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of Compressive Strength of Concrete

AFE7Y o] F A2 233
Kim, Doo Kie Lee, Jong-Jae Chang, Seong Kyu

ABSTRACT

The compressive strength of concrete is commonly used criterion in producing concrete. However, the
tests on the compressive strength are complicated and time-consuming. More importantly, it is too late
to make improvement even if the test result does not satisfy the required strength, since the test is
usually performed at the 28th day after the placement of concrete at the construction site. Therefore,
accurate and realistic strength estimation before the placement of concrete is being highly required. In
this study, the estimation of the compressive strength of concrete was performed by probabilistic neural
network (PNN) on the basis of concrete mix proportions. The estimation performance of PNN was
improved by considering the correlation between input data and targeted output value. Adaptive
probabilistic neural network (APNN) was proposed to automatically calculate the smoothing parameter in
the conventional PNN by using the scheme of dynamic decay adjustment algorithm. The conventional
PNN and APNN were applied to predict the compressive strength of concrete using actual test data of a
concrete company. APNN showed better results than the conventional PNN in predicting the compressive
strength of concrete.
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FAE7) PE 429 BAS ARFoR OE 5 Uk FHol At A4 A4UNYSL AHEF & A
& ol43td ZaPEY YFPEE FANE A, U959 IAS R AT 5 Yoy A ¥4
Aol oz vehbd g, FANEE o] g3t AALE F5ATEH Ao] Pol A wyo] JghrAey]
o ST AAFL FASEY FAAES Ay ol4stnz, ARG AFAIE FHHo) WasA @
o} djAAZte} HRY HA Fen, HANEAE FEHQ B¥goz yehdrh: Ao AP gz, g8
A% 7HoNE 24 ZH29 HEREES ZAHNAT AYTS(kemel function)] HE8HA4(smoothing
parameter) o @ 7go] Ba @ wo] gtk :

B QAPNE 23IYE wPuE slxese TANE GSAEE 427 98 FI4D 718 ANSY
o igREY FEAES 4BASE YT JUARY BLo2 FENFWY AL AMsna Qo
dynamic decay adjustment ¢1e)3%9) Y& o)) BEARD oM FBEASE F5Ho A}
£ Ag7 #5749 adaptive probabilistic neural network) 7132 A¢atgtt 2AHE &AL NYARE
ggso] Atd e FEAS AZa o0, A4 NYAHs} vRE FPHAnk,

2. ¥ AR (Adaptive Probabilistic Neural Networl)

2.4 YDMAY (Probebilistic Neural Natworl)

FENF T pAF A A (multivariate analysis) Y Fol sl a2 BA(cass analysis)2E N7
AAEL d4oz Ple H5E 2ARE 39, 23 PAY AFES ol43ld NA AHE Aol FAMA
(similarity)8] BEE A2 3o ofd AF7L ¥ F2d &3jeAg Wi EFAT

T8 EFEe Wy 2BYoz §Y 259 oA 71 Y (expected risk)E 4848 Aojdh o#
WY Bl "Bayesian ZAE"] U, o) WPE 5 FH2E TP BAG 4 4 9u

671 282 A9t BF Ul 6, 3L gpalm AREA A7t pd HE X' = (X - X X2 JERS
258 AH3lY 0= 0,97 6 = 05948 ZASE Bayesian $E 44 e 923 gl

d(X) = 0, if hylyfo(X) > hplpfp(X) 4 la)
d(X) = 05 if byl f(X) < hylgfaX0) (4 1b)

