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Abstract

The subject of analysis is reinforced concrete composite structure. In the paper a model of joint surface between two con-
cretes is assumed. According to this model, when the boundary value of horizontal stresses is achieved, displacement in the
joint surface appears. Simultaneously frictional stresses in the joint surface appear. Further increase of vertical force does
not result in increase of frictional stresses. Frictional stresses are still equal to boundary value of horizontal stresses.
Based on this model equation of free vibration of concrete structure is built. In the discussed model frictional forces in joint
surface as well as material damping is taken into consideration. Numerical testing of the model shows that delamination in
joint surface affects frequency of vibration as well as damping of vibration of composite concrete-concrete construction.

Streszczenie

Przyjeto model pracy powierzchni zespolenia w zespolonych konstrukcjach betonowo-betonowych obciazonych momentem
zginajacym i sila poprzeczna. W modelu tym zalozono, ze po wystapieniu naprezen rozwarstwiajacych o wartoS$ci granicznej
w powierzchni zespolenia nastepuja przemieszczenia. Przemieszczeniom tym towarzyszy wystepowanie naprezen tarcia,
ktorych warto$¢ jest rowna naprezeniom granicznym. Naprezenia tarcia powoduja tlumienie drgan swobodnych kon-
strukcji. Ponadto drgania swobodne sa tlumione przez niesprezyste mikroodksztalcenia betonu uwzglednione w badanym
modelu jako tlumienie wiskotyczne. W oparciu o powyzsze zalozenia zamodelowano drgania swobodnie podpartej plyty zel-
betowej jako ukladu o jednym stopniu swobody. Zdefiniowane zadanie zostalo rozwiazane w sposob analityczny w przypad-
ku szczegdlnego ukladu danych. Rozwigzanie dla dowolnego ukladu parametréw przeprowadzono w sposéb numeryczny.
Uzyskane wyniki odniesiono do drgan plyty monolitycznej. Wykazano, ze wystepowanie rozwarstwienia w konstrukcji wply-
wa na zmiane okresu drgan wlasnych oraz na tlumienie drgan. Powyzsze spostrzezenie moze by¢ wykorzystywane do okresla-
nia stanu powierzchni zespolenia w zespolonych konstrukcjach betonowo-betonowych na podstawie pomiaru drgan swo-
bodnych.
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1. INTRODUCTION Stiffness of composite reinforced concrete structures
loaded with bending moment is determined as for
monolithic elements, unless a delamination occurred
in joint surface [2]. Stiffness of structure changes as an
effect of delamination between prefabricated element
(bottom layer of concrete) and concrete topping (top
layer of concrete).

Reinforced concrete beams and slabs consist of pre-
fabricated element and concrete topping cast in situ
[1]. Prefabricated element incorporating main rein-
forcement functions as a stay-in-place formwork.
Vertical reinforcement joins precast element and con-
crete topping. The reinforcement in slabs has a form
of truss bracing [1] and in case of composite beams a
form of stirrups.

The paper assumes a model of work of joint surface of
two layers of concrete. Equations of free vibrations of
composite reinforced concrete structure loaded with
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bending moment were calculated on the basis of this
model and an assumption of constant, elastic features
of two layers of concrete.

2. DEFINITION OF THE MODEL

The considered structure consists of two combined
layers of concrete: the lower layer of 4, height and
the upper layer of i, height (Fig. 1a). The structure is
vertically loaded. Reactions to this load are: trans-
verse force V and bending moment M. The transverse
force causes delaminating stress T in joint surface,
which according to code [2] and [3], in case of com-
bined concrete structures, is related to transverse
force in equation

V
w(V)=1- 1)
where b is the width of cross-section and z is an arm
of internal force.

It is important to mention, that in case of elastic
structures delaminating stress T is expressed by for-
mula t =VS§/Ib, where S is static moment of part of
the section and I is moment of inertia of the whole
section. In this paper, referring to concrete struc-
tures, formula (1), derived in [3], is obligatory.

