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Abstract: The bonding performance between UHPC (ultra-high-performance concrete) and existing concrete substrates is a
critical factor in structural reinforcement and repair. This study experimentally investigates the effects of failure mode, matrix
strength, interfacial roughness, and curing age on splitting tensile strength and double-sided shear strength, while analyzing
the micro-mechanisms of the interfacial roughness group. Results indicate that: failure primarily occurs through interfacial de-
lamination; increased matrix strength and curing age significantly enhance interfacial bond strength; interfacial bond strength
continuously increases with rising interfacial roughness but stabilizes beyond RO2; top-pouring methods yield higher bond

strength than side-pouring; the RO2 group achieves optimal interfacial bonding performance by balancing mechanical inter-
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locking and chemical bonding through moderate roughness, forming a dense interfacial transition zone.
Key words: ultra-high-performance concrete; reinforcement and repair; composite specimens; interface bonding perfor-

mance; micro-mechanism analysis
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A = P RETR #E 1 (Ultra-High-Performance Concrete, UHPC) [R5 A8 J1 2 BE s 4 At it 1 DA K R 4-A9
SRR AR RE , BOh WA TR EE - S5 R N [ 548 2 U ST 1) . AR AR S i B B AR, UHPC 7E 2T
FHHTST SR B VERE T RIS Y, PN B EF 4EIE AT A R 2488 Y e, TR 5 A0 IR A i . SR
INEE A 5 A SR A A TR EE T AR S UHPC I EHE S A RL Z (A1 55 BR 5, ARG 25 VR RE B P
REA PIRIE] AR . ZEINE S 5 Mas b, RS2 SR e Ay g B vh  FE i 152 58 5 L i ik & A e
IR, TR B 48 T A2 0 A B R, s b 4 2 5 BV Sh R, e B B . ORI AR TN [ A& 52 b
RHRCR , BN AMIFFE SIS AR SRR 25 PERETT I T Ko A, ok o S L 4s L3 e R 2R
Fomm AR Ak A AR A AR 2 i . (B BUA P9 24 R AL G E B E 44k, 56T UHPC Jinf#
BRI SERFIT R R, A SO BT UHPC N & 852 AR T ZE 45 P RE S IR R BF5T

H a7, E N 2h UHPC N & 46 2 358 JR %€ + (Normal Concrete, NC) A B 25T HRIE | R EREE R G 2855
UHPC 5 NC Fm #h45 PERE , & BNC 221 ZIF8 J1-08 FH SiKa 321LP 2544 i i {35 2 e b 4 oot i e E | b ZI
Qb PR AR R B B 157 183.7% , Z5AE E IR FE 15 4.91 MPa. S35 [ S5 BIFSE fi ] UHPC N &2 52 2 5 REA TR BE L 5
T RG4S FLIBIPERE | e PUAE S T A 150 5 ) B P i v S T R 2 0 B 30 5 A 5 a0 AR A 1 SR T G 4 i B M 4
NIEEE KR $2 1 . Hussein % & 30 UHPC 5 BEAG TR EE - [ A9 RG24 50 B I 2 L NC &7, DR IR W8 inde sy
B, SIS R I UHPC-NC & AU 1Y) ST R 255 B N b 235 I g 349 B 55 T REDARE 32 3 s it
SETIR AT UHPC INEME A NC BAR 2 s (9 7575 , K SR04 e I 148 52 45 51D, 7 L UHPC-5- 38 548
JE 1R %E + (Normal Strength Concrete, NSC) L 1a B fINE% . Feng %5 WF57 UHPC A NSC 1F Jy i [E4& 42 44 # X6t
Zh 25 58 FE L P X (Outer Transition Zone, OTZ) fHOWZE A4 B2 0 . UHPC-NC & G {4 77 T T DAAT 204 =
P ERE , 53— J7 EAEXT 46 UHPC K 14, ReAT AR 5F A . Mohammed 45 H7E VR ZE s B T8 L
X NC P BE AL , F-45 L WIRR A0 [ H2 AR « 8 UHPC AR T J5 BB A KO B 36 9. (R o
UHPC JaiB B flu 22 7 280038 NC 2 9Pt i P BE . UHPC-NC &2 A i F 3T b e M A I 00 T34 38 9 i 1R
#2454 , H i T UHPC A RMIL S 19 124 MR8 , vT A8 50 il A ol DX 1 S s A%

