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A B S T R A C T  
 

Condition of concrete cracking is a worrying issue in any construction industry, as it affects the 
durability and the performance of various structures as well as their expected lifespan. This research 
focuses on discussing new engineering approaches effective for assessing and rehabilitating concrete 
cracks from an applied standpoint. The findings also reflect the recent scientific developments in crack 
evaluation methodologies including Non-Destructive Testing (NDT) and technological imaging 
methods. The work also analyses a variety of repair solutions, starting with conventional ones, for 
example epoxy injection, up to contemporary solutions including self-healing concrete and fiber 
reinforced polymers or FRPs. Examining the effectiveness of the techniques, this work presents 
different approaches based on the result of elementary analysis and case study and defines factors which 
impact the result significantly. The results show that by using an approach of incorporating evaluation 
and repair techniques best suited to an identified structure’s requirement, it is possible to improve the 
structure’s future performance and service life. Further, the study identifies current issues, which are 
cost, scalability and sustainability, and lastly, comes up with the future research and development 
directions. It would be an invaluable reference work for all the engineers, scientist, and policy makers 
aspiring to construct better and robust concrete structures. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Concrete is among the most popular construction materials used across the world today since it is versatile and relatively 

cheap and strong. Nonetheless, concrete cracking is still an enduring problem in current and past construction methods 

which greatly impacts on safety, serviceability, and durability of structures [1]. Every crack in concrete is a threat to its 

mechanical properties which in turn exposes concrete to environmental impacts while shortening its lifecycle. These factors 

present challenges that require new approaches to crack assessment and rehabilitation since conventional methodologies 

are frequently inadequate to address the numerous factors that define the generation and progression of the cracks.  

1.1 The Impact of Concrete Cracks  

Defects, loads, and environments are combined factors that cause concrete cracks. Shrinkage, creep and temperature 

stresses are some of the most extensive during the early age of concrete setting [2]. Slowly, through water infiltration, 

freeze-thaw cycles, chemical attack and excessive loading, the point of cracking becomes a severe structural zone [3]. For 

instance, chase of chloride into cracks accelerates the reinforcement corrosion and substantially shortens the service life of 

vital structures including bridges and highways [4]. These cracks have significant economic consequences in concrete 
structures. Cementing and rehabilitation costs alone reach billions of dollars yearly internationally. Moving from the 

economical perspective, the social and environmental factors, which are evident in terms of safety levels and utilized 

resources, stress the need to improve the identified problem effectively [5]. 

1.2 Advancements in Evaluation Techniques 

Albeit in the recent decades, much has been achieved regarding the assessment of cracks developed in concrete structures. 

Some of the Nondestructive test such as Ultrasonic pulse velocity (UPV) Test, Thermal Imaging Test, Ground penetrating 

radar (GPR) test, etc. have become inevitable in as far as identification and degree of cracking in structures without 

compromising the structural integrity is concerned [6]. These techniques make it possible for engineers to accurately 

identify crack depth, width and further extent and therefore responding appropriately and promptly. However, the new 

digital imaging technologies and Artificial Intelligence have transformed crack assessment by eliminating detection and 
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analysis activities. For instance, artificial neural networks, as machine learning systems, can examine images of concrete 

surfaces to diagnose and classify cracks, according to their type and potential culprits [7]. Such developments are of great 

significance not only to enhance efficiency but also to minimize human factors that may be risky for large-scale inspection. 

1.3 Innovative Repair Techniques  

Another area, where there have been considerable developments is the repair of concrete cracks. Some of the old and 

distinguished practices like epoxy injection and crack sealing are still in practice because of their relatively cheap and easy 
to use. Still, new material solutions, such as self-healing concrete and fiber-reinforced polymers (FRPs), have greater 

endurance and performance [8]. Among them, self-healing concrete that comprises microcapsules containing healing 

agents or bacteria that release to fill cracks on their own when they begin to appear, means less need for maintenance [9]. 

The former FRPs act as reinforcement to provide structural strengthening at the same time offer protection against corrosion 

and other environmental failures. These materials are particularly important for rehabilitating deteriorated infrastructure 

situated in seismically active regions or regions vulnerable to flooding [10]. However, both self-healing concrete and FRPs 

have limitations concerning cost and scalability, and require further study [11]. 