The model assumes a limiting value of horizontal
stress Tyq in joint surface, which is caused by trans-
verse force V,,,. Delamination occurs when the trans-
verse force reaches value V. The effect of the
delamination is a displacement of prefabricated ele-
ment in relation to concrete topping. The model
assumes that friction stress equal to limiting horizon-
tal stress Tnq Occurs when the force in joint surface
exceeds Vo, (Fig. 1b). This stress can be maintained
thanks to normal stress in joint surface, compensated
by vertical reinforcement. Reduction of transverse
force to below V,,, value entails horizontal stress

coming back to the value resulting from equation 1
(Fig.1b):

(V) when V| <V, (horizontal stress)
T =T WhenV >V, _ o 2)
—r whenV <V, (frictional stress).

Assumed simplified model omits issue of hysteresis of
the system and residual stress in joint surface resulting
from the strain relief. Moreover, it assumes that the
concrete of both bottom and top layers is linear-elastic
material characterised by elasticity modulus E..
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2.1. Model of damping

It is assumed that dissipation of energy occurs as an
effect of work of frictional stress Ty in displacement in
joint surface. The work is performed on condition that

= (3)
is true.

Stresses Tnqy are acting on arm e4 in relation to bot-
tom layer of concrete and on arm e in relation to top
layer of concrete (Fig.1a). These stresses may be sub-
stituted with uniformly distributed bending moment,
whose value is represented by (Fig. 1c)

m= (En’ + eg -~ (4)

Further analysis is restricted to composite simply-
supported element of / span (Fig. 1c). Deflection of
delaminated element in the centre of the span,
caused by the bending moment (4) is equal

ml”

y =
T e, +1,) ©)

where 1y, I, are respectively inertia moments of bot-
tom and top layers of concrete. Next part of the
analysis will concern a one freedom degree system.
Displacements in the system will be represented by
vertical displacements of the centre of span of simply
supported element. The value of substitute force R,
replacing the action of stress T

R=hbt (6)

max

was calculated from equality of displacements in the
centre of span two elements: presented in Fig 1c and
Fig. 1d. In the above formula /4 is a sum of heights iy

and hg. Force R will occur on condition that deflec-

tion y exceeds value equal to transverse force causing
displacement in joint surface

3
_ Tlnm.f bZ ) (7)

‘} oz
© T 24E

Force R causes dissipation of energy and because of
this it is called damping force.

It is also assumed that dissipation of energy occurs in
both top and bottom layers of concrete as an effect of
non-elastic micro-strain of the material. Damping relat-
ed to non-elastic micro-strain occurs irrespectively of the
value of transverse force V. The model assumes that the
damping meets conditions of viscous damping, i.e. is pro-
portional to velocity y. Coefficient of viscous damping c
is coefficient of proportionality.
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Assumptions of the model of vibrations damping a) friction-
al stress in joint surface b) horizontal stress (7) and fric-
tional stress (T;;4y) as a function of transverse force c) fric-

tional stress interaction as a uniformly distributed bending
moment m, d) damping force R equivalent to frictional
stresses interaction

2.2. Structure model as a one degree freedom system

Simply supported composite element is modelled as a
one-degree freedom system. Equivalent mass [4]

17 (8)
m 35 ilp

was calculated on the basis of equality of kinetic ener-
gy of simply supported beam, whose span is /, cross
section b/h, mass density p (Fig.2a) and kinetic ener-
gy of system, which is concentrated mass attached to
the centre of span of weightless beam (Fig.2b).

