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Fundamental Study on analysis of the Bonding Effect on Asphalt Pavement
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EAEZ A AREHE O $8 2 AYPEL Vel o2 Q8 e AYHE shFe) wsirh 248
of XA A Aol Wiyt AR
HA o2t E TAFRA U9 ol=BESZI HYJF BHFE/ST 2L Ayt EA AloldAe BAE
A fully bonded#}e 714 stoll =2 EFEAE Aot Ty WEHE AT ElA oA LA

AP Fe ol Q3 fully bonded E AAIFol #dol WA3le 2719 T AP U2 G4 1
oAl o} melx ETAZel HFAQ interface frictiond] ZEWL APl B}l AAHolm FaF o}
2PE IFTFRAY AFE FHESE Ao WAF dAo|n B AFME AAHA dixdHe s X3
A& AAEHS interfacez7 o] W3l wel A LA 8 E WHEL v, FEAH ENE
23l interface &0 W& A9 £HE & L HRsY interface®] FF Fo] WaAg Atsigu).
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ERXFTEAE ANste PHE AAE <& AT FAHHHD B Aen, FAHANE o &
F dEAHA PRoEE F2 AEAQYE 7122 s Aol 8ed o b fFaasdde
A% WRez o, x¥, sHAe dFol AHEFolvG FAEFolUe wet olABEXZFEZ I
BHAE, FHASE AAE7] AT ANYH oz FEAHHAAA, 2002).

E 1 dEAQ gdFddsf4 T2 138 (Monismith, 1992)

o]l & HA M Z< ZAS 2= W=t
CHEV 5 bond Chevron
ELSYM5 10 bond University of California at Berkeley
VESYS 5 bond FHWA-US DOT
CHEVIT 5 bond U.S. Army
BISAR 10 bond / unbond Shell
PDMAP 5 bond / unbond NCHRP
KENLAYER 19 bond / unbond University of Kentucky
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ol2BEX Ao TF AZ USTREYE M= A" MAYPY M a3 MHAEE 4 F AL
7t 244 A (fully bonded)® RO Z 7HEETE Aolth o)8d NAL I Ao =d P} AN HAS
raEAl slETheE Aol Ydrk dF RAEL 1(bond) O(unbond)e]l A A4 (bonding coefficient)& A}
43l AAEe AuE ndydc auyd FAAZY JHE SHE & de ZEES AUl gl 9
o A3 A dHste RHol 4A &k wets AAZ WY FHE FEs) mdysts Aol £
AA AFE oldst=d F83 Algo]tHRomanoschi and Metcalf, 2001). ¥ 12 ¥ t2ad=Za
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2.1 Interfaceol] ¥ 3S n|x|

712 A3A#}E 4R, Uzan(1976)2 interfaceE &5 @ o] L3l FIF7AE 2= 202 A
oslgct A YduiH oz o AHLEXFANME rough interface®, A|WEZ A E EFo|A = smooth
interface2 7}8 8t AAsI o}, HAA FFBH 2EH F Aloldle AME & A7|9 vhEe] E X
sl Aoz oelx i, interfaced] PIFL Fi= HWLIRE AGSEH-EAZTHY 7E7E U=
interface reaction modulus(K), W97 % (Smax), 21 A Feo] nl@dA 5 T2 A Aot

SaAtFe] g d&lA EAAC sFol MEH I, o FFS T HEWo A WgoE AL
stz PYgo s ALdE 3T TsIAol g £HIFTE olFste AT Elojojd osiA EF
of Mgl HA £YsFE AFFo] MAsUA Eloloje} xFo FWOAM TAEE wAHS ondr)
gy, $£385F Gl Ui Aol TUEL Yo E BTSN, TFERNAN FBsF AVE AH
slale AF7E vF skl Cardoso et al. (1995)% 4582 (Sgo Paulo)e) & ER S5km -3rell diafiA v}
43 ZHE QA goloje ¥ A HFE vl AISF p=0488 AUt
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Interface®] Adlo] me} EFAA e HFol AJFA Wst=rlE E48t7] 98 dFedL=2ad5% {3
[234 T2 AL o] &3l bond9t unbond FEjclA e XA AEE EMI[T. £ AFoANE G5
BHIZegfogE ¥ JolA B Tz F KENLAYERS, #dsssiMzs a3 48 f3atsy
Z28 ABAQUSE Ztzt A3ttt KENLAYEROA & interfaceZ bond®} unbonde] ¥ 7IX2 34
3, ABAQUSIA ¥ bond AEIE 9|3l tiedst F 2 Alo]9) vt@A|$E A}438H unbondE Yol
=3

