TARELHBNREE
=287 2. 1919478
6] X1

RIS T3 % I TEERAE U 12— IERR IR E ik
AN EFFICIENT NONLINEAR DYNAMIC RESPONSE ANALYSIS
BY USE OF ADDITIONAL FORCES

1. £Eane&

WM ERFT 554, FOBEMCHAR TR
BEMZA2ZL3L{iThhs2LThS. BIELLT
B, ZOX)IZHRAh ORAEEY BRY & LIcBiER 2
XLV, BEmhicAE T sRH, BHE, WHOBRR
7 ¥ O METE, EIXRERERD KD & iz
EBETELHTEZ 20 b2l TELENS X 52
BEPEZOND. Zh b OEIEIRA 7/ NG I R
LD HFE ThoTh, BESKZ S (=system
B) ot~ MY v 72, BEHEMESE K 25A IR
i (=system A) 2 DL FULEOHE L LE
L%, BT, system A OERBLATWS A BT,
FOROFE (oé 21, 3RS cIEmt~ Y o
7 A, DMEECT BEEE, AEE—-FieE) 2FH
LT system B OfE% HHICkD 3 MIER BRINT
(/\51)*‘3);33.

ABFIER, ZEARO GEEY BREME TRk 58
&, system A DIRE 1255 BETHETS Z ik
D, system B OISEFHEICRD IO L TBL0TH
. ZOFENEE T, system A OBEICHE . TEL S
NEES %, Fliesth (=FHnshdn wi@kL, o
S 7% system A [ {ERIEET system B o &R
DTS, ZOFNE I X, system B et LTk
DONTHBEX D<) o 7 2DOKEER, BESHE
DB BRL TWBDT, system A D=+ Y » 7
ABEPREVIZE, EEER IS WE RN
BHTELZTHS 5. ZZTiE, £, system A OF)
Frth & FH LC system B DBIIEE #3R0 5 HpE=
BEANTWS. R, WS R0 2ETEEMER
TACRIETER L S L SEPEIREE & system B Lz

* IERE TUE JURDRGE W S T ;E:71<i§5:EZL‘%/F3J-
= ESH TH RAKFHIT LHEEL AT

A BB AR - g
By Yoji MIZUTA and Itio HIRAT

T, EEE LIS CERA L Tw 5. SHEHE
Flcik, bI AR LD HIF, LEOHWHM BB
W o P BA EREE L THIBIEIRE 2R T b . AR
Ti, FESHE LT, Newmark 0 f &' & HNT
WED, MOBREMED T ERNTH L. 2. ©¥F
WROFBBIFEBOMBEIZAIT 2 & 9 KERHiz>W»
TIT-» T3, 4 OREFE ¢t IR W -
Tn5.

2. & B K

T FREEMEROBIER (=4E2k, AEED 2
MY 26k B o TR 5.
A TIAMERT 2RSS B HEE A ROEE A
e bV u s REFRTBE,
MW CWAEKW=F o oveieeneceiarineannnes (1)
Ehs. Tz,
M:ZgE< ) v 72 CiggE~ ) v A
K i~ brY w22 WiindEESY b
W:gERY L Wk y M
F:5h~=7rn
7 (1) & Newmark ® 8 & BT ERIC fFniz &
ED n BEATOEEE, (n—1) HATONELE
RBLT, RRLVRDBZEBTES.

W= AF,— B, eererreeeiniiinenann, (2. a)
W;z:Diz+l21" Wn
ho, o, /

== Al’n*éb’n’f'ﬂn .................. (2+b)
W’n:E”+,§}lZW;,

=Ph*AF,— 5B, 4 F, oeerernnen (2¢¢)

-
ZZiz,

1

A:<M+g(HﬂHK>7



BJZ:A[C <W¢171 + *}21‘an1>
’}"K {W71v-1+}LWn—1 + <‘;’“/9> hZWn—x}J

D, =W, .+ B} Wi

E, = W,,,l»‘;-hW',,»1 + <§ —ﬂ>h2Wn,1

F,:n BRScBT 550407 b
W, W, W, 0 ZRZH, n BERSICRY 5 imE
R by, HESRY R, BT by
hox 2 2 T PR
B 006 1/2 £ CORTEILT B T A =4
%72, 405 F+4F PMER Lz b & 0EEHFELAB LT
Newmark @ § iz k 2881%, 30 (1), 3L @-a)~(2-¢)
&R
MW COW+EKW=F - AF - eeeeeeeneeenns (3)
W,=AWF,+4F,)—B,

Wom b A, aF LB D)

W,=8h*AF,+4F,) -8B, + E, --(4-c)
LRp¥ s, MEMHOEREE AM, HitkEls: 4K
15 L, system B OEHFHERT KA TRLED.

