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Abstract

This paper evaluates the mechanical behavior of ancient masonry walls strengthened by Basalt
Fiber Reinforced Polymer (BFRP) composite material. Three kinds of masonry walls (unrein-
forced walls without opening, confined walls with or without opening) were considered. Based on
the seismic performance tests of three masonry walls without any strengthening scheme and
three walls strengthened with BFRPP directly under in-plane increasing cyclic lateral loading and
constant vertical compression loading, failure characteristics of each specimen was described. The
hysteretic curves and skeleton curve, ultimate shear strength and displacement, bearing capacity
and stiffness degradation characteristics, deformation recovery capacity, energy dissipation be-
havior and FRP strain were compared and analyzed. The results show that the strengthening
technique of bonding BFRP sheets can effectively enhance the ultimate shear strength and defor-
mation capacity, and the improvement level of the latter is much larger than that of the former.
FRP strengthened ancient masonry walls show a distinct slowdown in bear capacity and stiffness
degradation, which also have better energy dissipation capacity as well as deformation recovery
capacity. This technics can eventually extend the service life of the original masonry structure and
guarantee the aseismic ability.
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TER TR RGN, DA WAL R AKX @R AREBC AT, Iz Wit @ iEm 5oy
BRRFEHREPUBER, Fk, R AL 5 Bk A S R nE, LA 2 B AT R 4
Wt MIBURARAE . AT TR B LS50, WAL 2 R AL GO 7, W R BEAE V. R P /K e b
W EINE D M AN BN A IR N RS . IR AL G [ D5 A — e FERE AT DUAR e SR A A 1
MPIRERE S, AR 24 e R AR, (H2 R EE I 58w g EE, T
I WAL AR T, AORPRE IO I R o T KR T S SN ] (R R S A, £ 4 [
VER—FF X mME R A, CAHEFR SR i T &R W S0 s A 5 ATk T e 1 38 134
BIEZHEP R, TR TAEGINE A 2 [1] [2] [3] [4] [5].

H AT, 8P 2743 50 52 A A R H I 5 i) 44 48 7 (AR BE AT 70 K B 18 43 Bt = B4 v 78 I A A0 M 835 47 1 o
B FERISARE Sl nEr pgsgm, nfE 7 A6 AKCE6]. R AR [7]
WS IRE 8] i[9 .

ARG H BN E 27 4E(CFRP [1] [2] [3] [7]- GFRP [4] [5]), Z A 41485 &R BFRP) I H B A B
F12EERE ARG E M, HAN KR SEAR[10], 34 S A VR ok - 485 ) AN A 435 g o [ 4tek, 32 gl v [11] [12] [13]
[14]e ASTUATEIHATER « HAEAE TR 5 ME R A TR =R X WA RS B O 5t 5, JEAT 7 Rk RS
T BT I PTG, RS BFRP R AR BT IIASE KRN E R, NIk gE
(R 2F 4 e v Tk AR SR — 5@ BRI Ak A -
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RIS FERN AR TC A I A A TR M A A TG R & 2 7, a5 40 5l W1-W2, ZW1-ZW2,
DW1-DW2. A f&HER~F >4 2100 x 1500 x 240 mm (596 Lol 5/7), FERSIH TAN AR E LR L, #)
PN —IR—T, FReeiaFRy G ERR TR 2 B nakqt, B R~ nE 1 FoR. N TR &1
FARBEFE P INER R AE) BRI RIS INIE, A=A 7%, FEIRSE. st s e, M
R ~F o 2100 x 270 x 20 mm, 2 85 2 (A1 B2l R AT B AL R F K R b SO B [14] . BTl
BIRH MUL0 S0 KL 115 (240 x 115 x 53 mm)iIs. B E IHRIAREES, SR 55 B A X K 19 M5.0 Al
M25 AR, HATE e iR M5.0 ibJR, i MIs AR R H M2.5 00K . BB GE . M AT () Vi vt L
SREESEYCN C20. YN fiEMIEA T 90U, B4R 00 10 mm, 6 mm. A RIS 45 R Wk 1 R .

b AS [F T R S vh % B 1 F (W2, ZW2, DW2)HET Z sl 2P dE e i, i 77 20 AL
TR AN o 0l 2 R eF A i s oA 2303 MPa, #PEREE Ny 105 GPa, K ZF N 2.18%, Hff
AT BN 341 g/m?,  £F4ERE G FI R P TG RYLT 4R NG+ R [14]. hn &bk B i 2% 2.

