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ULTIMATE STRENGTH OF ECCENTRICALLY LOADED
WIDE FLANGE COLUMNS WITH RESIDUAL STRESSES

PART 1, ON IDEAL I-SECTION

By Minoru WAKABAYASHI and Bunzo TSUJI

Synopsis

The existence of residual stresses reduces the buckling strength of columns, because
of early yielding that occurs locally at certain portions of the cross section. Ultimate
strength of eccentrically loaded columns is determined for the ideal I-section containing
linearly distributed residual stresses. The reduction in ultimate strength is more pron-
ounced, as result of residual stresses, for members bent about the weak axis than about

the strong axis. “The influence of residual stresses decreases as the eccentricity increases.

SHHEEYy, SRREEEANTIY, 2 OSBRI B\ TR BB 1 7 A, BHEEHEC X 2 BEETC
S THBREIVNFEELTWS, —DDOFHITOWTEL S E, YA 7 VI X ABREICINIHES R
MENIR - TUHT—HBEDH L T2 D EEL bR, FOHHH, KEJIEEY, REST hH%k
), MHES X Bies, U, EHMEIESEI AL, B osFEicB L Oy 1 2
NERZFIE, BRGLERFRCOMT 5. UL URFEE & /oo WA, i fric B L CrR
B A 7 AR W TIRBEIE N AR I A/m LI, BBRESEHNERCH L > BEICIL—
BB FRIAC AT L, HENCiR - CL B OMme TR 0 Th 5, EEHDEHLZ OBRIIGH
X DA A DR TN AN, FOBRIMENC KT ARETNOST, KREXCIhRins, HulEh
FEA%% 54 OB D & BEISADBGRCOWTIE, T FE ch 5 HEME, B0, —idiR
T B 5 ILHETE, THREMmSCEL TATOERRY, ERHRs S, FREOMELY oM Tk
RIS OBENAZ N ERRD LR TV D, & 2 CHRRLEIE 450 5 5k OBE B DR &
D EOBREME YT 50 TR TH 5 HSE 2 P e+ 5. ROBEL ST 55 0E BT
t% Karman, Chwalla ®FEEI I b BEFCRDIE S 1IEEC BT ELNEE T3, Jezek 1IMRIEL
LT, #MDtbhaiiE 2 REL, hRBEHEONARD AL B TR ERER 2 koBo o L%
AL TkD, ORI, BEE, ERECL BT 5. ARTIE Jezek DIEEERICE-S
&, BAEITE L OBANEECOWT, MERE LD OROEHMERWHIRLE Y, SETORMEME
I Tl U, BOERBREOM AL RACHAOKE L& OBRE BRI L.



632 HAP KR FHERENTA (H.43. 3)

2. ERE® AR
BRIG % & oM OROEREER %2 RS B1-DICUT ORELHT 5.
(1) MXESHRECTHE TS D, Lbiilifid Fig. 1 1R X 5 FREEETH %,
(29 WEC X D AT 50T RLERRFFEDERMICHEL S,

P
y P
Oy
cll®
z f
E
| ¥ El:
— £
12 y
Fig. 1 Column Deflection. Fig. 2 Stress Strain Relation.

(3) HOBH—O0TRBGFT Fig. 2 1R X 5 cli@ch s,

(4) BHAAROHT E— 2 ¥ b OHERITRREWR O X TRIT 2,

(5) BEIGIIHEHEIC—RC T 5,

(6) MiE XA 7c & b—WRFHHTH Y, REEINLE DL THH AT %,

(7)) RUKEONHEECSHD, RUREBIIYLEIR TS,

LEOFEEBC LD, MEOOTAGMEIZ>OMI A b IXREL, Fig. 3 Wit X5 EREG
HR AR ED TG FTIEE B0 BYETE or, TTEC LD IMEHNE oo &3ThE, BOFRD, HF
-2y OHERIT '

(a) Fig. 3 (@) Cross Section

%Wﬂ o (b) (b) Residual Stress Distribution
€1 I:

(c) (c) Strain Distribution

d) Stress Distribution.

