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= Widely used to resist lateral loads " Global results
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= Shear Aggregate Interlock Along Cracks .
BEIESS oo Conclusion & Future Work
/ e[ ta = Reasonable prediction of local and global responses
/ /—’ch1 under multi directional loading
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: . : = publically available in OpenSees in 2019
= Dowel Action of Vertical Reinforcement
{yxy = ydow) T = Much faster than similar FEM models so enable
engineers to use in dynamic analysis
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