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Abstract

Various non-destructive quantitative techniques based on electrochemical methods for measuring the corrosion rate of steel embedded
in concrete have been used. The most important is the linear polarization method. In practice, this method gives lower corrosion rates of
steel in concrete due to inclusion of the resistance of the concrete in the measurement. In order to eliminate the resistance of the concrete,
a galvanostatic pulse method is used. In this method the current pulse is applied to the steel in concrete and the polarizing potential is
sampled after the switching off the pulse. The performance of the galvanostatic pulse technique for monitoring the corrosion of steel in
concrete has been assessed by comparing the corrosion rate values obtained by the weight loss method and linear polarization resistance
method for steel reinforced in M15, M20, M30 and M35 grade concrete containing 0–5% NaCl. It is found that the galvanostatic pulse
technique is able to give reliable corrosion rate values of steel in concrete.
� 2006 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

The corrosion of the steel rebars is the main cause of
damage and early failure of reinforced concrete structures.
Steel embedded in good quality concrete is protected by the
high alkalinity of pore water which, in the presence of
oxygen, passivates the steel. The loss of alkalinity due to
carbonation of the concrete and the penetration of chlo-
ride ions to steel can destroy the passive film [1–4]. The
prevention and detection of deterioration of concrete infra-
structures is one of the greatest challenges. Various
non-destructive quantitative techniques based on electro-
chemical methods for measuring the corrosion rate have
been used to detect the corrosion at an early stage, in order
to predict residual lives and accordingly decide what pre-
ventive or repair systems are to be applied [5].
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A characteristic feature of the corrosion of steel in con-
crete is the development of macrocells because of the coex-
istence of passive and corroding areas on the same rebar
with a short circuited galvanic current and a open-circuit
voltage of about 600 mV. This leads to an electric field
with a continuous change of electrode potential from
anode to cathode. This potential distribution can be mea-
sured at concrete surface using separate half cells [6–12].
Practically, the reference electrode is put on the concrete
surface with wetted cotton at its tip and with the help of
a high impedance voltmeter, the potentials were measured.
This requires the prior removal of some portion of con-
crete so as to make electrical contact with the reinforcing
steel, if the connections are not readily available. As one
can not measure the potential over the steel surface, thus
measured potential is a mixed potential. These potential
values can be interpreted in a way that more negative val-
ues suggest higher probability of corrosion [13]. This con-
cept of using open circuit potentials for interpreting
corrosion of reinforcing steel embedded in a concrete
sometimes lead to misleading conclusions because of the
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influence of cover depth [14], its high resistivity and limited
oxygen access [15].

An acoustic method can successfully be applied to the
cases where the cracks have initiated internally without
any visible indications at the surface. A crude form of
doing this is by sensibly hearing the characteristic hollow
sound by simply striking the surface with a hammer.
Because of the corrosion of steel rebars, volume of rod
increases due to the existence of corrosion products. This
increase in volume leads to crack initiation. Existence of
an internal crack can be judged by striking the surface with
a hammer and distinguishing the hollow sound from that
of a crack free concrete surface. Although this method
seems to be rather primitive, this is quite often used
successfully. A more sophisticated form of doing this pro-
cedure with the help of piezo electric transducers and
advanced electronic system for the analysis is also available
now a days [16,17]. This requires more practical experience
and interpreting capacity.

Even these acoustic techniques cannot be successfully
used immediately just after the attack of the passive layer
by aggressive ions and initiation of corrosion. As the ano-
dic and cathodic areas are locally separated, electrochemi-
cal transport processes lead to the rust formation not
directly at the anodic sites. The corrosion products are gen-
erated at sites where Fe2+ ions and OH� ions meet and the
dissolving capacity of the iron hydroxide is exceeded.
Hence it takes some time for visual indications on the
surface by the way of rust staining.

Electrochemical noise measurements [18] used for pre-
dicting the localized corrosion phenomenon at laboratory
has been extended to predict the corrosion rate of steel
rebar embedded in concrete [19,20] and a reasonable corre-
lation of potential noise vs corrosion rate has been
obtained.

