RMFEARTFERT#H  No.84 2020

KIFIEIEAR A FENBRAT % FH UNF-RCEMIDEERETICET MR
kB R R W OF W Ok B oK

oo IE S 57 1%
ORI 30) (CRHLRFAD)

Structural Design for RC Building with Nonlinear FE Analysis
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Abstract

When analyzing a complex-shaped building using a frame model, the stiffness and ultimate strength of the
building may be affected by the modeling method. However, finite element (FE) analysis can evaluate the
structural performance of a building more accurately based on a detailed model. Therefore, the building can be
designed more safely based on FE analysis instead of frame analysis. In this study, both FE and frame analyses
are conducted to compare building performances. The results indicate that the shear wall, slab, and parapet,
which are not considered in the frame analysis, significantly affected the building performance.

B ®

B OGRS AUV BN D 7 b— ML, BB LIS S WEMERTZIRO@M 25608 & 358
s %?/1/0)1’E‘Qj7 Lo TEEMITEB T DHIMER KON OFHHiS K& < R L WREMENH 5, —F7, AIRE
FRATIIEY AR EREICHBR LZET AV ERAND 2L TRYOMERERE L SFHETE 2720, 7 L—Aaff
PFroRME LTEMNT S ZLICXVEWE LV ZREICHFTE 2 2 LS h b, £ 2T, AR iy
LEBANANIB L SWEEZ AT 285 2> 7 U — MERMZ X RIT T b — LRI L USERIE A BREFE#
Praeare, Hivts KOMmMAICET 5 k21T o 7o, £ ORER, AIREFRMAT TII, MEREEO mAF i THHTe, X
TITHBLONRT Ry FOREITIH I ~DFGIZLY, 7 L — AT I T A E &G <ML E2n, 7
L— LT CTEE SN R WE RSB OVERERHRIC R & R 8 e MET Z L ivbho T,

1. [XC&IZ

T, EFFHRER ORI AT, T T VAERO
BINLEAM ORIz L - C, KREET L&AV
tﬁm%*%wﬁ FEM & FERR3 212 X 2 fighr 05k &

2B TCIERIATbIUED TV D, KAHICE W T
kﬁ@#ﬁﬁmmmﬁ7u77AFHW&GHWN%%
#L, fi/h20 ek 2 UV — KELTF, RCERFRT B)
1T — A R OIRE) R FEBRSCHE /N6 )8 RC i 8L i 5% B
& 7= A BMOIREN B TR EZ x5 & L 12 FEM#ET
HEERBUT, A0 7T AOFEIM MR L TE99),

RCIEEREM DFEMBEITICB W TIE, A v ¥ 2 Bk
ETNVDOFREZ ) UNUBRKEL RS, £, TV
ﬁ&wk%<&5i&ﬂk&ﬁ%ﬁﬁmz%kﬁé %
D=8, HEHFTOEHKIZB O TIE, FEMENT Tid7e <,
FERGHIIR D D RE B 72 7 L— MEFTR AV LS, L
mb 7 L— MRHFIZ B CIEER 2 S 2 B 5 /-

A O Wi PERE 2 0 U FEAT T & TUVOZR VW ETREPES
&;é’)o Bl Z 0, EHERIROBRY e, BESAT 772 En
IR0 fF < AEEH B 2 WVITHM B LIS WEER R T 7
A9 D i ORISR 7 2 W EIZ G C & 22

