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Abstract: This paper investigates the eccentric compression performance of high-strength steel
reinforced concrete (SRC) columns. In addition, the feasibility of the calculation codes used for the
load-carrying capacity of these columns is verified by eccentric compression tests on 10 high-strength
SRC columns with Q460 and Q690 steels and two normal SRC columns with Q235 steel. Moreover,
the influence of the steel strength, relative eccentricity, steel ratio, and stirrup spacing on the bearing
capacity and ductility of the specimens is analyzed. It was found that the bearing capacity and
ductility of the specimens significantly increases when the steel strength increases from 276.5 MPa
to 774.2 MPa; the bearing capacity of the Q690 SRC column is slightly higher than that of the Q460
SRC column. In addition, the ductility coefficient of the Q690 SRC columns is significantly higher
than that of the Q460 SRC columns. It was also found that increasing the eccentricity and steel
ratio can improve the ductility of the specimens and the smaller stirrup spacing can enlarge the
contribution of Q690 steel under the ultimate bearing capacity. It is demonstrated that Eurocode
4-2004 and AISC360-16 codes significantly underestimate the test results. In contrast, JGJ138-2016
slightly underestimates the test results when the relative eccentricity is 0.2 but overestimates the test
results when the relative eccentricity is 0.6. Furthermore, in order to maximize the contribution of
Q690 steel under ultimate bearing capacity, the expanded parameter analysis is carried out using
a finite element model. Following the analysis results, the suggestions for designing high-strength
SRC columns under eccentric load are provided.

Keywords: high-strength steel; steel reinforced concrete column; eccentric bearing capacity; ductility;
calculation methods; finite element analysis

1. Introduction

Steel reinforced concrete (SRC) members are widely used in high-rise buildings and
long-span structures to obtain higher load-bearing capacity, smaller sectional dimensions,
and good seismic performance. In recent years, high-strength steels have been used in
SRC structures exemplified by Star City in Sydney and Shenzhen Bay Sports Center in
China [1–4]. The high strength still improves the load-bearing capacity and ductility, so
that the member section and the amount of building materials are reduced. However,
some factors affecting the material performance and the structure design have not yet been
considered.

In 2014, in the high-rise project of Zhengzhou Greenland Central Plaza in China,
Q460 and Q690 high-strength steels replaced the Q345 ordinary steel in SRC composite
columns in the upper part of the structure. Thus, the self-weight of the structure was
reduced, and the design strength was ensured. However, in that high-rise project, the lack
of specifications of relevant design and lack of calculation methods of high-strength SRC
structures made the accuracy of the bearing capacity calculations of the pre-designed Q460
SRC columns challenging. In order to ensure the safety of the structure of Zhengzhou
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Greenland Central Plaza, Yang et al. performed scale model tests on Q460 SRC columns
under eccentric load [5]. They found that the bearing capacity and ductility of the specimens
could meet the project’s needs. In addition, they found that the increasing magnitude of
Q460 SRC columns is more significant than that of ordinary SRC columns. In addition,
Yang et al. proposed that the superposition method is more accurate than the N-M curve
method in Eurocode 4, and the N-M curve method is more conservative [6]. Nevertheless,
the small number of specimens and only the small eccentricity that Yang et al. took into
account increased the randomness of the results. Later, Kim et al. conducted a series
of tests to study the influencing factors on the bearing capacity of high-strength SRC
columns under large and small eccentricity conditions [7,8]. They also calculated the
bearing capacity of specimens using different specifications. By comparing the test and
calculated results, Kim et al. found that, when the eccentricity is small, the AISC 360-16
specification underestimates the bearing capacity of the specimens, while the Eurocode 4
overestimates the bearing capacity [9–11]. Thus, for a large eccentricity case, Eurocode 4
was in better agreement with the test result. In addition, by analyzing the failure mode,
Kim et al. pointed out that the crushing failure of concrete always occurred before the
steel developed its full plastic strength. This fact implies that the traditional plastic stress
distribution method is not suitable for designing high-strength SRC columns. Therefore,
following the materials’ strain analysis, the strain compatibility method was recommended.
Gradually, the applicability of this method was developed by several scholars. In 2016,
Cheol-Ho Lee used the strain compatibility method for the design of short rectangular
concrete-filled tube (CFT) columns under eccentric axial loads [12,13]. Based on his results,
in order to enhance the reliability of the strain compatibility method, an empirical stress–
strain model, which can capture the stress–strain characteristics of the confined concrete of
rectangular CFT columns is proposed, based on the analysis of an extensive existing test.
This conclusion considered the strain compatibility method and steel confinement together,
which provided a new idea for the design and calculation of SRC columns.

In recent years, the theory of confinement has been gradually developed and applied
to SRC structures [14,15]. Wang et al. carried out a series of experimental studies on
SRC columns under different loads and found that the actual peak stress and peak strain
of confined concrete can be increased by the steel confinement effect, which cannot be
ignored [16,17]. With the confinement on the strain of concrete, they tried to design SRC
columns under axial load considering the confinement and strain compatibility method.
Using this method, the contribution of materials under the maximum bearing capacity of
specimens was maximized. However, whether strain compatibility method is applicable
to design SRC columns under eccentric load still lacks of a lot of experimental analysis.
Therefore, the systematic analysis of the factors affecting the bearing capacity of high-
strength SRC columns under eccentric load and the application of the strain compatibility
method to the specimens’ design still needs further study.

