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1. F

S

RO Y OBBUEREE BHEBOHEID S L L
HHEIST], PIRIEN, WEROLEEELEZHFEORII
T VEVEBATASETRRIC R 5 TV A, LPLERS, b5
— O RERITY O BEIBVBETROLND LD
0, WER L BERREO—RBEREHA LM
FTAWRILTLLEL AR, Bb@dEs I H B
XD IZoNWTT L ZNbD—BRERPHALMIZERT
WEREWORTIRTH Y. Fhb0 —FBREHL M
L CARRRFARPRERT 5 2 8, BlBEEESBh
BEREOMETEE 2FEO—oTHSH.

HOBREOEE, BELE A5 2 -7 —itBRI LI
X0 B, EMBMRF R b T EER SR RB TR
5. Lysic, BIZBRWEBEDOBERY 7T ol
CORIEE 2Dl D EED =20 R% - e IHERTEE
TEHRDICEIMERICEE RN, RIS v— M4
—~D XY HEOEWIY TIRZF DR U YBIESEEY
207, MEWRY TR YT F ot b BHERE
Ben5Y. BEMGEHSh HEGET Y 2o oREi
BL, »OBEEEEERTOTCAT A ~F—DBRER
REES A . Ao BAEE H 25T o
EBhWERRERZ, 57 A —F—BRILILY
—ROBERTERTESZ L ERL, HFARPES
FTEZrichs.

2. "B A—H—DFEE

BM3FED sh, S22 &R0 3 1, HifE

*ESHE TE BARME G BIEEHRE Gre—yux
THRZMESTREYF

H D FRTEOAWEIRTVWARL, BARe YU
ENTVBHDEND.

' B ®
By Yasuyuki AOSHIMA

FEYoMERhEBREE— 2 v b (EEE 132,

4 1 =2 El,
Mocrit=—r ‘/———I_y—EIJ,GJ<1 +'—sz‘;>

1—

THERLNS. EEFOEMOEELERL EHTIX

K Q) FoHEE

L e er s 2)

21 TEEMZ BT - TVnBM.

Aﬁxu=€%\/EQGUOA—Z§g> ......... (3

(1) Galambos DEZFH

Galambos® 32 (3) ¥ ERILOWBIEL,

Mewe  5.564/Dr 578
M, ~ e,-Ljry x/1+DT(L/7'y)2

M, &¥tkE—~2 v b
€5 BROT 2
Dr=J/Ah?
J:i¥ T Fr0hthERK
A BiERR
h: BiEE S
Y ORSIERLRY ¢, Dr i, #BIEBHE
Be—Ay MIBEEED ) O Lir, CHMETES
Zr®ERLE. Dr 3y o7 FRUDE, Lir, 3%
YU YECEGZT2 VD ThHS. Galambos OF X
BBIZFEORG A — 7~ EESERICBEY, Z0
TODEREREEET S L 5 R TOBER TRV
NG A= —% Lir, KBALTEREBEREIRTS LW
Mz - TREEGENEDS. ZhERE LW SLE»
LRBLBEVWZLWETHSS.



(2) DIN ¥ AISC OEZ A

DIN ¢ Blatt 1 @Ef7 5oV L7 =70 15 8HH
CBLT 5l % b ) o B YRR _
DIMEL R EOBER CRET 3 X 5 #n Tz,
fv—bﬁ F—BIO@R ) TiREVERE 52 5, E
H B0 Y T BB ER 2 P+ 5 =
L&Dﬁﬁﬁfﬁm.AEO”T B—HEALT, BE
WY OBED de Vries® ORR LU AXLBHET 3.
IsizLTwWa. FThby, LF & Lhjbt 0BOB®
THEEZHAL, TOKEVH 2 ERILO BHTH
5. Ldl, Z0oELXFIMEC L - CEEBHERESED
55 REER.

(3 Nethercot DEZH

Nethercot'® ) 13 %7 ORUYVENE, £V h
UhlEokizEB L,

. L;?J ....................................... (5)
BRBING A %ﬁz@%ﬁﬁf@ﬁtkhﬁﬁﬁﬁ
&£ DFE, BRES ZHL, FEBRCX S2VWER
a(R) BEES &,

Mcrit:d(R)—I];—\/EIyGJ<l+—;~{;> ......... (6)

ORATERICE B2 L &FL, ML OWE, EREHT
» a(R) OEEREFRBLE. Lhrl, HEMRick
WTh A5 A—F— R OBEPELTHDPRMIE
3. Zhix, Nethercot ﬁ%’ﬁ%fﬁbf\/‘éi5il,
NTF—F— R CREBEEOESY FRET LN
TERWILIEXS. EE, ROPINEZIHTIRE
BEZHERL, X6 OBEIALELRS. LIAN
R TEBMEEOIENY & RFTERWVWZDIE, ROEE
BAGA—2— R TRETERVLWS REERH-.

g R

(4) Djalaly OEZH

Djalaly® 1, &z bhizidb o BEEE BhIEER
Mcrit Efskbby gﬁg'ﬁﬁ’\wﬁgﬁc:%‘i
M, [

E:ﬁ——m—‘}‘; saneeereesissssncenne (7)
_ "\ Meoze)

crit
RARNTHEERhWERE— 2V M, 2BET5Z L
BHRELL. T2k M, 3¥EEE—~2 b, n,m 33
B, ERE&MrXa2EETHS. R EENRY Tk
M, ReMEe—2 2~ My iz, BWi) TIIEEE
&manﬁ#éfﬁbé PRECES D) OBER
BB 2, m kB, EL, XD ki, nm
‘f_ﬂa%ﬁmﬂwiﬁﬁﬁéhénn\mn Djalaly DD
KA, ETFREEZEENCRORETRbRVEE,

FORREL, L7 .

