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ABSTRACT 

 

Because of the demand of the current specification, reinforcement congestion occurs in 

the beam column joint that causes difficulties during compaction and increases the 

construction time. As the result, poor quality of concrete is obtained. However, the 

specification of anchorages has not been changed for many years and was developed 

based on the simple arrangement of reinforcement bars so that there is a possibility to 

reduce the reinforcement congestion based on the mechanical behavior in the congested 

joint. Meanwhile, based on the experimental works, it is not easy to understand the 

behavior because complex cracks occur due to the complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars and the loading history. 

 

Meanwhile, mechanical anchorage can be one way to reduce the reinforcement 

congestion. However, the use of mechanical anchorages is still limited because the 

behavior has not been well understood. If the mechanical anchorages are placed near the 

surface of the beam column joint, anchorage failure occurs in the beam column joint. To 

avoid this failure, additional reinforcement should be placed along the anchorages. 

However, the best or rational way to strengthen this anchorage system has not been 

found yet because the internal condition has not been well understood. Many 

experiments were necessary. It is inefficient and takes time. 

 

Simulation can be a beneficial tool to understand the behavior through the study of the 

internal stress and internal cracks. In this study, meso-scale analysis by 3D RBSM is 

proposed. The study by 3D meso-scale discrete analysis is useful since the 

reinforcement can be modeled in an accurate manner, i.e. ribs of a reinforcement bar 

and 3D shape of a reinforcement bar, local failure can be predicted precisely as the 

result of the discontinuous deformation of concrete and the interaction of concrete and 

the reinforcement at meso-scale level, and cracks can be simulated directly as the 

displacement between two elements. Based on the previous study, the simulation can 

simulate the local failure at the anchorages of beam column joints. However, the 

simulation system was not enough to simulate the beam column joint with complex 

arrangement of reinforcement bars, the meshing of a reinforcement bar was complex, 

and the constitutive models have not fixed yet. 

 

In RBSM, a little attention to the mesh size is necessary. The mesh size of simulation 

models should be selected in an appropriate way to represent the real cracking pattern of 
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concrete. Since in the normal concrete, microcracks occur at the interface between the 

mortar and aggregate or at the mortar between two aggregates, 10x10x10 – 20x20x20 

mm3 of mesh size is selected to represent the real cracking pattern in the normal 

concrete that is determined by the aggregate size and location. Based on this selected 

mesh size, the constitutive models will be decided. For other types of concrete, different 

mesh size and constitutive models should be decided to represent the real cracking 

pattern. 

 

In this study, the simulation system is developed by introducing a simple meshing of a 

reinforcement bar so that the computational time can be reduced. Furthermore, various 

shapes of reinforcement bars can be modeled, so that at this time the same model and 

reinforcement bars arrangement as the real condition can be modeled.  

 

A unified constutive models of RBSM is proposed based on the simulations in the 

material scale. Simulations of concrete under uniaxial compressive and tensile loading, 

and biaxial compressive loading are conducted to upgrade the constitutive models. A 

bi-linear model is introduced for the tension softening of normal springs of concrete 

elements. A new failure criterion of concrete is introduced. Furthermore, strain 

hardening region is also introduced for the normal springs of steel elements. Parametric 

studies are conducted to investigate the effect of each constitutive model on the 

macroscale behavior of the material. 

 

In order to investigate the applicability of RBSM in modeling bond between concrete 

and a reinforcement bar, simulations of tension stiffening model are conducted. Two 

numerical models having different yield strength of reinforcement are simulated. Based 

on the simulation results, as the load increases, cracks can propagate gradually because 

of the bond between concrete and the reinforcement bar. Furthemore, simulation results 

show a good agreement with the experimental results. 

 

By using the well-developed simulation system, some achievements have been obtained. 

First, by this simulation system, it can be understood how the loading position and the 

local shape of the reinforcement affect the local cracks in the corbel because the local 

shape of the reinforcement is modeled directly. Furthermore, a simple method to repair 

the damage corbel can be proposed. Second, by the simulation system, it can be 

understood how complicated cracks occur in the beam column joint with complex 

arrangement of reinforcement bars since three dimensional shape of reinforcement bars 
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is modeled directly. And last, by the simulation system, it can be understood how each 

reinforcement bar contributes to the failure behavior of the beam column joint with the 

mechanical anchorages. Furthemore, a failure process of the beam column joint with the 

mechanical anchorages is proposed through the study of the internal stress and cracks of 

simulation results. 

 

Some bearing pads of corbels were designed at the wrong position, at the edge of the 

corbel. Consequently, local failure, anchorage splitting failure occurs in the corbel 

because of this wrong detailing. This condition does not satisfy the specification code. 

By simulation, the cause of this local failure can be understood because the local shape 

of reinforcement bars is modeled directly. Different loading positions show different 

capacities. Local cracking in the edge causes the significant drop in capacity. By 

simulating the existing damage in the corbel, a simple method to repair the damage 

corbel can be proposed. Based on the simulation results, just by changing the loading 

position can be the simplest way to recover the capacity of the damage corbel. This kind 

of residucal capacity simulation can be conducted. 

 

Based on the simulation of a beam column joint with complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars, since the complex arrangement of reinforcement bars is modeled as 

the same as the experimental specimen, the same cracking pattern as the experimental 

specimen can be simulated. Cracks parallel to the bending portion of anchorages can be 

simulated due to a moment that tends to open the beam column joint, since the bending 

shape of the reinforcement bar is modeled directly. Compression strut occurs due to a 

moment that tends to close the beam column joint. Simulation results show the same 

tendency as the experimental results. 

 

Based on the past researches of beam column joints with mechanical anchorages, since 

the internal stress condition and cracks have not been understood, many experiments 

were necessary to find a rational reinforcement arrangement in the beam column joint 

with mechanical anchorages. Based on experiments, there are two possible ways to 

strengthen this anchorage system, i.e. by placing stirrups along the anchorages, and by 

adding concrete block at the top surface of the beam column joint. Simulations are 

conducted based on the past experiments. Simulation results show the same tendency as 

experimental results. Furthemore, the surface cracks of numerical models are roughly 

the same as those of experimental specimens. Through the study of the internal stress 

and cracks of simulation results, the failure process of the beam column joint with 
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mechanical anchorages is proposed. First, bond works along the development length of 

anchorages. Second, diagonal cracks occur in the beam column joint. Third, cracks 

propagate to the surface of the beam column joint. Final Step is the opening of diagonal 

cracks. Furthermore, based on the simulation results, the meaning of stirrups along the 

development length has been understood, i.e. stirrups increase the bond performance 

along the development length of anchorages and restrict the opening of diagonal cracks. 

Meanwhile, the meaning of additional concrete block at the top surface of the beam 

column joint and reinforcement inside the concrete block is to increase the bond 

performance along the development length of anchorages and to restrict the crack 

penetration to the surface of the beam column joint. 
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In Japan, Yokohama National University conducted extensive investigations on the 

performance of mechanical anchorage in exterior and corner beam column joints. Kato 

et al. (2011) carried out experimental investigations on eight corner joint specimens, i.e. 

one specimen of corner joint with conventional bending anchorages and seven 

specimens of corner joints with mechanical anchorages. Seven specimens of corner 

joints with mechanical anchorages consist of four specimens with additional concrete 

block at the top surface of the beam column joint and three specimens in which the tails 

of the conventional bending anchorages were replaced with the mechanical anchorages. 

Just by replacing the tails of the conventional bending anchorages with mechanical 

anchorages caused brittle failure in the beam column joints. Meanwhile, a good 

performance was obtained if additional concrete block was placed at the top surface of 

beam column joints with mechanical anchorages. 

 

Yoshimura et al. (2012) carried out experimental investigations on six corner joint 

specimens in order to find the rational method or the best way to strengthen corner joint 

with mechanical anchorages. The same result as the previous researches was obtained 

that additional transverse reinforcement should be placed along the anchorages. 

 

However, since the internal stress condition, the internal cracking pattern, and the 

meaning of each reinforcement bar to the cracking patterns have not been well 

understood, a rational method to strengthen the mechanical anchorage system has not 

been obtained, so that numerical simulation can be a beneficial tool to reveal the 

internal conditions. Over the past few decades, the Finite Element Analysis (FEA) has 

been known as the powerful simulation method not only in civil engineering but also in 

other disciplines. Simulations of beam-column connections by Finite Element Analysis 

have been started since 2000 which were conducted by Baglin et al. (2000). 

 

Baglin et al. (2000) used SBETA, a nonlinear finite element analysis that was developed 

for the analysis of reinforced concrete structures under plane stress conditions in order 

to investigate the applicability of finite element analysis in modeling reinforced 

concrete beam-column connections. Reinforcement bars were modeled as line elements, 

called discrete bars, where an element representing the discrete bar is constraint at the 

boundary of the concrete element. A total of 19 simulations were conducted. The 

simulation results showed the same tendency as the experimental results and global 

failure could be predicted. However, the simulations were limited in 2D analysis so that 

cracks propagated in lateral direction could not be simulated. Furthermore, they 
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Hayashi et al. (2014) used 3D meso scale analysis by 3D RBSM in order to investigate 

the anchorage performance in a reinforced concrete. The simulations were done for 

reinforced concrete members with different types of anchorages, i.e. straight bar, 

mechanical anchorage, and conventional 180 degrees hooked bar. It was shown that 

different failure patterns can be predicted due to different anchorage systems (Fig. 

1.14). 

 

However, the simulation system was limited in which the model and the arrangement of 

reinforcement bars were simple, the meshing of a reinforcement bar was complex, and 

the constitutive models were not fixed yet. In this study, the target of the simulation is 

the beam column joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars and the 

complicated stress occurred in the beam column joint. Thus, the previous simulation 

system was not enough to simulate these complex behaviors. So at the first stage of this 

research, the simulation system must be improved. 

 

1.2 RESEARCH SIGNIFICANCE 

In using discrete analysis, RBSM, a good understanding in the heterogeneous properties 

of concrete must be obtained to be reflected in the simulation models. A little attention 

to the mesh size is necessary in RBSM. The mesh size of the simulation models should 

be selected in an appropriate way to represent the actual cracking pattern of concrete. 

Based on this mesh size, the constitutive models of simulation will be decided. The 

meaning of meso-scale analysis and element size will be explained in this study. So that, 

the first contribution of the present study is to gain the knowledge of the importance of 

the mesh size in the simulation models of 3D RBSM, in order to represent the real 

cracking pattern in the concrete.  

 

By using this 3D RBSM in the general applications, there is interest in obtaining of 

complete understanding on the structural behavior when local failure, local arrangement, 

or local loading conditions affect macroscopic behavior significantly. Through the study 

of the internal cracks and internal stress conditions, it can reveal details of the local 

responses of concrete and reinforcement and their interactions with cracking that were 

difficult to be investigated by the experimental works.  

 

By revealing the behavior of a reinforced concrete element through the study of internal 

cracks and internal stress condition, the mechanism of strengthening mechanical 

anchorages, particularly in a beam column joint, can be proposed. Furthermore, in the 
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future, a rational method to strengthen the beam column joint with mechanical 

anchorages can be achieved. Further implications of this study are to provide a tool for 

assessing the deteriorated structures relating to the anchorage parts and joints of 

structures, to retrofit deteriorated structure, and to predict the life span of the retrofitted 

structure. 

 

1.3 OBJECTIVE AND SCOPE OF STUDY 

The first objective of this research is to improve the simulation system of RBSM. A 

brief review on the relative task is given follows: 

1. Develop the algorithm of simple meshing of a reinforcement bar. The meshing 

technique of a reinforcement bar used by the previous researchers was very 

complex. As the result, a lot number of elements were necessary to model a beam 

column joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars. It will not be 

efficient for the simulation. 

2. Develop the algorithm to model any shapes of reinforcement bars. It is necessary 

because various shapes of reinforcement bars are used to simulate a beam column 

joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars. 

3. Improve the number of elements in the simulation system. In the past, the 

simulation system was limited with less than 300000 elements. 

Ultimately, the simulation system should be able to model the same model and the same 

reinforcement arrangement as the real condition of reinforced concrete members. 

 

The second objective of this research is to upgrade the constitutive models in the 

simulation system of RBSM. The improvements were done based on the simulations in  

the material scale. Here, the following simulations were conducted: 

1. Concrete element 

a. Compressive uniaxial simulation 

b. Tensile uniaxial simulation 

c. Biaxial simulation 

2. Concrete-steel interface: Tension stiffening stimulation 

The applicability of RBSM in material scale simulation was verified through the 

comparison with the experimental results. 

 

The third objective of this research is to reveal the behavior of reinforced concrete 

structures, i.e. corbels, a beam column joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement 

bars, and beam column joints with mechanical anchorages. The applicability of RBSM 
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to model in the structural scale will also be investigated through the comparison with 

the experimental results. The simulation must able to simulate its strong points. Those 

are: 

1. 3D RBSM should be able to simulate different failure pattern due to different 

loading position and the local reinforcement bars arrangement. 

2. 3D RBSM should be able to simulate different failure pattern due to different 

loading condition. In this case, cyclic load was applied to the numerical models. 

3. 3D RBSM should be able to simulate complex cracks in a beam column joint with 

complex arrangement of reinforcement bars. 

4. 3D RBSM should be able to simulate different behaviors due different local 

arrangements of reinforcement bars. 

 

The forth objective is to suggest an efficient method of retrofitting the damage structure 

members. 

 

The fifth objective is to propose the mechanism how to strengthen the beam column 

joint with mechanical anchorages through the study of internal stress condition and 

internal cracking pattern. 

