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Table 1 Buckling stresses and modes
under several stress state

Buckling
mode

Buckling
stress

Stress
state

(o)

188.3
(KPa)

190.2
(KPa)

95.0
(KPa)
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Fig.1 Comparison of buckling stress
between analysis and test
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Fig.2 Interaction of buckling stresses between
axial stress and lateral pressure



EARFRESIME R MEES CPKB8FIA)

4.0, =0, =0F02L725 L EHIEHEEINES 5.
RN RIL, R TERETEVD T L BRT
5, 2RI, BREBCILDSFITERT S LI
5.

3. ZMISHTOROMEERE

EELE I TR AR RCE U, AR,
BEE lecm ONBEEY LY > IAETEDS. Eh%
NEKTHEL, 227 by —TENEHEFEHE
ETERXIEE BET %% CHIER D 2y x w8
7= GE1EE). BHBERICIOEEDbANRELE
A TEMEP L, RITEI S OERECEE
LTRBOERERVELT 272 (B2~5HB).
BHGRAOENTE, MR % Table 210RT.
Fig.31z, Bifsh - S FmAermiEme =y, 28, K
EFERESEREEOMAREMIBEEL T0E.D
KEZER S BEE BOBbARFEL RN
ExEHC K DR L = KIEERRE R 28N
TRB &, BRI K DS AN 548, B
LWEIETS &, BirbaoRE (HITER) ok
DES MR T 5. @QKERER I REBOM
HERE G & EF ISR, AKE D IR I K
DB U BRI NW I s, £
TSNS KEEZEL SIWRZES S 2 i
DELL AN ARSI, Flgd %55, )My, RENT
R ERT . QONIE &8 h 2 FRF 2 B RO R
BRI S KEZZUSIWERER KD R
ENDEIICHAZLD. ZOBRRIE, BISRU BT
BLEa< B,
ERTHRONEAEOREE S, Fig.l TRT.
Hh G, TSR S ERERIIE<B iz, #&
ERIZRENMER T 3 SRERH ST 2 &%
RLTWS,

4. HEME

LB =ReF Bﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ%tiﬁﬁﬁ%# 5T
ZEOXEERL, HERERRIC K D ZRICBIEEBHT O
BRI ZEE L. AUE T, BRI 5 OREIE
TARRLETEET, £, ZBME, ER5EC
HRBEBITREEBD S, SHEISITHRF L.

LEW

DR EEMEET Q2 Ya—FICk2E8
BTHHAET -6-B), HHAE, 1974

49

Table 2 Dimension and

Material Property

No. | D(cm) | Lem) | E; (MPa)
I 1.013 13.25
I 1.012 13.12
I 1.010 8.20
IV 1.009 8.26

D: Diameter L : Effective length of rod

E; : Initial tangential Modulfus

o : Tensile stress (MPa) ¢ Axial strain

o =-422.763 - 308.8¢2 + 56.4¢
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Fig.3 Load vs axial displacement relation

(Specimen II )
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Fig.4 Deviatoric stress vs axial
displacement relation(Specimen I )







