TR 28 FE

B-81

BAKXRFETIERN FiMH#FESZTRE

BREAVI)—FORBESIUMESTBIEREICEAT S XHRRAE
L7A—&E, ORIHRIZOWNT
Research Study on Flowability and Resistance Against Matelial Segregation of Self-Compacting Concrete
About L-Type Flow Test and O-Type funnel Test
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Abstract : This Study was Investigated L-Type Flow Test and O-Funnel Test. L-type Flow is Lelated to Yield Value of Fresh
Concrete. Initial Velocity of L-Type Flow and Flowing Time by O-Type Funnelis Related to Viscosity of Fresh Concrete.
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Figure 1. Areas by Previous Studys
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Slump Flow (cm)
Figure 2. Relation of Slump Flow and

L-type Flow
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Unit Binder Content (kg/m3)
Figure 3. Relation of Unite Binder Content
and Initial Velocity of L-Type Flow

Unit Binder Content (kg/m3)
Figure 4. Relation of Unit Binder Content

and Flowing Time by O-Type Funel
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