B

KD icnF, nFBRA > TTHERLL
TRVWETH 5.

FU LR

(5) Kitipornchai, Trahair OEZ

Kifipornehai, Trahair® 4, ¥TEHEZLNZIEVOD
S B NERE Mo & BEMCERD, ThifE
BRI BNERE—

Avbh M, 2FESE ok
fReLT Fis. 1 B8, e
£l cozF | (;——./ﬁ

D iz EE, M/

Meeit BRGA—HF—
BT LI W s [
BTOFTRTOIEY O
BRIZ BB S—ARD
M THEBCER SN AL, BNEDHZHETOW
ERSCIbRVWERBMRIELNLATHZY. 0
EZFORED, ETEEBRTEEMICRS 2T ER
BRVWHTHES .

Fig. 1 Proposed Curves by
Ref. 4

(8) BEERKOEBAA

Young' 1%,

L / 3.75<$>2

[+
ALT= o = 2 :
14307y %/ <ri> +3.75<—f—> <1.1+

¥

_L£>
60 7

RAEEBNHEREEREEL, ThEATA—F—I0&
A CRER BHEE B R T, BRRET, WETE
RO BEERYILAERTILERTER L.
ERer Nethercot!® 13 17 EEOHFEIL>WT 27 T
BRESREERDZ. Ly OBEEHE D~ &Y
X —HEATYBE L I Bbhs. —F,
Nishino, Lee!® xR UEEN S, & 1) O M 23
-2 s M, 225392 ME BBz LE
JF%&%%IHEI:I:,

Kasemset,

M,
2k,

JE ;(UG+GEJ
é%%b,tTWK MM, Hlhic 2 %B~ERRE
5, BEMRE—RILTEDZ LR L. 4 508HE
ZOWTHERITW, ZREHRFELTWS. 5L, B
B HOEEIIE 2 Tz, Lindner® 12z L A YR
ﬁﬁk,%mbﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁttwﬁﬁlowf i

BIEBNEBET— X8 M, s EHE L. LE
BoOMME L O,
L
1= o



FERE H BT Y O SHEEAR

BR5A—F—BAE. SEFOBSIE, @ D
BRAIOEMOBE X2 BIEE ZRTE, Kasemset,
Nishino, Lee &% 2 & FIE & 5. Lindner O B
i3, BEREL ST OB L OFEIZ >V T LR
ETE3ZLeRLi A0 RAKETS. Lindner 0
BLHORRIHE, HERRGEBRED L, 2OV
L, kR hide bk, —RicZOHEZDAYL
FTHBLNWIETHD).
EHOMBMY I, AT A—F— I RIZLDHDTE
B L7c®ix Massey'” Th 5. Massey & 24 @J}ﬁ?ﬂ%
ROBRLEET 58 L/L, LIRS L TSRO
ORI T LI b o2 kPR (T B ENTES
Z L %57 L. Nethercot? 3MAHEERS L/L, ©
BEFEC Lick Y, BIEBREBRECK a#ﬁk@%
Eiz oW THDEREZ T 7.

AHFETHEARG A=~ LIL, X&KL, %@ﬁ)ﬂfi
ERT.

3. EFXELEBhERS ﬁwﬁi

5, B LEARNR AT TR S g
22 2—izo5nT, LiL, D5 A —F—DBERE
ATHHILERL, —ROBEREZERTS.

H Q) ZBRNT My Dbz M, 230w T L
COWTHEEET L,
2|

x/EI,, GJ__ < )
M, | 2 M, 2 M,

Lo=rxm

................................... (12)

IL>I, 0x5i 1 %‘Tﬁ'ﬂi r=1 TH 35 HEE T
r>1 k5.

1.____

L, 3WE & BREHBE 2 bhiuli s s, —

B EEMIERIEE R TV ADT, EnbizonTik
HOMUD EEE TS L, 2RDTRNWTRICL
THIERHOBEN LW LHETIERRIET 5 TH A
5. Table 1 23 —r v S FHFEHIZOWTD L, ThH3.
B BN EEEORIEICIY, 72 Tlhic MJ/M,, i
LiL, #@%.

M, B TR TEEDBE S v S hlck o7, &
BT 2R B ORBERE 2T T 5
BES w75 LB LIER, ThEBEBNEROR
FCHBRER Le. BRI T T 3B 3
NEBEDOEEFEIX, Tangent modulus OF & [E
- THERRS*EHENECES R, BEREEES

3
Table 1 Critical Length L, of European: Profils © <"
s L, (cm) ‘ L; (em)
Profl H |\ oos g To=3.6.  Profll s oae
t/em? t/cm? t/cm? t/cm?
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HEA 120| 766.34| 52.12 IPE 100 | 238.70 | 169.50
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