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Relationship between direction of nail slip and wall deformation.
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TIOREFHNE, a+t1EOETHEXEHHET 2 TET ARR MBI ELLI LD,
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L L oMBErHEI 27t ldv, IR0 B>» L X 2HETAELRDLDI
BH TRV, EBIZS;=0.1, 0.2, 0.3mm.., W=1, 2, 3mm.DEHICS & WEFERELTT
NTOHAGEIIO2VTEHEZITY, X G & (35) LE2WETIALGEEEL I LRAALD, §
220V Tid0.000lmm OELTKDWRESGIKE(EDY, COLILFETRELVWBZELER
WI LG ot FCTC2HEEOTF 7y 7 L LTROFETHVWAZI L E L,

WEWEBEL, X Bl A 35 2WEITALALON S\ VEEBKEMETEKRD S, RICW %
E2RBLZEERTI L, Fig TERT ISR 2EDFuy M EOIL, BHRBRTROLZHEO W
ESIFRIGEV I ERBATHL, RIIBEL NS THADIIKAMNEN Ty bEBEMT S, ZHh
PR EQCEFLEOREOREBLI LN TED,

KIDBEFELRODLFETH LM, DEOFETHEL LF TV E S1EWEVRCSLRELSLT
70y PRI LEVHREBILZS, KA LGVWHEGE, HELTBIEOATCWAIHELSOMHELD
FRECERE L CHBERELT ). SRERVEL TV EREORECHENESBLIZ LATE D,
Tiabb, HELLDAE (HHCBIEPOERRIEN) RKODIIZZEBOBERENEY, EEHE
EROHIIEIBEOBERAEBEETH A LIk 5,

AT, BEAFICINE, BLOTELSITIHEOBER, WEOHNICL > TbadEmT s
DTHIFE- A ME LCRBRUICHEML, 2WICRAEEEBICA S THELTLIHBRETH S
EHBEINTVWA, HsT, RILMEZZTAHOEEREIER Y ZE L BB LITbRWIRD
RKOBI LA TET, LROLILHE Thbh, HbaXLrHETIHEORAMELROLFET
i, PLEHOLEOEEFRE (A4 57— 0EEHE) PEBOLLIITEL W,

LALads, COMETIISTEGROEBEEDH LR TV 0T, LROKFETESLLIRAN
HIISTHAMIVRRT L LEOMETH S, -7, BAWEROBHIEHNEF 2> 2 LT, FR5AH
REBELTChhE, BOoNAHEIELVEEFELALTIENTE S,

b LEHENFHAREYBA TS L a3, BONAHEREEFEORE LREL A2 T30
TV, EETRMEGMHATHASLFBRELNEE L L EOHET, ELVERFTERCOLTH
EOMIZHZETTHEH, TOHBEIRLLOBRILERIITE L2V,

LA LLds, HEETEORNEZEELLEFLMICOVLWTERBIIFELToTAB L, HENE
DAKECRNELETREOZRITCOTHT, SIRGRSRRT AL ZOKE (LBH) YREFE
EHBLTORBP LRV DG oz, HOBE, MICHEORLFREVEEZE, L) 2HE
TROETHBERKELEL - TV, SHTHL ARV OEI/NEWERE LTI, $£1I058%6
MOBRIZL > TERENBELHLONLZ L HOBE, LRMERF I T-ORBHEICR ), §
2ISTEARORIEETICL » Tob A OBMAMELE S h, REKEICE T HEHMICHOEMAEET
HHILD2HANEZOND,

4, X ]

BT FEOEEGH BRI T H7-OIERBYIT -7, BEMFICO VT, 2 » 7THREDO LD HIZ
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X (35) ¢MRTS7O b
Plot which satisfies Eg. (35)

ché, W

b

L 30)

Deflection at midheight

X (31) EMBTS/Q9 b
= Plot which satisfies Eg. (31)

’
7

BROZY w7, 5
Slip at end

Fig. 7. S1& Wik b HE
Method to obtain S; and W

Lo THE—FNIZROLIENFEL VOT, I TREREBTERLIIRFET L EIZT S,
4.1 ERGceERAE

Fig. 8 X TF Table I WORTMHDFTH /35N (WOBREFE) L2771 0T bHBHEOXEREL
ol RBEDORT R, EPGIRIZY 47, HMOEE, STHME, SAORI#ICHT LM a0
LB (€3 EFLTWA,

