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ABSTRACT: The amount of adhesion between the concrete and the reinforcing bars plays a decisive
role in the behavior of the RC structures, as well as their failure mode in the final extreme cases. This
adhesion, known as band resistance, can be altered by changing the concrete mix. Laboratory evaluation
of bond strength between rebar and concrete containing limestone powder is carried out in the present
paper. For this purpose, 5, 15 and 30% of the cement of the control specimen (without limestone powder)
is replaced with limestone powder and bond and compressive strength are obtained for specimens at
the age of 7, 28 and 90 days. In this study, 15 cm concrete cubic and 16 mm diameter rebar are used
to evaluate the bond. The water to binder ratio (w/b) is fixed at 0.4. Also, the test of pulling out the
rebar is applied to calculate the bond strength between the concrete and steel reinforcement. The overall
results show that the bond strength decreases with the increasing percentage of limestone in concrete,
the amount of this reduction is less than 10% for a sample with 5% limestone powder, while a reduction
about 40% is obtained for a sample with 5% limestone powder. The assessment of the exciting models
for prediction the bond strength indicates that these models estimate a bond strength larger than those
given by the experimental results. Therefore, it is necessary to provide a suitable model for estimating
the bond strength of concrete containing limestone powder.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Cement replacement materials are added to concrete to

The behavior of reinforced concrete structures depends
on the joint performance of reinforcement and concrete,

provide or improve one or more properties; These properties
include: reducing cement consumption, reducing the speed
and amount of hydration, increasing the strength of concrete,
increasing the durability of concrete [1]. Limestone, which
is one of the raw materials for the production of clinker
cement, was the first material to replace some percentage of
cement used in concrete [2]. Limestone powder is usually
added to the cement during the production of cement to
the clinker or during the preparation of concrete mixes.
By increasing research, standards and specifications also
provided guidelines for the use of this type of concrete mix.
For example, the European Standard EN 197-1 provide two
types of cement with values of 6 to 20 percent and 21 to 35
percent limestone as a limestone Portland cement (PLC)
[3]. Mechanical properties such as compressive strength,
tensile strength and modulus of elasticity along with effective
parameters on the durability of these types of cements have
been investigated by many researchers [4-6]. The effects of
limestone powder on the behavior of concrete depend on
the fineness of limestone and blending type with cement [7].
Ramezanianpour et al. Showed that replacement of up to
10% of cement with limestone has no detrimental effect on
concrete compressive strength [8].
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this joint performance is due to the adhesion of rebar and
concrete during the development length of the reinforcement,
which is called bond strength. The effect of the compressive
strength of the concrete on the bond strength is expressed in
terms of compressive strength, such as fc““, fcm, fc3/4 and fc [9].
Therefore, any factor affecting the compressive strength must
be considered in the calculation of the bond strength. Despite
extensive research on the effects of cement replacement with
limestone, there are few studies on its effect on bond strength.
Therefore, in this paper, the effect of replacement of cement
with 5, 15 and 30 percent limestone powder on the bond
strength has been investigated experimentally.

2. METHODOLOGY

In this research, the compressive strength test and pull out
test of reinforcement on various concrete samples have been
taken. The mix design is based on the ACI standard and the
water / cement ratio (w / b) is fixed to 0.4. In this research,
5, 15 and 30 percent of the cement in concrete is replaced
by limestone powder. For each mix design, 18 samples were
made, of which 9 were used for bond strength test and 9
samples were used to the compressive strength test, Samples
were cured under standard conditions and experiments are
carried out on specimens at the age of 7, 28 and 90 days
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Table 1. Concrete mix design of test specimens.

Table 3. Bond strength

Specimen cement Limestone wie

p (kg/m*) (kg/m*)
LS05 332.5 17.5 .42
LS15 297.5 52.5 .47
LS30 245 105 .57
Control 350 0 0.4
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Fig. 1. (a) steel box for pull out test, (b) concrete specimen

for pull out test.

Table 2. Compressive strength

. Compressive strength (MPa)
Specimen
7 days 28 days 90 days
LS05 28.3 38.6 435
LS15 256 33.9 376
LS30 21.2 28.4 31.2
Control 28.1 39.2 44

after construction. The amount of different compositional
components of the samples is shown in Table 1. The pull
out test was performed according to RILEM 7-11-128.RC6
standard. To test the resistance of the band, a 16 mm diameter
rebar is used, a 10 cm (5 inches) distance from the end of the
rebar, a PVC tube with a length of 5 cm on the rebar. In Fig. 1
(a), the dimensional specification of the samples made for the
bond strength is shown. To insert specimens inside the pull-
out test setup, an iron box with dimensional characteristics
shown in Fig. 1 (b) was used.

