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Strengthening Effect of Axial Circular Concrete Members Wrapped by CFRP sheet

Kyoung-Tae Moon', Sang-Yeol Park™, Moon-Kwan Kim’

Abstract: Many studies have been carried out on carbon fiber-reinforced plastic sheet(hereafter CFRP sheet)-confined concrete specimens for improve
structural performance of concrete structures. To complement the existing studies, a parametric study is conducted to examine the effect of various
design parameters such as layers of CFRP sheet, size and aspect ratio of specimens, and overlap length. The behavior of CFRP-confined concrete is
compared using stress-strain curves of each specimen. And the strengthening effect of CFRP sheet is examined by maximum compressive strength.
As the layers of CFRP sheet increases, structural performance of CFRP-confined concrete is significant increased. If the overlap length is more than
5% of circumstance, strengthening effect is not affected. In addition, a test database assembled from test results and existing studies is presented. Using
these test database, accuracy and reliability of the existing strength models for CFRP-confined concrete are verified.
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Table 1 Summary of test parameters

Parameter Specimen Layers Dimension  H/D & Overlap
P 4 (mm) length (mm)
D=100 .
- TO - H=200 H/D=2.0
T1 1
D=100 H/D=2.0
No. of layers T2 2 H=200 (OL=30)
T3 3
D=75
,,,,,,,,,,,,, R | S
Specimen T1 | D=100 H/D=2.0
size. ~H=200 (OL=30)
D=125
15 H=250
Ta D=75 H/D=2.0
7777777777777777777777777777777777 H=150 (OL=30)
Aspect ratio T6 | D=75 H/D=3.0
HD H=225 (OL=30)
T7 D=75 H/D=4.0
H=300 (OL=30)
H/D=2.0
,,,,,,,,,,,,, T o)
9 H/D=2.0
Overlap | D=100 ~(OoL=15)
length 1 H=200 H/D=2.0
_©OL=30)
H/D=2.0
110 (OL~45)
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Table 2 Characteristics of concrete

Uniaxial compressive strength (MPa) 333
Slump (cm) 9.8
Maximum size of aggregate (mm) 25

Type of cement Portland Type 1
Air content (%) 32

Table 3 Mechanical properties of CFRP sheet

Model FTS-C1-30
Tensile strength (MPa) 3,480
Modulus of elasticity (MPa) 2.30%10°
Thickness (mm) 0.17
Density (g/cm3) 1.82
Ultimate elongation at break (%) 1.5
Table 4 Mechanical properties of epoxy
Model Sikadur-31
Tensile strength (MPa, 14-day) 25
Bond strength (MPa, 14-day) 16.8
Modulus of elasticity (MPa, 7-day) 2,689.7
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Table 5 Summary of test results

Max Load (kN) Uniaxial Strength (MPa) Strengthening ratio
Each Average Each Average (f'el ')

Parameter Specimen Failure Mode

237.97
284.72
264.64
245.90

261.35 33.29

Unconfined TO Shear failure Whole

25527 32.52

583.61
549.50
576.26 547.48
520.38
507.64
741.85
741.89
742.00 735.16
726.77
723.27
1014.30
994.21
1033.12 1007.18
976.68
1017.59

Brittle failure after FRP Tension
failure

69.74

Bond failure at overlap

Brittle failure after FRP Tension

9365 failure

No. of layers 2 T2 Bottom

Bottom

Top

Brittle failure after FRP Tension

12830 failure

357.88
516.38
446.24 434.15
411.87
43839
583.61
549.50
576.26 547.48
520.38
507.64
426.38
579.32
691.65 536.29
503.30
480.80

150/75 T4 98.32 Bond failure at overlap

Brittle failure after FRP Tension
failure

Specimen size ~ 200/100 T1 69.74 2.20

Bond failure at overlap

1.99
1.04

43.72 1.69 ) Bond failure at overlap
1.26

250/125 5

357.88
516.38
446.24 434.15
411.87
438.39
366.42
327.57 329.60
305.09
319.33
342.94
226.95
273.82 286.58
302.97
286.24

