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W& O M A M Z RAEL 72 ) 2R G 21T 0120, MR L B2 DSy o
IEWMEINE, LODITREIREBIZB TN FRISE %, KIS LBENOREICEDET
OO TRBUCONL, L TRBLZENEE THD. Kl I REEM I ESNDI )
DHEFATHOHLWVITEFII THY, 20 LIRGRE TELLORMETHNIL, MEH D)
FHLE L TR T REIIHR KM NICELETOMPE LK KM ) THLHEF 285, ik
KM 1 L0 R &2 EONERA LBEIT 2D THIURX, i Kt /1 LU OREIE Y OIR D HE A
EDIHThI, WTFRREBICESZNLTHS. LrLANS, HAE TIEMEJELT 1995
AP 0D S Jo U T S MR, 2011 AR oD JUAR Bl 5 P I ik R 00 UV SR E D F A R R D #Y
AT RRESNDIEZL 25 B 72 O BRI A OB E 8 A LA E LT i Rk oihs.
I, S i R R HL R CIIAE RS S P Rk B R AL, RCHEIEW 1T~ &
WESN OGN AR 2« B ED Aoz, SIS E ORI BHE A O M I
B ENTZHL DL ZHALNLDY, HBEENICIOMIRL AN THM PR RELROT Hx
F5, HOWVTREEE AR IL, ZnEFEEZRELIZHM ORI bBlE SN, EHIC

ZORPTEIRENENTEFICEEESL T, HEE) DMK LA M IC I E Y 20K O E ~ Lt
JB UM EREL COM N AR STEBRICEZ O IEE - E M E NEB L, ZAVETITH Kl
BAEBBE LS BOERLBME L Ial — 2 a (LA RSN TE. #bid B A%
ENAE =y I T DR R RER 10 BT VLT —IA71LLT—HRIC
R AT RE CThHDH. FLINODMIEL AT TLHIE T, #1996 47 12 H ITE KRG~ F & - [ f#
A VL AR B AR (230 T Dl 52 HL UE 5 81 O S RT M T AV RE HLE AL BB R FHE N R

DIVEEIN. ERESUE R ENE, XA CTHRETOMBEBICHED N EE L%
CHUE PR IOHEZ T EY B RA T REMERE (BB 2500 LD E D, ZOMERE 2
BT DI, HEMOREGRESERE LT AT R INDH I D DI T LD THD
(FEH, 2002). $72bb, ZOMERER ERIME R &R G 1E, REHH (Txh LT IS 1 o 28 14 58 ik
CBITHREGZEENOIEEICELETOMMELE TR EZE &AM 5282 2R3
%.

SEVEZ A TOM B O ED ICKRERBIEEE N AELDE, BT 72 IRE LTIV
EW AR ORMEDME T 5. EMERM B ONEIZH 2 O R E 2, B RE O



TICERDI BB AELD. TOFERLLTHERLEEHSNDITE L2 OB IEDORELE
ZFENBLND. AIE DIE RS A, 810K % E (geometrical instability) , £ # 23
FE 2R A, BN AR 2 (material instability) EFF 2% (Rice,1976) . ¥ME R 22 &
DFE L BEBE TIEE M T 722 O T A A BL 23 TR 2 I O A B — P23 58720, A 2
IR RO AELD. ZRAILBKSOIVERE DY, Fifik D (] 7 A2 E s 5.
ELICETENEITTHEHMNEICB T 2ERO—RIENRN, 5850 DI MK T
L TR A2 A LS. ZOBRMIERIZZ D% BEITIZR L TnE, R ELTHM DI I
PONHIR MR NME R 52810 D. ZOXHRBLGITME O T AR AL S LR
AL, 1982), ZOR AL LR AT <O E R AT Qe W), SR IZ BT 5448 B
BHCiE, 2O RPFTHL B35 AT HLE IR AT O IE T ITHRWEEEICE P L, JF<
NE—RDBEDEEMWME—RERDIEDOBILTWD. Tbb, Japr SO K 2 E
THEERRKTTHY, TOT TR TEETHD.

EC, S OFHBEBKIEENOFE LN RBICHE, TR ORRL T, AT -
BI%E - R ET OB BUIS T, ARERIERSIRERSNDIBE 2L —varREH 0N,
EBREME T 2HNTENICLS TROOIEEI Z R TE &I a R 2720, f/id o
FO7MEE I B T BB MM CIE A RERIEELH WL ON L2 HD, HRZEFE M
P CRLIDEDRE L, —RICTROSMHLWIINTNNEITEOMAE DE D
NN ATFT 2.

1. RHTRHROET ALHEIFE (G IRE R A > 2 OVERHIF)

2. AMREROBRIR (BRI, BRI T T iERE OB EAL)

3. BILAmAORER, MERCE T L ORIR (ER B ) FR R A RE Il 2 R0

4. BERSEMFORIR O FrBE RS, BTSSR, ZnondIIgt:)

5.  BMEARIE, BUBEWLIE TTHfRE, RefAErE)

FCh, JIRLTIBGNBMETEEL S M EIIERIEERROWEE OGS, Bl 0%kl
LA Z (B RUAR) A B2 LD s, BB O IR M 28 T 28 8l & 32 B3 248 Rl s 0 33 U3 SRl
72K CThd. ZO7zwd, FEHMERE R DB FE 16t 35 EEE A3 £, GH A BERE I DI R L
HEST, ZOWFEDPEANAT DI, TOREER, 1960 F 025 80 A 1T ITHIT THEARDY
RERMEIZMSLSNTZ. LLRD D, K0BLER K LW BLR N BITR R O 8
H %<, BRBRE RN T O TWAH(REF, 2004). TOREMRFRBEO—DLLT,
R FT OHUDFE A T BIEE DR ETROT B2 1 D66 O JE M 26 Eh % i b | R BL AT RE 2
MR R D s AL BB T HD.



75, RAIKONELETHIEEDREROT HEeZ TRNVETY, RIS AT L
AR 252 T oM B O EZE B, —RICYUR (B LUIMBAR) A2 57 Ll Trbh, &
MR ED DO FREHIB O TEHEERRFEA O —2>ThS. ZORKY A7/ 57 5B i
B SN DO T IR IE (AP )2l Hm (N )M L& <, Whd5d Manson-
Coffin I T HLE LN TVD. ELITHIR LA M DIE T HLHTOT HL bz /&<
LIc“m A7V 5573 BR Tl MR OIS =0 B4R TIEIA e 2R WM A TE O 38 £ 13
RINRVY, WhWH ER IR E 2R LT IR D, LLRRS, BN ESETOm
OIS N =0T HEREZFEMICBE T58, BT ~OERE, AR IS
BRNFEETHIEN, EICH DN FEREHWZEZEBRIZEVHASL IS TS (Suresh,
1998). EHICHR LBz IMSELE, [EET ~0 4 JH I THlRE LB <02k 512,
REHL - AVIARZ R LRNOERDIE L > TR IR T ICE LN BLE SN,
[~ DI LS T LI T IRED BRI M T o 7B b M STV D, B0
RO I ONTHHFFE RN HED B, B PR S T O — & #R K UAaf B I fE > T2
LLTHMHOTHNREAETD, WHOLEIR LB RN AL HZENERIICHE I T
VW5(Niand Wang, 2001; 5, 2007).

@)oo, @ 10,

~o? N’ ~

TN /\
VAN

Fig. 1-1 Schematic representation of proportional loading and non-proportional

loading; (a) proportional uniaxial cyclic loading in time domain, (b) proportional
biaxial cyclic loading in time domain, (c) non-proportional biaxial cyclic loading in

time domain and (d) three paths in stress space.



LIAT, R BB EW RO IR E M N2 O EBRE T IR LRI TIE, #
B350 DA MR B X, Fig. 1-1 I AR 38912, I J1 (BDWITOT B) DRy
ML ZEZF D, SHICTHRR 2 4 2 B35, Wb 5 IE Bk LA fiF (non-
proportional loading)IRRE THLZ LM — RN T, L AKFEE FE KR T MLl &
fif (proportional loading )k ¥t FIZH0 A FEHAMIEW LD 7. ZO X570 FE e fil#i L
B T OFE & OHA N5 298 97 F i OWFFE L, AR A 27192 57 (B E L7278 052 30T
ILHDONBEICERRICE SN TEY(e.g. #HD, 1987; Doong et al., 1990,1991; Itoh
et al.,1995; Socie et al., 2000; Reis et al., 2009), H.#li&H D\ I 2 il O e Fil & fif T2
T29E 97 FF IR CIE L BI AT FOZIUTE LR F 3220 BMSihiTngd. EES
BB S RIS T LU OB IR L AT 252 T T2 618, R Ui IR 34 T 50
BONTEBRAB R 220200700, el A I T HFmBE LR T 3255 %E
(ZHESTIE, AR LA Lo THRIAR DR LI RN ECHZENHELE SO,

ZO XD 7 EAL B AL I T OMR LA IS AR D [ T D 2 & O Ry 7~ - PR AE
DI R L, IR DA =X LEEHITBR L TV DT28, IR I AR FE D A7) =
ALufFH LoD, TNEEUNZET WL T DI E0E, & R E Y O 775G 7
il lZ A 48 Th5(Toyosada et al., 2004; & HEFFP, 2001). SHICZDOHREZ R BLA[GE7R
M U R PR R NSRS iU, TN e AR ERIERSICRIETL2LT, HiEH oL

TUTE AR BB I B OROR LSS B FRAT 05, BRI LB OGN LED M2 T O 8 32, il
RyIab—ar B RRICR, W95 N FREHIE> THERIE WP EONDZENHFFT
&5, LIEeDo T, UHBARLEm M E IR AT i Ao b HERERBRBELL T
@ STsNns.

DI, Kim L OWE I E Y O FBME T OEFIEZE), L0 IE AR LA
258 BB OO T BB R OT BRI BT DT 28, 4 & IR il g2t
PERERC RO ICERZENTWD. UL FIZZHETORNEIC DWW TIRVHEENTEEED
WEFEZ O W TR LARBFFE D H H) Z2 B HEIC 5.



1.2 BEOHE

1.2.1 S FEH D58 28 4 fZ 4

1995 4F 1 FITHE A U7 I o Uk B 50 L 7R oD R S LIk, 8 A B oD T AR MR L2 B 2 FE R
1 « BB R AT IF 2 03 2 554 T oL C& 7= (e.g. Nishikawa et al., 1998; Z 5, 1996; L5,
1997; =5, 1997; %S, 1998; Ucak and Tsopelas, 2012,2014). ¥ fif fig #r A4k 92 ©
T ECIAFERIE VS =B OB b OB, Sl AR B S35 o )2 i % £ D Dk
JIRRBICEDETORETE - KOT HHEEE AL TN DI LR R LA i &5t 2 &
LB THLZEND, T T 2B L BB« ObOR b7z, BHH
(1997 IHMEIE 2 B ET NV EFRT DM EET VA, £ (1997), %S (1997)1% 3 Hh
HET NEMTDHBIEET Va T, 8RGO IER I A R 2 E L TWD.
ZNHO BT LIV Y Dafalias and Popov (1975)0 2 fhifi €7 L& B kiR
SN MERE e T L THD. F7= Ucak and Tsopelas (2012,2014)ix Armstrong and
Frederick (1966) D JE#1 % & i L &5 /L %2 FE 1M O F A 22 IS B 558 18 th
(Chaboche et al., 1979; Ohno, 1982; McDowell, 1985ab)% & A L 7= 3 ¥ M £ 5 L Cfif
24T > TOD. WT HVOMREHTHE R b fie K Anf B R0 Jm) 510 88 it DA% 7 E 72 i 2 D KR T 26 8

2
(e)
o}
< 0
s
e Experiment.
No 8 : —Analysis |
0 0 10
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Fig. 1-2 Experiment vs. FEM analysis result at loading point of steel pier with

circular cross section (Fig.7 (e) in Ucak and Tsopelas, 2012).



IFERMICEEZON TOWAZENRE SN TS, LnLAnD, #il 21X Fig. 1-2 1R T X
INCH A O IR EBICEDETOEN — KA FHEIT 0B ET—HL WD LIEE
UNEEUY,

ZOJED—2LLT, ZHHDHFZE TER A LT 25 M A BB 7 /L DR B A% & 1O
KL TWHZENEZALND. Ll OB ET vOWT b, BEfhAlZER HL T
BY, TOREIZESTIE, BREOHLVITBYERT o v VEIXE IZIEO T, BEOT
W 5 AR AR 1 A 1 EEERR T NCHED E T DEMAI AL L TWD. L2AT, HIEZE
WELH T ARG M B e IR I S — e M b E N MEWO T R IT A
ERHDLN TS, ZOEIRKEROT AL L CIHERTENII R L@ Y, A8 o — It
ERPEPLURFT<KONDPBESNOIM B R L EICRDIEDNMOENTND. ZO R AT
NN ET LB IR WTE, ERICITHAAMIKE THLEL Th, <SUHLILF OM

4 AT R IS V3L 1) R AT R S 20a D R ORI L 3 EE 1] AL fef B R LT 7R D 2 E NI B TERY, i
O AVH 2 FH DT BB VA A SN TIRE UM B 2 B 2 R BB R W ZEN RS Tw
%(Christoffersen and Hutchinson, 1979; Tvergaard et al., 1981; Jt)I|,1982; Gotoh,
1985abc). Christoffersen and Hutchinson (1979)& Gotoh (1985abc)if% 1 VI Lt il
BRI CEO MBI R AR R, BRI OA M ARG ICRYRETER T 52T
e He B B ar (b 0 R REZR G ML T LA~ IR R L7s. 2V 00 B P A ol IR AR i oD 2R
DREZRBLATREZRTZ D, VM O ol BE 77 18] A3 38 BE 5 I ICH AR AF L, 83 O Ui ©
BUE SHU 2 BEAR HIE M 7 0 O O Bl BTN &, B AR 1 258 5 [ D I G O3 2l
FEEAELD. ZOXORRVEZ2A T2MBEERTBREHmN = —F —fmEmsh, &
DFAETEIER IR L TEVZ OB R EE 525720, 8% ORI REH0IE
BaRd.

ZD XD 7R R B AR T 1R DS ) R EE R 53 WS KD BE R T 1) O MME O B 0l A S B R]

RE 72 BB MR R 20K, S ) EBEME O Bl BE O il 5 1A 8 — B L7222 e s, JEL i o
BB PERE A b FE s, FFILM OB IR R AT, B OB LR —F —im O,
BHDBEAR 1l DAL 75 E 5 /L (Batdorf and Budiansky, 1949; Koiter, 1953; Mandel, 1965;
Hill, 1966), #fi ¥4 7 /L (Mroz, 1966; Dafalias and Popov, 1977; Hill, 1959; Simo,
1987; Kuroda and Tvergaard, 2001abc), J, & /Z B s (Budiansky, 1959, Rudnicki and
Rice, 1975), #% ## ¥ 14 (Hashiguchi, 1993,1998,2005; Hashiguchi and Tsutsumi,
2001,2003; Tsutsumi and Hashiguchi, 2005)7:E 3% %.



TGO Il B A U, YO T RO R FHME R R 2 E ISR IA LG DH0,
R AZ BBV oo 4y B OO A A 28 22 <, BN R B o0 B Al (41 & 1 Rl I BR R R 1K
Forming Limit Diagram), B 5 KO T SRR FHIZ <O R EZE EN TE WAL
JII, 1982). LInLZ23n, ZNHOHFFED % X i s 1 HDWVIETEE O T A2 5 L1
2D, HOWITHEGRMITICEIVZOEEME LR LIEFHN L, KR THRETHLO%R
RENL - RO Bz 5T DMK 2 A 3 2 5 SUAG I & o 7ot 2 FEAR A 16 1 o0 FF g i
EREE AT, FFICEEY OKRIREBICELETOIRE %, 20872 IE 3 il 30 1 1%
ez VT o M - A HYEZRET LA e 13 E B OM DRV E S TH RN, Lz
BoT, BEOTHRAHL B R eV o7 IR LB A T O B2 B2 R B[ e 729 o
BV VERE BN OO, IS O KRR BE O RUE ARAT O AR T e TEIR,
FOBERNFREOFBICT G To00LEbND.

2 FHBIBRERLETEBOHB 4G

RTEE DL, MR OB A Al B T 22N ETOM R TIE, M KA R HD VL
RIS N A DA SR IR LAE I 3 2BRICB R SND, NFENTTFT =y T4 7 BROEA
TIVAN—THRBRTLHLONEN THD. 2O B R TIE, RIS LT O
MR LA OB I E NN FE A R T2 AT X BTEEMICLRBLERW. £
ZC, B£5(2007, 2008)i, KR PN D A iR s e & U 2R v FE oy L5 VE MR R O ek AT
& 3B HL5E T A i &7 /L (Hashiguchi, 1989)% 5512, # Ml 72 W8 M 25 ] <08 A b 7 38 A&

WG - A AL THERR B A B A LB MERS R N A R S L, B A B
iR AT RIS T8 B B OB BT OF AL R A TR AT RR R 2 AR LT,

— 05, FEHBIgOR U A R T ISR T DRIAR DB T 5B ICE B L TAHDE,
BR A JEILATE IS R L7c@ D Th D03, T a5 5 9 MEAk Rl L & L T B I B A
PRI EZ OMBIED R M -H7u . Zhuik, FE R LA & 32 1 D8 BHI 3L CpE
Sk D IEEMERE A2 W THREAT 3 2&, 2 OfE RICHD TRERBEN G END A REELH
HIEEEW T D, B AR KU T O NHLNIOT HO T JMHE O 21, FELHE
YAV BT 2F m PR OBEEREICEBEICEEL, dRET L4 MEEY OE
FEMEICEH KRR BE KT IENHVEHIEND, Yk Bl R % Bk ISR B Al 7 JE ik
MR A OB EELRREEL TLE DITHND.



