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¥ 4 EFFECT OF NEGLECTING WEIGHT OF BEAMS
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2 44045 | 4.8990 11.23 | 94714 | 9.7980 345 | 15380 | 1.6099 4.68
5 29627 | 3.0984 458 | 6.1137 | 6.1968 1.36 | 0.9995 | 1.0182 1.87
10 2.1416 | 2.1909 230 | 4.3523 | 4.3818 068 | 07134 | 0.7199 0.92
15 1.7618 | 1.7889 154 | 35617 | 35777 045 | 05843 | 0.5879 0.61
20 15315 | 1.5492 1.16 | 3.0880 | 3.0984 0.34 | 05068 | 0.5091 0.46
m Nm m m Nm m m Nm
' i i ! ; ]
CASE A-1 CASE B-1 CASE C-1
Nm Nm N'm
L ] L 5L/6  |L/s
ICASE A-2 CASE 'B -2 CASE C -2
s A olsiE 4 Ak AL siA o] FolHTh
Bge AT AHEE AS, B2 A a9 1194 Bole ERL BE 499 A
< mE s Axe} P L wE S ddes HF 2ol BEAL HAAEL o|EtE AMeTh W&
E]9] “truncating error”HIWi7}x el HE o] subcript i, 2 case W& E FA¢d, case
e 2=l o] ¢ =34 wid I A £X okd
WY AgASFe FeAds AWyl A8 vyt BE 9371237, Ds, o talA 43
“Jag sigol 73 AFFE e WEH slthe ARdolth
¥ BE ugdch Kirchhoffoﬂ oga) Mad
“Jara AEe BHF7] FAe e 2l = BE Dol oA w/ 0k=08%0
07191 2T EIGT weeeeerereeeererreanens 2E Deoll M 0y 0k=1.182
T=0719L%/ pAo/Elog -+ (16 ot Dol HEA wy wk=1085
71X pe G9%5FH, Aost lov 47 dF
AR Fe A o] A HT AARHAE|Th A o] BEAL “HEIrEgel BT B2 AA
AukA e 27198 AF6=A%, Ds, & 0.02L ogo] A W 583 Aol Hh
o4 0.02L Aoz 01L7A F7/MAA Z o] Hl&, wi/wkd H]Z ARl SFATE
9o e HEH 7 dFe Ade Zt 3% dFAFIE AsEHE G525 A
5/Md oA sde W0MPez F53HA Yr E Zolth d&50] Dp=006L<] FEH9 A
Atk 2E 2 74 A$E oA nEEHE FdA Zo| A9Z2 3884 Superscript, 1, & 1%
o] 277} traperoidal 84 w2l A 119] case®l 32 BAE w), A9 w9
TA2d WA IFEAES ANSAT 2 AgAFE ¥ oA FolHTh
Ads 1Y 1leM ¢ Zo] “FEgeaiEdd o Z A IRFHE, o SEAF 89
ke} vlmE U BE B0l nEd He H &o] 4o -y Fdsich
= 5Alo], segmentd F7te FFATY dg 59,

14



¥ 5 SOME OF THE INFLUENCE COEFFICIENTS OF A
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