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Development of a Damper with Polyvinyl Alcohol-Engineered Cementitious Composites
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Performance Fiber Reinforced Cementitious Composites Fig.1
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Example of Bending Test of PVA-ECC
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Table 1

List of Specimens

(Bx D) pw(%) | (bDFc) Y
DB1 | 200x |12-D16 @50 | 142 0 1.38
DB2 300 SD390 @40 1.78 0.2 1.16
7DDBB33I)D 12-D16| 2-D10 | @67 142 001 éég
—_——=—=150x |SD295 |SD390 - :
DB4 @100 0.95 0 0.78
400 12-D16
DB5 SD295 @40 2.37 0.2 0.97
100x |12-D13| 2-D6
DB6 600 | SD390 |SDa4s @40 | 1.60 0 1.00
1
Table 2
Properties of Bars
oy(N/mm?) | Es(NImm?) | ou(N/mm?)
D16-SD390 436 189100 601 DB1,2
D16-SD295 377 188500 533 DB3,4,3D
D16-SD295 3% 190000 574 DB5
D13-SD295 452 194900 611 DB6
D10-SD390 440 185000 590
D6-SD345 378 199700 529
Table 3 FRC
Properties of PVA-ECC
1
o8(N/mm?) Es(N/mm?) Sty(N/mm?) Stu(N/mm?)
DB1 40.0 16280
DB2 37.7 16050 2.9 4.98
DB3 40.9 17880
DB3D 40.9 17880
DB4 42.4 18220 316 4.78
DB5 41.9 17860
DB6 40.8 18030 2.99 4.98
1) FRC R
1200mm FRC
100x
600mm  200x 300mm DB3D
Fig.2 DB3
Table 2 Table 3 FRC
FRC 12mm,
0.04mm 1.9% 0 B=40N/mm?
28 40.2N/mm?
Fig.3
R=1/800, 1/400, 1/200, 1/100, 1/50, 1/25rad.
1/10rad.
Table 4 cQfu
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Fafitis-Shah FRC
9 FRC
12
A
1.70 0% RC cQsu
FRC A
3 cQsu-Ecc

cQsu- ecc = b- jt(pw- owy + ot )cot g + tan (1 B)b- D-vor/2

L= {(1+ cot2¢)pw~ owy + C0t2¢ -ot (/vos

tand = /(L/DP +1-L/D

ot FRC = oty/2 b,D
jt pw owy
v FRC
(v = 1.7013*0-333) L D
(pw- owy + ot) < vor/2
cotg=1.0
Rp=0.02



Table 4
List of Test Result

eQ max cQsu cQsu - ecc
eQmax Y ? ? cQfu cQfu cQfu 4
Qfc(kN) Qsc(kN) (kN) R cQfu(kN) | cQsu(kN) | cQsu-ecc(kN)
DB1 52 111 265 1/10 208 287 355 1.28 1.38 1.71 F
DB2 101 191 312 1/17 265 308 342 1.18 1.16 1.29 F
DB3 90 161 331 1/10 262 309 388 1.26 1.18 1.48 F
DB3D 135 293 687 1/26 624 618 775 1.10 0.99 1.24 F
DB4 84 161 303 1/25 263 206 307 1.15 0.78 1.17 F
DB5 92 254 441 1/29 369 356 395 1.19 0.96 1.07 F
DB6 61 152 316 1/100 326 326 411 0.97 1.00 1.26 F
1) FRC - 3)
2) A RC Rp=0.02rad.
3) FRC A RC Rp=0.02rad.
4 F 1/25rad.
400 T __...+_..._‘_.-.“ng.°. 2p=0.42
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400l == : : :
-50 0 50 100
(x 10°%rad.)
400
. ~ 200
b P4
=3 =3
0
o I 200 e AT o 1 200 F-- |- AT o
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M [ 400 f sk M H -1l )| S :
5b ‘ 160 -50 0 56 ‘ 160 -50 0 56 ‘ 160
(x 10°%rad.) (x 10°%rad.) (x 10°%rad.)
800 _— —CQsy-rrcip=0.02,
o
Zz Zz Zz
=3 =3 =3
0 i 1 + P ? ?
0 10 20 30 40
(x 10°%rad.) (x 10°%rad.) (x 10°%rad.)
Fig.4 Fig.5
Shear Force — Rotation Angle Relationship Envelope Curve of Shear Force — Rotation Angle Relationship
Fig.4 Photo2 DB3 DB3D 1/10rad.  =100/1000rad.
DB1~DB3 1/800rad. FRC DB4 1/25rad.
=1.25/1000rad. 1/200rad.  =5/1000rad. =40/1000rad. DB1~DB3
1/100rad.  =10/1000rad. 1/10rad.
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