Therefore, in the present paper, Q460 and Q690 SRC columns under eccentric axial
load are studied, in order to analyze the influence of strength grade, relative eccentricity,
steel ratio, and stirrup spacing on the bearing capacity and ductility of high-strength
SRC columns. In addition, test results and calculated results are compared to verify the
applicability of the calculation methods provided by different specifications for the bearing
capacity of high-strength SRC columns. These specifications include the Structural Steel
Buildings (AISC360-16, Chicago, IL, USA) [18], Design of Composite Steel and Concrete
Structures (EN1994-1-1:2004, Eurocode, Brussels, Belgium) [19] and Code for Design of
Composite Structures (JGJ138-2016, Beijing, China) [20]. Furthermore, a finite element
model is established to analyze the expanded parameters of concrete grade and verify the
accuracy of the strain compatibility method. Based on the test and calculated results, some
reasonable suggestions for the specimen design are proposed.
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2. Experimental Investigation
2.1. Test Specimen

Ten high-strength SRC columns and two ordinary SRC columns were tested in the
structural laboratory of Northeast Forestry University. The type of section selected for this
study is shown in Figure 1. In addition, the measured actual cross-section dimensions and
parameters of specimens are provided in Table 1 and the labeling rule of the specimens
is shown in Figure 2. To prevent local pressure failure at the upper and lower ends of the
column, stirrup encryption and carbon fiber cloth reinforcement were performed within
1/6 height of both column ends.
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Figure 1. Geometric dimension of specimens.

Table 1. Parameters of specimens.

Specimens Steel Relative Eccentricity
e/h

Steel Ratio
ρ/%

Steel Size
hw × bf × tw × tf

Stirrup Spacing
d/mm

Q2S6E2V1 Q235 0.2 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q4S3E2V1 Q460 0.2 3.63 90 × 100 × 5 × 5 100
Q4S5E2V1 Q460 0.2 5.13 90 × 100 × 5 × 8 100
Q4S6E2V1 Q460 0.2 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q6S6E2V1 Q690 0.2 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q6S6E2V5 Q690 0.2 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 50
Q2S6E6V1 Q235 0.6 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q4S3E6V1 Q460 0.6 3.63 90 × 100 × 5 × 5 100
Q4S5E6V1 Q460 0.6 5.13 90 × 100 × 5 × 8 100
Q4S6E6V1 Q460 0.6 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q6S6E6V1 Q690 0.6 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 100
Q6S6E6V5 Q690 0.6 6.63 90 × 110 × 5 × 10 50

Explanation: e is the eccentricity; h is the height of cross section; hw is the height of steel web; bf is the width of steel flange; tw is the
thickness of steel web; tf is the thickness of steel flange, as Figure 1.
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Figure 2. Labeling rule of specimens.

2.2. Materials Properties

Steel sheets of grades Q235, Q460, Q690, and the reinforcement of HRB400 were
selected to manufacture the specimens. Note that tensile coupon tests were carried out to
obtain the steel material properties, and compression tests were carried out to obtain the
properties of the concrete materials. Following the Chinese Standard GB/T 228-2010 [21],
the measured material properties of steel provided in Table 2 are mean values of results.

Table 2. Mechanical properties of steel.

Steel
Thickness
(Diameter)
t (dr)/mm

Yield Strength
fy/MPa

Ultimate
Strength
fu/MPa

Elongation
δ/%

Q235 5 276.5 455.0 31.7
Q235 10 281.2 461.5 33.1
Q460 5 550.5 619.7 23.2
Q460 8 520.0 622.2 28.2
Q460 10 556.1 620.4 23.5
Q690 5 769.6 824.1 22.5
Q690 10 774.2 830.5 23.9

HRB400 8 461.5 586.5 28.6
HRB400 12 451.0 570.3 27.8

It should also be noted that the C50 concrete was used in the test. After the preparation
work was finished, all the specimens were poured simultaneously and maintained for
28 days under the condition of a temperature not less than 10 ◦C. Following the Stan-
dard for test methods of concrete structures (GB/T 50152-2012) [22], nine concrete cubes
(150 mm × 150 mm × 150 mm) were maintained under the same conditions as the speci-
mens. As shown in Figure 3, the compressive strength test according to GB/T 50152-2012
was carried out before the formal loading began. The results are listed in Table 3.
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Table 3. Results of compressive strength test.

Grade of Concrete f 0
cu f 0

cu,m f 0
c E0

c

C50

56.4

58.0 42.4 35,826.1

59.7
57.1
59.3
57.5
58.2
57.9
56.8
59.1

In Table 3, f 0
cu is the cubic compressive strength of concrete by the test; f 0

cu,m is the
average cubic compressive strength; f 0

c is the calculation of the prism compressive strength,
which is used in the finite element models; E0

c is the elastic modulus measured by the test.

2.3. Test Setup and Operation

The test setup is shown in Figure 4. A 10,000 kN hydraulic servo testing machine
was used for loading. The hydraulic jack applies the load to the column through the
knife-edges. In addition, both ends of the column are provided with 50 mm thickness
knife-edges, connected with the splint. The knife-edges and splint are both fixed on the
bracket, and the eccentricity is controlled by changing the position of the knife head in the
knife groove.
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Figure 4. Test up and strain gauge: (a) test up; (b) location of strain gauges and displacement transducers.

The pre-loading condition was adopted to check whether the machine was working
properly. During the formal test, the load was divided into several steps. The first step was
force control. Before the load reached 60% of the estimated ultimate load, each step was
10% of the estimated ultimate load, the loading rate was 300 kN/min, and the load lasted
three minutes. When the load reached 60% of the estimated ultimate load, the loading rate
dropped to 150 kN/min. Then, when the load was close to 80% of the estimated ultimate
load, the loading rate was 0.6 mm/min until reaching the ultimate load. Finally, the loading
ended when the load decreased to less than 80% of the ultimate load.

The vertical displacement at the end of the column and the lateral displacement along
the height of the column were monitored by displacement transducers. Strain gauges are
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arranged on the outside of the steel flange, on both sides of the web, and on the side of the
concrete at the middle section of the column height. The arrangement of the measuring
points is shown in Figure 4.

3. Test Results and Analysis
3.1. Failure Mode

Figure 5a presents the failure mode of the specimens with small relative eccentricity
(e/h = 0.2). Before the load reached 80% of the ultimate load, small cracks appeared on
the tensile side of the specimens, and the cracks did not develop further. When the load
reached 80% of the ultimate load, vertical cracks appeared on the concrete compression
side and extended to the end of the column. When the ultimate load was applied, the
concrete on the compressive side was crushed, and there was a wide transverse crack on
the concrete tensile side.
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eccentricity; (b) the failure mode of the specimens with large relative eccentricity.

