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EFFECTS OF LOADING RATE ON THE BEHAVIOR
OF SLENDER REINFORCED CONCRETE COLUMNS

By Minoru WakaBavasui and Safoshi Iwar

Synopsis

The effects of loading rates on the elastic-plastic buckling behavior of slender reinforced
concrete columns are investigated experimentally and analytically. Twelve specimens, thcse
were four short columns and eight long columns, were tested under the prescribed longitudinal
strain rate in quasi-static or dynamic loading. Increases of the buckling load with the increasing
loading rate were precisely observed experimentally. The simple analytical method, in which
the material strength is assumed to increase to the amount of about 20% higher than the quasi-
static value, well predicts the strain rate effect on the behavior of columns.
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Table 1 Test series and loading type

; Specimen
i yD oD Loading | “hecime
0 Static I so6c
Dynamic DO6C
36 cm 6
0.25 Static SO6E
Dynamic DO6E
0 Static S16C
Dynamic DI16C
96 cm 16
0.25 Static S16E
Dynamic DI6GE
0 Static S26C
Dynamic D26C
156 cm 26
0.25 Static S26E
Dynamic D26E
1 1
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Fig. 1 Test specimen
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mm¢ % D/2=30 mm R TERY i}z EEO/NMSOVAMITRB TREBRESHIZ W &b D, Bidh
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Fig. 2 Loading arrangement and measuring

system
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Fig. 3 Column cross section
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1, BERTIO IEHBE LOBEIESLVHD
TH5bo
BHEBRERSHED > 4 7 o o FEEEEG R -
LT, 6 D=360mm, 16 D=960 mm, 26 D=1560 mm
E1E5TWBe HL, 4 7Ty Y OMBIETIEE
b SEBRGEO Y 7 ) ~ MEEE T 88mm TH
D, REOHM= 2 )~ +BIOEXIL 184 mm,
784 mm, 1384 mm TH B, = ¥ 7 ) — M BT A
BOTKETHEE U, BREZI2EEEETHOD 4 4
EZ DD BED 2EICHIFTIE- T 22 ) — b
OFEHB LUHMBRBRIEEL Tabled |TRT, =
7 ) -t OFEEKIE, HES 16 - FHERE 40.6N/

mm?(414kg/cm?) OBHEARNV LTV F£ 2 ¥ b, K Smm UTORNIEDIIEY, Bk 5~10mm ORE
MEBECIUMRZANI, 2 v 7Y — b OBREFHAEHERZ 23,5 N/mm2(240kg/cm?) T, 25 V7 21
em & Ufco RERBGA 8 RICOVTR, EMDIbIZEH S cd—T 8mm BEDOINE AROD R R —+
—REA VP R=RPTEST, BHMOSEFENETEROTFIBOTHE L. BBkIZ=z v 2 ) — b
OFTH 3 HRICHE U, BEMEARE L, EBRA S TUPREST- 2. HREOMBIIS~648T

Table 2 Mechanical properties of reinforcements

Main Reinforcement
Upper Yield Strength
Lower Yield Strength

406 N/mm? (4.14 t/cm?)
399 N/mm? (4.07 t/cm?)

Ultimate Strength 427 N/mm? (4.35 t/cm?)
Elongation 21.6%

Hoop
Upper Yield Strength 311 N/mm? (3.17 t/cm?)

Lower Yield Strength
Ultimate Strength
Elongation

281 N/mm? (2.87 tfcm?)
319 N/mm? (3.25 t/cm?2)
50.1%
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Table 3

Y2815 B-1 (] 60. 4)

Mix proportion and mechanical properties of concerete

Compressive Strength
Strain at Maximum Stress

Tensile Strength

Mixing Ratios by Weight

Water 0.68
Cement 1

Sand 2.45
Gravel 2.75
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SR NI 30 mm o b oAb Gl LT -
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DC~200 Hz, )1 7 v 2 & 50 = ol i
T HSDC~2 K e, 7 o- xbo = w34 WY GAEIELE
8 {f7) 12T DC~5kHz (5 7 MUE 19 cm sec)

DC~625 11z (7 — 7 i)y 2.4cm sec) FTE
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/D6, 16 D 26
23.5 N/mm?
1240 kgfcm?)

