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AN EXPERIMENT ON THE BEHAVIOR OF A STEEL BAR
UNDER REPEATED AXIAL LOADING

By Minoru WAKABAYASHI, Taijiro NONAKA, Osamu KOSHIRO
and Noboru YAMAMOTO

Synopsis

The structural behavior of a braced frame greatly depends on the restoring-force characteristics
of the bracings themselves. A bracing is primarily subjected to the axial force, tensile and/or
compressive. This paper presents the results of an experimental study on the behavior of steel bars
under alternate cyclic axial loading. In the first series of tests, bars are monotonously compressed,
the main attention being paid on their post-buckling strength. In the next series, bars are subjected
to a number of cycles of compession and tension with gradual increase of the axial displacement
amplitude. The axial load-displacement relations are recorded by an “Autograph” testing machine.

l. ¥

BHERAKETERTEH, ROMSFAAOEBL B OFBMERICHY 2 ERICET 2 ROMRER,
HOBRBHZEHPAHELF AOKBMAKBLT, VRN 2ABREICHTEVI v b7V A0EA
BICEELTRIATELYY, HEE NS ARP IS ATHER I L7V —aich0 T, BEHEREXL
TWANKH L CEIRRCERHBENZhOM ARRICET 354K, SIEHOZSRMEOREI—0
TARREABRRLLDOERIVEMMTCRAERERRE ZOROBYBEBRLBEHNETT, o TCOBEF
KREFRERAE2Z0 2B L TESBRABNEETORR, EoENUZEOBHARIREICET 2
HREZEBTILERS S,

REBEEETET— AV BHBAREOBRELKEHERY S & &, BEBHETEOLSRRIE £
R, BEMEZET 20203 CRGEORRELMFANEZV 2 BAOEGAICETICEBERTH S,
HE@ELEHRN2ZT 2 BHBERRAKRESGEN T, ERRUSIRAC L3 XEOHBEERZEL
T, LOXIBBRBEREFRTLEHALMCTILERNS 3.

COEIRBHMOEBIBHMEMH EEMFNENE, ¥VICbrREDBERLEZL-TERAINE, LT
BHRERZELSETENSOBFRARDZCEEZANELT, ERBRHERIEE UEFERZTRY,
ZORRICHLTEREMER 12,

2, = B

21 2 B ¢ &

WAMERNOLLMARORAFEICH T 3 HEITMEL, HBOMESICL->TRRS, TERU
BOWMFRAEBWSRAEMOBEERBHORIRL->TEDLIRENRT 22 E2MBLENHE. ThicH
HEUTrbaE2H2 CEREHOBBHMEREEATZ LCTEETHS. SOSKEMRUIIRIOBREL
MAERL, BECTL2BEBIC LI R OEHOE(EEHT 2 ceB8TENE, BELAFEHZRT S F

— 1 —



372 RRMRBAERFFEHRE 14 5A (1. 46. 4)

256 + {

76

l

Fig. 1 Test specimen.

MTOHEORBUEMREHS LT ECENTEXS,

DEDEEaNMS, MMOFGEL—FREEEE, ThiCEAOFRAKTELERE LT, 20X G2BET
3xO, HRAKOBREEHE ST THIREBELRHL . HRABOKEBR—ET, MEREELIES,
ZUTCEMCEAERMAEZRETIR, BOTEEUNAERETR - . BELMAD KK, EEA
EEIRIIORFEMAEL, 2OHHIHBEMIRE L - .

2.2 HHERUHHOMER
Fig. 1 itttk o~FkBRER Y, HRAKIZEE 20 mm ¢ SS41, FEEFR L DML TUTHIEL 2.
WiEiz-—0 15 mm OESFHEE L, Fig. 1 T | 2L X THEREEZ . IERIEFARFTOD
o7 140, 120, 100, 90, 80, 70, 60, 50, 40 M 9F & L, Steel Rectangular Monotonous DI L FE A2 - T
SR14M, SRIZM---SRAM L MERZ EiCT 5., MELERO S O it MK 120, 100, LIF 10 441 40 ¢

8§, Cyclic D LHE L b, SR12C, SR10C---SR4C X BE 3¢,
HREOER T, RU, b oRDMEEfE £ D% Table 1 jtw7,
KicHBOHEIBEL TR, SIERBREROE—
U3 AR %E Fig. 2 1TRT,
BRI A1 B 2330 kg/cm?, K53 M E 4199 kg/cm?,
DFABRHMB OO FTAH 0.8%, BAMBUR 32.06%
THolzo

23 o % % B

Fig. 3 KM= RT3, CO¥EIIEREK U5
BHEMAEED» SHRBICEL B EEHICERED sttt —s—tig—
MWMAGLEET 2. HBREE—FENTEEHH, i o Straintla
FNCEARTENTE2ERTHS, KRN Fig. 2 Stress-strain diagram.
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Table 1 Dimensions of test specimens.