1.3 XHARDBEH

VL B3 Fc Xy, REFFEO B INEZLL FITRT.

1. ZIVETIERICEGRMENTIC L > TEOEEMEAVRS AU CE IRl E O B MR s A,
HEIEW) OV &\ o T2 S 2 IERR I DN TR LA 720 BRI BE MR REL @ A L, BE
TED EBRRE R LORER DO ILG MO IR U L DG R LT 228 T, ZD %Y
P LOH A REET 5.

2. BEHRISTILLT OFEFIESE L AR IO 52 &N TS A MK LI LB R 2 £ B
AIBE7R OIS, EIRO IR O IR A ILIRL , Bl — B RARE T 5.

1.4 KX D& AL
RIET O BRI OT0, K CI3H 1 T2EHT 7 BELLBRESNS. £ EOMELKITR
R

2 BT, AR CRA TN MEEER IR AR O T B B LTI
S ol P 0D R U B PE A i o0 i AR I O W TR %L FF, o i i kN o e
HDHE, OF HOINE Gy i, HE O B LIS SR, MO T HREHE L%, ik
U B fif ) R 250 SR 1T %6 e U CE 7ok Ui B PR e RIS DWW CREMNC IR 5. T E T
RENTMREN 22 MR U B ERE LR OFE R IOV T, TR - B A2 R 9
HLLEBIT, AWFIE TR M T 588 8 M s M MEAE i U DWW TE O E AL ZFE MR .
I B ARG STToet 5 &9 % i 3R 8 R A OO I DR AT AE b AR M 2 2 B W) RE Ae KO TR AL B B &
PraR L7z BT, MR R R C B Ko R R E R T,

3 ETIL, 5 2 BTl 7B E MO MR A FE R A IR R IE~FEEET O
EEHRA PR E IOV TR AL, — IS B MR Al UTE E Gl ) B TE2bNDT2D
B A MR T OB BRI e R T 4 CRM R SN D . RBE TIXCTELRVEH R A &M
ABTIT, RERFHE 22 M W THE AR E DR T2 WEUEFE FiEEL T, A
T AT T =T aY e a | SE R EITOILEBIT, BUEM Y IZ L0 EE & B2
RET oI NEBANT D, I, KR FIEE AW EREFERL, 2 REELT
B 205008 Euler IBICEDRER LKL, HHEBEZIR TSI L7, FHEHEE N7
BT RNt N

% o4 ETIE, BRI MR I D VAR EE T 27201, M aL B M A
FEEUTIEMIC A R E RN 2R, — &7« A A gyl 7 8 405 U4 g 2052 1 2 ] B
B OERERLETHZLTEORYMERT. FERBEOT HREZELRVER



DR LB IYEE T WA DO WTH RIAR DR 2 i 3228 T, 8§ 2By sl Ao
EWIEORERLBET 5.

%5 ETIL, 5 4 BmITHEX—E ) - KF 2 Hli i ok LA ff T OIERRE AT BR 23R iR
Hrast 7 AMRIKICOIES> TEMTHIET, BRI OE WA 92 BB A% Al o
BEWIESTEDINTH BT 20 2B L, g M OB s B sl oA A PEZ R,

56 FEITRELRIG S LUT DI B il U A i 2052 4T 2 48 J8 A4 RE D ik il LR (b Bl 5 2 3% Bl
FIREZe W MERE R AR E T 5. B LB PR a2 W CIE Bl oK LA O
PRE RN 24TV, YEBLENRBL AT RER IR SN AR T 2L b1, MR
FTA=BBIOAM R R ELZACSET AT R L, #7529 2 5 8 4% plc U o0 i PEA
B9 5.

H 7 EITH GG THD. ZITHE, FETH NI RO Kin L et 4 5.

BECEITE 1 EDH 7 HABLT, BRICHIZFLE.



28 BRLEZBMEEAXOERL

21 #%S

AR BT, BLG A 0 A5 LB B 1 A R X o0 B AR IZ DWW Tl % B G G 10 B 1
AR O Bl B MR 7235 & 2 IO O I AR A A B B LW i B MR plc s UE, O

3 T DR PN B UAF R VIG G & B0 D 3 BE K AE PR A B R L7 - R

A DDV LB R - MR BT KBS . — RICARIFZRO M G T8 B EL O /)
PRI E R AT T ARER AR O T 0 B AN B Y AR BR B I AT, o B K A
AE RN, HONIZORBITER LGB R LT D, SR O AT FE
BOZNICE o TAELLBW R R LR CEDH0OLE 2 5. R IE TIZOT Zid FE HMEE
ZRRBNCIT 28 B B OIEBMEE T A TRV T L0, 8 B IE (K A7 O8I L 98 14 4
Xzt L7z

REECIEET PR O — B2l AL LT, oy S5 9 M A% il N oo Kb 2R/ L,
Z D% R LA Aar B RE ISR L T8 i U 7o il U PE A Rl s WO 5. ki, BE
T OMOR U IB PEAE A OIS AR T 5L L b IT, ARMFIE CE A U729 1y B0 08 PE A
AR T2 IEE FAME T MO TEDOE XL E R T, 51T, AR E S F &
TR B D T 2R, BARMIIZZE T O 8 T Ak % A= oA fif faf 8 00 7 [A) BT AR 2 28
A U2 b B Ao B R, 12k U CHR R S0 CE T B0 VB I B VB M A R R Is D W TRk R B
Bk, KRR TRHRET 2@ BHM B O BRBEEERT.

K XEBLT, 1 BEOT YL (I V)a 2807y vB 4070 C i
BRI Ve ZHWTU TOLIICRINLILDET L. FTRFICH B RO F#
K, DEVFI—A U T oI RAZONWTEZ DR IMER DL DT 5.

a=ae, (2.1)
B =15, ® € (2.2)
C=Cy e ®e Qe e, (2.3)

Z2is, a,B;,Cpy RERENREICHIET ATV N ORS THY, ® [EFATRTH

U’

5. F, 20T VDO REIIIRKTEZLNS.

10



|B| =/tr(B'B) =/B,B, (2.4)

“oiz, () BmEsET

2.2 HHEBEBEEREAR

221 VY HEEDME 5 F

SR PR AR B XA RO D e (R ) 52 T, IR I R KBEE 95 8IS L TR A B LS.
W % 3 ot Euclid ZE ISR W TR BEEARE & — 5% — TS T B AL, £ OMRFEITEERR /]
Thd. WERITER/ NOREITHHILNPDLT, JRF00 FlnoleIrniotiEz
RTHOTIR RS, WERILGOFEHN M EZH T HRANRETHD.

ST, HERE =1, BT E R X FEOR X+dX i, BEEl =1 2B\ T

XD X +dX ICBBLG A, ARAR TV FERXOIHICERTS.

ox

= 2.5
o0X 25

—IRAZIEFRIE R T 23 LT T, AR IEKAF T2 BAEDIS NIRBIZE>T—
BICRESNT, IS NWEBR 2R DT LILITTERWY. LR T, IS HEER R OWM/N 2
ZALZ BRSO, ThEAMREICE > TR 3§52 T, BEDIR N ELTF DR B2 LR
THILEEZRD. T TRATERSNLGHE AR T YV L2 W5,

8V L = ov, (2.6)
“ox 7 Ox,
X . °
L= X _fp (FoLF) 2.7)
0X Ox
SIin, VIRMELAOREE X B A ETHY, (1) I E R AT

W AR T YV LT —RICHEFR TV THY, R D ERCEFRE 2> Wi
ROMRITHILNTED.

L=D+W (2.8)

11



D:%(L+LT)

Vo

2.9
e (2.9)
2

2, DEOFHREET L, BREET I VHDLVIFAN v F 7Ty, Wik
BHER A T Y Vi DV NTE R BRI L T LV BRI D,

AL TR R ET DE BB CIE, BUNBYE, AIRBMEZERZIE TEHIENEL, £
OIREDF, OF il Ay D¢ rmitmas DY onEnmss.

D=D°+D” (2.10)

222 BEVTHRELS NEE
BEPE O 2 D I B A RIS B SR T H AN BH DLRE T 5.

D¢‘=E'c (2.11)

212, 6% Cauchy JEHT, (7)) HEBMAETHEEEEELEL, Kk CTIIWE
ORHE R EZ £ T A @ LT, ME AR L O #aksy W TEZSNDHE ik A
CEAWAR A D Jaumann i E A2 EH 5.

S =S— WS +SW (2.12)

T2, SIS RN EEE R A TR TEED 2T YA THS. B 4 BEOBMER T
VI THY, Hooke HINCHED & 7 MK LR E T 5&, Yo /R E BLORT Yty 21
WTIRATEHEZHNA.

vE E
Eijkl = é‘z'jé‘kl + (51'1{5]'1
d+v)1-2v) 2(1+v)

+0,0;) (2.13)

ZIIT, O,1% Kronecker D74, DEVI=] O A, [ # JOW 0 ZHD. HD LI

12



WE IR ATHE LS.

6 = L(tr D*)I + 2GD¢ (2.14)

¢ =2GD?

1 (2.15)
()=()—=tr()I
3
1z, L,G 1% Hooke HINCHED S e IR 35155 Lamé EHCTHY, G 1Lt AW
MReuEEnS. () 13X(2.15) FRIORT IR Em S &% 7.

223 BHUOTHRE
i, O aEE DY 2 ETAICHT0, S B A T 5 i A M o
%ﬁt@f (O PRI HRE M) % kR CIRE 5.

f(fr)=F(H) 2.16)
0=0—0
I, o EBBELERTHY, VPSS ISR To. F xS SRR THY,
EMBREORESERL, 2AHT—ER CHIEHEA LR H OB TS, Dk, KR
LG DR E ROBEEL, SHIENOLRORAKBEE THILEETS. LER-T,
Euler 0K BB D E B LO R K& 727,

w6 - /@) 21
A (5f (0) . &)
og@_ "6 {_ SO __F (2.18)
06 tr(Nc) tI‘(NG) tr(Nc) '

N af(G)/H@f(G)

(HNHzl) (2.19)
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Yield surface

f(e)=F(H)

Fig. 2-1 Yield surface in stress space.

A

Zziz, N R A i X B AL 7 Y L Th D (Fig. 2-1 B 1R).
B AR o1 2(2.16) D W B R 4 40 35 K OVE [BIR 5y ~ D &8 # Hil (Hashiguchi, 2007)%
A, A &L TR ESS.

(af(c) ) (a];(/\&) &) :FIH
(O]

(2.20)
=dF/dH (>0) (2.21)
H w057y, Wiz H, 3 L0t 02 i DP o B s b6 Lk sUA <.

H= h(e,H ;D)
h(e,H ;sD”)=sh(o,H ;;D")

(2.22)

22T, hiER.22) FoXdie, BirtoFadEE DY o 1 ko kK chs.

BB S oL EE o (ZE O P o DY ol sk H oL,
KAFIRETS.

a= a(G’Hf)HDpH (2.23)

14



I, a FE), WEREEEB H, 0B ThorEL, MET VYNV THD. DFEY

tr(a)=0 <bhs.
#(2.22), #(2.23)% & (2.20)I2f AU,

tr(@; (:) ) tr(@;—(;)aHD” H) = F'h(c, H,;D")

EoIT, BERE Al (A (ZIEM Ok EK)

L]
A

D’ =AN

AR EL, (2.24)1 Tk KD,

(@@ ) @ © 3y = F ih(e, H 2N
06 06

X(2.26)I2(2.18) 2B G LR Naf55.

N6y ———tr(Ra) i = F' A (o, H :N)
tr(No) tr(No)

é%a:’

. tr(N o)
T
F

(o, H ;N)tr(N6é) + tr(Na)

tr(N o)

tr(N[l; h(o,Hi;N)é + aD

#(2.28), #(2.25) 5 M 0P E DY ik channs.

pr = N =TNo
Mp

15

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)

(2.29)



M":tr( { h(o, HI,N)c+aD (2.30)

i, MP RSB E T s,
S, OF e D EE(2.10)i08(2.11), #(2.29)F X A LK T 5 2 55,

o tr(NoG) -
r(lA\Ipc)N

D=E"'o+ (2.31)
3(2.31) D3 B L LTI 3 30 6 IR T B 2 HRUB.
¢ =ED-— tr(NEp)A EN=(E— AEN@IAENA )D (2.32)
M? + tr(NEN) M? +tr(NEN)
OF* B T2 SN BB TR 3515 5 T 0 LIR30 C 5 2 b s,
g tr(NED) 2.33)

MY+ tr(NEN)

224 BEE
AT B 2o U7 i 0 M A il s A il B T 5 2 DAV B8 0 1Sk U CHE M O™ 2 3 B 3 A
CHDMMEIDDH EEETDH. ZOHEE A M FHELFEDY, RO TH 255 ((Hill, 1967).

D’ 20 for f(8)=F(H)and A>0

D?” =0 for otherwise

(2.34)
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elastoplastic behavior
— — — elastic behavior
real material

&

My

(a) hardening material (b) softening material
Fig. 2-2 Schematic representation of stress-strain curve described by

conventional elastoplastic constitutive equation.

2.3 #ERUBMHEBMEERR
AT E R L7l SR G 3 R R 1 O N A pi e i e i e LE b & Tng. &
DA TE VX FH A 7] BT OM BB KO E W OIE WM B 2SI R<ERBLFHILND,
R 1 W SR 3 W D S R FHCIR AR STV, L Laessh, LLF Ik <%
T, ARy B P A R A CIR AR M B CRERR SALD IS J1-O 3 B LR % i R B L2 R B
TERWBIRBEET .

1) ISR EICET DB, DEVRRRA TS R E-OFT AR EREMRNEZEL, BRIR
RN RGN -OFT Bl A4 295, — 7 THRIEM B CTITIE o072 8 v
BREEEEZRTIEDMLINL TS, ZOK T 2T Fig. 2-2 IR T 8912, Bim
il R & 52 00 il R D 25 BT A B OB G H EV KR ELIRNDS, I ) D3R KA 2 7R 3
WAL B DB EITFELWERZAEL, MBI ORI OV I G Y OFF A /)
i KA, DEVERANC AAESL D RETED 5.

2) WEWPBEINDIEBBEE FICBW OIHEMAREVNI IV LARRL AR Th
HZEMEL, IS NIRIEDH DT OT HARIE — & OO LA W D85 &, Al S i Pk
WAL CTIEH 212 A 27V LR B BT S R 0IR SN D720 ThD. — T, EEME
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Cyclic plasticity

model

Translation
of small yield surface(s)

Expansion/contraction
of loading surface

Multi surface model Two surface model Single surface model Subloading surface
Mroz (1966, 1967) Dafalias and Popov (1975) with superposition of model
Iwan (1967) Krieg (1975) kinematic hardening Hashiguchi-Ueno (1977)
Yoshida-Uemori (2002) rules Hashiguchi (1980)
Armstrong-Frederic(1966)
Mathematical Simplification | Chaboche (1979)
refinement Ohno-Wang (1994)

Infinite surface
model
Mroz et al. (1981)

Single surface model
Dafalias-Popov (1977)

Extended Subloading surface
model
Hashiguchi (1986, 1989)

Fig. 2-3 Classification of cyclic plasticity model (Fig.7 in Hashiguchi, 2013).

(CBWTITAM AT VR T T LIZRRO/NROIBE R TN B LR ESRET N E

U%. Lo, MR LAR A2 T HMED O 1) FHIRFICH VDI GERTHD
LEZLND.
Z O XN ol B R A R TR LA ISR L TERA O Tl E 5 2 528D, 20
RRZEIRT D720, 1960 FRLIE, ZBRFEROBIMEZ®mOLIEEBMELT, FERIE
ONITBEZMPE IR T 2R EELM AL 7-FE « O R U B AR AN EIN,
Drucker (1988)iZ 2415 o 5 # VA ple 22 I8 oy ML g 98 P G LR L7z, AR RO 7230 oy B s o
PERE AT Fig. 2-3 (TBENANITR 3301, BB (L OB G Z FREIRIREE~IRE L, £
[f &7 /L (Mroz, 1967; 1967), ¥ m €7 /L (Mroz et al.,,

lwan, 1981), &5 /L

(Dafalias and Popov, 1975; Krieg, 1975; Yoshida and Uemori, 2002ab), H fi€7 /L

(Dafalias, 1977) 3% L '3 # J¥ & @) ## /& & 7 /L (Armstrong and Frederick, 1966;
Chaboche, 1979; Ohno and Wang, 1993ab)&, Ji /1 OZEALIZ KO GE < I 32 & far

OFEY) A E O AT H SN A M Il £ 7 /v (Hashiguchi and Ueno, 1977; Hashiguchi,
BlESG. KT CIIBEN L OB &I E
WCARMFSE TR AL TAMNEET VOREMZ

1980; Hashiguchi, 1986; Hashiguchi, 1989)(Z K
DA FEBBIEET T AT HOWTHERL L, R Ei
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WD, ek, PLRRAE SR OB AK i 2 IE BLIE AR tH EFR L, € O o> 1E B AK 1 O PN B IS E
SO T BRSO T A & X B9,

231 ZEETI

Mroz (1967)% lwan (196713 T T /LT DM LB MEET LA R L. 20
FBT VL, IEBBEREONEBIZEDORESIIH L T—E DM B2 MR LB EUE o T %
RiizH T 5.

f(6,)=rF(H)

G, =06-0, (2.35)

(i=0,L---,m)

TINS, R F B O TR O E B R OB, o XD FH O FRERE oS
D CHIS Y 5.

