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The Experimental Study on Stress—Strain Relation of
Confined Concrete with Different Transverse Reinforcements

X°1 'éﬂ ioh A xF i** ?:! Q_! E*** Ol —765 /ﬂ TkAk

- o

Jeong, Hyeok Chang Sun, Chang Ho Kim, Ick Hyun Lee, Jong Seok

ABSTRACT

In order to achieve target ductility the stress-strain relation of confined concrete is
indispensible. In this study the specimens with different transverse reinforcement ratios were
tested. The test results were compared with empirical equations and the characteristics of
confinement effect were investigated.
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