TARZRNEBEE
55208 5197948 A
5 X

29

MER Y = VB ORI & O ITHERRAY
LI 2 SR

STATIC AND QUASI-STATIC STABILITY AND IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY
OF RETICULATED SHELLS

D S i N

By Yuhshi FUKUMOTO and Eiji MIZUNO

1.

it

WEIRY = M8, N 2BEEoBEl, KA
AT dIT, —RIZIEL B SR ABERATH D
2B, BEHOBEOCET 2B BEBL 50, HE
HOZEME T 58, 2rTiaANoER0 L E
THETLREEE (BT 38M0o4 0 7—EBREE
—ODEED REERS), 2EER (—HOHL0 &7
ERDVARCOER) 72 ¥ OREEHFITHT 2B
VELEIND. PR ET5RERY = V48, &
ey = VBT, EREREICE 2 2 REORE
PRIZEURTH D7, BRI 3RO RM ALY
Hlzhs.

HERY = MBS ORNRESBITICBY T, BRE
BB X OCLEER T 2%, SEicBE R g
FHBSRAT S, SMi/Emity = Vg Ririz 1%
FiEe Ptk v fibhTns. Wright'™ ik, ERY
2 VEBEREY = VICEEMZ, SMY 2R, Sy
= VEFEX, ThOLOBEERREED von Karmén,
Tsien® 1z X 28 Y =~ L BERUICINA UTekER
DRFEIT> TS, Ei- Lind® i, KEBSHNE
Db ETORMERREREL, BHEREEZTET
DEEROKEL BB LT3, &bic, Wright,
EE— XX Aoy HE  (snap-through
buckling) %4 LiCAHMERERZREL TS,

TREORBERY = VI B B ORI,
ASCE @ 77 2 BEEREAIC X 2 WBFEAREY Y i
IELYOHATRY, AEEYORESR, W, LEN
&, BEL BROSmSLIEEMICERETNS. L
LA, BEOLZS, ShMERT 2L L TOEE

* E&H PhD., I AHBAREE Tyl ks

w FEESE I ANBAEATREL B B GR
1 Purdue R2EREERBES)

Aguilar?

IR K- n HIEOTHNR X UBINEERITS F— 20 EE
TR RIE TR LI AT RIER R Y =
BEOBHE R TELHTHR.

By ORERERED 5 R E L ZE LI
JERE#ERNT 2, Thompson'®*®, Budiansky?, 248 L
JUEED 9 Bz k- T, HRAEFEOBEEOBITEZEL T
TR ERREI T REESTE STy
3. AR 1k, Thompson MIFEH #HAWTEIFR K
— L OBMEREIET S EERIT T, BEREABIT
FREEEIC BT D HAERENCOW TS L, 0k 22) iz
NETOZIDOHFOWED LVE 22— FELHTN5S.

BT © 1%, Budiansky, Hutchinson®'? iz kb
BERTE b2 5 TR BEEX IS,
Thompson'®, Britvec® iz & D HIHIAREEET 28%
FOSHERENE, SOEENE 3 XU step loading
TCOENEENED T IMELRIET 2 EHEIERTE
(quasi-static F 7% astatic buckling load) & DR
WS, FHE - D - B 53 EnREERE R
FIZ+572% Thompson iz X % MERMERWEDER
EHIRL, ¥ 8, B0, WHROEETEO BRY T
L, ¥IHREEE T DEREY = L 2XR e UTRKIER
WEIT->TN35,

AFL T, Sewell'®, Thompson, Hunt!”® |z
X o THW b B8hE & v CRAZAIEREESL >
D EWHERORE LERAOHHEERNL, RERHE
WTOODARVEEERD, ZABRERRY = LBEY
(VAT AF—2) o BHERLE VTR
LbDTh Y, QFERTE £ Thompson, Britvee
BICX YV EHESH D step loading F T BEEHE
DTRERAET 5 BRGEENE L OBR, @ B
BFE L EHNERTE & RIETVHREOZE o #
., @ ZOROBEROERREOHAE O FHR
EDHBIZOWTERE L.



