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Durability Evaluation of Resilient Covering Floor

Takuya Mizukami Kazuo Fukuda

Haruka Ogawa Hitofusa Mitani
Abstract

In recent years, there has been an increase in application of resilient covering floor finished with vinyl
floor sheet having dynamic load capacity of operation table device and the like. However, despite taking such a
measure, separation and swell of covering floor may occur. In this study, we intend to arrange and perceive
factors related to these defects. We considered the influence of various floor substrates that were obtained from
construction sites, dispersion in construction depending on workers pasted vinyl floor sheet, and dynamic load
capacity on operation environment. As a result, the following conclusions were drawn: 1) There are cases in
which the floor substrate depends on the durability of covering floor. 2) Pasting adhesives to the back of vinyl
floor sheet has had a significant impact on durability of covering floor. 3) Lifespan of covering floor is related
to ground pressure of caster.
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