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Based on the authors' and other researchers' experimental studies, this article
presents an analysis of the behavior of inclined sections in the support zones of
single-span and continuous reinforced concrete beams under low-cycle loads
and changes in the stress-strain state depending on the shear span of the
external load application.

The calculation of reinforced concrete beams inclined crack is due to many
interdependent factors. Beam testing attempts to identify the main criterion
for the strength of the inclined section and, based on this, proposes a method
for calculating inclined sections.

The accuracy of calculating the strength of inclined sections of reinforced
concrete beams on the action of the transverse force and bending moment
according to the methods, according to methods based on the theory of
concrete strength fully depends on the reliability of the assumptions made and
functional expression of tangent stresses and normal stresses taking into
account factors, considering the factors that characterize the behavior of the
reinforced concrete element in the shear span.
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If we compare these calculation methods with the method based on the
equilibrium of limiting forces, the latter is the least labor-intensive for
designers.

Current regulatory documents [1] propose a method for calculating inclined
sections using a strut-and-tie model (truss analogy of the new European
standards [2]), which also has a number of difficulties in actual calculations of
the transverse sections of beams. In this case, bent bars in beams can be used
as transverse reinforcement in combination with vertical transverse bars.

3a pe3yJbTaTaMH eKCIIEPUMEHTAJIbHUX [OCHiIKeHb aBTOpPIiB 1 IHmIKX
JOCHITHHUKIB B CTATTI HAaBeJeHO AaHANI3 po0OTHM NOXWIHX Hepepi3iB
NMPHONMOPHUX TUISTHOK OJHO MPOJITHHX i HEpO3Pi3HUX 3a/1i300eTOHHNX DaJIOK
3a Aii MaJIOHMKJIOBHX HABaHTa)KeHb i 3MiHM HampyeHo-1e¢OpMOBAHOIO
CTaHy B 3aJeKHOCTI BiI Tmuleya 3pidy NPUKIAAAHHSA 30BHIIIHBOIO
HABAHTaKeHHS.

Po3paxyHok 3a7i300eTOHHHX 0aJOK N0 NOXWJii TpimMHI 00ymoBJeHHit
0araTeMa B3a€MHO 3aje:kHUMHM ¢akTopamu. Ilpu BuUnpoOyBaHHi 0aJjiok
HAMATalThCA BUSBHTH OCHOBHHI KpHUTepiii MilfHOCTI mOXHI0r0 nepepisy i Ha
1iii OCHOBI NPONOHYIOTH METOAMKY PO3PAXYHKY NOXHJIMX NepepisiB.

TouHicTh pO3paxyHKy MiLIHOCTi OXHJIOTO Nepepi3dy 3a1i300eTOHHUX 0aJI0K Ha
Ail0 MmonepevyHol CHJIH i 3rHHAJIBLHOTO MOMEHTY 32 MeTOAHKAMM, B OCHOBI AKHX
JI&XKUTH Teopisi MiHOCTI 0eToHy, IWIJKOM 3ajiekuTh Bil JocTOBipHOCTI
NPUHHATHX NPHNYIIeHb, GYHKIIOHAJbHOTO BUPa3y JOTHYHUX i HOPMAJIBLHUX
HaNpyKeHb 3 YypaxyBaHHsiM (aKTopiB, sIKi XapakTepu3ylOThb podoOTYy
3aJ1i300€TOHHOT0 eJleMeHTa B MPOJIbOTi 3pi3y.

SIK1I0 MOPIBHATH i METOAMKH PO3PAaXyHKY 3 METOAMKOIO, IKa 3ACHOBAaHA HA
pPiBHOBa3i TIpaHMYHMX 3YCHJIb, TO OCTAHHAl /UIA HPOEKTYBAJIBHUKIB €
HaliMeHII TPYAOMiCTKOIO.