MO B O R ESZBLE T 28R (X (2.30) X BG83 RS T BRI
(i=n) OREE, DEVE T ER O EREERE ST 2B 7 Ik fF3250T, £
TEM B DI T -OFT B LT RV G 8IE 273 T LEbIT, LU OBCFER - 4 BLAY A i
(T 5.

1) IS OEAICRY, RARDMMRE LA TR TREREIZ— R TREAEWICET 2.

DEVZDIG S ZE M E O A W THEER I ORF RN E LS, B LA
o 2 B O BB FH R B WD T O mUE B TR L EINTRD.

2) VEPEAREIIIE S A E RS T B R T VT S T2 B AT 8 (PR O e
DRESIIRELARD)T D720, 2.4 (TR 32 5B M A 203 72§~ R &P 5
SRR AR 5.

3) %R TOEMBMOTHHELBRE T L85G, IS IBROTFTEREICEE T8
(ZFBUNT, A AN 7o 3 B A M S A L i S,

4) FPEBE IS B 2R T b /N SV T BR AR N O IE LA HIC B W TR, DT 2
DEITRBLTERL.

5) —EIS N IRIE OME LA IBIE ISRV T, EMALEB AR T T MR A
AN OWEIE Y = — 78T RRBICEEL, FTo, LB Z R T FRIRE BT

fmv
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LEEIORMEFEDORBENE L == XD RBISETD. $72bb, FiREMRLA
K LTI OT HDOERE, Wb I ERNTF oy MIRERI LG,

232 BEEETIL

Mroz et al.(1981) %, ZHET /NVZK B L, 1IEM R E N O T BRI O E IR I
WMSE =B mET VERRE L. ZOET VLR, BLS 71 S0 6 IE# R IV
DO TREREZREL TWDIs, FMEEIIIHE R UG T -0 Al #13E S0 s & 4
BET5. LL22s, BPHAMIEE CIIHEOLEMHILM-INDb D0, Ik 1 3B S,
SOICHAMBICEIET DI N KBS TIET 7707 72 F BRI IR E IS LIS
PRI ) -ONT B BRI R BLS 7200

233 “TEHETLELUVEEBET L

Dafalias and Popov (1975)8 X Krieg (1975)ickhznEnZ mt T L&/ Fib Lz
T HET VEHRZEL, Dafalias and Popov (1976), Ohno and Kachi (1986), McDowell
(1985), Ellyin (1989), Moosbrugger and McDowell (1990), Yoshida and Uemori
(2002ab)HIZ KV IRS HWHAL TS, i E 7 /W IE LB AR i oD PN 8 L Al g Sk & 1 %
RIBOBERZFTHEREEHEL VD, SFVERBKRKREZ f =0, i‘%ﬁ@%sz L
LTIRATERD.

f=le-X|-F(H,)=0
(2.36)
f=|le-Y||-F(H,)=0
zziz, XY i3 ne il SRR s L OB R i o H O Th D, i &b B LI X
LB BB L% H AL IC LR i/ 23 TR Th 5. VAR B F R OB /)
LIE MR OR T b oD 58 100 e R (HE AR 0 5) D BEBEIT IR 1795
CHEET VIS E T T VORCEN B K R AR T B b, MR BUS R E T
(R ifi BV LIS R H L OB L > TORRFSAI0, HIRIEOMR LA R
BWTEEEMEIOISE LIZ B2 W Te ATV 2L — T RERBLENLAH(Fig. 2-4).
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Elastoplastic domain
S Elastic domain

1444

>
>

fadd

Fig. 2-4 Prediction of constant stress amplitude cyclic loading behavior by mulita
surface model, two surface model and nonlinear kinematic hardening model with

purely elastic domain.

2.3.4 FREBBELETIV

Armstrong and Frederick (1966)IZL-> TR ZSNZIERELBFE/LET VX _HET
JVIEIRR 1 F 7T =y M BL SR %0 RIZFEATT 9% (Chaboche, 2008; Hashiguchi, 2013). ZZ
C Chaboche et al.(1979)i%, OB B LB OZHAETH WL EA4EL, kE
iz,

0= Za =—CD”—yl , DPH (2.37)

i, Gy, WHMBEH THD. FR2IT)CBWTM =1noy, =03 hniERk
I% Prager (1949)0#E B 8L AlICIR & 95, ARXUXZ AL B E L TP ICIEfl 6
LS TWLLDD, WEBIOZNITH IS TIMEHEROWHEERS WA RNAKETSH
5k, MEVE RN INT D ENTE STy 5D (Hashiguchi, 2013).

OB BT T LTI, B OER BRI ZEEL WD BIMELR O f5 5
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PEITAETRWS DO, IS N EHLE R EIZE LBl O SRICEAR L, ZmE7 VA
RORKEZRTDH. SOICHRBRTLEMBYEOT Hl 25 B L7286 i3 e M SR
bR TS,

24 HiRTAEEET IV

RITE TR U7z PN S0 L R B 38 2 R7 -2/ S B far T (T B AR 1) 20 37 FF oy L 56 0
ET UL, WTRBMEOMIRLAMEEIZRB T 2IHTVEE ORI REHF T2, 22T
Hashiguchi and Ueno (1977), Hashiguchi (1980)i31E Fi K& (R 1 0> PN 56 2 i 1 st Jak &9+
HIRE & ¥ C, IEBLREAR B ICBUIS 70 s 25 12380, BB AR T AR Sl 72 & A i &R
EL, 0T AN ORI /MM Z0g0R Ui i M 26 8 2 52k 3290 8 T AR i £ 7 L
ERELEL. KETVE%E 2411, 2.4.1.2 OEgEESME, WONSESEORER AL
TONFHERFAEMWTZL, EEMEHIBIESNDHMEIRE N OB IR E ~DiED
MIRBRERIAFETHDS. LPLRBAH TAMEET V2 AT, IS0 #IKE — &
(FRA7-FFAMTIER)DOBIE L AWM ZEEZ2 TRLIES S, HOCEAT IV AEE Z2RT. €2
C, Hashiguchi (1986, 1989)i% T & {uf ifi O 1E B K& AR i 12kt T2/ L D &2 05 ST DI
TLEATONIIRBER T Y NVEE AT HIET, fiuk LA I IS 1T 200 A fif i f2 Cil 42
Ehs Masing 2 REZRBLLOD, NENTF = MR Z IV BUCKBL AT RERILIR T A
WAET VERELL. KT, 0 TAMBET VOER[(LZRT.

241 EftEEHEBONEY

FTIE FTAMBEET VOERILZRTICHY, BT AE B 2R S 2 e 1 55
HEBICEONEMHIZONTIE RS, ZNHD S ITE T RS K B O JFEL L3 O
MR AUTROOND ) FEAETHD.

2.4.1.1 Hfpe kA

FERANTBLZE SND O el B 0038 5 1 72 28 A AT 6t LT 77 BE T 3od foe 19 12 28 {37 %7
D T, B e M Sk F (Prager, 1949) X, Ik R TREND
(Hashiguchi, 1993,1997,2000).
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lim c(cH D+6D)=0(c,H,,D) (2.38)

oD—0

zzig, H(i=1,2,3,-") ZABT—HD0ET YLV ONEIREE H 2 A cELd T
FLELOTHS. O() HERNOE{EERT. EBEOOTHEEL AN LIZHE DIE )
W OIS TH IS DR EBBLOHN IR EBE L TRB S, ZOSRMITH A3 28 pl T
filg DME—PERFES RV, — MR ITIE & S AF D8 SN DB MR UT B B AV ITAR S
fE 20l 729778, %R 3 DR R M B T M OO T B THLEMBEEOT I E L5
BLS &, KRR35,

2.4.1.2 WHNELE
FERANCBLESND IS IR OB 2 EALICK LT, R OO T B EITX T 50
J1E B TE RIS EA L T 27 WO L, O SMEEMEITH, BUEmicikNTcRIND
(Hashiguchi, 1993,2000).
lim o(o + 6, H,,D) = 6(c, H,,D) (2.39)

oD—0

Z L ORI TR SN ERTE O T— ik cRsnd.
6 =C"(0,H.)D (2.40)

cziz, C? 13 4 BEoBBIEZE T VL THY, IEHBLONEIREE OB CHb.
FoBE MR BT AR ISR I H IR B SN S.

C? =6—G (2.41)
oD

ZOBE, R(2.39) IR R THEESNS.
lim C¥ (0 +d0,H,)=C%(06,H,) (2.42)
oD—0

ORI A2/ IR Fig. 2-5 (R T X ICHEM IR R R R CRE T DI /)-
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o abrupt change

1/ N

/ real material behavior
v/

=
>

&

Fig. 2-5 Violation of smoothness condition in conventional plasticity and

kinematic hardening cyclic plasticity with purely elastic domain.

O T HMH B TR SND.

242 MR TEAREETIL
FTE G AL - BEMEL X OR G A A 35 b i o 5 G o BB R i (R AT
IR DOBER I ERI U THDHN, ORI AL Tl 2R TR E T 5.

f(o.p)=F(H) (2.43)
G=6—0 (2.44)(re-record of (2.16)b)

TTiT, B EE T AR I T LA THS.

SoC, EMEERIE OIS, #ICHLIS ) A 6 A Y IE B R T R B IR % R B 7
NG, B, WA - # N5 F AR E L, T B R T & T £ 46 004 (BLLE 2 T HL K
ik REUkACET. 7035, TERMR b RI30E 1 A8 ERLE R 10 SV A AR
FANT—BThBD. KT, ERBEREE T AR EOME R LS 28 AL, 150 a0
ST, BUE A6 OEMERE EOIEAE 6, LTI EhE,

f(e,p)=RF(H) (2.45)

6=R6, (2.46)
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S=s—0, S=s—0
H(2.47), (2.48)FBLN(2.49) % v, K(2.46)i%,
G=0-0=06—-S+RS=6+RS
G=06-°5
L7285 T (2.45) I3k L 72 5.

f(6+RS,p)=RF(H)

R R R I358(2.52)86 8 HSNBH, — [ BT 1912553 B,

T A 2(2.45) 0 E B Oy Ik X TH 265,

o CP o OB (TCB g RriRFE
06 06 op

Nzufygiﬂa/Wa@tgﬁ%H

H(2.47) D, TR TE O T 0 6 D% BRI R KT H 2505,
0=Ro-R§+(1-R)s

L EOIEBIEEAR E, A4 3 L OET & 4 Fig. 2-6 (2R 7.
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(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)

(2.50)

(2.51)

(2.52)

(2.53)

(2.54)
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Normal-yield surface

f(6.B)=F(H)

Subloading surface

f(5.B)=RF(H)

0y

Fig. 2-6 Normal yield surface and subloading surface.

ZITYD THE H L s DEEFNZOWTE 2 5. FIHIA M IZRDIBIEE I L0 8 B R
S I T A O UMK T 3581513 Bauschinger 2 R EMEIZIL TS, 2T
I OOV ER BRI O LOFKBICESTRITHIENTED, —J7, W11 A7 B
(ZH T A AR O R AME T 58 %R Masing 2 &L TRIbNRS. £ A
TR IZIBNT, FICTEERAT Y 2L — T BRSNS DY, THULF A RIS 6 BRA7 i f2
THMMEERNELLILICEDLOTHD. DEVINLOBL ST, MBS e b M I £ T
206 77 IR R 28 1E AR B AR T PN OAT B B IC Ik o TWAD TR, BMIEAFEEICE
WS I OEAITERL T B T52LICL5bOLR TEL. FHELF LS T2 X5 ITEkD
BRPER 720N IR BB RO Z OB B ZEL, THRIRIREBICEBWTEME R AL LSEDELD
CHE R EEFETD. b BIIE ) QX O %720 L THY, FHELF LS
IO MR 26 SR Z R T, DL EOB RS, FELF LS ORI 2V E TS
DR LA 8 T RN TOHEERE THLEE 5.

FRELH O 8 S IE B BEARE O NCFEL CWDE G EE 25, Z0%H4A, TAMEIX
B R 1 L5525 L, 205 RUC BV TIE B IR i & F R i 04k i 2 18 10 N s R 2s
EVORE G BAELTD. LIpdo T, B L § 1 ICTE B R i N ISR E T2 0 B D
L2805, WADARENXLETLOLERDD.
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f(s,B)<F(H) (2.56)

AL L s O IR FUR A8 (R 2L L 23 TE R AR T B SR AE T 2)IC B0V T (2.56) D W) H Iy
7 IIRATE 26N,

tr{%i’ﬁ)@— &)} + tr{%gﬁ’ﬁ)ﬁ} _F<0 for f(8,B)=F(H) (2.57)

%72, Euler O KB O & #IcLS tr{(Of (8,)/ O8)8} = F 7eamiths v g, st
(2.57)IER KD I ICHEE R LD,

" {af@:m G &)} R {@”(@:B) §}tr {Gf(ﬁ,ﬁ) ﬁ}
oS F oS op (2.58)

il {af(s B }F<o for fG.B)=F(H)
F oS
{@ff; B)[ 1{ (af(SBB)B) F} HSO for f(s,B)=F(H)
S
(2.59)

L(2.59)IFMHBLF s DAL THD.
wIZ, Fig. 2-7 124912, Of (S,B)/ 0s L6, —si3dlif, SEVLONFEIZATHHT
EMBIRAZRE T 5.

o 1{ (é‘f(;ﬁ)m 1;} ~|p’[s, 2.60)
&, =06, (2.61)

(Z, cIFMEIR L s DX REEZHETOMEER THD. HELT LS OF R ANT K
XTHABNS.
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Normal-yield surface

f(6.B)=F(H)

Subloading surface

/(5.B)=RF(H)

ij

Fig. 2-7 Limit state of similarity center which lies on normal yield surface.

;:CHDPH%m{gﬁ_%tﬂ%%)}g 262

LsL7280, FHEL L s 13X, AR DI &G MR 28 IR E2R TR THH720, HE
Bl § DN R I i b PR 20K B THDIE B R 12 S8 ITFE EE 2 ¥, £
NARET DO LT LS 2@V IS ) o IR L CIEBL R IS Bk TREND
U LHEEATS.

f(8)=9F(H) (2.63)

T2, Hg (0 I <) I PR O REREETHY, ARG o 1B LR AR e 3o K
SEDTHD. SHOITHE T .LOIEEAIN(2.62)ITLL TOIDICESHRZD.

;:CHDPH(%_(%_Dg}m{%ﬁ_%tr(%%}g 264

IS, VIEFMEHERTHY, Hs D KIETHS.
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{(2.64)2(2.55)ICR AL, IS o EANTRACEZHLAON,

a=Ra—RS

. (2.65)
+(1-R) HDPHK——(——I)s]+u+{];H ; (af(sﬂﬂ)ﬁ)}}

#(2.65)% R(2.53)ICfC AT B A A5,

@@,

_u{@g§@{§&+0_a{qpﬂ{%_@%_ng+a

(2.66)
£ 1 9f.B) >
+{FHF "o m}} H
+tr(wﬁ):1%F+EF'f'I
op
EH1Z Euler ORIRBEEOERICLLZRAEZEL,
Ly w2 _
o @.B) _JGB§_ RF 26n
06 tr(No) tr(No) tr(Nc) '

(2.68)(re-record of (2.54))

5 = 9 (o, li)/Hﬁf@r B)H (N =1

(2.66)1Z,
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tr(N o)

tr(NG)
I_{F p
o) tr[N{aJr(l R){ |p H[——(;—l)sj (2.60)
Fro 1 TEBa 5 ACH NN
+{F t( B ﬁ)}} RsHHr(—aB B)=RF+RF'H

t((Ne)— tr[ {a+(1 R){ HD"H(——(——I)SJ
{iH — (6f(s B) g } H (2.70)
H J[remy) ko H
RF oB R F

—t{ {% o+(1 R)s +a+R(—o S)
l rlls~ of (S,B) 5.— (2.71)
e[t oo SR

LR, P - B -l H

DIoICFEEEZ O, SHITA(2.71)IF RO %
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6+(1-R)S=0—-0a+s—0a—(s—0)=6

(2.72)
l_ §:l_( +Rs)_i
R R R
ZRHWIUL, DI ICEZHRIOND.
tr(N o)
| N e vas £+c( jHDP‘ G — (f( B)B)c (2.73)
F R RF OB
of (s, 1 R
~(1- R)( LBy 4o | ]s} =0
op X
AL B E D3 R A(2.22), (2.23)2H W TR(2.73)ITIR KD IR BLTE 5.
tr(N 6)
—tr| N —h(oH D”)6 +a(o, H)HD”H+ = c(%—leDp‘ G
(2.74)

1 oG, Dl
— i A ésBB)b(c,Hi))HD |5

0

_1_ P i af(éaﬁ)
4l R)[Ftr( =

b(c,Hl.))+c(l—l)]HD" $
X

[N,
| I
I

L, —BRRFET L PBOREIE, BEOTLAORECHFRSNALLEEL, B
B A AL B B 0 %6 R B 3K (2.23) L R O TE R otk K i V=

B =b(c.H,)|D’| (2.75)

ZZTCRA OB EE Al A E L,
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D’ = IN (1 >0)
X2.7D)FIXRADIHICEZHLZHND.
tr(N o)
_,'Tt{ {F h(o, H,,N)é +a(o, H)+( I(QR) (% 1))&

L 9f(s,B) _
EFtr( op b(c,H,))o

(- R)( wZ (‘;'”b( H>)+c(——1)] H=

=771,

R=u()|o’|

Yo TEMORAESR A BrowmiodadE D’ LUk L85,

/.T _ tr(_N o)
MP

D’ = tr(Ncr)N

9 - Mp

Mpst{N{F h(e,H,,N)6 +a(o, H)+( (R) (——1)}
R R

(2.76)

(2.77)

(2.78)

(2.79)

] o .B) — w1 e TGP .
EF{tr( o b(e,H.))6+ R(1—R)tr( o b(G,Hl.))s} (2.80)

—c(l — 1)§H =
V4
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UL BB O3l E TR TH AN,

D=E'o+ tr(_N:)N (2.81)

K (2.81)DWEFELL TS DR 6 TR A TEZLNS.

