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ABSTRACT

In the design of precast concrete cross wall structures, the prevention of
progressive collapse often relies on four types of mechanisms, i.e. catenary,
cantilever, vertical, and diaphragm actions that the undamaged structures can
provide. The study reported in this paper includes a numerical simulation of
the catenary action in concrete floor-to-floor assemblies. This load path is
facilitated through longitudinal ties embedded in the cast in-situ grout
contained in the keyways of floor slabs. A series of three-dimensional finite
element models of the pullout behaviour of strand in keyways were developed.
This was followed by another series of three dimensional non-linear analyses
to simulate the behaviour of floor-to- floor connections in the absence of
underlying wall support using the “alternate load path” method. To simulate
the steel-concrete interaction, an element called as “translator”, a type of
interfacial connector built in ABAQUS, is employed. The numerical results
were very close to the experimental results undertaken by Portland Cement
Association (PCA). Discrepancies in the tie force between the numerical and
codified specifications have suggested an underestimate of TF method; hence
an improved TF method has also been proposed to address this deficiency.

Keywords: Cross wall, Progressive collapse, Tie force method, Alternate load path,
Translator.
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1 INTRODUCTION

As is defined by Portland Cement Association®, the term of “large-panel” concrete structure
is used to describe a structural system consisting of vertical wall panels together with precast
concrete floors and roofs. Large panel buildings are featured as wall panels being used as the
load-bearing structure. In the general arrangement, a wall that is perpendicular to the
longitudinal axis of the structure is called as the cross wall and that is parallel to the
longitudinal axis is called as the spine wall. In the cross wall system, floor/roof slabs are
typically one way hollow core precast concrete slabs, and only cross walls are load bearing

(Fig. 1),

Following the partial failure of a precast concrete building based in London, Ronan Point
apartment, in 1968, the British Standards® for concrete structures started to incorporate
provisions to deal with the problem of progressive collapse. Portland Cement Association®
conducted a series of comprehensive investigations to form an underpinning knowledge basis
supporting the stipulated minimum detailing requirements to ensure the development of an
alternative load path (ALP) in the event of any local damage. These attempts led to a tie-
force (TF) design method adopted in British Standard, for the first time, being known in the
world. This method is mainly of prescriptive nature that requires the inclusion of internal,
peripheral, and vertical ties to provide different “alternative load paths”, e.g. catenary,
cantilever, vertical and diaphragm actions, in a loss of underlying wall support (Fig. 1).
These prescriptive tie requirements may have proven adequate in engineering practice but are
not scientifically justified, so substantial efforts are still needed to improve the
understanding, at a fundamental level, of how the post-collapse resistance mechanism are
developed through these tie provisions. This need has also been echoed by a number of
researchers in the last decade.

Spine walls e
Longitudinal ties
4
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V=Vertical Slabs Cross walls Longitudinal ties
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() General arrangement of ties (b) Plan view and longitudinal ties

(PCA, 1979)
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Fig.1 Examples of precast concrete wall construction

Dusenberry® indicated the necessity of a better understanding of the mechanism how the
progressive collapse can be resisted. To show the adequacy of codified methods for the
progressive collapse, an evaluation on three well known collapsed building cases was
performed by Nair® based on five current codes and standards. Results revealed that almost
all three studied structures are susceptible to progressive collapse. Abruzzo et al.> has also
indicated an inadequacy of the TF method to prevent progressive collapse of structures. The
necessity of developing an improved TF method has also been recommended by DoD°®. To
investigate the efficiency of TF design method, Li et al.” also conducted comprehensive
numerical studies on two reinforced concrete (RC) structures of 3 and 8 stories, respectively;
results were verified by the experimental work of Yi et al.®. The numerical results revealed
that the current tie force method cannot provide safeguard to progressive collapse for all RC
structures that have different number of stories and experience damages in different
locations; accordingly, an improved TF method was proposed.

It is to be noted that the present TF method has not taken into account the effect of bond
behaviour of tie bars and the surrounding grout. Such behaviour is influenced by many
factors such as strand-grout interface characteristics, stress-slip relationship and the material
properties of tie bars/strands e.g. diameter, elastic modulus, and embedment length.
Accordingly, it can be considered as an overly simplified method.