30

2. BEERE

BEMOLERELZE Y 5 2 CRTPNBSERZETS
BEROFEE L SR THEORFPSLE L 725 . Koiter'?,
Thompson'?, YA, Sewell' 513 HFEAOHEICE
Bk (static perturbation method) % vy, BE mLfE
DEEEHALTWS. 27, BNEBRLREDHITOR
DD LITRIZOW TR B, iRz
@ BEMEHIRETH 5.
@ WERIMEAREREL, RoXan: 1 HEOR
EASA—F— 4 L—RILEE Q; ((=1~N) ik
X -TERAINS.

® WEROHNO YAV LOBR G TIERNEST
SO L 23 ERT 5. 2L EERT 2560
FEREER SR bRV,

WEATA—F— 4 OL LT, n-HHEHREESR

DL DERF VY ¥ L RIAX—FRATEDLENRS.

V(Q,, Quyerry @y, A) wvrsersessoreosaseanenens (1)
L7cih-T, 2 0AVWHERL, =X —-E8RE X
v,

Vi@, Qs
zzZiz,

i=1~N
oy
9Q;

TIT, HEOSIVENE QF®, 4@ B
DEVEDP DO ¢, A Rt oL EL,
VilQ;/F+¢:®, AE+20] 2200 HENWETTFA 5]
B+5. 2LT,

Qn, 1)=0

Vi=

. 1, -1
q: () =4g;t+ qu'tz%* ~3—!qit3+
Z(L‘)——At—{- ——1—-th+ -tha—l-

2! 3!

ERMANICRAL, Bl cBETE L, 1K, 2K,

3R, - OFEFL, ThERN (Ga), @D, oz
roTHEzbRS.
V,.].qur Vi Bim0e e, (4-2)
ViiBi i+ Vi Eit ViBa jqu-+2 Vi g 4
PV Biz=0 o (4:b)
ViiEd i+ VP 1+3 VB4 idn
+3 ViﬂE(q'}-}—i—ijji) +3 VmEﬁ
+ ViiniBdqudi+3 VijpaFd 45l
+3 Vij“qux'z_*_ VimEP:O """" (4+¢)

(Y
(
™

AR« KEF -
oV
0Q;9Q);

<i7 j, ky l=1~N>
R @a) BTARTFTE

VuE """ VxN q1 Vl)E .
[ ‘ } PO S SN S SN
VB Vv dn Vi

Wi, B ¢ & gu (MIN) LBIFIT,
gau=1, pr=0,--
LzRoTH B o M fFHIE

E £ vV 1E

VijE= , Viju :W

g1
VaB i+ (Var B Vg B Vaun® { g =0

Lied. Eir, MATEERRHRI
Vng """ 0 ""VlN Ql Vx}E

OVMMEO gup+i 0 b

V}le---'O-'--VN'NE gn
V,_ME
+ _V}:WME =D} ceeeeeeeerveneenns (8)
VN:ME
kiﬁ%- it (8) J:D {‘j':}z 1~N s
B [V 0B
diuf==| O-TaguFd
in LV 0 ViynE
VME V,ME
X 6 A4 "'VI"JME ...... (9
VaiE Vau®

2% L O EXNO
nig,

RAL, 1 izonTEEt

a=VpZ— (Vo BV B Vrn®

V“E------ - VlNE L[ VeE
X VMME 0 0 (11D
_Vileu--b ------ viE) Vi
b=— (VB Vym®--Vun®
‘VUE ------ 0 Viy® 1 [ Vi
x| 0 VMME 0 ~V;4ME
_Vf’Vl """ VNN Vau®

X A0 BFHHOVAVENBEENE S HETS
TeHICEELRY, a, b DI X > TCERYIEFHEA
DOHBEET - Tnd. UTD a)~d) Tk, RERFITIZ



HER Y = A SR O R b UM IR E I BT B B

X > TRHRBSIECREETMBH 2T, I —KEED
SHEE RN L - TRELTH .

a) a0, b0 DL

FA) XY d=—bla L2Y, R D LY {¢}imn
PRED, B @D, @0 XV Qd), G §) BE
KkEB. ZLT, &K G-b), G Xb, #Hauic
5 g (M), 2 BRES.

