53 KOF oK B TR % M No.3
2015 4 6 A HYDRO-SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING Jun. 2015

DOI; 10.16198/j.c¢nki.1009-640X.2015.03.002

1R, K IE . AL 1 = o 25 R A i BB 1], KRGS T2 0, 2015(3) : 9~ 17. (HU Shao-wei, MI
Zheng-xiang. An extended finite element method for modeling crack propagation of reinforced concrete three-point bending beams[ J].
Hydro-Science and Engineering, 2015(3) ; 9-17.)

AR GE - — S R A Y it R 4

U R, RIEAF

(FRUKHMBADIFERE, 195 BIst 210029)

FEE : oI5 0 JR AT BRI 037 B bR SR B A% B 1M S e B S ) S0 4 i T30 037 3% 375 , T L G 7 J Ak L4 T SR
P80 73R BE R T R o B 24854 Fre i PR 1A, AT AR B - — i i R e i R PR A A,
SR Bt 5 98 AT FRIT A4, T W BC A SR AR R AR 6 B0 = s i, SCrh iR T ekt e 3 A FR
TUI A TR R T IR e 5 T ISl R A R T AR - = R A N SR B R
B, DRI XTI A 2540 , T 2 2 1) 1 5 1 TC 7 S JE OG5 A Ak 111 0L B R ) S R AR B Y
KB F/IME 0. 567 Fil 1. 666 9 MPa - m™> | H A% f1f 53 2 S48 Ak () T S8 4000 B8 /N1 B9 4007 o B 28 S e et M, X 5 22
R S4B (1 45 R4 A T H AT 8 st o A AT B T S A R

X B iR R, A, SIS RA R, WA, W
hE 5SS TU3TS. 1 XaktRERD; A X E S :1009-640X (2015) 03-0009-09

BRI IR BE T 2540 32 TR Rl 2 2 i e A TR AT ST LR AR R AL 3 LA S 5 mi L 7 4 2
AN IR PR 2, %o A A TR 6 - 45 W SR A e P | B 8% 22 TP DA SOG L g T AR A 7 5 B n [ A E 2 7
TREMMEREEE Y R BROGIE S H R A A Y e 45 R o S ) JB e A S A BUETT B  ik, E iR
H13& E P AL K2 T. Belytschko 2 AR A FTALHE H >, 2000 4F 4 1Z 8B X A & W8 A BTk
(XFEM ; Extended Finite Element Method)

P JrAT FRoT Ik LA A3 g vk S it , 785 R A BROT AL A ASE X rh 1 o s i Jay AR 10 B o ek 5, DA S gk
SER R AL s ANTERL LS N, B RLE 7 IT i BT M) SCAY Heaviside BRECINGE , DL Sz ik R4 T
AN S | %o 15 LA A0 19 B TC 0 s I LA SR A 37 pREIGHEA T IR | DA S ik 24 4 2 IX sl 1) Jmy
TRARMED Y T IR AR S T AR R A AN 14 25 ) R R A AR 4 PR A B S 7 e ) LA B A B
TR R Sz b Wi R BRI RE T —SoRnig e

B. L. Karihaloo %' BRIA T XFEM £ # 25 24 &0 o) b iy B, OF 57 XA RISk 317 T, N.
Sukumar 257 IR T UM AEE G A FROCEE T B SCEL XFEM I 68, 365 FH otk 5 i A P B 48l 1 &2 A Ak ik 24
PRI, AT TR 4 B 22 BT )BT, M. Stolarska 55 /K F4E 1 5 XFEM 25 48R AF 58 3
SR R, SO KRR T LA Y18 B3 2R A0S R4 R 6 8, B RSO R 51 7
], b XFEM P30 R AE . N. Sukumar 55" 1] FH 2848 92 3t (v B 38300 pR A T 48 200515 45 il ok
DR METHEE 1 52 G BB R I 5 BE R JF B Hh BT i 29 o = A AL S 28 ) B A7 BR T A 1 D7 3k
X. Y. Liu %" THGE TR, X5 ARG BT I 25 S AR Y B BGIEAT T IR b S L 2R 4
i 5r B 37 W I ST B [R]ERE AtaA GE B T AR S AR AT B pR KR S s ) SR A 2 v i 3T o7

i 2014-11-11
E4£WE.: EEANHFERFREESRITH (51325904) ; w5t /K FIR20F 58 B b £ 4 %% Bh 35 H (Y413003)
EE RN A (1969—) , B, WA, HERS SR TR, it 8N TR SRR TR,

