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Abstract

:

Prefabricated beam–column connections are the most vulnerable components of prefabricated buildings during earthquake events. The seismic performance of the beam–column connection is functional as the critical component plays a key role in structural safety. This study aimed to develop a novel hybrid prefabricated concrete (HPC) connection, combining with wet and dry connection techniques, to enhance the seismic performance of prefabricated concrete frames. A quasi-static experimental investigation was carried out to examine the seismic performance of the proposed connection. Two full-scale prefabricated connection specimens utilizing the proposed HPC connection and another code-defined monolithic prefabricated concrete (PC) connection were tested under cyclic loading, keeping the axial load on the column constant. The ductility, stiffness degradation, energy dissipation capacity, post-tensioned force, and residual displacement were obtained based on the experimental output. The results indicated that the HPC connection developed had high construction efficiency and better seismic performance than the conventional PC connection. The strength and energy dissipation capacity were significantly improved by up to 52% and 10%, respectively. The cracking and stiffness degradation were well-controlled.
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1. Introduction


Prefabricated reinforced concrete structures have many advantages, such as high-level quality control, efficient construction, relatively low cost, etc. [1,2,3]. However, the applications of prefabricated buildings in seismic regions are limited due to the possibly weak beam–column connections [4,5]. Compared to cast in situ buildings, the beam–column connections in prefabricated buildings are more susceptible to brittle shear failure in earthquake events, which easily leads to the progressive collapse of the structure. In the 1988 Armenian earthquake, poor beam–column connections contributed to the collapse of numerous precast frame buildings [6]. Similar seismic hazards, including damage to or collapse of various precast structures, were identified in the 2012 Emilia-Romagna (Italy) earthquake due to inefficient connections [7]. Therefore, it is necessary to develop an efficient and reliable connection form for prefabricated concrete structures.



To achieve this goal, various dry and wet connections have been proposed depending on whether post-pouring concrete is used. Dry connections refer to bolting, welding, and post-tensioned techniques without concrete pouring [8]. The dry connection, unlike the wet connection, provides the optimum speed in precast construction and allows the replacement of damaged members after earthquake events [9]. A series of experimental studies conducted in recent decades have significantly improved our understanding of the seismic performance of buildings with dry connections. Rodríguez and Matos [10] proposed a dry connection using welded reinforcement and conducted cyclic load tests. The results indicated that the welded reinforcement connection could lead to brittle failure under cyclic loading. Deng et al. [11] designed a composite dry connection with bolts, seat angles, and post-tensioned high-strength steel strands parallel to the beam. The results showed that the connection had sufficient energy dissipation capacity and ductility. Lago et al. [12] proposed a dry prefabricated frame structure connection to couple the reinforcement of columns and beams and demonstrated its efficiency in reducing seismic drifts. Gennaro et al. [13] tested an isolated single dowel connection and a refined one in a pushover experiment. Ding et al. [14] put forward a dry connection with a bolt and claimed that the energy dissipation capacity of the proposed connection could be improved significantly with a higher strength grade for the bolt.



Compared to cast in situ reinforced concrete structures, prefabricated reinforced concrete structures with dry connections have insufficient ductility and energy dissipation capacity [15,16]. As the deployment of prefabricated buildings with dry connections is not considered suitable in highly seismic regions, solutions with wet connections have been developed involving in situ concrete pouring. Choi et al. [17] proposed a wet precast connection system using steel plates inside the connection to improve the structure performance. Parastesh et al. [18] developed a new wet precast connection and proved its effectiveness in providing considerably higher ductility and energy dissipation capacity compared to similar monolithic connections. Chen et al. [19] put forward a novel assembling method for precast reinforced concrete shear walls using wet connections. They demonstrated that the proposed system could prevent cracking efficiently and provide satisfactory seismic performance under sustained stress [20,21]. However, wet connections require long waiting times for the in situ casting and, hence, may lead to congestion and inefficiency in construction [22,23,24].



