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Estimation of the Failure M ode of Steel Beams Using FEM Analysis
and the Proposal of Defor mation Capacity Evaluation

Daisuke Ode Hidekatsu Asai Hiroshi Hirata

Abstract

The verification of safety under various earthquake conditions has recently become a requirement for steel-
framed buildings. As the deformability of steel beams depends on certain specific fracture properties
("crack/fracture" and "local buckling"), it is necessary to specify these fracture properties according to the
individual beam cross-section, and to evaluate deformation capacity accordingly. In this paper, we propose a
method to evaluate the fracture properties of steel beams using FEM analysis. Experimental verification of the
method demonstrated that fracture properties and deformability can be successfully evaluated by calculating the
load deformation characteristics obtained from FEM analysis, and the cumulative damage value at the location
of strain concentration.

L B

EAEOSREEEY TIE, KREMEBCRAWY - REFFMERE R L, Rx HRENI§ 5 L atEREED K
HENOSDOH D, FRRICAI LI L RMMEEE T 572 DIC1E, MM OBEMRIIS U 2RI AL E & 7
Do BREROKIZRENNL REEIE) & TER - Ml & O BERIERITRE S 5720, #5100 G2 2 ©
THERMERZRE L, T OBEEIERITIE U TEFREN 2 W EICFHES 2 Z E N EETH 5, A TIIFEMAEHT
Z TR B G OEEMIRHEE & R RE DRIt FIE 2 RE L, TOBEMMEZ FEBR CHEEL 72, £ OR/R, FEM
FERT 20 RO T FEETEHRE &, OF ZETMOREBRGEZF T2 2 & T, MRk & LB 25EHE T

EHZLERLI,

1. [FC®HIC

ITAEOSEERY T, KBEMETCREY - BER
MHES e &, Kix A HRENI K 5 R AaMERFED R D
S5I00dH BN = b MEEEN Y B LA VERGE
T, BHOMENZRES T 2808 R OE eI T
DEFHCEETH Y, KBEHESIC L Cisl 2 130k
3), FJAH - KRR HEREN 6 LTIl 2 12 3Cike) 0 S5k
TN, ERRAFTMEE LT ASND,

—J5, SEROEREINT, KAT T OF IR
BEDISIHEERE S 78 ERLSNOFM OB 1T D1
W2, ZEEOIRE(Z7 7 o0 = 7 DRI -H X)L
STHEMT D, NERERA T 75 TR S 4
TeSRE R OMIEERE, TORTRE] & Q=% - i
W) &S5 2FEEEIC KB & u(Photo 18 1R), KAREEMERIC
I CCEIBRENN R D, EHEMICE X, RERSK
E SHEOHNREIIOREIEIR, WWELA/NS HRED
JENZ@ =2 - BT, PRI IEE O ZIZOO
OYEIR TR 228, BARBIC & ORE LK 23 > B il
RN ET D00, EEMIIHHE L= FFIE R >Nz
WV, L LD, ERHEICK LT L VSRRt
RGEDSR D BB BURZ B A0E, (HBI ORI
U CHEEMR 2 85 E L, Z OREEMRIRIZIS U CL RS

Q)= - Hkr
IR R

Failure Mode

()RR
Photo 1

ZWIEICFHET 2 2 LNEETHD LEXD,

AT EE R OWHEIIE U, KV HEIERZIER I
fliz BT b0 THL, EHELNINETHRHATE
SR ROBAEMRT FIE 2R LT, BB OHEE T
EETEREN ORHEFIEZRE L, £ O V2 FER Tl
AET D,



KARKEATHFZEATH  No.81  FEMARHT % F\ 7= 8k B O RN EIRME E & S HE F73T

2. FEMEHRZAVTHEFENRE

2.1 FEMEWZRAW-EREENTTEOIRMEH

FEH D ITRMHIM B OACE AN T X gE R T o
74 7 E— AP YOI EZE LT, FEMENTZ v
B TERE RIS Y FLA T & 7=, A ClIIasEmkic
O = e R 1 R e
211 FEHEENEBT LEOFFME  —ARAICEE
ROFEIPEFEMMENTIE, MENTE T PRkl - (kA%
HWONIRET D2 & T, ERROROMWEEMIRR EETY
REMEZ BAFICTHBICX 203, RSB AT 235613
ZHUCTRIR YA R PAT0 238 A5 = & C, JER ¥ E) &
DXIENRAF & 725,