0| }
—
m
“o|—
R —
Q
e



Eh - REISN 2 b "HENEEOROERERRICOWT 633

N= SSA (0-,..|.u‘—0)dxdy ................................................................................. [@D)

M=S&1 (ort o) PARAY - ++oremrenimmiinii (2)
BRES N ERETRE CHEL T BIENTHE 7 b '

SSA a—,.dxdy:() .......................................................................................... (3)

SSA a-,.ydxdy:() S A T PP PN (4)
Lithe #o THARIUTO L 5 CHEC X 2MHMEHORTELRTC LA HES,

N=SSA GodAAY +orvererrerere e s (5)

M:SSA a-oydxdy ....................................................................................... (6)
oo & BEIT Fig. 1 @R3TX5i12

y=¥m Sinl}—f ................................................................................................ (7)
hREEE OMER 1/0 13

y”:%:—i{zym .......................................................................................... (8)
R OB A E S, BFE— 2 Y F OPRRT

NN, §ty, r) =P revtetteereiriiiiiii it it st e 9)

M=M(p, &1, ar) =P (Prm-Fg) +-reererssremsremsientiiits it (10)

TIT &t e PO TLRSMERETHETH B, (8), (9), 10) XX Y p, & ZHEETHEL,
B P & bR DIz b A ym OBARIT

F=F(P, J{m,‘L, €, r) ==() rercereriii s s e (11)
E7X

P=P( Py L, 8, Gr) eerrereeressssrarssssnsrtarsonnninentiiniitnitiiiiieniistiiiiiiiiinisii 12
B¢ o CEE RS 01

dF _9F dP  oF _
dy-m. oP dym 9Ym

e

oF

Gy 0 T 14
Tk

dP

dym_o .......................................................................................... 15)

TrhkEs,
Fig. 4 () /R X 5 AEAMEC W TUATRERR X2 8L, &7 7 v oORAENS % Fig. 4
bR T X 3 CZRDER TR, (3), (4) ROBE:LRKEMRREILT ore LRKGIRERIST
ort L% LD, HOEH—OTFHRBRIL Fig. 2 i1 L 5 CBERSEETH 515, G Ha
RN EBIHIR AR AU Fig. 4 (©) WiRT X5 B E Y, AMENEZ OFREEL 5 &idicb,
2—2 MuE(X#) 2 b N OER

Fig. 5 CRTIOCHTFER 77 vk 7o v l, TS E7s vk 773 v 2ET5, £77Y

SOV A% &, FRENY N (i=1, 2) &35, BH2HH Fig. 6 @), b), () D& ¥ NeiizhZh

— 3 —



634 AP K RPTESS1ITA (H.43. 3)

Qrc+Qrt - Fig. 4 (a). Ideal I-Scctioh

. h mwdﬂ}crc Op
: ot Oy +Orc (b) Residual Stress Distribution.

(¢) Yield Limit for Applied Stress.

)] (c)
NS mEEibt +rervereserentsesesrssmsssesioninstatassssass st s tesassesss s s et st sssnssassansssssssssssussas ase)
N,:be;[_ (Ee)2+2(oy+ore) E6i— (oy—ape)t] sreeseresssneesssnicseininiiiinsininin an
ore
Ni =;£;E;[(E€l)z+2(a’7+0’1¢)E€i+ (Gy—ope)E] semeeeeeeeracnmsnenccinniiiemesesissnieneinee Q7))

EEIEOZ XRS5 0T, 2MECOWTOEHAHRBIEMHAEFNEZTT0BHL L, tbh
DRI U CEAFID Ligw & & #EThiE, Table 1 1SR T X 57 4@RAEL O, B
L Table DR 8 a;b,c 1% Fig. 6 05t T %,

Table 1
Patern 1 A B C -C’
Flange 1 a b b b
Flange 2 a a | b c
€1
. a ‘b : c
h Vo '

2 /P ® JEE; IE“
=rx—————r é 1EEi ]Eii
 Pe——

b £2 N
Fig. 5 Strain Distribution. Fig. 6 Stress Distribution Patern.