Since bond is the key factor in the analysis and design of RC structures and it governs most
RC performances, not just progressive collapse, reliable and viable bond behaviour
modelling remains a challenging issue. To date, a large body of work to simulate the bond-
slip behaviour has been presented in the published literatures, but for the post-bond-
behaviour and the mechanism of forming catenary action in relation to the bond behaviour in
precast cross wall structures is still limited. The first step of the present study is to fill up this
gap. To this end, a 3D reinforcement concrete model with a spring element and a contact
surface appears to be the best approach.
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Due to high cost of full scale experimental studies, a reliable numerical modelling by using
FE software packages provides an ideal alternative to extend the current knowledge on the
behaviour of floor-to-floor joint system following the removal of wall support and to identify
the key influencing factors. The aim of this study is to develop a computer FE model with a
particular attention to the post bond-failure behaviour of tie bars/strands in the floor-to-floor
joints of cross wall structures considering these influencing factors and use the obtained
results to evaluate the adequacy of current TF method as recommended by most codes of
practice. To this end, a 3D reinforcement concrete model with a spring element and a contact
surface appears to be the best approach. Two types of modelling are carried out, i.e. the
pullout performance of the ties in grout and the floor-to-floor joint subjected to a uniform and
line load exerted by upper walls. The results obtained from the modelling will reveal the full
history behaviour of the pull-out force against slip relationship including the pre-failure
phase, the ultimate load, and the post-failure phase so that failure mode caused by high local
slip can be identified.

2 Tie force method

The Tie force TF method requires that in each direction ties should be designed to carry a
tensile force of P (kN/m) equal to the greater of the following two values (BS 8110-11,
1997):

o (O +0)l

1= 0 §h 1)
=k (2)
where:
(9, +9,) is the sum of the characteristic dead and imposed floor loads (in kN/mz) X
F is the lesser of (20 + 4n,) or 60 KN/m, where n, is the number of storey;
l, is the length of the floor span.

In implementing the TF method that is adopted in most codes or standards, an indeterminate
structure is usually simplified to a determinate one by introducing hinges at connections, by
which the minimum tie forces can be calculated. Based on the calculated results of tie force,
sufficient tie arrangements are made to provide sufficient strength to establish overall
structural integrity, continuity and redundancy. This method is suitable for the hand
calculation and inevitably results are rather approximate. Recently, with the advancement of
computer tools, an “alternative load path” method has become more popular. In this method,
following the removal of a critical element, the structure should be capable of redistributing
loads to the remaining undamaged structural elements.

3 Catenary action mechanism
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According to the current code specifications, in order to prevent the progressive collapse for
building structures, four types of alternative load path should be provided, i.e.

e catenary action of floor-to-floor system,

e cantilever and beam action of wall panels,

o vertical suspension of wall panels, and

e diaphragm action of the floor plans.

In this study, only the catenary action of floor-to-floor systems (Fig. 2) is considered, so it is
assumed that all other load paths have been effectively provided. If an underlying wall
support is suddenly removed due to an abnormal load, in order to bridge out the load exerted
by the upper walls and hence retains the structural integrity, a continuity requirement at the
floor-to-floor joints must be provided so that an alternative load path can be found (Fig. 2a).
Unlike the normal service condition, a much larger deformation in the affected zone is
allowed. Therefore, the ductility of these connections is essential to satisfy the deformation
demand. In precast cross-wall constructions, these requirements can be facilitated by the tie
strands/bars embedded in the cast in-situ grout placed in keyways and the side edge gap of
floor slabs (Fig. 2b). After an underlying wall support is removed, the grout will be crushed
immediately under the increased loads and these ties will experience tensile forces and
develop large deflection in floor slabs. This process forms a catenary action mechanism.

An equilibrium equation of the catenary system can be derived by taking moments about the
side support in the free body diagram of the half system shown in Fig. 2d.

F - Woraalil, (32)
20,
wh, |}
Let g= W|b , FI = (1+ a) (3b)
20,
where
W = Uniformly distributed load (including dead and imposed loads)
by = Spacing of ties
I = Floor span length
Fi = Force in the longitudinal tie joining adjacent slabs
Js = Vertical displacement at the middle wall support
q = Line load exerted by the upper wall
a = Percentage increase of the line load considering the number of storey

(see Table 1).

Table 1 The percentage increase of the line load with the number of storey (o)
(BS 8110-11:1997)

StoreyNo. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
a% 0 17 33 50 67 83 100 117 133 150
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Fig. 2 Catenary action mechanisms facilitated by longitudinal ties

Based on the compatibility condition of deformation in Figure 2d:

0 = \llbz "'552 _Ib2 (4a)
& =y J1+(5,/1,)" -1 (4b)

& _1(4) (4
] ‘z[lb] " [E]D ' ©

where &, represents the increase in the length of each floor slab, which consists of the
extension of ties at both ends of the floor slab. If we use §;; and §;,,,to0 represent the extension
experienced at the side and middle supports of one of the affected floor slabs, we have

O =0 + 9y (6)

During the development and evolution process of the catenary system, the tie force will
reduce with the increase of vertical deflection as indicated by Eqg. (3). The increase in
deflections facilitated by the extension of floor-to-floor joints including the elongation of tie
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strands and the slip of the strand out of the surrounding grout. The failure of the catenary
system occurs when the extension reaches a certain level. The corresponding deflection at the
joint has often been set as the failure criteria. At failure, the tensile force in the tie has usually
reduced below the yield stress and therefore most extension is provided by the slip due to the
pullout action.

