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THE BEHAVIOUR OF RC BEAMS DAMAGED BY CORROSION OF REINFORCEMENT

i

SRR DLIN- -k IR B Shase

"By Yoshihiro TACHIBANA, Yasuo KAJIKAWA and Mitsunori KAWAMURA

The mechanical behaviour of RC beams damaged by corrosion of reinforcement is not
only experimentally but also theoretically studied using an elasto-plastic finite element
method, In the experiments, loading and bond tests are conducted for RC specimens
damaged with an lerated galvanostatic corrosion method. It is found that the reduc-
tion in stiffness and load carrying capacity occured in the damaged beams. Theoretical
studies are made to investigate the cause of the action of these damaged beams, From
those experimental and theoretical considerations, it could be indicated that the mecha-

nical behaviour of damaged beams is affected by inadequate transmission of stresses be-
tween reinforcement and concrete, which results from internal stresses and growth of

cracks due to the formation of corrosion products.
Keywords . mechanical behaviour, RC beam, corrosion of reinforcement, FEM
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Fig.1 RC Beam Specimen.

Table 1 Mix Proportion of Concrete,
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Fig.2 Pull-Out Test Specimen.
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Fig.3 Galvanostatic Corrosion System.
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Fig.4 Growth of Cracks after 15-days Current Period.
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Fig.5 Rust Sludge Area after 15-days Current Period,
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Fig.6 Growth of Cracks after 15-days Current Period.
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Table2 Summary of Results for Loading Test,

Current Crack Steel | toad Carryin
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6-a 0.10 .09 5.65
6-8 s-days 0.10 5.40 5.53 S84 | Ehear -
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Fig. 10 Pull-Out Test.

DB HAIC X -1, b, AR, XAE
BEIEIT5 (RERUBBRESER L 2.
Blaik&HMBERE LT, RENaNBEGHEL AR
WMIANDEBOBFRE Fig. 1T IZRY. JoCeRESHE
&, 5l ERENEZHBBONEREM - 1ETH 5.
CDEDFEREFRFECE, BEICPVTEAR
ABERALTVEVEHIC RC I odcofEmE
EHBUTHWENWI EAERIATHEY, ERU
EIBHEBEOREER~BICIAVERBFETH B E
Bbhad. lo&) uBRHBEHOBRKXGHEHII>VLTI,
KOS UREETT > RBCIRETLENI &M
HEIN TV, FHBRERICLDE, BRRAFHR
FVOWERER - TETAHOUDARERIZIUD
BEICEOEIULE. £, POt >W T3
UbhOBEIIHPOLTERALTWVWS, 20 &5 a6
HOHLEBIIRIZIERE LT, HEBEFEICL58
HOWHE, BRECESROUDbRORE, HRICLS
REHBOREEREL L EIC LB ENEL SIS,
¥, BRKKVRUEICHEL MO CDANEELL
&, ERULSIERERARE I, #OUDbA

3 3-days
‘!" Current Periocd
¥ 12.0
o
» No Corrosion
w s 6-days
o Current Period
X 8.0
I \
© F—
10-days
15-days Current Pariod
o Current Period
g 4.0
]
=
1 1 1
o 0.1 0.2 0.3
$1ip (mm)
Fig.11 Bond Stress-Slip Relation,



HHRRICL-THBAZU L RCUEVOENMIWIIER

DPEBONBFCRETHEERAN. $4bB5, Fig.12
KRTHREK I B>V TBRLE508bN % RC
O HRAKEARICRE X, FOHICFIGI13IKTRT
EANBRAFERLE. SOk RBRAEE, 00D
NEOD &> BREHEEE T 5BRIOVTEN L ik
THhHEBbND. ZOEEBLATVUDAEK B
A AMREI0.58 MPa (5.9kgf/cm?) ¢ 0, 2
7Y~ bORAKBE (—RICEBRED 1/4~1/7)
THRBELBEVNIBETH -T2, Lizd-T, FHR
BEERL, S, COMOTDhITEVEBEaY 7)) —
BThRhEEORMEETE L bh Tz

