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Studies on the Shearing of Wood
——Especially on the Elastic-Plastic Theory and Fracture Mechanics——

Katsumi OxkuUsA

(II) On the Longitudinal Shearing of the Wood-Beam
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Fig. 1. Pure bending of wood beam having rectangular cross-section.
(a) Deformation, M: bending moment, p: radius of curvature.
(b) Cross-section, b: width, h: height.
(c) strain distribution.
(d) stress distribution.
g,, &: stress and strain in the outermost tensile fiber of beam.
d,, €, stress and strain in the outermost compressive fiber of beam.
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Fig. 2. Bending test of simply supported beam by the two-point loading.
P: load, 1: span, h: depth of beam, a: shear-span.
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M-¢, and ¢,-¢, relationships in pure bending of some wood beam specimens having the
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Fig. 4. o0-¢ diagrams calculated from the curves (obtained from the bending test) in Fig. 3 by

eq. 68 and 69. e: compressive stress-strain. --: tensile stress-strain.
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Fig. 5. Stress-strain relation obtained from the compression test (No. 8 specimen).
e : measured value, gp: proportional limit stress,
Oc: compressive strength, PQ: curve calculated by eq. 71,
QC: curve calculated by eq. 72.
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€=0. 225, €,=0.370, &.=0.530 %
Lt T E=97.8, E,=77.2, E,=45.9, E3=17.5%10° kg/cm? n=1.6550, m=2.6228 &/t
DORBLIV AR N DLDEXRAL CHET S LRAROMB LI h FIEBECZHDTIL L HE
ER-E
BBMERRBRTEONIK E 0y €p 04 € 0, & DEL, MITRRIC LS gyve; (Fig. 4) 6K
LHAHEIIRLIDERVTHD, CORKCIDEMTAKRTRES E 0, o, (IBEEBHERAKRTED
NAHEEFREZZILCD, HARIES 0, ORTHMTABRC IAERVERARDO IR O
(It oThB, LL, TDIENLEREBR, AMOEMEARIEHIBICHEROEE (HMTFDH

Table 1. Stress (¢,,0,,0.) and strain (g,&,¢,) in bending and compression of wood.

Results of bending test.

SpeIfIi(?en E a, & a, &, a, e,
ton/cm?® l kg/cm? % kg/cm? % kg/cm? %
B-1 81.0 238 0. 294 305 0. 431 337 0. 688
2 9.1 253 0. 269 330 0. 402 347 0. 598
3 97.0 255 0. 263 350 0.413 373 0. 650
4 90. 8 267 0.294 333 0. 422 350 0. 653
Mean 90.7 253 0. 280 330 0. 417 352 0. 647
Results of compression test.
SpeIc\}g.len E o, & a, & o, & n m
ton/cm? kg/cm? % kg/cm? % kg/cm? %
C-1 81.1 231 0. 285 305 0. 430 335 0. 705 2.143 2. 270
2 79.1 174 0. 220 294 0. 415 327 0. 700 1. 592 2. 753
3 85.4 158 0.185 307 0. 415 346 0. 735 1. 674 2. 805
4 98.8 252 0. 255 348 0. 415 373 0. 660 2. 289 2. 928
5 92.6 250 0. 270 329 0. 400 350 0. 660 1. 906 3.175
6 101. 4 213 0. 210 340 0. 385 374 0. 645 1. 803 2. 856
7 96. 6 198 0. 205 338 0. 395 372 0. 640 1. 680 2. 882
8 97.8 220 0. 225 332 0. 370 360 0. 530 1. 655 2. 623
9 91.0 223 0. 245 319 0. 380 340 0. 545 1. 620 3. 064
10 93.5 215 0. 230 320 0. 375 347 0. 560 1. 650 2.741
11 95.5 191 0. 200 324 0. 385 348 0. 580 1.772 3. 357
12 96. 7 208 0.215 319 0. 365 347 0. 530 1. 761 2. 600
Mean 92.5 211 0. 229 323 0. 394 352 0. 624

E: Young’s modulus.
n,m: parameters in eq. (9) and (10), respectively.
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KM OBEIES & T RDOBEFHRH
—e,<¢: 0=Ee¢ (11
—&=e=—¢p 0=—0,+E;(e,— |e|) + (Ey—E;) (g,— le|)?/ (gg—ep)*1 (12)
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ThHETH, ek~ VX bxh DESHIE LT 5,

- €9 ~02

-Ep — Op

1

(@) (b)

Fig. 6. Distributions of normal strain (¢) and stress (¢) in wood-beam.

OFLRDERT D
e=¢e,(A—y)/(h—2) (13)
e;=¢3/e,=(h—A) [/ (u—2A) (14.1)
e=¢,/ep=A/ (u—2A) (14.2)
Lich o T,
p=0(ez—1)A+h]/e, (15)

(1)), ag)xxr»
[\ ody=Ee,@A—m pr2(h—2) (16)
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12), A)HRLH
[ oty = (0,~ Baeg) h—p) — ey (h—p0) (h+ p—20) /2(h—2)
— (By—Ey) (h=2) [(eq—e2) ™1 (eg—e) "1/ (6g— &)™ an
(16), ANAD pxA5)REBVTATEDLL
SAadA:b{Sz ody+ s:ady} =0
DEEND, ARBETARD 2KAXE 5,

(e —1—) +2(1+) hA— (1 +c) 2=0 (18)
C:Z(Sq—eq EZ/E) (32—‘1) + (322_1) Ez/E
+2[(eq_32)"+1/(eq—1)”_1— (64_1)2] (EI_EZ)/E(n+1) (18' 1)

eiZL

$,=04/0p €,=6,/€, (14.3)
T— AV FDOODEFEEAYR

M/b+ S:yady—l—S:yady:O (19)
X, (20), QLERD ux A TEPLTLE

S:yady:Eez (BA—21) u2/b(h—2A) (20)

|| yody=— (0~ Fre) (B2 i) /2 Bey(h—p) (2o hpue )
=32+ 1) /6(h—) + (By—Ep) (h—D)*{(e =)™ (6 —¢)
[ 12) = (et e / (1D 1= (eg—ep) "1 (eg—ep) (n+2)
— (et o)/ (n+ D)} /eheg— e (21)
KR Q2D X5 Ent %,
M/My= {3(s;—¢€,E3/E) (e;—1) (1—A/h) (e 41+ (e,—1) A/ h]
+(e;—1)[2(B+e,+1) — (B+e,t+4) A/ h—(e;—1) (e, +2) (A/ W) E,/E

—6Q -1/ A (o—e)mri/ 1)

n+2 n+1
(7 )@ vaE B/
— [+ 2) W h—2)Ue— D) M h+13Y (1= A/ )} /ez? (22)

ZDORT My 1t e,=¢p 0,=0, LILHREDOMITE— 2V}, Ticbb My=bh%,/6 TH - THBI
Re—Av b (FL3BERE— 2V F) LS,

e D% epve, DEIDDHBIEER E D EE, e=8/c, KL, (18)RAND A%KRD, Fhi (22)XKH
WIUERHIE T M/ My D3E % B,

(11), A2)RD E, Ey, Ey, ¢, &4, 04, n CHISORME (FEFERF No.8) AL, (18) 3 XU (22)K
X oT, =1.00~1.50 %325 M/My #58E L, X5 Fig 7@ RTEBS DO deviation
dy HEL, 2O 4, e RL T w, 35 & Fig Tb)DMEQR)D & 5 12ic b,

HBIR A B2 THOEMBIEI-0F 2L, lel<e, DEETADRTEbLINBE LT, LEMNoT

$=0/0y=—5,+ (e,—€) E;/ E+ (e,—e)*(E1—Ep) [E(e,—1)*"1; e=|e| /e, (23)
Liemhb, 1ZextT5@3)AD s, DT d=e—s & LT A %KDBE, ThiLa/o,ve/e,
R D, ERR o/0,=¢/e, 23D D deviation Lirh, Zhx/RL7Ib DA, Fig. 7b)DihE(1)TH 5,

Wi, ER»DHO deviation & 0.5% (or 1.0%) DREETRALES DL TiHuE, HEIFRRR
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Deviations (A) from the linear relationship.
(1) relation between stress and strain obtained from compression test.
(2) relation between moment and deflection obtained from bending test.