1.4 Research Objectives 

This research seeks to fill these gaps by examining new engineering approaches for assessment and remedial work on 

concrete cracks. Specifically, it seeks to: 

1. Discuss the concept of NDT and other AI-Based tools and their efficiency as an evaluation method. 

2. Compare and contrast new generation repair solutions with the conventional repair options that are self-healing 

concrete and FRP etc. 

3. Suggest effective modalities of applying all these methods in practical problems. 

4. As an original contribution of this research, the findings presented in the experimental research and case studies 

can be considered useful for engineers, researchers, and policymakers to promote the progress of concrete 

technology. 

 
Fig. 1. Causes of Concrete Cracks 

1.5 Limitation and Organization of the Study 

The paper is organized into the following sections: 

1. Concrete cracks: Be informed of the root causes – Extensive exposition of the major causes of cracking in concrete 

structures. 

2. Evaluation Methods: An overview of the current generation methodologies of crack detecting and assessment. 

3. Damage Repair Methods Exposition and Comparing in Detail: A comparison of classical and innovative tactics 
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for repairing cracks. 

4. Discourse: A review of trends, significances and prospects for discussions and discussions that critically embraces 

challenges. 

5. Conclusion and Future Work: An overview of conclusions made based on all research findings proposed and a 

roadmap to follow in subsequent research. 

As the thesis of this work is to improve the sustainability and stability of concrete structures through effective application of sophisticated 

techniques in synergy with workable engineering measures. 

 

2. RELATED WORK  

Cracks on concrete structures are probably some of the most universal and difficult problems in construction that 

significantly impact the behavior, durability, and safety of the structure. It is crucial for engineers to know why these cracks 

occur in order to prevent, assess, and ultimately reparation of them. This section focuses on details that could cause concrete 

cracks and has been grouped into materialled, environmental, structural and error/inexperience related factors. 

 
Fig. 2.  Common Types of Concrete Cracks A diagram illustrating surface cracks, structural cracks, and settlement cracks. 

 

2.1. Material-Related Causes 

2.1.1. Shrinkage 

A process of volume reduction happens in concrete due to loss of moisture content in it. Two primary types of shrinkage 

are: 

• Plastic Shrinkage: Occur during the initial setting phase because water present on surface dries up quickly 

following exposure to air. It normally leads to formation of a network of very fine illicit voids, visible within hours 

of pouring [12]. 

• Drying Shrinkage: Debates in weeks or months as a result of water leakage in the hardened reinforced concrete 

where microcracks may open further under stress [13]. Through empirical analysis, research shows that drying 

shrinkage depends on the water-cement ratio, type of aggregate, and environmental conditions. 

2.1.2. Creep 

Creep is the ability of concrete to deform permanently when it is subjected to constant loads. This phenomenon though 

slow amplifies existing cracks or even initiates new crack at locations where greater tensile stresses are imposed as beams 
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or columns [14]. What is more, if creep interacts with the parameters that are inherent to the environment in which the part 

operates, such as temperature changes, the tendency towards an increase in crack size will be even more pronounced. 

Chemical Reactions 

Certain chemical interactions within concrete contribute significantly to cracking: 

• Alkali-Silica Reaction (ASR): This is when alkalis within cement come into contact with silica present in 

aggregates to from a gel that swells on account of gaining water. This causes internal stresses resulting in cracks 

[15]. 

• Sulfate Attack: Sulfate attack originates from exposure to sulfate containing solutions; Industries waste, 

groundwater, etc., the reaction produces expansive sphalerite compounds that erode the concrete and cause crack 

generation [16]. 

2.2. Environmental Factors 

2.2.1. Freeze-Thaw Cycles 

Repetitive freeze and thaw cycles pose a significantly high risk for virtually all types of concrete to crack. Water absorbed 

into pores and substrate also accumulate in the freeze state, the resultant increase in internal pressure creates micro crack. 

These cracks, after sometime, link up thus lowering the material’s strength and endurance [17]. This is a familiar problem 

in countries with cooler temperatures. 

2.2.2. Chemical Attacks 

Indeed chlorides, acids, and sulfates retentate concrete through pores and crevices, and react with the constituents, 
precipitating further decay. Chlorides for example form complexes which corrode steel reinforcement thus resulting in 

spalling, and structural instability [18]. 

2.2.3. Thermal Stresses 

In concrete, these cycles consist in expanding and contract because of the moisture changes in the temperature. As such, 

thermal movements give rise to tensile stresses in parts of the structure when they are confined by other elements and the 

obtained stresses may surpass the capability of a given material to retain its bond, leading to splits [19]. Thermal stresses 

are likely to be encountered most in large concrete structures which include dams and bridges. 

