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a) one—directional cracking

21

a) one-directional cracking

2.2

60

b) two—directional cracking
(Discrete Crack Model)
—
"do,’ © o 8
daz = 0 E2 O ds2

dt12 © ©  5Y12

) constitutive matrix in crack direction

(Smear Crack Model)
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #229
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web #456
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web #373
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web #456
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web #371
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #324
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Load vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web #371
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Stress vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #324
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Stress vs.Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web#456
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Stress vs. Strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #324
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Stress vs.Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web#373
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Stress vs.Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web#456
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Stress vs. strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #229
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Stress vs. strain of Reinforcing Bar in BE. #324
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8000 Stress vs.Strain of Reinforcing Bar in Web#371
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shear developed by concrete ,diagonal steel and applied force (wall3)
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sheardeveloped by concrete ,diagonal steel and applied force (wall4)
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shear developed by concrete ,diagonal steel and applied force (wall4)
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