(3) relation between extreme tensile and compressive strain of beam bended.
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D groe inb, 0, TEDOMEIKL T 12% (or 18%) AZ\EXELIhDZ LD, HWFD e~M
261t 30% (0r39%) AKX \MENEFHZ Lt b, BEMIFRRTIMT e —2v P Milbdk
o DBARAEHIE T 5, BRFEME Y Tk

0=12(e,+e,) /8h
DEAEN D By 12K L LidTebR O X AIETAKMEE, hZ~VDEITHDa=6=¢ TIRbbE
DHBIRICE LI L EDbhx 6, b T5HE

0,=1%,/4h
L f:?b; - T

5/5[;: (e1+e) /2
LD, e=1.50 D& & 0/0,=1.4947 TH 515 Fig. Tb)DHIR(2) : ex~dp X, TD ¥ % 6/0,~4,
ERIELTHEET 0.35% ¥,

EHE A BRI AEDBECH LKRETS W12 L0 THE 2 D, EFD o~e LEITD M~e,
(or M~08) MR U MHRHEE T & 2i¥ 0.5% (or 1.0%) THIEINAHEIL, BT O LARER
HEIFFEOEAB L d 1.30/1.12=1.16, T/ b 16% (or 1.39/1.18=1.18, TigdH 18%)
BESRFLZ LIS,

RS, BRI 0,=253kg/cm2, FEERRLHIL 0,=211kg/cm? 2B DL, £ODOEIT 20
BTl BhY, FRBAMOABCEHEBEETSIDOTHEETHI VI, HEEOHRENDYURCAE
THELBRTLONZYTH 5,

LLEDC b, H#tthiFicki) s~ ) BB TOILH-OFABEHEE, —REBICHBTOILH-O
FTLBEREA—THBEETEL THBRVIXIRH D LT 5,

7r3s, Fig. 7 OfBONE, e HIGLTEE D A0D eg=ei/(h—1), d.=e—e L L THEIN
Aok RHLTTr,y FLEEODTHY, a~ve DEGRLELIZLVRVEARIEBLONLZ L%
FbLT\w5h,

2. BMEEZZ3NVPUHEHKZELI-EOEAMKEND

2.1 EAEEENYICEATIHER

1B6 SXrOEHFUMEDONVEEL B, KFDOFERICT-OTARDOBRI, KELAET TR TH
D, EROIENOTRL e|<e, TIXEF, e=|e|=e, THOX, e=le|=e TZAOK, e=lel
Tiko=—o.: (—F) TH5HEEET %,

Y DEMBARGO 5 e, DHEFHED ¢, R 2 5 & FERUIT— BB A 543, BRh: E i E1T
L eyl >e, DIREET, -~V O x )X L BERBTEA OO T2y ik Fig. @)D X 5 in b3 D&
o TDEE, METAHILNHMIRED)DOERD X S5 CIe%,

OTHERDHOREC X D, T GIEM) HLEM7 TOROITH el

e=¢e;(A—m) /A (24)
Lichio CEEIGH o iZRDERD I 5SEDLIN S,
0==np=p: &;=c=—¢,: 0=0,(A—7)/A (25.1)
LENE . —EpZe=—6,t
0=—0,+E;(e,+e1—619/2) + (Ey—Ey) (eg+€1—€m/ )"/ (6,—€p)™ ! (25.2)
UgSYS et —Eg==e=—¢,t
0=—0.+E3(e.+ e,/ D)™/ (ec—e) ™ (25.3)

H=n=h: —e.Ze=—¢y 0=—0, (25.4)
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Fig. 8. Distributions of normal strain (a), stress (b) in x-cross section, and stress (c) in
(x+dx)-cross section of beam.
7: horizontal shearing stress, dotted line: Dr. Kon’s assumption.

YOI - TS x OMECHITE— AV P M ELARRBAMBDOXWERB L TW530ET
5 & x+de (REDIC DA, —BRERRC)D X 51 b, TERLLOERE Y OKFEEEE, 2Bk
U x+dxs DEEMETZ I EOND YV OBRERATS x HFED DD H 544

bS (o—i—da)dn:bS: odn+tbdx
N R
Tdx= S: {(c+do) —a}dy
LiehinT
z‘:S: (90/0%) dy (26)

285, y=08 LV y=p, Tikt=0 TH Y, HLBELLC I B L 5 Kt ORAET 0<y<p
FWTHEL %,
AL EhE CTOEM A iiSAadA:() DEEXAVCKDIIRLTEE S, Thbd

50 odn=01(2A—p) 4/ 24 (27.1)
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S:qadﬂ: —0,(,— 1)
—EA((e,+e1—€1pty/ A)2— (e +e1—61t/ A) 2]/ 264

— (BEy—Ep) AL (eg+e1—e1tg/ M) * 1 — (g, +1—e114/ A) *1]/(n+1)e,(g,—ep) "1 (27.2)
S odn=—0.(t.—tg)
—EsAL(ec+e1—erpt/ D™ — (ectey—eipty/ A ™1/ (m+1) €1 (e, —) ™1 (27.3)
Sh ody=—ao.(h—p.) (27.4)
(24) RDOBIRA B
p=(s1+1)A/s1, py=(s1+ey) A/s1, pe=(s1+e.)A/s1;
$1=01/0p €,=6,/6p €. =€./8 (28)
@R % @DOARICHAL, | 0dd=0 DRYEET 5L 23 s OBIBE LT@IRO L5 KI5,
)\:h’scsl/f : sc:ac/ap (29)
f=(5%+25.51—1)/2—s,(e,—1) +5.e,+ (e,—1)%E,/2F
+(e,—1)2(Ey—Ey) /E(n+1) + (e.—e,) 2E3/ E(m~+1) (29.1)
-2V FODOYEEHRIT
[l nodn=a,/s02(+ 020, ~2) /6 (30.1)
Y'vad?y: —0,(A/51)2{s,(e,—1) (e, +1+2s;)/2
— (g D) (e + 2438 By/6E+( L — S ) (B — ;) /ED) (30-2)
S:‘ 770477: “0'17 (X/sl) 2 {Sc (ec_eq) (ec +eq +231) /2
—(e.—e,)? (—‘*Zisll*— fn‘-}_;" )Es/ E} (30-3)
Sk nodn=—a,(A/s)?2{(h/A) 2,2 — (s, +e)?%} s./2 (30.4)

LR Bhb b ORY M/b+S:7;ad77:0 CHT

M/My=6M/bh% ,=3s,— (A/5,) *p/h2=3s,— 5P/ f* (31)
&= (s, +1)2(s;—2) +3s, (sl+eq) 2—3s, (eq_l) (2s,+e,+1)
+(e,—1)%(3s1+¢,+2)E,/E
+6(e,— 1) (e, +51) / (n+1) — (¢,—1)/ (n+2) J(E1—E») /E
+6(e.—e) 2 (e, +51)/(m+1) — (e.—e,) / (m+2) JE5/E (31.1)
2E 5,
LI AT u=y=y Told (25.1) RTHH0H
00/0x=00,/0x— (Adg,/0x—0,0A/0x) 7/ A*?

L 7223 5 T(26) Kt

T=y00,/0x—y2(A00,/0x —0,0A/0x) [ 2A? (32)
Eish, BRIV, Tau 52Dy % I &THE

Y= A200,/0x/ (A00,/0x—0,04/0x) (33)
BHAX B2 ARRATS &

Tuse =T =A% (00,/0x%) 2/2 (A00,/0x — 7,04/ 0x%) (34)

B 5,
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CIERY)
_ ks, s1 ., of
0A/3x=02/ds, - 05,/0x =" <1~—f1— i< )asl/ax
of/0s;=s,+s,

Lichis T
OA/ox=[A/s;— (s;+s.)A/f)0s,/0x
A001/0x—0,04/0%=0,S,(s;+5.) A/f+0s,/0%
Eish (32), (33), BHRRINLOXREA B L

T=0,(1—y(s;+5,) /2hs,)y0s,/0x (32.1)

Ym=hsc(s;+s.) (33.1)

Tm=0phS./2(s;+S5.) +08,/0x (34.1)
85,

ETATBDRID
o (M/My) =Q/My= (52/f9 (2 (s +5.) 6 —f 36/05,J0s,/0x

LtchisT

asl/ax:ﬁ‘l%b» .F (35)

F=(f3/5.2) /(2(s1+5s.)p—f-09/0s,) (35.1)
@BlL.DALY

00/0s,=6[(5:2—1) /2+s.(s1+¢,) —s,(e,—1) + (e,—1)2E,/2E

+ (e,—1)2(E,—Ep) /E(n+1) + (e,—¢,)2E3/ E(m+1) ] (36)

3B)ERx@E2.1), GLDARCKRATSE

r=8901 (515 /W25 F 37)

=~ s F (39

“m= 2Bk " s, +s,
Llsh, ZZTFiX (35.1) &, ¥/ (35.1) XD dix (31.1) &, 0¢/0s, ix 36)K, fix (29.1)
A THELBR%,
5,=1.5091, s5.=1.6364, ¢,=1.6444, e,=2.3556 L 7:»'->T E\/E=0.78997, E,/E=0.46945,
E3/E=0.17898, n=1.6553, m=2.6229 7o » EfMBtE* HT5HICoWT, BDRDOEL%,
$;=2.3, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 DEFHFLCOWTHEL, TOKEXYRRLI2b DM Fig. 9 ThH 5, AR
DEEENT. y/h, BB 7/7, TIZZOMEDOFERAMICH T cbY 7=Q/bh TH D, 5=1.0 132
MIEBEDBETH D, Theu !l ¥y/2=0.5CFETEL /T DEIIEHDO LS 1.5 Th b,
s BERAB) D s*ielL, si=s*DE ¥ u<h :ic-T Fig.8 DRENHBEHT S, ZOf Tt
S*=2.2197& 7e B,
si*=[1+2s,(e,—1) — (¢,—1)2E/ E+2s.(e.— ¢,)
—2(e,—1)2(E,—E;) /E(n+1) —2(e.—e,) 2E3/ E(m+1) ]1/2 (39)
Fig.9 XD, si BRELKIDBR LI 5 T yn XN LY, T, 3HIRKE oo T L 2 EMAR
bhd, ek, TORDERIL (37) R TS 0=y/h=u/h DBBEDEXRL, EBTHD T1ILD
WTHRBIOX BN DM, FROBPNTHE1LER LT, LHLAROKEDOMEILFHFh
D s EHIETHEL /b %R TR Y, T2 TOERBCIIE, p<y=hTIXTITEZ0TH5,
£ THITORIEARM DY OBENIE IS AC OV TERACEL BRI Y EE LT, DK
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Fig. 9. Distributions of shearing stress (z) in wood-beam having rectangular cross-section.
S,=0,/0p, op: proportional limit stress in compression, J,: extreme tensile stress
in beam, T=A/Q, Q: shearing force, A: area of cross-section.
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T LIS Io L Fig. 8h) DABD X ik h, FRICXHHIFE—2v b (Mg, BRKEA
MG @mk KR TE2ZLN D,

