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PARTIAL INTERACTION BETWEEN ELASTICALLY
CONNECTED ELEMENTS OF A COMPOSITE BEAM

A. O. ADEKOLA

Department of Civil Engineering, University of Lagos, Nigeria

Abstract—This paper deals mainly with interaction of the elements of composite beams of steel and concrete.
An interaction theory which takes account of slip, uplift and friction effects is formulated without, as in existing
theories, assuming equal curvatures of the interacting elements. The two resulting simultaneous differential
equations connecting the uplift tension arising from differential deflexions of the two elements with the axial
force within each of the elements are solved by a finite-difference approach.

The results of computations for a typical composite section, for the case of zero interface coefficient of friction
but based on experimentally determined shear connection and foundation moduli are presented.

NOTATION
a, cross-sectional area of a connector
d half depth of lower element (symmetrical steel joint)
I common interface strain in the top element
€ common interface strain in the lower element
o, = {E_ A,) modulus of elasticity x area: top element
o, = (EyAy) modulus of elasticity x area ; lower element
B, = (E,l,) flexural rigidity of top element
By = (E,1,) flexural rigidity of lower element
F axial force in the top or bottom element
h distance between centroidal axes of top and bottom elements
I second moment of area
kg shear connexion modulus (i.e. force per unit slip per unit length)
k, uplift tension modulus or foundation modulus {i.e. force per unit uplift per unit length)

span of simply supported beam

moment in top element

moment in bottom element

external applied moment

shear in the top element

shear in the lower element

uplift force per unit length

half depth of top element

external shear

intensity of applied uniformly distributed loading
longitudinal axis

vertical deflexion

distance from neutral axis of the top element
distance from neutral axis of the bottom element
slip at the interface of the elements

shear per unit length

direct stress

coefficient of friction
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INTRODUCTION

WHEN two elements capable of resisting bending moments are elastically connected together
at an interface, interaction, partial or complete, between the two elements takes place.
Where the elastic connexion is flexible differential direct strains at the common interface
exist resulting in slip, and differential deflexions may also result giving rise to uplift between
the two elements.

Earlier works on this subject [1-3] have attempted to deal with interaction in composite
beams of steel and concrete and in a ship’s hull and its superstructure. In this paper, however,
only interaction of composite beams of steel and concrete is considered. The formulations
of existing works take account of either differential strains only, or of differential deflexions
only, but not both together. Observations on composite beams [4] of steel and concrete
indicate that both slip and uplift occur simultaneously where the elastic connexion is
flexible.

A single theory of interaction taking both slip and uplift effects into account is presented
assuming bending theory but ignoring shear lag effects. Differential equations governing
the relation between uplift forces and the axial forces are formulated for the region of
positive uplift as well as the region of negative uplift for which frictional effects are in-
corporated. This friction arises as a result of the pressure (i.€. negative uplift) at the support
ends of the beam and the sliding at the interface of the two elements.

FORMULATION OF THE THEORY

Each element of a composite member is assumed to behave separately in accordance
with simple bending theory, so that the longitudinal stress distribution over the depth of
the entire composite section is not necessarily colinear. In addition it is assumed that the
rate of change of the axial force is directly proportional to slip, and uplift force is directly
proportional to differential deflexion. This last assumption implies the existence of two
moduli, one which depends on the ability of the connectors to resist slip and the other
which depends on the resistance of the connectors to uplift in regions where separation
occurs, or the compressibility of the concrete bearing on the steel joist where uplift is
negative. A difficulty arises in estimating foundation modulus in respect of negative uplift
for which no experimental values exist and also in knowing beforehand over what portion
of a beam this negative uplift will exist.

Foundation modulus and shear modulus

Shear connexion modulus has been shown in push-out tests to depend on the properties
and dimensions of shear connectors as well as the properties of the surrounding concrete.
Usually in the analysis of composite beams a continuous shear modulus is obtained by
dividing an experimentally determined modulus for the type of connector to be used by
the discreet longitudinal spacing of the connectors and muitiplied by the number of con-
nectors at the cross-section considered. Foundation modulus in respect of positive uplift
depends largely on the elastic properties and the dimensions and spacing of the connectors
and is usually determined experimentally from pull out tests of shear connectors embedded
in concrete [5].
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Frictional effects

Frictional resistance in the region of negative uplift will contribute to shear resistance
at the common interface thereby reducing the load on the shear connectors in that region.
This tendency wiil be reflected in reduced magnitudes of slip in these regions. However
the portion of the beam over which friction is operative cannot be uniquely predetermined
so that an iterative procedure assuming zero coefficient of friction initially would be
necessary. The solution for zero coefficient of friction will indicate approximately the
regions of negative uplift and the calculation then repeated introducing the frictional
coefficient in the appropriate regions in the finite difference relations discussed under
Method of Solution.
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Consider the equilibrium of an element of length x of the composite section shown in
Fig. 2. The equations of equilibrium are as given below

Upper concrete element Lower steel element

0@, = —(w+ T)ox 8Q, = Tdéx

6F = 1dx {1a) OF = 16x (1b)
oM, = QOx—toF M, = Q,0x—d . 5F.
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Furthermore the external moment at any cross-section of the beam will be resisted by the
sum of the moments in the upper and lower elements plus the couple arising from the
axial forces in the two elements. Hence

M=M,+M,+F . h (2)
From the last of equations (1a) and (1b),

&M, _do,  dF dM, _dg, , d°F

[ -5 - = .
dx? dx dx?*’ dx? dx dx?