Analysed system is characterised by two types of stiff-
ness: kmon Of non-delaminated element and k,,, of

delaminated element (Fig.2c)
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meit = @ ® for |J”| S .v.rr:l'_'
k(v)= - M8E(1,+1,) )
Ar'n: - !737 .fo'r |.}| > Vi

In the above formula 7 is moment of inertia of cross-
section b/h. As it was mentioned before, damping
force R occurs on condition that deflection exceeds
Vroz Value. Moreover, sense of the vector of damping
force R is always opposite to sense of the vector of
system velocity y, (Fig. 2d). This means that damping
force R is a function of position and stiffness of the
system, as in the formula

: Ir. . L
R(y,‘}’) =R ’ [-S‘Ig}’-’(y—y,.oz]‘l‘ srgn(y +_sz)1ﬂgﬂ(}’)‘

(10)
a
b/h, p,E,
s
A —1- JA
b
IJ/&E,J m= §Ebhip
. 4
A O—F/—=
Vﬁ——m—mt V‘?
L T
C
k
(1<% mas ) | kem
—_ 4 k"'
(1:=1:m) | |
! |
d
R
m
7
v ¢ = Knm when <t
krn: when 1=Tp
Figure 2.

a) analysed system, b) substitute system, c) discretely vari-
able stiffness of the system in relation to value of transverse
force, d) damping elements in the system

ARCHITECTURE CIVIL ENGINEERING ENVIRONMENT 99



K. Gromysz

Remaining forces interacting with the system are
elasticity force equal

ko) (1)

and force of viscous resistance
cy. (12)

According to d’Alembert principle the sum of the
above mentioned forces (10+12) is equal to force of
inertia. Thus the equation of system has the following
form

e ykh - RGs). 0D

Further transformation of equation (13) is conducted
according to the method universally employed for
solving linear differential equations of second degree
[5]- Accordingly, if the above equation is divided by m
and if we assume

2;,,:1,@5:@ (14)
m

m

the following formula is obtained:
y+2n(y) v+ aj(v) y+ o (y)(}T}) =0, (15)
where

1. .
a)ﬂ(}}) = (U“ E "S‘Ign(}) + ym: )_ S'Egn(y - ym: ] +

+ (UOJ'(JZ - S fg}‘! )’ - _V?'n: + 's‘ign .‘V + —V?'Y?Z ]
bign(y—y,. )+ sign(v+7,.)

_ k nion _ kmz
Coﬂmm.r - m ’ a)ﬂm: - m * (16)

2!’1()/) = 2”»:017 %‘ngn (}, + yruz )_ S.i.gﬂ (}’ - ym: ] +
+ 2”1'0: %‘Sigﬁ'(}’ - .,vmz )+ Sign(}" + .ymz X )

3. ANALYTIC SOLUTION OF SIMPLI-
FIED MODEL

Solution of equation (15) will be conducted for
numerical values in the next part of the paper. Below
the equation is solved analytically, based on assump-
tion that

any loading. In such situation equation (10), with
temporary assumption of sign(y) = -1, is non-
homogenous linear differential equation with con-
stant coefficients

. ] 5 > R
J”"'z”'y"'a’n'y:mn;- (18)

The solution of homogenous equation (i.e. equation
obtained by equating left member of equation (18)
with zero) is [6]

Vo=¢ '”(C] cos\(imj -n’ jr+ Cyy r;;rj —n’ t]. (19)

Solution in stationary state of non-homogeneous
equation (18) (in this case t=00) will correspond to
the right member of equation (18). Thus the particu-
lar differential of non-uniform equation (18) was
determined by method of prediction, assuming that it
is a constant function in the form

R
W :Cl;‘

After determining consecutive derivatives and substi-
tuting them to equation (18) C3 = 1 was obtained.

