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1.1 MEES

TA Y —T T D/ Th 5 FMRE, 5 EH LK), B, o XL
ARSI THRIESNTBY BWBIIRMEZ A LTS, ZORMEHHARER &b
THEBNDART U REMITINDGREZ, SLICHMEROn -7 EOEDLVICT—EDOE v T
T6AND §ARREFE S BREDITHILET, VA Yue—713lkIh 5. (Fig 1-1)

Z DHBMEIEIEIC K > TUA ¥ o — A3 — XA 22 SRR & e TRIRIMEE 2 & <, it
EREIENTNT, ERPEGHLZ LN TES, £7o, FHREIZHLEATHD L) BT
B, VAV —FORBRITBAES L—, TLR_—%, F—T N —, KR ELIEIC
HoTHEY, ZHIUE U T Z2FEHEOn — 7RG I TV 5.

AR TIEZO ) b L _N—=Z ZERE) T 2BEH SN TN DU A Ye—T 25 s
D0, ZOBMERREEPZ TV A ¥ u—T IR EBIE T2 2 LR TE T, Wl A v
TFUAREER N ERMBEE o TS T R—F DU A Y u—F 2o T, 5l
ARBR S I XE A FE O FR IR BRI L CLE2R 10 LLEE W ) REREIC/AR D K 95 B HEET
EDHILTND Db, NEEBHIZ DWW TOEREALRFHEA TERNTWNLENHTHDH. Lo
LZNTHWNERE OMEITIC L DT 4 Yo —7 OB NRIR & & Fins, 2011 FHR
A N AHEITREAIBRO T L _—H[1]X°, 2013 FH ¥ UV —DOKEEE - FilREEM
T R—=F27 ETEBIZEAEL TE Y FHIZORBR>TWND. £ TUAYr—70NHE
5 DR OB 2 A UE BRI ZIT O 2 EAUNEL o TV D,

Fig. 1-1 The structure of wire rope

2020 FEEBELFRL A NT U R FREHEEEZE LIV A Y e —7 O S MITEOB%



8
i
5

1.2 ZATHIR

1.2.1 TA¥a—F 0T &R

VA ¥ v —7DF s & OMMARE 2 R 2 72012 2 E Thx R BEGROE T A0
%%éﬂf%t.@%@ﬁ%kbfﬁ,mmmmi@%%mﬁ%%ﬁbfﬁﬁmﬁfwr
R U0 MIMEZ G U= 7 Lo3ds sk Sz [4][5]. % T, BIIRIZHINZ T Love @ EiAY Y %
DEFR6IZHND Z LI L > T, VA Yr—70iliF LT v F TEE I N-H#H) Knapp
WZ Ko TREINTZ[6][7]. £ Dk Costello HNZ DETIAIRT Y OB X 5 FEfR
BOBER, FAROEIN L DIRHEf DAL & O BEEZE LT-TT VE/ERK L, [Theory
of Wire Rope| Z R L72[8]. ZHODTET /MIFERO U A Yo —7 L RfEn L < —
LTEY, VA¥Ye—7DORGHIBWTHLZE LTUEHSINTWD., LNLEDO—FHT, U
A Yo — TR OJRIK & S D EEAUS OB, BEE TIEBET A ENTERNEW
D RIEBFIEL TN D.

NG, ETANEZEZ LN TWe—FHT, VA e —70/ 0K L hiF¥E 5735
IR A ATV, EHEMOHESCH ML MA T2 2R TE
[10][11][12][13]. L2 L, JEHABRIZBWTIXT A ¥ 1 — FINER T O BRI FT-oal i
G752 EOMMPER R BIR B TE RN &R0, NHELCTOREME T OBEER 7 & ORIE LD e
SMERTWRWNWEZ &b, 20RO REEZ AV T, BROWHRA B =X L %2 fif
BT I3t ThoTe.

2T, B ECITESEBIET S ZE N TERVNIIRI E TR TS FEEE LT, v
Sal—YarBRIEERFEAESN TS, Y alb—va VTR TIEEHIAETH DN
HOBERE ) OFHICET EOF RN ATRE L 72 2721 T <, I H7 R & I TRIFICIK
O A NTREREZ/ LN, xR BT 2T b ERRCITH) 2 &N TEDL L NI XY
v hbd 5. WEENIEF T, HASCEBEEIC X 2 IERIBEICRELS K EShb VA T
— T DN TILd - 7203, EEOFREFREDOHAM R & FHREMERE O RIZ kb
T A ¥ u—7 OFRBEBIEMITICET 273 Thi s £ 5127 > 7= [14][15][16][17]. 7272,
AHEMEMERES M E L v b, FRL AR 1 AREZTXTEMICET Y v 755 LEEA
FINIER & 70 ) FHE LM NREE L 725720, TRETORTOLEIET | KOANT VR
DI RG & LT fRAT=0, faf EEE 2 Bl 3RS T 5 72 Efilg b S =TT Tkt 5 fif
FrCB o> Ce. BT R TEEBO e —FICEFEICHE LT T VO, KOl
RIS DT I E 729t & L TEATE LT, TOTREORENRD BN
TV,
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1.2.2  R—3X U UfRhr
ZIT, SFHICE > TA=I VT 28 AN L T2 U A Y u— 7 OFREFIEMIT M TH
N3l A= U Ve lE, TOFEEOEFATEHET L LHEAHNRETESLL)
G EICHIEE LI E TV COMT 2 £ T1TV, ZORERE L TE LIS ZEAE 2 70
IREEAE T LV ONTICEER S L LCHEAT 2 S WO T ik Th 5. 2 kv, FHEA
MMZEIMZ D D—EOREEPRIZAVIZIENT 21T ) 2R TED. FHIZLLTO XS 2FIAT
IA Y —T D=3 I &iT-o7=.
1. FEREL > TERSNTVWEA NIV KE, —BlOFME L TET Y 7 LT b
N7V REMERRT 5.
2. (LA R T v Fean—7ED0EbIZ 68 KR GoE-LDE, UA Y a—T70ff
BibETLE L, ZOTTAEANTYA Yo —72EKICET 2217 .
3. VA4 Yua—T7HALETNAO—EDOANT > REHRBR AR LARD SRR ST D EEH
ARNTZYRETNMIEEHRZD.
4, —HEFFMA N7 NICEEWA 72U A Y r—7"FT/VIC 2. CITo e fiftr T bz
BN & SRR & L CHEZ DT 21TV, FHEoE®RE55.

Fig. 1-2 Simplified strand model

Fig. 1-4 Detailed strand model Fig. 1-5 A model with a part replaced by a
detailed strand
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2.CUA ¥ u =7 T VOB 24T O BRIC, A N T v REe—BLo#EM & s LTkt

OMEHREMENNE L 725, FEIZIZA N7 Y RIEEROESETHY Y VEBHFEL
RNDT, ATy RE—BORM LR LIZRORNNTOY v 7R, K7V U ikaEES
AVERH L. 22 TCHEAIFEN TP L RXR—Z AN TWAS T A ¥ a—7 2
DNWTRA NTZ v ROFRICHBEIEMNEZ 52 EDEEDIRNEMRTTHZLI2L->T, &
N7V ROBHEORNT OV 7R EN L, ZOMEERF I LT HiEH LT
ZAT>TWD. L, A RT U REFEREZHKRY EDETTETWND LW O =, il
CHE L THLMCRFINCER LT W E W BIERH Y, SHMMEE L TRESH
T2l b A T o R TITh N2 F HOMITRE RITBEDO D A ¥ o — 7 OZEIH] L T
WHEEMENE 2 BTz, 2T, LA 7 2 K, DROIARBSBLEZED & OIZHIL
TELY, ZNDOMOBEMMAIEL < FHTE TWARWATREE 5 2 b,

1.3 AWHEDBH

AWFFETIX, A KT ROREFGHE LR, £ L TUROIIRIZOWTEED a—F Rk
EHEBLL, VA Yo —TOESMT FIEORKER L2 EB SEo0, FHRT X TEHILE
FEET L L L CRIAEAMORKR VW e —TET A EERT A L2 BENET S, £, %k
ITFRICB W THEES N TWR o7, BTN T/ Lce — 73T T L D% 44
HEFRIZOVWTH A DLETIT Y.

ART R, D, VA4 Ye—7ZNEIUOW TR & T OfER 2 bk L, £0»Y
PEZ MR L CET AR Z T30, BBy — 70 - 1251 3R# T T 217 - T, 26/
ETNEBGET NVOMROLEE, B IOGHHRAMOLEZIT ).
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1.4 REXDERK

AL OHERL Z LT ISR T

FH1E [FFim)
KW OE 5, BLOHIZOW TR,

FTLE RFFVFROETY V)
FBIE DMROETV V7]

AT R, DRENENEET Y 7T HI0HT20 I L =R AR IOV T
L, ENENOET Y T FE, £ UTHER L T 2RI MERERATIC OV T 5.
A NZ ¥ RIZOWTIEFEET L, 5T T L0 2 BEAERT 5.

FTAE [T XY —TOET Y V7]

W2 E H3IECERLEARNT Y REFAELDAET A ESEZTCUA Y —T DR
MET NV EBMBETVEMERT D, T LTUA Y a—7ORGHEMRBRIC OV THAL
Totk, VERL LT 7 V& RN TIT o 7o 07 [ ERMERRAT DR R & bl L, 24 PRI DV TR
T5.

S E [5]RITHFAT
FAETERLIZIAYr—TDETNAEZHEMA LT, REOHEARNAEEL, EHE L
ZTREE TS — 72> CTHIT 2T 24T 5. = L CREIE T /L L i 5 & T L Ot i 5
[ZOWTLHET 5.

6 i)
ABFIETHE ORI RERFEL, SBORBEICHONTERD.
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2.1 #E

ARETIE, AT ROET U I L T T & EmRER, BILOFN LR
DEMTITBIT DA ST v RORFRIEMEMENT OBEE LRI HOWTHRIAT 5. 72, i
WEDJFHEIRAT & EBROFER L T A L TR NTF v RORFED RNT DY o 7%
Hd 5.

2.2 #FAMmEEHEER

ARNT v RORFEONFREERET D2 L, BLO23 TEKTHA N T v FET L
DEYVEMGEOLESI R LT 52 LA AL LT, A MT v ROBRFREMRBREZIT> 72

2.2.1 BN
(1) #HEpxts

KRB CHEHALZDE, m_X—=FHAU A Y —7L L TAIELLTND 8XS(19)F
FO8XFI25)D ¢ 10mm VA ¥ —7ZEM L TW5D S(19)A N7 RBIXWFIQR5)A 7
YRTHDH. ENENDA T ROWNEER & EREROBER, KA N7 v ROWkEiE
AN ROEREELELWVEREZROHOmIE TR L7-ETH 5 =% Fig. 2-1, Table
2-1 (2”7

SUHA R T v Rix, LEZRTHRBOEVIZI KOWNEHER, IDIZZTOFDIZ9 Kot
JEFEBRPEZ DT HIVTHER STV D, NANE DO FRFRE T, WEERROMAIIINE
FRPERITME > TND 72D, —JE (Seale) LMEEND. — v — 7 135 EHR
DR T, BRI EEEMEICENLTRBY, Bl L _X—2 L L THERHINTWA R RNTF
RThs.

Fi25)A b7 > RiZ, DA ONEHRERN 6 A, IIMNEFRBRBANED2 (012 AH Y,
ZOREEHDLIETT 4 77— EFHINDHNVFEIRD 6 ABRZ ST L THER ST
L. HIOCERRIC L 0 FRALORBEEZED D Z b 7 47— (Filler) EFHEND. 7 4
T —Igr — I, WS, THEEEEMED NT v AR BV OREEET, = L_—Z HIC
FR O AHPH IS DL TV 5.