Electrochemical linear polarization resistance (LPR)
and AC impedance methods have been used to monitor
the corrosion of steel in concrete for a number of decades
[21–24]. Gonzalez et al. [25,26] reviewed the limitations
imposed by such LPR measurements for steel in concrete.

Glass et al. [27] have studied the sensitivity of time con-
stants of potential-time constant on application of galvano-
static pulse to the reinforced steel in concrete. Suitable
model has been assigned which accurately fitted the tran-
sient data of actively corroding steel in concrete. Gonzalez
et al. [28] have studied the relation between the time con-
stant of potential transients with corrosion rate, the effect
of magnitude of applied perturbing signal on corrosion rate
measurement and the effect of non-uniformity of the poten-
tial distribution over the reinforcement surface. Birbilis
et al. [29] have proposed a circuit model for analyzing the
transient response of steel in concrete. Newton and Sykes
[30] have examined the galvanostatic pulse technique as
an alternative method of impedance analysis for steel
corrosion in mortar under immersed condition.

These earlier studies have been dealing with analyzing
the potential transient for calculation of Rp values. The
time constant involved in exponential decay has been uti-
lized for estimating the polarization resistance (Rp) values
by assuming a suitable value for the interfacial double
layer capacitance. Assumption of suitable double layer
capacitance value for quantification purposes poses low
reliability. Hence a different methodology for deriving
the quantified data on corrosion rate without any such
assumption is very much needed. In this paper, the perfor-
mance of the device developed based on galvanostatic pulse
method which can measure the polarized potential with
and without IR drop of the concrete is assessed for measur-
ing the corrosion rate of steel in concrete.
2. Principle

In general, the galvanostatic pulse method is character-
ized by impressing a small amplitude, short interval anodic
current pulse, applied galvanostatically with the help of an
external counter electrode over the concrete surface and
analyzing the resultant change in potential of the steel
reinforcement.

The potential transient for a given current step of DI to a
typical Randles circuit under galvanostatic condition is
given by

gt ¼ DIRc þ DIRpð1� expð�t=CRpÞÞ ð1Þ

where gt is the total change in the potential of the test elec-
trode, DIRc is the ohmic drop in the concrete, Rp and C are
the polarization resistance and electrical double layer
capacitance of the corroding interface. Upon the interrup-
tion of the current pulse, the ohmic drop contribution DIRc

is immediately lost by the electrode potential and a sudden
fall of potential to a value within few microseconds gives
the actual polarization of the test specimen. In the absence
of any further current, the potential decays exponentially
with time according to

gt=gmax ¼ expð�t=CRpÞ ð2Þ

where gmax is the maximum polarization at the time of cur-
rent interruption and gt is the polarization at any instant of
time.

Typical schematic potential transient for a current
pulse under galvanostatic condition is shown in Fig. 1
where an anodic current pulse (Fig. 1(a)) of amplitude
Di is impressed between the time t = t0 to t = t1. Upon
applying the current pulse, the potential of the system
shifts to a value equivalent to DIRc in few microseconds
and thereafter increases gradually to a maximum value
gmax. At the instant of time t = t1 when the current pulse
is switched off, the potential value drops suddenly to a
value equivalent to DIRc (IR drop) and starts decaying
exponentially. As the passive steel can easily be polarized,
non-corroding reinforcement rod shows much higher
potential difference (Fig. 1(b)) than that of a corroding
(Fig. 1(c)).



Fig. 1. Nature of potential transient of steel in concrete for a galvanostatic
current pulse: (a) current input, (b) potential transient for passive steel, (c)
potential transient for corroding steel.
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3. Materials and methods

A portable device based on galvanostatic pulse technique
to measure the polarized potential after eliminating the IR
Fig. 2. Block diagram of the ga
drop has been assembled. Fig. 2 shows the block diagram
of the instrument [31]. This unit has the facility to operate
at two different current settings of 100 lA and 300 lA. A
monostable multivibrator generates a pulse width of 60 s.
Such a pulse was impressed to the reinforcing steel with
the help of a specially designed probe. One branch of the
remaining circuitry senses the positive slope of the resultant
potential transient and samples and hold the potential value
at the instant of 60th second from the start of the pulse. This
polarizing potential is designated as ON potential. The other
branch which includes the IR drop of concrete of the cir-
cuitry senses the negative slope of the potential transient,
i.e. after the 60th second, and samples and hold the potential
at the instant of 100 ls after the cut off of the current pulse.
This potential is designated as OFF potential which is free
from IR drop value of concrete. These ON and OFF poten-
tials were sampled at appropriate times and hold in the
memory by the sample and hold circuitry (S/H) which can
be read from the digital panel meter (DPM).

