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Evaluation of Deformation and Fatigue Resistance Characteristics of
Recycled Asphalt Mixtures Prepared by Modified Mixing Process
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AR 20033 A WVE w4 D A Aol HE ol ABE HYELS 1996W 0 3,398(8/U)ol™
Rol 2003l 18351.5(8/A)= Frlstdch ol2BE ¥ Fo| A =29 o 90%E AR e Y
gle] Agog nFo] Kol o= of~RE Hr|EY F& HA B oz dqFErt FUHAAME Het
2BE ZANESY AL dF 77 10d ol Ag olFoAn o ITulY A € FRFAHE 1
29 e u, HolABE ZHES AYLL FHd) AL3Holok 0 HRE L JFAANAE HotABE
ZagEdd g d79 R4S J4stn o] AL U ATE do2E Alg o|FojA HAez B
gtk 71&9 o olxBE AL ATl dsd A ol2BWE FHEL 5 ol2BWE IYANE
(Reclaimed asphalt pavement: RAP)E 15% U2 H7/1¥ A$ols dE9 7193A glo]l FA=qA A
HY E32x9 HU} 7MEsith, 283 RAP 0] 30~50% AER Folig W= ol=dE YL
718 EAANE ZAd v R 24 UEUY FU A5 ol2BE XFE FF V&S uSIen=
A HLd FAAY EAe gldzn BaEg s 7|& Adbde g Aol ¥ RAPY ol2~gEY}
ARYEFEW a2 S5 AR T B=E SZA Fol YeElue oz AN Agst o8 1
g2 @Fc ¥HY F¢ gduEgEr =3AYE&E0 B £ gong olF Ay T wUds
AT AF(ABE 5 2005904 AA s &, 7€ APy EZE71) RAP € vilurt o
Z FHoxEE &9 AYEHFES AZFozA 7] ZAE tha BFo F= JlAE g SyE gs
Atk EF Adv ALEFERT $YZENE A8 ZIWE Huistd Adste ATE ofed A
et B A7 EAR2 A wHoR AxP AN ol2BE EHES F=E A 547 A A7t
293 AP s Kim TestE o] 48 HIYZE EHE ZASE Heolth o]E 8l £ dFdME =
2 FidA Uy RAPE AMSS ABEFEL Axsle 19 EALS 2Fsln, H2A9 92 Kim
testE& 3t BA )
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2 g e ALgaigth a2 a vy A AE Low-density polyethylene( LDPE ) Alg8tsiey ol2%

E ¥ 6%E FHtste] 7jA olA2BEE AFEA

E2AE A71% SAoA A Fdn ZY 9A 1]'“31—4 5’1"}%} 13mm9-} A& *}%3}9&1 -2 A
(Mineral filler)= 434 &g A& d.

°olg A7l A9t H}?JE] & AMg-3sto wlaF Bﬂi}’ﬂﬁ]% B3 1&g AHAEE 13mm TYUE EFEES
4% 503 gFAst HFH o}ABEFH(Optimum asphalt content: OAC)E ZAAYR, EFEY T3&
8+05% 2 A|&dlr] sty 4 128 3L sl EFEL AFEA

212 B % olAmEe X EA 5 (RAP)

2 dFNE A7E £AAYA B WA 34 oh2BE X & (Reclaimed Asphalt Pavement
RAP)E #33t A¥el A48ttt $28 RAPS 27 AL AAX g Ay vz AL 5 U=
£ 13mmol&t2 Waste) ALg-skth(Figure 1) :

oy

Figure 1. RAP passing 13mm sieve

22 =§rydo] o MYEEE A

C 2 dFdAE diFez AazEHE AAETE AZYIHOTND AYELE J9 wAdr B 7%
A dAY EE RAPSY x3he wilole] HEE Hoh & 3B Aoz dAss A2 IS
Abg-3te] ZbZt g AE syt ABEGE AZ A RAP F7h vl&L 15%0]8 RAP &5+ 424
Btk 223 vag EFEEN I B3 L UYE OF2BE EFFEQFAR EE: ControD?] wWigA
AE 7R3N Table 1& £ AFA AAE AYEFES] EFPHE 438 £

Table 1. Mix method of recycled asphalt concrete

T _® Mix Method
0 ATAES RAPC Al5F vlIGlE T3tz AT vj&= 1837 9y 71d
ABEFES AL HA ABEFE EELH)
N 22 vge ABEFE #A=E A RAPIH A7 uidule} H 2 A Rejuvenator
g 428 ¥ 30x7 12 v¥l F A7SA EAFa 302 vy

23 olA™E BEf2o| w5t

ol2RE FTHPEY w3 Axe XM, 28n FEFA @ 43FE(Oxidation) @ FHLI}E
(Volatilization) @ % & 2}-8(Polymerization) @ <] 93 (¥ Thixotropy) ® ‘3% 28 (Syneresis) ® £
2t8-(Separation) 59 9/&td =317} APP) olARE EFEL EFESY AZY TH A BHEY AF
A A =3H (R3], AF F FE&F 92 71 8.9 & =37} AFAHF 7] 3.