(5) E&RC LY OMRKREIL

gEERC Lot UEREI T EHTHL.
FlekeRBERD 513, HFRAICLVBRGEHE
EFTLTHY, BERCEVOEBIICRIFTHENE
Z5h3. FRNIVOEEECERT 3 HROELEL
T, $HHBFAORFSHOREER, HOUDAOR
EBITENITESIBBHEY 7)) — MEOKHEED
RMDHBENREN, ChOPREFTHELEXD
na, Lhl, BERTRUIZES BHEERSERRC
EODEBITKESHBERIZLTVEDY, Zhed
ZREHDTHBDOh AR TIT-> L EBRERI G
roYfTALIRBTHS. £2C, BRERMY
N EAVTRERIIR T BN RE 2T &
L.

3. AREFHBUENE

2T, BFREEBEEMRITEOBEL >VLWTOR
Bzh~s.

50 150 .
Steel Bar After Galvanostatic
{D16) Corrogion
oo [ L4
o e
4 Cracks
~ -
-1 \?-f
{mm}

Fig.12 Punching Shear Test Specimen,

80

Stees Plate
Rubber Plate

Steel Bar

{D16)

Cracks

120

Fig.13 Punching Shear Test,

(1) 227 VU—-bBLUHRGEE

BROEFNMEELT, 2V 7Y — PORRRICIZE
HHEBICR SO Chen 5OEFAVERHL, KB
HEAITHL 3¢, Chen 5OEFIIME, a7 —
PEEFUETH B ELREL, BEHEXT I v EBR
BN H—B T HEERBANC L BEFLTHY, £D
HEUE, I 7Y - FOEBELOKBIGET S LK
RET S0, BREBKS ORISR S EmR 5]
BERETENENFIADREEZRITNBEETHS.
12, OUDNIHLTIE, DUbIORERECDE
L ERNICE BRSNS R ERN 20 OUbh B4 U
B5EEL, HMEMOLEHNLEHAREZEBHT S ICH
U T4 % Smeared Cracking Model i 32 & & L
1z,

s, S&FHIT>VTH, BEERICE SO BLERE
MicLsE7 Y, BRERISSESEHBOR
RKEHFE LT—HRB Iz von Mieses DBREZMB/D & L
AR

B, FRUEREBZEEVOSH=ZAEERTHD,
FiQ 14 K RT BRI 2T o2, v 7y —
FBEUEBHBEROMBEERIE 2. TRLULHERER
THLINIE,SREL.

(2) 3>V~ L2 OBMADBHEEER

BHOBRICEY, av7Y— MIffOUDbAELE D
SEY, ENMNEREERETIEA2E, SHEER
PRAMELBIENRRICE>TRINI. Lith
T, ZOEFICBI BV ) — b oHBAORHENE
ZOEFMES RC LV OB{LEBEBH TSI AT
FBEURENERITLDEELZOINDG., OB B
U532 27— b sBEHNORNEEERBTHIER
E LT, EBWITHWT I Fig. 15 1273 Goodman &
OEAEFRY (REEHE t1=0.2cm) ##BITH &
sl COXIBEABEHKEZBEATHIEICKY, &
Hos|laskhzEBroBohitIHOLLEH%EZ RC
O HREAKROEFHROBERITICRREEEIENT
%, T, HOUDINZ L3P OEHEORIN%E
REUIBITLOIREE 1 5.

l P/2

P7777777777777777723
ﬁ“

: ; - Joint Elements

Fig. 14 Finite Elements for the RC Beam Specimen,



Fig.15 Joint Element'¥,

Z ZIZHA U1z Goodman & QESERIZ, EXRIM
BIEN-OFTHHFETCMOZEDATNIOTE ORRMY
FERTDIENTEBEVSFEEL-THY, EF
SHIEEICCOBELEEFBHMEENL IV EOESERICER
LT, av7 Y= BTN ERITLEREREWH
XL TRFLERZBTVEY, COBESERI, 2
7Y = bREFCAVLEVSTASARERICES TS
LOTHY, IENHDELTHAKIERS, BEEHK
DBETE-A Y MRS EROBR->TNEY, Tk
FI2EDHEMOBZS>CEEL. Thbb, BAEE
KB SRERRATEANICRDINZ LI 3.