A special probe is made of PVC with a wetted sponge
which holds a piece of stainless steel (counter electrode,
1 cm · 5 cm) and a saturated calomel electrode. The coun-
ter electrode and reference electrode was fixed permanently
to the PVC block with wetted sponge making electrical cir-
cuitry. The schematic diagram of special probe is shown in
Fig. 3. This probe, along with the connection with the rein-
forcing steel (working electrode), completes the conven-
tional three electrode assembly and was used for both
LPR and galvanostatic pulse measurements. This hand
held probe gives reproducible results even the applied pres-
sure varies resulting in compression of sponge. The photo-
graph of the instrument with probe and concrete cube is
shown in Fig. 4.
lvanostatic pulse circuitry.



Fig. 3. Schematic diagram of special probe: (1) PVC; (2) reference
electrode; (3) hole for wetted sponge; (4) SS counter electrode; (5) wetted
sponge; (6) electrical connection for counter electrode.

Table 1
Details of concrete mix proportions

Concrete
grade

Average
compressive
strength (MPa)

Mix proportions

Cement Fine
aggregate

Course
aggregate

W/C
ratio

M15 15 1 1.56 2.24 0.50
M20 20 1 1.71 2.09 0.50
M30 30 1 1.14 1.86 0.38
M35 35 1 1.14 1.86 0.35

Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of concrete cube.
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The main advantage of this instrument is that the mea-
surement is made in just 60 s and the possibility of holding
the polarized potential free from IR drop of concrete which
will be highly useful for on-site measurements.

The performance of this instrument has been evaluated
for concrete cubes of strengths M15, M20, M30 and M35
containing 0%, 1%, 3% and 5% chloride ion concentrations
by weight of cement. Details about the concrete mix pro-
portions are given in Table 1. Local clean river sand (fine-
ness modulus of medium sand equal to 2.6) conforming to
grading zone III of IS-383-197 was used as fine aggregate
and locally available aggregates conforming to graded
aggregates of normal size greater than 4.75 mm and less
than 10 mm of IS-456-2000 was used as coarse aggregate.
Chlorides were added to the concrete during the casting
of the specimen. The concrete cubes were of 100 ·
100 · 100 mm size with an embedded steel rod of diameter
5 mm exposing a length of 50 mm. 25 mm cover thickness
was provided to the reinforcement bar. The schematic dia-
gram of concrete cube with reinforcement bar is shown in
Fig. 5. These reinforced concrete specimens were cured
for 28 days in distilled water. After the curing period was
over, a 10 mm thick mortar bund was constructed along
the edges of the cubes using 1:1 cement mortar and the
joints between the concrete and the mortar were perfectly
sealed with epoxy to prevent any leakage. Then these spec-
imens were alternatively wetted with chloride free distilled
water once in a day and kept dry for the remaining period
for a period of about 6 years. The wet cycle was for a per-
Fig. 4. Photograph of the galvanostatic pulse in
iod of 8 h and the dry cycle was for a period of 16 h. The
corrosion rates of the embedded steel rods were also
obtained by gravimetric method by measuring the weight
loss of the 50 mm length and 5 mm diam rod embedded
in concrete near to that of the rod used for electrochemical
studies. These rods made out of the same material of that
of reinforcing rod, were polished mechanically to mirror
finish before casting and the initial weight was measured.
After the test period was over, the concrete cubes were bro-
ken open and the weight loss samples were removed and
cleaned thoroughly without any residual concrete over it
and final weight was measured. From the mass loss values,
strument with probe and concrete sample.
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Fig. 6. Potential values for steel in M15 grade concrete in the presence of
chloride: (d) ON potential; (s) OFF potential; (j) open circuit potential.
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the corrosion rate in millimeter per year (mmpy) was
obtained by using the following relationship,