EELITHR Y =T R AF 7R LI 4 S
E— LMD, FEEE T 5 8E R ok
K& AR A FEMfAT CRAFICHEH L7z, AT
& SCHRT) D AT T 15 2 TR U CJmy R i 28 B A& AT 5 %,
21,2 ZTR-WHHIEBTLIROFE 2 cHoBRE
% FBLT HFEMIRNT FIEP AL & 208, EH HIT L 0
HRTEE LT, RROOTHERHORITOT 2%
L Llzgliik 2 IRE L TV D,

SCHRS), 9) TIAKIFEN FAF EBE R AR, —ER
IEARE U E IS T 2 A 2R E L, 22 Tl
T 55 5 D FH Y4 BB O A & FEM R AT CTH 9401,
Coffin-Manson®{! O FEMMIEIC & 0 I HH a2 HEE LED
ZEaEFRLE, EHITHRIONZIBWT, EEIHRIE S 722
IE A MR LT B L Cid, FEMRMT TR Lz
U F RO OT BRI ARG RN A E AT 5 2
& T, MR DA TRE ) (BRI AT ER) & BATICFE
lCTExbZ AR/, £, ZOFMEITAKENF
MEEBRIZT TR, VAT v T LHEEEA L
— NIRRT TR E S NI AR L TH A
ThHHIEEMER LT, 2L, AT IHR),10)D
FENTRTAN Fik & B U C 2 2 - AWrd Bl & 374 3~ 5.

2.2 WHRMHRHEE L EREEDFTMORE

AR TIRET DUEIEIRHEE & A TERE 15T O FE %
Fig. UWCART, F 33t RO RS HIC S L7-FEM
FRNT 24T 5 o FENTRE R DAL EYEO T DS TR K & 72
DRI ERELT TOTHLEFE ) NZONT, WEIYA
I BT 0 OEHEOT IR IEAgeqi % K 8 % (Fig. 1(1)D,
(2)o T DAecqil TEHBEEID X 5 72T & LHITH L
THHEMFEETH D, WITHEHEF MR E AT, At
W2t U7 N % 3R 9 2 (Fig. ()@, (3)), ATl
PPEHE 97 #ifR & L C— ATV S0 5 SCHER12) D% 57
REBEREAWD, S50, WERBEREAZAVTO
FHREPEOBEREMDE HHT 5 Fig. (DO, 3)).
MEEMER T, FEM#EH D SRS N2 BEER & &
L - W OB AN BHEET 5, T70bh, WEHEER
RFBED ORI Z EFE L, HEERREBIZE LZRFIZD
B2 1.0 T H AU R R THld#E(Fig. 1(1)@), #1ZD

OFEMARHT £ 0, MO IRIE Ac, & T 2,
v
OMEHE 5 B (Ageqi * Ne=Cp) & 0,
At il TN U TRk BN 2 BT 5,
v
O REHREHID=2(1/N;) £ 9,
RERGHEDE R T 5,

v v
RS TERRSRRE ) D [ RARHEEHED=1)
FEA ) 3T DT
v v
@ JRyEB P I OEF {0
v v

OREEEIERHE R O RERIEZTEAE RN RO LIRS

(1) RRERVEIRHEE & ZTERERTAR 7 = —

S o
o < \g E 3 i41 Tie -t
3 eq(lcycle o 0.
N G N N =366
4 ~ ' o Ml N
Jg) A geq“Cyﬂ@ 2= ﬂ“—‘ D=3 (/N,)
El : ' AN i
= 1A 7 v o it
l 2 il
= =
- — & 1 10 100 1000
RO RIALTL (S| AL N
() O IRNE O F (3) MW F MmN &
RAEHREGMDORE
i 2 1A 7L Q
TEMLLMENE | S —
LRGSR 3
: [ R ) =
| Pi ,6'bp Sb ﬂ D=1
A =
T 6,"?" J}%
T e =2mp+up i
Sbp 1 AN T D
RIBRER ) D2 PRI 5,
(4) BRIEBIEE IS D HEH (5) ZTEBE 7

Fig. 1 MEMIRHEE & 2R IR 5
Estimation of Failure Mode and
Evaluation Method of Deformation Capacity

