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Abstract: In order to balance the accuracy and convenience of shear strength analysis of reinforced con-
crete (RC) columns, a simplified model for shear strength of RC columns was established based on
mechanical mechanism. A theoretical shear strength model for RC columns was established first based
on the theory of variable angle truss-arch model, by taking into account the equilibrium condition for
forces of the variable angle truss model as well as the deformation compatibility condition between the
variable angle truss model and the arch model. Then a simplified model for shear strength of RC col-
umns was developed by simplifying the shear strength contribution coefficients of concrete, transverse
reinforcement and arch action based on statistical analysis of 38 sets of experimental data. Finally, the
accuracy and applicability of the simplified model were validated by comparing with 58 sets of experi-

mental data. The analysis results show that the simplified model not only can rationally describe the
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shear strength contributions of concrete, transverse reinforcement and arch action, but also has high

accuracy and convenience.

Keywords: reinforced concrete column; shear strength; variable angle truss-arch model; deformation

compatibility ; simplified model
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Table 1 Basic parameters and experimental data for shear strength of RC columns

iﬁ Viea/ Lim b/m B/m o 0/ fiu o s/ LY p 2y ol % Sl PN
= kN mm YUE  MPa % mm  MPa XA MPa

1 324.00 091 0.23 041 25 049 413.70 0.28 89 3490 1.13 FF 3.01  441.28 533.76
2 35330 1.20 0.35 0.35 25 0.35 500.00 0.13 125 29.20 2.92 FF 2.05 320.00 1251.95
3 265.00 0.91 0.41 0.23 25 044 413.70 0.31 89 3490 194 FF 3.01  441.28 533.76
4 31492 295 046 046 27 0.61 46886 0.17 305 21.10 2.88 FF 2.53  441.30 667.20
5 214.00 091 0.31 031 25 0.36 414.00 0.09 210 29.90 1.41 FF 244 462.00 288.00
6 234.00 1.20 0.30 0.30 31 048 392.00 0.19 100 30.70 2.62 FF 2.65  402.00 552.60
7 242.80 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.42 398.00 0.14 150 28.15 4.25 FF 2.26  447.00 540.27
8§ 230.00 1.20 0.30 0.30 31 0.57 392.00 0.09 200 30.70 2.55 FF 2.65  402.00 552.60
9 412.00 0.91 0.23 041 25 043 413.70 0.28 89  42.00 1.06 FF 3.01  441.28 1067.52
10 171.10 0.90 0.30 0.30 30  0.38 384.00 0.28 75 13.50 4.54 FF 1.69  340.00 364.50
11 261.00 1.20 0.30 0.30 31 0.46 392.00 0.19 100 30.70 2.55 FF 2.65 402.00 828.90
12 160.40 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.38 587.00 0.08 160 13.50 3.66 FF 1.69  340.00 364.50
13 259.64 0.80 0.27 0.27 8 0.38 270.00 0.16 100 35.72 4.30 FF 3.03  433.00 1018.58
14 203.90 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.83 384.00 0.28 75  13.50 6.42 FF 1.69  340.00 243.00
15 29420 1.20 035 0.35 25 0.65 392.60 0.13 125 27.50 1.66 FF 2.05  408.00 673.75
16 262.10 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.87 384.00 0.28 75  18.00 4.54 FF 1.69  340.00 243.00
17 305.50 1.70 0.25 0.49 25 0.46 392.60 0.18 125 2450 1.60 FF 2.05  408.00 600.25
18 250.40 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.32 398.00 0.14 150 28.15 4.00 FF 2.26  447.00 540.27
19 341.60 0.60 0.30 0.30 30 0.66 398.00 0.43 50  26.10 3.51 FF 1.69  447.00 540.27
20 296.10 0.90 0.30 0.30 30  0.58 398.00 0.43 50  26.10 4.63 FF 2.26  447.00 540.27
21 341.10 0.60 0.30 0.30 30 0.71 398.00 0.43 50  27.70 3.27 FF 1.69  447.00 540.27
22 266.10 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.68 398.00 0.43 50  26.10 4.33 FF 2.26  447.00 540.27
23 402.00 1.00 0.30 0.50 30 0.51 458.00 0.24 200 23.40 2.22 FF 3.10  438.00 365.00
24 305.60 0.80 0.27 0.27 8 0.35 273.00 0.28 55 31.92 3.29 FF 3.03  370.00 910.22
25 217.10 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 0.82 384.00 0.28 75  18.00 4.94 FF 1.69  340.00 324.00
26 305.12 0.80 0.27 0.27 8 0.35 270.00 0.16 100 35.72 1.95 FF 3.03  433.00 1018.58
27 82.50 1.20 0.27 0.30 20 0.64 362.00 0.07 300 18.40 1.50 FP 0.99  536.00 596.16
28 460.00 1.00 0.30 0.50 30 0.40 458.00 0.24 200 25.50 2.50 FF 3.10  438.00 1094.00
29 356.00 2.95 046 046 38 0.52 39991 0.17 305 27.60 2.33 FF 3.03  330.96 1512.00
30 21890 1.70 0.35 0.35 25 042 392,60 0.13 125 22.60 1.57 FF 2.05  408.00 553.70
31 77.18 0.96 0.16 0.16 8 0.35 273.00 0.29 88 31.92 3.11 FF 3.93  370.00 367.72
32 338.20 295 046 046 38 0.26 39991 0.07 457 27.60 1.34 FF 3.03  330.96 1512.00
33 27640 1.20 0.35 0.35 25 0.38 392.60 0.13 125 29.80 1.44 FF 2.05  408.00 182.53
34 27150 295 046 046 38 052 39991 0.07 457 26.90 1.60 FF 3.03  330.96 503.00
35 33550 1.20 0.35 0.35 25 043 39260 0.13 125 25.50 1.14 FF 2.05 408.00 1093.31
36 233.00 0.90 0.30 0.30 30 042 384.00 0.28 75 18.00 3.90 FF 1.69  340.00 486.00
37 7510 1.20 0.27 0.30 20 0.50 362.00 0.07 300 21.00 3.33 FP 0.99  536.00 340.20
38 267.00 295 046 046 38 052 39991 0.07 457 26.90 1.94 FF 3.03  330.96 503.00
39 130.60 0.45 0.18 0.18 10 — 249.00  0.22 64 31.80 2.54 FF 3.13  340.00 190.00
40 85.00 0.88 0.15 0.31 35 — 345.00 0.33 127 33.60 249 FP 2.44  496.00 111.20
41 378.00 147 046 046 38 — 400.00 0.17 305 25.70 2.73 FF 3.00  335.00 1512.00
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H Vi ¢ 6 v s ) 2 "

