Evaluation of Ductility Capacity of Reinforced Concrete Bridge Columns
Subject to Cyclic Loading Using Flexibility-Based Fiber Element Method
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ABSTRACT

The evaluation of displacement ductility is performed by direct method through tracking the inelastic hysteretic behavior of RC bridge columns
subject to cyclic toading using a flexibility-based fiber element model. To reasonably frack the inelastic behavior until the RC bridge column reaches
its ultimate state, the average stress-average sfrain relafions and joint elements, which agree well with experiments, are modified and applied
considering the tension stiffening behavior and discontinuous displacement between the column and its base. In addition, the evaluation of
displacement ductility is performed by @ direct method easily applicoble to numerical analysis. Locdtions for the infegration points, values for the
post-crushing concrefe strength and low-cycle fatigue failure of longitudinal reinforcement that affect the calculation of yielding and ultimate
displacements are proposed for the application to flexibility-based fiber element model. Since less than 10% of error occurs during the displacerent
ductility analysis, the yielding and ultimate displacements evaluated by the applied analysis method and model appear to be valid.

Key words : flexibility-based fiber element method, reinforced concrete bridge column, cyclic loading, ductility capacity
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Unconfined, Tension Stiffening Region

a8 3 gy Dol ARLMFTI0| OtE Z3R|E T
9| 4

23] dA= oo} gt} o] Ao F9 3
ZAES FARFEH ARETAY A7E
Mackawa$} An?¢] )x]t‘ﬂ)\]_% EQz gy
= wgesi 290 FEEaEY YlEa
W } s Ve ?-v—?f}%i‘:}-

01]1\1_ Mander S%0] Aotsl mue ot
Aol :L_%}M%Oi et wh
o B oY
NEE Mander 59 rdg 44, H

R
473t
o] =7
E

oo N rfr &%

L
hu

_[{Nn
O

]_

0 l,.>, ol
32 2 o o

O

HhE
)8!
A

&

]_

sades gagEd v 499 B8 99
o0 H45tE Btk A B2 Fuel

#AATA Slgie] 390l L4 of Tz YA
& 2ot mepd A 2=

bt
]
X

SC)

"o i

%lloZiliJ

Stress 4

7
See

.
Ll

£ Strain

LA

Jh w2
>

gl 49l

H

UE Yol et

(i

o]} 0)|

>

/\1% Stevens %(8)01 A ekst

3.2 32 g

ZaYE E3E F2o AWM A2 A4S &
Al BAEAE B st FAste ok &, FAYES]
WA EAF 23l o]F AF Fehr} Aot o] ArAME
AHE F= T Aol E5 iHe @9dEE S (unit crack
block) 0.2 st FALA 84S 7Pgste AR

T 249 UJrE} 3= <

2o RFRYE B ?Hé};’iv}(l"é 5(a)).” 8%, 7
s A% oo S Ao I 29
F gonz Fg¢Ed st MEES Y WEE
of WelNE FE-eHol heHojof gt utehy Zae
E &o) g9 2o FF&Y-FFURE BA g
2 50)sh ol AAY Ao THE TATHL AG
Ak A7 (e o) (€ar fsu)&— @—:Lw 8k L

§ BANA 77 GEA), shekale] WY
(ewr fo) (€ur Fo)E AT %aaﬂ
Qe A9 ti FEANHY A - S Jehdch

d

2,

Unit Crack Block

A_ Concrete Stress Distribution

Steel Stress Distribution

(@) 7ol oy 3lE olF o SHREZE(CATLEES)
Stress
A

fsu PPLad

’ ‘—‘
fsu

StIel

Lo 2

’ [
fry

Steel embedded
in concrete
7 7 > Strain
ESY 85} ssu Esu

Hed M3z (8¢ M25=) 20026

a8l 5 232|E o xeE s Huss-guty
A 2EY
= x|zlzets =28 13



SUIY AReABHO| of3 w5

BAll theh sj4 =2 A= Baushinger

=0

¥ B3 2#e 4 3+ Hlippou 3
Menegotto-Pinto2] B mdg A}
FAHeEE A gFoly, Hd it
AdgATdE I Y|

