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factor of 1.5SF Ormes the DBE. Equation 2-7 is useful for developing altemative evaluation and 

acceptance criteria which are also based on te target performance goals such as Inelastic 
seismic mesponse analyses. To evaluate Iaems for which specific acceptance criteria am not yet 
developed, such as overturning or sliding of foundations, or some systems and components; 

this basic intention must be met. If a nonrlnear Inelastic response analysis which explicitly 
Incorporates the hysteretic energy dissipation Is pedorried, damping values that are no higher 
"than Response Level 2 should be used to avoid the double counting of this hysteretic energy 
dissiatlon which would result from the use of Response Level $ damping values.  

2.5 Summary of Seismic Provisions 

Table 2-5 summarizes recommended earthquake design and evaluation provisions for 
Performance Categories I through 4. Specific provisions are described In detal In Section 28.  
The basis for these provisions is described In Reference 2-1.  
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