2. 1. 1) JIEHREBA.
LMESBEISTRETH b, BEMEIX Euler DEBHEICEL LD,
2. 1. 2) [T B
FRREEEC ST A EE T, B e = A v F OSHARI
P=M+N¢£&P{km+Knhmwﬁﬁw—wﬁ+%m4&+ﬁ] ------ a8)
h bth
M=—(N;—Ng)=—| - (E&) +2(ay+ore) E€1—(oy—ore)?
2 8are
—4UrcE(€1 +%)] =P(ym+e) .................................... (19

coem= gatrt, s g, T G, lT0y phy, BRANRE DEREDR



Ebk - ik REISAN 2  PHENEAOROEMERB 2T

Qcr aer \2

2
2/3(1—' ) -|-macr(2— )
Qer = Qe [1_ ae. - 22 } Ceerastseteseenecttererieracsestsensciersanns (20)
(L+ﬁ-amo(2—f§1) —28
€

2. 1. 3) JGITREEC
FRREHEIC S BT, i e— 4 v OBERIX

bt h\?
P=M+Nﬁ-—E2w+@+- —2(oy—ore)?
dore P

h
+ 2E (oy+ore) (2 &1 +T>} ............................................. 1)
h bth h\? h
M=E(N1—~Nz)= W{EZ[(&-{-?) —61’} + 2E (oy+ore) (7)} =P(ym+e)
...................................................... 22
BH 7 & SRR D 7o RO BRI
Qor— Z‘X'fﬁ R TG T ) L 0 | OO @3)
BEJR 40
e (@82 e
“T BV Aaem) (@) @4
(23), (20) RIVEREMIERD B,
2. 1. O ILIRE ¢
h RT3 BT ST, BT E — 2 v P OFERIL
bt Eh Eh Eh\2
P=N;+ N2=4Tra{2 E61|:2(a'y+a're) +T] +2(cy+ore) (T) + (T) } --------- (25)
=§ (N:i—N3) =8—b—:_—izg[—2(E61)2—2(E61+a'p+a'rc) ({l)
_ (il)z_z(ay—acr)z] =P(ym-|_g) ........................... (26)
BHAN & RO IR ORI
m Lder 2
8acrﬁ(5 +E) =4,3_(1+,8_28 ae)z_4(m) .................................... (27)
EEES AR
4Baecer=(1 +B—23ae)2[1/(1 _,_/3_23%)2 Fdalt— Qa FB—28)T] srerererrraiarnnnannann (23)
@0, (28) RXVEEMIXRDD, D E E
2—2 F/Ew (Y& HOORR . &
WENOEDARER B b OBE LR | o)
TegetEd EtELE, Fig. TITRTI57%6% "
FrE L2 b5, ELrLERIBERROERETO T T X2
FEEES Xy, Xo, 5IRMBHEROER F COEMA X G H i
LL, BEGHSHOARY Ee L3 %, Ep Ep
2. 2. 1) IGJIRREED
SWE I HEE IRETH Y, BREREL EulerD
EEBRIEICE LA, 2 X;‘z

2.2.2) BHTREE

IR 3 R AT, B — <Y b D8 Fig. 7 Stress Distribution Patern.