E-mail ; hushaowei@ nhri.cn



10 KoOHooJk B T R ¥ M 2015 4E 6 A

[

MR, AR R DS 1 T 9 R FROC ISR 10 SO R, 205 1 1 SRS 2 e B B
GO R T BRSNS SR B D S O i, B R R Y A 7 A BT A T
PIRABOGEMINEE, Bt T =ML TRk, T T IR 5 Heaviside PRI IR R, # X
SRS T UK B R A BRTTA B 25 th T KR AR FTR XFEM (9 52885 i, O e 0L 1 5%
IOUEE g IR 7K 7 B SRR, JeRs 1 XAy ik A ALt

ARSOM HTBCHE i 4™ A BR T S TR b — 2 i SR S i R A (L AEL, I e A 3 A
37 B SN [ PR R B L B S R s

1 H#HEY ERARTE

1.1 {IBEXWEL FS

Bellyschko SEA35 (37 B AU, 24 2004 i BRI 1 4 IR R N,
B PRI T S8R I (% B R 0 BT, i LA //
5L 45 51 BRI 28 B AR 7 0, 5K R oAl
IR AN R B SL R B R i i % . o 1 s . & :/:’ 1]
KAE | 7 B4R 3 T AT IR, 7 {1 24800 ey e
ST AIE 91 7 5 0000 ) o 87 5 9 590 AR L 4 ICOm!
QeRun BT e (58 1 2T B BT ) SR T a1 HLX)
PRI FAC JE R O ANR BT (3 N3 2 )= B 3 JRAE TR B 1 o AT 5 S8 T T
P B TC ) W A TR Fig. 1 Node strengthening of arbitrary crack unit

NP 1 P B85 A — 40 2R 4 10 Y T 8 [) AT, o3 ik
J& E@Tﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfn%‘?ﬂﬂﬁzi’%ﬁﬁ[ R

{u(x>} ZIN(x){ } + ZN@)H(@{ } + YN, (x)L{ ’”} (1)

jel meM

4@1“ 1RSSR BT RS (g v, ) NSRRI RAALRE 5 N, (x) E A IRITIE s 80 T i
SR ER T S K 1 qj}EH/J\ﬁﬂ:Fﬁﬂ‘ H(x) M Heaviside PREL, TS P 1, FER AT HH-1,
(a1, ay) A5 H(x) AHSCHYTY B Bl BE s MO B R BT T AR S WA 1 T NI R 5 (),
o) R BRI B m RIS L R AR
T UL B, — 1 SO RE IR B T2 ar v B e M S S B 2R i BT, A 35 b o8, DT s A
JelE TR RTT,
ZAE R HIE RS b PR — M ek X o

u" e S | (1

bJ:Z[ f}{} )
KN LRI B RIEG b, by, WARL B RE, X F R EYEM B, [f, fion fon fon] | IR
HF .

[K+%+(_1)n]cos%0_ ;cos(%—2)0
Iln n ) - N . .
| 4 |l (D Ising 0 - gsin( =26

(3)

2l 22 () sin g - sin( - 2)0
2 27 2"

- [k —% + (- 1)"]005%0 —%eos(% -2)6



53 WA, A5 AN IRBE - = A i SRR R R AL 11

o v HIARA EE s BT UIARE ;XS i AR (R k= 34w XTI AR k= (3-v) /(1+v) .
B (2 MRAK (1) AT,
u\x 11n f12n bTm/L
{()} Z;N(x){ _}+2N<x)H(x){ } ZN(x)LZ{ }{b } (4)

me My, 2 S

A M, AREE R ITE R ITH T S ES S 1 ETREBGERITE M, 562 J2HFERSEWEITT A M, ,
NSRRI M, =M, UM,, .
1.2 FEAFERE

Utk R Y R BR Gk B R B A i I, HE Sy R AT R S R B S R e R e T — A
FEDLFS Su , 25 (AT & R A SR SRR Ik

j(v-a)audn+jf5ud(z:o (5)

o f N BRAIARTER T Q AL B LS ) — 4R

FH N ik BT S Green A3 N] 75 .