REA W58 30 I Ry, JEARDR | FTRORRES B SR W I N Be Ry n] 2 52 e ST Rh 45 PR RE Ry CR R R . B
A 2 5 FUEDHLRE B2 RS2 e O AR 220G , HAE m A 80 OB A SR B 45T 5 B e 1k
JETE . JEHSEAN [PRDRS FE 04 52 i R SO R A OO LB v AN B . A2 X IR i i 5 5y Tl 1Y
WA B | J& YT LSS P05 A B9 248 0 T 28 dARiEdd 1], X UHPC-NC 5t 3 d.7 d %5 K10
93 R Ji B AR CR T35 T 60 d) PR BRI 98 G 00 5 Dy 1] B s e o, 22 BT B — 8 011 il ¢, 52
e BRI AR AL S5 T AR PR

g5 FRTR, HEMD SR EiR 44 SR R T A — 1l RS #EAT 10 20 A xt LG, GG = R A JE Ou
BILIE A 30 5 B A R Ko Be 3007 1) I A R TR AR . I A S e Be R R 3Rl , B 7 i1k C50~C60
(I EPRRE (ROO~RO3 (1) SRR (3 d.7 .28 d.60 d 3% 4r i 1 S T sl Al T 119 e 45 75 1) % UHPC-NC it
TR B 244047 5 A B T3 B2 152 e R, O s 45 G IO 53 BT, 1 W REDRE 82 52 e AR LR, PR 6% S T R 45 1
SWB IR RFFIE 48 R BT ITEAN R FRAP B Be iy 52 25 55, LABISA UHPC I EME & $e it — 2% .
1 RIF5E
1.1 R

T FHIEEEAT ML EE P-O 42.5 7K e U IR JK , Ak 2# A lan e 1 s . SR8 50.5 pm 3
29749 2.63 glem’ A1 9K, LASE 5 UHPC I BB S AP BHBCE M , T 5 T R JORAE A 5 2.0 mm f 10~20 H A7
SRR HEFTK %0 35% 1) FOX-SHP AR HI CRILL (R . i I S LA sl
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Y UHPC, % FHiA Ji 58 Ak A1 55204 (reduced Graphene Oxide, rGO) fie #E R T8t (Quick-Drying Material, QDM) .
A £F 4E (Recycled Steel Fibers, RSF) | Tl #9£F 4 (Industrial Steel Fibers, ISF)/ENBKL. £ 1. %2 .33,
22443551 5 QDM .rGO .RSF ISF N A Jefib i) 3= 2 a o3 e RES B CRIAR i F .

R 1 RBEMRFERRT R FERR (Wt%)

Table 1 Chemical composition of cementitious materials and QDM (wt%)

B Sio, Fe,0, Ca0 MgO AlLO, K,O SO, Na,0 LOI C,AF TiO,
K 21.0 2.90 65.4 3.30 5.50 - 2.00 - 1.72 6.41
FYBEIR (FA) 49.2 1.30 3.13 0.85 27.8 - 121 - 2.65
{19/ 94.2 0.57 0.64 0.28 0.30 0.87 - 0.16 2.18
QDM 6.96 2.75 49.2 1.17 27.3 0.52 10.2 0.06 - - 1.52

xR 2 REENAZRHERYIEMNR
Table 2 Physical properties of rGO

o = A (mYg) R wWt% AdmEwt%  IRIEEIE/(gL)  EFZF/x10°
GO G1000 660 <0.5 8.5 3~5 <800

F 3 TASRAEMBE NTHER MR
Table 3 Performance of ISF and RSF

214 K /mm Ff2/mm HE/(kg/m?) 5 4/°C i Ji /MPa HPERE/GPa
ISF 13 0.405 7 850 1 500 2 000 750
RSF 4~30 0.230 7 850 1450 1 800 200

