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Abstract

In order to study the mechanical properties of ultra-high performance concrete joint precast
beams immersed in 5% sulfate for different time periods, five ultra-high performance concrete
precast beams were designed and fabricated. The effects of immersing sulfate solution for differ-
ent time periods (0 Day, 30 Days, 60 Days, 180 Days, 390 Days) on the flexural properties of pre-
cast beams were investigated by flexural performance tests. The experimental results show that:
after immersed precast beams and unimmersed bending damage form is similar, cracks have ap-
peared from the support to the compression zone to carry out the tendency, with the increase of
the sulfate immersion time, the maximum width of cracks in the damage state shows first decrease
and then increase, with the sulfate immersion time of the span increase, the test beams cracks to
carry out more quickly, and the early cracks to increase the change is more obvious. Its overall
stiffness increases and then decreases, the test beams are in line with the flat cross-section as-
sumption, after the establishment of the concrete constitutive model, its compressive (tensile)
stress-strain curve in the range of corrosion time 0~60 d shows a rising trend, and after that there
is an overall downward trend, and the longer the erosion time decreases the degree of decreasing
is more and more, and the rate of decreasing increases exponentially. ABAQUS finite element nu-
merical simulation results are in good agreement with test results.
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el A TR B LA MR RZ B O, 1R H A KBRS ) iz e A, o T A =X
TR SE A HCEETT i S B A T A e e O AR [ 1] L e e Ty i A e BRIV T By B vt
B A FE BT SRR I, R UE R T AR VR 4 e S R B I R R AR AR AR M . R S B R
SR AT TR 2 SO s ALK 2 R A A, DR R BRI AL 7 20, M3 i B AR 254 11
AVERFRE M . DR G FELE TR Vi vt 2 B 0 e P A MRS i L) v Re AN LR Tk e .
v M e TR it 1 (Ultra-High Performance Concrete, UHPC) B 8 w5 5 . 8 w0 1k, 8 i i A 1k 2540 S P g
FE AR AR SRR TR 3 R A HURH2]. UHPC BAT U051 J1 24 MR, 030 e U 5 B N R 5
UHPC AR B A AP AE, REMSHEHLIL I I, VRALIE A A1 A IR B 52 [3] [4].

TR ER T I APAE TR 57K DA R R X, BRI £k 142 kA 5 i VR 75 L i A P ) B BRI R 2R
B BRI IE DR, MR T2 e HE TR B T s — PRG3R, AR IR 55 R 2 R HE AR B A
HI[5] [6], B&FSE[7IWTIL 1 B F AR AU A0 AR T8 e 1k e TRt - (UHPC) Sl IR Eh AU 52, JF HL
D& T B R ER VA VBB D AT 5 PR R . A B A SR A R R AR R B SRR [8]HF S/ th UHPC 7E
K AR A TR (0 0 5 M R S ARV TR B 52 fe /), HLAIA ) B AR R AR, A3 T UHPC
BA R 0&E AR AYE. FiREE i RS Ak, & A T P AR IR B L PR R SR 1R Ak
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% ] 55 S [ O] 0 28 SEBRL R BRI VUK IR 1m0 KR B & 075 G RHR B LT T s &K&W
K, SRR, ARAEET VSRR LR 10060 R B IR 300 d Ja, R4 T LA E AL
WA E MR, SHEKTRIEKTREE LA, RELZE AR R IK . 2 H0R i i (8]
A, AR PRI A RN A A BT8R EL . A8 R ] UHPC S #ETR B+ 22 HAERR IR #h PRI I K ik
390D, Jfiid 1B HriF i UHPC T RN 512 L RE .

2. REHFR
2.1. HHES L EHNE

C30 Rkt | R L, KHMIKIEN P.0.425, Heki 3.68%, LLEmE 373 mikg, 3D Hi/ki
JE 27.2 MPa; W ¥ KL E 8 S95, 25 2.9 glem®, K E 0.5%, LM 417 m¥kg: Ry E
J¥ 2.28 glem® Bk B 1.14%, BRI PR LARIE, A RVE IS 1 B,

UHPC XHI/KYE P.0.52.5, Kk 2.43%, ELRmE AN 355 mkg, 3D Hi/Ed#%/E 36 MPa, 28D Hi/Ei
% 61.2 Mpa; FEACRH HKITHEMAEEIR, ST & 0.005%, /K% 0.78%, Fek& 1.96%; KHIMH>
Mgafy; ANAF4ERH 0.22 mm BEARSEHF EANLF4E, KA 70, HidisifE 2480 Mpa; Wil FFIR AR —H
BB LTI DRGSR SRR A Ve R IR TR, S T & 0.05%, G ilE 0.40%, &7K% 0.2%,
IRIK R 33%.