The final solution of equation (18) is function
y=e" (Cl cos\fiw,f -n*)e+C, sin/(w? —n?) f)+£ .(20)
Assuming initial conditions

Wt=0)=y,, Jt=0)=0 (21)

constants of solution (20) are determined:

1 R .. my,
("I :yO_E, (_,2 P4 B

{ 2 2
V&, — 1

Substitution of new constants
C, =A4,sing
C,=A4,cos¢

The solution (20) is transformed to the form

. ) R
y=Ae™ 51n(1|f.fu§ —n" t+ (0]+ P (22)

where [
w=(n-5) o Lok,
PV &k w, —n’ (23)

R I| 2 2
yruz =@w. (17) (yu _?J &)U —n
. o gp= : '
This means that delaminating does not occur under Yy
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The above equation results in value tg¢ — oo , which
means that, when viscous friction n=0, the motion of
the system is defined by equation

R R
y= [yo - ;] cos @l + " (24)

When wot = m, then velocity y = 0, which means that
the system reaches extreme position 4; (Fig. 3a).
Deflection of the system is then

R
4 =—yu+2E. (25)

while in extreme position A4 deflection of the system
is

4=y, —4% (26)

Amplitude of damped vibrations is limited by a line
represented by equation

2Rw,
Y=y, ———t, (27)
kx
while angular frequency of free vibrations is wo.
After the vibrations faded the system, in general,
does not accept neutral position (Fig. 3a).

When the damping force R=0, a generally known
formula for movement of the system with one free-
dom degree with viscous damping at initial conditions
(21) is obtained [7], [8]:

y= (J"u )2 + (TJL”)ie'”’ sin(\; @, —n’ t+ qo), (28)

@, —n

o, —n’ (29)
n

Graphic interpretation of the solution is presented in
Fig. 3b. In this case the system in stationary state
accepts neutral position.

1gp =

Fig. 3c presents movement of the system in which the
damping is composition of damping presented in Fig.
3a (damping in form of constant damping force) and
Fig. 3b (viscous damping).

In order to determine value of parameter n, which
describes viscous damping, the values of logarithmic
decrement of damping A were assumed according to
[6]. It is generally known that
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A=In i (30)
n+l
According to (30) and Fig. 3b we may assume that

2mi

i 2 =z
A= In A{]c‘e I
=lIh———F——=¢ ] 31)
—R| 1+ 7 2_,?{ = (
, LoAep
A€
As an effect of transformations formula
@, -[In A

HEE
Jazt +int A 32

was obtain.
a
y(t) '
Yo\~ 4 ywo—‘%”t
; A\~ ‘HH4§
—11 1 1 i lh:‘l T t
g }‘ T LY T 1
£/ \/ VG
AV 2o
b 4.93__31(”

7y Y= Ao Sin W )
. —
! - . An A*
TSy 8
*

Ant
T
Ap= ('.1)‘0)2*—{%%&,“%2 %

ot

"Ij \\
~ .

Figure 3.
Solution of system (15) a) solution for n=0 and R*0,
b) solution for n¥0 and R=0, ¢) solution for n¥0 and R¥0

The analysis of vibrations of simply supported slab,
made of concrete, whose elasticity modulus
E.=27GPa, specific gravity p=25kN/m?, cross-sec-
tion b/h 0.18/0.59m, span /=2m and initial conditions
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#(0)=0.001m, y(0)=0 (33)

has been presented below.

Assumption (17) is in force, which means, that
analysed structure is a monolithic structure.
Determined stiffness of the system for the above data
is k=56.45MN/m, angular frequency of free vibra-
tions according to (14) is wo=420.27rad/s and substi-
tute mass according to (8) is m=262.99kg.
Coefficient n, determined from formula (32) based
on assumption that A=0.15 [6] is 60.74s™!. Fig. 4a pre-
sents solution of (18) at initial conditions (33)

-

Y y=yo-2R0¢ —0.001-0.0061171

" ﬂﬁﬂnnn ts

U v15 0.2
-0.5| V
)

=14.95ms

—

[']g

damping: constani force
stiffness: constant

09=420.27F
k=46.45%
R=1.06kN
n=0

1 Y, mm
y(£)=0.0010106¢%.73% sin(415.861+0.45381)

is
f\vn
J ‘.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

2L _15.11ms
W

7;_

damping: viscous
stiffness: consiant
0y=420.277%
k=46.45%
R=0
n=60.74

Figure 4.

obtained for constant damping force R=1.06kN and
coefficient of viscous damping ¢=0. Natural period is
14.95ms and temporal course of vibration is limited by a
line represented by equation y=0.001-0.006117t.