To address the limitations of dry and wet connections, hybrid connections combining dry and wet connection techniques have been proposed. Senturk et al. [25] made use of different steel angles and plates in the beam–column connection to facilitate the connection of prefabricated members. These hybrid steel–concrete connections exhibited adequate ductile behavior under cyclic loading. Moghadasi et al. [26] used hybrid connections of steel and concrete in full-scale H-subframes and concluded that this new type of hybrid connection benefited from more rotational ductility than the conventional type. Song et al. [27] proposed hybrid unbonded post-tensioned prefabricated concrete connections for seismic regions and demonstrated their excellent stiffness and energy dissipation capacity compared to conventional cast in situ systems. Wang [28] experimentally tested hybrid connections with partially unbonded longitudinal rebars (PDLRs). The results showed that the tendons were associated with more limited cracking, higher load-carrying capacity, and less energy dissipation in comparison to conventional prefabricated beam–column connections. Huang et al. [29] proposed a new self-centering hybrid connection with variable friction dampers to achieve a self-centering capacity and satisfactory energy dissipation. Hybrid connections with different types of energy dissipators, such as metallic yielding devices [30], friction devices [31], bracing systems [32], and smart materials [33], have been evaluated as well.



While most of the existing prefabricated buildings with hybrid connections have been demonstrated to have the same level of seismic performance as similar monolithic connections, they generally require complex assembly techniques or customized member or minor casting. In order to optimize these hybrid connections and achieve the goal of rapid fabrication and cost efficiency, this study aimed to develop a novel hybrid connection using grouting couplers, steel angles, and prestress wires. First, the developed hybrid connection is described conceptually. Then, the experimental investigations of two full-scale connection specimens under cyclic loading are described. The seismic performance of these connections is then identified in terms of strength, ductility, stiffness degradation, energy dissipation capacity, post-tensioned force, residual displacement, and strain. Finally, the seismic performance of the developed hybrid connection is summarized and discussed.




2. Experimental Process


2.1. Conceptual Design of Hybrid Connection


Two frame connections were designed based on the Chinese Code for Seismic Design of Buildings (GB 50011-2010): a novel HPC connection and another monolithic PC connection. The cross-section of the column member was 400 × 400 mm and its height was 3000 mm, while the cross-section of the beam member was 250 × 400 mm and its length was 3400 mm, as shown in Figure 1. For the HPC connection, the grouting couplers were fixed with steel rebars and embedded in the prefabricated beam members. Three 1860 grade high-strength prestress wires with a diameter of 15.2 mm were placed in the corrugated duct, which had a diameter of 50 mm. Steel angles of L160 × 160 × 10 were used in the beam–column connection regions. All the steel angles were bolted using high-strength bolts, 20 mm in diameter.



The detailed procedures for the proposed HPC frame connection are illustrated in Figure 2. Specifically, the prefabricated beam and column members were located and assembled with steel angles (Figure 2a,b), and then the longitudinal rebars in the beam members could be connected using grouting non-shrinkage high-strength mortar into the corrugated duct (Figure 2c). Finally, the prestress wires were tensioned in the corrugated duct and anchored at the tendons (Figure 2d). The specific post-tensioning construction of the tendons is shown in Figure 3. The post-tensioned techniques consisted of three steps: embedding of the corrugated duct and tensioning and anchoring of the prestress wires.



As the control, the code-defined monolithic PC connection was designed following the Technical Specification for Prefabricated Concrete Structures (China JGJ 1-2014). The design dimensions and reinforcement of the PC connection are illustrated in Figure 4. The dimensions of PC frame connection were the same as the HPC frame connection. The significant difference between the two connections was the post-casting belt in the beam and connection core zone. The assembly process of the PC connection is shown in Figure 5. The longitudinal rebars at the bottom of the beam members were connected first with grouting couplers (Figure 5a), and then the secondary pouring of concrete was performed in the connection core zone after the upper longitudinal rebars were bounded (Figure 5b). Next, the upper prefabricated column was installed and fixed with the grouting couplers. Finally, the shrinkage-resistant high-strength grouting material was poured at the interface between the column and the connection (Figure 5c).




2.2. Material Properties


Following the Standard for Test Methods for Mechanical Properties of Ordinary Concrete (China GB/T50081-2002), tests were carried out on each group of three 150 mm × 150 mm × 150 mm cubic concrete blocks. The compressive strengths of the prefabricated concrete, cast in situ concrete, and high-strength grouting material were identified as 40.8, 40.3, and 61.3 MPa, respectively. Table 1 lists the mechanical properties of the steel bars, including the yield strength, ultimate strength, and elastic modulus. The yield and ultimate strengths of the Q235 steel plate were 281.5 MPa and 347.0 MPa, respectively.




2.3. Test Setup and Loading Program


Figure 6 shows an illustration and photographs of the test setup for the connection specimens. Each of the test connection specimens was subjected to cyclic loading that simulated earthquake loading. The prefabricated column was pinned to the strong floor and steel frame. The end of the beam was connected to the steel frame by steel links that permitted rotation and free horizontal movement in the beam, but restricted vertical movement. A 1000 kN capacity lifting jack was connected on top of the column to apply the constant axial load. Two 500 kN capacity vertical actuators were installed on the beam end to apply the displacement-controlled cyclic load.