Specimen | Width Depth Is"gggtrl:l:: Sltb:nde.rnf:ssl B]laxlc;insltiﬁg E:;léi Ex%i?;;?;al Loading
name (mm) (mm) (mm) ratio Load () ® Load (t) Condition
SR14M 15.23 14.96 607.0 140. 38 2.395 2.390
SR12M 15.27 14. 98 520.5 120. 37 3.270 3.326
SR1OM 15. 27 14.98 434.5 100. 49 4.692 4,100
SRO9M 15.23 14. 87 391.5 91.19 5,278 4.305
SR &M 15.37 14. 89 347.5 80. 85 5.333 4,820 |Monotonous
SR7M 15.01 14.94 305.0 70.73 5. 226 4. 880
SR6M 15. 04 14.88 259.5 60. 41 5.215 5. 200
SR5M 15. 26 14. 94 217.5 50. 43 5.312 5. 200
SR4M 15.18 15.02 174.0 40.13 5.312 5. 205
SR12C 15. 42 14. 96 521.0 120. 66 3.283 4.00
SR10C 15. 16 14.98 434,0 100. 37 4.671 4,50
SROC 15.04 14.96 392.0 90.78 5.243 5.90
SR8C 15.21 15.07 349.0 80.23 5.340 5.80 Cyclic
SR7C 15.03 15.12 305.0 69. 87 5. 296 5.90
SR6C 15.23 14.93 260.5 60. 44 5. 298 5.55
SR5C 15. 06 15.00 218.0 50. 35 5.264 5.40
SR4C 15. 45 14.90 174.0 40. 46 5.364 5.90
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EBICHT B MERIEEAE LD - L CEMBRBHERBREAAS—FELORETRID LN,

24 M H X B

(@) BRABWTER : MAHARREL LT3, MELL 140~80 D OICIEBFRFERT7 L X7 —HRERR
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Fig. 3 End-support.
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(b) BEUBFTER : TERBELEEHEL— /5 7RBRE (BKke a2 vE 10t) B3 BEERGHER
BEErLTHOORE,

25 m A B &

(2) HAEMER : MAEBRMERTEL10HMEORBRTRHICL - T3, EHEBRTHE
A—BICRELT, ZhZhoRNELRRKIC, LASEDPHITRD. BAMECETANOMNRBEHE
BREERY > THEERITRYV, BRANECELBRE—B—BREOPBLTE. —HFEEBBAL TS
POMEOHHIWMFAEMBICE SV TEMBETEL THFE S,

() BEUENER  MAEBRT— L5/ 2~y FEHHRTH 3. RRFEINEOHEHA
HHBAEEEZACTARHEER ERANTREM ICEELRET S CEHBTETH S, FERTIHEHAN
HEREHTRNERAT 2, ChR>BFAENEEZEH NS o ATREL, 2hi HRATHBEBR~OAN
LT, BUEELREFEEZHINIC I RB LTS HETHE, HEL L, ERRUSIEROREK
BURICGEL & SCmAKE (BFAEM, &2i3818) 2 HESeRARELURICET 5 TEREM
52, DEAABRTTRMEEDRVCERFUNETEINTIAL Y —R LAy —2 (BLF WSG. &
T) KKBOFTEHEDE EDA—FILHE., HEiHFADH » BHBREEH S ATl EMEn—
FEMCXZMESE X-Y va—s5— LiciEGHxE3,

26 EE M E FH &K

(2) HFRH : WH AL Fig. 4 OUELBBVTEH L7V RCRITY A TAF— U 2RO
TS, COMERKBIREREORETL, MEEREIOBMICHT » 2 #¥ Y FRICEBZEET S &
TV, MBMFRENBRZEOF A TAF - DHEAOEHERS, PREDARRFATLY
=TIk TRY, RRBOBEFBLOEBICL > TNDLEIEERS S ChEF A TAF - Tl TEE
FEETE, OFSONERERROBAOHM (HEFL) L0AM lem O E, ROPREEVT, E
FEBMEOEDORLTHFRIC, B T2RER WS.G 2L THLS. XoCHBA - &hR
F—UOMIic3~2 &1, SEBETERFNOBRICBEOFARERY — 2 /RT 5.