 

1.4 RESEARCH STRATEGY 

Step 1: The first step of this research is to select an appropriate element size to represent 

the real cracking pattern, especially in the normal concrete. Step 2: Based on the 

selected element size, the simulation system was improved and the constitutive models 

of RBSM were upgraded. The applicability of the constitutive models was verified 

trough the comparison with the experimental results in material scale. Step 3: The 

simulation system was used to understand the behavior of reinforced concrete structures 

under different loading position, different local reinforcement bar arrangement and 

different loading condition. Step 4: Based on the study of the internal stress condition 

and crack propagations, a proposed retrofitting method and a proposed failure 

mechanism in a beam column joint with mechanical anchorages were raised.  
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Fig. 1.15 Organization of contents 

-  The problem of reinforcement congestion in beam 

column joints and the application of mechanical 

anchorages to reduce the congestion 

- The behavior has not been understood well by 

experiment 

- Numerical simulation is a beneficial tool 

- Meso-scale analysis by 3D RBSM is proposed 

Chapter 1 

-  Mechanical model of 3D RBSM is described 

-  Mesh size is decided 

- Simpe mesh of re-bar and any shape of re-bar are 

introduced 

Chapter 2 

 

- Unified constitutive models were proposed

Chapter 3 

 

- Simulations at material 

scale of concrete are 

conducted 

- Parametric study 

Chapter 4  

- Tension stiffening models to 

check the applicability to 

simulate bond 

- Parametric study 

Chapter 5 

 

Simulations at structural scale: 

1. Corbel and damaged corbel 

2. Joint with complex re-bars 

3. Joint with mechanical 

anchorages

Chapter 6, 7, and 8 

Conclusions 
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1.5 ORGANIZATION OF CONTENTS 

Chapter 1 explains the background and problem of reinforcement congestion in the 

beam column joint that caused by the demanding in the current specification. By 

experimental works, it is not easy to understand the behaviors of beam column joints 

with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars because of complex cracks behavior in 

the beam column joints. Meanwhile, mechanical anchorage can be a beneficial tool to 

reduce the reinforcement congestion. However, to strengthen this system, many 

experimental works are necessary. It is inefficient and it takes time. Thus, in this study, 

numerical simulation can be a beneficial tool to understand the behavior. Literature 

reviews of numerical simulation are presented and meso-scale analysis by 3D RBSM is 

proposed. In this chapter, the significances of this research have been represented. In 

order to achieve the objective and scope in this study, some research strategies are 

presented. 

 

Chapter 2 describes the mechanical model of the three-dimensional RBSM in detail. 

Equations that are used to make local stiffness matrix and global stiffness matrix will be 

described, including the equilibrium equation of RBSM. As described above, a little 

attention to the mesh size is necessary to represent the cracking pattern in the concrete. 

In this chapter, the heterogeneous property of concrete will also be explained, and based 

on this property, an appropriate size of meshing will be determined. In other words, the 

reason in determining the mesh size will be described. The concept of the mesh 

arrangement of concrete elements and steel elements is provided, including the 

improvement of the simulation system that has been achieved so that the simulation can 

model the same model and the same reinforcement arrangement with the real condition. 

 

Chapter 3 mentions the constitutive models of all elements that will be used in this study, 

i.e. concrete elements, steel elements, and interface interface-concrete elements. 

Constitutive models were developed based on the simulations in material scale.   

 

Chapter 4 shows the simulation results of concrete in the material scale to confirm the 

constitutive models that will be used in the simulation. Results of simulations of 

uniaxial compressive test, uniaxial tensile test, and biaxial compressive stress will be 

shown in this chapter. The results are compared with those of equations in the 

specification code and the experimental results. Furthermore, the effect of various types 

of failure criterion of concrete on the behavior of concrete material will be revealed in 

this chapter. The applicability of RBSM to simulate Poisson’s Ratio effect will be 
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checked. 

 

Chapter 5 shows the reliability of RBSM in modeling the bond between the concrete 

and a reinforcement bar. In this chapter, tension stiffening simulations were conducted 

to confirm the applicability of RBSM in modeling the bond behavior. 2 simulations 

were conducted based on the experiment done by Shima et al. (1987), i.e. low yield 

strength of reinforcement bar and normal yield strength of reinforcement bar. 

Macroscopic responses, microscopic responses, and strain distributions along the 

reinforcement bar of simulation results will be compared with those of experimental 

results. In addition, the effect of tensile strength reduction of normal springs at the 

interface between concrete elements and steel elements, and modeling strain hardening 

region in the constitutive model of springs of steel elements on the tension stiffening 

behavior of a reinforced concrete member will be explained in this chapter. 

 

Chapter 6 shows the simulations of corbels by 3D RBSM. By well-developed 

simulation system, RBSM is used to explain how the loading condition and local 

arrangement of reinforcement affect significantly the local cracks and furthermore affect 

the macroscopic response. The simulation results will be compared with the 

experimental results. Simulation can simulate well the damage that occurred in the field 

observation because of the ability of simulation to model the local arrangement of 

reinforcement directly. Furthermore, simulation can propose the effective way to 

recover the capacity of the corbel by considering directly the existing damage in the 

corbel. 

 

Chapter 7 shows the simulation of a beam column joint with complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars by 3D RBSM. RBSM can simulate complex cracks in the beam 

column joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars because the same 

arrangement of reinforcement bars as the experimental specimen was modeled. 

Different cracking pattern can be simulated due to different loading condition. 

 

Chapter 8 describes the simulations of beam column joints with mechanical anchorages. 

Based on the experimental work, the knowledge how to arrange the reinforcement bars 

in beam column joint with mechanical anchorages has not been well known yet so that 

many experiments were done. Based on the simulation results, each reinforcement bar 

has contribution to the cracks formation in the beam column joint. Furthermore, the 

importance to place concrete block at the top of a beam column joint or stirrups along 
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the anchorages of a beam column joint with mechanical anchorages will be explained in 

this chapter. Since the opening of diagonal cracks affects the failure pattern of the beam 

column joints with mechanical anchorages significantly, the effect of using plain bars or 

deformed bars as the stirrups on the failure behavior of the beam column joint will also 

be explained. 
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Chapter TWO 

 METHOD OF SIMULATION 
 
 

2.1  RIGID BODY SPRING MODEL 
In this study, the simulations are carried out by a three dimensional RBSM, proposed by 

Kawai et al. (1978). In RBSM, a three dimensional reinforced concrete model is 

meshed into rigid bodies. Each rigid body consists of six degree of freedoms, i.e. three 

translational degrees of freedom and three rotational degrees of freedom at some points 

within its interior and connects with other rigid bodies by three springs, i.e. two shear 

springs and one normal spring.  

 

2.2 MECHANICAL MODEL OF THREE-DIMENSIONAL RBSM 
Mechanical behavior of 3D RBSM is shown in Fig. 2.1. In this study, the computational 

point (xc, yc, zc) where the degrees of freedom of an element are located, is defined as 

follows: 

 

x
x x ⋯ x ⋯ x

m
 

 

y
y ⋯ y ⋯

m
 

(2.1)

z
⋯ ⋯

m
 

 

 

where m is the number of node composing an element and xi, yi, and zi are the 

coordinates of the nodes in an element. 
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Fig.2.1 Mechanical model of 3D RBSM 
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Meanwhile, the point of a face of an element where springs are located, is defined as 

follows: 

 

x
x x ⋯ x ⋯ x

n
 

 

y
y ⋯ y ⋯

n
 

(2.2)

z
⋯ ⋯

n
 

 

 

where n is the number of node composing a face and xj, yj, and zj are the coordinates of 

the nodes in a face. 

 

When an element has small displacement [u1, v1, w1, θu1, θv1, θw1], the springs at a 

face in an element will be displaced: 

 

u 1 θ
w1

y y 1 θ
v1
z z 1  

 

v 1 θ
u1
z 1 θ

w1
x x 1  

(2.3)

w 1 θ
v1
x x 1 θ
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y y 1  

 

 

Elongations of normal and shear spring are calculated and expressed as follows 

 

d B  (2.4)

 

Wehere dT = [δs1, δs2, δn] and ue
T=[ u1, v1, w1, θu1, θv1, θw1, u2, v2, w2, θu2, 

θv2, θw2]. The transformation matrix B is written as: 

 

B  

(2.5)

 

 

 



23 
 

K11 = -es1x K12 = -es1y K13 = -es1z 

K21 = -es2x K22 = -es1y K23 = -es2z 

K31 = -enx K32 = -eny K33 = -enz 

 

K14 = es1y(zcf-zce1)- es1z(ycf-yce1) 

K24 = es2y(zcf-zce1)- es2z(ycf-yce1) 

K34 = eny(zcf-zce1)- enz(ycf-yce1) 

 

K15 = es1z(xcf-xce1)- es1x(zcf-zce1) 

K25 = es2z(xcf-xce1)- es2x(zcf-zce1) 

K35 = enz(xcf-xce1)- enx(zcf-zce1) 

 

K16 = es1x(ycf-yce1)- es1y(xcf-xce1) 

K26 = es2x(ycf-yce1)- es2y(xcf-xce1) 

K36 = enx(ycf-yce1)- eny(xcf-xce1) 

 

K17 = es1x K18 = es1y K19 = es1z 

K27 = es2x K28 = es1y K29 = es2z 

K37 = enx K38 = eny K39 = enz 

 

K110 = es1z(ycf-yce2)- es1y(zcf-zce2) 

K210 = es2z(ycf-yce2)- es2y(zcf-zce2) 

K310 = enz(ycf-yce2)- eny(zcf-zce2) 

 

K111 = es1x(zcf-zce2)- es1z(xcf-xce2) 

K211 = es2x(zcf-zce2)- es2z(xcf-xce2) 

K311 = enx(zcf-zce2)- enz(xcf-xce2) 

 

K112 = es1y(xcf-xce2)- es1x(ycf-yce2) 

K212 = es2y(xcf-xce2)- es2x(ycf-yce2) 

K312 = eny(xcf-xce2)- enx(ycf-yce2) 

 

where eij is direction cosine in i axis on j axis. 

By applying the principal of virtual work, the local equilibrium relation expressed in 

global coordinate is expressed as, 
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∆ ∆  (2.6)

 

where the stiffness associated with interconnected face ke is given as 

 

 (2.7)

 

where 

 

D 0

0 0
0

0 0
 

(2.8)

 

in which kn, ks1, and ks2 are the normal and shear spring stiffness, The local stiffness of 

kn, ks1, and ks2 can be calculated as, 

 

 
 

 
(2.9)

 
 

 

where, 

 

1

1 1 2
 

 

1
 

(2.10)

 

where h1 and h2 are length of perpendicular lines from the element computational point 

to the face springs are set. The A is an area of the face. Eelem and νelem are the modulus of 

elasticity and poison’s ration, respectively, which are calculated as follow. 
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2.5 CONCLUSIONS 
1. In this chapter, the concept of selecting mesh size in RBSM is proposed so that 

rational cracks propagation can be reflected in simulation models that represents 

the real cracking pattern in concrete. Since the target of this study is normal 

concrete, 10x10x10 – 20x20x20 mm3 of mesh size of simulation models is selected 

to represent the actual cracking propagation in a normal concrete that cracks 

propagate between 2 aggregates.  

2. Simulation has been developed so that 3D RBSM can model the same model and 

the same reinforcement arrangement as the real condition by simplifying the 

algorithm of the element meshing of a reinforcement bar. 
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Chapter THREE 

 CONSTITUTIVE MODEL 
 
 

3.1. CONCRETE MODEL 
In this study, a constitutive model for the concrete at the meso scale is developed 

because the constitutive model in the macro scale cannot be applied to meso scale 

analysis. 

 

In the analysis, because of the original characteristics of RBSM, the values of the 

material properties at the meso level given to the elements are different from the 

material properties of the object analyzed at the macroscopic level. The material 

properties for the elements were determined in such way as to give the correct 

macroscopic properties. In discrete analysis, the shape and fineness of elements affect 

analysis results (Nagai et al. 2005).  

 

Since crack direction may affect the crack pattern, the size of each concrete element is 

approximately 10x10x10 – 20x20x20 mm3, similar to the maximum aggregate size. The 

assumption was made to represent the fracture behavior in normal concrete that cracks 

occur between 2 aggregates because the mortar is weaker than aggregate and it can be 

assumed that aggregates as rigid bodies in which deformation of aggregates at the meso 

scale level is very small particularly in normal concrete, subjected to loads. 

 

In the elastic analyses, the relationship between the macroscopic and mesoscopic 

Poisson’s ratios and the effect of the mesoscopic Poisson’s ratio on the macroscopic 

elastic modulus have been confirmed by Nagai et al. (2005). The same concepts were 

adopted, represented in Eqns. 3.1 and 3.2 

 

24.8 31.9 16.4 4.28  (3.1)

33.7 17.0 4.13 0.327 1  (3.2)

 

where E and ν are the macroscopic elastic modulus and Poisson’s ratio of component of 

the analysis object, respectively. 
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The material characteristics of each component are presented by means of modeling 

springs. In normal spring, compressive and tensile stresses (σ) are developed. Shear 

springs develop shear stress (τ). The elastic modulus of normal spring (knsp and kssp) was 

presented in the previous chapter. For calculation of shear stress on 3D analysis, a 

resultant value of strains generated in two shear springs in adopted as a shear strain in 

the constitutive model presented in this chapter. The strains and stresses are calculated 

as follows. 

 

ε  

γ  
(3.3)

	  

	 γ 

 

where εand γare the strain of normal and shear springs, respectively. δn andδs are 

the normal and shear relative displacement of elements of those springs, respectively. 

 

In this study, the constitutive model of concrete element has been developed based on 

the some simulations in the material scale level that will be presented at the next chapter. 

The constitutive models for the normal and shear springs of the concrete elements are 

shown in Fig. 3.1.  

 

The constitutive models of a normal spring and a shear spring of concrete element, used 

in this study, are shown in Figure 3. Basically, the concept of the concrete model is 

same as the original simulation developed by Nagai et al. (2005) where the compressive 

failure is not allowed at the meso-scale. In tension zone, crack, between 2 rigid bodies, 

occurs when the tensile stress of the normal spring exceeds the tensile strength of the 

concrete (ft). After exceeding the tensile strength (ft), the tensile stress of a normal 

spring is assumed to decrease bi-linearly, depending on the crack width, to zero at the 

maximum crack width (wmax), which is assumed 0.3 mm (see Fig. 3.1.a). Meanwhile, an 

elasto-plastic behavior is assumed for the shear spring of concrete element (see Fig. 

3.1.b) with the τmax is calculated based on Eq. 3.4.  
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(a) Normal spring  (b) Shear spring 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 (c) Failure criterion (d) Shear reduction factore 

Fig. 3.1 Constitutive models of concrete elements 

 

1.6 . 0.15 3  

1.6 3 . 0.15 3  (3.4)

 

Furthermore, when fracture occurs in the normal spring, the calculated shear stress is 

reduced according to the reduction of the normal stress. As the result, shear spring 

cannot carry the stress when the crack width of the normal spring reaches wmax (see Fig. 

3.1.d).   

 

In next chapter, a parametric study is also done to examine the effect of parameters in 

constitutive models through simulations both in material scale and in structural scale. 

For constitutive models of concrete, a parametric study will be done not only for the 

constitutive model of normal springs but also for the constitutive model of shear spring.  
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3.2. STEEL MODEL 
The geometry of steel elements is modeled in an accurate manner to properly account 

for the interlocking between the reinforcement and concrete. In this study, the strain 

hardening region is introduced so that the normal springs of steel elements are assumed 

to behave as the same as the actual steel (Fig. 3.2). Meanwhile, the shear springs are 

assumed to be perfectly elastic. 

