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Fig. 1. Compressive strengths of polymer mortar vs.
substitution contents of waste concrete powder.
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Fig. 2. Compressive strengths of polymer mortar after hot
water immersion test vs. substitution contents of
waste concrete powder.
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Fig. 3. Water absorption of polymer mortar vs. substitution
contents of waste concrete powder.

60
22700 before hot water immersion
50 B®E after hot water immersion
—_
&b
R
5 40
L)
=4
z
5 0
£
=
S
> 20
L —
N
S
[~}
10 j
| |
Ly 4
0 L :
15 20

Substitution Contents of Waste Concrete Powder (wt%})
(polymer binder : 15 wt%)

Fig. 4. Comparison of pore volume of polymer mortars
before/after hot water immersion test.
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