b) a=0, b0 DL

R AY X0, 1 OEITEERD, 2DEWERE
BErns (B (@) $F). LaLienis, Z0Ba
® B LBNT, =1 LT, X @b, Ga), 3-
b)Y X DS 2 Xt D {g) Bkwbnb.

e) ax0, =0 DL

A A LY 1=0 273D, 2D AV ARPERA (limit
point) kXN BHBEHLLE @1 () B3H).

wE, & 1D, X 12 oETE»HE 13,04 &
BE,

9E [V, B 0V B 1 VI;AE
gN2 Vi B0 VanE] (Vi
.................................... 13)
0 F ViBore 0 ViyE T [ VB
g,1i4E =—| 0 VMME 0 -—V];/;ME
v E Vg Bres 0o Viy ViuE
.................................... ad
X O I,
A A
£ o / E\\ i

a) b)
A A

E ™ 3 an
c) d)

Fig. 1 Classification of the Critical Points

ik, Sbic 1 ok Baiewici B85 2 kkz
AW UENSS. BEF 2K &R @) 1y, M
B o,
VMjEiij+VMzE./i+ VarieZa: ;505 =0 -« (16)
M 178 2717500,

VB0 Vig PN () [ Vi

VB 0 VynE dn)  \Vai®
V1jkEg,1ngxkE
4 0 (| J an
Vi ieZ: F 0
EB. X AT XY {§}G=1~N) iZ,
Q) [V 0VyE
I
N B L A
V;ZE V1jkEQ1nglkE
X 0 i+ 0
VaiE Vi ixZ: /5 9E
.................................... 18)
2%, KX A8 X U16) RALTEREYS .,
a.i"‘gxiEVi,'kEgl]-EglkE:() ..................... (19)

Xz, aisk A iwTtEzbRhA. wiiT,
A= —gEViiPa, FouFla G, §, k=1~N)

ThBMD, R Q2O O EHNT, A8 XV {§)
BREY, & LIS gvr i3T5 {gidism, 1 B3R
(3-a), 3:b) Xvkbihs.
d) a=0, b=0 DEH
ZOEE, L ERDD I iE, R () LEHE 2K
&K @) ZHVBLERSS. ¢ ORASOEAL
FHEDBE 2T, R @) 0 lizonTBH T3
L,
AR Bl =0 ceererren i @n
LB, Tz,
=" V1150 B0 +2 95 Vi P i
+Vii® G, j, b=1~N)
b=, EV;:F (9, F g E + 9150 F)
+20.:2V;i 550,55,
Cz::gu'EVijkEglegxkE
&0 OEE, 2 DA FITIERPR LR (asymmetric
bifurcation point) & XiXTH2ERELA2ZE &—1©
2. 1k @D &y,

j:__bﬂ—izbj__‘lazc_z ........................ (22
2



32

=0 OBFE, DV ECEIE AT S (symmetric
bifurcation point) & XITHAEESLA5 (E—1(D)
B, 1k @D xv,
A= byfay e erveesronmesieniiienriin (23-2)
| S PR (23+b)
R (22 1T, Lh=—bfa, DHA, L 2R D i
ALT {g:}G=1~N) 33KV, H5 qur lIxtd 58
& Aqitisn, 2 B3 G-, Gb) kvkobhb.
F72, R (@3b) 12T, L=0 0BG, BEE KR
& @) kY, 1T ko3 BERHS. ThbS,
BEE LK, 2RRL ) Bohizk 9,08 BrU i,
=0 & AV THEPHIRR G @) »d 1 izon
TELDBE,
Ayl by 0 veeerrrenintenne i 24)
Zziz,
a,=3E V650 3E 0B+ 005 Vi Bo, 5
by=3 0,iF Vi jnFhy jBgs®
+91iEVijklngngxknglE
G, j, ky, I=1~N)

hI}E V;lE“"“Q”"Vll\I'E —1
W) LV 0V

VljkEg:leglkE
x 0
VNjkEéijglkE
LizdioT, 3 @) XV 24
B by @y weeeereereeeee e (26)
L%, 1=0, I=—bja, 3% (9),18) iIfRAL, {44},
{d: P RES. SIS gu XT3 {g}isn,
A Ba), Gb) Zoskwbhs.
PR REBE BT 5o 0 Aviiig Lok
BRI OSEH - BBEE O TRRE LD TH S,
TR EED B 5 2T AD ¢X (12) TEbESh 3
a, b OFEPREELRS.