MO —7 13 b —7EDOFEVICA NT Vo Rin 8 REXOIT LD & TS
NTEY, EOAFEIT 10mm, 2—7EyF (AT RBAe—EEVIC1 JET 5012
T Hu—7AnoORES) 1 65Smm ThbH., AT NIXERE2.Tmm, AT FE Y
F (FEBRNA T FRLEVIC 1 FATH50ICET 5 T2 RfifiFmoEE) 13 18mm
Thb.
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H2E ARNTUROETY S

— $10 —

rope

rope

8 X S(19

— $2.7 —

}
I
I
|
|
I

8 X Fi(25)

strand

Fig. 2-1 Shape of the strand

Table 2-1 Strand composition

S(19)strand Fi(25)strand
number  Diameter  Distance from | number  Diameter Distance from
[mm] center[mm] [mm] center[mm]
center wire 1 0.773 0 1 0.59 0
2™ Jayer 9 0.363 0.575 0.56 0.58
3" Jayer 9 0.66 1.02 0.23 0.792
4™ Jayer — — — 12 0.52 1.09
filling rate 78.19 % 79.45 %
(2)  AEpkE

AR DX % Fig. 2-2 12, FEEEROREROMET % Fig. 2-3 1T 7. ARER Ol L 7258k

S8 % Table 2-2 |2~

AHERTIX S(19) & FIRS)D 2 FFHDO A M T v R&EH L7z,

TR B0 % Fig. 2-4 1R T. M1 SS400 &2 AN TUW 5. 1EEENE S HIZ 4 D3FTZEnTC
WAL 10mm D7, ERTICHEZ ETOBREZEL X HIC@ET 2 & TRERTOIBED
MR ZEET H-ODEDTHDL. ETFTOREDA N> REFEMT HEHICIZA N T >
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RWREFIZTNRNE DERONTND., EEBERTHWAD A T RIIE 2.7mm THDH DT,

BT 28mm O =40 —MH L LTWn5,

BHBENOFHNCIE, BENSH TS 2 KO REROEEEOZELE v V% v
T?E'Jﬁéﬁ"é: LTk TRDZ., ZiTue— R LoV ERFHRZ AWV TRD S L EMENE
X ARBECIBEDOTAETEATLEIZD, AT REBEOEN & EMEIZKD

f‘oﬂ“bfocb VE[REMENE Z DT TH .

actuator

load cell

toad

strand - .
g Iil—,;measure the displacement

jig

v

weight

fixed

Fig. 2-2 Overview of strand compression test

s
-

sensor

dlsplacement
output point

Fig. 2-3 Experimental equipment

Table 2-2 Experimental equipment

actuator 25kN Electro-hydraulic servo fatigue testing machine
load cell load cell for 8872 testing machine (INSTRON)
sensor LS-7030MR (KEYENCE)

sensor interface

PCD-320A, PCD-331B-F (KYOWA)

High-acuracy ccd micrometer

LS-7600 (KEYENCE)
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ol 0

<o

measure thc

-

Fig. 2-4 The jig used in strand compression test

(3) HBATIHE

9, EROFRIERE L TA T2 ROR A MEICHEET 572012, fimlc@E»hiz
BHVICTAY 7Y v T ERNTERT 5. b5 A HOmE, SBRHEIC e -ia B
DX OIIEHEICIhDY, BHVEZOL T2 L TolRMELZNT S, AFFL 10mm OT
L R—Z AU A ¥ ua—7 O KFRMEIL 4000N TH Y, 22.1(1)TR7z X 9 1245 mERER
MBRLETDHIVAYE—TIE 8 RKDA LTV FLERENTNDED 1 ADA T v R
WD BIRMEITER KN S00N &2 6. ZHICADLE TRIETEH 2 255 EM EIX
100,200,300N > 3 ffifg & L7-.

ZORETHEEZ VT A T v ORI Efil| i CIEMEEA N, frE e A
N OBIREFHAIL 7=, JERMETEZ 0.5kN N2 7-FRED i U OBERER A oKL L, WEE
MLz & &0 U OMEE L KMEE L OEEL BN LT 5. EMEMEIL 30 FER TR/
0.5kN, K 9.5kN @ sin J (F1.0» 5kN, #RiE 4.5kN) T 1 %A 7L 100 #HF TEF 20 A
JVERETINA S, 1IN 100 7 &S 2 T TRIEZ A 72 DI%, A FF 2 Ride
ATV AEROZ ENRTIRINDTZDERNICERE T LILER DS DTHDH. £
7o sin T 20 YA R AT T72D1E, A RT 2 RIEZFERE LV Abd-fiEz LTy
BT OICHICIRIAFEL TR Y, EMENIMND D E WA EERT 5 & o 72 Fpik & R
DD, A T NVELTH TEIHEONDAE - B OEIE TS Z R TREIN, K
eI T 5 E TEREITILERHST2NHTHD.
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2.2.2 WERAER, BE

(1) SA9)A FF o R

S(19)A k7 > K® 100,200,300N & 4LE D 5] 5Em EIZxF T D4 20 A 7 VO IR R
% Fig. 2-5, Fig.2-6, Fig. 2-7 (2~

ANy ROBRFRMEMMITFEMEICEDLL T, 4 7V HEENRD T L IThR2 M
LT, ZHAUTA T v RERERY G iELZ L TE 0 NERIZHEAFIE L T
WHZ L L, FEREEMIT U —ARBOENTWNDEZ EIZEY, A 7 AN ERREELZIT S
ZETHREMBEEYNTOS ) — AR LS itk aELEZOND. ZLT
YA I NBPEZ DIEEY A I VB TOEMDEN/NSL o TEY, WEOBRENZ N
UL EAEE SRV REE~ LN LT L. S(INA T v ROFERTIZ 20 VA4 7 475 2L T
3D G HRMTE CTOREMETOIRTPR LT
GIRMMENZREVIEE, ZAOTHN/NE IEO/NSWIEIE L 72> T D, ZHUE5IEM
HRRZWIIEBRE LR E O OB A E VLT < RDTZOIZEMOTIN/NE
Aol eEZExbhb.

BRIETSHEE 0 IR FE R L 72 i& A 7 VDB P& LTk L= b D % Fig. 2-8 (2R
7.

IR L7 RRECIEB EMT RIS L S FICEFITIEIE &L 1D, 2F 0 SU9HA FF U K
WCBALTiE, BTHICHES MDY RS E > TR L7 A b7 > RO M OmIM X
SIEMIEICL DN ERNynoT-.

10 ¢
.
2o
i /ﬂ//%%y
° 0 OIOZ O.IO4 O.IOG 0.I08

Displacement  [mm]

Fig. 2-5 Result of radial direction compression test of S(19) strand (tension : 100N)
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10

Load[kN]
(o2}

SN
T

O 1 1 1 J
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

Displacement  [mm]

Fig. 2-6 Result of radial direction compression test of S(19) strand (tension : 200N)

10

[o}

Load[kN]
FaN

0 - L L L ]
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-7 Result of radial direction compression test of S(19) strand (tension : 300N)

10

Load[kN]

O 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 0.005 0.01__ 0.015 0.02  0.025 0.03  0.035
Displacement  [mm]

Fig. 2-8 Load-distance curve of final cycle (S(19))
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(2) FiR5)A hF v K

Fi(25) A k7 > R® 100,200,300N ZALZDF|8EMm EIZ KT 542 20 YA 7 /L D EERAE R
% Fig. 2-9, Fig.2-10, Fig. 2-11 (2”7

SIIEMTE 100N ORFXYA 7 V2 ERD T LB REMITRA IZHEML TN D, 2
S(I9)A kT > RIEKENE O & 7'V —ADEELE 2 Hivh. —5 T 200N, 300N OFF
XA 7T OEMOELEITNEL 2o TS, ZHUTNERD BB 23R 7 617 5 O 4
A NEMZDHBIOFEMEICL > TTTICHE->TWEZEEZOND. FIRHA TR
DOWNERRBUTS IEMEOEEZZITROTNEF R D.

“FEEENENOWEEE LD & 100N 53R ORFIXIFIETIIE 2 OIZ%F LT, 200N, 300N
FlE D OFRHIMER 1kN 2827 7 7O E NI L TV D. ZHUT S(19)A 7 v ROk
WZITR DR T2 /ETH D, FiR5)A b7 v FO#E EORETE L& 2 b, FiRS) A
R T v RORNMEFEROBRBEITHEA/ NS N NS TNLT L RoTEY, IAEWE
HOFMHTIZTEOFERMEO TN EEL TEMRHPT < Ro TWEHBBIERZ X b5,
Fo, EOFEMEIZBNTS 1| YA 7 VEOHBMD YA 7 L& RES B LR AET-LE
52 LIZONTY, BANERHER TN TWEELEZEZILND.

B2 HE & 0 IR LIz &V A 7 VOB & LTl L7z b D % Fig. 2-12 12
R, BIRMFFE DS 200N, 300N O 75 ZIZHOWTIIRAMERERRORENZE L TV D E A
AL L=t D 7T 71 CHEET DL, S(I9A FT v ROERSRFLE, CO5EMETD
7T 7OEEMFIE-EHLTEY, FiR5A b7 RICB L CTHEBRMOBMN 5 £ o720k
DA LT v NI, BRARMORIENSIRMFEICL RN LRG0 5.

10

Load [kN]

0 1 ‘A'l 1 1 1 ]
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-9 Result of radial direction compression test of Fi(25) strand (tension : 100N)
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10

Load [kN]
(o2}

SN
T

0 L L L L L ]
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-10 Result of radial direction compression test of Fi(25) strand (tension : 200N)

10

Load [kN]
»

O L L L L L ]
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-11 Result of radial direction compression test of Fi(25) strand (tension : 300N)

10
8
= 6
= —o— 100N
=]
< —+— 200N
o 4
300N
2
0 L L L L L ]
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-12 Load-distance curve of final cycle (Fi(25))
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2.2.3 RZHFMOENTOY v TROEH

B MEMGRBROMERE S EIZA T v REHEGHR L 72 LIcRE ORI O BT o
VO REFEHT S, A T2 RER UL 2.7mm OIAEE Y 7 REE 2 TRIT BN AR
HrEdtvy, EOY 7R EAE - Ao E OBKREZEN L7z, firE7 L% Fig
2-13 1R T. Y 72T 1, 10,50, 100,200, 300GPa O 6 FEFEZ R E L, TIENMTZ21T -
7.

FEMTIZ K> TH ORI IBDOY o R E il - 2Lt O & OBAfR % Fig. 2-14, Table
2-3 1R, FEBRFEROME « AT S(19)A T > K, FiR5)A b T REBITHIET
Y, TOT T T7OMEXIL S(A19)A N7 > KA 9/0.035=257.14[kN/mm], Fi(25)& K7 > R
9/0.028=321.43[kKN/mm] T ~7=. ZDfE% Fig. 2-14 LT 52 LT SUNA FT > |,
Fi(25)A b7 > ROBRIFFHO LT DY > 7RI L HITHI 20GPa LEHTE 5.

Fig. 2-13 FE model of round bar compression analysis

1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

Slope of load / displacement
curve [kN/mm]

0 1 1 1 ]
0 100 200 300 400
Young's modulus [GPa]

Fig. 2-14 Relationship between Young's modulus of round bar and slope of load /

displacement curve
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Table 2-3 Relationship between Young's modulus of round bar and slope of load /

displacement curve

Young's modulus Slope of load / displacement curve
[GPa] [KN/mm]

1 41.07222

10 229.1823

50 678.4383

100 922.7928

200 1183.108

300 1256.085

2.3 BFEARIEHERRT

FH IR AEFEHLEANT Y ROETAORYMMERDT-D, A RT2 RORHMH
JEREREHT 24TV 2.2 THF B AL T- FEBRAE B & i3 5.

2.3.1 ARNTUROFHMETY T
FMRIARIARKZET Y 7 LT T VOLERTFINEICOWTRLAT 5.

(1) TP LOWFED/NT A —F Fok

Fo T SRREBD A N T v ROFRBERMTET VLT, EA T RET V] ERBL
T O)EAERRT DI2HT= 0, IXLOIC CAD TBIRZERRT 5. ZHICHiF TEFIE, A FT7
ROFLFEBROJE O IZED I TV D RROIBIEIC OV TE X S, Fig. 2-15 1R T L HICA b
Z v RO &z —8T 2 K DI xyz FEIEZFREL, A NT 2 REEEY O & 5 HF MO
L OHEEE R, FRPLOBEAZaLTDE, (Ry,0,0)% 10 5 MRHEDERE T 2 #HE 0 DR
0% AV TR- DD L HIcRKREND.

xo = Ry, cosO
Yo = Ry, sinf 2-1)

Zg = OR, tana
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F7o, BIEAAIR,EANT Y RE Yy TFpin b

1 pS
2nR,,

a=tan” 2-2)

LRI LN TED.

Z (strand axis)

Fig. 2-15 Spiral of the wire

(2) CAD IR DIER

UTOHNTHEA RT > REF /LD CAD JBIRZVERKT 5.
> (H)TRKDEXRZHANWAZLET, AT REYF LA NI FOHROFERIHAFHE
FROO HLL D38 2 WENE b AR D 1 0 A8 <
> ZOWERONERZE Y RISk U CIEREREIS, S Tl & U C SRR o [ & A
Ty FTh.
> AT o F UM EBHEMBRICI > TAAL —7 L, FFMO CAD IIRZ1EKRT 5.
PL_EO#EIT Dassault Systéms SolidWorks #E#40 3 Ykt CAD &5t 7 h 7 =7 SolidWorks
EHWTITo72. Bl ENDIEA T > RET /LD CAD RO —H % Fig. 2-16 12777
7B, EEOR LT v RIZFBRFELOBEMEIT /NS CTEEEEZ L TEB 0, EEOFRLR
WZIIIN A LPFR RIS DB AE L TNWD B Z HILDHD, 2O CAD {ERDOFIRIZIHB VT
IO EEFEETIC, BREZERL TV,

Fig. 2-16 CAD-data of the strand
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(3) Ay

FATRFFRICB O TUEA v v T DFH—BEBETQ)TIER LA h 7 > RD CAD IR D
BB 5 FIEAE O TW R, AR TIER T 5 E 7 /L Clduial &2 Ui L 7e Wik %
HANTWD., ZNEUIZHOW T 5.