28.0 N/mm?
(286 kg/em?)
0.254°, 0.257¢,

2.09 N/mm?>
(21.3 kg/(m“’

2.39 N/mm?
(24.7 kgfem?)

Slump

20.5~21.0 cm

Photo | Loading test of specimen 116G
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ETRETZARKEEET S L, COBAOEHEHI 0.05sec™! £72D, ZOLSBHEMBTIAE
WAL EAOHEIT. TERBRAEROB, ¥~ 2L 2~ ~KREETERL, X-Yva—-x—
HHORRV VI - —~OFBERZZNLD 1/4 OBECE L TIT 7o @ —22 7 4 v 8 — OIEN B
1220Hz & Ufzo BBREE 0 — P BEBENTO D, BRBESERLTOEIRY, o—F e BBk
EDEICHLET HIREDOHEITI .

3. EBRERIEE
3.1 HBMAROEEER

Table 4 DEEBERICTTRBRAMEICB O TERSWAERE ¢ 13, BBhRics g 2Hilsmo T
BEOKRABOBAMETEDT ~ 2 P oHAR 712 dDTH 5. EB T 7 ¥ 2 2 AL & 3 BBREHET T
DS, BIUOBRBREFRICBYZ3 V7Y - P RKEABORKABOH% Fig. 4 ITRT. Mz Lhd, HE
P, EHL 7 VACKAMMAHEE », 2V ) -0 HUEHORFEOTGE o OF -2 THb.
Table 4+ DEBEEICRUAEREOERINSDEF — 2P oHRAM-TcbDTH B, BY —JILkBb
F =% of BEAOHEBGAHEREENTORAM4 EBMLUTEEE LRZIRVLDOLBZVDT, B
HMOBRKHEMEDF — £ iICEE LTEENREEE TV 2,

EBL T VACKAMEGAEEEE & 377 F 21— 2 —OBSREENST27 - 4T, 12220
EREBRHSERINICEEL D, FDEMHOT ~ 213, ZBIF 7 Y AOHN pi(v 2RBREOHS 2 v
2 =V EROBRITEH 1) LB —VOHNT o BELE-THY, WHSEICAREDEHEHH
frERONB, BOFEROEF 7 v 20F — 2 3B A WEHOLD D/4 3 $hiil) ToOEM
ZHELTWARED, a3V 7)) B -V RAIMELOBEEDEL D b#, 2EMNBORSI2E
LT3,

Br—-vOF—2lckdE, BHBZHRED B2 FEEE HRALTED, BNREE O H 2512
DO6E 2B EEORBAD é=1~2%/sec BETHEMED 1/3 M TH2BELH>TW5, HERNBA
L BRI O R HIL330~600f5 (I/ D=6 ORBG TROBFDBA TIIME) TH-To THBHPRD
av sy - BAERBRTORRE fmax FROBHIETIE of OSHEBELL TS,

Table 4 Summary of test results

Specimen o @émax W Dé P, iPmax™ | Tp=
4D Name (1/sec) (1 /':;c) (mm/sec) (lfsec) | (kN) max (ty 7, P::: (S;Sax
S06C 39 x107% 13.0x107° | 0.0145 7.9x107% | 102  (10.40) | 44 1048
D06C 1.3 x10-2  3.5x10-2| 2.33 1.3x10-2 | 115 (11.74) : 0.48
6
SO6E 4.2 x1075 145x10-5| 0.0109 59x10-5 58.8 ( 6.00) 0.980 87
DO6E 0.36x10-2 35x10°2| 2.03 1.Ix10-2 | 57.7 ( 5.88) . 0.55
S16C 4.0 x10-5  56x1075 1 0.0365 4.7x107°5 | 93.6 ( 9.54) L12 53
DI6C |20 x10°2 28x10°2| 22.0 2.8x10-2 | 105  (10.71) : 0.17
16
S16E 20 x1075  8.1x107%| 0.0382 4.9x10°5| 47.0 ( 4.79) L18 48
DIGE 1.2 x10-2  9.1x10-2 | 31.1 4.0x1072 | 55.4 ( 5.65) . 0.084
S26C 49 x1073 8.8x1075| 0.053¢ 3.9x10°5| 87.7 ( 8.94) 1.14 35
D26C | 2.0 x1072 9.5x10-2 | 30.4 2.2x1072 | 99.9 (10.19) : 0.10
26
S26E 3.1 x107% 13.0x10°%| 0.0749 54x10°% | 31.4 ( 3.20) 1.87 37
D26E 1.3 x10-2 7.3x10"% | 51.9 3.8x1072 | 43.0 ( 4.38) * 0.048

*) ;Pmax: dynamic loading
sPmax @ static loading
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* Load 10t l Co /

__ Longitudinat -
Deformation 6mm : - C : o
i . : - R e e
" Concrete \/
7 Strain 0.003 :I:-----’----— o
. ;. Time 0.1sec | .

