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Fig. 1 Microcrater due to popping-out.
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Fig. 2 Relationship between relative dynamic modulus of elasticity f

and surface defect ratio a.
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Fig. 3 Logarithmic expression between compressive strength f°. and surface

defect ratio a in using dynamic modulus of elasticity £y, as parameter.
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Fig. 4 Logarithmic expression between
limiting surface defect ratio a, and specified

compressive strength ..
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factor « and specified strength of structural

concrete i considering durability
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