A7IH f4(X) s fe(X) e 22 292 A Bol ug $8Usdsoln, Lig [ 27 328 247 B
o £4A%0 9o} 957 9 AT AAolad EUAFE 0ok R, by 0= 0,7} 2 AAY S
3, hg=(1—hy)E 0 =0p7t & ARG FoIT}
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Parzen& Y259 BFUTFSTY fo] ddolatd, oA e AX AxHSz Aodds AL nag™ay 1

gAY Qude Tz 19 29 2o} AWESNE Fex ke AR FATE g GEUEHS
fEE el A @ o] ANET. ,
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ddelol dig HgAgolth TN E 4 FANEER AdY FELUEFSA ISAE F3o EP2
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Ue Fe ASAES B0 (wf = 1/my). IHHA FEAZF NHANE A Q9 FEAEHE AN AR
e JEAF ofdl datd Y AL JAE JEHAF(0)E AHgST Fe 08 ALY B, 2 ER
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2.2 H2% 8HE21ZY (Adaptive Probabilistic Neural Network)

e EFE 99 Bayesian 2HE% Z+ 2929 BERXE ZAH/I9T Parzen window e 2Ho2
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ASE AFH o2 ANt A-23 8§57 Hadaptive probabilistic neural network) 7182 A ¢Hatet.
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— T x — ik

AA, fH(X) e BEASTFH, ke Fd2, jt FA4Y, Xt ddolgelL, pt 9349 A, #e
FA4Y, onE BBASE Ueln, Cie kds F23 otk
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3.1 gE4HYS ot FHAE 7Y
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(Smp)N P& E2ES 487 Aol FHAAEL, FAA FFAEL BEF 8Y FYs22, FAHERAA
Ay AFAEE dFe7)E e ogt & =RdANE F2YE AFBEE 433 AF FENEYLS
Agsgdh. 84 %e FAAYE 7S A8 A A £IT S AYARE A3, 47 9
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YRS TS 0% W4EL ¥ 26 B &¥UX B-AWE ¥ AEA, 99 £F 9y AHE F T
2 24, 99 F& A, EdAolh. 281, YRR AHEE ZE HLES #5% JMEAE 3] 984 01
7} 09 Abo] gtoz AF3} dATh E3 100 400kgf/cm?7HA 10 kgf/em?*d F7lels ZaHE GE7ES 314
9 2Y2z 2zt AUt B =RME 4 Fd4 ¥2 5 8, 10,12, 15, 18 2 2icm £3E 3 74 Fol
A ez 5ie FHgHez ASdtn, UlE g2EddHos B850 FRAEY F & 157, HAEY
18 6271 0]t}

2adE JEATE WFAA 59 o8 AAE gstd FFS 21 o]F FHHoT mysh= AL 4
A Fovz FENFYHY 2L AZEHRH /o] TAYE YFAE dFd di ELH%Y =G A
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Bl  YAAEE F4oE Ao 49 4 E 9L I & dFd&E gEHAEY e
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239 AF}E Yeht) BFAFT2LAE AuEd o Yt FENA G % Aznd F4Y 452
FHE Hola Y&s ¢ F Utk ¥ 3AME A FEANATE 5% ASAE F4Y 95 Jehisich
33 AgBRuRHS

B Ao 4AATE med 9yl 84S 43 FEAALE ol4std «&d EAE ¢
EE A4 a3y AEFAE AgZFe vasdo FIYUE ¢4EAY dIde TAA {38, FAA 2
7), ¥AZA D strain rate o o8 9T werh £, XEAS AdEY 77, EA, A AR, EF),
i agn vt 55 EZAIE ¢EAL E 9% nAE Q4o B TN vagdes & F3YE
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BEo)F 47159 FAA (9100 X 200mm) E o] &3t AY AW Zte) FARE et 447, 34,
73207 A AT 4EFE ARe 2899 AVldA KSF2406%F ASTM C39-93a8l 23L& uwtgA FaH9le
B Ao} A ¥ 49 e vk o)

I 7oA AgAGs AB4E e AN FEA4TH HeH FEANEYE ol 83td T3 J5F
#2 @t Jehidd 233 FEANFYY FHHEL 31 oA A 1579 FAHE S AgEgen,
H2E He 3249 ZAE FAZT 180, 210, 240 kef/em?d] wif{AEE L3l FAsIAY. QubE &
ENZTE ol fdkE Hole Y2 A o9 27 wel a3 79 Jelduie 2 FEH FEIE dS
F AAAT, A BENATL 4 (4 59 3 AFHoZ AUF AL ok o 9F H2AEHY BE F
Ao FERIE Jehio &5 £¥9 2= HoA g 12 Avssle vualidd