B ngirounx HoOpMaTHBHHUX [OKyMeHTax [l] 3ampomoHoBaHa MeTOAMKAa
PO3paxyHKy MOXW/JIMX Nepepi3iB 3a MOaeJLII0 cTep:KHeBOI cucTeMu (pepmoBoi
aHaJIOTil HOBUX €BpONelicbKUX HOPM [2]), sika Takok Ma€ psig TPYAHOUIIB IPH
peaJlbHAX PO3paxyHKax INONepe4YHUX mnepepiziB O0anokx. B nanomy BHmaaky
BilirHyTi cTep:kHi B OajJkax MOXYTh OyTH BHKOPHCTaHI fIK IONEpeYHe
apMyBaHHSI B MO€HAHHI 3 MONepPeYHHMH BEPTHKAIBHUMH CTEPKHAMMU.

Keywords: inclined sections, support zones, reinforced concrete beams, low-cycle
alternating loads.

Introduction. A significant number of reinforced concrete beams, both
single-span and so indistinguishable, used in construction are subjected to long-
term effects of repeated and alternating low-cycle loads during operation.

The job of materials in beams under low-cycle alternating loads and their
resistance differs significantly from their behavior under constant static loads, in
particular, failure can occur at stress levels well below than the ultimate strength.
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For today known that the resistance of reinforced concrete elements with
the combined action of bending moments and transverse forces is one of the most
important and not fully resolved problems, both in the theory of reinforced
concrete and in the actual design of efficient reinforced concrete structures. While
many publications address the strength calculation of normal sections of reinforced
concrete elements in both domestic and international literature, the strength
calculation of inclined sections especially in continuous reinforced concrete
structures has received far less attention and remains far from perfect.

Analysis of Recent Studies. As mentioned above, the study of inclined
sections in bending reinforced concrete elements has been addressed in only a
limited number of works. These are the works of such scientists as Barashikov
A.Ya. [3,4], Dmytrenko A.O. [5], Dorofeev V.S. [6,7], Doroshkevych L.O. [8,9],
Klimov Yu.A. [10], and Mitrofanov V.H. [11,12].

As for the study of reinforced concrete elements under low-cycle repeated
loads, the most notable works are by Babich E.M. and his students [13,14]. All the
present study was conducted on single-span elements under static loading.

Large-scale experimental studies of reinforced concrete elements under the
action of alternating loads were carried out by Prof. Makarenko L.P. and his
students [15,16]. These studies were also carried out on statically determined
elements.

The results of studies uncut reinforced concrete flexural elements are
presented in the works of Babich V.E. [17] and Dorofeev V.S. [18].

In recent decades, research has developed a new approach to the calculation
of reinforced concrete elements and structures, which are characterized by complex
structural forms,stress-strain state and loading conditions, based on finite
differences, finite and boundary elements. This approach is based on finite
difference, finite element, and boundary element methods. Significant
contributions in this field have been made by Babich E.M. [19], Bambura A.M.
[20,21], Davydenko A.IL. [22], Mitrofanov V.P. [23], and Yaremenko O.F. [24].

Purpose and Research Objectives. The aim of this article is to show the
development of scientific foundations for studying the operation of bearing
sections of continuous reinforced concrete beams subjected to low-cycle
alternating loads and to analyze the methodology for calculating the strength of
inclined sections based on a modern deformation model of sections. Also, to verify
the current methods for determining crack resistance and deformability based on
experimental data.

Main Text. To achieve the set goals and objectives, experimental testing of
continuous reinforced concrete beams under various modes and load levels was
conducted in the laboratory of the Department of Industrial, Civil Construction and
Engineering Structures. All beams were two-span, 300 cm long, with a cross-
sectional dimension of 10x16 cm, made from C25/30 concrete. Beams were
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reinforced with welded frames. The working longitudinal reinforcement consisted
of two 12 mm diameter bars made of A-400 steel, and the transverse reinforcement
consisted of 6 mm diameter bars made of B-500 steel with a spacing of 100 mm in
support zones and 200 mm in in the middle spans of the beams. In beams tested
under low-cycle alternating loads, the working longitudinal reinforcement was
placed both at the top and bottom within the frames.

To determine the physical and mechanical properties of the concrete, cubes
with edge sizes of 10 and 15 cm and prisms of 15x15x60 cm were made, as well as
10x10x60 cm prisms for determining tensile strength.

To better understand the physical process of beam failure, the average
physical and mechanical characteristics of the longitudinal reinforcement were
obtained by testing samples in tension according to GOST 1204-81.

Deformations in the concrete and reinforcement of the beams in the
corresponding sections were measured using modern strain-gauge devices.

