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ITa

Influence of stationary and of repeated loading.
EinfluB dauernder und wiederholter Belastung.

Endurance — Résistance aux efforts répétés statiques ou dynamiques.
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ITal

Permissible Concrete Stresses in Rectangular Rein-
forced Concrete Sections under Eccentric Loading.

Zulissige Betondruckspannungen in rechteckigen Eisenbeton:
querschnitten bei auflermittigem Druck.

Contraintes de compression admissibles dans les sections de
béton armé rectangulaires sollicitées excentriquement.

Dr. techn. A. Brandtzaeg,

Professor an der Technischen Hochschule Trondheim.

Several investigators have raised objections to the usual method of designing
reinforced concrete sections in bending or bending combined with compression,
by the method based on the assumption of a straight line relation between stres-
ses and strains in the concrete under compression. Nevertheless, the method is
still in general use, and the Building Regulations of nearly all countries are
based thereon.

In previous publications! and? the author has presented a method wherewith
the ultimate moments or the ultimate loads of reinforced concrete members with
rectangular cross-section may be computed in fair agreement with the results
of actuals tests. On the basis of the ultimate carrying capacity of any rectangular
section, determined in this way, the usual method of design may be tried out.
Investigation will show how far the method meets the fundamental requirement
that the same desired factor of safety should be maintained with different grades
of concrete, different percentages of reinforcement and different eccentricities
of load, and the most suitable working stresses may be determined. The case
of simple bending has already been treated?; here the case of bending combined
with compression will be investigated. Only short members with negligible de-
flections are considered.

1) Computation of Ultimate Loads.

The usual distinction must be made between over-reinforced and normally
reinforced sections. Failure of the former starts on the compression side of the

1 A.Brandtzaeq: ,,Der Bruchspannungszustand und der Sicherheitsgrad von rechteckigen Eisen-
betonquerschnitten unter Biegung oder auflermittigem Druck.”* Norges Tekniske Haiskole,
Avhandlinger til 25-ars jubileet 1935, F.Bruns Bokhandel, Trondheim, page 677 o 764.

2 A. Brandizaeq: Det kgl. norske Videnskabers Selskabs Skrifter 1935, Nr. 31, F. Bruns
Bokhandel, Trondheim.

3 A. Brandtzaeq: ,,Die Bruchspannungen und die zulissigen Randspannungen in rechteckigen
Eisenbetonbalken.’” Beton und Eisen, Vol. 35, No.13, July 5, 1936, pages 219 to 222.
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section; no yielding of the tensile reinforcement occurs during failure. With
normally reinforced sections the failure starts with yielding of the tensile steel;
through opening of the crack of failure the compression area is subsequently
reduced and finally crushed. In intermediate cases the two types of failure over-
lap. While in the case of simple bending the type of failure depends only on the
properties of the materials and the percentage of reinforcement, it is, in the case
of bending combined with compression, dependent also upon the eccentricity of
the load.

&
Talséchiiche Hochsspsnm ung
O | heccourcissement effectf 13 43 confrainle maxing
Sirain sl ulhmale siress actual siress - sirain curve
C
1
2N /'
Faelll [}
a 60 L U
B3
8
! 8 |
RES
1/ : f
b 838! &
. 2 3 8
_/' 258 § 8 g
, s 883
S
233
S8
—_— £
&o ¢

Jer Poratel enlsprechende Hochs/spanmungs siauchung
Raccourcissement correspondant & /g conlrainte mar. pour i parabore
Shrain of ultimate stress, parabolic siress - shrain curve

Fig. 2.
a) Over-reinforced Sections.

At the failure of a reinforced concrete member in bending or bending and
direct compression the ultimate strain on the compression side of the member,
€:B, 18 very much larger than the strain, €, at which the same oconcrete under
axial compression would reach its ultimate stress, the prism strength, Kp. The
size of this ultimate strain on the compression side determines to some extent
the ultimate carrying capacity of the member. It may be conveniently expressed
by means of the ultimate strain ratio, n = E;—B.

0

In Figs. 1 and 3 is shown the distribution of stress which is assumed for

a section at the stage of failure in bending or bending with compression. Where

the compressive strain is smaller than &, (to the right of the lines G-C in Figs. 1
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and 3§ the stresses vary according to the stress-strain curve of the concrete in
simple compression (Fig. 2). Where the strain is larger, the stress remains
constant equal to the prism strength of the concrete, Kp. The steel stresses also
correspond to the strains. Compression steel of mild or intermediate grade
generally will have passed its yield point before the stage of failure is reached.
No account is taken of tension in the concrete.

The above assumptions are in agreement with the author’s own tests (See 1,
pages 728 to 735 and 2, pages 54 to 61). Saliger has made similar assumptions
on the basis of his tests.*

For the purpose of the analytical treatment the following equation, proposed by
Talbot, 1s substituted for the actual stress strain curve of the concrete:

o=Ee(1—+ 5 (1)

Here o is the compressive stress and € the corresponding strain, €, is the
abscissa of the vertex of the parabola (Fig. 2) and E, defines the slope of the
tangent to the parabola at zero stress. By suitable choice of the values of E, and
&, the parabola is fitted as well as possible to the actual stress-strain curve.
Generally E, should then be chosen somewhat smaller than the actual modulus of
elasticity of the concrete, E’;, and &, somewhat smaller than the strain, €’,, at
which the concrete actually reaches its ultimate stress, K, (Fig. 2). (See 1,
pages 738—739 and 2, pages 64—65.)

Other curves, as for instance the one proposed by von Emperger, agree
somewhat more closely with the actual stress-strain curve. With the curve pro-
posed by Talbot, however, the analysis is simpler, and the curve is sufficiently
accurate for the present purpose. In 9 tests made by the author, the error arising
from the use of Talbot’s curve instead of the actual stress strain diagram of
the concrete amounted for the ultimate loads to = 4.6 to + 1.0 per cent,
average —~ 0.48 per cent, and for the ultimate moments to = 0.7 to + 0.7 per
cent, average |+ 0.13 per cent (See 1, page 732 and 2, page 58, Table 8,
Columns 13 and 14).

The computation should be made separately for the two cases, Fig. 1 und
Fig. 3, with the neutral axis inside and outside the cross-section, respectively.

In the first case the distance to the neutral axis, defined by the ratio a = hi’
0
is given by the equation:
1 1 1 » 3n—1 ,
[2 3n+12n’]a =) 3n @
+[2mpp — (1 —p — ) myla — 2 nnhpu =0

4 R. Saliger: ,Versuche iiber zielsichere Betonbildung und an druckbewehrten Balken.*
Beton und Eisen, Vol. 34, No.1 and 2, Jan.5 and 20, 1935, pages 12 to 18 and 26 to 29.

5 F.v. Emperger: ,Die Forminderung des Betons unter Druck.” International Association
for Testing Materials, Congress in Ziirich 1931, pages 1149 to 1159. — See also Beton und
Eisen, Vol. 35, No. 10, May 20, 1936, page 179.
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E, .
Here n =g (E. is the modulus of elasticity of the tensile steel) and m’ CIS(F
P
(o'r is the yield point of the compression steel). The other notation is shown in

Figs. 1 and 3.
The ultimate load then is:

N‘Bz%p—[a (1—-;‘—)—3-‘%(1 —-a+ﬁ) +m‘y’ (1 —B‘)] bho Ky  (3)

The unit stress in the tension reinforoement is found to be:

— %K, (4)

6e=2nrll o

In the second case, « > 1, Fig. 3, we obtain two equations for the ultimate
load. Equilibrium of the axial forces requires:

N'p =

3n—1 n 2 ( n ) 1] (5a)
—— o ——(a— — 5 (a— ‘ —=| bhoKp
[ Cra S la—7)f|1—5-(a—7))+m +2nnu = b
and the equilibrium of moments about the center of gravity of the tension rein-
forcement gives:

N‘BZL{“ (1_%)—%(1—a+—a—)+m‘p'(1 —B)

P (5b)
ey 30k ()
—I—a(a «()[ 1+ Yo \3—2 bh,Kp
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b) Normally Reinforced Sections.

In the vicinity of the crack that opens up at failure, the compressive stress in
the concrete may be taken as constant over the entire compression area of the
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section (Fig. 4). The resulting error is very small, as is shown in 1, page 698
and 2, page 24. The stress in the tensile steel is assumed to be equal to the yield
point, of, as discussed in 3, Sections 4 and 6. After the steel has started to yield,
there can be no influence of shrinkage or other tensile stresses in the concrete
on the steel stress at the crack of failure.

With these assumptions we have:

a=—@—1D)+Vp—1F+2mup—2my ®—1+p)  (6)

nd
a N'g = %[a (1 — %) +m'p (1 — B‘)] bh,Kp (7)
OF

where m —= —.
P

With the load acting inside the cross-section, the ultimate load, N’p, according
to Equation (7), is quite large, and it increases very rapidly with decrease of the
eccentricity and increase of the percentage of reinforcement. In actual fact,
therefore, with ¥ < 1 nearly all cross-sections conforming to ordinary practice
are to be classed as fully reinforced, as discussed below, Articles 5 and 6.

2) Values of the Constants Kp, n and n.

By means of the above equations we may compute the ultimate load on any
rectangular reinforced concrete member under bending combined with direct
compression, provided the constants Kp, n (E,) and n are known for the par-
ticular concrete in question. To make the equations applicable in all cases, the
constants should be known as direct functions of some known numerical criterion
of the quality of the concrete, as for instance the cube strength, Kw. No such
functions, correct under all conditions, are, however, available. The relation of
the prism strength, the modulus of elasticity and the ultimate strain ratio lo
the cube strength varies with a series of conditions, as for instance with the
moisture content and the porosity of the concrete, the properties of the cement
and the aggregates, etc. Nevertheless it seems possible to state general relations
which will be sufficiently accurate for the purpose of a general investigation ol
the variation of the ultimate load with the quality of the concrete, the percentage
of reinforcement and the eccentricity of the load. Better agreement with actual
tests in any particular case may, of course, be obtained by determining at
least Kp and E, experimentally. The following relations are based mainly on the
tests described in papers 1 and 2:

Kp=0,77T Kw (8)

E, = 95500 + 390 Ky kg/cm? (9)
B 400 Ky

n= 125+ 32— 00

These relations have been used in the computations to follow, for concretes
with Kw = 100 kg/cm? to 300 kg/cm=.

Equation (10) represents fairly well the lowest values of the ultimate strain
ratio found in tests by the author and by Saliger.t More extensive experiments

(10)
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are, of course, needed to determine what wider field of application the relation
may be given. The fact that the ultimate strain ratio decreases with increase of.
the concrete strength is particularly important (see 3, page 221). One might,
perhaps, expect n to decrease with the eccentricity of the load. The tests,
however, have shown no regular variation of n with variation of the eccentricity

(see 1, page 739 and 2, page 65, Table 9, Column 9).

3) Comparison of Computed with Actual Ultimate Loads.

The tests described in the papers ! and 2 included the testing of 9 over-
reinforced and 4 normally reinforced specimens with eccentrically applied axial
loads, with ¢ = 0.661 to 1.855. The specimens had 0.70 to 4.64 per cent of
tensile reinforcement. The concrete used in the tests gave rather unusual values
of the ratio Kp/Kw. When the actual values of Kp, as found in the tests, and
also the test values of E, and n (which, however, are in fair agreement with
equations (9) and (10)) are entered in the computations according to equations
(2) to (), ultimate loads are found, which for two of the three groups of over-
reinforced specimens agree well with the test results. The greatest deviation is
12 per cent and the average deviation for the 6 specimens of these groups is
5 per cent. On account of differences in the compacting of the concrete in dif-
ferent kinds of specimens, the tests with the third group of over-reinforced
specimens gave no basis for such comparison. Also for these specimens, however,
the influence of variations in the eccentricity of load and the percentage of rein-
forcement seems to be well represented by the equations of Section 1 (see 1,
page 744 and 2, page 70, Table 10, Column 8).

The actual ultimate loads of the four normally reinforced specimens were on
the average 8,8 per cent greater than computed on the basis of the actual values
of Kp. When the cube instead of the prism strength is entered in Equations (6)
and (7), the actual ultimate loads are on the average 1.7 per cent smaller than
the computed ones. It does, in fact, seem probable that during a local failure
like that taking place in normally reinforced specimens, the compressive stress
in the concrete may well reach a value equal to the cube strength. For the
sake of safety, however, the prism strength is used in the computations.

The most complete series of tests of reinforced concrete in bending combined
with compression, known to the author, is the one carried out by Bach and
Graf.¢ In Table 1, Column 14, are given the average ultimate loads of the
15 groups of test specimens. The average dimensions, percentages of reinforce-
ment and eccentricities of load are listed in columns 2 to 12, according
to the report in paper.® The average cube strength of the concrete was
Kw = 225 kg/cm?, consequently Kp = 0.97 Kw = 173 kg/cm2, which agrees
with the test results for plain specimens in centric compression (see 6, Table 24).
According to the equations (9) and (10) we then have n = about 11.5 and
n = about 2.5. The ratios m and m’ have been determined from the values
of the yield point of the steel shown in Table 3 of paper . With the constants
thus determined, the ultimate loads of the 15 groups of specimens have been

8 C. Bach and O. Graf: ,,Versuche mit bewehrten und unbewehrten Betonkérpern, die durch
zentrischen und exzentrischen Druck belastet wurden.” Forschungsarbeiten auf dem Gebicte des
Ingenieurwesens, No. 166 to 169, 1914.
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computed, see Table 1, Column 13. As seen from Column 15 the agreement
between the computed and the actual ultimate loads is good. For one of the
groups of plain concrete specimens the computed load fell 15.3 per cent below
the actual value, otherwise the deviations vary between — 3.98 per cent and
-+ 5.15 per cent. The average deviation of the computed from the actual loads
for all 15 groups amounts to — 1.13 per cent.

Slater and Lyse have tested two plain concrete prisms under eccentric loading.?
The dimensions of the prisms were 20.3 X 20.3 X 30.5 cm, the prism strength
of the concrete was Kp 285 kg/cm? and consequently the probable cube strength
about Kw = 370 kg/cm2. When n is computed from Equation (10), o from
Equation (2) and N’s from Equation (3) with p = p’ =0, we obtain N'p = 74.4 t.
The actual average ultimate load was 70.5 t, that is 5.3 per cent smaller than
computed.

In the above cases it is seen that the ultimate loads computed from the
equations of Article 1 agree fairly well with the results of tests. It seems, there-
fore, that the equations may at least be used as the basis of a general investi-
gation of the variation of the ultimate load of eccentrically loaded members
with the eccentricity of the load and the percentage of reinforcement.

4) The Factor of Safety.

The permissible or safe loads may be computed by dividing the ultimate loads
by the factor of safety. The proper choice of the factor of safety has been dis-
cussed at some length in previous publications (see 1, pages 688 to 693;
2, pages 14 to 19 and 3, pages 221 to 222). If an actual factor of safety of 2
is desired, the nominal factor of safety for simple compression should be
raised to 3.3 or 3.4, on account of the influence of long-time or repeated loads
and on account of the difference in strength due to difference in size between
ordinary structural members and usual test specimens. The proposed new Nor-
wegian Building Regulations for Reinforced Concrete, designated as NS 427,
the first part of which was published for discussion in the autumn of 1935,3
are based on factors of safety in simple compression of 4.13, 3.85, 3.65 and 3.60
respectively for the four Standard Concretes A to D with cube strengths of
290 kg/cm2, 230 kg/cm?, 180 kg/cm? and 140 kg/cm? respectively.

Certain differences in the manner of failure of concrete in simple compression
and in bending or bending with compression, make it seem desirable to have
a factor of safety 100/ higher for bending and bending with compression than
for simple compression. (See 1, pages 751 to 754; 2, pages 77 to 80 and 3,
page 222.) The factors of safety for bending and bending with compression to
correspond with the above values then should be 4.54, 4.24, 4.02 and 3.96 respec-
tively for the Standard Concretes A to D. These values are used in the com-
putations referred to below.

For the reinforcement there is no such difference between the actual and the

7 W. A. Slater and Inge Lyse: ,,Compressive Strength of Concrete in Flexure as Determined
from Tests of Reinforced Beams.”* Proceedings, American Concrete Institute. Vol. 26. 1930. in
particular pages 852 to 859.

