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Comparison of creep models for early-age concrete
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Abstract : Based on creep relaxation properties of the early-age concrete and concrete creep experimental data
of different proportions strengths and loading age conditions, we carried out a comparative study of models
for predicting creep CEB-FIP model, Muller model, B3 model and the presented Burgers model. The
results show that, the CEB-FIP model has the best adaptability; Muller model is good for the creep
prediction of high strength concrete; and the B3 model, which is based on the solidification theory,
overestimates the creep for early-age concrete and shows poor accuracy. The results of the comparative
study verify the physical significance and experience data range of parameters, as well as the rationality and
applicability of the presented Burgers model with variable coefficient and four parameters.
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Table 2 Fitting data of parameters in the Burgers Model with four time-variant parameters
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E.(X 10" MPa) 9.2 2.36 6.74 17.74 7.26
ag 1.08 1. 08 4,18 5.18 1.28
F25 (X 10* MPa) 6.3 3.6 3.43 4.13 3.09
a. 0.4 0.4 1.11 2.5 0.4
71 (X101 MPa + ) 31.6 30 5. 6 20. 6 30

ap 3.52 5 5.82 0.82 5

e (X101 MPa + ) 597 497 257 607 427
agp 22,1 18.1 22.1 20. 1 10.1
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