The axial compression load on the top of the column was set as 0.2. Two vertical actuators asymmetrically applied cyclic load at both beam ends, while the axial load on the column remained constant. The displacement-controlled cyclic loading history is shown in Figure 7. The applied loads and displacement response were accurately measured by transducers in the hydraulic servo-control actuator. Moreover, strain gauges attached on the longitudinal steel bars, stirrups and steel angles in the connection were used to monitor the rebar strain during the test. The tests of the specimens were terminated when the bearing capacity decreased to 85% of the peak load.





3. Experimental Results


3.1. Crack Pattern and Failure Mode


The crack patterns and failure modes of these specimens are illustrated in Figure 8 and Figure 9, respectively. For the PC connection, a flexural crack 0.02 mm in width developed at the intersection of the beam and column regions (i.e., the potential plastic hinge), with the displacement of vertical actuators reaching 3 mm. When the yielding of the longitudinal rebar initially appeared, with a displacement of up to 9 mm (i.e., Δy = 9 mm), several flexural cracks 0.15 mm in width propagated through the plastic hinge (Figure 8a). Then, a few diagonal cracks appeared in the connection core zone, with the vertical displacement reaching 3Δy, and they further propagated along the diagonal directions. When the displacement increased to 5Δy, the concrete started to spall off at the bottom of the beam and the shear cracks along the diagonal direction expanded to 2.3 mm. Finally, the concrete at the top of the beam began to become crushed with the stirrups exposed, and an obvious diagonal compression structure at a displacement of 7Δy was formed (Figure 8b). At this stage, the connection experienced a substantial reduction in strength, until it reached 85% of the peak load.



For the HPC connection, the first flexural crack of 0.01 mm in width formed at the intersection of the beam and column, with the displacement reaching 6 mm. When the longitudinal rebar yielded at the displacement of 10 mm (i.e., Δy = 10 mm), a few vertical cracks appeared at the top and bottom of the beam with 0.05 mm widths (Figure 9a). At the displacement of 3Δy, the cracks at the interface of the beam connection were partially closed due to the retraction of the prestressed steel strand (Figure 9b). It should be noted that the cracks in HPC connection underwent opening and closure under cyclic loading due to the post-tensioned wires. Two diagonal cracks appeared gradually in the connection core zone at a displacement of 5Δy. The shear crack expanded along the diagonal direction by only approximately 0.75 mm. Another obvious difference between the HPC and PC connections was that the cracking of the HPC connection was narrower, which highlighted the contributions of the post-tensioning technique to cracking control. The connection failed at the displacement of 7Δy due to a small amount of spalling of concrete in the connection core zone and the bucking of the steel angles (Figure 9c).




3.2. Hysteresis Curve


The shear force versus displacement of hysteresis loops of the HPC and PC connection is shown in Figure 10. During the initial cycles, the PC connection performed an elastic behavior in hysteresis loops. With the displacement in the loading cycles up to 9 mm, the connection attained the initial yield with the corresponding shear force reaching 105.2 kN. In the subsequent loading cycle corresponding to 18 mm, the connection reached the maximum capacities of 115.3 kN in the positive loading direction and 140.6 kN in negative loading direction, respectively. Afterwards, the connection experienced the stiffness degradation and performed a significant pinching behavior. The test was terminated at the displacement of 63 mm, and the connection reached the residual capacity of 90.3 kN.



The shear force versus displacement hysteresis loops for the HPC connection can be compared as a further analysis. In the positive loading direction, the initial yield of the HPC connection occurred at the displacement of 10 mm, with the shear force reaching 112.6 kN. The maximum capacities—175.6 kN in the positive and 176.1 kN in the negative loading directions—were reached at displacements of 45 mm and 36 mm, respectively. In the positive direction, the maximum capacity of the HPC connection was 52% larger than that of PC connection, while the difference in the negative direction was 25%. Before reaching the maximum capacities, hardening phenomena in the shear force were identified, which implied contributions from the steel angles to the bearing capacity. These phenomena suggested that the hybrid connection improved the seismic performance in view of the bearing capacity. Steady energy dissipation in the HPC connections was observed from the hysteresis loops. After attaining the highest bearing capacity, the stiffness degradation of the connection lasted until the final residual capacity of 142.5 kN, which corresponded to 63 mm.