 

The constitutive model of the normal spring used in this simulation is represented by the 

following equations (adopted from Shima et al. 1987). 

 

σ 																			 																							               

σ 																						 																							          

σ 1 1.01     
(3.5)

 

where 

k   : 0.032(400/fy)
1/3 

σ  : stress ( MPa) 

ε : strain 

fy : yield strength (MPa) 

fu : tensile strength (MPa) 

εsh : initial strain of hardening, assumed 1.5% 

 

As the comparison, the effect of modeling strain hardening region will be investigated 

through the simulation of tension stiffening and simulation of structural scale, i.e. 

simulation of beam column joint with mechanical anchorage (Fig. 3.3). 

 

3.3. CONCRETE-STEEL INTERFACE 
At concrete-steel interface, the constitutive model of a normal spring and a shear spring 

is considered to be the same as that of the concrete element. To consider the interface as 

a weak region, the tensile strength of the interface elements is assumed to be half of that 

of concrete elements in this study. Fig.3.4 shows constitutive model of the interface 

elements.  
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Fig. 3.2 Constitutive models of normal springs of steel elements  

(with strain hardening region) 

Fig. 3.3 Constitutive models of normals spring of steel elements 

(without strain hardening region) 

(a)  Normal spring (b) Shear reduction factor 

Fig. 3.4 Constitutive models of concrete-steel interface 
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3.4. CONCLUSIONS 
Constitutive models have been improved based on the some simulations in the material 

scale of concrete, and bond between concrete and steel. 
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Chapter FOUR 

 SIMULATION OF CONCRETE AT MATERIAL SCALE 
 
 

4.1 INTRODUCTION 

In this chapter, three-dimensional simulations of concrete are conducted. The purpose of 

this study is for the prediction of the behavior of concrete, especially in uniaxial 

compression, uniaxial tension, and biaxial compression. The modified Newton-Raphson 

method is used as the convergence algorithm nonlinear analysis. Convergence criterion 

and the maximum iteration number are set to 10-5 and 400 in this study. Displacement of 

loading boundary is controlled in the analysis. 

 

 

4.2 OVERVIEW OF EXPERIMENT STUDIES OF BIAXIAL STRENGTH OF 

CONCRETE BY KUPFER ET AL (1969) 

As the initial step, it is necessary to check the reliability of 3D RBSM in simulating 

biaxial stress condition since the target of this study is the simulation of beam column 

joint where biaxial stress condition exists in this region which develops because of the 

combination of concrete compressive stresses and reinforcement bars tensile stresses. 

The reliability of 3D RBSM will be checked through the comparison with the 

experimental results done by Kupfer et al. (1969). Kupfer et al. (1969) conducted 

experimental studies of the biaxial strength of concrete by introducing a new testing 

apparatus by using “brush bearing plate”. These plates consist of a series of closely 

spaced small steel bars with 3 x 5 mm of cross section and from 100 to 140 mm of 

length variation which are flexible enough so that concrete can deform without any 

restraint due to friction between the plates and concrete that can increase the apparent 

strength of the test piece.  

 

The dimension of the concrete specimens in these experimental studies was 20x20x5 

cm and the target of uniaxial compressive strength of concrete 190, 315, and 590 kg/cm2. 

The maximum aggregate size was 15 mm. As described above, the length of the small 

steel bars in the brush bearing plate were varied. To test concrete with higher 

compressive strength, shorter steel bars were used to prevent buckling of the steel bars.  

 

To verify the applicability this new apparatus, 20x20x5 cm of concrete specimens were 
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tested under uniaxial compression condition with and without brush bearing plates. 

Furthermore, the compressive strength of the concrete with brush bearing plates should 

be equal to that of without bearing plates in order to prove that the boundary condition 

had no additional restraint to the specimens.  

 

In the experiment, the ratio of σ1/σ2 was maintained constant throughout the test. The 

experimental results show that the compressive strength of concrete increased 

approximately 16 percent under biaxial compressive stress. Meanwhile, the tensile 

strength of concrete under biaxial tensile stress was equal to that of uniaxial tensile 

stress. Furthermore, the results did not change significantly with different compressive 

strength of concrete. 

 

 

4.3 DETAIL OF NUMERICAL MODELS 

4.4.1 Numerical Models 

In total of eight numerical models with different tensile strength of springs were 

simulated under uniaxial compressive loading and biaxial compressive loading. Four 

numerical models were simulated under uniaxial compressive loading and other four 

numerical models were simulated under biaxial compressive loading. By setting the 

tensile strength of springs in meso-scale, the uniaxial compressive strength and uniaxial 

tensile strength of concrete in macro-scale were obtained. The relationship between the 

compressive strength and the tensile strength which was obtained at the same tensile 

strength of springs will be compared with that of JSCE (2007) equation. 

 

0.23 /  

(4.1) 

 

Meanwhile, the biaxial compressive strength of simulation results will be compared 

with that of experimental results done by Kupfer et al. (1969).  

 

4.4.2 Geometry of Numerical Models 

Figs. 4.1 and 4.2 show the geometry of the simulation models for uniaxial test and 

biaxial test, respectively. The dimension of simulation model for uniaxial test is 

150x150x300mm, and the dimension of simulation model for biaxial test is 

400x400x100 which is twice than that of experimental specimens done by Kupfer et al. 
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Fig.4.5 Uniaxial compressive strength with and without steel plates 

 

4.4 RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

4.4.1 Uniaxial Compression and Tension Test 

Figs. 4.6 and 4.7 show the stress-strain relationships of uniaxial compression and 

tension test of numerical models, respectively, by setting different tensile strength of 

springs, i.e. 2 MPa, 2.5MPa, 3 MPa, and 3.5 MPa.  

The stress of stress-strain relationships was determined based on the load which was 

applied on the top surface of models divided by the area of the top surface of the 

numerical models. The strain of stress-strain relationships was calculated based on the 

displacement which was applied on the top surface of models divided by the initial 

length of the numerical models. The maximum stresses of numerical models were 

predicted at a strain between 0.12% until 0.3%. 
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Fig.4.6 Simulation results of uniaxial compressive stress-strain relationship of concrete  

 

 

 

Fig.4.7 Simulation results of uniaxial tensile stress-strain relationship of concrete  
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Table.4.1 Uniaxial compressive and tensile strength of simulation predictions 

ft of springs 

(MPa) 

Simulation Prediction JSCE equation 

Comp.strength 

(MPa) 

Tensile strength 

(MPa) 

Comp.strength 

(MPa) 

Tensile strength 

(MPa) 

2 24.96 2.06 25.6 2 

2.5 36.90 2.57 35.8 2.5 

3 47.68 3.08 47 3 

3.5 60.01 3.58 59.25 3.5 

 

 
Fig.4.8 Relationship of compressive and tensile strength of concrete 

 

Table.4.1 and Fig.4.8 show the relationship of the uniaxial compressive and tensile 

strength at the same tensile strength of springs, compared with that of JSCE equation. 

The simulation results are in a good agreement with the relationship of uniaxial 

compressive strength and uniaxial tensile strength proposed by JSCE equation. 

Furthermore, Figs.4.9 and 4.10 show the surface cracks of numerical models after 

failure in case of uniaxial compressive loading and uniaxial tensile loading, 

respectively. 
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Fig.4.11 shows the internal stress and internal cracking of numerical models subjected 

to uniaxial compressive loading. When the load is relatively small, no cracks occur in 

the numerical models. As the load increases, the slopes of the stress-strain relationships 

changes as the result of the formation of microcracks in the numerical models. 

Furthermore, splitting cracks which are parallel to the loading direction are predicted. 

After failure, diagonal shear cracks were predicted in the numerical models as the result 

of the interaction of the normal stress and the shear stress in the models. 

 

4.4.2 Biaxial Compression Test 

Figs. 4.12, 4.13, 4.14, and 4.15 show the stress-strain relationships of biaxial 

compression tests of numerical models when the tensile strength of springs is 2 MPa, 

2.5MPa, 3 MPa, and 3.5 MPa, respectively. The stress of stress-strain relationships was 

determined based on the load which was applied on the top surface of models divided 

by the area of the top surface of the numerical models. In this study, the stress applied 

on the top surface of models is equal to the stress applied on the left side or the right 

side of the models. The strain of stress-strain relationships was calculated based on the 

displacement which was applied on the top surface of models divided by the initial 

length of the numerical models. Table 4.2 shows the biaxial compressive strength of 

concrete, predicted by the simulation results. 

 

 

Fig.4.12 Biaxial compressive strength of concrete (tensile strength of spring 2 MPa) 
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Fig.4.13 Biaxial compressive strength of concrete (tensile strength of spring 2.5 MPa) 

 

  

Fig.4.14 Biaxial compressive strength of concrete (tensile strength of spring 3 MPa) 

 

 

Fig.4.15 Biaxial compressive strength of concrete (tensile strength of spring 3.5 MPa) 

 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

0.00% 0.10% 0.20% 0.30% 0.40% 0.50%

C
om

p
re

ss
iv

e 
S

tr
es

s 
(M

P
a)

Strain (%)

0

20

40

60

80

0.00% 0.10% 0.20% 0.30% 0.40% 0.50%

C
om

p
re

ss
iv

e 
S

tr
es

s 
(M

P
a)

Strain (%)

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

0.00% 0.10% 0.20% 0.30% 0.40% 0.50%

C
om

p
re

ss
iv

e 
S

tr
es

s 
(M

P
a)

Strain (%)

  : Uniaxial (36.7 MPa) 
 : Biaxial (50.9 MPa) 

  : Uniaxial (47.7 MPa)
 : Biaxial (73.9 MPa)

   : Uniaxial (60.0 MPa)
 : Biaxial (100.3 MPa)

38%

55%

69%



48 
 

 

Table.4.2 Biaxial compressive strength of simulation results 

ft of springs 

(MPa) 

Uniaxial 

Compressive 

Strength (MPa) 

Biaxial 

Compressive 

Strength (MPa) 

Ratio 

(Biaxial/Uniaxial) 

2 24.96 33.03 1.32 

2.5 36.90 50.87 1.38 

3 47.68 73.85 1.55 

3.5 60.01 101.23 1.69 

 

Based on the simulation results, the strength of concrete subjected to equal biaxial 

compressive stresses increases approximately by 32%-69% depending on the 

compressive strength of concrete. Higher compressive strength of concrete shows 

higher strength increase. Meanwhile, in the experimental results conducted by Kuper et 

al. (1969), the compressive strength subjected to equal biaxial stress increases by 16% 

which is not depended on the compressive strength of concrete. In case of smaller 

compressive strength of concrete, i.e. 2 MPa and 2.5 MPa, simulation results are almost 

the same as the experimental results. However in case of higher compressive strength of 

concrete, i.e. 3 MPa and 3.5 MPa, simulation results overestimate compared with 

experimental results.  

 

Figs.4.16 and 4.17 show internal cracks and surface cracks of numerical models after 

failure. The simulation results predict that major cracks parallel to the loading condition 

occur. This behavior is in a good agreement with experiments done by Kupfer et al. 

(1969). 
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(a) Stress-strain curves  (b) Poisson’s Ratio 

Fig.4.20 Lateral deformation and Poisson’s ratio under uniaxial tension 

 

When the load is relatively small, the simulation results predict the value of Poisson’s 

ratio is predicted in the range of 0.15-0.25 subjected to uniaxial compressive loading. 

As the load increases, around 80%-90% of its capacity, because of the beginning of the 

formation the splitting cracks that are parallel to the loading direction, the Poisson’s 

ratio increases. When the numerical models are loaded with uniaxial tensile loading, the 

simulation results predict that the Poisson’s ratios are almost constant until the loads 

reach the maximum load. 

 

4.6 EFFECT OF MESH ARRANGEMENT 

The mesh arrangement may affect the simulation results because in this study the 

voronoi points were introduced randomly. In order to check whether the mesh 

arrangement may affect the simulation results, 5 numerical models with different 

arrangement will be investigated through the comparison of stress-strain relationship, 

internal stress, and surface cracks. Numerical models will be loaded by uniaxial 

compressive loading and uniaxial tension loading. Fig.4.21 shows the cross section of 

numerical models with different mesh arrangements. Simulations are conducted only for 

2.5 MPa of tensile strength of springs.  
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to uniaxial compressive loading, uniaxial tensile loading, and biaxial loading. In this 

chapter, a parametric study is conducted for the constitutive model of the failure 

criterion of concrete. The effect of this constitutive model will be investigated. Fig. 4.26 

shows different failure criteria of concrete that becomes a parametric study in this 

chapter. The study will be done for all cases of tensile strength of springs, i.e. 2MPa, 2.5 

MPa 3MPa, 3.5 MPa. Nagai et al. (2005) signifies constitutive model that proposed by 

Nagai et al. (2005) (Eq.4.2). The proposed constitutive model will be signified by 

Proposal (Eq.4.3). Trial signifies the proposed constitutive model without capping in 

compression (Eq.4.4).  
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 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa 

Fig.4.26 Different failure criteria of concrete  

 

  

 (a) ft =2 MPa (b) ft =2.5 MPa 

  

 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa 

Fig.4.27 Uniaxial compressive stress-strain relationships of concrete with different 

failure criteria  
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Table 4.3 Uniaxial compressive strength of concrete with different failure criteria 

Tensile strength of 

springs (MPa) 

Nagai et al. (2005) Proposal Trial 

2 11.64 24.96 27.27 

2.5 19.63 36.90 40.26 

3 29.52 47.68 53.68 

3.5 40.04 60.01 67.51 

 

  

 (a) ft =2 MPa (b) ft =2.5 MPa 

  

 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa 

Fig.4.28 Uniaxial tensile stress-strain relationships of concrete with different failure 

criteria  

 

Figs. 4.27 and 4.28 show the stress-strain relationships of simulation results when the 

numerical models are loaded with uniaxial compressive and tensile load, respectively 

with different failure criteria. Table 4.3 shows the uniaxial compressive strength of 

concrete with different failure criteria. Based on the uniaxial tensile stress-strain 

relationships of simulation results, the failure criterion of concrete does not affect the 
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behavior of uniaxial tensile stress-strain of concrete in macroscopic level. On the other 

hand, the failure criterion of concrete affects significantly the behavior of uniaxial 

compressive stress-strain of concrete in macroscopic response. By increasing the failure 

criterion of concrete, it is well understood that uniaxial compressive stress of concrete 

will increase because the failure of concrete will be delayed and simulation results 

predict the same tendency. However, simulation results predict that the uniaxial 

compressive strength of failure criterion without capping in compression increases only 

by 10% compared with that of with capping in compression. 

