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Block Shear Failure : State of the Arts
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Abstrac

Limit states of a tension member are the yielding of gross section, fracture of net section, and
block shear failure. Block shear failure is very complicated than other limit state because of interaction
of tension and shear failure. Block shear failure is studied continuously since the 1970s. However,
failure model to estimate the strength of block shear failure provided in current design specifications is
not reflective of the failure mode observed in the various experimental studies. Comparisons between
the experimental results and design rules in various specifications about the block shear failure were
conducted in this study. Also, the need for further studies of block shear failure were proposed.
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