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Comparison of Shear Reinforced Beam Designed by EC2 and MCFT
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ABSTRACT

This study compares with an experimental value of shear reinforced beam and results according
to EC2 and MCFT. The analysis results show that MCFT predicts the failure value of shear
reinforced beam more accurately than EC2. Also, the calculated value of the angle 0 of EC2 is
smaller than MCFT.
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