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Experimental Study on Behavior of RC Corner Column of Tsunami Flotsam
Part2 Test Results
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The purpose of this study is to investigate the behavior of RC corner column by a collision of Tsunami flotsam. In this study, the

static loading test and the drop tests of weight to RC beams are performed. In this paper, the test result is presented.
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Fig.9 Displacement -Time history
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Fig.8 Impact load-Time history
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Fig.10 Tensile reinforcement strain

Fig.11 Compressed concrete strain
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Fig.12 Tensile reinforcement strain rate  Fig.13 Compressed concrete strain rate
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Fig.16 Tensile reinforcement strain rate

Tablel Comparison between tests and theoretical maximum load
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BFSL 24.1 1.0 - -
SFSL 42.5 1.0 = -
BF-V2.0 42.0 1.7 64.4 0.7
BF-V3.5 78.1 3.2 112.7 0.7
BF-V5.0 103.0 4.2 161.0 0.6
SF-V0.5 35.0 1.4 7.1 0.5
SF-V3.0 139.1 3.3 466. 5 0.3
SF-V5.0 175.8 4.1 771.4 0.2
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Fig.17 Shear reinforcement muscle strain rate



