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Abstract

One case of pointwise limit design is performed for a hyperbolic paraboloid saddle shell{originally
used by the Lin-Scordelis) to check the design strength against a consistent design loads, therefore,
to verify the adequacy of current design practice for reinforced concrete shells. The design method
which was based on stresses from membrane analysis in conjunction with pointwise limit state
design equations shows a good performance, which means that the design method gives a lower
bound on the ultimate load. This shows the adequacy of the current practice at least for this
saddle shell case studied. To generalize the conclusion many more designs-analyses are performed
with different shell configurations.
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