
Citation: Tariq, M.; Khan, A.; Ullah,

A.; Shayanfar, J.; Niaz, M. Improved

Shear Strength Prediction Model of

Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete

Beams by Adopting Gene Expression

Programming. Materials 2022, 15,

3758. https://doi.org/10.3390/

ma15113758

Academic Editor: Jeong Gook Jang

Received: 17 February 2022

Accepted: 24 April 2022

Published: 24 May 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

materials

Article

Improved Shear Strength Prediction Model of Steel Fiber
Reinforced Concrete Beams by Adopting Gene
Expression Programming
Moiz Tariq 1,* , Azam Khan 1, Asad Ullah 1, Javad Shayanfar 2 and Momina Niaz 3

1 NUST Institute of Civil Engineering (NICE), School of Civil and Environmental Engineering,
National University of Science and Technology (NUST), Sector H-12, Islamabad 44000, Pakistan;
azam.khan@nice.nust.edu.pk (A.K.); aullah1.ms18nice@student.nust.edu.pk (A.U.)

2 Department of Civil Engineering, University of Minho, Azur’em, 4800-058 Guimaraes, Portugal;
arch3d.ir@gmail.com

3 Department of Civil Engineering, University of Engineering and Technology, Peshawar 25130, Pakistan;
momina.niaz7@gmail.com

* Correspondence: mtariq.ms18@nice.nust.edu.pk or tarikmoiz@gmail.com

Abstract: In this study, an artificial intelligence tool called gene expression programming (GEP)
has been successfully applied to develop an empirical model that can predict the shear strength of
steel fiber reinforced concrete beams. The proposed genetic model incorporates all the influencing
parameters such as the geometric properties of the beam, the concrete compressive strength, the shear
span-to-depth ratio, and the mechanical and material properties of steel fiber. Existing empirical
models ignore the tensile strength of steel fibers, which exercise a strong influence on the crack
propagation of concrete matrix, thereby affecting the beam shear strength. To overcome this limitation,
an improved and robust empirical model is proposed herein that incorporates the fiber tensile
strength along with the other influencing factors. For this purpose, an extensive experimental
database subjected to four-point loading is constructed comprising results of 488 tests drawn from
the literature. The data are divided based on different shapes (hooked or straight fiber) and the
tensile strength of steel fiber. The empirical model is developed using this experimental database and
statistically compared with previously established empirical equations. This comparison indicates
that the proposed model shows significant improvement in predicting the shear strength of steel fiber
reinforced concrete beams, thus substantiating the important role of fiber tensile strength.

Keywords: gene expression programming; reinforced concrete; steel fiber reinforced concrete;
shear strength

1. Introduction

The concept of fiber-reinforced building materials is by no means new, ancient West
Asia, Africa, and South America were the earliest civilizations that were familiar with
reinforcing adobe bricks with straw fibers [1]. Much development has taken place since,
especially over the past 100 years, when the field of fiber-reinforced concrete has witnessed
a boom. Presently, four primary types of fibers—namely, natural, glass, synthetic, and
steel—are used in concrete. It follows that the natural fibers (coconut, bamboo, sisal, jute,
etc.) are cheap, but they can cause durability issues in concrete [2]. Similarly, glass fiber
is prone to durability issues. On the other hand, synthetic fibers (such as nylon, carbon,
acrylic, and polyester) can successfully make concrete more durable; however, they do not
improve the shear strength as efficiently as steel fibers [1].

Shear failure is one of the most dangerous types of failure, due to its inherent un-
certainty and catastrophic nature. In order to avoid this sudden and explosive failure,
typical vertical web reinforcement is provided that is spaced at varying intervals. However,
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the provision of web reinforcement can be challenging if the available space is narrow,
irregular, and congested. In such cases, as pointed out earlier, steel fiber reinforcement can
be used to effectively increase the shear strength. Although the use of steel fibers, such
as metal chips and screws, started as early as 1910 [1], systematic experimental studies in
this context appear to have been made in the 1960s. These fibers are more effective when
their size ranges from 6.4 mm to 76 mm in length by virtue of being uniformly distributed
throughout a concrete matrix [3]. Consequently, this uniform mixing has shown significant
improvement in the compressive strength of the concrete; additionally, steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) has shown significant promise in the field of civil engineering, for example,
these fibers have been successfully employed in dams, bridge decks, and RC beam-column
joints in seismically active regions [4]. The use of steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber rein-
forced concrete (SFRC)) concrete has not only improved the shear strength of structural
elements but also offered beneficial restraining effects to prohibit crack opening. Along
with toughness, the contribution of steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced concrete
(SFRC)) concrete has been shown to improve the concrete tensile strength in splitting planes,
thus enhancing the dowel resistance [5,6].

Congestion of reinforcing bars at beam-column intersection and placement of concrete
in such a region has been a challenging problem for a long time. Steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) has been suggested as one of the potential alternatives. Wang and Lee [5]
have shown an improvement in the flexural shear capacity of interior beam-column joints
using steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC)) concrete jacketing.
Similarly, Filiatrault et al. [7] have shown that the use of steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber
reinforced concrete (SFRC)) concrete in the RC joint region not only enhances the ductility
of the joint but also substantially increases the joint shear strength. By virtue of this, Fattuhi
and Hughues [8] have shown an increased strength and ductility of steel fiber reinforced
(steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC)) concrete corbels. As a consequence of the ductility,
cohesion, and energy absorption property, steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC)) concrete is used as a primary component in shotcrete and other slope
stabilization applications [9].

Building design codes such as ACI has encouraged the use of steel fiber as a replace-
ment for minimum stirrups [10]. It may, therefore, be argued that there is a clear need for an
accurate procedure for concrete structures reinforced with steel fibers. Due to the complex
shear transfer mechanisms of steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC))
concrete and the orientation of the fibers at the crack interface, there is no forthright method
of accurate prediction [11]. As a result, empirical formulations have been developed by
several researchers (Sharma [12], Kwak et al. [13], Wright [14], Zsutty [15]). However, the
major drawback of all the available models is their restricted validity due to the limited
dataset employed in the model development.

Recently, a new technique of machine learning models has been able to predict the
mechanical properties of concrete with higher accuracy. Several evolutionary algorithms for
the shear capacity predictions of steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete beams are proposed
by different researchers. For instance, two models using multi-expression programming
are proposed by Sarveghadi et al. [16]. Greenough and Nehdi [17] have used a genetic
algorithm (GA) to develop a model incorporating a parameter for dowel action. Shahnewaz
and Alam [18] have identified various influencing parameters, which are incorporated
in a genetic algorithm-based equation for steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete beams.
Although all these artificial intelligence models show satisfactory accuracy, the database em-
ployed to generate these modes is relatively small [19–21]. One other important issue that
remains with these models is that they do not consider the mechanical properties of steel
fibers. The growing number of available experimental data and the recent advancement of
data analysis techniques have motivated new approaches.

The study is motivated by a similar investigation by Sabetifar et al. [22], where a GEP
model was proposed to estimate the ultimate shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete
(SFRC) beams. This work has been extended to enhance the experimental dataset of 488
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lab tests and incorporate additional influencing factors such as the diameter of aggregate
and, most importantly, the tensile strength of the fiber [23]. It is shown that the tensile
strength is one of the most important factors influencing the shear strength of the steel
fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam. This conclusion is drawn from a comprehensive
statistical comparison between the current model and fifteen existing models.

2. Research Significance

The shear failure of a structural element built from concrete is very dangerous because
of the greater uncertainty and the catastrophic nature of failure [24]. This has inspired
many researchers to examine the use of steel fibers for improving the shear strength of
beams. Several empirical models have been proposed for evaluating the shear strength of
steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams. However, most of these approaches are either
computationally demanding or too approximate. While these models incorporate most of
the key influencing parameters, they tend to omit the most important factor of fiber tensile
strength [23]. The current study attempts to develop an accurate model by incorporating
the fiber tensile strength in addition to other influencing factors [25], thus a substantial
improvement on the existing shear models.

3. Factors Affecting Shear Strength

Identifying key influencing parameters is the most important step toward generating
an accurate model. The influencing factors chosen for modeling the shear behavior of steel
fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams herein are the concrete compressive strength, the
tensile reinforcement ratio, the span to depth ratio, the fiber aspect ratio, the number of
fibers in concrete, the fiber tensile strength, and the span of a beam. Of special interest in
these parameters is the fiber tensile strength, which has been overlooked by all the previous
studies [3,26–29].