Beams labeled BOS-1 (three samples) were tested under one-time short-term
static loading up to failure.

Beams labeled BMCP-1 (three samples)were tested by repeated short-term
loading, the level of which was 60% of the ultimate load [n = Fey. / Fy], where Fu is
the ultimate load determined from the BOS beam tests. These BMCP beams were
subjected to ten load cycles up to n = 0.6, then unloaded to n = 0.3, and so on for
ten cycles, after which they were loaded to failure.

Beams labeled BMCZN-1 (three samples) were subjected to low-cycle
repeated alternating short-term loading up to n = 0.6, then unloaded to zero and
reloaded to the same level with the opposite sign. After ten cycles, the beams were
loaded to failure.

The choice of the basic amount of repeated and alternating load is due to the
fact that, that according to the data to many researchers, deformation processes in
concrete at the accepted load levels for continuous beams are stabilized within 5 or
10 cycles.

The results of experimental tests on continuous reinforced concrete beams
under the above-mentioned loads showed the following. The work and the stress-
strain state of such beams, including the support sections, under the action of low-
cycle repetitive and sign-changing loads differ significantly from the stress-strain
state of beams tested by static single-value short-term loads. The change in the
bearing capacity of the tested beams is given in Table 1. The failure of all types of
beams was of the same type and occurred along inclined sections near the middle
supports, where the largest transverse forces and bending moments act.

As for the deformability and crack resistance of the tested beams, it should
also be noted that these parameters also differ depending on the nature of the loads.
Under the action of low-cycle repeated loads at the level n=0.6 after ten cycles, the
deflection values increased by 15%, and under the action of low-cycle alternating
loads at the level n=0.6 - by (35-40)% compared to the values in the BOS beams.
As for crack widths, under low-cycle repeated loads at n = 0.6, after ten cycles,
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normal cracks increased by 20%, and inclined ones near the middle support by
40%. Under the action of low-cycle alternating loads at the level of n=0.6 after 10
cycles, the width of crack opening increased by 25% and 45%, respectively. It
should also be noted that the patterns of crack formation and opening under the
action of low-cycle repeated and alternating loads are significantly different from
the patterns of crack formation and opening under a single static load, which
significantly affects the operational characteristics of continuous beams. When
working with beams are operated under low-cycle repeated loading, crack
development progresses up to 4-5 cycles, and then stabilization of the width of
crack opening and closing is observed.

Table 1.
Average Load Values of the Beams
Code of | The force at Bending moments during Modes of loading
beams which the destruction
beams In the span On the
collapsed M, [kHm] middle
F, [kH] support
M, [kHm]
BOS 325 10.4 14.4 One-time static load
to failure
Short-term low-cycle
BMCP 30.0 9.64 13.3 repeated, after 10
cycles to failure
Short-term low-cycle
BMCZN 27.5 8.84 12.2 alternating, after 10
cycles to failure

When working with inseparable beams under the action of low-cycle
alternating loads, a significant development of the width of normal cracks is
observed in the first two cycles, and after the third to fifth cycles, the normal
cracks practically divided the beam cross-section into separate blocks upon arrival,
i.e. merged from the stretched to the compressed cross-section zone with their
subsequent opening in the following cycles. As for the inclined cracks on the
supporting sections, they were formed in the fifth cycle. After the tenth cycle,
when the load increased to the level of =0.8 of the destructive one, a critical
inclined crack with a width of W=0.5 mm was formed, along which the beams of
BMCZN collapsed.

These studies were conducted for beams with a shear span near the central
support of a = 600 mm. According to the works of Kh. Hasan [25] and V.P.
Mitrofanov [26], the strength and crack resistance of inclined sections depend on
the shear span. Therefore, further experimental studies are planned on the behavior
of support zones in continuous reinforced concrete beams under low-cycle
alternating loads with different shear spans.
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Conclusions. Based on the analysis of the conducted experimental studies
of the operation of uncut reinforced concrete beams under the action of low-cycle
repeated and sign-changing loads, it is recommended to consider when designing
such structures for use in real construction. Based on the conducted research, check
and improve the current method of calculating inclined sections.