3. EBNERRE

BOTED L L COMERIRR L R D, WckET
BENTTENERT5 & 2 0BERAIIEEROES 2
tE5 NS RESTTEMER TS L &, RS &N
ROEDY 2AHNICES T2, XY KEARHNEE
BRITB L, RikdITEEREHSVAVE (saddle
point) ¥ ELEEEEE TS L0, FOREES
PEBEISETEIT. ThARBREEESY L iITh
5.
TR O BE MR 2SSy <R, (ERMEORE

A« KEF

XY BB R EEMERE L 0BREAL» TS
EPBERORERFIOEPOMLELERD. 0k
B3 1% Budiansky?, Thompson'®, Britvec® 5 iz
Lo TIThbhTna.

G RIC ERIEE—EWEY e (ERT 5 580
step loading ® % & T BMNELEMRF 2T, Tho-
mpson (IEERDO LD ERF UV e LR AT — O
B LPPEEREO TREZFIET AHESIZ>NT
ML, ZOWERLHNRERIT»OROOABZ L
D b YERRPBE BT (quasi-static & 774 astatic buck-
ling load) LEHEL T 5.

& bz, Britvec, FHH - JfE - A 51X Thompson
DUEFHBBRE IR+ 5 EHEEIHEL, step loading
TTOBERDOEFRNEEFRELHN OV AR Lo
TREETHEZTVE. 0L &OBBHERSED LD
ERF UV ¥ LT HRAF— (L step load A #EE Shiz
EREOERT L Ve L2 RAX T LWEE L.

B2 iRt L5 7% b5 A F— A OEERICNERE
DMERT B & & ORI 72 b O BIEIT 2 17V, &
RIBEETTE, HSGMEERE, SWEERE L oBEE
BT L. &2k, 0O MR F— A d B S g
AT Rz b o, BB 22 Rt

B3 ik B2 52 F—h #&IC LT HAHE
BRIV EEIT LV Bohi W E 4 TESNEEA
D,, 0BT BB oL 2. ORMERRER
WLORESD oD EVEERL, 3.2t OFETH
Y EVRRALZERRR S (limit point) DOFRK L%

X
433 cm 43.3 cm
250 cm_ 250 cm
A
20 cm = X
8.216cm
z

Fig. 2 A Reticulated Shell



HBER Y = V& ORI & DI ERRECEET SR

Snap-through
—_—

Lo Dynamic Buckling Load Point” /)
—
Astatic Buckling Load Point
o5
Dynamic Analysis
Static  Analysis
o 1 i 1 1 1 I
1.6 20 30 4.0 ) 5o Driem

Fig. 3 An Example of Dynamic Analysis

Y, R% Y BREARE T ENb, 5 DR
S ENEEROFEER step load A, [M] (B
Bv )y Z7R) ELTEMER% lumped mass & L
THEEICHWT, Newmark @ AL 7 —F L bk
IV ERSEREIT EATY, BOheRRBNEERMLERL
T3, 2O SERYEEMEX 2.5t L2 b HaE
EREOH 80% TR AV i~ 3B ER
BRERZLNS. AR DAV EoERT v
VANTEAX - NELRBHO0E/W SERL, Bri-
tvec, FIHGIC X% EHMEEL TH5. B3 kD,
ERNEEMES BNERNEO TRMEL S 252 LR
bbb, ZORBRELERBHSOVSVEBE LSS D
BATIC X B 2 L, BABITLLESITRO LR
3.