8 ,Forslag til Norsk Standard: Regler for utfgrelse av arbeider i armert betong — NS 427,
utarbeidet av Den Norske Ingenigrforening.” Supplement to Teknisk Ukeblad No. 38, 1935.



IIa 1 A. Brandtzaeg

128

Table I

Actual and calculated rupture loads for eccentric loading according to tests by Bach and Graf 1914.

1 | 2 3 4 | b 6 1 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12| 183 | 14 | 15 | 16
< é Position
° é, E Mean (ﬁof110§d4) Rupture load
. 8L = Mean dimensions ercentage of sl
Rein- £ P g
Test piece 228 reinforcement M
for- S — | Caleu- ean Notes
No. £ L » test N'g—Np
cement| & 5 Ce Ce lated =
S 2% : ho N result Ny
RECl b R e ) he oAt PN
cm em | cm cm cm cm % %o cm tons tons %o
75, 88, 142 0 10 40.1 | 40.2 0 40.2 0 0 0 30.1 | 0.749| 138.0 | 136.0 | + 1.47 | without reinforcement
76, 89, 143 0 15 40.1 | 401 0 40.1 0 0 0 35.05| 0.874; 69.3 81.8 | —15.30 o »
82, 90, 97 |4416 0 | 40.1 ; 40.1 | 34 | 36.7 0 0559 O 16.65| 0454 | 277.0 | 280.83 | — 1.18 | heavy reinforcement
85, 91, 94 » 20 | 399 | 401 | 386 | 365 0 0564 O 3645 0999 93.6 93.0 | + 0.65 | normal ”
86, 92, 95 » 30 400 | 401 | 3.6 | 36.5 0 0567 O 46.45| 1.272| 579 603 | — 3.98 ” ”
87, 93, 96 » 50 400 | 401 | 39 | 862 | O 057 (| O 66.15| 1.830( 28.9 300 | — 367 ” »
107, 108 |8¢16| 10 400 | 40.1 | 87 | 864 | 8.1 | 0558 0.560| 26.35| 0.724| 198.3 | 2025 | — 2.07 | heavy reinforcement
99, 102, 118 # 20 40.1 | 401 | 36 | 365 | 3.3 | 0558 0.556| 36.45| 0.999| 119.3 | 124.0 | — 3.79 | normal "
119, 120, 121 » 20 401 | 402 | 3.6 | 866 | 8.3 | 0.568| 0.555| 36.50| 0.998| 119.0 | 1233 | — 3.49 ” -
100, 103 ” 30 40.1 | 403 | 35 | 368 | 3.3 | 0554 0.552 | 46.65| 1.269| 69.3 696 | — 043 » »
101, 104 » 50 402 | 402 | 36 | 366 | 33 | 0.668| 0.552 | 66.50 | 1.818( 33.3 324 | 4+ 2.78 o »
140, 141 (8¢22| 10 400 | 403 | 8.7 | 866 | 88 | 1.045| 1.043| 26.45| 0.723 | 286.6 | 225.0 | 4+ 5.15 | heavy reinforcement
63, 122, 137 i 20 40.1 | 401 | 38 | 363 | 8.7 | 1.047] 1.050| 36.25| 0.999| 1648 | 1575 | + 4.63 » »
123, 138 » 30 40.1 | 40.1 | 8.7 | 364 | 38 | 1.044| 1.045| 46.35| 1.272| 1055 | 105.0 | 4+ 0.48 | normal ”
65, 124, 139 1 50 40.1 | 40.1 | 88 | 863 | 3.7 | 1.050 | 1.048| 66.25| 1.825| 55.1 535 [ + 3.00 » »

Constants of material: n =2,5; n=11,6. For rounds of 16 mm ¢: op = 8773 kg/ecm?, ¢’y = 3680 kg/cm®, Ky =173 kg/cm®.
For rounds of 22mm ¢: op = 8672 kg/cm?* o'p = 8754 kg/cm?.
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nominal factor of safety, since for mild and intermediate steel the tensile strength
which can be relied upon under such repetition of loading as occurs in most
reinforoed concrete structures, will come very close to the yield point of the
steel, which is the stress used in computing the ultimate loads of normally
reinforced members according to Equations (6) and (7). Consequently the
nominal factor of safety may be chosen equal to the actual factor of safety
desired. In the computations referred to below a factor of safety of 1.8 was
used for normally reinforced sections. This should be fully sufficient for
a uniform material like steel.

b) Safe Loads and Limiting Points.

In Fig. 5 are shown the safe loads, N,u, computed as described above,
for a section with tensile reinforcement only ond for a symmetrically
reinforced section. The computation

was made for the following case: o TN oy IS TSUSL, oire
Position of load 1.5 h, from the ten- = o e ey
sile reinforcement (moment arm = ————- Uebertewelrt ———— firke armatre
ratio, ¥ = 1.5), y=1.08, B = 0.08 e et

(See Figs. 1 and 3), cube strength it oo W’}’,‘;”;’:ﬁ{y’;’fﬁ% -

of concrete, Kw = 180 kg/cm?, = ———e-— w—m/wredm o

n = 3.03, n = 12.7 (Standard Con- s VAL T 7
crete C according to NS 427), vield /./ /i
point of steel o= o’y =2000kg/cm?2,9 / {1/

m = m’ = 14.4. With the percentage 5 a 5 L

of reinforcement as abscissa the safe  Aw /] I/

* N & '/ —] Z

unit loads, ==, have been plotied / 4m — r

) m:
as well for over-reinforced sections

3
SQS
3
"‘~\\
\_\ \§

[Equations (2) to (5)] as for nor- Iy §
mally reinforced sections [Equations 5 ,./ S 5 g
(6) and (7)]. At any particular value ;o [l

I/llg' %I_,g ; 263l
of p, the lower one of the two corres- 0508 zT o Toew% §|1 o
ponding values of N,. does, of course, o 0 i ~ 203
represent the actual value of the safe Lialie Boverurg Symnetcte beverng
load. (Heavily drawn lines in Fig. 5.) T renforrentnl sy,r,,me,,,-ff,, /,":;:,o,ceme,,,

The point G, where the two lines Fig. b.

for Nz"} interS‘eCt’ 1s the limiting pOint Safe loads for concrete C with b = 1.5 as actually
separating the two ranges of rein- ,puained and according to usual method of design.
forcement, one range of partly rein-
forced sections, where the reinforcement determines the safe load, and one of
fully reinforced sections, where the safe load is dependent mainly upon the
strength of the concrete.

Lines like those in Fig. 5 might well be used as a means of designing eccen-
trically loaded rectangular reinforced concrete sections. However, the ordinary
method of calculation may as well be used, provided only that the working

9 This is considered as the lower limit for ordinary mild reinforcing steel as used in Norway.

9
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stresses are so chosen that the ordinary calculation will in every case lead to the
correct value of the safe load.

For partly reinforced sections, where the reinforcement determines the safe
load, this can generally be attained by the use of one single value of the working
steel stress for all percentages of reinforcement. For fully reinforced sections,
however, the case is different. With one single value of the allowable concrete
fibre stress the ordinary method of calculation gives nominal safe loads which
increase far more rapidly with increase in the percentage of reinforcement than

/ /’/
35 -7§ /
[~ '
£ /
U = Uberbewert
N = Normalbewebrt!

0= Zustand 1

U = fortement armé
N = pormalement armé
I = shde I

U = attual safe loads -over- reinforced secton

N « actual ssfe boads - narmally - remforced sechon

I = Nomial sgfe loads - usual method of design
fully renfarced sechan

Fig. 6.

Safe loads for concrete C as actually,
obtained and as found by the usual
method of design, with different eccen-
tricities.

g 10 40 30 %

Bewehrungsvernalfnis
pourcenisge darmature
percentage of renforcemert

actual safe loads, as determined according to the above analysis. This is shown
in Fig. 5 and also in Fig. 6, where the actual and nominal safe loads are plotted
for several values of b, the assumptions being as for Fig. 5. Consequently, one
definite factor of safety can only be maintained throughout the range of fully
reinforced sections if the working stress for concrete is varied with the percentage
of reinforcement.

It has been shown previously that in the case of pure flexure the correct
allowable fibre stress in concrete is the stress corresponding to the limiting
point, G. (See 1, page 688, 2, page 14 and 3, page 222). The same applies to
the case of bending with compression, provided that the eccentricity of load is
large. With smaller eccentricities allowable concrete stresses other than those
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corresponding to the limiting points may be of practical interest. In the first
place, when the load is acting inside the cross-section, there hardly is any
limiting point to be found, since practically all sections are fully reinforced (See
Article 1, b and Fig. 6). In the second place, even with the load acting well
outside the cross-section, the percentages of reinforcement corresponding to the
limiting points are so small, that in practice very often more reinforcement must

be used (Fig. 6).
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Correct permissible stresses for concrete C Correct permissible stresses for concrete C
with different eccentricities, using reinforce- with different eccentricities, using symmetrical
ment on one side only. reinforcement (assuming m‘=15).

6) Correct Working Stresses for the Concrete.

From the actual safe loads, determined as described above, the corresponding
correct working stresses for concrete, to be used with the ordinary method of
calculation, can be computed for different eccentricities of load and different
percentages of reinforcement. Working stresses, thus determined for Standard
Concrete C with assumptions as in Article 5, have been plotted in Figs. 7 and 8

with ¥ as a measure of the eccentricity, as abscissa. In addition, the con-

Ce
~ b
crete stresses corresponding to the limiting points, discussed in Article 5, have
been plotted in the diagrams. Concrete working stresses exceeding the stresses
at limiting points, are of no significance, since they correspond to sections for
which the steel, not the concrete stress determines the safe load (partly reinforced
sections).

As one might expect, the diagrams show that the correct working stresses
for concrete decrease very rapidly with decrease in the eccentricity of the load.
As the load approaches the cenire of gravily of the cross-section, the correct
working stresses approach those valid for simple compression.

9‘

+
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Thus, under the assumptions stated above, the allowable fibre stresses for
standard concrete C with tensile reinforcement only should be as follows:

In pure bending, at limiting point oy,u, = 71.0 kg/cm?.

In bending with compression, with 1 per cent of reinforcement:

With the load at the edge of the cross-section
(b =1.0) ... Opu=59.6 kg/cm? = 0.84 cp,ul;.

With position of load so that the stress at the far edge of the cross-section

1s zero

(Ib = 063) e oo Opgul = 49.0 kg/om2 = 0.69 Obzul 1-
With the load acting at a distance of 0,135 h, from the centre of gravity

of the section

(b = 0.54) ... Opst = 44.8 kg/om? = 0.63 Gpyu1;.

It is seen that if the same working stress is used in actual design in all these
cases, the factor of safety will actually be very much less with small eccentricities
of load than in the case of pure flexure.

7) Effectiveness of Compression Steel.

As the Figures 7 and 8 show, the correct working stresses for concrete vary
much with the quantity of reinforcement, and in particular with the quantity of
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Fig. 9.

Correct permissible stresses for concrete C

under

pure bending with different amounts of

compression reinforcement (calculated partly

with m‘ =15 and partly with k‘'=11).

compressive reinforcement. With sym-
metrical reinforcement the correct wor-
king stresses are appreciably lower than
with tension reinforcement only. The
same applies to the case of pure flexure,
as the dotted line in Fig. 9 shows.
The correct concrete working stress for
Standard Concrete C at limiting points
is about 21 per cent lower with symme-
trical reinforcement than with tension
reinforcement only.

The correct concrete working stresses
represented in Figures 8 and 9 have
been computed from the safe loads by
the ordinary method of computation,
whereby the stresses in concrete and
steel have been assumed to be distri-
buted as indicated in Fig. 10. The stress

in the compressive reinforcement has been computed from the equation:

a—p'

o' = m' Gpr ——— (11)

where oy, is the allowable fibre stress in concrete in the case considered, and m’ is

0I

equal to KF, as defined in Article 1, a. For the concrete assumed here, with
P
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K, = 180 kg/cm? and Kp 2 138 kg/cm? (cylinder strength at 28 days (f’.)
about 2000 Ib. per sq. in.) and for steel with a minimum value of the yield
point, o’r = 2000 kg/cm? (about 28400 Ib. per sq. in.),
we have m’ approximatively equal to 15, which is the value
used in computing the curves of Figures 8 and 9. & S

Now, while the actual stress in the concrete at failure 1
is equal to Kp (Figures 1 and 3), the nominal stress
corresponding to the load at failure according to the
stress-distribution of Fig. 10, will be much larger than Kp.
Correspondingly, at that load the nominal stress in the compressive reinforcement
according to Equation (11) will be much larger than o’r. That equation thus leads
to an exaggeration of the effect of the compression steel upon the ultimate load.
To correct this, a factor k’, smaller than m’, should be vsed in Equation (11).
The factor should be chosen so as to make the computed stress in the com-
pression steel at failure equal to m’ - Kp = o'r. The result should be about the
same if k’ is taken as given by the equation

Gbm a
k! =m'— — 12
m Gbr a— BI ( )

o4,

-
S
1

L-—/]a

Fig. 10.

where o, is the allowable concrete stress in simple compression. At the working
load, o’. will then be equal to m’oypy,.

Most building regulations specify the use of the factor n instead of m’ in
Equation (11). Usually, however, n = 15 is used, at least for the grade of con-
crete considered here, and since that was the value of m’ used in computing the
curves of Figures 8 and 9, computation according to most building regulations
would give the same results as are shown there, with the same exaggeration of
the effect of the compression steel.

In that portion of the proposed new Norwegian Regulations, NS 427, which
has not yet been published, values of k' approximately in agreement with Equa-
tion (12) are specified for use in the cases of bending and bending with direct
stress. In simple compression, the ratio between stresses in steel and concrete
o'r
.
m’ = 15 are the specified values. For the stress in the tensile reinforcement,
the ratio n = 15 is used in all cases.

The full line in Fig. 9 and the curves in Fig. 11 show the correct concrete
working stresses obtained by using k’ = 11 instead of m’ = 15 in Equation (11).
It is seen that there is still a difference between sections with and without com-
pression steel. This is due mainly to the fact that according to NS 427, o), for
the concrete considered is only 60 kg/cm2, while according to our computations
op = (1 kg/cm? would be the correct value. However, much of the difference
is eliminated with the use of k’ instead of m’. ‘

1s taken to be m’ =———. For the grade of concrete considered here, k' = 11 and

8) The Working Stresses for Concrete as Specified in Building
Regulations.

In the building regulations of most countries very little account is taken of the
great influence of the eccentricity of load on the correct concrete working stresses



134 ITa 1 A. Brandtzaeg

for structural members in bending with compression, which is demonstrated in
Figures 7, 8 and 11. According to the regulations of several countries, the full
working stress for pure bending may be

" -«-035%  applied also in the case of bending with
_.-05%| compression, provided only that the wor-

Kl ;ﬂ’f’“’" king stress for simple compression is not
i uu-10%|  exceeded when the load is considered as

7 _—._..15%| actng centrally. If, for instance, the allo-
N% // /'Zjﬂ wable fibre stress in flexure is 60 kg/cm?
& A/ «-u-30%  and in simple compression 38 kg/cm?, as
2 = specified for Standard Concrete C in
’g Gin=Gom*(63r ~6om) B NS 4278 the full bending stress could in
5 6 b= Or ~#(Cor - ﬁm)(?-‘?) the case treated in Article 6, assuming 1
? i/ . per cent of tensile reinforcement only,
/ ':’i:] be applied with the load acting only

/ i | 0.105 h, from the center of gravity of

i T the section, that is, with ¥ = 0,508.
l—w—"" The correct working stress would in that

w-f;—: case be about 43.5 kg/cm?, as against

%, m 20 o w710 kg/om? in pure bending. That is,
Fig. 11. the factor of safety would be about

Correct permissible stresses for concrete C 39 per cent less than in the case of
with different eccentricities, using symmetrical pure bendmg
reinforcement (calculated with k=11 instead The 1 A . lati 10

of m‘) (compare Fig. 8). e latest American regulations? pro-

vide for an increase in the working
stress for eccentrically loaded as compared to centrically loaded columns, trough
multiplying the working stress for simple compression with a factor, which
for instance with ¥ = 1.0 and 1 per cent of reinforcement on either side
of the cross-section, amounts to about 1.163. In a column without spirals
the working stress would then be 0.154 f. - 1.163 =~ 0.18 f'.. (f. is the
minimum ultimate compressive strength of test cylinders at 28 days, for
the concrete considered about 2000 Ib per sq. in.) Now, the allowable unit .
stress in pure flexure is specified to be 0.40 f'. From Fig. 8 we find the
correct concrete working stress with b = 1.0 and p = p’ = 1.0 per cent
to be 53.2 kg/cm?, or about 75 per cent of the correct working stress in
pure flexure with no compression steel (71.0 kg/cm2) which has been deter-
mined with the same factor of safety. That means that the factor of safety in the
case considered would be the same as in pure flexure, if the working stress werc
fixed at 0.75 - 0.40 f’. = 0.30 f'.. Actually only 0.18 f’; is allowed, and hence the
American Concrete Institute’s Regulations provide in this case for a factor of
safety which is about 67 per cent greater than the factor of safety actually used
in pure flexure.

