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Seismic energy dissipation performance of anti-buckling
bracing and component composition parameters analysis
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Abstract: Through the finite element method, the finite element models of three kinds of buckling-restrained
brace components: cross-shaped square steel tube support, cross-shaped circular steel tube support, and
circular steel tube support are established. The hysteretic performance of buckling-restrained braces under
cyclic loading is analyzed, and the influence of component parameters on the mechanical performance
of three kinds of buckling-restrained braces is further analyzed. The results show that the three types of
buckling restrained braces have good hysteretic energy dissipation performance, and the cross-shaped square
steel tube brace has the best hysteretic energy dissipation performance. The influence of the restraint stiffness
ratio of the buckling-restrained brace on the mechanical properties of the three types of buckling-restrained
braces is consistent. With the increase of the restraint ratio, the buckling-restrained brace reaches full-section
yield. The increase of the width-thickness ratio of the inner core element will cause the yield lag of the
buckling-restrained brace, while the lower width-thickness ratio of the inner core element will cause excessive
stress concentration. Therefore, it is suggested that the width-thickness ratio of the inner core element should
be between 5 and 10. The initial imperfection and connection stiffness of buckling-restrained braces have
little effect on the bearing capacity of buckling-restrained braces.
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1. Introduction

A large number of steel-concrete arch bridges have been constructed both domestically and
internationally [1]. However, inevitable accidents pose significant safety hazards to bridges,
with seismic damage being particularly severe. By incorporating energy dissipation and seismic
isolation structures, the bridges can effectively dissipate seismic energy and achieve a seismic
reduction effect. The use of anti-buckling supports, which involve filling concrete behind the
outer steel tube or directly encasing it with concrete, effectively enhances the seismic resistance
of bridges [2].

A large number of studies have been conducted on the performance of flexural restraint
supports. Usami et al. attempted to enhance the seismic performance of arch bridges by
applying flexural restraint supports as energy dissipation dampers and numerically studied the
effectiveness of Buckling-Restrained Braces (BRBs) in protecting structures against strong
earthquakes [3]. Early research on flexural restraint supports was concentrated in Japan,
where various forms of flexural restraint supports were developed, including concealed steel
plates, external jacket restraint units, and interposed restraint units. Yoshino et al. conducted
hysteresis tests on concealed steel plate shear walls [4]. Wakabayashi et al. performed a series
of experimental studies on steel plate supports sandwiched between precast reinforced concrete
panels, comparing the performance and hysteretic energy dissipation properties of different non-
adhesive materials [5]. Kimura et al., Fujimoto et al., and Tada et al. conducted experimental
studies on flexural restraint supports with rectangular steel tubes filled with mortar [6–8]. Iwata
et al. compared four different types of flexural restraint supports with various cross-sections
in Japan through experimental testing [9]. In the late 1990s, research and application of
flexural restraint supports and their structural systems began to receive attention in the United
States [10–13]. Kim et al. studied the energy dissipation capacity and seismic response of steel
structures equipped with buckling-restrained braces (BRBs) and proposed a simple design
method to achieve a desired displacement target [14]. Wang et al. evaluated the collapse
capacity and failure mode of a skewed bridge retrofitted with flexural restraint supports (BRBs)
at column flexural locations [15]. Jiang et al. used refined finite element models to assess the
contact forces between core and external confinement components and studied the performance
of flexural restraint supports [16]. Furthermore, the influence of the strength and stiffness
of external confinement components, core length, and other geometric parameters on the
performance of BRBs has been investigated. Abedini et al. employed nonlinear time history
analysis to examine the performance of flexural restraint support structures under seismic
excitation and conducted optimization design research [17]. Hoveidae et al. investigated the
effect of repeated earthquakes on the performance of steel buckling-restrained brace frames [18].
Castaldo et al. studied the effectiveness of flexural restraint supports in seismic retrofitting of
reinforced concrete (RC) buildings with masonry infill [19].