(a) D26C

l Load 10t

Buckling = -

- Longitudinal
“|- Deformation 6mm T =/
- '@Eﬂp " CHART NO PR4TI-88 o T P e

1. Cbncrete o - . T T ——
1 Strain 10.003 T T —— e

Time .lolsec N

(b) s26c

Fig. 4 Time histories of load, longitudinal deformation and concrete strain
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— 6 —



bk - I BTS2 ) - BREOEEIC T TGRS O 259

(unit: 1 t = 9.8 kN )

(1) e/D =0
POl 4 P(t) D26¢
10+ 10+ I
faal
A9 seec
P \‘
5r 5t y \\
\
\
0 0 '
w(mm) w(mm)

(2) e/D = 0.25

P(t)

w(mm)

w(mm)

(a) ¢/D =6 (b) /D = 16 (c) 2/D = 26

Fig. 5 Load vs. longitudinal deformation relationships

boltHAIEB S TVE0R, RBEO 7 — KNy 7V 27 AOBG TREDEVEAIIT 7 F 2 2 —
2= ba -7 PEEERMCHlEhThET Lick 3,
3.3 HE-HASRERER
WHAROBIINETE « LR P LOBIRE Fig. 6 107, KRRIESRNSEISEL RS, BT
BRSREFRCRLU TV 3. DFRORBIS T A IMB BN Orb T IE & A SEoN
Vo BAEID Table4 [ORT & 5 KHNBHEOBAD Prmax DEEBIBETOBED Pmax ICH~T 1
~MABEERLTEY, EEORMMERNOBAD 15 (DO6E & S06E) 771312 A LHEIE LS -
7S, BIHEEORESELPICEHN TR Z Edtbh 2, BINREHORARE, RO ERE DS AICHE
BB O12~14% O ERERL, ROFHOBAKIS~IHBOLRAER Uice L LA EROLER
BICRBHEERIZEACERELEVESTH S,
3.4 WEKRR
HHOBIET D16 C ZHBROT KA FAHRIC BH LTV S, EBETHO RBEOR B R 57 %
Photo 2 (7R T o BRI SRAHEICE S ¥ TOMM Tr=rmax 13 Table 4 [TRY & 5 ICHEBIEETO
BE1048~358), B OBA0. 558~0. 0M48BC, Ch b OEBHEMSERICE 313248 -TWN5
DREBEELTNSELLILL B, [/D=26 OREOHOTFROBAIL, BRI T BEAE Uik
IC—BED 5 I AR EM - THBLTED, $HERTRI V2 Y — F ORABROMS BEDIHE
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(unit: 1t=98K)

Fig. 6 Load vs. lateral deformation relationships
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Photo 2 Column specimens after testing
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PRI So=5X 10"%/sec, BIMIEIASHY £=5x10"/sec & LT, MBIOBMERBHERY DO THERIIS
B 0w, oxn KNTIWED LAEREZNENRA

—azc—=l +6. 58 X 1072 logyo

<0

B
&

9y _ -2 lf_
2= 1447310 logu %\

( unit: 1 t = 9.8 kN )

Per(t) RC column (Tangent modulus load)

151 o Test result
I , 27~  Dynamic
| - :j\\ = Static

I

R+C

(a) /D = 6, 16

Pty RC column (Tangent modulus load)
0 Test result

AR ZZZZ Dynamic

Static

(b) 2/D = 26

Fig. 8 Column curves
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THZ, 0/0:,0=1.20, 05/05=1.17 & L7z

4.2 RLERERIIZRIEOEREE

FOTERERG 28M2 v 7 ) - BREOBRERE P, 2HEHAEER (tangent modulus theory) &R
SRR FARIC X - TRD 722 BRRRBERIC X 2 FHRBEEVAREIC DT Bondale® pHVcdDE
BIZRAILTH 5. RIBREHA/TE, ZH2 v 7Y - EOROEHEERAES 4 KOS » 5 12 25
W 2RE— 2 VM 2HEHETIBRCEHGE 1 MITE LD TELL) OEBRE & oV 2 ) — MHEOHER
REHEOME LTRD . ThIZENK « FHY I X 5 Fh0ERHEZT 2 MENEREDEIFREROEZ
BEBH 27 ) - rREGEHBLIADTH S, CCTR#EZEELa Y2 ) - M EOBERES, AUME
KDOWTRINL, BRUEOBEMELT 3,

