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Table 1. Results of pullout tests of axial-symmetric anchor

Cou=

(Kor=1+ —g—-taan)

I+

TEST 7 D, doy Py u v K Kor | K/ Ker | Cpu
NAME | gf/cm® % kgt/cm? kef degree | degree
ATTI0 | 1.587 | 84.03 0.285 491.75 44.2 21.1 1.04 [3.15( 0.33 0.286
ATTS ]1.581 | 81.99 0.997 1258.56 36.7 10.7 0.96 |[2.09| 0.46 0.41
ATT7 | 1.424 | 32.26 0.285 203.57 36.7 10.8 0.47 |2.07| 0.23 0.22
REMARK | D=10.1cm, H=59cm
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AXTAL SYMMETRIC ANCHOR TEST
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