Khuntia et al. [27] have shown that the increase in the concrete compressive strength
results in an exponential increase in the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete
(SFRC) beams, which has been attributed to the development of the strong bond between the
concrete matrix and fibers [28]. Nevertheless, owing to the arching action, an exponential
decrease in the beam shear strength is observed with an increase in the shear span-depth
ratio [3]. Another important factor of shear strength is the tensile reinforcement ratio,
whose increase increases the shear strength up to a certain limit beyond which the strength
declines [29]. It has been suggested that lower reinforcement ratios result in larger dowel
forces in concrete, and an increased shear strength ensues [30]. On the other hand, the rate
of increase in these beams decreases when the reinforcement ratios increase.

Finally, the effect of steel fiber tensile strength has a significant influence on the steel
fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams. Studies have shown that the toughness and the
shear strength of the RC beam can be increased by improving the tensile strength of the
steel fiber [3]. Moreover, the improved tensile strength not only enhances the ductility
of the structural element, resulting in high energy dissipation but also increases the fiber
bridging effect, causing a delay in the propagation of cracks.

4. Parametric Study

This section is concerned with a parametric study performed to enhance the un-
derstanding of important factors influencing the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) beams. The aim is to create a set of circumstances across which only one
parameter, affecting the outcome of interest, varies. To achieve this objective in the current
parametric study, it is essential to make concrete compressive strength uniform, so that its
confounding effect is minimized. Therefore, the shear strength values are normalized with
respect to the concrete compressive strength to create a circumstance in which the effect
of the compressive strength on the outcome is small in comparison with other varying
key factors under study. There exists some discrepancy in the literature on whether to
normalize with respect to square root or cube root of concrete compressive strength [31].
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Therefore, a preliminary statistical analysis is carried out for the selection of the appropriate
option. Truly, Figure 1a suggests that the slope of the dataset trendline with respect to the
square root of the concrete compressive strength is low; showing the elimination of concrete
compressive strength from the shear strength parametric study. The data in Figure 1 are
derived from the experimental published data supplementary materials. This input data
are also shown in the form correlation matrix in Figure 2. The following can be observed
from the plots in Figure 1:

1. By increasing the reinforcement ratio ρ, the normalized shear capacity vu/
√

f ′c in-
creases, Figure 1b. This is because the higher reinforcement ratio ρ ensures enhance
dowel action [31–33].

2. By increasing the effective depth d of the beam, the normalized shear capacity de-
creases because of the size effect of the beam, Figure 1c [34–39].

3. By decreasing the shear span to depth ratio a
d of the beam, the normalized shear

capacity decreases because of the similar size effect of the beam, Figure 1d [40–42].
4. By increasing the fiber volume fraction Vf , the normalized shear capacity is increased,

as indicated in Figure 1e. The shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC)
beam is not largely influenced by the fiber aspect ratio alone; however, this factor
has a great influence when combined with the volume of fibers [1]. In this context,
Narayanan and Darwish [2] originally combined the fiber aspect ratio with the fiber
volume in a simple form

F =

(
l f

d f

)
×Vf × D f (1)

where D f represents bond factor, which is related to the typology of the steel fibers. These
authors concluded that, although the amount of increase is not quantifiable, the steel fiber
reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam does increase with the increase in steel fiber volume,
regardless of the concrete strength and the fiber aspect ratio.

1. By increasing the fiber’s mechanical and geometric properties, such as increasing the
length of fiber or the tensile strength ( fytent) of the fiber, the shear strength of steel
fiber reinforced concrete beams (SFRC) increases. This is because the crack control and
the energy dissipation of the beam are improved as these parameters are increased,
shown in Figure 1f,g [43].

2. The increase in the diameter of the fiber results in decreasing the shear strength of a
steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam as shown in Figure 1g. This is ascribed to
the inverse relationship of the fiber factor (F) and the fiber diameter in Equation (1).

3. The increase in the tensile strength of the steel fiber tends to increase the shear strength
of a steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete beam shown in Figure 1h. It is due to the
resulting increased confinement of the concrete matrix [2].

The effect of aggregate size in the steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam is
observed in Figure 1i, which is different from that of the conventional reinforced concrete
beam. In the conventional RC beams, a large aggregate size tends to increase the shear
strength of RC members due to the improved interlocking action. In contrast, the smaller
aggregate size of steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete results in a more uniform concrete
matrix providing a better bond between the fiber and concrete, thereby improving the shear
strength, as shown in Figure 1i [44,45].
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5. Review of Previous Studies

Although the shear strength benefits of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) have
been known for a very long time, a systematic study in this context started in the mid-
1980s. Much development has taken place since, and various types of steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) have been proposed based on the properties of concrete and steel fibers.

5.1. Experimental Investigations

Many analytical and experimental investigations have highlighted the effectiveness of
steel fibers in enhancing the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams,
provided care is taken in the selection of these fibers. The details of the experimental results
of the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams are summarized in
Section 5.3. These experiments are used in the current study to develop the shear strength
model. The most noticeable feature of the table is that the shear strength of the steel fiber
reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam increases with an increase in the volume of steel fiber. In
contrast, the relation between compressive strength and shear strength tends to fluctuate. It
is because the compressive strength is more related to both the fibers and concrete material
properties than the fiber volume.
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5.2. Previously Proposed Models

Based on the experimental investigation, numerous researchers have proposed pre-
diction equations for the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams.
These equations are given in Table 1. It is worth noting the common characteristics of the
equations. For example, most of these equations consist of the span to depth ratio and the
fiber factor (F), which is related to the aspect ratio and the fiber content. Furthermore, it is
noteworthy that these prediction models are followed by many design codes of practice.
For example, ACI recommends using Sharma’s model [12].

Table 1. Available shear strength models of steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced concrete
(SFRC)) concrete beams.

Author Proposed Equation Stirrups (Y/N) Equation Description Limitations

Greenoughand
et al. [17] vu = 0.35

(
1 +

√
400
d

)
( f ′c)

0.18((1 + F)ρ d
a

)0.4
+ 0.9ηoτF No Genetic Programming a

d ≥2.5

Khuntia et al. [27]

υu =
(
0.167

(
2.5 ∗ d

a

))√
f ′c No ACI Code Modification

a
d < 2.5
0.25 ≤ ρ ≤ 2.5
20 ≤ f ′c ≤ 100

υu = 0.35(0.167 + 0.25F)
√

f ′c No ACI Code Modification

a
d ≥2.5
0.25 ≤ ρ ≤ 2.0
20 ≤ f ′c ≤ 100

Shin et al. [46] υu = 0.22 fSP + 217ρ d
a + 0.834(0.41τF) No HSC a

d < 3
υu = 0.19 fSP + 93ρ d

a + 0.834(0.41τF) No a
d ≥ 3, HSC

Sharma [12] υu = 2
3 ft
( d

a

) 1
4 where, ft ≈ 9.5

(√
f ′c
)

psi No

Imam et al. [47]

υu = 0.7

 1√(
1+ d

da

)
 3√ρ

(
f i0.44
c

(
1 + F0.33

)
870
√

ρ

(a/d)5

)
No Regression Analysis Require max.

aggregate size

υu = 0.7

 1√(
1+ d

25da

)
 3√ρ

(
f i0.44
c

(
1 + F0.33

)
+ 870

√
ρ

(a/d)5

)
No Regression Analysis Requires max

aggregate size

Ashour et al. [48]

