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Figure 2. Section Details of the Full Composite Beam and Slab

The typical section details are given in Fig. 2. The shear studs were
16mm diameter and 100mm long and were welded through the deck pan to the top
flange of the Universal Beam section. Composite action was curtailed at the
ends of the beam span Dby eliminating any studs within 450mm (1.5 x beam depth)

from the column face.
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