Corrosion rate ðmmpyÞ¼ 87:6�mass loss ðmgÞ
Area ðcm2Þ�Time ðhÞ�Density

ð3Þ

Linear polarization resistance measurements were also
carried out for steel rod in different concrete strengths as
that of galvanostatic pulse technique by polarizing the elec-
trode from �20 mV to +20 mV with respect to open circuit
potential (OCP) using Electrochemical System (1280 B
Solartron, UK). No data could be acquired with IR elimi-
nated LPR with the instrument. The corrosion rates were
obtained by using the relationship,

icorr ¼
B
Rp

ð4Þ

where B was 0.026 V for corroding and 0.052 V for non-
corroding steel in concrete [32]. From the measured icorr

values, the corrosion rates in mmpy were obtained from
the relationship,

C:R: ðmmpyÞ ¼ 0:012� icorr ðlA=cm2Þ ð5Þ
To avoid over polarization of reinforcing rods, the LPR

measurement was made first and then the galvanostatic
pulse measurement was made. Even while doing the galva-
nostatic pulse measurements, the current was impressed for
1 min only. After the measurement of ON and OFF poten-
tial for individual measurements, it is found that the OCP
restores to the original un polarized values immediately
confirming that the galvanostatic pulse method is a non-
destructive method. Also, the circuitry has the facility to
sample and hold the ON and OFF potentials which one
can record after the current pulse was impressed, no trace
of the transient is obtained.
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Fig. 7. Potential values for steel in M20 grade concrete in the presence of
chloride: (d) ON potential; (s) OFF potential; (j) open circuit potential.
4. Results and discussion

4.1. Qualitative estimation of corrosion

The open circuit potentials, the polarized potentials with
IR drop (ON potential) and polarized potentials without
IR drop (OFF potentials) measured for concrete cubes of
strength M15, M20, M30, M35 having various percentages
of chloride in it are shown in Figs. 6–9, respectively. It can
be seen from these figures that the polarized potentials
(both ON and OFF potentials) are very large, greater than
500 mV compared to their open circuit potential in case of
concrete cubes made with 0% chloride and these values
decrease gradually and become close to the respective open
circuit potentials in the case of concrete cubes containing
more chloride ions. This result can be interpreted as con-
crete cube containing 0% chloride has reinforcing steel in
good condition with out corrosion (passive state) and
shows larger polarizations while with increase in concentra-
tion of added chloride to the concrete mixture, over the
period, the corrosion might have established and the cor-
roded reinforcing steel rod in a concrete shows less or neg-
ligible polarization. Also, the difference between the ON
and OFF potential is very high in the case of passive steel
in concrete and this difference decreases and approaches
the value of open circuit potential with increasing chloride
concentrations i.e. in the case of corroding steel in concrete.
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Fig. 8. Potential values for steel in M30 grade concrete in the presence of
chloride: (d) ON potential; (s) OFF potential; (j) open circuit potential.
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Fig. 9. Potential value of steel in M35 grade concrete in the presence of
chloride: (d) ON potential; (s) OFF potential; (j) open circuit potential.

Table 2
Experimental results with the developed instrument for steel in M20 concrete

Condition OCP V
vs SCE

ON potential
V vs SCE

OFF
V vs

Chloride free +0.097 +3.83 +0.57
+3% Chloride �0.342 +0.106 �0.31
+5% Chloride �0.413 �0.265 �0.40
Chloride free but with