—J7C, FEMMRNTIZEH oWtk 2 287

T D728, 7 L— AR T E R LIS < WEET
OZFECTHM B O EMERAZ3EMIcR T &nTx, 7
L— AMEHT LD BIEE L < B OIS FI cE 5
AREMED B B, B2 IE, HE/N20BRCERY) DIRE) KR
gl UIFEMARETYCIL, 15 b v7-ff E—A BRI
IZERE L =B LR, 71— A CITERIC A
T /1% 33N R < 3l L7z, Z oz, Bshifmh
\—%ﬁﬁ”{i”;}xéx77Hb@7ﬁfﬁ%E.@ﬁ=U‘ r3rboT
bole, TOT L— NRETOFRERO K 5 \TEH ) % 1
NN L7 A, EE ST R 2B ORERICER S
AREERDH D, Lo T, BYOBIRE LREICHH L
FEMETLEZRAWD Z EICLY, @%%;Dﬁé_uu
T&EDE LI, WEMTOREIZORND Z LD
HEND, Bl2IE, 7 L — AN & IR FEMIRHT 217
WO IRIEZ IR T A2 &, HDHWNE, 7L—A
FENTIC X DR FH &2 FEMENT CRAT 2 2 &85 %
bND, LLRnb, @R Eitmices Lz
FEMARAT & 7 L — LA O &l % Lol L= filiad 722
BLIRICH B,

T, MEERETBRICHW DN D T L — LT
(LT, f%FFEMERRT D) EFEMIC X D &Lk T v
b LT 2470, WMIPER KON 7112 B 5 5 ik 217 -



RMARFATRIFZEFT#R  No. 84 KHBEIEAIBFEMARHT 2 FI\ 7= RO O MG % FHZ B 2 BF9E

77 ARITIL, MEEE AT T7BLUONTLy FOMHE —
MK <, FEROWM BT EC L5 BIMOZEH A~ —
WK X VERIE R S LRI AT 57,

2. BRETILHE

2.1 HNEEME K CHEFEY
XTI & Fig. LR, @I ATHBIC R & 5 Hb

RREHIC S - L AARE L, ERANTIZBE DA R E < ) ) o0
B, BEHVAN IR DA R T R V3B ORCEREY & L -

7o BMORRITEBES/NER S HE L2 & <RI BHE L) >
Nh, WELA T U hOBHERE L, FERRBON .

KZE LT D701, AT 7 RMERE L FECH 5 /T L - :

TRRERORB A LTz, 7o, BT VEBEHILLRWE
W, BEE:7R ST X AR O IIENE L,

FEHEFEMO T L & Fig. 18 X OFig. 215587, &
A OBrmEII SR E Lz, 27 U — MR EYEMR
FEIX2AN/MmM2E L, Yo ZSRIIRCHED L v, BIRIRSE MR 1
ISR R0 2 ENEE Ui, B OBRRIRE T,
FEMEFRE DL1fF & Uiz, EERTEIL1500N/od, HIFERED ]

3,800

11, 400
3.800

3.800

R T IE800N/nf & U, AW & L7, 1A KK ) e

1%, WO OB OB A SX TIN5, Y . s} ool o
1250123 L= DfE & L, BRZHAE, KERI 8,000 | | 7.200 |
8 0D 8 R ZE 37 % B 3800mm Tl L Tskod 7=, AT I, gﬁ; () (nw) (118) (vic) (vip) (viE)
HE, FEEMERSIOEERELZ G 272%IC, RELE ) - - T
BRIZRAAITET D F TAINMICIESS BN 24T <Y1AE Y Bk > < X3 0 HlkA ] >
525, WMEHIENZLD 7y ot ——fiftr & Liz, Fig. 1 xt&a - &xite7 v

Analysis Model
2.2 W|EETL

AREE, XTTIENTHERN D72 % T — A A, Y[ FERAHC AT, 189

R A B LSBT & T — A U HETh D, HEHHIEH 1, 035, 987
—J7, Y EBERRIE TH D720, DREL LT b ANHIRERSL 210, 648
EFMET DL b EZBND, TOHE, BT DT — b AEHRH 42,768
R B DB A OB C X AR WVATREME S B D T &
M, XTI DN XY 0 & AR SN E LT
v, YR RIOMBHIZIIY TR ZLANR TR LUIZET VS
HWbZ bbed, 2B, MOKMEBIZRR2LETIVE
WD BT, RO RIS ORI SRS E & e
%