WA CIRE U 7o BT O MEREE SRR /i L b0 Ta v 2 ) — O 0,=23.5 N/mm?(240
kg/cm?; 1/D=6, 160 & %), 27.9 N/mm2(285kg/cm?; I/D=26 D& &), €,=0.0025, e,=2¢,, &
0y=402 N/mm?(4. 1t/cm?), E,=2. 06x105 N/mm2(2100t/cm?) TH 5o

RINSREIC & 3 BEE % Fig. 8 WRL, —AKTEREOERAREERIC L2 b Lk Uiz, K, 2
BREHNSHETCoRBEE 2 v 27 ) - BB XU—ENEREE Lo & SOERBEHELRL, 18#H
MIIMEE 2 v 7 Y - PEORENETRT BRRZNZNOBNTEHE FICB) 2BERETHS. Thd
DEFDHIEDNENVEEZL S, OHIRBFOEBREOLBIERTH S0

4.3 RUEBERITI2EEOEDMEBHORT

ROERERZD 5 BEROMBHEB ORI, BHEHESAICERIEIL, Z0RBTHEFMIEEN

(unit: 1 t = 9.8 kN )

~ T2 Analysis
———— Experiment
PM| . posE P(t) DIGE
5 SO6E st gl >
. I’ \\\
\I 4 \\ .
! T
/ oo
oI ! . N -
0 0 i 2 3
u(cm) u(cm)
(a) #/D =6 (b) &/D = 16

u(em)

(c) ¢/D = 26

Fig. 9 Comparison of P-u relationships
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Table 5 Summary of analytical results

) P P, P Prnax™
D S cr dler max df max
! pecimen | aN) 7 P @O ") P

S06C 110 (11.20) 102 (10.37)

Do6C 130 (1329) 119 123 (z2s6) 121
6

SO6E — - B 568 (579 |

DOGE - - 669 (682

S16C 106 (10.83) 9.4 (942)

DI6C 126 (12.89) 119 1 o8 atoy L7
16

SI6E - - 422 (430)

DI6E — — - 484 (4904) LIS

$26C 84 (87 ., | 719 (73%) o

D26C 975  { 9.94) | e (84 L
2

S26E - _ _ 82 (288 0

D26E — — 300 (316 b

*> 4P: dynamic loading
sP: static loading

BIEBTHED T, BENIHE-EHEFZE Fig. 910, BAME Pmax % Table5 {CRT . FBAHEDOK
EJICRKREREOENS DN BHS, B RIRE IS 2 BRI QBRI O LR (4Pmax/Pmax)
210~ 18% CTEBMERLZZFALBETH 50 T/ BAMERDO ZHER I WHELTVEE EX %
Table 5 iCi3, FOERBHEORBAKICONTS, ¢=0.6mm(e/D=1/100) OH/NIHBROESLTRD
7B Pmax BR UTco £ OMERIZIBRBEHMWE P, LY 5~BHREEL L2600, WO ERKIHERG
PR LB D ELLEUULTN S,

BEo XS, ROERERR, ROTHE20 3 BROEEICRZ I EEORELTIT 3 HEL
UT, BRIREE L~ 2 BHECHE UTEA LSO & 2 BB BB ESITH 5 & LHREN
7o

5. # ]

ELEMEE G O8M 2 ) — FEZ, BEEOO 65« 168 « 26650 3 BOMBICOWTHLERS
B3 1 RO ERS O BRI A & BN OHBETY, F o ORYBHREEIIC R IR R O
EERBFIICHN B HRERE LR, RO EBBLhIcEN.

(1) SEERCVER U 7o g H 330~600 {53 (il [ 0 838 Hs e BRI CHY 4 X 1073/sec, BIIVERATTH
2x107%/sec) OERTTI, BINBARORANRIFOTHOBHE RSB NRARO12~14B D LR £ R
U, BOEMOBEFIIS~TBDO ERER U1 BRMOEERECHAEEORESH & » i BhTn
5o

@) BMMOBEEIL 1 AEROTHEMBRICER U7, BRI OO TRIENEEOMBIIKICEIT
A4

(3) MR, BHOBRKIGIEZS 2HAICB T 3 BAEREICHE UTHRIRE L ~ v EBAL,
JE-ERRERE OB EERT 5 C LIk - TRREOED IT RIZTHAHE OREE T T, BTk
BERENEHNERC L 3 RAKED LAOEEEL LS FRILTH S,

| #
ABFEORBRBITIC & 1o » TREREGIFHII O PR REBARTS & CIe KR TREREORE—#ili» 5
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