Fig. 4b presents solution of (18) at initial conditions (33)
at n=60.74s" and R=0. Natural period of the system is
15.11ms and is greater than vibrations of the system
with damping by constant force R. The vibrations are
represented in equation

y=0.0010106e%9-738tin(415.86¢+0.4538 ).
The next point of the paper will make use of the fact
that the above presented solution corresponds to
simply supported monolithic reinforced concrete slab

1 Y, mm

Ne s

U V o.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

&8

0.5

-0.5

ping: constant force + viscous
fness: constant

o=420.277%
k=46.45%
R=1.06kN
n=60.74

2L —14.95ms

mﬂﬂNp

———

1 um

e

damping: lack
stiffness: constent
=420, 2778
k=46.45%
=0
n=0

Results of analythical solutions of equation (18) at assumption y;,;= a) solution for n=0 and R*0, b) solution for n*0 and R=0,

¢) solutionfor n*0 and R*¥0, d) solution for n=0 and R=0
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b/h/l 0.59/0.18/2m unbalanced by a 1mm displace-
ment in the middle of its span.

Fig. 4c presents solution of equation (18) at identical
initial conditions, constant damping force R=1.06kN
and parameter of viscous damping n=60.74s".
Natural period of this system is equal to natural peri-
od of vibration at viscous damping 15.11ms.

Fig. 4d represents solution of vibrations of the slab
without damping, at assumption that R=0 and n=0.
The natural period is equal to natural period of vibra-
tion with damping in the form of constant damping
force, which is 14.95ms.

Yy, mm
stiffness change

e N T AN A
[ DA VPVUREUY v

variable stata sztywnosé i okres;
stiffness tu: brak thumienia;
damping: constant force
stiffness: variable
Dgmon =420, 278 , 0g g =225.167
P ko 46.45W, Kk p=13.33%
R=10.6kN
Nmex=0, Toros=0
Yraa =0.32mm

bfy,mm

Ar\.. ts

005 0.1 0.15 0.2

—0.5; - constant stiffness and period,

here: vibralion fading asympiotic

—1|'719.95ms

damping: viscous
stiffness: variable
g mon =420 278 , 09,0, =225.165H

Kenou=46. 45, K ree=13.33%

R=0

Neon=60. 744, Nres=32.548
i Y =0.32mm

Figure 5.

4. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF THE
MODEL

Numerical solution of equation (15) at initial condi-
tions (33) [9], [10], [11] is presented below. The sub-
ject of analysis was a composite slab whose width was
b=0.59m, height of bottom layer 4,=0.07m, height of
top layer #,=0.11m and span /=2m. Stiffness of the
slab after delamination is k;,,=13.33MN/m and
before delamination k0, =46.45SMN/m. Angular fre-
quency of vibrations and parameters corresponding
to viscous damping determined from formulas (16)
and (32) are respectively: wor,=225.16rad/s,

4 1Y mm

0.57
Yrme=0.32{— ——
ts

Fa P
V dos 0.1 0.15 0.2

-0.5]
14.96ms

damping: viscotic, constani force
stiffness: variable
Ogmon =420.278 | (1 s =225.167H
k=16 45%, & o=13.33%

R=10.6kN
TNmon=00. 744, Nrea =32.54%
Yrox =0.32mm
1 Y, mm
kL 14.96ms
0.5
5 ke
\g.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
-0.5
15.11
_ f | ms

composite element; me=0.1MPa
___  (damping wviscotic, damping in
joint surface, variable stiffness)
monolithic element (viscotic
damping, constant stiffness)

Numerical solution of equation (15) with initial conditions (33) on the assumption that y,,,=0.32 mm, a) solution for n=0 and R%0,
b) solution for n¥0 and R=0, c) solution for n*0 and R+0, d) comparison of solution in Fig. 4b (vibrations of monolithic structure)
with solution of the equation in Fig. Sc (vibrations of composite structure)
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Womon=420.27rad/s, nyp;=32.545, Npen=60.74s1. Tt
has to be emphasised that parameters of not delami-
nated slab, that is parameters with index “mon”, coin-
cide with parameters of the slab described in previous
section, in which the problem was solved analytically
(case of monolithic structure).