6 =ED——"NED) EN = (E - _ENQBEN_ D (2.82)
M + tr(NEN) M + to(NEN)

OF i TR SNABE B I B2 EEO AR E A Tk chzbns.

. t((NED)

A=— — (2.83)
M? +tr(NEN)
7p BA A IX R AT 5 2 5 41A (Hashiguchi, 2000).
p L]
D?#0 for A>0 (2.84)

D?” =0 for otherwise

2.4.2.1 HYEEE S|

T2 O JEM B CIEHHETE O IR IZE T 2F Tld Hooke HINZRE I D L5700
PGB R T ZENFEROFELLTHILI, LHIBRFCHAERR LI XND. 2O T
OINIZLE, OB IS E ~EB T 5. 72720, BRI - PR &) H 5E
VT UM B DB R ) R A R LT D0 TS, BTE IR 1 E O Ao I /e
IS EFARFET HDOHRT, BB ITIEF I NIVIEHE 0T E G et/ NSRIEIELT
LIFLITERSINL TN A.

EZAT, A M VR Rl ISR TR OYER TR I T T L2 WT, ZORTE
DI T EONSTRIE T IRE O#IR LA 82 THILIZSG G, DT R2R3olZBE 0T 4%
ALTLEY. 22T, &RBMEHRE SN LD 7R AL IR A & B e (B Fr 28 BHO R 375
JEE T RIMERE Dt A B ) &L=k Ko B M B 5 i (Tsutsumi et al., 2006)% 8 A 575,
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Normal-yield surface

f(6)=F(H)

Similarity-center surface

f(8)=9%F(H)

Subloading surface

f()=RF(H)

Elastic-boundary surface

f(6)=R°F(H)

0

Fig. 2-8 Normal yield surface, subloading surface, similarity center surface and

elastic boundary surface in stress space.

f(©,p)=R°F(H) (2.85)

22U, RO(KD) (EBHPESE Rl DO KR ESEBLE THM BB THY, — IR ORIk e
EEDOEBETHD.

2.4.2.2 EHIFFERE, NAGE, HEH O, HESE R
AR ETICERBI L, I DRI T AIE B Rmm, T &, O, s R
i % Fig. 2-8 IR

2.4.2.3 TEHFEIR 03 A
T A 1 1 2 O W E R R 4y 1 (2.53) 1%, IE LR IR R 24, AU BB IE O P 4
W LB DI TR N, A SR L COBE A S, BT, A S
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BT, THERE R OFEL R 28 E 45, EREBREOIRERZHETSIC
W7y, BB FEEELEEL, Tig 1)~8)&2KE T 5.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

IR O IR B O R E ST 9D 1E LR K L D FE R 3 O LI MR T, £ D& T
T AT RS S E 2 5<L

i?/HDpH—wo for R<R° (2.86)

PE O B E O RESITHR T HIE R BRR I D% I BE D L1, T A & 1B B
REN—HTLETIE, EETHS.

j?/HDpH>O for R°<R<1 (2.87)

ME O Bl FE DR E ST 3 HIEBLER O3 R FE D i, IEHFRR 0
RELITA T LHRMBD BB THS.

TAM XA EOREISRTTIE, EFICBIS N R EBHTEn0, IEHLFRER
& 2 TRELRDRW. DFD, WP OT B B O R EIIT3§ 5 EBER 0%
JRHE DI 0 L7225,

I._Q/HD”H=O for R=1 (2.88)

HL T AR ESERBREIORER75E, BIEOTHHE DRSS T D
ERBEREE DR REEDIITAMETHD.

R|p*|<0 for R>1 2.89)

AAE N DT ER R EOF R ZR DI E T 2.

]._3 = U(R)HDPH (2.90)(re-record of (2.78))

iU B EBBIRE R O EMB L M ThY, FrslEaibTtnsds.
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\

Re 1 ‘%... }{

Fig. 2-9 Monotonically decreasing function U(E) in evolution rule of normal

yield ration R.

([ —>ow  for 0SR<R® (quasi-elastic state)

>0 R¢<R<1 (sub-—yield state
U(R)- Jor _ <hes ( Y ) ) (2.91)
=0 for R=1 (normal — yield state)

L <0 for R>1 (over normal — yield state)

X(2.91) DAL IR T AW T 7 /Wi, W2 B BRG] R 3 B )i 5 8% 68 2 A7
35, 2ZCU O B EBEEREL TR LR T5.

- 7Z'<E_Re>
U(R)=u(¥;,6)cot| ——L~ 2.92
(R) =u(¥;,6)cot) ———— (2.92)
u(¥s,6) =u, exp(u, IS, ) (2.93)
. 6
S = tr(ns ~—,j ; (1<, <1 (2.94)
6
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(2.95)

a _5f(S)/H5f(S)

T, Uy, U T EHE R THY R LU OV EEITH S 35, N B O 04k
xEmTFe Y Ths. (Vi EEANT— At LT (A)=(A+|d4]) /2 cErsns
Macaulay DfEHl, %0, A2 0icxtL<(A)=A4, A<0icsL<(4)=0Ths.

2.4.2.4 HORLAMIZEILEE -F A=V ~DHLE
MBSO BIRIE — & O LA 2T 256, il fAm TBESh DI THb %

PEL R, JEHAME F T 2B 2R T H A B bY, @R LHIL B R LTI, il
LRAL 31 AR R S DI 5T 0 R RS L L CAE L DRI OB (2“4 A— 7 &
EHL, EBLFEIRIE R ORI £4E3ET5 (55, 2008). B IKHIER(2.92)ic A— V1
¥ D(Hy) #8 AL, W OIHHLELT.

U(R D) = (1 —D)M(.W G) cot ——< e> 2.96
’ > 2 I—Re ( . )
D(ji ) (1' d ) 1+(_1 de i (2.97)

¢ 2 U .

D2, Hy BRI LR ChY, #A—2 R TA— i 5. d(i=1,2,3) 134 A—
OO R B A 5 2 AR E S T s, D(H )% Hy oW chby, 2o
EXHIWME 0 2oLl —d, Q4 5. 2, B UARICEDIE O 40 B
BIR U TH A=V RT A= Hy DS KL, 6 ) 0ME T (T A i O /)T 52w FRKBLL
<% D —> increasing, U — decreasing, R —> smaller . 5 »—< /35 2— 50 %
JRAIEL TR Azt 1%,

o= 2| 290
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D(R) = (1—@[1{%) } (2.99)

R=R-R° (2.100)

EROBEK DIFEX(2.97) AR TEAbN, k(i =1,2,3)1F, ESBEKRLR H5A—
COEREE G ZDEBERETIMBERTHD. X AT T A—5 H 13T HL R
b R OWHBMBETHY, ZOMEIE] — k) \CWE T 5. THUE, I AVIE B R T
WIEE, Thbb, MBI CHIIEE X A—UBRERLRTNEVIZ LR B LTINS,
72, DIzERI R R 03 st i ok x5 | DP | o, bt ERE LB
HEFICHIGTIEELTEZLN TV, ZOERLICEVIGE WAL LUXZ K ST
EHBERERKERE S, TS OZA—URERHINDI LTS,

2.5 ERBHEBAX~DHLE

2.5.1 EBREM
TAVETIZE B U7 o 0 M A e =0, oy oo O P Rl =X, 9 oy i g 0 A e U Ko 8
(B )R B ZE L, AR UERPDBEMEOT AEELFLIR L. LLRnE, ZoEX
CIC KDY O 1T, IRl A S T OMEIZENZ OV TERICBREIND
FRERDRDLRFEBEHTD.
1) BYEONT B0 E O R E ST S 3 BE O BEAR i S 1a) EYERR 7 17 B 43 12D Bk A7 L
B AR T 4 A 7 181 B A LR E L. (RK(2.79)b)
2) FrezokmiE, X(2.79)b MBS NEE F M OZEALIZERT5Z87<, BlK 1A
CHBI L FARE X (Fig. 2-6 DN F)0ACRESNS. T7bb
S 7738 E T AR AE L7200,
DFEY, EEMB TR EINDBR IR G M OIFHMEOT AT AL SR EL TEX
EEITWD. > TR R I D3 B A5 4 ff #8588 2~ D 6 il 3 2 FF B A faf BB, ZAVETIT
IR AT PR A L7 A, BR800 7 1 O IEHAE O T A3 JESnanz e
PSR B D IR IR ZE AN /N R A S A, B ZR T S B U T M ME R E 1R O AU IR TR
A KRB TERWRE, HEMT O THIKENKR T TIL2ZEB/EMIATVD
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(Christoffersen and Hutchinson, 1979;Tvergaard et al., 1981; Jt)JIl, 1982; Gotoh,
1985abc; Becker and Needleman, 1986; %, 1990). DO L9772 R M EHir7=, ZivE
TITFEAR 1 28 5 G IR E HDVITOT ol B 25 8 L7 Fl & oD 3 98 M Al U082 2
ST, ks, (B - JF BRI ) it @ HI 03, AR O 37 200 B 5 1) 23 (M 72 ) his /0 3 B2 07 1) & — 3¢
THZEND, Sl WP A R E RTINS DY, B R i R T 1) DG Tl A R LT
PR IIZNED T B =B LN s, Il B N e b XD . LTI
CHVETIR B SN I L i R e DO ERET VAR T
1) B&Gm=— 7 —Hi
WPERT Vi EOIS T I A R EIIRVAZRE LB R w2 —F —5
(Christoffersen and Hutchinson, 1979; Gotoh, 1985abc)»3 g R 7-. ZiuiZ ki
X, BYERT oy VOB R e #mal L, BRI 2 50E 3L, BT 2l
FE 7 A3 S B 2 M #fm OVERRBEDMELM#EEm AN O F M a2V 52812725
(& F, 1990). LnL7Zedsn, MO 2o BE L0 ) BE BAAR 1T — AR ISIERIE L7200,
BAEARATICI T DIE NI FE 3 1T HERb DT/ %, FIofA A UE T D7D I ETIS
P2 R SIVTFE 2 ORER BB AL NS 21T ST, SOITHEHE D
ZLEOREICREER S22 E OMEDHD.
2) HEOBEREOLZAEETT IV
BE D R AR T 2R E 32 BEAK T B2 AR 7 17 D FE AL O A 38 A L7 FE & 00 i 9
1 a4 & 7= (Batdorf and Budiansky, 1949; Koiter, 1953; Mandel, 1965;
Hill, 1966). =™ T Koiter &5 /L% Sewell (1973,1974)2 8- L, Bl & i 12
Bk % 70 07 8~ e BT & G 2 T R AT W L7 s, — i A 7 IR e 451 1R R RE o~
FIZ K CToH 5 (Christoffersen and Hutchinson, 1979).
3) #HEEHEET LV
A PEE WO HEE 1T Dafalias (1986)ICE0 HWHiL, ZAUZm SN sz dh
I, YRIE O 2 FE 1 ) O 7 1) 6 H&H \ZH& 173 5(Mroz, 1966; Dafalias and
Popov, 1977). fi1 s, ¥HE O 2 112 0 2 7 1 DD ictie 7 -2 b ek
HIR RS TUWAH(HIll, 1959; Simo, 1987; Kuroda and Tvergaard, 2001abc). %4
O ZHE D T7 [0 DB D5 BAEITREAITEASHDD, BIEOT HEE D
RESITHE A FRAFXNDIRESND. TP R, s J)3E BEDSBEAR 1 D H #1710 Bk 47
AR TL5%G, MYEOT R EITEAD T 5.
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4) Jo B H
Budiansky (1959), Rudnicki and Rice (1975)i%i 71 LM O o — 56— (256 i
SIFHE B (Hencky, 1924)IC W CHMFIL7Z BT, e R0 L7 E
MOERHEmEHE L L. £7- Rudnicki and Rice (1975)/% fissure €7 /L& H
TR OBEAE ORRFE D, BRK T O RO BUTIE T3 E D5 T oy Ik b n e T
BRL, Mises P& IR i 1255 7 4k 2 5 JE L 7 5 08 4 4 ol =X B R 1T D 4528 07 1) D i
T E R IR O T R E AN T DI B L. ZhCEku, #ETE
SRYBPERE R N DR TE MR X R DT, BRI T — T —FER iR O LD IEBRTE O3 ST
R E L ENRL, BEEOWBIEET L ~DOEALE G ThD.

252 EREMHEBERADOERL

AT R LTZ1)~3)DET VL, TRt RO THLIVITWVT e E et E 205,

1) @A FRMICESERL DT, I A 25 To— ik B 72 8 1% 3% [ 8 (25 H)
TLDIINETHD.

2) ISR -OF ol BRI — R ICIERRIE L7220, oM RIS LT, BAiEIC
B OH RERERE OBAEMRHT I 9255 6 138 A7 AT 1Y Tt & 03 il ik 44 B
EIRVHEIR FAE N E L END.

3) INFTITHESNT R VERRBEE, BEREEITEATHILIINETHS.

T T, RWFZETITRITE 4)d, ZRHEmICESW-ER(L 2 A 35, L2A T, Rudnicki
and Rice (1975)ICL-> TIREINT- J, BB X, Mises [RIKRGMFICIREESNDLDTH
HZEMD, Z O R %% 722912 Hashiguchi (1993,1998,2005), Hashiguchi and
Tsutsumi (2001,2003), Tsutsumi and Hashiguchi (2005)ick~> T Esh =& b 28
M3 5. 783, ZOIEHFHMEDT 7% Hashiguchi (1993)1272 5 A G SCTIXBER B O 7,
ARG 28N U T A il X7 B I P VR PR il e R 5.

VAR, SR M PESROR T A T T L 0E R L Z R _D . O3 7l BT 2y, M

PE 43 35 K OME B PE S 40 I B R CE B LR E T 5.
D=D*+D’ +D' (2.101)

S, B O a e DY IR S 0 E 6 0 T AR E OB R R Tl D
BRI N E O ICE0 A LD T 5, BEIR 255 77 o FE 1 25 5 3 ) ik e
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{72 B2 B 0 7038 B2 LN B A9 12y fif T 5. (Fig. 2-10)

6 =0, +0, (2.102)

6, =n'®n'c =tr(n'o)n’

) (2.103)
6, =I'6=0-0, (tr(No,)=0)
et 4 a;f‘(67l3) !’ H ! N, et 4
n = = n'|=1 2.104
( p ) /( N ( ) (2.104)
I'=T-n®n
N 1 (2.105)
]i;‘kl Eg(é‘iké‘ +0, 5k) 5,5k1 n_;]ﬁ/'d
- = 1 )
]I EH—§I®I
| > (2.106)
I 55(5 0y +6,0,)—=

i, T2 Bofe%Es v chs. T:Jaoto“i’ FZENEIULE D 2 BTV VE, 2D
WK D 2 BT I NCEBRET D 4 BEORAELBT Vv, BIO, ZORIKE#ER ST
M DRAZERK ST D 2 T NVATEBRT D 4 BEORZEHERERT IV ThD.

BRI O 2 DY AR R 2205 ) 8§ SR ICBIR ST DR ET S,

D' = Ao, (2.107)

TINT, R IE AR R A 1T — RIS R EE RN ER BEE B DA T — B THY, EHB
MR E R o BEFR N E 2 T 5.
%72, Rudnicki and Rice (1975)Df5 i &K & L, #2488 M O A3l B 13 0E HL AR i o
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Normal-yield surface

f(6.B)=F(H)

Subloading SLEface
f(o.B)=RF(H)

[
0y

Fig. 2-10 Tangential deviatoric stress rate in deviatoric stress space.

BALFFEICR B LV O LT 5. (Z&Y, BRI O ol B 2 BAR Y 720 55 S B
NEATOEOBEHERBEF EN FRENAELRD. T2bL, {EROBIERT vy
T VE R J7 ) OO VR M O 7l B SRR MR VB M O il B 240 1 Rl T2 2 &M RE T 5.

PLEIZED, (2.81)F ZTO(2.107 )7 42 i 258 4 58 98 1 A ol Q03088 0 o B 22 Y VO Tk
XNTHEALBND.

D-E"'a+ tr(N 6) —

N+ Ao, (2.108)

FEARROOT HHEIZLDIE TR E O BIRITKR A TEHEZLND.

&z{E— EN®EN —2Gﬂf’}D (2.109)

M? +tr(NEN) 1+2GA4

22, GIEEAWBEERE THD. IS OA T THIERIEMIER K A D
Bl Tk etk LT,
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A
A

_ ¢

2d1-9)
>
; 1 2]
D'=Ad =0 R
Fig. 2-11 Relationship between tangential non-elastic coefficient A and normal

yield ratio R.

T

A= - (2.110)
2G(1-T)

T 1305 1R BE (E B R L) o SR BB B B B ST, 2 ot bbE# &, bbicik Xz
RETS.

T =¢&R? (2.111)

EMERKER =1 )icsncirT =& ei%. (Fig. 2-11)
725, R(2.108) LM LNREINS, IS DRI T—ME A% 0 L452ET, SR
V1A A G 1A Sk o0 TR DB A AR K (2.8 1) IR 3 5.

26 ERDBEBHEBERAXDEAR

2.6.1 EEBERR
AE 5 M D R T SR A R 2CIS 1T, Hooke RINCAE D55 07 s ME R 2R i L #0(2.13) &3k
T5.
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2.6.2 BHEMK
1) A BRI
AW TR ET D4 B IL— Ak & HEEH SS400(J1S) 0¥ #2441 ] JE 4k £
SM490B(JIS)M N ETH D&MD, Af BEIT Mises DFRIR SR IZE Sk %

BRI 2.
3
5

2) ZHHFEALREEKBIOEDF R
FI G W OV I AL L, Z D8 K &6 1AL 25 B 238 F oIk e L2 ir 3Bk
% J5 ik B8 4% (Hashiguchi, 1989)% £k H 4 5.