Different structural forms of buckling-restrained braces (BRBs) exhibit variations in
energy dissipation capability and seismic response. In response to practical engineering
needs, numerous studies have proposed novel types of BRB structures. Eatherton et al. [20]
developed and experimentally validated a self-centering buckling-restrained brace, which
employs a restoring mechanism using concentric tubes kept aligned with pre-tensioned shape
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memory alloy rods and serves as an energy-dissipating seismic brace. Rahnavard et al. [21]
introduced a precise modeling approach and provided a simple model for BRBs. They used the
ABAQUS finite element program to model two full-scale BRB experimental specimens. After
comparing the results of nonlinear dynamic analysis with those of the experimental specimens,
they confirmed the effectiveness of these models. Iwata et al. [22] studied buckling-restrained
braces that can provide stable hysteresis behavior even under high strain conditions and
proposed a type of BRB with a higher cumulative plastic strain energy ratio. Naghavi et al. [23]
conducted a numerical study on buckling-restrained brace frames (BRBFs) and compared
them with concentrically braced frame (CBF) models. They found significant advantages in
energy dissipation and ductility of the BRBF model compared to an equivalent CBF model,
and the seismic response modification coefficient of the BRBF model also exhibited a larger
value. Avci-Karatas et al. [24] carried out a numerical study on the hysteretic performance of
BRBs with different core materials and different end connections. Obviously, anti-buckling
supports with excellent energy absorption performance can effectively reduce the cost of the
structure over its lifetime [25].

This study focuses on buckling-restrained braces (BRBs) and establishes finite element
models for both traditional and new types of BRBs. Three categories of BRBs are simulated
to analyze their load-bearing performance under cyclic loading. The hysteresis behavior
of the BRBs under repeated loading is examined, followed by an analysis of the influence
of different component parameters on their load-bearing performance. Finally, the seismic
energy dissipation performance of the three types of BRBs is evaluated, and reasonable design
suggestions for buckling-restrained braces are proposed.

2. Buckling-restrained brace seismic analysis model

2.1. Buckling-restrained brace structure

The study in this paper focuses on three types of anti-buckling supports with different
cross-sections, as shown in Figure 1. In Type A, the core material is cruciform steel, and the
constraint component is square steel tube filled with concrete, as shown in Figure 1(a). In
Type B, the core material is cruciform steel, and the constraint component is circular steel tube
filled with concrete, as shown in Figure 1(b). Type C represents a new type of anti-buckling
support structure, as shown in Figure 1(c). The core material is a circular steel tube, and the
constraint component is also a circular steel tube.

Fig. 1. Form of anti-buckling support Section: (a) A, (b) B, (c) C
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2.2. Model establishment

Three finite element models of buckling-restrained braces were established using the finite
element software ANSYS, as shown in Figure 2. The inner core elements all use the SOLID45
element, the outer concrete confinement for Section A and Section B uses the SOLID651
element, the steel tube uses the SHELL181 element, and the outer steel tube for Section C uses
the SOLID45 element. All model target faces and contact surfaces use the TARGE170 and
CONTA173 elements. Inner core element size of A, B and C section is 74×16 mm, 94×12 mm
and 118 × 6 mm respectively. External confinement size is 150 × 150 × 6 mm, 170 × 6 mm
and 140 × 9 mm respectively. The A, B and C sections are respectively indicated as (a), (b)
and (c) in Figure 2. Component length is 5000 mm, initial defect is 0.1%, clearance is 2 mm.

Fig. 2. Finite element model, Section: (a) A, (b) B, (c) C

2.3. Material configuration

This article employs the classic bilinear kinematic hardening model to simulate the consti-
tutive relationship of the steel material. It uses the stress-strain hysteresis curve recommended
by the code to simulate the constitutive relationship of concrete. The constitutive curve steel is
shown in Figure 3(a).The constitutive curve of concrete is shown in Figure 3(b).