Numerical calculations were carried out for two val-
ues of maximum stresses Tuu=0.1MPa and
Tnax=0.01MPa. These values correspond respectively
to two maximum values of deflection: y,,,=0.32mm
and y,,;,=0.032mm, (determined from formula (7)),
at which delamination occurs.

0.5
ts
Yra=0.0321= A
| 0.05 0.1 0.14 0.2
-0.5

#—# R7.77ms »— 27.76ms

damping: constant force
stiffness: variable
Ogumon =420.278 | 05mg =225.16™H
keon=46. 458, k n=13.33%
R=1.06kN
Nmon=0, Rres=0
Yres =0.032mm

b ,yymm

s
0/05 0.1 0.15 0.2

28.02ms
: viscous
stiffness: variable
D gmon =420.278 | 0 eg =225.1678
kmon=26.45W, K ne=18.95%
R=0
Nmon=60.74h, Nroa=32.548
Yrex =0.032mm
Figure 6.

The calculations were carried out for three different
variants of damping at each value of maximum stress
Tmax and presented in Fig. 5 (Tpue=0.1MPa) and
Fig. 6 (Tynex=0.01MPa).

The following issues were considered in those pictures:

a) vibrations with damping in the form of constant
damping force and without viscous damping (Fig.
5a and 6a),

b) damping in the form of viscous damping; friction
in joint surface omitted (Fig. 5b and 6b),

¢) systems in which combined damping by force R
and viscous damping occur (Fig. 5S¢ and 5c¢). This

ts

0/05 0.1 0.15 0.2

» 28.16ms

damping: viscotic, constant force
stiffness: variahle

g mom =420.27H | 0oy =225. 1678
U k=46 45W, K u=18.95%

R=1.06kN
Timon=60.74h, Niros=32.54%
Yrex =0.032mm
1 Y. mm
28.16ms
A
0.5
. is
'?\;—' .
|05 0.1 0.15 0.2
-0.5
—1 15.11ms

composite element; Tme=0.014Pa
(damping viscotic, damping in
joint surface, veriable stiffness)
monolithic element (viscotic
damping, constani stiffness)

Numerical solution of equation (15) with initial conditions (33) on the assumption thaty;,,=0.032 mm, a) solution for n=0 and R0,
b) solution for n¥0 and R=0, c) solution for n¥0 and R#0, d) comparison of solution of equation (16) at n¥0 and R*0 (vibrations of
composite structure) with solution of equation in Fig. 4b (vibrations of monolithic structure)
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case corresponds to vibrations of composite struc-
ture in which damping in joint surface occurs after
delamination.

Fig. 5d and Fig. 6d compare obtained results corre-
sponding to case c¢) with corresponding monolithic
model, whose solution is represented in Fig. 4b.

Analysis of results a), b), ¢) in Figs. 5 and 6 show two
phases. First phase corresponds to situation, when
amplitude of vibration is greater than value y,.
Second phase corresponds to situation, where ampli-
tude of vibrations decreased below y;,.

Diagrams corresponding to damping by constant
force (Fig. 5a and Fig. 6a) show that in the first phase
vibrations fade in a way similar to that presented in
Fig. 4a. Amplitudes of vibrations cannot be limited by
a straight line which is an effect of change of systems
stiffness when it crosses position *yj,.. In consequent
courses the system travels along different time peri-
ods in two ranges of stiffness ky, 1 Kmon-
Consequently, period of vibration of the system is not
constant in this range. After limiting the amplitude of
vibration to yy,, the system vibrates as a system with-
out damping.