2 WEIGH
=
° AC = By A
&2
- s 45 60
N z 30 40 -
(cm)
&} 15 20 -
} 70000 5000 3000
WAL L
(gt /om?) = 40000 3000 1500
cm 3} 10000 1000 500
Fopgu] 0.30 0.35 0.40
9= (kgf/cm?) 0.00235 0.00230 0.00191
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a9 1. siHgE 32 SFERE
sEEozE U HEWR F A3 UL }2BESS T 45 cm, HEIIBANIE ED)
o] 60 cm, =Ato] ® —‘%?_ gk 35 F2E AgsEch B8 3% i8S H3 57 ofABEZ @AAFE
70000 kgf/em®, ¥ 27159 @AASFE 5000 kgf/cm’, 4o SAAFE 3000 kat/em®2 AR SAT Fold

= olxTESE 030, _1;1__7.37]%—% 035, =4 04002 Hslglow, dAFHE & Fo distd 2
0.00235 kgf/cm®, 0.00230 kgf/cm®, 0.00191 kgf/em®Z 1A sATHE 24, 1998). FA A0} AlgsE mae
a3y 29 ol AFeFwte] #FABste H$E  axis-symmetric2® Zd-g FA3e KENLAYER®
ABAQUSE ol g3tlen, 3350 48l 3 9-1= ABAQUSE o| &3ty 3x4d =d& FASYCh A
£38 Ede B A7 o8 2xE NEIATFUNEFTS 9, 2001 HEA 9, 2003 HEA 9, 2003014 A
Zd 2998 ALt 2AA sleiAE 528 axis-symmetric RAAME AdASFE Fe WA
15 cm, A% 58 ke/ee] 9B FEE}ToE JHEsHer, 344 EdolM = axis-symmetric 229 €
i d 5dT AAAHzn ArjE 2EF s, A WA 30x40 cm, BAY 342 ke/ene] AT
Cardoso et al. (1995)¢] @5 AP} FAFE p=048< A}-&3to] 1.71 ke/end] +H3F o2 7FAsIA

3. FxsA Ha
3.1 gHstFo| &8st S

Aggt @iz B4 wis] ABAQUSSE KENLAYERE ol &3l 384 & AAS AxdE a2y 2 ~
3@ 4o YERATE 1Y 22 interface® bond9t unbond(ABAQUSHIM &= p=05) Ael2 ¥ 299 E4x
o WAE Zold AL veldh Bondel A9 FF ZRolAMe AL ABAQUS, KENLAYER> 22}
79.8, 77.7um& JEFE o0, Unbond?l 7% ABAQUS, KENLAYERE 867, 87.2:m= Bond¢l 7-$-9F u]ws}
o HAd 109%9] 2ol& HYS & F ANTh

29 3% 33 4% interfaces) FHlo] WE ol¥ APUFEI ANWUFEL ey oz T
e BrhE AN AR E 3% 2ol Hul 6u) AL TS Aol® AL BHUTH
N, = 0.0796(e,) ~*#(E,) ~0-5% )
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N, = 1.365x10 (e )47
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120 mKENLAYER(BOND)
® ABAQUS(FR=0.5)
140 A KENLAYER(UNBOND)
O 2. AAS dHe g& old AP
AXNHYE HEHYE
-1.4E-04 -1.0E-04 -6.0E~-05 -2.0E-05 2.0E-05 -1.4E-04 -1.0E-04 -6.0E-05 -2.0E-05 2.0E-05
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100 e 160 om
2 * ABAQUS(BOND]) 120 -
140 = ABAQUS(FR=2.0) 140 & KENLAYER{(UNBOND)
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FERET davds
-6.E-05 -3.E-05 O0.E+00 B3.E-05 6.E-05 -6.E-05 -3.E-05 0.E+00 3.E-05 6.E-05
0 A R : 0 L mamn
20 20
4
~ 40 ~ 40 ?#0——‘
£ ol J § ®.
S a0 ~ °
= 60 42 Z 60 >
~ 4 o -
80 4 80 -
» »
100 & 100 -
120 * ABAQUS(BOND) 120 f—————
« ABAQUS (FR=0.5) m KENLAYER(BOND)
140 = ABAQUS(FR=2.0) 140 # KENLAYER(UNBOND)
(a) FEsssy (b) 234