3. DISCUSSION AND RESULTS

The numerical results of the average compressive strength
of cube samples at different ages are shown in Table 2. As it
is clear from these results, the addition of limestone powder,
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) Bond strength (MPa)
Specimen
7 days 28 days 90 days
LS05 8.2 11.1 13.2
LS15 6.2 S.5 10.6
LS30 5 8.1 8.7
Control 8.4 13.5 14.9
3

O7 days 028 days A90 days

0 T T T
0 10 20 30
Limestone (%)
Fig. 2. Relationship between bond strength and limestone
percentage

especially in high amounts, has reduced the compressive
strength of the concrete. In samples containing only 5%
limestone, the compressive strength is not significantly
different from that of the control, and even in 7 days, higher
compressive strength is obtained, which can be attributed to
increased cement hydration and dilution of the samples by
limestone powder. The results of the pull-out test are shown in
Table 3. To calculate the bond strength, the following equation
is used:

S (1)
" rLd,

In this equation, F is the maximum force taken to pull out
the rebar, db, the diameter of the rebar, and Ld is the length
of the rebar in contact with concrete, which in this study was
considered to be 10 centimeters.

Based on the results, it is observed that the bond strength,
like compressive strength, is reduced by increasing the
percentage of limestone powder. For example, with the
replacement of 30% limestone powder, the bond strength
ratio to the control sample at all ages is approximately 0.6. This
percentage is obtained about 0.7 for replacing 15% limestone
powder. In order to investigate the effect of limestone powder
on the bond strength, bond strength values obtained from
laboratory studies are divided into their corresponding f '
and are shown in Fig. 2. Asis clear from this Fig., a relationship
can be found in terms of the percentage of limestone powder
for t /f . For the results of this research, the relation is
obtained as follows:
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7, /\[f. =0.0011(LS)* —0.052(LS)+2.26 ,R* =0.958 (2)

In this Equation, LS is the amount of limestone powder.

4. CONCLUSIONS

With the increase of limestone powder in the concrete,
the adhesion of concrete and reinforcing steel decreases and
consequently the bond strength is reduced. This decrease
is more at high levels of replacement such as a 30 percent
replacement. The reason for this is to overcome the effect
of dilution of cement due to the replacement of limestone
powder with other beneficial physical and chemical effects
due to the addition of limestone.

The replacement of 5% limestone powder in the long term
reduced the bond strength by only 10%, so using this amount
of limestone powder for replacement with cement does not
have a damaging effect on structural performance.

REFERENCES

[1] Meddah, M.S., Lmbachiya, M.C., and Dhir, R.K., 2014. “Potential
use of binary and composite limestone cements in concrete
production”. Construction and Building Materials, 58, pp. 193-
205.

[2] Diab, A.M., Elmoaty, A.E.M.A., and Aly, A.A., 2016. “Long term
study of mechanical properties, durability and environmental
impact of limestone cement concrete”. Alexandria Engineering

Journal, 55(2), pp. 1465-1482.
[3] BS-EN 197-1, 2012
specifications and conformity criteria for common cements,
European Committee for standardization.
Demirhan, S., Turk, K., and Ulugerger, K., 2019. “Fresh and
hardened properties of self-consolidating Portland limestone
cement mortars: Effect of high volume limestone powder
replaced by cement”. Construction and Building Materials, 196,
pp. 115-125.
Ghoddousi, P, Shirzadi, J.A., and Lotfi, M., 2016. “The effect of
amount and several different types of mineral admixtures on the
yield stress and plastic viscosity of self-consolidating concretes”.
Amirkabir journal of civil engineering, 48(3), pp. 429-459.
ASME, 2003. ASME Manual MS-4, An ASME Paper, latest ed.
The American Society of Mechanical Engineers, New York.
[7] Knop, Y., Peled, A., and Cohen, R., 2014. “Influences of limestone
particle size distributions and contents on blended cement
properties”. Construction and Building Materials, 71, pp. 26-34.
Ramezanianpour, A.A., Ghiasvand, E., Nickseresht, I,
Mahdikhani, M., and Moodi, E, 2009. “Influence of various
amounts of limestone powder on performance of Portland
limestone cement concretes”. Cement and Concrete Composites,
31(10), pp. 715-720.
AM. Diab, Elyamany, H.E., Hussein, M.A., and Al Ashy, H.M.,
2014. “Bond behavior and assessment of design ultimate
bond stress of normal and high strength concrete”. Alexandria
Engineering Journal 53, pp. 355-371.

Cement—Part 1. Composition,

[4

[5

[6

[8

[9

HOW TO CITE THIS ARTICLE

DOI: 10.22060/cee}.2019.16315.6186

S.A. Hosseini, S. Etedali, Laboratory Evaluation of Bond Strength Between Rebar and
Concrete Containing Limestone Powder, Amirkabir J. Civil Eng., 52(9) (2020) 559-562.

