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Fig.10.3 Uniaxial Stress-Strain Relationship for Bilinear Model
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Fig.10.4 Comparison between Experimental and Predicted Hysteretic Loops for A
Prismatic Pin-ended Column : (a) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Axial Displacement
u/u,; (b) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Midspan Deflection (v+do)/d
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Fig.10.6 Comparison between Predicted and Experimental Results: (a) Normalized
Axial Load P/ P, - Axial Displacement u/u, ; (b) Normalized Axial Load P/P, - Midspan
Deflection v/D
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Fig.10.8 Loading Programs: (a) Constant Displacement Amplitude; (b) Variable Dis-
placement Amplitude; (c) Definition of Cycles and Loops
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Fig.10.9 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Other Models (Constant Dis-
placement Amplitude, m=4 and b/t=40 Plate)
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Fig.10.10 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Other Models (Variable Dis-
placement Amplitude, m=4 and b/t=40 Plate)
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MEEREAE ; (2) BEBELOMBOBRRBOVIPE I NARC L > TET I BHERC LY |
T hoThh, BILBIAY S (Fhbb, BEMNECAS). coc ki, Fig10.12 (b) «
RENB XS5, B OAB oo B v T 2 c 2t c X W EECE 3. o ciFi T
NEC L, MH—EOFCKERELEVR LIRS 5 C ek ) EMRIRY I 2248003 5 H1E
(ratcheting) #BEE_MEEF v RHFMCHRETCE TR TH 5.

2) —%, Fig.10.13 X 9S4 3 k5, M= 74 (EPP), BENE(Le7 »~ (KH), »IUES
Wibe7 o (H) A FRRKR G, ERERE OCRBEZMEE7 »OREEBL TR
BAhokdbDEAho-TWn5.
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Fig.10.11 Test Specimen UU11

10.5.3 T XRILF—IRINEE

BET IS LD FRIMARD SFHE UBIR TR OLVF — B OB % Fig.10.14 1277, KIS IL8ERT
CERBPRTFVF—8] £ %, HBITIZES A I NVEn 27T 2T ERTAERBIN X LF — it
BRATEZEINS.

_ 1 &
E=—) E (10.2)
By 2
1 .
Eyo = 5 Hyobyo (10.3)

R&OBREIND LSIC, EHFELET N (IH) 5 LOBEBEILE TV (KH) IZRIR TR L F — 1%k
FHIY 5. —7, BEZMEE TV (2SM) ZRBREREWE LT, MMORO—AETRT. RFICIGREL
TR, SELHBWE TV (EPP) IC& 3BT R NF - O FRBRIIEEMET 7L &R LRk
RIGECHERETRT I EDFD -7 Lo L, Fig.10.13 L9ah5 k512, FELTHWMEE 7TV (EPP) i
LHROB LEBHRHFRENLLOTHE I EABEPRLTE &0,

10.6 F& o

BEBREMENFHE TR LBEZREETVE, NAGRERT TS S L FEAP ICHEH 7L —
FLELTMDRALI LIckD, @D BUHELZIIBIID & R I L OSBAER O w0 77 BR 2L
ELT > 1. BEZMEE T /VE LUMOMKRE 7V &R T REMMBITER & RREER & % ks 3
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Fig.10.12 Comparison between Two-surface Model and Experiment: (a) Normalized
Lateral Load - Lateral Displacement; (b) Normalized Lateral Load - Axial Strain
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Fig.10.13 Comparison between Analytical Results by Other Models and Experiment:
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Fig.10.14 Comparison between Analytical Results and Experiment
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