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Fig. 1 An example of general view of reinforcement cages [Type U13] .
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Fig. 7 Failure modes due to double flexure.

3) K. Kato et al.: Effect of Anchorage Type on Flexural
Load-Carrying Capacity and Self-Induced Prestressing
Force of Heavily Confined RC Column, Theor. and
Appl. Mech., 47, pp. 115-124 (1998).

4) M. Takano et al.: Determination of Flexure-shear
Failure Transition Steel Ratio of RC Beam, Proc. of 1%
Conf. of Asian Concrete Federation (ACF), 10pp.
(2004)