561






75 g0l (1308 (wikigen g uli

YYAM B YYVA oo YR Jlo & 6yl OF 0593 Syl lyos cwdiges d il
DOI: 10.22060/ceej.2019.16315.6186

Sl Koo )09 LSSI’ O 9 o)ﬂ.,..o Oy Ll Ceoglio @&WL")T gs’l’))‘

T el Golo ! s ulie o

Sl eplyz gl olKiils ol jame § Caio saSiails Lokl
Ol iz o iz o Saio oRSIS ()l jes cwdige 09,5 sl

162910 Az ;U
IWAA-- YY) w0
VWAA- V=Y 16,5550
AWAA- Y=o ¥ : o pdy

AWAA= Y=YV 2 odT sl

5 e o sloojle Jli8) jo (gloausS el idS 00isS gl (glod Ko g oy e (S iz Hlaie taMS
Siogey Lawgs 1351 09 o a1t Wil Caoglia (lgie Cod 45 (Faienz (ol o)l Ll ConSld 390 (pizmen
2aalojl ol 4 pol> Alie 03,5 1o Shgstiwsd i OluS 5 ks dlanly 4 Wl so 5 398 0 el (5 lee

o o SV Calin e gyl e e ot Sk Sl K b (ST S5 (y30) w0l 1 g

NERGTEES
Sl Ko 108
S)Lad Caaglie

0,8 gyl V0 ol b xS (slodigas 51 Gaiods ol ol odwl Cawds 035, A0 g YA LY (s )0 ladigas
el oo a8 5 L 13 /T Ll g ol lesw 4 Ol Cad sl ooy ooliiul ail b)) sl yiowdia V& LB L
s S ol sl 00 a0 Koo (oS yg 5 ialej] 3ol 510 8o 5 s b Canglie lobe (yizeen
1053 20 )0 O b digad gl 2alS ol Jlade wuls so (EalS i 50 Sl K duoyo al381 L wl Coeglie 45 aims o
EENCT V- JRCWW PXVL FOWRVRWS Lﬂﬁ&»]@)oﬁw)o\“ L diges gl g dmoy Ve 5l eSS Sl K
NS gy il ; P, e .
S & S (65532 b Saaglie o Juie (] 45w oo (Las Al Ceaglie (s i Sl 39290 ladse (S5

Aged Db Cooglin (ot (gl canlio Joo SO Sl 1) .l lialol M3 Cga (0 a5 dims o 4l alKiule;]

oo Do Sol Kooy sl s sl

Oyl yded Ol (e g S g Rl (locs B pan a5 )
S 03 oS Sal Kiw 0 bl Gl (i Cwglie il
@lge sl aboz 51 el Gloras ST 0dgs (sl adsl Slge ]
DT s s eslinal 8550 loww 5l o) 5l aS g
5l g SIS ) e ags Al e 45 b Yoono Sal Kins o0
G2l b IYT 05500 039331 lon & (i bslins angs plSan
51 oolitasl slo fasdlygis 05 boaabiym 5 oo lusliwl wliziss
Ls,! aabipm| Jle olgie 4 cwssls &1l 1, Sloww oS 5 £65 (l
Sal S a3 YO LYY oo, 0 Ve B8 polie b oylopw £45 90
I¥] st os 5 @5l PLC) (Sal Ko ails . loww oloe 4 1,

doddio —)
(i 3 oaiilaz oole plyie 4 Gloww 51 G381 59, eolial
Sl Gl J e )0 9 mle 9 655 Grae (Rl e
el 0ads GBS b5 asle conn daze glp pae Slge
Ol Gl drwg peplie 4 iy 4z g b @lidd b Jls
ekl o ailyy a5 (6,500 Slse bl Sl 5ol (00l
e S ST GalS 4 e oa g anil ansls | lerw
o9k 4y Glers (030l Slge el 8,5 )8 gl 5500 s )T
a5k (ol onl tigd o BLIL 4 Sl wiz b S5 el

a.hosseini@yu.ac.ir ol lsonge sarmns

(Creative Commons License) oo o (Sosis 31 Luilacd o allie oyl .ol 00 0010 1S ol ol8ils ol )Ll ay 126 B g S ot g5 4y el (358>
Auileyd s hittps:/www.creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode ol 5l uilucd cpl bz gl sl 48,5 )8 Loy o 2 10 BY NG

yyva


https://www.creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode

YYAA B YYVA docio AFAQ Jlo A 0,leud DY 093 ¢S ol (lpos susio 4yl

Sal S 1091 3 lowws 2land 9 Su 523 (195 ) Jgur
Table 1.Physical and chemical properties of cement and limestone powder
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Fig. 1.The particle size distribution of aggregates
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Table 2.Mixture proportions of the concrete samples
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