4. EATBERY 2 VORERIT

WEHRY = & o EEREX Aguilar), Wri-
ght'®, Lind'? Bz X DS NTWEM, FbhTwn
HMEREIESSICERRCERTS, Wb skE
BRFHTHY, ThINO—FEOH ZIEARED b
L TOYEIREL BEL L EBE OBY), BHIRTERNT
I EbHTHRN.

WE 51, CUES TR F— A 22EER0OIER
BEEBLTHIT L. #ORBRCITEERSE L
Tk, —HIEEONARRE LR VRBIVRFER T
dimple EEHAMN XER LD, £, ZO2EER
FERRTZ AT i B R IE 50T HIMAT AN RO T I
dimple BREFXNBA LD RBEBRESTS 2D, %
IR R OB P EEE L 2 5.

AR TE, Er#EA IR F—L OREMHT O
O, BERE B4 @ IR TICAEEL 2 BHA
BEWIZS SNA VBT REBIE AL, RO

33

Non-Linear

Linear Linear
e ==

6 Half Angle

K Stiffness Coefficient
of Linear Part

A Load Parameter

b) Non=-Linear Part
Fig. 4 Sub-Structural System

VT BIYEEE) # T sub-structural system [ZEFov
5. 3 ARNVEOTEHRGEN 21T 5 /0, BWHHS
% B—4 W) IR TRBIERCE SRS, BRSO
2 ) HnEERE,

) ;
i A
{ql} BL{_P{— =[K.] ‘;1: .......... @7
A i
qn PN/} 2y [
Pi~Py : @M ERT 395
| BTG & SRS L OBER B
S5
L BRTGHSY L IR Sy & OB LS
f{a)]
A A
:RTGERSY L SR AR BB
fir
A EART A—F —
[KL] : RS
X @D ERWCEREES {o~qv} LEREEE
R (@~uy} OERPELZENTES. T4bYL, #
WM {g~an} BHER LA 0B RE BN 4
@, ~un"t BEU @D 12T 2=0, 220 ¢;i=1~N)
LT B — 1 E ozs BT 5 $40 ERE AL
@ ~an'} (=1~N) 2 B3 & EREED (g~an}
LEREAEN @~y 0BT, ERaEokE



34

Xy,

iy z) &b —u" (¢
=4y d ot l: : i Dop e @8
ay iy’ an--axY oy

EROTILBTES., L2 T, X (28) XD sub-
structural system DTG & SRS L0 BRIC
ER+ 517 ¢ i,

E7 AR ﬂlN —1 F7AL - ﬁLN PA
A=| | Pl B=—| i i :
ﬂN‘----ﬁNA ﬁNl--"ﬁNN anN®

L 72 %, sub-structural system FEHTCI, JEBRIBERAGD
2D AEVHEXOWERCRE S b0 —q 24+
.

LEMHT 12 BT B sub-structural system IR
Watr a7z, BED Sizx ) frcfAvohi B
—3 @ Lederer BB & BEHEOXRIZANS.
2, HERELHERBIROLBYTHS.

© B  EXARYE, L=64.28m, HHLHT

i, BIiE?E 9.89em?, ¥ /'R E=2.1x10%g/cm?
de g 9=45°,

e
e
"%"éxe"”é‘ g\\{%
QN‘VA AV, QBTN

AVAV AT
VAVAVAW, A7 30
yAVA dmm%s

RN
TN
S

Fig. 5 Scheme of the Analytical Model

Aty)

s,
2.15¢ SO
a8t ~———=—3» Snap dynamically

Perturbation Method

0.0 1 1 1 4 1 1 ] t

Non~Linear Shell Analysis
by MATSUOKA, et al 20}

A - KB :

@ TWEIREE : £

5.

R—6 2IEA I OSREEIEEN D, LHLHE AL
DEFBERLEZLDTHS. RIZT2EOMBMOIT A
BEERE RLTEY, P,=1.98t L%, EE
2 EWHEBIISEREEITIC L 20 b 67, BIZREE
REF-THD, X AD,A2) ® a, b DEMLEEA
TiE a=0, 6=0 BIUK CL D o0 Oz hd
FERFro k> dimple JBEBRBPLEL THBH Z Latbh
5. 2, TOLEIOMMEKRESEIX 9.8t ThH
D, ZOREOWETE F— 2Bl s8—1HoA
4 5 —FERDORET 2.