CRYEAT PRE MGG . DRt Rt ) SR GEAf e — e O EE D, SRR AR A, RGP 247 4 A
L 85 R A 7K ST A 2 i A L S RGNS TR AN TR, RSP AR i ds L, N S Al 2. 7EZF
YL A B AR DL A 4EAE B0 A b N AR BB 2), [FI AERE S — VR &= B2 0, HI2, H &
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Figure 1. Specimen size (Unit: mm)
B 1 iR RT (A mm)
Table 1. Main parameters of material
F 1L MNEESH(EEMN: MPa)
SERIPUE R JoB BB B
M5.0 #h3K M2.5 #b% Tt L ®10 @6
48 1.9 12.8 27.0 4025 3773
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Table 2. Main parameters of test specimen

F2 AHEESK

FRImES R IKP£- 4
Byt W5 IR 75 5 (O VA [E)
JZH B 5 /mm EHHLEET) B 5 /mm
w1 - _ _ _ _
TS AT
SW2 W2 HHnE 2 150 1/1/1/1/2 150
ZW1 - - - _ _
R A AN TR
SZW2 ZW2 BN fE 2 300 1/1/1/1/2 150
DW1 -
GitgAp R Al

SDW2 DW?2 HE# 2 300 1/2 150

Figure 2. Fiber reinforced brick wall
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Figure 3. Loading setup
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B BRI EEN 2 SRR T T E BRI — MR, T 7 S 88 112 2 (a5 -F-H s, A
SIS 7K A B2 A T PR 88 1 7 7% o ik e A v 8 1) e N ) PR FRAE E 9 0.6 MPa, A S M B .
HT PV AR A SR A 3l i e 2R IOt P 1 ) S R A 3, DA IR /R B s AR 52 7

TRV BTN R P A 3 — LR XU A T 92 o XA 2RE SR oy A% ) 7 i 7 SN %, #2654 30
KN B39, BT RATEATIRNG 2, R 10 kN BEATINEL, SRFAEH 1 UG WX ITR)E R AR 12,
CUINEEEKT RS @ + 2k il indk(a AT R ITINERAA2, k=1,2,3, ), FHEIEH 1 IR Hik
PN BT P B0 fEL 1 28010 85%IS , IR EL A [15]

3. IMIEWIREFE
3.1. RINEREREHE

ARINE A (WL, ZW1, DWL)RILH BLS IR E R R, RIS BOBORAS T, 206 i f
IS F iR i B (TR e ) B R R BT, RERR (TR IGE T A1) A BTSRRIV BT DI, B ) A R A e B
TREE T BER G (P 4), U 2R A7 3R K 3R BE 70 TURI R B, B A B R B N 77 (1 B DI R AR

WU WL AR AN A 4t R 2RER A, W) T2 R EER IR A DA B fd,  ZREEPRE A R BUE A
BRI 2 BRAK IR AW A2, IZWT S WA T AL B, SR N X R AR P 1, BNl PR AR e T 1
Jito MR WL, W ZW1, DWL i TRk H A rE (5 MIEHE) IZRIEM, ik SiEE R Ea s
SEFEGUBI AR AR s E RS R, FRENTKIT KA ERAERIFR BN, [R5k H
SO AR oy AN A BT RS, SR T R T B DT ISR, SR MIRKIREE R R W1 7857,
EREETERUN, BRI MEEVERE .

