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A Study on collision behavior of RC seismic resistant wall subjected to drying shrinkage
Dynamic Response Analysis Using Finite Element Method
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Abstract: Dynamic response analyses are performed for reinforced concrete walls subjected to impact load using finite element
method. The walls were tested with parameters of restraint condition and presence of polypropylene fibers in concrete.
Although the analyses show smaller impact loads than the experiment in some case, nonlinear responses of the walls are
simulated well.
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Fig 5. Crack Patterns
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Fig 6. Drift Angle-Time Relationships
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