EALOLL EThiuXE s - ikl CikEFig 1(1)®) & &
WD, IBIZ, ERWTNUOORENRAE LR DR
YA EAE Fnu(Fig. 1(D)®, 4), O)&EEFREIE LT
DD,

PRBAH TIISTRIINC Ao, YBIEZE IR RGeS OFF
iz, farfE — A TEBMRD BRI SN Licth, VB
IIMIIE T LRE &5,

70, RFOFEMAENT TIXICER10)Z 722 H VY, T4k
RES ORI B % 1IRSmmU G D6k EFzR &+ 5, 72
BFEMMEHTIZEB T 2HEOTAFERY A X0 B 8%
ZF 570, OFTHEREHORERER Y A XI5%D
MitETH 5,



RIFHELATHFFEITH  No.81  FEMMFHT Z 7= Sk G D MR HERE & ZETERE

3. FRAEEER

TEEMEAR D B 72 BAK SN FAT & GRB R Y 4
7= LD)DOEBFERE AT, 228 THRE L7 iiEN
RHEE & BIERE I FHI FIE O A M & GRS 5,

31 EEHME

KRR A Fig. 21277, ARBRRITH RS A e L
7o NFIRAEE L U, IAFEITROMERLE FEHE L 3
7 IEAME MR Lkt & L=, 7w 75 A %Fig. 312
Y,

AR IR— B & Table 1, SUBRIATEMIZFig. 41279, &
BRIRITZOMEIE LN R 523K TH 0, FRBRIKOIEIE
& Fig. SIZRT, BELT > 71%, T4-1108FAT > 7,
VH-62, VH78-95/35FDZ > 7 TV, VH-62, VHT78-95C
ODWTIEY = 7 ZEREAT 7 F L AKFEATF 7 F THMI L
TW5, 728, T4-11, VH-62IZZNZEIILHRS), 7)TH

FEi

YA 7B OIMBHNIKFEN F I D7 Z VDX

) [ Wi

T4-11% £

7

» ‘“ﬂ‘/\/%ﬁ'j]Q

—

HEY ¥ v

e

=7
IR 7S,
&,=0 - 0x L
5 BIREE
0 : RIS
L: Y7 ARV

2175[1600]

S H=3y/Bpp
H!% - Spp 1 KN T
Je S i oo 4 ¥a vk
‘ H :ﬂi iﬂ::T i 1R D 2T
ﬁ\ 30001200017 5 7
Fig. 2 BRIKTER IS J O 44

Specimen and Loading Apparatus

10
= LERBRACH B, 8 '@J%f_br
P OHHTEIZSNA9OB, HEDMFEIZBCR295TH Y, B - 2 o RSy W W
MR % Table 212777, % 2ol A ATV
N Ny W, W AWANAWAWAWA|
o o, \VAAYAVAVAVAVANA
3.2 EEAER X V-V Y\
Table 312 FREE R, SLACHEHPEIR % Photo 200 7T, 6 Py
A CIERRIBNC 2 SV, BRI A, A0k it /) I -
FTIRT LRl 2 AR AR ) ORI (&™) & 5 0 2 4 - 6 8 10
Z, KR BRI IS Fnu % Table 31277, . 4:;4 7/0;&@2A
8% DRBRIK ORI & L5 &, Ta-1113, p=t802 Fig.3 MAy7w 77
Program of Loading
Table 1 #ER{IK—E
List of Specimens Table 2 B OHERAIMEE
- Mechanical Properties of Materials
wewrE |
B4 92 W7 i (S H L) AN I il =% WS | Btk | BloETR & | i Wi OY
SRV L(mm) HBREA | (m) [ mm?) | mm?) | (o)
H-500x200 | [1-400x400 12 352 543 26.1
Ta-11 x12x25 o2 | 800 | =L T4 =53 382 529 293
H-600x250 | [1-450x450 9 388 559 23.9
VH-62 x9x22 x22(22) 35 [ wy VH-62 22 345 509 29.0
H-600x250 | [1-450x450 6 392 559 22.0
VH-78-95 X616 22022y | B3 [ #Y VH-78-95 [—% 327 546 254
105105 105105
s 1] - YA B
© 2 © =
P Ral|I®
\60\ = 200 | 200 | 200 ﬁm 2001 200 | 200 | 200 | 7770 201
100]10 440 § 480 §
,L, o R113 " " 2 | R89 " " 2 B R89
g2 LS (memigad 4 1S el ad
RS 2R ‘ 2] 2eee oo n|old = 2ee 00440 ol g
[ I 5 e I 12 O i | 7
(1) T4-11 (2) VH-62 (3) VH-78-95
Fig. 4 FRBRIAFEMH