 

Figs. 4.29, 4.30, and 4.31 show the stress-strain relationships of simulation results 

when the numerical models are loaded with biaxial compressive load with different 

failure criteria, i.e. failure criterion model-1, failure criterion model-2, and failure 

criterion model-3., respectively. By increasing the failure criterion of concrete, the 

biaxial compressive strength also increases which is the same phenomenon as the 

uniaxial compression because the failure of concrete will be delayed. Furthermore, by 

capping the failure criterion in compression zone causes earlier failure of concrete 

which results the biaxial compressive strength is lower compared with in case of failure 

criterion without capping in compression zone. The simulation predicts that strengths of 

concrete under biaxial compression vary from 30 percent to 42 percent larger than that 

of the uniaxial compression strength in case of failure criterion model-1. In case of 

failure criterion model-2, the strengths of concrete under biaxial compression vary from 

32 percent to 69 percent larger than that of the uniaxial compression strength and in 

case of failure criterion model-3, the strengths of concrete under biaxial compression 

vary from 62 percent to more than 84 percent larger than that of the uniaxial 

compression strength. 
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 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa 

Fig.4.29 Stress-strain relationship of uniaxial and biaxial compression of failure 

criterion model-1 

 

  

 (a) ft =2 MPa (b) ft =2.5 MPa  

  

 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa  

Fig.4.30 Stress-strain relationship of uniaxial and biaxial compression of failure 

criterion model-2 
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 (a) ft =2 MPa (b) ft =2.5 MPa 

  

 (c) ft =3 MPa (d) ft =3.5 MPa  

Fig.4.31 Stress-strain relationship of uniaxial and biaxial compression of failure 

criterion model-3 

 

Fig.4.32 Relationship of compressive and tensile strength of concrete with different 

failure criterion of concrete 
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Fig.4.33 Increasing ratio of biaxial compressive strength compared with uniaxial 

compressive strength with different failure criterion 

 

Fig.4.32 shows the relationship of compressive and tensile strength of concrete with 

different failure criterion of concrete. Based on this relationship, proposal model and 

trial model show a good agreement with JSCE equation. Furthermore, Nagai et al. 

(2005) model shows an underestimate result. Meanwhile Fig.4.33 shows the increasing 

ratio of biaxial compressive strength compared with uniaxial compressive strength with 

different failure criterion. Based on this increasing ratio, Nagai et al. (2005) model 

shows the closest result with the experimental result and the proposal model is higher 

than Nagai et al. (2005) model. The Trial model shows the highest increasing ratio of 

biaxial compressive strength. Thus, based on these reasons, in this study the proposal 

model is selected because Nagai et al. (2005) model shows an underestimate result in 

case of uniaxial compressive strength and trial model shows the highest increasing ratio 

of biaxial compressive strength. 

 

4.8 EFFECT OF TENSION SOFTENING OF CONCRETE 

In this chapter, a parametric study is also conducted for the constitutive model of the 

tension softening of concrete of normal springs. Two types of constitutive models of 

tension softening concrete, i.e. linear softening of concrete and bi-linear softening of 

concrete, will be investigated through the simulation of uniaxial compression and 

uniaxial tension. The simulation is conducted only in case of 2.5 MPa of tensile strength 

of springs. Fig. 4.34 shows the constitutive model of linear and bi-linear softening of 
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concrete. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 (a) Linear model (Hayashi et al. 2013) (b) Bi-linear model 

Fig.4.34 Constitutive model of normal spring of concrete 

 

 

Fig.4.35 Stress-strain relationship of uniaxial compression with different tension 

softening of concrete 
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the behavior of uniaxial tension doesn’t change with different failure criterion of 

concrete. 

6. Based on the parametric study of the tension softening of concrete, the tension 

softening concrete of normal springs affect significantly the behavior of the uniaxial 

tension and the softening of the uniaxial compression . On the other hand, the 

behavior of uniaxial compression does not change until the maximum load. 
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Chapter Five 

 SIMULATION OF TENSION STIFFENING 
 
 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

The deformation behavior of reinforced concrete members is affected by many factors. 

One of the important factors, affecting the deformation of reinforce concrete, is the 

constitutive laws of bond between concrete and steel reinforcement,  due to the 

stretching of the anchored bars in the connections of reinforced concrete members and 

the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced concrete members. Popov (1984) described 

that very large contribution made to the tip deflection by the fixed-end rotation of the 

beam caused by the fixed-end rotation of the beam caused by a pullout of the bars from 

the anchorage zone. In the other hand, the tension stiffening effect influences the 

stiffness of the reinforced concrete members as the stiffness of the members is 

decreased by the propagation of cracks. Since the bond behavior of deformed bars is 

more complicated than that of plain bars, the tension stiffening effect in reinforced 

concrete, reinforced with a deformed bar, will be mainly discussed. 

 

The behavior of the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced concrete members can be 

defined by the capability of the concrete to develop tensile stress away from the crack 

section by the presence of bond between concrete and the reinforcement bar. When a 

reinforced concrete member is loaded by an axial tensile force, the tensile stress, 

working both in the concrete and in the reinforcement bar, will vary along the member 

and the stresses are different each other, depending on their modulus elasticity. 

Furthermore, the equilibrium at any section of the reinforced concrete member can be 

expressed generally by Eq. 5.1. 

 

P  (5.1)

 

As the tensile force increases, the first crack occurs when the tensile stress, working in 

the concrete, exceeds the tensile capacity of the concrete and the force will be fully 

resisted by the reinforcement bar at the cracked section. Furthermore, the force is 

gradually transferred to the concrete at each side of the crack by the presence of bond 

between concrete and reinforcement bar. As the result, new cracks will occur at a certain 

distance from the previous crack when the tensile force increases. Furthermore, 
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although at the crack section the tensile force is fully resisted by the reinforcement bar, 

concrete between cracks is still able to develop tensile stress by the occurrence of the 

bond between concrete and reinforcement bar. Eventually, it can be concluded that the 

propagation of cracks and the bond behavior between concrete and the reinforcement 

bar play important roles in the behavior of the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced 

concrete members (Fig. 5.1). 

 

In order to study the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced concrete members, there 

are two alternatives i.e. experimental works in laboratories and computational numerical 

simulations. Through experimental works, the bond behavior and the tension stiffening 

effect in the reinforced concrete have been well established. Goto et al. (1971) 

successfully studied the propagation of cracks, i.e. internal cracks, primary cracks, 

secondary cracks, and longitudinal cracks formed around the deformed bar, when a 

reinforced concrete member is loaded by an axial tensile force. In the other hand, Shima 

et al. (1987) successfully modeled the bond behavior in a massive concrete by a unique 

bond-slip-strain relationship and the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced concrete 

by the concept of average stress-strain relationships of concrete and the reinforcement 

bar.  

 

Hayashi et al. (2012) has modeled the anchorage of reinforcement in reinforced 

concrete beam-column joints by using a 3-dimensional RBSM, but the analysis was 

limited in the uniaxial tests and without yielding of the bar. In the other hand, Ikuta et al. 

(2012) has modeled the anchorage of reinforcement in L beam-column joints However, 

the accuracy of RBSM in modeling the bond behavior between concrete and the steel 

 

Crack 

Bond 

 

Fig.5.1 Tension stiffening 
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reinforcement has not been clarified yet, so that further studies are needed. In this study, 

by modeling the tension stiffening effect in the reinforced concrete by a 3-dimensional 

RBSM is one way to study the bond behavior between concrete and the steel 

reinforcement. Eventually, the purpose of this study is to simulate the tension stiffening 

effect in the reinforced concrete by 3-dimensional discrete model. 

 

5.2 OVERVIEW OF EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES BY SHIMA ET AL 

Shima et al. (1987) has successfully modeled the tension stiffening effect in the 

reinforced concrete by the concept of average stress-strain relationships of concrete and 

the reinforcement bar. The method to determine the average stress-strain relationships of 

concrete and the reinforcement bar is as follows. As strains were measured along the 

reinforcement bar, average strain can be calculated by dividing the integration of strain 

distribution along the reinforcement bar by the length of the specimen. At each 

measured point, stress can be calculated by the strain-stress relationship of a bare bar. 

The same concept with the average strain was applied. The average stress can be 

calculated by dividing the integration of stress distribution along the reinforcement bar 

by the length of specimen. The load carried by a reinforcement bar is calculated by 

multiplying the average stress by its cross section. Finally, total load resisted by 

concrete can be calculated by subtracting total load by total load resisted by the 

reinforcement bar and the average stress of concrete can be calculated by dividing the 

total load resisted by concrete by concrete sectional area. 

 

Based on this model, it was found that when a bar at crack section yields, the steel 

stresses outside the crack section should be lower than the yield strength. As the result, 

the average stress-strain of steel should have lower yielding point than the yielding 

point of bare bar.  

 

In this study, the simulation was conducted for two experimental specimens conducted 

by Shima et al. (1987), low yield strength of reinforcement bar and normal yield 

strength of reinforcement bar. The dimension of the experimental specimen is shown in 

Fig.5.2.  

 

A steel bar is arranged in the center of concrete prism for the tension test. A deformed 

bar having diameter of 19 mm was used. In order to measure strain, strain gages were 

places at an interval of 10 ribs at two opposite sides of the reinforcement bar. The 

length of specimen was determined as long as possible depending on the experimental 
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limitations since higher accuracy will be obtained in case of longer specimen.  

 

5.3 DETAIL OF NUMERICAL MODELS 

5.3.1 Numerical Models 

Simulations were conducted for experiments conducted by Shima et al. (1987). The 

purpose of the experiments was to obtain the average stress strain relationship in the 

post yield of a bar in concrete since at that time the stiffness of reinforcement bars in 

reinforced concrete was assumed as same as that of bare bar. Furthermore, this 

assumption was inapplicable for the post-yield range of reinforcement bars.  

 

In the experiments, the specimens with different concrete strength, reinforcement ratio, 

yield strength of reinforcement bars, and curing condition were tested under uniaxial 

tensile loading. In this study, the effect of the yield strength of reinforcement bars is the 

main focus. 

 

Numerical models are listed in Table 5.1. Two numerical models, with different yield 

strength of reinforcement bars, were modeled.  

 

 

 

Table 5.1 Detail of numerical models 

 

Case 

 

Parameter 

Material Properties of Concrete Re-bar Number 

of 

Elements

Compression 

f′c (MPa) 

Tension

ft (MPa)

Elasticity

Es (MPa)

Yield 

fy (MPa)

Elasticity 

Es (MPa) 

1 Yield 

strength 

25 1.5 25500 350 190000 93422 

2 Yield 

strength 

25 1 25500 610 190000 93422 

 

 

250 

D19 

2700

20
0 

Fig.5.2 Experimental specimen 



 

 

5.3.2

Fig.5

expe

mode

19 m

mate

speci

 

5.3.3

Fig.5

lengt

near 

steel 

loadi

Mean

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

250 

2 Geome

5.3 shows t

rimental sp

els was mod

mm was used

erial proper

imens 

3 Bounda

5.4 shows t

th was mod

the loaded 

element at

ing step. 10

nwhile, fixe

250

200 

Fixed-e

try of Nume

the geomet

pecimens, w

deled as the

d as the ma

rties of nu

ary Conditio

the boundar

deled at both

end and the

t the loaded

000-2000 s

ed in all dire

Fig.5.3 G

end

erical Mode

try of the n

were modele

e same as th

ain reinforce

umerical m

on 

ry condition

h sides of th

e fixed end. 

d end face. D

steps of dis

ection was a

3000

300

Geometry of

Fig.5.4 B

70 

els 

numerical m

ed. The rei

hat of exper

ement locat

models are 

n of numer

he numerica

Monotonic

Displaceme

splacement-

assumed at 

0

00

f numerical

Boundary co

models. Th

inforcement

rimental spe

ted at the ce

the same 

rical models

al models to

c displacem

ent is increa

-loading are

the steel ele

l models (Un

ondition 

Loa

e same dim

t arrangeme

ecimens. A 

enter of con

as those 

s. A 150 m

o eliminate 

ent-loading

ased by 0.0

e applied in

ement at the

nits: mm) 

ading-end 

mensions, a

ent of num

deformed b

ncrete prism

of experim

mm of un-bo

the confine

g is applied t

0015 mm at

n the simu

e fixed end.

200 

250 

20D19 

as the 

erical 

bar of 

m. The 

mental 

onded 

ement 

to the 

t each 

ulated. 

  

250

00



71 
 

5.4 DISCUSSION AND RESULTS 

5.4.1 Load-displacement Relationships 

The results of tension stiffening can be presented in macroscopic response, i.e. 

load-average strain relationship, and in microscopic response, i.e. average stress-strain 

of reinforcement and average stress-strain of concrete. The simulation results are 

compared with the experimental results, conducted by Shima et al. (1987). Fig.5.5 

shows the simulation results compared with the experimental results in case of normal 

yield strength and low yield strength.  

 

Based on the load-average strain relationship, the tensile stiffness of a reinforced 

concrete element is higher than that of a bare bar both normal yield strength case and 

low yield strength case.  Therefore, the tension stiffening effect of reinforced concrete 

can be simulated well by using RBSM, as the result of the presence of bond between 

reinforcement bar and concrete. Furthermore, since the yield strength of numerical 

model 1 is lower than that of numerical model 2, simulation predicts that the capacity of 

numerical model 1 is lower than that of numerical model 2 which is the same tendency 

as the experimental results.  

 

Based on the average stress-strain of reinforcement bar, it was predicted that the 

yielding point of the average stress-strain relationship of reinforcement is lower than 

that of the bare bar in both cases. It is well known that when a reinforcement bar at 

crack section yields, the stress of reinforcement bar between 2 cracks should be less 

than that of the bare-bar. Furthermore, it is predicted that the yielding point of the 

average stress-strain relationship of reinforcement in normal yield strength case is 

higher than that of in low yield strength case. Simulation predicts that the yielding point 

begins at the average strain around 0.07 % and 0.28% in case of low and normal yield 

strength, respectively. The same tendency was observed in the experiment. However, 

the yielding point of the average stress-strain relationship of reinforcement in low yield 

strength case of simulation results is predicted higher than that of experimental results.  

 

Simulations results also predict that there is no yield plateau in the average stress-strain 

of reinforcement which is usually found in the stress-strain relationship of a 

reinforcement bar.  
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Load-average strain relationship 

  

 

Average stress-strain of reinforcement bar 

  

 

Average stress-strain of concrete 

  

 (a) fy = 350MPa  (b) fy = 610MPa 

Fig.5.5 Load-average strain and average stress-average strain relationships with 

different yield strength of reinforcement bar 
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Moreover, it is revealed from the average stress-strain relationship of concrete that the 

concrete still can resist the tensile load in the post cracking range. Eventually, the 

load-average strain, the average stress-strain relationship of reinforcement bar and the 

average stress-strain relationship of concrete of simulation results are roughly the same 

as those of experimental results. 