3.51

150/75 T4 98.32

Bond failure at overlap

2.87
3.05

Aspect ratio i
225/75 T6 74.64 Bond failure at overlaj
(H/D) p

300/75 T7 64.90 Bond failure at overlap

347.28
335.60
251.13 315.80
310.52
334.43
491.65
535.31
538.42 519.21
522.08
508.61
583.61
549.50
576.26 547.48
520.38
507.64
511.01
526.06
530.40 523.64
521.11
529.63

Bond failure at overlap

40.23

Shear failure

66.14 Bond failure at overlap

Overlap length
(mm)

Brittle failure after FRP Tension
failure

30 T1 69.74

Bond failure at overlap

Brittle failure

45 T10 66.71

Bond failure at overlap
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Fig. 10 Confining action of FRP composite

Table 6 Strength models for FRP confined concrete
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Table 7 Data set of test results of CFRP-confined concrete specimen

Source of Data D (mm) H (mm) H/D 1., (MPa) t (mm) f1., (MPa) f, (MPa) £/t f... (MPa) o
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 74.35 2.23
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 70.0 2.10
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 73.4 2.20
100 200 2 33.29 0.34 3480 23.664 0.71 94.5 2.84
100 200 2 33.29 0.34 3480 23.664 0.71 94.5 2.84
100 200 2 33.29 0.34 3480 23.664 0.71 94.5 2.84
100 200 2 33.29 0.51 3480 35.496 1.07 129.2 3.88
100 200 2 33.29 0.51 3480 35.496 1.07 126.7 3.80
100 200 2 33.29 0.51 3480 35.496 1.07 131.6 3.95
75 150 2 33.29 0.17 3480 15.776 0.47 81.0 243
Test results 75 150 2 33.29 0.17 3480 15.776 0.47 116.9 3.51
75 150 2 33.29 0.17 3480 15.776 0.47 101.1 3.04
125 250 2 33.29 0.17 3480 9.4656 0.28 34.8 1.04
125 250 2 33.29 0.17 3480 9.4656 0.28 47.2 1.42
125 250 2 33.29 0.17 3480 9.4656 0.28 56.4 1.69
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 62.6 1.88
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 68.2 2.05
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 68.6 2.06
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 65.1 1.96
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 67.0 2.01
100 200 2 33.29 0.17 3480 11.832 0.36 67.6 2.03
Bae et al. (2000) 150 300 2 27.74 0.11 3480 5.104 0.18 46.50 1.68
150 300 2 27.73 0.22 3480 10.208 0.37 59.81 2.16
150 300 2 20.3 0.2 1911 2.548 0.13 27.06 1.33
150 300 2 20.3 0.2 1911 2.548 0.13 27.51 1.36
150 300 2 20.3 0.3 1911 15.288 0.75 39.26 1.93
150 300 2 20.3 0.3 1911 3.822 0.19 25.37 1.25
Chung et al. (1988) 150 300 2 20.3 0.3 1911 3.822 0.19 29.96 1.48
150 300 2 20.3 0.6 1911 7.644 0.38 37.73 1.86
150 300 2 20.3 0.6 1911 7.644 0.38 32.55 1.60
150 300 2 20.3 0.6 1911 7.644 0.38 33.47 1.65
150 300 2 20.3 0.6 1911 7.644 0.38 37.55 1.85
152 305 2 322 0.30 380 1.50 0.05 41.1 1.28
Demers and Neale (1994) 152 305 2 43.7 0.30 380 1.50 0.03 48.4 1.11
152 305 2 43.7 0.90 380 4.50 0.10 75.2 1.72
152 305 2 43.7 0.90 380 4.50 0.10 73.4 1.68
51 102 2 41.0 0.09 3500 12.35 0.30 86.0 2.10
Harmon and Slattery 51 102 2 41.0 0.18 3500 24.71 0.60 117.0 2.85
(1992) 51 102 2 41.0 0.34 3500 46.67 1.14 158.0 3.85
51 102 2 41.0 0.69 3500 94.71 231 241.0 5.88
152 305 2 38.6 0.31 755 3.08 0.08 45.5 1.18
152 305 2 38.6 0.31 755 3.08 0.08 41.9 1.09
152 305 2 38.6 0.31 755 3.08 0.08 47.2 1.22
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 1047 8.40 0.22 56.5 1.46
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 1047 8.40 0.22 60.6 1.57
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 1047 8.40 0.22 61.9 1.60
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 1105 13.38 0.35 80.9 2.10
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 1105 13.38 0.35 76.4 1.98
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 1105 13.38 0.35 75.8 1.96
152 305 2 38.6 1.22 1352 21.70 0.56 89.5 232
Howie and Karbhari (1994) 152 305 2 38.6 1.22 1352 21.70 0.56 89.9 233
152 305 2 38.6 1.22 1352 21.70 0.56 89.0 231
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 660 5.30 0.14 47.1 1.22
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 660 5.30 0.14 47.7 1.24
152 305 2 38.6 0.61 660 5.30 0.14 50.0 1.30
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 822 9.95 0.26 68.3 1.77
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 822 9.95 0.26 67.3 1.74
152 305 2 38.6 0.92 822 9.95 0.26 64.7 1.68
152 305 2 38.6 1.22 388 6.23 0.16 52.7 1.37
152 305 2 38.6 1.22 388 6.23 0.16 49.3 1.28
152 305 2 38.6 1.22 388 6.23 0.16 52.6 1.36
200 400 2 17.5 Unknown 3797 3.227 0.18 24.49 1.40
Hwang (2000) 200 400 2 17.5 Unknown 3797 6.265 0.36 32.28 1.84
200 400 2 17.5 Unknown 3797 12.530 0.72 43.14 2.47
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Table 7 Data set of test results of CFRP-confined concrete specimen (continued)

