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Study on Change of Crack Width
with Damage of Unreinforced Masonry Wall
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ABSTRACT
The objectives of this study is to find out the relationship of crack width and residual
seismic capacity of Unreinforced Masonry(URM) walls which were damaged by earthquake.
Three URM walls which made the shape ratio(lh, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0)to be a variable were tested for
the objective. It was seen that the crack width increased with growing at rotation angle. Also,
this study found out that failure mode affects crack type of URM. In other words, horizontal
and vertical crack was increased in rocking and sliding failure mode respectively.
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