 
Fig. 3.  Impact of Freeze-Thaw Cycles on Concrete. 
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2.3. Structural Loads 

2.3.1. Overloads and Fatigue 

Demand on concrete which is beyond the design load causes immediate or progressive crackle when overload occurs. Also 

known as the effect of cracking due to cyclic loads, fatigue cracking is common in structures that support busy traffic such 

as highways and bridges [20]. 

2.3.2. Moving and Double Motion 

The stresses that lead to cracking is caused by design irregularities, including an uneven settlement of the foundation or 
differential movement in some of the construction elements. Low bearing capacity of the soil or low density due to poor 

compaction is believed to further this problem [21]. 

2.4. Design and Execution Errors 

2.4.1. Insufficient Reinforcement 

Inadequate reinforcement or wrong positioning of steel bars decreases concretes resistivity to tensile forces leading to 

increases cracking [22]. MV anomalies, for example, conceive poor detailing like spacing or anchorage of reinforcement 

as structural weaknesses. 

2.4.2. Improper Curing and Handling 

Lack of proper curing procedures for example, insufficient water during the initial stages of hydration makes the concrete 

to dry up prematurely in addition to cracking up [23]. Further, improper manipulation during pouring or compaction 

produces the formation of gaps, or weak areas prone to cracking. 

2.4.3. Construction Joints and Restraints 

faulty construction joints cause the reinforced concrete structures to be represent weak points that promote crack formation. 

Reactions with nearby components, e.g., walls or columns, restrict movement and produce stress concentrations which 

cause cracking [24]. 

2.4.4. Interplay of Factors 

Thus, cracking in concrete is normally by no means the consequence of one cause only, but is a product of multifactorial 

interaction. For example, thermal stresses together with drying shrinkage and inadequate reinforcement cause serious 

cracking in large slabs or walls. Knowledge of such interaction is therefore critical for the development of effective crack 

mitigation measures. 

TABLE I. SUMMARY OF KEY FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO CONCRETE 

Category Cause Effect Example 

Material-Related Shrinkage Surface-level or microcracks Large slabs drying unevenly 

Environmental Freeze-thaw cycles Spalling and strength loss Pavements in cold climates 

Structural Overloading Cracks under stress concentrations Bridge under heavy traffic 

Design & Execution Insufficient reinforcement Poor tensile resistance Beams without adequate steel bars 

 

3. EVALUATION METHODS  

Assessing crack details concerning concrete is inevitable in determining the extent of the problem, their cause and likely 
outcome on the structural system. In subsequent years, technology has enhanced its effectiveness and reliability in 

evaluating cracks and has allowed the engineers providing repair solutions for them. This section discusses and assesses 

both traditional and contemporary approaches to evaluation, their advantages, disadvantages, and uses. 

3.1. Traditional Evaluation Methods 

Visual Inspection: Quantitative evaluation of concrete cracks is best done through visual inspection; this is still widely used 

today. It encompasses assessment of the cracks on the surface of the structure, the width of the cracks and the length of the 

cracks [25]. It is a simple technique devoid of many tools, and therefore most suitable in terms of cost. But it is useful for 

identifying only visible crack and it could not identify underground or underground crack, which are often more dangerous 

[ pg no-2]. 

Dye Penetrant Testing: Dye penetrant testing uses liquids that have a different color to the usher logo in order to show the 

cracks in concrete. The dye penetrates into the expansion joints and makes them more easily accessible for ultraviolet (UV) 

light. Though improving the possibility of inspecting fine crack, this method is primarily confined to surface examination 

and has much time spent on preparation and cleaning [26]. 
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3.2. Novel Techniques of Nondestructive Testing 

Because of the continued developments in construction technologies as well as the newly introduced nondestructive testing 

(NDT) techniques, crack assessment has been taken to another level such that assessment is possible for both outer and 

inner cracks without further damaging the structure. 

Ultrasonic Pulse Velocity (UPV): UPV estimates the velocity of ultrasonic waves that transverse concrete. Different 

velocities of waves suggest the presence of cracks or voids, or any other un-evenness [27]. This method is especially useful 

in estimating the depth of subsurface cracks and(rank=3) other similar defects. However, its accuracy depends on the 

heterogeneity and moisture content of the material used in a circumstance [28]. 