(3)—=(1) Im¥h & U3 % Fik

BRASHNANERL S ND A BT RETAOIEHBZFHEIZT D2 LT, ART U RINTD
RHa AT RGN ATIORE L ART D22 ENTEDL R T D7), Ay
2 ZAERT D RIZ A b7 2 KD CAD IR Dl & Ul 3 2 FIER AT RICB O THN D
NTWiz. 31] a0l 2 2 & TIER SN2 ZN TN ORMOWIHEIZ 2 Wt A v ¥
ZETIIMERL, ZNE2ZNENOHFEHPORITIP>TOIEFET I ET 3 Wt A vy v anfE
%9 5. (Fig.2-17)

ZOFIETER S FEM £ 7 VIZRGR O X 5 125 EMEE A b7 > Rg5 i Bl
BRTEDL LN AV MRHDLNEDO—F Tl 2 I L 7= FfgoWrm, >F 0 [Tk
RSFEMD 2 WL A v v 2aZRMALT 3 RITA Y v 22T D720, FROTIRA ERM
TR 2B LW HRIEN D 5. (Fig. 2-18) ZD7=, FERFE ORI IEMICHR T T
BOLT, FREALOTINERL Y KELSBEL W DBENRH-T-. 2T, AT
ITIRER 2 BT L 72V B)-()DFIETA v 3 2 2B T 5.

Fig. 2-17 Strand CAD shape before and after cutting the end
(left : before, right : after)

the cross section
is an ellipse

Fig. 2-18 The cross section of a strand with the ends cut off and a mesh of one strand
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(3)—(i1) Wil Z Bl L 7Ze W Fik

TN EEEO S DITENA v v 2 2B T 2720, A N7 K CAD RO % 1)
WrE371, ZNENDOFEFOWHE D 2 Rt A v ¥ 2 ZER L, FMRFOBRIZH > ToIETZ
ETIWITA vy v a2 BT 5. 2T LY, FHRFOENTIH > THIW L 7= 2385 1 <k
72 7%,

ZOFEICZLS>TA NIV RETAVEERT DL, A NT 2 FimibidFm & e b
DS, FRAT OBRIT I E O — 5B & WA U 7= b CWr i oS40 (W ST AN 3R D & )
F5Z LT, ARNT Y REIGICEATICRDBAMEND L H12T 5.

(4) MEHMFIEDRR E

FATF TR L LCET Y 7 L, MBHRFPEEIY Table 2-4 O X 9 ICRE L7z, #
BHRFPEAEL Jiahg[15]5° Erdonmez[22] 5 D JEATHFFEICMLV Y, Utting & [28][29] DT - 72 R H>
LEFOLNIEE VTS, BHEOT IS T DI 01ZQR3)D L o IckEnD.

o=Y+C(g)" 2-3)

ZIT, IINOT A, YCn 13T A =2 THY ¥ =1500, SEACEIER L RE
LT n=1, C=200&ELT-.

F7-, BEICOWTTEEREEED - O~ AR — 1 U 72 HNTEY, EFEO 100 £7
DIEZHREL TV 5.

Table 2-4 Material property of the wire

Young’s modulus [GPa] 188
Poisson’s ratio 0.3
Density [ton/mm3] 8107

2.3.2 AN ROEGETY T

FRIAL AZ2ETY) 78T, AT Re—o20HEAE LTET Y 7 LIRS
T IVOVERRFNEIZ DWW CRELHT 5.

(1) CAD IR D1ER::

AT 2.3.1 OFFMIET /L & RO FIRTE 3% CAD IR Z 1T 5. 72721, ffigEtT
NDOEENE, TEEOR ST v REFRIROENEHRR BIO REEERELY bR LE
HUL R O CAD IR AERT 5. FLEMROIL (A~ 72 R - (RANEFRRR)) D
EEHRETH. OF0, ERESN D TOFEBRORENRINEEROTOMREBRD L O ITRE
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LTW5b. S(IDA T v ROLGAEDFEEOA N7 v NIFEK &S ET VDA T o Rl
[ O bl & Fig. 2-19 (2”3, £ L CERROFIEIC & » TER S DIk % Fig. 2-20 (2R
7.

/° 066 w204

(a) detailed strand model (b) simplified strand model
The center of the outermost layer wire is on
the outer circumference of the center wire.

Fig. 2-19 Cross-sectional shape of the (a) detailed strand and (b) simplified strand

Fig. 2-20 CAD-data of the simplified strand

(2) WD A v 2 2Bk

(D) THERL L=t D3RR L O ANE ERR O CAD ik 5 A L Tk L L=b &, WEh
Ze— 7l FREL R A UM L, EOWHAIC 2 RTT A v ¥ 2 2R 5. 1ERL &5 Wi o
2WILA v ¥ 2% Fig. 221 ITRT.

Fig. 2-21 2D mesh at the end of the simplified strand
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(3) 3RITA v = DIFERK

Q) TIERR LW d 2 IRIE A v 2% A T 2 RGNS - CTHER S 728 5%
ERCL, OIXFTZ & T 3 RILA Y v a2 Z2FT 5. KRN TIERT 27 VI8 mic
0.5mm §J L/ NCHIAZ/ER L TEBY, AMZ7 2 FE Y FIE 18mm 72D T

360
—<g X 0-5=10 (2-4)

X0, 100252 F T o FRITIH - THERS B2 S E A ZER LT .

(4) MEHMFIEDRR E

2 R Ty REERERY ADETNSD LV ) gL, BRI S TEFHICET L
TNEWIFRE AR > TR, ZNENDFROANTOY o FRIFIRESERD. Lo T
CORFWEEH A N T FCRERT A LERD 5.

KW CIERT BEF AT, Q) TIER LY 3 RIEA v L alck bV Uy REHRE 2 b
T RPLRIZIN > THER T A — LR L2 v ) o I TAFEEZHANT I ORI
ERIT L. ETAOY Y v FEER, - AERZNENOMEHREL Table 2-5 127
VU REZRIIIERFT MO RNT OV 7R, B — ABEHBEIZITE RO BT oY 7R
DEEFEL TS, BHEO RGO > 7 ROEHOHRMIT 24 (TR THRIET 5.

Z DFIEIL LS-DYNA P [CONSTRAINED _BEAM IN_SOLID] &\ % HIs4eth4
TW5.

Table 2-5 Material property of the simplified strand

Solid element Young’s modulus[GPa] 20
Poisson’s ratio 0.3
Density [ton/mm?3] 8x107
Beam element Young’s modulus[GPa] 125
Cross-sectional area[mm?] 5.7227
Second moment of area[mm®*] 2.6074
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2.3.3  fRMTSAE

AT CHEATHA T FOET L EIRROLEKK % Fig.2-22, #MA F 7 RET L
LG A ST RETAZNENOIIKE Fig. 2-23, % L CHNTHRLZ Table 2-6 (2~
FERESHIIHIHIIREEDO U A ¥ o — T OG0 y $hT R EATICARD LHICERELTHS.
£72, KEEHTIL S(IDA b T v RIZOWTDOIRIT- TN,

BERSMB L O ESMICHOWTHBHT 5. EloBE EEic oW CidmeE oS85
MAEE L, y, z FIOBEE x,y,z HROBHLRZ FH L7 KREET Fig. 2-24 IR T W E % x
KNz G 2, A7 RaE Lz, ZOMTc kv, 165 B2 FIKN]OE 23237032 T
WHEEDANT V RORFBENMEZRD, FOfEZE 0.5, 3,5, 9[kN]D 4 i 0 Z5%E L CTH
BT 2175 Z L2k, TNENOHRETOEMERD, A N7 RORFHORE -
EAL A2 PRI 5. IR THEITER TITERBICENTWAZIT 20T, H.Lo— 82
HE - AR HITHIR L, OO ST x FHoOBE L xyz FHORERZRRLZ. A T
Y RIZOWTEETENEN OB O R 2 WA U, Wi S DR 8iG 10) (y 85 )
W2 B BEATE(100[N]) & 5 2 7-.

£70, TOMOINTEAM: % Table 2-7 (TR T. Z Z THMOEEHETH ST LT (BT
WCHT 5. AT BRI ER O RVIAR B LT K 2R S LR T
BT, v~ AX—L AL —TOMEEHN TS, £F, v AX —LRDHERIIAL—T O
BRI L T DN E I DOHEEEIT I DT v v T2 TR L, AL —7 OHiIA
M~ AL —DEERITEDNTHE OBEREN X ¥ » 7RI I 5 &, #EiiLTnb L
HEEND. TDHE, vAX— AL —T OMIIHRDOHNE NSRBI E N BT L,
AL—THREY AL —HEENLEITH L@, T LT, BEAL—THANT v
v THBELL Blc~ A X —mEZEN SN D & 2 O SRITEY Bi, NTE T
WHEL 72 %, AMRHT CTILZ OB O E R 2 FMMZ L CEREIREOMIZER L TV 5.

compressive load

[

ad(100N)

tensile lo
¢ strand

Fig. 2-22 FE model of strand compression analysis

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



30

H2E ARNTUROETY S

(a) detailed

(b) simplified
Fig. 2-23 FE model of the strand( (a):detailed model (b):simplified model)

Table 2-6 Analysis scale of the strand compression analysis

Detailed nodes 655102
model elements 582007
Simplified nodes 542499
model elements 496336
F r
|
= ||
%
)
g
A
|
0 N . ,
0 0.0001 0.004 0.008

analysis time [s]

Fig. 2-24 Load curve given to the jig in the strand compression analysis

Table 2-7 Analysis conditions of the strand compression analysis

analysis software

LS-DYNA

element solid element
contact algorithm penalty method
analysis time [s] 0.01
friction factor 0.1

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



Ho2E ALNTUROETY S
31

2.3.4 FRATHRER

S(19) A k7 > ROFEMNTHER % Fig. 2-25 (T~ d. fETAEROLNLE, EHREHHLEZET
DOIREONE & RO RO 2 I L TE Y, JGEIZ 0.5kN O EZNITmE EDOE
frafEl LT D., 2L T22 THLALZGIBRME 100N O & & DO FEERFER A& TR
LTW5. ERFERIT—FBNO DY A 7 )V & FfEH A 7 NV ENENOAFRREO i 8 - 2507 il
MERLTND.

£, HHET LVOMPTFERICER T2 &, ERFEROODOI A 7 v, B A7 E
LoD T T 7 LB L THR UMETOEMNBRKE L 2o TnD. &I, JEMEMEZ M)
XU D BB EME T EE 0.5kN 25 3kN DO#iFH) COBNM N EBRFER L IR TRKEL 25T
BY, ZHUTHHMRE CORRHE OB N FZEO LD LV ET AV THELTWEZ &, £ L
THRUERFRIZI T 2 BB OB K2 BHEENET Y V7 OBRICEE SN TELTH
MBPTNRLTLL R TWEZERFELTWDLEEXLND. FHELMGKN LV RENK
T WVEIF) TR A Z VOEBRERD 7T 7 O E LR DO 7 T 7 O E 08EL 7
STWND. ZOZ ENBIEMEREN D> CTHRRR OBRM S E - 72 REETIIE T M OR|
PENREEDORA T v REFEMET LV TELS B> TNDHEFRD. EROYDDOH A 704
HENR—FHLRWDIL, FIODOTA 7 MIBWCUIERBEOBBENREL, FA TR
WIZZ U — AR+ - TRY, &EFA 7 TR R OMIPER /NS o T B
EZOID. T TRV —RAOEBEEE L TWeWeh—H Lholo EBEIND.

RIS ET VOMITFERITER T2, FFET M TEBEROMEIZELS 2o T
Wb, Lo, fiSET /B WT LT T VAR, EfMEEZNTIE U 5B TOLE
MRERFER L E_RTRESEL TS, EEL, 22 TERERORKIA 27 VDT T 7
WHEBT 5 &, INILS ETCWMEZT D ETRITMOEMBPETCTE LT, kN LED S
7 7 OEE I L 1FFEFE Lo T D FEBRTIKN £ TEMBAE L TV RN T2DIE,
KR CTITAMT DANIERAT T DB EZRTEY, A RNTF U RBE AT Y VA EZF-> T\
WEEEZEZOND. DEVRFHORMEIHSET NV EEBEDOANT U RIZHELL 25T
WHEERD.
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10 ¢
8
Z 6
ﬁ .
= final cycle (exp)
Sat first cycle (exp)
simplified model (FEM)
2
detailed model (FEM)
0 L

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 2-25 Comparison between analytical and experimental results

(solid line : experiment, dotted line : analysis)

2.4 BARIGISREER & ARAT

FO RS TIT O 2 b T Rodsm 5 iR OBEE & #5252 CRLE
T2, LT, AT NCENEEZTZEOMITHE R L OB & k217 5 .