EBRTRIEORK, EHORES, STOMB, RUNMDEAOMELER /2, AMICEAHREFEHL
EWEROHMAMEMAAOMIE FATE Lz, $TId/ SR TIE CNSOF, STHTHHEBALTII CNESE AW
SIHTHICBE L CIISTEOHB0% DB EREH 1T, BRICITERLZIZITEREON, YA D (204)
MEMHL, SVWHFROMIEZED2DI2) v 7y —%8B L7, BERMAIZH3EX80mm THb, ZH
EESIITL— T LTH36X7Tmm & L, EIHTLHEBHOT I 7L L, STITBREHIETITHI
oTEGPORUNERD EE L,

SIFTE XA NRUSTH b RREHO 2K II2400mm T, EEHETMAAVWERLEITLERES S 3 +
&, ZOWIAMII~y FICEMLLZVE RS 2237 0nm & Lz, £/, A TEDSRLE, 3
RO~ FICEMT LI 07— TABBLERTHE LY D HZ 7.

EMABOFES Fig. 9, Photo. LIZR L7, bAMBERDLLDIZIDPHOMETHIbA
%, 37, BBOBHRY » 7L VT AERADENETRHE L, &8, ¥4 7CONFLTE2ZEK
OO IE30mm DEHRDA MY v ThEL, ZOFROEMERS I LIZLD 2 RKOHHOTY
bk RDiz, T/, §4ATEOALVTEIRROBERD /DA ZHY, A LORFKBEE L1,

RANORBERUSTHLEEBEN S I FOMARNUTAL VTR~ I THEL, TOEVHEDS
MHERDI,

RICBHMAOBMEER T RODABIIOWVTHERE, G, #M, SITHHEELEOT IS 0MFY >~
FERBGEECLLZMITREL RO, M, STHTLRBENT I FOBMCFITHRAOY ¥ 7
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450 450
l | | l
8] N —&# piywood [
% stud
EINN
Type T Type C
450 450 77

( (ﬂl&
mm) Laminated column

Fig. 8. ABhkny 17

Type of test specimen

5, RUGHROERKOSE TR CERDHEOY » 75K E MR L 2 ERRBD 5RO 7
(Photo. 2)0 ZDB, DFAEER T ¥ A THE L. SRONEHHERII L WA (kiR
# 1967) DHKERD LK (Photo. 3), THEESRLOWME—R Y v 7THRE, ST4EXDIS L HIEMEE
AMERBES 6K (Photo. 4)0 HH, SOKRTI, BIAI%RY » 7IHT 23007 & WE
BRDDIEPBEROT, BHEHRBEE (010004 0Fa/nm) ObOEMEH L, AHO
BT I ENRIC I AL EEY RIZELVWI EET o TWADT, EBETHLTICENERO.
ILE L0

4.2 RBRERCER

4.2.1 IbAEEEGE
HE—PROI-bHEEE Fig. 1012, FROZHAI 5mm H 5 W iZl0mm DL XOME L B AHE
DEEEE EBRIEL Ol % Table 2R LA, BEMIZADL L, RABMEII2WTRIAFCO/NERN
IREFTHTHHEBH 22ROV TREOBETTFHIATV S, BRIZOVTRIAITTONNALDE
EHIIRIFTHBD, FATCES A TEONRAVTRPRLEL, FHLHEBED 1 FIIFICEY,
FATCES A TEIHEAUNRRELLRBENHDLERE, Chond 432X EORRTHE
KERTBY, MEXCHEO» DD EDPLT LR Tk o fcd TRk LMD,
NC—50 (-13) DI LHEBHOBARIFICEL AT LI THE, REAMPLHFELLIRKY PR
CHAEERELTWEbNDEEbNES, Fig. 10245 L ZORBHFIZHA-OADEEZIEIFELTEY,
ThAMETANS E Fig IWGRT LI LEERONPHICRWREOERARL TS, ZtbAhD#EmR
Sk, HOTEMEHEDRL LD T HAIAEDLE S AL ZICETH I EFHBWICHBEEINTS
h, REBEKDEBIZOERLEBIOEETSH 5,