[:]=[l§ Ig][:] .......................... (1)

LEtoTA (1) o, BISHIIRATH S o-c BBIF
KB SR K iU TRELHHCIRY T 2 1T hi)
HoEMHVLSh, —FEAKIEHESTCH 5 r-7 1
FRiIcBI BRI K 1c>0nTiz, ERICRELEBOED
O BELCERE BRI UBEESREI NS M
ENHHEIEROITHB.

o6, BREHRE, Fo. 4RI EdIKaysy—
FEHKBEOBICEAL .

(3) & W &

WYWHARITIE, WEHMRRICEVT-7. #heh
DOHEWIMAT v TRBOTRIELORELHAN, L L
BERMEIE L BESSMEEDORB TV, B
NS 2D BROBEMN L BEETIAERVEL
o &5, BY—~RABAOREE L THEEMNEEH
wr.

i, BIRTR, ASVHREMHSH6mm S 55
TORSBTET, ERERLORBRETSEEL
1.

4. BRICELIBILEROEE

METCRLEBREZENELZAVT, 2 TR3A
ISBERBICLOLE{EL RS, BRERCIFVo%
PIZREFTHFIIDOWTREIILE. ThsottRo%t
BB 05| & k& REBICK SO 5Bk, 3 CORSE
Bl &> TS ANEIEN B LUOBOTDAIC L BIED

BRI

REOXRMTH S, LTI, BITicH T2 B{ROR
DIWWVITSVTHBAL, EWARRC I VHtREE 158
HER RCIoHREOBERBREMNZ L LR
fio RSPV TR B,

(1) BRICE T 2RO B

Bircld, JleRsERCHFMINIG8HmE IV 0
J— M OBRE, BEBIUBENE»HEVOHLE,
BEAEFRORG ATt a s LItk 0EBTE, a0
DEREC &> TET2RBEHIDBEHIZ LY, F
RO UDIIZ L B3ENEEORNIEBICEAERD
RS E2 &I EVHBTCES. T, X
BICE->TRENNBOBODORNERUREESES
DR & DM B & CREBISHRE S RS 0L %
WD WTHIBT 5. ‘
8) BAEROMMHLIoNE  FlsiksHRIcES
SHHHEBE, X (1) EBY5 -y BiF2EHOR
BHIENEOTAHOBREB LT EICEVERNTE
5. LOBE, BT ROEAEROE I ISBHGRAE
KHENTIETCREAINS. HEEROBHE K, OFE
EIZOVTE, fERIE5| ks HROBRBONE< Y
OMEABEN-TROBREL SHET 2008 BT
55, LrL, 5leskhaBBHILLoBoNBHEN-TX
DREAFRFEDEIEECERONBERLH- 04 LM% %
FHLCHBERBATLLIVEAWN. F2C, XFRT
3, Sl R EBREROFRBREICLINBI» S £
DEFRERETHFEE2EX, BRAAKICHET 3R
ERETHIELE LI, BETIXFig 16 ICRTERS
ey, BAEFRIBUD -y BiEERRIC L5
BB ogh#g (Fig. 17 82H) C¢REL:.

r=rm(l—exp(.——tG; 7)) ....................... (2)

I tmex W EBETH O, GIEFiQ17ITRY v=
0ICBIZEBRETH S, Lizd-TohBofma
KEOBERIME K. SRESNH, OFH yiItk->TEIL
THMEELD., COXIBFHRICEVRELIIERIL,
JEBEICH L T G=490 MPa (5000 kgf/cm?), rpu=
11.8MPa (120 kgf/cm?) T 0, 15 ARNERIHLT
G = 980 MPa (10000 kgf/cm?), tmax = 6.4 MPa (65

== Joint Element

Fig.16 Finite Elements for the Pull-Out Test Specimen,



BBEECL->CHEESILRCUEN DESHIIHTLIER

T

max o= fmm it

0 Y

Fig.17 Proposed Relation Between r and 7.

kgf/em?) CH5H. T, ZOHBRIER%E Fig. 18 1T
RE. 2B, BEEHBRATHS o-c BFRICBVLT K 1
=AMFICHELT HEE L T 4900 MPa (50 000 kgf/
cm?) 20 COEIKRESNLESERORKSE
ERVWBZEICEY, FlEREBBRTRE W H{LEE
ERITICKBRT & 5.

