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Abstract

Based on extensive literature review the behaviour of concrete under wide range of compressive and tensile strain rates is
presented. The dynamic compressive strength of concrete can achieve the value of DIF (dynamic increase factor) equal
about 3.5, and the dynamic tensile strength even 13. However, the strain rate response of concrete in tension and compres-
sion in all range of strain rate differs much. In compression strain rate sensitivity should be investigated in two domains,
because of the shift of test results. The reason of division is probably connected with influence of the method of testing and
especially with the specimen shape and size. The article presents also the strain rate sensitivity of new types of cement-based
materials, like RPC, which appears not to differ much from the sensitivity of normal concrete.

Streszczenie

W artykule, w oparciu o szeroki przeglad literaturowy, przeanalizowano zachowanie betonu poddanego szerokiemu zakre-
sowi Sciskajacych i rozciagajacych szybkoSci przemieszczen. Wytrzymalosé betonu poddanego dynamicznym szybkoSciom
przemieszczen Sciskajacych moze osiagnaé 3.5-krotng warto$¢ wytrzymaloSci statycznej. Dynamiczne szybkoSci
przemieszczen rozciagajacych mogg spowodowaé, ze beton osiagnie az 13-krotna wartoS¢ wytrzymaloSci statycznej.
Jednakze odpowiedZ betonu na szybkoSci przemieszczen rozciggajacych znacznie sie rozni od odpowiedzi betonu na szyb-
koSci przemieszczen Sciskajacych. Wrazliwos¢é betonu na szybko$é przemieszczen Sciskajacych powinna byé rozwazana
w dwoch zakresach, ze wzgledu na skok wynikow badan. Przyczyna tego podzialu jest prawdopodobnie zwigzana z metoda
badania, a w szczeg6lnoSci z wymiarami i ksztaltem probek. W artykule zostaly rowniez przeanalizowane nowego typu mate-
rialy, takie jak RPC, ktorych zachowanie okazalo si¢ nie odbiega¢ od zachowania betonu zwyklego.
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1. INTRODUCTION Abrams was the first researcher who noted, in the
1917, that the response of concrete under wide range
of strain rates differs from what is observed under
quasi-static condition [2]. Further, many investigators
confirmed the rate effect on strength, strain and mod-
ulus of elasticity of concrete in compression, tension
and bending. Researchers proved the influence or lack
of influence of the parameters like moisture content,
temperature or type of gravel on rate dependence of
concrete. The discussion in this article is focused on
the experimentally observed strain rate effect on
mechanical properties of concrete in compression and
tension with taking into account the experimental
techniques and related to them specimen shape and
size.

The behaviour of concrete structures under different
strain rates has been extensively studied. Many con-
crete structures can be affected by high strain rates
coming from different sources, like natural hazards
(tornadoes, earthquakes or ocean waves) or industrial
accidents (Figure 1) [1]. The example of concrete
structure can be a nuclear power station, which must
be prepared to withstand dynamic loads due to explo-
sions and impact loadings. To properly design the con-
crete structure for all types of loadings the under-
standing of concrete behaviour under wide range of
strain rate is required.
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Strain rate effect on compressive strength of concrete

2. THE INFLUENCE OF THE STRAIN
RATE ON THE STRENGTH OF CON-
CRETE

A summary of available test data of concrete and
other cement-based materials subjected to different
compressive and tensile strain rates are presented
respectively in Figure 2 and Figure 3. The results are
presented as DIF versus log of strain rate. Dynamic
increase factor (DIF) is defined as the ratio of the
dynamic strength to quasi-static strength. Such defin-
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ition of DIF is optimal because it normalizes differ-
ent quasi-static initial strengths due to different spec-
imen scale and different maturity [3,4].

In this paper not only normal concrete is considered.
Nowadays, many new types of cement-based materials
are used. The development of technology let to
improve many properties of normal concrete, like
strength and durability. An example of new type of
ultra-high-performance concrete can be the reactive
powder concrete (RPC), which is widely investigated
because of its common use [5]. In Figure 2 all new
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Strain rate effect on tensile strength of concrete

types of materials are pointed: UHPCC - ultra high
performance cementitious composites, HSC — high
strength concrete. One of the most important ingredi-
ents of new types of cement-based materials are steel
fibers. Figure 2 and Figure 3 present also the results
obtained from tests on cement-based materials with
the addition of steel fibers (Figure 2: Cavill [5], Lok [6]
0.6%; Figure 3: Fujikake [7] 2%, Kim [8] 1%).
According to Pajak [9] the addition of steel fibers usu-
ally used in structures, less than 2% of volume fraction,
does not affect the strain rate sensitivity of concrete.

