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An Experimental Study on the Flexural Strength of Hybrid Beam

EVEIE 2=

o} ** OEI téi fi*** %XH id *k kR

rer

Hong, Sung-Gul Yang, Dong-Hyun Lim, Byung-Ho Ryu, Jae—-Chun
ABSTRACT

This study investigates the behaviour of Hybrid Beam with reinforced concrete encased steel

center and reinforced concrete end. Two types of encased steel shape and two sections are
examined in this study. Test results showed that H-Hybrid beam is stronger than
Honey-comb Hybrid beam, and the behaviour of composite beam embedded steel at the
elastic state is same as that of simple beam.
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