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ABSTRACT

Fire is a process that generates both light and heat, posing a significant threat to life and infrastructure.
Buildings and structures are neither inherently susceptible to fire nor completely fire-resistant; their
vulnerability largely depends on the specific causes of the fire, which can stem from natural events
or human-induced hazards. High temperatures in structures can lead to severe health risks for those
directly affected, discomfort due to smoke, and compromised safety if the structure fails to meet
safety standards. Elevated temperatures can also cause significant structural damage, becoming the
primary cause of casualties, economic losses, and material damage.
This study aims to investigate the thermal and structural behavior of concrete beams when exposed
to extreme fire conditions. It examines the effects of different temperatures on plain and reinforced
concrete (PCC and RCC, respectively) using finite element method (FEM) simulations. Additionally,
the study explores the performance of various concrete grades under severe conditions. The analysis
reveals that higher-grade concrete exhibits greater displacement, crack width, stress, and strain but
has lower thermal conductivity compared to lower-grade concrete. These elevated temperatures can
induce severe stresses in the concrete, leading to expansion, spalling, and the potential failure of the
structure. Reinforced concrete, on the other hand, shows lower stress concentrations and minimal
strain up to 250°C. These findings contribute to the existing knowledge and support the development
of improved fire safety regulations and performance-based design methodologies.

1 Data

The data presented in this study focuses on the performance of concrete under severe fire conditions, building on
previous research in this field [1,2]. Four different concrete grades were examined at four distinct temperatures, utilizing
a beam model designed and tested with ATENA (Advanced Tool for Engineering Nonlinear Analysis). ATENA is a
FEM-based software that accurately simulates the real behavior of concrete and reinforced concrete structures, including
cracking, crushing, and reinforcement yielding. Separate models for plain cement concrete (PCC) and reinforced
cement concrete (RCC) beams were developed and tested under these conditions. Fig. 1 illustrates the RCC beam
model and the boundary conditions applied in the analysis. This model facilitated the assessment of concrete based on
thermal conductivity, displacement, crack width, maximum stress, and maximum strain.

The detailed specifications of the data are outlined in Table 1, which provides an overview of the subject area, data
acquisition methods, analysis factors, and features. The analysis was conducted by raising the maximum temperature
from its ambient 25◦C to 100◦C, 250◦C, 500◦C, and 750◦C. For each temperature, analysis was performed on a fixed
concrete beam of varying grades M25, M35, M45, and M50, subjected to self-weight. The thermal and structural
results were recorded for different grades of plain and reinforced cement concrete (PCC and RCC respectively) to
evaluate structural performances at various temperatures. The value of the data is highlighted in Table 2, emphasizing
its significance as a benchmark for understanding the performance of concrete structures exposed to high temperatures.
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Figure 1: ATENA beam model with reinforcement details (left) and boundary conditions (right)

2 Executive summary

Table 1: Specifications table

Subject area Fire Analysis
More specific subject area Concrete behaviour under severe fire conditions
Type of data Excel Datasheet
How data was acquired By FEM analysis using ATENA/transport and ATENA/static
Data format Fire Analysis
Analysis factors The maximum temperature was raised from its ambient 25◦C to different temperatures viz.,

100◦C, 250◦C, 500◦C, and 750◦C. For each temperature, analysis is performed on a fixed
concrete beam of varying grades M25, M35, M45, and M50, subjected to self-weight.

Analysis features Thermal and structural results are recorded for different grades of plain and reinforced cement
concrete (PCC and RCC respectively) to evaluate structural performances at various temperatures.

Data accessibility Fire Analysis

Table 2: Value of the data
1. The data will provide a benchmark for understanding performance of concrete structures exposed to high temperatures.
2. The data is expected to be an important resource for assessing output to overcome real challenges in fire prone areas.
3. The data will serve as a key reference for future research in concrete fire analysis for difference compositions of grade
and in further discoveries of alternate materials.

