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Behavioral analysis of Corbel using Nonlinear Finite Element Analysis
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TA53851987UUY (Superstructure) LYY @EWIY 81AITABUNTA
wSumdn uazsruuiiudusasy egdlsfinuannisinemuda
Fudrnutuytresasnuiidaldnuundunannuindani
Bomeiatuuinuuduyindesfidnvugnisgaseuesnsunie
quituiamandsenadwmadeauansalunssuiminuay
audaonfovediassaindaesay vuidedyadunisdne
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Fadurerldurfszidouisinluied wudiienevuuulddadu
(Nonlinear Finite Element Analysis) @1311503180a0ng#An351v84
pounIEsumanldogtautiug msdnwilvhniadieudioy
wainssuvaauuying (Corbel) melddouludndimsozuse
1R0UADIZzUTEANSAIN (shear span-to-effective depth ratio)
sy 0.10, 0.15, 0.20 WAz 0.25 ANEINU NNANSANE
WuhdnsdusruzusReusesrerUsedniam fnaronisuuse
Hougegaveanduydng
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Abstract

The corbel

projecting from a reinforced concrete column or wall,

is a cantilevered structural element
primarily responsible for supporting and transferring loads
from the superstructure, such as bridges, reinforced concrete
buildings, and precast floor systems. However, studies have
revealed that corbels in long-service bridges often exhibit
damage, characterized by concrete deterioration and
exposure of reinforcement, which may compromise the load-

carrying capacity and overall safety of the structure.

This research focuses on investigating the behavior of corbels
under applied loads using ATENA software, a nonlinear finite
element analysis (NLFEA) program capable of accurately
simulating the behavior of reinforced concrete structures.
The study compares the behavior of corbels under varying
shear span-to-effective depth ratios (a/d) of 0.10, 0.15, 0.20,
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and 0.25, respectively. The results indicate that the shear
span-to-effective depth ratio significantly influences the
ultimate shear capacity of corbels.

Corbel, Finite Element Method,
Reinforced Concrete

Keywords: Nonlinear
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U290y avwumeunIaadumanvatswiadongnisldanu
08198 1UIU 91NNsAsIUTIEanUTTuy e (Corbel) 109
armuursisidaldnunuudniinmudemeiatuusaa
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demasenuansalunisfuiimiinuazauvasaseves
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wiuydng (Corbel) Wupsdusznavddylulassadrsag i
ﬁwwﬁﬁﬁiaa%’umuuazmaLLiaaaajmaaiw%aLmazwm Aauansly
Ui 1 Teelutiuyindussuuasnuasdosiuusadeugauas
Tuuddaandhminussmnasiuazdmiinussmnasesasmiu
nseanLuUwaENTIATIsikduy et ngndesddanud Ay
sonnuiiunwuazanuUaenfoveslasaiisarnu Tnouduyia
Forndusnaiianulidedswswsiniely wse Dregion
(Discontinuity Region) [1] vl e99nddnvaizniasvindad
Fudou vieinadsuiimmnasnsyandaveausaniel (Stress
concentration) euanssannuinnduvedlasadne Fuansly
gﬂﬁ 2

Ul SHinguasasdiiiolinszmgRnssumesutuydie
gnTdIuLTLdouraTragALAnUIEANS AW (shear span-to-
effective depth ratio) fis¥ey 0.10, 0.15, 0.20 war 0.25 lnglu
9f# Abdul-Razzaq & Dawood [2] levin1s@nwinansznuves
ShndunsadounassazanudnUszansamiiszey 0.5, 1 uas
1.5 9inmsnaasmuin et a/d Winfunruaansalunssu
dwiinveautiuydnsdunlduanasszinas 17-55% muidelu
oindwrmn1sAnuilugaeet a/d isuan luunaud Sady
N3AnIAYae a/d T¥ming 0.10-0.25 1 psannidunisadia
wuuraesweuiiuyinsweasnuuimiledesissozveautiuydng
Aroutenaran a/d sndrnuddeneuntindegraditoddy
il lumsfinuniflduszgndldss douislnlufefiuuduuulsigs
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L& U (Nonlinear Finite Element Analysis, NLFEA) A281UshAsu
ATENA FaanunsndraesngAnssuidudouvesutuydianield
Az Ideganden eluewiananansatnaild
MnMslATgiinUszyndtuasniuneunImaTumaniituuy
elailiAneudsmeussiionsnisldnuasmuiiinndsiu