fiEdric i [SS3(verl.1.49)| & M\ 7=, XJimid, g%
BB L2 T — A UBE & Uiz, FER ORI,
a7 Y — FOUOOENCEEF, DOBER 2 25 58 L 72 Ak
F#E SR &G T 5, YHIAE, ETORZREOBRMIC,
AR A sy R, BER A ST SR, S ABE R
BLOHITIZAN SR ERICENENEBR LA L
AV MBWET AN L DMEREME T — A UG L
Too TAUTRY, MHEREOHENETE, #hiFEER L OmEN
VTAEEEEET DL ENTE D, T72bb, HEIEXT
M EYHE TN RS Z & LD, FBOEKmIZIE |
MR ZE LTz, MEEREN AN 22T 254, MitE Fig. 2 FEMEF /L
BEIZMIMEFHICER SN DA, MHEREDRER 1Lk i Finite Element Model

RA RS



RMARHATBFZEFT#R  No. 84 KBUBLIEMRIEFEMARMT & Fl W\ 7 RCE) O R 3% 32 B % BF 5

WXL CHEBENZR, AT TNOEKMIL, ZOREE
HiEICRT 2012, ZoTIAOFHEITIZTEER LA
Mol i, Ty MIROMIEFHEIZEE LT,
MR EICITBE Lotz

2.3 FEMETIL

FEMAEAT I IZRAAEBESE ¥ 7 k TFINAL-GEO] 9% M
Wo, RCHMRIISHRZESR, R EMIL N7 AR,
Gt AWTHIRAS, A T 7RIS KL OBERR X HLASKES & L=,
FEgE R 7 7REO B BT, W7 5 & 1 8~14
SEIE L, &EMITEeMEEREL, =27 —h
L O R IFEE LR o7, BA RS
FONWVEERE U TEF MU LT, SRR IZRRR S A2 3T
AU e U, BER% ORIVEIZPIEIRIE D 1/1000 & 3 2 HIE
HETLE LTz, a7 U — MIZEM—#Od A2 D
SEZRGMERE L, FERZGBOOENET LE W
TEHEZAELHOENESBSEB L, =227V —boD
MEFET V& Table LILR T, 2L DOMEHET MIE, #E
B L D g0 9 % 3 U CA B D HERR S LT bRHE
TNThHD, TNENOMERET MCBT 23/, X
k81 L ORI Z B S iz,

2.4 WETILOHEESR

&4t O WriE Z Fig. 3~Fig. 5/2579, FEMEF LDk
LI A o 2 FH T DR TR EETDENRD S
D, SHRITEA L TND 2 &0 LT R~O BB
INEWEHIBT LT, RA RAT TIZHOWTC, FEMET )V
TIHEE LS LU ETET UL L, —0, %
FHEFT L TIERA FEERW a7 U — MRS S
fili & 72 52 X (330mm) & L7z, FEEE /7 IZ Wi, &REf
ET VTR RFEM A (ELF, Wi 77 & FERR)IRFIC 35U T
HER LW 2 A3 2 Bl 27 vk L, —7,
FEM<E 7 /LTI 2 4 W U C LR O FEIEES 5 X OV
EEEHEIC BT 2E R OEABEE R LT,

3. RMTHER

3.1 BRETETIL

REFET VISR AT RO U3 A Fig. 6
RS, XA T, —#xH 7 7 — A A D R EEE
& RIRRIZ Zeimdl & APSFERIER I e e o O3 E U, YT
FINAI G, IHEREMERIC St e OB E T TRY,
T 2N Bl L 72 R & 7 o T2,

Table 1 =27 U — MFERET O I(FEM)
Material Model of Concrete

L 2 ¥ £ 9-D22(SD345)

HE ET IV

JEFI~OF B BIFR O TR {ETEAhmad € 7 /v

OO O AR R RWHET IV

OO O FERFS LR RWBET VOGS DHIKIK)