Detail of Specimens



RMAESTTEFT R No.81  FEMARHT 2 N 7o 82 O BEME IR HEE & 2SI RE 7731

2 BT CHRORICE 5 72, VH-62iFpu=+8D 1A Z /L H D
AT, KFENFHREERD 7 T P O el & &
HIZT T U UNREITHEE L& RIZE > 72, VH-78-95
Fp=—6D 1% A 7 VB OMITHFIZ, KF~ F iR o
T 5 VDGR TSI E o T, F D%, JHEREE
WL OFTHBERT 5 EETC A AE Uz, 2F
DM E LT, SERIEOIRELLA /NI U &~ TSl
MHT7 T UNER WL, WICEERDBKENEF
EBEE IR CRIBIZE D

AR

J

4. FEMEBIIZ&L3EBRERDRE

4.1  fBHE

FRHTY 7 MIIERIEAIRE R 7 1 77 L Abaqus6. 1219
Tz, ST T VITFig. 6D & 5 ICRBR AT R IC A b
Wic MRS & L, T BRI AR Y Y REEFE S L

Fig. 6 f#tTE7 /L
Analytical Model

oo OFTHIEEFHD A v > 24 1 LFISmm 5 & 1
L, T4-11B L OVH-62TIX 7 T o P& RIEFH BT 655E], fE ——— T — —
VH-78-95 T4 &I L7, SRS OB AL AR R R
INSEH L7 LT U =7 O%HELRS &, FERFEO s LB "T-7 VH-7895
= —— 1
BB A A DE T RATLAI - Lz, BB S [k S et
AL R 0 1 R B (L TE GRRIE ZieglerfAL R &, FERAEAE N : ||~ VH-62
PEATHEMEEOME LTERL, FITREE N LD @2 T4-11 I|
T2\ OB 2 A 2 b CEF L LT, "o |
TR R ISR BRI, R T = 7D 1/100 & 0 20 406080 100
5% E D ICIRE2RDERT— R 2 LA DRI L R =TI A,
Ui, Fig.5 FABRIAKDIREL
Width-to-Thickness Ratio of Specimens
4.2 EERLEHOLLE Table 3 FBRfER—E
Kk & AT OWE Q- s, Btk % Fig. 712777, K Test Result
(2 TSRO RIS Qp &, KIRFEROH IS % BTERITTT -
BRREY %o W Q-ZETH00 BIR OO FEBRIE & AEHT A 1% AR o[ Qu | o |20 | L |
WCRIFIZRHE LTV, FE7z VH-78-95 1355 & fifhT & (kN) | TP n,
BIC, SR IC X MR T O TRIR R RE S OFF Tagy | 627 | 144 0 I
fﬂﬂ L [-589] | [-1.35]
o L . 667 | 1.52 75 R 1
Fig. 8 {Z p=8 ® 1 “jt4’ 7 VED ;“—'YZXﬁ}jj‘ﬁ;ﬂﬁ%m VH-62 (625] | [1.42] 69 A st
T T4-11 O7 T POIRTIESAE, U7 2ERIC 399 1.30 S EETE
- 5 VH-78-95 56 /
LTEATRHNTH D, VH-62 1TREEEOREE T [-408] | [-1.33] JEE R R | — Em
T UV DIS T NIERFR & 72 %, VH-78-95 TIX v = ) [ PR fif

| I | | (il

(1) T4-11 (2) VH-62 (3) VH-78-95
Photo 2 FEBRDAEEENER
Failure Mode of Test Result