All collected results are direct form the authors’

work, apart from Cowell’s results, which were
redrawn after Cotsovos [10].
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2.1. Strain rate sensitivity of concrete in compression

Analyzing Figure 2 an increase in concrete strength
with increasing strain rate can be observed. However,
the results cannot be approximate with one line. All
range of strain rates should be investigated in two
domains according to the behaviour of concrete. In
the first region the slow increase in concrete strength
with the increasing strain rate can be observed. The
maximum dynamic compressive strength in this range
is equal to about 1.8 times the quasi-static strength
(blue line). In the second range of strain rates the
response of concrete is changing. The shift of the
results can be seen with the pronounced strength
increase. The DIF factor achieves the values from 1.0
or even less than 1.0 to about 3.5 (red line). The value
of strain rate in which the answer is changing is called
the transition strain rate. Many authors assign the
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transition strain rate as the strain rate: 60-80 [1/s] —
Ross [19,4]; ~10 [1/s] - Bischoff [18]; Brara [3]. In the
author’s opinion the transition strain rate for com-
pression is close to 10 [1/s] as is shown in Figure 2.
Maybe, the question should be not the position of
transition strain rate, but the real cause of the shift of
the presented results shown in Figure 2? Probably
there are some factors that strongly influence the
results and causes their shift? This issue will be dis-
cussed later on it this paper.

2.2. Strain rate sensitivity of concrete in tension

The strain rate sensitivity of concrete in tension is
graphically presented in Figure 3. The significant
increase of tensile strength, about 13 times the quasi-
static strength, with the increasing strain rate can be
observed. The available results indicate that behav-
iour of concrete under different tensile strain rates is
more uniform in comparison to compression. In the
author’s opinion the transition strain rate cannot be
assigned so, there is only one line to describe the
response of concrete in wide range of strain rates.

Pa

jak

However, some researchers assigned the transition
strain rate: ~1 [1/s] — Brara [3]; 5 [1/s] — Ross [19]; 1-
10 [1/s] — Ross [4].

2.3. Comparison of the strain rate compression and
tension response of concrete

The comparison of results of concrete in wide range
of compressive and tensile strain rates is shown in
Figure 4. The rate effect is pronouncedly higher in
tension than in compression. In the author’s opinion
there are no significant differences in behaviour of
concrete in compression and tension for strain rates
lower than 10! [1/s]. The real differences in the
behaviour of concrete appear for higher strain rates.
The large increase in strength of concrete starts for
lower strain rates in tensile than in compression. In
tensile the DIF factor seem to increase asymptotical-
ly to strain rate about 2:10? [1/s] to reach the value
about 13.0. Whereas, in compression the asymptote is
about 103 [1/s] with the maximum value of DIF = 3.5.
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Figure 4.

Comparison of strain rate effect on tensile and compressive strength
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2.4. Strain rate sensitivity of new cement-based
materials

No apparent differences in the strain rate sensitivity
of new types cement-based materials in comparison
to normal concrete were observed. The values of DIF
factor achieved for new types of cement-based mate-
rials in compression and tensile did not differ much
from the values of DIF obtained for normal concrete.
This materials are characterized by very high strength
of concrete, which may be even 800 MPa! [32].
However, the ultimate strength of the materials pre-
sented in this paper is not much over 300 MPa. Thus,

probably the ultimate strength of concrete is the fac-
tor that does not affect the strain rate sensitivity of
concrete.

3. THE INFLUENCE OF THE EXPERI-
MENTAL TECHNIQUE ON THE STRAIN
RATE SENSITIVITY OF CONCRETE

All presented results are characterized by scatter,
what is associated with, among others, different test-
ing techniques, size and shape of specimens.

To study the behaviour of concrete under wide range
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Figure 5.
Strain rates according to typical testing machines
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Strain rate sensitivity of concrete in compression according to specimen shape and size and testing machine

3/2011

ARCHITECTURE

CIVIL ENGINEERING ENVIRONMENT

81



M.

of strain rates three main groups of machines are
used: hydraulic machines, drop hammer machines
and Split Hopkinson Pressure Bar (SHPB). The
range of strain rates that can be investigated in the
use of each machine is presented in the Figure 5.
There are also two more testing machines: Taylor
Anvil and Flyer Plate. Unfortunately, there is a lack
of available tests conducted with the use of this
machines, so it is not considered in this paper.

To examine the influence of these factors on the
behaviour of concrete in compression (Figure 6) and
tensile (Figure 8) the results were distinguished
according to the method of testing and specimen size
and shape.