Ty a Y AT 47 =2 T RE HZEE T V(1R %c=1.0)

a7 ) — b OMES: Ottosen D435 A —H F5 )L

1200 600 1200
v

Ny et Jit 5 267/ (200x85)=1. 688%
1 £ FD25(50345) B3 5 127/(100x85)=1. 494%
+ #D25(SD345) B 1 1 D19620047° 1(SD345)
L% % 2-D136100(SD295A) /E 4 5 D1361005° ° 4(SD295A)
. mEE | . d
BCI | O )

04 L L L Lo L L) o 19980004 200 | 200 fo

1200 600 1200 |

Fig. 3 fERB L OMHEEEOWH(E - FEM, T : &&h)
Cross Section of Column and Shear Wall

1200 600 1200
BOT04 7w _w_n_u_n_u_7]04B0150 300 _150] T
T T rTr T

AN AMINANRNAN NN

VSH5 3x199/(150x85)=4.682%
VSH7 127/(150x80)=1,058%

¥ # 9-D22(SD345) VS#53-D16@50(SD295A)
P B 5 4-D13@200(5D295A)  /,VSE, D13@160(SD295A)

— W — u#f:w V%U:' — ¥ —
2 G1 X\S\\ Z 061

BA130 v | w | # | w | w ]|~ ]13080[150] 300 [150]

i 1200 i 600 1 1200 |

Fig.4 ZX)BIOAT7oWrm(E : FEM, T : &)
Cross Section of Beam and Slab in X Direction

500 500
8O 170 170 87 80 170 170 87
35 ZG11
28 2 L
= 2 ¥ #3-D22(SD345) 2 B) # 2-D130200(SD295A)
2 ¥ £ 3-D22(SD345)
Fig.5 Z(Y)DOWiH (&£ : FEM, £ : #&%dh)
Cross Section of Beam in Y Direction
JUE\VE Y5107
1 g

MO b L VAR
Fig. 6 A ACER ARE DI © 25 (3
Plastic Hinge Distribution at Ultimate Strength



RMARFATRIFZEFT#R  No. 84 KHBEIEAIBFEMARHT 2 FI\ 7= RO O MG % FHZ B 2 BF9E

3.2 FEMETIL 8000

FEMIZ 3513 iR OO % Fig. TITR T, X 2000 | LEE OC7) o
BN T, 4RO MBI, WFOMEES X O SO R R i
NGy MCOUDEINRE LT L0, ORI £ so00
IR BRI AV U L S B YA T, 1 & 4000 ___—

\ . N M FEBERET, A 7 7 i 58,
PEAERIES I 51 2t FERE I 0 = > 7 ) — M Seo | TN
U7c, E7z, BERICRIDOUEIILD, ZOHEBIZIZKFE B 00 | TN o s
HIENZOVENNE T, 22T, R4S L CH 1000 [G¥aLss
FIZRNL TV A OUDEINOFEE R 572, Fig. 7 o
FIZOOENEZR T OOT 2233000 PLEE D= 0.000 0.005 0.010 0015 0020
7Y — PRI L OOENO A RT, 0 OO Ji A2 44 (rad)

AR U ER L0 AR IO UEIN A U R
DI PBERFEOTHBREN &0 5, BRI N e p—y
BN LT L HEE LTz,

25000 o B (i) 1B (YJ71)
3.3 MRTREROLLE < 20000 e

FEM5 L OS2 RH 0D LD A AT 1) — R I ZE T £4 BAR 5 o000 = 7 wnws
&Fig. 812, Wit /IR O BED et AT /) & Table 212777 2 * N\

TR ST BT 5, XTIz T, FEM 10000 || PR B
LR O MMM B LT, 0, YHTIZFEM 5000 IM@
DFRRFFLY bEWPIEIAEZ R Lz, 22T, YA 0
BRE MW 26 2 RO ER L, HREA 1D 0.000 0.002 0.004 0.006
OWiE CTHE Lz iFmIrE &, 4> oWz /rEl L CREAE @ R 227 #4(rad)