42 263.00 0.90 0.30 0.30 31 — 375.00 0.19 100  26.50 2.38 FF 2.68 380.00 645.00
43 316.00 1.47 0.46 0.46 38 — 400.00  0.10 457  25.70 1.94 FF 2.00 335.00 1512.00
44 134.00 0.45 0.18 0.18 10 — 249.00 0.22 64 33.00 3.47 FF 3.13 340.00 476.00
45 471.30 1.65 0.40 0.50 37 — 336.00 0.36 100 27.10 3.35 FF 2.66 318.00 392.00
46  578.00 1.49 0.55 0.55 50 — 425.00  0.10 300 44.80 2.88 FP 1.95 434.00 2 086.00
47 95.00 0.88 0.15 0.31 35 — 345.00 0.46 89 26.10 4.35 FP 2.44  496.00 178.00
48 57.80 0.50 0.20 0.20 27 — 475.70  0.28 100  19.60 5.96 FP 2.00 345.00 78.40
49 222.00 0.60 0.30 0.30 31 — 392.00 0.19 100  25.20 6.23 FF 2.68 396.00 430.00
50 58.30 0.40 0.20 0.20 20 — 524.00 0.13 100  13.10 6.40 FP 1.00  324.00 120.50
51 96.00 0.88 0.15 0.31 35 — 345.00 0.33 127 34.70 3.05 FP 2.44  496.00 189.00
52 264.00 0.90 0.30 0.30 31 — 375.00 0.19 100  26.50 4.06 FF 2.68 380.00 429.00
53 97.00 0.88 0.15 0.31 35 — 345.00 0.33 127 33.60 2.87 FP 2.44  496.00 178.00
54 260.00 0.60 0.30 0.30 32 — 392.00 0.19 100 25.20 4.77 FF 1.77 350.00 430.00
55 68.90 0.40 0.20 0.20 20 — 524.00 0.13 100 13.90 4.50 FP 1.00 372.00 133.40
56 68.50 0.50 0.20 0.20 27 — 475.70  0.28 100 19.60 4.82 FP 2.00 345.00 156.80
57 264.00 0.60 0.30 0.30 31 — 392.00 0.19 100 25.20 5.41 FF 2.68 396.00 657.00
58 67.20 0.40 0.20 0.20 20 — 524.00 0.13 100 13.10 5.33 FP 1.00 372.00 125.80
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