KARKEATHFZEATH  No.81  FEMARHT % F\ 7= 8k B O RN EIRME E & S HE F73T

800 - A
| = = - TEATIE .
600 o ol — i T3 =
400 z sl L) —
2 200 7] [l 1] x wmcm |/ 0] |1 | ==
[/ [ -
< FLN F ] /,'/”7 /////
! %
S I SN/, T L
S U 11747
400 /1 J — . =
: 4 ] -, 22>
-600 o o At o
-800
-300 -200 -100 0 100 200 300 -300 -200 -100 O 100 200 300 -300 -200 -100 0 100 200 300
AEW 8, (mm) AT 6, (mm) PLIEH §,, (mm)
(1) T4-11 (2) VH-62 (3) VH-78-95
Fig. 7 miE — 2%
Load — Deformation Relationship
5, Mimex 5, Mizes 5, Mizmex
[Fh: T5%) [FM: 75%) [Fm: 7F5w)
AT Irinein XTI
+6.561a+D2 +6.56la+D2 +E6.56la+D2
+5.5372=+D2 +5.972a4D02 +5.972=4D2
+5.18]=+02 +E5. JE]a+D2 +5.1E]=+D2
+4.79]=+D2 +4.73]a+02 +4.75]=+02
+4.204=+02 +d. 20+ D2
BT Iibiieins
HEEE e
+1.25E=+D2 +1.25E=+D2
+6.652=+D1 +6.632=+D1
iaeite YRR

(1) T4-11

Fig. 8
Mises

T, 7TVl BRI L, IS A DS FERTRI T,
T2 T DIEIBREL 8D,

Fig. 9 |2 FEM f#ATIZ 31T 5 KRR FH L 3P O By
fizmd, JEEEDOREN DR T4-11 TET7 T
DOHE AL E THYBEHEOFHNRE K E 250, VH-
62 £ VH-78-95 TiX, 77 v Y DJFEEERIC X 5 —Ukih
FORETT T 0V ORENE CTHYPEOTH03 K
LD,

5. FEMIRMETE & EM R WEHEF IEDREE

Fig. 1 CRZE U7 iR IRHAEE & 208 J73T o i
MW EMFET 5, Fig. ADM N 70 7T A Tu=—8D2Y% A 7
JVE ECHAT L & Z 0SB T ek, FEHELL
7o B D BRI T 50|/50p D BIFR & Fig. 1012779, TR/
RELSHREI/NSOVRBRIAIT L, FHYBHOTHRO LT
ERREVHAB RGNS,

N FRIROPTRENEICB T S, BEEL GG E
& BIHEEIED DO BI% A Fig. 111TRT, Fig. 1112134558k
BOMIA 7 e, KREFIETHE LI ERREZ R
7, T4-11TiTFig. 7MITRT £ 912, FEMARHT TR 72
fif 8 — A BRI IT WM ) COM MK FAR S
RS, BEEHEEEDIIFig. 1172 51.0%2 B2 5720, K
REFIE TN ORI S HIE S D, VH-62 % [F]
BCH B, WITVH-78-95TIE, Fig. 7Cr L7z Xk 5 12tk

T
AIPIIIEE..

(2) VH-62

I —E RIS
Stress Distribution

A

,ﬁ#%w

(1) T4-11

(2) VH-62
Fig. 9 MYMMOT LA

Equivalent Plastic Strain Distribution

(3) VH-78-95

EIIRARR I OFAMA AT 2 2 &M s, REAREIE Ok
HEMR L HE &N D, 2RI VH-78-951Fu=—8D 1Y A 7 )L

HDOBITD>1E 722570, ERTIIu=—602%1 7 LEK
TERHZAKE AN FHE O —ERIC XN E LT, 2
D ENDARBRFIEL, FEEERIC SR - WA
CHBIZHLTH, —EOHAMENRHERTE S,

Table 4(Z#JRIRFOIFEEMEIR & BREEBMEZATEAE FEnull D
WTC, FEBREMRATO A oR T, BB IS D
PR EEIC DWW CRBER H 5 b 0D, FHNE & EBREIC
IR AR CE, RETIEOFNENED S
no,

SRBIIREESM OIEF 2 U C, R REOIES D
&%, 2, fGRIAEE D TREET 5, BREEERN D,
T REMOT D P & 72 2 X9 ISR G R EHE



KARKEATHFZEATH  No.81  FEMARHT % F\ 7= 8k B O RN EIRME E & S HE F73T

250 /
200 /
& 150 Vel //
i /’/ /’/
5 100 L
A 50 = T4-11 =
E —— VH-62
o —— VH-78-95
0 30 60 90 120 150 180

Z[3,|/Sy,
Fig. 10 Y4BT 7 e, — RBTLIY 216, 1/6,, BIFR
Equivalent Plastic Strain
— Cumulative Deformation of Beams Relationship