UM 1 MwazBunvesuluyd (2]

P

53U 2 lassa$s D region Uae B region [4]

| —Ase (primal
reinforcement)

L < h,
4
¥
., h L, hy oy
(b) Change in Column (c) Transfer Girder
or Wall Geometry Supporting a Column
h
. ¥ h
h | I + O </h

: h h
¥ ¥ # ¥
( (e) Opening in Beam

h D B - Region

4 D - Region

(d) Double Corbel

2. %’UWQUﬂqiﬁq L‘ﬁm'm
2.1 AnwguuuunsIvAYewu iy

wluydeauisoudsguuuunisitiesnidu 6 suuuu

(5,6 ﬁmamﬁugﬂﬁ 3 Lmzﬁnmmﬁﬂﬂléfﬁqﬁ

(n)  MIIVALUUAY (Flexural Tension Failure) lAARINLTIAS
TumdniasundnsuusaiuiuaigSuusaiafisouli
ldrounindiuaisaniLazsideanuaiunsalunis
Juuss (gu 3(n)

(@) n15I0RLUUnALdYe (Diagonal Shear Failure) tina1n
ABUNIAUSIIUSULSIOR SULTIDALA UMY danali
lassasdumaineuminizasn anngudnfedada
pounIndmienseusdliauna (3U 3()

(M  nsIURALUULEeU (Shear Failure) AMANENARIINULTS
Wauguiuasuldvesaeunin inlvilAnsessadesdng
sewdetulen (5U 3(A)

(@) n1970ReIAUIILUIUDY (Failure due to Horizontal
Loads) LAAIINUIILUIUBY 19U 21NNSHARINS DATU
avanauinsesnuazItRluTign (3U 3(9)

@ a5ivRIANsEamanliliiesne (Loss of Anchorage)
awavdniinanndniasuvdniissezildliiisme vili
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AansasnAeudURnmun ulasuusddund fo
Junsithwuumies (Ductile) (3U 3(3)

@ n15TURLUUUAe Ala UK U895 U (Bearing Failure)
ADUNSALALKLSULSWOARUAEY uinANudeneLuy
undn uilvlamenisesnuuunkusessulinssanaussls
Fuazidontanfivansau (U 3@)

31]17! 3 gﬂLLUUﬂWﬁﬁlaﬂJmLLﬁum%’N (n) Flexural Tension Failure, (V)

) @ ®

(] (2)

Diagonal Shear Failure,(d) Shear Failure (1) Failure due to
Horizontal Loads ,(3) Loss of Anchorage of main reinforcement
() Bearing Failure [7]

22 mswenilanaivvewtuytinessideuisnisn
Inludiodiugd 3 47

Tassaddlneitiluuanmginssuidludnvandadunarlids
W nengAnssuveslassadiswuuldilady danududou way
#oserfedoyadi varnuarslunisuseiliuna winldiiesnis
Anseimaguienatlugtoianatn dafu Seszgndldsedou
35 lusiodwusiuuy 3 98 (3D Finite Element Analysis) 1l
Fraoauduydns lnsunanuilldinsaiauuassuduydis
A281UskN5U GID Simulation LazTIATIZRN19LATIATI9A Y
TUsunsu ATENA

221 n1saNLYYTIaeenelUsInTI GID Simulation
Funounsatrauusiaseadamans (8] osnlunuy
eafslifiseasiBonvosutuying Fwvhnsasituinnpauite
WmsTauunn aszeziasimumieandnaeeses Ferro Scan
Ingiiidadanauninminiu 30 MPa lnglisneasidunvasnmuauia
yospounInuarauautRvesvindimsied 1 uay 2 muddy
TABA1#19997198991n911398 Canha, R. M. F et al [9]

= wa o
M19799 1 AUAUUAYDIABUNIA

Parameter Formula
Material Prototype CC3DNonLinCementitious2
Young Modulus (MPa) 25,000
Poisson’ Ratio 0.2

Tensile Strength (MPa) 1.81
Compressive Strength (MPa) 30

Fracture Energy (MN/m) 4525 x10°
Critical compressive -0.5
displacement (mm)

Compressive strength reduction 0.8

factor of crack concrete
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Parameter Formula —

Material Prototype CCCyclingReinforcement

Elastic of Modulus (GPa) 200

Yield Strength (MPa)