Writing the bending moments in terms of deflections and substituting for Q these equations
become

d*y, d?F
— ﬁad:‘i = —(H’+ T)— t. a;z (33)
d*y d*F

The tension T arises from the deformation of the elastic connexion due to differential
displacement between the two elements at their interface, so that

T = kfyy—ya)- )

Differentiating equation (4) four times with respect to x and substituting for d*y,/dx*
and d*y,/dx* from equations (3a) and (3b) yields

d*T 1 1 d t] d*F kw
bkt T—kd— b o = 0.
ax '{/fﬁ/fh} '{ﬁb /fa} ax* ", ®)
Again differentiating equation (4) twice and substituting for curvatures in terms of moments
and flexural rigidities and rearranging gives

T B TR & ©
From equations (2) and (6) the moments in the upper and lower elements are
M, _ M—Fh+1 d*T B 7
B U B k4| Buthy Y
M M—Fhr 1 d°T 3
Te _ )Mo L Soh _/“_ (7b)
By Ba ke dx®) B+ By

Therate of change of slip at the common interface at any point is equal to the differential
strain at that point. Hence

R h [dB,—1tp,) d°T
- L G : iy
{ } 5 b M T BBy dx
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The axial force F transferred from the lower element to the upper element by means of
the elastic shear connexion is given by F = [k dx, for regions of positive uplift, or
F = [k dx+{ uC dx, for regions of negative uplift, where C is the negative uplift force/unit
length of beam in the negative uplift regions and equals T. Hence

d*F dy

-&)—(j = ksa? (9&)
dF d",' dr

o T hac e b)

according as whether the uplift is positive or negative.
Substituting for dy/dx from equation {8) and rearranging gives

d2F (I T ko (dB,—tBy) d*T | dT| k.
d-xg-k{ 4= +B"?7fl} r—f{ } g e = st ML (10)

But By | dx® | Mdx But b
The expression within the square being incorporated only in regions of negative uplift
tension.

Equations (5) and (10) give the complete solutions for axial force and uplift force from
which slip, differential deflexions and stresses can be determined.

If k, is infinite, uplift tensions will not be determinable from equation (5) since, for T
to be finite, y,—y, must be zero and equation (10) becomes the well known Newmark
equation.

Deflexions can be found by using equation (3a) or (3b) together with equation (4).

The stresses are given by

fg_£+ M——Fh+1 d2T Be ()
E, o~ B k,"dx*§ B+ By ¢

o, F M—Fh 1 d°T /i

R A et Z 12
E, a;{ B,k dxI (BB (12)

METHOD OF SOLUTION

The two equations connecting uplift tension and axial force are solved by a method
suggested by Fox [6] for solving two-point boundary value problems involving differential
equations of orders higher than two. In order to achieve good accuracy in the solution of
the differential equations by finite differences, the equations are rearranged such that no
derivative higher than the second order occurs. Thus equation (5) is modified by assuming
a function.

U = d?T/dx? (13)

so that this equation becomes

d*U 1 1 d t)] d*F w
Sl 70 LR Y [N Gk S S 14
a2 “’""‘{ﬁfﬁ} ‘{ﬁb ffa} a2t p, (9
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whilst equation (10) takes the form

2 _ 4T ’
S (TANR WP {H,ﬂ::_m,M_ 1s)
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T2 Xang %_—__{ To= Xy e — Trn‘ Xine2
Fr-1= xan-s *EE—**‘—} Fm = X3ne3

Fii. 3

With this rearrangement there will be three unknowns U, T'and F for each node point
of a composite beam divided up in regular intervals.

1f the three unknowns at each node are all designated by x’s say, then for a central node
point number, n, and its two adjacent node points, n— 1 and n+ 1, the numbering pattern
of Fig. 3 would emerge for insertion into finite difference relations for the governing
differential equations (13), (14) and (15).

The pattern of the resulting matrix of the finite difference relations embodying the
coeflicients of the unknown’s is a square matrix arranged in a diagonal band of eight
coeflicients (except for the first three and last three rows), the other elements being zero
elements. The right hand side of the matrix relation involves the values of the known
external bending moment and the boundary conditions.

Boundary conditions
In the case of a simply supported system where the length of the upper elements is the
same as that of the lower the following conditions apply:
(i) The moments in the upper and lower elements are both zero at the supports; i.e.
atx=0andx =L U =0
(i) By differentiating equation (4} thrice, the following relation results
1 d&*T  dy, &Py,

kde T dx
_ 1 dM, 1 dM
B, dx B, dx

Since the slab is connected to the steel beam by means of a continuous foundation
modulus, then at the supports the steel beam would resist all of the external shear force at
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that point only. Hence @, = V, so that at x = 0 and x = L, dU/dx = k,V/f,. It must be
borne in mind however that in a simply supported system V would be of opposite signs for
the two supports.

