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ABSTRACT

This paper presents the comparison of the goodness-of-fit test of analytical bond models
between concrete and steel or GFRP reinforcements. Bond test specimens were made by the
CSA code and the rebars used in the test were steel and two kinds of GFRP rebar
commercially utilized. The comparison of goodness-of-fit test for existing bond models and new
proposed bond model was carried out by the least squares method. The result indicates that the
new proposed bond model has better goodness-of-fit test than the existing ones.
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