To analyze a catenary action mechanism, the following assumptions are considered:

e The local damage, and thereof the initial failure of slab, will not affect the ability of
system to develop a catenary action mechanism.

e After establishing the catenary action, a static behaviour of system can be assumed.

¢ Inthe event of the removal of the underlying support walls, sufficient transverse, vertical,
and peripheral ties have been provided, so the whole structure remains stable.

e All extension demand is provided by the elongation of longitudinal ties and the slip
between the longitudinal ties and surrounding grout.

e Adequate longitudinal continuity has been provided to establish catenary action for the
floor-to-floor system.

4 FEA Modelling

PCA! conducted pullout tests for strands embedded in the grout filled in the keyways of 41
precast concrete blocks to study their pre- and post-bond behaviours®. The blocks were cut
from the precast hollow core slabs and have the following dimensions, i.e. 1000 or 600 mm
in width, 200 mm in height, and a variable length with an aim to study the effect of
embedment length (see Fig. 3). Two strand sizes are considered in the test, i.e. 9.5 mm (3/8
in) and 12.7 mm (1/2 in). In order to seek an appropriate numerical approach to model the
grout-steel interface, these tests were reproduced by using a commercial FEA package,
ABAQUS (ABAQUS, 2006), as a preliminary phase of study. In this stage, 3D models of
steel bar in the grouted keyways of concrete slab block were generated.

Precast slab Keyway

Strand \f VA Grouted Keyway

p \:»E
h .
=

o

(b) Cross sectional elevation

Fig. 3 Illustrative diagram of the pullout test

Once the modelling approach to treat the grout-steel interface has been verified by test results, it was
also adopted in the modelling process of the full-scale floor-to-floor joint tests, also carried out by
PCA'. In these tests, the systems consisting of two hollow core precast concrete slabs of full width,
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which were connected through two or three strands placed into two keyways (Fig. 4), was subjected
to uniform and central line load to imitate the load exerted by upper walls. All longitudinal ties were
seven wire strands, which are placed symmetrically into keyways in the middle and side joints.

50mm L=4,6,8,10m 50mmjoint L=4,6,8,10m 50mm

Longitudinal ties

Side

= Keyways supports

330340330 mm
feferfe]
I
|

Fig. 4 Illustrative diagram of the full scale floor-to-floor joint tests
4.1 Modelling techniques for the bond-slip behaviour

Since bond is the key factor in the analysis and design of RC structures and it governs most
RC performances, not just progressive collapse, seeking a technically reliable and
economically viable bond modelling technique remains a challenging issue. To date,
numerous research papers have been published on studying the bond-slip behaviour between
the tie and the surrounding grout, a large proportion of which were carried out by numerical
modelling. In these papers, a wide range of modelling techniques has been adopted to
simulate such behaviour. Bresler and Bertero® first introduced a layer wise model. Since, in
practice, bond only occurs in the concrete zone near the reinforcement surface, to distinguish
the inelastic deformation and fracture damage in this zone from the bulk concrete, the
concrete is divided into two zones: an inner boundary layer and an outer layer. It was
assumed that both zones have a linearly-elastic isotropic behaviour but with different
material properties. Reinhardt et al.' later introduced a “slip layer ” , which was divided into
two layers with thicknesses equal to the bar diameter and the outer zone of concrete,
respectively. The steel bar was assumed to be elastic. The nonlinearity of concrete layer was
described by an elastic-softening law in the tension zone, and an elastic-plastic law in the
compression zone. The chosen element for the steel bar can exactly represent the shape of
ribbed bar. From the 80’s onward, a variety of new FE element types emerged, which were
applied successfully to simulate the bond-slip relationship. Relevant work has been reviewed
in by CEB-FIP,

An alternative treatment is to assume a negligible thickness of the interface layer, and thus
bond problem fells into a category of “contact issue ” . A useful review was presented by
Keuser and Mehlhorn*? in respects of this type of work. In this group of models, the normal
stress between the steel bar and concrete and the bond-slip behaviour was modelled by using
a double spring with one movement in the longitudinal axis and the second in the
perpendicular direction. The spring does not have dimension and the relevant stiffness is
calculated based on the bond-slip characteristics. The bond strength is a structural behaviour
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rather than just a material property, and hence Darwin and McCabe™ proposed a full scale
reinforced concrete model and simulate the interface layer by using a 3D interface link,
which acts as a contact-slip element.

