Seimic Design SNI 1726-2012 

SNI 1726-2012 is determined by 2475 years return period with 2% probability of exceedance in 50 years [4]. Peak 

ground acceleration (PGA) of SNI 1726-2012 is divided into 18 zones.The parameters of response spectrum are 

determined by acceleration of short periods 0.2 second (SDS) by using Eq. (1) and acceleration of long periods 1 second 

(SD1) by using Eq. (2). Short natural periods (T0) can obtained using Eq. (3), long natural periods (Ts) can obtained using 

Eq. (4) and acceleration above 1 second (Sa) is given by Eq. (5). Design response spectrum in SNI 1726-2012 are shown 

in Figure (2).  

 SDS =  SMS  (1) 

 SD1 =  SM1  (2) 

 T0  =   (3) 

 Ts  =   (4) 

 Sa = SDS   (5) 

Where, SMS is spectral response accelerations for maximum considered earthquake adjusted for the site class at short 

periods and SM1 is spectral response accelerations for maximum considered earthquake adjusted for the site class at 1-

second periods.  

 

Figure 2. Design response spectrum in SNI 1726-2012 

 

2.3.1 Equivalent Static Analysis SNI 1726-2012  

The fundamental natural period (T) of building is calculated using Eq. (6) and not to exceed the maximum limit of 

natural period (T.Max) as expressed in Eq. (7).  

T      = Ct    (6) 
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T. Max = Cu  T  (7) 

Where, Ct is building period coefficient depending on the type of seismic force resisting system, Hn is structure 

height (mm), x is building period formula exponent and Cu is upper limit coefficient. 

The seismic response coefficient (Cs) is used to determine base shear is given by Eq. (8). The applied of equivalent 

static method on the building is generate base shear (V) can obtained using Eq. (9). 

Cs =   (8) 

V = Cs  W  (9)  

Where, R is response reduction factor, I is importance factor and W is the effective seimic weight. 

The increases force in storey shear could affected the structural building perfomance [9]. Seismic vertical distribution 

(Fx) are applied to the building storey are given by Eq. (10). Vertical distribution factors (CVX) can obtained using Eq. 

(11). 

FX  = CVX  V  (10) 

CVX   =   (11) 

Where, Cvx is vertical distribution factors, Wx and Wi is portion of total effective seismic weight of the structure level 

x and i, hx and hi  is height from base to level i and x, k is exponent related to structure period.  

 

3. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

3.1 Building Description 

Rusunawa A4 IPB Building was built in 2006 by government program of KEMENPERA (Ministry of Public 

Housing) of rusunawa providers work unit. The rusunawa building is a multi-storey housing and designated for IPB 

student. General description of Rusunawa A4 IPB building are given in Table 1. The views of structural rusunawa A4 

IPB building frames are shown in Figure 4.  

Table 1. Rusunawa A4 IPB building description 

Data Item Specifications 

Building Structure 

 

Material  

Building Types 

Number of storey 

Storey Height (m) 

 

 

Building height (m) 

Building width (m
2
) 

Special moment resisting frame system  

with shear wall in storey-1 

Reinforced concrete 

Mulistorey housing 

6 

For storey 1, 5   : 3.4 m 

For storey 2,3,4 : 3 m 

For storey 6       : 2.8 m 

18.2 m 

2432.45 m
2
 

 

 
                            Figure 4(a). Front view of building frames                   Figure 4(b). Side view of building frames 



Asian Journal of Applied Sciences (ISSN: 2321 – 0893) 

Volume 06 – Issue 03, June 2018 

 

Asian Online Journals (www.ajouronline.com)  116 

3.2 Building Loads  

The implementations of live loads are based on what types of rooms are used in the floor area of building. Dead loads 

of materials and construction weights are shown in Table 2. Live loads based on the types of room are shown in Table 3. 

Total storey loads are shown in Table 4. 