MW CW+KW=F—AM(W—Wy )

—AEK(W— W) reeemnerinmnianenn (5)
Z .z,

AM  BEOBEREFRbT. BLL i HE
TRWSOMIERBEREE LD, MEFE
KTH5. HEOBEMCHLTED &5
%, WK L TROBEE L.

4K : Wi R RbT. B LB
TEHEWDOARICERERE L L, WIXEH
FTh 5. RiEoBc L CRECTS
Fhb, ML TRADHESE L.

Wara : BEBCEOIHESRY b

Wi : BRI CRF OB 7 by

H (3),05) oikEkL D

AF = —AM(W—Wiya)

—AEK (W —Wg) «orermrrreeerennnninnanne (6)
K 6) OEFREHETS L 2NN 4F 2ED
HZENRTEL RO, N @ra)~@-) IZRTEEN
ORERNT, BERDOEEEZRDDZZENTES. 7
AR TLR 6) BRITHRETTHEND,

AF = — AM (W, — Wy &)

*“AK(W,,“‘WK) ........................ (7)
X 4-a), (4c) B ERIZWAL, BHT B L,
AF = —{I+ (AM--ph? 4K ) A} !

PGRE R

X {AM(AFn_BM—WMA>
-+ AK[gh*(AF,—B,) +E,—Wx]}

Ligh, T, AM, AK ZR— O IS LT A
F5 L, 4M, 4K O3EFETH, FEE ORI
BRLEbOLs. 2wz, EX TR
AF, $EE < Y v 72, Bk~ LY v 7 2ADFFFIR
BLRICFARY b Th BH, BESMNCEYT 52
FOFEREHZCHIBERTH L. ThHLOFREREZI
DERWIEREROR LY BB RHSNIZEIN T b E
4F, rEbiE, 4F, FRATRO NS,
AF = —{I+ (dM-+ 5h?4K ) A}~
< {AM(AF,— By~ Wy a)
+ AR [ph*(AF,—B,) -+ E,— W1}

AF,=—{ T +-(dM+3h*4K) A}
mx1 mxnm mxm mxm mxm
X AdM (X~ Wiara)
mxm mxt mxl

- K (8 X, E,— Wi}

wm X mxl mxl mxl

IT: REED mxm OB~ v 7 A
K (9, 10) o 4M, 1K i zhER AM, 4K 55
FEROH 7% BT LAEROTES 1T~ 1V v
7 AT, ZOKE SHEERSIC BT a0 (W) &
M U750 E b >, $ic, 22 CiREEER 1M, 4K
PR—EHMICELD EEX TV DY, FBEREFD
AM, SR BRI £ O BB S 5.

gﬂ ﬂ n ------ a
AM= UAMU} .................. (11-a)
1'0 e
¢ d
u'o.o ------ a
4K=| 04K 0 y T (11-b)
P

LB oa, b FEERE - THEE 3 1TLF0R
MERBETL, m 3 4M, 1K OFFIORE S 2%b
. A3 A BT, 4M, 4K O FEEH 0T LF
CRIET 2 BR ook v Y v 7R Thsb. £,
B, E,, X,, Wy, Wg 15, 1M, IK O&FHIES
DERNLRZARZ FATHS. X U OFIKELT




S 3% v CRERAL U e — 3R B AT

WABIHIZ, FTAIOKRESERLTWS. LEB-T, &
10y @ {I+(4M~+5h*4K) A} 13 AM, 1K 0F7F%
BLELWRESOW~< MY v 7 2RFHEERS. K
i, system A OFBELEEHFO KESE LW~ b
Uy 7AEERITHY ZLIZL Y, system B o8 %k
DL LNTED. Efe, AF, CEBHREMA THHR
7 F, DRESIZELY 4AF, & 6h5. (EEE
DIEEL, ROFIETKkDBZ N TES.
,—%Eﬁ; 10—, U-a)~(4-c)-—

l, (=4 1)