Lurut(sudf * fnusudr - fna';Sad.Q ¥ j Bud2 = 0 o

MTERN AR T, Lo =0 - n JEMBLF T, FRAK Su = 0528000 N A i, oAy g I, B
) 1 =0, KR A A B SE RS Y HE D 5 R, sl (7) B

| 78002 = [ wudl + | fpud (7)
Bt e R A BTk M B Rk A (7) By A BT R T R
Kd =R (8)

o D971 ORI A F BE A i X sy s, AR A B w3 THOIMA ) o« 5 6K N
PRI BERE R , by BT R RE JE M 4 e 31, ARk sA0R

ki ki kzb
b=k kK

o )
k= fm (BZ)TDB;(L(Z (r,s=u,a,b)

HAie R B BUE I BY | B!, B! 771 ;

aN/ox 0 d(N.H) /ox 0

B'=| 0 oN/ay|, B = 0 a(N.H)/ay (10)
IN./dy IN,/dx d(N,H)/dy 9d(N,H)/dx

BB B B e e 8]

I J e Sioa ]
o O /| I i
dy "
d e S d e Sioa
—| N.(x —| N.(x
ay{ () |: 21n f22n:|j Gx[ ) l: 21n f22n:|J




12 KoM ok oaE T OBO% W 201546 A

R A A (12)
r= [ Nl + [ N+ NF (13)
r Qe
r= [ NHWI + [ NHfQ + NHE (14)
r ne
f n f n - n f n f n f n
"i'msz{“ 12 tdr+jNi 11 12 fdQ+NL. 11 12 P (15)
r f21n, f22n @ f2ln f22n f21n f22n

e ) f ARSI F R TT et R H AT B e s rt 5 ZF ST B B 5 [ e
rM )T RS BT B M S R
1.3 MREEFHITE

IO 3 5 B PR AR AR L S0 Rt 1o W AR S 00 S 1 Hi S S i O S A iy ST R G, Ty EL S far 2%
X WA TR BT AT BRITEIAT W 2L A Iy, N s 7 B335 A Bk S AL Ak
SRS RE R R OR AR E A B 55 10 5 B PR - 22 [ %) ¢ ZR 4055045 30 1 o B8 BRI 1, i R O A R
B R ) BURESE . HRE R ST R I m M i 1 ) 5 LRSS IR KT A SR AR AR B
SRR IR BT B R

AR H RN SR B K -, 7EAS B TTRIBEHEF kS5 SRTTAT 4R8I r) J5 8 3 4 A ] 15 5
RN BEH P K 5 8RB R IRSARAZ (14) | 38 2o fif Ze PR AUES 7 T2 20 4 AT A5 21 415 f 1y 5 s s
o XM AT RIS [wy vy ] BRGCBUE M BICT ST A5 E B BE [y vy | FIRE
AW [ay ay]', & A SR WIS AR E A BE [uy o) SWMA & E
[bn bﬂl blz bnz bm bnzv]T ,mﬂé‘ﬁ%ﬁ%fﬁ“ﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁwmﬁ HZIEE/‘J%*ID%WE% I #5101
TIWT R R E R F K 5 Ky B0 by, = Ky by, = Ky, T JGTS P8 5 A BRE 18R 158 3 R F