As seen, the case of bending combined with compression is treated very dif-
ferently in the building regulations of different countries. According to some

10 Building Regulations for Reinforced Concrete (A.C.I. 501—36 T) tentatively adopted,
Feb. 25, 1936, Journal American Concrete Institute, March-April 1936, Vol. 7, pages 407—444.



Permissible Concrete Stresses under Eccentric Loading 135

regulations, the factor of safety is much smaller in the case of bending with
compression than in the case of pure flexure, according to others, it is larger.

In the proposed new Norwegian Regulations, NS 4278, an attempt has bcen
made to adapt the working stresses for concrete in bending with compression
somewhat better to the correct values. The allowable unit fibre stress for concrete
in bending with compression is specified as follows:

a) With the load acting inside the cross-section (¥ < 1,0):

e
6'br = Obm + (Gbr — Obm) ot —:f— <1 (13)

where: op. = allowable unit fibre stress in pure flexure,
Obm= allowable unit fibre stress in simple compression,

e = eccentricity of load, measured from the gravity axis of the equi-
valent concrete section,

v = distance from gravity axis to extreme fibre in compression.

b )With the load acting outside the cross-section (b = 1):
G'br = Obr ; %z 1 (14)

The allowable unit stresses according to Equations (13) and (14) have been
plotted in Figures 7 and 11 for comparison with the correct values. It is seen
that although the working stresses specified in the proposed NS 427 do not lead
to the same factor of safety in all cases, nevertheless much of the variation
implicit in other specifications has been eliminated.

The agreement between correct and specified working stresses would be
improved, if the full allowable fibre stress for pure flexure were to be applied

only with %> 2 or ¥ > about 1,6, and if a parabolic instead of a linear

variation of the working stress for smaller eccentricities were specified, for
instance as given by Equation (15):

, 1 e\? e
Gbr:Gbr_Z‘(Gbr—Gbm) (2——‘;‘> s —V—<2 (15)

The corresponding curves are shown in Figures 7 and 11, they agree quite
well with the smaller values of the correct working stresses as here determined.
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The Calculation of Reinforced Concrete Sections Subject
to Bending.

Berechnungsverfahren von auf Biegung
beanspruchten Eisenbetonquerschnitten.

Les méthodes de calcul des sections de béton armé sollicitées
a la flexion.

Dr. techn. Ing. E. Friedrich,

Dresden.

A. The German and Austrian Regulations.

I. Decisions of the German Commitiee for Reinforced Concrete.
1) Carrying capacity.

According to the German Regulations of 1932, Paragraph 17, reinforced
concrete sections subject to bending are to be calculated on the assumption that
strain is proportional to distance from the neutral axis and that co-operation
by the concrete on the tension side is entirely neglected. (Condition IIb in
Ge

"‘66"" 4—661-

S5
) l £, =2 100000 kgjem®
. Slahi-Acier—Steel £ Fig. 1.
b
German
Regulations.
' e | ngﬁe/”u: & 40000 kgfem?
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Deformatians  Shresses

Fig. 1.) The ratio of the moduli of elasticity of steel and concrete is taken as
n = 15, and both in the steel and in the concrete a straight line relationship
is assumed to hold good between stress and strain (Hooke’s Law).

In what follows below, the carrying capacity will be denoted by

M-h
T= T,
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where J; is the “ideal” moment of inertia. The expression Fl is independent of

the shape of the cross section of the beam, and in case of an homogeneous
cross section it corresponds to the section modulus W and represents concrete

) : " :
stress plus—n— times steel stress. A picture of the conditions governing the
strength of a reinforced concrete section is obtained when T is expressed as

. . . X . :
a function of the distance from the neutral axis s = When plotting this
s . .. . 1
function the abscissae are so divided that successive values 5 occupy equal
distances.

Following the method of calculation hitherto used (in accordance with
Type 1Ib) the carrying capacity in the concrete portion of the beam becomes

_W
T s

T

(where W, is the cube strength) and in the steel portion

n l—s

(where o, is the yield point of the steel). If this system of co-ordinates is
adopted the curve of carrying capacity becomes a straight line for the concrete and
a hyperbola as regards the steel.l

2) Comparisons with experimental results.

Fig. 2 represents the results of experiments carried out on rectangular cross
sections reinforced with St 37, wherein the cube strength of the concrete
W, = 110 kg per sq. cm as nearly as possible, and wherein the yield point
of the steel was o, = 2800 kg per sq. cm. The cross sections were so chosen
as to develop a carrying capacity corresponding to a considerable range of s.
In Fig. 2 the calculated carrying capacities according to the German regulations
(broken line) and the capacities determined by experiment are juxtaposed, and the
following comparisons emerge:

a) In the region where failure depends on the yield point of the steel: —

a) The experimental results always work out approximately 100/ higher
than those found by calculation.

B) The curves of carrying capacity obtained by calculation and by experiment
are entirely similar. It is not possible, however, to justify an increase
in the permissible stress in the steel region, and the risk of cracking
would in itself be an objection to such, a course, nor is there good cause
for altering the method of calculation in the region .

1 E. Friedrich: ,Cber die Tragfihigkeit von Eisenbetonquerschniiten." Beton und Eisen,
1936, No. 9.
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b) In the region where breakage is governed by the strength of the concrete: —

A) The first point that arises is that the curve of carrying -capacity
extends to values of much higher percentage of reinforcement than the
steel carrying capacity line [or as in Fig. 2 up to much higher s-values].

B) In the whole of the second region the carrying capacity is much higher
according to experimental values, than according to the calculated values,
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Curve of carrying capacity as determined by experiment (full line), by calculation (broken line)
and as proposed for St. 37 (hatched border).

I1. The Austrian regulations.

In the Austrian regulations an attempt has been made to overcome the
defects of the method of calculation hitherto in use. According to the suggestion
made by von Emperger and Haberkalt the limits for the steel and the con-
crete region is to be raised to an extent corresponding with an increase in
the permissible concrete stress to 15 to 250/ above that allowed hitherto. Since,
however, the existing values of permissible stress have in fact been retained, it
follows that the curve of carrying capacity shows a break at the point which
marks the limit of reinforcement, and two disadvantages arise in consequence
of this:

a) Cases may occur in which the calculated carrying capacity is reduced on an
addition being made to the reinforcing steel.

b) Since the limit of reinforcement is made dependent on the percentage of
reinforcement provided, the suggestion can be applied only to rectangular
cross sections.
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« Fig. 3 shows the curve of carrying capacity in accordance with the Austrian
regulations.

B. New suggestions for the calculation of reinforced concrete
sections subject to bending.

The tendency in reinforced concrete design, both in buildings and bridge work,
is to avoid both sloping undersides to the beams and compression reinforcement.
A suggestion is now made whereby this tendency can be satisfied while retaining
the same degree of safety as at present, and while conforming with the lessons
of experiments.
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Carrying capacity line according to Austrian regulations.

1. Region where failure is determined by the yield point of the steel.

In this region the present method of calculation, as described, will be retained,
and provided the required cube strength of the concrete is satisfied the stress in
the latter need not be calculated.

I1. Region where failure is determined by the strength of concrete.
1) Basis of calculation.

a) Determination of the neutral axis.
/

Where the bending moment is moderate, the condition indicated by IIb will -
obtain, as assumed by the method of calculation hitherto in use. That is to say
the concrete will tend to crack in the tension zone once the stress in its outermost
fibre becomes equal to the breaking stress (which is here equated to the cube
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strength) but, instead of the beam at once breaking as implied by the cal-
culations hitherto in use, the condition IIb will give way to a new condition
IIlc, characterized by the fact that the concrete on the compression side becomes
plastic. The neutral axis remains in its original position and distance from the
neutral axis may, therefore, best be calculated on the same assumptions as
hitherto.

$*+2s¢9—2h=0 (1)
(where cp:%, 11):# and f=nF,+nkF',
y=nFsh+nF.h').

b) Stress-strain curve for the steel.
To be calculated on the basis of Hooke’s Law (Fig. 4).

Cs=Ee¢" €

--!gb r— ——lep — 63
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Slahl-Acier-Steel . Ce

Basis of calculation
for proposed calcu-

‘ lation based on the -
strength of concrete.

z &

=== z 6-
— %
; 1Ce
Querschmitt Oehnungen  Spennungen &
Section Alongemen's  Conrainfes Belon - Concrere b

Deformalions  Slresses

c¢) Stress-strain curve for the concrete.
To be calculated on the basis of the law of plasticitiy:

op = const. (independent of E)
d) Navier’s assumption.
The calculation assumes that cross sections remain plane.
e) Equilibrium.
At every cross section the external and internal forces must be in equilibrium.

2) Details of calculation.

The stresses and carrying capacity of reinforced concrete sections can be cal-
culated from these assumptions, the total compression D being obtained from
the equation.

i which F,, is the effective area of concrete.
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The total tension is
Z=Fefce:Fw'Gp

and for equilibrium we have Z =D, or

Fe-0,. = Fw-oq,
whence

F
Ce = Gp ° 'F%- (2)

The statical moment of the effective concrete area about the extreme fibre is
effec. concr. area

Swzfy-df,

and hence the distance X - h to the centre of gravity of the effective concrete area
1s given by
- ll . Fw = Sw.

The lever arm for the internal forces is

. _ + h.-Fy—Sy
A h — A . h == h TIT‘.
and since the internal and external moments must be equal we have
D.z=M
h:Fw—Sw
Fy-h.———"—M
I TR Py
Sw M
5 Fw+ hoy 0. (3)

Equation I serves to fix the neutral axis and Equation III enables the carrying
moment M to be calculated.

3) Comparison with experimental resulls.
The formulae explained under (2) above will now be compared with the ex-
perimental results for rectangular beams given in Fig. 2, reinforced with St. 37.

For a rectangular cross section —

Fw:S'b'h

. b

S\V=Sz-hg-?.

In order to allow a comparison between the method of calculation now put
forward and that hitherto in use the value of

M-h
T—T

will now be calculated.
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In the case of a simply reinforced rectangular section we have

S
f3)s
S ppel 37

h 2

and it follows from Equation III that

=M-h:2&.1;s/g
s 1—s/3°

Fig. 2 also contains a line marked by hatching, which shows the results
obtained from the proposed method of calculation.

In Fig.5 a comparison is made between the experimental results as indicated
in Fig. 2 and the newly suggested method of calculation.
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Carrying capacity line according to proposal for high grade reinforcing steel.

Fig. 5 shows a further series of experimental results obtained with construc-
tional steel of high yield point (Isteg steel for which o, = 4100 kg per sq.cm).
In these experiments the prism strength was ascertained to be o, = 94 kg per
sq. cm. Comparison with the method of calculations hitherto in use indicates
that the new suggestion gives much better agreement with the experimental
results. Fig. 6 shows the fracture of the beam 957, which had taken place in
the concrete region; Fig. 7 shows the fracture of beam 947 which has taken
place in the steel region, and these two illustrations will enable the two separate
regions to be clearly distinguished.

C. Suggestions in regard to the “Regulations”.

It has now been shewn how the actual carrying capacity can be reconciled
with the carrying capacity as calculated, and suggestions will be made for
amending the regulations accordingly.
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[ ) Stress in steel.

P i« < ; . Os

The permissible stress in the steel will be as hitherto 6.peem = 5 unless the
e

risk of cracking makes it desirable to prescribe a lower value.

Fig. 6.

Fractured beam No. 957 (fracture due to reaching ultimate strength of concrete).

2 ) Stress in concrete.
At present a factor of safety of three in relation to the cube strength W) is
adopted. Since, however, the prism strength is to enter into the calculations,

=1

Fig.

Fractured beam No. 947 (fractures due

to reaching yield limit of steel).

the permussible concrete stress as a rule

18 hitherto allowed must be reduced. As
the prism strength can be taken as 0.7 of the cube strength, (conversion factor
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for cube strength assuming stationary loading) and on equating the permissible

. 1
stress to one quarter of the cube strength we obtain (Gpperm = ZWb)

permissible stress =30kg per sq. cm when cube strength =120kg per sq. cm
permissible stress =40kg per sq. cm when cube strength =160kg per sq.cm
permissible stress =56 kg per sq. cm when cube strength =225 kg per sq. cm

3) Limit of reinforcement in rectangular cross sections.

This limit can be determined by equating the carrying capacity in the steel
region to that in the concrete region. The carrying capacity of the steel region is

M-h_ o 1 |
Ji,  n 1—s’
and that in the concrete region is
M-h_ 0 1—s/2
J s 1—s/3°
Writing
k=2,
1 Gp

it becomes possible to obtain sg from the equation

3 1 1/3(1+3k)
'2“_?']/—34-1{ 4)

Sg =

Conclusion.

A great many suggestions for reconciling the results of calculation and of ex-
periment have already been made but if these suggestions are to be embodied in
actual regulations they must be perfectly open to experimental confirmation. The
suggestion here put forward for determining the limit of reinforcement in
rectangular cross sections reinforced with St. 37 is one which appears to be
tully supported by experiment, and similar tests on high tensile reinforcing steel
are in hand.

The series of experiments has further been extended to cover the case of beams
with compression reinforcement, so as to investigate the change in carrying
capacity that results from the use of the latter.

The suggested procedure favours a much more uniform utilisation of the
material than is obtained by the existing methods, and since, to a considerable
extent, it renders inclined soffits and compression reinforcement unnecessary,
it offers improved possibilities of adapting reinforced concrete construction to
modern requirements in design: in buildings, for instance, a flat under-surface
can in this way be given to reinforced concrete floors covering several spans, and
in bridge work the girders can be made of equal thickness throughout. At the
same time the proposal is attended by economic advantages, in that shuttering
and reinforcing steel are saved.



IIa 3

New Experiments on Reinforced Concrete Beams.

Neue Eisenbetonbalkenversuche.

Nouveaux essais effectués sur des poutres de béton armé.

Ministerialrat Dozent Dr. Ing. F. Gebauer,
Wien.

Comparative Experiments with Different Amounts of Cover to the Steel
and Different Arrangements of Stirrups, and Experiments on Very Heavily
Reinforced Beams.

The degree of safety possessed by a reinforced concrete structure cannot be
correctly assessed by designing it on the ordinary “n”” method.! The experimental
results show great differences between the actual degree of safety and that
assumed from calculation or that which it is desired to ensure.2 If the stresses
in the material are calculated from the breaking moment by the aid of the “n”
method, values are obtained which differ considerably above or below the values
which are to be regarded as governing the properties of the material, namely the
cube strength of the concrete and the elastic limit of the steel.? In particular,
consideration of the curves for extension of the steel and compression of the
concrete indicates that no justification can be put forward for using the “n”
method of calculation.t

The author, continuing his investigation of the correctness of his views, has
carried out a further series of experiments on beams. In one set of these
experiments beams with different amount of cover to the steel (from 2 to 5 cm)
were made the subject of comparative tests, and beams with ordinary stirrups
were compared with those having the stirrups inclined at 459.5

The dimensions of the beams were b :h = 20 : 20 cm. The reinforcement con-
sisted of three round bars of St. 37 of 10 mm dia. and the proportion of steel

1 Suissi: The Safety of Simply Reinforced Rectangular Beams. Publications I.A.B.S.E.,
Vol. I, Ziirich 1932.

2 Abeles: Uber die Verwendung hochwertiger Baustoffe im Eisenbetonbau. Beton und Eisen,
1935, Nos. 8 and 9.

3 Gebauer: Berechnung der Eisenbetonbalken unter Beriicksichtigung der Schwindspannungen
im Eisen. Beton und Eisen, 1934, No. 9.

¢ Gebauer: Das alte n-Verfahren und die neuen n-freien Berechnungsweisen des Eisen-
betonbalkens. Beton und Eisen, 1936, No. 2.

