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Abstract

What determines the seismic performance of an RC frame structure is, to a large extent, the behavior of the connection
between the beam and the column. When a reinforced concrete frame structure is exposed to seismic excitation, the joint
between the beam and column is subject to high shear stresses. Because of this, RC moment-reinforcing frame structures
experience significant deformations under earthquake loads, which significantly contribute to story drift, especially in frame
structures with seismically deficient detailing practices. Furthermore, current designs and analyses assume that the joint
regions are rigid during modeling and do not take into account the nonlinear behavior of the joint. Hence, this assumption
results in underestimating the story drift values and consequently to insufficient consideration of seismic risk and an improper
seismic performance evaluation of the structure. In order to accurately evaluate the seismic impact of these structures, it is
necessary to consider the nonlinearity of the joint core and its deformations. This study provides a comparative non-linear
dynamic analysis using two analytical models (rigid and semi-rigid joint assumptions) with principal stresses failure criterion.
Shear springs and rotational springs are proposed in the model for the column region and beam region. The spring
characteristics are determined using the principal stresses as the failure criteria, based on joint mechanics principles. Exterior
beam-column connections have been studied to see how they affect seismic performance in RC frame structures at the sub-
assembly level, as well as the hysteric behavior caused by load-drift. The validation of with experimental results of tests on the
specimens from the literature was based on the drift values and member behaviors having substandard detailing using
deformed bars. The results of the analysis showed that the modified joint model can enhance the inelastic properties of the
beam-column joint samples, resulting in better performance for RC frame structures when subjected to seismic loads.

Keywords: beam-column connections, rigid joint model, semi-rigid joint model, seismic loading, reinforced concrete.
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AHHOTa M