54§

B A7oME ZAE uPHE )22 do 2IIE YZPEE d2sy) A% 82X IS AR
o 7129 Quty9 FEAATY JPAnde FRASLE neste] YANEE AT FEAR Y taA w)
7 AE 393, dgARSe] 4BAF 2 dyanmic decay adjustment ZTAZY AL £se T8 ob 2
FHY HLH FENADE ARG ZAYE YERE FAL £YYT. TIAE JZAE NYEIE B8
s HeH FEAARY o2 AL AZAGeH AA NyANY v FYsg

gutFel BEARY 7L BEF vndT A, AR} GEAEY ABASE Fihe] FBAo) 2 IY
AEE G Ao TAUE YEREY 42 AWE A FANNS FAsYon, of 2 o83 HeH 7
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B1. 23YE Mz 24t

Properties of material Experiment data from Company A

Cement 3.14

Specific Natural sand (s1) 2.59
gravity Crushed sand (s2) 2.51
Coarse aggregate 2.64

Fi Natural sand (s1) 3.30
modulus Crushed sand (s2) 225
Coarse aggregate 6.53

Admixtures Air-entraining admixtures AE water-reducing (Standard)

¥ 2 sodd A Zdlaz2 AZE w4 A9 of

< - Water Fine o Unit | ,Um't‘ﬁne aggre! :it*e Unit ]
ss%eg\g?d Siump ceré;e’gt aggre%ate Uggnt:éf' ce’r:'ftent M orre é’ oy a;;;’g:te Adrg/:olx‘t.ure
(kgtiom?) | (€M) | rado™ jpercentage| (o) | €O °J;$.r atural | Crus content | (¥
{%Y {kgfim’y** | sand (1) | sand (s2) (kaf/m’)

100 8 84.9 50.4 181 213 1 372 | 558 | 94 0.62
120 10 76.9 49.2 183 238 358 538 951 0.72
140 12 69.9 48.2 185 266, 346 | 618 954 0.80
140 21 69.9 50.0 204 293 | 344 517 885 0.88
160 10 64.2 46,6 179 279 . 335 503 987 D84
160 15 64.2 478 190 296 ] 834 | 802 | 945 0.89
180 5 594 447 167 281. . 376 490 1038 |- 0.84
80* 10 58.3 487 | 178 300" 1" 325 1 489 | 9% 0.90
180 18 59,4 47.3 195 328 | 325 487 | 930 | D098
Mot 8 534 1 441 17 321 '} 314 .1 412 1024 0.9
210 18 535 46.1 193 | 311 313 469 938 1.08
240 8 | 485 43.1 170 350 304 456 1030 1.05
248 1 10 484 438 476 1 360 303 455 1 1012 08
270 10 44.2 427 173 391 294 441 1014 117
270 18 44,3 443 190 429 1. 292 |- 438 942 - 1,29
300 10 40.9 42 172 421 - 286 428 1013 1.26
300 15 40,9 43 183 447. 1 284 426 966 1.34
350 10 357 40.9 171 479 .. | 271 | 406 1005 | 1.44
350 - 18 35.7 425 187 524 .1 268 - 402 931 1,57
380 .1 18 334 421 187 557 - 261 392 922 1.67
400 15 32.1 41,2 180 561 258 387 | 945 .1.68
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* 338N AYATse] MAE Y H2E doz #4849 A8
= JRA5E Lty FEA7YY Fudoz €44 A=