3. HEBIEISEAMT~DOER

PV IR IC BV T, WM T o R i
ERR L 7 VR CoORME~ SV v 7 22 VTR 3 4
B, —FRIHLERT WB L5 THE N8, = 27T
T2 OFIEEBE I, BERTORME~ M v 722
ARSI E DT, R ToRE 2Rk 534
ZoWTHRS. Thbh, WiER» S5
L X OETIIREIROEIEBEER L A LTHEZ S
ETBELDOTHD. JIFMICE, TR S BRI
U7z & & ORISR & NS & L CEE s
BAL, WEMEELTHENMLEII T3 L0THS.

Eor s 2 Fig.1 12573 X 9 4 Bi-Linear #l
ETnl, Witk< Y v 7 Ri%, OA KR, BC K,
DE X#T K, EAB [XFj, CD Xfi¢c K+4K LT
KoTIENRTES. BEE» SWERICEVw -7 L &
DIMEZIRE 4K LRoT LR TE 5, WiE
DEZEEALTHESEDL LN TES. Thb
H, WIEIZBNWT 4M=0 LBV iEaIcE L. Wik
Wiz B gL ERR

MW CWaEKW=F eeeeeeeeererieareennannnn (13)

LFEOED. 7o, B (AB KD ToEBHRES
&, WA 4K, EHRFOTH (e, Fig. 1 1)
BROENR7 W vk W, bT5 L

€p strain

Fig. 1 Hysteresis curve of Bi-Linear type

MW+ CW+ KW+ dK(W—W)=F ... (14
ERbESD. T2z, 4K FEME= MY v 72 K O
BERUAREE LD MY v 7 ATH B, WMEERIzE
LMt T 2 EROANIEEE L 5, fudd~
TETHS. X A, D) X (D, G) DLy,
R TNEHm IR TRbE 5.

AF = — (T4 gh* 4K A)~

XAK B X+ Ey— W) cceeeneiinnes as
WE LRz, 4K ORBE (=FEHN 5231725
BEBDIE) BEELT
4F = —(I+ph*dK A)~
X AK (32X, + E,—W,)
®E5. X 16) Foo 4K 1, 4K o BEE O
BB BRBITEFIFIM DR TE- 2~ MY » 7 2
ThH. Tihbb, MERIZE - 2T 3%
D (=W, DEFE TS LwkEEL > Y v 2
ACHB. LichioT, 5 U16) o (I+shaK A~ i3,
AK O= Y o 7 2RI L0~ MY o 7 AHE S
5. Ein, W ZEMERRIZIZ o 72 W OBHERR O
FRBEOEMRY P ThHD. X (16) TR A
kS AF, vk, Fig.1 o AB RKREICERT 3 4ot
J1THBHA, BC KE, CD KR, DE R, EB X[H
oW Th, FROZBX T AL Bl R TF
5. UTezofRortiit.
st
OBC X4
4F = — 4K (W, W) e, an
T, Wy S s (Fig. 1) 12 5175 B
B (=) TOBEMN7 FT, W, LRSS
b5 IO BAEHER EECRED )7 s Th
5.
oCD X[H
AF = —(I+ph:dKA)~
x AK{sh*(AF,—B,) + E,+ W}

ODE X

AF ;= —dK (W + W) oorereeneenniennianne 19
22, W, i Fig. 1 @S w8135 D
H(=¢,) TOEMRY M AT W, LELVEREE
{LoOxR7 ML THB.
OEB KH