® 4 AEUBNZEEMLERS
Table 4 Particle size range and chemical composition of quartz sand
R} F 5 74771 Bl /mm Si0,/% Fe,0./% FIKIE Y
e 10~20 H 0.9~2.0 99.1~99.6 0.04~0.11 1.5

A 28 3 FhAS [m] 5 B 1) R A TR 5 - B A, 9 BE A 53 0D €50 .C55 R C60. 45 % R TR B - i Tic
A LE RS R B N3 5 B, Tl WA RS RS AN 28 6 Pz . B3 1> 150 mm bR AEST ik, 3%
128 dJF IAFSEBRPTESREE . A SCor ol FE FEF 24 1Hr  Bi-surface 55U, BT PRI [ RS 0 REA TR 5k 1 3604 .
BEZA SRR R A TR BE + H AR SR 150 mmx 150 mm=75 mm AR5, & 1 (a) s ; Bi-surface 55 4)
TR BE A TR AR ST R 150 mmx 150 mmx 100 mm A5 1A, 4l 1(b) s .

* 5 TEBEFRHRELRALLFRSTNINERE

Table 5 Concrete mix proportions and measured compressive strength for different strength grades

BB R/ (kg/m®)
FHEE 3 : — - 28 d ST R 3 B /MPa

- K K Wi Yl -
C50 570 209 1012 613 54.8
C55 600 209 980 630 59.5
C60 642 209 949 639 64.9

= 6 AECANTEARRIETE B RAT R Y ZH E AR
Table 6 Particle size range of river sand and crushed stone, and fineness modulus of river sand
kL B3| AARE ] /mm AR

lif=ws) tEE 0.6~1.0 2.6

A {va 5~20
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Figure 1 Dimensions of test specimens for existing concrete matrix

1.2 XIS

ZRICUHPC A EE S PRI & UL T RN 5 A B g e . Heiseit 13 4RI BC & LU i) UHPC, @i 2
2 rGO QDM ISF 5 RSF {0 UHPC PERE. ATt aliE BEES I 8] 2 TAEVEREANDTIE \Hrdfrom B 25 )~k
REMYZE G VPAL SR IBUM RHZ De 1 L 2B 1 25 B MR IR AR A i 45 L RO.511.5 (RSF 55 ISF AR BB HE L 0.5%:1.5%,
425 0.02% rGO 5 1.5% QDM) . IZBLH A K EEVERETE R S ALY AN 7 FIiss .

£ 7 M1k UHPCELAEL(RO.511.5) E & M BE RALIE KR

Table 7 Optimal UHPC mix proportions (R0.511.5) comprehensive performance and selection criteria

PEREFE bR MHERAE AEBCTLEISF(12) A% T 3E1E4 (r0Q0) AR
T Fi B /mm 189.5 +1.1% -14.8% TS R TR
WIEENT ] /h : min 2:45 -5.7% -86.4% BEEAE R, W s i T2k
28 d 4L /MPa 144.5 2.5% +6.7% SRIEILS W2 S5 TR T R
JibERE 28 dHUHTIRIE/MPa 28.8 2.7% +22.0% PIETE PR
28 d#FELL 0.199 -0.5% +14.4% MRHIITE R4
2T FHXS AR A 0.88 -12% - FIFFAE SNEF 4t , AR 10 25 R AIK

PEFERO.511.5 FL A b B T HAE M R v B DO B4 5 mUAR YR il Z B A B AP . e e AR R
SRR (RIS KB B (B 40 0 28 3 h LAY, b S5 B it 12805 5 Ol v A D 3 B R 37 T e it
Hh, L 25% RSF # AR ISF, 76 S 2# R e Bl SR /N T $E N FRARZY 12% MIRLAS RSB T RAF M et 5 T e
WOZBCA H2R B PR R, R 3 P 0 U B it T 8 e 28 B A T A R B B 52 TR

LT A e 45 5, A SO RO.STLLS 7 G 0 Je 42 UHPC il [E14& 2 S REWF 98 i RHEC & L. /KT8 R JE
K EEIK A DERD A9k 7K QDM RSF FISF B9 #2 i (kg/m’) 4K K 4 778.0.78.5.,203.5.873.0,227.0,190.8
15.9.39.5.118.5, -8 AL BEM BT 0.2% 87K 55 LA £ 0.02% [ rGO .