636 BUAB KB ERTESEILITA (FH.43. 3)

&R

;—b(c’y-l-a' o) — = E( ;)bz(;+%)z ...................................................... (29)

e 2S5 ) Fiom

.................................................................. (30)
JE JET 0V
28+aer(m—2 2
acr=a9[1 - 3(1‘1’8(;”_3“:“’) ]8 .................................................................. (31
AL m=%

2. 2. 3) IGSIREEF
rRRERETEIC SV AEA RS, e — 2 v P OPAERIL

o R R S| R

2o 1) = ()06 6]
- éTb[(b ) 3(’§1)(?§) _2(%)*]3% T 33)
dore — 113 /s; [ Bl(%;)g] ............................................................... )

(B A2 bbb X3, ZOEHFREBICHTHERMMNIRE SRV, Tiobb 2 OIBNGFTRE
TiL, Wz BRE0, #R, BELHOREICHL Th, B ChbROBEFKIIERCHERTEOALTY
%o :
2. 2. &) IGHRAEG

FRREETEIC S50 5B R, e — 2 v OFERIT

P b [2on(K) e mob( K )= Lo(o= LYo (FEEL) @5)
s o= () 5 200w (G = () (%))
Lo T —— @6
B R A%
o LD et @

3-8 _ar 48 _2 \°
“*Qaw 1-87 3 a 3m>

2. 2. 5) IERAEH

R 30 BEH RS, #hiFe— 4 v b OHARIX

£=b[dy+LEb(¢+l)(% %)z] ............................................................ (38)
T ATPE S TE R 0 U S ———— )
B T 30



EH - BEES R L SHENEREORSERBER 20T 637

om-( 2;%-!— m) s
S Pt — 0
2.2.6) [RREBI

chREEEC T AEAES, e~ 2 v FOSBERIT

B T R | L —— “

e
% =b2{0'y[%__ (Jbiz)’] +2E:(£:§) _%Ezbz (:,:%)2 } =2£t(y7"+e) ............... (42)
B TR S0
= 1 --------------------------------------------------------------
Qer aez(;_ .,ac,.__;--—_%m)a (43)

2—-3 BHREOHR

ZIEHHATRBE T 2 R DIEERR OB E TR E 22, EXbhi-E, RUE, BYGHOAEX
Tt L THEOBBEHRIIE—DTH B, LErLENbEL RSB LT, Hbh UnEOERERE
A RHTC L E#ETH D, RDLERTHIME LGS HRBCEEG LTV AN E 3 hERELK
Fhiflebicvs, 2 TRELAFHREIERBZ LSO L 5 hERch 202 RHLTEL,

2.3. 1) Wl (X)) b OEBEOSE

FIENFHRBOMDBARIE Fig. 8 (a) WRTId>i%, BASMREBCRVTIE

If,f,z e+ 4 B [;;e—_a;; n (za:x_e;cr)z_%] T SN (40
$€ - TULDIREEB & COBERIT

% e T T S PP NR RN (45)
ISTIREEB & C' D3RI

LS ——— “®
XhRES,

Fig. 8 (b) CEFIENORKMELBRIET oy & DB 0.2~1.0 TOWTHRIGTRBOER 2R L,
SR (45) ARG T %, & BOEIIL U THERO EMANGHRBCI, S48 L FROMIYLTIREB
Z, EHEOTHIUGIIREE C' CRIET 5, 8281.0 DL XIS HREBIIFEELL,

2.3.2) §\il (Yih) hhoEBOBS
KIGTIRABOMIOBRIL Fig. 9 (@) KRT X 51Kk b,

FEITIREBE & HOBERIiT

%=_%+(%f S () cereeerereaniranestena i reete e raseas et taaseesaa et b aeaeeaannarareeneanres @“n

HHRE T L HoERIL

D N N 2 L
52 % Z(a) 2 “8

EHRE L & GOERI



638 : FORB KB EFTAERESI1ITA (H.43. 3)

