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Analysis and Design of Concrete Members by Strut - and - Tie Models

ol s 2 A

1. M2

Azt FReAR AHEE ol A o
ghzlo eralalm AlgAle] B ghHgh ek
WA Aelel e AATRel 4G 2
o olpe) o] lasle] gt ek A AbE
5151 iz B AlADEA) elahl e} of
e vk gme) gene] whids ol A
5]111 1l]—\T]oﬂ 1:],“ 1L,:,i & JV]_',L] /1*5;] 0! 1 U\ ()15’,

1
rule of thumbell v}eH& Y=o A7} ¥l aglcy, 4+

g Gk 7 kel §d A0l Adgol i

of AAA<l A Auige, s sk

A W) Ae) 3He Aimo] B aS sha Ay

et Mh%%‘ol R R e e e e

FAav)E prie] W ool Al dytv]a Felyl
1 ot 2

el Al Ao A8 ol
]

Alsid W St 5 tel s

(=i

*ogalel, A B K grehl g

20

gh mrgl-glo] o} FACE o] Al
R RN g | B E Rt
Aol o) Aol deeln] sl Sl

PGG ol g ol o) Peal

1S

el o w4 vlr]e] wpA o

’:‘LL]I:EJ] A].é}c]n] n] (]111 O 2= }\]._Q_

J szelvlel wele ol g oo

T
|t
T
i
N
i
Iy
=
i
—~O%
io
il
Priet
it}
o
=
&
°
jiN
!
0o
|

10M LERRs o

el A Bk Sars o el

FAp|E B el fae)E W it 288l
Jas) auel el B9e Apshs F o o
H < =

M ARREE A e ’OM g el
-TL,‘I

225 el sl viiu] gl e El-pte] Wyl
of olgl FhAA o et} s~Ei-Ele] Rule] <

o AR ek el A e s Sl g

A 2o U] AREE NG ) e e )

Z32|EgsX| 4 10 A 1% 1998. 2



2 Xgl-glo] ldle- 190051t 2ol &rfso] &y
of n-dle] Ao b Aol g e fat
]

WE elekalzl walelth Sl fav|E ¢
goll MG S Prkar (T Bels AR

o Ald= prdo] Wbl gk g Ebeko ol
&} sl A Eke] W b FEen -
TAEl HAE
-oo] W 1960 el
w] i

og} sl Al

) Eel A AR] A ST
14
I‘)T()”ﬂ{ b 19801 o= 2

Oy

OAASTITO
o] alaljeged ul ¢

el 1l

okl

(o]
I glel Qe gk snsle] 1l
WS feleisict mel volv)
2, sheel 4gHI Aol 54
Heaf dEAle] 2nl olui]l W Shzleie
LRI I EARRRS LEER
AHg-8he = qtgsla sl
et e SR A BB
2] Adi%{ﬂ] *;‘;"’LL’]I : 9} }J/l—/(Hol AbE RS el
el ] o;]d/v] o]o;v Q) OH u]qalﬂo.’ |

2] G5 &) w2
e ?PC-:I:

& 9] ‘-’H H! ‘L'] }:2 )” o] E‘II

Qeb siglvhol Aol MY AA el

e 4

N

e FLL‘P ] atald] el Sk 92 el
|

Aaf Aol Axpel A5 Folok shrl, ek 414

Zaz|EsSX] M 10 1% 1998. 2

WA Ael o] A gl A3Haba e,

: v:r«»‘f--f)ﬂ m:— Y A

}o’l A E

gl
2. H|MY A fo} el et
UI 3 K:F-_i?iwtlo} wl koA 2 Fe] AE

Loeto] WNIE A1kl $18 4 g,

Lk ghe Wt

rete using Dnoninear IF.EM
It-‘mmr dl From) Hi’

‘+

moterial
\ Druuut 85 0

[Hod 7y The n’

o

foring rrlr 1ni
in she onndinear ana

TUEREK TIE B

Cratial
Ut lare sectanis

i podal zor

Fig. 1 Flovvchart of Nonllnear Strut-Tie Model Approach
for Structural Concrete

21



579l wgo| Wasit) o WYL 279 B s

1) delgto 2a AldEn ngor Zade
o ﬂw AgiatE ~Eg-Elo] welo] Wy
]ﬂ /‘\LTH F)ro] ucﬂo] H Joi]o]

o

|

'“333—}5]01 Bk ek aplshe ~ESl-glo]
1=

’éokﬁ E‘M o g & v v fivte] g
7R Wk g

&719] 22Egi-glo] el Faje| s Hd A
TAE 9 dae]
o8k B AA 2=

AR 5 vk eke aels wae) 64 0 A

M S TR
01&0}04 AR

dlo] AgEyl %7] wule] ~Eelw) go] Y|
N fgha el Mol ola) A, }f—aiﬂf} =
ke ¥

5 gl e 2o
R R RS P
A& S grae} upxjul ehA 2 A AES1 3} Elo] Hla)
ot etz g |

1o T/‘H o] whko] Wglu]iz ABEL)-

elo] wule] Haole

=3 1 O T 1 e
Slat gfo] H-aje} vk ol ARk, el 3)2Ae]A
el viAdd A 9 dee] ek glm ek
ol && 918 e -wo] wal ApAle] siA] 1 dy
doel AR HE gl viNg M7 A
7l 2EEl-Ee] i s valg 2Bl