3.1. Compression

Comparing Figure 2 and Figure 6, the superposition
of the transition strain rate and the method of testing
can be observed. The hydraulic and drop hammer
machines are not able to achieve the values of strain
rates higher than transition strain rates (10 [1/s]).
Meanwhile, in the use of the SHPB only strain rates
above than transition strain rate can be obtained.

Analyzing research conducted with the use of
hydraulic machines and drop-hammer machines, for
strain rates less than 10 [1/s], some scatter of results
can be observed. These machines let use all shapes
(cubic, cylindrical, prismatic) and sizes of the speci-
mens. Based on Figure 6 no apparent differences in
strain rate sensitivity of concrete specimens connect-
ed with the variety of tested specimens shapes and
sizes was observed. However, the ratio of the height
of the specimen to its diameter (cylindrical) or width
(prism) for all presented results is equal or even big-
ger than 2, apart from cubic specimens.

In the author’s opinion the results obtained from
SHPB test are characterized by the biggest scatter.
Essential information about the SHPB are necessary
for further investigation.

The Split Hopkinson Pressure Bar (SHPB) is used to
determine dynamic material behaviour at strain rates
between 10°+10% [1/s]. It was originally developed by
Kolsky and modified by Hopkinson [29]. In Figure 7
the main parts of the SHPB are presented: projectile,
incident bar, transmitter bar and the specimen [46].
The incident wave is produced by the projectile to
propagate into the bar. One part of the wave is trans-
mitted into the specimen and the other part is reflect-
ed at the interface between bar and the specimen. In
the compression test the transmitted wave causes
failure of the specimen. In the tensile test the com-

Pajagk

pressive wave propagates through the specimen to be
reflected in the opposite direction at the free end of
the specimen. The transmitted bar is usually removed
in the tensile test [43]. The reflected tensile wave
causes the spall of the specimen. Schuler [39] claims
that those experiments are restricted to brittle mate-
rials which are characterized by much higher com-
pressive strength than tensile strength. According to
Weerheijm [43] the compressive stress wave should
be about 30% of quasi-static compressive strength.
Erzac claims [44], based on post-mortem studies, that
the compressive wave which first propagates through
the specimen does not cause any damage in the spec-
imen and has no consequence on the tensile results.

Transmitter Bar

Incident Bar
Specimen

Projectile

Figure 7.
Split Hopkinson Pressure Bar [46]

The work of this device is based upon one-dimen-
sional wave propagation theory. Two more main
assumptions which are the base of SHPB technique
are that in the axial direction the stress and strain are
uniform while specimen inertia and friction effects
are negligible. To ensure the main assumptions it is
necessary to reduce as much as possible the diameter
of the specimen, what has the biggest influence on
the length of the equipment, cause too stocky bars
can distort the results. For example the specimen
with a diameter of 75 mm should have the equipment
10-12 m long. On the other hand the concrete speci-
men contains usually large size aggregate, so it should
be about several times the size of the aggregate, to be
representative for the material. Furthermore, to
ensure that inertial effects in the specimen are mini-
mized, the length of the specimen is taken as small as
possible [46].

Thus, the variety of dimensions of the specimens
used in SHPB is very small. All used specimens have
cylindrical shape with the maximum diameter of
75 mm and length up to about 50 mm. The length-
diameter ratio () for all presented in this paper spec-
imens is in the ranges of 0.3+1.0. It is well known,
that uniaxial stress state in a specimen is when the is
equal to 2, like in the test conducted with the use of
hydraulic and drop hammer machines. The stress
state in the specimens usually used in SHPB tests is in
fact a triaxial strain state, because the reduction of
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the length of the specimen inevitably contribute to
the radial confinement in the specimen. Some
researchers call the studies conducted in SHPB tests
as “pseudo strain rate effect”. Zhang [30] proposes
even to conduct corresponding numerical simulations
to SHPB laboratory tests, to correct the pseudo
strain-rate effects.

It is worth mentioning that, some researchers modi-
fied the SHPB to get the machine able to investigate
large size specimens. Cadoni presented the machine
called Hopkinson Bar Buddle (HBB) which lets ana-
lyze the cube specimen with the dimension of
200 x 200 x 200 mm [36]. As it was mentioned earli-
er, the specimen should be large enough to be repre-
sentative for the heterogeneous materials like con-
crete. This purpose was surely achieved. However,
Cadoni conducted tests using this machine only in
tension and not in compression.