— bhz (30'1_01:) O, — bhza) (381—55) Se (381—80) S¢
Mx=""6(z, 709 6Gits) M (5T s “40)
3 _3Q  oito._ 3Q | sts. (41)

(Tm) = obuo  2bh 20, 20k 2s,

Y

3.0

NN
AN \§\\\ h
S

1.0

s -
-~ b g
- -]

B IR PRI

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
Gl/ Oc
Fig. 10. Differences in the maximum shearing stress and in the internal moment between case 1
and case 2. case 1, 2: normal stress distribution is represented as solid line and dotted
line in Fig. 2-8(b), respectively.
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BARR LD T L UD)R X HEL HHET B0, R1RRLIC12ZEDEMBRE O, KEtE
(@) k—Tnl/tw G EL 01/0. (=s1/5.) L DOBAR%ERTE Fig. 00K EHR DX 5B, =
NCEBE (T X Th L O BRCBAILER G255, ) OFIRMRIES 01 28 F O KM OFERHER
B o, D25 EicishuE, ZTOEIIBLUTRS, FH@ORILID M 3BDROM L b
K1 #7525, Fig. 10 D« e CREANDB IS FDELT, ODBEIVLILIPEL
020, T 1 %LUTTH %,

COFMTHE N ME LY T ORIX, RMDO~ ) OFEREH DO IE H—0TRBIRIC, HMihFERE CRSE
ENDEN—OTERBERCL 5L b LI SHETD n KR m KOBYE % B\ 1-bDTHBM, o
P20, LLECIsUY, BeBUMERELLEDR TS 7, M OUTIEAMC Y BEEYH TS,
A, 3 XU, ERROILTIN 0. (KET 5 E TOMY 2 DOEK CEL X4, F7- Zakic!®
EFERANKER, A 2 ROBWRE L THELRERLE TV B, ShbiiounTd Rk
TEREZX D, @ORINHORR IOCAFHTH W -EEORICEN, EMEEEE L TiLo,DZ%
HREIWERS BBV IDVEENTHD, LrdEFEe— 4y b ¥ &KRIEHOHEICES
LTRERETOBEYETAHLOTH D Z ENELMTT 5T,

2.2 RAEEE/N) TORER

A¥, K[EMHLEE 2.5cmx2.5cm, £& 30cm, 28cm, 26cm, 24cm O 2 HHEMAERY £10~124
fERL, fThd 1m1rHREI 8cm OFI T L T h 2 EHRARBIKC, BHO MLy v HFRBICHL
oo HMITRBRLFig. 102 SHEAHR T, WFhd g=4cm, g;=1cm, Licdi->Tae DEIITFH
h 8cm, 7cm, 6cm, Scm LirBd, 2 HMEFRALFALLORIFREFHEHAR L VHEATD Y
TVOEEYBEBLBEIDTH B,

A 2IHERS LUHEBEORREYTT, AABBOCHLAEE RB LIV TMFRRBRIC
LHEEHMDBENEN R AAR IV THATH 52 Lxrl, FOROEFIIHIRBRTOEX ¢
em TROLIETH S, F1ob X~V DRERUEE, PRFRBCOBERELY RS, 0,13

0s=6M/bh?=23aP/bk? (42)
THEIRDZVHPHHITEERE, oo IMIETIRAFDOEHTBETH 5,
Cl)F- M)
01=0.(0:+05) | G.~00) =0, T2 =5, (1+7) [ B=1); r'=au/, (43)
4D X b
Tw=3P(1+0,/0.) /80h=3P(1+7r) /8bh; r=0,/0, (44)

LI BIDRIEINIC 04 0, KETE WD RAR L5 Toy,, EHREDo Lo, 135 (W4) R Y 5T
Tw RDIzo 018 LV 1, (ZHITRBENE DI I AR OBBIERF D~ VERC RS L L1
L ZOWBFT BT A5 RARKBRIET B L ORARAMIEN TH B, T 1013 LUERMK & KE
L, ) ORFILR to=3 -2 =0.75P/bh 25 A Sh BIETH B,

RAMMEE~ ) ORBEEREYERE O Q@ @ Kird, chbitksd i~ itfdhdhhEfTED
FIRICE - THIELIC Ex I bbb, E— 21 L5 EWERHD 0,12¢=8.0, 7.0, 6.0, 5.0cm
DEZGHRCHL TER L FHET 881, 894, 927, 1180kg/cm? Lir b, U L GERD <, 1T 88,
104, 126, 200kg/cm? LEtHE Iz, BIB OBR/ICLIIUE, Do iz hd -~ )V HEOB[ERED
MEEMEILD, Fo, WThOA~ )V RAMC L BBEELY £ U ith olohb, E2RHEIRS T,
X, ZThOMBORAKMBINID T, UETHBEE VSRS, LArL 2o TOERT, ~V
DEEWELEBRDS FEXRFET S ( DEBRSH) ERIFEENOHREL, FHEASIOE
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Table. 2. Results of bending test for wood-beams of rectangular (bx#%) cross-section.
Sp ‘f\(fgnen b h P ‘ O f g, r’ A r Ty Ty

cm cm kgl kg/cm? kg/cm? kg/cm? kg/cm| kg/cm?

R8-1 2. 48 2.52 423 645 367 1.76 814 2.22 82 51
2 2. 48 2. 49 413 645 373 1.73 801 2.15 79 50
3 2.49 2.51 461 705 368 1. 92 990 2.69 102 55
4 2.54 2. 41 412 670 359 1. 87 907 2.53 89 50
5 2.51 2.51 407 618 325 1.90 859 2. 64 88 48
T8-1 2.52 2. 49 413 634 359 1. 77 805 2.24 80 49
2 2.53 2. 49 440 673 389 1.73 836 2.15 82 52
3 2. 50 2. 48 426 665 371 1.79 857 2.31 85 52
4 2. 50 2. 50 470 722 399 1. 81 942 2. 36 95 56
5 2.52 2. 48 461 714 375 1.90 994 2. 65 101 55
Mean 369 881 88 52
R7-1 2.53 2.52 538 703 370 1. 90 975 2. 64 115 63
2 2.50 2. 52 514 680 375 1. 81 889 2.37 103 61
3 2.50 2.52 509 673 367 1. 83 892 2.43 104 61
4 2.50 2.51 520 693 367 1. 89 953 2. 60 112 62
5 2.50 2. 50 472 634 349 1.82 831 2. 38 96 57
6 2.50 2.52 530 701 373 1. 88 958 2.57 113 63
T7-1 2.51 2.51 527 700 385 1. 82 918 2.38 106 63
2 2.53 2. 49 496 664 375 1.77 846 2. 26 96 59
3 2.50 2.49 479 649 326 1. 99 966 2. 96 114 58
4 2.51 2.53 521 681 384 1.77 868 2.26 100 62
5 2. 50 2.51 511 681 388 1.76 859 2.21 98 61
6 2. 51 2.53 480 627 367 1.71 769 2.10 88 57
Mean | | | 360 894 104 61

P: maximum load. ¢,: modulus of rupture in bending. ¢,: compressive strength. ¢,,7,: estimated maximum

tensile and shearing stress in beam, respectively. r’ =o,/0, r=0,/0, 7,=3P/4bh.

R8 represents radial loading and shear-span==8cm.
T5 represents tangential loading and shear-span=5cm.

