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An Experimental Study on the Bond Stress
Distribution along the Reinforcing Bar Subjected to Repeated loading

o T 2 F UM AN Sem
Chung, L. Cho, D. C. Park, H. S.

ABSTRACT

The prediction and estimation of R/C structure behavior subjected to earthquake

type loading is partly based on the experimental results of the monotonically
increased cyclic loading, rather than that of the irregularly increased cyclic
loading. However, actual earthquake is typical random vibration, In this
respect, comparing and analysing experimental test results of R/C specimens
subjected to monotonically increased cyclic loading and irregularly increased
cyclic loading, this study proposes the research direction of Irregularly
increased cyclic loading during earthquake,
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Fig.3 Shape of Specimens
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Fig.4 Dimensions of Specimens
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