G (2.112)

F(H)=F, {1+ h [1-exp(-h,H)]| (2.113)
F'=Fyhh, exp(—h,H) (2.114)
I;fz\/zHD", h = 2 (2.115)

3 3

Z2i, Ry EMBEREOKRES F oW e T, P18 RIS ISR +5. £z,
By, By 13272 S 7 REAY O J KB d5 L OV O JEE 2 BLE M EHE B TH B,
T2I2L, BRI IR FHIC A OB E B 2R B LEHL900, BRI B0 i,
DFEDBEAR M GE B HEE AL 2 B H I~ DRAT I, ZAVETITHM B35 17 B R
OF 5 H RSB RIE 8 R BB O3 Hpy B2 ET2H DL REL, MM A
i D? #0182 FOFMEEME L.

F'=0,0=0 for H<H, (plateau region)
(2.116)

F'#0,a#0 for H>H, (hardening region)
ZZUS, Hp ZBERMEEHBBEBEOTHE2 R THEER TS, Lo, &
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3)

H,<H,+H,

A
O hardening
E/
HP
HI
.| H, er
g
< I | remaining plateau
hardening /_ region
H,<H+H, o
|

Fig. 2-12 Enhancement for material with stress yield plateau.

AL B P i%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ:’%@%{Hi:ﬂﬂif%ﬁifﬂﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%féﬁ@fﬁHP@BQ%?M
7%, QI YD E AL HE THD.

B B4k o> %8 i

B oAl o0 %8 e A, FE 2 OSBRGSO R, BARBIZIRE IS )3 TR 2 1K
T 50, WAMBHERIZIZZORERETZMICER T2, 2 AONDIDICTRES
NTCTWBIERIE R Eh il {b & 5 L (Armstrong and Frederick, 1966; Hashiguchi,
1989) & H 97 %.

@=alpr]
2 B (2.117)
a= \/;aa (r,FN—a)

czin, a,(i=1,2,3) EEBEL oML R BE T ERTH.

4) FR{ELHL o % Al

R(2.64)Dc, y #ELKEL, ORI HET VLB = [3 0 sLwAzA
T5.
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S = cHD” H °_ (i—l)é o o drs (2.118)(re-record of (2.64))
R F

5) HEARYBEME R
K (2.110)BLOR(2.111)% 1.

2.7 #58

ARE T, RUFTECTEHH Tt i PR sl R T 298k TR M EE T VEBEID
BERRIBYE ~DILIRIZOWTEEMITR RD L BT, @BMEHI T 2B R T T LD
BARBEE 2R Uiz, KETHLHR w42 L T ISR

1) AWFZE T B 72 B 5 i 09 28 MR Rl 2 & U TRl oD (Tl L A 0 M A e S D ML A 12
DUWTHERR L, eV Tk LA far R E O 72D 1242 RSV BE AR N B8 2 MR dgc & L7
U 2 DFE T BRI PEAE BN A L T 5 L e B I E N DR - W B R E S A
BHRLT.

2) ZNOORMBERZRLIZILE FTAMEET VOERMEZFHEMITRL, E6IZ, ik
51 £ Ay [ RE 38 32 720 0 FE S il 4 o B2 A PR B M A Rl N Ic oW TR O E A
bk ~7z.

3) ETARWIFE TR G &3 5K 3R W R A DREAR R OIS ) D3 HG U 22 R AR 28 ) & 3%
BLA5E000, %5 - BEELBEEORERMAL R L.

4) %R 35 BARNE IS SR H D702, @ EMEHI 308 A O B IR B AR LTz,
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35 BRUEHBEHERROTRERYILA~DEE

3.1 #&

ARETIE, 5 2 B CERAL U7 Ik Il M OBz 5 V8 E 5 0 MRS XA A IR 3B VL3
FEFTHEOOEMEF RN FHEZOVWTEOERNZIR D, ABF7ETiX, LHRRE
IEMIEHRE 3 VL3 Abaqus/Standard ver6.13(Dassault Systémes Simulia Corp.,
2013) & MV, =— W —E Z M B UMAT LU TARBEMR I ME Pk A S22 9%, — %
(R PR TR BE (B 0) TE T hH- 2 BALA T8, TR 28 T O KMl F 5 IR AT RS FE IR
AEDBLEDNOMUNRRERIE 2 2 HWADZENEEL W, L2AD, FERRTE BLG: O EE M AT 1C
BT, R EM N O FTARIS TR P EFTICE LT 28 TR0 B, SHIZITHIK
U 57 faf EAMEH T OIEMMERF A—V O RIEREEZ RO H IS, 22 B L O
HCH KRR BT O W e h, FHEFE DR T 2 <2 &7 < (B 2 1T fHE 43 O 1
RpEICED) St E R ITEN B F H FEPROOND . AN ZE T 3 2 W M
i 2%, A E T /L (Hashiguchi and Ueno, 1977; Hashiguchi, 1989) & J& (2 Ak
SNTWDTY, BIE TRLIZIDIZ, WISz ER R EI25] SR8 oE Ak
OBFETHEAINTEY, BHENARBRICBOCIHHREE KSR 85 T HE 21T
S7TELThH, FHEKBEOK TIIREABRNEDEZ X LD, LLARRE, ZOMEEITIN T
ZIERBEREICHIERTHOT, BlUS N mzdsd N AW mI5] SR THEE TIIRWD,
TRERARREDHDVITERAF AR (CIW T, FHE LR M LD I KREREFH 4y CTRHAR 21T
Sl E, FHERENMET T8RRI TWD(HE N 5, 2014). EZ TR FEAZ M I
SHOOKMEH R EZMMA T DD, hyT4 7T —r T ay=/22(Simo and
Ortiz, 1985)|23 3< V¥ — 1~ v/ (Hashiguchi and Mase, 2011; & 15, 2014)%
(2, SOICHEB B M A B B IS LS DR IR IR LG R 7 LAY X A
(Tsutsumi and Fincato, 2014; Fincato and Tsutsumi, 2015)#f H L7-. KAE TIZFDE
KAt Z R TEEBIC, LAHIERIE A BREFE VLS~ 5E LS 38 o0 55 FUE [ 78 o Bl A7 AT
EATOZE TR FEDFHEDRITENTVDLILEMAET S.

3.2 YA—23vELY

MEFIERIEE 2 RO R BEICB T2V 4 — 2~ o B 72 K505 ) B Hiid Wilkins(1964)12X
S>TE XN fbEhni-. 2D, Krieg and Krieg(1967), Simo and Oritz(1985),
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Phillinger(1986)72 81240, KV —#fbSn/ DV F—r vy 7O ER[L DRI NT-.
Ve —r=o 7 i3rn—EBANRA 7 vy =/ 3 (closest-point projection method)
Ehy T4 T TV —r T a7 g (cutting-plane projection method)® — 22 KBl &
no. 7u—BARNRA U b T Y= a3 BRBIEOFIETHY, BAREESHITIR
RE 22 $5 D38 J& ]| 0D 4 A 50 28 48 2 [R) P L i 79~ X N2 7 R U — R0 Td D Jacobi 17
FIOBEMNLELEND, 7a—BANRA U T ay e var OB AL, FERE TR

DOFA LT8Rk (Huges and Pister, 1978) [ZX > T LILDUX K FEHE K95 R O
W, DFEYRAZRIKEMETHD. LU b, % ICE b BRI kB
B DA NDE 3RO B, Bl 238+, -, a7V =R rREDRDRIKIZH VB
LEMERTE R A/ TN EOE G, TOMERITNEZ M LM S T d(Huang
and Griffiths, 2009). — i hy T (o7 FL—rFud=riald, sBaRBIRE TS,
7a—BANRA U TPz a OIS 7T K OF TR ZTHY, HEHERE
Baad B RICIEE L ChDAbDEE XD, ks, Dy TAv T T —r T ay ey
2 TR BT B9 2B A L 72 82 R 4% 2 (consistent tangent operator) XS H LR 72 0,
Newton-Raphson 1 ® RN KA 155721203, BUEMICE S LSRR EEE 5%
% (Miehe, 1996)b DD, ZOEFITIE & KM OMIZALICE>THRET, Thidre—
BAMNRAU T 0T =70 a OGN EERDEEB O LT DL TS
Tho. L EDTENG, KimX T, hvT 77— Tavayia |l 3UF—r
~ b7 OEMEE T o7

FT, WO EOBBRIZENT, IWHEEZH/ZLZ n A7y 70RO n+1 A7y 7D
WHRFREZEZD. ZOB, FHHCER, TSN 2R TBHHEEBORER L Vo7
B TOWPERNEIRBE A E E L, MR E, SDEVRIT IR EE (trial state)Z (& T
L. ZOMEEIM B O BEIRE EL T —RICIEFTFR SN T, Z<0H 4, MEHIAELDIE
HL BRI RSB, A B EITR D5~ nel 27y 7 2B 506 /1% 6
BEICRE-TUV n x%w"c::»sa%zlzfﬁﬁéfﬁngn, ST E A Hy , BB AL
Hiz o, L, kD HEAER T TRAT IS 7 6V 38 F £ 4 1 N IS TEAE T 270 65 5 0 Hl i

Z170.

n+l n+l n+l

(6" —q,)>R,F(H,) then D’ =0 and 6" % g/

n+l n+l n+l

f(6"" —a,)<R,F(H,) then Dn+1 =0 and 6" = G(ﬁ”“”}
(3.1)
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AAX(BA)DE 1 K& Lih &, MR Sl c&, BITIS T n A7y 7 # T ik
IZBITD T AR ENEBICE ELZEERD, AT SHTZOT B B A4 P OF s B & L CRi
B2, ntl A7y BT LRATIC T L ATy S ICBIT LR EISHEL TR HASND.
— 5% 2 XOBFE, ANENTZOT HAEFEME 5 LM 100 L, BUHEEFEEELT
I TBLOWEIREE B2 T 204 ENDHD. TOEFITBITHRMERITEEE k LU,
wAREH WD, 7ok, TROEMAKBEEBICE TR TR =mEes BIhizon,

0y _ |3
VACHD) —\/;

N 6*(k) (k) (k) \ (k) 2 (k)
_ N — +1 . _
N=N=N = Ez(k) ’ an+1 - aa raEH—l Nn+l B gunﬂ

n+l1

. R" —R
Wl U(R)=ucot| =l —¢
1-R,

n+l

c

(~m 1K) (-mHR) (3-2)
F’n(fl):E)|:1+hl{1_e 2 i }:|, F‘Ell?leZ)hlhze 2 s
_ 3 Fv(k) U(k) E(k) §(k)
ot =i, x| [E PR st Uit c(1-m) (25
=M =N CAA L
BALBNCR OFRATEH A k+1 1B D EEO AR AN 13k KT h 2605,
o (k)
{fo?l :Gn+1] “ © o
204D { f(6,0) R E } (3.3)
n+1 (k) (OIS I N{03) '
f(6n+l Mp +Nn+1 ]E 'Nn+1

X(BI)THMEMICH ESNIIS DD T AMEETHE T T5720ICE UM O &
B, S WAL ME O TSI Lo THELAIS ORI ER R D ARXE LU TH
26D, ZOBIEREE WU k+1 12850 11k K TE 261 5.

6(k+1) — G(k) + dcp(k+1) — G(k) ~E: ﬂ,(kH)N(k)

n+l n+l n+l n+l n+1 n+l

(3.4)
ZZig, RATEE k B AT/ Ed(), £ EowxT ()P IZMUEEIBICE D5y

ThHhoHrZEEHRT. X(B.2)1HR(B.A)EHAWT, KA &M TETCREHREZITVD, n+1 2T
BT AEENRIG N BLXONTIRELE A5 D.
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(trial)
n+1

(k)

n+1

(k)

Fig. 3-1 Schematic representation of cutting plane return mapping algorithm.

—(k+1) (k+1) o (k+1)

f( n+1 ) Rn+1 F;Hl O (35)

UL BWORULEE T 7 T —r e T ay = v a XD HUE #H 3 F i & T, Fig. 3-112

AT IO, TAME @ Taylor B O —RIELIZE > THOLNDIG J1H#E 45 ENERZZ 8 D

3 DRRTE B THE DD Wl O BLG 71 528 T AN M X IEMR F s DR T2 4E U5 (15
[5, 2014).

3.3 BIRBMEBERBAX~DHEK

RIS ST Y5 — ey B0 7 TR, ARHFIE CHR 975 1 36 i 0D 452 0 00 1o 3 0 14
PRUT 6 IS TRV BE AR B O 738 82 5 5 79 3 HE VM 3212 R L7238 (2.109) ©
5AbN5.

o EN ® EN 2GA =
c=|E—— N®_N_ —ZGL]I’ D  (3.6)(re-record of (2.109))
M? +tr(NEN) 1+2GA
EXFHD 1H, FILBEMEERICEALOTHY, B 3 EMNERPEOTHICLED
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LDOTHD. I DANT— B ThHEMRIEMMER I A D BARE L TR EUE T 1S,

T

A= m (3.7)(re-record of (2.110))

X BO)FKADIHTHFEEHRZOND.

o EN ® EN o,
M , +tr(NEN) '
3! =T(2Gi’)1) 3.9)
I'=T-n®n
N 1 1 (3.10)(re-record of (2.105))
Ii;‘kl = E(é‘iké‘jl + é‘iléjk) - gé‘ijé‘kl - ﬁz;n_’kl

K (3.4) THESNIIENIEK(3.8)E AV TR THIND.

o) —g® _|: fHDNK®) _&; (3.11)

n+l n+l n+l n+l

LU 3D, 3058 3TEOBEMRIS J1EE LD g Z2E A L84, EXiTs oo
DE WK AR oS, EEITH L 1, 5 2 HOFBIER 53 A SR L,
ZRICEVERBER L R BEOERBREOKRES F SHESN TS, LEAST, 5 3
HICIWIZ ==y ZIZEDEESNT n+l 2Ty A BTG I RELICE R ESND L,
JES T Bt i (CE R BEORR R Th L, ER BRI )DAMANTHRE O § 288702, 2R
BEIE, FrIC REREF 2 2 MW CRIFE N BTSN & 1T 2720, FHRRE OBl
INHIEIET MR HD.

Ao LTI IO BE IR 9508 ) OIEIE 7 /L= X A(Tsutsumi and Fincato, 2014;
Fincato and Tsutsumi, 2015)%3 A4 5. ZOE ET7 /LT R AL Fig. 3-2 (29 X912, V
J— ey B Z RO SR SV 1 %, SHICEMIR 2578 6] FIcBBIL, 20
JREIR T AN O P OERESBRET AR O SO AIE ET 5. ZOHERRF IR )
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(k+1),1

n+l

uncorrect,2

G (k+1),2 uncorrect
e 4l N correct,2

correction .

....

"""- 3 0 (k+1),2 correct
Y R n+1
X D -
B e (k+1),final
= D G n+l tangential
0LOrol . ki

Fig. 3-2 Correction method for tangential stress rate contribution.

W HE 6 S EAIE N OB TEE, FAME FCh-> CBET 518 & (:4(3.12)) 4 % (7 2 1)
WCEETAEDIZCHWSNA.

lguncorrect — tan—l (” &tl ||/E1+1)

lgcorrecz‘ 360 =|| &t’ H 272'7" N lgcorreﬁ =|| &t’ || 360/2727" >
(3.12)
||COI”I/',|| _ (H &ty || .gcorrect) / l9uncorrect; corr. = (||C07’7"||/ H &t' ||) &[’
G;I:D’ZCOWECI — 62]:91—1),1 _(ét' +C07’7"-j (313)

KBANCKVERBEOTHEEICLHEEEEZFEELLE, KA THE2LNS FANM @
DIERR T RT IV EIS T OEE TR ELTHWY,

Ncorrect,Z _ 6!(k+1),200rrect 6!(k+1),2correct
T VYt n+l

(3.14)
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SHIT, FR(3.15), (3.168)% HWT, BB O 2% & B LIIG H S 2R 5.

tangential __ —1(k+1),2correct —r1(k+1),1
//i’n+l - 3/2’ Gn+l - 3/2 6n+l ‘ (315)
(k+1),final __ __(k+1),2correct tangential Wy correct,2
6n+1 T Yan - 2/3ﬂ’n+1 N (3 1 6)

SOBETATYR NI, (RIS B LV E SIS J) 620 L gk
220t 7 6D IR RE S IC R EH 720, KEFH BRI RETHY, @H OVF—r <o /I
U TG R E O T2 <2 aiTewn.
3.4 BIERBRICLKAIEEFHRETOR UMMHER

AREITIE, LA EICRLIENE =0~y 7 & FIT, B2 8 8 Ve A e =0 L JE R
WA RZE YL N Abaqus/Standard (2L, 3 OB EBREZITOZET, BEEND
BARBNTEBE R BN FEAT CELIEEMEET 5. ok, BEERIZHWIZWT O T,
5 2 IR LI BRI e b BHE B0 # &L — THhY, Table 3.1 [T T EAEH W=,

Table 3.1 Material constants used in numerical experiment.

. Elastic modulus | 206 [GPa]
_______________ N NS - S
ISLL N U 05 ..
.. S IS
. S N 12
_______________ B 095
_______________ v .| ... 1000
_______________ c . ...|......=200
_______________ ool 09
Fo 350 [MPa]
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341 ZHFIHTOESE R

FUOIZ, b BEMAMERLLT, EHKBRDO 1 WL T RAR R o> 22 35
(C3D8R)& HI T, Nl I L2 Bl & i & £ M L7z, SO FEHBR o H 1L, B
PEDREE LMY — 0wy T2 WD E THER T2 ERGHR I ED
M EAER CTELIEAMRB T HIETHD. B S I3 il & 57 23 T BB R KO IR E L,
20% DI OOT Hx G DIIZTON RO 1 HIZE T D8 s s E a5 2 7.