continuous immersion in
3% NaCl for 18 months

�0.581 +0.605 +0.42
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In order to evaluate the efficacy of the developed instru-
ment, measurements of potentials of steel in concrete under
immersed condition in 3% NaCl was made. Under wet con-
ditions, where the dissolved oxygen’s accessibility leads to
misinterpretation of data in case of iso-potential mapping
method, as shown in Table 2. For comparison, the numer-
ical values of OCP, ON and OFF potentials of M20 con-
crete cubes made with chloride free, with 3% and 5%
chloride are also presented. This table clearly shows that
even though the open circuit potential is very negative i.e.
�0.581 V for steel in concrete under fully immersed in
3% NaCl indicating the highly corroding nature of the rein-
forcing rod as per the potential mapping, the ON and OFF
potential measured by the instrument are showing high
positive values viz. +0.605 V and +0.428 V, respectively,
indicating the passive state of the embedded rod. In other
cases, i.e. under non-wet conditions the predictions of
potential mapping and that of the measurements made
with the developed instrument are in the same line. To con-
firm these results, the concrete cubes were broken open
after the measurements and the state of the reinforcing
rod in these cubes is also examined. The corrosion rate val-
ues of steel were also measured by gravimetric method
(Table 1). It is very clear that the predictions of the poten-
tial mapping and galvanostatic pulse method are similar in
normal cases while the measurements made with wet con-
crete confirms the reliability of the galvanostatic method
and misleading nature of potential mapping.
4.2. Quantitative estimation of corrosion

Preceding results show how the developed instrument
can be used to predict qualitatively the corroded areas of
a reinforcing steel in concrete. The same measurement
can be used for getting quantified corrosion rate. Under
high anodic polarization conditions, leading to potential
shift in the tafel region, the current can be given as

ia ¼ icorr expð2:3ga=baÞ ð6Þ
where ga is the overpotential, ba is the anodic tafel slope
and icorr is the corrosion current.

The OFF potential is stored in the memory of the devel-
oped instrument which is the over potential (ga) without
the incorporation of ohmic drop. The ba value of 0.07 V
for steel in concrete containing chloride has been found
by Tafel polarization method [33]. Using this ba in the
potential
SCE

Visual
observation

Corrosion rate (mmpy)
[gravimetric method]

5 No corrosion Nil
3 Moderately corroded 0.0570
6 Fully corroded 0.080
8 No corrosion Nil



Table 3
Corrosion rates of steel in concrete obtained by galvanostatic pulse technique

Concrete
grade

Chloride
concentrations, %

OCP V
vs SCE

OFF potential
V vs SCE

Polarization ga

V vs SCE
Corrosion rate
(mmpy)

M15 0 0.024 0.603 0.579 4.375E�10
1 �0.213 �0.189 0.024 0.036
3 �0.321 �0.316 0.005 0.068
5 �0.299 �0.295 0.004 0.070

M20 0 0.097 0.575 0.478 1.20E�8
1 �0.210 �0.026 0.184 0.00001
3 �0.342 �0.313 0.029 0.031
5 �0.413 �0.406 0.007 0.064

M30 0 �0.049 0.505 0.554 9.95E�10
1 �0.200 0.284 0.484 9.92E�9
3 �0.286 �0.182 0.104 0.0026
5 �0.431 �0.411 0.020 0.041

M35 0 �0.036 0.575 0.611 1.53E�10
1 �0.207 0.259 0.466 1.79E�8
3 �0.340 �0.333 0.007 0.064
5 �0.370 �0.323 0.047 0.017

Table 4
Comparison of corrosion rates of steel in concrete obtained by galvano-
static pulse technique, linear polarization resistance method and gravi-
metric method

Concrete
grade

Chloride
concentrations,
%

Corrosion rate (mmpy)

Galvanostatic
pulse technique

Linear
polarization
resistance
method

Gravimetric
method

M15 0 4.375E�10 0.00015 Nil
1 0.036 0.0021 0.0265
3 0.068 0.0030 0.0875
5 0.070 0.0010 0.082

M20 0 1.20E�8 0.0002 Nil
1 0.00001 0.0003 Nil
3 0.031 0.002 0.057
5 0.064 0.0015 0.080

M30 0 9.95E�10 0.0004 Nil
1 9.92E�9 0.0005 Nil
3 0.0026 0.0015 0.025
5 0.041 0.0013 0.03

M35 0 1.53E�10 0.00050 Nil
1 1.79E�8 0.0004 Nil
3 0.064 0.0015 0.055
5 0.017 0.0014 0.018
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above expression, icorr can be computed which can be con-
verted into corrosion rate in mmpy using the relationship
(Eq. (5)).

