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Abstrac. This paper presents the shea@BRhavior, crack patterns, and failure modes of reinforced
concrete beams strengthened with ERopolymer and Portland cement mortar panels. The
specimens were prepared in the form of geopolymer and Portland cement mortar panels with a
size of 300 mm x 700 mm, each consisting of 4 pieces. The reinforced concrete beams specimen
were prfffifed with dimension of 150 mm x 300 mm x 2300 mm and static monotonic loading
test was carried out. To ensure the strength of the geopolymer and concrete used is in based on
the target, a compressive strength test is carried out at the age of 28 days, with 3 samples each.
According to the results of the loading test of reinforced concrete beams, the maximum load on
the beam strengthed with geopolymer and Portland cement mortar panels increased by 34.98%
and 29.54%, respectively, compared to the control beam. The addition of panels to reinforced
concrete beams causes it’s behavior to change, becoming more ductile. This also has an impact
on the crack patterns and failure modes. CB beams experience shear failure, which is indicated
by the appearance of diagonal cracks along the shear area to the point of loading, whereas mortar
panel reinforced beams experience flexural failure.

Keywords: Strengthening, Mortar Panels, Geopolymer.

1. Introduction
In civil engineering, the term strengthening is known as a method of increasing the capacity
of structural elements for loads. Strengthening of the structured elements are used in both new
and old structures. Strengthening in new structures, was applied when a design failure occurs,
or quality is not achieved during construction. While in the old structure, strengthening was
applied to structural elements that were affected by environmental conditions, the age of the
building, changes in building functionfjand changes in standardization. Strengthening was
needed if there is damage that causes degradation, resulting in non-fulfillment of technical
requirements such as strength, stiffness, ductility, stability and resistance to certain
performances [1].

There are several strengthening methods commonly used, such as Fiber Reinforced
Polymer (FRP),Concrete Jacketing, and External Steel Plates. Each of these methods has its
advantages and disadvantages [2]. Strengthening using mortar panels mounted on the sides of
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reinforced concrete beams using the Near Surface Mounted Technique, can cover the
drawbacks of other reinforcement methods.

In general, cement is used as the main binder on mortar. However, the use of cement has
a negativeimpact on the environm@@t. Industrial cement can produce CO> gas which is known
as greenhouse gas emissions [3]. The production of one ton of cement is about one ton of
CO: into the atmosphere. In2016, world cement production produced around 2.2 billion tons
of COz, or equal to the contributionof about 8% of the world's carbon dioxide (CO2) gas
emissions [4]. Therefore, another alternative is needed that can be used as a binder material.

Concrete without cement or geopolymer concrete is a geosynthetic concrete whose
bonding reaction occurs through a polymerization reaction and not through a hydration
reaction as in conventional concrete [5]. Geopolymer itself was first introduced by
Davitdovits, and described as a non-cement material made of aluminosilicate as an alkali
activator, including industrial waste (fly ash, blast furnace slag) or metakaolin at low
calcination temperatures. One type of geopolymer comes from the main material of fly ash
industrial waste which is rich in Alumina (Al) and Silica (Si) elements. Fly ash is one of the
wastes generated from the coal combustion process at the Steam Power Plant (PLTU).

Studies on the use of geopolymers have been extended to various applications in structural
elements, including reinforced concrete, columns, concrete-filled steel tube (CFT) columns,
reinforcedconcrete wall panels, slabs, and precast railroad sleepers. Therefore, this research
was conducted by exploring the use of geopolymer mortar as a shear reinforcement technique
in beams using anchored geopolymer mortar (GM) panels with the addition of PVA (Poly-
Vinyl Alcohol) fibers.

The study aimed to compare the shear capacity, crack patterns, and failure modes of beams
reinforced with geopolymer mortar panels (GM) and Portland cement mortar panels (PC).

2. Materials and Methods

Ready mix concrete with compressive strength design of 20 MPa. Fly Ash obtained from
PLTU Bosowa Jeneponto, South Sulawesi based on ASTM C618 [6]. NYCON-PVA RECS
15 type of PV A fiber with 8 mm in length, was used to increase the ductility of the Geopolymer
mortar [7].

