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Tablel Specimen @ P (o)
No. Name  t(mm) pu (%) Rebar 6. (/) Fig.3 Concrete model
1 150-21-024 150 024  #3(D10)@200-S 107
2 180-21-039 039  #3(D10)@200-D 38 o
3 180-21-071 0.71  #4(D13)@200-D 73 (N/mm?)
pw : Wall rebar ratio %kN/mmzlmm
Gt : Compressive fracture energy? >
S or D indicate single or double rebar, respectively. S (mm)
Table2  Material property a) FIB model ) b) Linear model
a) Concrete Fig.4 Bond slip model
f'e Strainatf'c Young modulas
Concrete
(Nm) (%) (kN/mn) _
Wall 2.7 0.20 29 < -0ort : Tensile strain =
Stub 434 0.20 294 1.00 g0 - Strain at fc 1.00
. 0
f ' : Compressive strength 0.67{---3

b) Rebar

Yield stress  Yield strain  Young modulas

&(u) : Tensile strain
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Fig.11 Concrete principal strain (Analysis)
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Fig.12 Concrete principal strain (Test)
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Fig.14 Concrete stress and Disp.
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