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Results of Compressive Strength under various curing
conditions

Fig.15 B JLR 91

45 KN/mm?2

750

kN/mm?)
3
o

450

300 - - - - - -

91

0.0

Fig.15
Results of Young's modulus in series 3

Fig.16 B JLR

150 N/mm?2
40 N/mm2

f*c=150N/mm2 t"=28
f c= 40N/mm2 t"=28
B 57 .2N/mm2

JLR  43.3N/mm2

(x 10 / N/mm?)
8

n
o

=
o

100 150

Fig.16 3
Creep Characteristics in Series 3

Fig.17 JLR

120
100 l—Q—Q—.—Q—Q—H—H—l

[
g
80
60
40 JLR
20
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300
)
Fig.17 3

300

History of Relative Dynamic Modulus of Elasticity in Series 3



17

@ 91
190 N/mm?
17 155 kg/m®
I/m?
91 650% 10°
20 30kg/m®
X
25kg/m®
20
20 0.5
91 150 N/mmz2
180 200x 10°
91 45 kN/mm?2
300

300

86

10

150 N/mm?2

(RPC)
vol.36 No.11 (2002) pp.2-11.
()

1996.11.
RC
Vol.20 No.2 (1998)
pp.1021-1026.
No.47 (1993)
pp.528-533.
Vol.19 No.l 1997 pp.169-174.
No.141
2001 pp.21-27.
Vol.22 No.2 2000 pp.991-996.

Takada K., Breugel K. van Koenders E.A.B and Kaptijn N.
Experimental evaluation of autogenous shrinkage of lightweight
aggregate concrete, Proc. Int. Workshop on Autogenous Shrinkage of
Concrete, (1998), pp.221-230.

Vol.22 No.2 2000

pp.1273-1278.

Vol.20 No.2 1998 pp.163-168.