2.4.1 R
(1) #HEBpxls

22 [AERIZ, SUNA FTF v RBIUFIQR5)A T2 R 2 flifEZ B4 &5

(2) HBRFIHE

A KT 2 ROWisi% Fig. 2-26 D X HICHGETIEOEET 5. &R0 ZIX 235mm T
b5, EO% 100kN A — 77 7 2 Uil Z SRR E A2 0T, A 7 2 ROET 5
FCMEEL G 2T, £, AT RIC7 U vy 7SAiEA% 100mm BFET 2 A
VAT, AT TEORREEZIB S FETHOEZRE L. 7 —Y R S13 100mm, #ER
X S(19) A R T2 RTORERA 10mm/min, Fi(25) A k7> K TORERA 20mm/min T
5. BT O FEEEORERIKDER T % Fig. 2-27, Fig. 2-28 (TR

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



F2E ALTUROETY T
33

strand alloy

g —

Fig. 2-26 Overview of the strand tensile test

1867897 -c=557394112345678901123456789&01224

SNt A -
A

Fig. 2-27 Appearance before the strand tensile test

Fig. 2-28 Appearance after the strand tensile test
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2.4.2 FERAER, B

S(19), FiR35)ENZENDA kT FOfEEN KA Fig. 2-29, Fig. 2-30 (2777, S(19)A
kN Z > R OREMIE L 7255N, Fi25) A b 7 > KOREW T BT 7461N THic i ch - 7-.

EBHHDOANT 2 R G 53R E SKN AT £ CIIfifiE & B0 BFRIXERAIC /> TRV,
SKN LA SIERE BB E 72> TRY, ZHUTA BT 2 REMHR L TV 5 ERS I
BEREZLTWAIEDEEZLND.

7T 7R BRI Sy DB RATE 1kN 25 3kN OFPHIZIER LT, iR & Ao
BN HE A N T v ROEHHEORNTOY o FREZEH L2 25, S(I9A T v RR
124.9[GPa], Fi(25)A K7 K25 146.8[GPal& 72 > 7. Fi(25)A b7 ¥ RDIZH Mgl d H,
DT TFRITREL, BEHIWEDRELoTnD. 2L Table 2-1 IR LXK H 1T
[ U BB D P55 FEER Y S(19)D 78.19%2%F L T Fi(25)1 79.45 % Tdh W < 72> T
W, £ 3 BHICHWT ¢ 7 — BB A DRI o TOCEMBRIF OB R <, Ffj
M DOEEEE S5 S A R T 0 RIZHARTRE BTNV ENRFELTNWD EEXDND.

8 -

7 L

6 L

5 L

Z 4

R

J 2+

1 L

0
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4
Displacement [mm]
Fig. 2-29 Result of tensile test (S(19))
8 -

7
6
5
Z 4
2 3
3 2
1
0

0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35
Distance[mm]

Fig. 2-30 Result of tensile test (Fi(25))
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2.4.3 fRATEE I L OEEGRE & o Lhg

KRB THONTZA N T ROWIH M DISEIZONT, A MT 2 ROET /WIZH|RAE
21 L X OMTRER L I L, 7 L OHIF REED 2 Y PRI DWW TIRGET 5. £ 72,
ZEDT=% Costello DEEFR[SIC L - TR E L BEGRE & OFE CTRodi 2. 2 OPGREILELR
ENEFNICEALT, 20T HERELTZEEDHODDHEVDORBINE—A L FDD
DENVOREZBN. D E T NERD, TNESELTA NI REEOHTRIC
BNTNDENEELS LW FEICES>TA N Y ROWiFmY o 7R RE2EH L TW5. £
7o, AL S(19)A T RIZHOWTDRIT- TIN5,

fEBTHE S, EBEE, HREENENCE > TRESTA N T2 Rl mo &osF oy
7 %% Table 2-8 IR 9. £7, FEBREPERMA LT 2 &+t WiERE - TEY, E
BRCFONTMEIETR ST T2 B DND. Ko TZ OERMEZ A TSRO Z 4%
IZOWTELRT S,

FERET UZOW T FERIER L HERT9.6%IFE/NSVMEE o572, ZTHUTFEBED X K
7 ¥ RIFEGERRRIZ B W CRIRIG I 30T L NFERE OB SR DT ons Z Ltk -
Ty, FLA NI FELED/NEL 2 DO0Ix L, T T /L TILRIRE ORI
DIFELTWD Z EITMA T, EFAEROBEB CHEBRR LR TFH LRV X 5 ICEBEDOF
WL BEBRE IRFEDPEPORPCREL Lo TN DD, FMPETHOLT noTz
TENEEL WD EEZLND.

fSET MOV TIE, EREEFHRME LY b REERPEGBOA TS, ZOFKE L
TS A N7 v FOBRIZAHNTWD E— A EREOWHEMBOERDOEENEZ bID.
E—AEFETIIA NI v FRICEDE TR A2 27mm O & LTERLTEY, Z0Hr
AR IE5.7mm?7273, REED A R T o FIIFEMRERY GOETHE I TEBY, EEREOIK
OWrmfEIE5.2mm2 CTH 5. ZOWIHEDZEIZ L > THHA M T > ROIZ 2 BENT DY
TRPREL polzt B2 LN,

Table 2-8 The axial Young's modulus of the strand obtained by each method [GPa]

analysis detailed model 112.7

simplified model 130.2
experiment 124.9
theoretical value 128.2
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3.1 #E

KETIE, DHOMBHSEZ #8272 0D 124T - 7287 [ EME R OB & #6525
L7otk, EORERESF 2 TER L7 DR OS5 18 EREREAT OBEEL & 5 RIZ DWW TR
. Fiz, EBEOUA Y —7OFERICEBWClT M OS5 BRMEIL, £ ORI A K
TV R0, DEOET BRI T A Y u — T OEF RO ITIEE A EEEL ey
DT, REIZBWTHEITRIORER & fRITIFT> T O TRFMOREOAIZER LT 5.

3.2 #FEAMmIEHEER
3.2.1 HREBEAR
(1) Bzt

BRI T 2 /DL 8 XS(19) U A ¥ it — 7 DHER TdH 5. 8XS(19) TV A ¥ r—7F
HBANZY REIFENWTRET S Z L TRRELZAFL TS, DFY, —FEA LT R
BEMATON, A RT U RRRBVIAALETIRDES L#EHH LT .

(2)  HRBEE, FIE

RN X % Fig. 3-1 12, WBROEET % Fig. 3-2 17T, RBREBITIFE 2 EOA TR
JEHaBR CHERA LD L RO LDEAWS. 72720, KR TIZB b 0 264 e
M IXB R B 2 20T TRV IRRE TR T IANCEME L, i & BN oBfREFHIIT 5. Zh
IEBEOT L _—F o —7 O HRIIZEOTHBIREMEDOKETIEA T v RI2hh
STEY, DEICIZFIEMENRRKEZ S EDD> TN EEZLNLHTZDTHD.

JEHEff BT IEAEDME A 0.5kN & L, o RMFE T 2kN, 3kN, 4kN, 4.5kN, SkKN O 5380 &
L7z, 72720, BKRAFTED 4.5kN OFRERIL 2018 4F 11 A 13 HIZE L, oMo IL
20194 12 H 24 HIZFEM L TV 5.

actuator

L load
load cell
jie 0

g

Fig. 3-1 Overview of the core compression test
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load

Fig. 3-2 Experimental equipment

3.2.2 ERAEE

0.5kN 75 4.5kN OB & BRI U723 Bk D&Y A 7 VO E - BB O HER %
Fig. 3-3 12737, £9, A M7 FEHFREMRBROMR L FRFEOERE LT, 41714
REND T L ICETFMEMPRLITEML TS Z AR TE S, UG AT E
EROIELZTDZETOMICLAZATHWEZZ U —2ARLESN TWo7mZ Lic kb
bLOEBEXLND. Fio, ATV RORBR L FERIZ, A 7 VBRI Z D1ZETA 7 VI
TOEMDET/NEL 720, HRAIZIK LTS, T LTA NIV RORERE B 255K &
L CORIIERRF I 27 Y AR XU A RS Z LR TE 5. ZHUTLMA
T e E I L2 bl EZLND.

WIZ, B A 7 )V OWFE IR LTZRBED TN N0 EBRICB T S E « Bhihifz
Fig. 3-4 [Z/RT. ZNERD &, RMEN 4.5kN ORERO Ml ORERAE R L 0 b AR
7T T OMEE DA > TEY, KMED 4.5kN ORBRUSO TR TORER CAMIFD
EMOMBEETIZTFLLR->TND T ENMHERTE D, ZIUTRAMED 4.5kN ORER &
FOMOREBRBRROMIC 1| EEWHIBNH 727280, D E TN T\ 7 U — ZADE N
722 LT, BRAE 4.5KN OFRBRLS TIDHINEE O BRI 238 2 MIMEDS T3> Tk
EEZLND.
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Load [kN]

N

Load [kN]

w

'S

o

[\

HI3E DMoOETI T

0 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16 0.2

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 3-3 Result of radial direction compression test of wire core

tested on
2019/12/24

tested on
* 2018/11/13

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 3-4 Comparison of all results of the final cycle
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3.3 FEAMRITHEREN
3.3.1 DfoET Y 7

(1) DR

ERIFEHEINTHWDAIYAS Y —7TlE, ATV RELMNCEREFITHEICA T v
R2VDHIZ RV VAZL, Fig. 3-5 TRT X I ITDHOIZIRIZEFIZZIL L TWD . ZORIRE
fBIZE > TA M7 v REDHOBEMERIIRE 2D, A M7 FELMBBENIZS <72
Da—TRBRIICL K DR H L. ZORRO LT T V%, Dz BRI &5
fiEFTIC L0 ELL7-.

Fig. 3-5 Cross section of the rope. The core section is star-shaped

(2) Ay 7

E7 Sﬁéﬁé:mﬁ@%//:{”ﬁﬁ}z IOWTHHAT 2. LlZEWRSELZ L TARNT
Y NI TP EVIAAVTEIGIR ZER T 575, ZOBRIZOHO R v 2aZ2b bl
AR T v RHODBITTR - THEIERIZR 2 KO IERT 52 LT, A M7 REICEWVIAT
DAy amPEFT O &2 D OEICSEATICA vy T LT b D ERA N T

LRSI » TIBFEIRIC A v > o 7 LT b D& T EH Fig. 3-6 12T, 2 2 TOLAD A
vaﬁ4x_owT,%ﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ@k%é@@%?é:k’Eﬁﬁé DDA > > =
MFERDENHANTHT 556, BWEMIT 217 > TCBRICE RSO ER O BVIALN
RELFEELTLEIZDTHD.
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The mesh is parallel to the axis of the core

The mesh is parallel to the central axis of the strand

Fig. 3-6 Core mesh before thermal expansion

(3) Lo DFEIRVERK AR AT

O ZBWRESES 2L TA T U FIZRWVIAATEIERZHHT 5. T E7 /v % Fig.
3-7 1T

PRGEHIZOWTIE, A b T v RiZefiazsm2amR L, Dol Eofia a2 se2h
W, ORI z FE@ETE)OARME L, DO ICOARBETH X 9 L.
52 DIREOLEME, o2 st U CHIIEE 300K % 5 %, 0.01s OfEHTIRER O
HCHIBICIREE ER S8, BRKEAIC 306K 12725 K 9 ICRRE Lo, MIERMREUT 1 3 EL
TW5., ZOfTHRONET = A=Y a7 7 A AOT TEBEOME L WK E T
LT A v S = AT TR 5.

£T7o, OO S % Table 3-1 (277

Fig. 3-7 The FE model of the thermal expansion analysis

Table 3-1 Analysis conditions of the thermal expansion analysis

analysis software HyperWorks RADIOSS
element solid element
contact algorithm penalty method
analysis time [s] 0.01

friction factor 0.1
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(4) FARZACHE O LT T

BARARATIC L 0 IR L SH 720 DE TV % Fig. 3-8 IR T. EBEOU A vu—T7L
FICEIICANT » FREICODHNEVIAAUTZIBIRICEL L TWD Z ERERTE 5. 22

TR D IIZDTE T /SO W TS IRBIZIHNE L TR T =2 Ohz i L, KfETIc
5.

Fig. 3-8 Core model after thermal expansion

(5) kR

DR MR E LCET Y 7 L, Table3-2 O K 5 I EMSE 23R E L=, AHFFET
IXEMERFOF B A ETILIE L BBT A2 Z LA BN E Lo TR LTEBY, b
AT U ANZDOWTIEFB L TV, BEE K7 Y I OWCIEdkKE (3 5Thi] [38]1%
ZEIZL, Y I RIZONWTIE 32 THLNIZERFEROEMES A 7 VOBRAIED 7T 7 %
HEICRELTWD. BRIRED 77 7 OFEEZFIH L7cD1E, AR TERATREOIZ 5
MEMEETE R IR TH Y, BELICWFEREKTOY U 72 L0 EfECRD D15
ThbH. AENTEITAMED 2~3kN OFIPHICER LTV 7R EFE L.