Figure 5b shows the failure mode of the specimens with e/h = 0.6. Before the load reached
60% of the ultimate load, cracks appeared and developed gradually. When the load reached
60% of the ultimate load, several main cracks of concrete formed on the tensile side and
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extended to the compression side, but no new cracks appeared. When the load reached to
90% of the ultimate load, the concrete on the compression side stared peeling, the tensile crack
propagated through the whole tensile section, and the column presented obvious bending
deformation. Moreover, when reaching the ultimate load, the concrete on the tension side had
several wide transverse cracks with crushing concrete on the compression side.

3.2. Load-Displacement Relationships

The load-displacement relationships of the specimens are shown in Figure 6. Under the
steel ratio of 6.63%, the bearing capacity of Q235 SRC specimens reached the ultimate bearing
capacity when the concrete was partially collapsed, shown as point A in Figure 6a. Afterward,
the bearing capacity obviously dropped. It was found that before the compression side of
concrete was crushed, the compression steel flange had already yielded, because the yield
strain of Q235 steel was less than the peak strain of concrete. As a result, the bearing capacity
of the specimens did not increase again after the local collapse of concrete.
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Figure 6. Load-displacement curves of SRC columns: (a) specimens with Q235, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (b) specimens
with Q460, ρ = 3.63%, d = 100 mm; (c) specimens with Q460, ρ = 5.13%, d = 100 mm; (d) Q460, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (e)
specimens with Q690, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (f) specimens with Q690, ρ = 6.63%, d = 50 mm.
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Figure 6b–d show the load-displacement relationships of the specimens with different
steel ratios. When the steel ratio is 3.63%, the ultimate bearing capacity was reached
when the concrete was partially collapsed. When the steel ratio was 5.13% or 6.63%, the
specimens with e/h = 0.2 reached the ultimate bearing capacity when the concrete was
partially collapsed. However, the bearing capacity of the specimens with e/h = 0.6 continued
to increase slightly after the local collapse of concrete. According to strain gauge data on
the steel surface, the steel flange under compression and tension did not yield at this time.
Thus, the effect of high-strength steel on bearing capacity was still visibly strengthening, as
shown in Figure 6b,c.

Figure 6e,f shows the load-displacement relationships of the specimens with different
stirrup spacing under the steel ratio of 6.63%. When e/h is equal to 0.2, the bearing capacity
of specimen Q6S6E2V1 with stirrup spacing equal to 100 mm and Q6S6E2V5 with stirrup
spacing equal to 50 mm both increased again after the local collapse of concrete. In the
second ascent, the bearing capacity reached another peak. Note that the second peak of
the bearing capacity (point B) of the specimen Q6S6E2V1 did not exceed the first peak, but
the second peak of the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V5 exceeded the first peak.
When e/h = 0.6, the bearing capacity of specimens Q6S6E6V1 and Q6S6E6V5 both increased
after concrete local crushing, and their second peaks of bearing capacity both exceeded
their first peaks. The strain data show that the steel flange under compression yielded
when the ultimate bearing capacity was reached, but the steel flange under tension did
not yet yield for specimen Q6S6E6V1. In contrast, the compression and tensile steel flanges
of the specimen Q6S6E2V1 both did not yield. However, both sides of the steel yielded
when the first peak of the bearing capacity was reached. Thus, the contribution of steel
was maximized for the specimen Q6S6E6V5.

In general, the second peak of bearing capacity appeared when specimens with high-
strength steel were at a high steel ratio. In addition, the bearing capacity of the specimens
with e/h = 0.6 is more likely to increase again. In addition, the shorter stirrup spacing is
beneficial to maximize the contribution of high-strength steel.

3.3. Load-Deflection Curve at Mid Height Section

Figure 7 shows the load-lateral deflection curve for specimens with different steel. At
the early loading stage of loading, the deflection at the mid height section of the specimen
increased slowly. When the load reached 80% of the ultimate load, the deflection of the
mid height section increased remarkably. When the relative eccentricity was 0.6, the lateral
deflection of the specimens with Q235 steel increased to 158.2% of that of the specimens
with 80% of the ultimate load. In addition, the specimens with Q460 and Q690 steel
increased to 189.5% and 254.0%, respectively. When the relative eccentricity was 0.2, the
deflection under the ultimate load at the mid height of the specimens increased with the
increase of the steel strength. In addition, the lateral deflection of the specimens with Q235,
Q460, and Q690 steel increased, respectively, to 162.2%, 163.1%, and 144.7% of that of the
specimens with 80% of the ultimate load.

3.4. Analysis of the Bearing Capacity and Ductility

The test results of the bearing capacity and displacement of the specimens are provided
in Table 4. According to the study of Chen and Huang [23], the displacement ductility
factor µ is defined as µ = ∆ f /∆y, in which ∆ f is the corresponding displacement when the
bearing capacity of the specimen decreases to 0.85Nu (Nu is the ultimate bearing capacity),
and ∆y is the nominal yield displacement of the specimen, as shown in Figure 8.



RETRACTED

Buildings 2021, 11, 639 9 of 23

Buildings 2021, 11, 639 9 of 24 
 

Figure 6. Load-displacement curves of SRC columns: (a) specimens with Q235, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (b) specimens with 
Q460, ρ = 3.63%, d = 100 mm; (c) specimens with Q460, ρ = 5.13%, d = 100 mm; (d) Q460, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (e) spec-
imens with Q690, ρ = 6.63%, d = 100 mm; (f) specimens with Q690, ρ = 6.63%, d = 50 mm. 

3.3. Load-Deflection Curve at Mid Height Section 
Figure 7 shows the load-lateral deflection curve for specimens with different steel. 