3 Numerical fabrication, material, and methods

3.1 Beam Simulations

The fire analysis procedure begins with preparing a beam model using ATENA-GiD, where geometrical parameters
such as breadth (B), depth (D), and length (L) are assigned. Subsequently, global problem data, including the problem
type, method, and solver, are defined in the ATENA program. The fire analysis is divided into thermal analysis and
static analysis. The thermal results obtained are used for further calculations in the static analysis. For the thermal
analysis, the ATENA/transport version is selected. Solution parameters, such as convergence criteria and iteration limits,
are set and kept constant across all cases to ensure uniformity in the results. Material properties, boundary conditions,
and loading conditions are then assigned. The fire load is applied using different fire growth curves that represent
the pattern of fire growth (heat release rate) over time [3–5]. In this case, the fire growth curve is defined by Eq. 1,
representing a hydrocarbon curve [6].

T = T0 + 1080
(
1− 0.325e−0.167t − 0.675e−2.5t

)
(1)

The interval solution parameter is then defined for gradual application of loading because it is a generous practice to
apply non-linear loads in sufficient intervals. After assigning all the parameters, mesh is generated as structured mesh
using hexahedral elements as shown in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: ATENA beam model with mesh representation

The convergence criteria are then checked against the convergence limit [7–9]. If they are met, the thermal analysis
yields ψ-values. If not, the iteration limits are increased or the mesh size is revised, and the process is reanalyzed.
Upon completion of the thermal analysis, the thermal results are imported for static analysis using the ATENA/static
version. The static analysis follows similar steps to the thermal analysis, including the definition of solution parameters,
assignment of material properties, and mesh generation, ensuring thorough validation and adjustments based on
convergence criteria. The final output includes thermal conductivity (calculated using ψ-values obtained in the thermal
analysis), displacement, crack width, stress, and strain.

Figure 3: External loading conditions where bottom surface of beam and bottom reinforcement is exposed to fire

3.2 Description of external loading, material variation, and expected parameters

In fire analysis, the main concerns are the intensity of the fire and the duration of exposure [10–12]. Fire loading is
applied by selecting the surface boundary condition, with the bottom surface exposed to fire. ATENA provides this
condition under the "fire boundary for surface" setting, and for this problem, the default convection value of 50;W/cm2

is used. With an ambient temperature of 25◦C, the maximum temperature is varied as per analysis requirements to
100◦C, 250◦C, 500◦C, and 750◦C, respectively. The ATENA model exposed to fire loading is illustrated in Fig. 3,
showing that along with the bottom surface of the beam, the bottom reinforcement is also subjected to fire (as in the
case of RCC beams).
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Table 3: Grade specifications from concrete mix design used in ATENA (conforming to EN 206-1)

Concrete grade
Volume (m3)

Water/cement Ratio Cement (clinker + gypsum) Cement (SCMs) Water Aggregate

M25 0.55 0.05435 0.03125 0.1375 0.7271

M35 0.50 0.06522 0.0375 0.15 0.6975

M45 0.50 0.07609 0.04375 0.175 0.6554

M50 0.45 0.08696 0.05 0.18 0.6332

The material for analysis in ATENA is considered as solid concrete, designed using the conmix (concrete mix) design
feature of the software. Table 3 shows the specifications used in ATENA/transport in terms of volume for the concrete
mix design of the grades considered. In ATENA/static, these properties, along with the Young’s modulus (E), tensile
strength (Ft), compressive strength (Fc), and the onset of crushing (Fc0 , representing the onset of nonlinear behavior in
compression), are manually entered for each grade [1,2,13]. Several convergence criteria are set and checked after each
simulation to validate the analysis. Detailed explanations of these parameters are shown in Table 4.

Table 4: Description for convergence parameter used in fire analysis
Name Value Parameter definition

Displacement Error 0.01%

Displacement error is based on vector norms. It is a measure of how
accurately the computed displacements from the FEM simulation match
the exact or reference displacements. This concept provides a
quantifiable way to assess the accuracy of computed displacements,
guiding improvements in modelling, meshing, and solution strategies.

Residual Error 0.01%

Residual force error is a measure of the imbalance of forces at the nodes
after solving for displacements. It provides an indication of how well
the equilibrium conditions are satisfied in the numerical solution.
Residual force error can also be evaluated using vector norms to
quantify its magnitude. By quantifying the equilibrium conditions, it
helps in identifying potential issues in the model and guides
improvements in meshing, boundary conditions, and solver settings.