Ground-Penetrating Radar (GPR): GPR is used in detecting problems within concrete using electromagnetic waves. The 

utility of the defect scope is above average for the identification of subsurface fracture zones, reinforcement bars, and voids. 

GPR offer short scan time and can be applied for huge objects such as bridge or pavement. However, the technique is best 

performed with highly skilled personnel and cannot work under highly conductive conditions such as high moisture 

conditions [29]. 

Infrared Thermography : Thermography works by capturing temperature difference on the surface of concrete due to cracks 
that exist subsurface. Some of cracks affect temperature distribution and generate thermal irregularities that Eurovision can 

detect [30]. This technique is non-destructive and can therefore be applied to large structures for inspection. But it only 

works well when there is exposure to light and air such as sunlight and wind. 

Digital Image Correlation (DIC): DIC entails photographing concrete surfaces at relatively large scales and analyzing 

these photographs with the help of corresponding computer programs to evaluate strain and deformation. Crack monitoring 

under load conditions is provided in detail as the cracks further develop [31]. It is very effective method, nevertheless, it 

involves applying expensive equipment and a considerable experience. 

 
Fig. 4. Visualization of Modern NDT Methods. 

3.3. Novelties as Methods of Investigating Cracks 

ML and AI : The development of new machine learning and AI in the current world has led to the invention of automatic 

crack detection systems. These systems are designed to solve the problem of detecting cracks in images or data gathered 

by sensors, categorize them according to their potential danger level and estimate the probability of future development 

[32]. The applications of AI models are quite useful when it comes to big data, as models trained on big data are faster and 

more accurate than most classical methods. 

IoT-Based Monitoring Systems : Intelligent sensors installed in the concrete structures give the actual situation of cracks 

depth and structure performance. Such systems allow early interventions to be made by informing engineers of changes in 

stress or deformation [33]. Although sensors have shown their efficiency in various applications, there are still some 

drawbacks, such as a high cost and high cost of data managing. 
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Fig. 5.  AI-Powered Crack Detection Using Digital Imaging. 

 

3.4. Comparative Analysis of Evaluation Techniques 

TABLE II. COMPARISON OF CRACK EVALUATION METHODS 

Method Strengths Limitations Application 

Visual Inspection Cost-effective, easy to implement Limited to surface-level cracks Routine inspections 

UPV Detects subsurface cracks accurately Affected by material heterogeneity Structural integrity analysis 

GPR Locates subsurface anomalies efficiently Requires skilled operators Large-scale infrastructure 

Thermography Non-invasive, suitable for large structures Environmental dependency Pavements and walls 

DIC Highly accurate, real-time monitoring High equipment cost Experimental studies 

AI and Machine Learning Automated, fast, scalable Requires large datasets Large-scale monitoring 

 

3.5. Best Information and Limitations 

Despite the advancements in crack evaluation techniques, several challenges persist: 

1. Cost and Accessibility: Other techniques such as DIC and AI related tools are costly meaning they can only be 

applied in large projects [34]. 

2. Skilled Workforce: Most of the contemporary methods are technical, and support from professional trainers is 

usually scarce in the developing world [35]. 

3. Environmental Constraints: Some of these techniques such as the thermography tend to be very much influenced 

by the prevailing conditions in the environment, which may reduce their reliability in some situations [36]. 

Research based efforts should be directed towards developing low-cost smart technologies with minimum complexity that 

include higher order methodologies with ease of use similar to basic forms of estimation techniques. This kind of smart 

monitoring combined with a system that supported artificial intelligence for data analysis could be the finally, solution for 

crack management. 

 

4. REPAIR TECHNIQUES  

Sealing concrete cracks is a key element of extending the life and performance of structures that utilize this material. There 

are diverse approaches to implementing knowledge management that has evolved over the years to efficient solutions. In 

this section, the author discusses repair techniques that are especially suitable for different types of crack, recommending 

them depending on the applications. 

4.1. Traditional Repair Techniques 

Epoxy Injection :Epoxy injection can also be used for fine to medium crack repair and it is one of the most common 

techniques for the given repair. This technique is the process of pressure injecting a low-viscosity epoxy resin to cracks in 
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structures in order to reinforce the crack and also halt further enlargement [37]. It is most suitable for cases of structural 

cracks characterized by tensile stresses or seismic factors. However, it is less effective when the cracks are resulting from 

shrinkage or settlement because it doesn’t attempt to correct the cause of the cracks [38]. 