1. DBN V.2.6-98:2009. Konstruktslya budinkiv i sporud. Betonni ta zalizobetonni
konstruktsii. Osnovni polozhennya proektuvannya:/Minregionbud Ukrainu.-K.2009-97s.

2. EN 1992: Eurocod 2: Design of concrete structures — Part 1: General rules and
rules for buildings.-Brussels, 2002-230p. [Evropeyskiy standart].

3.  Barashikov A.Ya. Raschet zhelezobetonnyh konstruktsiy na deystvie peremennyh
nagruzok. — Kyiv:budivelnuk.1977.-156s.

4.  Barashikov A.Ya., Kolyakova V.M. Eksperimentalno-teoretuchni doslidzhennya
betonu pru truvaluh povtornuh  navantazhennyah. Visnik nats.univ."Lvivska
politehnika".2007.Ne600,s.3-9.

5.  Dmitrenko A.O. Napruzheno-deformovaniy stan pohilih pereriziv zalizobetonnuh
elementiv, scho zgunayutsya:dis.kand.tehn.nauk: 05-23-01.-Poltava.2007.-204s.

6. Dorofeev V.S., Karpyuk V.M., Krantovskaya E.N., Petrov N.N., Petrov A.N.
Prochnost naklonnyh secheniy nerazreznyh zhelezobetonnyh balok. Visnik ODABA, -
Odesa.2006.-Vip.Ne24.-5.85-94.

7. Dorofeev V.S., Karpyuk V.M., Krantovskaya E.N. Osnovnye parametry
nesuschey sposobnosti naklonnyh secheniy nerazreznyh zhelezobetonnyh balok v mestah
smeny znaka i velichiny izgibayuschih momentov. Zb.nauk.pr.:Resursoekonomns materialu,
konstruktsii, budivli ta sporudu. — Rivne, 2007.-Vip.15.-s.150-160.

8.  Doroshkevich L.O., Demchina B.G.. Maksimovich S.B. Do putannya rozrahunku
poperechnoi armaturu u zalizobetonnuh balkah. Zb.nauk.prats: Mehanika i fizika
ruynuvannya budivelnih materialiv i konstruktsiy. — Lviv,-Vip.4: Kamenyar, 2000.-s.440-
447.

9.  Doroshkevich L.O., Demchina B.G.. Maksimovich S.B., Maksimovich B.Yu.
Propozitsii do rozrahunku mitsnosti pohuluh pereriziv zalizobetonnuh elementiv [do rozdilu
4.11.2 DBN V.2.6]. Zb.nauk.prats: Budivelni konstruktsii. Naukovo-tehnichni problemu
suchasnogo zalizobetonu. — K.:NDIBK, 2007,-Vip.67.- 5.601-612.

10. Klimov Yu.A. O razrabotke DBN «Betonnye i zhelezobetonnye konstruktsii.
Normy  proektirovaniya». Sb.tezisov pervoy vseukr.nauk.-tehn.konf.: Nauchno-
prakt.probl.sovremennogo zhelezobetona. -Kuiv.: NIISK, 1996.- 5.403-40.

11. Mitrofanov V.P. Prochnost betona nad opasnoy naklonnoy treschinoy
zhelezobetonnyh balok. Zhurnal «Beton i zhelezobeton»-1972.Ne12. 5.37-40.

12. Mitrofanov V.P., Voskoboynik P.P. Prochnost pri poperechnom izgibe
zhelezobetonnyh elementov s polnym ispolzovaniem soprotivleniya poperechnoy i
prodolnoy  armaturyi. Aktualnyie problemy vodohozyaystvennogo stroitelstva.
Tez.dokl.resp.nauchno-teh.konf.-Rovno, 1980-s.30-31.

13. Babich E.M., Krus Yu.O. Betonni ta zalizobetonni elementu v umovah
malotsiklovuh navantazhen.-Rivne; vid-vo RDTU, 1999.-119s.

14. Babich E.M., Krus Yu.O. Ustalost betona pri znakopostoyannom malotsiklovom
staticheskom szhatii. Naukovo-praktbchni problemu suchasnogo zalizobetonu: Zb.tez
Pershoi vseukr.nauk.-tehn.konf..-Kuiv.-1996.-s.32-35.