Fig. 3-3 IZHE DO T RIZELETOFHREEZZNZI 10,000 277 (& M), 100 A7
v 7,10 ATy TR B TER LTSI - 0T M AR, 3 FEOF AR PELR>TH
HIEDHERTE, KT NVIAVRXLAOREEBLIOM Y ICEIESN -2 e R TED. £,

S WA T25 10 ATy 7 (K A)DFREZR KD IHITEFE LIZ(Table 3.2).
reference 10 steps
Mises — © Mises

Error (%) = x100 (3.17)

KIPOHIOT BN RELARD LA RERDHMBNA D HERE TEDD, T DR KL 20% DT

600 M
E M
S 400
?
0 300 -
*CT) —RetMap (10000 steps) - Reference
% 200 o RetMap (100 steps) N
)]
s o A RetMap (10 steps) |
0 4
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Axial strain

Fig. 3-3 Stress-strain curve for the uniaxial test.
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Table 3.2 Errors for the Mises stress magnitude for the 10-step test.
Axial strain Error (%)

0.00 0.000000
0.04 0.099714
0.08 0.178286
0.12 0.252857
0.16 0.323143
0.20 0.388857

1.0E+01 ==

1.0E-01 ‘\\\\\ L
\'\

1.0E-03

1.0E-05 \\z\\

ey IR '\\ """ x\-\\x -----------

Residue

-e-1st step

1.0E-09 —-2nd step g \

—-+10th step
1.0E-11 | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Iteration number

Fig. 3-4 Local convergence of the return mapping algorithm.

FTHRLAUZIBNTS 0.39%EEM L+ E ThoLBE 2D,

WIZ, Fig. 3-4 1210 A7y 7O REICEBIT A7 s O R MEZ R L TEBY, 8XLF 2RO
IR E N F DN TONDIEBNER CTES. 8 1 8l H O E G5 TR AGE FE MRV S, 2
MUEFHE O Y B BE TS TR B DS T RRARIR B ER R RIRE~ER 7528108 -T
A U DR AR T S0 1 EVERR T M O BB B IZ L > TAELDE D Th D, TR ITUT R AL 41
72T ETOREEEITFH R B ET IO LTEY, Fig. 3-3 02bb 0208912, 2 ATy
TURE, ZOEFRILHEICERBERKREICSHD, BHEANTREEHKOREREITEZ
TR,
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342 WMERIHTOD 2 el &

ARIEOHMER TIERTHOERSCM B EREFA L THLN, SR K13 ReD. BIRH
(U, AR 2O BT E7R0, ff BRI TS 2 $cA R L2, 22T 3
D BRI AR, 2 ST OMFE LAY 0.5, 1.0(% 2 dih), 2.0 L7-. 7o, ARETIE 2
#l D E A2 5 25500, 2 il i OE 1 B BRI AR 2 137 e Bl A S tE THhHI LMD, B
BICIH AL BER B O T AORBEZ TRV ERE Cho. 72720, #EHREEDRE
HZRNEDITIE Y ICFEESIN TWD LR 75T, BB MEICEI2HAZEALE
DM EHE$E E=08,b=1.0, DFEV FERRENOERBYEORERFE ICRNDIIIC
& e LT,

Fig. 3-5 LU Fig. 3-6 (2R 9891, Wi 4L 2 il b i A fif i 3K 13 W CTh B2 %
DFEEIZLDEWIALAT, MFITHRO TRAFIC—HL TWDLIENHA TE, 3.3 ITRL
TYRESNTZVE =2 <o T T ATV RANIELHEEE T HZ LD RS T& 7.

600

500

o
——
—

)
=
'l.
‘.
|
\
;
!

*++w/o Tan (011/022 = 0.5)
=—=w/0 Tan (011/022 = 1.0)
= w/o Tan (011/022 = 2.0)

------- w/ Tan §=0.8 (o11/022 = 0.5)
—w/ Tan £=0.8 (011/022 = 1.0)
----w/ Tan £=0.8 (o11/022 = 2.0)

I —

0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

N
o
o

Mises Stress [MPa]
W
o
o

€11

Fig. 3-5 Mises stress vs. strain along the y axis.

56



600

500

.........
..................
.....

s
..........
..............

......
-------

n
o
o

=«=sw/0 Tan (011/022 = 0.5)
==\j/o Tan (o011/022 = 1.0)

Mises Stress [MPa]
w
o
o

200 == w/o Tan (011/022 = 2.0)
------- w/ Tan €=0.8 (011/022 = 0.5)
100 —w/ Tan §=0.8 (011/022 = 1.0)
----w/ Tan €=0.8 (011/022 = 2.0)
0

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07
€22

Fig. 3-6 Mises stress vs. strain along the x axis.

As

S

Fig. 3-7 Schematic representation of loading conditions in plane strain.

3.43 ZMHETD 2% 2 REAR
»

AR DEAEEFREL T, 1 IR ORI 57 V10 O A 2 38 (CPE4R) Z Vi 2 il 2 Be
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AR OFHEEIT). Fig. 3-7T IR TINTE 1 ATy 7O 1 #iiT y i Fm 5 EAR THYE
DRESIL10%DOT HZ, 8 2 A7y 7 OHH 1 il x-y fi N oM AW & T 20%Th
5. FARTy T T IAMEILESRBERENICET D20, 5 2 A7y 7 Ol AW & 77 B 46
LEBIT, BEMBIEDOR BN EIIRNDIRMNETHD. IHIT, fif BAM RO IEH
PEDREMIBIEOT HEFHERL, MEOMMEAR T RAELS. RBARETIE, V-0~
ICEDEHEITINZ, + 50 TR S 5y 2 /NS LTz RITHE Euler 152XV E(3.8) & 5 ICiE W
AR RGP CRRE T 5.

Fig. 3-8 BX U Fig. 3-9 1255 1 AT v 7B 2IE H1-OF AR X%/~ T . Fig. 3-8 22
TSI Oy -OF 7 £, 1M AT~ 7 DARFHUTIE > TOFTHLOFE Fb BAFIZ LT
WDHZENDMNDD, K ORER ST OYERKINCHE B 2L T 07203 HHE # M 52 28
BB LA R OIS PRS2 TWDHIEN R TE L. £72 Fig. 3-9 IR T 1HE O
P HOWE OB L7 [0 OF B2 U\ J5 12 [E T S OO DR 7 16 DI 7] Oy 1
PR ENE DR A JVRZIT TOAIEN RTINS, ZOBRITZO 2 #iDii ) L OHER
R LIZ Fig. 3-10 bRt B T 5. M EH A M SNDH ) B, S EOHMER IS & 23 XK
IRBEBE TIRZDIG /) AT R EZ28 TR WS, AR R 65 123 S <UIT Ok 2 (20 ) He s

500
[ —
-
o
[
400 ] Exp.Euler(NoTan) Exp.Euler £=0.2 Exp.Euler £=0.4
Exp.Euler §=0.6 Exp.Euler £&=0.8 ~——RetMap(NoTan)
--- RetMap €=0.2 ---RetMap £&=04 ----- RetMap £=0.6
= 300 H——. ReiMap £=0.8 i
% 425 I
S Tw
100 °
375
0 0.005 0.01 0.015
Axial strain
0 : :
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Axial strain

Fig. 3-8 Stress-strain curves for pull up 15! step (022-£22).
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250
200
Exp.Euler(NoTan) Exp.Euler £€=0.2 Exp.Euler §=0.4
150 / Exp.Euler §=0.6 Exp.Euler ¢&=0.8 =~ ——RetMap(NoTan)
E' i ---RetMap £=0.2 - --RetMap £=0.4 ----RetMap £=0.6
% ~~~~~~~~ RetMap £=0.8
> 100
™
o]
50
0
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Axial strain

Fig. 3-9 Stress-strain curves for the pull up 15! step (033-£22).

0.55
0.5 f —
0.45
N / —NoTan
2 Exp. Euler € = 0.8
8 04 - - RetMap ¢ =
5 ! etMap ¢ =0.8
0.35 ++
0.3
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
€22

Fig. 3-10 Stress ratio during pull up 15! step.

2L, ERBERRBICETOERBE THobBEREMEAELD. LIRS TEHEROT A2
DAE O F TITHE AR ThoTh, MBI A AT IR B T 2B W TI3E L fl

A2 T HTEERD.
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Fig. 3-11 25 Fig. 3-13 1255 2 A7 v 7 Ol AWHB R IZB T D08 J1-0F R X &R 7.
PERRIBYE O T B OMEHEL E WP SOVG A IZZOEBIT NSNS, ZRBKRERDITH-
TS D DFEFNT DM A DR TED. — FPER S & DB 72 Ik 272 p L, HER A i

250 T
200
Exp.Euler(NoTan)
Exp.Euler £€=0.2
_ Exp.Euler £=0.4
© 150 Exp.Euler £€=0.6
o -
E Exp.Euler £€=0.8
= ——RetMap(NoTan)
= 100 —--RetMap §=0.2
B ---RetMap €=0.4
----- RetMap £=0.6
50 ......... RetMap §=0.8
0 &
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Y12

Fig. 3-11 0, evolution vs. angular distortion during simple shear 2" step.

500
k‘:‘.ﬁ Exp.Euler(NoTan)
450 '.".I Exp.Euler £=0.2
\".""\ Exp.Euler £=0.4
13 Exp.Euler £€=0.6
'6‘ 400 ||I‘ ‘\“ Exp.Euler £€=0.8
2l ';‘.l "‘.‘ ——RetMap(NoTan)
2 350 it -~ RetMap £€=0.2
N \}"\ ‘\‘ ---RetMap §=0.4
(qV] LR Y *
b i L ----- RetMap ¢=0.6
300 i‘ “\ \ AAAAAAAAA RetMap €=0.8
250 \ \l \:\\ ~~~~~ T
200
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

Y12

Fig. 3-12 ©,, evolution vs. angular distortion during simple shear 2" step.
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300

2 5 0 | g /’” e -

200

Exp.Euler(NoTan)
Exp.Euler £=0.2
Exp.Euler £&=0.4
Exp.Euler £&=0.6
Exp.Euler £€=0.8

o4, [MPa]

100 ——RetMap(NoTan)
l: --- RetMap £=0.2
.': ---RetMap §=0.4
50 .' ----- RetMap £=0.6
’ AAAAAAAAA RetMap £€=0.8
0 -
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Y12

Fig. 3-13 0, evolution vs. angular distortion during simple shear 2" step.

DEBITIFIFE LD LR TEDH. ZOM ML Roscoe(1970) 3 Hiflg #4 BHIZ X L TIT -
RBOBMERTTHY, W2 2RI 200 70 8E B 7 M o272 2 bic ks Tk
F) D E @ LI O Bl B 7 10 O F i 3 2R DI g A BTN, SHICKREROT A
I ECRME G 2 BT DEIHILEIE T LT ZHUEE 1 A7y 7 OIS E D&
TP 2 AT 7 ORI AMBR 4R R TIS 703 B 7 T aiic 2B b 320, & 2 A7y
TCIER BN E WS ST BB 5720 ThHEE 2 B,

— 7, KT T 2V2 =~y 7L+ 03 (/NS e [ 88 53 2488 A L7z R Euler
{EE Dk (Fig. 3-11 705 Fig. 3-13) Tid, WL OM B E iz Wi Bk R b TR
IRIC—ELTHY, BHRBYEOZENEE LG LRVAMEKH ThHo THEUICZ DR RN
RSN TWDIEDNHER TED.

RV E— =y IV FEE E N W BT 52 8% Fig. 3-14 3L Table 3.3 (2R
T ZHUEHE 2 ATy IR N T, ATy TN ORI %] 2% 10,000 2°5 100 £THA, DFED
REE] G 20 2 K& LA R CTH D, Fig. 3-14 BIF 4 2% 100 TR SE254, bT
INTRINOITIR T 3% 13 28 1) 2 R EEFE S DM R DGO TWDA, ZoM A 13 H i 72
B MR A A LS 38 U T BRI 2K 0 B YRR S 2~ DT RS BRIk A K X AR R[] B 4y TR L
G A ICHBIRIND B R T, AWFJE TR LI BB %4 5 L7 M Mg e D ) &7 —
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—NoTan (10000 steps)

o NoTan (500 steps)

a NoTan (100 steps)
----RetMap § = 0.4 (10000 steps)

& RetMap § = 0.4 (500 steps)