Surface Sealing :Rehabilitation measures include surface sealing where an impermeable material is applied to the crack 

surface to check permeability by moisture. This technique is most suitable for the non-structural cracks such as those due 

to drying shrinkage, environmental restraints [39]. A further disadvantage of surface sealing is that it is cheap and relatively 

uncomplicated while, at the same time, it is only a temporary measure whose use does not allow for the recovery of the 

structural capacity of concrete [40]. 

Grouting :Carrier or chemical grouts are allowed to be pumped into wide fissures to compel the voids and maintain the 

structure. Grouting is especially useful in repairing cracks in structures such as dams, bridges, large structures exposed to 

hydrostatic pressure [41]. It is important that this process be controlled properly in a way that the grout will spread out 

evenly throughout the cavity. 

4.2. Advanced Repair Techniques 

Fiber Reinforced Polymers (FRPs) :Fiber reinforced polymer material has been widely applied for structural strengthening 

and crack repair. These are materials made of carbon and glass fiber bonded to the surface of the concrete and adhered 

using adhesives, which add strength as well as flexibility [6]. FRPs are non-coral, can work well in large delineation cracks, 

and they can help reinforcing the structural members which are weak. However, the former is relatively expensive in terms 

of raw material content, and the latter may need professional installation [42]. 

Self-Healing Concrete: Crack repair has been revolutionized by the self-healing concrete system in the building 

construction industry. This material has microcapsules embedded within that can contain healing agents or bacteria and 

which, when the formation of initial cracks are sensed, will heal these minor cracks and return structural stiffness [43]. 

Innovative self-healing concrete greatly reduces maintenance costs and service life, but remains an experimental system 

for large-volume applications [44]. 

 
Fig. 6. Self-Healing Mechanism in Concrete 

 

Polyurethane Crack Injection :Of all the crack repair techniques, polyurethane crack injection can be easily utilized in 

repairing cracks that is exposed to water. Polyurethane is non-absorptive to water and is used to seal cracks which are 

exposed to water or subjected to hydrostatic pressure, for example in basements or retaining walls [45]. Polyurethane 

includes flexibility and because of this it can easily handle slight structural movement as compared to epoxy injection 

work. 

4.3. Comparing the Two Repair Processes 

Every repair technique will have its own advantages and disadvantages, and therefore, it is applicable to particular jobs. 

For example, epoxy injection is recommended for structures that have suffered from structural cracks, while surface sealing 
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is recommended for site cracks, which are minor non-structural cracks. Traditional cures such as FRPs and self-healing 

concrete are long-lasting strategies, but their utilization is hindered by high costs and lack of application to structures. 

TABLE III. COMPARISON OF REPAIR TECHNIQUES 

Technique Application Advantages Limitations 

Epoxy Injection Structural cracks High strength, durable Expensive, requires expertise 

Surface Sealing Non-structural cracks Cost-effective, simple Temporary, not structural 

Grouting Large cracks in massive structures Stabilizes under pressure Requires precise execution 

FRPs Structural retrofitting Lightweight, corrosion-resistant High cost, specialized installation 

Self-Healing Concrete Autonomous crack repair Long-term, reduces maintenance Experimental, high initial cost 

Polyurethane Injection Wet environments Flexible, moisture-resistant Limited structural benefits 

 

4.4. extrapolation of Contemporary Innovative Practice and identification of Emerging Patterns 

Crack repair using the nanotechnology: Crack repair is being done with nanotechnology with the aim of improving the 

properties of concrete material. For instance, nano-silica and graphene oxide are employed to enhance the repair material 

bond strength so as to enhance durability as well as resist harsh climatic conditions [46]. They also cut down the amount 

of shrinkage that can lead to cracks, a major problem with most construction materials. 

3D Printing for Crack Repair :Technological advancements in three dimensional printing processes are currently 

presenting a new way of handling crack repair in large structures or structures that are structurally complex. 3D printers 

can be used with repair materials that have been specially developed for the task, a process which enables uniform 

application of material where it is needed and minimizes extraneous use of materials necessary for repair [47]. Although 

the use of such approach is still rather limited, it has a high potential for future employments. 

 
Fig. 7. 3D Printing for Crack Repair. 

4.5. Challenges in Crack Repair 

Despite advancements, several challenges remain in implementing repair techniques: 

1. Cost and Accessibility: Technologies such as FRPs and self-healing concrete are expensive, they are not 

effectively utilized in small-scale structures. 