Fig. 3. Constitutive curve: (a) Steel, (b) Concrete

An analysis of the hysteresis performance of the three types of buckling-restrained braces
mentioned above was conducted. The inner core elements are made of Q235 steel, while the
outer confinement elements are made of C30 concrete and Q345 steel, the strength of C30
concrete is 30 MPa. The selected material parameters are listed in Table 1.
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Table 1. Parameters of materials related to anti-buckling supports

Material Elastic modulus
E (GPa)

Peak compressive
stress f (MPa)

Peak compressive
strain ε

Poisson’s
ratio

Q235 steel
206

235
\ 0.3

Q345 steel 345

C30 concrete 30 30 0.002 0.3

3. Analysis of hysteresis behavior of buckling-restrained
braces

3.1. Load conditions

To further clarify the hysteresis behavior of the three types of buckling-restrained braces,
a displacement-controlled loading system with increasing deformation amplitudes was adopted.
The deformation amplitudes correspond to 1 to 10 times, 12 times, and 15 times the tensile
yield deformation of the inner core component during the restrained yield segment. Each cycle
was repeated three times (Figure 4). The horizontal coordinate n represents the number of
cycles; The ordinate m represents the multiple of the tensile yield deformation value.

Fig. 4. Loading history

3.2. Hysteresis performance analysis

The axial hysteretic curve of the anti-buckling brace was extracted to study its anti-seismic
energy absorption effect, which are presented in Figure 5. Wherein (a), (b), and (c) respectively
represent the axial hysteretic curves of the three types of anti-buckling braces, A, B and C.
It can be seen from the figure that the axial hysteresis curves of the three types of bracing
are stable and full, indicating good energy dissipation capacity. Although lateral deformation
occurs in the inner core bracing, the confinement provided by the outer casing restricts its lateral
deformation, allowing the inner core bracing to only develop into higher-order buckling modes.



582 W. ZHANG, L. LV, X. LI, X. OUYANG, Z. FU

Fig. 5. Hysteresis curve, Section: (a) A, (b) B, (c) C

The comparison of the load-displacement hysteresis curves for the three types of buckling-
restrained braces at the same displacement amplitude is shown in Figure 6. From the figure, it
can be observed that the complete hysteresis loops of the three types of braces with the same
displacement amplitude overlap significantly, with only minor differences during the unloading
process after reaching the amplitude. From the numerical analysis results, it can be concluded
that all three types of buckling-restrained braces exhibit good hysteresis energy dissipation
performance.

Fig. 6. Load displacement curve comparison
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4. Analysis of factors influencing component composition

4.1. Constraint stiffness

The constraint stiffness is a physical quantity that describes the effectiveness of the
peripheral constraint element on the core element. It is typically measured using the constraint
ratio ζ = Pcr .g/Fy . Pcr .g is the peripheral constraint element buckles under the applied load
with boundary conditions of hinged connections at both ends, Pcr .g = π

2E2I2/l2. Fy is the
yield load of the core element, Fy = Al fy .

For Type A buckling-restrained brace, the dimensions of the peripheral constraint element
are varied to achieve changes in the constraint stiffness ratio ζ , and compared with the yield
load Fy of the core element. In the calculations, the length of the buckling-restrained brace is
l = 5000 mm, with a gap of 2 mm, and an initial defect is assumed to be 0.1% of the component
length. The composition of the brace and the calculation results are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Composition and ultimate bearing capacity of Section A anti-buckling support

Serial
number

Core element Peripheral constraint element
ζ Pl (kN)

Pl
Fyb × t (mm) Fy (kN) B × H × T (mm) Pcr.g (kN)