Table 1. #RB&f4

Test specimens

IR FAT | M W ¢ gﬁ‘E’StudF+L " Sheathing *
Specimen Type Nai.l o %
Spacing E, Thick. E, E, E, G R
{(mm) (mm) | (kgf/cm®) (mm) (kgf/em®) | (kgf/em®) | (kgf/em®) | (kgf/cm®)

7 T— 9— 50 T 50 0 120 800 9.15 63 600 38 800 82 700 2 800 0.768
T— 9—-100 T 100 0 144 500 9.35 57 400 40 300 78 900 2870 0.765
T— 9—150 T 150 0 162 600 9.10 67 000 39 400 87 900 2940 0.771
T— 9— 50(+ 5) T 50 + 5 106 300 9.10 67 000 39400 87 900 3500 0.822
T— 9— 50(+10) T 50 +10 124 500 9.10 67 000 39400 87 900 3500 0.819
T— 9— 50(—10) T 50 —10 122 300 8.95 62 700 38 800 82700 2 800 0.768
T— 9— 50 (>— 20) T 50 —20 132 500 9.55 54 500 38 200 78 000 3040 0.794
C—12—-100 C 100 0 116 400 11.55 90 000 60 300 54 800 3310 0.765
E— 9-—100 E 100 0 124 500 8.95 71 000 41 300 99 700 2870 - 0.758
E—15— 50 E 50 0 155 200 14.35 75 200 68 500 65 300 3680 0.730
N C—50 NC 50 0 115 600 - - - — - -
N C —50(—13) NC 50 —13 135 000 - - — — - -

e IHEEORITES LI S HELOME

Distance between loading point and stud centroid
E, | s#H (GHIZDH > TRENOSHE) [CETHEmoiT Y~ 7R
MOE in bending parallel to the face—grain

El L FBUHMEC T T OER Y - 7R

MOE in compression parallel to the face-grain

L FRAREEHE LA O o TR

MOE in compression perpendicular to the face—grain

Shear modulus

R @ HEMEH

Effective width ratio

JOSEEQ W AR OV HEH ORI G [FE 3 K

Z
7

)

1
N4

(l

— LS5T —
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ERIE
Z Displacement transducer
T | 7%
g \ vFaF-Y
Strain gages
1+ =
3
g —
Ry TFithik
T == g Stud Sheathing
] || <
4+ ==
<
&
w0y
+ /o= -
(=)
g | e
(mm)

Fig. 9. WABEEFR OEMHE Ik

Compression test of base wall

STHT LB DV T L RO FET A7

Similar method was adopted for nailed column

HPhoto. 1. WHBEEEOEHRER

ompression test of wall element.
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Photo. 2. /NRBEF 12 & B RO EMRER

Compression test of small specimen cut from stud.

Photo. 3. LW SLREIZ & 5 A IROBIHTAER
Shear test of plywood.



— 160 — HRR AU EaRE 3585

Photo. 4. STHEGERDHERER

Lateral nail resisfance test.

Fig. 23D ORBEDbABMBEFIRLAZLOT, EREPROZDADEFES LD 127
FHHBETHD, FHOLbATIZEIOMBICER-TEY, BIFIIBITA-bABBROKEILITITHN
Rahibtwis,

4.2.2 WEHICBIILEMZAY T

Fig. 13RI BT AHE—R ) » 7THFELRLA-LOT, —2ORBEIIEREI 2550,
WA TOMEEETL TS, COREAD L, ZLORXRBETIEBHERLL I THEILRY 7
LETh, 20B2AY THEFEIREL T2, ERELFHBELOBEGHE, bAOHEEGHN
RIFCTH - 2 RBEIIOVTIRRIFTH S, T/, RBEIZL TR » 7HEO#EES R LR, B
BT CERZMENE L VI L) »HR 5,

2y 7OKEEEADE, BEGERLCTITRIEFICASL, Z20REEIRET 2RBHRFE
Vo RMETIHERMED (TR TOHMML D AHMERENIIS L2 LHE L, ZOBREORLETO
MR ST AR OMY GEHRFEH) KT Lo TET LI LA AN, BIEEF CRTESROR
HETEEEL TV ARVOT, IOLILEBERBETESZ DTEEV, o TRIEHEN & ERER
iz, FEHNIIRELLDTHD,



HE (kgf)

