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An Analysis of In-plane Load Carrying Capacity
of Arch with Asymmetrical Axis

Takeshi SAKIYAMA*, Toshinori AOI** and Hirotaka WAKANA*

In this paper, In-plane load carrying capacity of 2 hinged arch with pipe section and asymmetrical

axis were analized under arbitrary loading condition.

As the results of numerical analysis concerning the asymmetrical arch, the effect of span rise ratio,

slenderness ratio, loading condition, plane shape of arch axis and initial deformation were clarified.
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Table 1 Load Carrying Capacity of
Asymmetric Arch
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