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Fig. 2 Shear force and Accumulative plastic extensions

— 506 —



WIAZ R AR FF AN DT ERER 21T 9, BEAR F Wi, 42
TDau T, &2 73— BYEAL Tl
DENIRELFTMENTHDEDOD, Bh—FHL T
DI EMNHERTE, THINZYTHD LB TE D,

4 RBREBEES>TOTFAE
4.1, BUN—RIIRTRILF—

Fig. 3(a) ~ (c)IZ& X v N —BEO MBI L 5 5h
7o & R =R = VX — Wy D& S A g, 72
B, Fig. 31%, 12 WOMHERL, 1207 70
VFHEENENRL TN A,

Fig.3 £V, ¥ /_—&IZEfRZ < BB F WO F 53R
ﬁm;w%&/A~@wmixw#~#k%<@ofw
DT ERERTE D, T, HIEE T VIR
JE AW QY & HIETE T VMRS Téﬂﬁxﬁﬁ
BRI mQ i DENRKENZE (Fig. 2) NEELT
Wb EEZOND, £, FURX—BRHEZ5I2ONT,

W, —e— w(Ave)

story story
10
8
6
4
2 W,
1,000 2,000 30,000 60,000
(1) Along wind (11) Across wind
(a) a41=0.01
story story
10
8
6
4
2 w:,
1,000 2,000 30,000 60,000
(1) Along wind (11) Across wind
(b) ca1=0.02
story story
10 10
8 8
6 6
4 4
24 2 W,
1,000 2,000 0 5,000 10,000
(1) Along wind (i1) Across wind
(¢) ay1=0.04

Fig. 3 absorption energy of damper
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Fig. 4 Accumulative damage distribution
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