REGCRT 2EMEND 23D Y CRIENOHEYTLECE/BALICEDOTH B0 a/h HAEIHIC
P2V EHL TRARER LB DOTH B, (43), @)XisEOFM TR OV T

BEEOBRFRELL,

OEBROER, a=5cm OFE 01, T, VTR LBECKEILEE BHDIX

CDXSBHRCIALDTH S, L a=Tcm ¥ CHEUMCHRTETH A ETHIE, - ToM

¥HI96~115kg/cm? Ll EDORAMEIXETHLDEHRINS,
2.3 IEME/NYICETIHAR

22CABNBXORCKAHMMEDO Y TIX2 AMEHRNTa/b THYTHELL, WFE—2v
PEDL, BAMIDOFENHRNICAZ LD L5RL TS, CAMICL HEYHEY L HEK
Brotee LIchho T o T 5 1, OMEA MR A X < 7e % I HEED ~ VEE L 5,
Fig. 11(a) D X 5 W EE 7cxfriiid yEhe L, 0~y B I yo~ys ORIIIEB—E, y.~y; BiLE

b—%E, »~Y: BID y3~y, B L DOBBEEEROAIMTHH L THL, BEE AL

A=B(t,+1,) +bd+2k

(45)
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Table 2. (Continued)

SpeIc\}:)r.len I b , h } P g, l g, ’ r j g, r T Ty

R6-1 | 2.53 | 2.52 640 717 377 | 1.90 996 | 2.64 137 75

2 2.52 | 2.49 548 631 360 | 1.75 795 | 2.21 105 66

3 2.51 | 2.48 638 744 396 | 1.88 | 1017 | 2.57 137 77

4 2.50 | 2.50 621 715 388 | 1.84 953 | 2.46 129 75

T6-1 2.50 | 2.50 622 717 386 | 1.86 966 | 2.50 131 75

2 2.49 | 2.49 630 735 373 | 1.97 | 1077 | 2.89 148 76

3 2.50 | 2.52 516 585 318 | 1.84 779 | 2.45 106 61

4 2.51 | 2.52 & 623 704 365 | 1.93 998 | 2.73 138 74

5 2.51 | 2.51 571 650 365 | 1.78 833 | 2.28 112 68

6 2.49 | 2.46 556 664 370 | 1.80 858 | 2.32 113 68

Mean ] ’ | 370 } 927 126 72

R5-1 2.51 | 2.53 836 781 375 | 2.08 | 1261 | 3.36 215 99

2 2.54 | 2.51 834 782 362 | 2.16 | 1362 | 3.76 234 98

3 2.52 | 2.50 672 640 304 | 211 | 1055 | 3.47 179 80

4 2.48 | 2.51 756 728 347 | 210 | 1192 | 3.4 202 91

5 2.50 | 2.52 802 | 758 387 | 1.96 | 1100 | 2.84 183 95

T5-1 2.51 | 2.49 691 666 350 | 1.90 926 | 2.65 151 83

2 2.49 | 2.52 773 733 364 | 201 | 1113 | 3.06 187 92

3 2.50 | 2.51 790 752 344 | 2.19 | 1346 | 3.91 232 94

4 2.51 | 2.51 754 715 331 | 2.16 | 1245 | 3.76 214 90

5 2.50 | 2.51 849 809 380 | 2.13 | 1365 | 3.59 233 101

6 2.49 | 2.50 736 709 366 | 1.94 | 1011 | 2.76 167 89

Mean | 386 | [ 1180 | 200 92
k=((b+2R—e)c—R%,; 0,=sin"'c/R (45.1)

ZEiexT 5 OMEBD1IKE—2V + G, 2%kE—2v + LT
G =Bt?+2th—1?) /2+ (y2+s) (bd/2+k) (46)
L=B(@3+h—y3) /3+b(y3—y,%) /3+ (32 + D)k
+[(6+2R) c2—4(R3—e?) /3)d+2(b+2R) c3/3— R%0,/2+ (R2—2¢2) ce/2 47
HRTETRL DAL yo 36 X ORI b BC AT IS+ 5 2 — A+ b Iz ik

Yo=G./A (48)
Izg=1I,—y,2A (49)

CDXSMEY 32N VPMTFE— 2y P M ERABCRAMIN Q2% 584, &EHUMED
BELARES, ODTFROERT A X RETHE TH #) LoEEH y=7 ONETOBO TR
e Fig. 2-11b)o S0 X 5 ic

e=e.(A—n)/(p—4) (50)
TEHLIN 5,
F1z, Y AMTOIEH-0FRBERIC

—e.<e: 0=Ee¢ (51.1)

—g, =€ 0= —0, (51.2)
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(b)
(a) Cross-section of I-beam.
(b) Distributions of stress (----) and strain (—) in wooden I-beam.
DX 5 FIRARY, EMUTLBURLYEETSL, ROSHIAROERD L 51icd, pite
=& & A8 Z)EZE’ A ki*ﬁ%if@ﬁﬁ.—cé 60
BAMIE Tk, BRAMMEOBE LRELERC LD
y=p: 7=0

’ 9
y=p: T=’ﬁfm o(x, n)z(n)dy

(52)
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BIRINDH LS h.(50);5‘:@ ML poBFEL TELINBLL (B1.1) LB
o /0=, Z 15 (WDNOp—1) + (1=03/21) 1) - 2 (53)

EDT B,
L AT uDED
D y=psh OB

So 0zdy=0d.B (Ay, —%ylz) /(=2
S oedy=0.(k(A—yD) +4 G+2R) 2 —Z (R —e9)/ (u—2)
_L 02dy=0.bd(2A—yz—Y3) /2(1—4)
[ oty =0.0k =3 — 5 G+2R) ¢t +Z- RO~/ (u—1)
[ ozay=0.BLA (=30 =5 (2=3D3/ (=)
g: ozdy=—0 B(h— 1)
LisBmt | oady=0 D&MD
l:[Kﬁ—B(h,u—%,uz)]/A (54)

Ky =2 B2 + (k+48) (2 +39) (54.1)
GHXD AZZD IMEOEETH - TUE)RTHELBbND, ki 5.1 RTHD, ¥
Szl ozydy=0,.B(3A—2t)t,2/6(u—4)

[ azvay=c.(2lhy,— } G+ 2R) ¢ +- - (R —e) ) —ky2?
+ (b+2R) ¢ (v, 5 ) — S ya (RO—e®) +-LR2 (R0, —ce) + L.} / (u—D)
S 02ydy=0b(32 (¥52—¥,2) —2(5*—3,%) 1 /6 (pn—4)
S: ozydy=o,{ALkys+ % (b+2R)c2— »2— (R3—e%) ] —ky,?
— 0+ 2R) ¢ (s + 20+ ya (RO =) + LRE(R20, — co) + %}/ (u— D)
[ ozvay=0.Br32u2—58 —2(w*~3)1/6 (1= 1)
[ ozvay=—o.B—1) 2
THHID M+S: azydy=0 DE&ENID
M= %5 ¢ (55)
o= —Kl—%B(p3—3h2y) + K, (56)

K=$ Bt +ty(h+39) 1+ (500 (2+35) (6. 1)
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Kz:%3<y13_3’43) + k(Y2 +y32) +%’b (¥32—y2%)
+ (b+2R) (d+ %c) cz—% (R*—e%) d— %RZ (R0, — ce) —cle (56. 2)
i) ys=p=y, DHE
S: oz2dy=0 DL
A= (e (umy0)2(5b+R—e) — (u—y) R, + L+ u(k+ Bt )/ A (57)
0,=sin [ (#—y;) /R], e,=Rcosl, (57.1)
Ky=%By2+hy,— 5 (b+2R) e+ be (3, +95) — %63 (57.2)
h
F 7 M+Soozydy=0 DE&HE?S
J— o-C
M= Wz (58)
$o= —kA+ (3[4 (0+2R) — 0,1+ (=32 [yse,— 5 G+2R) 1)

+ (u—yp) RE (ke +30,) — LR, + 2 @y —we, + Kip—Ks (59)
Ky=ky;+3 (b+2R) cz+%e3+%Btz (h+y) (59.1)
K=LBto+hy—[(6+2R) ¢t~ 4 (R1—e9)y + (5 (0+2R) —5e)c’

~ L (Ret, — co) R+ b (557 —977) — 53R (59.2)

i) y.=p=y; OBH
A=(Ka+ (bys+h-+ Bty pi— b2/ A (60)
Kez%thﬁkaz_‘%‘(be 2R)c*+ ‘32—(R3_33) - '%‘byzz (60.1)
M=
TR\ Re (61)
Go=—KA— Lbp+ Kyt Ky (62)
Ky =3 By (30 +hyat (b 2R) ¢~ 2 (RS~ + byt (62.1)
Kszkyzz—% (6+2R) (3y,—c) cz+-§ (R3—e%)y,
— T}RZ (R0, — ce) — %c% — % (by,*— By;®) (62.2)
2: 7:[: 60
Lo TGB3)RFD dd/opiz(GHA LD
0A/o0u=Bh— ) /|A: y=pu=h (63)
G7.DXRLD
00, /0u=1/Rcosf,=1/e,, Oe,/opu=—Rsinf,-00,/0p=— (u—y3)/e,
THHEPLGDRID
(64)

PN Gl ¢ i) LA 2 v
0A/0pu={(u—y3) [ - (b+2R)]+R2,+k+Bt} | A; ys=p=y,
“
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60)3% X b
0A/op=(bys+k+Bt,—bu) /A ; y,=pu=ys; (65)
& 5o
LZnT, fFE— 4y b Mt (55), (58), (61) DARDL i
e O G b
DHTH Y, ~VEBC LI > TRAMD Q=0M/ox TH 515
Q= 3M/ax—( 2)2[()“ 2)0;/op—¢;(1—0A/0) ) -0u/0x
Lt’.ﬁ‘of
G ay7 O/ 0v=Q/ U (= N)3g:/ou—:(1—93/0p)) ©7)
Enit B,
00:/0p ik (56), (59), (62) DAK I H&KD (68), (69), (70) KLt
061/0p=—KoA/dp+3 B —12) ; y=p=h 68)
0¢,/0p=—KoA/op+ %-(#—%)3(#—33’3) /e,
+ (=) *LG+2R) (1/2— ) + (295—3/2) e, — - RP/e,)
+ (u—3) (R?*3/e,—2(2ys—we,) Jr%R2 (e,—R?/e,)
+y3R20y—-§—ep3+K4 ; y3§ﬂ§y4 (69)
0s/0u=—KoA/u— 3+ K, 5 y<p=y, (70)
(53) A (67) KOBFE AV, ThE (62) CRATAL,
= o7 ) Gremzmay ; y=p )
b=ty —h 1= U= (=D T g9, (1. 1)