Table 1. Properties of aggregates used
# 1 EAEREM

C30 UHPC
PERE
iiRzg s =gl =gl
KA e ER Fiwb b
BRI (mm) 25 3 0.825 0.425
AETERE%) 0.005 0.003 0.0025 0.0042

il 2 BB ZORE J AN FES 3 min, IIAA SR AT HES 3 min, ZJEMAKEES 7 min, Hrh
IS B HEE R 5] B I B b P NEATHR A, JF BLRTIISS (I &, 8 FOd R S BUAB RN LR D 5 —
M4z 20k IR 2T 4] 75 BEF AL a8 18 B O 9 )B4 T 2 a8, 34744 3 min [10]-[12], UHPC &
Eeinz 2 Fizw .

Table 2. UHPC Mixing Ratio
2. UHPC FL &Lt
REM TR K Tt IR iy oY/ S S L % il K GEaR T
UHPC (kg/m?) 740 100 210 999 11 210 147 2

2.2. Wt

ASCRIGARYE QREE L4515 THE) (GB50010-2010) [13], it T 5 R UHPC #EH: Ml 34 i,
Hodr UHPC il 22 fir 4 $% BRI VRIS (8] 52 S0, A N8 150 mm x 250 mm, 224K 1800 mm, 1HHEKE
A 1600 mm, JREELLRZEEE N 25 mm, #04= B C30 JREE LTk, ERBUNEEKEZ N 10d d
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NI T EAR), LO N ARIAZ B0 BRI 2, L1, L2, L6, L13 43l ATE 5% B aia i 58
AIRIAZ T 30 K 60 K. 180 K. 390 K, HATRIF—HT AT IS HEZ 5 5250, H UHPC JG R IMIRE
P, 1F UHPC JE R B AW E 2 VA, JEAE S Benixd Sk T 4T B B EAREH, JEPHE 2 By 2 d
TR AME AR A AT B, TR R BK B BN 160 mm. RIG IR DhiE (R R W2 3 Fiw, IR K
Bt A a0 & 1, Bgme st e 2.

Table 3. Erosion time

%2 3. 1RidETE)

TR 2 CRuEIIDS
LO 0
L1 30
L2 60
L6 180
L13 380
UHPC precast UHPC precast
€30 concrete section C30  concrete section C30
208
©6@110
2016 3
380 | 160 | 720 [ 160 | 380 150
T T “800 T T
C30 C30
¢§ b d% S
A =T S S

Keyway penetration
section

Figure 1. Test beam design and reinforcement drawings

& 1. Ie R A

2.3. iNEF1ERE

ARURARIE W VR T B C30 YEEE T B4 100 x 100 x 100 mm 7 5 R, 55 UHPC BEth A 150
x 150 x 150 mm 3754 B, J5 WIEAT 6 NE 2h 1R 00 5 HEAT PR S2 96 15 B A S TR B i SE I EHE W 5, R
A7 TN SRR ST AN I SERE, AT AN DT h  I SR ARAN A  E RREE, RBREE DL
PR L 4,

Table 4. Mechanical properties of steel bars

= 4. WERNFMRE

A JEMRAT /N JEARSESE f/MPa BRGTEUKN BORGREE f/MPa SRR R E/MPa
HRB300A8 18.2 362.7 232 461.55 2.11
HRB300A6 205 725.5 2238 826.29 221
HRB400D16 68.8 342.35 108.3 538.64 2.13
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24, MBEE

