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Fig.1 Assumed stress-strain relationship.
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Experimentally Obtained Energy (tonf-cm)
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Fig.3 Comparison between analytical and
exeperimental absorbed hysteretic
energy during experiments.
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Fig.4 Comparison of damage index
obtained by analysis and
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Fig. 5 Moment-curvature relat,@onships at
each section of the bridge piers.
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Fig.6 Damage index and hysteretic enecrgy
according to amount of epoxy resin.
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