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Fig.10.3 Uniaxial Stress-Strain Relationship for Bilinear Model
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Fig.10.4 Comparison between Experimental and Predicted Hysteretic Loops for A
Prismatic Pin-ended Column : (a) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Axial Displacement
u/uy,; (b) Normalized Axial Load P/ P, - Midspan Deflection (v + dq)/d
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Fig.10.4 (Continued) Comparison between Experimental and Predicted Hysteretic
Loops for A Prismatic Pin-ended Column : (a) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Axial
Displacement u/u,; (b) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Midspan Deflection (v + dy)/d
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Fig.10.5 Change in Load Carrying Capacity During Cycles

(b) &, BEKITILES] P/ P, &2/ P RO LN OEKTULE v/D LOBFRERY. 22T, P i
EOLMEMERES, v, 3FERFHOVMARRENL, BXIUD BMEOERERYT. IhoDO#HRI DL
TOEIREBENLEIND

)

Fig.10.6 (a) &0, &EFIICE SIS RAERTOME FHTIME) &HATHERE RO MR
FHTHAE C e A AEH T DD, PR ENTE RIS 108 » THET BREIE
FHERTH B EE2 ONE. ARITTE, BESHOPEIEESN TR, BEZHEEFL
(2SM) 2B A TOEFILT, =41 7 VELMOER (EHD MENEREEEAX(REL0
i3, EIEOTREAE D — FEOFIEE R, SEARUBKEFL (EPP), SAEMLETF L (IH), b &of
BEBILE 7L (KH) CRIBIEZETIC & » TS 2 EROBD 2157 — OF BBIRICE R LT
NS EDEREEZ SNB.

Fig.10.6 (b) ITR T, B — 2V HROBAMEREZLD, UFOI L0805, 0 E L
IZBNTIE, &AL 2 VTS EEGROEOKARELEND, ZOROEREMIS, BE, &
DI LB A B HEHKE . fDET IS L BRTER LD bISE MEHE 7 e & 5N
ROHPNEBRERIGENFNAT 2 2 EHRE D505, BBHELE T (IK) 5 & EE ke
FIU (2SM) 12 &£ BEBHHERTIE, — A 2 VB O3 RERHRICH 1 B RO 0 OB E A, &
LK, BEEMLET L (IK) OAB= A 7 LEOERENARE { FlT 5. —F, SHEML
E5)L (IH) 12X BRATTIE, —F4 7 VO3 BREFTROB T H OBREER £ O EFLED bk
= CHBRLTOAICb b5, BEROBRIEIE L EHTEROI &0, BRHIERE T
B BIERENS.

10.4 ROEBHEREMEEN

AEIT, BAFROIERIEYE EAPBEARTE YRS I RE & 75 2 R0 BBV BRZALARATHE R [19] 2779 B
REFIVE LT, BEZHMEETFLE LMD ) 27 ROBKE F LA, BEETFILOENCL
BIRNTRE R OB - AT 21T .

— 360 —



*Q(constant)

Fig.10.6 Comparison between Predicted and Experimental Results: (a) Normalized
Axial Load P/P, - Axial Displacement u/u, ; (b) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Midspan
Deflection v/ D
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Fig.10.7 Simply Supported Rectangular Plate
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)
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Fig.10.8 Loading Programs: (a) Constant Displacement Amplitude; (b) Variable Dis-
placement Amplitude; (c) Definition of Cycles and Loops
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(a) (b)

Fig.10.9 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Other Models (Constant Dis-
placement Amplitude, m=4 and b/t=40 Plate)
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Fig.10.10 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Other Models (Variable Dis-
placement Amplitude, m=4 and b/t=40 Plate)
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Fig.10.12 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Experiment: (a) Normalized
Lateral Load - Lateral Displacement; (b) Normalized Lateral Load - Axial Strain
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Fig.10.13 Comparison between Analytical Results by Other Models and Experiment:
Normalized Lateral Load - Lateral Displacement
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