At the early loading stage of loading, the deflection at the mid height section of the 
specimen increased slowly. When the load reached 80% of the ultimate load, the deflec-
tion of the mid height section increased remarkably. When the relative eccentricity was 
0.6, the lateral deflection of the specimens with Q235 steel increased to 158.2% of that of 
the specimens with 80% of the ultimate load. In addition, the specimens with Q460 and 
Q690 steel increased to 189.5% and 254.0%, respectively. When the relative eccentricity 
was 0.2, the deflection under the ultimate load at the mid height of the specimens in-
creased with the increase of the steel strength. In addition, the lateral deflection of the 
specimens with Q235, Q460, and Q690 steel increased, respectively, to 162.2%, 163.1%, 
and 144.7% of that of the specimens with 80% of the ultimate load. 

 

 
     (a) 

 
  (b) 

 
     (c) 

 
     (d) 

Buildings 2021, 11, 639 10 of 24 
 

  
      (e)       (f)  

Figure 7. Load-lateral deflection curves of SRC columns: (a) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q235; (b) specimens with e/h = 0.6, 
Q235; (c) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q460; (d) specimens with e/h = 0.6, Q460; (e) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q690; (f) speci-
mens with e/h = 0.6, Q690. 

3.4. Analysis of the Bearing Capacity and Ductility 
The test results of the bearing capacity and displacement of the specimens are pro-

vided in Table 4. According to the study of Chen and Huang [23], the displacement duc-
tility factor μ  is defined as /f yμ = Δ Δ , in which fΔ  is the corresponding displace-
ment when the bearing capacity of the specimen decreases to 0.85 uN  ( uN is the ultimate 
bearing capacity), and yΔ  is the nominal yield displacement of the specimen, as shown 
in Figure 8. 

Table 4. Test results. 

Specimen Nu/kN Δy/mm Δf/mm μ 
Q2S6E2V1 1433 3.7 4.1 1.1  
Q4S3E2V1 1452 4.0 4.1 1.0  
Q4S5E2V1 1627 4.3 4.8 1.1  
Q4S6E2V1 1761 4.5 5.9 1.3  
Q6S6E2V1 1789 4.4 9.2 2.1  
Q6S6E2V5 1859 4.6 12.6 2.7  
Q2S6E6V1 666 5.8 8.2 1.4  
Q4S3E6V1 603 6.4 11.6 1.8  
Q4S5E6V1 654 5.7 15.7 2.8  
Q4S6E6V1 761 6.3 18.6 3.0  
Q6S6E6V1 843 6.1 29.0 4.8  
Q6S6E6V5 932 6.4 34.9 5.5  

Figure 7. Load-lateral deflection curves of SRC columns: (a) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q235; (b) specimens with e/h = 0.6,
Q235; (c) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q460; (d) specimens with e/h = 0.6, Q460; (e) specimens with e/h = 0.2, Q690; (f) specimens
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Table 4. Test results.

Specimen Nu/kN ∆y/mm ∆f/mm µ

Q2S6E2V1 1433 3.7 4.1 1.1
Q4S3E2V1 1452 4.0 4.1 1.0
Q4S5E2V1 1627 4.3 4.8 1.1
Q4S6E2V1 1761 4.5 5.9 1.3
Q6S6E2V1 1789 4.4 9.2 2.1
Q6S6E2V5 1859 4.6 12.6 2.7
Q2S6E6V1 666 5.8 8.2 1.4
Q4S3E6V1 603 6.4 11.6 1.8
Q4S5E6V1 654 5.7 15.7 2.8
Q4S6E6V1 761 6.3 18.6 3.0
Q6S6E6V1 843 6.1 29.0 4.8
Q6S6E6V5 932 6.4 34.9 5.5Buildings 2021, 11, 639 11 of 24 
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Figure 8. Meaning of displacement ductility coefficient.

3.4.1. Influence of Steel Strength on Bearing Capacity and Ductility

Figure 9 shows the load-displacement curves of the specimens with different steel
strength. For the specimens with the steel ratio equal to 6.63%, when the steel grade
increased from Q235 to Q460 and from Q235 to Q690, the ultimate bearing capacity of
the specimens with e/h = 0.2 increased by 22.9% and 24.8%, respectively. The ultimate
bearing capacity of the specimens with e/h = 0.6 increased by 14.3% and 26.6%, respectively.
Figure 9 also shows that the ultimate bearing capacity of the specimens increased with the
increase of steel strength. Nevertheless, when e/h was equal to 0.2, the ultimate bearing
capacity of Q6S6E2V1 did not increase obviously, as compared with Q4S6E2V1, because the
compressive steel flange and the tensile steel flange of Q460 steel did not yield. Note that
the contribution of Q690 steel was not maximized, which led to the slight increase of the
ultimate bearing capacity.

In Table 4, it can be seen that the displacement ductility factor increased obviously
with the increase of the steel strength. For the specimens with e/h = 0.2, when the steel grade
increased from Q235 to Q460 and from Q235 to Q690, the displacement ductility factor
increased by 18.2% and 90.9%, respectively. For specimens with e/h = 0.6, the displacement
ductility factor increased by 114.3% and 242.9%, respectively.
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Figure 9. N-∆ curves of SRC columns with different steel strength.

3.4.2. Influence of Steel Ratio on Bearing Capacity and Ductility

Figure 10 shows the load-displacement curves of Q460 SRC columns with different
steel ratios. For the specimens with e/h = 0.2, when the steel ratio increased from 3.63%
to 5.13% and 6.63%, the ultimate bearing capacity increased by 12.1% and 21.3%, and
the displacement ductility factor increased by 10.0% and 30.0%, respectively. For the
specimens with e/h = 0.6, when the steel ratio increased from 3.63% to 5.13% and 6.63%,
the ultimate bearing capacity increases by 8.5% and 26.2%, and the displacement ductility
factor increased by 55.6% and 66.7%, respectively. Therefore, the ultimate bearing capacity
and displacement ductility factor of SRC columns can be effectively increased by increasing
the steel ratio.