 

5.4.2 Strain profile, internal cracks, and surface cracks 

Fig.5.6 shows the internal cracks and strain profiles of the simulation results compared 

with the strain profile obtained from the experimental results in case of normal yield 

strength. Meanwhile, Fig.5.7 shows the internal cracks and strain profiles of the 

simulation results compared with the strain profile obtained from the experimental 

results in case of normal yield strength.  

 

When the load is relatively small, at the average strain of 0.015%, both cases show that 

small amount of cracks occurs in the numerical models. Furthermore, at the location of 

the formation of cracks, the strain of the reinforcement bar is higher than other locations. 

It indicates that at the location of cracks, the force is fully resisted by the reinforcement 

bar and simulation can simulate this behavior. As the load increases, at the average 

strain of 0.044%, new cracks are formed at the certain distances from the previous 

cracks in both cases because of the occurrence of bond between concrete and the 

reinforcement bar. It can be concluded that simulation can simulate the propagation of 

cracks gradually as the load increases because of bond between concrete and the 

reinforcement bar. 

 

Simulation result predicts that yielding occurs at a certain location when the average 

strain is still lower than the yield strain of a bare bar. Furthermore, when a 

reinforcement bar yields at a certain location, stresses at other locations are lower than 

the yield stress. As the result, the average stress is lower than the yield stress of a bare 

bar.  

 

In case of numerical model 1, the reinforcement bar yields earlier than numerical model 

2 because of lower yield strength of reinforcement bar. Simulation results predict that 

the reinforcement bar yields at average strain 0.07% and 0.25% in numerical model 1 

and 2, respectively. 
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5.5 EFFECT OF TENSILE STRENGTH REDUCTION OF INTERFACE 

ELEMENTS 

As described in the previous chapter, in order to consider the interface as a weak region, 

the tensile strength of the interface elements is assumed to be half of that of concrete 

elements. In this chapter, the assumption of this tensile strength reduction will be 

investigated through the parametric studies. Three types of tensile strength of interface 

elements will be simulated, i.e., no reduction of tensile strength (=ft concrete), half of 

the tensile strength of concrete elements (=0.5×ft concrete), very small value of tensile 

strength (= zero) (Fig.5.8). The yield strength of the reinforcement bar is 350 MPa. 

Fig.5.9 shows the load-average strain, average stress-strain relationship of 

reinforcement bar, and average stress-strain relationship of concrete. 

 

Based on the load-average strain relationships, simulation results predict that the 

stiffness in a reinforced concrete member slightly increases as the tensile strength of the 

interface elements increases before and after cracking. In addition, based on the average 

stress-strain relationship of concrete, the tensile strength and the stiffness of concrete 

slightly increase as the tensile strength of the interface elements is higher. As the result, 

it is well known that if the concrete strength is higher, the yielding point of the average 

stress-strain relationship of reinforcement bar is lower. It can be concluded that the 

tensile strength of the interface elements contributes to the concrete strength. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(a) ft interface = ft concrete (b) ft interface = 0.5×ft concrete (c) ft interface = 0 

Fig.5.8 Constitutive models of interface elements with different tensile strength 
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Load-average strain relationship 

 

 

Average stress-strain of reinforcement bar 

 

Average stress-strain of concrete 

 

Fig.5.9 Load-average strain and average stress-average strain relationships with 

different tensile strength reduction of interface elements 
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5.6 EFFECT OF MODELING STRAIN HARDENING REGION OF STEEL 

ELEMENTS 

In the previous study by Hayashi et al. (2012), strain hardening region of steel elements 

has not been introduced and a bilinear model was assumed. In this study, the strain 

hardening region is introduced (Fig. 5.11). The constitutive model of the normal spring 

used in this simulation is represented by the following equations (adopted from Shima et 

al. 1987). 

 

σ 																										 																												                           

σ 																													 																												                     

σ 1 1.01 						     
(5.2)

 

where 

k = 0.032(400/fy)1/3 

σ  : stress ( MPa) 

ε : strain 

fy : yield strength (MPa) 

fu : tensile strength (MPa) 

εsh : initial strain of hardening, assumed 1.5% 

  

The effect of modeling this strain hardening region will be investigated through the 

simulation of tension stiffening effect. Fig.5.12 shows the load-average strain, average 

stress-strain relationship of reinforcement bar, and average stress-strain relationship of 

concrete with and without strain hardening region of steel elements. 

(a) With strain hardening  (b) Without strain hardening 

     (Hayashi et al. 2012) 

Fig.5.11 Constitutive models of steel elements 
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Load-average strain relationship 

 

Average stress-strain of reinforcement bar 

 

Average stress-strain of concrete 

 

Fig.5.12 Load-average strain and average stress-average strain relationships with and 

without strain hardening region of steel elements. 
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Fig.5.13 Strain profile with and without strain hardening region 

 

Based on the load-average strain relationship and the average strain-stress relationship 

of the reinforcement bar, the difference occurs after the yielding point of the average 

stress-strain relationship of the reinforcement bar. The load carried by the reinforced 

concrete is lower in case of without strain hardening region. Furthermore, after the 

reinforcement bar yields at the crack section, yield plateau is found in the average 

stress-strain relationship of reinforcement bar if strain hardening region is not modeled.  

 

In order to understand this difference, Fig.5.13 shows the strain profile with and without 

modeling strain hardening region. Before yielding, at average strain of 0.044%, no 

difference of strain profile is predicted in both cases. As the load increases, at average 

stress of 0.25%, because of no strain hardening region, the strain jumps up dramatically 

after yield has occurred at both loading-end and fixed-end which indicates the failure of 

the reinforcement bar. In addition, strains are localized after yielding occurred. 

Meanwhile, since strain hardening region is modeled, the reinforcement bar can still 

carry more load. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

1 In this chapter, the applicability of RBSM to simulate the bond behavior between 

concrete and reinforcement bar is investigated through the simulation of tension 

stiffening effect. When the displacement is relatively small, small amount of cracks 

occur in the numerical models. As the displacement increases, new cracks are 

formed at the certain distance from the previous cracks because of the bond 

between the concrete and the reinforcement bar. It can be concluded that RBSM 

a. Average strain 0.044% (before yielding) 
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can simulate the bond behavior in a reinforced concrete member. 

2 Simulation results also show that the yielding point of average stress-strain of 

reinforcement bar of low yield strength is lower than that of high yield strength. In 

case of low yield strength of reinforcement bar, the reinforcement bar yield just 

after the cracking started. The simulation results show in a good agreement with 

that of simulation result. 

3 By the parametric study of the tensile strength of the interface element between 

concrete and the reinforcement bar, by increasing the tensile strength of the 

interface element between concrete and the reinforcement bar affects slightly the 

strength and stiffness of concrete in average stress-strain of concrete relationship. 

As the result the stiffness of load-average strain relationship and the yielding point 

of average stress-strain of reinforcement bar will be affected slightly. 

4 The strain hardening region in the constitutive model of a reinforcement bar is 

introduced in this study that affects the average stress-strain relationship of a 

reinforcement bar. The absence of the strain hardening region causes the yield 

plateau in the average stress-strain of the reinforcement bar after the yielding point. 

Furthermore, strain localization will occur.  
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Chapter Six 

ANALYSIS AND RESIDUAL CAPACITY OF RESIDUAL RC 
CORBEL FAILED BY ANCHORAGE SPLITTING FAILURE 

6.1 INTRODUCTION 
Corbel is a short cantilever member that comes out from a column, a wall, or a bridge 

pier, to sustain a load, originating from a gantry girder or a precast concrete beam. A 

corbel is generally built monolithically with a column or a wall, and is characterized by 

a low shear span-to-depth ratio. To transfer a load from a beam to a corbel, a bearing 

pad is usually installed on the corbel. However, for the easiness of the construction, 

some bearing pads were installed in the wrong position, at the free end of corbels. The 

position of the bearing does not satisfy the requirement in the design code (JSCE 2007). 

 

Based on the filed observation (Singapore, 2012), several corbels were found to be 

failed at a lower capacity than their expected capacity due to the faulty design of 

bearing pads positions. Bearing pads were found to be extended to the edge of the 

corbel. Meanwhile, based on the experimental results, conducted by Kriz and Raths 

(1965), several failure mechanisms can be classified into (see Fig.6.1): 

1. Flexural tension failure  

This failure occurs when flexural reinforcement bars yield excessively. The 

tendency that the flexural cracks become very wide signifies this type of failure. In 

addition, concrete crushing occurs at the sloping end of the corbel. 

2. Diagonal splitting failure 

This failure occurs along the diagonal compression strut after the occurrence of 

flexural cracks.  

3. Sliding shear failure 

This failure is characterized by a series of short and step diagonal cracks. The corbel 

separates from the column face as these cracks interconnect. 

4. Anchorage splitting failure 

This failure occurs when a load is applied to the edge of the corbel, at the position of 

the bending portion of the anchorage. 

5. Bearing failure 

If the bearing plates are too small or too flexible, the concrete may crush underneath 

the bearing plates. 
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6. Horizontal tension 

If the outer face of the corbel is too shallow and an adverse horizontal load is also 

introduced. 

 

Based on this classification, such failure can be classified the anchorage splitting failure. 

Meanwhile, few cracks, either diagonal compression cracks or flexural cracks, occur in 

the corbel. Based on this behavior, if the location of bearing pad is moved to the straight 

portion of the flexural reinforcement of the corbel, there is still a possibility that the 

corbel is still able to resist the load, although a local failure occurs. Furthermore, the 

option to move the bearing pad to the straight portion of the flexural reinforcement 

might be a simple way for recovering the capacity of a corbel failed by the anchorage 

splitting failure. However, how much load that a corbel is still able to resist after a local 

 

 
 

 

Fig. 6.1 Failure mechanisms in corbels (a) Flexural tension failure; (b) Diagonal 

splitting failure; (c) Sliding shear failure; (d) Anchorage splitting failure; (e) Crushing 

due to bearing; (f) Horizontal tension failure 
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failure occurs, which is called residual capacity, has not been investigated. 

In order to study the residual capacity of a reinforced concrete corbel failed by an 

anchorage splitting failure, there are 2 alternatives, i.e. experimental works and 

computational numerical simulations. Through experimental works, the real 

load-displacement relationship and surface cracks can be obtained easily. However, the 

internal cracks and the internal stress are difficult to be observed. Our research group 

has conducted a meso-scale analysis of reinforced concrete members by a 

3-dimensional discrete element analysis, called RBSM. The study on a reinforced 

concrete member at the meso-scale, in which the local re-bar arrangement is considered 

by modeling the rib of re-bar, is useful for the precise evaluation of its behavior, since at 

this level, cracks occur as the result of the interlock mechanism between concrete and 

re-bar. 

 

Eventually, the purpose of this study is to study the residual capacity of a reinforced 

concrete corbel failed by an anchorage splitting failure, both by experimental work and 

numerical simulation. Based on this finding, an efficient method to retrofit the damage 

corbel will be proposed based on the study of internal stress and internal cracks 

condition. 

 

6.2 EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAMS 

6.2.1. Experimental specimens 

To study the residual capacity of a corbel failed by an anchorage splitting failure, 3 

reinforced concrete corbels were loaded with different loading positions (see Table 6.1). 

The specimens were reinforced with reinforcement bars. The column segment was 

reinforced by four longitudinal deformed bars of 16 mm and six lateral ties of 10 mm. 

Deformed bars of 13 mm, that were used as the flexural reinforcements of the corbel, 

were bent through 90 degree at the edge of the corbels. Two deformed bars of 10 mm 

were used as the lateral ties of the corbel. The distance between the top surface of the 

concrete and the top surface of the outer stirrups, of all specimens was 20 mm. Fig. 6.2 

shows the dimension and the reinforcement bars arrangement of the experimental 

specimens. 

 

For the recognition of the variable in each specimen, the following notations were used. 

EC signifies the specimen with bearing pads installed and loaded on the edge of the 

corbel. The purpose of corbel EC is to verify the occurrence of the anchorage splitting 
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Table 6.2 Detail of numerical models ______________________________________________________________________  
   Strength of Concrete  Maximum Load    ___________________  __________________ 
  Shear Compression Tension Number of EXP  ANA 
Case Parameter av(mm) f′c (MPa)  ft (MPa) elements (kN) (kN) _____________________________________________________________________________________ 
EC Loading on 125 45.52 2.66 318494  428 328 
 Edge Pad 
MC Loading on 220 41.89 2.81 318448  229 199 
 Middle Pad  
RCC Residual 220 45.52 2.66 318747  409 301 
 Capacity ____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

6.3 DETAILS OF NUMERICAL MODELS  

6.3.1 Numerical models 

Table 6.2 shows the numerical models that were conducted in order to study the 

residual capacity of a corbel failed by an anchorage splitting failure. The same notations 

with experiment specimens were used. 3 numerical models, with different positions of 

bearing pads, were modeled. 

 

6.3.2 Geometry of numerical models 

The same dimensions, as experimental specimens, were modeled. However, for the 

simplification of the models and in order to reduce the computational time, only one 

side of the corbels was modeled and the stirrups in the column segment were not 

modeled. Fig.6.4 shows the geometry of the numerical models. 

 

6.3.3 Boundary conditions 

Fig.6.5 shows the boundary conditions of numerical models. Fix condition in all 

direction is assumed at the top and the bottom of the column segment. Monotonically 

displacement-load controlled was applied on the bearing pad of the corbel. The 

displacement-load increases 0.016 mm for every step of load. 200 steps of 

displacement-load were applied in the simulation. The boundary condition in the 

column segment is different with the experimental test setup. However, it has been 

confirmed that this boundary condition does not affect the simulation results, i.e. 

load-displacement relationships and crack patterns. 

 

In order to introduce the residual capacity analysis in the numerical simulation of 

Corbel RCC, 2 bearing pads were modeled in case of corbel RCC, i.e. an edge bearing 
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which was measured by a LVDT, located at the bearing pad of the corbel. It should be 

emphasized that the displacement that was measured by the LVDT is not the relative 

displacement between 2 points of measurement, i.e. the top surface and the bottom 

surface of the specimens. Furthermore, the rigid body movement of specimens is 

included into this measurement. Experimental results are shown until the peak load 

because the measurements were not stable in the post peak due to the brittle failure. 

Meanwhile, the load and the displacement of the load-displacement relationships of the 

numerical models were determined based on the load and the displacement which were 

applied on the bearing pad. 