SJ1 74 × 16 496 150 × 150 × 6 1516 3.06 517.05 1.04

SJ2 74 × 16 496 150 × 130 × 6 1062 2.14 516.67 1.04

SJ3 74 × 16 496 150 × 110 × 6 704 1.42 516.39 1.04

SJ4 74 × 16 496 150 × 100 × 6 559 1.13 516.24 1.04

SJ5 74 × 16 496 130 × 100 × 6 493 0.99 516.22 1.04

SJ6 74 × 16 496 110 × 100 × 6 428 0.86 211.10 0.43

SJ7 74 × 16 496 100 × 100 × 6 395 0.80 197.20 0.40

The impact curves of the constraint ratio on load-displacement and the influence curve of
the constraint ratio on the ultimate bearing capacity are shown in Figures 7 and 8, respectively.
The results indicate that for SJ1~SJ5 series buckling-restrained braces, i.e., the constraint
stiffness ratio ζ ≥ 1.05, the buckling-restrained brace’s critical load Pcr is higher than the
core element’s yield load Fy . When the axial strain reaches 0.2%, the buckling-restrained
brace achieves full cross-section yield, and the load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal,
the compressive load Pl gradually approaches and eventually reaches the core element’s
compressive yield load Fy . For SJ6 and SJ7 series buckling-restrained braces, their constraint
stiffness ratios are ζ = 0.91 and ζ = 0.74, respectively. Due to insufficient external constraint
stiffness, the critical load Pcr is lower than the core element’s yield load Fy , which causes
the core element to fail in full cross-section compression before reaching yield and to buckle
prematurely. When the axial strain reaches 0.2% and 1.2%, respectively, the buckling-restrained
brace fails due to buckling instability, and the load-displacement curve shows a descending
segment. The ultimate bearing capacities are 211.10 kN and 197.20 kN, respectively.
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Fig. 7. The influence of constraint ratio

Fig. 8. Influence of ABB constraint ratio

Table 3. Composition and ultimate bearing capacity of Section B anti-buckling support

Serial
number

Core element Peripheral constraint element
ζ Pl (kN)

Pl
Fyb × t (mm) Fy (kN) D × T (mm) Pcr.g (kN)

SY1 94 × 12 496 170 × 6 1351 2.72 509.41 1.03

SY2 94 × 12 496 160 × 6 1100 2.22 509.38 1.03

SY3 94 × 12 496 150 × 6 885 1.78 509.43 1.03

SY4 94 × 12 496 140 × 6 702 1.42 508.93 1.03

SY5 94 × 12 496 130 × 6 547 1.10 508.87 1.03

SY6 94 × 12 496 120 × 6 418 0.84 222.36 0.45

SY7 94 × 12 496 110 × 6 375 0.76 176.03 0.35
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For type B buckling-restrained braces, the diameter of the circular steel tube is varied to
solve the bearing capacity of the buckling-restrained brace under different constraint ratios ζ .
The composition of the brace and the calculation results are shown in Table 3.

The impact curves of the constraint ratio on the load-displacement curve and the effect curve
of the constraint ratio on the ultimate bearing capacity are shown in Figures 9 and 10. From
the graphs, it is evident that the SY series buckling-restrained braces have similar conclusions
to the SJ series buckling-restrained braces. For the SY1~SY5 series buckling-restrained braces
with relatively large constraint stiffness ratios (ζ ≥ 1.10), when the axial strain reaches 0.2%,
the buckling-restrained brace achieves full cross-section yield, and the load-displacement curve
tends to be horizontal, with the compressive load Pl reaching the core element’s compressive
yield load Fy . Conversely, for the SY6 and SY7 series buckling-restrained braces with relatively
small constraint stiffness ratios (ζ ≤ 0.84), their critical load Pcr is lower than the core element’s
yield load Fy . The core element fails to achieve full cross-section compression yielding and
buckles prematurely. When the axial strain reaches 0.2% and 0.8%, respectively, the buckling-
restrained brace experiences buckling instability, and the load-displacement curve shows a
descending segment. The ultimate bearing capacities are 222.36 kN and 176.03 kN, respectively.

Fig. 9. Influence of ABB constraint ratio

Fig. 10. Influence of ABB constraint ratio
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Table 4. Composition and ultimate bearing capacity of Section C anti-buckling support

Serial
number

Core element Peripheral constraint element
ζ Pl (kN)

Pl
Fyb × t (mm) Fy (kN) D × T (mm) Pcr.g (kN)

YY1 118 × 6 496 140 × 9 919 1.85 528.09 1.06

YY2 118 × 6 496 138 × 8 833 1.68 527.82 1.06

YY3 118 × 6 496 136 × 7 751 1.51 528.17 1.06

YY4 118 × 6 496 134 × 6 672 1.36 526.08 1.06

YY5 118 × 6 496 132 × 5 597 1.20 527.87 1.06

YY6 118 × 6 496 130 × 4 526 1.06 265.70 0.54

YY7 188 × 6 496 128 × 3 457 0.92 186.84 0.38

For type C buckling-restrained braces, the core element size is d × t = 118 × 6, with a
length of 5000 mm, gap of 2 mm, and initial defect of 0.1%. By varying the wall thickness of
the outer constraint circular steel tube, the bearing capacity of the buckling-restrained brace is
analyzed under different constraint ratios ζ . The composition of the brace and the calculation
results are shown in Table 4.