Buildings 2021, 11, 639 12 of 24 
 

3.4.2. Influence of Steel Ratio on Bearing Capacity and Ductility 
Figure 10 shows the load-displacement curves of Q460 SRC columns with different 

steel ratios. For the specimens with e/h = 0.2, when the steel ratio increased from 3.63% to 
5.13% and 6.63%, the ultimate bearing capacity increased by 12.1% and 21.3%, and the 
displacement ductility factor increased by 10.0% and 30.0%, respectively. For the speci-
mens with e/h = 0.6, when the steel ratio increased from 3.63% to 5.13% and 6.63%, the 
ultimate bearing capacity increases by 8.5% and 26.2%, and the displacement ductility 
factor increased by 55.6% and 66.7%, respectively. Therefore, the ultimate bearing capac-
ity and displacement ductility factor of SRC columns can be effectively increased by in-
creasing the steel ratio. 

 
Figure 10. N-Δ curves of SRC columns with different steel ratio. 

3.4.3. Influence of Relative Eccentricity on Bearing Capacity and Ductility 
Figure 11 shows the load-displacement curve of the specimens at different relative 

eccentricity. When the relative eccentricity changed from 0.2 to 0.6, the ultimate bearing 
capacity of the specimens decreased remarkably. With either Q460 or Q690, the ultimate 
bearing capacity of the specimens with e/h = 0.6 is only 40–50% of that of the specimens 
with e/h = 0.2. In Table 3, it can be observed that the displacement ductility factor of the 
specimens with e/h = 0.6 can increased by 25–155% compared with the specimens with e/h 
= 0.2. 

 
Figure 11. N-Δ curves of SRC columns with different eccentricities. 

  

0 5 10 15 20 25
0

500

1000

1500

2000

N
/k

N

Δ/mm

   ρ=3.63%，e/h=0.2
   ρ=5.13%，e/h=0.2
   ρ=6.62%，e/h=0.2
   ρ=3.63%，e/h=0.6
   ρ=5.13%，e/h=0.6
   ρ=6.62%，e/h=0.6

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
0

500

1000

1500

2000

N
/k

N

Δ/mm

   Q2S6E2V1

   Q4S3E2V1

   Q4S5E2V1

   Q4S6E2V1

   Q6S6E2V1

   Q6S6E2V5

   Q2S6E6V1

   Q4S3E6V1

   Q4S5E6V1

   Q4S6E6V1

   Q6S6E6V1

   Q6S6E6V5

Figure 10. N-∆ curves of SRC columns with different steel ratio.

3.4.3. Influence of Relative Eccentricity on Bearing Capacity and Ductility

Figure 11 shows the load-displacement curve of the specimens at different relative
eccentricity. When the relative eccentricity changed from 0.2 to 0.6, the ultimate bearing
capacity of the specimens decreased remarkably. With either Q460 or Q690, the ultimate
bearing capacity of the specimens with e/h = 0.6 is only 40–50% of that of the specimens
with e/h = 0.2. In Table 3, it can be observed that the displacement ductility factor of the
specimens with e/h = 0.6 can increased by 25–155% compared with the specimens with
e/h = 0.2.
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3.4.4. Influence of Stirrup Spacing on Bearing Capacity and Ductility

As shown in Table 4, it can be concluded that the bearing capacity and ductility of
Q690 SRC columns can be improved by reducing the stirrup spacing. When the stirrup
spacing increased from 100 mm to 50 mm, the bearing capacity and displacement ductility
factor of the specimens with e/h = 0.2 increased by 3.9% and 28.6%, respectively. In addition,
the ultimate bearing capacity and displacement ductility factor of the specimens with e/h
= 0.6 increased by 10.6% and 14.6%, respectively. The load-displacement curves of the
specimens with different stirrup spacing are shown in Figure 12.
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3.5. Concrete Cross-Sectional Strain Distribution

Figure 13 shows the concrete strain distribution along the height of a high strength
SRC column. It can be observed that the concrete strain varies almost linearly along the
column height, which is basically consistent with the plane section assumption. In addition,
the neutral axis of the specimen with e/h = 0.6 moved to the compression side continuously
with increasing load, and the neutral axis position of the specimens with e/h = 0.2 did not
change significantly.
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Figure 13. Strain distribution of concrete in the middle section of column: (a) the specimen Q4S6E2V1; (b) the specimen
Q4S6E6V1.

4. Comparison and Analysis of Test and Calculated Results

Section 3.3 of Eurocode 4-2004 and section I1-3 of AISC360-16 stipulate that the steel
yield strength in SRC composite structures should not exceed 460 and 525 MPa, respectively.
Section 3.1.6 of JGJ138-2016 stipulates that the steel grade of SRC composite structures
should not exceed Q420. Note that the present paper uses the codes mentioned above to
calculate the bearing capacity of specimens to investigate their applicability to high-strength
SRC columns.

Eurocode 4-2004 defines the failure principle of SRC columns with a simplified M-N
interaction curve, as shown in Figure 14. The points A, B, C, and D are the characteristic
points of the curve under different load. The stress distribution of the characteristic points
in the M–N interaction curve is shown in Figure 15.
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Figure 14. M–N interaction curve of Eurocode 4-2004.
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Where Npl,Rd is the maximum bearing capacity of SRC column only under axial load;
Npm,Rd stands for the bearing capacity of concrete at point C; Mpl,Rd is the flexural capacity
of composite columns in pure bending state; Mmax,Rd represents the flexural capacity of
SRC column when tension steel flange and compression steel flange yield at the same time.

Point A represents the axial compression state of the SRC column. The mechanical
equilibrium equation is:

NA = Npl,Rd = 0.85 fc
′Ac + fy Aa + fs As, MA = 0 (1)

Point B represents the pure bending state of the SRC column. The mechanical equilib-
rium equation is:

NB = 0, MB = Mpl,Rd = MD − 0.85Whc f ′ hc/2−Wha fha (2)

Point C represents the eccentric compression state. Note that, points B and C have the
same bending moment, and the mechanical equilibrium equation is:

NC = Npl,Rd = 0.85 fc
′Ac, MC = MB (3)

Point D is the cut-off point between large eccentric compression and small eccentric
compression. The mechanical equilibrium equation is:

ND = 0.5NC, MD = 0.85Wc fc
′/2 + Wa fa + Ws fs (4)

where NA, NB, NC and ND stand for the axial bearing capacity of SRC column when at
stress state of point A, B, C and D; NA, NB, NC and ND denote the flexural capacity of SRC
column when at stress state of point A, B, C and D.