CelicMUUeCKre XapaKTepUCTUKM KapKacHOM KOHCTPYKUuM RC B 3HauuTenbHOM CTeNeHH ONpefeNsoTCs XapaKTepoM
coeliHeHUs] MeXly Oasnkoii u KoyoHHOW. Korza skeme3o00eToHHasi KapKacHasi KOHCTPYKLMS TIOABEPraeTcsl CelcMUdeCcKoMy
BO3JeMCTBHIO, COe/JIHeHNe Mexy 0ankoil M KOJOHHOW TOJBEepraeTcs BO3ZEHCTBHIO BBHICOKMX HamnpsbKeHWH capura. M3-3a
STOr0 KapKacHble KOHCTPYKLUM C YCUIMBAIOIUM MoMeHTOM RC WCHBITBIBAIOT 3HAuWTesbHBIE JedopMaliyl TpH
celiCMUUeCKUX Harpyskax, 4YTO B 3HAuuTe/bHON CTelleHW CIOCOOCTBYET CMeIeHHI0 3Taa, OCOOEHHO B KapKacHBIX
KOHCTPYKLMSIX C HeJOCTaTOUHOM CceliCMHUYeCKOl JeTanu3aiuell. Kpome Toro, mpu NpoeKTUPOBAaHUM U aHajM3e B HacToslllee
BpeMsI Ipe/Iio/iaraeTcsi, YTo O0acTy CThIKAa SIBJISIOTCS JKECTKUMH TIPH MOZENMPOBAaHUM, M He YUWTHIBAeTCs HelUHeHHoe
noBefieHne cTbika. CriefloBaTenbHO, 3TO TIPEATIONOXKeHHe TPUBOAUT K He/0OlLleHKe 3HaueHWil CMelljeHHsl TjlacTa M, Kak
CnefCcTBAe, K HEeJOCTaTOYHOMY YueTy CelCMHUYeCKOr0 DHUCKAa W HelpaBWIBHOW OLleHKe CeMCMHUYeCKUX XapaKTepUCTHK
coopyxeHusi. I TOro 4TOOBI TOYHO OLIEHUTH CeMCMHYeCKOe BO3ZEHCTBHUE 3THX COOPY)KEHH, HeoOXOJWMO YUHUTHIBAaTh
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HeJTMHEeHHOCTDb CTepP)KHsI COeJJHeHUs U ero sleopMariii. B 3TOM HcciiejoBaHWH TTPeACTaB/IeH CPABHUTEbHBIN HeTMHeHHbIH
JVHaMUUeCKUi aHaIn3 C UCIIO/Ib30BaHKeM ABYX aHaTUTHUECKUX Mogiesield (JKeCTKUX U MOMy)KeCTKUX I1apHUPOB) C KpUTepUeM
paspylileHus MY [VIaBHBIX HaNpspKeHUsIX. B Mogenu fy1s ob1acTyl KoJIOHHBI ¥ 06/1aCTH 6asky TIpeZJIosKeHbl IIPY)KUHbI CIBUra U
TIPY>KUHBI BpalljeHus.. XapaKTepPUCTHKA TPY)KUH ONpefessiioTCs C HCIIOb30BaHHEM OCHOBHBIX HaIlpsDKEHHM B KadeCTBe
KpUTepreB pa3pylleHHs], OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha MPUHLIUIIAX MeXaHUKW COeJUHEHHH. BblM M3yueHbI BHEIIHHE COefHeHHs OasioK ¢
KOJIOHHaMH, YTOOBI MOHSITh, KaK OHM BJIMSIFOT Ha CelCMHUYeCKHe XapaKTepUCTHKH KapKacHbIX KOHCTpyKuwid RC Ha ypoBHe
y3/I0B, a TaK’Ke Ha UCTepruUeCcKoe T0BeJjeHre, BbI3BaHHOE CMellleHreM Harpy3ku. IIpoBepka 3KCIiepiMeHTaIbHBIX Pe3y/bTaToB
WCIBITAaHUK 00paslioB, MPUBEJEHHBIX B JiMTepaType, Oblla OCHOBaHA Ha 3HAUEHUSX Jpelida U TOBEAEHUH 3JIEMEHTOB C
HeCTaH/IapTHOM JleTanv3aliell C HWCIo/b30BaHueM [1e()OPMHUPOBAaHHBIX CTep)KHeH. Pe3ynbraTel aHaaM3a IOKasauu, 4To
MozupUIMpoBaHHasE MOZie/Ib COeJMHEHHUsI MOXKeT Y/IyULlIUTh Heyrpyrue CBOiCTBa 00pasLioB coefiHeHUsl OalKu C KOJOHHOH,
YTO MPUBOJUT K Y/IyULIEHHIO SKCIUIyaTalldOHHBIX XapaKTePUCTHUK KapKacHbIX KOHCTpyKIuii RC mpu Bo3jelcTBUU
celicMHUYeCKIX Harpy3oK.

KroueBble c/10Ba: coefyHeHUs1 Oanka-KOJIOHHA, MOZE/b JKECTKOrO COeAWHEHMs, MOZEJb TOMY)KeCTKOrO COefNHEeHMS],
ceficMUYeCKasi Harpy3Ka, >kesie300eToH.

Introduction

The area where the beam connects to the column encompasses not the joint itself but the surrounding columns, beams, and
slab. These connections play a role, in determining how reinforced concrete structures behave during events as they undergo
substantial deformations under seismic loads. It is crucial to design and detail these regions to prevent failure when exposed to
strong earthquakes. In decades, researchers worldwide have shown interest in understanding how reinforced concrete (RC)
beam column connections behave under seismic conditions. This is because they exhibit responses to forces, such as
significant shear forces, diagonal tension, and high bond stresses in the reinforcement bars — all of which are prone to brittle
failure. Numerous studies have demonstrated that deformations occurring at these joints significantly affect the displacement of
a structure. Therefore, the seismic performance of beam to column connections has an impact, on the response of reinforced
concrete frame structures.