7139

3.3 7IS-71x HaEtol g0 Hel mygl

RA FA} A2 B $A ARRAE, B 2
4 AU e 329 AP0l YT vinet /2
Fo] 220 2% WRo] YFIT. BN o5 F2H
Ql B4 Eﬂﬁgg 7] 317] fsiMe HT A (joint element)
E4leteio} gk
g29 e o
ZolA Bl1e o] WA
A Aok o] F wlnee) o
ARk HlEE S By ohe
& 4 Stk A% FAZ
glom o]9 Jge F=go] Fg
wzks} o] YE7E S 10~20%0] H o}
& o) T8tk

pR
=
=

# Age

R

A A0 Bt

A8 ol
AARAN £
29 #HY9 437

=
I
i3

k4
in3
rols 1]
o

SERCEE
2 AFAHl} Beh. o] AFNHE 19
8430] 1,8 2 248 A4ste A
2% WAE ARG Fol
B 329 ¥RE 8 7ol o2
229 39 f(e) BA df/de, T 7Y # e |
d2o) S PEUaL SED ANFE v, Bae

IIL

- _EL

ér&

Concrete Block

Reinforcing Bar

) (€,

Concrete Block

= FZES2|E D249 odNSE H|
AAe AEUase Bes wasclel 9ot olg 4
24 WP RE BY% WBE o, T 0L Lo] Aok
s(es)
&i( s)__L— (D
o|ZM HEHQ A AL BEASHIES wslgd o
S8 WIEE g 4 o
dfs _ df,/ de; df,/de; y
de;  de;jlde,  L.ds/de, @)
3.4 HIEIM O|HT0] LSt &8 M= AS
Z3E ¥ ?é%gl Bl g

A

% 715712 ARl
TAshs 2dS Wed U Y mdo] g s HFs
7] $13} OzcebeQ]r Saatcioglue]] 2J3)]) o]0l A¥z} n)
WLk AlgAe A 2 sFe ¥ 1 2 a9 73 2ok

Od 82 FEEAE 3 FHD HFraddl ds) uy

Loading
Direction Loading Beam
—>
3 100mm
Spacer Block
Shear Key Plate
900mm
y
500mm
I |
" ™

1250mm
(a) Algxlel 37| 8 515

8@D25 longitudinal bars

6.4mm/ bars
(double layer)

) R (o) Aleldiel chod At
5 L 's(e.) 08 7 HIERY OlASe| 5 Mg AESD| 93t Algel Mg
O% 6 SWe M2 oldol oFt Sois v oyl (Ozcebe and Saatciogly, 1987)"
E 1 et ol HEe FH MEg USSP At AlgH e 24%|(Ozcebe and Saatcioglu, 1987)""
. i Longitudinal steel Transverse steel
Specimen fo Al force 1 a P f Confinement
PKN) g d W ot onfinemen
(MPa) A 01 (MPal Ot (MPa) configuration
u6 373 600 0.131 2857 0.0321 437 0.0195 425 Hoop
14 sIEX|2ZsE =228 HMed M3z (83 H25F) 20026




[A} N
& 20}
=
)
v
g
o) -40
-60 " i . ] a 1 "
-0.015 -0.010 -0.005 0.000 0.005
Strain
(a) E32E

-200

-400

-600 a 1 N 5 " L . i N N . i
-002 -001 000 001 002 003 0.04

T8 8 mZt jchof oIME MEFMe FL232|E § FHI20 tiE SH-HEE WA

atetol QAT HEHAA ] SH-HYE JHE BAIG A
ojt}. 2z E tisiAe AW FZd o 74 £,
AAZAAT el a5 A/ AAS A9 AUA &4t

o] N&H1 &y FHI tare FABEY] FES

HE$E-PHHEE FABA e 48 2 Baushinger
15 e 1T 4 ok 183 1Y 9

L fob I ol
¢ BN
‘E‘o\ﬂ rot

[e]
N

A} ol A vlumEA A 2do] 4dAANE
FASL A5S & F Atk ol 2 H SAEY M
e Aol Ui sjM md] By Bt opde} 715-7)%
3] A4 w9 3 A8 vlwshal es VPt
400
300
200 |
100 F
z b
< o}
§ -100 }-
w !
-200 p-
300 k - - - - Experiment
[ Analysis
-400 1 i 1 . 1 N i . 1
-10 -5 0 5 10

Deflection (cm)

a7 9 M8 % sHAel oz TM vl

FzEC) Mgy WESEY AEQ WAINE 4t B
299 a,0 gg IPHY 4,9 ¥z P,
A
= 3 3
VNN €

ShAlT, A PR $RE 19 105 Lo] FEAY U
@A) BEeA) FoBE BHHY PHOE FRW
9 23u9E Falol B dHoz FEALE HF
9 22004 237 ANGAYE) 5% AGeE WL
A= A4l AjPAEe} vl el WA Ho o,
2e)m, FRWsle PEEY 59 A9 AYISY=
of wla] ATRSe me) cheAR o 15-20%e1F Fk