In general, the bearing capacity of SRC columns in different stages of the M–N interac-
tion curve is obtained by:

Nu−Npm,Rd
Npl,Rd−Npm,Rd

+ Mu/αM
Mpl,Rd

= 1 (AC)
Nu−0.5Npm,Rd

0.5Npm,Rd
+

Mu/αM−Mpl,Rd
Mmax,Rd−Mpl,Rd

= 1 (CD)

Nu
0.5Npm,Rd

+
Mu/αM−Mmax,Rd
Mpl,Rd−Mmax,Rd

= 1 (BD)

(5)

where Ac, Ac, and As denote the cross-sectional area of the concrete, steel, and longitudinal
reinforcement; fy, f ′c , and fs are the compressive strength of the section steel, concrete, and
reinforcement, respectively; αM is the reduction factor of bending capacity; Wc, Wa, and Ws
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are the modulus of the bending section of concrete, steel, and reinforcement; and Wha, Whc
are the modulus of the bending section of steel and concrete in the range of 2hn.

The American code, AISC360-16, transforms the reinforced concrete section of SRC
column into an equivalent steel section. This code stipulates the bearing capacity of
SRC columns under eccentric load using the pure steel structure formula. The specific
calculation method is: {

Pr
Pn

+ 8Mr
9Mn
≤ 1.0 Pr

Pn
≥ 0.2

Pr
2Pn

+ Mr
Mn
≤ 1.0 Pr

Pn
≤ 0.2

(6)

 Pn = Pn0

[
0.658(

Pn0
Pe )
]

Pn0
Pe
≤ 2.25

Pn = 0.877Pe
Pn0
Pe
≥ 2.25

(7)

Pn0 = fy As + fysr Asr + 0.85 fc
′Ac (8)

where As and Asr are the cross-sectional area of steel and longitudinal reinforcement,
respectively. f ′y, fysr, and f ′c represent the compressive strength of the steel, longitudinal
reinforcement, and concrete, respectively; Mr stands for the flexural bearing capacity; Mn
is the flexural bearing capacity under pure bending, and Pe is the elastic critical yield load.

The concrete sectional stress distribution, calculated using Chinese code JGJ138-2016,
is shown in Figure 16. The calculation method for the bearing capacity of SRC column is as
follows:

N ≤ α1 fcbx + f ′y A′s + f ′a A′a f − σs As − σa Aa f + Naw (9)

Ne ≤ α1 fcbx(h0 −
x
2
) + f ′y A′s(h0 − a′s) + f ′a A′a f (h0 − a′a) + Maw (10)

where α1 is the concrete pressure influence coefficient; A′c, A′s, and A′a indicate the cross-
sectional area of the concrete, reinforcement, and section steel, respectively; Aa f and Aa f ′

are the area of steel tension flange and compression flange; fc, f ′y, and f ′a are the design
value of the compressive strength of concrete, reinforcement, and section steel, respectively;
b is the height of cross section, h0 is the effective height of cross section, x is the equivalent
compression height of concrete; σa and σs represent the stress of the tension section of steel
and reinforcement; Naw and Maw are the axial force and bending moment of steel web.
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The test results and numerical results of the bearing capacity calculated using Eu-
rocode 4-2004, AISC360-16, and JGJ138-2016 are listed in Table 5.
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Table 5. Comparison of calculation results and test results of various codes.

Specimens Test Results
Nu/kN

Eurocode 4-2004 AISC360-16 JGJ138-2016

NE/kN NE/Nu − 1 NA/kN NA/Nu − 1 NJ/kN NJ/Nu − 1

Q2S6E2V1 1433 1288 −10.1% 889 −38.0% 1303 −9.1%
Q4S3E2V1 1452 1214 −16.4% 910 −37.3% 1282 −11.7%
Q4S5E2V1 1627 1393 −14.4% 1063 −34.7% 1429 −12.2%
Q4S6E2V1 1761 1565 −11.1% 1278 −27.4% 1693 −3.9%
Q6S6E2V1 1789 1821 1.8% 1580 −11.7% 1864 4.2%
Q6S6E2V5 1859 1821 −2.0% 1580 −15.0% 1864 0.3%
Q2S6E6V1 666 491 −26.3% 412 −38.1% 656 −1.5%
Q4S3E6V1 603 426 −29.4% 424 −29.7% 611 1.3%
Q4S5E6V1 654 523 −20.0% 505 −22.8% 706 8.0%
Q4S6E6V1 761 656 −13.8% 622 −18.3% 872 14.6%
Q6S6E6V1 843 803 −4.7% 787 −6.6% 964 14.4%
Q6S6E6V5 932 803 −13.8% 787 −15.6% 964 3.4%

The bearing capacity of Q235, Q460, and Q690 SRC columns using Eurocode 4-2004 is
mostly less than the test results, except that the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V1
is 1.8% larger than the test results. This is due to the flexural strength reduction factor in
Equation (5), which prevents premature concrete collapse when the steel strength is high.
However, for the specimen Q6S6E2V1, Q690 steel did not yield, thus, the test result is lower
than calculated results [24,25]. For some specimens with ordinary steel, the differences
between calculated and test results are high. Simultaneous reducing of the bending capacity
of the steel and the concrete in Equation (7) causes the contribution of steel to become
low, implying that the steel strength and the steel ratio are low. Thus, the reduction of the
flexural bearing capacity of concrete is too large.

Note that AISC360-16 underestimates the bearing capacity of all specimens, and the
deviation generally decreases with the increase of steel strength and steel ratio. It also
presents safety design in formulas to prevent that when the steel strength and steel ratio
are large, premature collapse of concrete leads to the large calculated results.