L7cdiiF /e L v, itz enEnEh Lz, #E Fig. 8 1RffE AW 7] — EHMZET A Bf%
FERAEZFig. 8 NIRRT, WA & L72A IXFEMO W) (E: XFHm T YA
P& —E L, 4l & L7z 5A 133Gt o gl meE & —% L Base Shear Force — Drift Angle Relationships

7oo X5 TC, FEMTIIFE L BEN —IRANIC B L2 —F T,
REFCITERR L RROETEZ R LB OND, £
72, AR DFER KO EEE CHERL S N B3 FHET LV %
B D EAM AR LA S DOFRFHE T /V(Fig. 9)IZiE#L L T
TRNT AT > 12, FENTHE R A Fig. 8 TIORT, 1AV EF
MATAA R T T IR TFEMORE R E K< —B LT,
£ oT, FEMDSEREF &0 & PIIRINE 2 & < 30 L 72 R
1%, BEYoTRPEOFIFEOENC LD b D EE X
HiLd,

|
i
|
i
o <AARCET > <AARET >
! Fig. 9 RitET /v
: Frame Model
]
! o Table 2 {547 AT 7115 O FaH A 11 Qu
i !
t i € | : Shear Force at Ultimate Strength
: "N ! 1 XT3 1] YT (AR S ET )| YF AR E T V)
£ N-=
<XFFmhns > <YZFHmhni > B | Qugz st | Qurem g:’% QUist | QUrem gz':;’\: QUist | QUrem ZE‘%
Fig. 7 PRAKFM RO O OEII 5470 (FEM) (kN) | (kN) (kN) | (KN) (kN) | (kN)
(| : Hﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬂigﬁ) 3| 1316] 1726 5801| 9796 9903| 9796
k Distributi It h 2| 2236| 2939| 1.31 | 9854|16678| 1.69 |16699|16678| 1.00
Crack Distribution at Ultimate Strengt 11 2928] 3846 12907121825 21825 21825




RMARHATBFZEFT#R  No. 84 KBUBLIEMRIEFEMARMT & Fl W\ 7 RCE) O R 3% 32 B % BF 5

%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁmowf%ﬁfélzﬂy%?wimﬁ
FHEET 2EMERAIET DAL O EEICE A
W 3 U772, F OBFO @ AW ) mw J: L7,
Table 212779 & 912, XHFWMITKIT HFEMDI /) 1X5%F
DL3LETH -T2, FEEWV EMHEREEE NS LW D L IC5F
B2 &, MEEEOHIXmIITIZR L THERS S
LEZ HND, Fig. 1012739 X 9 ICFEM TR IR IC 3
W TR EREIRR O FHE I R O A LU EDBIIR O 703
BTz enn, mAMFIc L THS LcEE BN
Do —H, REFCILMBEERALE T IC BB S e
W, £ T, FEM&ZEFOM Oz, m%%m%@
DENEEND EEZOLND, AL, BENWERTT
ERELNZ &b, Ekjﬂﬂ@z77ﬂb e A Tl
WL TR R™ S D EEZ D, Fig. 1UIFRT LIS
FEMTIEMH D EFIZ B W T A T 7 LB I R O B LA
FEOBIROFHAENECTZZ s, ZlFm s LT
HHELEEEZOND, —J, XETIEAT 7L %
T EB L Ty, Ko T, FEMERRF om0
X, ATTHODRLEENDL EBEZOND, T2
T, MEEEOHER I X OED MO R T THIZ X B

DEBLIRT 572002, Fig. 12173 1B, &

XPEROT Z=1851p

0 500 1000 1500 2000 ()
[ E— —

Fig. 10 %ﬁmimﬁﬁmm%0¢&%ﬁ®%M)
Strain Distribution of Vertical Bar at Ultimate Strength