8%, =D (71) Aut Fig. 11(a) D I ﬂ”%ﬁﬁﬂ VO E— 4V b M EREIBRICRAK T Q DIEH
X, EMAULEROBROTAD —6l—¢ Lo TEMUCEERYE U REBCH B & X, 2%
BT LEMy OMETORABIET T ZRDI—BRTH B, & DUIEICOWT (71) ROEL

ZiHHET B LKRD (72), (73), (74), (75), (76) DEXwB 5,

0=y=y, : 7/Q= Gy +1 guy®) /U (72)
N=Y=Y2 ¢ ©/Q= {{1[By,+ (6+2R) (y—y1) —R2(0,—0) —ce+ (y,—9)e,]
+ 42 Byi*+ (0+2R) (52—,
~ Yl R2(6,—6) +ce— (=) e,]+ 2 (e~ ) 1} /e (73)
0=sin"![(y,—»)/R], e,=Rcosf, z=b+2R(1—cosb) (73.1)
92=Y=ys : 7/Q= {1 [ By +k+b(y—y2) I+, E%By12+%(b+2R) (1ty2e
~ (Rey+ce)y, + 5 (RO—e9) +30 (2 —y ) 1} /60 (74)
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Fig. 12. Distributions of shearing stress (7) in wood-beam having I(#,=1.0)-shaped cross-section.
u: distance as shown in Fig. 2-11(b), #: average shearing stress.
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Fig. 13. Distributions of shearing stress (r) in wood-beam having I (#,=0.5)-shaped cross-section
p: distance as shown in Fig.2-11(b), 7: average shearing stress
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Vs=y=ys: 7/Q= {{,(By, +k+bd+ (b+2R—e,) (y—y3) —R20]
2[5 By +3 (6+2R) (+90) c— (R, +ce)y, +5 (RO —e9) +Lbd (9, +39)
+ (b+2R—e)35(y—3) +5 (0+2R) ()—y9)*~3,R20— & (Ro—e,9) 1}/ ¥ (75)
0=sin"'((y—ys) /R]), e,=Rcos, z=b+2R(1—-cosb) (75.1)
y=y=h: t/Q={(B(y1—ys+y) +2k+bd] +‘/’2[%B(3’12“Y42+3’2)
5 G+ 2R) (1+y5+0)c— (R, +ce— Lod)ya+ (h+-Lbd)y1) /BY (76)
Fig. 11 (a) T A=5.0cm, B=2.0cm, b=c=d=10cm &35%&, K=1.25cm, ¢=0.75cm, 0,=
0.927295 78 %, EH K H=y,=1.0cm LT5& t,=1.0cm &7ch kT, EHEXHic I HHEE
th, Thk 1(t,=1.0) DEBTEDLT, ZOEEIOWT 4=5.0, 4.5, 4.0, 3.5, 3.0, 2.5cm
DEBECET D y~1/Q OBRYHEL TRRT5 & Fig 12D X 51Kk b, 128 L Z ORDOB
ik 7/ Tihebb &y OMBRET2RAMIC T %, ESEOFEHEAMIEH G=Q/4) it
TAHHDETRL T 5, A 4=05cm &35 ¢ t,=1.5cm &7 b, ZOME: I{t=0.5) ik
5 y~t/T DBA{R%A Fig. 13 wxd,
£=5.0~y, DEFAT, p X IHLRNILFLIRT y~r/Q DBIFREHEL, FORENLEZ LT
;(‘TTZ) (T/Q)max%f;k&bz)o if:(so)ﬁﬁ‘lb

o1/0.=A/ (u—A) n
DOBARDH D, Ak (54), (57), (60) DXS, s > T—HBHNCEE BN, uXEAERILT

01 /0. & /T (EAC/Q) max) DEREEDDZ EHHKD, ZORKEXYRRL - O Fig. 14
Hb, R 1)k 1,=1.0), #HR (2) 1 1(4,=0.5) T2 TDOLDTH 5,
RAMEE T, FAU  ERUCE2E%2EE T,
Tm/T=3h/21 (78)
Lieh, ¥ (77) RI—BRBITARATH Y, RAMHEOBA I
A= (2h—p) p/2h
THBHHD

01/0.,=2h/pu—1 (79)
é:th)o (78)’ (79) ﬁﬁ’a h//—‘ %(ﬁf?b&
Tm/T=3(01/0,+1) /4 (80)

DB *HB D, ChEZRRLDDOM Fig. 14 OFH 3) TH 5,

AHEC—BOSERM T, F5RBE o OEMBRE o, <335 AR 3.0 TH 517, Fig. 14
DOMTE— 2V PRI BANVDFIERRILT 01 2 0. ET B L X, TOWECRBICE AN
FETLHE, TOMECORKRAMIEN ©, DEBRAMIE N T o5 0, EHEEE L
3.0 THHDOKEXL, I(#H=0.5) TiX, 4.25 Lk, LT, EFUME YV TiXo Ik - T
BEEETHM, QFHBEHLT, I#=0.5) O~V TR 1, CLHEAMBEEL AT L THREN D
%0 ¥CE LU IWMIE TS ETHRHER, Ticbb I(,=1.0) DBEIE 61/0.=2.4 BHEND 1,/T
WAL LCD, 0,=30. TIL t,/T=3.3BELE DD, ~)&ao TlEl, 7, CHEEXLLI
ETBHLIBL TR & A KRBT,

BERTHD, I (64=0.5) MEIOWTRD 4 th/T, Tw ¥ETHHEE y,., Mlo.=¢
[(u—2A): (66) K> 01/0.=2/(u—2): (77) ROFHEMY, ¢ ¥3HEL TR R,
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Fig. 14. Relationship between 7,/7 and &,/0,, in wood-beams. (1) I(¢,=1.0)-shaped cross-section,

(2) I(¢,=0.5)-shaped cross-section, (3) rectangular (bxh) cross-section. 7,/7: ratio of
maximum shearing stress (7,) to average shearing stress (%), ¢,/0.: ratio of maximum
tensile stress(g,) in beam to compressive strength (o.).
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Table 3. Calculated values for I(¢,=0.5)-shaped beam [k=5cm,
B=2cm, b=c=d=1cm, t,=0.5cm in Fig.11(a)].

) A Im (Tm/7) (MJo,) (0,/0.)
cm cm cm cm?

5.0 2. 658 2.52 2. 147 8.015 1-135
4.9 2. 656 2.51 2.190 8. 358 1.184
4.8 2. 652 2.50 2. 233 8. 700 1. 235
4.7 2. 646 2. 47 2. 276 9. 042 1. 288
4.6 2. 637 2.41 2. 320 9. 383 1. 343
4.5 2.625 2. 34 2. 366 9.722 1. 400
4.4 2. 610 2. 28 2.414 10. 06 1. 459
4.3 2. 593 2.21 2. 464 10. 39 1.519
4.2 2. 574 2. 14 2.517 10. 73 1. 582
4.1 2. 551 2. 07 2.573 11.05 1. 647
4.0 2.526 2. 00 2. 633 11. 38 1. 714
3.9 2. 499 1.93 2. 698 11. 69 1.783
3.8 2. 468 1. 86 2. 770 12. 00 1. 854
3.7 2. 435 1.78 2. 849 12. 30 1.926
3.6 2. 400 1.70 2.939 12.58 2. 000
3.5 2. 362 1.62 3. 045 12. 85 2.075
3.4 2. 321 1.54 3.163 13.11 2.151
3.3 2.278 1.49 3. 286 13.35 2. 229
3.2 2. 233 1.48 3.411 13.58 2. 309
3.1 2.186 1.46 3.534 13. 80 2. 391
3.0 2. 137 1.44 3. 656 14. 02 2. 477
2.9 2. 087 1.42 3.776 14. 23 3. 566
2.8 2. 035 1. 40 3. 894 14. 43 2. 660
2.7 1.982 1.38 4.009 14. 63 2.759
2.6 1.927 1.35 4.123 14. 83 2. 864
2.5 1.871 1.32 4.234 15. 03 2.976
2.4 1. 814 1.30 4. 345 15. 22 3.096
2.3 1. 755 1. 26 4. 453 15. 41 3.223
2.2 1. 696 1.23 4.558 15. 60 3. 361
2.1 1. 634 1.19 4. 661 15.79 3.510
2.0 1.572 1.15 4.759 15. 98 3.672

4, A: distance as shown in Fig.11(b). y,: distance from bottom to the
location where shearing stress is maximum (z,,). T:average shearing stress.
M: bending moment. ¢,: compressive strength. ¢,: maximum tensile stress
at the bottom of beam.

