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Influence of conditions of concrete on bond strength to inorganic repair material
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Table 1 BRSAF
Test conditions

concrete PCM
Specimen | W/C Surface Curing W/p
[%] condition | method [%]
40RW 40.0 R W 18.0
40BW B
40FW F
40FA A
50RW 50.0 R w
50BW B
50FW F
50FA A
60RW 60.0 R \%%
60BW B
60FW F
60FA A
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Arithmetical mean roughness
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Arithmetical mean roughness of concrete surface versus shear bond

strength

—% % Table 1 2777
3. HWRLEE

Fig. 112, B¢ =27 U — MK ORATF
PP S &R AW S TRE ORISR EZ R T, 723,
Fig. 1 Ti¥, FHFFEPH S M EREIC KT
MBI 2D, [P REEITo -
HERIROFERITFLH L T, WPhok

* AR K%, Shimane University,

189

F—U— N ERE, REls, REBOKRER, EMRE, MHERmHEM B



[3-17]

T
£ °lo
Z
%] 41 <0
5 45 % u ™
@ 3
b7 % 0 40BW,50BW,60BW -
=]
£ 2 1 © 40RW,50RW,60RW
= L A 40FW,50FW,60FW
<
g W 40FA,50FA,60FA
w9
0 2 4 6 8 10

Amount of water absorbed in 10 minutes[ml]
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Amounffivater absorbed in 10 minutes versus shear bond strength
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Conmpressive strength of concrete[N/mm?]
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Compressive strength of concrete versus shear bond strength
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