Absolute Residual
Error 0.01%

The maximum error of residual forces provides a measure of the largest
imbalance in the nodal forces after solving for displacements. This
parameter is essential for convergence checks, model verification, and
identifying areas requiring refinement or adjustment in the FEM model.

Energy Error 0.0001%

Unbalanced energy error is a measure used to evaluate the accuracy of
the numerical solution, particularly in terms of energy conservation.
This error quantifies the difference between the work done by external
forces and the strain energy stored in the system and helps in diagnosing
model issues, ensuring energy balance, and verifying the accuracy of the
FEM results.

4 Test descriptors and response monitoring

The provided data is organized in an Excel file comprising five sheets, each corresponding to a specific result parameter
as outlined in Table 5. These parameters are recorded separately for plain cement concrete (PCC) and reinforced cement
concrete (RCC).

As illustrated in Fig. 4, the data is represented in Excel sheets for PCC and RCC at different maximum temperatures
for the selected concrete grades. For instance, in the displacement data, the displacement in plain cement concrete for
grade M35 at 750◦C is 0.165mm, marked as PC-M35@750◦C. For reinforced cement concrete, the displacement for
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Figure 4: Data representation of excel sheet of displacement with explanation

Table 5: Result parameters
Sheet Parameter

Sheet 1 Thermal Conductivity (W/m◦C)
Sheet 2 Displacement (mm)
Sheet 3 Crack Width (mm)
Sheet 4 Maximum Stress (MPa)
Sheet 5 Maximum Strain

grade M45 at 250◦C is 0.115mm, marked as RC-M45@250◦C. Similarly, other parameters across the data sheets can
be analyzed and understood for both plain and reinforced concrete beams. The data is hosted in a GitHub repository
and can be accessed at oscarlab-SHM.
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Figure 5: Thermal conductivity for PCC and RCC with temperature

5 Parametric evolution of test descriptors

The results from the fire analysis illustrate the performance of typical PCC (Plain Cement Concrete) and RCC
(Reinforced Cement Concrete) beams under severe fire conditions. These findings are crucial for evaluating and
advancing strategies to address challenges in fire-prone structures.
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Figure 6: FEM model representation of thermal results for RC-M35 at 500◦C

5.1 Thermal Conductivity

Thermal conductivity is characterized by temperatures observed at various depths within the concrete and the rein-
forcement bars, denoted by ψ-values indicating heat retention in the members. Fig. 5 presents these values across
all concrete grades and types. As heat permeates deeper into the concrete, it affects its strength and stiffness due to
increased temperatures. Higher-grade concrete exhibits lower thermal conductivity compared to lower grades, and
reinforced concrete demonstrates lower thermal conductivity compared to plain concrete. The conductivity decreases
with temperature due to moisture loss, particularly noticeable in higher-grade and reinforced concrete. The FEM model
representation of thermal results in terms of ψ-values for RC-M35 at 500◦C is depicted in Fig. 6, illustrating each
surface of the beam.
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Figure 7: Variation in Displacement with temperature for PCC and RCC

5.2 Displacement

Higher-grade concrete typically exhibits greater displacement compared to lower grades, while RCC generally displays
lower displacement than PCC due to the added strength from reinforcement. Post 500◦C, RCC experiences a notable
increase in displacement due to steel reinforcement losing strength. Fig. 7 presents the displacement data for both
concrete types across different temperatures, highlighting that beam displacement escalates with rising temperatures as
material strength and stiffness degrade. The maximum deflection occurs at the mid-span of the beam in a downward
direction under applied temperatures. As temperatures increase gradually, concrete initially expands at the exposed
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surface and begins to develop cracks between 100◦C and 250◦C. Fig. 8 illustrates the displacement pattern of PC-M45
at 750◦C, offering a clear visualization of displacement behavior across each face of the beam.