Table 1. Composition of Geopolymer and Portland Cement Mortar (kg/m3)

Kode kg per m3 PVA
NaOH NaSiO; Boraks Pasir  Semen Fly Ash  plasticizer (%)
GM-0.6 156 234 10 780 - 390 7.8 0.6
PC-0.6 - - - 1360 636 - - 0.6

The specimens in this study consisted of three types of beams with dimensions of 150 x
300 x 2300mm with compressive strength of f'c = 20 MPa, as shown in Figure 1. Normal beams
as control beams are named with the code CB, beams with panel reinforcement geopolymer
mortar is named with the code GM-W-200.

Table 2. Variation of specimens

No Code Strengthened materials Nu_mh§r of 'ihe
specimens
1 CB - |
2 GM-W-200 Geopolymer mortar + PVA Fiber 1
3 PC-W-200 Portland cement mortar + PVA Fiber 1
Total Specimens 3
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(b). Longitudinal and transverse section of CB

Figure 1. Specimens detail

3. Fabrication and Testing of specimens

This research was conducted in the Structure and Materials Laboratory, Department of Civil
Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Hasanuddin University. This type of research is an
experimental labofjtory study in the form of shear testing of reinforced concrete beams
strengthened with geopolymer mortar panels and Portland cement mdgjar.

The fabrication of the specimens begins with the manufacture of geopolymer mortar and
portland cement mortar panels. The manufacture of mortar panel test specimens begins with
the manufacture of test specimen molds. After the preparation of the material (table 1), the
mixing process is carried out using a mixer. At this stage, a sample of cubes measuring SOmm
x S0mm x 50mm was also taken for testing the compressive strength of the mortar panel. After
that, the panels are preserved by moist curing method.

During the panel maintenance process, the specimens of reinforced concrete beams were
made, preceded by the manufacture of concrete and reinforcement. The manufacture of
reinforced concrete beam molds is carried out simultaneously with the manufacture of panel
mortar moulds. On the right and left sides of the reinforced concrete beam mold, holes are
provided for the installation of anchor bolts.After that, the casting is done using ready mix
concrete. Reinforced concrete beam specimens were also cured using the moist curing method.
After the reinforced concrete panels and beams reach the age of 28 days, the panels are
installed on the reinforced beams. Installation of mortar panels is done using an adjustable
spanner (wrench) adjusted to the dimensions of the bolts used. After the reinforcement panel
is inserted into the anchor of the test object, it is locked until the geopolymer mortar
reinforcement panel is homogeneous with the reinforced concrete beam to be tested.
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The specimen was loaded with a two-point load monotonically using a static test device
with a capacity of 1500 kN. Loading uses deflection control with a loading speed of 0.2
mm/s@ond. The instrumentation used is a strain gauge to measure the strain in concrete and
steel, a Linear Variable Displacement Transducer (LVDT) to measure the deflection of the
specimen, a load cell with a capacity of 200 KN to read the load that occurs, and a data logger
to store all the data measured by instrument.

Strain gauges are installed in 4 locations, one on the top side of the concrete, one on the
wiremesh, one on the shear rfiforcement, and one on the flexural reinforcement. The strain
gauge on the top side is used to measure the strain on the maximum compression side, while
the strain gauge on the wiremesh is used to determine the maximum strain on the wiremesh
panels and for the strain gauge onthe shear reinforcement and flexural reinforcement to
determine the maximum strain on the shear and flexural reinforcement.

Figure 2. Set Up Specimen

4. Results and Discussion

4.1 Mechaniggl Properties

According to Table 4, the compressive and splitting tensile strengths of geopolymer mortar with
PVA fibers at 28 days was 21.5 MPa and 2.1 MPa, respectively. Meanwhile, that of Portland
cement mortar vgth PVA fibers for the same number of days was 23.2 MPa and 2.5 MPa. The
results showed that the compressive and splitting tensile strengths of geopolymer mortar
insignificantly different from that of PC. It needs to be noted that both binding materials applied
the moist curing method.