From Table 5, it can be found that JGJ138-2016 underestimated the bearing capacity
of some specimens when the steel was fully functional. However, it also can be observed
that the calculated results of some specimens overestimate the test results because the
contribution of steel was not maximized, which is not safe for engineering.

5. Numerical Analysis

According to the method of strain compatibility method, the peak strain of C50
confined concrete is far less than the yield strain of Q690 steel. Thus, the peak load appears
too early because the premature collapse of the concrete takes away most of the bearing
capacity. Therefore, the contribution of Q690 steel cannot be maximized. It implies that,
increasing the peak strain of confined concrete can improve the utilization ratio of high-
strength steel, which can be interpreted from two aspects. One is to improve the strength
of concrete grade, and the other is to improve the confinement degree of stirrups [26]. As
the confined effect of the specimens Q6S6E2D5 and Q6S6E6V5 are raised by narrowing the
stirrup spacing in the test, this paper mainly analyzed the expanding parameters from the
aspect of improving the concrete grade. Hence, the finite element analysis was carried out
to verify the accuracy of the strain compatibility method. Table 6 illustrates the bearing
capacity of specimens calculated by finite element analysis.
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Table 6. Specimens under finite element analysis.

Specimen Concrete Relative Eccentricity Simulation Results

Q6S6E2V1 C50 0.2 1317
Q6S6E2V1-C80 C80 0.2 1735

Q6S6E2V1-C100 C100 0.2 1841
Q6S6E6V1 C50 0.6 815

Q6S6E6V1-C80 C80 0.6 924
Q6S6E6V1-C100 C100 0.6 957

5.1. Establishment of Finite Element Model

Based on the material property test, a finite element model of the specimens was
established using the ABAQUS software. Figure 17a displays the typical specimen models
according to the test parameters. In addition, an eight-node hexahedral linear reduction
integral stress element (C3D8R) was used for the concrete and steel in the finite element
model. Two-node three-dimensional truss elements (T3D2) were employed for the rein-
forcement, as well. Friction was defined at the interface between the concrete and the steel
to account for their bonding. The grid was divided according to the length:width:depth =
1.0:1.0:2.5 [27].
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The material properties of the steel and reinforcement were obtained from the coupon
tests. In addition, for the concrete, the confinement effect of the stirrups was considered.
Figure 17b shows the concrete section. The uniaxial compression stress–strain curve of the
concrete without any confinement was determined using the Concrete Structures (GB50010-
2010) [28]. The stress–strain relationship of the stirrup confined concrete was calculated by
Equation (11) [29]:

σ =
fccxr

r− 1 + xr (11)

x = ε/εcc r = Ec/(Ec − Esec) Esec = fcc/εcc fcc = k fc0 εcc = [1 + 5(k− 1)]εc0

where σ is the stress of confined concrete; fcc is the compressive strength of confined
concrete; Ec, Esec are the elasticity and secant modulus of concrete, respectively; fc0 is the
axial compressive strength of the unconfined concrete; k denotes the improvement efficient
of the strength and strain.

5.2. Finite Element Parametric Study

Table 6 presents the calculated results of the bearing capacity of the specimens by the
finite element model. For both specimens Q6S6E2V1 and Q6S6E6V1, the calculated results
are less than the test results. As shown in the Figure 18, when e/h = 0.2, the compression and
tension flanges of Q690 steel did not yield. In addition, only the longitudinal reinforcement
in the compression zone yielded, while it did not yield in the tensile zone. The maximum
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strength of the compression flange was only 64% of the yield strength. When e/h = 0.6, only
the compression flange of Q690 steel yielded, while the longitudinal reinforcement in the
tension and compression zones yielded together. These results are in good agreement with
the test results.

Buildings 2021, 11, 639 19 of 24 
 

 
(a) e/h = 0.2 

 
(b) e/h = 0.6 

Figure 18. Stress–field nephogram of the specimens Q6S6E2V1 and Q6S6E6V1: (a) the specimen Q6S6E2V1; (b) the specimen 
Q6S6E6V1. 

Figure 19 shows the calculated load-displacement curves of specimens. For Speci-
men Q6S6E2V1-C80, the bearing capacity increased by 31.7% compared with the specimen 
Q6S6E2V1. However, the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V1-C100 was only 6.1% 
higher than that of specimen Q6S6E2V1-C80, even though C100 was used in the specimen. 
Similarly, the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C80 increased by 13.4% com-
pared with that of the specimen Q6S6E6V1. However, the bearing capacity of the specimen 
Q6S6E6V1-C100 was only 2.7% higher than that of the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C80. Combined 
with cloud graph analysis in Figure 20, it can be found that the utilization ratio of steel 
increases with the increase of concrete strength. 

When e/h = 0.2, under the ultimate bearing capacity of specimens Q6S6E2V1-C80 and 
Q6S6E2V1-C100, the compression flanges of their Q690 steel both reached the yield 
strength, as shown in Figure 20a. In addition, the steel provided more bearing capacity so 
that the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V1-C80 was higher than that of specimen 
Q6S6E2V1. Note that using concrete C80 and C100 can both make full use of the steel strain 

Figure 18. Stress–field nephogram of the specimens Q6S6E2V1 and Q6S6E6V1: (a) the specimen Q6S6E2V1; (b) the specimen
Q6S6E6V1.

Figure 19 shows the calculated load-displacement curves of specimens. For Specimen
Q6S6E2V1-C80, the bearing capacity increased by 31.7% compared with the specimen
Q6S6E2V1. However, the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V1-C100 was only
6.1% higher than that of specimen Q6S6E2V1-C80, even though C100 was used in the
specimen. Similarly, the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C80 increased by
13.4% compared with that of the specimen Q6S6E6V1. However, the bearing capacity of the
specimen Q6S6E6V1-C100 was only 2.7% higher than that of the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C80.
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Combined with cloud graph analysis in Figure 20, it can be found that the utilization ratio
of steel increases with the increase of concrete strength.
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Figure 20. Stress–field nephogram of the specimens Q6S6E2V1-C80 and Q6S6E6V1-C1s00: (a) the specimen Q6S6E2V1-C80;
(b) the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C100.