—, moobnk;éﬁﬁwﬁmu,rrﬁﬁé
DUbLMATEESNBEAMENEOTHOMRE S
BEEENERYGTES. COBE, BRITEHAO
BESEFOE3 R, RCIVHREOEs LAz INS.
ZIT, HOUDNICEBNESLICHISL LEEER
ORMEL ERICRULIEED B AETRESTSO08EZ L
WA, 2. TRULRERBEREU LS TREZORE
BRETHS. F2C -y BRI >LTER (2) K
WMLEHEREL, mx ELTR, ERTCEONLOUV
bIEK BT 52 ANBE rmax=0.58 MPa (5.9 kgl/
cm?) ERVAIEELE. BB, ERGROVTHE
AWRELFERICOUDhE 257 — b
HATETLTWA I EMHEEI N, @i ol
BATER 25 EIC G=78.4 MPa (800 kgf/cm?) ZHL
Bl &L ZOEIICLT, EBRTREALDTD
nmubuéuﬁméwkMéﬁAgiémmfiﬁf
%5,

) IS OFEA ngm,ﬁ%éwwﬁﬁ
u&nif%odbnwﬁﬁt,ﬁmu%btxwr

(MPa)

——
— =~ "INo Corxosion

- :
15-days Current Period

Experiment
——e— Analysis

L l L

[ 0.1 0.2 0.3

Bond Stress

S1ip (mm

Fig.18 Comparison Between Experiment and Analysis for the
Pull-Out Test.

KLHULBBIENODHBERAMNKRLILRTS
L CORM S, BHIUVOBRROBENKE <
BAEBRMICERCEVOEEPHEICHOUDLA
AL B (Fig.19(c)) 25, ZORPEREITBNTIEZ
v o) - FPCAFISHBEA SR, OTFDhERBTE
BIERIEHICEVWISHMBAIhE &b b (Fig.19
(a), (b)). COBVIEIENBEBRPBELE &N
BEIHEEINS. COLS BRBLNEIBISAK &
VERRTED.
ERORCEORICHEST IRBENT O EHE
BAFROSERIGHOEE 2N CRET 5101, KIC
RULEIBEEICBI 3NN HLERL R=RTH
BRNHPEE L0, RBERTERL TV S RN
T, SHEVORITEFRICFESREICESLZENB
DT, MEANOKEATHIEBFICIRBTEZL. Ly
U, REEHHBBARERCEVOBEHICRIFIHEC
WTOEMNZRFZITY 52T}, ZRTHRrcLE
BNl H b EEZONS. REATHEIDED XA
B, BITE RIS —sHBHMEAARICEAS
NB5RIENELTERRL, SN ELTRYE- 1.
Fig.19(b) OREZBELZBER, AXKLYB LU
MNESTOWRREBEILT B E, JOL> LPHED o
12, MERCGHSE %2 RCIEVORTEHMICFEY
{LLTCE@4 5 & 6,=0.59 MPa (6 kgf/cm?) BETH
5. UL, CO&daiflEcd, LdLHRME
BAHIEDEEINIBOIRENBOBFELBNCHE
THCRBLTWAHERBRI V. 22T, BACBITS
PMEHhOBARELT, ERD 6,=0.59MPa (6
kgf/cm?) oA T, FhEVBBVWENDTHS o=
1.18 MPa (12kglf/cm?) D EZAB L& LK.
nd, BABERE, FRICBVTEREROUDOALE
HaEn LRICEBLTWVWAIENBREIATVLS
(Fig.6 88) 0T, Fig.20 IR #& & 0 LAlOHE
HBOBEREL, £, BAEROR IR, AIROF| &K

Y
State of —afn D D
Cracks !
O re X ‘?—?‘
/ , ‘
Tensile : Otmax 7
Stress of o [::> C>
Y-Direction 75[\_
—_—X 2 <
) Crack ’ Crack

{a) Increase of
Corrosion
Product

‘c} Growth of
Cracks to
the Surfaces

{b) Growth of
Cracks

Fig. '3 The State of Tensile Stress and Cracks.