The design philosophy of strong column-weak beam is employed in RC moment resisting frame designs to guarantee that
beam plastic is generated at large displacements instead of column hinging. Consequently, the elastomeric behavior of beam-
column connections is expected. However, experimental results demonstrate that even when the design philosophy is adhered
to, beam-column connections undergo large inelastic deformation due to cyclic loading. This inelastic behavior significantly
influences the overall behavior of the specimen and should be considered.

However, in most analyses and designs, the joint region is treated as a rigid zone, with any plastic rotations expected to
take place in the beams — columns section composing the joint core, leaving the joint's inelastic behavior unaccounted for.
Hence, this assumption leads to underestimating the story drift values and consequently to an improper seismic performance
evaluation of the structure.

ASCE 7, AISC 341 (2010) and ACI 318 (2008) standards for special moment frames assume that the joints are rigid.
However, they do not always prevent column hinging and inelastic pan zone deformation in beam to column joints. Although
the new codes highlight and guide the design and detailing of joint cores better than the older codes, where most existing
structures have been designed and detailed [1], [2], [3].

All the examples of joint failure during earthquakes referred to above demonstrate the importance of the beam-column
joints in the safety of reinforced concrete construction. These findings demonstrate that the importance of the correct design of
the beam-column joint core cannot be overstated.

Nonlinear displacement-based seismic assessment of reinforced concrete structures is becoming increasingly important in
the nonlinear analysis of structures [4], [5], [6].

There are two options arising:

a) Nonlinear Static (Pushover) Analysis;

b) Nonlinear Dynamic (Time History) Analysis.

Although nonlinear static pushover analysis provides a good balance of computational effort and accuracy, the nonlinear
dynamic analysis is more accurate and reliable. The methodology is based on determining the structure's nonlinear load-
displacement (capacity) and curve. To capture the structure's nonlinear behavior, concentrated plastic hinges or springs are
placed at critical locations. As a result, the accuracy of the capacity curve is highly dependent on the precision with which the
hinge characteristics are determined. The determination of flexural, axial, and shear hinge characteristics for frame members,
such as beams and columns, is well documented in the literature [7], [8], and commercial software like (SAP2000,StaadPro
2007) can incorporate them.

Many researchers have proposed and used different methods for modeling beam-column joints. Sharma et al. (2011) [9]
proposed a novel model for predicting the joint shear behavior of poorly defined beam-column connections in reinforced
concrete buildings under seismic stresses, with an emphasis on external joints. Shen et al. (2021) [10] investigated the seismic
performance of internal reinforced concrete beam-column joints using novel reinforcement details, revealing increased
resistance to seismic activity. Sharma et al. (2011) [11] provided a nonlinear seismic analysis of reinforced concrete frame
structures that considers the influence of joint deformation on the structure's overall performance. Youssef and Ghobarah
(2001) [12] developed a modeling method for structural walls and beam-column couplings made of reinforced concrete,
highlighting how crucial precise representation is to earthquake engineering. Celik and Ellingwood (2008) [13] Focused on
modeling beam-column joints for fragility assessment in gravity load reinforced concrete frames, emphasizing the joints'
crucial role in structural vulnerability during earthquakes. Remyasri and Vijayan (2016) [14] poposed a nonlinear seismic
analysis of reinforced concrete chimneys to evaluate their performance and stability under seismic loading. El-Metwally and
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Chen (1988) [15] proposed a moment and rotation model for reinforced concrete beam-column connections, which provided
insight into their behavior under various loading scenarios.

This study is intended to develop a lumped plasticity-based model, based on principal stress failure criterion, that can
reasonably and accurately capture shear behavior and is simple to use with commercial software programs. Shear springs and
rotational springs are proposed in the model for the column region and beam region. The spring characteristics are determined
using the principal stresses as the failure criteria, based on joint mechanics principles. The nonlinear dynamic analysis is
performed comparatively through two analytical models with rigid and semi-rigid joint assumptions within the framework of
the lumped plasticity approach, using commercial software SAP2022 to validate the model.