It can be seen that a large body of numerical work to simulate the bond-slip behaviour up to
the failure stage has been completed, but endeavours on the post-bond-behaviour and the
mechanism of forming catenary action in relation to the bond behaviour is still limited. This
type of scarcity will be addressed in the following study. To that end, a 3D reinforcement
concrete model with a translator element and a contact surface appears to be the best
approach. The translator element is a special type of FEA element that has been built in
ABAQUS programmes. It has two nodes, which can be attached two substrates (see Fig. 5a).
Like other types of contact elements, it can be assigned a force together with corresponding
relative displacement between these two nodes. It also can receive slot constraints and align
them in the local direction u; as shown in Figure 5a. This connector dictates kinematic
constraints by combining connection types with the options of SLOT and ALIGNS.

(] == 0

uz

us

(a) Translator element (ABAQUS 2006) (b) Implementation of translator element
Fig. 5 FE Modelling of steel-concrete interaction

4.2  Mesh description and boundary conditions

Both concrete and steel were modelled by the 8-node solid element with reduced-integration.
The model was discretized in a way that the mesh density varies at different locations where
stress behaviours are different. Three locations have been chosen to apply different mesh
densities in the hollow core concrete labs, and they are the steel-grout interface, zones within
the embedment length and the middle of the block (Fig. 6). A mesh size convergence analysis
was carried out to determine the optimal meshing pattern. Table 2 presents three mesh trials
with various mesh sizes at the circumference of the steel-grout interface, along the
embedment length and the middle of the block. The results of slip and tie-force were
examined for the convergence check. Table 2 indicates that meshing trials B and C yield
very close results and hence trial B has been chosen for the following modelling work.
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Table 2 Mesh properties for pullout and full scale models

2013 PCI/NBC

Mesh trial Number of element or mesh size
Clrcpmference Embedment length Middle of Sll_p Tie f(_)rce
at interface block ratio ratio
A 8 elements 50 mm 150mm 1 1
B 16 elements 25 mm 150 mm 1.09 1.08
C 32 elements 12.5 mm 150mm 1.10 1.08
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(b) Close-up view of the mesh configurations

(a) Mesh configuration of a typical
of floor-to-floor joint

pullout model

(c ) Model of the floor-to-floor system

Fig 6 Finite element mesh pattern
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(@) Model for concrete blocks
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(b) Model for Full Scale floor- to-floor
Fig. 7 Boundary conditions for pullout and full scale model

The boundary conditions applied in the concrete block and floor-to-floor joint models are
displayed in Figures 7 (a) and (b). In pullout case, only one degree of freedom of two end
nodes remained free, i.e. the longitudinal movement for the left end node. In the latter case,
the right end node remains the same but the middle point has been allocated a symmetry
boundary conditions as only the right-hand side half is included in the model.

10
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4.3 Material properties

As stated in section 3, the catenary action occurs at the post-bond-failure stage, at which both
the concrete and steel reinforcement have been unloaded. As a result, the stress in both
materials will be below the yield level, so elastic material properties were employed. One of
the key challenges in the modelling is to define an appropriate and efficient bond-stress
relationship. The damage initiation criteria and the damage evolution laws are also important
to simulate the degradation behaviour of the bond-slip relationship.

To determine the non-linear property of the translator elements, the pullout test of concrete
block tests were used to derived the force-slip relationship. The measured results from the
test were pullout force and overall displacement. It was assumed that the stiffness for
translator along the embedment length is uniform. According to the pullout test results and
using four translators at the interface and with an interval of 100 mm along the embedment
length, the translator properties were defined as shown in Figure 8.

2500 = - = Dia. 12.7 mm, Ld=1500 mm
Dia. 9.5 mm, Ld=760 mm
= = Dia. 9.5 mm, Ld=1140 mm

2000 2

[EEY
vl
o
o

Force (N)

1000

500

0 50 100 150
Pullout Displacement (mm)

Fig. 8 Translator properties for different strand size and embedment length, four translators
at the circumference/100 mm along embedment length

4.4  Analysis solution strategy

The translator element is only available in ABAQUS/Explicit, and contact condition and
other discontinuous problems can be readily formulated in the explicit approach. Hence it is
used in this study to perform a non-linear quasi-dynamic analysis.