2 REARWITH LA

2.1 AEERHR=ZSTHREET RBIE
R AR C60 BN AR EE + = 5245 fh B AR LI 3 R R TE 20 1000, 200 A1 120 mm),

P5 R 800 mm, WIHHZEEEE 80 mm, TREE T AZ RN g DX C & W AR O (B FR AL A9 /7 HPB235, N Al B4R A 3,4, 5,
6,8 F1 10 mm I, FEATE p. 730914 0.59% ,1.05%, 1. 63% ,2.38% ,4.21% I 6. 54% , W3 2B FE K
25 mm, JREET TR 8 WA SARRIC(CIDSR) , WIS % R S0x13x6 5 A R FMTZE 5.0 ('T3D2) , P A% 2%
JE R 100x2 22 Sty 2R FH B8 S B, A i SR FH T 8l S 88, SR LS 2k 0 =X, de ok 2 1 0 42 5 | 483 40 1 24 E
i L Embeded Region” X —HHEAEFIOCE 4N 7t A TR BRE 1= v ofe S B9 Ay 5 TR E + =2 [a] (9 ip ) T4
AN A SR EE 2 A, A s S JBE AR A5 M — NI S 5 R 4 B2 2 (BSR4 0, 5
T 31 B R SR R AR T A I ZEAR N RN

TREE LA E=36 GPa, AL v=0. 167, FI % p =2 400 kg/m’ , RBRHTHIREE £, =2. 20 MPa,
WrZLHE G, =147 N/m, SFGIOTAIERIRE E =2, 06x10° MPa, JAFA L v=0. 3, TR % p =7 800 kg/m’ , i IR 3%
J¥ f, =235 MPa,

HE Y RERE o, NI BB y ik = B ILE 2, B, N 5008 Y =X RR 1, ingk
SUANAEAE 535 R N g DX TR R i KA & AR e 4 Bt BT, I ELAE IR Ak 1y 46 P G B H B
REAS R I M AR DL S80I o ) 1 75 Sk o 5 B S A s LA B v A6 1, R 8000 0L o) S 4 A0 < 2 Ty 1) 18 T
] L9 SR T RS RAHYI G H RS0 R RIS T PS8 28 T Ny e 1E
BRI S i o R I AN T L F TR o0 A

& 3 g A [ 355 3 e 7 28— 8% 1SR TT L 88 (F-Sonp ) TN H AT 20, 76 N 2R 0000 B W B 2 F



53 WA, A5 AN IRBE - = A i SRR R R AL 13

(a) THETAEA (b) R kA

(c) 1RE Lo 10 13 25 | (o) i s Z
B2 s e g R

Fig.2 A calculation model and results
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Tab. 1 Fracture parameters for specimens having different reinforcement ratio

K3 RFEECAT ARG F-Scoy, HHZE
Fig. 3 F-S.oupcurves for specimens of different

reinforcement ratios

Rz F,; /kN F™ /kN F.. /kN F™ /kN a,/mm
CR60-3 5.298 2.539 7. 863 3.314 115.2
CR60-4 6. 346 4.309 9. 809 5.899 113.0
CR60-5 7.652 6. 481 12.25 9.165 109.9
CR60-6 9.102 8. 847 15.17 13.39 104.8
CR60-8 12.39 14. 06 22.68 23.74 95.3
CR60-10 15. 69 19. 14 32. 14 36. 89 85.5
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Tab. 2 Fracture toughness for specimens having different reinforcement ratios (MPa - m*?)
G Kif Ki§ K¢ Kip NS 1N
CR60-3 1.123 4 0.242 8 0.880 6 2.614 1 0.553 2 2.0610
CR60-4 1.278 2 0.412 1 0. 866 2 2.989 0 0.940 6 2.048 5
CR60-5 1.4712 0.619 8 0.851 4 3.4050 1.378 1 2.026 8
CR60-6 1.685 3 0.846 0 0.839 3 3.747 8 1.8329 1.914 9
CR60-8 2.170 4 1.344 2 0.826 3 4.6113 2.779 7 1.8316
CR60-10 2.658 2 1.829 9 0.828 3 5.5387 3.765 5 1.773 2

R 2 AT A T ) B Ko BETIC A 2% p, O3 T o/ ), {FL sl /) 8 JE A 8 | M TC A 6 p, 3K
Pl —E A5, AW B Ky A FFRERC AT p, 2810, ULBIXT T AB A 254 , Be 5728 p, A5 M TR BE 1 14 24 7
PR Ky o