2.4 I¥MRE/N\Y) TORE

AX¥REMDD, KX 40cm © I(t,=0.5) W@, $+/cbb Fig 11 (@) ¢ ~A=5.0cm, B=2.0cm,
b=c=d=1.0cm #,=0.5cm, t,=1.5cm D~ Y ¥#30AKFER L 72, FOBER Tyl (FFEHA) » R
TE (RER, KERABIGH tg=rtrr), fOXETy @ THE (TRAH, ty=t1r) T—KT
X51LT, 3 BxhOAELXFHL, TOHRNMARROMEOMIME X OERICEL (&K
THEAL—FR X - THEOHRS Rt B 1z,
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Table. 4. Results of bending test for wood-beams having I (¢,=0. 5)-shaped cross-section, and of

compression and shearing tests for matched specimens.

Sp elc\}g-len P o, ‘ Mja, l “ A (Tm/T) s g, 7, Ts/Te

kg| kg/cm? cm?® cm cm kg/cm? kg/cm? kg/cm?

IR16-1 503 306/ 13.15 3.38 2.31] 3.19 106 661  67.7  1.57

2 493 287 13.74) 3.13] 2.20  3.50 113 679 57.3 1.97

3 510 304 13.42] 3.27, 2.26] 3.32 111 680 58.7  1.89

4 498 280 14.23] 2.90] 2.09 3.78 124 722 712 1.74

5 486 316] 12.30] 3.70, 2.44  2.85 91 612/ 54.9  1.66

6 514 302 13.62]  3.18)  2.22]  3.44 116 698 59.6] 1.95

IR14-1 540 297 12.73] 3.55 2.38  2.99 106 604 65.1  1.63

2 546 306 12.49] 3.63  2.41 2.91 105 604  73.3  1.43

3 526 269, 13.69] 3.15 2.21  3.47 120 632 66.5 1.80

4 512 278 12.89] 3.49] 2.36| 3.06 103 581 63.3  1.63

5 521 312| 11.67 3.91 2.50 2.69 92 553 59.9|  1.54

6 513 294/ 12.21 3.73] 2.45  2.83 95 563 585  1.62
(Mean) (514)] (269) 107)| (632)] (63.9)

IR16-21 590 368 12.83 3.51 2.37 3.03 118 765  77.7  1.52

22 630 385 13.26] 3.34) 2.25| 3.24 134 864/ 80.5  1.66
(Mean) (374) (126)|  (815)| (79.1)

IT16-1 514 208 13.80, 3.100 2.19]  3.53 119 717  64.4 1.85

2 515 281 14.66; 2.69]  1.98  4.02 136 784/  67.9  2.00

3 576 320 14.40, 2.82 2.05  3.87 147 852 70.3  2.09

4 520 316/ 13.16/ 3.38) 2.31 3.19 109 682 70.9  1.54

5 467 276 13.54) 3.220  2.24  3.39 104 631 64.4) 1.61

IT14-1 547 295 12.98) 3.45 2.34  3.10 112 6221 66.1  1.69

2 572 3190 12.55 3.61  2.40 2.93 110 633 66.1 1.66

3 586 334 12.28 3.71  2.44  2.84 109 6421  70.9  1.54

4 538 311 12.11  3.72  2.44  2.83 100 593  68.2  1.47

5 641 358 12.53| 3.62  2.41  2.92 123 713  70.6| 1.74

6 557 313 12.46| 3.64  2.41  2.90 106 613] 65.1  1.63
(Mean) (548) (314) (112) (662)| (67.7)

IT16-21 612 384 12.75 3.54  2.38  3.00 121 788/ 80.2  1.51

22 605 370, 13.08  3.41] 2.33] 3.15 125 798 77.2| 1.62
(Mean) 377 (123)] (793), (78.7)

P: maximum bending load. o¢,: compressive strength. 7,: beam-shear-strength. ¢,: maximum tensile
stress in beam at failure. 7,: shearing strength in accordance with JIS-test.

RBX Fig 2 02 8MEHXT, ¢=20m L, ¢=16.0cm (L 725 5T @=4.0cm) & X O
@=14.0cm (2,=8.0cm) TIT 7, WEOHRIFE O@ODOQ KADLIB LI, BLALDR
HH%, TS KPR-AMTHEEL, Ll TRAE T, WO0r0RFHBELYER IR
DIEHT AR OWELY R 1o BIFRBRET -, ~ ) OFEE&ET cbb, HFRRTOME
DEEBLFEL &S\ b b, 2.0cm X 1.5cm x5.0cm, 35X OF 2.0cm X 1.5cm X 3.0cm DE AR
Fhxh&2@Yh Ly, MiHEILTOF FERARAR, REXIHI 2.0cm x0.75cm X 1.0cm D)
REX AN THTERARG (FAKEE=2.0cmx2.0cm) L, JIS w¥ETSHETERARS
IORAMBRBREIT, ThEZh 2EOFHEEYXD - T, TONIVMBOEMBI o, BLITYRE
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BAMEE 7. LT BIERIVHEOKEREYE AT T, WTFh & BHRKERAMBEEYE T
e~ VEDOWTDTF — 2 TH b,
FADRABEREDES [ IMKEXERL, RBIVUTZ, Thtfh RAFBIVUTRAR
¥, ¥RBROSLEFI2ANEMTRBRCOEZ e cm TRLEEETH 5, PixthiFRAR
TOWBHE, 0. 1 TFD~HIHBOEBERE, MIFEEBE—2v + (Pa/2) ThH ., HITABREE
AR OEED M/o, LE3D (M/o,) MOBMEELDD, FHECX > THIETS 4 ABIDY (Tn
/T) DERRD D, WEHEORKEAMIET] Ty (JPIEHE P2 D
Tmax= (Tm/T) R/ A= (1,,/T) P/2A
X -THEIND, AXZD I (4,=0.5) EHEOHETH - T (107) R X b 7.602cm? TH 5%,
CDXPELTEED Tmax (I VHEIOBIEC AT ECR > RAMRI (7,) OHEMBETH Y, R
REBINRTRHED No.l~6 DFEH{E 107Tkg/cm? 8 X ¥ 112kg/cm?2 12 Fh Fh o DAEFHRE DR
TEHRMD 1 BLIO tir R THIREL RSN DMETH D, TEH Y Nol~6 & & 57ch &
ORMEIFAUL L AFKREMTHHH, 1, E2FRLIOCIHE Y No. 21, 22 # & S KEHRMK (£
R XRICAMIE®) LBBHDORMAK®HSDSDTH D, 0 #HETHLBIAL Y 15%
BEEVEYTRL T\ b, DD T~ VIOV TOESII® L@% T L THERL T, otk
BEHo, LEILLREB A D o1=0A/(u—2A) ELTHEIRIBETH Y, THE VI
KFERAMBEELY S LB, SIEATHRCEL T bEX bR ARAFIRIENZRT, ¥tk
HOL5CLTRDIN Y DOKFRANEE 7, LYRTBAMHE 7, DHIXFE R DO RED S AT
b,
3. WRLIUER

BB O~ ) REMET 2% 5 & 2 FERFOSENTELHE I 5 Z 1%, Nadai®, Mac-
Cullough® & OBFZEH 5 BHEETH H55, KD~ 1i2OWTH Ramos”, Bechtel 518 nEB I L
THoBBETRILTHZ EXELIRE IR, Lo T, OFRITHYE, EEYEL TV OE
XFECEROS R TS, COOTRACHIETHIEIN—REEBIE B TOLhER—TH AL
Z5 HEOWTIRBRI TR T 5, FEAY, #820, FFO2 LI XEKMORER, SESOWEILIH, it
HABRDEEL L s THLHACEDLNBZ EHAD T 5, KMIKDOWTH 19244 Newlin and
Trayer 23\ 3> % “fiber-supporting theory” %M1, Dietz?? H ZhHERIC X - THERLT- X5
W, K~ ) OFEBULARGIIEMEGRBRCEORAZNR LD 1.4~1.5 RV LRI,
BEY v /¥, AF, FIROVWTERL, ~NVOEBAILHTOKARILIE BLAARKIENG,
AROEMBABRBEEI VW LAOIrEDOOhA/BEREYB T 5, Zhiex L, Bechtel 5 (3 Sitka-
sprucc DEMRBRN OB ONDIEN—OTHORFRY, BT %25~ ) OEEHUOTH EF—
THHEREL CEBAXEHEL, chxliTFRBRTORAOEMEL LEL, I—KTHZ LuHE
B, TORENELWVE LT, ¥ Ramos” (3, ~VAMF %2 T CTHBTHEAMOO T E B
BEEOBEOTARELLEBEMNDOIE MR, ~ ) OEGBRIOIEH—O0FT RO FRid Elh—i
BHOBEDENEF—THHZ ExRLT,

AFGEMEDOWTORIDOTF—21%, EhDTENLETH H0b—BNLERIRETH L
LT AEd o, REAL T, EHMARCETIL LR ENVOERBAUOBRKICTEZIELVEES
It > TRBEXEDDZ LT D, B ERCFIHLAZH/LED, FERMIC OV TIHES ¥ TG
H—OFTHNERBERTH D EXBD T 5,