& A1) Wz ey dh shAT o] 28 A B
AGoMe 329 FHTREH FEAR B STAA
S Ash] A3 PR A 2ol g siMe] leiN
olsh 2l AP Wl 7 Fert rhesith
ZeE 5We 72/ A9 A2 HFAPEl
FEHFES 15w =2d A s 35N
T gejata, Agvue] ¥ Bv 23 ES) W E
Zre] s#7)E AP EC] SEF AHe NS S
A2 Astgith. 4714 AHE-E FEUAY] Hoj=
o FEo] 2o ol os) fidves BES
i

ot e

O

localization) &2
aziel gk o&go] A vebdth AR FATH AR

0.75V; /
A Lateral Load=0.8V, or
onset Steel Fracture

Lateral Load

A, A, »>

Displacement

T 10 EEHel(a,) H SEHLA( A Yol He

Hed M3z (S H25F) 20026

o

XS5 =28 15



Ha3zzE RZo| oA Y|

L& B o B9 md2A 840 F7|Rths Aol
o[ Folxle g A s | H=rt ATt F
a&0 2/t oe Bees 9de fA7 2oE A
TYT BE A2t o)s FARH AHas Bulo] T
S opet gy g W2 3l Ay
T3 7] WE o)t

e :\a 11904 B3] upsh 2ol o

& o gad R

W A$olA o] Foio}

Check Point,
whether yield/failure

d

¢
: 1

t
o
L4

é% Plastic Hinge Region
7.

4

® Integration Point

2RES} 50 24047} B4HE
dueo] 9. debd BRus 9 Iaue B
aeiol A ae] HRYeIA ol FoAA Bk

A eandoliE dudog wo) AgsE
Gauss AEHo] old Gauss-Lobatto ZEH-& ARSI E
22 e A3 ¢ ARAo) 9ok SAY 2=
Zo| WA ATE Hole ARy Atole WIAs}
WA A2 ARHe Wdo] ¥FHEe guus 3 39
A9le 4Ee 24 Y] ARPRTE 2AVANN 5
Ae SRR FRAE B AsIEo] o8 72
F2 0 3318 16T 5 e Aol dhesE 4uol
A olFolor gtk ol e ANE asel 27
9 "pe) ASE WS ER 280] Pse, o] AT
Axe dE A9 846 5709 HAEHS 2= Gauss-
Lobatto H&¥& H-&3l3, 2HA HEH(2E 11 FD)S
NEoz BRus ¥ FRUslE B2 19 129 ® 2
o vehd AlgAle] Aasteh wmstech

zazlEe] WRAAT o) FAA0T Wase w

L

o -t |o
o
<)
.—4{1

do T o
re
i
i)

38 11 RS BHEHe o Ie( met x| O TAEE d¥Ast v 2R g 45, Hyol
500
35|, 10@43=430 || 35 400
—> |‘-—'| [« 50 300 50
__.,|<—.|4_
e AR lf'
r b Di19* !
3 o ) d )
5 40@D13 : S /T. )
L ] D10*
2. 2 0.0 0.0 & & 8 " g
\. Fo * yaries
400
R0 1. 240 4 80
5 1]
- .
=<} 1 ot
g 400 1]
S = H 1
) 411
= ’/”
— o ””
- gp1oe@so] L1 -
S =] — 11 =}
Q o @ d - &
) < —-— 1]
S v 1l L1
| v — vy Lt
~f o =) 1
nl ® ® L1 4
S S <+ ’Eﬂ
— — oo
|4 1
o LT
S - -
[rat e
/”’
’/
vy % 1] fL_r
& 14-D16 T g
1700 50 H 500 {50
600
(a) Kawashima 1993 (b} Ishibashi€t Yoshino, 1988 (©) O|M=E &, 2000
O3 12 MM E ool HEZ st AlgAe 37 & o it