Figure 11 and Figure 12 show the influence curves of the confinement ratio on the load-
displacement curve of the anti-buckling support and the influence curve of the confinement
ratio on the ultimate bearing capacity. For YY1~YY5 series anti-buckling supports with a
confinement stiffness ζ ≥ 1.20, they satisfy the condition that the buckling resistance load
Pcr is higher than the yield load Fy of the core unit. When the axial strain reaches 0.2%, the
anti-buckling support reaches full cross-section yielding, and the load-displacement curve tends
to be horizontal, with the compressive load Pl reaching the compressive yield load Fy of the core

Fig. 11. Influence of constraint ratio



SEISMIC ENERGY DISSIPATION PERFORMANCE OF ANTI-BUCKLING BRACING . . . 587

Fig. 12. Influence of ABB constraint ratio

unit. However, for YY6 and YY7 series anti-buckling supports with confinement stiffness ratios
ζ = 1.06 and ζ = 0.92 respectively, when the axial strain reaches 0.2% and 1.2% respectively,
the anti-buckling support undergoes buckling instability, and the load-displacement curve shows
a descending segment, with ultimate bearing capacities of 265.70 kN and 186.84 kN respectively.

The results indicate that the influence of confinement ratio variation on the load-bearing
performance of the three types of anti-buckling supports shows a consistent trend. When the
confinement ratio is small, the buckling resistance load Pcr of the anti-buckling support is
lower than the yield load Fy of the core unit, and the core unit undergoes buckling instability
and loses its bearing capacity before reaching full cross-section yielding. With the increase
in confinement ratio, the requirement of the buckling resistance load Pcr being higher than
the yield load Fy of the core unit is met, and the anti-buckling support reaches full cross-section
yielding. The load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal, and the compressive load Pl
reaches the compressive yield load Fy of the core unit.

4.2. Width-to-thickness ratio of the core unit

The effect of different width-to-thickness ratios of the core unit on the bearing capacity of
anti-buckling supports is considered. Based on Type B anti-buckling support (SY series), with
a core segment length of l = 5 m and a gap of 2 mm. Keeping the outer confinement section
size at 200 × 12 constant, the bearing capacity performance of the anti-buckling support under
different width-to-thickness ratios of the core unit is analyzed by changing the size of the core
unit plate (the size of the core unit plate is 60 × 20, 100 × 12, 150 × 8, respectively). The
load-displacement curves are shown in Figure 13.

For the core unit plate with a larger width-to-thickness ratio of 150 × 8, the aspect ratio of
the core unit is relatively large, resulting in a smaller relative stability coefficient. This makes
the core unit plate prone to local instability. Consequently, under the same compressive load Pl,
the axial strain of the core unit plate with a larger width-to-thickness ratio is larger, as shown by
the smaller slope of the load-displacement curve in the figure, indicating a lower initial stiffness
and axial strain greater than 0.3% when reaching full cross-section yield compared to the core
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Fig. 13. Influence of width-thickness ratio on displacement curve of support load

unit plate with a smaller width-to-thickness ratio, such as 60 × 20, where the axial strain is
0.2% at full cross-section yield. It can be observed that with the increase in width-to-thickness
ratio, the core unit experiences a certain degree of yield delay. However, after the axial strain
reaches 0.3%, the load-displacement curves of the anti-buckling support components with
different width-to-thickness ratios of the core unit tend to become horizontal, and the axial
stress reaches the cross-section yield load Fy .

As a type of seismic energy dissipation support, the anti-buckling support exhibits better
seismic energy dissipation performance with a larger hysteresis loop area under repeated
loading. As shown in Figure 13, the smaller the width-to-thickness ratio of the core unit, the
greater the initial elastic stiffness. Under repeated loading, the hysteresis loop is more full. In
addition, seismic forces have a high strength and high frequency characteristic, requiring the
anti-buckling support to have good low-cycle fatigue performance. Therefore, as mentioned
above, the width-to-thickness ratio of the core unit in the anti-buckling support should not be
too large. On the other hand, to meet the requirements of bolt arrangement in the connection
section of the core unit, the size of the connection section should not be too small. At the
same time, in order to avoid excessive stress concentration, the cross-sectional dimensions
of the connection section and the core section should not differ too much. Therefore, the
width-to-thickness ratio of the core plate should not be too small.