υu =
(

2.5
a/d

)
+0.41τF

(
2.5− a

d

)
υu =

(
0.7
√

f ′c + 7F
) d

a + 17.2ρ d
a

No ACI Code Modification

a
d <2.5
More accurate
with HSC

υu =
(
2.11 3

√
f ′c + 7F

)(
ρ a

d

)0.33333

υu =
(
0.7
√

f ′c + 7F
) d

a + 17.2ρ d
a

No Regression Analysis
ACI Code Modification

a
d =2.5
More accurate
with HSC

Kwak et al. [13]
υu = 3.7

(
3.4 d

a

(
f ′c

20−
√

F
+ 0.7 +

√
F
) 2

3
(

ρd
a

) 1
3

)
+ 0.8(0.41τF) No a

d ≤ 3.4

υu = 3.7

(
3.4 d

a

(
f ′c

20−
√

F
+ 0.7 +

√
F
) 2

3
(

ρd
a

) 1
3

)
+0.8(0.41τF) No a

d =3.4

Narayanan and
Darwish [49] υu = 2.8 d

a

(
0.24

(
f ′c

20−
√

F
+ 0.7 +

√
F
) 2

3
+ 80ρ d

a

)
+(0.41τF). No Regression Analysis a

d ≤ 2.8

υu =

(
0.24

(
f ′c

20−
√

F
+ 0.7 +

√
F
) 2

3
+ 80ρ d

a

)
+(0.41τF) No Regression Analysis a

d =2.8

Gandomi et al. [50] vu = 2d
a (ρ f ′c + vb) +

d
2a

ρ

(288ρ−11)4
+ 2 No Genetic Programming

Shahnewaz and
Alam [18] vu = 3.2 + 0.072 f ′c + ρVf

(
1.26− 0.25 a

d

)
− a

d

(
1.92 + 0.017 f ′c − 0.38 a

d

)
No

Sarveghadi
et al. [16]

f ′t+vb
a
d −ρ+

3ρ
Vb

(Vb+2+ a
d + ft+4ρ ft)

+ Vb No
f ′c < 41.4 MPa
f ′t = 0.79

√
f ′c

d
a

(
2 f ′t +

( a
d )

ρ+ρ(4+Vb)(
a
d +ρ)(−1− a

d )
− 2
)
+ Vb

No
f ′c > 41.4 MPa
f ′t = 0.79

√
f ′c

Shahnewaz and
Alam [51]

vu = 0.2 + 0.034 f ′c + 19ρ0.087 − 5.8
( a

d

) 1
2 + 3.4Vf − 800

(
l f
d f

)−1.6

−

12
(( a

d

)
Vf
)0.05 − 197

(( a
d

)( l f
d f

))−1.4

+ 105
(

Vf

(
l f
d f

))−2.12
a
d ≤ 2.8

vu = 0.2 + 0.072( f ′c)
0.85 + 12.5ρ0.084 − 24

( a
d

)0.07
+ 13.5V0.07

f +

450
(

l f
d f

)−2

− 0.0002
(

Vf

(
l f
d f

))3.9

− 27.69
(( a

d

)( l f
d f

))−0.84

+

1181
(

Vf

(
l f
d f

))−2.69

− 21.89
(( a

d

)( l f
d f

)
Vf

)−0.9

No Genetic Programming a
d ≤ 2.8
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Table 1. Cont.

Author Proposed Equation Stirrups (Y/N) Equation Description Limitations

RILEM [52]

vRd = vcd + v f dvcd = 0.12(100ρ f ′c)
1
3

k = 1 +
√

200
d ≤ 2; ρ ≤ 2% Vf d

= k f k1τf d : k1 = 1 +
√

200
d ≤ 2 ; k f = 1

τf d = 0.12 fRk,4; fRk,4 = 1 MPa assuming sufficient fiber dosage

No

Chaabene and
Nehdi [53] vu = 0.921 +

0.694×ln(1.786F+1.091ρ)

√√√√0.787 f ′c+
4.863ρ
√

0.798 f ′c
( a

d )
3

( a
d )

.
No Genetic Programming

Sabetifar et al. [22] vu = F + 2ρ +

√
ρ f ′c (F+3.58)2

( a
d )

− ρ2( f ′c + 8.52) + F(F− 0.73)(ρρ −
√( a

d

) No Genetic Programming

F = Vf
l f
d f

D f α = 1 N/mm2τ = 4.15 N/mm2

5.3. Experimental Database

An extensive experimental database of 488 experiments of steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) beams without the shear reinforcement is considered for proposing a
GEP model. Moreover, only those experiments are reported in this study that have
failed in shear. The experimental studies have been undertaken by several other re-
searchers [3,4,12,13,17,24,25,29,30,46,47,49,53–102] whose data are used to develop an op-
timized GEP model. The data presented in Table S1 do not include the experiments
performed by Keskin et al. [103], because in these experiments carbon-reinforced polymer
(CFRP) specimens are used as longitudinal reinforcement. Moreover, the experiments
conducted by Khan [104] are also omitted because they involve combined shear, bend-
ing, and torsional loads. The database is given in supplimetary data Tables S1 and S2.
Whereas, Appendix A highlights the class boundaries of various influencing parameters in
the database.

6. GEP Algorithm

Gene expression programming (GEP) [105] is a genetic algorithm that generates
mathematical models from the supplied data in a domain-independent manner [53]. GEP
is different from the genetic algorithm GAs and the genetic programming GP in terms of
chromosome representation. More specifically, in GAs, the term “chromosomes” refers
to linear strings of a fixed length; however, in the GPs, the term “chromosomes” refers to
nonlinear entities of various sizes and shapes. Instead, GEP encompasses both a linear
string with a predetermined length and a multi-dimensional ramified structure with a wide
range of possible sizes and shapes.

GEP [105] selects the fittest candidates from the initial population to find the best
solutions. An interesting fact about increasing gene and chromosome numbers in GEP is
that they can lead to complex functions that are perfectly suited to their outcomes. Thus,
there is a trade-off between achieving a simplified mathematical model, by limiting the
number of genes and chromosomes, and achieving the desired level of accuracy.

Over the past decade, structural engineering has seen a significant increase in the use
of GEP. Many authors have used GEP to create models for estimating structural component
capacities [19–21]. Recently, RC beam-column joints have been successfully predicted using
GEP [6], especially when the design code formulations are unavailable.

Figure 3 depicts the various stages of GEP optimization. The selection of control
parameters, such as the function set, the terminal set, the fitness function, and the stop
condition, is the first step in the optimization process. The fitness function is specified before
the evolutionary algorithm is run, and this results in producing a randomly generated initial
population, or what is known as ‘Chromosomes’ in the genetic programming parlance.
An expression tree is constructed from these strings, and the results are compared to
each chromosome’s fitness score [106]. If the fitness criterion is not met, chromosomes
are selected using a roulette-wheel sampling method and then mutated to produce new
generations. According to the best-fitting solution, chromosomes are decoded as the fitness
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function [6,7]. The newly developed GEP model along with the relevant information is
discussed in the next section.
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7. Proposed GEP Model for Estimating Steel Fiber Reinforced (SFRC) Concrete Beam

In this section, the proposed GEP models for steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete
beams are discussed. The GEP [105] models generated from the previously mentioned
dataset can be represented by the following simple relationships:

vSFRC = |v1SF × v2SF × v3SF|(MPa) (2)

where

v1S = ρ +

((39.3 + 3Vf − 5.17
l f

d f
+ fc)×

(
fc

b
d

))−1

×
((

da + Vf + 10.66

(10.66)−1

)
∗ ( 10.45ρ)2

) (3)

v2S =



(
−11.80

(
av
d − 0.85 + Vf + 2.76

)
×
(

3 av
d +

√
fytent√

f ′c

)
×
(
ρ3))−1

−3323.61−
( av

d
)5 × f ′c


1
2

×Vf


1
4

(4)

v3S = Exp


 Exp

( l f
fc d f

)−1
× da(

(ρ× da) + Exp
( av

d
))3


1
4

+ 4.74

 (5)
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VSFRC = vjhbwd (N) (6)

where bw, d, ρ, av
d , da, fc, Vf and fytent define the width of a beam, the effective depth of

the beam, the reinforcement ratio, the length to span ratio, the diameter of aggregate, the
concrete compressive strength, the fiber volume fraction, and the fiber tensile strength. The
gene expression trees based on Equations (3)–(5) are shown in Figure 4, along with the
model construction parameters shown in Table 2.
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Table 2. Model Construction Parameter.