Computation
The dimensions of the section adopted for the computations are as follows:

t=3in, d=6in, A, = 288in%, A, = 13in?,
I, =864in%, I, =317in*, L =216in, m= 65
E, = 13,000 ton/in.

These are the dimensions of some of the test specimens of Balakrishnan for which he
gave the value of foundation modulus from pull-out tests on 3-in. dia. studs as 446 ton/in
and the corresponding value of shear modulus as 1000 ton/in for studs spaced at 85 in.
centres in pairs. For the purpose of computation it is assumed that the two moduli bear a
constant relation for different stud spacing which would affect the value of ¢ and k,. From
Balakrishnan’s test results ¢ = 00833 and k/E, = 404 x 10~ * ¢ is a nondimensional
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F1G. 4. Influence of ¢ on interaction (point load at quarter span).

parameter which depends on the properties of the composite section as well as the shear
modulus of the connexion and is given by

k1 ‘1—+1+ h?
O ab b,a ﬁb
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Figure 4 gives the degree of interaction curves for various values of ¢. The curves are
the same as those obtained from Newmarks theory which ignored uplift effects.

Figure 5 gives the slip distribution and Fig. 6 the uplift distribution along the length of a
beam for a point load at midspan, for ¢ = 0-1 and k,/E, = 33-6 x 10”* which represent a
slightly less degree of interaction than the values obtained from Balakrishnan’s test results.

80 T

in 10%in.

Slip

|
0 0125 0250 0375 0500

|

FiG. 5. Slip distribution for point load at midspan.
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F1G. 6. Uplift distributions for point load at midspan.
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Figures 7 and 8 give similar distributions for the case of a point load at § span point.
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F1G. 7. Slip distribution for point load at quarter span.
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FiG. 8. Uplift distributions for point load at quarter span.

Uplift distributions obtained from the analysis are similar to the ones obtained by
Gogoi [5] who took account only of differential deflexion.

In the case of composite beams, there arises the problem of estimating the true foun-
dation modulus to use in computations for regions of negative uplift. The current analysis
assumes a constant value of foundation modulus throughout the length of a beam which has
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resulted in very high negative uplifts near the supports. Although negative uplifts had been
recorded near the supports of simply supported beams in experiments, magnitudes of
experimental values are much less than the theory predicts.

Figure 9 shows the ratio of steel bottom flange stress at partial interaction with steel
bottom flange stress at full interaction for three loading cases. The adverse effect on steel
bottom flange stress of partial interaction is least under uniformly distributed loading and
highest under quarter span point loading. Also for a high degree of interaction to be
achieved in respect of bending stress ¢ must be of the order 0-01. This represents a high
shear modulus which may not be easily realised in practice.
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FiG. 9. Variation of maximum steel bottom flange stress as a ratio of maximum steel bottom flange stress
for full interaction with ¢.

CONCLUSION

A theory is given which permits the analysis of composite beam elements without
making the usual simplifying assumptions of previous theories. If shear lag effects are
neglected it is now possible to undertake an analytical study of partial interaction in
composite beams that would take into account effects of differential deflexion as well as
differential strains at the common interface and interface friction in one theory. The method
of computation would permit the use of variable shear foundation modulus along the
length of a beam.
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Aécrpakt—Palbora 3auumaeIcs, IJ1aBHbiM 00pa3om, srlemedTaMu 0anoK COCTOAIMX W3 cTanu M OeToHa.
TIpusoguTCH Teopus B3auMonelicTus, KOTOPAad NPUHKMAET BO BHUMauue 3¢oeKTsl crombxeHus, B36poca
¥ CLGIUICHHS, HO HE YYHMTLIBAET PABHBIX KDHMBM3H B3AMMOMCHCTBHMA JJIEMEHTOB, Kak 3710 OblNO B
CYWIECTBYIOIINX, B HACTOAUIES BpeMs, Teopusx. CucTeMa IBYX Pe3yAbTHPYOMHX auddepeHuHanbsHbiX
YPaBHEHHH, KacalollaAcs pacTsXeHUs NpH B3GpOce, ABJSIOILErocs pPe3y/BTATOM aubdbepeHIManbMbix
nporuboB JIBYX 3JIEMEHTOB, MOJ BIMAHMEM OCEBOM CHMBL BHYTDH KaXIOIO IEMEHTA, ONpeaenseTcs C
TTOMOLIBIO METO/A KOHEYHBIX Pa3HOCTEH.

TpencraBasioTcst Pe3yNbTATHL PACHETOB IUIA TUMMYHOH coctaBHOH cexkimu. OHM XacarOTCH Clyyas
HYJIEBOTO XO3(OhHUMEHTA CUEMACHUMS M ONPEC/IMIOTCs HR HANACHHOM 3KCNEPHMMEHTANBLHO BITIOHCHUIO
CABHTA M MOZIYJISIX OCHOBaHHA.