Load
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Wikt % $T37T 5 L /-t D BED KB AR ORI R OSEE M (M) — 161 —
5000
/,(f 4000 /(1/
// 3000 /
/ 2000—£
T-9-50 /
—EtWia 1000 ]
Theoretical plot T-9-100
. EW _
Experimental points )
10 20 20 20 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
5000
//.
7 4000
= 3000 —
2000 /
T-9-150 1000 T-9-50 (+5)
: !
10 20 /30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
5000
4000
et .\ .
// 3000 E—
/ 2000 \\
/
T-9-50 (+10) 10001 1.9.50 (-10)
) o | 1
10 20 30 40 50 -5  -40  -30  -20  -10 0

hROEHAH (mm)
Deflection at midheight

Fig 10. #&E — 72b Al

Load — deflection curves
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BIIS SNERT BIAEIRD s iy
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4000

3000

2000

1000f

T-9-50 (-20)

-50

16000
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10000

8000
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8000
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i
8000—4
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Fig. 10 (D7 %) (continued)
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Table 2. FESHEE I3 T HEBMBE DML

Comparison of calculated load with experimental load.

X B W=5mm BBOHE | W=10mm BOMKE | & K # &
Specimen Load at W= 5mm Load at W=10mm Maximum load
T— 9— 50 0.98 0.98 0.98
T — 9-100 0.91 0.95 1.02
T — 9—150 0.90 0.97 1.02
T— 9— 50(+ 5) 1.07 1.04 0.94
T— 9— 50(+10) 1.03 1.00 0.97
T— 9— 50(~—10) 1.02 1.02 1.02
T— 9— 50(—20) 1.26 1.12 1.02
C—12-100 0.77 0.82 0.81
E— 9—-100 1.05 1.06 1.04
E—15— 50 1.23 1.15 1.02
N C —50 1.06 1.02 1.16
N C—50(—13) 1.80 1.72 1.58
Witk 7zb&H,  W=Deilection at midheight

oll/ea g

[=] [=3 o

o ['2] [

- N

»

[+ 3

[ | | | 1
0 5 10 15 20
#2h#H (mm)
Deflection

Fig. 11. FHBEL OB EMDPEL 572 NC—50 (—13) Dibaihii (EEH)
Experimental deflection curve for NC—50 (—13) which
does not agree well with theoretical results
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2100kgf
4380

P:

- XERfA

Experimental deflection

—PRDLhAH (KBE) £:85 &5 TV IEKEER
Sine curve drawn so as to pass the
experimental defiection at midheight

L 1 1 1 | | 1 } !
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
f=b# (mm)
Defiection

Fig. 12. HEME L EBRE L DBEEHI R - 7 RBED 7 b A B OF
Typical deflection curve of sheathed wall of which
experimental results agree well with theoretical results

4.2.3 UTHEOHM

Fig. 14IZETHTH /8 R VORI O TAGAH OB Z R L7, BUTERB LA EBEEOBEIMIIRTFTH
b,

4.2.4 BEBOBES

BBATL, SROZ LLAS, BARONE—LHFEAEROSE (12 X657 & B A L <otk
HHEAHCONAEE) WWLrEBTET, 72, ZOLIREETHoTYH, RBIFELSTIILLS
OHWIRFTEE RO LIETELV, LALLPOEBERYALE, MHOMEILL TR v 72
WHOHFTE THEVDT, TONENHBOMNE —EREFEL SBEHBITTL 3 5BEOTMATTEE
LEZOLND,

Fig. 1513 T- 9-50, T-9-50 (+10) ,T-9-50 (-10) OZ2DORBEIZ>WTFO e+ H~/
bDOTHb, ob, FHEIIHCAZRAY » 7TREB ZOXEHTHEOEESZVOT, Y » 70.025mm,
0.05mm, 1mm MBI CROMBEIEHE (EREIHE3%NOFEHRAETROLHE) BHRY Y
T 5O DFIBIRI (secant modulus) % AIV:7z (Fig. 1688),

Fig. 15% &5 &, EHAIMO b A L HHEBRAET-9-50 (—10) 22V TOFEASHEE A
EHEIZ MO 72 bA %L HRBREKT-9-50, T-9-50 (+10) 22w TiE, 2 v 7HREOBRRIZL
SELn ) B LEAMERL TV, BHEIOLD A ZAE UL RBERIIERP L LY EH LK
HHOEBIINEZITAY » 7TOHEHE 2 EL2RBETH D, fE-T, 2 LAMHEHTOER
ZoWwTiE, MEBTTLHEHEEOTRHITRETZ S,