 

 

Table 2. Dead loads of materials and construction weights 

Dead Load 
Weight 

  (kN/m)  (kN/m
2
) (kN/m

3
) 

Reinforce concrete  

Water tank  

Half brick wall 

Super imposed dead loads (floor finish 2cm, ceiling + 

frames, ducting, ceramic tiles) 

 

 

2.45 

 

 

15 

 

1.2 

23.53 

 

 

Table 3. Live loads based on the types of room 

Live load 
Weight 

(kN/m
2
) 

Private Rooms and corridors serving them 

Public Rooms and corridors serving them 

Roof 

1.92 

4.79 

0.96 

Table 4. Building storey loads 

Storey 
Live load 

(kN) 

Dead load 

(kN) 

Total load 

(kN) 

Storey 6 ( canopy)     3.85      99.57   119.48 

Storey 5 (roof) 232.98 5,599.17 5,832.16 

Storey 4  501.92 8,183.71 8,685.63 

Storey 3 477.69 8,183.71 8,661.63 

Storey 2 501.92 8,183.71 8,685.63 

Storey 1 517.75 8,625.48 9,143.24 

Live loads in effective seismic weight are used minimum 30% of actual live loads in building weight. Storey-1 had a 

largest floor area in the building, so it resulted total loads is 9,143.24 kN which the bigger loads Storey-6 only had a 

small canopy in the middle of building, so it resulted total loads only 119,48 kN. 

3.3 Response Spectrum 

Rusunawa A4 IPB building zone location is categorized into medium soil (SD). It affected a ground acceleration of 

response spectrum in SNI 1726-2012 at short periods 0.2-second (SDs)  is 0.646 g and long periods 1-seconds (SD1) is 

0.383 g. In SNI 2002, Bogor regency is categorized into seismic zone IV and response spectrum are performed in seismic 

acceleration coefficient (Ao) is 0.28 g and seismic velocity acceleration (Am) is 0.70 g. The design of two response 

spectrum are shown in Figure 5.      

 
Figure 5. Design response spectrum in two code of SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012 
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3.4 Storey Shear 

Response spectrum in SNI 1726-2002 is showed 7.07% higher than SNI 1726-2012. The difference of response 

spectrum values are generates different lateral forces based on seismic design code. Base shear (V) of SNI 1726-2012 is 

2215.32 kN and base shear of SNI 1726-2002 is 2032.19 kN, it shows higher value in SNI 1726-2012 is increased by 

9.01%. The vertical loads are distributed as a lateral forces at the building storey. The results of storey shear in SNI 1726-

2002 and SNI 1726-2012 are shown in Table 5.  

Table 5. The comparison of storey shear of SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012 

 

Storey 

 

Height 

(m) 

SNI 1726-2002  SNI 1726-2012 

100% Fx 30%Fx 100% Fx 30%Fx 

(kN) (kN) (kN) (kN) 

Storey 6 ( canopy) 18.2 11.94 3.58 13.41 4.02 

Storey 5 (roof) 15.8 505.95 151.79 564.17 169.25 

Storey 4  12.4 591.35 177.41 651.30 195.39 

Storey 3 9.4 447.04 134.11 485.45 145.64 

Storey 2 6.4 305.21 91.56 325 97.50 

Storey 1 3.4 170.69 51.21 175.99 52.80 

The comparison of two seismic standard code between SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012. It shows storey shear at 

canopy storey-6, roof storey-5, storey-4, storey-3, storey-2 and storey-1 in SNI 1726-2012 are increased by 12.31%, 

11.51%, 10.14%, 8.59%, 6.48% and 3.01% compared to the storey shear in SNI 1726-2002. A comparison of the two 

seismic standard code are presented in graph curves at Figure 6. 

 
Figure 6. A comparison of storey shear between SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012  

4. CONCLUSION 

The comparison of storey shear between SNI 1726-2002 and SNI 1726-2012. It shows storey shear in SNI 1726-2012 

at canopy storey-6, roof storey-5, storey-4, storey-3, storey-2 and storey-1 are increased by 12.31%, 11.51%, 10.14%, 

8.59%, 6.48% and 3.01% compared to the storey shear in SNI 1726-2002. The increases of storey shear in SNI 1726-

2012 made an uncertain building safety. Rusunawa A4 IPB building needs to be analyzed more detail in interstory drift, 

bending moment, and shear force using newer seismic standard code of SNI 1726-2012 to ensure the building safety 

perfomance.  
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