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Effects of Calcium Leaching from Concrete on
Shear Bond Strength to Inorganic Repair Material
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t; =0 day [D;: 0.0 mm, D: 0.0 mm]

\/ D;: Leaching depth of Ca
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Fig.1 Ca DiRESi (Case a)
Distribution of Ca (Case a)
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Shear bond strength versus leaching period
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