KD~V OFEBRACEERERET S0, BAK D QYA THESY (bxh) KiE Y
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DEKBAMICTINZ, 3Q/2bh TR/ T, A1) : 3Q/2bup (Ue<B)D X5 AkETcH, BHERYE
AMTRRY ETDBENB B LxEED, ) DBEEELEYBERL DS OHEPIIL T HTH
o &1L, “SIRMBIE 0y BNEDOARMDEIEBE 0: % Z 2 505, FHBBAEAMIEH ©, 232 A
BRI T, % 225" LRHCEXPWEDOLDOT4&MHL L THAYEHL T\ 525, Bechtel 510
X BASHCEL TIRAKTH 5L, BEEHEL LT, (0/0)2+ (7/1,)2=1; (0,7, : B|BR L O
AR R)H &L D, RORX LB T,

2
[né;/zc)h_ ng((g’://l;)c) * { n? (if/ 7) (G/B) —%(y /h)*] } - ®D)
n=3—m, m=0/0,, 0,=6M/bh?, T=Q/bk
CHIIBRIENDO T CORBLEUEXEX VD TH T, ERXRYBRETS n, y 2D, oy=mo,=
(3—n) o, &L THMITFHBELRE o, Xt HT %, L L Fig. 2 T a/h<s BECKLB L 1,20, D&
HNPOEEHEOR
0s=30./(1+ (0./0,) (h/20)] (82)

t, TDEIX 1~2% LTk b,

RE® Z$EH 7 TH, BEKRD I X+ 7, =7 »> 7 FILESM T, 2IEMK S B8R
DETHELT, @OBRYIOBECLHBHERS X5 Flkhk L, REDZ ORI M
T2 REE LR T EREBEER Y RTERII e\, EMACIEMERSD D, BHReANE
BTHHELTHEZRI=Y <Y (A) Beam D-3,4,5 (Beam F 1. shear-span/depth:%/h =2 Th

50T, 2.2 RANILIK, CCTORADBANTHDLELSD) & L/h=3.5T o, DBE(E
(% 615, 680, 705kg/cm? o, (% 340, 340, 355kg/cm? TH B, LihisTr =04/0, 1 1.81, 2. 00,
1.9 L7c%h b, BERO 0 (X(43) AR5, 803, 1020, 1051kg/cm? LHE XN 5, KTl
FHETE Zicbh T B0 b P=(2/3)bh(h/) 0y, L 15t 5 T A RIE Tm= (1/4) (/D) 0, (1 +0,/0,)
L, TRDLLBIERED T, 1% 71, 90, 93 Lich, LI D~ YHBRAM TiRrc L 2ECHEL -
ET5L 0y OB o 12, r=0,/0, 3.34, 3.37, 3.44 % F\- op=0.(3r—1)/(r+1) 25 714,
709, 745kg/cm?, L ohio CTEAMERH T 5 ik 1.16, 1.04, 1.06 &7c B, HAMEEC L 2 &
U TOBEEDOKME T DI, 1.13, 1.04, 1.06 TH Db, oy DBEEZIZEALABRET
H5,

bE Y B OKBIE 5 /A6 TSR, MRS MBS L U CHEShI 0w i3, 460kg/
cm? (AR Y 20 KICOVTDF, LT, EHE o, 1% 45kg/cm? Utzhio T op/os=1.03
EELDTIV—FHERL TV 5%, LiL 0,=200kg/cm? 7=0,/0,=5.66 75 2 [BEHBED 0,y 12
480kg/cm? L7gh 04/0,=1.08 TH B2, “CAMIBBE IR, FERETHL” LR5c i
TRELBELBLEED S DT,

HYoe, =V~ (A Tk 7,=100kg/cm?, = V'~ v @B M T2 7,(=0,./9=200/3. 73) =54kg
fem? LHZEFRTVSA, (82) ATOFHEM op HERME 0, I —FKTDLERS DL &, EBE
RAYVBRAMTREL L RS 2L b, BFLIA—DC LTk, REDRTIE 0, 2T
THZLHMBECL T 3D THE0b, FhLEFRL DICIHEX 5% Th B2, KERABCH
THLIhODOHMDBR 1,2 JIS DRBRTEE B LERDOMEL D b o E A WVETIRILVEES DL E
CTEEVRREIS L LIATHD,

Fig. 15 X Radcliffe*, Fig. 16 (¥ Meadows?® #3477¢ -7~ beam-shear DERBGETHDH, THh
%, span-depth ratio % & x %% CTERY L Thidl, EFHHUME Y TR AMHEBENRHBEL foh
STeDT, ~NVEEOFRFEERELT 1, OPRBAZX LD IO L EHBTL TS, thi
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Fig. 15. Notched beam shear specimen according to Radcliffe.
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B=15/8" b=0.91"

7
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Fig. 16. [I-shaped beam according to Meadows.

SAMELINL, WHEME P20 Radcliffeiz (83) X, Meadowsiz (84) & TRAMBMS L HE L
T\ %,

7,=3P/4b’h (83)

7,=PS/2Ib; S=3.033in® I=11.01in* (84)

T, TONYVHHO—EHD A ABRAMARBSE (ASTM) %9 5, THREL T. & RdIc,
Radcliffe D& 84%, v,/7,=1.31 (Yellow poplar), 1.35 (White ash), 1.33 (Soft maple), 1.11 (Red
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oak), Meadows D #5413, 1.12 (Southern pine) & /¢ T\ %, Radcliffe (T KB L 72 -~ U 23F~T
BAMEE R R 1oh3, Meadows (X (DF(R) BELX LD D B STcDT, TTHR
ABNC X o TR o THUEZ DD D - ERE L RBERLERNTUV B,

Radcliffe DAL, WMEOWBATRERCELL Tk, FHHEAOHEELCHED E¥45%8 hER
D (ZRRNOERBREB2 TV BREXTEIUE, FOWMEHKFRANC LB A M5 &
EXIDTHAY), BEAD/ » FE OB TWBEDT, WTHRBRED LS KIEHE R DR
WEHEEDOEMIYRDHERH, TOEBREERDOBMIE LI T %, Meadows DRBE T, 0
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Fig. 17. Panel-shear method according to ASTM D2719.
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BEDY 90° H b 129° WK E KT o TIN5, RIH 7/ » FTHHILXRAUT, ZOWHPRIEIE
b Bl b, Fh 2.3 TR X 5 ICEMEN Y % % 5 & Meadows DRI AL KT8 A K% HE
IRDDERIVFEHTILIL

Norris?® |, Radcliffe DBz a#tHIL, S§HRICOWTHEFE I vk Panel-shear Zi% K (F) #Hicd
BHRAMEXSELT, Fig. 17 KR HHRORAM T ZIT 557 0.63" (B) 5% x5 (Douglas-fir),
0.32"x3.5"x3.5" (Yellow poplar, Yellow birch, Sweet gum) Dk & XK #EB L Panel-Shear
BTCRBETI -, FRFIERERA TOTRHEAMBRETRVWZOMELXLE L1z, TOBR
EFHR L T Panel shear it X A3 D230z » THE L, WTRFERGED 94% TH -7, Norris
(3. Panel shear ik Cli 2Bl ic » T— RIS AMOT RS HRRONDL DL, ZDOWEHNFRA
EELEVDI, WTERBCELhZEVILHEFIHEHBETOZ L TH Y, BIRL TEBHEHEHE
AT TRG AL ICH > TRAGTHEE B UR—RIILHDTLIR W L BN TW 5,

Fig. 17 X ASTM D2719 Plywood in shear through-the-thickness ® Panel-shear test for small
specimens I X 5D THH L>20t, W>bt, (t:JEX), LHELT5, L TEX 0.63"
Tlx L>12.6", 0.32" Tit L>6.4" L 7c%5h Norris DA D LIZZOHE X h /&, Fig. 17(b)
RS S AORS OFEMTH 52, Norris DFRILTILZ DFFTIDONTDELED o\, FHH
WA Ol 5RijD shear specimen DEEMHIL, Z IIEBEHEKREY 2T T35 X5 Rz, &K
3k Panel-shear }51X G X BIET 57D DTH - T, LWTHEE THE Y » T ik &R
FrEDBEROME R zone KREL THEEIAEL B, BLH < £l Fig. 17 (b) O » DELDL KR
DREALTHAH, FLTZDOHFSZE, Ll HREDOr O3t L THRNEFEIFT LRIV
ThHbHo

£ 4DHE MW T, DEL 1(,=0.5) WiH VoW THELRK (KF) CAKKXTHY, FH10MH
T, B JISCECHRBTHABEKTORAMBE THDH, RF No. 1~6 Z®A KL DORAK T, 2.4
TRRICE O, o XHBETHLEAORK L DISHEEEL,

BIRY DFE 7, AX : Tipm=144, Ti7,=163kg/cm? IR VAN L RDOLIIC Top, Tor KR TS
CABRIS THDH, Zhi 1/1.15 ff ROABOAFIZOAKID EHbh) LIc125 6 LT
142kg/cm? (¥, 4 ® IR-beam D ¥ 107 I} L O IT-beam D3 112kg/cm? LI B X E K
fETH %, beam shear THOEIX, BV X HE LY 14% LUV 21% BVERERL TW50,
beam shear IZBH L CTE\ R ITHBEMRPOCEE LR TILAVWDOT, RIAZBCIHS/ERPARH
DEDOBANERITHD L UM T 5, ¥ beam shear TD 7, DffIT 7. W H~NT IR TIT 1.43~1.
97 1%, IT TIL 1.47~2.09 f5ic7c b, WTHEAMBREC LS . BN FRBRTOARM O
ABE I R THDO TRV LB TH D,

