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Tri-Axial Shaking Table Tests on Reinforced Concrete Box Shear Walls

Kazutaka Shirai Hideo Katsumata
Kazuaki Tsuda Matsutaro Seki

Abstract

In order to grasp the earthquake response behavior of reinforced concrete (RC) shear walls, and to evaluate
the safety of shear wall structures more appropriately, investigation taking into consideration about multi-
dimensional input motion effect is required.  The inelastic characteristics of RC shear walls subjected to
multi-directiona input motions have not yet been clarified. In this research, shaking table tests were
conducted on RC box shear wall specimens subjected to uni- or multi-directional input motions to grasp
dynamic behavior of RC shear walls.  This paper describes outline and the test results, and verifies the
fidelity of areal-time compensation system to improve shaking table control accuracy.
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1 CASE 1
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Table 2 ( )
Material Property of Concrete
CASE1 | CASE2 | CASE3
0 5 (N/mn¥) 338 28.8 277
€z()| 2828 2673 3192
Ec(x 10*N/mm?) 241 2.16 1.88
v 0.180 0.183 0.164
0 t (N/mnv) 2.26 2.08 1.88
Table 3 D6
Materia Property of Reinforcing Bar
CASE1 | CASE2 | CASE3
oy (N/mn) 369 350 350
Es(x 105N/mm?) 1.98 2.02 2.02
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Table 4
Maximum Response
a) CASE 1
Run
(s (s QKkN) | T (nvmm) | 3 (mm) | R(x10%) W) W)
1] X 150 1 153 64 0.44 0.09 0.12 64 5
2 | X 300 1 335 149 1.03 0.13 0.17 166 17
3| X 750 | 1.11] 1035 374 2.60 0.40 0.53 1001 416
4] X 1300 [ 1.47] 1109 465 3.23 0.97 1.28 1191 576
5 | X 1500 | 147] 1629 640 4.44 1.55 2.04 1593 1294
6 | X 2000 | 1.9[ 1807 691 4.80 2.43 3.20 2200 1495
7 | X 2000 | 21| 1792 685 4.76 2.38 3.13 2094 1527
s | x 2200 | 21| 1821 769 5.34 2.99 3.93 2450 1680
9 | X 2400 | 22| 2210 924 6.42 3.86 5.08 2680 1848
10 | X 2600 244 2720 1032 7.17 4.61 6.07 2740 2230
] X 2600 2.44] 3050 1011 7.02 >15.0 >19.7 4920 2440
b) CASE 2
Run
(i) (i) QNKN) T oyNmm)| & (mm) | R(x1073) ) u)
X 150 148 68 0.47 0.10 0.13
1]y 100 1 103 50 0.35 0.07 0.09 70 21
Z 75 86 411 1.43 0.08 -
X 300 375 145 1.01 0.12 0.16
2]y 200 1 224 93 0.65 0.10 0.13 306 39
z 150 158 486 1.69 0.09 -
X 750 848 348 242 0.44 0.58
3 % 500 1 592 261 1.81 0.33 0.43 964 630
Z 375 461 659 2.29 0.27 -
X 1100 940 465 3.23 0.86 1.13
4]y 733 1 942 371 2.58 0.77 1.01 1321 856
z 550 754 853 2.96 0.41 -
X 1300 962 469 3.26 1.20 1.58
51y 867 |141| 1107 376 2.61 0.85 1.12 1357 888
Z 650 766 866 3.01 0.48 -
X 1600 1320 531 3.69 1.71 2.25
°1v 1067 | M 1109 436 3.03 1.35 1.78 1780 1204
X 1900 1721 681 473 2.38 3.13
|y e7 | T 1030 491 341 1.68 2.21 2128 1374
X 2400 2256 861 5.98 3.29 433
81 v 1600 | T 1504 656 4.56 247 3.25 2346 1499
o | X 2600 | ,,[ 3016 952 6.61 15.3 20.1 9908 9943
Y 1733 1938 723 5.02 15.3 20.1
c) CASE 3
Run
(i) (/) QNKN) o, (Wmm)l & (mm) | R (x107) W) 1)
1] X 100 1 103 71 0.58 0.10 0.13 68 20
X 100 105 71 0.58 0.09 0.12
21y 67 1 76 42 0.34 0.07 0.09 88 22
Z 50 60 412 1.68 0.07 -
X 300 295 133 1.09 0.21 0.28
3 % 200 1 206 123 1.00 0.17 0.22 282 51
z 150 153 534 2.18 0.08 -
4] X 900 1 1043 351 2.87 1.01 1.33 986 742
X 900 909 390 3.19 1.58 2.08
51y 600 1 1559 363 2.97 1.31 1.72 1332 989
z 450 750 834 3.41 0.47 -
X 1100 1096 463 3.78 2.27 2.99
61y e e Y 363 2.97 1.62 2.13 1931 1188
71y 000 |141] 1173 540 4.41 2.60 342 1720 1110
X 1450 1511 558 4.56 327 4.30
81 v 967 || g0a 442 3.61 2.51 3.30 2472 1470
o | X 2000 |, 2835 726 5.93 18.9 24.9 9907 0883
Y 1333 1903 564 4.61 19.0 25.0
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Table5
. . . Run3
Maximum Accel eration Response Points
80%
Acc. (cm/s?) | R(x 1079) R(x 109) 80%
CASE 1! X 3071 5.48 6.99
3009 8.25 854
X 2691 5.19 911
CASE 2 2810 6.84 8.14 2 CASE 2 Run6 CASE 3 Run6
v 2089 3.79 5.92
2133 3.88 512 1 5
A 2378 6.97 7.16
" 2259 9.93 11.44 CASE 3 Run3
C 1991 7.00 8.16
1969 6.79 7.39
ASE
CASES B 1577 3.20 5.05
v 1346 5.08 5.08
D 1819 5.14 5.19
1517 4.28 4.95
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