A VCRIR A =00 s s BRI I AR GO PF it n e 48, T Fr Dt in b i 50T iz
AR IRAS DN RE ,  AiiF 38AT L7 3R 5 BT AR £, DOl i o 7 B S it (1A — 28, SR S5 2T
BRI, A TR 2 2 1D BE A A (W JSE AL 08 R) VR r 8 o B » 38 3o 73 Fe SRHs - TR 70 A 21
IR b, REARRE T 5 N KA 30 mm/50 mm AR AL R 5E , 3 A7 AL B9 i 52
A& b 75 (FH A0 S PR T )« it mh R 7 O RN 8 o 8 P2 AR TR A 7 A 0 4 e 3 2 W A2 R 44X DH3816N
K. WML R AR AT B I 20 B8 TT 46 A A2 B0 225 rh it v L7 TR S (R BERG UG 5 SR+
JSAE TR R AR TR A S A S HEAT Bt R AR, B IR RN o A AR AT LA TR R 2 A
A AL RN AR TR AR BT X, H S E ARG T . IR e pA . HIZR AR
WERAFREAT B AR R M, DA DN AN B AR rh 25 i 2800 T TRk 1R AR e JEe A DU I A 28 75 A2 T
B [14]-

)
riiﬁ 320 320 160 L 150 320

1600
-RAR, RETR, -EAERE, R, st o WRE, -HER

N
w
~
]

Figure 2. Arrangement of strain gauges and displacement gauges

B2 RNRNTRRAMBITHE

25. MBEFR

AP 5 KN BN, 2 BRI R A HR % o IE AR A AR, 4945 B
R 20%00HH SRR, 5 SRR R PR RN LR T, R AR 2 AR
MUK RAT AT, SRR SO0 HT R BT RIR , R RAEE 10%
(LSRR AR LA IR, AR BURAR A B HORAS . TR RN T 596000 SRR 8.

3. IR R K WIR
3.1. RUEREIFHAR

FERRIR EE A AR IR I R, i1 T IR U 3 BT AR £ F R 2 (AR AR, B DA 3R T AR AL TG
OUEIR I RTIIA AR IR o 1% 3 w4 Tt I 8] ) AN BB 38, TR A o A AT 4 H BB R
Bt MR xR e - AR TR — N RREEIE R . AE SR NITARRTBL, P AR AL AN KA B A=), XA
YIROKIZAK, TR EE L N R AR LI SE . BEE R MHERS, g%, SEURBLRANEIK, &
TR I AN 3S% . WA SO RIREAT, ESBUAAT KA B R FLBR AN R4, , 2 BIFLBREE RN, TRk
RO RN o — BOARIBI{E, RSB ITRE, PRI RaE, RRERAR & it
(RUBFEHEIEIE,  nRIE .
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Figure 3. Sulfate-impregnated form
E 3. AR ZIMBRLR0E RS

3.2. IRIER AR

(1) LO: fi#ichnak®] 33 kN, HEEFFURHIL: mramak®] 42 kN i, P X460 22 4%; frdioin
HWE| T2 kN, FEERER| D12, fEngk s 87 kN, R4ETEEY EBAE . WmHINEE] 117 kN, 7F 111 kN
IR 4% G, SR A Ak S R R, INERF 182 kN I, 52K X M B (A1 2448 DR i i 3 A 2 148
KN, JR#&E L2 R X R, 2L4EEIuE 4(a).

(2) L1: far#fhn#k®) 39 kN, E18. E24 IR/ N3L4% Kk 3] D18, ik in#k#| 54 kN i, E18. E24
REETFIRY K, WENEE] 84 kN, RHEIUHZLLE. W NEE 114 kN, E29 iLfH$] B28; far &Nk 2|
140 kN, JEMUT 2IZTF e 5, [R]IN Se AT 2L 4R 20T fe , mrdmak 2 165 kN, REEHEAA, HTEEH
BRTHN, Prhsdst E18 B S INARE] 173 KN B, IE R v Wy B35 M 75 IR S e 21 4 E) 148
kN, Al4. AL5 7237 X 4 Rt - R 1, 448401 4(b).

(3) L2: far# &3 54 kN, Uiy 52E5 s U o tH A 4% E12, EL17. E24: idUm#k 3] 54 kN
B, Jopl =2k e kIR, MENEE] 84 kN, 4% Sy AT . frEingks 114 kN, B ER
AR AR T, IR 2R REES, EL7 MO R4, R 2, fT N3] 140 kN,
C8 7r %% B10, ANz ®] 170 kN, BUS G ) 52 40 i BAS IR B S IR AR, G JiS, fidmakenis, 244k
T PEREE IS K, BB R K. Nk E] 180 kN B, VR MBI EREETE A, fT kAR 145 KN,
A15-A20 JR#EE L HRE, REEEIE 4(c).