Source of Data D (mm) H (mm) H/D f., (MPa) t (mm) ftry (MPa) f, (MPa) £t f.." (MPa) fol

Karbhari and Gao (1997) 152 305 2 18.0 1.55 1353 27.59 1.53 82.2 4.57

152 305 2 18.0 2.06 1127 30.55 1.70 70.6 3.92

100 200 2 20.0 0.334 3550 23.71 1.19 58.7 2.94

100 200 2 34.0 0.334 3550 23.71 0.70 70.2 2.06

100 200 2 43.0 0.334 3550 23.71 0.55 77.7 1.81

150 300 2 16.0 0.334 3550 15.81 0.99 523 3.27

Kim (2003) 150 300 2 28.0 0.334 3550 15.81 0.56 56.5 2.02

150 300 2 42.0 0.334 3550 15.81 0.38 70.4 1.68

100 200 2 33.0 0.334 3550 23.71 0.72 79.4 2.41

100 200 2 33.0 0.501 3550 35.57 1.08 99.1 3.00

100 200 2 33.0 0.668 3550 47.43 1.44 109.6 3.32

150 300 2 36.2 0.11 4510 6.615 0.18 41.7 1.15

150 300 2 36.2 0.22 4510 13.229 0.37 57.8 1.60

Lee and Jeong (2003) 150 300 2 36.2 0.33 4510 19.844 0.55 69.1 1.91

150 300 2 36.2 0.44 4510 26.459 0.73 85.4 2.36

150 300 2 36.2 0.55 4510 33.073 0.91 104.3 2.88

Matthys et al. (1999) 150 300 2 34.9 0.12 2600 4.16 0.12 443 1.27

150 300 2 34.9 0.24 1100 3.52 0.10 41.3 1.18

150 300 2 452 0.11 3481 5.11 0.11 59.4 1.31

150 300 2 452 0.22 3481 10.21 0.23 79.4 1.76

150 300 2 31.2 0.11 3481 5.11 0.16 52.4 1.68

150 300 2 31.2 0.22 3481 10.21 0.33 67.4 2.16

. . 150 300 2 31.2 0.33 3481 15.32 0.49 81.7 2.62
Miyauci et al. (1997)

