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Experimental Study on Flexural Behavior of RC Slab Strengthened
by FRP Sheet and GSP
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ABSTRACT

Recently, an improved capacity for RC bridges is required by their deterioration or necessary to
carry traffic increase. Strengthening is known as a better way to improve capacity of bridges than
reconstructing. Fiber Reinforced Plastics (FRP) is introduced as one of the best strengthening
structures in this paper. It is also known as an economical improvement. Therefore, FRP sheet
and Glass Fiber-Steel Composite Plate (GSP) in this research were used in strengthening slab of
RC bridges. Experimental data from the strengthening will be helpful to better understand the slab
behavior and an effect of the strengthening.
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