AF = — (I+ph?dK Ay~

X AK{sh>(AF,—B,) + E,— W}

) AB KR F—0R T 5.
H UD~Q0) o W, iF, X 16) F oW, |



' A - S

LLDTHA. Table 1 Area of cross Table 2
section Mass of joint
4. HiEstE member | 2fca of cross foint | gamsss
-3  7-9 50.0 2 0.45
SREATOMEHT 2 F 7 Ao, R -2 89 30.0 3 1(3)-22
. e . o b i e S 2-3 7-8 50.0 4 .
IBSRIT BT - 1o YERSN I, AT RloBRESE 9t 68 0.0 5 13.29
BRI B R RITS VL 5 Ic—ES S (Fig. D & 3.4 67 30.0 6 0.64
= — . 7 13.09
Lo, SBMECCHIME~ R Y v 7 R BIEVEL, 20L& R 0.9
4—5  5-6 50.0 8 0.45
DOENL, B, IBREEOHIGRE L LTOREERD 5 — 4-6 50.0 9 6.45
T EAREOERF S, 260 (Fig. B), 45 )
47 (Fig.T), =HEEEE (Table 10) &5 2> T/ - T Table 3 l\atural.frequencms of
N truss bridge (model 1)
W5, AL T Ha) . T:ble t4
. g ‘ ember stress
g Fig. 3~3% k_ﬂ—\‘/"— 2 ‘ natural | 2 ! natural by dead load
T: 35N kT 21EE ! frequency ‘ ‘ frequency (kgfem?)
S L LT 1 3.654 | 9 | 66.012
’ %f < Pie.d 2 655 | 10 71.618 ~ member  stress
Tna%, Fig. 4, 3 9.028 | 11 | 72.348 34 | 23
5 0~ Az 4 12.819 ‘ 12 ‘ 82.627 3—5 —303
= 5 18.617 | 13 87.08L 4-5 ‘ -131
5 tme | WCIE, EHEREE 6 | 635 “ 14 93.469 46 554
DO ELL 7 1 32.577 ‘ 15 ‘ 117.159 ") comprassion
5 8 ‘ 42.734 |
Fig. 2 Step function force WeiR12 Ok O * order of natural frequency
3 %

RIMEE WFho & F o BnTh BHERORIED 0.1 4-6 MDA SS 41 THOMENL S5 50 TH 5.
&L, HEIESReERE 12 Bi-Linear &l (Pig.1) &L
TW5. F1 T Hdkks b Wk 58 (Fig. 1 ©
A D DML, MM ORBREMEL VT TS, Bk Fig. 4 1254 19 88 7 245 (A 6.5m) D¥EMH
B LM B A (Fig. 1 © B 4,
D &), & oiciioms o Bisic B 5 A . s /R ; 5
(Fig.1 0 C &, E ) olEx, #HE ms

(2) E7) 2 (Fig. &

IR T
I BHEEFERCTNEY. W, W, i g
FNE NBRIR LT B o o R iR o S
AL, BREBIBZEM<Z PVTHS. T
&
(1) E7)I 1 (Fig. D
e 1000-0cm « 4 = 4000.0cm g
Fig. 3 (@7 98 b7 AMED #E5 6 i
E=21+10 kg/em?

K ENTE Z, 80t DRF v 7 MR
ICEE T . AT v 7IIIR ﬁj Fig. 3 Truss bridge (model 1)
AL TWS. FRFEFEOL S I [ H R
(hy ODR&E XL, BOREME, fiL =3 = P P P 0 ) P p p P
HEhOD, HEShE S I | |1 | l ! |
LS nIcEM DR NERAR 2 4 5 7 8 013 % 15 47w

N e 2 2 EL A - Mo\ N Mo~ M~ My Mo~ M My =~ Mt~ Mg, M~
(TY kA ns. itEifv G 4 LN 10N C\ JAR @ 16, \C\ i r
7= Newmark & g # (8=1/4) T £
[, h=0.002F (T/4.3) & LT g
W5, Table 1 [ZIZE4F o W i 53 mséj '“9:) ”‘wz}; “"1‘5\1; Mg -
B, Table 7 (it HEIADOER, | 1160.0cmx6 = 69600cm q
Table 3 (2 Z[E B HEE%, Table 522'7’106kg/cn—§
4 I EERMORMEC L5 Probidhug  0=6552004g

MIEhERL TS, -8k Fig. 4 Truss bridge (model 2)



gk J3 & B TRRL L 7o — IR I B TS
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Table 10 Comparison of C.P.U. time

Elasto-Plastic Elastic Difference
(a) (b) (=@~

ol 1 | PM 3M 6S 2M 56S 108

mode ‘ RM 3M 8S | 2M 56S 128

model 2 | TM 7™M 23S | 6M 43S 408

| RM 8M 198 | 6M 438 1M 36S

Wl 3 ; PM 10M 228 | 9M 208 M 28

T rM 1M 33S | 9M 20S 2M 135
PM =Proposed Method RM =Reanalysis Method

M=minute S=second
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