Function Set Exp,Ln, +, −, /, *, sqrt, ×2,3,4,5

Chromosomes 130
Head size 16

Linking function Multiplication
Number of genes 3

Mutation rate 0.0014
Inversion rate 0.1

One-point recombination rate 0.0027
Two-point recombination rate 0.0027

Gene recombination rate 0.0027
Gene transposition rate 0.0027

Constants per gene 10
Lower/Upper bound of constants −20/20

8. Accuracy of the Proposed Model

The accuracy of any empirical model is strongly dependent on training and validation
sets. It has been shown by several researchers [107,108] that a 60:40% partition gives a
better result as compared to other distributions, such as 70:30%. Hence, 60 percent of the
designated steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete beam experiments are used as training
data, while the remaining 40 percent of each category is used for validation purposes. To
gain a quantitative understanding of the model, several statistical precision evaluators are
used, such as the performance factor (PF), the coefficient of variation (CoV), and the average
absolute error (AAE). Statistical variables such as the mean, the standard deviation, and the
coefficient of variation can be used to compare the proposed model and the experimental
results. It can be seen in Figure 5 that the performance factor of training, validation, and
overall data for both the reinforced and unreinforced model is close to 1, which indicates
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an efficient model. The most accepted standardized measure for testing the precision of
any model is the coefficient of variation (CoV), i.e.,

CoV (%) =

{
Standard Devation (σ)

Mean (µ)

}
×100 (7)

where a lower value of the CoV measures less dispersion of the results data.
Another measure is the average absolute error (AAE), expressing the arithmetic aver-

age between the model and the experimental observations. The AAE is

AAE (%) =
1
n ∑


∣∣∣VExp

jh −VEst
jh

∣∣∣
VExp

jh

 (8)

where n is the number of test specimens.
A commonly used measure to test model reliability is the coefficient of determination

(R2) expressed as

R2 = 1−
∑
[
VExp

jh −VEst
jh

]2

∑
[

VExp
jh −VExp

jh(Mean)

]2 (9)

where the value of R2 close to 1 is considered an accurate prediction.
In the same spirit, for the shear strength GEP model, the coefficient of determination is

shown in Figure 5. It can be observed from the figure that the coefficient of determination
for the steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete shear strength model is 0.97 for training,
0.98 for validation data, and 0.97 for overall data.
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As a continuation of the parametric study discussed in Section 4, the sensitivity of
various influencing parameters in the proposed model is investigated in Figure 6. The main
influencing parameters contributing toward the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced con-
crete (SFRC) beams include beam width (bw), the beam effective depth (d), the longitudinal
reinforcement (ρ), the shear span to depth ratio

( a
d
)
, the concrete compressive strength

( f ′c), the fiber volume
(

Vf

)
, the fiber tensile strength

(
fytent

)
and the diameter of aggregate

(da). As shown in Figure 6a, the model accuracy of beam width bw has an average of 1.00,
which shows a suitable performance of the proposed model in various levels of bw, since
the appropriate range is within 0.5–1.5. Similarly, Figure 6b shows an identical predictive
performance of 1.0 by comparing the results of the shear strength obtained analytically
to experimental effective depth d of the steel fiber reinforced (steel fiber reinforced con-
crete (SFRC)) concrete beams. Likewise, it is of interest to note that the other influencing
parameters shown in Figure 6c–f, i.e., ρ, a

d , f ′c , Vf , fytent, and da, all exhibit an acceptable
accuracy of 1.00, which lies within the appropriate range. This confirms the suitability of
the proposed model to predict the experimental counterparts with reasonable accuracy.
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concrete (SFRC)) concrete beam shear strength model based on the main parameters. (a) Beam Width
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Strength (f) Fiber Volume (g) Fiber Tensile Strength (h) Diameter of Aggregate.

Finally, the contribution of the variables affecting the shear strength of steel fiber-
reinforced concrete beam is evaluated through a sensitivity analysis. In the view of (7) and
(8), the approach proposed by Gandomi et al. [72] is employed to obtain the frequencies of
the input parameters. The sensitivity (Si) of the influencing factors is obtained by using the
following equations:

Ni = fmax(xi)− fmin(xi) (10)

Si =
Ni

∑n
j=1 Nj

× 100 (11)

The fmax (xi) and fmin(xi) are the max and min of the estimated output over the ith. output.

9. Results and Discussions

The graphical plots of experimental and predicted values are demonstrated herein.
It can be seen from Figure 7 that the coefficient of determination of the current model is
R2 = 0.97, which shows better prediction when compared to the other available models. In
addition, higher performance factor and lower average absolute error suggest the merit of
the current model. The model of Imam et al. [47] demonstrates the least predictive ability
because the model is developed using a narrower range of aggregate sizes. Therefore, this
model fails to predict the shear strength accurately where the aggregate size does not fall
within the range of validity.

The Chaabene and Nehdi model [53] has one of the lowest predictive abilities in
the list in Table 3 and Figure 8, as its coefficient of determination is 0.65 and the average
absolute error is 22%. This model has been validated on 2000 synthetic data points. It is
anticipated that the use of synthetic data points does not improve the model performance.
The performance factor of the Chaabene and Nehdi [53] model is 1.10, which is very close
to the benchmark statistical value of 1.

The remaining models reflect a greater difference in the predictive performance, see
Table 3. This is either due to the employment of very few data points for establishing
the empirical model, or omission of important influencing parameters. For example,
Sharma [12] proposed a model for the shear capacity of shallow beams reinforced with
hook-type fibers. The exclusion of key parameters, such as the fiber aspect ratio and fiber
reinforcement ratio, leads to reduced reliability of shear strength prediction of Sharma’s
model. This clearly shows that these key factors have a substantial influence on the shear
strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams. Therefore, in the context of the
currently established database, Sharma’s model, which is also adopted by ACI, shows more
variation for beams with span to depth ratio a

d < 3 than beams with a
d > 3. On the contrary,

the current genetic model, which is created on a larger database and encompasses several
key influencing parameters, gives an accurate prediction of the shear strength of steel fiber
reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams.
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Figure 7. Comparison of proposed model with existing models: (a) Greenough and Nehdi [17],
(b) Kunita et al. [27], (c) Shin et al. [46], (d) Sharma et al. [12], (e) Imam et al. [47], (f) Ashour et al. [48],
(g) Kwak et al.[13], (h) Narayanan and Darwish [49], (i) Shahnewaz and Alam [18], (j) Shahnewaz
amd Alam [51], (k) RILEM [52], (l) Gandomi et al [50], (m) Sarveghadi et al [16], (n) Chaabene and
Nehdi 2021 [53], (o) Sabetifar et al. [22], (p) Proposed model.

Table 3. Predictive capability of shear strength models of steel fiber reinforced (SFRC) concrete beam.

Author PF=
v Exp

jh
v Est

jh AAE (%) R2

Mean

Greenough and Nehdi [17] 1.14 24.00 0.91
Kunita et al. [27] 1.32 37.00 0.83
Shin et al. [46] 1.67 38.00 0.81
Sharma et al. [12] 1.25 27.00 0.81
Imam et al. [47] 1.18 40.00 0.25
Ashour et al. [48] 1.30 28.00 0.70
Kwak et al. [13] 1.03 23.00 0.82
Narayanan and Darwish [49] 1.14 26.00 0.72
Shahnewaz and Alam [18] 1.42 28.00 0.86
Shahnewaz and Alam [51] 1.57 35.00 0.84
RILEM [52] 2.50 55.00 0.78
Gandomi et al. [50] 0.90 28.00 0.90
Sarveghadi et al. [16] 2.53 56.00 0.75
Chaabene and Nehdi [53] 1.10 22.00 0.65
Sabetifar et al. [22] 1.30 30.00 0.82
Proposed Model 1.00 16.00 0.97
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Figure 8. (a) Greenough and Nehdi [17], (b) Kunita et al. [27], (c) Shin et al. [46], (d) Sharma et al. [12],
(e) Imam et al. [47], (f) Ashour et al. [48], (g) Kwak et al.[13], (h) Narayanan and Dar-
wish [49], (i) Shahnewaz and Alam [18], (j) Shahnewaz amd Alam [51], (k) RILEM [52],
(l) Gandomi et al [50], (m) Sarveghadi et al [16], (n) Chaabene and Nehdi 2021 [53], (o) Sabetifar
et al. [22], (p) Proposed model.
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Sensitivity analysis is carried out to assess the contribution of each input variable to
the predicted value. The frequency values of these variables are presented in Figure 9. It
is clear from this figure that the proposed model is most sensitive to the shear span to
depth ratio

( a
d
)

and least sensitive to the diameter of aggregate (da). The frequency value
of the fiber tensile strength

(
fytent

)
is 11%, indicating a sizable sensitivity. The sensitivity of

different input parameters is in accordance with the parametric study of Section 4.
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10. Conclusions

The present study is aimed at developing an efficient genetic shear capacity model
of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams in the absence of stirrups. In contrast to
the available shear capacity models, the important influencing parameter of fiber tensile
strength is implemented in the current model resulting in higher accuracy. A total number
of 488 experiments are employed to estimate the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) beams, out of which 190 experiments are used to validate the proposed
model. The proposed genetic model is benchmarked against 14 previous empirical or
semi-analytical models. The following conclusions are drawn:

• It is observed that an increase in the concrete compressive strength, reinforcement
ratio, fiber volume, and fiber tensile strength, each increases the shear strength of steel
fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams. Contrarily, an increase in the span to depth
ratio, the beam effective depth, and the aggregate diameter, each result in a decrease
in the shear strength of the beam.