(b) BEUBH : Fig. 4 ONEBEBICL-T, 2HOZE 5 ATEHER- CHEFREME L, #
HiThRR = FETHIAHEOBREERS, DRAbIBRBFATAF—JiLLD, BHEMEL -2 2B
FHICHESLR-T, AR X-Yva—y—tv—r%Ah, WEEHELES,

DFAOMERPIRY W.S.G LY, MAEER @) EALTH3AMERKEPL L, & cyde,
BAEMNR, ROMEY v DR, RETHRVFEY Leycde ¥ 4@EETE, ELTEZOBOLIEFELED
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Fig. 4 Deformation measurement.
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2.7 EBRARUER

(a) MEABFER : SO I RBRBITT MO MM
LEEZMOAT 5, hkEE s PLTH, T©H 150
kgDEME I EMAZ, ZOFRER BT, EHUESE
BEORAET S, H#UELEBORD M, RUKEEH
BATK Y. RIETFEIWZBEKRTED 3 EREOH
NEMEZTHLAEDLRETR > Tk, MEZHET S,
BRAMEBIGES IC>NBEESZ ML, BATHEEE
BUTHERENOSHEERICKD S,

SR14M, SR12M, SRIOM Tt filids B &% R L
Tk FWEMICKES, 415 —HEIGET 2 AR
BEREL, MEREANVTZ2K-> CHEET 5 IREICHE
T3 TCRMUERFHETSH - 7. SRIM~SRIM D
BRETE, MHPHEESTLLOBRAMEER %%
B REA O B EMNT 2 RIENH - THERT S,
ERFOSHEWMERTSE, TELLRELSUES
FHE U/, Photo. 1 CERBORELTFT,

WS.G itk 3094 BEL TiE, RWVH (SR14M
~SR10M) T3 EJRLAATIE, & THMEE, BEERT
REIHEFICE > THEBRICL > TVE, —F, G0
¥ (SROM~SRAM) G337, 55 HULENTH

HFOMBEH SEMBABEEGTL0EAL TR &, HOBHTHEBRDFLOEMNTE &% - T3 RER
Roht, BEHERBEOEEV TSHREHL, TREOMTICLZBHOTENEECTH - 72, WMHAE
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Fig. 5 Axial force-displacement relation for SR12M.
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Fig. 6 Axial force-displacement relation for SR8M.
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Fig. 7 Axial force-displacement relation for SR4M.
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Fig. 8 Notation.

WBTEOMEDK 2% 10155 LT ATEREKT LU I,
PIEBRBO DERE T ~ 2R, T %7T2RHEE
~3WMEELL, TORRE L TOMEMA-HE
MM OBE2, SRIZM, SR8M, SRAM oW
Figs. 5~7 icR"7 . W&ol Fig. 8 iR
Uteo A BEREKOHERTH 5.

(b) #oEU WA - MARBRE R ICH IR ER A
DY, SRt E MOMTAEHRL TR
KHESRT Ty M5, REAUBEBOWD 1,
BRBELTED (COBBRTLOMNRTEDLT,
WEIORAEMRI DB LU LOBREEITE D).

FLaEbeld @ OHEELRARICTE->THLBEBA Photo. 2 ‘Test appratus for répeated loading.
FIHEEBEORBREELREL TR EMMBT S, B
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Fig. 9 Test result for SR12C.
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B, PRAELAIHUELBEYREMNBER L/, HEY R, ROBKEBRIZEL & X CHBF2 Ik
BTW.SGILk20FTHIE, RUFERELZTR . ZOBOEHED 1 §% Photo. 2 [TRT,

AMEEIEARTHER L D#EL Leycde EH 15~200TH 5, ChRMABBOTERBERMBICE -
THBAZZU 3L L 50, BWEBORETEHELRABRBKOAMILL - TREZINS S, COBDER
EROX S CHIESEHRICELTIHAICE, BRUEZANEEREFCHBIZCLILLE, 5K
PHEES—ERREET RO HBANNBERICEV TS, ULEHED, FELEMOARLEI
BUCTENEBEOHHABERCITRbN oz, CDT LiE, Figs. 9~11 it oh 2 k5T 1/2cycle
OEMUBREMES, RELLDOLEBTIHEE L. LHALUBOKRRLUETRIERICESHL,
BELUAZNER CRECHAIBREL —EOENHEEBR N .

