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Fig. 1 Moment redistribution in continuous beam subjected
to service load
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Fig. 2 Nonlinear analysis of continuous two~span beam (V1-0.8-0,7 tested by Carmo and Lopes 2005)
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Fig. 3 Moment redistribution of continuous beam under service load (V1—0.8-0,7 tested by Carmo and Lopes 2005)
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