• The proposed empirical equation can accurately determine the shear strength of
steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beams by incorporating all the aforementioned
influencing factors. Moreover, the behavior of different influencing parameters in the
proposed model shows consistency with the experimental data.

• Statistical investigation demonstrates the accuracy and validity of the proposed model,
as the values obtained from the statistical analysis are very close to the benchmark
values. More specifically, 0.97 of coefficient of determination (R2) is close to the
benchmark value of 1.00, which indicates the higher reliability of the proposed model.
Similarly, the performance factor of the proposed model is 1.00, which is also the
benchmark value. The average absolute error (AAE) of the model is 16%, which firmly
confirms the accuracy of the proposed model.

• A particular virtue of the proposed model is that it can approximate the shear capacity
of the steel fiber reinforced concrete beam more closely than other available models.
A comparison is made with fourteen different models to evidence the predictive ability
of the developed model.

• In conclusion, it is believed that the proposed regression model offers a robust pre-
dictive apparatus for determining the shear capacity of steel fiber reinforced concrete
(SFRC) beams. Hence, the model can be confidently prescribed for the shear design of
these beams.
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• In future work, it is planned to conduct experimental and numerical studies investi-
gating the effect of steel fiber strength on the shear capacity of steel fiber reinforced
concrete (SFRC) beams. This can also be an effective way to further validate the current
GEP model.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma15113758/s1, Table S1: Properties of steel fiber reinforced
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Appendix A

Range of Different Influencing Parameters in the Database

After identifying and grouping various influencing parameters in the database, the
next stage is recognizing various parameters constituting a group. Figure A1 entails the
class boundaries of various groups based on the shape of the steel fibers. It is noteworthy
that the maximum tested height of the beam is 1220 mm. The database comprises various
fiber types. The following observations are made:

• Examining the concrete compressive strength ( f ′c) in Figure A1a, the results lie within
the range of normal strength concrete, with some outlying observations that are due
to high and ultra-high-strength concrete.

• The bar chart plot of the effective depth (d) shows crowding in a small effective depth
range.

• The amount of longitudinal steel (ρ) is large in all the specimens in the database, thus
compelling beam failure in shear mode rather than flexure. Figure 1c shows the range
of values of the longitudinal steel from 1.5–3.5%.

• From Figure A1d, it can be seen that the shear span to depth ratio with a
d = 3.5 is the

most frequently used value.
• The fiber volume fraction

(
Vf

)
. shows crowding in the range of 0.5–1.5%.

• The tensile strength of steel fiber
(

fytent
)

exists within a large range, i.e., 260–2587.
This wide range of influencing factors data is used to establish an accurate model to
estimate the shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma15113758/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma15113758/s1
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Figure A1. Range of different parameters in dataset: (a) Width of beam, (b) Effective depth of beam,
(c) Reinforcement Ratio, (d) Length to span ratio, (e) Diameter of aggregate, (f) Concrete strength,
(g) Fiber volume fraction, (h) Fiber tensile strength.
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Appendix B
List of
Acronyams
d. Effective depth of beam (mm)
bw. Width of beam (mm)
ρ Beam longitudinal reinforcement
f ′c Concrete compressive strength (MPa)
F Fiber factor
ηo fiber orientation factor
τ. Shear stress in beam (MPa)
a Length of beam (mm)
av Shear Length of beam (mm)
fSP Split cylinder test of beam (MPa)
ft Concrete tensile strength (MPa)
da Shear depth of beam (mm)
Vf Fiber Volume
f ′t Splitting tensile strength of concrete (0.79

√
f ′c) (MPa)

Vb Shear force in beam (MPa)
l f Length of fiber (mm)
d f Diameter of fiber (mm)
vcd Member shear resistance without shear reinforcement (MPa)
k Constant (no other information is given in the paper)
k f Flange contribution factor of a T-section
k1 Constant (no other information is given in the paper)
τf d Design value of the increase in shear strength due to steel fibers (MPa)
fRk,4 Factor used for accounting fiber dosage
ftent Tensile strength of fiber (MPa)
da Diameter of aggregate (mm)
D f Bond factor
VEst Estimated steel fiber reinforced concrete beam shear capacity (MPa)
VExp Experimental steel fiber reinforced concrete (SFRC) beam shear capacity (MPa)

References
1. American Concrete Institute. State of the Art Report of Fiber Reinforced Concrete (ACI 544.1R-96). 2009. Available online: https:

//www.concrete.org/publications/internationalconcreteabstractsportal/m/details/id/5233 (accessed on 16 February 2022).
2. Majdzadeh, F.; Soleimani, S.M.; Banthia, N. Shear strength of reinforced concrete beams with a fiber concrete matrix. Can. J. Civ.

Eng. 2006, 33, 726–734. [CrossRef]
3. Narayanan, R.; Darwish, I.Y.S. Use of Steel fibers as shear reinforcement. ACI Struct. J. 1987, 84, 216–227. [CrossRef]
4. Tan, K.H.; Murugappan, K.; Paramasivam, P. Shear Behavior of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. ACI Struct. J. 1993, 90,

176–184. [CrossRef]
5. Wang, Y.-C.; Lee, M.-G. Ultra-high Strength steel fiber reinforced concrete for strengthening of RC frames. J. Mar. Sci. Technol.

2007, 15, 6. [CrossRef]
6. Dinh, H.H. Shear Behavior of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams without Stirrup Reinforcement. Ph.D. Thesis, University of

Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, USA, 2009.
7. Filiatrault, A.; Pineau, S.; Houde, J. Seismic Behavior of Steel-Fiber Reinforced Concrete Interior Beam-Column Joints. ACI Mater.

J. 1995, 92, 543–552. [CrossRef]
8. Fattuhi, N.I.; Hughes, B.P. Reinforced Steel Fiber Concrete Corbels with Various Shear Span-to-Depth Ratios. ACI Mater. J. 1989,

86, 590–596. [CrossRef]
9. Morgan, D.R. Steel Fibre Reinforced Shotcrete for Support of Underground Opening in Canada. Concr. Int. 1991, 13, 56–64.
10. American Concrete Institute, An ACI Standard Building Code Requirements for Structural Concrete (ACI 318-19) Com-mentary

on Building Code Requirements. 2016. Available online: https://www.concrete.org/store/productdetail.aspx?ItemID=318U19&
Language=English&Units=US_Units (accessed on 16 February 2022).

11. Kim, K.S.; Lee, D.H.; Hwang, J.-H.; Kuchma, D.A. Shear behavior model for steel fiber-reinforced concrete members without
transverse reinforcements. Compos. Part B Eng. 2012, 43, 2324–2334. [CrossRef]

12. Sharma, A.K. Shear Strength of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. J. Am. Concr. Inst. 1986, 83, 624–628. [CrossRef]
13. Kwak, Y.K.; Eberhard, M.O.; Kim, W.S.; Kim, J. Shear strength of steel fiber-reinforced concrete beams without stirrups. ACI

Struct. J. 2002, 99, 530–538.
14. Wright, P.J.F.; Evans, R.H. Comments on an indirect tensile test on concrete cylinders. Mag. Concr. Res. 1956, 8, 48–49. [CrossRef]
15. Zuty, T. Shear Strength Prediction for Separate Catagories of Simple Beam Tests. J Mer Concr. 1971, 68, 138–143. [CrossRef]
16. Sarveghadi, M.; Gandomi, A.H.; Bolandi, H.; Alavi, A.H. Development of prediction models for shear strength of SFRCB using a

machine learning approach. Neural Comput. Appl. 2015, 31, 2085–2094. [CrossRef]

https://www.concrete.org/publications/internationalconcreteabstractsportal/m/details/id/5233
https://www.concrete.org/publications/internationalconcreteabstractsportal/m/details/id/5233
http://doi.org/10.1139/l05-118
http://doi.org/10.14359/2654
http://doi.org/10.14359/9646
http://doi.org/10.51400/2709-6998.2394
http://doi.org/10.14359/905
http://doi.org/10.14359/2243
https://www.concrete.org/store/productdetail.aspx?ItemID=318U19&Language=English&Units=US_Units
https://www.concrete.org/store/productdetail.aspx?ItemID=318U19&Language=English&Units=US_Units
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2011.11.064
http://doi.org/10.14359/10559
http://doi.org/10.1680/macr.1956.8.22.48
http://doi.org/10.14359/11300
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00521-015-1997-6