Hew ®3E (SA FH25%) 20026



Folzy MResndo) oft BHEsES He H2EIR|E R HNEH &7
AFHEAM o2 g v wme ZEASL oA 5 AN, g, & BZ FPATHEIE, o, & TEEIRE
1, AFee AA 27k AT vls) dAF e S o g DRI AR, f,v ILTE2LY 5T
£ zdstA Boke Zlelth webd WIS o) A ®, s & 7E&EAYEY FEFE|). Priestley T F
38 A5 9 FEOINOE Agehes Zlo] Badie, of Ao IwHTY dut AHS J)FLE AH AolE
e EAYEY FHSHE 0.21, 0122 AP 2, 3359 ¢d5ty NEolHA FWFET e Al
AaEade uze oy Ade FEEIES el FHor|x 3tk

ol3t wa] Ao} ek vlat Al F WA sk

Ao g ARSI 3B ol 9% daje ——r“&j'—ial‘z

o) FIHEE e, 0 o8] HAHF 4 910w, Priestley & =®
o5

e Hue

& Coffin-Manson(1953)¢] reinforcing
steelo] o3t ow—cycle fatigue 222X A3tk

o 234¢ 8 2a2EY JAHPS 71Estack €= 0.07T7(2N) " ©)
0,004 + 20T mEs @  D:i=Digk > —failure ©)
E 2 HYAAM T Hotuye| HES 2B MY 4%
Number of . Longitudinal steel Transverse steel
Specimen Aspect ratio feA, loading fe 0 fu 0 Fu Confinement
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P-10 54 0.0 10 313 212 308.3 0.20 2722 Hoop