A RetMap ¢ = 0.4 (100 steps)
~~~~~~~ RetMap ¢ = 0.8 (10000 steps)
o RetMap § = 0.8 (500 steps)

& RetMap ¢ =0.8 (100 steps)

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Y12

Fig. 3-14 Stress-strain curves for different time during simple shear 2" step.

Table 3.3 CPU times for different numbers of steps for &= 0.8.

Steps number CPU time (s)
10000 1098.7
500 51.7
100 15.9

Uy IR ARIEIZ LA D TR WL DEE 2 HNS. 61T, IZ Table 3.3 RTL9HIT
B % A CEH ERF O BAtRZ R DL, R KR & O IERRIE A TR F AT Ik LTV
H—r <o T RHE N THHES 2D.

3.5 8
ARETIE, # 2 B &R U7 B 08 M 350 M Al U ROBUBE R b3 T& 589
I, FFRBEZIR TS24, SR RE M ESEDEEFE FHE &2 OV TEEMIC
s fe, LU ISR TR ORI R R T
1. BUERI T ATV R AL CIE— o~ T OER LR RDE LI, Hf
S B 8 e XL T TR B LD IR L7z
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. UL B i 15 JE AR R AT 2 — 1 Abaqus/Standard @ = —H% —E #H% A4 B UMAT %
AWTENEZFZEL, EROBMERLEMTHLT, 3HRBEOKR TE2HELZ
E<EI R EE M LSRRI FEIETEI LA MR L.

BRI OBLE T, R ORTHE Euler tEED IRV Y — U vy B ZIZB N T
WFFH 3 3 2 R E LI & O NG, RAFSE TR 3 28Ul 3R F i+ 7%
W EZE T HEDHERE T

. RPERE M OBLUR T, R 02 RETDHIETHD TEHEZER M L3528
e L.

UL EoZENS, WELBEICR T ERA B RE R RIS, AR CEEL A A
HPEERAOCTERFDITZ 200 HBLT-.

63



4F KF 1 HMOBRLARNEZT 5 BBHI OB AR

41 #%E

YT « 55T W 1 27 32 3% PO 8 S AR 0 30 3R A, & JE iR S ) O B E ) 7 8 ot &
HABAEEY OX RIS LU CRASAVDLRTEY, ZhoDmEEECE B 2R T
DTN FaRE FOBEERRETHD. 1995 F 1 HICH AL LERE T ETIL, £
NETOMEHFTTH B SN0 H 2 KIE (B2 5 MR B XY, #B & dE AR o SR
AL 0D — > C &> 2 Bl SRS I A 3 5 R 7 55 e 52 U 7 (s JRE Rk e D R S A AR SRk R 2
B2, 1995). ZoFE K LIk, KHlE A A8 E U7 8 UG I o> I 7R 3% 51 1 o0 3R E O RE 7%
B I O T R A SR IE T B 2 FEBRAY - BUE AR AT O ZE DM T D TX T2, TORER, E G
A7 E(V I ER AR ) (B ASE B 2, 2005) ik, SRS I oo 25 vk 130 1S I 5
) & A M o (A8 7 [ O OB O 1 7 A SR L TR E VML ISR T T & BUE S
TS, Zokw, BB O EMEFELL COER B R IE THLM E-EM BRI LT,
FIC—EH# S FIZB T 5 1 5 MR LA 7 Bk (Nishikawa et al., 1998)<°F uIcAH Y 3
DM REAT I 22 B B (2208 5, 1996; B 5, 1997; F5, 1997; #% 5, 1998; Fukumoto
2004; Ucak and Tsopelas, 2012)23 1T, (i = MERE I L OV B % FHCBE 3252 <
ABELNTVD.

LU0, TS DS fEAT HOBF 78 Tok ST 5 FEBR A L S A 5 5 o bl T
AN — i BB BB ISR A — /i BIXH LR E O E CERME EEZR IO TVDE
DD, ZOHDOKJGIREETO TR ENME NI LR/ IND. ZORBERTFTORE
K D—2>LUT, BAEMMT CERM T2 B DB T N5, YL AR ST DM R AG
T 0D 2R 0D 7 25 S A D R 3 00 SRy 0 JEE R, 3 2% U S Ay, ST 2 I FE AR T M S MR LA AT LT
LM EIIEBRIEENEBEL DO 5L T05. BICHREITOWT, B E O B o £ 1
PR8I A IR BB TR, 2B ROV DAL EN AL T LI B ARTIREBICH DT
EW, K OB VBB MR R A DZEE R HEIZL TV DEB 2 BILD.

THE 2 EC/RLICE O RIBIER T v VIR 2 E T D 0E K O FAVERE R U1
REDEELTHDHEDEZ 2 b, Thbb, <O BRI H S Cnd 3 M
O B3 B O 1L, b J13 BE 5 M OEAGITE 22 87e<, BRI R85 IEART
Y VAN EERR T IO BAETHERE L TER(LENTWD. 2T, BT 2

W DR ESIIIE S E OEYERT >3 v L O E J7 17 O (DO RKF L, $E5 77 1)
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DR AT AR TR LRV G o TR 3K 23 BE A3 B A7 108 B 70 5 36 i 37 2 JF bl 431 £ if ] R LS A
HeDOBRIB ARG Z W L7256, BRI AL 3B SN EnD, MR IE LM
Jis B3 i N FEAG Sy, BOME R AT R R O RS BE MK T 2 2 & AR fii ST S (Gotoh,
1985abc). DR M ETLARTH7-DIZ, 2 B T/RUIZHER BB IEE R AR EEIN T
7D, TIETIE T ICHIB MR B U LD B FRAEAT IS Lo CHEMR B ME O E S S BT
ENTEIZH DD, 2 5% MR D 157 8 A7 5 1 FE BRI M 23 S 1L C & 70 B AR A 85 548 [
(2%t 95 M ORRGE I D TR ER) ThHD.

FITARTETIE, JKOF A o T 8 R U AR A 52 2 T T T S JSOVER I 1 0 SR AR D oD
B O P A TR T SR MR AT A ATV, R SR 0D S BRRE R & oD B 24T 5 T & T B I M e O M A o
ET VO EREET 5.

2 BRIDERKER
ARETSRUZERE 31X Nishikawa et al.(1998)I2k > THEESNIZbL DD NG,
A 0 0 i 1R R (no. 8) 36 OV N AR B W i ik 51K (no.2) D 2 (R & IRL 7=, =%
NOMERIKE D% A Table 4.1 12, ZHUCHWBNLEME O H % Table 4.2 12
Y. ET2 Fig. 4-1 [EE Y W gk e IR OB &, Fig. 4-2 [ZAH AR TR e i £ 5
KO %R

Table 4.1 Dimensions of test specimen.

ID of specimen  Shape of

o h b t bs ts
in Nisikawa et Cross [mm] [mm] [mm] [mm] [mm]
al, 1998 section
no. 8 Circular 3403 891.3 8.70 - -
no. 2 Rectangular 3403 891.0 9.05 80.0 6.22

Table 4.2 Mechanical properties of steel.

ID of specimen  Shape of

i Nisikawa et cross Material Yield stress Tensile strength  Elongation

0,
al, 1998 section (MPa] (MPal] %l
no. 8 Circular SS400 204 .2 440.3 41.0
no. 2 Rectangular ~ SM490 381.3 552.4 36.0
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Fig. 4-1. Test specimen with circular section (Fig.4 in Nishikawa et al., 1998).
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Fig. 4-2. Test specimen with rectangular section (Fig.3 in Nishikawa et al., 1998).
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Fig. 4-3. Experimental apparatus (Fig.8 in Nishikawa et al., 1998).

FEE L Fig. 4-3 10372910, H0 iz 7 L — 2T i3t ik ds L O E D o % 2 &
5 1 B LUK ISR B L CR SN T WA, i EBIEIE, S35 E 0l )% L
Tt % Ol & — AR LIR BB T, R O 19 AT IE £ 0 M A LK 7
2 e LN 2 TN D SOl ) I i 7 Ay L ORI ) oy SR REEND &
W B R Py = A,y D 15%FR 725 K5ICHE B STV, 2O 1B 7% S A B
IS E BRI T B T 206 ThHY (D, 1982ab), ik 3547 FR B AT T AL 6%
ATz Fig. 4-4 10 591, AKCPZEE A i35 AZE (i e #05 USCRE S LT TR D
7 8 4 LR ) 25 TR T 2B TS,

d_=nd, (4.1)
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dy /| dy )
+4d0 """"""""""""" ‘A

+3dy f----------------
+2dy |--------

0 >
\/ cycles
—dy |-----

“2dy |-
) S
S S

Fig. 4-4. Schematic representation of lateral displacement history.

_HJr
* 3EI 4.2)
P \z
H,= ay—z P (4.3)

ZZ, IR O EAETOES, EixvorE, NIWE 2 RE—AUN, 21

—

AME L, o, EARMEEEICHOSAMM ORRKRIE T, PIdstEIcERN 42

AR

WSy, Ay TEERAR ORI AR, z (T £R % TH D (Table 4.3).

Table 4.3 Cross section constants.

.lD (.)f.spemmen Shape of Ao /

in Nisikawa et al, . ) ) 4 4
1998 cross section  y102 mm?  [x10" mm’]
no. 8 Circular 2494 241931.0
no. 2 Rectangular 382.2 484972.0
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43 ARERET I, BRFHEESIUMHERRE

431 ARERETIERREH

ARAIE T T 7 B A ] PN PR T R B S S OVH N R W i B ER D AR EE R E
FEZNEN Fig. 4-5 BE U Fig. 4-6 [T, WEF /L 4G F 4012 3 Kot 6 ik 1 &
VYR8 (C3D8)%, FFE il b D7=0IC 14512 3 kot 1 P (B31) 2 TAy
vagBILc. ek, KB RBIOERRXENT R THLIEND, EEROMEAT I M
L7ZDEBIC R LR RERET VO L, TOE R EITIT &Mt 5 7. VIR
TSR LR R ORE A IR R (*Rigid Body)z H W o, ARAFGE T BHET L DI
DEG 72V VR EREH WO FRNICAY Y 2 BN T2 F ARG 23 L7, &g,
B I W T T AN Bl 35720, RIE MO 5B OV THREFEITVY, & B
T HHE I A O TE - — N ROAE I BE 8 o faf B — LR PEIC 2 B 3 0L, o, R FM A
IRBNRINELTEDLEE LU T, BIE TS 4 SyElE Uiz, E7248 I L0 13 32 Br ) L e 32
ENTWDIDNT, R R E R NE# T 5720, B X TEIFG MO Ay =5 F %4
LT, WA R ORAIEB R ICI o CTA LD IE /1 S8 M2 8 R 80, RAF
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Fig. 4-5. Finite element model with circular cross section.
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(a) overall view without mesh line (b) magnified cross sectional view

at symmetric plane

Fig. 4-6. Finite element model with rectangular cross section.

%6CH B LTOD KT /)45 L OB 2 TG S s T 5 R IR IE £ COE TR B T5
B II/NSWEEZ, ZNODOEBEBZEFL TR,

B R4 AR 1, Al T 7o EBR A R R T BLT B LT, W D AL I A, R B A AR AT
SWERCIE - T — 0 ) (BSOS R B Tl o 12.4%, M T
B » 12.2%)% AL, AV 1l OoR Uik dor 5 272 127120, R R
(Nishikawa et al., 1998)% 2EM ICHERR L= L 25, 43 A P2 M deld, P LHR(4.1)~2
(4.3 B I SNAMEICIE e T o T iad, ERICHRIT ISR LR D7 T7h 0
I h DI & 7 D Z A AT LT

432 MHEERDRETE
AMFFE TR U4k 98 N AT 1 T 7 VI B2 B E £k 0 [F 72 1%, Hashiguchi et al.
(2012) 3 F KL THDHIIIZ, L FTOIMANTEMTHIENEFELNEE X HLD.
1. B A S T b AR SRR AR 1R O K E S KOV AL B 3 58 B E $ A ik
ETD.
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2. BRI A il RO B AL B M B E R R E T 5.

3. MR LA Hh R SAREL 0 DR B B ITB o8 B E B A IR E TS,

4. PR A R & IR B A R D 25 BN DEE R O A S B T D8 B E oA v

ETD.

4. DX, BT 220608 BHE UL, HEREICHWS D8 A I3 LT HENE
T2 MO LA G BRR R 2 IR TR E T DZENEELVEE 2 HNDDS, i TUAR I
W T8 DI Ll B S T ORBRAE RS R Z L Tiziod, AR I
TEI DA A s ke U3 faf S BRORSE SR ISR AT A8 RS — BT DI IR E L. ZORIZHOW
T, SRAEIEICH WS TODH A S 810 H U 7o 530K o B il B 61 4 4 d6 K OVZ il
e ) B g SRR R FT O T B E B A R E T D LWV o 7o KD FE Ml 7 FEBR ) B & 3 4 7% D R
=

P 7% W7 1 A B IR & B T W7 1 B 3R CUE F STV DM B R 72 57280, 4L AU fE Bl
WM B E B AR E Uiz, 72720, 8 SE IH o> 3280 4k S 2 2 BB L 7= SC ik (Nishikawa el al.
1998) i, Table 4.2 (TR THMELO SR EEL TRKIS B IO RBEIDO AN E 25
NTWDT2D, BOBHE D[R E I, (Rl H A 125k U5 i S a7z Bl ok L 5| ok FE A o
I D) -OF B B E Tz, 72, 3 2 BTN A OEBICIAHE - A AV ol &%
BALTWDR, YT IZHE W TZEOZ RITELEL TV,

4.3.2.1 —fxAiE T AE B SS400 O FLHE %K

SS400 DM BFERIE, T L ILIH (2000)23 K M L7z, $722 07 ZIRIE FIZd61 2 H il
R LB R FEAE OIS 1 -OF A AR A T, 55 2 TSR LT 8 A R BAR RIS 4
DRBE S A R E L. [WE L72M B E$ % Table 4.4 (2, [AERS K% Fig. 4-7 12, =
BRI, WTFRO O T HRIFICE WD THEHE R RITHRBRME R 2 R I ICHH T T
WHIERDNS.

4.3.2.2 VATEMEIE T LS SMA90 DAF 1} iE £k

SM490 D BEERUIE, #5AK5(2003)H3 5 Hii L 7= O3 Z 12 8 W7 8 26 18 12 4510 5 B il e
LBIRIEME OIS J1-OF Z i 2 VT, 8 2 BIR L& B E O BARBIEIC ) 326
BHE ¥ &R E Lz, [F € L= EHE $ % Table 4.5 12, [F7E & £ % Fig. 4-8 (29, IR
T I, RO T HEIE SR O T AEKICE L TR R G RITRA RS R 2 BRI ICHET
EUGAY NNV SVIEVR
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Table 4.4 Material constants of SS400 for Extended subloading surface model

with tangential plasticity.

Elastic Modulus E=210 [GPa], v=0.3
Initial yield stress Fo=294.1 [MPa]
Yield stress plateau limit H;=0.01 [as strain]
Isotropic hardening hi1=0.567, h2=30.0
Kinematic hardening aq=34.0, r,=0.233
Evolution of Subloading surface uo=500, us=0.167, R°=0.0
Evolution of simirality center c=200.0, y=0.9
Tangential plasticity c=0.9, b=2.0
600

L e il §
400 .'o' . 5 ..oo: <oe o

200 1Ak % b "

-200

%

Axial stress [MPa]
o

jo ©

-400 -t
q ° e Experiment

— Predicted

-600
-0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0 0.02 004 0.06 0.08

Axial strain [-]

Fig. 4-7. Stress strain curve of SS400, comparing experiment (Nakajima and

Yamada, 2000) to predicted.
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Table 4.5 Material constants of SM490 for Extended subloading surface model

with tangential plasticity.

Elastic Modulus E=206.8 [GPa], v=0.29
Initial yield stress Fo=381.3 [MPa]
Yield stress plateau limit H,=0.01 [as strain]
Isotropic hardening hi1=0.2, h,=20.0
Kinematic hardening a.=70.0, rqe=0.3
Evolution of Subloading surface up=2000, us=0.0, R°=0.2
Evolution of simirality center c=20.0, x=0.8
Tangential plasticity =04, b=2.0
600
sl

Mol
[f
f
|

N
o
o

Axial stress [MPa]
o

-200
-400 - .
.Lﬁw e Experiment
— Predicted
-600 .
-0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0 0.02 0.04 0.06
Axial strain [-]

Fig. 4-8. Stress strain curve of SM490, comparing experiment (Suzuki et al.,

2003) to predicted.
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4.4 THERORBREROLREER

4.4.1 MR EEER

CHETIZHR REMTET VBRI OB R KA Ob LI FE i L7z A BR 2R AT R L,
Nishikawa et al.(1998)(Z 0 SEJifi S v 7= SE Bkl S OFE SRS 235 1) D fnf B — 257 & JBE AR 1k
Fig. 4-9 BL O Fig. 4-10 (TR 3. EBRE RIXEBOMEZ A FTHIENTERN-T2720,
Y SRR DT T 7N A S T-b D ThHHZ a5 5. I CAEUMERX
OVZE T I, 202 U B S 355 00 ) 1 K O W (R 15 2 Lo, 90 0K B AR Z5 0 dp T IEBE L
TW5. Fig. 49 T FEBRBERLLERBBEOTAHAEZZELRY, DFED
T =0 > 4 =0 > D' =0 <&cLEWEROWMBMEET LVOLE:, Fig. 4-10
ITEBRMERET 2 0 o 4 # 0 > D! = 0 LLEERBMEETVORET
b5, ZNHDHI NG, HERET WVICTH _ERBIEET VITERE R IV E R
L—hCETWAIENGD. B, (ERET VTR KW EBLORZENLEOF 71
BT DM B EBITEBRRS R~ RIZTF R %, >E0falrfloT iz 5 2 DM 1M 52365

N
o

N
/ —

2 4

///////'7’7’7 7

=
o

Normalized horizontal load H,/H,
o
o

- ]z
s/ /] ] ]
-0.5
15 @/— Experiment u
20 — w/o Tangential plasticity
-0 . 0 5 10

Normalized horizontal displacement d,/d,

Fig. 4-9. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross
section (No.8). Experiment versus Extended subloading surface model without

tangential plasticity (D’ =0).
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, BERBMEET VT EOMEERE RIEZ TS, FET XX, BEEOF R R
(e.g. W, 1996; %D, 1997; Ucak and Tsopelas, 2012) TIIfg#r it B DK FE A3 e
RCETCWenols, iR KM EEZACIE —JZUBEOM BEHBZ @G E ICHIL TH TV R
ThD. £o, E—I M BENELDHFAZ MOV THHE KT T /AT ~FE R M7 L3R
W A7V THETTWDZ LN 30D, £, AT £ OSSR % Fig. 4-11 1R 77. XL
A IEHREETEMEIZRCISEZRLTNDED, AT 2L — T N IEIZIE R T 5
4 [\ B LA E ITIE 7 2 BB T 5. RO MEET L TIEIBIC 5 BIAET
B RAFEPKRICT DO, FEREMEET LTI 5 B HUBEOR A7 IS T 55K
KAif BIFE T LTL.

WA FEATRE R DER K L K FEOT B0 AM% Fig. 4-12 12T . KENERET L,
X 45 AR VBE T T NV OMRATRE R CTH D, FTo, K F-f HIE 5 18] O S ZE N7 2 R EIC, 16
B LIS DB SEfEdh Il > 72X % Fig. 4-13 1R T. ZRHDK NG, kT T /T~
THEMIBIEE T LI R VEERE DR K EOTHBRATEL, B o8 w2 S E L
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Fig. 4-10. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross
section (No.8). Experiment versus Extended subloading surface model with

tangential plasticity (D’ = 0).
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Fig. 4-11. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross
section (No.8). Extended subloading surface model without tangential plasticity

(D! =0) versus the one with tangential plasticity (D’ = 0).
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R E-EM I RICHENDIKAMOEBEEERT D, FHLZRN =3 — 13K
(4.2)23K(4.3)M D5 H &AL F A K T2 (i do b 1k W R 1 & o offtic 172 2% U
E CIESE LTz, EBR, (ERET VBIOERBMEET L OIEF LSRN = R0 F —
DOHEFRE & Fig. 4-15 123§, BERBIET T VIR kT MR, A A7 23 I2E -
TR LA TR X TODIENDDD. R G I FE 5 o0 8 e 2 3B 3 L 72
5 A7 B LLBE O O IGE VDR TED. ERET VL 6 A7V H ETH
TR =R L F— 8 KL, 8 A7V H THE IR T 201, BT VX
5 VA7 H CHIL =R AF — 1 XEIT R KME IS ELZOBECHITRE A L TN ENn) 3
BR O ZHE 2 TD.

76



LE, Max. Principal
(Avg 75%)
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Fig. 4-12. Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier

with circular cross section (No.8).
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Fig. 4-12. Continued.
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(b) with Tangential plasticity (D’ = 0)
Fig. 4-13. Comparison of the local deformations from +1 do to +9d0 around

bottom of column.
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Fig. 4-14. Definition of absorbed energy with each loading cycle.
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Fig. 4-15. Absorbed energy with each loading cycle.
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Fig. 4-16. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross
section (No.2). Experiment versus Extended subloading surface model without

tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 4-17. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross
section (No.2). Experiment versus Extended subloading surface model with

tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 4-18. Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross
section (No.2). Extended subloading surface model without tangential plasticity

(D* = 0 ) versus the one with tangential plasticity (D’ = 0 ).

83



LE. Max. Principal

(Avg: 75%)
+3.75e-01
+1.50e-02
+1.35e-02
+1.20e-02
+1.05e-02
+9.00e-03
+7.50e-03
+6.00e-03
+4.50e-03
+3.00e-03
+1.50e-03
+0.00e4+00

(L) w/o Tangential plasticity (R) w/ Tangential plasticity

(a) +3dp

LE. Max. Principal