B 7o b s ORER R A Fig. 12~Fig. 14 &7 7, ##L Figs. 5~14 T N R0 4l OB B REHOH
MIZCEELTWVW3,

WSG. it k20 FAREICELTIE, SRI2C, SRI0C, TiF, MABRMOEBNMRIEHIFLOBEICEH
VD, BERBRIRFOMTICKZEHEHD FHBEELURBIEL 2EOE{LERL, WEBTRKEHRED S
BTH 7. SROC~SRAC T, MEAMAICH T, SRIC ps—A 5, SR5C, SRE6C 23fd b & Wk 3
ABERUTOE, BRICH -, 20MOHEBTRISBHOFHBMALTERTZCEBR LN K,
UBOBELETODTAORBREFOTA0R, RUBFAANOIHREBHEOHBICLD, ®Wid
WEBFHROVOTHBEOHBIC L - CHEERBHEERL 2,

¥, ERICHT ZBELERIZ 20 cycle #ith & TheW 7208, RICRTEEUZIOVTS, kik, RO
N—TEENTNE, '

N 64+

(ton)

-4

Fig. 10 Test result for SR8C.
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Fig. 11 Test result for SR4C,
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Fig. 12 Load-deflection relation for SR12C.
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Fig. 13 Load-deflection relation for SR8C.

Fig. 14 Load-deflection relation for SR4C.
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3. ERERCOVWTOEER

DTRATRERL ABRBRELODVTDHBRREY, ZhIUNOSDIEL TR, MERRELTED )
M EgRsiLshBE3s,

(@) BMEARH : BAWAR LT, BREOWMFRMERAZILET S &, SRIZM Tk 0.5% 0%fLick
WTERHEDHK 30%, 2HEM CH ISBBELET S, SRIM TRO.TBEMICEFVTRRFEEDOH 25%,
2 BEATH 15% OBF AR BB > T35, SRI2M kb4 SRSM OF BERZ OB AHETRERK &L
Dit, SREM BEREEHIGEVETH S, SRIM TR L2EDEWMFRALEEM I B VTR S RAMHID
50 b OMFRER I BB TEY, 2HENTOLBOHMNERIRHOCLEBFAETSH S,

(b) #RURE : HEBHEA Table 1 TR U 7248, ELALOHREKIOVT, +4 5 —FHER
RERTEIDVOHEVEEZRLTVS, ChIKRBTHECOREREL LN 3 NARK cRUIRLEHILR
W, N—41 B4 (Figs. 9~11) izo0T it 3/2 cycle Ll R KRB OHERZR L T3, SR4C, SR8G,
SR12C, WTFNIEOPWVTHBIBEMBAEMAT, 2MELEEZEL T, READCHLAEMNEFEEL, BELE
BOBMICoNT, 20RFEbOIEBFHTIHEABA S (Figs. 12~148R),

RICTHS SEORREDERBRICOVT, 2R 50MOERAROEL VDR, ERARALEMER
T, BRELOISKFIBHMABERLTOBRTSH S, Bb SRAC p LS EVHTRBEFRA N 0%
fLickBE LT, BiFRAERE 4], ¥ORPRALDLE § OEEHBNEL, SRIZCD LS ILENHDTIR,
N oZEick LT 41, § oBbLickE, 2L T SREC B 2o RERERLTWVS, ZOLS
BERUBRFEA»SIBMNRTAETO, N-4], N-i iRoABEOHEREVWHEGVHOEFR %
S REXOBFNENEOHKROHRELZEDLTVWEERLhE, cOTLFBETHIZ, ©ELEAT
CTHEHOEERBERNE, HMHETOV 42, ROHHMAIROUVF42Hb, BELEHDTHELT
WAL EERLTNS,
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