SHROFBITCEONIERBROREERAWE L S
L.

COEIILLTIUVDBREIC &> THET ARG
ERMICERBT A ENTES,

(2) AR

BElo ki, slakaRBE SO LSBOMNES
b, SUDEREIC LA2WRIEH, BLUOKOUDIK
LEBHDICHEZEORMERIL, EhodBER
RC 0 DEEEHIT RIF TR >V THA .

a) BFHONHHILOLE (Case-1) FlxkaH
BICESOIMNELCEABICR UL LS B EAERD
HUTERBRTES. TORMBREILT, HE-AY
PREVEFELRTRBROZRLE & iz Fig. 21 IR,
BWRRICL B &, ERBOFERELZBAVIAITER
BEBERICHA S EETRMEEE VY EELTE—
LTWaEnxssd, LaL, 15 AHBROMNESYE
EROVERIATE, ERTHSALER RCIF0 R
ROEBOTLIERT I L3 TE LI 1.

LI THRBIICE N, FlzkasRBiIck-TH
HSNINEDOHEFETEIEA RC o HftRkoEH
MHPTET, KHOER, MED LUBRKNL»HE
VOHLR, EEKZOENICRIITREN I LZVLOD
EExont.

b) AMIEHDOEE (Case-2) IUDEERICLY,
ay7 Y= PCREIENSEA Z B, NEISHE, &
MTRLILEDICOMED o, TEDINB. #DRIF

|
§“-

Fig.20 Elements Introduced Initial Stress.

6.0 TS —

ol Experiment
~=== No Corrosion
—— 15-days
Curzent Pericd
2.0

-Analysis(Casa-1}
—e— G~450MPa, Tppy=11.8HPs
4 —0— G=980MPa, 1, = 6.4MPa

e

(ton)

Load
N

. i 1 i
o 2.0 4.0 6.0

beflection {mm)

Fig.21 Comparison Between Experiment and Analysis for the

Load-Deflection Relation (Case-1).

BRI e

BB EFQRICRY. Fig.22iIc k3 &, 0,=0.59
MPa (6 kgf/cm?) & LIZBAIKIRZOEBIIIEILAL
H 5NV, g=1.18 MPa (12kgf/cm?) & L1234
KRB THO>NERRCUEVOHEDIETHI#S]
TENLEVAD. ZODLHITHLBERHHEBTEX DI,
R YIS 2 BA L - ERZO—ERIC Fig, 23(b) i
R LI BHEBHEICH > LD UDABEL, £000D
Nk aryy) - EEBHBOEANRENHES L
BIrbTHdLBEAOINS. EBROEHTE, 7=1.18
MPa (12 kgf/cm?) DB EICEOHLEMMIER CE T
Z&do b, Fig19(b) IR ULEBWIEREABIC L
OB > 20T DhMEL, 3UDEERICE-
TELTVWAVUDAEEL S RETEHTIHDE
FEADNE., ZOLHL, DUDLKSHELZOFOEAN

(ton)
T
\\
A\
{
\
1
{
[}
\
\

74
o &

o Experiment
~—=—- No Corrosicn
— 15-days

v; Current Period

Load
NS
x

2. .
0 Analysis(Case-2)
4 —O— ©;=0.58HPa
4 —e— Oj=~l.18MPa
4/ :
]
i .
4 1 1 . i
o 2.0 i 4.0 6.0

Deflection {rmn)

Fig.22 Comparison Between Experiment and Analysis for the
Lo‘d-Deﬂection Relation {Case-2).