3.2. Sr4EnE ) kFEHE

BN AT ARG 35 (SW2, SZW2) RS0 R I G B A AR, R LLES fr il IR 3 1 2k Rt
[14], BARRIN AR Y™ B R [R5 R & I w8y U = 24%, 7E/KF RHa 2 4R At 3 55
RKEMRLE, NAEREAKEE I RE R g, MRS, B 2B, BRSNS
BR[14]. UEAk, 30 SZW2 w1 VE B - R A JEC R A A P EE R AR, A B EIA (R B Y e AR BR (1]
5@)).

BN FF IR AL 55 (SDW2) R IR BY - Z5 IR R AR, A 10 394 1a) £ 4 PRl A 0 2 B 1)t 2
4802 B (K 5(b)), F2EAd &g AE (1] 5(c)), il 1 kG K% 43 B /N, ABLAE AP RI AR ) 41 - (1 20 RAEH
P AL R VR L BY D) A T2 B 29 0 Bl N4k 22, I 1w B8t IS [R] 2 88 1 O 28 e (1
5(d)). SMEATHRMALE R IGI G I, W SDW2 HBLAF 4S5, Wil R (14 5(e)~ K 5().

Figure 4. Failure mode of unreinforced masonry wall
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Figure 5. Failure mode of FRP-reinforced masonry wall
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4. WEEHERE O
4.1. FEEIHZE SRtk

R8T o 5 A i T/ 28 AT TS AR X S O A% - 2] ol A R e e i 2, 4
K6 Fz. Iy, WA, TEWIRIRRATE, FrAT il ab T AR oIRas, DR [l it 23l
URELAIRE, FEREREIRUD: JTRYE, WA S T, BB KPS iR}, i ol h 2 2L —
SE PRI, A in I A s e ot 28 e 3 /5 353 20400 11 41 P 1 52 6%l 8 T P82 A A I A s 48
T A [ oy 26 P D S AN T T b A A AN R R e R, IR S PGS R, (e i 208
TR o BT BN 1B 23 O I 0 L S, SRR R A X U A 4R S
HABRERE T A IR 103 s WPF SDW2 I TITIREEm,  FUMINIEESZ 20H185, FERERE I BRI F 132
e PR A o

REfr 38 - ArA% th 2 vh & B2 —AE AR RO VAR m P I B B 2 2 B A 2 ol i SR 28, dnls] 7
Jise BB 2R M2 R I S M, RWIEARS S B IMBAE I N2 pn 1 2kifibk . s B P A PR Al
3 AR K Bl BN 1 A S B i 280 H TR BB A AR BRI A B e t8, X E
TR W TSR T R B, 2P SREREILRISZ 0, i 1 B

4.2. WRBRIFBIFIEFMERE

BRIG I HhAC S 1 2 G A JRXS I AR TP Arr 3 (v, ) RBZAR (A, ) 5 DNARIEAEIN (v, ) XoF R70E
AN (A, ) s BRI (97 2 (v, ) B 0.85 fHUEMERTE(V, ) » X RALAE RRIROIAS (A, )« 4 3 F1 i T alfF
FESAP BN T8 LR RRIEAE OB A, Horh “+7 0“7 R RIRORHE. ROMET 1A

FHERATRI: 1) SF4EMERE (SW2, SZW2, SDW2) (U #8524 sk 2 b AT 1.31~1.99, @i
AR AN E (WL, ZW1, DWL)LGAE, LA R BFRP INE G BA & 12 2 it&. 2) 4H4Em
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Figure 6. Load-displacement hysteretic curves
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Figure 7. Load-displacement skeleton curves

[E 7. Tk - AL EsRehik

] PR 08 {1 1 A8 2 ) 2 78 6 o IS0 A2 4 1) 2 725 56.1%, 37.5%, 23.0%, [ i A2 B 57 7% 43 1) 32 751 264.5%, 130.1%,
84.2%, KW BFRP NEDH AR (B ff BN RO A W3 it HEE B S T . 3) &
AN TR A SW2 $i sl BE B0y A IE A AN TR (SW2) it 49.6%, 117l SW2 $i e i B i w) i i
THIRAAF(SDW2) it 63.0%, A WANERAHi B A& B ) 5 m SRR AR AL . T 4EH & Bk
BRFR, FBRERATEM . 4) A48 E AR o 2 R IR A A e s, S mlE i il
13.0%, 13.9%, 11.1%, ifii % 52 AR A B i i BE SR, 433l 163.6%, 69.2%, 72.7%.

