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Fig.1 Analyzed model
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F1g2 Stress-strain relation of concrete in compression

Fig.3 (3, ##& LTEEL 5 4 —% (R;) &
BS54 -5 (X) O®%, i ERFORAKE
WHE (Hpae), E1RE—7BOHATED 95% fif
B (Hys) EEFD OB SN/BESICB T 58 E
(Hy) EQAEE 12 bDTH B, T, Figd ik
T, e U CTRARTE ST BIKFEDL (6 ),
F 72U Hos ISXIT BIKPEENL (b95) LARHTIC K 7%
BEICEBI AKEEMNEDEE S BDTH S,
Fig.3(a) Tid, ERBORKREHENBEITICE T 58
BMEL FEARREN -/ EARL, JHUTERR
TR EMNCH B 2 EERLUTNS, Figd(a) Tl
FRATIC & B K AT E 5 T D IKEE AR AT B
DIKFEENTH 5 RERMEEFIZ EOS O3 DR
W HN, SRS D SRR & AL A BN TR S
NEW, KFEHENE—7 ZMA RIS 5%
Z, ICFHENE =7 D 95% L5 BHEEEANT
M Uic FigA(b) iICk b &, MATEDEREAEMZ 5
LDOIRRONI, T, T2 ) — MOEMIRR
OFE% 1.0% LT 200ENTHEEELOLND.,

4. FEIVH Y - FORBEEE
a2 — RGN TEE Ui MBUE I O iRy



I—-18

Table 1 Results of Parametric Analysis

Ry p) As le/h || Hu/Hyo | 8u/by0 | Dc | Ds
0.10 1.40 6.63 1.00 | 0.63
0.20 1.46 5.26 1.00 | 0.30
0.300 | 0.300 | 0.200 | 0.30 1.48 4.12 1.00 | 0.08
0.40 1.49 4.04 1.00 | 0.05
0.50 1.49 4.00 1.00 | 0.04
0.20 1.37 1.82 0.17 1 1.00
A 0.30 1.54 4.14 0.79 | 1.00
0.450 | 0.300 | 0.275 g 35 1.56 461 | 1.00 | 0.50
0.40 1.56 4.53 1.00 | 0.36
o = 160kgf/cm
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Fig.3 Comparison of the Ultimate Strengths between the Test and Analysis
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Fig.4 Comparison of the Ultimate Displacements between the Test and Analysis

BRENREMHBEEORILIIG LT, EEYLET—%
D12ELT, avs)— NORHAFER I ORED
BIF oD, T IT, FRICEE Lo i E
L&A DT A —F (REH ST A —5 (Ry), M
B/ A =5 (X), WAMEEL S5 2 —5 (X))
EEETHIET, WEEK, RUCESIEZREL,
a7 )~ NOFHESIERT L~ E LT, KEH
HCEENBFRA RN T 5, BlFEE I A RET
B EICBLTIRBREDTHD, BEREKT LI EE
T30, BREEETOMTRERIZDNT Table 1 IKF &
¥ 5, Table 1 IZHBUVT, ogld a7 Y — MOEHGR
ErflL, EMETEEELTHS, HyoldBIokE
FEAEL, byl 3BRRACERBIONIET 2202 %K
LTHD, EHEoLFE RUEMAEERTILT 57
DIZHNTIND, Io10, Dok DslidEnTna
70— b SOBEEEEERL, SHESLAYBEREX

_367

BTOFEOT A A 1) RUCKIZHEE LIZRRD
FAHTHRLILLDOTH D, EHOMDIBEEN1.0 &
155 1B TR L AT,

5. #53%

PR E UCHIEE L, 2070 — MOE
WMERROT AL, FBRER T 5 2 & TRAEUH
ETHDHI LW TESE, 3V 7 )~ FOFETFIE
BEXIDNTR, BRFO EBRARETHEET S,

6. BEH

1) FMEE %, 8AZKR, Iraj HP.Mamaghani, B
By oy ) — MEHSRICRE U SEUEH O

HOE R AR AP AR DR, T ARFESRE,

No.525 - 1-33, pp.69-52, 1995 410 A.





