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DEFLECTION STABILITY OF BEAMS UNDER VARIABLE
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Fig. 1 Tllustration of Shake-down Loading.
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Fig. 2 Failure Mechanism.
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Fig. 3 TestSetup.

Table 1 Sectional Property of Test Beams
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Fig. 4 Stress-Strain Curves from Tensile Coupan Tests.
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Fig. 7 Loading Sequence.
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Table 2 Summary of Test Results.
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Fig. 10 Idealized Stress-Strain Relationship.
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Fig. 12 Non-dimensionalized Moment Versus
Curvature Relationships.
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