5 Gebauer: Vergleichsversuche iiber den Einflufl der Dicke der Eiseniiberdeckung und den
Einflul der Biigellage auf das Tragvermdgen von Eisenbetonbalken. Beton wund Eisen,
1937, No. 8.
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was 0.59 0/o. The cube strength of the concrete was between 416 and 425 kg per
sq. cm; the elastic limit of the round steel bars was between 2859 and 2959 kg
per sq. cm, and the span of the beam 2.00 m. In the case of the beams of
22 cm total depth carrying two isolated loads at 80 cm centres, the average
breaking load was 5.725 tonnes, and in that of the beam of 25 cm total depth
it was 6.06 tonnes; taking account also of the shrinkage stresses in the
reinforcement the calculated breaking loads work out at 5.70 and 5.93 tonnes
respectively. Taking no account of the shrinking stresses in the steel and of
tensile stresses in the concrete, but having regard only to the actual dimensions
of the beams, the calculated breaking loads were between 4.50 and 4.57 tonnes.
Whereas the actual breaking loads differ from those calculated by the first
method by only 0.4 or — 2.10), using the latter method of calculation they
differed by —21 and —250/y respectively. Calculating with the aid.of the “n”
metod, the elastic limit of the steel bars should be attained under a load of
4.05 tonnes regardless of the depth of cover, and the difference by comparison
with the actual breaking load amounts in this case to between — 29 and — 33 ).

Using the “n” method the depth of the compression zone amounts to x
= 6.82 om, whereas in the trial beam the cracks extended to within about 1 cm
of the compression face. According to the method of calculation which does not
involve “n” the calculated compression depth works out x = 0.82 cm.

The Steuermann method of calculation,® which takes no account of the depth
of cover to the steel and assumes a triangular compression diagram for the
concrete, - likewise implies considerably greater depths of the compression zone
than appear from the bending test of the beam: for instance with op, = 25 kg
per sq. om, x = 2.66 cm and the breaking load is 6.27 tonnes. Since in this
instance the tensile strength of the concrete was not ascertained no more accurate
comparison could be made.

In these casesé the shapes of the elongation curve for the steel and of the
compression curve for the concrete show particularly well that the “n” method
cannot be regarded as a proper method of calculating either the breaking con-
dition or, still less, the stresses that arise under working loads.

The author carried out a further series of tests on experimental beams with
a view to examining the effect of exceptionally heavy reinforcement.” Three pairs
of beams were tested containing respectively 3.14, 4.91 and 6.53 0% of steel. The
dimensions were b:h = 20: 20 cm, total depth 25 cm, span 2.00 m. The rein-
forcement was of St 37, namely four round bars of 20 mm dia, four of 25 mm
dia, and, in the last example, three round bars of 30 mm with one of 25 mm dia.
To prevent the beams failing prematurely through shear stresses their end
portions were furnished with heavy inclined stirrups in addition to the bent-up
main bars. The elastic limit of the reinforcing steel was 2.580 kg per sq. cm
without any notable deviation. One beam from each pair was tested after four
weeks and the other after six weeks. The concrete strengths at four wecks

6 Steuermann: Das Widerstandmoment eines Eisenbetonquerschnittes. Beton und Eisen, 1933,
Nos. 4 and 5.

7 See also Gebauer: ,Neue Balkenversuche zur Klirung der Schwindspannungsfrage und des
Verhaltens von Balken bei auflergewdhnlich starken Bewehrungen.”” Monatsnachrichten des
osterr. Betonvereins 1937, Heft 5.
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amounted respectively to 466, 458 and 410 kg per sq cm and after six weeks
to 473, 512 and 514 kg per sq cm. The breaking loads on the beams (stated in
the same sequence as above) were 22.0 and 22.0 tonnes; 28.9 and 29.9 tonnes;
and 32.9 and 36.0 tonnes. The decisive part played by the concrete strength is
easily recognisable in the breaking loads.

Using the method of calculation which take no account of “n” but which is
based on the elastic limit of the steel, on the cube strength of the concrete and
on the assumption of a umiform distribution of compressive stress with (or
without) taking account of the shrinkage stresses, the breaking loads in the
several beams after hardening for four weeks work out at 21.5 (20.0) tonnes,
30.8 (28.7) tonnes and 33.1 (30.7) tonnes. The corresponding loads after six
weeks hardening are 22.9 (20.4); 32.8 (29.7); and 40.4 (37.1) tonnes.

Comparison between the calculated and the experimental results shows that in
the case of the beams reinforced with 3.140/p of steel, a better agreement is
obtained when the shrinkage stresses are taken into account than when they are
ignored, but generally speaking the discrepancies in the case of beams containing
more than 404 of reinforcement are not large, whether the shrinkage stresses
have been considered or not. For beams containing 4.91 0/ and 6.53 9o of rein-
forcement the experimental results approximate to those found by calculation
regardless of the shrinkage stresses, though if the latter are taken into account the
difference amounts to 12.20/p in the case of only one of the beams (N° 64).
Hence the tolerance of 100/, which is usually regarded as acceptable is only
slightly exceeded. This deviation of 1204 is easier to explain in view of the
uncertainty which attends the calculation of shrinkage stresses in any case, and
of the difficulty of constructing heavily reinforced beams in which the spaces
between the reinforcing bars are very narrow. Moreover a yielding of the concrete
at the end hook was observed to occur immediately before the actual breakage, so
that the full resisting moment of the beam could not be developed.

From the experiments hitherto carried out it may also be inferred that where
the reinforcement is particularly heavy the shrinkage stresses exert a smaller
influence because of the smaller proportion between the circumference and the
area of the cross section of the bars; on the other hand thinner reinforcing bars
have a proportionately larger area of contact and with these the effect of
shrinkage is consequently greater.

Supported by the experimental results explained above, the author has
advocated the abandonment of the “n” method before the Second International
Congress on Bridge and Structural Engineering in Berlin. It is to be noticed that
Prof. Saliger, also, has taken up this point of view in the Preliminary Report of
the Congress, though he has left the question of shrinkage stresses out of
account and instead of using the cube strength has worked on the prism strength
of the concrete which is about one quarter lower, with the result that calculation
gives breaking loads somewhat lower than are determined in these experiments.

10*
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The Behaviour of Concrete and Reinforced Concrete
under Sustained Loading.

Das Verhalten von Beton und Eisenbeton
unter’ dauernder Belastung.

Comportement du béton et du béton armé sous
I'action des charges permanentes.

R. Dutron,

Directeur du Groupement professionnel des Fabricants de Ciment Portland Artificiel de Belgique,
Bruxelles.

This short contribution will deal only with the effect of sustained loading on
reinforced concrete constructions, on the basis of numerous data obtained experi-
mentally in the laboratory regarding the behaviour of concrete and reinforced
concrete under compressive, tensile and bending loads maintained in action over
a period of two to three years. The slow changes of shape which result from
shrinkage and expansion will be considered together with those attributable to
sustained loading.

Spccial emphasis will be laid on the importance of the conditions under
which the concrete is stored, for if the deformations and other properties of the
concrete are to be recorded numerically account must be taken of whether the
structure is immersed or buried, or is exposed to the weather and seasonal
changes, or whether it is under cover or heated during a great part of
the year.

The strength R, the modulus of elasticity E;, the plastic strain under sustained
loading, and the amount of shrinkage, all vary considerably according to these
conditions’ of exposure. The following are relative average values for concrete
stored under permanent conditions for three years.

in air: relative in air: relative
under' water humidity 70 %o humidity 45 to 50%o
Rp 1.00 0.7 0.60
Ep 1.00 0.80 to 0.85 0.65 to 0.70
Plastic strain 1.00 2.00 to 2.25 3.00 to 4.00
Shrinkage -+ 1.00 —3.50 to —4.50 —5.00 to —6.00
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It must be understood that numerical values for the properties of concrete
also vary a great deal in accordance with such well-known factors as the pro-
portions of the mix, the granulation and the age of the concrete.

Once plastic deformation has taken place under the action of the dead load
and permanent live load, everything proceeds as if the value of the modulus of
elasticity were reduced, and (as is well known) one of the results of this condition
is a corresponding change in the distribution of stress between the concrete and
the reinforcement. This change takes place slowly, and, as is true of the
strain, it tends in the course of time towards a limiting value.

In reinforced concrete compression members, stored in dry air and loaded
to between 22 and 24 0/ of the cube strength of the concrete, the compressive
stress in the reinforcing bars may reach 15 to 20 kg per sq. mm, or 19 to
27 kg per sq. mm if the compression due to shrinkage'is added. When the
stress in the concrete amounts to between 30 and 320/ of the cube strength,
stresses of 20 to 30 kg per sq. mm may arise in the reinforcing bars under
certain conditions of testing in dry air, and when augmented by the com-
pression due to shrinkage they may considerably exceed the elastic limit of
mild steel.

In members subject to bending the compression zone may behave in a similar
way to the above, and in dry air the compressive stresses in the reinforcement,
including those due to shrinkage, may in exceptional cases approach the
elastic limit of mild steel. In the tensile zone, however, the Increase in stress
of the reinforcing bars is relatively small, and consequently the lever arm
of the resisting couple is not greatly reduced despite the plastic strain undergone
by the concrete.

It is of interest to note that the compression in tensile reinforcement due
to initial shrinkage was found to have disappeared during the long period
that the bending load was maintained in being, and a similar observation has
been made on bars embedded i specimens of reinforced concrete exposed
permanently to simple tensile and compressive loads.

In all the beams subjected to bending (concrete at 60 kg per sq. cm, steel
at 12 kg per sq. mm, m = 15) while permanently exposed to dry air, the
cracks in the concrete under tension appeared as a result of the shrinkage
stresses of the concrete while the load was being applied, and the cracking
continued to increase while the load was maintained, though the cracks did
not open at all conspicuously.

After long periods under load, neither the compressive nor the tensile strength
of plain concrete, nor the compressive nor the bending strength of reinforced
concrete, was found to be less than the strength of the corresponding members
stored under the same conditions without having been subjected to the loads.
Once the permanent strains had taken place the elastic character of the reinforced
members continued to be manifested after repeated loading and unloading which
followed upon two or three years of maintenance under permanent load.

The conclusion may be drawn that the strength of reinforced concrete is not
reduced by its being kept under heavy permanent loads during a very long period.
It does not appear that a lower breaking stress in the concrete need be assumed to
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meet such conditions, nor does the usual coefficient of 28/100 need to be diminished.
Less importance attaches to the elastic limit of the steel being exceeded in the
case of compressive reinforcement than in that of tensile reinforcement, but it
would, nevertheless, appear desirable to make use of high elastic limit steels
in the compression zone of the concrete under special conditions, where the
magnitude of the permanent load and the conditions to which the structure is
exposed are liable to cause large plastic strains in the concrete with the passage
of time, and where, consequently, there is a risk of excessive stresses in the rein-
forcing bars. In such a case special attention should be paid to the effectivences
and the spacing of the cross stirrups. and the danger of cracking should be the
object of special care.
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Effect of Plasticity of Concrete and Steel on the Stability
and Endurance of Reinforced Concrete.

Der Einflul der Plastizitit des Betons und des Stahles
auf Stabilitit und Dauerhaftigkeit des Eisenbetons.

Role de la plasticité du béton et de 'acier sur la
stabilité et la durée du béton armé.

R. L’Hermite,

Directeur Adjoint des Laboratoires du Batiment et des Travaux Publics, Paris.

Before investigating how the endurance of structures is affected by the plasti-
city of their materials — particularly as regards reinforced concrete — it may be
well to consider exactly what is meant by “plasticity” and what influence this
property has on variations in stress. In an earlier paper the author has attempted,
by means of a simple mathematical theory, to show that the magnitude of
elastic and plastic strains depends not only on the momentary load but also on
antecedent conditions other than loading. The theory cannot pretend to finality,
but consists merely of a series of syllogisms which derive from certain simple
experimental premises and which lead to conclusions that are difficult to establish
experimentally.

If a sample of steel be subjected to a load in excess of its elastic limit the
steel will suffer a permanent deformation and if the load remains constant the
deformation will continue to increase, to a greater or less extent, with the pas-
sage of time, according to a law of creep which depends on the quality of the
steel and on the temperature. This creep, while extremely small in the case of
loads close to the creep limit, is nevertheless not zero. If the load fluctuates
between two definite limits the permanent deformation grows very appreciably
in course of time, and if the upper limit of the varying load exceeds the critical
fatigue load (or natural limit of elasticity as defined by Bauschinger) this pheno-
menon takes place even below the limit of elasticity (yield point]: it is the result
of an exchange of energy which arises from the elastic and plastic hysteresis
between the elastic and plastic strains. A rapidly applied load may, therefore,
produce contrary effects according to its mode of application: thus a single shock
may cause diminution of the plasticity, whereas repeated loading, sustained
vibration or slowly applied loads may bring about an increase in this quality.

The practical importance of this phenomenon appears when alternating or
pulsating loads are applied to reinforced concrete members which have been
pre-stressed in accordance with the system of Freyssinet. When this occurs the
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steel bars may be observed gradually to extend, and at the same time the pre-
imposed compression in the concrete is reduced; in certain cases, where the
amount of the pre-stressing is small by comparison with the load applied, cracks
may appear in the concrete under tension. The destructive effects produced by
the repeated loadings on the steel bars becomes greater in proportion as the bars
are irregular, embrittled or rusted; and the fatigue limit is much lower for the
hook at the end of a bar than for the straight portion.

There appears to be no method, other than experiment, of determining the
stress-strain curve for a safnple of concrete beforehand, for this material has
no fixed elastic limit; the latter varies according to age and depends on the rate
at which loads are applied. Everything which has been said above regarding the
plasticity of steel is applicable even more strongly to concrete. The constants
of hysteresis which define the plastic and elastic viscosity are small, and the
amount of such hysteresis large. Hence, in calculations relating to reinforced
concrete, the concept of a “coefficient of elasticity” has no meaning unless it is
associated with constants which define the conditions of plasticity, creep and
hysteresis. That is why agreement has never been reached as to the proper value
for the modular ratio m.

The effect of accelerated creep under repeated loading is found also in con-
crete, to a very high degree. The phenomenon of plastic creep is attended by
phenomena of irreversible friction; these are additive, and tend to hasten
adaptation because of the effect of bond on the elastic strain, to which the
author has referred in his earlier paper.! Moreover this process of adaptation is
associated with all those factors which usually accompany ageing: increased
stiffness, increased strength, and reduced shrinkage, etc. The concrete is liable
to exhibit all those phenomena of fatigue after repeated loading which occur in
the metal. For instance, a concrete which has a breaking strength of 350 kg
per sq. cm and is subjected to loads varying 500 times a minute between 50
and 300 kg will break at the end of one hour; during this time its modulus of
elasticity will have changed and the length of the specimen will have decreased.
For any such specimen there is a fatigue limit which determines the pulsating
load that will cause breakage after a limited number of alternations; but below
this limit, on the other hand, the effect of repeated loading is to bring about an
increase in the statical strength.

A number of experiments on the behaviour of bent beams subjected to repeated
loads have been carried out in the laboratoires2 in Paris to which the author is
attached, and it has been observed that even in these cases there exists a charac-
teristic fatigue limit, so that by making successive experiments on a series of
similar beams it becomes possible to construct a Wéhler curve in which the first
limb is much more steeply inclined than would be the case for concrete or steel
by itself. Finally, it has been noticed that the principal effect produced by suc-
cessive loadings was to accelerate the occurence of plastic strain, and it has been
possible to devise a method of accelerated experiment for the study of the adap-
tation that takes place in a reinforced concrete member under load, the effects

1 See Theme I.
2 Laboratoires du Bitiment et des Travaux Publics.
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of the repeated loadings being practically equivalent to an artifical ageing of the
work in question. This has led to the observation that adaptation does not take
place equally in the parts under tension and those under compression. Again, it
appears that the fatigue limit in relation to the static breaking load is much lower
for concrete in tension than for concrete in compression. Account must also be
taken of those mutual forces between steel and concrete which constitute the
bond: the experiments go to show that bond is very sensitive to repeated loadings,
and a large number of beams failed through slipping of the bars, probably
because the latter had been unable to adapt themselves to the deformations caused
by plasticity. In yet other cases the stabilisation of the bar, after its first slip,
brought about a considerable degree of cracking in the concrete without actually
leading to failure of the member.