3.3. Envelope Curve


The envelope curves of the HPC and PC connections are shown and compared in Figure 11. Before the yielding of the longitudinal rebar in the beam member, the bearing capacities of these connections increased almost linearly with the increasing loading. Then, the bearing capacity of the PC connection decreased slightly, and the descending trend in the negative bearing capacity was faster. However, the bearing capacity of the HPC connection continued to increase obviously after the yielding of the rebar. The post-yielding behavior of the HPC connection indicated the significant contributions of the steel angles and post-tensioned wires to the improvement of the bearing capacity and the stiffness of the connection. After reaching the peak load, mild degradation of the bearing capacity was observed, as opposed to a more obvious decrease in the negative bearing capacity. In the final loading stage, the yielding of the steel angles and the longitudinal rebar in the plastic hinge occurred in the HPC connection, but the yielding did not appear in the prestressed strand. As long as the strands remained elastic, the HPC connection was able to keep self-centering upon the unloading process.




3.4. Ductility and Stiffness Degradation


Ductility is another vital parameter for seismic capacity that reflects the plastic deformation ability of the structure in the post-yielding stage. The ductility coefficient μ can be quantified as the ratio of the ultimate displacement Δu to the corresponding yielding displacement Δy; i.e., μ = Δu/Δy. Specifically, the yielding displacement for each connection can be identified by using the equivalent energy method. The ultimate displacement corresponded to the 85% peak load. The ductility coefficients of each connection are listed in Table 2. It can be seen that the ductility coefficient of the HPC connection (6.20 on average) was generally higher than that of the PC connection (5.02 on average).



The stiffness degradation behaviors in the HPC and PC connections are shown and compared in Figure 12. With the increase of the displacement level, the stiffness of these connections gradually decreased and then tended to remain steady. The stiffness degradation curves for the HPC and PC connections show analogous trends, but the stiffness degradation rates were different. The stiffness degradation rate of the PC connection, due to the cracking and spalling of the concrete, was obviously higher than that of HPC connection, especially in the post-yielding stage. During the loading process, the initial stiffness of the PC connection was higher than that of the HPC connection. After the connection yielding, the HPC connection could provide more stiffness than the PC connection, which demonstrated that the prestressed strands could affect the overall stiffness degradation of the connection.




3.5. Energy Dissipation Capacity


The energy dissipation capacity of the connections was obtained based on the areas enclosed by their hysteresis curves. The cumulative energy dissipation versus the displacement is shown in Figure 13. Obviously, the energy dissipation characteristics of the two specimens show nonlinear increasing trends, varying with the increasing displacement. At the initial loading stage, the energy dissipation of the HPC connection was limited. With increasing displacement, the energy dissipation capacity of the HPC connection sharply increased with the development of plastic deformation in the steel angles and rebars. The results indicated that the PC connection had slightly higher (10% on average) energy dissipation compared to the HPC connection.





4. Discussion


4.1. Energy Dissipation of Steel Angles


The steel angles play a critical role in transferring the column load and moment to the beam. In order to understand the contributions of the steel angles to the bearing capacity and energy dissipation capacity, three strain gauges were distributed for each steel angle, as shown in Figure 14. Consequently, the tensile strength–displacement curves of the steel angles at the four measured points were obtained, as shown in Figure 15. The tensile strength at the bottom steel angles is generally higher than that at the upper steel angles. Specifically, the tensile strength of EDA-UR can reach 542.3 kN compared to a value of 366.9 kN for EDA-DR. The corresponding deformation of the steel angles is 1.75 mm. It was found that the stiffness of the steel angles reduced gradually and Bauschinger effects appeared with the strain hardening, which demonstrated the anticipated inelastic behavior of the steel angles [34]. Furthermore, the plumpness of the hysteretic curve can be used to calculate the energy dissipation of the steel angles [35]. It can be concluded that all the steel angles had good plumpness in their hysteretic curves and presented excellent energy dissipation capacities.



The energy dissipation results for the upper steel angles (EDA-U) at each loading step are listed in Table 3. It can be seen that the contribution of the steel angles to the total energy dissipation in the connection increased slightly, up to 18.7%, before connection yielding. Then, the percentage for the contribution of the steel angles to connection energy dissipation showed a rapid increase and even reached 84.2%, with this proving to be the dominant role of the steel angles in the energy dissipation in the connection. Table 3 reinforces the earlier observation that more energy can be dissipated with the use of thicker steel angles [36].