4.3. Initial defect

Due to the limitations of the manufacturing process, the anti-buckling support may have
a certain initial curvature. This initial curvature causes the core unit to come into contact
with the surrounding restraining unit even under a small load. Therefore, the influence of
different restraint ratios on the initial defect’s effect on the load-bearing performance of the
anti-buckling support is considered. The SJ2 (ζ = 2.25), SJ3 (ζ = 1.49), and SJ5 (ζ = 1.05)
types of anti-buckling supports were selected for the study. The geometric initial defects were
taken from the first buckling mode of the component, with respective amplitudes of 0.1%,
0.2%, and 0.5% of the longitudinal length.
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Figures 14 and 15 respectively present the computed results for the SJ5 and SJ3 supports
with smaller restraint ratios (ζ < 2.0) under three given geometric initial defects from Table 4.
From the figures, it can be seen that for the anti-buckling support SJ5 with ζ = 1.05, under the
condition of a 0.1% geometric initial defect, the anti-buckling support satisfies the condition
of having a critical buckling load Pcr higher than the core unit’s yield load Fy . When the axial
strain reaches 0.2%, the anti-buckling support achieves full cross-section yielding, and the
load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal, with the compressive load Pl reaching the core
unit’s compressive yield load Fy . However, under the conditions of a 0.2% and 0.5% geometric
initial defect, its critical buckling load Pcr is lower than the core unit’s yield load Fy . The
core unit cannot achieve full cross-section compressive yielding and experiences premature
buckling instability. When the axial strains reach 0.3% and 0.2%, respectively, the anti-buckling
support experiences buckling instability, and the load-displacement curve has a downward

Fig. 14. Effect of initial defects

Fig. 15. Effect of initial defects



590 W. ZHANG, L. LV, X. LI, X. OUYANG, Z. FU

segment. Moreover, under the condition of a 0.5% geometric initial defect, the peak load of
the curve is only 80% of the yield load Fy , which is 396.55 kN. For the anti-buckling support
SJ3 with ζ = 1.49, it satisfies the condition of having a critical buckling load Pcr higher than
the core unit’s yield load Fy under the conditions of a 0.1% and 0.2% geometric initial defect.
When the axial strain reaches 0.2%, the anti-buckling support achieves full cross-section
yielding, and the load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal, with the compressive load Pl
reaching the core unit’s compressive yield load Fy . However, under the condition of a 0.5%
geometric initial defect and a compressive strain of 0.3%, the anti-buckling support experiences
buckling instability, and the load-displacement curve has a downward segment. The ultimate
bearing capacity is 238.18 kN.

Figure 16 presents the computed results for the anti-buckling support SJ2 with a larger
restraint ratio (ζ > 2.0) from Table 4. For the anti-buckling support SJ2 with a restraint
ratio of ζ = 2.25, full cross-section yielding can be achieved under the conditions of a 0.1%,
0.2%, and 0.5% geometric initial defect. The load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal,
with the compressive load Pl reaching the core unit’s compressive yield load Fy . It can be
seen that as the restraint ratio increases, the influence of defects on the performance of the
anti-buckling support component gradually weakens. When the restraint ratio satisfies certain
conditions (restraint ratio ζ ≥ 2.0), the effect of geometric initial defects on the bearing
capacity performance of the anti-buckling support is not significant.

Fig. 16. Effect of initial defects on SJ2 load displacement curve

4.4. Rigid connection

The anti-buckling support only bears axial forces and cannot withstand shear and bending
moments. Therefore, in general numerical analysis calculations, the connection of the support
is considered as an ideal hinge. However, in practical engineering, a completely ideal hinged
connection does not exist. At the same time, in order to ensure stability at the connection
of the anti-buckling support, a certain level of rigidity is required. This study considers two
extreme cases: ideal hinged connection and ideal rigid connection, to analyze the influence of
connection rigidity on the load-carrying performance of the anti-buckling support, as shown in



SEISMIC ENERGY DISSIPATION PERFORMANCE OF ANTI-BUCKLING BRACING . . . 591

Figure 17 and 18. The SJ2 (ζ = 2.25) and SJ6 (ζ = 0.91) types of anti-buckling supports are
selected for the study. Loading mode one is axis concentrated force loading, loading mode two
is cross-section uniform force loading.