Z @ sub-structural system ) LZEMITEEIL, &%
ERIHREST X v B ohiz dimple ERFE Po,=
2.15¢% PHBILGEESEERLTWS.

SR RIRTE AT L BEPT < dimple B AR IC
AL, RERBROBHE B IcLTn538, sub-
structural system {Z X AABIFIT—&SEH Y O dim-
ple BREIEELTWA®, HEREED Y SVl
(B8 ODETHY O &ROZZLNTES.

SR SREEAIE 4 HMERT

5. dimple EEEMDIRET

FEFT T1F, L » X 51z sub-structural system
WX BRI OZLMIEE TR LR, I CIRABITEEL
Lind*™, Wright' 232345 dimple JEEX L DL
R RITY, %, BERE, WETER LR
PSRRI SR K OESBHEBE SICE 2 2B on
TiE~3. dimple BEDMEHCHV 3 BEME, WE
KEBIXUTOL S THS.

® HEHE G5 EXRATEE (0 %),

L=60m, &WmEEH, WaEE A=10cm?, E=2.1
x 10%kg/em?, o4 §=35° 45°, 55°, EH v K HE.

@ TEER BERNELLT, HAD 2z FRACEHME
[=3m o 1/1000, 1/500, 1/250 »#k
zE LD, FEBE ¢ &x BREHO S
ARE R LORTEZS.

s=xfh

Eiz, WMEAEK LLT, BEOHE Py
EROESERNE P LHRLT 1.1P,
1.2P, 1.3P, Izt . RER ¢, & Py &
Py oBfRXY

&= (Py—Py)/P,
THEz 5.
s Dekiem) ® MWERE Kko3@EYEHNS.

P2 = 1.98¢

PR = 245t

Fig. 6 Load 4 vs Vertical Displacement D,, of Sub-Structural
System for §=45°, L=3.214m and A=9.89cm?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

WERB A EICEFER SRER
RT3 @71 @).



HHER Y = MBI OB b N HER R I BT 2 T

35

AP P
ALY
(x2.013t for A) R R
(x1,926t for B) Ih: 1062cm
1.0 . A=300cm
R
8 ™
0.5F
(a) Loading Case A
3 Panels
AP |
i S
0.0 1 1 1 L 1 1 1
%000 .02 0.04  0.06 008 040 012 0.4 &
Fig. 8 Geometrical Imperfection Sensitivity for Loading Cases
A and B, 8=45° and }/R=1/14.14
R
e -\ M (k2.013¢ for &)
(x1,926¢ for B)
1.0
(b) Loading Case B
AP
0.5
R -
o ™\ o.u([ L . .
2.0 X 0.2 0.3 €2
Fig. 9 Load Imperfection Sensitivity for Loading
(¢) Loading Case C Cases A and B, 0=45° and [/R=1/14.14
Fig. 7 Loading Cases A, B 7%, TWEREL S & CHLTEMETHE 22D

and C

WEREDB : RS ORI AL DA EFHENNE

KRR % (®/—T1 (b).

HEREC :
T4 (&—T @)

it O~® o#EHAEIREBOL LItk

EREIT AT - 7. B8 BfEkEAEE B

B, 0=45°, F— 2% R=42.42m, HEER
B, o, AT MBERY = VOB &R
+. OFIB X U@ENZ, MEREAKLIUB
DY ETORNEEALFL, OFfRBLUR
Elix, TR ENEHNEBRERERLTNS.
e, TERE A, B 0 L ToH
I D =R B EETTE 2.013t,
1.926t & €N EEEC LT ERILE
BRI E, MEREEES LY, B
WIBEAER ¢, 2L -Thbs. BH—8 »5H
PR RERAMEIWERE A, B b, B8

K — AL 0 2 WP SR

5.