HE (kgf)

Load

fidh % 27T 5 L 72 75 O REE AR O R e R R R T RET (14 —165—
5000 5000
4000 1T 4000 S
;
H
3000 3 3000 \
2000 2000 i
t g
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1000 ’ — Et0iE 1000
s Theoretical plot T-9-100
4 * cKRME
Experimental points, |
(4] - L B o | |
-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 [.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
5000 5000
W T
4000 4000
3000 3000 =
2000 2000
1000 T-9-150 1000 T-9-50 (+5)
0 ii i | 1 1 Q 1 L !
-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 06 08 1.0 1.2 0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
5000 5000
4000 4000
1" . re T t— L.d
3000 e et 3000 i
P - '1‘...
2000 %
i 2000 ,.:.
f )
1000 57 T-9-50 (+10) 10001 T7-9-50(-10)
0 ! ] | { I \\
-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 %30 25 20 15 10 05 o

WED ) v 7 (mm)
Slip at wall end

Fig. 13. WELMEBBIZBITDH R » TL OME

Slip at wall end versus Load
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16000 16000k Jest *
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g 10000 v
=0 10000
il 8000
= § i 8000
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0 L | Il
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Fig. 13. (27 %) (continued)
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— [ EtHEfE
Theoretical piots
+ I ERE
1000 Experimental points
N —— -
=4
~ —2000
T e
o S sk & 4) 25mm Of &
OH At distance 25mm from ¢
0 —r—
1000 } L///J 1)/
—2000
gk & +)625mm Of R
At distance 625mm from ¢
P=2000kgf P=3000kgf P=4000kgf

Fig.14. #BOSeHHED DT ED5HE (T— 9 —100)
Typical strain distribution across depth of stud
Note : ZifIAS T % 5k - 7 TH 5
Sheathing side is right.

5. MEERICIAWMHEOEENELRREGOERHELOLR

HEEBR YT, WAWLWALMEASERS W BEORNNBEERORIENE L HHEADRERTEL &
B 7z,

MM R Fig. 2 DHIKOWNBEE T, WATSIERMN L L, Bk -Emt 204) o~d
A RRERALM (2 ), GBUIER7.5, 9, 2mm ®F 7 UBEAASKEEEL, FOHFLTILRIIR
FEHCHEESMAKD 28 F (L ESMAEBRIGER, 1988) &5V AHEHIHE (HXE
HHFS, 1973) D& o7,

#E el B [i4] =3.8cmX8.%m
T 7R (T, FEsE) =80 000kgf/cm?
& W B & =7.5, 9, 12mm

EFHAdFY ~ 7 %% =70000kgf/cm®
EFHHERHY ~ 7F8% =55 000kgf/cm®
bRt =0.75 (%)

S CNSOZAE L, B2 10cm (AW EBAEOERESME), F721H20em (GHOTE)FED
FEEFHEE) L L7 H1AOHE—2AY » 7HKE, FHWREONS VAR E 77 VRERAR
3t R ICHKENHY IR Fig 1TOMGEER L,

TN E DI, T THGWT VBB TRARE L SHRIZ 2V THENER R TV 20T, |’
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Fig. 15. #IEMAT OHEE

Validity of linear solution
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T XU OTFE (kgt)

Load per nail

80
iS58
‘2 !8 'a
- :
60 -i8is!s ‘ -~
g:,’gl!; /& /\0@ -
Cieeny o xS
Iy A 29
:'gi 'I' /'IQQ//Q’Q ,’/0\'
:,.k,q: : - 4,6 ‘/.Qb
40 - il A —
. ./.,9// E)
' g0 0
i ,-’/ kn (kgi/cm)
oo Wil 7,0 7 T-9-50 1950| |
i - T-g-50 (+10) 860
! 4
[ T-9-50 (-10) 390
/ i
7 | l ]
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 1.8
ZY v 7 (mm)

Slip

Fig. 16. £T 1 A0 E — EHRMR L SHEITHO ) » THRE

Load—slip curve of single nail and slip modulus used in linear analysis

$T1 KL OHE (kgf)

Load per nail

140 | |
2158 & =12mm
120 Plywood thickness
100 Sl 9mm
I )
il - o
P
60 7
40 /
20
0 2 4 6 8 10
ZY 7 (mm)
Slip