4.3. A NARIERKE

SR R B BRARHE T AR IB R R n Koo 2 RE g RA8FH — AR IEE T ARG
R BB B R B B rr BB L. A e R i R A it 2 n 1] 8(a) Pl
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Table 3. Load-displace characteristic values
= 3. WK FArE - MIBYHEE

FFRLRAS WEEIRAS TIRR A
R V, /v, WIREE A A [H
Ve/kN Ac/mm Vu/kN AJ/mm Va/kN Ag/mm
+297.4 +4.0 +252.8 +6.1
w1 -180.3 11 1.44 1/248
2233 -3.7 -189.8 6.0
+452.5 +13.7 +384.6 +19.7
SW2 +203.7 +2.9 1.99 1/69
-360.1 209 -306.1 —24.4
+237.3 +2.9 +201.7 +7.7
ZW1 -191.7 -13 1.22 1176
—231.0 5.7 ~196.4 -9.6
+342.2 +10.4 +290.9 +19.2
SZW2 +218.3 +2.2 1.48 175
~301.9 ~12.0 —256.6 206
+223.9 +2.4 +190.3 +6.0
DW1 -1835 11 1.18 1/263
-209.2 29 -177.8 5.4
+271.6 +5.4 +230.9 +10.5
SDW2 -203.9 +1.9 131 1/143
-261.0 -6.9 -221.9 -10.5
1 500 1 SWL O +SW2
=09 g 400 | =ZW1  -+SZW2
\;ﬁq}‘ 2 -~DW1 «SDW2
2 08 - < 300 -
] it
R 0.7 A X 200 -
w ~ =
g =W wSW2 * 100 -
-ZW1 --ZSW2 N,
2
05 +[)\W1 T +S\DW\2 T T T T T 0 T
-25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
i /mm AL Imm

Figure 8. Degradation curves
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(b) MIEZEA

B, RINRIE AR BBEE T M AR R . 2) SARMERAEFE, 0 R & R
RO, AN (WL, ZW1, DWL) & E 7B 1h REL(IE 7 [ 33{E) AT 0.86~0.89 2 (7], ]2k
BB R (E A A 3ME) T 0.88~0.94 1], X R BHRIMAKE R F & BCA 2 4R [8 )5 52 71 PR Re S g
T o 3) KL A A AN TR N XA 5 s R i A R IR D B i AR B iR A i 2k, T AR R IR A R B
B R, il ZW1 B DWL s 2.3%, R4 SZW2 % SDW2 = 2.8%. 1] WL Hil 55 1 1)

W ha sz Ji ke ek .

THEAEERAE SN BI — TEAA NI BRSO, Bl P B2 W BE[15] S8 T A2 ¢ AR i 2k n 1] 8(b).
AT AT R 1) PN T MBI AERE A — 2, AR N B AT IR R A R AR, TN IR AL
NN, K] BFRP £ 4EN ] X A a5 W BRI RE AR - 2) fERE st A, il PFptMINI R
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B R ARG RSV GE T 2 R ARBY B 3) 4R n A A po 0 W B2 e AR i [ A e P 32 i, 32 i
B 43514 0.6%, 5.5%, 13.7%, &1 2 i 2F 4Nl JU-F-AS SR A% 55 47 46 4000 ]I

4.4. BT RS BE

KBTS TR iR R AT 2 i B TR T VK ST B 77, BE TR TR AR AR T 2 R il A 3k T e 28 R R AL T
Ay GEKAETE A e ZHs BIA, JA e - TR, A TR M e FiE AR L3S 4.

