CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSION

On the basis of experimental and anmalytical results the

following conclusions can be dzg
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3. Effective moment of inertia was conformed to instantaneous
moment of intertia obtained from strain measurements during the tests

within the range of reinforcement index from 0.041 to 0.092.

4., All test beams failed in tension mode since the observed

maximum longitudinal reinfo strains of all test beams were

more than 0.0082 and t onsh etween reinforcement strain

However index is between 0.041

and 0.121.
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