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Development of Diagnostic and Monitoring Method
for Concrete Structure Using AE

A 7]

3-8 71 &7

Gi-Sang Choi - Gi-Heung Choi
(19994 3¢ 16Y X%, 19994 6% 8Y = &)

ABSTRACT

The feasibility of using AE for monitoring mechanical failure in concrete structures has been
tested. Specifically, the relationship between the fracture and the characteristics of AE signal is
theoretically and experimentally investigated. The experimental results manifest that the high
sensitivity of AE signal to the fracture of concrete structure makes it a good choice as sensor

for monitoring concrete structure.
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