4.2. Variation in Prestressing Force


The prestressing force at the PT tendon versus the displacement of vertical actuator is shown in Figure 16. The initial prestressing force after the prestressing wires were tensioned was 361.3 kN. Due to the anchorage retraction at the initial loading steps and limited cracking in the high-strength grouting material, a loss in the prestressing force occurred, with its maximum value reaching 19.2 kN, only 5.31% of the initial value. Thus, the prestressing force varied within the elastic range (up to 170.1 kN) during the cyclic loading process. It was demonstrated that the prestressing force remained elastic, with negligible losses in the prestressing force during the cyclic loading steps. This ensured the connection had sufficient stiffness and restoring capacity to undergo large nonlinear displacements without crushing of the concrete [12,37].




4.3. Deformation Capacity


The deformation capacity can be evaluated in terms of the residual displacement and residual rotation at the beam end. The residual deformation rate αrd can be calculated as follows:


   α  r d   =    Δ  rd      Δ  max      



(1)




where Δrd and Δmax are the residual displacement and maximum displacement, respectively, applied at the beam end. The residual rotation rate βrd can be obtained as follows:


   β  r d   =    θ  rd      θ  max      



(2)




where θrd and θmax are the residual rotation and maximum rotation of the connection, respectively.



Table 4 lists the residual displacement and residual rotation results for the HPC connection. It can be seen that both residual displacement and residual rotation increased slightly and reached the maximum values of 9.5 mm and 0.56%, respectively. Correspondingly, the residual displacement and residual rotation were constricted to within 0.21 and 0.153, respectively. The limited residual displacement and rotation may be attributable to the pretension force and its restoring characteristics [38].



Figure 17 shows the relationship between the residual displacement Δrd and maximum displacement Δmax for these two specimens. Compared with the HPC connection, the PC connection showed a significant increase in the residual displacement, and its maximum value could reach 24.8 mm. The corresponding maximum residual deformation rate was 0.55, which was more than twice that of the HPC connection. These results indicate that the HPC connection exhibited lower residual deformation, which can minimize concrete cracking and spalling [39,40].




4.4. Applied Element Method Simulation


Numerical simulation is another efficient method used to address the problem of progressive collapse of buildings and to study the seismic performance of novel connections. Compared with the most commonly used method, the finite element method (FEM), the applied element method (AEM) can facilitate faster dynamic analysis by using the normal and shear springs to connect rigid elements in the structural model [41]. The AEM has been efficiently used in a collapse analysis for prototype reinforced-concrete (RC) frame buildings subjected to a set of 22 ground motion records [42] and in the seismic assessment of a typical four-story building for two earthquake magnitudes (0.15 g and 0.3 g) [43], among other settings. In the future, progressive collapse analyses of frame buildings with novel hybrid connections could be performed using AEM analysis. Consequently, the collapse mode, collapse direction, and damage level could be obtained. Moreover, the effectiveness of the novel hybrid connection in precast buildings in seismic regions could be demonstrated and optimized further.





5. Conclusions


A novel prefabricated hybrid connection system was developed for prefabricated beam–column connections in prefabricated concrete frame structures in seismic areas. Experimental tests were conducted on two full-scale prefabricated beam–column connections, a hybrid connection and a monolithic connection, under displacement-controlled cyclic loading. A variety of parameters for the specimens, including the hysteresis behavior, envelope loop, PT tendon resultant, residual displacement, energy dissipation capacity, ductility, and stiffness degradation, were obtained. Some major conclusions can be drawn as follows:




	
The proposed HPC connection exhibited lower cracking development, stiffness degradation, and residual displacement owing to prestressing strands, while the prestressing force remained elastic.



	
The strength and energy dissipation capacity of the HPC connection increased rapidly, and both were larger than those of the PC connection (up to 52% and 10%, respectively) during the post-yielding stage. It was demonstrated that the steel angles played a critical role in improving the seismic performance of the connections.



	
The grouting technique could efficiently realize the continuation of beam reinforcement with the minimum of cast in situ work. Thus, the proposed HPC connection has great potential for deployment in seismic regions, demonstrating excellent seismic performance and efficient construction techniques.
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Figure 1. Design dimensions and reinforcement of the HPC connection: (a) details of the dimensions and reinforcement of the HPC connection; (b) details of the HPC connection. 