3.2. Tension

Analyzes of the influence of the specimen shape and
size and the method of testing on the tensile strain
rate sensitivity of concrete were conducted. In Figure

8 the results were distinguished according to speci-
men size and shape. The letter put after the size of
the specimen describes the type of the test: “D” —
direct tensile; “S” — split tensile and “F” — flexural
tensile. Generally, as it was mentioned before, the
tensile results show no shift of the results as it was
noted in compression. It can be attributed to the fact
that the stress state in direct tensile test is uniaxial.
The triaxial stress state is obtained in the specimen in
the tensile splitting and flexural tensile tests.
However, the scatter of the results obtained from
SHPB tests are also very pronounced as it was in
compression. However, the results obtained in split-
ting and flexural tensile test correspond well with the
results from direct tensile test. Also the shape and
size of the specimens seem not to influence the strain
rate sensitivity of concrete.

One more issue should be taken into consideration
when talking about scatters of results. The assump-
tion of presenting different results in one figure was
to use dynamic increase factor. DIF should be the
value from comparison of the specimens with the
same shape and size. Unfortunately, in the SHPB test
the DIF factor is defined by some researchers as the
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Strain rate sensitivity of concrete in tension according to specimen shape and size
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ratio of dynamic strength established on the small
specimens with A = 0.3+1.0 to quasi-static strength
obtained from the tests on the large specimens with
A =2.0 (usually in hydraulic machine). Maybe the
values of DIF would be different when dynamic to
quasi-static strength is established on the specimens
with the same shape and size. For example, Schuler
[12] determined the quasi-static tensile strength in
the Brazilian tests, while the dynamic strength was
conducted in SHPB direct tensile test. However, tests
conducted by Ross [19], who used the specimens with
the same size for the dynamic and quasi-static tests
indicate apparent shift of strain rate sensitivity of
concrete in compression (Figure 2).

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The results of concrete in compression in all range of
strain rates indicate that it should be investigated in
two domains of strain rates. The strain rate where the
answer is changing is called the transition strain rate.
In the first region the slow strength increase with the
increasing strain rate can be observed. In this range
the DIF factor achieves the value about 1.8. The sec-
ond domain is characterized by pronounced strength
increase with DIF equal 3.5. However, there is a shift
of the results in the point of the transition strain rate.
It was shown that the transition strain rate determine
the boundary of the technical scopes of testing
machines. For strain rates lower than 10 [1/s] the tests
are conducted with the use of hydraulic or drop ham-
mer machines, while for higher strain rates only the
SHPB is used. The specimens usually used in this
device have the ratio of height to diameter with the
range of A = 0.3+1.0. Thus, the obtained stress state
in the specimen in SHPB test is probably triaxial no
uniaxial as it usually is in hydraulic and drop hammer
machines. Than, the values of DIF factor are proba-
bly affected by the possible triaxial stress state in the
specimen. Maybe, this fact is an explanation of the
shift of results in compression.

The strain rate sensitivity of concrete in tensile is sig-
nificant in comparison to compression. The dynamic
strength of concrete can achieve the value of 13 times
the quasi-static strength. Analyzing presented tensile
results under wide range of strain rates no transition
strain rate can be pointed out. Generally, the behav-
iour of concrete under different tensile strain rates is
more uniform than in compression, with no shift of
the results. The explanation of the lack of the shift
(Figure 3) can be the fact that direct tensile test gives
the uniaxial stress state.

Pajagk

The comparison of the tensile and compressive strain
rate sensitivity was performed in the paper. In the
author’s opinion the strain rate behaviour of concrete
under strain rates about 10" [1/s] is similar in com-
pression and tensile. The presented comparison indi-
cates that the real differences start from higher strain
rates, where the increases of DIF factor are pro-
nouncedly higher in tension than in compression.
The results seems to tend to the asymptote, which is
about 2-10% [1/s] in tension and 103 [1/s] in compres-
sion.

The specimen shape and size probably do not affect
the strain rate response of concrete, providing that
the proportions of the specimen dimensions ensure
the uniaxial stress state in the specimen, what was dis-
cussed earlier.

The tests conducted using hydraulic and drop ham-
mer machine are characterized by less scatter than
the research made using SHPB. It is connected with
the investigated range of strain rates. The results
obtained from SHPB tests are close to each other,
but when analyzing one value of strain rate the dif-
ferences in the values of DIF are very pronounced.
The explanation can be the fact that the results from
SHPB test are very close to possible asymptote.
Further, the time of the test is very short, what can
additionally distort the results because of the techni-
cal scopes of the measure.

The values of dynamic increase factor obtained from
tests of new cement-based materials correspond well
to the presented results from the normal concrete
tests. This fact leads to conclusion that ultimate
strength, much higher for new types of cement-based
materials than normal concrete, has no influence on
the strain rate sensitivity of concrete.
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