 

The maximum loads of the numerical models are roughly the same as those of 

experimental specimens, i.e. approximately 13-17% difference. In case of corbel EC, 

the simulation prediction is underestimate by 13%, and in case of corbel MC, the 

simulation prediction is underestimate by 17%. The initial stiffness of the experimental 

results is lower than that of simulation results. Crushing gypsum layer located at the 

bearing pad causes the rigid body movement of the specimens. Since the LVDT is 

located only at the bearing pad position, the rigid body movement of the specimen is 

included in the displacement measurement. 

 

Both experimental and numerical results show that the maximum load of corbel EC is 

reduced by approximately 45 % of reduction ratio compared with that of corbel MC. It 

can be concluded that the position of the bearing pad is important. When the load is 

applied on the edge of the corbel, the load capacity of the corbel will be reduced 

significantly. 
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Chapter SEVEN 

 SIMULATION OF BEAM COLUMN JOINT WITH COMPLEX 
ARRANGMENT OF REINFORCEMENT BARS 

 

7.1 INTRODUCTION 

Reinforcement congestion, at a beam column joint, can cause difficulties during 

compaction of concrete, resulting poor quality of construction. To reduce the 

reinforcement congestion in a beam column joint, a comprehensive study of the 

behavior of a beam column joint is needed. However, the behavior of a beam column 

joint has not been clarified well. Many aspects are involved in a relatively small 

dimension of beam column joint.  

 

In order to study the behavior of a beam column joint, there are 2 alternatives, i.e. 

experimental works and computational numerical simulations. Through experimental 

works, the real load-displacement relationship and surface cracks can be obtained easily. 

However, the internal cracks and the internal stress are difficult to be observed. Our 

research group has conducted a meso-scale simulation of reinforced concrete members 

by a 3-dimensional discrete element analysis, called RBSM. The study on a reinforced 

concrete member at the meso-scale, in which the local re-bar arrangement is considered 

by modeling the rib of re-bar, is useful for the precise evaluation of its behavior, since at 

this level, cracks occur as the result of the interlock mechanism between concrete and 

re-bar. Moreover, Ikuta et al. (2012) successfully simulated different crack patterns with 

different bending radius of re-bars of L-shaped beam column joint with simple 

arrangement of re-bars by RBSM. Meanwhile, the applicability of RBSM in modeling a 

beam column joint with a complex reinforcement arrangement has not been investigated. 

In this study, by modelling a complex reinforcement arrangement, the applicability of 

RBSM in predicting the beam column joint failure is investigated.  Thus, the 

simulation results are compared with the experimental observations. 
 
7.2 DETAIL OF NUMERICAL SIMULATION 

7.2.1 Numerical models 

Simulation was conducted for an experiment of a beam column joint, done by Japan 

Railway. Dimensions, reinforcements, and material properties of numerical model and 

experimental specimen are the same. Table 7.1 shows the dimension and material 

properties of the beam column joint. Fig. 7.1 shows the geometry of the numerical  
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Table 7.2 Maximum load of the experimental specimen and numerical model 

Case Experiment(Pexp) Simulation(Pana) Pexp/Pana 

Open 160.3 kN 114.2 kN 71% 

Close 272.3 kN 217.9 kN 75% 

 

 

Fig. 7.5 Load-displacement relationship 

 

 

7.3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

7.3.1 Load-displacement relationships 

Fig. 7.5 shows the load-displacement relationship of simulation result, compared with 

the experimental observation. Table 7.2 shows the maximum load of the experimental 

specimen and numerical model. The load and the displacement of the load-displacement 

relationship of numerical model were determined based on the load and the 

displacement which were applied to the pin, located at the end of the beam. The 

maximum loads of numerical model are roughly the same as those of experimental 

specimen, i.e. approximately 25-29% difference. 

 

Both experimental and simulation results show that the maximum load of open case is 

lower than that of close case. Furthermore, the failure behavior of the beam column 

joint will be described below.  
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7.3.4 Surface cracks 

Fig. 7.7 shows the surface cracks of the numerical model, compared with experimental 

specimen at failure. Large width of cracks occurs parallel to the bending portion of the 

anchorages and on the re-entrant corner of beam column joint in case of open case. On 

the other hand, large width of cracks occurs at the end of the anchorages in case of close 

case. The experimental specimen shows the same behavior.  

 

CONCLUSIONS 

1 Same tendency of load-displacement relationship with experiment was predicted. 

Maximum load in open case is lower than that of in close case 

2 Different failure patterns can be predicted by RBSM due to different loading 

conditions. When the beam column joint is loaded to a moment that tends to close 

the beam column joint, cracks which are perpendicular to the bending portion of the 

anchorages occur that is caused by the diagonal compressive stresses perpendicular 

to the bending portion of the anchorages. In addition, since the interface between 

concrete and reinforcement bar is a weak region, this region can open easily when 

the beam column joint is loaded under this close moment. On the other hand, when 

the beam column joint is loaded to a moment that tends to open the beam column 

joint, cracks parallel to the bending portion of the anchorages occur. Since cracks at 

the end of the anchorages open easily due to the close moment, these parallel cracks 

can open easily without any restriction. Compressive stresses which are parallel to 

the bending portion of anchorages also occur under this open moment. 

3 Simulation results predict that complicated stresses occur in a beam column joint 

with complex arrangement of reinforcement bars. 
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In this study, a meso-scale analysis of reinforced concrete member by 3D discrete 

element analysis, called 3D RBSM, was conducted. The study by 3D meso-scale 

discrete analysis is useful since the reinforcement arrangement can be modeled in an 

accurate manner, i.e. the rib of a reinforcement bar and the 3D model of a reinforcement 

bar, local failure can be predicted precisely as the result of the discontinous deformation 

of concrete and the the interaction of concrete and a reinforcement bar at meso-scale 

level, and cracks can be introduced directly as the displacement between 2 elements. 

Moreover, Wang et al. (2014) successfully simulated different crack patterns due to 

different anchorage systems of knee-joint by 3D RBSM. Eventually, the purpose is to 

investigate the effect of the local reinforcement arrangement, especially the arrangement 

of stirrups along the anchorage, on the failure process of beam column joints by 3D 

discrete model, through the comparison with experimental results. Capacity, cracking 

pattern, and local internal stress condition of simulation results will be investigated. In 

addition, by revealing the failure process will be proposed by the simulation considering 

the local stress and the crack propagation.  

 

8.2 OVERVIEW OF EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES BY YOKOHAMA NATIONAL 

UNIVERSITY 

Yokohama National University in Japan conducted many experiments in order to find 

the best location of local reinforcements in a beam column joint with mechanical 

anchorages through the studies done by Kiyohara et al. (2011), Kato et al. (2011), and 

Yoshimura et al. (2012). Figs 8.2, 8.3, and 8.4 shows the experimental specimens that 

were conducted Kiyohara et al. (2011), Kato et al. (2011), and Yoshimura et al. (2012)m 

respectively. Experimental results showed that just by changing the local arrangement 

of reinforcement bars affects the local failure significantly.  
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used for modeling all stirrups. Plain bars of 10 mm were used as the stirrups of both 

column and beam. Meanwhile, since local reinforcement arrangement affects the 

macroscopic behavior significantly, deformed bars of 13 mm were used as the stirrups at 

the position of anchorage plates and along the anchorage in the beam column joint. 

Material properties of reinforcement bars of each model are shown in Table 8.2. The 

material properties of numerical models are the same as those of experimental 

specimens. 
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8.3.3 Boundary conditions 

Boundary conditions of numerical models are shown in Fig. 8.8 As the comparison, the 

detail of the experimental setup is shown in Fig. 8.9 Steel plates were modeled located 

at the end of the beam and the column. The stiffness of the steel plates was assumed 

rigid enough, so that deformation of the steel plates will be prevented. In order to model 

the hinged condition, a pin element is introduced, located in the steel plates. 

Furthermore, in a pin element, forces are transferred only through normal springs of the 

pin element. 

Cyclic load was applied to the experimental specimens. However, since brittle failure 

was observed only when the beam column joint was loaded by a moment that tends to 

close the beam column joint and the stirrups arrangement may affect significantly on the 

anchorage performance under this load, only push load case will be discussed in this 

study. Monotonically displacement controlled was applied to the pin located at the end 

of the column and fix condition was assumed at the pin, located at the end of the beam. 

The displacement increases 0.1 mm for each step of load, and 1000 steps were applied. 
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8.4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

8.4.1 Load-displacement relationships 

Load-displacement relationships of experimental specimens are compared with those of 

numerical models, in case of AL2, BL1, BL2, and FL5. Fig. 8.10 and Fig. 8.11 show 

the load-displacement relationships of experimental specimens and numerical models, 

respectively, in case of AL2, BL1, BL2, and FL5. The load of load-displacement 

relationships, both experimental specimens and numerical models, was determined 

based on the load which was applied to the pin, located at the end of the column. 

Meanwhile, the displacement of load-displacement relationships, both experimental 

specimens and numerical models, was calculated based on the drift angle. Table 8.1 

shows the maximum loads of experimental specimens and numerical models. 

 

The maximum loads of numerical models were roughly the same as those of 

experimental specimens, i.e. approximately 5-10% difference. In case of AL2, the 

simulation underestimated by 10%, in case of BL1, the simulation underestimated by 

5%, in case of BL2, the simulation underestimated by 10%, and in case of FL5, the 

simulation underestimated by 5%. Thus, the maximum loads of numerical models 

coincide well with those of experimental specimens. 

 

 

Fig. 8.10 Load-displacement relationships of experimental specimens 
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Fig. 8.11 Load-displacement relationships of numerical models 

 

Based on the load-displacement relationship of simulation results, the same tendency as 

the experimental results was predicted. The maximum load of BL1 is higher than that of 

AL2. The maximum load of FL5 is higher than that of BL1. The maximum load of BL2 

is higher than that of FL5. Simulation results predict that the load decreases 

significantly after the maximum load in case of AL2 and BL1. Meanwhile, in case of 

BL2 and FL5 the load does not decrease significantly. 

 

In case of AL2, BL1, FL5, the load slightly dropped before the peak load approximately 

at the displacement of 6-10 x 10-3 rad. In case of AL2, the load dropped earlier than BL1 

and FL5. Furthermore, in case of BL1, the load dropped earlier than FL5. The same 

tendency as experimental results was predicted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0

50

100

150

0 10 20 30 40 50

L
oa

d
 (

k
N

)

Displacement (× 10-3 rad)

 : AL2 
 : BL1 
 : BL2 
 : FL5



 

a. Pr

(D
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

c. Ob

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

e. Pr

(D
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

g.  Ob

3 

redicted failur

Deformation×3

bserved failur

redicted failur

Deformation×3

bserved failur

1a 

1b 

1a 

1b 

1b 

1a 

1b 

3 

re pattern of A

3) 

re pattern of A

re pattern of B

3) 

re pattern of B

F

1a 

2 

AL2 

AL2 

BL2 

BL2 

Fig. 8.12 Su

Top Surfa

Top Surf

1a

1b 

1b

2 

2 

3 

3

3 

119 

b. 

d.

f. 

(D

h.

urface crack

ace 

face

a

1a

2

2

 Predicted fai

(Deformation

Observed fai

 Predicted fai

eformation×3

Observed fai

s after failu

1b

1b

1

1a

1b

ilure pattern o

n×3) 

ilure pattern o

ilure pattern o

)  

ilure pattern o

re 

1a

1a

1a

1b

of AL2 

of BL1 

of FL5 

of FL5 

Top Surf

a 

1b 

1b 

2 

2 

3 

face 

1a

1a



 

8.4.2

Surfa

in ca

mode

nume

 

In al

anch

(    

corne

comp

 

In ca

surfa

joint 

could

simu

 

In ca

plate

the s

crack

Mean

that 

same

 

8.4.3

Fig. 

of 0.

occu

intern

deve

there

betw

simu

is de

1a 

2 Surface 

ace cracks o

ase of AL2

els and ex

erical mode

ll cases, sim

horage plate

) and from

er of beam

parison, the

ase of AL2 

ace of nume

(    ).How

d not be sim

ulate well th

ase of BL2,

es and propa

side of the s

ks were pr

nwhile, the 

of AL2 and

e cracks wer

3 Internal

8.13 shows

.006-0.01 r

urrence of th

nal stress d

lopment len

e is no sign

ween AL2 a

ulation resul

elayed beca

2 

cracks afte

of experime

2, BL1, and

xperimental 

els are rough

mulation re

es of top lo

m the ancho

m column 

e same crack

and BL1, s

erical mode

wever, the 

mulated as w

he sudden dr

 the simula

agating from

specimen, o

redicted at 

width of th

d BL1 that 

re also obse

l stress 

s the interna

rad, before 

he slight dr

distribution 

ngth of BL

nificance dif

and BL1. 

lts that in ca

ause of the 

er failure 

ental specim

d BL2. Fig

specimens

hly the sam

esults predi

ongitudinal 

orage plates

joint (   

ks were obs

simulation 

ls which in

spalling of 

well as exp

rop in capac

ation result 

m the ancho

occurred at t

the top su

he flexural 

indicated th

erved in the 

al stress dist

slight drop

rop of load 

in beam co

L2 and FL5 

fference of 

Based on 

ase of BL1 

increase o

1b

120 

mens are com

g. 8.12 sho

s after failu

me of those o

icted that d

bars of be

s of middle 

), occurre

served in the

results pred

ndicated the 

f concrete at

perimental s

city after ex

predicted th

orage plates 

the top surf

urface of b

crack of B

he flexural 

experiment

tribution of

p of load i

d was earlie

olumn join

are larger 

f stress distr

these beha

and FL5, th

of the bond

mpared with

ows surface

ure. Genera

of experimen

diagonal cra

eam to the 

longitudina

d in the n

e experimen

dicted that d

anchorage 

t the top su

specimens s

xceeding the

hat cracks, 

of top long

face of num

beam colum

BL2 and FL

failure in t

tal specime

f numerical 

is predicted

er in case A

nts, the com

than AL2 a

ribution alo

aviors, it is

he occurren

d performan

h those of n

e cracks of 

ally, the cr

ntal specim

acks, propa

corner bea

al bars of th

numerical m

ntal specime

damage occ

failure in th

urface of nu

so that simu

e maximum 

along the e

gitudinal bar

merical mode

mn joint in

5 was pred

the beam co

ns (    ). 

models at t

d. As descr

AL2 and BL

mpressive st

and BL1 ( 

ong the dev

s confirmed

ce of the sli

nce along t

3

numerical m

f both num

rack pattern

mens. 

agating from

am column 

he column t

models. A

ens. 

curred at th

the beam co

umerical mo

ulation coul

m load. 

end of anch

rs of the be

el (    ). F

n case of 

dicted larger

olumn joint

the displace

ribed before

L1. Based i

tresses alon

  ). Mean

velopment l

d based on

ight drop of

the develop

2 

1 

models, 

erical 

ns of 

m the 

joint 

to the 

s the 

he top 

olumn 

odels, 

ld not 

orage 

am to 

Fewer 

FL5. 

r than 

t. The 

ement 

e, the 

in the 

ng the 

while 

ength 

n the 

f load 

pment 



 

lengt

of be

 

Fig. 

of 0.

the s

sligh

maxi

plate

Thes

toget

diago

of FL

 

 

 

Ten

3M

(

Fig. 8.1

 

0

50

100

150

L
oa

d
 (

k
N

)

th of anchor

eam column

8.14 shows

015 rad. It 

slight drop o

ht drop of l

imum load.

es, because t

se cracks, i

ther that ca

onal cracks 

L5, these cr

Cnsion 

MPa 

(Deformation×

13 Internal s

0 10 20

Displacemen

 
 
 
 

rages which

n joint 

s the interna

is confirme

of load. Sin

load. As the

 In addition

the interfac

i.e. diagona

use the maj

open wider

acks propag

Comp. 