The upshot of these considerations is that any attempt to calculate the strain
in a piece of concrete by referenec to elementary data must be a very complex
matter, and can, in the present state of our knowledge, be attempted only as
a rough approximation. When all is said and done, the scope for the occurrence
of adaptation appears very great, and however rough this approximation may be
its effect is to suggest that when the earliest designers of reinforced concrete
introduced the idea of partial continuity they came nearer to the truth than do
all the hyperstatical calculations which have since been developed.
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The Behaviour of Reinforced Concrete Framed
Structures at Incipient Failure.

Das Verhalten von Eisenbeton:Rahmenkonstruktionen
bei beginnender Zerstérung.

Comportement des portiques en béton armé a 'amorce
de la rupture.

W. H. Glanville, and F. G. Thomas,
D.Sc., Ph.D., M.Inst.C.E., M.L Struct. E. B.Sc., Assoc.M.Inst.C.E., Garston.

At working stresses it is probable that the distribution of moments throughout
a reinforced concrete framework is reasonably well given by calculations according
to the elastic theory. It has been shown by prolonged loading tests at the Building
Research Station1* and in America? that the creep of concrete at working stresses
has no important effect on the moment distribution in a frame.

When incipient failure is reached at any part of the structure, however, the
inelastic movements of either the steel at its yield point or of the concrete near
its ultimate strength are so large that the elastic theory no longer holds. Defor-
mation of the affected part is limited by the movements of the rest of the struc-
ture so that collapse of this part may not occur until considerable elastic defor-
mation has occurred elsewhere. That is, further load can be carried by the struc-
ture without collapse, the maximum stress at the affected part tending to remain
practically constant whilst the moments and stresses at other parts increase. For
convenience the change in the distribution of bending moments from that in
a purely elastic framework will be called ‘“‘redistribution of bending moments” in
this paper.

Tests on two-span continuous beams by Kazinczy? have shown that when steel
is the deciding factor for failure, variation of the amount of steel in the span
or over the central support from that required by the elastic theory leads to
redistribution of moments such that the full strengths of both the span and
support sections are reached. Similar results were obtained for built-in beams
by the German Reinforced Concrete Committee4 for the condition of failure due
to steel yield. Such redistribution is to be expected because of the large inelastic
deformation of steel at its yield, but the extent to which it can be relied upon
without causing concrete failure is unknown. No previous tests are known in
which the effect of inelastic deformation of the concrete at incipient failure on
the ultimate strength of a framework has been studied.

* These figures relate to the list of references at the end of the paper.
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The tests described in this paper were part of an investigation undertaken at
the Building Research Station in conjunction with the Reinforced Concrete
Association to obtain definite information on the importance of inelastic defor-
mations at highly stressed parts of a reinforced concrete framework. The ivesti-
gation included tests to destruction on, A, jwo span continuous beams and B,
portal frames.

A. Tests to Destruction on Two-span Continuous Beams.

Tests were carried out on two-span continuous beams designed as follows:

1) With weakness over the central support due to the use of a low percentage
of tension steel.

2) With weakness over the central support due to the use of a low strength
concrete without compression reinforcement.

3) As (2) except that compression reinforcement was provided.
4) As (2) but with an increased span length in order to reduce shear stresses.

5) As (2) except that a low strength concrete was used at an age of about 6
months instead of 7 days.

All tests were made in duplicate, and river aggregates were used throughout.

1) Primary Failure in Tension Steel.

Details of the beams and the positions of the loading used in the tests to
determine the effect of using insufficient steel when calculated according to the
ordinary elastic theory are given in Figure 1.

The notation used in the table of Figure 1 and subsequent tables of stresses
is as follows:

t denotes the stress in longitudinal tension ty denotes the stress in web reinforcement,
reinforcement. Sp denotes the bond stress.
t' denotes the stress in longitudinal com- W denotes the Load.
pression. reinforcement. tg denotes the Distance of point of inflexion
M denotes the bending moment. from B.
n denotes the depth of neutral axis. Ep denotes the Distance of point of inflexion
a denotes the arm of the resistance moment. from column face.
S denotes the total shear. sg denotes the Bond at E (lower bars).
s denotes the shear stress. RA, RB, R denotes the reactions at A, B and C.

It will be seen that over the central support where the moment is normally
greatest, there are only two 3/5 in. diameter bars whereas in the span four 5/ in.
diameter bars are provided. At quite a low load therefore, the yield point stress
of the 3/4 in. diameter bars would be expected; it would be anticipated that yield
of these bars would lead to a redistribution of moments whereby the section
over the central support would be continuously relieved, enabling the load carried
by the system to be further increased until failure in the span.

The actual moments during the tests were determined by measuring the strain
in the supporting steel joist at a fixed distance from the end supports and hence
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calculating the end reactions from a previous calibration of the joist. The results
for one of the two beams tested are shown in Figure 2.

Incipient failure over the central support is clearly indicated by a sudden
decrease in moment at that point, after which the moment increased somewhat.

On the assumption that the central support moment remains constant after
yield begins, the subsequent moments in the span have been calculated and the
theoretical curves are shown on the diagram. It is evident that the assumption
leads to a very fair estimate of the actual span moments for the present test.

The concrete used for this test was made in the proportions 1:1:2 (by weight)
using rapid hardening Portland cement, and the beam was tested at an age
of 44 days. For the second

beam a high alumina cement ‘? S

1:2:4 concrete (by weight) * 7 Yoment i oppn () i
was used, and the beam was a 1/ i ] _ 1z

tested at an age of 6 days. * ! d Z

In the second beam, as a gj zé ot Moment it oy —
result of the higher tensile §$ |_|peorerscr—_| 7| Yoar momen
strength of the high alumina 7 theorehcal | 7

cement concrete, the help af- s \ 2

forded by the concrete in ten- & , 2 A

sion was such that the stress -, f L7

in the continuity steel in- §, 1 D w

creased from a very low value §, = -4 TFFP

to its vield point value at | £ / R R
the occurrence of the first 0 ot Miw
crack over the support. Apart Gesomt-Moment = Moment total = Totel moment Lin

from this effect, there was Fig. 2.

apparentl.y no imPortant dif- Tests on continuous beams. Steel failure (b).
f‘epence in behaviour, resul- Rapid-hardening portland cement 1:1:2 concrete (by wt.)
ting from the use of the two Water/cement ratio = 0.44 (by wt.). Age at test — 44 days.

types of cement. Cube strength of concrete = 6660 lb. per sq. in.
The deflections at midspan (® Theoretical load for general failure.
relative to the central support @ Theoretical load for support failure.

were measured throughout by

means of dial gauges. There was no appreciable difference between the deflections
of the two beams, and at three-quarters of the failing load the maximum deflec-
tion was only about 0,1 in. The supporting steel joist deflected during the test
and the sinking of the end supports relative to the central support was therefore
also measured. This sinking affects the moments during the elastic stage of the
test and has therefore been taken into account in calculating the theoretical curves
and stresses given in Figures 1 and 2.

The maximum crack widths, measured with a portable microscope, are given
in Table 1. The cracking over the central support increased considerably during
the second part of the test, i. e. after the steel had commenced to yield, and
shortly before final failure the cracks were from 0.06 to 0.08 in. wide. These
cracks are approximately ten times the width usually observed just before the
commencement of steel yield.
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The loads calculated for failure, (1) on the elastic theory, and (2) on the basis
that both the support and span sections develop their full strengths after redistri-
bution, are given in Table 2 together with the actual failing loads. It will be seen
that the effect of the redistribution of moments on the load carrying capacity of
a continuous beam may be considerable in cases of steel weakness over the central
support. However, the cracking accompanying the increased load is very marked,
so that in practice, advantage can be taken of moment redistribution  due to steel
yield only in cases where the increased cracking is not a matter of importance.

Table 1.

Maximum Crack Widths in Continous Beams.

Maximum Crack Width — inch X 10~3

. Over Central Support In Span
Series
!
BE 5 |10 |15 |20 | 25 |Yield!| 5 15 l 20 ‘ 25 |Yield?
q“
1. Steel Failure (@] 0 |15:30 |42 60| O 0 (13|23]26|38| 0
) b)|] 6 | 15|84 |55 | 19 5 0 |15]26|46|66| 0
2. Concrete Failure (a)’J 0 |15({24|381[383| 05| 0 |19|35|60/100| 0.6
(No compression steel) [ (b) | 0 | 132226 26| 12 | 0 | 13| 22| 33| 3.9| 0.7
3. Concrete Failure (a)}10| 81|87, 46|55| 34| 0 |09]|16]24|35| 13

(Wit)h compression (b) ] 1640 52| 92(105| 48 | 0 | 13| 17| 26| 5.2} 15
steel

4. Concrete Failure ()} 88|87 — | —|—| 16 |15/{40  — | — | —| 08
(Increased span length)| (b) | 0.1} 1.0y — | — [ — 0 13(42( — | —! —1| O

5. Concrete Failure (@] 0|16]2726/15| — 0|13 25]|36|50 —
(Weak concrete at (b)] 00710/ 11{12] — | O |14|24|385| 72| —

about 6 months) ]

1 The yield load is the theoretical load for support failure according to the elastic theory
(see Table 2).

? The maximum crack widths in beam (a) of series (2) was measured at the depth of the most
highly stressed edge of the tension steel; in all other beams the measurements were at the depth
of the centre of the most highly stressed bar.

2) Primary Concrete Failure. No Compression Steel Provided over Central
Support.

In the beams designed to fail by crushing of the concrete, all the tension rein-
forcement in the span was taken up over the support so that the compression
at that point was taken wholly by the concrete in the rib. Details of the beams,
spans and positions of loads are given in Figure 3. The concrete was made with
ordinary Portland cement using a 1:21/,:31/, mix (by weight) and a water-
cement ratio of 0,66 (by weight). Te tests were made at an age of 7 days, the
strength aimed at being the lowest (2250 lb. per sq. in.) allowed by the Rein-



Table 2. Failing Loads of Continuous Beams,

Failing Loads — tons

1. 2. 3. 4. b.
Basis of Bendi . ]
%lil(;met::( nE Busis uf Resnstal.)ce ) Concrete Failure | Concrete Failure | Concrete Failure | Concrete Failure
Calculations Mompst Calenlations Steel Failure (No compression | (Compression | (Increased span (age B'/2
‘ steel) steel) length) months)
Test No: — RM 2 (a) | RM 2 (b) RMl(a)|RM1(b) Rl\ls(a)iRHS(b) RM4(a)|RM4(b) RM 5 (a) | RM 5 (b)
Elastic theory:] No Stress True “instantaneous
i. e. No redistri- [Redistribution modular ratio used 4.9 4.9 7.0 12 13.0 14.2 2.7 2.3
bution of mo-
ments. Loads are )
for support fai- = 40000 =40000 5.0 49 7.6 7.8 19.5 19.8 3.0 2.5
lure cube strength u
Stress Steel Failure: Maximum T
Redistribution| concrete stress reaches cube ‘ _
strength.
Concrete Failure: 7.8 6.5 8.0 8.2 25.4 26.2 3.2 2.7
80000
m—=
u
Theory of No Stress True “instantaneous*
Redistribution|Redistribution modular ratio used 227 | 226 | 208 | 214 | 25.7 | 281 9.8 8.6
of Moments:
i. e. Simultaneous 40000
failure at central m = 23.0 22.6 27.8 28.6 35.0 36.3 13.0 11.8
support and in u
Span .Str?ss . Steel Failure: Maximum
Redistribution| ¢opcrete stress reaches cube
stx:engtl:l. 26.1 24.0 32.6 32.8 40.1 405 14.2 13.9
Concrete Failure:
80000
m =
u |
Actual load at which signs of distress were first noticed in
the concrete — — 20.8 24.0 23.0 24.0 9.0 9.5 18.8 16.5
Actual ultimate load carried by beam . . . . . . |, 29.1 28.7 27.5 28.6 27.6 ’ 28.9 | 134 13.0 33.0 275
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forced Concrete Code of Practice. Actually the strength was about 10 per cent.
less than this value (see Appendix 1).

In order to reduce the shear stresses with this weak concrete, the loads were
applied at midspan, instead of nearer to the central support as in the case of the
previous beams.

The results are given in Figure 4. It will be noticed that there is not such a well
defined point at which failure over the support commences as in the case of the
previous beams in which the steel yielded, but rather a gradual change from the
elastic to the inelastic stages of the test.

The concrete at the support continued to carry load in an apparently un-
distressed condition long after the load calculated to produce a fibre stress equal
to the cube strength had been reached. In fact there was no evidence of crushing
over the central support until the load was more than twice this value.

The measured span moments were again in fair agreement with those cal-
culated on the assumption of a constant support moment after passing the
elastic stage.

Throughout the test the crack widths were small (see Table 1) so that redistri-
bution of moments in the case of concrete weakness may be considered without
reference to cracking. The beam deflections were of the same order as those
measured in the previous series.

3) Primary Concrete Failure. Compression Steel Provided over the Ceniral
Support.

In tests designed to show weakness in compression in the presence of a limited
amount of compression steel the reinforcement was the same as in the previous
beams except that the lower bars were continuous throughout the beam, thus pro-
viding help in compression over the central support. The concrete mix used was
again 1:11/,:31/, (by weight) using ordinary Portland cement, and the tests were
made at an age of 7 days; the strength (see Appendix 1) was a little higher
than that obtained in the previous tests.

The moments throughout the system were measured, and it was again found
that there was a gradual change between the two stages of the test, and it is
interesting that the final loads attained (see Table 2) were almost exactly the
same as for the beams in which no compression reinforcement was provided.

There was no evidence of compression failure over the central support until
just before final collapse of the system. The main tensile crack at that section
gradually closed towards the end of the test until it extended only about 2 in.
from the top surface of the beam, indicating that the whole of the rib and even
some of the flange was bearing compression forces.

The maximum crack widths are given in Table 1.

4) Primary Concrete Failure. Beams with Increased Span Length.

The beams in series (2) were provided with closely spaced stirrups over the
central support in order to avoid shear failure with the weak concrete used. It
was suggested that this reinforcement gave lateral support to the concrete, thus

11
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increasing its ability to carry longitudinal compression. In order to show whether
this was the case, two further beams were prepared similar to those of series (2)
except that the span length was increased to 12 ft. so that the failing moments
would be reached at a lower load, hence reducing the amount of shear rein-
forcement required.

The results showed conclusively that the central support section was not
weakened by the wider spacing of the stirrups. The percentage increase in load
due to redistribution was approximately the same as before (see Table 2), and
the support moment carried at failure was actually greater than had been ob-
tained in the previous tests of series (2).
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Fig. 4.

Tests on continuous beams. Concrete failure (No compression steel).

Normal Portland cement 1:21/s:3'/a concrete (by wt.) Water/cement

ratio = 0.66 (by wt.) Age at test — 7 days. Cube strength of con-
crete = 2050 lb. per sq. in.

(@ Theoretical load for general failure.
® Theoretical load for support failure.

5) Primary Concrete Failure at an Age of 51/, Months.

The tests previously carried out with weak concretes were made at an age of
7 days in all cases, and although it seemed probable that the amount of redis-
tribution that occurred as a result of inelastic deformation of the concrete would
depend on the strength of the concrete rather than its age, it was thought ad-
visable to test two beams similar to those of series (2) (no compression rein-
forcement) at a 'greater age. In order to obtain a low strength at about 6 months
an ordinary Portland cement was used in a mix of proportions 1:4:7 (by
weight) for the first beam; this was changed to 1:5:6 for the second to give
a better mix with the same water-cement ratio of 1,05.

The failing loads, given in Table 2, were as great and in one case greater than
those obtained previously. The concrete strength was, however, not known very
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accurately as the cubes cast with the beams could not be relied upon to give
a fair estimate of the concrete quality in the beam itself for such a poor quality
concrete. Samples were cut from the ends of the beams and tested, and the results
indicated that if anything the concrete was somewhat weaker than that used for
the earlier tests. There is no doubt, therefore, that the redistribution obtained
with the richer concrete was not attributable to the fact that it had hardened for
only a comparatively short period.

B. Tests on Portal Frames.

Tests were made to determine to what extent the load-bearing capacity of
a simple reinforced concrete portal frame may be increased as a result of
redistribution of stress and moment when high stresses are reached at the
column head.

The conditions tested were:
1) Primary failure of the tension steel in the column.
2) Primary failure of the concrete in compression in the column.