P Pk Ve ) Pz Pl
Ve P P | Pal
s Vit P

a)  Case-1 (G=490MPa,Ty,,=11.8MPa,P=5.0t)

P et D70 Pt P Pt Wt Pt Pt W Pl Pl
P Vn =i Wt Wt Wi W Vot Pt |

(b) Case-2 (0j=1.18MPa,P=d.Ot)

S

P Pt Vs P

(c) Cage-3 (G=78.4MPa, Tnax=0.58MPa,P=4.0t)

Cracking Area {Direction of the Crack)

Fig.23 Failure Pattern,



BHEERC &> THEE2Z UL RC XD OXEBIIET HER

ERESERE S QR Fig.19(c) IKRLE AR
ORETH Y, WCBAEREZRTHOUDAIC LSS
THEZORIMI &5 Th, BE RC LY OEBHEHA
TEBHIEDHERINSG. :

COrIBERIZEY, ZVOEERICEIARIGHIC
& THASNBMOU DAY BEBE LY, BH O
HEBECABMCHOEEEZRINS EHAEEOHH I &
Tah, shEEERCIVH#FEEOXEIEEER
FTERD1DTHBHILEHEETE.

o) MOUbLIhILBEE (Case-3) JUVOEE
MHEBITAkELLBE, Fig19(c) KWRT LSO UD
RIZRCEVREICETS. COLIBHOTDbIII
 BHBHADEHEEORINE, BIMTRLIZLD 8
LEROBU TERANTES. FOBRFEE% Fig.24
IZRY. BFERERCH SN HEOHMICES D 3
RHrEREOETEERLTHY, BERCIEVDH
{tBESERRTEBEpbrs. £12, Fig.23(c) ik
RLEOUbAERIEDWTS, 10 L0115 B
BEARCIEVHFKORY CH2MTOTDLIOER
HEFEMHICIEE AERLERRTE

LizhioT, ZD&HEHOVDONIL & BEH~0H
EHANBEHOGEROKMNMEE RC X oB@Ic
BLRFIERD 1 S2TH 5 &5, FilO Case-2 &
REICHE I Iz

(3) BERRCEYOHEBHOER

HaRCIEVOBEFHRIFIIERIZO>VT,
FRARL XD BBIFNEHBE 2T 12, 20O&R, 5l
SHEFRTIHMAE 2 MABHOBER, BES L UEREN
zhsrEdo0%kTE, BERCEVOHEEHIHK
HTxd, SVDERICLIRBICHRPHOTDOIADOR
EITESHEHAORBLAMENOEZEEORDON, 0
EHITASRETHLREETEL.

-
-

;;azﬁ

{ton)
Y
I'd
i

Load
&
(=4

Experiment

——= No-Corrosion
——— 15-days

2.0 Current Period -

Analysis(Cage-J)
‘] —e— Gu78.4MPa, Typ,=0. S6HP2

5 F 1
o 2.0 4.0 6.0

Deflaction {rum}

Fig.24 Comparison Between Experiment and Analysis for the
Load-Deflection Relation (Case-3).

5. ¥ & &

BHSSENIEEELIZRCEVARRELT, 8
HEHmEOHREOBRFFIBREEBLILE A, BARC
0 IEERRCEVICHEATHADLBEOETMR
doht, Ok RHLFEHOEE 2 BRERMEBHE
BIC L DT 1ER, e v ) - MHEONES
AKIEHOEEORMEETEFT VLU ERIFTERRC
O OB ERRTE, COKNEZORMIBILIED
KRELEBERITEROLIDTHS I LMBHEESI L
7z, :

OIS BHERASHOEEORMZ, HHEV
OFEEIcL Y RCEflimFmicERL 0o V0bA
HILEDEETRTIREMVER TR, JOHD
UhhEORENBRRCIEVONENLHEEST
BHAZTDIDDONEHEL B ENRINZEVR &
3. &1, MOUDOLAG RCEVOHEICETCELT
WEVWRETH, BREREK L ORSEHIEAZN
ARMOVDOANEREL LY, #HLavy )~ FEO
RBEEAMGHOEREEZRNS L HEEDH B LD
RENT. . N

COED BRI, FHRCHRE LR, CAKBR
BTHBERAI—-F97T2BLLVWRCEVCHLTHE
BTE5b0TH5. 2 THRAY, BEOERE
BRI -5y THBELTHS RCIOIPEEES
UTHREZRNDETHIROS ALV EVSIEER, ¥
HHONERRBELLTHLRAI -y Tk RO
NECABENOERENBRINTVALDTHHLEE
2bhb. L -> CEBENIIBYSRCIEDTY
A8 — Ty THEHIHO TR, BRZEDIZOV
TRAEFZETEZVHDEELEL SN 5,

—#, RCEBEYTLBREIC VT, RF¥—F v
TO &S € AKBEER SRV SN EOBEF—BRNT
9, BICRLARESHERMICH 5HEEE RC KR
BENBREZRIIBERLZOEBHSENAT S ENTF
HEh, 5EBRF LTI AENGHHDEEALLNS.