HE Tt X 5 ARG RENE 403. 1 T, HESIEHTHHAFORAMFELIE (.13,
Fhn EREEN ThHHEE, 1dkg/cm? EHEINTE D, ThOoBRIUL 70kg/cm?x2/3x1/3.5=
13.3—14kg/cm? LRI N T\ 5, TO0kg/cm? IHEM IEHO B R N, BTERARF TORAMBRI
DFHBETH Y, 2/3 (XEM, HFCRT 2 HARICH, /BRI DL HY T 5EREK, 1/3.5
BAKIDG[HE (EXE) #4558, ABABREMID 1/ 5ETTLHERS FRCEL LHBAZ
T\ 5,

DDNTHEEE 403.4 O 4) TiE, [EIEHELITVCRAKOHEIL, LidDOfEY 1.5 £% TH
ToENHEB ] EHD, ~VDOKERAMMBZ OBETCHYTELEHL T B, Lichi>TY
DFFCB N THOHREHERAMICIERL 14%x1.5=21kg/cm? &7 %,

LA EDOFTE#RT, 1/3.5 BEIRE XS LD DERRTH DL~ ) OKFRAMDO X S, HME
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LTV HEL, AIGEBREZBELVHIT THHHD 13.3%X3.5=46.6 #3 7, ELTEHLRD
REE TIN5 D Do

Prilz 3HER, BERORAMICOWTEAMORBR YTV, EAEABRGLKT 60~80kg/cm? D
TR EBETHAFHH, TAKEK 30cm BEOEXMHM T 18kg/cm? BE CTHIET 5, THhbbAER
DX 5 CEH T L ORAMBEIAHYICR & AKX 12 18/ (60~80) =1/3.3~1/4. 4 AT
HELCORREBTUND, i, HEE® X5IWEXES RAMTIIZDOHEIMN 1/2.7 KETTH L
LTWwhb,

RETEEOEHCH D 1/3.5 OFPUL, hLOEBREEXSETXTOLD LB R B M, filh
b, JSHEBGETLbbYRELIOBFHRARGBOEE X EREREI L - TV 5,

RARHZLND IO, TITHVWOLhIEAFIEMD t Xt T L 64, 7.7 XL 68kg/cm?
THH00 EREEN & BT T XA T4 THSB, LhL, beam shear strength 7, DL
107 X 112kg/cm? THEN D, ~VOFRFECKHTAXERE & L TR ZOEYHRBATETH
- T, HBIRCHIETS 2/3 DEREELYHEH T 5 LT 71 X0 75kg/cm? Lich, 1oL,
HBICHER, FHFABCHCIERETTSOBRCD D, KEETIEL XS MERFHRE LT
VWHP LM NARIC X 5T B, Tizbb ) ORAKIETIEX

_ @ 1 (v
3l [ () SOZ @ o—7n) d’?lm (85)

T BEINhD, ZORT ¥ X THELLRLEE TORESE, Izt 2 ORLENC KT A8 2 k€ — £
vV ETHB, I(,=0.5) KHEDBEE y0=2.658cm, [z,=18.77cm* t7c%, Ftz (85) KD [ Jmes
(X y=2.516cm @G5, 5.302cm?2 THAHHD (85 Aik
7,=0.2825Q=0. 2825 (P/2) (85.1)

Lich, -4 OWIEHE PiX, FHET 514 5L 08 548kg TH bH, (85.1) XEAHAVBE 7,=72.6
B IO 77.4kg/em? Ligh, Tihobb, HAARK I, o CcHBIR# 1(4,=0.5) beam (%
T0=72.6 ¥ X 77.4dkg/cm? TRAMBEEXE UL LD, LEN-T, LESLRY 2.0 ©
EDLBERDHIED, MOARC X DHRFAFECHL, FBEENE 7,13 36 35 X 1° 38kg/cm? ik & h
TG ThBERZ D,

= ¥

REEXZTH5AM ) ORAKICHE R, ERUCHEERSEETICL 25T, BEYEE
LAHMNRRICLDEL D bHYKKE S ed, RAMEE, [(6=1.0) B¥iE, I¢=0.5)W8HE
KBWT, 5 (=01/0p) DEKEIIL p DBACHL 5T, AL HHE(T DT Fig. 9,
12, 13 TiRq¥h b, COBEEMBRADIEI—OTHERIIEL DRED LS CELWBHRLL T,
KRE— AV FERRERBICHOEEBDOWTE o EENMREIN S,

AFJEMICOWCTORRLS, RAIMEE ) TIXRANC X 5B Abhkh -t (BFEQ
~@®),

Fig. 11 (@) kR"¥h 5 IHED ~ V€, EFACELEERNYEEL & 20RAMIE ¢ D—
#BRIL (7)) RATHEz2BRB, ZORIKTSH Aix (54) (57) (60) Xy ;1% (56) (59) (62) &, 04/0u
1L (63) (64) (65) R, 0¢,;/0u 1% (68) (69) (70) XD X 5\ Th i p (Fig. 11 (b)) OB E L TR
ENd, LichisTHERER p (KL A=zp=y,) T2 y~r: TDROBEGEND, 0 p &t
T5 (T/Qmax DEED, Eiz, (66) ROOEAL i TH5MMPEESB, £31x I (,=0.5)
& : (Fig. 11 (a) ¢ B=2.0, £=5.0, b=c=d=1.0, t,=0.5cm) ~ V2V TED X5 CHE
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Photo () Beam specimens (rectangular cross-section) Photo (2) Beam specimens (rectangular cross-section)
tested with shear-span a=8cm. testear with shear-span a=7cm.

Photo (3 Beam specimens (rectangular cross-section) Photo @ Beam specimens (rectangular cross-section)
tested with shear-span a—=6cm. tested with shear-span a=>5cm.
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Photo &) I (t,=0.5)-shaped beam specimens tested Photo ® I (t,=0.5)-shaped beam specimens tested
with shear-span a=16cm, by radial loading. with shear-span a=16cm, by tangential loading.

Photo (@) I (t,=0.5)-shaped beam specimens tested Photo I (t,=0.5)-shaped beam specimens tested
with shear-span a=14cm, by radial loading. with shear-span a=14cm, by tangential loading.

Photo @ End-side-view of I(t,=0.5) -shaped beam
specimens, tested.
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SNI-HETH S,

AFGEM I (#,=0.5) FB¥E VO THTFRBR 2T CERIEE 0~Q erRd3hd X
S5 AN L DHEL R LT FDOEEOPIBHEIRLDO P THD, FoTKAKIL, XD
) EHZ OWTRB IR ERRE 0., IO JISRANMI 1. BRI N T\ %, P, 0, B3I VE—
3HEAGCTIERORAEARIGT 1, 3 EI RS, AM (RF, K[EH) Y OKFERLAREIIL
T R L T 107kg/cm?, 7.0 1oxtL T 112kg/cm? &7 b, Zhud JISRAMRE 7. D 1.4~2.0 %
1.5~2.1 f5TH-T, FiHP ORIV AR I HEAMBI LZIZRAFTH %,
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Summary

It was noted that, with the gradual development of the plastic region in the compressed side of
a beam, the value of the shearing stress in the wood-beam subjected to transverse loading becomes
higher than the value calculated from the conventional (elastic) formula.

With an increase in s; or a decrease in u, the distributions of the shearing stress in the wood-
beams having rectangular (bxh), I (¢,=1.0) -shaped and I (¢,=0.5)-shaped cross-section are noted
to have shifted as shown in Fig. 9, 12 and 13, respectively. (s=0,/0,; 01, 0, show normal stresses
as shown in Fig. 8 (b); u shows the distance as shown in Fig. 11 (b)).

In Dr. Kon’s assumption it is fixed that the relationship between the compressive stress and
the strain of wood is perfectly plastic, and this is ascertained to be an appropriate one to make the
estimation of the ultimate bending moment and the maximum shearing stress in wood-beam.

Basing on Kon’s assumption, the general equation for shearing stress (z) in such an I-shaped
beam as shown in Fig. 11 (a) is to be derived as in eq. (71); in this equation all the factors are
function of u. Therefore, corresponding to any value of y, it becomes possible to make the calcul-
ation of the following two kinds of ratio from eq. (71) and (66); namely, the ratio of
maximum shearing stress to the average stress (r,/7), and the ratio of bending moment to
compressive strength (M/s,). It was in this process that the figures in Table 3 were obtained for
the I (¢,=0.5)-shaped beam.

As may be noted in Photos 1~4, it was not in shearing but in tension that the failures of the
wood-beams having rectangular cross-section with various span-to-depth ratios occured.

As shown in Photos 6~9, the tested /(¢,=0.5) -beams failed by the longitudinal shearing, and
the maximum loads (P) at the failure were presented in Table 4. 7., in the same table, represents
the shearing strength of the specimen matched in accordance with the JIS (Chair type)-test.

The maximum longitudinal shearing stress (z;) at the failure of the wood beam is to be obtained
from P and o, (compressive streI{gth) shown in Table 4, and the value (M/s,) shown in Table 3.
This value (r,) is to be looked upon as the true shearing strength parallel to the grain of wood,

being 1.5~2.0 times as strong as 7..