Materials 2022, 15, 3758 21 of 24

17. Greenough, T.; Nehdi, M. Shear Behavior of Fiber-Reinforced Self-Consolidating Concrete Slender Beams. ACI Mater. J. 2008,
105, 468. [CrossRef]

18. Shahnewaz, M.; Alam, M.S. Genetic algorithm for predicting shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete beam with parameter
identification and sensitivity analysis. J. Build. Eng. 2020, 29, 101205. [CrossRef]

19. Mahmod, M.; Hanoon, A.N.; Abed, H.J. Flexural behavior of self-compacting concrete beams strengthened with steel fiber
reinforcement. J. Build. Eng. 2018, 16, 228–237. [CrossRef]

20. Abdulhameed, A.A.; Al-Zuhairi, A.H.; Al Zaidee, S.R.; Hanoon, A.N.; Al Zand, A.W.; Hason, M.M.; Abdulhameed, H.A. The
Behavior of Hybrid Fiber-Reinforced Concrete Elements: A New Stress-Strain Model Using an Evolutionary Approach. Appl. Sci.
2022, 12, 2245. [CrossRef]

21. Nariman, N.A.; Hamdia, K.; Ramadan, A.M.; Sadaghian, H. Optimum Design of Flexural Strength and Stiffness for Reinforced
Concrete Beams Using Machine Learning. Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 8762. [CrossRef]

22. Sabetifar, H.; Nematzadeh, M. An evolutionary approach for formulation of ultimate shear strength of steel fiber-reinforced
concrete beams using gene expression programming. Structures 2021, 34, 4965–4976. [CrossRef]

23. Choi, W.C.; Jung, K.Y.; Jang, S.J.; Yun, H.D. The Influence of Steel Fiber Tensile Strengths and Aspect Ratios on the Fracture
Properties of High-Strength Concrete. Materials 2019, 12, 2105. [CrossRef]

24. Lim, D.; Oh, B. Experimental and theoretical investigation on the shear of steel fibre reinforced concrete beams. Eng. Struct. 1999,
21, 937–944. [CrossRef]

25. Lantsoght, E.O.L. Database of Shear Experiments on Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams without Stirrups. Materials 2019,
12, 917. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Ahn, N.; Jang, H.; Park, D.K. Presumption of shear strength of steel fiber reinforced concrete beam using artificial neural network
model. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2006, 103, 2351–2358. [CrossRef]

27. Khuntia, M.; Stojadinovic, B.; Goe, S.C. Shear Strength of Normal and High-Strength Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams without
Stirrups. ACI Struct. J. 1999, 96, 282–289. [CrossRef]

28. Khaloo, A.R.; Kim, N. Influence of Concrete and Fiber Characteristics on Behavior of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete under Direct
Shear. ACI Mater. J. 1997, 94, 592–601. [CrossRef]

29. Minelli, F.; Plizzari, G.A. On the Effectiveness of Steel Fibers as Shear Reinforcement. ACI Struct. J. 2013, 110, 379–389. [CrossRef]
30. Li, V.C.; Ward, R.; Hamza, A.M. Steel and Synthetic Fibers as Shear Reinforcement. ACI Mater. J. 1992, 89, 499–508. [CrossRef]
31. Dulacska, H. Dowel Action of Reinforcement Crossing Cracks in Concrete. J Am Concr Inst. 1972, 69, 754–757. [CrossRef]
32. Reineck, K.H. Ultimate shear force of structural concrete members without Transverse Reinforcement Derived from a Mechanical

Model (SP-885). ACI Struct. J. 1991, 88, 592–602. [CrossRef]
33. Vintzileoe, E. Shear Transfer by Dowel Action and Friction as Related to Size Effect. CEB Buill. 1997, 237, 53–77. Available

online: https://www.fib-international.org/publications/ceb-bulletins/concrete-tension-and-size-effects-detail.html (accessed
on 1 January 1997).

34. Walraven, J. Lehwalter, N. Size Effects in Short Beams Loaded in Shear. ACI Mater. J. 1994, 91, 585–593. [CrossRef]
35. Ghazavy-Khorasgany, M.; Gopalaratnam, V. Shear strength of concrete—Size and other influences. In Proceedings of the JCI

International Workshop on Size Effect in Concrete Structures, Sendai, Japan, 31 October–2 November 1993; pp. 51–62.
36. McCabe, S.L.; Niwa, J. Size effect in reinforced concrete members subjected to shear loading. In Proceedings of the JCI International

Workshop on Size Effect in Concrete Structures, Sendai, Japan, 31 October–2 November 1993; pp. 335–358.
37. Bazant, P.; Kazemi, M.T. Size Effect on Diagonal Shear Failure of Beams without Stirrups. ACI Struct. J. 1991, 88, 268–276.

[CrossRef]
38. Shioya, T.; Iguro, M.; Nojiri, Y.; Akiyama, H.; Okada, T. Shear Strength of Large Reinforced Concrete Beams. Spec. Publ. 1990, 118,

259–280. [CrossRef]
39. Bazant, Z.P.; KimSize, J.K. Effect in Shear Failure of Longitudinally Reinforced Beams. J. Am. Concr. Inst. 1984, 81, 456–468.

[CrossRef]
40. Alexander, S.D.B.; Simmonds, S.H. Bond Model for Concentric Punching Shear. ACI Struct. J. 1992, 89, 325–334. [CrossRef]
41. Olonisakin, A.A.; Alexander, S.D. Mechanism of shear transfer in a reinforced concrete beam. Can. J. Civ. Eng. 1999, 26, 810–817.

[CrossRef]
42. Reissen, K.; Classen, M.; Hegger, J. Shear in reinforced concrete slabs-Experimental investigations in the effective shear width

of one-way slabs under concentrated loads and with different degrees of rotational restraint. Struct. Concr. 2017, 19, 36–48.
[CrossRef]

43. Lantsoght, E.O. Literature Review on the Shear Capacity of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. Ph.D. Thesis, Universidad
San Francisco de Quito, Cumbayá, Ecuador, 2019.

44. Sherwood, E.G.; Bentz, E.C.; Collins, M.P. Effect of aggregate size on beam-shear strength of thick slabs. ACI Struct. J. 2008, 105,
115–116.

45. Yang, K.H.; Sim, J.I.; Choi, B.J.; Lee, E.T. Effect of Aggregate Size on Shear Behavior of Lightweight Concrete Continuous Slender
Beams. ACI Mater. J. 2011, 108, 501–509. [CrossRef]

46. Shin, S.-W.; Oh, J.-G.; Ghosh, S.K. Shear Behavior of Laboratory-Sized High-Strength Concrete Beams Reinforced With Bars and
Steel Fibers. ACI Spec. Publ. 1994, 142, 181–200. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.14359/19976
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2020.101205
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2018.01.006
http://doi.org/10.3390/app12042245
http://doi.org/10.3390/app11188762
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.istruc.2021.10.075
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma12132105
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0296(98)00049-2
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma12060917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30893925
http://doi.org/10.1002/app.25121
http://doi.org/10.14359/620
http://doi.org/10.14359/344
http://doi.org/10.14359/51685596
http://doi.org/10.14359/1822
http://doi.org/10.14359/11281
http://doi.org/10.14359/2784
https://www.fib-international.org/publications/ceb-bulletins/concrete-tension-and-size-effects-detail.html
http://doi.org/10.14359/4177
http://doi.org/10.14359/3097
http://doi.org/10.14359/2978
http://doi.org/10.14359/10696
http://doi.org/10.14359/3246
http://doi.org/10.1139/l99-044
http://doi.org/10.1002/suco.201700067
http://doi.org/10.14359/51683259
http://doi.org/10.14359/3917


Materials 2022, 15, 3758 22 of 24

47. Imam, M.; Vandewalle, L.; Mortelmans, F. Shear Capacity of Steel Fiber High-Strength Concrete Beams. Spec. Publ. 1994, 149,
227–242.

48. Ashour, S.A.; Hasanain, G.S.; Wafa, F.F. Shear Behavior of High-Strength Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. ACI Struct. J. 1992, 89,
176–184. [CrossRef]

49. Narayanan, R.; Darwish, I.Y.S. Fiber Concrete Deep Beams in Shear. ACI Struct. J. 1988, 85, 141–149. [CrossRef]
50. Gandomi, A.; Alavi, A.H.; Yun, G. Nonlinear modeling of shear strength of SFRC beams using linear genetic programming.