100 200 2 51.9 0.11 3481 7.66 0.15 75.2 1.45

100 200 2 51.9 0.22 3481 15.32 0.30 104.6 2.02

100 200 2 33.7 0.11 3481 7.66 0.23 69.6 2.07

100 200 2 33.7 0.22 3481 15.32 0.45 88.0 2.61

100 200 2 33.7 0.33 3481 22.97 0.68 109.9 3.26

150 300 2 23.6 0.11 3481 5.11 0.22 36.5 1.55

150 300 2 23.6 0.22 3481 10.21 0.43 50.8 2.15

150 300 2 23.6 0.33 3481 15.32 0.65 64.3 2.72

100 200 2 33.7 0.11 3481 7.66 0.23 69.6 2.07

Miyauci et al. (1999) 100 200 2 33.7 0.22 3481 15.32 0.45 88.0 2.61

100 200 2 33.7 0.33 3481 22.97 0.68 109.9 3.26

100 200 2 26.3 0.11 3481 7.66 0.29 50.7 1.93

100 200 2 26.3 0.22 3481 15.32 0.58 70.9 2.70

100 200 2 26.3 0.33 3481 22.97 0.87 84.9 3.23

Modarelli et a. (2005) 150 300 2 28.4 0.165 3068 6.750 0.24 55.25 1.95

150 300 2 38.2 0.165 3068 6.750 0.18 62.73 1.64

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.365 0.02 19.50 1.00

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.957 0.05 18.82 0.96

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.531 0.08 18.72 0.96

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.705 0.09 19.89 1.02

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 5.098 0.26 29.01 1.49

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 0.261 0.01 19.99 1.03

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 0.557 0.03 19.89 1.02

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 0.974 0.05 19.70 1.01

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 1.462 0.07 19.31 0.99

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 1.653 0.08 19.89 1.02

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 2.332 0.12 20.48 1.05

Park (2001) 150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 5.168 0.26 27.73 1.42

150 300 2 19.5 0.17 3480 7.743 0.40 35.48 1.82

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 0.261 0.01 45.57 1.04

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 0.557 0.01 46.06 1.05

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 0.974 0.02 46.26 1.05

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 1.462 0.03 48.90 1.11

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 1.653 0.04 49.78 1.13

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 1.931 0.04 48.41 1.10

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 2.332 0.05 49.88 1.13

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 2.575 0.06 48.02 1.09

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 5.168 0.12 49.20 1.12

150 300 2 44.0 0.17 3480 7.743 0.18 65.37 1.49

Picher et al. (1996) 152 304 2 39.7 0.90 1266 14.99 0.38 56.0 1.41

Shin et al. (1995) 100 200 2 21.4 0.11 3480 7.656 0.36 43.51 2.04

100 200 2 21.4 0.11 3480 7.656 0.36 43.22 2.02
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Table 7 Data set of test results of CFRP-confined concrete specimen(continued)

Source of Data D (mm) H (mm) H/D 1., (MPa) t (mm) /1., (MPa) f, (MPa) ./t f.. (MPa) 1.t

. 152 305 2 46.0 0.16 1481 3.12 0.07 53.0 1.15
Soudid and Green (1996) 152 305 2 46.0 032 1481 6.24 0.14 50.0 128
100 200 2 302 017 2716 9.23 0.31 46.6 1.54
100 200 2 302 0.50 2873 28.73 0.95 87.2 2.89
Watanable et a. (1997) 100 200 2 302 0.67 2658 35.62 1.18 104.6 3.46
100 200 2 302 0.14 1579 4.42 0.15 417 138

100 200 2 302 0.28 1824 10.21 0.34 56.0 1.85
100 200 2 302 0.42 1285 10.79 0.36 633 210
152 305 2 337 038 1577 7.89 0.23 479 1.42
152 305 2 337 038 1577 7.89 0.23 497 1.47
152 305 2 337 038 1577 7.89 0.23 494 1.47
152 305 2 337 0.76 1577 15.77 0.47 64.6 1.92