(4) L6: frdn# s 43 kN, HIIIPI&M/NES% E14. E21; Mk hnak s 58 kN, HIIl =458k, 4k
i E14 2454k ST ) D14, sk in#k 3] 88 kN, E18 70 X i —/#rZdss, s hnd®l 103 kN, HEL
ZOMTaE, R I R4E, E6 JEERH I/ NSE; frEinE ] 118 kN, I AR REE; frEinE
133 kN, N/ AR, AN HREE . fiEniE) 163 kN, FIikMWRAFE, sk FREF] 132 kN, Al2-Al7
TR R, s A 4(d).

(5) L13: fi#cn#k®) 31 kN, JLI 2255 o 1 o I 40 A 4% E15, E18, E22; faf#ln#k3 47 kN
I, E12. E13 /%% D12, D13 Hid]; sk in#k®] 77 kN, E7 HIIR4ET) D7; fngk 3] 122 kN, 49
R AR, frEk N EkE] 164 KN, TREEE B R E A, R8ER N 4e).
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Figure 4. Specimen damage pattern

4. I HRRIRRES

4, RWER R
4.1. frEiagthsk

DARIE AE 2 1 far 28R Xt 7 1 B R 28 4% s PE S AT 0 90, PR ST 5 ) L A5 S 1) g K 2 4% 9 55 B
B RBES—8G ERIRRET, L0 R KR4 AIAR 7 3.7 mm, 1fj L1, L2, L6, L13 43l
79 2.338 mm. 2 mm. 2.082 mm. 3.225 mm, ZEIL—FSLFEACFIGINM KRB, BERHRIE 30 K~60
Ky WEIOIRASZLGEAG /MR W T 5 BB ER S5I2 1 00 2 o LB R v 5o P kAT T3 s . BRIERSRIZ I 390
KIG, SRS G 4 R4 S 7= A 2 050 3 i%%m&wW%FiTka%%,Mﬁ%%mQMW
R BAERRFEF, L6 Al L13 bR 0IR B foK, X 3R WBE A 5 I I8 b 2 ih et [R) () oK i B 3 K, ik
U0 R AL TT JiE () BE A, LT R AR R TR I
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Figure 5. Load-maximum crack width curve
5. fardi-R A ZEETT R Lk

4.2. TarEIRE LR

sl 6 fras >y UHPC TR fr - Pefe ok R ith 2k, 154t R ) 20 1 2 1) far 0 B2 i 2R R 301
=B, 55— Hr BOR N BT 2 U0 SR B T R AT IR MRS, gl — SR 2k AP
K, HRENRE TR, &ML — N TP RIGHENS A BL vl R4 TR,
BTN BL MERIRRART TR, IR, #hek B HRPUEE — A0 mis W82 p e i i ik 2
Ja, HEITIRAEAT T2, fERigin, SREEME I, EREE MBUAEIR.

Table 5. Characteristic loads and corresponding deflections of test beams

= 5. I SREFEET RIS R R

\ o IR A 353 e PR ROR S IR
W 5
P, /kN @, Imm P, /kN o, /mm P, /kN o, /mm P, /kN ®, Imm
LO 33 0.887 157 5.942 182 16.13 148 22.794
L1 39 1.413 144 6.125 173 18.957 148 24.673
L2 54 1.144 150 4.443 180 15.519 145 19.713
L6 43 1.588 133 5.447 163 14.57 129 18.182
L13 31 1.01 137 5.686 164 216 127 25.34