2. Compatibility with Existing Structures: Certain repair materials also do not adhere well to the older concrete to 

enhanced serviceability of structures [48]. 

3. Lack of Skilled Workforce: Most of the modern techniques need expertise and skilled workforce, which to a large 

extent are scarce in the developing world [49]. 

4. Environmental Impact: There are also more conventional fabrics of repairs like grouting whereby materials with 

higher carbon footprint are useful and hence calls for more sustainable fixings [50]. 

4.6. Future Directions 

Therefore, the direction in concrete crack repair depends on the use of superior quality materials, smart structures, and 
ecological procedures. Cost effective self-healing materials, increasing the size of fibers for FRPs and using machine 
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learning to monitor cracked structures will greatly increase the efficacy of crack repair. Further research should cover the 

development of sustainable repair solutions UP TO environmental standards. 

5. DISCUSSION  

This research has pointed out on the complex realities of concrete cracking and the need to accommodate all angles when 

evaluating and repairing the problems. Some of the most common techniques being used today are the simple crack 

inspection with a naked eye, and epoxy injection despite their drawbacks they are cost effective and easy to perform 

especially when dealing with shallow and plain cracks. Recent innovations have done wonders in the methods of crack 

assessment like using Non-destructive Testing NDT methods which are ultrasonic pulse velocity (UPV) to ground 

penetrating radar (GPR). With the same way, new repairing technologies, including FRPs and self-healing concrete, enable 

structure durability and low maintenance needs, despite coming with large issues of cost and deployment. The additional 

incorporation of future advanced technologies including AI and IoT systems even increases the possibility for intelligent 

and early detection and management of cracks. However, challenges such as expensive of innovative tools, requirement of 

expert personnel in handling complex equipment, and some of the materials used in repairing equipment which have 

negative effects on the environment are still some of the major challenges today. To fill these gaps in the research, future 

studies need to design technologies that are efficient, inexpensive, environmentally friendly, and ease of use to be 

implemented in both small and large-scale projects. Attacking and resolving these issues will contribute greatly to the 

construction industry becoming more resilient and sustainable tomorrow, utilizing numerous advanced technology 

solutions to solve one of the industry’s most pressing problems. 

6. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK  

Cracking of concrete present a challenging problem in construction practice despite the increased research and 

implementation of new technologies in the construction industry; it acts as a potential threat with respect to optimal 

performance and reliability of the structural system as well as solution sustainability and economic benefits. This research 

has reviewed various causes including the material related causes such as shrinkage and creep, environmental causes such 

as freeze thaw cycle and structural loads. It has also examined superficial and detailed examination criteria, original and 

state-of-art assessment technologies including visual inspection, ultrasonic and magnetic particle testing, and superior 

repair approaches including self-healing concrete and FRPs. In this work, a brief analysis of modern crack detection and 
repair solutions has shown that they provide a number of advantages over traditional methods. Further studies should be 

directed to new and cheap and environmentally friendly material, making use of AI/IoT for permanent supervision, as well 

as large-scale and long-term investigation of the performance of the advanced methods in various environments. None the 

less filling these gaps will help the construction industry to implement better practices in construction concrete structures 

that are resilient, sustainable and are likely to support future generations. 

 

Conflicts Of Interest 

None 

Acknowledgment  

None. 

References 

[1] P. K. Mehta and P. J. M. Monteiro, Concrete: Microstructure, Properties, and Materials. McGraw Hill, 2021. 

[2] A. M. Neville, Properties of Concrete. Pearson Education, 2019. 

[3] ACI Committee 224, Control of Cracking in Concrete Structures. American Concrete Institute, 2020. 

[4] C. S. Rao and K. Narayan, "Nondestructive Testing Techniques for Concrete Structures," Journal of Structural 

Engineering, vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 110–122, 2020. 

[5] V. Patil, P. Singh, and A. Sharma, "Advances in Concrete Repair Technologies," Construction and Building Materials, 

vol. 22, no. 7, pp. 763–780, 2019. 

[6] K. M. A. Hossain and M. R. Karim, "Self-Healing Concrete: Current Status and Future Perspectives," Journal of 

Materials in Civil Engineering, vol. 32, no. 4, pp. 04020027, 2020. 

[7] W. Zhu and Z. Li, "Effect of Nano-Silica on the Mechanical Properties and Durability of Concrete: A Review," 

Construction and Building Materials, vol. 266, pp. 120906, 2021. 

