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Strength of Low Rise Structural Walls
Using High Strength Concrete
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ABSTRACT

An experimental investigation to study the behavior of low rise structural walls using high
strength concrete is presented. The test parameter included in the study were the level of
constant axial load. The shear strength of walls is predicted by the design provision given in the
current the American Concrete Institute Building Code ACI 318-95 and Architectural Institute
Japan Code AlJ. The predictions are compared with the test results reported herein as well as
those available in the literature.
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(@) Dnﬁ ratio 046% (b) Drift ratlo 1.61% (c) Drift ratio 2.07%
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