4
Table 3. Compressive and s'plitting tensile strength at 28 days
Binding materials Compressive Splitting tensile
strength (MPa) strength (MPa)
Geopolymer mortar + PVA 215 2.1
Portland cement mortar + PVA 232 2.5

4.2 Load— Deflection Relationship

In general, the behavior of the load-deflection relationship can be idealized into a trilinear
form. However, the graph of the load and deflection relationship of the specimen in Figure 3
shows two forms of load-deflection relationship behavior, which is bilinear and trilinear. In
the CB beam, the load-deflection relationship graph is bilinear which only consists of two
phases. The first phase is the condition where the concrete has not cracked. The second phase
is when the concrete begins to crack until it reaches its maximum load. Meanwhile, for the
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specimen with a strengthened panel, it consists of three phases. In the first phase, the concrete
is still in an elastic condition (not cracked). The second is the phase where the concrete begins
to crack and the third is the plastic phase where the steel reinforcement yields to the maximum
load.
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Figure 3. Load-deflection relationship

Figure 3 shows the load-deflection relationship of CB, GM-W-200 and PC-W-200 beams
at mid- span. The effect of using geopolymer material on the reinforcement panels can be
observed by comparing the load-deflection behavior of CB and GM-W-200 beams.
Meanwhile, the effect of using Portland cement on the reinforcement panels can be observed
by comparing the load-deflectionbehavior of GM-W-200 and PC-W-200 beams.

Based on Figure 3, the stiffness of the three beams had the same behavior at the initial
crack. However, after the initial crack conditions reached a certain load, the CB beam
experienced a decreasein stiffness until the beam was destroyed. The CB beam graph shows
that after reaching the maximum load, the graph decreases suddenly, this indicates that the CB
beam has shear failure.

However, in beams with strengthened panels, the loads are still increasing until it reaches
the yield load, up to the maximum load. The PC-W-200 beam exhibits less rigidity than the
GM-W-200 beam, this shows that both specimens suffer from flexural failure. The
recapitulation of specimens is presented in Table 4, which consists of loads and deflections at
initial crack conditions, yielding and maximum load.

Table 4. L oad-deflection relationship recapitulation

Load (kN) Deflection (mm})
No Code Per PYishear  PV(Tensite Pu 5. Oy(Shear  Oy(Tensile 5.
Rebars) Rebars) Rebars) Rebars)
1 CB 10.06 - - 12475 026 - - 6.89

2 GM-W-200 1106 15700 15627 16840 052 8.54 8.38 15.46
3 PC-W-200 11.06 15334 15487 161.60 061 10.17 1000 19.65

In the control beam (CB), the reinforcing steel is fully elastic until the beam experiences
initial cracks at a load of 10.06 kN with a deflection value of 0.26 mm. After the initial
cracking occurs, the load continues to increase as the deflection increases. When the load
reaches 124.75 kN, the load drops suddenly. This indicates that the beam has failed.
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In the beam strengthened with geopolymer mortar panels, the initial crack occurred at
a load of 11.06 kN with a deflection value of 0.52 mm. After initial cracking, the beam then
shows the elastoplastic properties of the steel to yield reinforcement at a load of 157 kN with
a deflection value of 8.54 mm for shear reinforcement with a strain value of 1411 ye and
156.27 kN with a deflection of 8.38 mm for tensile reinforcement with a strain value of 2234
Ue. These results are in accordance with the tensile strength test value of steel, where the
tensile reinforcement has a yield strain value of 1924 pe while the shear reinforcement is
1684 p & After the reinforcement yielded, the load still showed an increase but was
disproportionate. This can be seen from the relationship curve to be flatter than before the
reinforcement yields. This happens until the beam collapses at an ultimate load of 168 4 kN
with a deflection value of 1546 mm. This shows that beams with geopolymer mortar panel
reinforcement exhibit more ductile behavior than CB beams.

In the beam strengthened with Portland cement mortar panels, the initial crack occurred at
aload of 11.06 kN with a deflection value of 0.61 mm. After the initial cracking, the beam then
shows the elastoplastic properties of the steel to yield reinforcement at a load of 153.34 kN
with a deflection of 10.17 mm for shear reinforcement with a strain value of 1905 pe and
154.87 kN with a deflection of 10 mm for tensile reinforcement with a strain value of 1608
pe. These results are in accordance with the tensile strength test value of steel, where the tensile
reinforcement has a yield strain value of 1924 pe while the shear reinforcement is 1684 pe.
Before yielding reinforcement, the load increases proportionally as happened in the GM-W-
200 beam. After yield reinforcement, the beam still increased but disproportionately before the
beam collapsed with a maximum load of 161.6 kN and a deflection value of 19.65 mm. This
showsthat beams with geopolymer mortar strengthening panel exhibit more ductile behavior
than CB beams.

