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Discussion

Establishment of Minimum Acceptance Criterion  
for Strand Bond as Measured by ASTM A1081 

I believe a clarification is needed in the May–June 2016 PCI Journal article titled 
“Establishment of Minimum Acceptance Criterion for Strand Bond as Measured by 
ASTM A1081” by Kyle A. Riding, Robert J. Peterman, and Thomaida Polydorou.1 Please clarify 
whether the pull-out values apply only to 1⁄2 in. (13 mm) diameter strand. If that is the case, what 
is the status of establishing criteria for other strand diameters?
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Authors’ response
The pull-out values described in “Establishment of Minimum Acceptance Criterion for 

Strand Bond as Measured by ASTM A1081”apply to 1⁄2 in. (13 mm) diameter strand.1 Values 
for other strand diameters could be calculated using an equivalent bond stress to the 1⁄2 in. diam-
eter strand; however, experimental verification of strand bond for strands larger than 1⁄2 in. was 
beyond the scope of this project.
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