Table 3-2 Material property of the core

Young’s modulus [MPa] 300
Poisson’s ratio 04
Density [ton/mm?] 2X10%6
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3.3.2  fREMTSAE

AIEHT AT 2 08 DET L IR EORKX % Fig. 3-9, fHTHIELZ Table 3-3 IZ/-7.
JERERIATHIRIE D T A ¥ o — 7 Ofi 7m0 y 5 EEATICR D X ICREL THD.
AIRHTCTIXA b7 > ROfEHT & 8720, BRI TOHNIEY > 7R NS TRENER
THBENDRNST=OT, IREROET Y o 70T 2 OR/NRBICE E®, §HE
B O E M > T b,

BERFMEB LW ESRMFICOWTHAT S, EloEE Emiz oW CiEm SR o fis %
MAEEE L, y, z FROBENE xy,z ﬁﬁ@lﬁliﬁ’i’ﬁﬂﬁi L 72 IRHEC Fig. 3-10 [Z/R T M E % x
Hchz, Oz EM Lz, ZOMITIC LY, 18R Bl FIKN]OMER 20> T b &
E DD RES ML 2 KD, F@1%0524mm®3 VD ZRRE L BRI 21T 9
ZLICKY, ZRNTENOMETOEMNEZRD, A T RORSFHEOME « 2507 th#k 2 T
T35, IRETHIZERTITRBREBICEWV T DT 20T, Fubo—S &l - [is s 1
L, ZOMORIEx FROBEE x,y,z 7R ORI L.

core

compressive load

L

Fig. 3-9 FE model of core compression analysis

Load [kN]

0 \0,0001 0.004 0.008
analysis time [s]

Fig. 3-10 Load curve given to the jig in the core compression analysis
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Table 3-3 Analysis scale of the core compression analysis

nodes 482941
elements 274480

Table 3-4 Analysis conditions of the strand compression analysis

analysis software LS-DYNA
element solid element
contact algorithm penalty method
analysis time [s] 0.01
friction factor 0.1

3.3.3  fRATHRER

FEMNTRE R 2 Fig. 3-11 \Z 7. fETREROZENLE, 1R FmOZEM A2 L TEY, 15E
(2 0.5kN OffE & N T7z & EOEMNERHEL LTS, £ LT 3.2 TH LI D e SR
DEMEFA T VOFRER b EDLETRLTND.

ZhvE R D ERATRE R OIFE 5 D3RGS IR & L~ ClRl UJEM i B CORF MM /N E <
o TS, ZHUE 331 TR LD ICHRMERED 7 T 7O E 2 VW Ty VRERE L
TNDHZ LI DHBLEZLND. ARIED T T 70DIETHTNDN, BT 25 i EK
(BF M E 2~3kN OFF)DERMRED 7 F 7 LIMHE REL 72> TEY, ZO#PEA TOHM
PERERPRETETNDLEFRD.

= @ analysis

Load [kN]

N

experiment

0 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16 0.2
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 3-11 Comparison between analytical and experimental results
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4.1 #E

ARECE, F2E - EIETHERLIEA NG VR, DHOEFTAAMAE DTS L TY
AY e —T2EKOET Y T EAT O BIFM, W5 LOMIMET DT 22 % G
T 5T, FNENDHANEZ T D ER & AT OFE R & ik 5.

4.2 FEFEEMEGER

43 TER T DU A Y —T7 DT VO LVEMTRIZINL > T, UA Yo —7BJ50EHNE
HBRA1T .

4.2.1 BN

(1) Bt

AR T L R_R—Z U A Y u—7 XSzl L +5. v—7£0F 10mm T
b5

(2) A

RREEE O % Fig. 4-1 12, FEEORBROMT % Fig. 4-2 177, A b7 v REAER
B & FIRRIZ B R B % B 2 TRBE TR IANCATE 2 23T, i & B OBRZFHIT 5. 72
ZL, ARRBRTIX Y A ¥ u—7I2 5 2 5 5 RATE N EEROME AR IUIE HE D 72012 1~4kN
EIEWICRERMEELE D7D, BV EDLTOTIERLS, Az AA A MIOREF & |
FBHZ L THIEMEZ 52 TC05. BIEMEORE SICHLTETRELLZ L—V A —
TCHIE, FAEL WD, ROHIlouIRBREE O +RICHEE L T\ 5.

REICIE e — 78O 10mm (26D T lmm OFERSWTND. JREOHE % Fig. 4-3
VRS, ML SS400 ThH . v —7 BT H 5 2 DVFTICRE S TWD v — 71 D/d(v
—T7 Oy FHERE D —TERLEDI)N 16 DLOEFEHLTND.
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hoist ﬁ
wire rope

| | actuator
crane
scale = load
load cell
tensile force

jig yJ]_\ —>

jig

tensile force

5

fixed

Fig. 4-1 Overview of strand compression test
el
X
) i — y

175
172.5

P

Fig. 4-3 The jig used in wire rope compression test
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(3)  HBAFIA

FP, FAAPCTE—THMES& LF5Z LIk AvYu—7IC8EMELZ 52 5.
518 EI 1kN, 2kN, 3kN, 4kN @ 4 180 TRERZ1T 5. £ L C, SR 4 v T BN
L0 VA Yu—TRGEEMEWEEZAMN L, WEEEMOBREZFHIT 5. BAXE Lo
(2 0.5kN OJEMEMEZMZ 7o & X2 UL 525, LM B — [ O FZ8R The/s 0.5kN, ek
4KN O sin J#Z(H.0r 2.25kN, #EIE 1.75kN) T 1 ¥ 27 /L 100 B0 TEE 15 A 7 Laifge Tl
5.

4.2.2 FERAEE

FIHEM E DY 1kN, 2kN, 3kN,4kN D & DU A ¥ o — 7 H MO - AR 2 ZhZ i
JIg\z Fig. 4-4, Fig. 4-5, Fig. 4-6, Fig. 4-7\Z~7. EOBEMEIZBWTHY A 7 V% &
RNDH T —T ORFEEMPRA ML TWD Z ERAHRTE S, ZIUIRF L
MEVIRLZITHZ LT, VA Yr—7ONHORENEE D LRSCHERICE LT
L7 V= ANRRBHINIZZ LICLEELEZILND. £ LT, ATV RRLMOERS
[ EAERBR O & [RIERIC, VA Z VBB Z D1FEVA 7 VB TOBMNOZET/NEL 720,
WAAPER LT D, Ffht A 7 BT 245 IR E COME - Al z E/zb D x
Fig. 4-8 IT/"d. ZHxid L, MiGmOGIREMENRKEWVIELE, UK LRETOME -
BB O E TR > TVD Z EDRMHERTE D, DEVFIRMENKE W ER T
DORIERRKE S IeoTWD. ZHUTAR SN DR ENRTITRDNEE, VA1 P —7
DHEEY, BREOREIN LV /NS 2D ERFELTWDLEEZXLND.

Fio, E - BALHBUIIEREE L E AT Y VA ZFFOZ ERERTE D, ZHIULA KT
Y RFORBOERTIEIALNT, LHORBRIZEBNCTHRCTETR/RETHD. SIRMEN
IkN ODREDFAE A 7 ND 7T 7 &, 32 DFEBRTHIOLMOME « ZAah# O &1 7
NDT T 7 HERTEHLDMNFig49 THDH., Zxkide, VA Yva—7 LRl amIc
A COTAEE CHEEAM LERWT 20 A 7 Va5 272 &, TNENOME - 227 #h#j
I WVEEN 2 RS Z LR TE D, 2F D, VA Y u—7 2R EITEM L 7R o
BOFEPIFEFIIRESEND LWV ZENREZXLND.
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Load [kN]

N

O 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 0.05 01 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-4 Result of radial direction compression test of wire rope (tensile load : 1kN)

Load [kN]
w

O 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-5 Result of radial direction compression test of wire rope (tensile load : 2kN)

45 r

w
o

Load [kN]

O 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-6 Result of radial direction compression test of wire rope (tensile load : 3kN)
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HAE TIAYu—T0ET) T

w

Load [kN]

N

0 L L L L L ]
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-7 Result of radial direction compression test of wire rope (tensile load : 4kN)

5 -
4 -
é 3 ——rope(1kN)
- ———rope(2kN)
82
4 ——rope(3kN)
1 —— rope(4kN)
0 1 1 1 J
0 0.05 0.15 0.2

Displace?hlent [mm]

Fig. 4-8 Load distance curve of the wire rope at the last cycle

4 L
| | 3 r
2
o
g2 —rope(1kN)
A —
. core
0 | | | |
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-9 Comparison between the load distance curve of the wire rope and the core
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4.3 FEAFRIEHEMERT

4.3.1 ANTUROFHWETY T

FRTA_XRTEHBLLLTIA Y —TFHMET VDA T ROERFNEIZ OV TRL T
5.

(1) HBRHPOLOWBFED /T A —F Fogs

TA¥vr—71F 1.1 TR LEXLIICHEREZRY EDOETHRINLTWD A N T R,
ELITOE R DICROEND Z L THERESN TS, 2%V, VA Y u—7ORMRT EHIR
fEriEZ LT 5. /NBF[26], Stanova[20][21], Elata[27], Hardy[30]5 DIEE L= FiEE b &
(2, SFHVEEE L 7= B0 " EIREE O FERE OB O FNRIZ DWW T 2.

(1D-(G) AT RFLOWBFED /ST A —H KR
Z U2 — T A D IEEZ DT O TND A R T 2 ROFULEEAHE < BREEIC S
WTEZD., T 231 THHLEZA N T2 RET Y T ORBRFLOWRFED /XT A —
ZERIZBNT, AT v FRLiElZ v — 7 Hubf, FE A T NIZEREILE S
TEHEINLELFETH .
£ o TFig.4-10 ® L D1 —7 Ul & zgilh 8 — 895 L O IR AR E L, =v—7"h
D EEY OB DA RNT Y RHLEDHBEER, ATV RPLOBIEAZal T2 &,
(Rs,0,0) % 3 2 WRKE DRI X z80)E © OREEAOZ W TE- DD X HickRInb.
Xo = Rscos0
Vo = Rgsinf 4-1)
zy = ORstana
£/, BIEMAaIR, &0 —TE Y Fp D

@-2)

LRTZLNTED.
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Z (rope axis)

the center of the strand

J

pOint(xcnyo ,ZO)

Fig. 4-10 Spiral of the strand

(D-1) e — VERER E A T RNERO v — 7 VIS R O BAFR

FRO 70— SVEREE RO DIZHT20, TR b T 2 R & ORI 727 BAR
EEZD. EZTETITFig 4-11 IR T LI A NT o RNERD 1 — T VIR R xg, Vs, Zs 5
WMAT D, ZOEERITIA NT » RHLEFEE L, 28l F A BT 2 RHULOHE < 8 hE
ORI E —FTDEIICHETH. 2F 0, zdilixA b7 > RROMBREORERR-< 7 v
E—H LTS, ZLTx oL, (D-()TRE LN =00 & X | TxdliH 7 m—
PSOVIERE R — BT D X O ICRET D, T2 ExMllE A N T 2 RHULREED VAR~
RV DR kb, y Bl FERRFE DL 2 ML DT MLk —Ed 5. KETIEZ 2
TRESNIZANT » FNEO 1 — I )VERSR & 7 v — VR &L OBR 2 5+ 5.

Z (rope axis)

core
strand axis)

Fig. 4-11 Local coordinate system inside the strand

FTNE, AT RHPLEEOHSEAY Fv, FIERAST RV, JEERY PLrEhER
ZRODIZHTZY, WHEDIIRsZ KD D, lEsiZ0E /T A —2|2L->T
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o dx, z dy, z dz, z
Sw)—ﬁxkza)+(aa)*(aa>d9
0 (4-3)
= f V (=RsinB)? + (Rscos60)? + (Rstana)?de
0
® do R
=f RS == 6
o cosa cosa
Lkoobng.

WIZA N T > RHMEHE EDONLERY R vZE1(0) = (X, V0, 20) &< &, BN Z b
VT(6) (z 85 Ta) I
dr dr df
"O =4~ a

cosa (4-4)

N

= (—Rgsinb, Rycosb, R tana) -

= (—sinfcosa, cosOcosa, sina)

LXRDBND.
Z U CTHALEERANRY RLN(O) (x O~ 7 R )L
ar dr doe
O] e
ds do
cosa 4-5)

ds
(—cosOcosa, —sinfcosa, 0) - 7
S

= . cosa
|| (—cosOcosa, —sinfcosa, 0) - R
S

= (—cos6, —sin#, 0)
BN HEIERRR T FIVB(0) (Y Bl D~ h L)k
B(@)=TxN

= (sinfsina, —cosOsina, cosa)

(4-6)

LRdDbND.
UbRDONTEAEZMNDZ LT, AT RNEO e — B )VEIER (X6, Vs, 25) & 7 01—

FIVIERE SR (x, y, 2) & DRRIZE-TYD X 51278 5.

