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Tabled. 1 Specification of test specimens and test results
RERIA WE/INE— > HEER
et ot sy | % || Ba | 25 B B bl
R . kG ol $E t ROIE | H Luss = No. e Bw*! | B¥ | ETD| 7
Y- Fi2)S Py ol Wo Lc il [mm] [+, %] B
[kN] [mm] | [mm] -
| UB400-250-U1.0 | + 2,500 | 25 228 | 5,648 0-318.5%x6.0| | 1.0 | 1.24 | 1.04 | 101 | 2317
UB4003 Y — X SN400B
UB400-360-U1.0 | + 3,600 | 32 257 | 2,586 0-404.6x6.4| @ | 1.0 | 1.14 | 1.00 | 146 | 3,618
B490-250-U1. + 3 1. 1.14 1.1 122 2,244
\ ‘ UB490-250-U1. 0 2500 | 19 o L5 658 O-318.5%6.0 L2 0
UB4903 U — X| UB490-250-U2.0 | + | SN490B 2,966 @| 20 | 1.28 | 1.06 | 39 | 1,653
UB490-350-U2.0 | + 3,500 | 22 256 | 1,706 0-355.6%6.4| @ | 2.0 | 1.26 | 1.07 | 26 | 1,128
UB225-250-U1.0 | | 2,500 | 36 308 | 5,500 0-355.6%6.4| | 1.0 | 1.12 | 1.05 | 129 | 4,175
R | UB225-350-U1.0 | + 5,198 ®| 1.0 | 1.12 | 1.16 | 108 | 3,495
UB225% Y — X LYP225
UB225-350-U2.5 | + 3,500 | 36 233 | 2,396 | 6,766 | O-404.6x6.4| ® | 2.5 | 1.49 | 1.10 | 28 | 2,779
UB225-350-U2.5 | + 2,3% ®@| 25 | 1.53 | 1.15 | 23 | 2345
UB385-250-U1.0 | + 5,658 @ 1.0 | 1.22 | 1.03 | 114 | 1,824
UB385% U — x| UB385-250-U2.0 | + | BT-HT385B | 2,500 | 19 181 | 2,986 0-318.5x6.0| @ | 20 | 1.39 | 1.09 | 39 | 1,470
UB385-250-U4.0 | + 1,19 @| 40 | 1.48 | 112 | 11 | 1,178
UB385-440-U1.0 | + 5,300 @ 1.0 | 1.41 | 1.03 | 125 | 1,674
UB440% U — X| UB385-440-U2.0 | + | BT-HT440B | 2,500 | 25 170 | 2,99 0-355.6%6.4| @ | 2.0 | 1.57 | .11 | 41 | 1,316
UB385-440-U4.0 | + 1,19 @| 40 | 1.77 | 1.10 4 553
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$HAE RE &R = 53R & (103 | B E R TAT R
SN400B 25mm | 303N/mm2 | 446N/mm2 38% A7y 7| BE | #HO #HEQ@ L2516) #BEO®
SN400B 32mm 292N/mm?2 439N/mm2 39% A gy 3 3 3 3
SN490B 19mm 367N/mm2 | 530N/mm? 29% B 0.5% 3 3 3 3
SN490B 22mm 369N/mm2 525N/mm2 36% C 1.0% | BWHiET 3 3 3
LYP225 36mm 216N/mm2 | 313N/mm2 55% D 2.0% R E T 3 3
BT-HT385B 19mm 406N/mm2 | 575N/mm2 22% E 2.5% W% T
BT-HT440B 25mm 463N/mm2 | 626N/mm?2 31% F 4.0% ENY
*RPOBEEIEHFIT v TIH I 201 78
4.3 EBHE RHI, KEAFE P &, BRI )

RERE—HhTIT ) 25, BRI
Ty FORIE RICREL, Wme bIEo Tty
b 7L — MAERICHEE L. M4, 2R D4, 312 iAER
Rkt 74 v ZRRZRT,

WAL, WMEEoEEL LCTRIRE 0.5%, 1.0%,
ZOBRIKKEF TL 0% T DI S & 72 27 1 e
D U 247 o 7212, RE CTEMBW £ T—%E
PRIERE O B LA % 4T o 720 4. 32T 71 75
LZIRT,