- Deformed Bar 390
Ultimate Tensile Strength (MPa) L FL
y
- Deformed Bar 560
o % ' < o A % o
yonandinisadunumnansossuiiieliusansgyin [ Steel plate
nszangldvindunaeniantdidin lneauaudfvounundnilu [] Concrete
Solid Steel wila Steel Von Mises 3D [10] uagmvunfAuauds B steel
fa3199 3 wazvhnisasnsuudnasdlasmiang (mesh) -
519t 3 AruaniRveuHLIMAn
U7 5 wuudhasandniasy

Parameter Formula

Material Prototype CC3DBilinearSteelVonMises

Elastic of Modulus (GPa) 200

Hardening Modulus (GPa) 10

Poisson’ Ratio 0.3

Yield Strength (MPa) 550
Ingseaziduauuuiasinouniauaziuuiaouniniasudegud
4 uag 5 uazuuudaeinisaialasiniUiy (mesh) Fsgud 6

: v
1—» ®
/&=
5UN 6 uuudaeanisasdlasemndie (Mesh)
222 msaeTeiuudiassglusinss ATENA

[ Steelplate
[[] Concrete

. Steel

i

5U# 4 uuudnaesemunin
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Ma991nE51UUT1a89a8lUsunTy GiD Simulation 397
A153AsIERAelUsuNIN ATENA TaevinnsTiasigvilaguds
FIUNUIBATIE LTI D UABTEBEANENUTEENT AN (shear
span-to-effective depth ratio) lown 0.10, 0.15, 0.20 wag 0.25
wevhmsmidsuusadeugegnveutiuydig

3. NANISAEUIU

3.1 massuusudougigaveuthiys

Ul 7 uanamansiasesiddsiunsadeugsaavautiuy
419 (Corbel) nelditoulydnmdiussorusidouraszozaudn
Uszansnn nuieidsussadiunlduananilowdsuniasn
wUs Sasrdutiusadousonudn (a/d) Tnefogadisnsidy
srezusudousnaszaraudnUszAnsamd 0.10 azwuanden



NGCE3(

M15Us2gNAvINTTIAINTINIES IR A
U 28-30 NOWAIAN 2568 2.U5ZAIUAS

¥
&

399 30

o

=

The 30" National Convention on Civil Engineering

s

VUS May 28-30, 2025, Prachuap Khiri Khan, THAILAND

Mdasuusadeugunniigail 265 kN waziilodadruszezuse
douriossorarmdnusransaiiutuiiszey 0.15, 0.20 uay
0.25 pud1du wudAIMaSuLsuougegnvesusiagsrez i
anasi 222, 213 uag 201 AU

Peak Load

300

250

201

200

150

Load (KN)

100

50

0.1 0.15 0.20 0.25
Shear Span Ratio

FUR 7 wrunnuamidssusadeugean

32 n75lnva (Deflection)

Pnransienzinlgszifeulludiedudalslusunsy
ATENA 99nn519ansnuduiusseninaussiinsgsin (Load) fu
n1slAss (Deflection) waauluyinsnouniaedumannieldani
LANA9A U RIIEIUTEEEIAOURDAMNEAN (shear span-to-
effective depth ratio, a/d) laun 0.10,0.15,0.20 wag 0.25
NUIENI1EIU a/d ANaeg19TRAuABNgANITUTINATDIRIA
91715 lneguil 8 Feszuzdmsdrunsaudousionnudnd 0.10
wanaridsunsadeugaaiiannnsnduls 265 KN Aewinnns
anaseg1959a157 uandliiiududundredifian a/d oil
mnuasnsalunsfuusadouldgean uaduuluiazduman
WU IZsnATY (orittle failure)

dlodn a/d Wiaduidu 0.15, 0.20 way 0.25 AuaNFU Wsadi
wluydreansasuldaganasednstnau vusdedtiunisinegh
(deflection) *71'6‘1’7Lmu'aﬁLLidqaqmﬁluama&ﬂéTULﬁu%u Faguii 12
Feaeeuimginssuiiiaumilen (ductile) inntu wagnsivh
flsiiAndusiuil shlvanunsogedundsnuewianisdt@ildun
?Tu%ﬂﬁ@mﬂé’mﬁmmmm Abdul-Razzaq & Dawood [2] e
Jmsifiuen a/d 990 0.5 18U 1.5 anfdsunsiaauagiiunisde
sUagalitlyddny

Shear Span Ratio (a/d)
300

250 ——ald 0.1

Load (kN)
N N
g 8

g

50

Deflection (mm)