X Xo cosf —sinfsina —sinfcosa
<y>= Yo |+ x5| sin@ |+ ys| cosOsina |+ z5| cosOcosa

z Zo 0 cosa sina
R.cosO . . . 4-7)
s cosf —sinfsina —sinfcosa\ [Xs
= ( Rgsin > + (sine cosBsina  cosfcosa )(Ys)
ORtana 0 cosa sina Zs
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(1)-(11) FERRH OO EELE
Fig. 4-12 |27 9 X 912, FRROFLLE IX(D-(G) TRRE L7z a — W NVEEADH TA h 7

v RS OREEER, &, A T2 RHPLE D ORERAGIZ L > TE-8)D L H ICFKHTX
%.

J—_

[l ——_

- Ry
H

! s

\

\

Fig. 4-12 Center position of wire

xs = Ry,cos¢
Vs = Ry, sing (4-8)
z;=0
T Z (D)-(11) TR O TR G-DITRAT D 2 & T, B L OBEEFEN4-9)D K 51T
IR TE B,

y R;sinf + R, (sinfcos¢ + cosOsingsina)
z ORstana — R,,sin¢cosa

<x) (Rscose + R, (cos@cos¢p — sin@sin¢sina))
= @-9)

(D-(v) 6&PDBEEfR

ARIETIEO & p 2 i 7= T BIR N2 EH T 5.

ESALOANT v RO—HIZERT 5. (Fig. 4-13)Z DA 7> KR —7il, +732bb
ZEHE D ZAOTZ T EEE L TWA & T 5. £z, A MT 2 RRNERTIE, BB A NT 2 KL
fih, 322 HzlE 0 IZAPTITEHEL TWDH ETH. 2D E X, A FT U FEBIUEROIZ
MEDRERAX ZF Uizt D3 Fig. 4-14 TH 5.
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z(rope axis)

center of the strand

Fig. 4-13 Focus on a part of the strand

AL
AL
% f
|Z§6%}23 |ZS¢”]&V
(a) strand spiral (b) wire spiral

Fig. 4-14 Exploded view of the (a)strand spiral and (b)wire spiral
ZDLE, A LT 2 ROBIEABIZME-2)XDak FkE, R,E AT RE v Fpnbd

-1 pS
Btan 7R, (4-10)
LRES.
Z Z T Fig. 4-14(a)» &
cosa
Fig. 4-14(b)7)> &
AL = |Ad|R, tanf (4-12)

ThHrOT, Z0 2 KLVAO|E Al E DRENTITLL T D X 9 72 BHRXD NE 925 2 &35y
N5,

R
Ap| = ——|Ab 4-1
1A%] thanﬁcosal | @-13)
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PR OGE, ANT U ROBRY HFaEa—708R0 FRiiithbr It aBET D
L, A8 L ADEDERIILLTO XL S ICRT Z &N TED.
R
Ry tanficosa

Ap = — (4-14)

KD, =00 L XA T RETENTONE UL, (EEDOOIZX L TR F 0
DEENEZRDD Z ENTE D,

(2) CAD TBHRDIERS, A v vV

EA KT RET VD CAD RIRIERD & EFEE, LTORNLTYA Y r—DA T~
RET /LD CAD JEIRZ1ERK T 5.

> (HTRDEXEZANVDLZ LT, B—TEyF, AT REYF, A FT v RO,

SRR OE W S AT P08 D E R O H 2 E <
> Z OO A Y iR U CEER IS, Sa g i & U CHERETE O M A A

Ty FT D,

> AT o F UM EMRHEMBRICIE > TAAL—7 L, &F MO CAD IIRZ1ERT 5.
PLEO#EEIX 3 kot CAD #%5F Y 7 b7 =7 SolidWorks & W TITo 7=, 1B SN D U A ¥
0 — &7 /L0 CAD JEIRD—HFl % Fig. 4-15 IZ-7.

7%, Z O CAD B DO FIEIZ B W CTEIEBEORFRIITE LT TWD LB 2 b AT
RIS I OB ABRE L TR,

Ao ZZONTIE, 23.1B3)DEA b7 v FETFIAEROER L RIS, ZZTESN
72 CAD JEIROFERWiH &2 £ T1EA v 7 L, TNEZENENOHRBF ORI > T
FTZELETIWITA v 2 ZERT 5.

Fig. 4-15 CAD-data of the wire rope
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4.3.2 ANTUROESETV T

AZAFTU RO 1 RIIFRIT R TEZHBEL, BOVDO 7 KOA M7 Rid@EFEE LT
FFYTTE, UAYa—TEHEETADA NT 2 RESOIER FIAICOWTEBT 5.

(1) WD A > > 2 fERR

BEA M7 v RETLVOME ST AAERQR.3.12.32) & RIS, TLERORE (AT R
R - (FANEHEMR) O s L TREL, ks L THEBREMAESETA N7 KO CAD
WAk E ETIIERTS. £ LT, 20 CAD IROIEESZ v — 7 il |2 T e 72 Vi CHIlr L,
TE WIS SET VB DO A v ¥ 2 ZERT 5.

(2) 3RICA v > 2 DYERK
()THERR LW o> 2 IRGE A » v 2% A b T 2 REFRICIR > TG S w7223 S HiA %
ERRL, DIXFTZET 3 WA v ¥ a BT 5. KN CIERLT 2 &7 /VIH5 712
0.5mm 3 F L= NCHiIRAZ/ER L TH Y, A R 7 FE Yy Fi 18mm, 2 —7 £ F/% 65mm
7RDT,

360

— X (DS = 10° 4-15

LU, AT FHROISH L TL10°T D, B—F 0%t L C.77°FHEEE X F 7R 5, &
rZ 2 RRODERICT - THEI S 2B L T <.

4.3.3  RATSRM:

KT HERT 2V A e —7DET NV EIREDORRK % Fig. 4-16, VA ¥ o —7 DAl
ETTINEMBET NENENDINE Fig. 4-17, fRHTHIAR%Z Table 4-1 (2773, JFEAZ I 4]
HERRED T A ¥ 0o — 7 OEh G025 y #5717 L FATICR D L HICREL TH D, 421281 T
IA Y a—7 OGO OO ZIEIEVEZ IS Z &R TE 0T, AiFHT
TR OB M JERMGREAT & [FARIS, A Y —7 OFEMICE > THENER T 5BE
MIED oD T, IBEOET V713V A Yo =T a0 R/NRICE &9, FHEA
ff DAL 2 (X > TN D, E L TLRD A v v =ld, &<IZA T 2 ROBERY Tl < 7
BENTWAD, ZHUE3.3.1 Tilk372 9 12O O B IEMRHT D BRI L0 & SE55 D12l
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BDRA YV aA RERREORE ST IULERD 272D Th 5. £iz, TOMOREYT
Mt % Table 4-2 (27”7,

BREMB LORESEHFICOWTHIAT L. Mo E EEiz oW i R0 Hi f %
MlAEEE L, y, z FOBEIE x,y,z ﬁﬁ@@iﬁ%?@ﬁi L 72 IRHE C Fig. 4-18 |Z/R T M EH % x
Gz Gz, Oz ER L7z, 2O LY, inE I FIKN]ORED )1 -> TN D &
E DO N % KD, F®1%0524mm®3 D ZRRE L CHEBEIRIT 217 5
ZEIZKY, ENENOMETOEMNERD, A T2 RORFGHOME « 27 dh# %2 Tl
T 5. IRETHIZER TIIRBRBICENV WD T 20T, Fubo—S &l - [is s 31
R L, ZOMORITx FOBEIE xy,z FROEREZZRER L7z,

rope

compressive load (2pitch)

jig

tensile load (1kN) ’

Fig. 4-16 FE model of wire-rope compression analysis

(a) detailed model (b) simplified model
Fig. 4-17 FE model of the wire rope( (a):detailed model (b):simplified model)

Table 4-1 Analysis scale of the wire rope compression analysis

Detailed model nodes 2681898

elements 1952000
Simplified nodes 2527886
model elements 1745948
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Load [kN]

0

0 '\0‘()()()1 0.004 0.008
analysis time [s]

Fig. 4-18 Load curve given to the jig in the wire rope compression analysis

Table 4-2 Analysis conditions of the wire rope compression analysis

analysis software LS-DYNA
element solid element
contact algorithm penalty method
analysis time [s] 0.01
friction factor 0.1

4.3.4  FRHTHRE R

FENTRE R % Fig. 4-19 1T T, METREROZNE, 1R EmOZEM A2 LTEY, 15E
(2 0.5kN OffE & NT 72 & EDOEMEREYEL LD, £ LT42 THLNTETY A Y —7
B AERGRBRO AL A 7 VOFER L ADETRL TN D,

7, EMET VOMITRERICER T 5 &, A NT U REETOMPTREREF T X I,
FEREICH SN TREREMNEL TS, ZHITERB OB OFEIC & 0 FEfRE 233
BROBDO LY TN T W SR DARELEZ OGNS, 7272, fE 2kN LD K VW§EipH
WZOWTIEFERFERE 77 7DHEENE L RoTEBY, BHFMOMIMEDZ Y MHITH D &
E25.

ZHUCK LTRSS E T A DIE O IXEREIC AT VR E > TnD. A RT RO
BT OMIPED 2.3 T/RLIE L D ICHEBRME L EVME L 72> TH Y, £ b7 2 Rk
LLTETFTI U ENTVADTHEMET LD L) ICERN TN TERNRELELD L
WOBIRNEZ Bt Bz bn5.
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e— eXperiment
—m— simplified model

detailed model

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
Displacement [mm]

Fig. 4-19 Comparison between analytical and experimental results of wire rope compression

4.4 EhA[F5|REAER

SRR 2 1 TR DILTE U A v 8 — 7 O 115 SRR OBESE & 5 42> T
9 5.

4. 4.1 BN

(1)  ABrxts
AR TIT 42 FRICZ L R_R—FZH T A Y —7 §XS(1N R G LT 5.

(2)  HBRTFIAE

U A ¥ u— 7 Ol s E L7 RIET 100kN 515RRBSIC B L, BIRmEZ MY
RLAMTSD. ZOBROMOoEEB Lo —7EoE 23+ 5. JIEMREIZ
0.24~4.80kN DHFIPHT 20 A Z Lk L ChiTF 5. 1 YA 7 vl OFIL 60 B Th
%. o —7 DN OWTIEBIAEOBFEAY 100mm @ 2 fi O S0 k%, MOE&#
JALTEIL TV 2. B =T RICOVTIISMERIE S —= 2 TM-3000) % /il L Tt
AL 7.
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4. 4.2 FERAE R

HlRA B 2 A L72RF D m — 7 OO OHER % Fig. 420 (2, v —7 &0k % Fig. 4-21
WRT. Fn, MORABREORMRE Fig. 4-22 1217

Fig. 4-20 225, B —7 O NIY A 7 VEZERD Z L ITR2IZHEINL TWD 2 & DR
T&E5. VAT NVEPEZ DT EYA 7 VB TOMOOEMEIT/NE Lo TED, 20
AZNVHTKLDDOb-7=. ZLTa—7RICOVTHHNE FERICT A 7 V&0 K
T LR T AR AZ R LTEY, A 7 VEPEZHIFEEML 2o T Z &0 ERR
TE5. £z, =7 OO L FRERIZHAIFEKRICH Y, HEPRE LD LM REL
BRHEMRICH D Z LR TE S.

UL EOFERITIES 240 B BRI AR T 5 2 & T, FMUEB IR N T v R, Li7s
ELDOMOEINHEE D Z & T, AR LIZEEZEZOND.

£72, Fig 420 x Ao L U A Yo —7 3G M OGEMAEICG L Th e A7 U S A% FFD
ZENHERTE D, ZHICOWTIIREMMEOBEBEOZE, BLOGEMEICEL > Tr—7)
i E DB DRI A R OREI MDY, LR O b AT U & ZOWEE R RIZBROFER
CHEB L LERIND.

Load [kN]
o [l N w EN (8] (o]

0.5 2 25

o

1 . 1.5
Elongation [mm]

Fig. 4-20 Relationship between tension load and elongation

Load [kN]

10.34 10.38 10.42 10.46 10.5 10.54
Diameter [mm]

Fig. 4-21 Relationship between tension load and rope diameter
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1.80 r

1.40

1.00 r

0.60

0.20

diameter reduction rate [%]

020 ¢ 01

02 0.3
elongation rate [%]

Fig. 4-22 Relation between elongation rate and diameter reduction rate

4.4.3  FRATHRE B I K OVERGRAE & o LRk

KA THONTZT A T r—T DT RDISEIONT, VA ¥r—7DET /VITHkE
WEE G 277 & X OMITHER L L, TF L OEH AEED 4PV CRREET 5. £
7=, BEDT=% Costello DHEFH[SIIC L - TR E 2 HHM b A8 TR T 5.