For each condition two frames were tested.

1) Primary Failure of the Tension Steel in the Column.

Details of the frames and the positions of loading are given in Figure 5.
The design of the reinforcement and the method of loading was such that the
beam was considerably stronger than the column. At incipient failure of the
weak column there was a considerable reserve of strength in the beam.

In order to ensure that the frame should fail by bending, and not in shear or
by slip of the bars, it was necessary to give special attention to the design of the
shear reinforcement and the anchorage of the bars. It is clear that redistribution
of moment can increase the ultimate load of a structure only when the con-
ditions of bond and shear that result from such redistribution are amply provi-
ded for. The large blocks at the column-beam junctions were provided solely
for the purpose of giving ample anchorage to the reinforcement of the beams
and columns in order that the yield point of the steel could be reached.

A high strength high alumina cement concrete was used for these tests;
details of this are given in Appendix 2.

The horizontal load was applied by two helical tension springs stretched bet-
ween the column feet, the load being transmitted to the column faces through
knife edges. The load on the beams was applied through cylindrical bearings
and rollers to allow free rotation and translation of the beam. In the first test
the column feet were supported on similar bearings but it was found that the
frictional force due to the rollers was sufficient to affect appreciably the hori-
zontal spring load required to prevent outward movement of the feet, and
a special knife edge link system was used for subsequent tests.

During the test, gauges were set up at the column feet to measure the move-
ment outwards, and the horizontal load due to the springs was continually ad-
justed so that the feet were brought back to their original position. That is,

11*
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the conditions of restraint were those of a portal, position fixed and pin-jointed
at the feet of the columns.

A view of one of the frames whilst the test was in progress is given in
Figure 6. A special framework was arranged to prevent any rotation or lateral
movement of the supporting
beam relative to the wupper
loading beam, so that no tor-
sional or lateral bending stresses
should be set up in the columns.

The main results for the se-
cond test are shown in Figure 7.
In this figure the applied loads
are plotted against the hori-
zontal reactions which are pro-
portional to the moments at the
column head, and on the same
figure some theoretical curves
are also given. One of these
curves shows the load-reaction
relationship expected for the
frame from calculations based
on the elastic theory; a series of
curves are given for the relation-
ship between the loads and reac-
tions which produce steel yield
on the following assumptions:

Fig. 6.

Test on reinforced concrete portal frame

(Conerete failure).

1) The “instantaneous’~ modular ratio determines the stress distribution,
, . 40 00
2) the modular ratio is taken to be m — ~— —— and

u

3) the maximum concrete stress is assumed to reach the cube strength (u).

The point where the first mentioned curve intersects each of the steel failure
curves determines the load at which the frame should have failed according to
the elastic theory, with or without allowance for stress redistribution according
to which assumption the curve represents. These loads are given in Table 3.

On the simplest theory of moment redistribution (i. e. assuming that the
column tension steel remains continuously at its yield point) the horizontal
reactions and therefore the moments will, after yield of the column steel, conform
to the relationship shown by one of the steel failure lines in Figure 7, according
to the amount of stress redistribution that occurs. The experimental results gave
horizontal reactions which were initially somewhat lower than expected, redistri-
bution beginning at quite a low load, soon after the appearance of cracks at the
column head. The curve showing the experimental results gradually approaches
the steel failure lines as the load 1s increased and crosses the line based on

40000

. Incipient concrete failure caused a sudden drop in the rate of in-

crease in moment, and finally failure was reached as a result of concrete crushing.
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The beam failure lines indicate the values for the applied load at which beam
failure would occur for the degrees of fixity afforded by the various horizontal
reactions and it will be seen that if the concrete in the column had not failed
a slight increase in load could have been obtained before beam failure.

Throughout the test, measurements were made of the strains at the column
heads. The strains were measured on the faces of the column; no direct readings
were taken on the steel itself, the steel strain being deduced on the usual
assumption that plane sections remain plane. This assumption will probably not
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Frame test. RMF. 3. (Steel failure). Horizontal reaction. High alumina cement
1:2:4 concrete. (By weight). Water/cement ratio = 0.60 (by wt,). Age at
test — 4 months. Cube strength of concrete = 11000 lb. per sq. inch.

Simultaneous tension and ccmpression failure.

40000
Instantaneous m and m = ——,
u

Load for general failure (Redistribution theory).

®O

Actual failing load.
Load for column failure (Elastic Theory).

O

Column tension failure lines.

lead to very great error except in the final stages of the test. The strain for
a steel stress of 47.300 lb. per sq. in. (the yield stress, see Appendix 2) was
reached at a load of just over 20 tons, and the strain increased to over four
times this value before collapse became imminent. The concrete strain at first
signs of crushing was about 32 10-4

The beam deflection was measured relative to the loading points by means
of dial gauges. This deflection was only one-thousandth of the span at about
three quarters of the failing load. The overall longitudinal extension of the
beam soffit was also measured; as failure of the frame was approached this
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Table 3.
Failing Loads of Portal Frames.

Failing Loads — tons

Basis of bending Basis of Resistance

. . Steel Concrete
1
Momeflt Moment! Calculations Failure Failure
Calculations
Test No.: — | RMF2 | RMF3 ‘ RMF 4 | RMF 5

Elastic theory: « “ '
No Stress True “instantaneous® modular 195 | 195! 212 | 150

i. e. No redistri- | Redistribution ratio used
bution of mo-

ments, Loads are

for column head me=— 20000 400001 95 | 915 | 240 | 183

failure. cube strength u

Stress Steel Failure. Maximun

Redistribution
concrete stress reaches cube

strength.

Concrete Failure: 250 | 250 | 275 | 214
80000
m =
u
Theory of No Stress True “instantaneous“ modular

Redistribution 75.01! 7.0} 460 | 41.7

af Mo ents: Redistribution ratio used

1. e. Simultaneous

failure at column 40000
head and in beam m=—y 7.5 | 7.5 | 46.8 | 426
span- Stress

Steel Failure. Maximum
concrete stress reaches cube

strength. 770 | 770 | 478 | 436

Concrete Failure:

80000

Redistribution

u

Actual load at which signs of distress were first noticed in the
concrete . . . . . , . . « « v v v v v o v . .1 50| 640 | 400 | 388.0

Actual ultimate load carried by frame. . , . . . . . . .| 65.0| 67.8 | 47.1 | 43.2

! By resistance moment in these tables is meant the ultimate moment the section can carry.

movement was about one-twelfth of an inch at each column head. This move-
ment is insufficient, as an added eccentricity, to have an appreciable effect
on the stress at the column head.

Cracks at the column head appeared at a load of about 5 tons, widened
steadily throughout the test, and just before failure were about twice as wide
as the cracks usually obtained when steel reinforcement reaches its yield point.

2) Primary Failure of Concrete in the column.

Details of the reinforcement used for the second type of frame are given in
Figure 8. Again the design was arranged to give a reserve of strength in the
beam. The tension steel in the column was increased to two 7/g in. diameter bars
instead of 3/ in. bars and the concrete used was an ordinary Portland
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cement of 1:21/,:31/, mix (by weight). Details of the strengths of the steel
and concrete are given in Appendix 2.

The method of test was identical with that used in the second frame of the
previous series, and the values for the horizontal reaction for the first frame
are given in Figure 9. It will be seen that the initial relationship between ver-
tical load and the horizontal reaction is in good agreement with that expected
from the elastic theory. According to this theory the concrete should crush at
a load of about 21 tons, i. e. at the load when the initial line in Figure 9
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Frame test. RMF. 4. (Concrete failure). Horizontal Reaction. Normal Portland
cement 1:2'/2: 8'/2 concrete (by weight). Water/cement ratio = 0.66 (by wt.).
Age at Test=9 days. Cube strength of concrete = 2850 lb. per sq. inch.

@ Load for general failure (Redistributibn theory).
@ Beam failure lines.

@ Actual failing load.

@ Load for column failure (Elastic theory).

@ Column compression failure lines.

reaches the compression failure line for a modular ratio of m =9, which is
the true value for the concrete used when inelastic deformations are disregarded.

Curves representing compression failure are also given based on modular ratios

of 40'0(-)9 and 8&309 The redistribution of stress in the column head section

u
was even more favourable than is assumed by this last line, probably due to the
increased stresses taken by the concrete above those assumed by a linear distri-
bution of stress from the meutral axis to the compressed face. However,
assuming this last compression failure line as a safe guide, it is seen that unless
moment redistribution occurs there will be signs of distress in the concrete at
a load of about 28 tons. If moment redistribution does take place, then the
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load will increase with a reduction of horizontal reaction until beam failure
is reached at a load of about 48 tons. Actually redistribution will start before
signs of distress can be seen and the approximate theoretical change in load
and moment is indicated in Figure 9. The actual curve shows that the theory
is on the safe side, the moments increasing more than expected from the simple
theory of redistribution, with a sudden drop in moment after signs of crushing
first appeared. The failing load, 47.1 tons, agrees well with the expected value
(see Table 3) and was the result of simultaneous crushing of the concrete in
the column and yield of the steel in the beam.

The strains at the column head were measured as before; the interpolated
steel strains showed that the tension stresses were low throughout, but that the
compression bars were working at their yield load towards the end of the test.
The deflection of the beam and the extension of the soffit were again small;
the column cracking was also of little importance whilst the beam cracks
increased to a width of about 6 or 7 thousandths of an inch, a width usually
associated with' a steel stress of about 40.000 lb. per sq. in.

In the case of the second frame of this series, the concrete strength was
somewhat less than that used for the first frame (see Appendix 2) but apart
from the reduced values of load and moment due to this cause the results were

very similar to those already discussed. Again the use of a modular ratio of
80.000

, together with the assumption that the column will continue to deform

so as to redistribute the moments until beam failure occurs, leads to an accurate
estimate of the failing conditions (see Table 3).

Discussion of Results.

A. Continuous Beam Tests.

The actual failing loads of the continuous beams, together with values cal-
culated on various assumptions are summarised in Table 2. It is apparent that
with all the beams, the ultimate load carried before failure of the system was
greater than the theoretical load for support failure calculated on the elastic
theory. The increased load can be considered as due to two factors, both resulling
from inelastic deformations of either concrete or steel:

1) Redistribution of moments throughout the system tending to give simul-
taneous failure both at the central support and in the span..

2) Redistribution of stress at the highly stressed sections, increasing the
moments these sections are capable of taking above the values as calculated
by the ordinary theory.

In Table 2 the calculated loads are based on three sets of resistance moments.
The first is obtained by the use of the true or “instantaneous” modular ratio,
that is, the ratio which neglects all inelastic deformation of the concrete. The
second 1s obtained by assuming that inelastic deformation of the concrete will

lead to an increase of the modular ratio to a value m = 40.000 the

cube strength’
value suggested for design purposes in the Code of Practice for the Use of
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Reinforced Concrete in Buildings.> The third set of resistance moments were
calculated on the following assumptions:

a) In the case of primary tension steel failure the steel will yield until the
maximum concrete stress reaches the cube strength of the concrete.

b) In the case of primary concrete failure, the modular ratio will effectively

increase to a value given by m = __80.000 If, however, tension steel yield
cube strength’

occurs when this higher value is used, the resistance moment is calculated as
for (a). If the calculated stress in the compression steel exceeds its yield value
when the higher modular ratio is used, the calculations are modified so that
the compression bars do not exceed thier yield value.

From Table 2 it will be seen that if the elastic theory is used for calculatmo
the moments at failure, the theoretical failing loads are less than the actual
ultimate loads, even when allowance is made for redistribution of stress.

On the other hand, if redistribution of moments is allowed for, the theoretical
loads for simultaneous failure at the central support and in the span, when no
redistribution of stress is taken into account, are also less than the actual loads
carried, though the margin of safety is not so great.

If allowance is made for both moment and stress redistribution the use of
a modular ratio of 4—0—:}0—9 leads to theoretical loads which are not greatly
different from the actual ultimate loads except in the case of the beams in
which compression reinforcement was used over the central support with a weak
concrete [series (3)]. The use of the third method of allowance for stress redistri-
bution, when moment redistribution is also allowed for, is clearly unsafe except
in the case of primary steel failure, for which it must be remembered that the
redistribution of moments is accompanied by widening of the tension cracks,
see Table 1.

The results of the tests on the beams in which compression reinforcement
was provided are important. The use of a very high modular ratio for estimating
the resistance moment of a section leads to increased computed stresses in the
compressmn bars and it does not appear advisable to rely upon this. In order to
investigate this aspect more fully, some simple beam tests were carried out to
measure the resistance moments of the sections similar to those used over the
central support in the main tests. From these tests, it was found that the use

of the highest modular ratio 8_0399 is reasonable in all cases of concrete failure

except those in which compression reinforcement was provided. In these cases
the simple beam tests indicated that redistribution of stress may occur to the

extent indicated by the use of the lower modular ratio of 4—01(%9—0, whereas the

support moments measured in the continuous beam tests are not appreciably
greater than those calculated on the basis of the “instantaneous” modular ratio.
It is possible, however, that the higher shear stresses in the continuous beams
with compression reinforcement may have been the reason for the low moment
carried over the central support. It appears therefore that when compression
reinforcement is provided at the support its effect should be ignored in making
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calculations taking moment redistribution into account. If this is done for the

present beams of series (3), the calculated loads (using a modular ratio of

40. :
—3—09> are 28.9 and 31,6 tons, 5 and 9 per cent. greater respectively than

actually obtained. If the effect of the compression reinforcement in the span is

also ignored, the calculated loads are 23.4 and 25.2 tons respectively and these
are on the safe side.

B. Portal Frame Tests.

It is clear from the tests that there may be considerable divergence between
the actual ultimate load-carrying capacity of a frame and the load which,
according to calculations based on the elastic theory, produced a stress in the
concrete or steel, at the column head, equal to the ultimate strength of the
concrete or the yield strength of the steel. It is important to note that in the
tests special precautions were taken to prevent shear failure, closely spaced high
tensile steel stirrups being provided in the beams, and special anchorage blocks
at the beam-column junctions. Redistribution of moments cannot occur unless
the secondary reinforcement and the anchorage of the steel are sufficient for the
conditions resultlng from the redistribution.

In the case of primary steel failure, the increase in load due to redistribution
of moment and stress was over 200 per cent. However, in this case complete
moment redistribution did not occur, beam failure not being reached, owing to
the earlier crushing of the concrete in the column, even though the cube strength
was 11000 lb. per sq. in. In such cases it is not at present possible to calculate
accurately the load at which the concrete will fail as it depends on the defor-
mation of the column after yield of the tension steel. Since the extent to which
redistribution can take place as a result of steel yield is not clearly defined and
redistribution leads to increased cracking it would be wise to ignore it until
further experimental evidence has been obtained.

In the case of primary concrete failure, there are again considerable increases
in the ultimate loads carried by the frames as a result of redistribution of stress
and moment. If we consider that the useful limit of load increase is when signs
of crushing first appear on the column faces it will be seen from Table 3 that
the load increase above the value calculated on the elastic theory was 90 per cent.
for the first frame and 150 per cent. for the second frame.

In both cases the increase in beam load-carrying capacity as a result of the
column moment was less than 20 per cent. whereas the columns would, if loaded
axially, have been able to withstand about twice the load that they took in the
frame test. The need for taking bending in columns into account is evident.

It would appear that an estimate of the effects of redistribution can be made
in simple cases where concrete failure is the deciding factor on the following
assumptions:

1) The modular ratio can be taken as @%)9

2) Both column head and span develop their full strengths before failure of
the system occurs.
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In any cases where the use of the higher modular ratio leads to calculated
stresses in the tension steel greater than the yield point of the steel, the particular
section should be calculated on the assumption that both steel yield and the full
concrete strength are developed.

It is clear from Figure 9 that stress redistribution occurred in the column head
section to a greater extent than that.indicated by the use of a modular ratio of

8_0%09 and from this figure and Table 3, it is seen that the effect of stress
redistribution, if moment redistribution is ignored, is to increase the failing load
by about 30 per cent. for the particular section used. The increase may not be so
great in other cases. For example in the continuous beam tests described earlier
in this report the increase in resistance moment due to stress redistribution was
only about 13 per cent. for the central support section of the beams of series (2)
and (4). In the columns of the portal frames designed for concrete failure, the
compression steel used was much less than the tension steel whereas normally
the section would be symmetrlcally reinforced. In view of the smaller amount of
stress redistribution that occurred in beam sections reinforced in compression, it
would therefore be unwise to use the higher modular ratio, and a value of

4 - .
m = —0—209 is likely to lead to more satisfactory results.