[N

AT T

PASTEREE=
FI3E (+)  JEH () - /\
d I » Illlllldﬁ@.ﬁ? IIIV\‘
H= — ‘7IH>_I”II::III%W
L
HIHNENIERINE \

4.2 HEAEEy T2 TH
Fig.4.2 Configuration of test specimen set-up
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Fig.4.3 Photo of test specimen set-up
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Fig.4.6 Comparison of test results for fatigue curve
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Tableb. 4 Test results
w5 | H1o 53R E | EARTTE
Re T # P+ Pc Bw B n
[kN] [kN]
A 1 2,006 | —2,199 | 1.09 0
2 1,990 | —2,162 | 1.08 0
3 1,985 | —2,146 | 1.07 0
B 4 2,128 | —2,217 | 1.10 5
5 2,088 | —2,209 | 1.10 1.058 12
6 2,077 | —2,186 | 1.09 1.052 19
C 7 2,125 | —2,312| 1.15 34
8 2,141 | —2,328 | 1.16 1. 087 52
9 2,175 | —2,322 | 1.16 1.068 70
D 10 2,284 | —2,530 | 1.26 95
11 2,341 | —2,528 | 1.26 1.08 123
12 2,354 | —2,527 | 1.26 1.073 151
E 13 2,435 | —2,698 | 1.34 186
14 2,497 | —2,712| 1.35 1.086 224
15 2,511 | —2,706 | 1.35 1.078 262
F 16 2,517 | —2,704| 1.35 1.074 299
17 2,522 | —2,707 | 1.35 1.074 337
18 2,527 | —2,705| 1.35 1.070 375
19 2,531 | —2,705| 1.35 1. 069 412
20 2,533 | —2,707 | 1.35 1. 069 450
21 2,583 | —2,758 | 1.37 1. 068 486
22 2,572 | —2,746 | 1.37 1.068 521
23 2,567 | —2,742| 1.36 1.068 562
24 2,563 | —2,736| 1.36 1.068 600
25 2,564 | —2,732| 1.36 1. 066 640
26 2,562 | —2,731 | 1.36 1. 066 684
27 2,563 | —2,731| 1.36 1. 065 729
28 2,563 | —2,731| 1.36 1. 065 773
29 2,564 | —2,724 | 1.36 1. 062 814
30 2, 455 836

Axial force (kN)

-3000
Axial displacement (mm)

X5.3 fiE—-EAER
Fig.5.3 Axial force-displacement bahavior

100

OSN400B
©LYP225
A SN490B
10 WUBB-L [

© N 2’
u
i o
K1 3
H

\O&
Agy = 20,48+ Ng0-49 o
0.1
0.01
1 10 100 1000 10000
WM ETORRLENS

(5.4 JEFERR & ERER
Fig.5.4 Comparison of test results for fatigue curve

B#=

WAL 7V L 7z — i - R s SR O B
gy ZFoREEM - 72di ) UBB & ER UBB
O Pk FE i R ER O A AT D W TIR L7z, Wil
UBB & £R UBB OB R L D, € OJEREREER
W57 VERE 258 2212 il L 72 M /N 5 Bk R0 /N il )
UBB iEBARICIE DO HRE L WS TH 5 2 & 2 fifERR
T/

LIl —Hh A BRSO A DR T B - 7245,
Hili ) UBB Ot #ai b BEICE A TH Y, £
DAERNZDO VT D SHBRERDH TR L7z,

5| &t & AR & o 728k 4 70 Bk & B4R BT
MIZ5EHE L, UBB OFERKMAEBRIZ X 25T — % D
ERZiT, HEGEEOmEZR > T & ED
2, 1> BRB A —# —I2id e v H AL ER bR %
FEOmR A & G20 L 7 HMi 78 % 17\, BRB D 5K




TURY RTL—ZODRAMEERD~TARBRRKBENORE & MR~

Hby T o= LTERZIREV—-FLT
WL HIETH %o

S LK

1) FRAEMRESEZREHES 2019, WL LFHTS

2) SAtEZ ¢ SRR I X B R, AR
SWPFEATaEHR 38, 19954E4 H

3) structure No. 145 20184E1H, p.116—117

4) WEARREA, AIHE, fEas—, EaE, A% M
FBarry )= MCEXYVEBEWRE LT YR F 7L =2
B BAF%E AR AR E T YW CE Vol 34
B, 19884-3H

5) Seismic Provisions for Structural Steel Buildings (AISC-
341-22)K3. Cyclic Tests for Qualification of Buckling-
Restrained Braces 9. 1—129

6) $RAEFAN  201944H-5 VOL.32, p.32-35

7) SREEAN  201944H 5 VOL. 32, p.36-37

8) WIHHZSHS, whAERE, PN, HSEE, A, R
B HERT VRV P T L— A0EHMRE(ZF DL, ZD2),
H AR A RSP AR AL, 199949 H

9) Richards P and Saxey B;Quantifying length-effects on
buckling-restrained braces that are considerably longer
than the associated qualification tests, NZSEE, 2017

10) Sitler Ben, 7rAfit, FUBIEHE ¢ BRI T L — 2
DGR —Part 1, Part 2, H ARBEGEA SRS AR
BE4E, 20214F9H

11) #MFES, HEaE—, IWHEE, AR @ EE W
TV —ADH A 7 VIETFRER, B AR KA
HATAESE, 20104£9H

AT o =71 75 | Vol. 16(2025)

29