P-11 54 0.0 10 32.1 2.12 3083 0.40 2722 Hoop

P-13 54 0.0 10 328 212 308.3 0.62 2722 Hoop

P-17 38 00 10 331 212 308.3 0.20 2722 Hoop

P-19 54 0.0 3 333 212 308.3 0.20 272.2 Hoop

P-20 38 0.0 3 318 212 308.3 0.20 2722 Hoop

p-22 54 0.0 5 314 212 308.3 0.20 2722 Hoop

P-56 54 1.15 10 425 212 369.7 0.20 370.2 Hoop

P-57 54 245 10 40.0 2.12 369.7 0.20 370.2 Hoop

P-58 54 5.00 10 3.2 2.12 369.7 0.20 370.2 Hoop

[-1 40 455 3~10 324 0.95 380.8 0.72 330.1 Hoop

-2 40 4.49 ~10 328 2.15 3423 0.72 3301 Hoop

-3 40 4.49 3~10 328 380 3165 0.72 330.1 Hoop

-4 4.0 453 ~10 325 2.15 3423 048 366.8 Hoop

I-5 40 4.49 3~10 328 215 3423 0.32 366.8 Hoop

-6 40 453 3~10 325 215 3423 0.58 330.1 Hoop

-7 40 3.02 3~10 3325 215 342.3 0.36 366.8 Hoop

-8 40 12.08 3~10 325 215 3423 0.72 330.1 Hoop

-9 40 0.00 3~10 324 2.15 342.3 0.72 330.1 Hoop

I-10 40 449 3~10 328 149 3457 0.72 330.1 Hoop

-11 40 | 455 ~10 324 149 3457 048 366.8 Hoop

=12 40 [ 4.55 3~10 324 1.49 3457 048 366.8 Hoop

CN-SP-60-10 425 10.00 2 274 1.26 3489 1.32 350.3 Spiral

CN-SP-60-20 425 20.00 2 274 1.26 3489 1.32 359.3 Spiral

CN-SP-60-30 4.25 30.00 2 274 1.26 3489 1.32 359.3 Spiral

CN-SP-80-10 425 10.00 2 274 1.26 3489 0.99 359.3 Spiral

CN-SP-80-20 425 20.00 2 274 1.26 3489 0.99 359.3 Spiral

CN-SP-100-10 425 10.00 2 274 1.26 3489 0.79 350.3 Spiral

CN-SP-100-20 4.25 20.00 2 274 1.26 3489 0.79 359.3 Spiral

CNH-SP-60-20 425 20.00 2 274 3.23 336.7 1.32 359.3 Spiral

CNH-SP-80-20 425 ! 20.00 2 274 323 336.7 0.99 359.3 Spiral

CNH-SP-100-20 425 } 20.00 2 274 323 336.7 0.79 359.3 Spiral
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E 3 AH 9 sjAlo TpELT sHEue IHHQ HYUME §D
Test Analysis 6/(1)|©/@|7/@| @/ @|aue
Specimen V max A, A, V max A, A,
kN | mm) | (mm) # &N | mm) | om) “
(1) @) 3 @) (5 (6) @) ®
P-10 1618 12.41 83.10 6.7 152.4 13.70 78.32 57 0.94 1.10 0.94 0.85 | Long
P-11 162.1 12.39 83.17 6.7 152.7 13.52 78.32 58 0.94 1.09 094 086 | Long
P-13 156.3 12.34 96.95 79 152.8 13.52 7775 58 0.98 1.10 0.80 0.73 | Long
pP-17 231.8 7.83 31.88 41 2184 769 4496 58 0.94 0.98 1.41 1.44 | Long
P-19 158.0 12.25 127.%4 104 156.5 13.52 102.83 76 0.99 1.10 0.80 0.73 | Long
P-20 2339 7.81 5593 72 2241 7.69 59.95 78 0.96 0.98 1.07 1.09 | Long
p-22 1505 1219 | 110.39 9.1 154.7 13.70 89.98 6.6 097 1.12 0.82 0.73 | Long
P-56 175.0 14.63 58.31 40 1939 15.98 76.59 48 1.1 1.09 1.31 1.20 | Long
p-57 182.6 16.08 64.33 40 200.9 16.22 78.09 48 1.10 1.01 1.21 120 | Long
P-58 194.4 2013 60.31 3.0 2156 16.58 81.09 49 1.1 0.82 1.34 163 | Tran
[-1 1204 6.90 55.20 80 106.0 8.28 50.30 6.1 0.82 1.20 091 0.76 | Long
[-2 202.9 11.00 44.00 40 166.3 9.06 56.00 6.2 0.82 0.82 1.27 1.54 | Long
-3 276.4 13.00 58.50 45 2422 9.38 58.00 6.2 0.88 0.72 0.99 1.37 | Long
-4 2332 11.00 55.00 50 164.9 922 56.00 6.1 0.71 0.84 1.02 121 | Long
-5 2078 11.00 44.00 40 164.6 9.22 56.00 6.1 0.79 0.84 127 1.52 | Tran
-6 2136 10.50 52.50 50 165.0 922 56.00 6.1 0.77 0.88 1.07 121 | Long
-7 229.3 10.40 52.00 50 158.8 9.06 63.20 7.0 0.69 0.87 122 1.39 | Long
-8 2519 10.50 5250 50 198.2 9.69 59.00 6.1 0.79 092 112 122 | Tran
-9 145.0 10.00 60.00 6.0 145.3 8.91 61.71 6.9 1.00 0.89 1.03 1.15 | Long
[-10 163.7 9.00 45,00 50 131.8 8.44 59.43 70 0.81 094 1.32 141 | Long
I-11 156.8 9.10 54.00 59 1309 844 59.43 70 0.83 0.93 1.10 119 | Long
[-12 180.3 9.00 54.00 6.0 130.9 844 5943 70 0.73 0.94 1.10 1.17 | Long
CN-SP-60-10 M5 13.88 104.09 75 81.8 11.79 80.00 6.8 087 0.85 0.77 091 | Long
CN-SP-60-20 106.3 15.87 11.07 7.0 100.1 13.29 89.00 6.7 094 0.84 0.80 096 | Long
CN-SP-60-30 122.2 13.74 96.16 7.0 1124 17.57 99.00 56 092 1.28 1.03 080 | Tran
CN-SP-80-10 98.9 13.52 108.20 8.0 80.7 11.86 80.00 6.7 0.82 0.88 0.74 084 | Long
CN-SP-80-20 1205 12.34 98.75 80 974 13.29 87.73 6.6 0.81 1.08 0.89 083 | Tran
CN-SP-100-10 982 12.33 86.28 7.0 79.6 12.00 80.00 6.7 0.81 097 0.93 095 | Long
CN-SP-100-20 111.8 13.60 85.68 6.3 9.9 13.29 80.10 6.0 0.87 0.98 093 096 | Tran
CNH-SP-60-20 | 1934 20.84 114.60 55 162.1 15.64 90.86 58 0.84 0.75 0.79 1.06 | Tran
CNH-SP-80-20 | 1819 19.96 109.79 55 156.4 1564 75.71 48 0.86 0.78 0.69 088 | Tran
CNH-SP-100-20 | 1789 20.02 100.10 50 152.4 15.64 68.14 44 0.85 0.78 0.68 087 | Tran
Average 0.88 0.95 1.01 1.08

Standard deviation

0.1 0.14 | 021 0.26

* Failure Mode Long : & 29| Ttet Tran :

Analysis/Experiment
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