Methodology

It has been noted in the preceding section that there are a number of models available in the literature for the modeling of
reinforced concrete beam-column connections. Nevertheless, it is still necessary for researchers and designers to have realistic
and easy-to-implement models that address the inelasticity of RC beam-column connections through general purpose
programs.

The basis and formulations of a model are proposed in this section. Firstly, joint shear deformation contribution to story
drift is modelled using joint mechanics’ approach. Secondly, the rigid joint is modeled using the input data of specimens.
Thirdly, the semi-rigid joint model which is aimed to capture the nonlinear joint shear property is developed. To develop semi-
rigid joint, model hinges are proposed. The proposed hinge characteristics are formulated for the specimens under
consideration based on principal stresses failure criterion. Then, finally, the proposed model is validation is based on
Experimental and analytical drifts of the specimen corresponding to the principal tensile stresses.

2.1. Joint Shear Deformation Contribution to Story Drift

The extent to which joint shear deformations contribute to story drift at the subassembly level is illustrated in Figure 1 for
external joints. It can be observed that the column is subject to a slight displacement of Yih due to joint shear deformations,

with hy being the beam's total depth.

This joint shear deformation can be split into two parts for the column section above the beam center line and half for the
column below the beam center line, denoted by A, = % . This deformation occurs in addition to any shear deformations
caused by external shear forces in the column.

Figure 1 illustrates that the beam rotates y; due to joint shear deformation, resulting in a beam end (point of
contraflexure) displacement is A, = viLo - where L, Is the beam tip length (in the case of structures, midpoint of a beam

tip) from the face of the column. This rotation is caused only by the joint's shear deformation, and it happens additionally to
any beam rotation caused by an external bending moment.
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Figure 1 - Joint Shear Deformation Contribution to Story Drift of Interior joints
DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.1

2.2, The flexural and shear characteristics of members

Non-linear springs are employed to simulate the potential inelastic behavior of the members at the critical points. The non-
linearities that must be considered in the model include the members' flexural properties and shear properties, as well as the
joint core's shear behavior. Concrete that has been reinforced with transverse reinforcement has been found to possess a greater
degree of ductility in terms of stress-strain than that of un-reinforced concrete unconfined equivalent [7], [16].

A fiber model was generated in SAP2000 with the help of a section designer for a beam and a column section to determine
the moment of rotation characteristics of a section.

The fiber model can be used to calculate the stresses and strains of each fiber based on the stress-strain functions for both
confined and un-constructed concrete and reinforced steel.
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This study used the Takeda multilinear plasticity model [19], which is based on Takeda's model. It's a good choice because
it considers the hysteresis loops that degrade and has a good mix of simplicity and accuracy. This study focused on the stress-
strain properties of a reinforcement steel that was used in an uniaxial Kinematic model, with strain hardening included in the
post yield part of the curve. The moment-curvature characteristics were generated from the model and consequently, moment-
rotation relationship was obtained by multiplying plastic hinge length L, of 0,5d [16], where d is the effective depth of the
member. Theoretically, plastic hinge length is multiplied with curvature data to obtain moment-rotation relationship.

Shear failure may occur in a reinforced concrete member rather than flexure failure. A reinforced concrete member's
behavior at shear failure differs significantly from that of a member at flexure failure. A lack of sufficient advanced cracking
causes the beam to break abruptly in shear. Hence, to obtain a complete picture of the failure, shear force-deformation
characteristics must be determined in addition to moment-rotation characteristics.

In order to anticipate the characteristics of the force-deformation of the shear, the use of Trilinear Backbone Force-
deformation Curves presented in accordance with the Acceptance Criteria of the American Society of Composites Engineers
(ASCE) 41-13 was employed.

