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Fig.1 Details of seismic retrofit for RC column
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Table 2 Properties of rebers and PC bars

Type A(em?) | f(MPa) | e,(%) | E(GPa)

DI0* | 0.7 360 0.19 189.6

DI0O | 071 | 371 | 020 | 1856

Rebar =30 T 011 | 333 | 017 | 1959

03.7* | 0.11 333 0.17 200.0

- s 011 1202 0.60 200.0
bar 05.4 0.23 |

Note : A = cross section a area, fy yleld strcngh of stee]
€y = yield strain of steel, Es = modulus of elasticity,
* =R98S-PO
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Fig.6 Measured strains of PC bar of column specimen
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Vexp=measured lateral capacity, Vs=AlJ design guideline Eq., V=flexural strength by fiber model
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Fig.10 Shear strength

strength relationships
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Fig.11 Calculated shear strength due to bond failure
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