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A Fundmental Study of the Inelastic
Behavior of High Strength Concrete Beam~Column Joints.

U T
Min,J.K. Park,H.S. Chung,L.

ABSTRACT

Six small-scale reinforced concrete beam-coluan Joint specimens subjected to
monotonic and cyclic loading were tested to investigate the effects of strength
of concrete. Varisbles are 1)compressive strength of concrete(f’c=300,700kg/ca?)

s 2)shear span to depth ratio (2/4=4.7, 2.0).

were:

The major results of this test

1)flexural strength of high strength concrete beam—columm Jjoint was not

affected too much by the compressive strength of concrete, 2)flexural cracks
emerge to inside of beam deeply for high strength concrete member.
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