2.3. Modelling the effect of Joint Shear Deformation to Story Drift

Depending on how the joints deform, the best way to figure out how much joint shear affects total story drift is to use a
model that takes into account the deformations in the column and the rotation of the beam caused by joint shear. As illustrated
in Fig. 2, one feasible technique to model this behavior is to assign shear springs to the column area and rotational springs to
the beam region.

The springs are user-defined zones of concentrated plasticity, as shown in Fig. 4, and the beam and column members are
treated as frame components.
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Figure 2 - Modelling of the behavior of joint deformation
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.2



Modern Construction and Architecture = Ne 1 (56) = January

ol
o~

[ S]

c—

Figure 3 - Model implementation in frame elements
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Figure 3 depicts the springs required to capture only the joint behavior. Shear and rotational springs for beams and
columns must also be modelled to capture the complete deformational behavior of beams, columns, and joints. Although the
modeling for external joints is presented here, the same model with a different rotational spring for the beam on the other side
holds true for interior joints as well.

The springs should physically have the following characteristics: rotation of the spring, the moment in the beam, the g,

v/s y; property, joint rotation, and joint horizontal hear force Vin v/s A, = szhb column part deformation. But since you

can't model the reinforcement information directly in matrix analysis programs using frame elements, we can't measure the
joint horizontal heave force.
In order to ensure that the model is suitable for use in these programs, it is necessary to define shear springs in terms of

column shear forces and column part shear deformation of joints, A _ vibo
c— 2

To make this model suitable for use in such programs, we need to take into account the properties of shear springs such as
column shear force, V. and column part of joint shear deformation, A, = % .

If these joint characteristics have been determined, the model may be incorporated into the computer model of the
structure to accommodate joint actions. These characteristics can be produced using the analytical computation of
characteristics based on joint mechanics.

2.4. Analytical Computation of Spring Characteristics Based on Joint Mechanics

The forces acting on exterior joints because of seismic actions are depicted in Figure 4. The spring properties of the
proposed joint model can be determined from plots of main tensile pressure and joint shear deformations. There are two types
of joint formulations: those with no axial loading on the column and those with an axial loading of the column. However, the
formulation of joint with axial load on column case will be discussed below since the column specimens selected under
consideration are under axial load.
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The principal tensile stress is given as [19],

—o_o | 472
P,_2 5 1"'52

Where, ; and ; are the vertical and horizontal joint shear stresses respectively.

__ Vju+P
~ bche
_ Vi
T = bohe
Where
b, = the joint core breadth,
he = the joint core depth,
Vi, = Vertical joint shear force,
Vip = Horizontal joint shear force.
And, it has been shown that [7], [18].
Viv _ hp _
‘/jh - c =a
Viv P
0= behe t ke
_ %Vin p
= boh, ¥ bohs

Hence,

Correspondingly from the above equation,

Substituting (8) into (1),

— 4(0_0-a)2
Pr=3 = g1+ =73

Rearranging, simplifying, and solving the eq. (9), we get,

(1

2

3)

4)

)

(6)

)

®)

©)
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_ 204+a’Pr+a aZPt2+4P,(0'a+P,) (10)

2

Therefore, we can get the corresponding value of  , for the given value of P, 0q and 4 .
Now, solving eq. (6) for the vertical joint shear stress, Vi, » We get,

Vjy = obche — P (11)
Solving eq. (4) for the horizontal joint shear stress, Viy » We get,
V'v
Vin = o (12)

Therefore, using Egs. (11) and (12), we can get the corresponding value of the horizontal joint shear stress, Vip > for the
givenvalue of p .
Now, the column shear force for exterior and internal joint,
Ve = Ty — Vi, (Exterior joint, Figure 4) (13)

Ve = Csp2 + Cep + Tp1 — Vi, (Interior joint) (14)

We need to use an iterative procedure get the y and M, values that correspond to Vin using this iterative method
(and in turn corresponding to  p, ), as shown in the flowchart, to derive relationships of vy v/s A  and pf Vis y;
from the plot of P, Vs y; for the exterior joint under the axial load. The same procedure holds true for interior joints with

T, replacedby C ., 4+C. + T, -
For any given value of y; , A _ Yihs  can be calculated. Hence, for shear hinge in the column section of the joint core,
c— 2
we can have a V. VIs A, relationship, and for rotational hinge in the beam section of the joint core, we can have a M,
v/s y; relationship.
Following the derivation of the y_ v/s A  and pf V/s y; relationships from given p, v/s y; and joint data,

can be used as user defined spring characteristics in the software to model the shear behavior of the joint.

