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Fig.3 Dimensions of test specimens (mm)
Table 1 Test variables
No. Type Deviator .distance (m) Type of cable
1 External PC 1.8 SWPR7A 15.2*2
2 External PC ‘ 3.0 SWPR7A 15.2*2
3 Unbond PC - SWPR19 19.3*1
4 Bond PC - SWPR19 19.3*1
5 External and internal PC 3.0 SWPR7A 12.4*3
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