=) xFmms
— _—
P —— ) P
AT 7 T A 77 LW
viD OF 3531 m OF oA
I o 1
i i
; i
L 1

<
=2
(@]

L
#

= 257 257 =3
| 1
< TR > < _k-uiifm >

0 500 1000 1500 2000 (w)
K EROT 7 =1583p
Fig. 11 {REKFEMAIRED A T T HHOT B3 Ah

Strain Distribution of Horizontal Bar at Ultimate Strength

MR RRT 2 I 2 E L, FEROE O 2
EERBLIEGAE L, MERERGBLOCATZ THbEREL
T HA ORISR D IR E & AW /1Qez HE L7,
AR EFig. 8 IR T, AIE IR D, %REFILFEMOD
SRR T 234 C o EfFlcenegn—8 Lz, Bk
;D,EMT@W%@@@%@?%#ﬁ;wxﬁfwﬁ
PhESEYNIC BB SN2 Sick Y, FEMIZERGEED
mﬁ%%<ﬂmbta%z%néo

WIZ, Fig. 1338 X UFig. 141X MIZI T DMt Ao
a7 Y — M/ FEIS oA ER~T, Ik BRI 5%
Z Ly b O T ERE AN i T L12.8N/Mm2 D JEAE IS 7153
BT, NIy FBREMICHEABET L2 LIk oT
%@L%%K%a%ﬁﬁét,mﬁ*&%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁé

L2k, ZoFm N LR LR EZ b

Do RTy MMt & RIS T 2 REMH OEOT 5y
fizFig. 4TIZART, EWHIARD 5 HIARIZFEOT &4
WAEUTZZ LoD, PALEiN /AT~y MIZESWH T
e, BEHLMMTEIRICH L THEOITHLZ &
Niomd, —F, EitTIZ T Xy Mg o sk
BicEEsnnZ Enb, RT3y MIFEME O
MNCENET D —RERDLAREER S D LEX LD,
Y7 A DFEMDIN 1134 A3 =T D 1.69f%, 1A
VETNADLOETH T, B, 7 L— AENTIEmT R
BEDET MLFEIZLY, WML BB R LN,

cMutl cMu3ﬁ '

@b

h _ cMul+cMu2 cMu3+cMu4
\ﬁfri (=% b= h + h
Mu2 cM

Fig. 12 M ARFREICH W =8OR E i
Collapse Mode for Calculation of Ultimate Strength

Fig. 14%GF8

(N/mm?)

Fig. 13 fRA KM IR D fe/NF20i T 5347

Minimum Principal Stress at Ultimate Strength



RMARFATRIFZEFT#R  No. 84 KHBEIEAIBFEMARHT 2 FI\ 7= RO O MG % FHZ B 2 BF9E

DlEXY, =2 4L LIZXFMOFEMIZ X 5 i
7113, 20/BRCIERY OIREH FEBYOMEHT & RERIC 7
U— AT L0 bEm <RI S, 7 L— AMESTTEE S
N WERP Y OVERBFM I R E S BT L2 &b
Moz, —J, MEEERT & T — A UG L LizY FmoOR|
PERMINILA R ET VLT 25 Z & CFEM L fha—3
L7z, ZHE, BEEASIE LI SMHEREA 2N EI
BET L AV NETIVCER LIZGE, BUEIHERE ORI
2T D RIS 7 23 U FAM & AL TV R WIEE
NHHZERRLTEY, 7L —AFRE2TIBICEE
DUETHD, LT, HEANRZE LSHITERR
BT 2 MEREEE AT DB OEMIZIE, T AL
DENS & D HBENDIRNFEMBIF N AN TH L L5
Zbivd,