EBTHE S, EBEE, HREENENC L > TRESTT A Yo —FEl o LosFov
v 7% Table4-3 |\ R . £7, FEBE HEREZ T 5. PERE & T 8% /S
& 72> T D, EBRTIIfTE - BALHRDIERIBIE 2 R o7, BET D HEKICEK > T
B2 DY 7 RNEH S, ARBR T 0.24~4.80kN O#iPH CRFAf L TV 5. Fig.4-20 D7
T 7RIS, TORKMMELZ LV RELTHLEHINL Vo 7RIIREL 20, BEHE
IEDS EBEZ LS.

WIZFEMIE T L OFERIZOWTHER T 5. Hamil, ERE L EXTNSWEL 22> TR,
ZHIEA R T RTOBLERERIC, FREAOKMNBEREO e —FIVHFEL TV L, £
L CTHME BRI HRFED PR RRRRE N OERPHORT < o T2 L2 LD
WELEZOND.

fSET VBT NS Ro TS, ZHEMHA NZ» FOR T VEWEZIZY Y ¥
REZDOMBHEFEDERP K INTEY, EEOME LIS TN ERIN TV
T, liSHA RN T R =T RICER LT o 2 ENRK EBE X D,

Table 4-3 The axial Young's modulus of the wire rope obtained by each method [GPa]

analysis detailed model 50.9
simplified model 41.4

experiment 55

theoretical value 60.48
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5.1 #E

ARETIE, FAFETHERLIZVA Y —T0OFEMET L, fHELET LZNEIZONT
—TIEEMT BT EAT Y. =T ICEBE NI TEBOmMET VO R T 5 2 &
T, HITFERICHTDET L OEEB O LA RS 5.

5.2 fMETIL

KIEHT OFENTET V% Fig. 5-1, VA Y = — 7 OFMET VL 5T T LV ORIR % Fig. 5-2,
FENTHIRL A Table 5-1 12 RT. UAY¥Ye—F2 v FNHLs—70 ESEETY 7 LT
W5, HIHNRREED v — T TR & z AL, x #lE S — T I B R D KD (TR
A5 E Lis, & U CBEROF AT Y — 7 THAICALE LT\ % 1 — 7 Wi o Hol s —
HLTWA.

AT CET VT LIy —7 1394 Ya—7ohFor L X %% 3 DA —71/a—
TR)DEM P bR L <725 40 L7225 K 91T, B 400mm O —T L LTWD. ETY
v 7 LTy —7 O % Fig. 5-3 1277

wire rope

tensile load (1kN (2pitch)

sheave

forced
displacement

Fig. 5-1 FE model of wire-rope bending analysis

4

(a) detailed model (b) simplified model
Fig.5-2 FE model of the wire rope( (a):detailed model (b):simplified model)
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Table 5-1 Analysis scale of the wire rope bending analysis

Detailed model nodes 2463132

elements 1886432
Simplified nodes 2078422
model elements 1680380

Fig. 5-3 Cross section of the sheave

5.3 TS

BMEHRFEITSE 2 &, 3 &, B4 EONFESE X T Table 52 DXL D IZHEL TV 5.
o, T RORREMTH D EBEELT, MEMEEAREL TV 5.
WITEERGAME, MEFMFICOWTHAT S, v— 7132 %E xz FEICHEL T\ 5.
A —130MOFLEE EORIZ x FROBEIOWEKEZ 52, —7 OiENL T
WEIIZLTWD. Fo, M 2mm FREICE 002 8RR L, z (= — 7 fil)/E
D DR AR L7z, Z OWRRE T e — 7 Eug QW O O IKN DS EMEZ 5 2 T\ 5.
W ER ORIARSG I B LTIk, EBRO o — 7 ORI B W T h il A2 #hATe Z & TIZ
ONBRNE I ITWET HHR3H 5 Z L E2SBIILTWD. IBll 5 2 55 RmEIZ e —7
i & & HICE < JHPTERE & WIS ER L, Oz FACBIEMEEZ 52528 T, v—7
o Cr—72RdhiF 6Ty, SIRMENSFICmAICEEIZMEH< Lo LTna. BLEo
L olcn—AIChEMEEL 52 RBET, v —T7 R o —FHIC LRSS LIS, yill
RN 2 525 2L T, n—7FRNy—TREMT LN ETHEZFHRL TV 5.
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Table 5-2 Material property of the wire rope bending analysis

Young’s modulus[GPa] 188
wire
) Poisson’s ratio 0.3
(detailed strand)
Density [ton/mm?3] 8x107
Young’s modulus[GPa] 20
solid
Poisson’s ratio 0.3
element
simplified Density [ton/mm?3] 8x107
strand Young’s modulus[GPa] 125
beam )
Cross-sectional arealmm?] 5.7227
element

Second moment of area[mm®*] 2.6074

Young’s modulus [MPa] 300

core Poisson’s ratio 0.4
Density [ton/mm3] 2 X106

Young’s modulus [GPa] 200

sheave Poisson’s ratio 0.3
Density [ton/mm3] 8107

5.4 fEATHER

5.4.1 EEfET L

UAYu—THMET V& — 7R THFE > 7oRIBICOW T, BRSO D551
JEIRRMOBARIED AL L, ZHUCOVTOBREEAT) .

(1) BISRISTI, RGNS

— 7 TE JER Sy DOWTE A(Fig. 5-4) CTO 1 — ZWrE O z J7a)i /] 2 > % —[X % Fig. 5-5 (25
T ZoWmIZB W Tz il e —7HFRE &% L THWHOT, TOarFZ—XIixUA ¥
0 —7 R =TI o T B AL BRICRERRUICE < SRS ), EMEGIER L TNWD Z &
(272%. £, UFTRHENZROA b7 2 REWiE A TOMETXAI LT Fig. 5-5 (7
IO 6@F TOFEFEDITS.

V=TMD 3 ERKDART RO, @, &ML THRMEET D&, I —T RN ERMIG
77, DHHANC BIIRIS IR RAET DA BHER TE 5. Iy —7 Ik CTHliFshTn s
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A N7 2 FONIDERME, SMABEIRIZ/Z > TEBY, VA Y —7 RN —7 12> Tl o
NTNWDZEIZLDINTARE LD XD ENTEDL, ARTURE, Db —7I2ih» T
BT DAL TV DIMUID BT ERE RBIRIGTINAEL D LW A Z R LTV 5.

—H T =T L RINALET HA R T > RO, ®, © TIZihiF OsMUDHFR TIEe <,
ART U ROPLERTROREZEIRISANEL TS, ZHUTA T RHLERIT
—HWFEDTIRE L TV DDIZHR L, TDIENOFRT — Ed etz LTl 0, —HIRE

DIFH D _EHIBHEICH AR TREOR INELS 25720, n—7BaRmELE ST ZEEICA
W END BRGNP OFAIERTRELSRDZLICL DM EBZ 2 LS.

DFEY, =TZEVIIO A ~ T REE O SRS 3T — 712k > Tr — 7 h3
FondZ EICRRTDIENDAMICR>TEY, V=T LR TS ANT v RTCiEr—
T < GIEMEIZER T 2G0TI TNDH EEZHND.

Flo, KR CTA R T FOD Y —7 & RHUO AN FRFRITAE L TV D 5IRIE 1
250MPa fJE L 72> TV DED, EEOZ L R—FHU A Yu—7TELDIFIESDL e
ITWVRERNELNTEBY, ZOFETFTNLDOZEENH L —ODRILE S 2 5.

A

Fig. 5-4 Cross section A
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Z2-stress
6.000e+02 [MPa]
5.200e+02 :I
4.400e+02 _
3.600e+02 _
2.800e+02
2.000e+02
1.200e+02
4.000e+01
-4.000e+01
1.200e+02
-2.000e+02 |

Fig.5-5 Contour diagram of z-direction stress (tensile stress) at z=0 (cross section A)

(2) I —F¥ RIS

FEWVTHWIE D I — B RIS OWTELET L. I —BRAIRT > —T T Ol A
WX Ty =TI E TV D v — 7 Ol O Wi B(Fig. 5-0)lI W T bR 5. Wr
mA, BEZNENTOI—BRIST) 2 ¥ —X% Fig. 5-7, Fig. 5-8 |\Z7.

£, Fig. 5-7 & Fig. 5-5 2 & —TTHRHEDOWIE TO I —EB RN 105 L 2
TSI DR E D3 DO BB ENREAR —E L TS, 20 L EHRRITENTH
HISNEBBLEZFERETHFRORS VDX THL EEZEZLND. 2712 L, v —7 LHE#K
DEEMERYICEBT D I —FB RGO TIE, RUALED z Fas O fE L v 6 K&
Lo TRY, =7 & OEMMNPEROIGTREBIZE 2 5 BIIBE S REREST
HHZENFAD.

%\ C Fig. 5-8 & Fig. 5-7 24 5. o —7 LEfL CWDH A T v RIZIERT 5. Fig.
5-7 OWIE A WZRBIT Dy —7 Ll L TV bH A R T2 RO, @, @I~ T, Fig. 5-8 OWiHE
BIZBITA2v—T7LEMLTWDEIARNT U RO, @, DIFH N, —7 LML T\ DHH
FUETTWD I =B RSP LNICKREL R TVD. ZHUTEREOV A Fr—7IC
BOWTHHEINTWIHERTH D, BXTEWHHDOITI e —7 L o — TR OBEME )
MRELBRDBRICERT LD EBEZOND. 2FV, UL YR —T RN —TI2H->T
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WY DER, =T IES TGO S D WEHE L@l Lk o TE o9 SARRRISR S
FHC Y — TR & DEMIEN 2R b RIS ZTLHE0H T EMN

=RAD.

Fig. 5-6 Cross section A and B

Effective Stress (v-m)
8.000e+02 [MPa]
7.200e+02
6.400e+02 _|
5.600e+02 _
4.800e+02 _
4.000e+02 _|
3.200e+02
2.400e+02 _
1.600e+02
8.000e+01
0.000e+00 _|

Fig. 5-7 Contour diagram of the von-mises stress at cross section A
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Fig. 5-8 Contour diagram of the von-mises stress at cross section B
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Fig. 5-9 Contour diagram of z-direction stress (tensile stress) of the simplified model at cross

section A

(a) simplified model (b) detailed model
Fig.5-10 Comparison of analysis results between (a)simplified model and (b)detailed model
(strand @)
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(a) simplified model (b) detailed model

Fig. 5-11 Comparison of analysis results between (a)simplified model and (b)detailed model
(strand Q)

| N -‘_,ﬂ‘ )
(a) simplified model (b) detailed model

Fig. 5-12 Comparison of analysis results between (a)simplified model and (b)detailed model
(strand @)
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(2) fRHTHER] O 5EHE

ST TV, ST T NAZNENOARMATIZ D> T-FEEIE Table 5-3 D LB THD.
EHELH2 AT THEEZIT> TS, ZOZ LML ET AV TIIFRANNBB LT 34

L2 > TERY, FEAMOEENH SN TNDLEWNI ZLENRFRD.

FHRAMBED LEZERE LTIES, T ANOEMANE-T-Z L8R TF 55, b
EHEFMTET BV TIE—2D A F T ¥ NIZDE FMRFE L OBAEFTIX 36 22 Fid > 7.
ZLTAMT VU RIFE8ADDI-OAE36 x8=288E -T2/, HHET/LTIL 1 DDA
N7V REBREGH 7 KOANT U FEEFHAE LTET Y 7 L7722 & T36 x 7 = 252
AT OG22 T2 ENTETND. ZHIC K 0 EEfl TORBIMNRAE L 220§t
B OIS 72 A 5 7.

FT, HiRENH T2 & LHAEAMBIC O RN S TNDH EF XD, Table5-1 IZR LT
LG ET NV TIEFEHET LI DRTHAENB L Z 16%BA L TEY, il
DETNOHBERED LTS,

Table 5-3 Analysis time (number of CPU’s = 20)

Detailed model 115 hours 28 minutes

Simplified model 38 hours 12 minutes

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB






75

6.1 #&im

AW TIE, TLR_R—=F AU A ¥ —7 8XS(19)2— SO\, FHE AN DI G 5 i
WMREEZHRETL2ZEZENEL, ATV R, O, VA Ye—T7OIEICET Y 7 L%
UMEER AT o T2, Eio, FElET VORYMER L EbE UTo7. T LTEBEDOYA Y
n—7 DR EZE LT, =7 IR > CTHIT 2T 2170, FEE T LV S ET VR
MR 2 B O G BRIGIIZ DN Tl L 7.