10MPa

×10)

stress of AL

30 40

nt (× 10-3 ra

: AL2 
: BL1 
: BL2 
: FL5 

h is caused 

al stress dist

ed based on 

nce the widt

e displacem

n, cracks we

e between a

al cracks a

jor cracks i

r, cracks alo

gate to the a

L2, BL1, BL

50

d)

121 

by stirrups

tribution of

the simulat

th of diagon

ment increa

ere also pre

anchorages 

and cracks 

in beam col

ong the anc

additional c

AL2

BL2

L2 and FL5

1

and additio

f numerical 

tion results 

nal cracks o

ses, the loa

edicted alon

plates and 

along the 

lumn joint

chorage plat

oncrete bloc

 at the displ

1

on concrete

models at t

that diagon

of BL2 is s

ad increases

ng the end o

concrete is 

anchorages

(   ). As t

tes also ope

ck (   ). 

lacement of

2

3

e block at th

the displace

nal cracks c

small, there 

s again afte

of the anch

weak in ten

s are conn

the results, 

en wider. In

BL1 

FL5 

f 6-10× 10-3

1

1

he top 

ement 

aused 

is no 

er the 

orage 

nsion. 

nected 

when 

n case 

3 rad 



 

Fig. 

of 0.

restri

As th

decre

restri

colum

was 

arran

crack

crack

colum

 

 

 

 

0

50

100

150

L
oa

d
 (

k
N

)

T

3

Fig. 8

8.15 shows

025 rad. Ba

iction along

he results, d

eases signi

iction along

mn joint th

predicted 

ngement ins

ks to penetr

ks cannot o

mn joint. 

0 10 2
Displaceme

Tension 

3MPa 

(Deformation

8.14 Internal

s the interna

ased in the 

g the ancho

diagonal co

ificantly af

g the ancho

at causes th

in case of

side the co

rate to the s

open easier

0 30 40
ent (× 10-3 ra

Comp. 

10MPa

n×10)

l stress of A

 : AL2
 : BL1
 : BL2
 : FL5

al stress dist

stress distr

rages, diago

ompressive 

fter exceed

orages, diag

he load doe

f FL5. The

oncrete bloc

surface of th

r and diago

50
ad)

AL2, BL1, B

2 
1 
2 
5 

122 

tribution of

ribution in t

onal cracks

stresses are

ding the m

gonal comp

es not decre

e additiona

ck at the to

he beam co

onal compre

AL2

BL2

BL2 and FL

2

2

f numerical 

the beam co

s open easie

e difficult t

maxim load.

ressive stre

eases signif

al concrete

op of the b

olumn joint.

essive stres

2

2

5 at the disp

models at t

olumn joint

er in case o

o exist that

. Meanwhi

esses still ex

ficantly. The

e block and

beam colum

 As the res

sses still ex

placement o

2

2

3

the displace

ts, because 

of AL2 and 

t causes the

ile, because

xist in the 

he same beh

d reinforce

mn joint pr

sult, the dia

xist in the 

BL1 

FL5 

of 15× 10-3 

ement 

of no 

BL1. 

e load 

e the 

beam 

havior 

ement 

revent 

gonal 

beam 

rad 



 

 

8.4.4

Fig. 

displ

AL2 

beam

each 

preve

joint 

arran

crack

 

 

 

 

0

50

100

150

L
oa

d
 (

k
N

)

T

3

Fig. 8

4 Internal

8.16 show

lacement of

and BL1. 

m column jo

other. In c

ents diagon

are difficu

ngement ins

ks to penetr

0

0

0

0

0 10 2

Displace

Tension 

MPa 

(Deformation

.15 Internal

l stress crac

ws the inter

f 0.05 rad. 

As the diag

oint opened 

ase of BL2

nal cracks to

ult to open. 

side the con

ate to the to

20 30 40

ment (× 10-3

Comp. 

10MPa

n×10)

l stress of A

 : AL2
 : BL1
 : BL2
 : FL5

cks 

rnal stress 

As describe

gonal crack

that caused

, the confin

o open wide

In case of F

ncrete block

op surface o

50

3 rad)

AL2, BL1, B

2 
1 
2 
5 

123 

and interna

ed before, d

ks opened e

d damage. F

nement prov

er so that cra

FL5, additi

k at the top 

of beam colu

AL2

BL2

BL2 and FL

al cracks o

diagonal cr

easily, crack

Furthermore

vided by sti

acks at the t

onal concre

surface of 

umn joint.

2

2

5 at the disp

f numerica

acks open e

ks at the to

, these crack

irrups along

top surface 

ete block an

beam colum

placement o

al models a

easily in ca

op surface o

cks are conn

g the ancho

of beam co

nd reinforce

mn joint pr

BL1 

FL5 

of 25× 10-3 r

at the 

ase of 

of the 

nected 

orages 

olumn 

ement 

revent 

rad 



 

 

 

Fig. 

anch

proce

1. B

i

t

2. D

3. C

b

c

4. D

l

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In

Int

Fig. 

50x1

Tensio

3MPa

(D

8.17 show

horages. Bas

esses of bea

Bond work

increased by

the top surf

Diagonal cr

Cracks prop

be restricte

concrete blo

Diagonal cr

length. 

nternal Stress

 

 

 

 

ternal Crack

 

> 1 mm 

 

 

8.16 Intern

10-3 rad 

Coon 

a 10M

Deformation×

ws the fail

sed on the s

am column j

ks along th

y the stirrup

face of beam

racks propag

pagate to th

ed by the 

ock. 

racks open. 

s 

A

ks 

nal stress a

omp.

MPa

5) 

lure proces

tudy of the 

joint with m

he develop

ps placed al

m column jo

gate 

he surface o

concrete b

It can be re

AL2 

nd internal 

124 

ss of the b

internal stu

mechanical 

pment lengt

long the dev

oints. 

of beam colu

lock and r

estricted by

BL1

l cracks of 

beam colum

udy of the si

anchorages 

th of the 

velopment l

umn joint. 

reinforceme

y placing sti

B

numerical 

mn joint w

imulation re

can be reve

anchorages

length and c

The cracks 

ent arrangem

rrup along t

BL2

models at 

with mecha

esults, the fa

ealed as bel

s. Bond ca

concrete blo

propagatio

ment insid

the develop

FL5 

displaceme

anical 

failure 

low. 

an be 

ock at 

n can 

de the 

pment 

ent of



 

Fig

 

8.4.5

Fig. 

expe

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

L
oa

d
 (

k
N

)

g. 8.17 Failu

5 Strain P

8.19 show

rimental res

0

50

100

150

0

Bo

can

by

add

ure process 

Profile 

ws the strai

sults. Fig. 8

Fi

ond works

n be incr

y stirrups

ditional con

1 

of beam col

the si

in measure

8.18 shows t

ig. 8.18 Poi

Drift 

s that 

reased 

 or 

ncrete 

125 

 

lumn joint w

imulation re

ement of s

the point m

int measurem

10
Angle (× 1

2

3

Cracks 
propagate

to the 
surface

Diagonal 

cracks

A

with mecha

esults. 

imulation r

easurement

ment of stra

10-3)

e 

D

B

anical ancho

results com

t of the strai

ain 

4

Diagonal cra
open 

B

orages based

mpared with

in. 

acks 

d on 

h the 

20



126 
 

  

(a) AL2  (b) BL1 

  

(c) BL1  (d) FL5 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 8.19 Strain measurements of simulation results and experimental results 

 

Simulation results show in a good agreement with the experimental results. Simulation 

results predict that the strain at point A is lower than that of point B, because of the bond 

along the development length. Simulation results and experimental results show that in 

case of AL2, the reinforcement bars do not yield either at the point A or point B. 

Meanwhile, other cases show that the reinforcement bars yield at the point A. Based on 

the simulation results, in case of BL1 and FL5 (flexural failure cases), after 

reinforcement bar yields, the strain jumps dramatically to the strain hardening region. 
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8.5 EFFECT OF MODELING RIB OF STIRRUPS IN THE BEAM COLUMN 

JOINT PORTION 

As described before, the diagonal cracks affect significantly the behavior of beam 

column joint with mechanical anchorages. To confirm this behavior, parametric studies 

are conducted that stirrups in the beam column joint portion are modeled with plain 

reinforcement bars. It is well understood that in case of plain reinforcement bars, slip 

occur easily between concrete and a reinforcement bar because the bond is determined 

only by the friction between the concrete and reinforcement bar. If the slip occurs easily, 

diagonal cracks can open easier. The simulation was conducted for BL1 and BL2.  

 

Fig. 8.20 shows load-displacement relationships of BL1 and BL2 with different types of 

stirrups. In case of BL1, the load-displacement relationships change significantly. 

Furthermore, the capacity of BL1 will be lower if stirrups inside the beam column joint 

were modeled as the plain bars. The load drops slightly at the same displacement. It 

indicates that the bonds between concrete and reinforcement bar are similar in both 

cases and diagonal cracks occur at the same displacement. As the displacement 

increases, the load increases in both cases. However, if stirrups inside the beam column 

joint are modeled as the deformed bars, the load increases more than plain bars case. 

 

 

 

Fig. 8.20 Load-displacement relationships of BL1 and BL2 with different types of 

stirrups 
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8.6 EFFECT OF MODELING STRAIN HARDENING REGION OF STEEL 

ELEMENTS 

In this chapter, the effect of modeling train hardening region of steel elements on the 

beam column joint behavior is investigated. As described in the previous section, if the 

strain hardening region is not modeled, the strain will jump dramatically after yield has 

occurred and it may affect the behavior inside the beam column joint. The simulation 

was conducted for BL1.  

 

Fig. 8.22 shows the load displacement relationships of the numerical models. There is 

no significance different of load-displacement relationships in case of BL1 with and 

without modeling the strain hardening region. 

 

Fig. 8.23 shows the strain measurement along the anchorage of BL1 with and without 

modeling the strain hardening region. Before the reinforcement bars yield, strain profile 

of BL1 without strain hardening region is same as that of BL1 with strain hardening 

region. After the reinforcement bars yield, there is no significant different of strain 

profile along the anchorages inside the beam column joint. Furthermore, at the location 

where the reinforcement bars yield, the strain jumps dramatically in case of BL1 

without modeling strain hardening region. As the load increases more, the strain 

localization occurs at the location where the yield occurs and there is still no difference 

of strain profile along the anchorages inside the beam column joint. 

 

 

Fig. 8.22 Load-displacement relationships of numerical models with and without strain 

hardening region 
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4. Based on simulation results, it is proposed that there are 2 scenarios to strengthen 

the beam column joint with mechanical anchorages. First is to restrict the opening of 

diagonal cracks in beam column joints. Second scenario is to restrict the crack 

penetration to the surface of the beam column joint so that diagonal cracks are 

difficult to open. 

5. Based on the parametric study of the types of stirrups inside the beam column joint, 

there are two functions of stirrups inside the beam column joint. First function is to 

provide the confinement effect and another function is to restrict the diagonal cracks 

in the beam column joints. 
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Chapter NINE 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
 

 

In this study, numerical simulations of failures of beam column joints by 3D RBSM are 

conducted. In this chapter, contents of the study, achievements and tasks for the future 

are summarized with respect of each chapter. 

 

In Chapter 1, background, literature review, purpose, research significance and 

strategies are described.  

Because of the demanding in the specification, reinforcement congestion occurs in beam 

column joint that can increase construction time and cause difficulties during 

compaction. As the result, a poor quality of concrete is obtained. Meanwhile, the 

anchorage specification was developed based on the simple arrangement of 

reinforcement bars and has not been changed for many years. The reduction of 

reinforcement congestion is possible based on the mechanism in the congested joint. 

Based on the experimental works, it is not easy to understand the behavior because 

complex cracks occur in the beam column joint due to the complex arrangement of 

reinforcement and loading history. 

 

Mechanical anchorage can be the way to reduce the reinforcement congestion in the 

beam column joint. However, if it is placed near the surface of the beam column joint, 

local cracks will occur because of the local stress from the mechanical anchorages. To 

avoid this failure, additional reinforcement bars should be placed along the anchorages. 

Furthermore, many experiments are necessary to find the best or rational way to 

strengthen this system. It takes time and inefficient. 

 

Numerical simulation can be a beneficial way to understand the behavior through the 

study of the internal stress and internal cracks. Meso scale analysis is proposed in this 

study because cracks propagate in 3D domain, the 3D shape of a reinforcement bar is 

modeled directly, including the rib of the reinforcement bar, cracks occur because of the 

discontinuous of concrete and interaction between concrete and reinforcement bar at 

meso scale level, and cracks can be simulated directly. 

 

In chapter 2, the method of analysis is explained. In RBSM, a reinforced concrete 
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member is meshed into rigid bodies. Each rigid body consists of 6 degrees of freedom 

and connects to another rigid body by 3 springs. In order to prevent cracks propagate in 

non-arbitrary direction, random mesh is used for the concrete elements. In this chapter, 

the decision to choose 10x10x10 – 20x20x20 mm3 of mesh size is described because the 

limitation of this study is only for normal concrete. Furthermore, in the normal concrete, 

cracks propagate between aggregates and don’t penetrate into the aggregate. In order to 

represent the real cracking pattern in the normal concrete that is determined based on 

the aggregate size and location, 10x10x10 – 20x20x20 mm3 of mesh size is decided. 

Based on this mesh size, the constitutive models are decided. For different types of 

concrete, for example high strength concrete and fiber reinforced mortar, different mesh 

size and constitutive models should be applied and these types of concrete are not 

applicable in this study. 

