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Protective and Blast Resistant Concrete Structures
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Table 1 Deformation limits of structural members under blast

loading
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Table 2 Response limits of ductility ratios
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Table 3 Response criteria for reinforced concrete
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Table 4 Typical failure criteria for components of reinforced
concrete structure
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Fig. 3 Concrete material model
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Fig. 4 Strength increase due to high strain rate
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Fig. 6 Blast and impact analysis using Hydrocode
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