E 3. 38X HBNF Y S vittdA xR £HAY

Specified Siump | Water- ag;&;te vgt‘gr w%’;tm %ﬁtﬁeﬁ&gggffg - cgar:'ge Admixtu
Suendlp | “cm) | %Mt |percentage| content | content | Natural | Crushed | 233redate | oy
(kgtlem ratio™ Py | (gfim’) |(kgtim)* | sand (s1)|sand (s2)| Gentian)
100 10 85 50.8 185 218 a2 550 926 0.65
T30 8 | 733} 4.1 178 | 243 | 382 528 977 0.72
160 8 | 642 | 4.3 175 213 | 335 503 1001 0.82
180* 110 ] 59.8°) 457 178 300 328 489 096 0.90 ,
200 -] 10 | 55.3 4“8 | 7 319 318 477 1 1004 0.98
20 1.8 | 534 1 M1 72 | a2 | 34 | 4 1024 0.96
220 10 | 517 | 44.1 175 9 310 466 1009 1.02
240 | 10 | 84 ] 45 175 360 303 455 1012 1.08
250 0 | 469 | 432 174 371 300 450 1013 1.12
280 10 | 432 | 424 173 401 201 437 1014 1.20
310 | 10 | 88.9 | 41.8 172 | 433 | 283 424 1011 1.30
~340-] 8 | 39 | 408 167 454 275 413 | 1026 1.38
‘a0 | 12 | M2 4 174 511 266 398 981 1.53
400 | 8 | 322 | 398 165 514 -1 261 %2 | 106 1.54

* 3338 AR FAHEH 439 292

» AL THY ASH FEAZYS FdAdes g4d A=

¥ 4 238 E 4E5LT AY

Specified strength Slump Specified strength by test
(., kgflem?) (cm) Number of tests . kgfiem?)
180 12 447 187(3.9%
210 12 354 208(1.0%
240 12 732 244(1.7%)
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9 pacamater

Sump: R=00612 ! weratio: R=-0.97 i O o gﬂmlg l-jE lld ] b=
urp: R=0.031 fc ratio; R=-0. o
m\\ I jﬂ'i! 'l% 'II'H""I' | 14.26
0 b 1
%0 100 150 50 100 150 | SUSNSRS—T M S ”u—“maa“mﬂaﬁﬁaﬁ_ 7.51
ZDOWMAMAMNW‘NW (a) (7 1. 0
50 100 150 1 50 100 150 %EMM ) nﬂ F a'»I:~ N l“liﬂl o 7 llelh=
Cemert R=0.954 s1: R=-0987 o E s 8 g B’ﬁt 13.56
300 Y o persmaue
20
R4 SR N ) N 0 _ﬂn 751
% = A 5 5 A 4 AT B S Y- uﬁsﬂ
2 R=088 ! Coarss agg: R=02 . " * B :;'=O 5‘” ®
1000 '\I\AN\N\} 0 o parameter
g ﬂg llelb=
R e S LR R N LI REL) RN
1 200} b ]
1o 5.82
K o0 by
50 100 150 50 100 150 ‘:o ) 0 k) © = 20
Trertng pii=m Trertngptsm (c) 0=0.1
ad 4. WExleel AEUES A a3 5. dYxgof mE ELMHYe HdsuR
02 results of APNN
30~ > T T
) o :
o.as | E I i} a @00 B8 ]
§ . IR T ]
b 0.1 -20 1
35 o » » e PO %
% 20 o 0 training%attorn 100 120 180 Using 6 parameters (”f”o= 5.39)
(a) AME HESIH S (o) 3 #ErMFYe] FHANY
% 6. 338y gEMHYUYE #gst gdxUdx FH
1 Compressive strength = 180 (kg/cn?) ' Covrprass strength = 210 (kg/cn?) 4 __Compressive strength = 240 (kg/en?)
0o \ 08 & e 08 - 2
0.8 08 08 /
07 c 07 c 07 /
‘g 08 § 0.6}/ § 0.6 /
é 05 ; 05 g [
‘0 0.4 w 04 ‘a 0.4
g 0.3 ¢§ 0.3 g 03
0.2 02}, 0.2
0.1 files S g 01 ! 01 !
obooed il obe il a
100 'ﬂass iQ%npréiﬂwe ﬁ?%ngm?“ 400 100 18ass Wmpréilive Wingtnf®®  4° 00 1Wass Wmprdilive Bngini® 40
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