 

In this chapter, various shapes of reinforcement bars are introduced in order to simulate 

the same model and reinforcement arrangement of the beam column joint with complex 

arrangement of reinforcement bars as the real condition 

 

In chapter 3, a unified constitutive model for spring at the selected mesh size is 

proposed because in the past studies, the simulations were conducted for simple pull out 

tests of reinforced concrete members. The constitutive models were determined in such 

a way to represent the material behavior in macro-scale. The bi-linear model for tension 

softening of concrete elements, new failure criterion of concrete elements, and strain 

hardening region for steel elements are proposed in this study. 

 

For the normal spring of concrete, in compression zone it behaves elastically. After the 

tensile stress exceeds the tensile strength of concrete, it has the softening part. An elasto 

plastic model is assumed for the shear spring of concrete, where the tau max is 

calculated based on the relationship of shear stress and normal stress. For normal spring 

of steel elements, its behavior is the same as the real stress-strain relationship of steel. In 

order to consider the interface between concrete and reinforcement bar as a weak region, 

the tensile strength of interface elements is reduced by half of that of concrete elements. 

 

To develop the constitutive models for the simulation, simulations of concrete at 

material scale were conducted, which are described in Chapter 4. Uniaxial compressive 

and tensile loading and biaxial compressive loading were applied to the concrete models. 

By setting different tensile strength of normal springs, different uniaxial compressive 
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and tensile strength are obtained at macro scale. Based on the new failure criterion of 

concrete, the simulation results show that the relationship of uniaxial compressive and 

tensile strength is in a good agreement with JSCE equation. In the biaxial compression 

test, the simulation is little overestimate but still with the same tendency as the 

experimental results that the compressive strength under biaxial compressive loading is 

higher than that of uniaxial compressive loading.  

 

In this chapter, parametric studies are also conducted. By varying the failure criterion of 

concrete, the failure criterion of concrete affects significantly the behavior of concrete 

under both uniaxial and biaxial compressive loading. However, it doesn’t affect the 

behavior of concrete under uniaxial tensile loading. Meanwhile, the tension softening of 

concrete affects the softening of concrete both under uniaxial compression and tensile 

loading. 

 

In order to check the applicability of simulation system to simulate the bond between 

concrete and a reinforcement bar, tension stiffening simulations were conducted with 

different yield strength of a reinforcement bar in Chapter 5. Simulation results are 

presented by load-displacement relationship, average stress-strain of the reinforcement 

bar, and average stress-strain of concrete. Based on the simulation results, as the load 

increases, cracks can propagate gradually because bond between concrete and 

reinforcement bar is simulated well. Furthermore, simulation results show that the 

yielding point of average stress-train of reinforcement bar is lower than that of bare bar 

which is a good agreement with the experimental results. In addition, the simulation 

results also predict that the average stress-train of reinforcement bar in case of low yield 

strength is lower than that of in case of high yield strength. In this chapter also, 

parametric studies of the tensile strength of the interface elements were conducted. The 

simulation results show that the tensile strength of the interface elements affects slightly 

the stiffness of the reinforced concrete member and increase the concrete strength in the 

average stress-strain relationship of concrete. The effect of modeling strain hardening 

region is explained in this chapter that the strain localization after the reinforcement bar 

yields will not occur. 

 

By this well-developed simulation system, some achievements have been obtained. In 

chapter 6, by this simulation system, how the local cracking occurred in the corbel that 

has wrong detailing of loading position has been understood because the local shape of 

the reinforcement bar is modeled directly. Simulation results show different capacity 
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between wrong detailing and correct detailing because of this local failure. Furthermore, 

by this simulation, how to repair the damage corbel by simulating directly the damage 

corbel has been proposed. After the failure occurs in the corbel, the loading position is 

moved into the middle and applied it. The simulation results show that the capacity can 

be recovered. This kind of residual performance can be simulated. 

 

In chapter 7, by this well-developed simulation system, how each rebar contributes to 

the complex cracks in the beam column joint with complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars can be understood because the local shape of the reinforcement bars 

is modeled directly. 

 

In chapter 8, as described before, mechanical anchorage can be the way to reduce the 

reinforcement congestion in the beam column joint. To strengthen this system, 

additional reinforcement bars should be placed along the anchorage and the best or 

rational way has not been proposed yet. Based on the experimental works, by placing 

the stirrups along the development length and additional concrete block at the top 

surface of beam column joints are the example ways to achieve the flexural failures. By 

the simulation, the mechanism to strengthen this system has been understood through 

the study of internal stress and internal crack pattern. Simulation results show the same 

tendency as the experimental results in term of load-displacement relationships. The 

failure behavior of simulation results is also the same as that of experimental results. 

Based on the study of the internal stress of beam column joint with mechanical 

anchorages by simulation, the failure processes have been understood. First, bond works 

along the development length of the anchorages. Second, diagonal cracks occur in the 

beam column joint. Third, cracks propagate to the surface of the beam column joint. 

Finally, the diagonal cracks open. Furthermore, based on the simulation results, it has 

been understood, the mechanism of stirrups along the development length is by 

restricting directly the opening of diagonal cracks. Meanwhile, additional concrete 

block and reinforcement arrangement on the top surface of beam column joint restrict 

the cracks propagation to the surface of the beam column joints. 
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Appendix A 

FINITE ELEMENT ANALYSIS OF BEAM COLUMN JOINT 
WITH COMPLEX ARRANGEMENT OF REINFORCEMENT BARS 

 

A.1 INTRODUCTION 
By finite element analysis, Salem et al. (2004) simulated well the bond behavior of 

ribbed reinforcement bars. However, the three dimensional arrangement of 

reinforcement bars was not modeled and the applicability of the finite element analysis 

in predicting the failure behavior of a beam column joint with complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars has not been investigated. In this chapter, by modeling directly a 

complex arrangement of reinforcement bars, the applicability of the finite element 

analysis in predicting the beam column joint failure will be studied. The simulation was 

carried out by 3D finite element analysis, COM3, developed by The University of 

Tokyo. In COM3, a three dimensional reinforced concrete member is meshed into solid 

elements. Furthermore, in this study, a beam column joint was meshed into plain 

concrete elements and steel elements. Details of the material models are discussed in the 

references (Maekawa et.al. (2003)). 

A.2 DETAIL OF NUMERICAL SIMULATION 

A.3.1 Numerical model 

In order to study the behavior of a beam column joint with complex arrangement of 

reinforcement bars, the finite element analysis was conducted for an experiment of a 

beam column joint, done by Japan Railway. Since the purpose of this research is to 

study the behavior of a beam column joint with complex arrangement of reinforcement 

bars, the dimensions, the reinforcement bars, including bending portion of the 

reinforcement bars, and the boundary condition were modeled in an accurate manner. 

Three dimensional shape of a reinforcement bar was modeled. However, for the 

simplification of the analysis model, the shape of a reinforcement bar is rectangular, 

with the same area as the circular shape of the actual reinforcement bar. Furthermore, 

the dimensions, the reinforcement bars of the beam column joint, and the boundary 

conditions of the analysis model, will be described below. 

 

 



A.3.2

The 

prope

elem

colum

 

D2

D1

D1

D16

D13

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

40
0 

55
0 

95
0

2 Geometr

dimensions

erties of th

ments are us

mn joint por

  

Mater

  

Concr

5 (Beam Long

3 (Beam Long

16 (Beam Tran

 (Column Lon

3(Column Tra

400 

95
0 

ry of nume

s of the an

he concrete

sed to mode

rtion is app

rial 

rete 

gitudinal Bar)

gitudinal Bar)

nsversal Bar) 

ngitudinal Bar

ansversal Bar)

F

950 

1350 

erical mode

nalysis mod

e and reinf

el the beam

roximately

Table A.

Modulus 

Elasticit

(MPa)

22000

)   

)   

  

r)   

)   

ig. A.1 Ana

40
0 

40

137 

el 

del are show

forcement b

m column jo

1 cm3. 

.1 Material p

of Compre

ty Stren

(MP

21.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

alysis mode

 

 

 

 

00

wn in Fig.

bars are sh

oint. The siz

properties

essive Te

ngth Str

Pa) (M

.1 

l (Units: mm

A.1. Furth

hown in Ta

ze of eleme

ensile Mo

rength El

MPa) (

1.75 

  1

  1

  1

  1

  1

m)  

her, the ma

able A.1. 6

ents in the 

odulus of 

lasticity S

(MPa) 

  

90000 

90000 

90000 

90000 

90000 

aterial 

67314 

beam 

Yield  

trength 

(MPa) 

  

383 

362 

368 

365 

362 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

For t

reinf

bar. O

yield

simp

hook

mann

 

A.3.3

Fig. 

the fr

assum

(a)

(c)

the meshin

forcement b

On the othe

d strength o

plified by en

ked bar anch

ner. Fig. A.2

3 Boundar

A.3 shows 

frame loadin

med as the b

) Beam Re-

) Column R

Fig. A.2

ng simplific

bar is a recta

er hand, spi

of the tied 

nlarging the

horages, lo

2 shows the

ry conditio

the detail o

ng in the ex

boundary c

12

-Bars 

e-bars    

2 Reinforcem

cation purpo

angular whe

iral stirrups

stirrups of 

e area of the

cated in the

e reinforcem

on 

of the frame

xperimental 

ondition at 

2D16 

138 

(d) 3-D R

 

ment bars o

 

ose in the 

ere its area 

s of the colu

the column

e tied stirrup

e beam colu

ment bars of

e loading o

set-up (Fig

the bottom 

5D25 

4D13 

5D25 

 

Reinforceme

f the analys

numerical 

is the same

umn were s

n, and tied 

ps of the be

umn joint w

f the analysi

of the analys

g. A.4). Fix 

of the steel

3x
10

0 
15

0 
4x

50
 1

00
 

 (b) Stirru

ent Bar of A

sis model  

simulation,

as the actu

simplified b

stirrups of

eam. The be

was modele

is model. 

sis model, w

condition i

l frames. Th

360 120

ups 

Analysis mod

, the shape

ual reinforce

by increasin

f the beam 

ending porti

ed in an acc

which repre

in all direct

here are 3 h

360 

del 

e of a 

ement 

ng the 

were 

ion of 

curate 

esents 

ion is 

hinges 

D16 

D13



that a

midd

Furth

with 

steel 

 

 

 

Fig. A

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

95
0 

72
5

are modeled

dle of steel 

hermore, an

a small va

plates and 

A.3 Bounda

model 

(a) Pi

13

I

d as the bou

plates, is in

n interface 

alue of shea

the pin. 

ary conditio

in   

350 2
2200

Hinge 

Fix 

Interface 

undary con

ntroduced a

element is 

ar stiffness, 

on of numer

Fig. A

265 315270

139 

ndition. To a

as the conn

introduced

so that no 

rical

    

A.5 Detail of

allow the ro

ection betw

between th

shear force

Fig. A

         

f hinge 

otation, a pi

ween steel p

he pin and 

e is transfer

A.4 Experim

   (b) Hin

in, located i

plates (Fig. 

the steel p

rred betwee

mental setup 

nge 

in the 

A.5). 

plates, 

en the 



 

Cycl

steel 

push

that t

expe

A.3 

A.3.1

 

L
oa

d
 (

kN
)

lic load of d

frame, loca

h load, is int

tends to op

riment is us

SIMULA

1 Load-di

-5 -4

    : Sim
    : Ex

CLOSE

F

displacemen

ated at the 

tended to ex

en and clos

sed in the si

ATION RE

splacement

Fig

-3

mulation 
xperiment 

E 

Fig. A.6 Loa

nt control, pu

end of the b

xamine the 

se the right 

imulation. F

ESULTS 

t relationsh

g. A.7 Load-

-2 -1

Displa

140 

 

 

ad pattern o

ull load and

beam. In ad

behavior o

angle, resp

Fig. A.6 sho

hips 

-displaceme

-

D
is

p
la

ce
m

en
t 

(c
m

)

-400

-300

-200

-100

0

100

200

300

400

1 0

acement (c

of cyclic loa

d push load 

ddition, the 

of the beam 

pectively. Th

ows the load

ent relations

-10

-5

0

5

10

0 500

1

cm)

 

ad 

alternately,

applied loa

column joi

he same loa

d pattern of 

ship 

1000 1500 2

Load Step

2 3

, is applied t

ad, pull loa

int for a mo

ad pattern a

f the cyclic l

2000 2500 3

4

OPEN 

 

to the 

d and 

oment 

as the 

load. 

 

000

5



141 

Table A.1 Maximum load of the experimental specimen and numerical model 

Case Experiment(Pexp) Simulation(Pana) Pana/Pexp 

Open 160.3 kN 229 kN 70% 

Close 272.3 kN 370 kN 73% 

 

Fig. A.7 shows the load-displacement relationship of simulation result, compared with 

that of experimental result. Table A.1 shows the maximum load of the experimental 

specimen and numerical model. The load and the displacement of the load-displacement 

relationship of numerical model were determined based on the load and the 

displacement applied to the steel frame located at the end of the beam. The maximum 

loads of numerical model are roughly the same as those of experimental specimen, i.e. 

approximately 27-30% difference. 

 

Both experimental and simulation results show that the maximum load of open case is 

lower than that of close case. In open case, the simulation predicts that the maximum 

load of the beam column joint is 229 kN at the displacement of 1.725 cm. Meanwhile, 

in close case, the simulation predicts that the maximum load of the beam column joint is 

370 kN at the displacement of 1.725 cm. Simulation results predict that the maximum 

loads of both cases occur earlier compared with the experimental results. After 

exceeding the maximum load, simulation results show that the load decreases 

significantly in close case and the load does decrease significantly in open case. The 

same tendency as the experimental results was predicted. Anchorage failure causes the 

drop of capacity after exceeding the maximum load in close case. Furthermore, to 

observe the failure behaviour of the beam column joint by numerical simulation, the 

crack patterns of the beam column joint are described below. 

 

A.3.2 Crack patterns 

In this study, the crack pattern obtained by the simulation is described below. The cracks 

are not associated with the discrete cracks, but represent the smeared cracks. 

Furthermore, the cracks depend on the magnitudes of strains and element sizes. 

 

A.3.2.1 Crack pattern in close case 

Fig. A.8 shows the crack patterns of the numerical model at the displacement of 0.288 

cm, 1.15 cm, and 1.75 cm in close case. 
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perpendicular to the cracks formed under the close load, occur. These typical 

diagonal cracks were also observed in the experimental specimens. 

4. The behavior of the beam column joint is difficult to be observed by finite 

element analysis, after complicated cracks occur inside the beam column joint 

portion. 
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