4.5 Verification of models

The FE models were validated by comparing pullout and full scale floor-to-floor joint tests
undertaken by PCA®. The PCA experimental study was performed on a wide variety of
strands embedded in the keyways of precast concrete slabs of different geometry and material
properties. In the present study, in order to validate the FE modelling, two pullouts and two
full scale floor-to-floor joint test results are used (Tables 3 and 4). The pullout load versus
pullout displacement for pull-out test specimen CP1 and CP2 are obtained from the FE

11
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modelling. They are compared with the corresponding experimental studies as presented in
Figure 9. As can be seen from the Fig.9, both sets of results agree extremely well in the entire
loading range, which indicates the accuracy of FE modelling to simulate the pullout
behaviour of strands in the grouted keyways.

Table 3 The Properties of pullout test specimens undertaken by PCA (1975-1979)

ID Strand size ¢ (mm) lo/o Embedment length (lg) a
CP1 9.5 120 1140 8
CP2 12.7 120 1500 0

Table 5 Slab details from floor-to-floor joint tests

ID Dimension (mm) Strand diameter(mm) I/ @
FT1 150x1000x6300 9.5 152
FT2 150x1000x6300 9.5 110
80
—~ PCA 160 -
éeo 3 PCA
° X120 = =FF
© ©
40 S g0
> L
=2 3
E 20 E 40
o ! 1 1 J 0 1 1 J
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
Pullout Displacement (mm) Pullout Displacement (mm)
® 9.5mm, lg =1140 mm (b) ®12.7 mm, I3 =1500 mm

Fig 9. Pullout load versus displacement for PCA and FE results

The results of the tie force in the strands at the mid-span vs. the central vertical deflection
from the full scale floor-to-floor joints tests modelling for FT1 and FT2 are presented in Fig.
10. The comparison in Fig. 10 reveals that the FE modelling provides a good estimate in
terms of both peak load and ascending or descending phases. The slight discrepancy can be
attributed to the measuring errors from full scale test procedure and inherent errors associated
with the assumptions introduced in the modelling process.

In the experimental work, the tie force has been calculated based on the measured strain
results. Strain gauges were attached to the steel strands in two discrete points at the loaded
end. In the test, the grout in the middle joint gap can provide contribution to the stiffness of
the system prior to the crushing. This happened when &, ~ 250mm*. In the FE modelling, the

grout was not included in the model. This explains why the stiffness from tests was slightly

12
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higher that the numerical modelling before the central deflection reached 250mm (see Fig.
10). However, after the grout crushing, FE and experimental results show a close agreement.

100 | S —PCA
= -~ ---FE Z - --FE
X
=75 d =
D [«5]
e 50 | e =
< 7 i
Q@ | P4
= 25 v &
O 1 1 1 J 1 )
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.3
Vertical deflection (m) Vertical Deflection (m)

Fig.10 Experimental and FE result of tie force-vertical deflection, FT1 and FT2

The developed model has been confirmed to be able to capture a complete tie force vs.
vertical deflection history with good accuracy for different bar sizes, embedment lengths, and
slab lengths. From both full-scale test and FE modelling, during the descending phase in the
tie force vs. deflection curves, the ties undergo stable pullout damage until the pullout
displacement becomes excessive. According to the experimental study, the safe region to
establish catenary action is when 5% <6, /1, <15%*. Hence, based on Eq. (4), the upper limit

for pullout displacement can be defined as &, /I, = 0.56%. Similarly, the corresponding limit

for the tie force can be obtained by using tie force versus vertical deflection graphs. Both
components are added to the translator’s properties in the failure option.

5 Parametric study

Based on the full scale experimental study, PCA® suggested that embedment length, bar size,
concrete strength, slab length, number of keyways and surface load has major effect on floor-
to-floor system behaviour, hence they can be considered as main variable. Due to wide range
of variables, to keep the experimental and FE study manageable, the parametric study is
limited to floor-to-floor system subjected to uniform surface load only, as this type of loading
always occur after removing wall supports due to explosion.

To design the parametric study, the material and geometric properties of floor-to-floor system
that can notably affect their behaviour can be defined as influencing parameters. Among
these, the slab length, Iy, tie spacing, b,, embedment length, 14, and bar size, @, are identified
as the most important geometric variable. The Translator properties which can be
representative of compressive strength of concrete and bond stress of interfacial between
steel and concrete can be identified as material variable. A two-span continuous slab system
is modelled for different slab lengths of 4m, 6.375m (the same as PCA test specimens), 8m,
and 10m. The diameter of strands is 9.5, and 12.7mm. The embedment length of strand in

13
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grout (keyways) has been considered to be nearly the same as experimental study of PCA on
full scale floor-to-floor structure i.e. 1.5m, 1.14m, and 0.76m. The above figures are taken in
a view of resembling PCA’s experimental data.