3.1 HZE32|E theE o) sy

HiFtigtel A A - sy|” "R} ol
Hi7} 2 15¢1 2 &in ¥o| 20ine| AL A2E=
2 E TR Beam 39 A% 9 B vdE ~E
gl-glo] Bl ubyel ofa) gPristeict o] Mol
2899k 2485 P Q1 E o] o R Wi H
ow} &3 288F w<txo] Utk Beam 32|
Hl A = Fig, 200 922 Beam 300l TH3F 2pA|
&t IR = Table 19 Fo A9t Beam 3 #xhx]
he] BE 2B g HEE Ao|x]rt FaEe] o

rL

ol

N ' [ 5.25" TYP s
P P
. l
20" —Ir +—
A L e 17 [Eem
38" \ [‘ ”
36" 36
1 |
7.5 9'-0"- 108" 75"
T e nores
P ———*3 STIRAUP CLEAR COVER = 15"
20 , GRADE €0 RENFORCEMENT (MIN)
28 X - DENOTES STRAIN GA(
2% LOCATION
Fig. 2 Reinforcement Details of Beam 3
Table 1 Material Information of Beam 3
BRars K. (ksi) o (ksi) | € (in/in)
2ol 29,500 62.0 (1.0021
sm oo
Bottom Steell 2TA00 | 725 | 00020
] Bars | B ks | o (ks [ e din/inm
‘op Stee -
fop Stect B 20500 | 620 | 0002
Stivrup I (ksi) o {ksi) € (in/r'in'r
Web Steel 3 ~ i
= onn 30.000 TS 00045
2D i
g (psi) 6200

ZACESFX| M 10 # 1E 1998, 2



Bl 2E ) 30 Aol Halbel WE s Alo]a) o
A2+ Fig, 20 Vehg)e

Beam 3°] @22 gt4-e 10kipsY W =
E/F d3e ddoa] Heoz vl

S Tr e T
40kips% wl F-dvt 1l 2R odapd g wase)
b Beam 39] b3y AAabirdo] x| x)efja] @5

(€]
1M E]e] sho]
wf dolutth. Fig. 38 394l Beam 3 %ol 4]
of Mg A AE Hol s Qo 21esh5o
Alel R ol e e 1ie] gl o
L

@l vERTh He - ekt o]

}6 =Rl U i}z—lp‘j,z_ '/‘(]

Fig. 3 Detailed Crack Pattern for Beam 3

Beam 39] 4|5 919 22l-gle] wale] 23
ARl Etele] 9lAli= wivtel Hite] 91X & a1els)
of dyellom, shaarele] wekal 9 4: b5
FEHe] W A el whib AlEsielct g,

49l frgtomald dAupolA] o] Beam 3ol 248

131‘%91 25t elell 71

e [ s
R j\
/7'/"// \N\\\ N
e w}'\\\\‘\\\ ‘
VS o wt:\\\\\/
\/‘/«11'§|4|.1|‘1‘|7u’\ \\g/

Fig. 4 Compressive Principal Stress Flows of Beam 3

32| E93]X| M 10 H 1% 1998. 2

%ﬁEIéﬂﬂl%ﬁﬂ
F4loll #3ich 4%
el A gejelsh 2

T ohEaESE nelshA] gheko),

Fig. 5 Strut-Tie Model for Beam 3

UFHLE 3
Wiel olel kY3 Zae)E
Hato] AAsdtt, Table 2%

1TJ<:LOL,;~_‘9.L'1 m )x]

(32)ell A 2 2kE

Frast

Z=9F
e

Hof] o] Bx]3=

L )
nig, ,.-_I?;L;\

e

ol getol el hylde

Aisel ¥n A} () e, 2

| <2513} Eo] Yeae
th o] A8% Alglshe szeltlo] mae] 4

]

& Iig. 63} 2},

Table 2 Effective Strengths and Corresponding Peak

Strains of Concrete Struts in the Strut-Tie
Model for Beam 3

Moember B Strength ] Peak Strain
No. : g ;o 100
b (3,30 146
1) .30 0416
12 (An 0677
14 0.5 0.677
22 050 .719
23 0.7h 1.098
2425 (.40 1442
) 040 {\ 610

Svinmetric Member anty
See g 5 for Member Location

23



Critical Nodal Zone

Fig. 6 Dimensioned Strut-Tie Model for Beam 3
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Table 4 Effective Strengths of Concrete Struts in the
Strut-Tie Models for the Wall

Table 5 Member Forces in the Strut-Tie Models for the Wall
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