AT TR BBE - LA 1 1) 5 < 17 58, 4% IR LG 810 R BBURH R Joi 6 AT D TR AT A5 4R 60 L 9 YR58 - 1A
TR B P2 3~5 min, HEFERI )R IAGRIE K , 4R Z45FE 5~6 min, B3 PEI AT TR EE 1+ De 5 8 2 iR T Y
SRR I8 TR & D TR, PR 2 R i T B B A i ELVRE AN U, RS R
GB/T 50080—2016 $147. FFEEM [E L 1 d 5L, 37 BIE TARAEFR A b, PRSI (20+£2) °C AHXT B (95+
5)%, FE B 28 AU . HUK KT BEA TREE IS ARTZE K I 24 h B ARG B TR T, H WA
THE. S BEATREE T AR E T 150 mm A7 7 R LR ORI AN %, B 5 UHPC
RME R 552 S BIREL2S  X
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1.3 RWHE

FEFEEITAS UHPC 5 BEAA TR EE 0] 09 FLH R 451 BE , R e L S S e S Pz T RS rige s . AR E
ARG, H TR RS PERE A i A A B U1 S RESY, bR 5 8 U o B L A S E
BRI PRN I R, SRRk 8 , 1206 T 43 B A 5 Rl A, e B A ) DR A
O HEEE R 2, H G Bl SEBRAZ I3 00 , Cse B Rl b A b i B 24 bl . 10 48y U
A, M R B e /N B s S T S X By U RE B0 A0 g B B ) R Y )5 L AR BY U] 45 AR Sk
FHAUH 8511105 ( Bi-surface shear test) LA# 4 AT PEASG S AT BT RE ), BARE Sl iR an s 2 s . 53 9h, R
PR 2RI R TR B AT TRE - S AR B ORDRE SR i B RGeS0 7 1) %o L I Bh 45 PR RE R 52

B 2 #MoaEERH

Figure 2 Partial composite specimens

WEAT TREE + ARG B 7 1T, %5 FE AR SCINEME B A48 h UHPC, % F E N AMIFFE N B H Fie s v RE TR e £
642 2R Fl C55 IBEAT TRBE 15 25 2, S LA A SR UEBE T T 3 FhEAG TRBE 3 AARGR B, 431 h €50 .C55 Al
C60, FLAREL A b B ST He s 3 W3¢ 5. i RLARE J3 5 1 , 38 2o 35 v DAl A B DA 8 AN [l R R . A TR S
JEE SR FHERD 0 5, 300 3 ) 5 1AL 5 2 T Y10 P T A D A AR TSP Y R TR B |, DAt AL SR AF T 2R T ke
PRARNE . HARI 30 O A5 03 4 5w sl KPS F 2 mm JE 3% B I 5 AR L i — 1> 150 mmix
150 mm [ TN 2 X8 7] G183 A Ze b RiA2 R 0.60~1.18 mm [ARIERD , 284 S b i -5 0 1 e e o5
FF L E 3 . RE R E R, ()R H . BRI R (ROO~RO3) 2 /i 3 4Nk, LT3
{58 CHOHURE 25 4% . RO0(0~0.3 mm) \RO1(1.0~1.4 mm) .RO2(1.8~2.2 mm) .RO3(2.6~3.0 mm). i%J5%HE
i BUFRAE S5 MRS R S ) 7 R A

2 mmiF 7SI
N

ST

E 3 ERREERSERRE
Figure 3 Schematic diagram and actual image of sand-filling method
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REAT TR e - SR ) BT RELRS B 333 =0k
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Ao H PR E (mm) ; G NHERD SR E & (KN 4, 9 Sl AR (mm?) 5y, WHERD 258 (KN/m?)
A 3 N Ry s R A TR - AR ) BT A BT 2 B A 11 .3%3 . 5xS5 Rl 7x 7 AS R RUSF (U0 ) A i, BEDAS ]
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Figure 4 Interface treatment of existing concrete matrix for splitting tensile and Bi-surface shear tests
BT A SR R R KF B 11 AR RIE 5 U, BT 2 ANn55 8 i .
* 8 MERESESRHFEFEMEZWERMTINILRT