Note that the period of vibrations in Fig. Sa changed
considerably. In the first phase it is around 27.55ms,
omitting small changes mentioned above; in the sec-
ond phase — phase of free non-damped vibrations, it
is 14.95ms. The difference results from the fact that
stiffness of the system corresponds to greater stiff-
ness kmon in the second phase.

In case of viscous damping, with omission of constant
force damping (Fig. 5b, Fig. 6b), the vibrations fade
asymptotically. Note that the period of vibrations in
the first phase in Fig.5b is 19.95ms and is smaller than
analogical period of vibrations in Fig. 6b, which is
28.02ms. This results from the fact that the system
presented in Fig. 6b, for which y,,;=0.032mm, stays

longer in area corresponding to stiffness k..

Temporal courses of vibrations of systems in Fig. 5¢
and 6¢ are similar to those in Fig. 4c. This results
from the fact, that with employed assumptions vis-
cous damping has a decisive role in vibrations damp-
ing.

Fig. 5d and 6d allow to compare solutions of vibra-
tion of composite elements to solutions of monolith-
ic elements vibration.

The comparison leads to the following conclusion. In
case of assumed greater value of frictional stress
(Tmax=0.1MPa) the fact that the joint surface exists
did not considerably changed the natural period in

comparison to monolithic element. However, it
caused increase of damping in the first phase of
vibration, where the amplitude is greater than yj,.
The vibration fading of composite element, where
the amplitude is less than y,;, and in corresponding
monolithic element proceeds similarly.

In case of assumed smaller value of frictional stress
(Tmax=0.01MPa) the vibration of the composite ele-
ment in the first phase, where amplitudes of vibration
are big, fade slower in comparison to monolithic ele-
ment. Simultaneously the period of vibration increas-
es considerably in comparison to monolithic element.

Comparison of lines limiting solution of vibrations in
Fig. 5d and 6d is presented in Fig. 7. The comparison
confirms that, depending on assumed limiting values
of stress Tua., different intensity of dissipation of
energy per unit of time is obtained. Greater dissipa-
tion of energy per unit of time occurs when the value
of stress ¢ is greater. Then the composite structure
loses more energy than monolithic structure. It has to
be emphasised that the natural period of vibration of
composite and monolithic structures does not differ
substantially.

On the other hand, according to the model, in case of
small value of stress T4 the vibrations of composite
structure fade slower than vibration of monolithic
structure. In such situation considerable increase in
period of vibration is observed in comparison to
monolithic structure.

Based on the presented observations, author of the
paper is conducting laboratory experiments, whose
aim is to diagnose the state of composite structure on
the basis of measurement of free vibrations.

N0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

",

-0.5 N\ T=15.11ms
- @
Figure 7.

Comparison of lines limiting vibrations of composite struc-
ture with viscous damping and frictional stress
T max=0.1MPa and 7 nax=0.01MPa to a line limiting vibra-
tion of monolithic structure
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5. CONCLUSIONS

The paper defines model of vibrations of composite
reinforced concrete structure. Damping of vibrations
in joint surface is caused by frictional stress thanks to
vertical reinforcement. Damping resulting from
microdeformations of concrete has been modelled as
viscous damping. Defined model has been solved
analytically and numerically for two different values
of frictional stress in joint surface. Moreover, vibra-
tions of monolithic model (without joint surface)
have been analysed. As an effect of the analysis the
following conclusions may be proposed:

— greater dissipation of energy occurs when the value
of frictional stress is greater, while natural periods
of composite and monolithic structures do not dif-
fer substantially,

— assuming small value of frictional stress, vibrations
of composite structure fade slower than vibrations
of monolithic structure, the natural period of vibra-
tions of composite structure increase in compari-
son to monolithic structure.

Above presented observations may serve as a basis
for diagnosis of state of composite structure on the
basis of measurement of free vibrations.
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