2.0 :
——T4-11 ]
—e—VH-62 p=8-2cy /

s || —e—VvH-7895 /4

o O feJmks yd

il 81 / '

= = C

& u=8:lcy B

= T

& —6-2¢ //“ |

7 dn

0.5 T | I
038 fp~-E=-52, ‘ \ !
| I
| I I
0.0 . ] L
0 30 41 60 76 90 102 120
il SIAFE SN
Fig. 11 BRARHEEGE D — REUEMELTZAL R . BIFR

Cumulative Damage Value — Cumulative Plastic
Deformation Ratio

AERLT, $RFEEYORZEMER LIEH L T T
ETHD,

6. F&H

FEMMEHT 2 A 7o i SE MR HE E & B RE J13F A 0 F
BEREL, KENCTAESEROFERREREHNT
BRFEOHAMEZHIE LT, S5k EE L FIoR
T

1) TrRO@%FEMMBN CHH L, JREpE L x4 -

R OFANEFT 2 H5 8+ 5 2 & CREEMER 2 #EE
T&ET,
Ofif AR
QUT HEEHE O RFER G
2) FHMEREIZITGERER H D L 00, FERC & AL -
W OWT N OMEEMERIC T LTH, RIRETIE
THEH UM ZS T RE ) X E B H & 0 BT 748
BAPEAHERR T & 72,
3) LAbXD, ABETHEIIENO R EIIG U
BPEIR & ETERE ) ORI FTRE TH 5 Z & & Hesk
L7,

Table 4 F&JRIIFIZISIT 2 F2hRk & ARAT O LLES
Comparison of Experiments and
Analysis at the Time of Ultimate
RRmE
AN,
fighT | ZEBR | ST
Tk 92 | 102
T 69 | 76
i | 56 | 41

S R R
T
J B I, e
S B A JeR

RBR R4

T4-11
VH-62
VH-78-95

S5

2)

3)

4)

)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

11)
12

~

13)
14)
15)

A AR - KIRIE RS & BEY Ot =M
— ELRYEER MR - NRERIERIZ (2 C —, 2013.9
FRRSGE-RERRin)eit Eise G ey = es Y/ b Sl b
LEHE N7 7 IO ERKMEIC X SRR ES
HIZHONWTEHIFHIENF), 201646 H 24 H
ek, ENPED, AR R FHC I Dt
TEVERE I EE A I BY 5 2 A 98 — ISCATEMERE
= o —OERRIE L RBE L~V OREF—, BA
LIPS R AR SUEE, #5604, pp. 183-191, 2006.6
MSEATECE N BHEERFSEAT - R R B B 5
mE S SRR OMNERZ AT D, R
FFZE& EE, No. 160, 2014.7
BT, SRJFEEIE, SFHE, il AERES & R
WCEDTFR Y ¢ 27— L OBSE, KA
ZEHTH, No. 77, 2013.12
HARHES 2 - SRS YY) o0 T2 BE 3 % RERIRE2001,
2001.11
M, I, 885, i AT = 7R AT 7 )il
U 72K o A B D YBIEZE T AR S0, R AT A
ZEFTHR, No. 79, 2015.12
SEHEB— : X-FEMZ AWz 8) 2 AN H-S < Az
RARKT O FAEIIFIE, B AL S RS PR A
BELE(REFR), 3 1, pp. 255-256, 2015.9
A, R, S63F, M BRHUB IS 2 ERE ) &
DIEFRY  vF e — N, R IFIFFE T8,
No. 78,2014.12
PRI, FIE, g, M Y o v e — A TEE
W T8 A R O TENERE, KK FEATR,
No. 80, 2016.12
AR B R - R EHMETR, 1995.1
ANERRRS, ey EEHL,  EREREE], Amf BER
T OIEY A 7 VIR TR BT D058, B AR
PR R SUE, #5325, pp. 193-199, 2000.6
A ARSI R L - SRR GRS, 20174
Abaqus/Standard User’s Manual Version 6.12, 2012
J. Lemaitre and J.-L. Chaboche :
Cambridge University Press, 1994.8

Mechanics of solid

materials,



	1. はじめに
	2. ＦＥＭ解析を用いた評価手法の提案
	3. 検証実験
	4. ＦＥＭ解析による実験結果の検討
	5. 破壊性状推定と変形能力評価手法の検証
	6. まとめ