Table 8 Experimental design for investigating factors affecting interfacial bonding performance

of reinforced composite specimens

RIS BNy SR /mm FEAP I /d DES T ) BITHZE
ECS-0 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 28 it mEA
ECS-1 C50 RO2(1.8~2.2) 28 i) FARoR i
ECS-2 C60 RO2(1.8~2.2) 28 o 18i FEAA TR
ECS-3 C55 RO0(0.0~0.3) 28 TuiTa] SRS
ECS-4 C55 RO1(1.0~1.4) 28 it SRS
ECS-5 C55 RO3(2.6~3.0) 28 i) SRR
ECS-6 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 3 i} Fepri
ECS-7 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 7 T FrAi A
ECS-8 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 60 i) FEPUE 1
ECS-9 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 28 e ey )
ECS-10 C55 RO2(1.8~2.2) 7 il By )

W ECS-0 WEEH. & HEMRMA 5 ECS-0 41 (C55.RO2.28 d. TH ) — Bt B F (AR R D EE 5. ECS-
1~ECS-2 gl A8 FE A5 J3 (C50.C60) ; ECS-3~ECS-5 ¢l A8 7 i KA i (RO0 . RO1,RO3) ; ECS-6~ECS-8 2 A8 F2 1% 301 (3 d. 7 d.
60 d) ; ECS-9~ECS-10 FH T e sy i, 43 5% i, ECS-0(28 d T ) £1 ECS-7(7 d Tii T )

2 ZERFTE

2.1 BRI IR TS

BERPTHAS S5 AR 32 B T A SR, TR S s . B B R R A4l T
SRR B, S JG I AR s WA A T PR A4, R IV S 4R 5 s g i 28 = 2y A2 5 i ek
G AL AR AE, —FH PRSI , O S, SR AL TARE RS . B Aoy 2 i R Ik A R ey 28
50%~75% I, ST Bl INREE 33X 6 A0 B kS IR T S AT B AT, - S Tk 207 1) sl el IMBURE R R 5
S B 2 ol ) A7 ), 2 T L = T Pl 2o sl RO I8, (AR A T PR Ap e B, R e 2 5 LR
B RS AR R AT A 90% IR, B 1l Ji i A8 R SR 4 R A L 3 , T R £ (R BN RS 5 P R
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AT TR RE - AL B B0 HH B S RO TRRAE T R, SRS PR R AR /IR TS AR, B4 R e 25 B AL Ak
T 4 BB 1) A R 0 R I, £ 280 S 2 ph RO 8 SRy S AR, R I JEE AR, 22 T 2 i 8 A S T
2 2 B BRAEI , 0 P A Rz A RETRGH BRI, 5 PE B — 7 TS e R DL A BER A iy, A2 sl e A s
P RHEE PR IR, e R R e

(a) KA B (b) TR B (o) BRI BE
B 5 Bt mEigE

Figure 5 Loading process of splitting test specimens

RRIGAE I U B 2 W 25 5 RS AE , DR R 20O 3 26, R A5 el 6 s . il T fF
BRI 25 T 252 S TR FEE 5200 100 58 A 2 X e DAV Qg 2 A0S A R, AR S S8 T e A 50 A e LA
ROO~RO3 o FZ MK . 55— 20 il 5 pl g B, IR o8 4 A TR 45 5 ik, UHPC K 1L iR
BELGR B FUTH PR SR T h SR TR R S B RE AR A IR SR LR B T S T (E S i AR
UHPC 21 Bt & 0 FER , P B REER B | SRR N R 2 e SRl B e Bl 2 — 20 St f 2 5 JE A
R 32 2, IR IR AR BE L SR N, UHPC 3R I s R B SRk B, LA B 5 R R R A B 2
PEREE. GETHAER BN, ROO I T MR B R — A s ROT ALK P, 25 67% R BN S — IR, 33%
NH—IRO2 A AR B “2R00R , HALMR Ui Bl 5 ROT 41 W] ; RO3 41, 2 67% R 2K
SR = 2RIR, 33% NS T2 X G R I R, Bt S AR R R, AR AR AR Y B R, 1B
APIRAR S SR IE R F BTR S IR , e S Rl AR A B o 5