Figure 8: FEM model representation of displacement for PC-M45 at 750◦C
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Figure 9: Crack width for both concrete type at different temperatures

5.3 Crack width

Crack width remains negligible in both types of beams up to temperatures of 250◦C, as depicted in Fig. 9. Beyond this
temperature threshold, cracks begin to gradually develop and their increase becomes more pronounced after reaching
500◦C. The maximum crack width is notably influenced by the concrete grade, with higher-grade concrete exhibiting
wider cracks due to its higher density. Spalling, where pieces of concrete break off from the surface, typically occurs
when temperatures exceed 350◦C [1]. The FEM model representation of crack width for RC-M25 at 750◦C is illustrated
in Fig. 10.

5.4 Maximum Stress

At elevated temperatures, concrete undergoes severe chemical and physical damage, resulting in expansion and spalling
that can compromise its structural integrity. These physical alterations induce significant stresses within the concrete.
Fig. 11 demonstrates that maximum stress values increase as temperatures rise, affecting both plain and reinforced
concrete similarly. Moreover, reinforced concrete beams exhibit lower stress levels compared to plain concrete beams
of the same grade. This difference arises because the reinforcing steel enhances strength and resilience against thermal
stresses [17].
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Figure 10: FEM model representation of crack width for RC-M25 at 750◦C
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Figure 11: von Mises stress comparison of PCC and RCC for different grades with temperature

5.5 Maximum Strain

In beams, strain concentration typically occurs at the mid-span initially, before any visible cracks appear. Once cracks
develop, the maximum strain concentration shifts towards the spalling zone. As temperature increases, strain levels
escalate for both plain and reinforced concrete. Fig. 12 illustrates that plain concrete beams generally exhibit higher
strain values compared to reinforced concrete beams. In RCC structures, strain remains minimal up to 250◦C. However,
as temperatures exceed this threshold, strain gradually increases. This distinct strain behavior is attributed to the
reinforcement in RCC, which effectively resists strain until the concrete reaches higher temperatures where even the
steel reinforcement starts to lose strength. The FEM model representation of strain for RC-M45 at 750◦C is depicted in
Fig. 13.

6 Conclusions

Based on the comprehensive analysis of thermal, mechanical, and structural responses of both plain and reinforced
concrete beams under severe fire conditions, several key conclusions can be drawn from this study:

1. Thermal Conductivity and Displacement: Higher-grade concrete demonstrates lower thermal conductivity
and higher displacement compared to lower grades, while reinforced concrete (RCC) exhibits lower displace-
ment due to enhanced reinforcement. As temperatures increase, both thermal conductivity and displacement
escalate, influencing structural performance significantly.

2. Crack Formation and Width: Crack initiation in concrete begins after 250◦C, with higher-grade con-
crete showing wider cracks due to its denser composition. Spalling becomes pronounced beyond 350◦C,
compromising structural integrity and safety.

8



Performance based evaluation of concrete beams under fire loads A PREPRINT

100 250 500 750
0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8
S

tr
a
in

10
-4 Strain v/s Temperature for PCC

M25

M35

M45

M50

100 250 500 750
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

S
tr

a
in

10
-3 Strain v/s Temperature for RCC

M25

M35

M45

M50

Figure 12: Strain variation with temperature for PCC and RCC

Figure 13: FEM model representation of strain for RC-M45 at 750◦C

3. Stress and Strain Distribution: Maximum stress levels increase with temperature rise, affecting both plain
and reinforced concrete. However, reinforced concrete beams display lower stress concentrations due to the
ability of the reinforcing steel to mitigate thermal stresses. Strain remains minimal in RCC up to 250◦C,
highlighting its resilience compared to plain concrete under fire conditions.

4. Structural Integrity and Performance: Concrete undergoes significant chemical and physical changes at
elevated temperatures, leading to expansion, spalling, and increased stresses. The presence of reinforcement in
RCC delays strain accumulation and enhances overall structural resilience up to higher temperatures.

5. Implications for Fire-Prone Structures: The critical importance of considering material properties and
reinforcement strategies in designing fire-resistant structures is discussed in detail. Towards this, vibration-
based infrastructure monitoring strategies can be designed – keeping fire safety as the central pivot [14–16].
Design modifications should focus on optimizing concrete composition and reinforcing techniques to mitigate
the adverse effects of fire-induced thermal and mechanical stresses.
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