6 FE results

To show the efficiency of bar size and embedment length on establishing full catenary action,
the floor-to-floor assemblies with various floor span lengths, bar sizes and embedment
lengths are analyzed. Figure 11 presents the tie force in 9.5mm and 12.7 mm strands versus
the vertical deflection for four different slab spans. Three embedded lengths are considered,
i.e. 760mm and 1140mm, and 1500 mm which render lg/® 80 and 120, and 120, respectively.
Figure 11a and b shows that although the embedment length for strand size of 9.5 mm is
increased by 50%, the maximum tie force shows only 15% increase. However, the ductility
is different for various span length of slab. Figure 11c shows similar results for a 12.7 mm
strand with 1d/¢ = 120. The shortest slab span (4.075m) has been removed as it is considered
inappropriate for this strand size. From Figure 11c, it can be seen that the maximum tie force
has increased to just over 120kN, increased by almost 74%. The respective vertical deflection
at the maximum tie force is increased by 40- 45%. It can be seen that the tie diameter has a
more significant effect on the strength of floor-to-floor joint system than the embedment
length. Figure 11 also show that the maximum tie force is a constant regardless the loading
span, which confirms that it is the pullout behaviour that governs the tie force-deflection
behaviour. However, the ultimate deflection varies significant with the slab span. From
design perspective, the necessary condition of forming the catenary action is adequate
ductility, i.e. ultimate deflection. Therefore, the ability of strands to provide efficient pullout
displacement must be considered as a significant factor. Hence the load-vertical deflection
relationship in the post-bonding failure stage needs to be considered in the tie design. In the
TF method, however, it is the tie strength requirement that has to be met.

80 - _ L ——1=4075m - - -1=6.375m
L=4.075m 1=6.375m 80 | —-- L=8075m ----- L=10.075m
o L= =8.075m  ----- L=10.075 m - .~
— - =3 ~ s
E 1 {\\' \\~ E 60 I{‘, ~ B \\\
= / s e = ~
g / T 8 1 N
g 40 1, 540 | I ~ S
. / "; 3
()] ]
=20 | Fa | f
0 0 0 0 f 0 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.5 1 15 ) 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
Vertical displacement (m) Vertical deflection (m)
(@) @ 9.5mm, ;=760 mm (b) ®9.5mm, 13=1140 mm

14
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140
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— ,I
e 60 /
2 4
= a0 | i’
20 -
O 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.5 1 15 2 25

Vertical deflection (m)

()@ 12.7, 14 =1500 mm
Fig. 11 Tie force versus vertical deflection for deferent floor spans

For &, /1, =15% , which is the limit of safe catenary mechanism established by PCA®,

according to Eq. (5) pullout displacementd, at each end isd, /1, =0.56%. It shows that for

higher span length, catenary action requires more pullout displacement. However, as pullout
behaviour governs the ductility behaviour of the system, it can be seen that in descending
phase, for a specificd, /1, value, the tie forces demand is reduced while the span length is

increased. The same conclusion can be obtained through FE analyses (Fig. 12).

The tie force demand for different bar size, and embedment length at o, /1, =15% versus

different span lengths is shown in Figure 13, which indicates that in the TF method, tie force
is increased with the increasing of span length, and whereas FE results suggest tie force
requirements reduce with increasing span length.

_____ = 120 ——Ld=1.50m, Dia. 12.7 mm
140 r - t;gg;g m —s—d=1.14 m, Dia 9.5 mm
120 s L=10.075 m 100 —o—Ld=0.76 m, Dia. 9.5 mm
2 100 / \\\\\\ . g 80 —+— TF Method
3 80 | )Y NG 1
2 (¥4 2 60
L 60 / / o
5 | iy 1 o 40
= 40 /’I (=
20 47 20
0 . . 1 L 1 ) 0 1 1 1 )
0 5 10 15 20 25 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
os/ly, L (m)

Fig. 12 Tie Force vs. Vertical deflection/Span Fig. 13 Tie force requirement vs. span length
Length ratio relationship, ® 12.7, 13=1500 mm for different strand size and embedment length
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7 Proposed design method

Based on FE analyses results, Figures 14 shows applied load versus &, /1, for various strands
diameter, embedment length, and floor spans. However, corresponding to each ¢, /1, in the
safe region e.g. 5% < ¢, /1, <15% maximum uniform load on the floor sustained by the system
can be derived. To develop a general deign method, according to PCA® experimental study
maximum ¢, /1, which catenary action would be established i.e. 15%" is taken into account.
Figure 15 shows the strength of system i.e. wb,versus span length for different embedment

length and bar size which capable to provide efficient tie force and vertical deflection to
establish safe catenary action mechanism a prevent progressive collapse following removal
an underlying wall support.
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Fig 14. Strength of systemwb, versus vertical deflection/floor span ratio for different span
length, bar diameter and embedment length