[8] J. Wang and N. De Belie, "Self-Healing Concrete: A Review of Recent Research Developments and Existing Gaps," 

Journal of Advanced Concrete Technology, vol. 18, no. 5, pp. 151–166, 2020. 
[9] P. Zhang and Q. Li, "Effect of Polypropylene Fiber on Durability of Concrete Composite Containing Fly Ash and 



 

 

75 Saleh et al., Mesopotamian Journal of Civil Engineering Vol.2023, 65–76 

Silica Fume," Composites Part B: Engineering, vol. 176, pp. 107329, 2019. 

[10] S. Ghosh and B. B. Das, "Assessment of Cracking in Concrete Structures Using Digital Image Correlation 

Technique," Journal of Civil Structural Health Monitoring, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 411–424, 2020. 

[11] V. C. Li and E. Herbert, "Robust Self-Healing Concrete for Sustainable Infrastructure," Journal of Advanced Concrete 

Technology, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 1–15, 2021. 

[12] D. Snoeck and N. De Belie, "From Straw in Bricks to Modern Use of Microfibers in Cementitious Composites for 

Improved Crack Control: A Review," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 211, pp. 575–593, 2019. 

[13] S. Xu and W. Yao, "Crack Self-Healing Capacity of Engineered Cementitious Composites under Different 
Environmental Exposure," Cement and Concrete Composites, vol. 114, pp. 103734, 2020. 

[14] H. Huang and G. Ye, "Numerical Simulation of Autogenous Shrinkage Induced Cracking in Cementitious Materials," 

Cement and Concrete Research, vol. 120, pp. 227–237, 2019. 

[15] Y. Y. Kim and H. K. Lee, "Evaluation of Crack Width in Reinforced Concrete Members Using Digital Image 

Processing," Materials, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 345, 2021. 

[16] M. Sahmaran and I. O. Yaman, "Hybrid Fiber Reinforced Cementitious Composites: A Review of Mechanical 

Properties and Durability," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 265, pp. 120357, 2020. 

[17] R. Wang and M. Zhang, "Influence of Nano-Silica on Mechanical Properties and Durability of Recycled Aggregate 

Concrete," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 228, pp. 116783, 2019. 

[18] M. Alnaggar and S. El-Tawil, "Multiscale Modeling of Concrete Cracking: A Review," Journal of Engineering 

Mechanics, vol. 146, no. 2, pp. 03119001, 2020. 

[19] J. Zhou and S. Qian, "Effect of Crack Width on Carbonation in Concrete with and without Self-Healing Agent," 

Cement and Concrete Research, vol. 115, pp. 157–168, 2019. 

[20] D. Zhang and Q. Li, "Crack Detection in Concrete Structures Using Deep Learning-Based Computer Vision," 

Automation in Construction, vol. 125, pp. 103558, 2021. 

[21] Y. Gao and J. Zhang, "Effect of Basalt Fiber on Mechanical Properties and Fracture Behavior of Concrete," 

Construction and Building Materials, vol. 240, p. 117879, 2020. 
[22] W. Li and J. Xu, "Mechanical Properties and Durability of Concrete with Nano-Silica and Recycled Aggregate," 

Construction and Building Materials, vol. 205, pp. 565–573, 2019. 

[23] Y. Zhang and H. Li, "Crack Width Prediction in Reinforced Concrete Beams Using Machine Learning Techniques," 

Journal of Performance of Constructed Facilities, vol. 34, no. 4, p. 04020065, 2020. 

[24] X. Chen and S. Wu, "Effect of Graphene Oxide on Mechanical Properties and Durability of Concrete: A Review," 

Construction and Building Materials, vol. 273, p. 121763, 2021. 

[25] X. Wang and Z. Li, "Self-Healing Performance of Concrete with Microencapsulated Healing Agents," Construction 

and Building Materials, vol. 212, pp. 362–373, 2019. 

[26] Y. Zhao and W. Sun, "Crack Detection and Classification in Concrete Structures Using Deep Learning," Journal of 

Computing in Civil Engineering, vol. 34, no. 6, p. 04020061, 2020. 

[27] J. Liu and Y. Zhang, "Effect of Steel Fiber on Mechanical Properties and Crack Resistance of High-Strength 

Concrete," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 272, p. 121639, 2021. 

[28] C. Shi and Z. Wu, "A Review on Ultra-High-Performance Concrete: Part II. Hydration, Microstructure and 

Properties," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 112, pp. 1017–1033, 2019. 