BBIC, AHRE2EDHZICHIVZREIBDEOL
EOl&IRKFE 50 3R, NIBIE ) BEX
BMARAAE IBRH—2E, EBFTR, 504
DIy FNay 7V — bMER) (4B - SIRKFERERYE)
AX BRIO»LBROBEELET.

2 F X R
1) &z, BEay 79— I¥BE  BE-8HI v
7Y — rBEYOEESRL, a7 - bIFE, Vol 25,
No.11, 1987.
2) PR —ECEAMEAICLETY 7Y — MEEYOSER



3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

#, +AMI, 25% 108, pp.89~94, 1984.

fAEBA - ik HE - HIRBA I BBBRICLZTV 7
Y- MEBSVOHLEBICEE T 5 MR, $Helula
v 79— P IFHERBHBRBIUE, pp.173~176, 1984.
REME - W& -1 227 ) — FROKFRAMRC
BHONEMERICRIZTEE, SeBavsY-bL
FERBWEASUE, pp.177~180, 1984.

Al - bk - EHBE- WS B IBHERK
B ABBHMARMOUbOANI Y 7)) — FERBRTLICE
AHHE, WIE3Y 2 — P TEERBHSETE,
pp.113~116, 1985, '

Mirsa,S. and Uomoto, T. : X E R M&H 2 v 2
- FRODOBOBHTRIZTHE, 39— b1
ERAXMEL, 9%, pp.675~680, 1987.

Mirsa, S, and Uomoto, T. : A Study on Structural Im-
plications of Reinforcement. corrosion, + K% &% 42
ELERF RN ABEME, 555, pp.408~409, 1987.
N BB - REBET 32 Y - FORBIB

RORREL EORBP, 35 Y — FIF, Vol. 20,No. 6,

pp. 83—89, 1982.
Ferguson, P. M, and Turpin, R. D, and Timpson, J. N.

¢ Minimum Bar Spacing as a Function of Bond and

Shear Strength, J. of ACl, pp.869~897, June, 1954.
Bk B IEEFELOUDN, AV -V 27—},
No. 451, pp.110~117, 1984.

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

FUINE - B

- 8- NN

Chen, A.C. T, and Chen, W_F, : Constitutive Relation
for Concrete, Proc. of ASCE, Vol. 101, No.EM4,
pp. 465~481, 1975.

von Mieses, R, . Mechanik der plastishen Form ander-

ung von Kristallen, Zeitschrift fur Ar}‘gewand:e Maihe-
. matik und Mechanik (ZAMM), Vol, 18, pp.161~185,
1928. R

Goodman, R. E. and Taylor, R. L. and Brekke, T.L. :
A Model for the Mechanics of Jointed Rock, Proc. of
ASCE, Vol.84, No,SM3, pp.637~659, 1968.
EHE-508 W 8H-ELILPEEET
WVERAWIa Yy 7Y -+ OEREE, ThFESBE,
353568, 1-3, pp.369~377, 1985,
HFINKET- B §-8H B BHBORABECLS
OUDhORERBIZIT 2 UHADIR, TAFEHEN
#, $H318E V-6, pp.97~105, 1987.
Ak B-RIEE - 5% BBORREREDC
B3 HMEBEERRYT, - ARF RS 42 EERFERBHAEE
$, S5, pp.404~405, 1987,
NEH—ER - B 1§ BHBA - BE T RGOE
BAERIZLDY 2 — FOUVTDhOHRELRI,
IASLBOCHEREFBRIBELR, 55 &,
pp. 406~407,. 1987,

(1988.5.17 - 21¢)