(Avg: 75%)
+3.75e-01
+2.00e-02
+1.80e-02
+1.60e-02
+1.40e-02
+1.20e-02
+1.00e-02
+8.00e-03
+6.00e-03
+4.00e-03
+2.00e-03
+0.00e4+00

(L) w/o Tangential plasticity (R) w/ Tangential plasticity

(b) +4dy

LE. Max. Principal

(Avg: 75%)
+3.75e-01
+3.00e-02
+2.70e-02
+2.40e-02
+2.10e-02
+1.80e-02
+1.50e-02
+1.20e-02
+8.00e-03
+6.00e-03
+3.00e-03
+0.00e+00

(L) w/o Tangential plasticity (R) w/ Tangential plasticity

(c) +5dk

Fig. 4-19. Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier

with rectangular cross section (No.2).
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Fig. 4-19 Continued.
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Fig. 4-20. Absorbed energy by every loading cycle.
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Fig. 5-2 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (a) BS.
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Fig. 5-3 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (c) XU.
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Fig. 5-4 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (e) DM.
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Fig. 5-5 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (f) SQ.
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Fig. 5-6 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (g) CR.
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Fig. 5-7 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross

section (No.2) subjected to path (e) DM.
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Fig. 5-8 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross

section (No.2) subjected to path (f) SQ.
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Fig. 5-9 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with rectangular cross

section (No.2) subjected to path (g) CR.
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Fig. 5-10 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with

circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (a) BS. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-11 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (c) XU. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-12 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (e) DM. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-13 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (f) SQ. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.

102



(A) 0.040 0.080 0.120
0.036 0.072 0.108
0.032 0.064 0.096
0.028 0.056 0.084
0.024 0.048 0.072
0.020 0.040 0.060
0.016 0.032 0.048
0.012 0.024 0.036
0.008 0.016 0.024
0.004 0.008 0.012
0.000 0.000 0.000

1. =1.

(B)

n=4 n=6 n=8

Fig. 5-14 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (g) CR. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-15 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
rectangular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (e) DM. Extended subloading

surface model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-16 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
rectangular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (f) SQ. Extended subloading

surface model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-17 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
rectangular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (g) CR. Extended subloading

surface model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-18 Absorbed energy of steel pier with circular cross section (No.8) subjected to

path (a) BS and (c) XU.
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Fig. 5-19 Absorbed energy of steel pier with circular cross section (No.8) subjected to

path (e) DM and (f) SQ.

108



(o)}
o

ny

L

> 50 —

=

o / \-\.

o 40

go!

; /

o 30 -

2 /

©

- 20

[0

7

£ 10

5 —— w/o Tangential plasticity
zZ 0 / —— w/ Tangential plasticity

0 2 4 6 8 10
The number of cycles

Fig. 5-20 Absorbed energy of steel pier with circular cross section (No.8)

subjected to path (g) CR.
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Fig. 5-21 Absorbed energy of steel pier with rectangular cross section (No.2)

subjected to path (e) DM and (f) SQ.
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Fig. 5-23 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (b) BA.
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Fig. 5-24 Hysteretic response at loading point of steel pier with circular cross section

(No.8) subjected to path (d) XP.
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Fig. 5-25 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (b) BA. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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Fig. 5-26 Deformations and maximum principal strain distributions of steel pier with
circular cross section (No.8) subjected to path (d) XP. Extended subloading surface

model (A) without tangential plasticity and (B) with tangential plasticity.
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6.1 #5

MO UATEIMEH T LK B EDOEEBIOMEZRXES 2 &K EIC T T528
X, BFEEEYD O ) FRETOBLANOEBE THD. MR LM EICLDE 7 SR/ E sk H
MEXETLOERERNFHRFO—2LL T, R EIZHEIBEEOTHOIEAELZED
RN T 6N5(Suresh, 1998; & H LFHP, 2001). Mk L EIZE->THEL LG o3t
SNDM B DRI 1 K0S RERIS B 72, Wb D & (b LIIAR) 17 Lk
5 PR CEBI SIS J1-OF BB T, EXT U AL —TF 0T F =y NELR R E O VE M
EIBHERIND(ZE)G, 1972; fiEHL, 1981; #hHD, 1983; R#D, 2004). /(K H 1
I ¥ 57 RBR PICEH I S DM O3 2R 18 (AP ) Lk Wi (N ) EOMBIEE <,
Hp 5 Manson-Coffin HI 23 pi 32 3255 ik, EEO ) ¥ EHIB MBI VST
AR

— T M BN AECDIE 8RR ) Z0b /b Sl U E2MER 35\ A 7 9% 557
AR TR, MR U B ) ) B B CIRBA AR BB 2 T IR SR, Wb D B RY
SR AT (D, 2007)b D0, #aK LE O ANEVZEEL TEBME O 233 A+ 54
WU ZE 2R L, D REO%E J7 S I - ICE L2 E ST (Suresh,
1998; %5)I5, 1972; #RH L, 1981; fRH 5, 1983; &5, 2007,2008; fk#EBH, 2004).

ST, ZOIHBRM B O 28 2 T T 272D IR 22 S B 5 5 09 15 28 MR pl 2 (e.g.
Mroz, 1967; Dafalias and Popov, 1975; Ohno and Wang, 1993ab; Hashiguchi and
Yoshimaru, 1995; KiR5, 1998,2006)D %<1, Al & OBEIRIG ST LA EOB L &% 4L 17
HONFER ThHoTo. LOLBRBRLINOOHIBEMERERL L, BEF OBE R HMESRME T TR
MBS LWYEOT ORI - B LW o7z @ A 7V 55 e 5 O T 28 O T [l 130
JETERW. 2O ObE, $£5(2007,2008) 1%, EHRBYHM LM TIZB T B D
B O T Z B AR U R A2 R B LTV D. 22l SM490 2 v
Tom A7 VN G5 FBGRE R TR ST, MR UM EIE NSRBI OF ARl R 0T
NI IS FTRE THDOZENIRSNTND.

LIAT, BB EMITEMN T L2EBRB M EIIMELAMN THLHILITIA, 1) — 71
HOREIDHEED DR SNDRIANIEC TR & ) 2 22465, WD &) fif 8, 2)Hibil
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ARREEIV T LA i A IR B8, 3)# R U1 B Wl 5 m M O 2L, RENZETH
ND. 22T, 3)TEMEHTAEL LIS 0T Ao 8l 5 [\ A3 M B I Z L 35720, FEL
Bl LIEIEN D, ZOEHPI A 22 oK RLOLLT, 3k 2A T EDZ

=T D2 Bk L R & ¥ (Ucak and Tsopelas, 2012,2014; #%#5, 2005,2007), B
$RE B 2R SN KD B B 2 T D AR A ROV — L, BEROS D LB D N E BT D)E
NERRBZ R (BHED, 2013), BRI IZE T L7V 2R (2, 1990)72E 038 5.
7o, BRI HEEEATREE R REL5 6 Tho TOBRMIB IR A 32 1k I #8722
EDJE S EHIBILIE LB AR BB L7 D 2 & D, FE LA i 252 1 DFB A o8 BH T A 72 <
A4

ST, FELL B AW 252 (T DM B OB P ZE B 2 B O T RN BT, SEICEs 1 - s Ve A
A WG G, WEO=mWEEBEIT W R/ LIENNERGENHLIEITE, 5 2 &
6 S RLZHE0T, 5 4 BRIV 5 & T, Hashiguchi and Tsutsumi(2001,2003),
Tsutsumi and Hashiguchi(2005)234& %& L 7= 12 i 98 4 5 08 PE A ke & F V€, 3 bR 43 & Ao
%2 D M < KB TR B 1 22 A7 972 S0 AR A oD 8k 5B U3 08 M 28 R R0 T L, % oD i 42
D@ SAARRE LT, 2w AT, WIIRERIG 7 BL B OIS IR BN STEL R T, 220, #ik
LAMED70< 10 [FIFRE THEREICELIRERMEZNRELTEbDH T,

LIAT, BRARIS I LUF OFE LB A fer e F T SO DM B O 55 FFfn 1, LBl A s th T
DEIUITH A, AMREICE>TUIE T HFmAE LR T T 22ENEBRRAUFIEICLEE
SN TWAH(EHEDS, 2013; Itoh et al., 2013). Z0 X515 il 3k b il & ff T 9 55 B4 1c
kLT 97 7 OHEE CFE M AR T LR EEAD = X LOBRIZOWTHFIER Tl TV Dh
DD, IR LA A7V Z@ LT i J1-OF 2Bk 2 5t b 32 0 S P pl U E
DA DR HE GRS TVR Y, FI2 e TR LI B2 B L B M A i N2 3 VT, BRIRIS )
LUF O Ee Bl U 55 F RIS ) 97208 28 e ME IR RE S AU Ty,

ZIT, RKETIHREARIS LT Ol R LA Bz REL, #IS -8 A WIS
77 2 FHI N C T % B 00 IF EL Bl i IR U AR &2 52 1T 548 B A B DR IR Lk 2 B 2R Bl T&
DI, TIVETITIR RS- H 7 VB M o M M A SN2 PRk 972, IRIC S B A S E DK
PR AT 2 FE M L, D6 ok oD 3 BB MEAR il S L 12 R 2 I VEA il KD IS B R E D3 W 2O
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6.2 ELLBIBRRLARMICKIEREM P OTILTR

AFIE TS ET DR LARICED 4R oL B 40%, Fig. 6-1(1&5, 2008)XLH1T/R
ENDHGTHD. BEILA G OMIK UL, fElh As? 1THIR UK O 2 il B2 BV TR
fif R L2 ) 0 Z R B DBE OO 2@ Th D AM O EREIRIS 11X 412.3MPa, FRERIG
JJ1x 359.5MPa THoH7=h, KNBEARIS I 7272 Wi Ui ) 23MEH LTc 8 & 12 0
ThH, ML OB ENEMBHEEE R REBL TWDIENMHER TEDL. AR, B
B 4 42 OB G THY, RUFIE TR LT DI BI AR RED IR L TR, 72720, #
H ©(1987), Wang and Brown(1993), f}t%%(2007,2013) , Reis et al.(2009), Itoh et
al.(2013)I2 k0, I b Bl A fif S A4k 0> 4 J& B4 B 00982 55 55 i 13 b 1) (B il ) B fif O 2 4L IC b
RTCHELLE T THIEBERHENTNDBIEND, BeRIG F1 LT O I b i R LA fif
2BV T, Fig. 6-1 ICHETDINENHTONLbDEHERIND. 4% ITIE L Fl#RIK LA @
BRAIZBWTH RIS D OT AR Z AL, Hfil iR LA B A AR, FEHMEO T A
DRBEMRTIIENLBETHILOD, oAU TIE LG AT SIS T DR Lk
2 f) & R B A Re e B AR VR MEAE I X D YL iR 23 4 5.

001
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Fig. 6-1 Evolution of plastic strain amplitude with the increase of number of
cycles under uniaxial cyclic loading measured for SM490B (Tsutsumi et al.(2008),

Fig.10).
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6.3 EEDOMHEREM MM

REE TR LT DM EHT SMA90B(FE #2181 LS ) &L, WA O Z i B IC B 975 R
RBEEIE T RE A2,

1. Mises (R M 12 E S <A B %K

I3
6)=,|—
(@) ,/2|
2. FAELP L% R

C, ) FEBMELERA BT TS,

o (6.1)(re-record of 2.112)

S = CHDPH g—(l— s |+ &+£H§ (6.2)(re-record of 2.64)
R y F

7L, 5(2.64)0 5 K k24 BB 0 E L.

3. FHHALBKBLOTDIEA

F(H)=F, {1 + hy [1 - eXp(—th)]} (6.3)(re-record of 2.113)

F'=Fyhh, exp(—h,H) (6.4)(re-record of 2.114)
H =\/%HDP , h= % (6.5)(re-record of 2.115)

4. BEMEAL O A
ARETIE, RIS D #EH TOB L DR REIEE T 572012, FHEMIE OB B LA
AW B LANTA=Z LB AL R (KD, 2008) &£ 1175

@ =a|D’|

=a1(a2N—a) 1+a{1—<i€_—Re>] HDPH (6.6)

— R¢
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5. BERIEME

T
A=—— (6.7)(re-record of 2.110)
2G(1-T)
T =¢&R? (6.8)(re-record of 2.111)

B BERBAEIC WS EHEPE 1T, Tsutsumi et al.(2008)728 3 fifi L 7= 1) I 374 S A%
AR A IC T DB 5| R 3 L OV IR M I L AT U A R 2 W T BHE Bz [FE LTz, [F]
ERE KA Fig. 6-2 (297, 72720, Hlh R UaRBRE B SH M VR 1B 3 26 B RR 2 1
[F] E CX72\ e, Table 6-1 IZFRHiL7-ME I35 4 ECHWEICHET 2L 0L L. Al
A7 NZEBU TR A RITRBRE R L BIFICHB TETWDLIEnDLN5.

6.4 HERERETILEEREH

A IARIE Fig. 6-3 (R A R R R AL EL, FREZET V2 ERR L. i
KO EIFER 90mm, 57 - O F A O 2 & Lo AT & S1E 8.46mm, [FIEHESIE
1.5mm TH5. FATEIZES M 10 F53EIEL 0.15mm U5 D 4 Fis 1 YRl R 2
FaWe, B ERIIMREMEAVORCVEHELZR 5.

B R SR T BRI R dm i & e R E E L, &9 05 I S 5 1A E B KOV L Y 5 1) B —
AN BT 5. 2D O EONAHBIGRIE, AT R AR EOERICAETDIE S,

Table 6-1 Material constants of SM490B for Extended Subloading Surface model

with tangential plasticity.

Elastic Modulus E=206.8 [GPa], v=0.3

Initial yield stress F9=350.0 [ MPa]

Yield stress plateau limit H,=0.01 [as strain]

Isotropic hardening hi1=0.0, h>=0.0

Kinematic hardening a;=2.5, a>=750[MPa], a3=4.0
Evolution of Subloading surface u9=20000, us=5.0, R°=0.4
Evolution of simirality center c=200.0, x=0.95

Tangential plasticity ¢=0.25, b=2.0
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Fig. 6-2. Stress strain curve of SM490B, (a) experiment (Tsutsumi et al., 2008),

(b) simulation.
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Fig. 6-3 Schematic representation of the specimen and finite element model.
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Fig. 6-4 Circular non-proportional stress path (a) in two-dimensional stress

space; (b) in time domain.
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6.5 EMERLEER

Fig. 6-5 ([ZEEMR MM O T A2 B B LRWIE R O IEET L OfE AR 3. PO F
AR L ER T RET LTI RIE SR IG T LT ThoTh, i 11l
i DSVEBYEAR T v v Vi S A Z Ay AT AU, OR LA ISR O B R 5,
Wb )FEHTT =y MR ERBLAIRE CTHDOH DD, 5% A i R 1K TS 773 B A3 M
KTVl EaBT2, WO Z0E BT A UG T, 2 Ok Bk AR BT RS 5 SR Uk
B 722l Fig. 6-5 (CHMEMEAT R R OfgHITEX D,

WAZBEARRIBVE OT B B B LT BB £ 7 LV O FRMT 75 % Fig. 6-6 |2k T, KET /LT
IXYER T o Vi BERR T 10 DI JT 3 FEIZ KD IE A OT BB L7290, OFT AIRIE
(THER DBWIBNEE T AT R KR ELARDH DD, A fr R LI OGN AED O3 B AR i D4
REVHIGITHEFR TER. ZHUT(6.7), (6.8) IR LT=LHIT, MR IEMIER I B LOE
NEBLETHMELERN—E THHO ThHHEB ZBND.

LLEDZEND, R UFE B AT T IS T DI O H 08 K, Jr AR AR R O
FOMR ZIE T ORESINEIZ—E LD IR IR TIZB T M B Ok B2 KB
THITIE, HERBIEOT HOREELE R LUIERCITILRE T M ERHLHEE 2 HILD.

6.6 EMRIEFEMEFRB DI

AT B 00 2 22 0 B AR B IR IR M AR B SR AR T 5. AR B IR LT (R 206 D D K & &
I\ — LT B T LS SR & LT T o L R B T, P ST R IR R AR R
HEZBZHNDHTD, A A7V EIZIE > THMEO T AOFE A EFEITE 212K, 2D
W IE B VAR B OBEAL - BAL D AE LRV E B 2 BND. o TH 2 % TR LI B 58 3 1
HE RS 3\ T, IE LM IR 1 S BLIS A7 IR RE O BEIT FE A\ R 3 IE BRI e R i o
A NVHIZEAIZAET T, R(6.8)DEERR VM O Ak FE O KIZHI FF T/, 220
G AR D IEIE NS S -0 L F AR T 5.

1. BRI OF 20 BEUE Hy OH KL 1T, (E1 OK XSO IR EBARIE /1 O

T amE it OF s Db kxR,

H:= J‘HD’Hdt (6.9)

2. SO R0 BRBEE H ok Libic, EimmodamE D o4 kxns
B, RNT — BT T 5, Wby = — 22 AR R ET 5.
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Fig. 6-5 Numerical experiment under cyclic circular stress path by Extended

Subloading Surface model without tangential plasticity (7" =0).
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Fig. 6-6 Numerical experiment under cyclic circular stress path by Extended

Subloading Surface model with tangential plasticity (7" # 0).
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Fig. 6-8 Numerical experiment under cyclic circular stress path by Extended
Subloading Surface model with tangential plasticity incorporating accumulated

tangential plastic strain.
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Fig. 6-10 Normalized strain range vs. the number of cycles, (a) Extended
Subloading Surface model without tangential plasticity, (b) Extended Subloading
Surface model with tangential plasticity, (c) Extended Subloading Surface model

with tangential plasticity incorporating accumulated tangential plastic strain.
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Fig. 6-11 development of strain amplitude under various stress amplitude,

(a)325MPa, (b)298MPa, (c)263MPa and (d)228MPa.
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Fig. 6-12 Strain amplitude development under various material constants 7, of
tangential plasticity incorporating accumulated tangential plastic strain,

(a)r, =11.0, (b)7, =12.0, (c)7, =13.0, (d)7, =14.0 and (e)7, =15.0.
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Fig. 6-13 Strain amplitude development under various material constants 7, of
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Fig. 6-14 Strain amplitude development under various material constants 7,
and 7, of tangential plasticity incorporating accumulated tangential plastic
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(a)r, =15.0,7, =0.100, (b)7, =14.0, 7, =0.125,

(c)z, =12.0,7, =0.150 and (d)7, =11.0,7, = 0.175.
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