General.

It has been shown that as a result of inelastic deformation of either the steel
or the concrete at incipient failure, moment redistribution will usually occur in
reinforced concrete structures before final collapse.

The amount of moment redistribution that can occur depends on many factors
but to a large extent on the amount of deformation possible at weaker sections.
Where weaker sections are capable of developing sufficient deformation, redis-
tribution will be complete and failure simultaneous at principal sections. Further
investigation is necessary to fix the safe limits of deformation. Until this is done
it would appear wise not to deviate greatly in design from the requirements of
the elastic theory.

Design of reinforced concrete structures on the basis of redistribution of
moments must take into account the higher bond and shear stresses that
accompany redistribution.
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Appendix 1.

Quality of concrete and steel used in connection with continuous beam tests.

a) Concrete.

: Concrete Wi Age Cube True
Series Beam Mix R t"Z at Strength “Instantaneous*
(by wt.) ato. Test | — lb/sq. in. | Modular Ratio.
1. Steel Failure RM2(a)l HA.1:2:4 | 0.60 | 6days 10.140 5.0
RM2(b)| RH.P.1:1:2] 0.44 |44days 6.660 6.0
2. Concrete Failure RM1 (a)| P.1:2'/2:8'/s; 0.66 | Tdays 2.020 10.0
(No compression steel) [RM1(b)| P.1:2/2:3'/s] 0.66 | T days 2.070 10.0
3. Concrete Failure
Wi . RM3 (a)| P.1:2'/2:3'/a| 0.66 | 7days 2.250 9.5
(With compression . .
steel) RM3(b)| P.1:2'/2:3'/2f 0.66 | 7days 2.470 91
4. ?“"retedF"“““ L [RM4(@)| P.1:202:8Y5) 066 | Tdays| 2130 9.1
(Increased span length) | pyr g (1) P 1:9115:81s| 066 | Tdays]  1.830 10.4

P. = Ordinary Portland Ccment.

R.H.P, = Rapid-Hardening Portland Cement.

H.A. = High Alumina Cement.

b) Steel.
Seri Bar diameter Yield Stress Failing Stress
enes — inch. — Ib/sq. in.! — Ib/sq.in.?
% 39.400 —
1. Steel Failure
% 44.700 62.200
_ x 40.200 56.500
2. Concrete Failure 8
(No compression steel) 3
5 46.100 61.500
. l 39.800 53.800
3. Concrete Failure 8 f
(With compression steel) % 46.700 62.700
‘ x 37.900 53.300
4. Concrete Failure 8
(I d length
(Increased span length) % 46.700 61.800
. X 36.600 51.500
5. Concrete Failure 8
Weak te at about th
(Weak concrete at about 6 months) % 45,800 61.400

1 The stresses are in all cases based on the

nominal original area of the bar.
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Appendix 2.

Quality of concrete and steel used in connection with portal frame tests.

a) Concrete.

. Cube
Series Beam Comerate Mix W/.Z Age at test Strength
(by wt.) Ratio 1b/sq. in.
. RMF2 | HA.1:2:4 0.60 48 days 10.500
Steel Failure RMF 3 1:2:4 0.60 4 months 11.000
i RMF4 | P.1:2Y5:3'/s 0.66 9 days 2.850
Conceste Failsrs RMF5 | P.1:21s:3Ys | 0.66 7 days 1.850

P. = Ordinary Portland cement.

H.A. = High Alumina Cement.

b) Steel.
Series Beam Bar diameter Yield Stress Failing Stress
inch. — lb/sq.in.! — Ib/sq.in.?
8 49.200 60.800
RMF 2 8
1 41.500 63.700
1y 2 66.900 106.000
Steel Failure
5 47.300 59.700
RMF 3 8
1 40.600 65.700
1/52 63.800 107.000
1 38.600 53.800
RMF 4 8
Concrete Failure et 1 41.100 63.000
RMF 5 /g3 64.700 107.000
é; 48.300 60.300

! The stresses are in all cases based on the nominal original area of the bar.

% High tensile steel used for web reinforcement of beam.
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Stressing and Factor of Safety of Reinforced Concrete
Trussed Girders.

Beanspruchung und Sicherheitsgrad der Eisenbeton:Fachwerke.

Sollicitations et degré de sécurité des poutres réticulées
en béton armé.

Dr. sc. techn. S. Mortada,
Egyptian State Railways, Bridges Dept., Cairo.

It was found in the author’s own experiments on reinforced concrete trusses
that structures of this type offer exceptional resistance to impact and dynamic
stresses.

The tests were carried out in the laboratory for testing materials at the Swiss
Federal Institute of Technology at Ziirich,® the specimens being two reinforced ,
concrete trusses such as are used in bridge work (Fig. 1). The span of these
girders was 6 m, their height 1.50 m and they were subject to an isolated load
of 50 tons at the centre.
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Fig. 1.

Details of the Test-Girder.

1 Mortada: Beitrag zur Untersuchung der Fachwerke aus geschweifitem Stahl und Eisenbeton
unter statischen und Dauerbeanspruchungen. Dissertation, Zirich, 1936.
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The age of the concrete at the time of the experiment was 90 days, its prism
strength ,Ba was 360 kg/cm? and its fatigue strength o, = 220 kg/cm? amoun-
ting to approximately 0.6 of the prism strength. The reinforcement consisted

¢
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% Bruchlast - Charge de rupture - Load of rupture
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25] .y
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20 > nM
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5 / < /
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Crach -load = J / /
J /4
& 0 l
0 4 10 # 70 44 0 5 0 5 20
Durchbiggung inmm ~ Fléchissement en mm - Deflection in mm Sinmm — OJenmm
Fig. 2. Fig. 3.

Determination of crack-load.

Break-test: Loading-Unloading-Deflection

Diagram.

of round bars of ordinary steel having a yield point of 2700 kg/cm?, a tensile
strength of 4200 kg/cm? and a fatigue strength of 2500 kg/cm?2.

One of the two girders was subjected only to statical tests, in order to study
its behaviour under static loading and finally its static breaking load. The second
girder, however, was sub-

= . n=795 n=785 n=775 n=69
ected to fatigue tests be- 2K =1500ky  ZK=1575kg 2K 1680 kg ZK.2000ky Gmar=140 kyfom?
e=22 =24 =26 e=40 ky &mii 10
o . - - - = min = *
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Fig. 4.

Fatigue-test: Measured stresses at different test-phases.

were made to ascertain
the cracking load and the
amount of permanent de-
formation which occurred
after the concrete had
cracked. The effect of
cracking at various points in the concrete is to introduce irregularities in the
stress-strain curve and this enables the cracking load to be determined (Fig. 2),
amounting in this case to approximately 1/, of the calculated live load. The
average breaking stress of the concrete in tension corresponding to the cracking
12
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load amounted to 17 kg/cm? though the tensile strength of the concrete itself
was 40 kg/cm2. The large difference between these two values is to be explained
on the following grounds:

a) Pre-stressing of the concrete in tension as the result of shrinkage.

b) Incompleteness of the cracking of the concrete when related to the whole

. of the cross section.

The cracking of the concrete naturally resulted in large permanent defor-
mations, amounting to about 250/ of the elastic deformation under live load.
In structures of this kind the secondary stresses (especially those in the compres-

sion members) are exceptio-

Herlz Eigenschwingungszah! s :
&1 lombre d'oscillations propres nally hlgh’ amounting to as
Nummber of oscillations much as 1109 (OI] the aver-
age they may be put at
a0 Belastung 0/ i
Charge }31“ 7.0 /o) while at the same
‘ Load time the bending stresses in
Belastung .
2l Charge }2“ tensile members are very
Load i low.
It was found that at the
201 L " 1 1 —_ 3 ) .
, moment when the stress in
s Resonanzleistung — energre de résonance —energy of resonance the reinforcing steel reached
the yield point the maximum
compressive stress in the
] 1 concrete was of the order of

220 kg/ecm2, which is equal
to the fatigue strength of
the concrete. The load cor-
responding to this was twice
the live load. Since the fati-
gue strength of the concrete
and the yield point of the
steel are the criteria for
resistance to repeated loa-
ding, it follows that in rein-
forced concrete trusses there
exists a factor of safety of

. . 1 . 2 against fatigue effects.

o Py w0 T 20 35 30 s Under stresses of this order

Lastwechsel in Millionen-en millions d alfernances the permanent deformations
Variation of load in millions

L L 1 L 1 1 )

Stat Durchbiegung - flechissement statigue — statical deflecton

mm

) amount to 5.50/ of the total

Fig. 5. (Fig. 3) and may, therefore,

Fatigue-test: Change of dynamic-values with the Fatigue. he taken as accurate for
practical purposes.

The factor of safety against statical breakage amounted to 2.6. The ratio bet-
ween the respective factors of safety against repeated and statical loading is,
therefore, that of 2/2.6 = 77 0.

The ranges of stress and corresponding numbers of changes of load in the
fatigue tests are indicated in Fig. 4. After a very large number of repetitions
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ol load (3!/, millions) within the permissible limits of stress (or even slightly
in excess of those limits) no appreciable change in the statical or dynamical
properties of the test girders could be observed and neither their carrying capa-
city nor their factor of safety were in any way affected.

A number of notable observations were made in the process of the fatigue
tests (Fig. 5). Thus it was found that in the course of the process the damping
and the static deflection
increased, while at the
same time, the restoring
force and matural fre-
quency of vibration de-
creased. Resonance tests
carried out under the
same experimental con-
ditions showed that the
power consumed by the
vibration testing machine
(Fig. 6), as well as the
amplitude and the magni-
fication, decreased with
the fatigue, to be followed
by subsequent recovery of
stiffness. During certain Arrangement of Fatigue-test.
periods of the tests a state
of imertia was found to be established after a certain number of repetitions
of load.

From a practical point of view the most important conclusions to be drawn
from these experiments on reinforced concrete girders are the following:

Frequently repeated stress within the observed limits (fatigue strength) does
not adversely affect either the elasticity or the carrying capacity or the dynamical
properties of reinforced concrete trusses, and in structures of this kind safety
as regards static loading may also be taken to imply adequate safety against the
effects of repeated loading.

Fig. 6.

12*
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The Factor of Safety of Reinforced Concrete Structures.

Uber die Sicherheiten der Eisenbetonbaﬁten.

La sécurité des ouvrages de béton armé.

A.J. Moe,

Beratender Ingenieur, Kopenhagen.

1) Present definition of factor of safety.

According to present usage the factor of safety of static structures is defined
by reference to the permissible stresses, being, as a rule, the proportion between
the breaking stress or yield point of the material and the permissible stress.

This definition, however, is not an adequate one, and in the course of time
it has gradually been found necessary to supplement it by statements of special
requirements. For instance in the case of retaining walls it is necessary to insure
not only against excessive pressure on the foundations but also against the risk
of overturning; much the same thing applies to cantilever slabs; and brick
chimneys are made subject to the special requirement that the theoretical tensile
stresses must not occur beyond the centre of gravity of the cross section. In all
these instances the special requirements are those which have reference to stability.

An even more notable fact is that the concept of permissible strength has no
meaning in application to columns. It is true that the permissible stress is now
prescribed as a function of the buckling length, but this practice amounts to no
more than a restatement (or, as it were, a tabular solution) of the column
formulae, and the crux of the matter is that columns are in fact dimensioned to
carry a load which has already been multiplied by a factor of safety, there being
no regular relationship between load and stress. Thus in the design of columns
the whole idea of a breaking load is abandoned, and this is contrary to the
practice followed in the design of tie bars wherein the cause of failure may always
be taken as some defect in the material independent of any increase in load.

To sum up, it is impossible to give any concise definition of what is meant by
the factor of safety in static structures as the term is used at present. It may
be noted, also, that at the present time safety against dynamic stresses is partly
covered by the introduction of an impact coefficient, and this again implies
a different idea than the original one of depending on permissible stresses.

2) Disadvantages of the present faclor of safely as applied to structures.

A general disadvantage of using the factor of safety in its present form is
that it does not admit of concise definition. A further disadvantage is that the



The Factor of Safety of Reinforced Concrete Structures 181

principal criterion of safety, namely the permissible stress, should be one which
in many cases (such as problems relating to stability, column design and dynamic
stresses) is of little or no importance. It is again a disadvantage that this principal
criterion should need to be supplemented by a variety of extra requirements which
have no relation to one another, the factor of safety being made to refer now
to the loading, now to the conditions of fracture of the material, and now to
the yield point of the latter. As materials increase in strength, problems of stabi-
lity will tend to become ever more important, and this may entail an even greater
variety of special conditions than at present. It must be counted a defect that
the main criterion of safety should not be one which in itself guarantees stability
from every aspect, and that the form of guarantee should not allow of different
weight being attached to different kinds of stress and loading: thus certain
stresses due to the dead weight of the structure and to the process of erection
might reasonably be treated in a different way from the stresses that will arise
when the completed structure is in service. It is a disadvantage, further, that the
“own weight” of the structure should have to be multiplied by the same
maximum value of the factor of safety whether its action is favourable or un-
favourable to stability.

The most frequent occasion for special conditions, tending in this way to take
the place of the permissible stress as the criterion of safety, is found in the
absence of proportionality between load and stress. In columns this lack of pro-
portionality is due to buckling, but in most other cases it 1s due to the fact
that the dead load and the live load produce stresses which have no common
measure: that is to say the dead load stresses and the live load stresses cannot

directly be added together.

3) Special disadvantages atlending the application of the present form of the
factor of safety to reinforced concrele struclures.

The disadvantages noted above are of general application to most forms of
construction and to all kinds of material, but reinforced concrete possesses certain
characteristics which render the present criteria of safety especially unsuitable.

In the first place, reinforced concrete is a heterogeneous material: as a rule
the steel reinforcement is arranged, with the greatest possible nicety, to carry
the tensile stresses, and the result is that when such stresses arise at unintended
places the material is particularly ill suited to resist them, That is to say, in the
case of reinforced concrete the lack of proportionality between load and stress
is particularly marked, and reinforced concrete is much more sensitive than
homogeneous materials to changes in the proportion between stationary and
moving loads. Changes in the proportion between dead and live loads are
particularly dangerous in the case of reinforced concrete arches, and from this
point of view, indeed, the arched form of structure is at some disadvantage
compared with the beam, whatever the material used.

As an example, the following are the stresses that arise in a two-hinged roof
arch of 24 m span, 4 m rise and 15 cm thickness, reinforced on each side with
five rods of 10 mm diameter per metre width, subject to a dead load of
400 kg/m? and a live load of a 100 kg/m?2:
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Steel stress o; ~ 943 kg/cm?2.
Concrete stress o, ~ 44.8 kg/cm?2.

If the live load be increased by 5006 to 150 kg/cm? the stresses become
o; ~ 1770 kg/cm?
op ~ 65.9 kg/cm?

In other words, o; is increased by 87.5 0o and o), by 47.2 0.

On the other hand, in a simply supported reinforced concrete slab designed
for the same dead and live loads, the increase both of o; and o, when the live
load is increased by 500/ is only 10 0.

These figures speak for themselves. Structures which have been designed with
special reference to the characteristics of a statiomary load are partlcularly sen-
sitive to changes in the relationship between stationary and moving loads, and
generally speaking reinforced concrete structures are less favourably conditioned
in this respect than either steel or timber structures — partly because reinforced
concrete is in itself heavier, and partly on account of its heterogeneity.

A further reason for abandoning the present criteria of safety as applied to
reinforced concrete constructions is to be found in the greater importance
attaching to the conditions of breakdown of this material. In concrete and rein-
forced concrete Hooke’s Law is not valid, and for economic reasons the principles
followed in dimensioning the cross section are those derived from breaking tests.
Also in calculating shear forces (such as those due to moments, transverse
loads, etc.) the tendency is always in the direction of laying emphasis on the
conditions of fracture. This makes if all the more important that breakdown
should be logically defined, which cannot be done by freference to the usual
permissible stresses.