152 305 2 337 0.76 1577 15.77 0.47 752 223

152 305 2 337 0.76 1577 15.77 0.47 71.8 213
152 305 2 337 1.14 1577 23.66 0.70 82.9 2.46
152 305 2 337 1.14 1577 23.66 0.70 86.2 256

152 305 2 337 1.14 1577 23.66 0.70 95.4 2.83

152 305 2 4328 038 1577 7.89 0.18 547 125
152 305 2 4328 038 1577 7.89 0.18 521 1.19

152 305 2 4328 038 1577 7.89 0.18 487 111
152 305 2 4328 0.76 1577 15.77 0.36 84 1.92

Xiao and Wu (2000) 152 305 2 4328 0.76 1577 15.77 0.36 792 1.81
152 305 2 4328 0.76 1577 15.77 0.36 85 1.94
152 305 2 4328 1.14 1577 23.66 0.54 96.5 220

152 305 2 4328 1.14 1577 23.66 0.54 9.6 211

152 305 2 4328 1.14 1577 23.66 0.54 94 215

152 305 2 552 038 1577 7.89 0.14 57.9 1.05
152 305 2 552 038 1577 7.89 0.14 62.9 1.14

152 305 2 552 038 1577 7.89 0.14 58.1 1.05

152 305 2 552 0.76 1577 15.77 0.29 74.6 135

152 305 2 552 0.76 1577 15.77 0.29 77.6 1.41
152 305 2 552 0.76 1577 15.77 0.29 77 1.39

152 305 2 552 1.14 1577 23.66 0.43 106.5 1.93
152 305 2 552 1.14 1577 23.66 0.43 108 1.96
152 305 2 552 1.14 1577 23.66 0.43 1033 1.87

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.261 0.013 20.09 1.03

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.365 0.019 19.70 1.01

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.557 0.029 20.28 1.04

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.957 0.049 19.11 0.98

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 0.974 0.050 20.28 1.04

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.462 0.075 20.28 1.04

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.531 0.079 19.11 0.98

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.653 0.085 20.28 1.04

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 1.705 0.087 20.09 1.03

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 2332 0.120 20.87 1.07

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 5.008 0.261 29.45 151

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 5.168 0.265 30.03 1.54

150 300 2 19.5 0.11 3480 7743 0397 36.08 1.85

Youm et al. (2004)

150 300 2 314 017 3480 5.081 0.162 41.40 132

150 300 2 314 017 3480 10214 0.326 49.24 157

150 300 2 314 017 3480 15312 0.488 66.17 211

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 0.261 0.006 44.88 1.02

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 0.557 0.013 44.88 1.02

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 0.974 0.022 46.20 1.0

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 1.462 0.033 47.96 1.09

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 1.653 0.038 48.84 111

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 1.931 0.044 48.40 1.1

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 2332 0.053 49.72 1.13

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 2575 0.059 47.96 1.09

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 5.168 0.117 56.76 1.29

150 300 2 44.0 0.11 3480 7743 0.176 65.56 1.49
N 150 300 2 343 1.00 423 5.64 0.16 442 1.29
150 300 2 343 1.00 753 10.04 0.29 50.4 1.73
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Table 8 Statistical performance of strength models for FRP-confined
concrete as assessed by data set

Predicted f,, to test ratio

Model Standard Coefﬁ.cie.:nt

Average deviation of Variation
(%)
Karbhari and Gao (1997) 1.02 0.141 13.8
Samaan et al. (1998) 1.11 0.173 15.6
Miyauchi et al. (1999) 1.12 0.162 14.4
Saafi et al. (1999) 1.05 0.145 13.8
Toutanji (1999) 1.30 0.191 14.7
Lam and Teng (2002) 0.96 0.133 13.9
Best fit trend line 1.00 0.135 134

Number of datapoints = 204
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