2.5. The relationship of Principal tensile stress v/s shear deformation

A number of studies have been performed in the past to measure joint shear deformation in tests [19], [20]. The plot of
main tensile stress vs. shear deformation used to determine spring properties in this study is derived from Priestley (1997) [5].
Exterior joint with beam bar bent in is under consideration as per the selected specimen. Only joints that have deformed bars as
reinforcement are considered.

The beam bars are bent into the exterior joint are shown in Figure 6. The joint's diagonal struts are properly stabilized.
Consequently, even after assuming the first cracking to occur at P, =0,29 \/]? , the joint will give additional resistance and

therefore a hardening action until the principal tensile stress a value of P, =0,42 \/]7 , can be considered (Priestly 1997).

Following these suggestions and the experimental plots for shear deformations on the same joints [19], [20], the main tensile
stress vs joint shear deformations plot is suitable for the spring characteristics' calculation (Figure 5).
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Figure 5 - The principal tensile stress-shear deformation relationship for exterior joints with bent in bars
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Results and discussion

The analysis of exterior joint tested by researcher Clyde et al. (2000) [19] was performed using the formulations and
assumptions given in the previous chapter. The cracked modulus was calculated to be 0,45E., where E is the initial modulus of
concrete, calculated to be 4700(fc")">.

The specimen is modeled by treating the connection areas as a rigid zone to illustrate the impact of treating the joint model
in an RC beam to column connection. Simply put, the samples are re-analyzed without springs to model joint shear behavior.

In the upcoming sections the analytical results of the specimens are validated with their corresponding experimental results
based on the load-drift/displacement hysteretic relationships.
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Clyde et al. (2000) [19] conducted experimental cyclic loading test on the external beam-column joints with various axial
loads. The joints were built in such a way that joint shear failure occurred before the beam bars yielded.

There is no transverse reinforcement in the joint core. The beam longitudinal bars in the joint are not properly anchored.
Figure.6 depicts the details and geometry of the joints tested. The setup of test and the cyclic loading protocol imposed into the
specimen is shown in Appendix. The properties of reinforcement steel are shown in the Table 1 below.

Table 1 - Steel reinforcement strength properties

DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.6

Type of the Bar size N, Yield strength, Ultimate strength,
reinforcement (mm) Fy(MPa) Fu(MPa)
Beam longitudinal Ne9(28,65) 454.,4 746,0
Column Longitudinal Ne7(22) 469,5 741,9
Stirrups/ties Ne3(10) 427.,5 654,3
Note: source [19]
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Figure 6 - Details of Exterior joint
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Note: source [19]

The characteristics of joint spring were formulated following the expressions and procedure explained in chapter 3.
Parameters in Table 2 are the geometry and properties of material of the specimen. The cylindrical concrete compressive
strength fl axial load applied to the column section of the specimen, P, length of the column, L., beam length from face the

joint to the point of the contraflexure, L,, column width, b., column depth, h., beam depth, hs, aspect ratio, «, axial stress, O,
beam concrete cover, C., transverse reinforcement size, s - beam longitudinal reinforcement size, by

The parameters used in the Table 3 are principal tensile stress values at the different levels i.e. P, =0,29 \/ﬁ ,
P, =0,42 \/]? s Pr=0,1 \/f are calculated using the cylindrical concrete compressive strength and the corresponding

joint rotation, y; is read from the stress-shear deformation plot Figure.5. And then the following parameters are calculated
corresponding to each level of principal stress using their respective expressions; vertical joint shear stress, 5 (eq. 3.11),
vertical joint shear force, Viy (eq. 3.12), horizontal joint shear force, Vin (eq. 3.13), column shear force, V. (eq. 3.14),