When e/h = 0.2, under the ultimate bearing capacity of specimens Q6S6E2V1-C80 and
Q6S6E2V1-C100, the compression flanges of their Q690 steel both reached the yield strength,
as shown in Figure 20a. In addition, the steel provided more bearing capacity so that
the bearing capacity of the specimen Q6S6E2V1-C80 was higher than that of specimen
Q6S6E2V1. Note that using concrete C80 and C100 can both make full use of the steel strain
capacity. Thus, the increasing bearing capacity between the specimens Q6S6E2V1-C100
and Q6S6E2V1-C80 is only because the bearing capacity of concrete strength increases.
In addition, the brittleness of super high-strength concrete is large, and the increasing
magnitude of bearing capacity between the specimens Q6S6E2V1-C100 and Q6S6E2V1-C80
is smaller.

In addition, when e/h = 0.6, the tensile flange of Q690 steel in the specimens Q6S6E6V1-
C80 and Q6S6E6V1-C100 yielded under the ultimate bearing capacity. As shown in
Figure 20b, the utilization ratio of steel was improved as well. Note that the previous
explanation for Q6S6E2V1-C100 can also justify the slight increasing magnitude in bearing
capacity of the specimen Q6S6E6V1-C100.

It is worth mentioning that the behavior described above verifies the accuracy of the
strain compatibility method. According to fib-CEB Model Code 2010 [24], the calculated
peak strain of C50 confined concrete (ε0) is around 0.0015, and ε0 of C80 confined concrete
is about 0.0035 and that of C100 is around 0.004. In addition, the calculated yield strain
of Q690 (εy) is around 0.0034. The peak strain of C80 confined concrete is closest to εy.
Thus, the contribution of Q690 steel and C80 concrete can be maximized under the ultimate
bearing capacity. Therefore, in this test, C80 concrete was more suitable for designing the
Q690 SRC columns.

6. Discussion

The finite element analysis erifies the accuracy of the study and proves that the strain
compatibility method is suitable for SRC columns under eccentric load. Therefore, the
correct method of calculating the stress and strain of confined concrete should be given in
this part.
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In order to design the SRC columns more reasonably, the strain compatibility method
can be used as the judgment criterion. The stress–strain curve of confined concrete can be
calculated by the Equations (12)–(14) [17,30]:

σ2=wc fcd(1−
sc

ac
)(1− sc

bc
)(1− ∑ b2

i /6
acbc

) (12)

fck,c

fck
= 1 + 3.5(

σ2

fck
)

3
4 (13)

εc2,c = εc2

[
1 + 5

(
fck,c

fck
− 1
)]

(14)

where σ2(= σ3) is the effective lateral compressive stress at the ULS due to confinement; fck
stands for the characteristic compressive strength of concrete; fck,c is the value of confined
concrete; εc2 is the strain at reaching the maximum strength; εc2,c is the strain of confined
concrete at reaching maximum strength.

εc2,c ≈ εy = fa/Ea (15)

where fa and Ea represent the yield stress and elastic modulus of section steel, respectively.
Then, according to Equation (15), the suitable steel strength, yield strain, and yield stress
are deduced. In this way, the utilization ratio of various materials can be significantly
improved.

Refer to [7–17] to observe whether the SRC column or CFT column under different
load and the strain compatibility method has the research significance in the design of
specimens. Nowadays, saving resources is still advocated by the world. It is necessary to
improve the utilization rate of materials and avoid waste in any engineering project. In the
future, such methods and ideas can continue to be developed and used in more areas to
better maintain the sustainable development of human society.

7. Conclusions

In this paper, the mechanical properties of high-strength SRC columns under eccentric
load and the applicability of current specifications for calculating the bearing capacity of
high-strength SRC columns was studied. A total of 12 SRC columns were tested under
eccentric load. The test results were analyzed using the parameters of steel strength, steel
ratio, relative eccentricity, and stirrup spacing. The failure modes and load-displacement
curves were also studied in detail. In addition, the bearing capacity of the specimens was
calculated using some specifications, including Eurocode 4-2004, AISC360-16, and JGJ138-
2016. Compared with the test results, it was found that the specifications are conservative.
Based on these specifications, it was found that when Q690 steel is used, the steel did not
yield at all for some specimens. Therefore, the idea of strain compatibility method can be
used to increase the of concrete strength so that the peak strain of confined concrete and
the utilization ratio of Q690 steel increase. The expanded parameter analysis was carried
out by a finite element model, and the accuracy of the strain compatibility method was
verified. Based on the numerical analysis, the reasonable design advice of SRC columns
under eccentric load was discussed. The conclusions drawn from the experimental and
numerical analyses are summarized as follows.

1. The bearing capacity of SRC column increases with the steel (strength) grade increas-
ing. The ductility coefficient of SRC column increases obviously when the steel grade
is raised from Q235 to Q460 and Q690. In addition, the ductility coefficient of Q690
SRC column is much higher than that of Q460 steel specimens.

2. The ductility of high-strength SRC columns can increase by 25–155% when the relative
eccentricity increases from 0.2 to 0.6; the bearing capacity and ductility of high-
strength SRC columns can be improved by increasing the steel ratio. Decreasing the
stirrup spacing can improve the bearing capacity and ductility of Q690 SRC columns.
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3. The bearing capacity of SRC column measured in the test was compared with the
bearing capacity calculated by Eurocode 4-2004, AISC360-16 and JGJ138-2016 specifi-
cations. It was found that the calculated results of Eurocode 4-2004 and AISC360-16
generally tend to be conservative, while the calculated results of JGJ138-2016 for
high-strength SRC columns are generally safe when e/h is equal to 0.2 and unsafe
when e/h is equal to 0.6.

4. It was also found that the strain compatibility method should be used for designing
SRC columns. In addition, the peak strain of confined concrete should be close to
the yield strain of steel. In this way, the contribution of materials can be maximized
when the ultimate bearing capacity of SRC columns is reached, and the waste of the
materials can be avoided.
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