The results of the corrosion rates for the reinforcing
steel in various strengths of concrete having chloride ion
concentrations of 0–5% are presented in Table 3. These
concrete cubes were broken open after the experiment
and the corrosion rates were also evaluated using the con-
ventional weight loss method. Besides, the corrosion rate
values were also obtained from linear polarization resis-
tance method. Table 4 compares the corrosion rate values
of steel in concrete obtained by galvanostatic pulse tech-
nique, gravimetric method and LPR method. The corro-
sion rate values of steel in concrete are found to be
dependent on the strength as well as the percentage of chlo-
ride present in the concrete. On increasing the strength
from M15 to M35, the corrosion rates are decreased for
a given chloride concentrations. Further it has been found
that the corrosion rates obtained by the galvanostatic pulse
method using the developed instrument and weight loss
method agree well in most of the studied system. However,
the corrosion rate values obtained by the LPR method are
found to be one order lower than that of the actual corro-
sion rates for steel in concrete in the presence of chloride
due to the inclusion of resistance of the concrete in the
measured Rp values.
5. Conclusions

The device developed based on the anodic galvanostatic
pulse technique is found to give more reliable results about
the state of reinforcing steel in concrete and the rate of cor-
rosion. The corrosion rates obtained by LPR method has
been found to give lower values than that of actual corro-
sion rates due to inclusion of resistance of concrete in the
LPR measurements.
Acknowledgements

The authors wish to thank the Director, CECRI for his
support and encouragement in carrying out the studies.
References

[1] ACI—Committee 222. Corrosion of metals in concrete, ACIR-85.
American Concrete Institute, Detroit, MI, 1985.



S. Sathiyanarayanan et al. / Cement & Concrete Composites 28 (2006) 630–637 637
[2] Bazanth ZP. Physical model for steel corrosion in concrete sea
structures—theory. J Struct Div ASCE 1979;105(ST6):1137–53.

[3] Corrosion of Steel in Concrete. RILEM Technical Committee 60—
CSC. State of the Art Report, 1986.

[4] Page CL, Treadaway KWJ, Bamforth PB, editors. Corrosion of
reinforcement in concrete. London: Society of Chemical Industry;
1990.

[5] Broomfield JP, Rodrı́guez J, Ortega LM, Garcı́a AM. Corrosion rate
measurements in reinforced concrete structures by a linear polarisa-
tion device. In: P.D. Cady international symposium. ACI fall
convention. Minneapolis, Minnesota, November 1993.

[6] Arup H, Gronvold. Steel in concrete newsletter. Korrosion Scentr-
alen, Denmark, 1978. p. 7.

[7] Berkeley KG, Pahmanaban S. Practical potential monitoring in
concrete. In: Proc conf UK corrosion, 1987. p. 115.

[8] Elsener B, Muller S, Suter M, Bohni H. Potential mapping of steel in
concrete. In: Proc conf UK corrosion 1988, Bringhton UK, vol. III,
1988. p. 169.

[9] Baker AF. Potential mapping techniques. Seminar on corrosion in
concrete—monitoring, survey and control by Cathodic Protection.
Lond Press Centre, Paper No. 3, May 13, 1986.

[10] Elsener B, Bohni H. Potential mapping and corrosion of steel in
concrete. In: Berke NS, Chaker V, Whiting, editors. Corrosion rates
of steel in concrete. ASTM STP 1065. Philadelphia: ASTM; 1989.

[11] Stratfull RF. The corrosion of steel in reinforced concrete bridges.
Corrosion 1957;13(3):43–8.

[12] ASTM C876.91. Standard test method for half-cell potentials of
uncoated reinforcing steel in concrete, vol. 04.02. 1991. p. 434.

[13] Rengaswamy NS, Balasubramanian TM, Srinivasan S, Mahadeva
Iyer Y, Suresh Bapu RH. Corrosion survey of reinforced and
prestressed concrete structures—methodology of approach. Trans
SAEST 1988;23(2–3):207–21.

[14] John DG, Eden DA, Dawson JL, Lanford PE. Corrosion measure-
ments on reinforcing steel and monitoring of concrete structures. In:
Proc corrosion/87, symp on corrosion of metals in concrete, San
Francisco, CA, 9–70 March 1987. p. 159–67.

[15] Cigna R, Provorbigoal E, Rochinni G. A study of reinforcement
behaviour in concrete structures using electrochemical techniques.
Corros Sci 1993;35(5–8):1580.