T B RAS W 24BN BE Koy 5 A R AW 248 BE K BETC /172 p, A3 KIRZ W K, AT /7 2% p, K, 2R
TR 2N AT 28 £, SERZR T P O, Ky 5 K IR, (ERFRWT AR K FERC R p, (3K
DN, I ELI0/ NI BB O, F D R O 7 23 p, B, A X VR 1 1 2 SR AE i, 448 1
PR AT, RS R TR REBIE Ky BN, B3R 2 a5 R 2 BIF R S —3fe i JR 340, 5 15
FKE , Kyt 5p, ZREIXRM(16) FI(17)

K =—0.157 4p> + 0.384 7p> - 0.302 3p, + 0.903 3 (16)
Ki" =0.545 4p> - 0.492p> - 0.371 5p_ + 2.106 1 (17)
Hrpr X (16) F1(17) B IEIE R E3 508 0.999 8 F10. 975 2,
2.2 AENAHMNE= ST HPRETRIRE

R A5 AR v B R R S BE B 43 W 45,50,55,60,65 A1 70 mm, W1 HE S A5 K BE S 60 mm, i AF K |
54502 1.000,200 F1 120 mm, Bk 800 mm, 7EAEAR P IRBEE 152 H 0 77 DX & P AR G 5 #4514 5
HPB235, i BA20 8 mm, TREETHER 8 17 i SR FRIT(C3D8R) , PR 2 R 50x 13x6 5 H9 fifj >R FH T 48
FAIG(T3D2) , A% Bl 100X2,

TREE L SR E=36 GPa, JAMA L v=0. 167, % p =2 400 kg/m’ W FRFTHIHRIE £ =2. 20 Mpa, Wi ZLHE
G, =147 N/m; PR E =2. 06x10° MPa JAFALL v=0. 3, % p=7 800 kg/m’ , JEIRIRJE £, =235 MPa,

B 4 R BRI 258 70 mm BRI EARF AR R =B, R 4 w7 AN R
HhR ) BEAS SRR ST N2 R B A R g DX 0t 42 A 00 1 Y 8 ] A AR 2 7 52 A 28, O ELE ) A
SEHGY . N ) KA I A SR N AR TR LA LU ) RE S AR L M SR SR A v 1Y) 1 ) AT S
P, REET TR 2L R B ) B R BINE AT S 1 B,

MINEZ A 14 D0 2488 R B RIREE T R TR SRR, OF H ARG AT B S4E Y
PR, R L AS | SZ RN ) KBGO, 52 R ) X RN, Y gk R 5 69 BT, AZ RN ) X ELH
B IXFPAZ SRR LR B3 98 B, Z 5 U BLAZ R ) X, B A G540 & AR RASEIR (55 190 45)

L5 SR AN RN 77 07 B ) A a1y 28— 248 TSR S2 A% (F-S oy ) M1 ZR . HRIED 5 W, TR AT, 4N 7 TR 5
FARPFAY F-S o HEEEA S A 1B ICK , B F-S o, BERI LA BHGI G, I HA I 9 12 B 73 2
ASEAT BTN A A X A5 R W B S AR /) AR SR A 28 R R A 28 B A A A B A P S B B 1 KT
W IN AR INRE FEAS B S, U B A 7 8 X B8 s A e S A 2805 SRR r 8 — R i), (HLRE RN

%3 a1 AR R 8 SRR 2 N 2R T DL Bl A S B K B AR A S R, AR T
AR F, P AR 37 0 A U A B g P 3 DTS s I, > 8 305 M e S e o P B SR 2200 ) A1y 285



%3 WA, A5 AN IRBE - = A i SRR R R AL 15

(a) IMZRZE 1425 (b) #1848 (c) INZZZE 274

(d) IR E K694 (e) Iz 255984 (H IR E 51904
K4 gy il

Fig. 4 Crack propagation process
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Tab. 3  Fracture parameters for specimens having different reinforcement positions

e F,:/kN FMi/kN F /KN a,/mm ay/a,
CR60-45 7.238 4.016 22.591 81.7 0.734 3
CR60-50 6. 981 3.679 21. 666 84.1 0.713 7
CR60-55 6.735 4.104 20. 488 88.0 0.682 1
CR60-60 6.201 1.810 20. 953 84.0 0.714 1
CR60-65 6.378 3.551 19.171 91.8 0.653 4
CR60-70 5.909 2.955 19.258 90.7 0.664 3