8
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shear deformation in the column section, A, = Yihv , beam shear, V, (eq. 3.16), Moment in the beam, M, (eq. 3.17),
)

Tensile force in the beam Tha (assumed) and Tpe (calculated), (eq. 2.2 and 2.6). The spring characteristics formulation for
the exterior joint is calculated using Excel spreadsheet and tabulated as follows:

Table 2 - The geometry and material properties input data of exterior joint specimen

DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.8

fe, M PKN| Lm | Lym | bom | hom | h,m o Ga Ce. s, P,
Pa MPa mm mm mm
0,406
41 1380 2,57 1,27 | 0,305 | 0,457 4 0,89 9,90 38,1 10 28,65

Note: source [19]

Table 3 - The joint springs characteristics formulation of Exterior joint specimen

DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.9

Pt, MP ) Vjv, th, Tba, Mb, Tbc,
a y,rad | o MPa KN KN KN VoKN | Acm | V, KN KN-m KN
0,00 0,0000 9,90 0,0 0,0 0 0,0 0’08 00 0,0 0,0 0
0,0000
1,86 0,0003 | 14,85 690,0 776,3 905 128,7 - 224,5 285,2 920
0,0004
2,69 0,0020 | 16,25 883,9 994,4 1156 161,6 1 281,8 357,9 1155
0,0010
2,69 0,0050 | 16,25 883,9 994,4 1156 161,6 5 281,8 357,9 1155
0,0050
0,64 | 0,0250 | 12,48 359,0 | 403,9 470 66,1 8 115,3 146,4 472

Hence, we are able to have a V. v/s A, and M, v/s Y correlations, for shear hinge in the column section of the
joint and rotational hinge in the beam section of the joint, respectively.

]
&=
[
w

Lateral Load(KN)

Experimental
Rigid joint Model

— — Semi Rigid Model

Figure 7 - Experimental and analytical results of Exterior joint
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Table 4 - Summary of Experimental and analytical drifts of the specimens corresponding to the principal tensile stresses

DOI: https://doi.org/10.60797/mca.2025.56.1.11

; inci i Analytical model
JOlm Principal tensile Experimental — y model
Specime stress Rigid joint Semi-rigid joint

n Pty Pt,u Drift,y Drift,u Drift,y Drift,u Drift,y Drift,u
(MPa) (MPa) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Exterior 1,86 2,69 0,31 0,7 0,48 2 0,67 1,8

The above Figure 7 and Table 4 shows that the story drift is underestimated when we don't take the joint model into
account. So, if we consider the joint is rigid, we will get unsafe results, but if we consider it as inelastic, we will get a good
estimate of how the joint will react with a reasonable margin of error.

Conclusion

This research aims to develop the analytical model that characterizes RC beam-column connection’s nonlinear shear
behavior under seismic loading, including joints that are inadequately and poorly detailed. The shear resisting mechanism and
the joint's associated with deformational behavior were given special attention. The model is simple and easy to implement in
popular commercial software for RC structure design and analysis. The model considers the actual deformational behavior of
the existing beam-column connection and considers the axial load of the column because it looks at the failure criterion as
being the main stress of the joint. In the report, there's detailed information about how to generate spring characteristics, which
are then used to model the joint's shear behavior. The model is validated using test results, which show great consistency
between the experimental and the analytical results. It's shown that the joint's shear behavior has a big impact on the sub
assemblage’s behavior and, therefore, the structure. The importance of modeling the joint as semi-rigid or flexible is
emphasized.
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Peuen3us
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rpe/ioCcTaBieHa KOMITETeHTHBIM OpraHaM o 3arpocy.
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