Code Developer’s Response to Report on Code Usage Exercise for OpenSeesTP 

Note: 
(a) The following responses are made by the code developer, Dr. Yang, which corresponds to the comments (1 to 14) made by the UCLA team in the section “Notes regarding observed code limitations and opportunities for improvement of user’s manual” in the report on code usage exercise.

(b) The number in bracket (in red) represents the developer’s choice out of the following three options:

[1] Agree with comment and will make change;

[2] Agree with comment but insufficient time and resources to make change;

[3] Disagree with comment and change will not be made;

1.
Agree. [1]
2. 
Agree. Will add reference strain as a sub-option in Option 1. As for 
Option 2, I need to think of a better way to make the modulus reduction 
curve compatible with other parameters including cohesion (shear 
strength) and friction angle. [1]
3.
Agree. [1]
4.
Agree. [1]
5.
Agree. [1]
6. 
Agree. U-Sand does not seem to be needed in total stress analysis 
(unless one is concerned about vertical motion). [1]
7.
Agree. [1]
8.
Agree. [1]
9.
Agree. [1]
10.
Agree. [1]
11. 
Will find a better way to output modulus and damping curves. [1]
12. 
A main problem with the current version is that the user has to 
specify a modulus curve for each layer even if many layers may share the 
same curve. This will be changed in the new version so that the modulus 
curve definition will be independent of layers. [1]
13. 
Agree. [1]
14. 
Agree. [1]
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