16



Mosleh, Jian, and Charalampos 2013 PCI/NBC

61 ——Ld=15m, Dia. 12.5 mm
5 \ - - -Ld=1.14 m, Dia. 9.5 mm
\ _ .
E 4l NN — - =1.d=0.76 m, Dia. 9.5 mm
£ | <
= 3 c
o]
= 2
1
O 1 1 ]
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Iy (M)

Fig 15. Floor-to-floor design graph

8 Conclusion

The tie force (TF) method is one of most common methods to design concrete structures for
progressive collapse. Due to high degree of simplifications, this method is easy to use as
compared to the FE method. However, it has been found that the design based on TF method
will turn out to be unsafe for a certain range of floor span.

The pullout and full scale model were developed to reproduce laboratory tests. The
interfacial behaviour between the steel and grout was modelled by using the translator
elements built in ABAQUS software. The bond stress-slip relationship was established by
using the pullout tests. The FEA method provides a more economic way to examine the bond
behaviour of ties at the joint as well as the ductility of the floor assembly in the absence of
underlying wall support. The modelling process is verified by comparing the results with test
data carried out by PCA. Parametric analysis reveals that the bar diameter have more
significant impact on the strength of floor-to-floor system than embedment length. Results
also indicate that bond behaviour of tie governs the floor-to-floor system behaviour in
catenary mechanism; hence the maximum tie force for different span length is identical if the
tie configurations are the same.

The novelty of this study is that, from design perspective, it is the ductility rather than the tie
strength should be considered in the progressive collapse design. Discrepancies in the tie
force between the numerical and codified specifications have suggested that an underestimate
from TF method which may lead to an unsafe design. Hence, an improved model based on
the numerical results has also been proposed to address this concern.

17



Mosleh, Jian, and Charalampos 2013 PCI/NBC

9 REFERENCES

1. Portland Cement Association (PCA). (1975-1979). “Design and Construction of Large-
Panel Concrete Structures”. Reports 1 to 6, and supplement reports of A, B, C, U.S
Department of Housing and Development

2. British Standard BS 8110-11:1997. “The Structural use of concrete in building” — Part
1 : Code of practice for design and construction

3. Dusenberry D. (2002) “Review of existing guidelines and provisions related to progressive
collapse”. workshop on prevention of progressive collapse.National Institute of Building
Sciences. Washington (DC).

4. Nair, R.S. (2003). “Progressive Collapse Basics”. Blast Symposium Proceeding. American
Institute of Steel Construction (AISC), New York, December of Constructed Facilities,
ASCE.

5. Abruzzo, J. and Matta, A. and Panariello, G. (2006). “Study of Mitigation Strategies for
Progressive Collapse of a Reinforced Concrete Commercial Building”. Journal of
Performance of Constructed Facilities. ASCE, November, pp. 384-390.

6. Department of Defense (DoD). Unified Facilities Criteria (UFC-04-023-03). 2005.
“Design Building to Resist Progressive Collapse . Washington, D.C.

7. Li, Y. And Lu, X. and Guan, H. and Ye, L. 2011. “An Improved Tie Force Method for
progressive Collapse Resistance Design of Reinforced Concrete Frame Structures”,
engineering Structure, , Vol. 33, pp 2931-2942.

8. Yi WJ, He QF, Xiao Y, Kunnath SK. “Experimental study on progressive collapseresistant
behavior of reinforced concrete frame structures”. ACI Struct. J. 2008; 105(4):433-9.

9. Bresler B., Bertero V.V. (1968). “Behaviour of reinforced concrete under repeated load” ,
ASCE, J. Struct. Div. 94(6), 1576-1590.

10. Reinhardt H.W., Blaauwendraad J., Vos E.(1984). “Prediction of bond between steel and
concrete by numerical analysis” , RLLEM Materials and Structurees 17(100), 311-320.

11. CEB-FIP. (2000). “State-of-the-Art Report on Bond of Reinforcement in Concrete” .
State-of-Art Report Prepared by Task Group Bond Models (former CEB Task Group 2.5)
FIB -Féd. Int. du Béton: 1-97.

12. Keuser M., Mehlhorn G.(1987). “Finite element model for bond problem” , ASCE, J,
Struct. Engrg. 113(10), 2160-2173.

13. Darwin D., McCabe S.L.(1994). “Brown C.J.: fracture analysis of steel-concrete bond” ,
Proc. Europe-US Woerkshop on fracture and damage in quasi brittle structure, Ed. By
Z.Bittnar, M.Jirasek and J.Mazars, Pregue, Czech Repulic, 557-566.