(a) 35— KHIE (b) AR (¢) =M
6 BRAIIA RIS

Figure 6 Failure mode of splitting test specimens

2.2 Bi-surface BIHIIRX I iR H IR L S

Bi-surface By UJ 50, i {4 (MR 3224 v fe 52 il ) 280 245 Bt 1 DX s, e SRt P ELA g A, LA IR
S B N R T e i i ) 1 % 71 B B 29 N B i 5 A = T N B2 M TR D T €32 3 e AT By |
ot AR R R UL BH B A T R A 2 ) S sl iR B, S A AR A, f 4k 322 i UHPC
5 TR E 1 B o AU R A LR R, P PR AR R R A R R B RS . S A K, R
AR BR s 2K 14 80%~90% i, 1l AA-A75 oA 4 B PRI R 1T DL Ay 72 UL B4 sl e RAIE IR, A RT B Bifi 4 ke 1o R 48 7 ko 20
TR 7 3 R ] (H AR PR R RS R, R A A AR Bt 2. B R & 7 R
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() IR B (b) BRI X
& 7 Bi-surface BIIIRIE IR & T IE

Figure 7 Loading process of Bi-surface shear test specimens

2 et — AN AR FRAELEST , S0 9% B9 U110 7 18 BBARHR] ol PR ARE ST, BERHRER HEERA
AR SR PR AT BBV A5 5, T2 A AR L N T P9 R A S BRI s IR i Ik, 8 P T AR T 4 WA A1 1 53¢ T
AT AR K AR I R 025 L 4R (AR AR, R R JE T TR, Js T S Y ) g PR AR iR )
WP B — 75 T AR I SRR i ARG S % WA A%, e AR T 8 o 80t B 4 o, T A AR e
PREsFy R A LG,

(0) B=KBIR (d) SEPUAE IR
& 8 Bi-surface EIYIRIS IR GEARIFES

Figure 8 Failure mode of Bi-surface shear test specimens

ARG RS I U A 2 W 25 5 W R AR, R SRR e — 2P A0 03 O 4 28 R IE 25 S B 2 26U,
BRI SR 8 7 . i TP 25 32 2852 IRDRDBE BE 20 , 100 5 A i J3E X6 R DR AR 2 8 52 M AR X A
B, AR SO S A AR 0BT v 2L ROO~RO3 M0 2 LR . 2 — 2 el AR A AL, FLRR 5 4ty At
AR, ST BSPIEE, SHAFRE . 2 20 SR Ak i R, LR I (o7 T 5T, (H UHPC 2 i O B S 1) Jok
SRR, S DR S 5 SRR & I AFARAE . 28 =2 ST IR R A SRy B 24 28, FLe DR A 2B A S T -5 |
BN/ RIS , AR AR A Bl R R L. 2R DU S R 5 S A 2 R AL HO R S B (A
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FERREE X M U407 , R AE 0 S B R SRR 2 i W s, . Giit 28 R R , ROO0 4L ik {4 4=
TN — IR ; RO I 2 BRI R 55 2B I8 s RO2 i, 20 67% RIS — 2038, 33% 5
DU s RO3 IR R B 5 DU RN . 5 BF 2000 A Fb , BT ) far 287 AH [FDHLRE 2 T (40 RO2) B8 5 175 & ik
PR35 , F B BTN 7 6 ST LRI &5 JEAR R R 45 i Pk T Ry B
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Figure 9 Effect of matrix strength on interfacial bonding performance
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Figure 10 Effect of interface roughness on interfacial bonding performance
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Figure 11 Effect of curing age on interfacial bonding performance
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Figure 12 Effect of pouring direction on interfacial bonding performance
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Figure 13 Microstructure of the interface in composite specimens under different roughness conditions
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