B E 6 LLEEE 5 HahT, WIGss KR, 2 5%mmRE IR, L2 WA R AT
LO &M% T 13.5%, XK HHTE UHPC iR 1E 5%k 2hiA i HhiZi 60 K, —EFEfE B3hn 7 ik 50 2 i %
SR, LRGBS AR T LO BN T 7.6%, 1M FLAKPR PR GREEE LO FRMK T 4.9%, X2 HT7F
WIGRHERT, L1 RS sE, WAFEIBMER, SHRKREIRNE 30 K, BRBARNE DL 5%5
MRS T, (HRIRRBEEA I L0, L6, L13 RIS FRPTE SR B AREL T LO P41 7 10.4%7F1 9.8%, #H
BT L2 BRIK T 9.4%71 8.8%i1X K UHPC Tl 2 7E 5% MR £hiA il HHi= it i) 180 KA 390 K, ikt
IR Sy VR REAEPRAR . AEMTER 120 KN IR, L1, L2 B AT Kac42 1%, L0, L6, L13 £/ ik
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Figure 6. Load-maximum crack width curve

Bl 6. Tl - RAREF L

43. BEBETNT

N T EGAIE UHPC T 2 T A 1 S AR s AT o P PR AR A R A 6 P AT B S 0% v e 4% v 55 ) SR 0
T 5 AMNREEL AR R, DLRIIAS [ Gar B0 P R 8500 s VR A AR S s 1) o A R . DR P TR L
AR A R 2 an 1<) 7 s .

HHE 7 BT%0, LOL L13 [N AR R R A SEAR KR [R], Horiis fe ~PBb i B+ R e o 28 110 4 KT 448
H 3 MR R A AF L0 L13.

250 —r - T r T T T T T 250 T T T T T ,
. —=— 20kN " "
200 1 5 —n—40kN | 200 - \ : T
; —n— 60kN > -
\CELE —v— 80kN g :
g : —n— L : i
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Figure 7. Mid-span section strain curve of a beam

B 7. ReOFEPEENTHZ
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5 BRTITH

PSR ABAQUS B 44T 5 MR (1 51510t , C30 TRt A1 UHPC i HY C3D8R — 4k SZ ik Hi e,
AR50 F T3D2 MAL Rt . YRE R A S M AR B TR, A9 SR P AR S M AR, AN RN B TR,
BRI S TR+ 2 T B RS o MR E TSRS I, UHPC B BEMIAR &I 2 /NF- i 0 4y, IR+ A1 UHPC
K C3D8R =4S BTG, ZHIUH/N N A A HHE, BAMEMARAE R, 7L SRR
ARG TARYER: ANJB R T3D2 MrZEsase, X LRI R (1 VR 4 1 SR FH &5 A Ak K1) 43 X 7 12 DA A
BONFEE ) VYA T IR o X RSSO AT SR IE 5 BRUTRRB8E 1- A% R~ 2 20 mm. UHPC % R~14 10
mm, 4955 P A 15 mm.

455K F embedded T BE ik NV EE 322 rh, BN i 5 TR e L RN TE RS o TRBE T2 5 A LA &
SRR VR R 2 IRISR ) tie s X S SR 181 S R R AT b v B IS S, B E S AR
WEREABIITINE, R coupling ZEB% N B 5 3 BN . A PRI ILE 8.

P O AT IREG R A Al B N RS A2 B AR, UHPC BILBE B A 040 A5 - R A FE K 1 o
71, XN UHPC BABKIINIE MIGRE, UHPC P IANLT 4 thas b )y il gs 4, B Tt
FERB IR b P2 por IF VR e 58 FhiHI 2% 5 th I 445%, BT DAZE R AR, UHPC mIZRARE K IN R, P9 EiAR
AN E i R

Figure 8. Finite element model
8. BIRTRE

S, Mises

(1 759%)
£.4480+02
4,9942+02
4.540e+02
4.086e+02
3.6320+02
3.178e+02
2,7242+02
2.270e+02
1B16e+02
1.2628+02
9.085e+01
4,545e+01
5.6530-02

S, Mises

(P9: 75%)
+6.368e+02
+5.838e+02
+5.308e+02
+4.778e+02
+4.248e+02
+3.718e+02
+3.188e+02
+2.657e+02
+2.127e+02
+1.597e+02
+1.067e+02
+5.370e+01
+6.933e-01

S, Mises

(R 75%)
4,3882+02
40228 +02
3.657e+02
32028 +02
2,9268+02 Y
2.561e+02
2,196e+02
1.830e+02
1.4650+02
1.098e+02
7.341e+01 T A
3.6882+0
3.437e-01

(c) L2
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Figure 9. Cloud chart of reinforcement stress
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Figure 10. Cloud chart of concrete stress
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