14. De Nardin, S. Almeida Filho, F. M; Oliveira Filho, J. (2); Haach, V.G. (3); El Debs, A. L.
H. C. (2005), “Non-linear analysis of the bond strength behaviour on the steel-concrete
interface by numerical models and pull-out tests” , ASCE , Structure Congress.

15. 1. Yogarajah and K.C. Yeo. (1994). “Finite Element Modelling of Pull-Out Tests with
Load and Strain Measurements”. Department of Civil Engineering, University of Strathclyde,
Glasgow, UK.

16. Reinhardt H.W., Blaauwendraad J., Vos E.: “Prediction of bond between steel and
concrete by numerical analysis”, RLLEM Materials and Structurees 17(100), 311-320.

17. Keuser M., Mehlhorn G., “Finite element model for bond problem”, ASCE, J, Struct.
Engrg. 113(10), 2160-2173.

18



Mosleh, Jian, and Charalampos 2013 PCI/NBC

18. Darwin D., McCabe S.L., Brown C.J.: “Fracture analysis of steel-concrete bond”, Proc.
Europe-US Woerkshop on fracture and damage in quasibritle structure, Ed. By Z.Bittnar,
M .Jirasek and J.Mazars, Pregue (Czech Repulic(, 557-566.

19. Harajli, M. (2007). “Numerical bond analysis using experimentally derived local bond
laws: A powerful method for evaluating the bond strength of steel bars” . Journal of
Structural Engineering, Vol. 133, pp.695-705.

20. Abrishami, H. H. & Mitchell, D. (1996). “Analysis of bond stress distributions in pullout
specimens” , Journal of Structural Engineering, Vol. 122, , pp.255-261.

21. Den Uijl, J., “Bond modelling of prestressing strand“. ACI Special Publication, 1998,
Vol. 180

22. Sung Ho Lee, Sung Chul Chun, and Bohwan Oh. (2012). “Numerical analysis of pull-out
behaviour of headed bar in concrete” , The University of Stuttgart.

23. Valente M. (2012). “Bond strength at the steel-concrete interface: experimental tests and
numerical analyses” , 11th International Conference on Concrete Engineering and
Technology 2012 (CONCET2012), 12th —13th June 2012, Putrajaya, Malaysia.

24. Dr.Ala’a Hussein Alwan Al-Zuhairi. (2013). Numerical Prediction of Bond-Slip
Behavior in Simple Pull-Out Concrete Specimens, Journal of Engineering, Vol 19, January.
25. Carlos Moreno and Ana Sarmento Bastos. (2006). “Experimental and numerical
evaluation of bond properties between reinforcement and concrete” , Civil Engineering
Department, University of Porto, Porto, Portugal, 24-26 Jul.

26. Gerasimidis, S., Bisbos, C. D. & Baniotopoulos, C. C. (2013). “A computational model
for full or partial damage of single or multiple adjacent columns in disproportionate collapse
analysis via linear programming” . Structure and Infrastructure Engineering, Vol., pp.1-14.
27. Gerasimidis, S., Bisbos, C. & Baniotopoulos, C. (2012). “Vertical geometric irregularity
assessment of steel frames on robustness and disproportionate collapse” , Journal of
Constructional Steel Research.

28. Salah Khalfallah* and Meriem Ouchenane. (2008). “Prediction of Bond Between Steel
and Concrete by Numerical Analysis” , The Open Civil Engineering Journal, 2, 1-8

29. Guo, W. Gilsanz, R. (2003). “Simple Nonlinear Static Analysis Procedure for
Progressive Collapse Eveluation” . Blast Symposium Proceeding, American Institute of Steel
Construction (AISC), New York, December.

30. Rahmani, A. Moazam, K. (2003). “Non-Linear Structure Integrity Analysis” . Blast
Symposium Proceeding. American Institute of Steel Construction (AISC), New York,
December.

31. Girard, C.and Bastien, J.(2002). “Finite-Element Bond-Slip Model for Concrete
Columns under Cyclic Loads.” J. Struct. Eng.,128(12), 1502-1510.

32. Astaneh-Asl, A. (2000). “Use of catenary cables to prevent progressive collapse of
buildings”. Report to the General Services Administration and Skilling Ward Magnusson
Barkshire.Report number: UCB/CEE-STEEL-01/02. September

33. Merola, R. (2009). “Ductility and Robustness of Concrete Structures under Accident and
Malicious Load Cases”. A Thesis Submitted to the University of Birmingham for the Degree
of doctor of philosophy.

19