405 CR60-45 H1,CR60 K /n ik B S N C60 (14K i iR i1, 45 o B HE IR IR B BE 25 8 45 mm, JLAbIR K 28 3

FARPEWT RPN RETH R AE R L 4, R UL, B A9 05 ) 1 8 0 O RS SR 2 JEE K ST
WS, BN E] 0. 567 MPa - m®J5 JF AR IR, I HLB A R BT 47 2L 4% I R SRR S4B B2 Koy R T4 30 51 o
LRI (R ST B K, DEIAE SR TR rp RS 35 2% W S5 1) 45 R0 SR A T 0 [35T 5 8 A T 2R
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Tab. 4  Fracture toughness for specimens having different reinforcement positions (MPa » m*?)
% K Ki¥ Ki¢ Ky Ky Kie
CR60-45 1.082 3 0.328 2 0.754 1 3.765 5 2.060 9 1.705 6
CR60-50 1.053 2 0.3246 0.728 5 3.748 6 2.049 9 1.698 7
CR60-55 1.025 3 0.449 3 0.576 0 3.762 5 2.070 6 1.691 9
CR60-60 0.964 7 0.397 17 0.567 0 3.643 6 1.967 7 1. 666 9
CR60-65 0.984 8 0.3270 0.657 8 3.759 0 2.037 8 1.721 2
CR60-70 0.931 6 0.168 8 0.762 8 3.6911 1.979 6 1.7115
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1.691 9 MPa - m*®, o] WL Bt 25 445, R A ) B K S5 4N 2l PR IS SR A BE 5 6 oG . 9 7 I 2 72 49
TS aE I R R T 2L Kool 1,666 9 MPa - m™> | I 2 R W 2040 B ik Kon B s/ ME, B R oy 2 4%
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S BTN AR DY 2R LB RT 1Y) K /N TR A A DR AERT ) Ky T LA A A I A7 B Y K
N R AR SE B T AR PO 2 0 2455 1 45 A6 R A T BT 361 I 87 AT 2 T S 4 i s
3 4 &

AR T et J5 9 A BTtk A A, HE S TR G R 9 A BRI Y S /s, IR 45
TR 775 B TR S BT ORR S A B A TR S R A Y R R SRR R
P FROCI: RS AR - s B SIS 5 30 (1K) 17 A7 Sk | SR BT AN o 0 A e 8 S | AN T i 1 e 2
HEYTREIAS T ELTE 244 R i R v AN T L S A 5 AR AR ADL5 S R e/ Rk T A5 R W R
R T 40 5 T 2 2 ] 14 7 B o 2R X 7 T ) 23 4 20 i i i S T S ) 5 A R S B Ak B
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An extended finite element method for modeling crack propagation of
reinforced concrete three-point bending beams

HU Shao-wei, MI Zheng-xiang
( Nanjing Hydraulic Research Institute, Nanjing 210029, China)

Abstract; The displacement mode of the improved extended finite element method can reflect the true crack tip
displacement and the stress intensity factor can be obtained without post-processing, so it is convenient to analyse
the crack propagation process. In order to study the laws of crack propagation process, the reinforced concrete
three-point bending beams having different steel reinforcement ratios and different positions are simulated by using
the improved extended finite element method. The basic theory of the improved extended finite element method is
studied, the governing equation is derived by using the virtual work principle, and then the stress intensity factor
calculation method is described. The crack propagation process of the reinforced concrete three-point bending beams
with different parameters is simulated by using the improved extended finite element method. The research results
show that the initial fracture toughness is independent of reinforced ratio for surplus reinforcement beam. The
fracture toughness reaches the minimum values when the bars are in the critical positions, which are larger when the
bars don’t run throughout the cracks than the bars running throughout the cracks. The bolt should be placed in the

front of crack tip when the structure containing macroscopic crack is reinforced.

Key words: reinforced concrete; three-point bending beams; an improved extended finite element method;

reinforcement ratio; fracture toughness