(E€2=0p)  (E€2=-Op)

o | 02
0 02 04 06 o8 10 1214 16
3
Fig. 8 Patern Classification (bending about X-axis).
@ (b)
10 \
o
Oy
09
o]\ @
\\
(X1=O) 07 - ® Euler Curve
E H|. o5 \
( X2=0) i
, c5
(X2=2/b) (X2 =2b) o
o (X1=0) I o
' (X2=0) 02
01
[}
Fig. 9 Patern Classification (bending abont Y-axis).
X2 1 _l(ﬂ‘)%=0 ........................................................................... (49)
b —2 o 2\ e
JSHIRHEG & E DRI
z@_;i(oﬂ)*{[z %] S —
» "2 8\a) P +op—1=" (50)

o(2)

(47) ~ (50) RO Fig. 9 b) Wit WHREG L EOHEROLNBRBILNIORE KL THED
D, MOBAETTREIEHOK X JICEBIRICE £ 5, ‘;—y #0.5, /Z1=0.5 KT TOBR
N1 EREDS, chit X1, X 80, X 220.5b0 LT3,

—g —



k- i BEBL R $ PHBEEEOROERERG L 21T 639

3. EIE&REZORE

Fig. 10, 11 i #Eizbh RUGv Bixb 0 oROERERND, FULEREBEHEY =T, KOH
BB 2 BRRIC ) CRUCERTE, BEIRCEAT2ERTRETH S, FFADEﬁEEﬁE(II
Tangent-Modulus EREHE-SWTRDILLDTH S, TiobbHENHMATIUE, HENCERRELNH
PEL TV ARG CEIREBHEEIRBICR 5, 0L XOMEOMEFIBOMTREESY Els & THUIE
BfE

(@) (b)

0 0 0 O 0 10 12 1% 6 0 02 04 06 08 10 12 1% 1§
—.]E — [
Ce Te
() d
Ger 10
Oy fo.54
I )
s !
08
Qre_g
07 Oy
07
06 Qre.
06 Gy 0
05 |
05
ok 04
03
03
o2 X "X Tm=04 = .
02 X m= 0.6
01 = N
o
= or 05 08 10 12 W % - e . . . _
° _.JE 0 02 O 06 08 1. 12 W 16
Oe — Oy
Ce

""'Fig. 10" Colunin Curvé (bending abut X-axis). -



640 FOAR KB RFERSIIFA (.43 3)

(a) ()

0 a2 o4 05 08 W 12 4 16 oy
_'J% o

Y
' [m=0s]
Y

L

0 02 0 0 08 W 1z % s

10 12 % 16 0 @ 0 05 08 W 12_ 1
o)) . ]ﬂ
e Oe

Fig. 11 Column Curve (bending about Y-axis).

Por= ”2f ZI ettt et e et e e et e eeee e e s e et eeba e e s s e bt e s b et e et s s e s b e e aennns (51)
- TXEh, YEICBSd5BFERELIETRZH
Qer= Qe ,\/1-—% .......................................................................................... (52)
— 8
Qer= Qe (%) ....................................................................................... (53)



- ik RERD 2  PHERESEOROERERE I 2T 641

Fig. 10,11 (2) i= X8, YENTBIT 5 b OEME Bl L 7T, XECBIT 5 BB ER bt iy
%L,ﬁﬁ/g=Lo¢tb%mEﬁx;m/g%¢®&Ltﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁ®%§ﬁﬁ%vﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ
TixhF b RE AL, YENCET 2 EEMBILHTERICEL, BEENOEBRIERETLIMNIASE
\, Fig. 10, 11 o (b}, (¢), () l@LE m=0. 2, 0.4, 0.6 OFHFOEREMBERT, ROEMETIT 54
DR BIG N BIRIG J1 288 2. 5 FUR CREIG 1 DF &% 20, ORI 1% 2 7 WK, T7ch b RAR
TREECHOEEYZ T e\ —ATREBRZOIEE, BIEOWIL T7xdh M — N Interaction 1%
BEGICEE IR JROEGE ORER N -T2 BRER NI OEEI L OFEOFHN RO THS,
Fig. 12, 13 iR OEMER: O/ BN ekt 52 BB IOFELEY R T, flEh v XBEEH 8 s DR
DERERDE 8=0 OROREOEMERM IOk TH b, HEiMRECEST5EXTETH S, Fd