EHR AT R 1) ADn A )BT P15 R A TR 2 (IE S m 334E) T 0.37~0.67 2 18], 1X B AR 0 A4 8Y
DI B, R B UV TR RE AR 2) NP (K S AR A T 3 (U B 1 B30 ) R I T A 42
HIIARFFEE R TR, b e 4e B (SW2, SZW2, SDW2)%E R 257 A n (W1, ZW1, DW1)43
5l R B& 47.8%, 46.5%, 13.5%, XK B BFRP J [ % 5% a] LLAT R e il THAS T (1 Tk &2 Rg
4.5. FEREREN

FARAE IE A7 A B FERE N 9 From. BT S0 1) AESRVERN B, RO RERERE S/ . BENSRIBIERY B
Je . InE S R A E AR, AR BRAR T A A E e TR A B A, BRORTE R, Rt
FERERE 1A VRS, Horboin AR I n) RO FERE A R A AR N ENA AR 7.4, 5.20 25 fi%. 2) FEE
FEE, RGN N &l r e f ) B AR S, X R B TR N SRR T B S, T
[FIAIHE T HIZL8% R R AR R AP AE 22 5%

4.6. ZREAHEHNEE

72 5 FIH T &0 R I 21 FVAAE A7 B R R 17K R R) ) X U AR 43 AR, R H1-H5
AR TS BB TV B K F T 44 S, D1(D3), D2(D4A)N “X” BINHHLFYEdwS . MR A 1) T 5
RE A TEA—HE, AP R P 4E AR A, HGE 20T # 1 2 5 (R SDW2 41).2) ik SZW2
K RHALFLEP N AR S A SW2 1) 1.59 i, 2 WIVREE L 29 SO F 1T LAAT 280 i 41 4k I 2R
MR, 3) mT AR, R SDW2 AT I £ 4e0 A B - R AiE, R 2F4E 52 3 KT A 4E 4 50N

Table 4. Recovery capacity of deformation
4 IBINT RS RE

N 7 Amax/mm Ag/mm TR BNl
+ 10.00 6.15 0.62

w1 0.67
- 6.99 5.03 0.72
+ 21.42 7.60 0.35

SW2 0.35
- 24.44 8.24 0.34
+ 10.8 46 0.43

zZw1 0.43
- 10.8 46 0.43
+ 225 46 0.20

SZW2 0.23
- 21.0 5.3 0.25
+ 7.4 16 0.22

DW1 0.37
- 7.0 3.6 0.51
+ 114 35 031

SDW2 0.32
- 11.1 3.6 0.32
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Figure 9. Accumulated energy dissipation curves

9. Rititse

Table 5. FRP strain/10™
F5 FHEHRE/0

. KPLEE Bz

%5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 B D1(D3) D2(D4) Bt
SW2 1589 3506 1334 860 053  14.89 35,52 2553 3053
SZW2 5356 1076 1638 724 025 2363 61.24 35.91 48.58
SDW2 / / / / / / 25.18 (26.68) 2053 (27.73) 27.28

Tl SW2 Fil SZW2,  #} 1) £F- 2745 N AR AE 73 BN AS TR 89.4% . 56.2%, 3 B IR K2 /K- 4 4
TE B D5 b 1) £ 4 B R R ASFIFE I o 4) REh%IA BB AT 2, IN[E 2T 4 B AR I Rk B 21 4k i

5. &hig

1) R U EFEINIE e, R AH $5k PR VR4 AT PR RS 20 T i » 38 Fei i 2 5 S AR R SR L
YR BRSO, HJE & IRmim T KT .

2) ALY S AILFEIER, SR A B M NIELR IR, SE9RFERERE 1, DO BR ALY
R e

3) JHIRBEAR 1 R I il RO AR PR AT AR R A2 8%, Herp XA F AT RE I MBS SN 2 . (IR, Jis
PRI BR 1) 1 2 A 274 (0 T ] 28R

4) HRF LA SRR 7R K, BRI TRERAERTIT RS, S 1AL SR R BB AR,
(IS o A} P 2P e 21 7 B AR, 3998 1 R R B AR A

E&InE
AR TN P BE R 7011 R 75 4E 150 H (2015FD005) ;25 B9 44 20 A TR 98 L 4 31 TR 8 A I H
(2014Z008); =B E TRZAT R IL ST H (2015Y017); =7 A2 “ HFh &5 T-800 7 H 78 R5H .
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