4. FEDH

B OREGER B D FEMENT OB D 2 R4
BDI-0IT, XFFME T — A R, YIMEERA I
BESHMTERN AT REELZ T 57— A 4
L L7Z3ERCERM 2 R4, B ARV ER LI
L— MAT & TR & BRI B T Wb U e KU IERR
TEFEMMENT % ol U, MifiEdTr O 2 RIZOWTRE L7z,
DTFiBEo M zErd,

1) Z—AUEETHDIXFMIZONTIE, FEME 7
L — AT ORI I A — L7, —FT, 7
L — LM T JE S U728 WO FREE O [ 44 Bl T HEHT,
AT THBE LONRT Xy NORMTm S ~D%F 5
IZ& D, FEME 7 L — MR DI I ER B4 Uz,
LoT, 7 — LB TEJE SR OER DY O
PERERHMNIC K & 7o B KT T Z & nbh o Tz,

2) MEREMET—AEETHIYFMOT L —2A
BN IC B TIE, B A B L SRR £
JALTFIRIZ X - T, 8o RIvESe 1 OFHIIC K&
RFERNE LT,

3) HEBBICEAY RINENGTENDL T L—LET L
AT, FEMIZE ORI EICET BT 5
ZEDD, BT OB R B i ERERT AR
WKBWTHEMTHDL EEBE2 N5,

A% Y 7 L— MMEHT & FEMARNT O ik st % B,
FEM%Z %Gty — Lt LUERATE 2 L5, MAEZERT
LHHTH D, B, FEMHTICEW T, MEHET L
DR, FLFH 5 H 72 EFRHTE GREHE) OHIKr CREHTHRS F
NERR DR S FT 572, FEMIZ X 2B oG+
T NAERTEIC BT 2 HlTE B 2 T ETH D,

S5

1) HHEPEY, BWiEG  3DFEMZ =B 051

2)

3)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

RS~y R

24 18 12 -6 0 (N/mm?)
[ N ]
| T I I

(B|3F) 2000 foc—=—————c—c——————=——=

N
o
o
o

=

4
{E
¥

Tl 77 18 O3 7

-1000 RT~y iTE
R
-2000

i
2
o
N
o
o

400 600 800 1000 1200
2 E Az (mm)
Fig. 14  ORA/KEMN A D e/ N LIS A1 5347
B IR EHEOT 010
(Fig. 13 HFHTRT /T~y b L OB D)
Strain Distribution of Main Bar and Minimum Principal
Stress Distribution at Ultimate Strength

LT B3 A58, H ARG R R
& 1, pp. 281-282, 2019

HAEBP: AITT MBS, AT —%7 27 F =27,
p. 47, 2019.6

KRRV, JRURERL, TLPLRERT © KB - mnd bk
HEFEMSENT >~ 7 K~ TFINAL-GEO , KKK AT A
JEHTH, No. 75, 2011

KRR, AT, HEZZ, BRI - REY
MR 2% H@BEES a7 ) — FNERYO
MHEEPERE 202 KREURFEMIZ X 2 24Ut 7)1 %
T2, KMHEANHISERTE, No. 78, 2014
KRR, WHRZ, BRI KEFEMET L
12 K D RCEJFIRT A FBRIZ %9 5 Feai « ST,
RAAHELATHTZERT R, No. 80, 2016

AR 8k o s 7 ) — MEEF RBLE - [
fifgi, 2018

HARBE S  gfia 7 U — MEd) OMMERIE
MU RR EHFEEE - [FfigaR, 1999

K. Naganuma, K. Yonezawa, O. Kurimoto, H. Eto:
Simulation of Nonlinear Dynamic Response of
Reinforced Concrete Scaled Model Using Three-
dimensional Finite Element Method, 13th World
Conference on Earthquake Engineering, Vancouver,
B.C., Canada, Paper No. 586, 2004.8

MEEE—, B4, WA mN &2 58 =
7V — MREZOENTET IV, 27 U — b L5
3, No.87.9-1, pp.107-120, 1987.9

AR,