Struct. Eng. Mech. 2011, 38, 1–25. [CrossRef]
51. Shahnewaz, M.; Alam, M.S. Improved Shear Equations for Steel Fiber-Reinforced Concrete Deep and Slender Beams. ACI Struct.

J. 2014, 111, 851–860. [CrossRef]
52. RILEM. Test and design methods for steel fibre reinforced concrete. RILEM TC 162-TDF Work 2000, 36, 7.
53. Ben Chaabene, W.; Nehdi, M.L. Genetic programming based symbolic regression for shear capacity prediction of SFRC beams.

Constr. Build. Mater. 2021, 280, 122523. [CrossRef]
54. Singh, B.; Jain, K. An Appraisal of Steel Fibers as Minimum Shear Reinforcement in Concrete Beams. ACI Struct. J. 2014, 111.

[CrossRef]
55. Sahoo, D.R.; Sharma, A. Effect of Steel Fiber Content on Behavior of Concrete Beams with and without Stirrups. ACI Struct. J.

2014, 111, 1157. [CrossRef]
56. Shoaib, A.; Lubell, A.S.; Bindiganavile, V.S. Shear response of lightweight steel fiber reinforced concrete members without stirrups.

Mater. Struct. 2014, 48, 3141–3157. [CrossRef]
57. Anand, R.; Sathya, S.; Sylviya, B. Shear strength of high-strength steel fibre reinforced concrete rectangular beams. Int. J. Civ. Eng.

Technol. 2017, 8, 1716–1729.
58. Arslan, G.; Keskin, R.S.O.; Ulusoy, S. An experimental study on the shear strength of SFRC beams without stirrups. J. Theor. Appl.

Mech. 2017, 55, 1205. [CrossRef]
59. Parra-Montesinos, G.; Wight, J.; Dinh, H.; Libbrecht, A.; Padilla, C. Shear Strength of Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams without Stirrups;

Report No. UMCEE 06-04; University of Michigan: Ann Arbor, MI, USA, 2006; Volume 39.
60. Rosenbusch, J.; Teutsch, M. Trial beams in shear brite/euram project 97-4163 final report sub Task 4.2. Tech. Univ. Braunschw.

2003, 1, 105–117.
61. Sahoo, D.R.; Bhagat, S.; Reddy, T.C.V. Experimental study on shear-span to effective-depth ratio of steel fiber reinforced concrete

T-beams. Mater. Struct. Constr. 2016, 49, 3815–3830. [CrossRef]
62. Amin, A.; Foster, S. Shear strength of steel fibre reinforced concrete beams with stirrups. Eng. Struct. 2016, 111, 323–332.

[CrossRef]
63. Tahenni, T.; Chemrouk, M.; Lecompte, T. Effect of steel fibers on the shear behavior of high strength concrete beams. Constr. Build.

Mater. 2016, 105, 14–28. [CrossRef]
64. Cucchiara, C.; La Mendola, L.; Papia, M. Effectiveness of stirrups and steel fibres as shear reinforcement. Cem. Concr. Compos.

2004, 26, 777–786. [CrossRef]
65. Araújo, D.D.L.; Nunes, F.G.T.; Filho, R.D.T.; De Andrade, M.A.S. Shear strength of steel fiber-reinforced concrete beams. Acta Sci.

Technol. 2014, 36, 389. [CrossRef]
66. Casanova, P.; Rossi, P.; Schaller, I. Can Steel Fibers Replace Transverse Reinforcements in Reinforced Concrete Beams? ACI Mater.

J. 1997, 94, 341–354. [CrossRef]
67. Aoude, H.; Belghiti, M.; Cook, W.D.; Mitchell, D. Response of Steel Fiber-Reinforced Concrete Beams with and without Stirrups.

ACI Struct. J. 2012, 109. [CrossRef]
68. Kang, T.H.-K.; Kim, W.; Kwak, Y.-K.; Hong, S.-G. Shear Testing of Steel Fiber-Reinforced Lightweight Concrete Beams without

Web Reinforcement. ACI Struct. J. 2011, 108. [CrossRef]
69. Casanova, P.; Rossi, P. High-Strength Concrete Beams Submitted to Shear: Steel Fibers Versus Stirrups. Spec. Publ. 1999, 182,

53–68. [CrossRef]
70. Lim, T.Y.; Paramasivam, P.; Lee, S.L. Shear and moment capacity of reinforced steel-fibre-concrete beams. Mag. Concr. Res. 1987,

39, 148–160. [CrossRef]
71. Mansur, B.M.A. Shear Strength of Fibrous Concrete Beams Without Stirrups. J. Struct. Eng. 1987, 112, 2066–2079. Available online:

https://ascelibrary.org/doi/10.1061/%28ASCE%290733-9445%281986%29112%3A9%282066%29 (accessed on 16 February 2022).
[CrossRef]

72. Zarrinpour, M.R.; Chao, S.-H. Shear Strength Enhancement Mechanisms of Steel Fiber-Reinforced Concrete Slender Beams. ACI
Struct. J. 2017, 114. [CrossRef]

73. Noghabai, K. Beams of Fibrous Concrete in Shear and Bending: Experiment and Model. J. Struct. Eng. 2000, 126, 243–251.
[CrossRef]

74. Randl, N.; Mészöly, T.; Harsányi, P. Shear Behaviour of UHPC Beams with Varying Degrees of Fibre and Shear Reinforcement. In
High Tech Concrete: Where Technology and Engineering Meet; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2017; pp. 500–507. [CrossRef]

75. Chaabene, W.B.; Nehdi, M.L. Novel soft computing hybrid model for predicting shear strength and failure mode of SFRC beams
with superior accuracy. Compos. Part C. 2020, 4, 1–15. [CrossRef]

76. Pansuk, W.; Nguyen, T.N.; Sato, Y.; Uijl, J.D.; Walraven, J. Shear capacity of high performance fiber reinforced concrete I-beams.
Constr. Build. Mater. 2017, 157, 182–193. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.14359/2946
http://doi.org/10.14359/2698
http://doi.org/10.12989/sem.2011.38.1.001
http://doi.org/10.14359/51686736
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2021.122523
http://doi.org/10.14359/51686969
http://doi.org/10.14359/51686821
http://doi.org/10.1617/s11527-014-0387-3
http://doi.org/10.15632/jtam-pl.55.4.1205
http://doi.org/10.1617/s11527-015-0756-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2015.12.026
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.12.010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cemconcomp.2003.07.001
http://doi.org/10.4025/actascitechnol.v36i3.19005
http://doi.org/10.14359/9874
http://doi.org/10.14359/51683749
http://doi.org/10.14359/51683212
http://doi.org/10.14359/5521
http://doi.org/10.1680/macr.1987.39.140.148
https://ascelibrary.org/doi/10.1061/%28ASCE%290733-9445%281986%29112%3A9%282066%29
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9445(1986)112:9(2066)
http://doi.org/10.14359/51689449
http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9445(2000)126:2(243)
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-59471-2_60
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcomc.2020.100070
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.09.057


Materials 2022, 15, 3758 23 of 24

77. Khan, M.; Tufail, M.; Ajmal, M.; Kim, T.-W.; Haq, Z.U. Experimental Analysis of the Scour Pattern Modeling of Scour Depth
Around Bridge Piers. Arab. J. Sci. Eng. 2017, 42, 4111–4130. [CrossRef]

78. Swamy, R.N.; Jones, R.; Chiam, A.T.P. Influence of Steel fibers on the Shear Resistance of Lightweight Concrete I-Beams. ACI
Struct. J. 1993, 90, 103–114. [CrossRef]

79. Cho, S.H.; Kim, Y.I.L. Effects of Steel Fibers on Short Beams Loaded in Shear. ACI Struct. J. 2003, 100, 765–774. [CrossRef]
80. Park, H.-G.; Kang, S.; Choi, K.-K. Analytical model for shear strength of ordinary and prestressed concrete beams. Eng. Struct.