The effect of Geopolymer mortar panel reinforcement can be observed by comparing the
three CB beams, GM-W-200 and PC-W-200. The beams GM-W-200 and PC-W-200 shggly
almost the same loaddeflection relationship behavior. It can be seen in the graph where the
geopolymer mortar panel and portland cement mortar panel affect the behavior of the beam to
be mare ductile.

4.3 Maxsimum Load
Figure 4 shows the maximum load on each specimen. The maximum loads of CB, GM-W-200
and PC-W-200 beams are 124.75 kN, 168.39 kN and 161.6 kN, respectively. The maximum
load of GM- W-200 and PC-W-200 beams experienced a significant increase compared to CB
beams. GM-W-200 beam and PC-W-200 beam increased by 34 98% and 22 _81% to the control
beam

180

160
140 3498 % 29,54 %I

120
100
80
60
10
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Figure 4. Maximum Load
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44 Crack Pattern

Figure 5 shows the control beam (CB) crack pattern. The control beam (CB) has an initial
crack whichis a flexural crack at a load of 37.3 kN. The crack occurs at the bottom left of the
span and increases inlength. The initial shear crack occurs when the load is 56 kN. Shear
cracks are characterized by the presence of diagonal cracks in the shear area of the beam. At
the time of peak load, the concrete on theshear side crumbled, indicating that the beam had
shear failure.

| Left |58 3 - Right ||

: T

g

I
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Figure 5. Crack pattern of CB

Figure 6 shows the GM-W-200 beam crack pattern. Based on observations, the initial
crack which is a flexural crack in the GM-W-200 beam occurs at a load of 25.19 kN as shown
in Figure 6. Meanwhile, the initial crack in the geopolymer mortar panel appears at a load of
57.38 kN. Cracks occur in the center of the panel. After the initial crack on the panel appears,
other cracks start popping up randomly.

Figure 7. Concrete crﬁéhing on GM-W-200 beam

After reaching the maximum load, the concrete is destroyed on the compression side
(Figure 7). This can also be seen in the graph of the load-strain relationship of concrete, where
the strain of GM- W-200 beam concrete in the compression area is close to 3000 pie.

Figure 8 shows the PC-W-200 beam crack pattern. Based on the observations, the initial
crack which is a flexural crack in the PC-W-200 beam appears in the mid-span area when the
load is 12.73 kN. After the initial crack appears, another flexural crack appears and then
propagates towards the loading point. Initial cracks in the Portland cement mortar panel
appeared at a load of 73.57 kN. Cracks occur in the upper area of the panel adjacent to the
loading point After the initial crack in the panel, other cracks begin to appear randomly.

b Lok T

Figure 8. Crack Pattern of PC-W-200
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Figure 9. Concrete crushing on PC-W-200 beam

After reaching the maximum load, the concrete is destroyed on the compression side. This

can also be seen in the graph of the concrete load-strain relationship, where the concrete
strain for PC-W-200 in the compression area reaches a value of 4313 pe.

Based on observations on crack patterns and failure models on the GM-W-200 and PC-

W-200 beams, it can be seen that both of them have similarities, including the type of initial
crack and the number of cracks in each specimen. In addition, both variations of the beam
were destroyed on the compression side. both specimens of the test object experienced flexural
failure

Conclusion
Based on the results of research and discussion, it can be concluded that :

L.

The additional of strengthened panels with geopolymer and Portland cement materials
was able toincrease the loading capacity of reinforced concrete beams, respectively by
34.98% and 29.54% to the control beam, in the form of increasing the maximum load and
changing the failure pattern from shear failure to flexural failure.

Crack patterns and failure modes on the GM-W-200 and PC-W-200 beams show
similarities,both in terms of crack patterns and the number of cracks in each specimen.
Both panel’s variations show a flexural failure pattern while the control beam exhibits a
shear failure.

References

(1

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(71

(8]

Triwiyono, A. (1998). Evaluasi Kinerja dan Perkuatan Struktur Gedung Guna Alih
Fungsi Bangunan. Forum Teknik Sipil No. XVIIIL.

Raza S, Khan M K I, dkk. 2019. Strengthening and Repair of Reinforced Concrete
Columns byJacketing: State-of-the-Art Review. Sustainability MDPI Journal.

Malhotra, V.M. 2002. Introduction: Sustainable Development and Concrete Technology.
ACI Concretelnternational. 24 (7), p. 22.