[16] Idrissi H, Limam A. Study and characterization by acoustic emission
and electrochemical measurements of concrete deterioration caused
by reinforcement steel corrosion. NDT&E Int 2003;36(8):563.

[17] Farid Uddin AKM, Kenichiro Numata, Jun Shimasaki, Mitsuhiro
Shigeishi, Masayasu Ohtsu. Mechanisms of crack propagation due to
corrosion of reinforcement in concrete by AE-SiGMA and BEM.
Constr Build Mater 2004;18(3):181.

[18] Muralidharan S, Manoharan SP, Venkatachari G, Balakrishnan K.
Studies on pitting corrosion by noise measurements. Bull Electrochem
1990;6:4.
[19] Hardon RG, Lambert P, Page CL. Relationship between electro-
chemical noise and corrosion rate of steel in salt contaminated
concrete. Br Corros J 1988;23:225.

[20] Dawson JL. Corrosion monitoring of steel in concrete. In: Crane AP,
editor. Corrosion of reinforcement in concrete construc-
tion. England: Ellis Horwood Ltd; 1983. p. 171–91.

[21] Broomfield JP, Rodriguez J, Ortega LM, Carcia AM. Corrosion rate
measurements in reinforced concrete structures by a linear polariza-
tion device. In: P.D. Cady international symposium, ACI fall
convention, Minneapolis, Minnesota, November 1993.

[22] Elsener B, Bohmi W. Corrosion of steel in mortar studied by
impedance measurements. Mater Sci Forum 1986;8:362–72.

[23] Matsuoka K, Khira H, Ito S, Murata T. Monitoring of corrosion of
reinforcing bar in concrete. Corrosion/87, NACE, March 9–12, No.
124.

[24] Andrade C, Castelo V, Alonso C, Gonzalez JA. Determination of the
corrosion rate of steel embedded in concrete by the polarization
resistance and AC impedance methods. ASTM-STP 906. Philadel-
phia, PA: ASTM; 1984. p. 43.

[25] Gonzalez JA, Molina A, Escudero ML, Andrade C. Errors in the
electrochemical evaluation of very small corrosion rates—I. Polari-
zation resistance method of corrosion of steel in concrete. Corros Sci
1985;25(7):519.

[26] Gonzalez JA, Molina A, Escudero ML, Andrade C. Errors in the
electrochemical evaluation of very small corrosion rates—II. Other
electrochemical techniques applied to corrosion of steel in concrete.
Corros Sci 1985;25(10):917.

[27] Glass GK, Page CL, Short NR, Yu SW. An investigation of
galvanostatic transient methods used to monitor the corrosion of rate
of steel in concrete. Corros Sci 1993;35(5–8):1585.

[28] Gonzalez JA, Cobo A, Gonzalez MN, Feliu S. On-site determination
of corrosion rate in reinforced concrete structures by use of
galvanostatic pulse. Corros Sci 2001;43:611.

[29] Birbilis N, Nairn KM, Forsyth M. Transient response analysis of
steel in concrete. Corros Sci 2003;45:1895.

[30] Newton CJ, Sykes JM. A galvanostatic pulse technique for
investigation of steel corrosion in concrete. Corros Sci 1988;28:
1051.

[31] Sathiyanarayanan S, Panjali Natarajan, Srinivasan S, Venkatachari
G, Ramakrishnan KR. Improvements in or relating to Reinforcement
Corrosion Detector. Indian Patent, 639/Del/99 dt 23.4.99.

[32] Gowers KR, Millard SG, Gill JS, Gill RP. Programmable linear
polarization meter for determination of corrosion rate of reinforce-
ment in concrete structures. Br Corros J 1994;29(1):25.

[33] Srinivasan S, Venkatachari G, Rengaswamy NS, Balakrishnan K.
Application of impedance technique to study the corrosion behav-
iour of steel in concrete. In: Proc 10th int cong met corr, 1987.
p. 1525.


	Corrosion monitoring of steel in concrete by galvanostatic pulse technique
	Introduction
	Principle
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Qualitative estimation of corrosion
	Quantitative estimation of corrosion

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