Fig. 17. BEEBRIZAV/ETESOME — 2 » 7HF

Load—slip curves used for the experimental study
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DHAOB GO LR GEBEI TN LEZ . 220, RUEROB GO NBEE L #LERDOBED
i, RIS~ OMIGEL- L EOFELXLET LI &2 L, ZOMTIHE %300kgi/cm® &
L7z HEHEEDILTIEDRHEIZERNE 7,

_Plyte) P
A A

IARAR DS

T, o=HtHORKIENE, Y =HrhROiba, Pl L LRI, £/, E A, Z, Ti
fH I D WT oY 7R, WIEH, WRiER, B2 RE-20 FTha,

HHESAT7.5, 9, 12mm OBEOMNIBEEE & HNLEKRE OBEOLE Y Fig. 18~2013R L7,
MOB#EIMHAOMBETHE, M2 s, FMUMBIZNYTITASEEIE, HHEEEORE HHE
DFENE LEAZ ENERN SN,

Table 3 LT HBOMMFHFE S, HHFOTTHIIHES R LBEOMELR L, STHME
10cm OFEOFRLITHEEORHRELZOBIFMAEL, HEEEROWETEL V6% (12mm SHEH
BE) ~46% (7.5mm GARFERM) K&, STRIRA20cm OB A TE32~26% K 5\, STHEA 10cm
DORA E20cm DBADFEEY L L DL, FOMEII4~-36%E 2D

T 7, WAEHATREENZEBEENEONLOE, S5, MEOPTHMIIHESZTAEATE
2, COBETOLMAREROMBERHLOMMMRL LAY, ZOEETEML0cn O L 228%
(12Zmm M) ~22% (7.5mm &#), EFTHIELI0cm D& X & 20em DEXEDFEHTL22~17% ¢ % b,

B, TOBHEEBET-oTVLHBHRT, HEOHIMIONTRAY » FHMZTTLEL, bk
DHBEHFEL DL Z Tt (Fig 2188), 72bAFRIOBEHENEL 0L, AL
hE L )R REMBSTEREINLETH D,

DL BbARERE, HOTBEREHEOLTALRELEY) T{HMAEGDSEEELLD
L #%5, Zimmerman (ZIMMERMAN, 1930) (2X - CAEBHES TV 52, ZOHEEROE &I &
BRAROBRIZEALOERDRE, Thabh, SEGHOBIEKRTIZL > TaMTOPTHIIHE
THEDT, COBBIILIVNEORLOFHIEET -0 LHEET L, L LEds, RFE TR
NBEZENHLAMEY 7 TRBOE 1HEAZTTELEL TS, DOEEROMBIER TIREEN
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Comparison of base wall resistance with that of stud alone, 12mm~—thick plywood.
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Comparison of base wall resistance with that of stud alone, 9 mm—thick plywood.
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Comparison of buckling load of wall unit with that of stud

HRLL T A Rt ep 7 ™
PSR AWE S 5T M Ma When conentrically EAERORE
Subject Thickfness Spl:z;iiilg compressed S::l%aie:;i?d _(?—)_ ﬂ
plyaood Ez.ﬁc@kﬁ ?1221 ﬁii?{j&% is compressed () ¢)
(mm) (cm) (kgf) (mm) (kgf)
7.5 10 4 468 -0.60 3718 1.46 1.22
7.5 20 3853 -0.32 3445 1.26 1.13
(4161) (-0.46) (3582) (1.36) (1.17)
WHRER 9 10 4 578 -0.63 3781 1.50 1.24
Wall unit 9 20 3906 -0.35 3469 1.28 1.13
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The value of e is the distance between the centroid of stud and the loading point.
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Linear and Nonlinear Analysis for the Buckling
Behavior of Sheathed Walls

. (1)
KaMiYA, Fumio'”

Summary

Linear and nonlinear theories for analyzing the buckling behavior of sheathed walls are presented.
Tests are conducted to verify the theories. A good agreement between test results and calculated results by
using the nonlinear theory is found.

The linear theory is found to approximately predict the wall buckling when the load is applied on the
opposite side of the sheathing from the compression center. Because of the partial composite action,
sheathed walls have a higher maximum load than unsheathed walls, as long as the load is applied at the

same position.
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