15. Makarenko L.P., Babich E.M. Opir betonu i zalizobetonu malotsiklovomu

353



znakozminnomu navantazhennyu. Chastina zagalnogo naukovogo zvitu po d/b temi 4-01.-
Rivne,1993.-69s.

16. Makarenko L.P., Masyuk G.H., Gergel A.V., Maslichenko V.V. Prochnostnye i
deformativnye harakteristiki betona v rezhyme dlitelnogo zakonoperemennogo
zagruzheniya. Tez.dokl.nauchn.-tehn.konf.-Rovno: UIIVH.-1987.5.35-37.

17. Babich V.E. Napruzheno-deformovanuy stan i mitsnist nerozriznuh
zalizobetonnuh balok pru odnorazovuh i povtornuh navantazhennyah: dis.kand.tehn.nauk:
05-23-01-buduvelnu konstruktsui, buduvlu ta sporydu,-Poltava, 2005.-210s.

18. Dorofeev V.S., Karpyuk V.M., Krantovskaya E.N. Prochnost, treschinostoykost i
deformativnost nerazreznyh zhelezobetonnyh balok. Monografiya, - Odessa, OGASA:
Even,2010.-175s.

19. Babich E.M., Babich V.E. Udoskonalennya rozrahunku nerozriznuh
zalizobetonnuh balok z vukorustannyam deformatsiynoi modeli normalnuh pereriziv.
Tavriyskiy nauk.visnik.-Herson: 1999.-s.18-24.

20. Bambura A.N. Raschet zhelezobetonnyh staticheski neopredelimyh s uchetom
realnyh diagramm deformirovaniya betona i armatury. Sovershenstvovanie zhelezobetonnyh
konstruktsiy, rabotayuschih na slozhnye vidy deformatsiy, i ih vnedrenie v stroitelnuyu
praktiky: tezisy dokl.resp.nauchn.-tehn.konf.-Poltava, 189.Chast 1.-s.6-7.

21. Bambura A.N., Gurkovskiy A.B. K posstroeniyu deformatsionnoy teorii
zhelezobetonnyh sterzhnevyh sistem na eksperimentalnoy osnove. Mizhvidomchiy nauk.-
tehn.zb.-Kuiv:NDBIK,2003.-Vip.59.-Knigal.-s.121-130.

22. Davidenko A.L, Bambura A.N., Belyaeva S.Yu., Prisyazhnyuk N.V. K raschetu
prochnosti secheniy, naklonnyh k prodolnoy osi elementa s ispolzovaniem polnoy
diagrammyi deformirovaniya betona. Zb.nauk.prats. Mehanika i fizika ruynuvannya
budivelnuh materialiv ta konstruktsiy.-Lviv. Kamenyar, 2007.-Vip.7.-s.209-216.

23. Mitrofanov V.P. Prakticheskoe primenenie deformatsionnoy modeli s
ekstremalnyim kriteriem prochnosti zhelezobetonnyh elementov. Nauchno-tehn.sb.
Komunalnoe hozyaystvo gorodov. Vup.60.-K. Tehnika, 2004,-s.29-48.

24. Yaremenko A.F., Kovrov A.V. Napryazhenno-deformirovanoe sostoyanie
nerazreznyh zhelezobetonnyh elementov. Nauk.-tehn.zb.: Avtomobilni dorogu i dorozhne
bud-vo.-Kuiv, 2004, Ne71.-s.199-205.

25. Hadzhi Hasan Ramazan. Nesuschaya sposobnost i raschet po naklonnym
secheniyam zhelezobetonnyh balok, vypolnennyh s primeneniem betona na poristyh
zapolnitelyah: avtoreferat dis.kand.tehn.nauk: 05-23-01 - stroitelnye konstruktsii, zdaniya i
sooruzheniya.-Odessa, 1985.-24s.

26. Mitrofanov V.P., Onischenko D.K., Ali Dergam. Razrabotka mehaniki betona i
zhelezobetona pri  slozhnyh neodnorodnyh napryazhenno-deformirovanyh predelnyh
sostoyaniyah. Sb.tez pervoy vseukrainskoy nauch.-tehn.konf.: Nauch.prakt.problemyi
sovremennogo zhelezobetona.-Kuiv;NIISK,1996.-s.159-163.

354