(a) (b)
10
b =02
09 04
08
08
08 10
07 —
X__ X
06 =
0s . a3
0 02 04 05 08 10 121 16 0 02 04 06 08 10 12U 1§
5 Ce
(©)
10
02
5]
04
08 06
o ?-8 Fig. 12 Effect of Residual Stresses (bending
8 [ 0

about X-axis).
07

086 =

05

FEREEDOS & & Mk X @ E b ) BB L TY b ) OEEOBEDHHFREEHOFEIVH TS L
< HEERIEONS WEEC E TroRERALRE, o (2), (b)), (¢) RHEBLTHS LR
AR, RECNOBEIROOMKL L LITHAL T, REENORENRATSS AL, RO
DREVEE, FLBRFEADORE G EMBLOREVABITL TV, CHIIBRIENOAE @y
BREBIHEREOREICBTL, REETRRLONSWEET, ROSMKT2 B EREENORE
BRELLD ZLHIEL T B,

i 5

N :#ih

M fiFeE—2vE
P 4N

A EERE



642 HOKBT RBTREPTEREL BA (18.43. 3)
(a) (b)
19
p
09 =02
o 04
(3
07 1Y
= 08
0 ={F [m=02] 10
05 L 05 1
0 02 04 06 08 10 12 -l 16 0 02 04 06 08 10 12 1 1§
O C)

Fig. 13 Effect of Residual Stresses (bending

about Y-axis).

cBiE_RE~ AV b
PR

: 75 vy

t 7SV E

1 7 5 v o EOREE
RO

R

t fedbo R F R DEEEE

: FRREMTE D /oA

: BRI DR BT DEEER
Y VI RE

L BRRIGTH

PREIEH

s

: KRN T

P R IREEICT

t A5 —DERIRS

: BREIL 157 O AEC
FOTAR

P v = SRERTHREOEE
L v = J A OBE O XS



EH - b BEISA R L DHESER OROEREER i on T 643

X1, Xz : Bl D EMBRABEROER ¥ CORRH
X BOHLERAEHEOER ¥ TOER

2¢ 6e
m=;or; : ﬁlb$
ﬁ: ore
oy
oer
Qor =
oy
Oe
de=""
oy
Im
o= - —
h

2 £ T W

1) C.F. Kollbrunner und M. Meister, “Knicken, Biegedrillknicken, Kippen”, Zweite Auflage
1961 pp.62—99. pp. 267—276.

2) M.R. Horne and W.Merchant, “THE STABILITY OF FRAMES”, First Edition 1965
pp- 26—46

3) MEEED “HERR BEERRI2 I RABSE  pp.68—100.

4) BEABAEBHS, OTANARSE “RBC” —R4, B8, WE KRR HABsE.
1953411

5) R. L. Ketter and L. Kaminsky, “Plastic Deformation of Wide Flange Beam Colymp”,
Proc. A.S.C.E. Vol.73 1953 pp.1028—1061.

6) A. W. Huber and R. L. Ketter, “The Influence of Residual Stress on the Carryipg
Capacity of Eccentrically Loaded Columns”, Publications Intern. Ass. for Bridge and
Structural Engineering XVIII. 1957 p.37.

7) L.S. Beedle and L. Tall, “Basic Column Strength”, Proc. A.S.C.E. ST7. pp.139—173.

8) F. R. Estuar and L. Tall, “Experimental Investigation of Welded Built up Columns”,
Fritz Laboratory Reprint No. 217 pp.1—13.

9) L. Tall, “Recent Developments in the Study of Column Behavior”, Fritz Laboratory
Reprint No. 248 pp.1~15.

10) AASEEHLKEISE JSSC Vol.3 No. 16 19674 pp.1~68.