B9 BAWEAE ¢, 2HT 5V = VORFERE A, B
DY ETOFHRER LR BOREFE & ERE
A, B LIWERE & K LTEBRTH S, EHY

8 L4
1
o
© 35 17.43
1
o | .1 .
e 45 14.14

Per/P&=1- 07965

Per /P& =1 = 1.256%°

e]

Per /PoR1T- 1.7260°

FROBEICHRTCHEERE ¢, Itk kD 00
DIERRAR L LD . EHEEREILE

EREBOFBACESRThTFhickEbs

L s :
0.12 0-14 0.6 £

Fig. 10 Geometrical Imperfection Sensitivity for
Loading Case A



36

q ase)
tr
.mm. duipeo| 10f b?EmC@W uonoayraduy [Gigiteleite=tg Ny A 310
,N. '3 y10 210 010 80°0 90'0 $0°0 200 000
T T T T T T LI — O.D
[ ]

W e e e e e e B g = e — |

Gf3eLI=b=pd /ood 5

50
136274 - 1= /5
ERIAS g //°d
1362°0 -1 =8d /°d
s /
01
2d
=)
V ese)
Buipror] 10} AAnIsuag uonoajrodwy peoT || Sy
73 § . .
£0 z0 1’0 4
S r o= ; 0
——r e —————— —————— ——— ——— —-
S§3L0T-1 =54/
$53860-1 =4/
53880~ | = /Y {50
[}
bic)
By

P =g PuB y 9sB)
Suipeo J0J (7 juswade[dsi(] [EdIIA SA p PROT §| "SI

42820°0 = oizQ
(w3} |zg o1 6 8 L 9 s

Juiod dliejsy m

1o=23 walsAg oajsadwy
28200='3 wajshg 309jiadw|

washg 103134

Al|eojweukp deug -—-———m— 0

s q0¢
AN
4
(v
¢ ose)
FuIipro 10] ANATNSUSG UOIAjIadw] prOT gl T
I zo ro
1 L 1
-—— e — i — —— —_—— e ————— — e ———

S§3L0°L~t =3 /Y
538601 =54 /"d
55388°0-1 =5d/"d

£d
3



R > = VBRI ORI, b I R REIC BT 515

PERERTEIIREERIE o DBS LFEE, v
BEREBOFBRAZE~THT LTS
2, WRERELD & KHLTHRTS
LT LRbs.

B—10, 11 3fERE A 0 = Lokt
T EE I L OVER YR AT E L PR
&, & EOBBRERLTVS. 6=35°, 45°,
55° DR S E N FhO, ©, O,
ERPERR X TT AT ey L
Ths. ZhbDORPL, § BXIC R O o

20

I BRI S L O
TEW e, & ORI 5 FBEIL
DOFBEMERA LS.
iz, B—12, 13 GmERE B 0 =

EHLT, BRI OHERNERIE & ¢, & L0
Faéfn’:&mbfmé. CheDEp»E, HEREBADY »
WO L FR, BB X UOEREELREL &, 6 &
DORIZIE, ¢ BV R O iz ZEERc—E DM
Bt 50 5.

Thompson'® [IRZEEFZOBALERE P, L52E
ROFFHBRE P’ & OBGEo—BRA KA TtE 2
TWa.

PL=P. (1 —Ce?) crereenrinnarriiiinnninnnns 30)
2Tz, C:fRE, e RNEE, 2 BB 0BE
172, Ik 0EEE 2/3 Th 3.

MERE A, B oS XY, FIiRE: L,
TNEhBIERE ¢, WERE &, 229, = B0 »
FEC &Rk, 2ORE C O FHEEFHTR G0
DRI EHIAE D & ’B—10~13 DR EED X 5 |12
%,