[29] P. Zhang and Q. Li, "Effect of Polypropylene Fiber on Durability of Concrete Composite Containing Fly Ash and 

Silica Fume," Composites Part B: Engineering, vol. 176, p. 107329, 2020. 

[30] S. Ghosh and B. B. Das, "Assessment of Cracking in Concrete Structures Using Digital Image Correlation 
Technique," Journal of Civil Structural Health Monitoring, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 411–424, 2020. 

[31] V. C. Li and E. Herbert, "Robust Self-Healing Concrete for Sustainable Infrastructure," Journal of Advanced Concrete 

Technology, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 1–15, 2020. 

[32] D. Snoeck and N. De Belie, "Microfibers in Cementitious Composites for Improved Crack Control: A Comprehensive 

Review," Construction and Building Materials, vol. 211, pp. 575–593, 2019. 

[33] S. Xu and W. Yao, "Crack Self-Healing Capacity of Engineered Cementitious Composites under Different 

Environmental Exposure," Cement and Concrete Composites, vol. 114, p. 103734, 2020. 

[34] H. Huang and G. Ye, "Numerical Simulation of Autogenous Shrinkage Induced Cracking in Cementitious Materials," 

Cement and Concrete Research, vol. 120, pp. 227–237, 2021. 

[35] Y. Y. Kim and H. K. Lee, "Evaluation of Crack Width in Reinforced Concrete Members Using Digital Image 

Processing," Materials, vol. 14, no. 2, p. 345, 2021. 

[36] R. Galli et al., "Performance of Self-Healing Concrete in Aggressive Environments," Materials and Structures, vol. 

53, no. 4, pp. 1–12, 2020. 

[37] P. Kumar and R. Singh, "Advances in 3D Printing Technologies for Concrete Repair," Automation in Construction, 



 

 

76 Saleh et al., Mesopotamian Journal of Civil Engineering Vol.2023, 65–76 

vol. 118, p. 103211, 2021. 

[38] M. Ali and R. A. Tarefder, "Sustainability Aspects of Fiber-Reinforced Concrete," Construction and Building 

Materials, vol. 244, p. 118304, 2020. 

[39] G. Fischer and T. Mutlu, "Long-Term Durability of Repair Materials for Structural Concrete," Journal of Advanced 

Concrete Technology, vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 110–124, 2021. 

[40] L. Lopez and P. Rossi, "High-Performance Concretes: Applications in Extreme Conditions," Concrete International, 

vol. 41, no. 6, pp. 27–35, 2019. 

[41] M. Zhao and C. Liu, "Machine Learning for Predicting Crack Patterns in Concrete Slabs," Journal of Materials in 
Civil Engineering, vol. 33, no. 4, p. 0402045, 2021. 

[42] M. Russo and S. Manzi, "Use of Recycled Aggregates in Concrete Repair Materials," Resources, Conservation and 

Recycling, vol. 159, p. 104847, 2020. 

[43] J. Thomas and J. H. Park, "Performance Assessment of Advanced Grouting Materials for Crack Sealing," Journal of 

Construction Engineering and Management, vol. 145, no. 12, p. 04019135, 2019. 

[44] K. Harish and A. K. Singh, "Experimental Analysis of Nanomaterials for Enhanced Crack Resistance," Materials 

Today: Proceedings, vol. 44, pp. 380–390, 2021. 

[45] B. Kiani and Y. Zhang, "Microstructural Insights into Crack Healing Mechanisms in Concrete," Cement and Concrete 

Research, vol. 134, p. 106077, 2020. 

[46] R. Gupta and V. Jain, "Digital Twin Technology for Real-Time Crack Monitoring," Automation in Construction, vol. 

126, p. 103660, 2021. 

[47] L. Oliveira and J. Silva, "Green Concrete Repair Solutions for Sustainable Development," Journal of Cleaner 

Production, vol. 272, p. 122629, 2020. 

[48] J. Cho and S. H. Park, "Application of Fiber-Reinforced Polymers in Seismic Zones," Composite Structures, vol. 229, 

p. 111446, 2019. 

[49] P. Singh and R. Verma, "Advanced Testing Techniques for Crack Propagation in Concrete," Journal of Testing and 

Evaluation, vol. 49, no. 2, pp. 1120–1135, 2021. 
[50] N. Banthia and R. Gupta, "Effect of Climate on Crack Healing in Smart Concrete," Materials Today Communications, 

vol. 25, p. 101387, 2020. 

 
 


