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Evaluation of Torsional Responses of RC Frame with Eccentricity Using Nonlinear 3D FE Analysis
(Part2 Results of FE Analysis)
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Shunya Kato, Keiichiro Kono, Kazuki Tajima, Kazuhiro Naganuma

Abstract: In Part-2, the nonlinear 3D FE analysis were conducted the torsional loading tests on R/C framed specimens by
Shiga et al. As a result, it was confirmed the validity of analytical models since FE analysis results generally corresponded
with the test results. Furthermore, it seems that the torsional response of R/C frames was affect torsional responses of
each column through the detailed analyses on behaviors of columns inner R/C framed specimens.
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