5UN 8 dndiusvusussdeusossuraudnyszdnsaini 0.1

Shear Span Ratio (a/d)

—ald0.15
200

150

Load (kN)

Deflection (mm)

JUN 9 dandiuszesusdousiosreranufindsedvinmi 0.15

Shear Span Ratio (a/d)
250

—aid0.20

200

150

Load (kN)

100

Deflection (mm)

5UN 10 dandhussezussdeusossezauiinuss@nsaimi 0.20

Shear Span Ratio (a/d)
250

~——ald 0.25
200

150

Load (kN)

100

50

Deflection (mm)

JUN 11 Sasdusvevussousiosvesaudnuszdnsamd 0.25

iermanisiasgridiessfoulnludieduudannsnians
AU sEminaussfingeyin (Load) funsTrsd (Deflection) wes
NNIreednsdIusTerLIdaunasreraNanysedns aannudn
SasndustozusadousioszormnudnUsyaviam a/d fidestaeiin
Adsfuusadouveutiuying udanmumisivemginssy luvaed
M1 a/d figendn udfazfinnuanunselunisuusanas usnduiingdnasy
fimidsauarUasadsainnisdtinuudundunndu n1sTiaseid
aonndesiutnAnmamguilusunamansvadlassaineiiseyinloud
fisvoidoudu (short shear span) 924 auseenLd 8 (diagonal
compressive struts) lfilUszansnmannnin Ssanunsnduussldgeiu
wiagingausilewinsessidou (shear cracking)
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Shear Span Ratio (afd)

300
—a/d 0.1

—a/d 0.15
250 —a/d 0.20

—ald 0.25

N o
g 8

Load (kN)

g

50

Deflection (mm)

JUN 12 WSsuileudnndussesls@ausiossusaudnUszdnsan
#0.10,0.15,0.20 waz 0.25

4. doag

unauildduiunisieseiutiugdie Corbel) Tngld
seilouiSmamalnludeduuduuulai@adu (Nonlinear Finite
Element Analysis) Hunvudiasslaseadieaislusunsy GiD
Simulation wazn1531AT eV UTUSUNSU ATENA 1t 8@ nwn
NANSENUVDIONTIAIUTLELLSIRBURBTEaEANUANUTEANT AN
(shear span-to-effective depth ratio) kazanyuzN15I TRV
wluyd1s nmsiieseinuIndnsdiuszezidousaniudn
UsgAnSnm (a/d) flunnanaiu wuindnsidu a/d fuanseny
sgedaausengAnssuidanaveseadoras Taguluydneidan
a/d i Wushsdusrezusadeudestaraudnyseansamd
0.10 ansnfuusadeugeanldunnniniienssuiisuiuaid
A1 a/d gan31 eg1alsiny weAnssunisiv@lunsdidenandl
wualdudunuusg (Brittle failure) ?juﬁm?jyua&haﬁuwa”ma:
linanamsifioudisuth Tunmanduiu uduyineifien a/d g 1wu
SnTdusEaTLSuEpuResTaEALENUSTANS AT 0.25 uiias
Fuusaldsindn usuanmginssunisidesuuuumies (ductile
failure) %ﬁmman@ﬂ%uwa"amuiﬁmﬂ%uﬂ'@mﬁmmﬁﬁ’ﬁ Tagn
sULuUNITRlugaTdustesusudeurosserAIAnUsEaNS
AN (shear span-to-effective depth ratio) i 0.10,0.15,0.20 ¥
ﬁé’ﬂwwgmwumﬁﬁaﬁ
Shear Failure) wifishsdiuszezusudourosvozaudnyse
AN300 (shear span-to-effective depth ratio) #i 0.25 suuuy
ns3UATuu g URlugUuuun1sIURLUUA S (Flexural
Tension Failure) tinanussaslumdniasunaniiudagiin vinli
AaUN3RdINELANS LAz EEA LA SN SS UL TR e LT B9
dnifnanUSunanvaniasuvsenisoanglidifisame

138n77 AMTIURALUUNALIBS (Diagonal

NANISANBIRINa1T Wl fuisanudrdgveanisiden
Sasndu a/d fmunzanlun1sennuuuaIReIAIsABUNI MLESY
wian Tnstannglunsafidanudesnsteanuudwswazanu
wilevedasadne Jdinalnenswiaruasadelunisldou
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To51 AgAmnssumans guiasnsaiumineds luanuidoute
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