ZEUVEICOWTUE, T T AV ITRIENRABIC 31T 5 B E ORI O, £ L CHRMRE L
MNFNRT WVEETHPEREREOr —7 L0 RVMHN R S5 Z LR gnote. liGET L
TR LY RAPEREEOr—7 L0 /NS S EHRINDE TR M OB]5RIZES L CTRIEDN
S RBH T ENHER I N,

SRR TIRIT 21T - T2 k6 R, SEMET A Clky— 712> THiF o5 Z i k 2
DFBRIS OS5 HHTHZ LN TE DL Z LRSI, @HET VO NTIEET
WA X IZBIRAMORMIVER NS K RO BEEZ T D3 L5 b DDOHFMIZAELT 55
BRI OMEXMEITFERE T L VR AL Z &N TE, HHHEAMIN 3 5D 1 IZET
R S 7.

6.2 SHEDNDEE
6.2.1 AT RFORLYIME

ARFFETIE, FHATIRICBWTET Y U 7 OBRICKBTE TV STZA R T ROR
TitEZ, TR O SFREE A FET D B A EE LR GO R AFBET S Y U v R
WHREH ) TSGR EEZ D2 L THELEZ. LL, TO—JTRLYREIED
HEA TS TIERL, BHEEZRBRL Y —7 12> CHMIT LR &5 2 12 & ICHEHT
TN EEBOEBEVRHER SN, S OROEER EDTD, ZOA T RORT Y MIED
EREFEMEET 20ERD .

6.2.2 XKL TA VYo —TFT VOIERK

AR TYERR S NIl ST X, FRT X TEHH LIFEMET L & TR AR
NEBLXF3IHZD 1 Loz, ZOfESETNVE EICAATLZZLET, LhEVWe—T7F
TNDIRBTRFRRICR D LB X2 bND. BUEDET LVORIIT2E Y FTHLN, ¥ —7IZ
b2 %2 20 27 T3 M TITH) 2N TEX D, Lo TAUEIZEVWeE—TET )L

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



76

WCOWTOM LT aREE B DI, SHITHEICA v at A XML LEET LY
METHZET, V-7 EEAICEAICRDELIRELBITE 20 TERNNE THEEIN
L. 2K, =T ta—T7 L O OBEMITET) DA DO REBGERITICL D D0t Z &
HLAfEL 2%, v—T L u—TWMOEMITE L, v—THEEOFERFROUOESTHY,
DM EMITIC L V15D Z LIEGHEEBRROMAIZORN L EEZADND.

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



B

ARWFFEIL, FEHDR - R EERETIORREERO T80 b LT b DT
T RBFRIIXFAERD D 3 AERICIE > CTRABHEEIC/e 0 F Lin. 7R
Wz 5 DRVFAIS, BFETEHIOWTTEICIMEZ L TWIEEE £ L. FELS O
[ CH BRI D Z LI OV THHICHEZ L TLZ&Y, LDEVEHLTHET.
ZOMRETIREAED T TIEMBMEE/RD Z ENTETARYICE -T2 TT.

W AP ST R 72 EDOBFIZHENT, ADEBEZIRARR LTINS A7 BT DN TH
eI W2 X, Mt aED 5 9 X TIHEFICHMRICR D E L. HOnE > T80 E
L.

T3 B R 2 A 7 B 2 A AR B IFSEAT DI BRERIC b, IR B 3 4 [H] F2BREx
DT Z L TWe2E, BILLWHE A OFERICZHIIWEIEEE L. BanFERge
ITBIETDHEEWNAEAGEEZTZENMTENDH Y, TOTEWNC RGN 72N TH
DMREHTINE LT

BRSO BRITIIM R EED DO > TO TS 2N WEh, &
fEDA 2= NZBIMEF T R Z 5T T 772 E HEBRIC B TOEER & fight &
BESECWEEEE L. Zo2BBOA ¥ = THLNTZRBPIIHEEZED D 5 2
TIHEFIIBZBIZRDELE., HOBREHITSNELE. A X —2HIGHEIL TV TV
PRI S & THR Lo 72T

JSOL BRI, ABFSECHEM LA BREFRIEMYTY 7 b =7 LS-DYNA Z42fik L
TWelEE, BT AL b STV EE Lz, o FRERICIE, Z O
DETHDIA Y —TH5TT IMERIC BN T 120 2EDy, B O8RS\ T
RN ICHIE LT 28 WE Le, EER#WZ L ET.

BRI SRR IERAO Y A Y u—7F, 2 TV REREL TR
T, THRFOMREFR T CWEEEELE., VA va— 7RG I o6k 1 2 EH
R ENTE, MECHE FEZ LV IESEBT A Z N TEE L. £/, SRR
DT —Z LML TCWEEEEZE L. OB ESTINE L.

F72, FHOFEE, BIIERCR LT —~Z o7 KA ISAZIIU O & LIEFFERE DERE
WL BMFRCARY E L2, BEADOBNF TRELMEEAETEZEDLZENTEEL
7o, HSICHTH 20 3FEFOMRELEIETHEALZ L ZIEN L TNE LN E BnET.

MBIELIRRE THAE XX T E S o FHBRITEH L, U EA#fE SE Tt
ESr



78

2% Xk

[1] FFEEEFERS, FRERT L — 7 — R i A s 3,
http://www.mlit.go.jp/common/000188107.pdf, 2012.

[2] SRS EEGRAR S, RN = LN — 2 — R A,
http://www.mlit.go.jp/common/001058725.pdf, 2014.

[8] sk at. VA v —o— 7 O
http://www.tokyorope.co.jp/product/wirerope/outline.html.

[4] Federico H Hruska. Radial forces in wire ropes. Wire and wire products, Vol.27,No.5 pp.459-
463. 1952.

[5] FH Hruska. Tangential forces in wire ropes. Wire and wire products, Vol.28, No.5, pp.455-460.
1953.

[6] A.E.H.Love. A treatise on the mathematical theory of elasticity. Dover Publications Inc. ,
1944

[71 RH Knapp. Derivation of a new stiffness matrix for helically armoured cables considering
tension and torsion. International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering, Vol. 14,
No. 4, pp.515—529, 1979.

[8] G.A. Costello. Theory of Wire Rope. Mechanical Engineering Series. Springer New
York, 1997

[91 Mohammed Raoof and Ivana Kraincanic. Analysis of large diameter steel ropes. Journal of
engineering mechanics, Vol. 121, No. 6, pp. 667-675, 1995.

[10] S Nabijou and RE Hobbs. Fatigue of wire ropes bent over small sheaves. International
Journal of Fatigue, Vol. 16, No. 7, pp.453—460, 1994.

[11] IR, WERE .S M T A2 5 U A ¥ u— 7 OEEHE) O & T IWRC 6
Fi (29) O34, £ Vol. 44, No. 503, pp. 1086-1091, 1995.

[12] Marco Giglio and Andrea Manes. Bending fatigue tests on a metallic wire rope for aircraft
rescue hoists. Engineering Failure Analysis, Vol. 10, No. 2, pp.223—235, 2003.

[13] M Giglio and A Manes. Life prediction of a wire rope subjected to axial and bending loads.
Engineering Failure Analysis, Vol. 12, No.4, pp.549—568, 2005.

[14] M Roshan Fekr, G McClure, and M Farzaneh. Application of adina to stress analysis of an
optical ground wire. Computers & structures, Vol. 72, No. 1, pp. 301-316, 1999.

[15] WG Jiang, MS Yao, and JM Walton. A concise finite element model for simple straight wire
rope strand. International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, Vol. 41, No. 2, pp. 143-161, 1999.

[16] WG Jiang, JL Henshall, and JM Walton. A concise finite element model for three-layered
straight wire rope strand. International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, Vol. 42, No. 1, pp. 63—

86, 2000.

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



79

[17] Wen-Guang Jiang. A concise finite element model for pure bending analysis of simple wire
strand. International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, Vol. 54, No. 1, pp. 6973, 2012.

[18] Gordana M Kastratovi'c and Nenad D Vidanovi'c. Some aspects of 3D finite element modeling
of independent wire rope core. FME Transactions, Vol. 39, No. 1, pp.37-40, 2011.

[19] e x RFEZ, SRR, @iGEEE, SFABLZ, &I—F FEHTFIEICESS U A T
— 7O G Fm . B AT SRS A B, Vol. 71, No. 707, pp. 1003-1008,
2005.

[20] E Stanova, G Fedorko, M Fabian, and S Kmet. Computer modelling of wire strands and ropes
part I: Theory and computer implementation. Advances in engineering software, Vol. 42, No. 6,
pp- 305-315, 2011.

[21] E Stanova, G Fedorko, M Fabian, and S Kmet. Computer modelling of wire strands and ropes
part II: Finite element-based applications. Advances in Engineering Software, Vol. 42, No. 6,
pp- 322-331, 2011.

[22] Cengiz Erdonmez and C Erdem Imrak. A finite element model for independent wire rope core
with double helical geometry subjected to axial loads. Sadhana, Vol. 36, No. 6, pp. 995-1008,
2011.

[23] Dagang Wang, Dekun Zhang, Songquan Wang, and Shirong Ge. Finite element analysis of
hoisting rope and fretting wear evolution and fatigue life estimation of steel wires. Engineering
Failure Analysis, Vol. 27, pp. 173-193, 2013.

[24] H ABAKE, NG R, BEERIR, © L_N— 2 RACKELHI T U A v o — 7 O IR
G RERE & Frdnatl. B AR 7250 U8 A i, Vol. 79, No. 801, pp. 672-681, 2013.

[25] V Fontanari, MBenedetti, and BD Monelli. Elasto-plastic behavior of a warrington-seale rope:
Experimental analysis and finite element modeling. Engineering Structures, Vol. 82, pp. 113—
120, 2015.

[26] /NEFAE. U A ¥ o — T ORG BATER B LR HAIS B RRCEE, Vol. 3,No. 4,
pp- 387424, 1993.

[27] D Elata, R Eshkenazy, and MP Weiss. The mechanical behavior of a wire rope with an
independent wire rope core. International Journal of Solids and Structures, Vol. 41, No. 5, pp.
1157-1172, 2004.

[28] WS Utting and N Jones. The response of wire rope strands to axial tensile loads—part I.
experimental results and theoretical predictions. International journal of mechanical sciences,
Vol. 29, No. 9, pp. 605-619, 1987.

[29] WS Utting and N Jones. The response of wire rope strands to axial tensile loads—part IL.
comparison of experimental results and theoretical predictions. International journal of
mechanical sciences, Vol. 29, No. 9, pp. 621-636, 1987.

[30] Manuel Munoz Hardy. Geometric transformation for double helical wire rods. PhD thesis,

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB



80

University of Hawaii, 2004.

[31] FH fE&fd, “= L _X—=Z U A ¥ u — R ITGHEE A T = X LRI AT 7oA TR R LR
B, BORR S Ll TR, &5, 2015.

[32] H+H& 316, L _R—ZH U A Y ua—FDX kT NIZET DT 11 F R Off
W17, UK Lo L ft, 23655, 2017.

[33] Kot 1#E. A EEMEID 15 pp59-64. 2009

[34] “U A ¥ —7 No.20”, HLaUHIHH, 2013.

[35] 771l Ze = f AR A WF e BTk BIAFZE ) INIOSHI-SRR-NO.44(2014),
https://www.jniosh.go.jp/publication/doc/srt/SRR-No44-1-
1.pdf#tsearch=%27%E3%83%AF%E3%82%A4%E3%83%A4%E3%83%AD%E3%83%BC%
E3%83%97+%E7%96%B2%E5%8A %B4%E8%A9%A 6%E9%A8%93%27

[36] ZRH A, AfRil X, M &=, FEE Ak, HE EW, HIEN 7 — 7 L ORIRE Ok
FetE DR & R DWW T, ARG S FINGEEERLE C-1 70, pp.667-670,
2011.

[37] #6FF K, AT 2 —, Roger Q. HAIGHT, «“77 £ BFH S - Bk v T —n—F 05|
BRI L O REMA”, LRI, No.728, pp.67-77, 2003.

[38] RIBZA =, HEIE, (EAHME, HEIEE. M (3 5ThR) . BRUEMK IR,
1987.

2020 FEEEEFR L A RT v FAFREZ BB LU A ¥ o — 7 O Sk OB


https://www.jniosh.go.jp/publication/doc/srr/SRR-No44-1-1.pdf#search=%27%E3%83%AF%E3%82%A4%E3%83%A4%E3%83%AD%E3%83%BC%E3%83%97+%E7%96%B2%E5%8A%B4%E8%A9%A6%E9%A8%93%27
https://www.jniosh.go.jp/publication/doc/srr/SRR-No44-1-1.pdf#search=%27%E3%83%AF%E3%82%A4%E3%83%A4%E3%83%AD%E3%83%BC%E3%83%97+%E7%96%B2%E5%8A%B4%E8%A9%A6%E9%A8%93%27
https://www.jniosh.go.jp/publication/doc/srr/SRR-No44-1-1.pdf#search=%27%E3%83%AF%E3%82%A4%E3%83%A4%E3%83%AD%E3%83%BC%E3%83%97+%E7%96%B2%E5%8A%B4%E8%A9%A6%E9%A8%93%27