3% 4. ZAS FHe we od AWYE

E3 2239 84 due] de FE5

2oy s}3) 88 Bond(dl) Unbond(tH)
o 9 9
adasn ¥ 2 3} 7 2.613x10 1.375x10
o 7.040x10" 2.294x10"
o} 5 9
GagH o] 2 53 2.474x10 5.366x10°
24 73 1.259x10™ 2.966x10"

At ‘i‘l-\)r Aol gl ABAQUSE °l&3ste FA 4SS HAEE 25, interface W 2EE bond
Aejol sR3HE tiedst unbond “FEfel thElA AL skt unbond FElE WHAAIS st 20, 10,
0.7, 05 7é-r°ﬂ A S sigon, 1 A2AE 2¢ 500 YA

X7 FENAe HFHL bond?! A$7F FE &AL @19 1012 mE BR o, vpaAAS ) 0520 H$7t
718 & A 1057 mE Heoly bondQ H9 ¥lwEe oF 4 me] AolE W FHeolrl GEE & & AU
O} AFREZEN Y AAYIHEF 3] 4HUFES X 30 Yz, ol F 2] (D 2] (2§ <183
o FTEH BEHE AAEHEY. T84 BA AT, interfaced] o ) bond°‘ 79 3.83x10% o1, n
=059 A$-= 2481><108 =, bond-—] 7ZAgol wd F B % A= 7,;*% 1%*“ Honm 3647x10° uf

¥ 3. interface 20 W& WY EH TL&5H

tied p=2.0 p=1.0 p=0.7 p=05

AAANYE 3.17E-05 322E-05 | 3.45E-05 3.55E-05 362E-05
AHAYE 2.26E-05 2.33E-05 2.56E-05 2.65E-05 2.71E-05
9213 3.830x10° 3.647x10° 2.904x10° 2.655x10° 2.481x10°
ENCR 8.548x10" 7.529x10" 4.946x10" 4.245x10" 3.798x10"
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(b) Zold AFHYE (c) Kol VY&
a9 5 ZAFY e g fatEd A
4. B2 W FHFAP

2 AFodEs A48 dEaHo sl interfaced) =& Wkl A TAEE §
adla HRPE vlwaln, FE€4 BME S interface 7o wWE TP gL o= 2 oy
interface®] 9&& 4ty R gk}

2 A3E 53519 d& AL ggn 2ok

1. Interface® bond$¢} unbond(ABAQUSOIA: fr=05) HEI2 & A9 T3 243 Zojd AL
A8 A3 bondS) AS £ ZHo A9 YL ABAQUS, KENLAYERZF 2+2t 798, 77.7 m=
g%t o], unbondq) 7 9- 867, 87.2 /m= bond{! 7399} vl A 109 %9 Aolg HIAS & F
AUTE

2. AAstFqr 288 A9, interfaced] AEjo] wWE zeojd AAWMPES AFNAHES T TEAH Y
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& AAE A3}, ABAQUSS A$ E3347)% bond9 unbondol A Z}z} 2.613x10° , 1.375x10° ©j&
oF ouje] FELHS E%‘% oF 4 AU =3 KENLAYERS 7§ z+zh 2.474x10°, 5.366x10°0) 9]

Batgol ZA8e A9, interfaced) Aelo] e Zold APAYEI ANYEL o T4 ¥
r+, interface?] Z#e] wWal bond9l 7% 3.83x10° dlolm, p=0591 A$L= 2481x10° W=
bond®] Aol Bls] ¢ 35 % AE, 3647<10° o] FE717E B 1=202 Agoles o 32 % AxE FEA
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