Figure 1. Design dimensions and reinforcement of the HPC connection: (a) details of the dimensions and reinforcement of the HPC connection; (b) details of the HPC connection.
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Figure 2. Assembly process for the HPC connection: (a) locations of the beam and column; (b) connection assembly; (c) grouting curing; (d) prestress tension. 
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Figure 3. Post-tensioning tendon construction: (a) embedding corrugated duct; (b) prestress wire tensioning; (c) prestress wire anchorage. 
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Figure 4. Design dimensions and reinforcement of PC connection. 
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Figure 5. Assembly process for PC connection: (a) locations of beam and column; (b) secondary pouring; (c) grouting curing. 
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Figure 6. Illustration and photographs of the experimental setup: (a) illustration of the experimental setup; (b) photographs of the experimental setup. 
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Figure 7. Cyclic displacement-controlled loading history. 
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Figure 8. Crack pattern and failure mode of the PC connection: (a) crack at the beam end; (b) failure mode of the PC connection. 
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Figure 9. Crack pattern and failure mode of the HPC connection: (a) opening of crack; (b) closure of crack; (c) failure mode. 






Figure 9. Crack pattern and failure mode of the HPC connection: (a) opening of crack; (b) closure of crack; (c) failure mode.
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Figure 10. Hysteresis curves. 
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Figure 11. Envelope curves. 
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Figure 12. Curves for the stiffness degradation. 
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Figure 13. Energy dissipation with displacement. 
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Figure 14. Illustration and photograph of strain gauges: (a) strain gauge position; (b) photograph. 
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Figure 15. Displacement-strain curves for the steel angles: (a) EDA-UL; (b) EDA-UR; (c) EDA-DL; (d) EDA-DR. 
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Figure 16. Prestressing force. 
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Figure 17. Displacement residual deformation rate. 
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Table 1. The mechanical properties of the steel bars.






Table 1. The mechanical properties of the steel bars.





	Diameter (mm)
	8
	18
	20
	Φ s 15.2





	Area (mm2)
	50.2
	254.3
	314
	139



	Yield strength (MPa)
	310
	402
	403
	1720



	Ultimate strength (MPa)
	404
	540
	530
	1912



	Elastic modulus (MPa)
	2.01 × 105
	2.11 × 105
	1.99 × 105
	1.95 × 105
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Table 2. Ductility coefficients of the connections.






Table 2. Ductility coefficients of the connections.





	
Specimen

	
Load Cycle Direction

	
Δy

	
Δu

	
μ

	
   μ ¯   






	
HPC connection

	
+

	
8.5

	
56.2

	
6.61

	
6.20




	
−

	
−9.5

	
−55.1

	
5.80




	
PC connection

	
+

	
5.8

	
33.7

	
5.81

	
5.02




	
−

	
−6.7

	
−28.5

	
4.23
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Table 3. Energy dissipation capacities of the steel angles.






Table 3. Energy dissipation capacities of the steel angles.





	
Δ (mm)

	
EDA-U (kN·mm)

	
E0 (kN·mm)

	
PP (%)




	
+Δ

	
−Δ

	
Total






	
3

	
1.18

	
0.95

	
2.13

	
37.63

	
5.7




	
6

	
9.12

	
8.87

	
17.99

	
142.48

	
12.6




	
9

	
28.66

	
26.53

	
55.19

	
294.63

	
18.7




	
18

	
181.15

	
179.89

	
361.04

	
1411.11

	
25.6




	
27

	
333.58

	
278.88

	
612.46

	
2679.8

	
22.9




	
36

	
985.95

	
927.31

	
1913.26

	
4052.54

	
47.2




	
45

	
1626.52

	
1889.08

	
3515.60

	
5263.25

	
66.8




	
54

	
2362.64

	
2451.58

	
4814.22

	
5766.37

	
83.5




	
63

	
2831.15

	
3104.83

	
5935.98

	
7047.28

	
84.2
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Table 4. Residual displacement and rotation in the HPC connection.
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	Δ (mm)
	Δrd (mm)
	Δmax (mm)
	θrd (%)
	θmax (%)
	Δrd/Δmax
	θrd/θmax





	3
	0.5
	3.2
	0.04
	0.53
	0.16
	0.083



	6
	1.1
	6.3
	0.10
	1. 07
	0.17
	0.097



	9
	1.8
	9.5
	0.17
	1.60
	0.18
	0.106



	18
	3.3
	17.9
	0.31
	2.13
	0.18
	0.144



	27
	4.2
	27.8
	0.39
	2.67
	0.15
	0.148



	36
	7.3
	36.4
	0.48
	3.20
	0.20
	0.150



	45
	9.5
	45.5
	0.56
	3.66
	0.21
	0.153
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