Rodgers, L. 2018. Climate change: The massive CO2 emitter you may not know about.
United StatesNawy, Edward G. 1990. Beton Bertulang — Suatu Pendekatan Dasar. Jakarta
: Penerbit Erlangga.

Davidovits, J., 2005, Green Chemistry and Sustainable Development Solutions, Perancis:
Geopolymerlnstitute.

ASTM C618-93. 1991. “Standard Test Method for Fly Ash and Row or calcined Natural
Pozzolan forUse as a mineral Admixture in Portland

Zerfu, Kefiyalew. 2017. Effects of PVA Fiber on Bond Strength Improvement in
Geopolymer Concrete. Departemen Teknik Sipil ITS.

Zhang Y, Sun W, Li Z, Eddie, Chungkong C. Impact properties of geopolymer based
extrudatesincorporated with fly ash and PVA short fibre. Constr Build Mater 2008; 22:37




ty_2022_I0OP_Conf._Ser.__Earth_Environ._Sci._1117_012017_...

ORIGINALITY REPORT

6% % 6% %

SIMILARITY INDEX INTERNET SOURCES PUBLICATIONS STUDENT PAPERS

PRIMARY SOURCES

B Sarath Chandra Kumar, K Ramesh. 1 o
"Analytical Study on Flexural Behaviour of ’
Reinforced Geopolymer Concrete Beams by

ANSYS", IOP Conference Series: Materials

Science and Engineering, 2018

Publication

Polampally Vinod kumar, Dr. G.V.V 1 y
Satyanarayana. "Effectiveness on mechanical ’
properties of m60 grade scc with partial
replacement of cement by different mineral
admixture like ggbs, lime powder and
metakaolin at various percentages", IOP
Conference Series: Materials Science and
Engineering, 2021

Publication

Shima Pilehvar, Anna M. Szczotok, Manuel 1
. . %
Carmona, Ramon Pamies, Anna - Lena
Kjgniksen. "The effect of microencapsulated
phase change materials on the rheology of
geopolymer and Portland cement mortars",
Journal of the American Ceramic Society, 2020

Publication




M.J Shannag. "High strength concrete
containing natural pozzolan and silica fume",
Cement and Concrete Composites, 2000

Publication

(K

Jiabin Wang, Zelong Mi, Ting Zhang, Dongjing

Wang. "Durability degradation of tunnel-
lining-shotcrete exposed to nitric acid:
Neutralization and nitrate ion migration",
Construction and Building Materials, 2022

Publication

<1%

Mochamad Teguh, Novia Mahlisani,
Fadillawaty Saleh. "Pushover Analysis of
Partially Strengthened Column Structures on
an Existing Multi-story Building", MATEC Web
of Conferences, 2019

Publication

<1%

Gaurav Nagalia, Yeonho Park, Ali Abolmaali,
Pranesh Aswath. "Compressive Strength and
Microstructural Properties of Fly Ash-Based
Geopolymer Concrete", Journal of Materials in
Civil Engineering, 2016

Publication

<1%

Nematollahi, Behzad, Jay Sanjayan, and Faiz
Uddin Ahmed Shaikh. "Comparative
deflection hardening behavior of short fiber
reinforced geopolymer composites”,
Construction and Building Materials, 2014.

Publication

<1%




Ahmed S. Eisa, Peter Sabol, Kamilia M.
Khamis, Ahmed A. Attia. "Experimental Study
on the Structural Response of Reinforced Fly
ash-Based Geopolymer Concrete Members",
Infrastructures, 2022

Publication

<1%

MAS, Editor. "Modern Applied Science, Vol. 2,
No. 4, July 2008, all in one file, Part A",
Modern Applied Science, 2008.

Publication

<1%

Shima Pilehvar, Anna M. Szczotok, Manuel
Carmona, Ramoén Pamies, Anna - Lena
Kjgniksen. "The effect of micro - encapsulated
phase change materials on the rheology of
geopolymer and Portland cement mortar",
Journal of the American Ceramic Society, 2020

Publication

<1%

Iman Asadi, Mohammad Hajmohammadian
Baghban, Mohammad Hashemi, Nima
lzadyar, Behrang Sajadi. "Phase change
materials incorporated into geopolymer
concrete for enhancing energy efficiency and
sustainability of buildings: A review", Case
Studies in Construction Materials, 2022

Publication

<1%




Exclude quotes On Exclude matches <4 words

Exclude bibliography On