2012, 46, 94–103. [CrossRef]
81. Dupont, D. Modelling and Experimental Validation of The Constitutive Law (σ−ε) and Cracking Behaviour of Steel Fibre

Reinforced Concrete. Burgerl. Bouwkd. 2003, 256, 121974.
82. Batson, G.; Jenkins, E.; Spatney, R. Steel Fibers as Shear Reinforcement in Beams. J. Proc. 1972, 69, 640–644. [CrossRef]
83. Zhao, J.; Liang, J.; Chu, L.; Shen, F. Experimental Study on Shear Behavior of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams with

High-Strength Reinforcement. Materials 2018, 11, 1682. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
84. Jindal, R.L. Shear and Moment Capacities of Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. Spec. Publ. 1984, 81, 1–16.
85. Imam, M.; Vandewalle, L. Role of Fibers in Controlling Failure Modes of High-Strength Concrete Beams. Spec. Publ. 2000, 193,

503–518. [CrossRef]
86. Roberts, T.; Ho, N. Shear failure of deep fibre reinforced concrete beams. Int. J. Cem. Compos. Light. Concr. 1982, 4, 145–152.

[CrossRef]
87. Hwang, J.-H.; Lee, D.H.; Kim, K.S.; Ju, H.; Seo, S.-Y. Evaluation of shear performance of steel fibre reinforced concrete beams

using a modified smeared-truss model. Mag. Concr. Res. 2013, 65, 283–296. [CrossRef]
88. Spinella, N.; Colajanni, P.; La Mendola, L. Nonlinear Analysis of Beams Reinforced in Shear with Stirrups and Steel Fibers. ACI

Struct. J. 2012, 109, 53–64. [CrossRef]
89. Chalioris, C.; Sfiri, E. Shear Performance of Steel Fibrous Concrete Beams. Procedia Eng. 2011, 14, 2064–2068. [CrossRef]
90. Aoude, H.; Cohen, M. Shear response of SFRC beams constructed with SCC and steel fibers, Electron. J. Struct. Eng. 2014, 14,

71–83.
91. Mohammed-Saeed, M.; Aoude, H. Shear behavior of SFRC and SCFRC beams. In Proceedings of the 3rd International Structural

Specialty Conference, Edmonton, AB, Canada, 6–9 June 2012; pp. 6–9.
92. Qissab, M.A.; Salman, M.M. Shear strength of non-prismatic steel fiber reinforced concrete beams without stirrups. Struct. Eng.

Mech. 2018, 67, 347–358. [CrossRef]
93. Furlan, S.; de Hanai, J.B. Shear behaviour of fiber reinforced concrete beams. Cem. Concr. Compos. 1997, 19, 359–366. [CrossRef]
94. Dancygier, A.N.; Savir, Z. Effects of Steel Fibers on Shear Behavior of High-Strength Reinforced Concrete Beams. Adv. Struct. Eng.

2011, 14, 745–761. [CrossRef]
95. Kosior-Kazberuk, M.; Krassowska, J. Failure mode in shear of steel fiber reinforced concrete beams. In Proceedings of the

MATBUD’2018—8th Scientific-Technical Conference on Material Problems in Civil Engineering, Cracow, Poland, 25–27 June 2018.
[CrossRef]

96. Young Lee, J.; Oh Shin, H.; Yeol Yoo, D.; Soo Yoon, Y. Structural Response of Steel-Fiber-Reinforced Concrete Beams under
Various Loading Rates. Eng. Struct. 2018, 156, 271–283. Available online: https://ac-els-cdn-com.ezproxy.uniandes.edu.co:
8443/S0141029617326287/1-s2.0-S0141029617326287-main.pdf?_tid=63aeda6d-29e2-4970-8df5-d2cce207b933&acdnat=153576
7932_2797a31427d35058976a088d7f49393f (accessed on 1 February 2018).

97. Gali, S.; Subramaniam, K. Shear behavior of steel fiber reinforced concrete using full-field displacements from digital image
correlation. In Proceedings of the MATEC Web of Conferences, Les Ulis, France, 4 August 2017. [CrossRef]

98. Zamanzadeh, Z.; Lourenço, L.; Barros, J. Recycled Steel Fibre Reinforced Concrete failing in bending and in shear. Constr. Build.
Mater. 2015, 85, 195–207. [CrossRef]

99. Shoaib, A.; Lubell, A.S.; Bindiganavile, V.S. Size Effect in Shear for Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete Members without Stirrups.
ACI Struct. J. 2014, 111, 132–144. [CrossRef]

100. Shoaib, A. Shear in Steel Fiber Reinforced Concrete without Stirrups; University of Alberta: Edmonton, AB, Canada, 2012.
101. Bae, B.I.; Choi, H.K.; Choi, C.S. Flexural and Shear Capacity Evaluation of Reinforced Ultra-High Strength Concrete Members

with Steel Rebars. Key Eng. Mater. 2013, 577–578, 17–20. [CrossRef]
102. Abdul-Zaher, A.S.; Abdul-Hafez, L.M.; Tawfic, Y.R.; Hammed, O. Shear Behavior of Fiber Reinforced Concrete Beams. JES. J. Eng.

Sci. 2016, 44, 132–144. [CrossRef]
103. Keskin, R.S.O.; Arslan, G.; Sengun, K. Influence of CFRP on the shear strength of RC and SFRC beams. Constr. Build. Mater. 2017,

153, 16–24. [CrossRef]
104. Khan, S. Performance of steel fibre reinforced concrete specimens under the combined state of flexure, torsion and shear, varying

its geometry. Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol. 2017, 8, 1034–1043.
105. Ferreira, C. Gene Expression Programming in Problem Solving. In Soft Computing and Industry; Roy, R., Köppen, M., Ovaska, S.,

Furuhashi, T., Hoffmann, F., Eds.; Springer: London, UK, 2002; pp. 635–653. [CrossRef]
106. Teodorescu, L.; Sherwood, D. High Energy Physics event selection with Gene Expression Programming. Comput. Phys. Commun.

2008, 178, 409–419. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s13369-017-2599-7
http://doi.org/10.14359/4201
http://doi.org/10.14359/12843
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2012.07.015
http://doi.org/10.14359/7151
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma11091682
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30208634
http://doi.org/10.14359/5841
http://doi.org/10.1016/0262-5075(82)90040-9
http://doi.org/10.1680/macr.12.00009
http://doi.org/10.14359/51683494
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2011.07.259
http://doi.org/10.12989/sem.2018.67.4.347
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0958-9465(97)00031-0
http://doi.org/10.1260/1369-4332.14.5.745
http://doi.org/10.1051/matecconf/201816302003
https://ac-els-cdn-com.ezproxy.uniandes.edu.co:8443/S0141029617326287/1-s2.0-S0141029617326287-main.pdf?_tid=63aeda6d-29e2-4970-8df5-d2cce207b933&acdnat=1535767932_2797a31427d35058976a088d7f49393f
https://ac-els-cdn-com.ezproxy.uniandes.edu.co:8443/S0141029617326287/1-s2.0-S0141029617326287-main.pdf?_tid=63aeda6d-29e2-4970-8df5-d2cce207b933&acdnat=1535767932_2797a31427d35058976a088d7f49393f
https://ac-els-cdn-com.ezproxy.uniandes.edu.co:8443/S0141029617326287/1-s2.0-S0141029617326287-main.pdf?_tid=63aeda6d-29e2-4970-8df5-d2cce207b933&acdnat=1535767932_2797a31427d35058976a088d7f49393f
http://doi.org/10.1051/matecconf/201712004003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2015.03.070
http://doi.org/10.14359/51686813
http://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/KEM.577-578.17
http://doi.org/10.21608/jesaun.2016.117592
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.06.170
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4471-0123-9_54
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2007.10.003


Materials 2022, 15, 3758 24 of 24

107. Kose, M.M.; Kayadelen, C. Modeling of transfer length of prestressing strands using genetic programming and neuro-fuzzy. Adv.
Eng. Softw. 2010, 41, 315–322. [CrossRef]

108. Teimouri, M.; Kornejady, A. The dilemma of determining the superiority of data mining models: Optimal sampling balance and
end users’ perspectives matter. Bull. Eng. Geol. Environ. 2019, 79, 1707–1720. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.advengsoft.2009.06.013
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10064-019-01687-9

	Introduction 
	Research Significance 
	Factors Affecting Shear Strength 
	Parametric Study 
	Review of Previous Studies 
	Experimental Investigations 
	Previously Proposed Models 
	Experimental Database 

	GEP Algorithm 
	Proposed GEP Model for Estimating Steel Fiber Reinforced (SFRC) Concrete Beam 
	Accuracy of the Proposed Model 
	Results and Discussions 
	Conclusions 
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	References