Fig. 17. Influence of connection rigidity on SJ6

Fig. 18. Influence of connection rigidity on SJ2

From the load-displacement curves, it can be observed that for the SJ6 (ζ = 0.91) anti-
buckling support with relatively small restraint ratio, when an ideal rigid connection is used at
the ends, its load-carrying performance is improved compared to the ideal hinged connection.
The axial strain increases from 1.1% to 1.3% as the load-displacement curve descends, and
the ultimate bearing capacity increases from 211.10 kN to 304.97 kN. For the SJ2 (ζ = 2.25)
anti-buckling support with a larger restraint ratio, both ideal rigid connection and ideal hinged
connection at the ends can achieve full cross-section yielding, and the compressive load Pl can
reach the yield load Fy of the core unit. Therefore, when the restraint stiffness ratio satisfies
certain conditions (ζ ≥ 2.0), a relatively simple end connection configuration can be used for
the anti-buckling support.
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5. Discussions

According to the working principle of the anti-buckling brace and the influence of the
component composition on the performance of the anti-buckling brace, combined with the
existing research progress, the design points of the anti-buckling brace are put forward: (1) The
section size of external constraint element of anti-buckling support should meet the requirement
that the constraint stiffness ratio should not be less than 2.0. (2) The width to thickness ratio
of the inner core plate is recommended to take 5~10. (3) The gap between the anti-buckling
support inner core unit and the outer constraint unit should be less than 1/250 of the section side
length of the inner core, so as to avoid the breakage of the outer constraint unit. It is generally
recommended to take 1~2 mm. (4) The section size of the anti-buckling brace should meet the
structural requirements of the corresponding specifications, and the additional internal force
can not be ignored during the design. When the arrangement is a chevron shape, the difference
of tensile and compressive internal force should be considered. (5) It is necessary to calculate
the global and local stability of the anti-buckling bracing and the maximum internal force that
can be generated by the connection segment.

6. Conclusions

By analyzing the hysteresis performance of three types of anti-buckling supports through
finite element models, the influence of restraint stiffness ratio, core unit width-to-thickness
ratio, initial defects, and connection rigidity on the load-carrying performance of the supports
was calculated and analyzed. The following conclusions were drawn:

1. All three types of anti-buckling supports exhibit good hysteresis energy dissipation
performance. Under the same displacement amplitude, the area enveloped by the
complete hysteresis loop follows the order: Section A > Section B > Section C. It is
suggested that the anti-buckling support of the real bridge should be in the form of
cross-shaped square steel tube support.

2. The trend of the influence of restraint stiffness ratio variation on the load-carrying
performance of the anti-buckling supports is consistent for all three types. When the
restraint ratio is relatively small, the core unit does not reach full cross-section yielding
before buckling instability occurs, resulting in loss of bearing capacity. As the restraint
ratio increases, the anti-buckling supports achieve full cross-section yielding, and the
load-displacement curve tends to be horizontal, with the compressive load Pl reaching
the compressive yield load Fy of the core unit.

3. Regarding the core unit width-to-thickness ratio, an increase in this ratio leads to a certain
degree of yield lag and affects the low-cycle fatigue performance of the anti-buckling
supports. To meet the requirements of the connection structure of the core unit and avoid
excessive stress concentration, it is recommended that the width to thickness ratio of the
inner core unit of the real bridge be selected in the range of 5~10.

4. For the initial defects and connection rigidity of the anti-buckling support components,
they have a significant impact on the mechanical performance of the supports when the
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restraint stiffness ratio is relatively small. However, when the restraint stiffness ratio
satisfies certain conditions (restraint ratio ζ ≥ 2.0), their influence on the load-bearing
performance of the anti-buckling supports is minimal. Therefore, the constraint stiffness
ratio in the design of anti-buckling bracing is 2.
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