37
Y
‘\‘ ’t,
Nl Snap dynamicaily
Perfect System
Imperfect System €1=0.0282
Imperfect System Eg=0.1 1
u Astatic Point
i L L 1 1 \
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Dl ™
Dzlo=0.0282 h
Fig. 15 Load 4 vs Vertical Displacement D,, for Loading
Case B and 0=45°
No. of Nodal Points
13 8 3 1 2 7 22
. 0
__——\‘ T ~ 0.40t
0,81 —mm mmmm = e At .
---'\ e - t
1.32 - = \“ ,; 1.20
1,79t o e B\ O,
Y i - 2.00t
N
w K
D\ I'II
Y -5
L)
\YJ
v
Dzlcrm
a) Loading Case A
13 8 3 1 2 7 22
0
- 0.44t
PRT-L NSRS e * F T ————
- 1,32t
L1 N —— Y T AT —
171t mcmmma e AN /e ——
AN 9es s
_\‘\\7’@;’———_4 1.93f
%
Y
7
DA
v
Dzlicm)

BEEAIE 6, o LTI, Por=P, (1—-1.25¢6,%)
WEAE ¢, et LT, Por=P,°(1—-0.98¢,5)
L. BECOFLEND 9% EHEEEICRT 5
FEC &k, ST 2Rz Z0R, E, T2k

DR TH 5.
BEEEE ¢, oxt LT, Po=P,°(1-0.79¢,2%)
P,,=P.,°(1—1.72¢,°%
TERE ¢ 123 LT, Po=P.,°(1—0.88¢,9%
P.,=P,(1-1.07 &%)
LB,

B—14, 15 1%, #ERE A, B 0BAED =45 ¢
LEORE A L= VEESEEN D, oGy
BRETFERRD €,=0.0282, 6,=0.1 DIPLSICHNT
IRLIELDTHS. _h%0)l75>6:b7¢>>549k, SEde
FRTEEAEIRE & L BEFRIT O b IEFR Ak o
HRERLTEY, %mﬁziﬁﬁooéw%ﬁd%ﬁ
BT e b oF, BERFERER->THD. &

b) Loading Case B’

Fig. 16 Deflection Configuration at Nodal
Points for Perfect System

D XD bR BER T, BEAOEEELTFHT S LiX
DRYVEEETH D, BEIIZENE LR 5T
W 28, KR OB RO B ENERER S 2T,
7k, WG TARZESTR o BT 3 s Fans
M35z L4, %J%K%& LT, D.,=0.0282xA
(h=10.62cm), 2EET 3.

B—16 (@), () ke = VEFRN O 8 S5 5 R
BT LR L. B9, B = v R St
LETOWE - EEMBRERL, SREEEZOHE
BETRLTVS. v VREBEME T, SEEMIIEE
R ETE LT v 348, BRI E S5 1
DHPMEICKE  CIER, £hoFUHATE0L Y
LW iR o T2 dimple THEEIE 2 B ERE



38

B - AKEBF

Table 1 Static and Astatic Buckling Loads

Wright'® Lind!® The Authors
g /IR Loading Case A Loading Case B Loading Case C
P Py(®) Py(®) P ‘
P, (@2) Pyg?(2) P08 Py 2(0) P, (8) | Py ()

35° 1/17.43 0.571 0.286 1.864 0.358 1.079 0.077 1.032 0.106 0.315 0.242

45° 1/14.14 1.069 0.535 3.489 0.671 2.013 0.158 1.926 0.222 0.590 0.454

55° 1/12.21 1.661 0.831 5.421 1.043 3.200 0.269 2.977 0.348 0.918 0.706
BHLNB. 0.258~0.260 &7 9 i /R I EHIRIZBIE—FE
R, Sb1T, H—EPHETIE, C;=0.080~0.079
6. & % L7290, Zhik Wright o ER{E 0.144 L FH1E 0.072
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MBICLT, H—r 2O 6RD, FhEADNK
FERMFICHLTERE P, LTRE P 25Kk v &
ZTWNn5.
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Po=C,EA(IR)? ++rererrrmrioriararinrnenannins 32
ZZiz, €:0.144, C,:0.072, E: v &k, A:ig
MW, [ WM E, R: F—2a3¥E.

%72, Lind® BEELEGE B— 1R L 20EE0
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Cas1=0.019~0.023, BREETIT Cas:=0.027~0.030,
CIREETIE Cast=0.061 L7220 %.

K1 T WERE A,B,C BXUE A 035, 45,
55°) 1z F B Past” B LTHB. B—IT iZ Case
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