Yet a third reason for abandoning the permissible stress as a criterion of safety
lies in the great dead weight of concrete structures. It may be observed that
structures in which the dead weight is large may more safely be overloaded than
structures in which it is relatively small. That is to say, a stationary load which
. 1s incapable of increasing above its assumed amount, which cannot vary, and
which can exercise no dynamic effect, may be regarded more favourably than
a moving load and from the point of view assessing the degree of safety
possessed by the structure the former should be regarded in a different category
from the latter. Indeed, so far as dynamic effects are concerned, this difference
is already recognised by the introduction of impact coefficients, but otherwise
the customary method of design by reference to permissible stresses is too severe
in its treatment of stationary loads. This statement applies generally to all con-
structional materials, but the disadvantage is greatest in the case of mass struc-
tures and from this point of view reinforced concrete is prejudiced by comparison
with steel and timber.

The customary method of calculation is illogical in yet another sense. In most
countries, if any noticeable defects appear during the course of construction the
work in question is not immediately pulled down, but a test is made under load,
and if the defects seem to be serious the test loads are increased so as tlo
produce an overload of perhaps 500/ at the most dangerous places; if the
structure succesfully withstands these test loads it is regarded as acceptable for
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use. Dependence is, therefore, placed on a construction because it has been found
amply safe to resist live load: but no regard is taken of its untested degree of
safety to resist dead load. It should, however, here be observed that a structure
which has been designed to carry a particular ratio of live to dead load may be
dangerous when subjected to a form of loading in which this proportion is
noticeably increased. '

The heavy dead weight possessed by a reinforced concrete structure is
a valuable characteristic, and one which ought not to be needlessly penalised.

4) What should the factor of safety cover?

The following points will be briefly mentioned:
a) Errors and inaccuracies in the assumed basis of design.
b) Defects of material.
c¢) Inaccuracies of execution.
d) Inaccuracies of the imposed loading.

In other words, the following items should all be covered: secondary stresses,
internal stresses, certain fluctuating stresses, imposed stresses, erection stresses,
inaccuracies of calculation, faulty material, inaccuracies in sections (such as
steel bars) as delivered from the workshops, inaccuracies in erection and work-
manship, inaccuracies in the “own weight”, divergences of the live load from
that assumed in the design, exceptional overloads such as test loads, and other
contingencies.

It is not possible, however, to fix a factor of safety of ordinary magnitude
which will cover all these contingent errors and inaccuracies individually: the
most that can be done is to take account of their probable combinations.

It is true that the latter may equally well be expected to consist of a few
high values as of a larger number of small or medium values, but it may be
shown that several of the categories of defects named above can only be covered
— or can most economically be covered — by the assumption of an increase in the
live load. Generally speaking, it may be said that a stationary load can always
be assumed to be replaced by a moving load, but a moving load cannot be taken
as replaced by a stationary load.

Certain defects in material form an exception to this statement, in that the
best way to allow for them is to assume a reduced value for the breaking stress
or yield point. Here it is necessary to be clear what purpose is actually served
by the use of a factor of safety. In the author’s opinion what matters most is
safety against breakage, whereas safety against cracking — important as it may
be — is secondary.

D) Proposed new form of the factor of safety for practical use.
The factor of safety in its present form is expressible as follows:

~ 1
(1> 0P+0g+0w+5t:;:07,u1 :'B"GB

In the case of colums:

1
(2) PZH] __<__ ; Pbreakage-
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In application to problems of stability:
(3) Mfavourable g n’ . Munfavourablc
where zul. (zuldssig) denotes “‘permissible”

p refers to live load

g , , dead load
w , , wind load
t ' »» temperature stresses, etc.

op is the nominal breakiug stress or yield point.
n and n’ are factors of safety.

The first and most general rule can be re-written
4 n-op+n-06,+n-6y+n-oc,=og
or (5) 6m-p+ Gm-¢)+O@-w+0om- 1 =0s

referring to the stresses caused by the loads multiplied by n. Equation (5) gives
the nominal breaking condition which agrees with Equation (2) but is contra-
dictory to Equation (3), seeing that n’ is usually smaller than n. In other words,
the definition of breakdown is not consistent; moreover it is impossible really to
imagine the “own weight” as being multiplied by n, which, in the case of
columns, is an abstraction that has to be made.

In the proposal now put forward, the three conditions numbered (1), (2)
and (3) above are combined as follows:

G(ng.g)+6(np.p)§nﬁ'GB—:—G‘B ' (I)
where n, is the factor of safety for dead load, and

n, is the factor of safety for live load, while
np, which is less than unity, is the factor of safety of the material as such.

If, now, the coefficients n, and n, are so chosen that the ratio ny/ng is suffi-
cienily great — for instance, 1.5 — then safety against overturning (the problem
of stability) is automatically assured and no additional requirements need be
stipulated. op is the breaking stress or yield point as determined by experiment,
as, for instance, the compressive strength of concrete at 28 days. The lower
value 6’s = np - op is defined as the nominal breaking stress; it may, therefore
be used as a definite basis for subsequent calculations.

Similar proposals have already been put forward by Gerber and others, but
have never been fully worked oat.

The nominal breaking load is definitely given by n, - p 4 ng - g etc. and
the nominal conditions for the breakdown of a structure are determined from
the nominal breaking stresses and nominal breaking loads. If Hooke’s Law is
to be abandoned as a basis for design — as has already been done in many
respects for reinforced concrete — it must be replaced by other working prin-
ciples, and since it is known that the properties of materials as determined
experimentally cannot be directly applied to materials as used in actual struc-
tures it is better to distinguish certain safe ‘“‘nominal” properties which can be
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attributed to the materials, so as to serve as a consistent and logical basis for
design, rather than to rely on an arbitrary factor of safety.

When a number of external loads are present, such as, for instance, a vertical
live load, a wind load, and additional loads due to shrinkage, temperature, sett-
lement of the supports, etc., probable combinations can be allowed for in the
following way:

Oy - 8) + 6(“'p .m+ Ony - w) + O(ng - x) — NB OB (H)

wherein n’, and n’, are given lower values than n, and n, in Equation (I).
g P g P

This principle can, of course, be carried further, but for practical purposes
it is sufficient to lay down conditions (I) and (II). Additional stresses resulting
from statical indeterminacy are less dangerous, from the point of view of brea-
kage, than stresses due to loads, and generally speaking these are smaller than
as calculated by Hooke’s Law because in the constructional materials adopted
the line of stress is bent towards the axis of deformation, and moreover the
additional stresses become smaller when the deformation is permanent. Thus n,
may be given a lower value than n, and n’,.

Where one particular moving load predominates over the others, as for
instance, where the horizontal live load is much greater than the wind and
braking loads, it is sufficient to satisfy one condition of form (II), and this is
in fact the general case.

The present practice of requiring two separate conditions to be satisfied — one
with and one without the additional loads — is inconsistent. In the case of
statically indeterminate structures the usual requirement that o; + o, < 6,4 13
apt to be applied in conjunction with certain assumed additional loads, instead
of 6 + 6, + Gagdnl =< o', (Wherein o', denotes an increased permissible stress)
being taken as the criterion which governs the dimensions, and as a result the
degree of safety possessed by a statically indeterminate structure is often made
to appear smaller than that of a structure which is determinate.

It is preferable, as here proposed, to adopt a lower factor of safety in respect
of the additional loads than in respect of principal loads, seeing that the former
cannot by themselves cause breakage, and the probability of maximum additional
loads occurring simultaneously with maximum live load is smaller than that of
the occurrence of maximum live loads by themselves.

Two different groups of factors of safety may be used according as the cal-
culations are required to be more or less accurate: for instance ng,; — np,; — Iy,
and ng,; will give a higher degree of accuracy than n,,, — n;,, and ng,,.

Considerations of this kind can be practically applied in structural designing.
There is good justification for equating certain stresses, such as the erection
stresses in the completed structure, to the “own weight” stresses, and in many
cases if this is done the calculations are still further simplified — as for instance
in the case of Melan structures where it is required to take account of the pre-
imposed stresses in the rigid reinforcement. The general effect of the conditions
of safety here proposed is to make it possible to take special account of special
stresses without complicating the calculations. This fact is very important, for
with the old method of calculation there was no way of making allowance for
differences in liability to increase as between the different kinds of stress.
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A further peculiarity of the Melan system of construction will now be men-
tioned. If, for instance, the pre-existing stress in the rigid steel reinforcement
amounts to two-thirds of the permissible stress, then, according to the usual
method of calculation, the total cross section may only be stressed up to
g’—% - (Fy + 15 F;) — but this limitation is unjustified, for it would imply
that if the pre-stress has been equal to oj, ., the total cross section (con-
crete 4 rigid reinforcement 4- round reinforcement) is unable to carry any
further load at all.

Using the old method of calculation, very arbitrary distortions have to be intro-
duced in order to avoid an increase in the pre-imposed stress, and still more
exception made from the ordinary rules of design. By the proposed method,
however, the calculations are simplified as follows:

Ng - Gj, pre-stress T Ng * Oj, g, completed + Np * Gj, p, completed _<__ ng -+ COB

(and similarly as regards the concrete stress): that is to say the calculations may
be based upon the separate loadings which will actually arise, and finally all the
stresses may be added together. Care need only be taken not to fix the ratio np/n,
too small.

It may happen that the dead load is imposed in the form of a live load,
either as regards the proportion it bears to the assumed values, or because it is
actually movable. There might, therefore, be a temptation to assume part of the
fixed load as being movable, but such a procedure is unpractical because it intro-
duces an unnecessary complication into the calculations by implying that there
are two movable loads, differently constituted, instead of one, and because there
is a limit to the movability of the “fixed”’ load. Moreover it is difficult to look
upon large cross girders as movable. On the other hand it is easy to visualise
a slab of varying thickness, so that the dead load will not be uniformly distri-
buted over its area as assumed.

It is better to allow this freedom of movement of the “fixed load” to be
covered by the factor of safety applied to the moving load, but where the fixed
loads are very large in proportion to the moving loads such an assumption
becomes insufficient. To meet this exceptional case it is both logical and prac-
tical to require that the total movable load must be taken as not less than
a certain fraction of the total stationary load (for instance 100/) in each struc-
tural member. This question, however, will only arise as regards the principal
members of large structures subject to small live loads.

6) The principal advantages of using the new proposals.

a) The scope of the new proposals is more general than that of the usual
methods of calculation.

b) The two main groups of defects which should be covered by the factor of
safety — namely defects in material and defects in load — are each covered
by their separate coefficients.

c) Safety as regards stability is automatically assured without the need for
stating special requirements.
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e)
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The existence of a large dead weight, which in general is to be looked
upon as an advantage (being, for instance a protection against explosion
risks, dynamic effects, noise, etc.) will not needlessly be penalised.

Where a structure is subsequently found, by accurate investigation, to have
been particularly well built, it may without risk be more heavily loaded.

Test loadings, involving the imposition of increased live loads at the most
dangerous places, may be carried out without undue risk.

It ought to be possible to identify the true factor of safety of any given
structure with the ratio between the absolute maximum live load that can
be brought to bear thereon at the moment of breakage and the live load
that has been assumed in the calculations. This definition is not of course
an entirely satisfactory one, but the nominal factor of safety against break-
down ought not to be too different from the true value in this sense.
Such consistency can be obtained by the method of calculation now pro-
posed, but not by that ordinarily followed.

The wide significance here attributed to the factor of safety can, in this
way, at least be given a logical basis, and need not merely be regarded as
a vague and unpractical symbol, as it must be when the ordinary method,
based on permissible stresses, is used.

The nominal breaking stresses, the nominal breaking load and therefore
the nominal breaking conditions can all be worked out.

k) The deviations from Hooke’s Law, etc., which are admissible in approximate

1)

m)

calculations, can be made subject to definite and consistent rules.

Safety against cracking, against repeated loading etc., may be attained by
the same means, and more convincingly than by the usual methods.

The basis of calculation is rendered more consistent, and the statical cal-
culations themselves are made simpler and more reliable, especially as
regards structures in which questions of stability, pre-stressing, etc. are
involved. The values finally adopted for the safety coefficients must be
consistent with the rules governing both design and erection.
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Tests on the Slow Buckling of Concrete Sticks.

Versuche iiber das langsame Knicken an Betonkorpern.

Essais de flambement lent de baguettes en béton.

M. Coyne,

Ingénieur en Chef des Ponls et Chaussées, Paris

When a prism-shaped body is loaded at the end its condition is one of
unstable equilibrium if the load equals or exceeds the limit given by FEuler’s

.721']_[
L

expression

The mechanism of buckling can in fact be visualised as follows: any slight
eccentricity of the load gives rise to a bending moment which causes an initial

Fig. 1.

Photograph showing the
deflection assumed by a
test bar 1353 - 3em the

day before its collapse.

deformation, this deformation has the effect of increasing
that moment so as to cause a second deformation, and
so on. If the deformations thus obtained constitute
a divergent series the piece buckles. This is the meaning
of Euler’s equation, which further implies that the limit
of stability is independent of the amount of initial
eccentricity.

According to the customary rules governing the strength
of materials these deformations occur immediately the
load is applied, and as a corollary to this the series of
phenomena described below take place almost instantane-
ously, and fracture occurs suddenly without any warning.

Concrete, however, behaves in a different way: the
mitial deformation 1s almost instantaneous, but its sub-
sequent growth 1s slow. There exists, therefore, an
a priori possibility that under certain values of load the
piece may assume a condition of stable equilibrium under
the action of the first deformation, and that it is the sub-
sequent of slow deformations which constitutes the diver-
gent series characteristic of buckling. In other words, the
reasoning on which Euler’s formula is based is indepen-
dent of time, and what takes place is exactly as if the
modulus of elasticity E were to decrease as the stress
and 1ts duration increased. In order, then, to arrive at
the true criterion of buckling, 1t becomes necessary to
introduce the final value of E into Euler’s formula.
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It was thought that the matter might be illustrated in a particularly striking
way if it could be reproduced in the laboratory, and attempts were accordingly
made to bring about slow buckling in concrete pieces. These pieces took the form
of sticks measuring 135 cm by 3 cm by 3 cm, made from fine gravel concrete
using 350 kg per cu. m of “superciment” or of aluminous cement (Photograph
Ne 1). The sticks were loaded by means of a lever-operated press, and the results
are given in the following table:

No. Kind Age of | Strength of Load D Modulus
of Concrete| concrete as Avplied €= lof elasticity
S of when measured on PP Results of Tests flect- | as calcula-
pe- C ¢ | tested |:20cm cubes kg jon | ted from
cimen ermen (days) (kg per sq. cm) kg sq?ecrm buckling
| |
1 Artificial | 130 780 | 86 | Instantaneous 210.000
‘ } 260 buckling
2 do. = 130 580 64 | A deformation be-
. gins to occur, but
after 6 days shows
no perceptible fur-
ther increase; the
load is then in-
creased :
| 650 | 72 | Buckling at 14 days | 3mm | 175.000
| I | | | ‘
3 Super- 19 1120 ! 124 | Instantaneous 300.000
ciment ! buckling
4 do. 19 | . 20 80 | Buckling after 195.000
15 minutes
4
5 |Aluminous 3 1520 170 | Instantaneous ! 410.000
} 430 at 3days buckling |
6 do. 8 1070 | 118 | Buckling after 4 mm | 290.000 -
5 days
7 |Aluminous 4 1140 126 | Instantaneous 310.000
. E buckling
8 | do. 4 . 960 | 106 do. 260.000
9 ' do. 4 360 at4 days| 900 100 do. 240.000
10 | do. 4 780 86 | Buckling after 210.000
l B minutes
11 | do. 5 650 | 72 | Buckling after 3mm | 175.000
| 7 days %
i

It was found that the piece sometimes broke at once and sometimes resisted
the load indefinitely, but between these two extremes it was found possible, after

a few attemps, to bring about the desired phenomenon in sticks Nos. 2 (second
test) 4, 6, 10 and 11.

These experiments amount to no more than a first approach to the study of
a problem which deserves closer attention, and however incomplete the results
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given above it seemed worth while to publish them as evidence of the existence
of this phenomenon of slow buckling and as forming a broad outline of its
nature.

It is impossible to lay too much emphasis on the danger that may arise, in
practice, from this cause, and on the necessity for adopting a very low value
of the modulus of elasticity in applying Euler’s formula. At the same time, it
should be observed that the deformation of a member placed in this condition
of unstable equilibrium becomes apparent a short time after the load is applied
and then increases progressively to a high value. Since, therefore, failure through
slow buckling is preceded by these visible phenomena, it is less dangerous than
failure by instantaneous buckling, though the actual occurrence of fracture is in
fact equally sudden in both cases.
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