E AFE 4zt EFEQ071ADA uig HA olAgmE Fgog FAAE AUt AP A
FAA A} AFNA TP A FF 8%E ¢EU] A3 123 dAAY. £F FFA ] =3 JHE A
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QAN Zabely] HaA e 4T ARE Fuste e gL wEe olsadh
7. No-Aging - =88 A71% @& Yoz TAAE Adad 24 &e& Fo] 25CNM 2447 %
4 F TS AYEE A¥E FASAT

l

1}, @73} (Short Term Oven Aging) - o}ATE EFESY Az TA A9 x=3& RAEY §
3 pgow Agaes EFEL Axstd oW AASy] He zEHAY AHE ZA FIHAS 13T
Bolla 4A1708¢r 2l3A o8 =g FED, 43 sy 218 7] HaA 14180 13 T AR o]
F OgFL AAEY FAAE MR F F FZL HAsta 25T 2442 FA F FEAEH ¥¥EE
A8 & 533 ct.(Figure 2)

. #2713} (Long Term Oven Aging) - 4¥ 44X F7lxs= @FdA ol2BE ¥F & AA
sta, 5 AT FEE AR F9 x3 FHE 2AS] AT Aotk @71k E A oLYE EHREE
A sle] FAAE A Fd 85CE FAE w3 9B Ho 8AZ T =3 AT EIF LA F
=37t Bud BAAL &3¢ wAEr] 8 Hi 1247 Fol o Agel) AR o]F 25T 24
A B ¥ 92AgH HERE AP 585 Ah(Figure 3)

Figure 2. Short term oven aging Figure 3. Long term oven aging

3. O 2AE
FA9 sz Az Y S vk FE, B AME Fo A% RlAdde] 8 =
A0 dsle] FxE T FHEE A Az dojdrh HuAAH L %7] 4U(Primary), ¥E
AA(FLEA A Steady state), 37} (Failure)e] 33 o7 o]FoAT} (F4HE 1985).
Ay EJFEL W2 EHE Hrlar] 9ste HEAAR=e) H2AEE FPsAT 488 FAAE A
How Algsle A W&o & HzAPe vls] da] 2ol A@WHo|t. AELSEE 20TE 3L
w NEEEFe gutdes 4% olARE EIAYES THJAZFESF 10kgf/cm2d W] Ho AT
1,000kgfe] 20% 22291 200kgf2 A a2k ‘

Instron At¢] w5 ABAIFZ]|E Aol AME3A R, AZTESZ Max 2.0& AMESAT FAA 59
o ExtensometerE® Mxjstd 3 WHykg =AY, 3 HPYFL &Fo] AstE W Load cell AA
&g ¢lo] A P AYFL ol2BE EFEY IEFHEE FAHINEHY AMEHIT, FAAEEFL of
2%E ZAMES F8F A3 FHEY AP odFo] AL

FAAE Figure 49 o] s T e gHFn FHS F2 F FAAY FHH4 50mm
Extensometer® #23}3 Load cell® A3 Wad 82wyl BAAS TAd 24 sHth Agzo] TAA
2] o]l Wt <Y WMHEEES 18] 99 20kgd] H4EFE HEAAY 35 FEl= Figure 67
#°] Haversine ¥4& JYeE 22 WESFE 71atgo) old 3159 JEs5E 1.0 HzE sFAAT
2 FAAZE 1 :9 9 #vE&z g FAAME 20T F27] oM 7247 2@ Fo AFIHn
Chamberl| 9] &E% 20CE FA A AHE FAstH ) (Figure 5)

o
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram of experimental
setup for fatigue test
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Figure 5. Instron test system Figure 6. Load-time pulse applied for

ITS-mode fatigue test

4AMEZ T AIE

ohEtA = A WAUEL Figure 73 2ol AA @A As FAxn van, 2
Fo2 OAED e @ WA FARKX ZEER AN EA7F WEdH e HgH o
Fol A8 29 ohy A ¥y FHE v2o mepM B AFdAE dFE EFE] OH
7 2L gez istm Al s EFEL 2P F FAEA bE - gl g WHYe] FEEES
Figure 84 ¢t o] nigto] B2 358 & AHEIAY.

t.oading column with diameter D
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Figure 7. Schematic illustration of loading Figure 8. Details of the bottom of loading head

mechanism of (a) Mashall test and
(b) tire loading (Kim et al 2004)
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NP5 dEF8 (Wheel tracking) A1 2 "1 =AY 2 252 60T/ HES 08T

FNA 22E g 2283 Figure 99 #E AAE 54 dFHo] ¥olA YEE nAF

Ao R 3Eg MEEE sttt W¥Ee AL Figure 8% 22 AA Dol st 4 rud o

T sFEol AMatetFo g FHozRE yiE ol2BE TABER Ty E0Z B+ A
kil

= -

40P
mD-2(r—2ry—y )} s W

g
Il

714 P = HAYEF (KN)
D = 8329 474 (mm)
r= %389 998493 (mm)
y = 983 (mm)

o)1, SDe] @+ MPaolth.

Fuigre 93 Z& Ez 9 3552 Mg 48 #e HEE(Kim tester)g @F3tT o] A8%E 4
HAE(Kim test)z} B3t 2 dFdNEe 71& A7 (02 5, 2003)& ¥A3te F@do] 73
5% Aoz vebd A7 D=4dcm, F2HH4 r=1.0cm¢l 358§ A&tk .

Figure 102 7 10cm w44 FAA S ZEHAEHE vl AAZ AUl go] £33 APE st ZHFolH
o|ZRE] dojX & 3F- WY FHL Figure 113} Z2th

Specimen

Figure 9. Schematic of Kim tester and Figure 10. Kim tester setting on a Marshall press
its loading mechanism

Py

Oeformation (mm)

Figure 11. A typical load—-deformation curve from Kim test
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Table 29 3& Kim test2 &A% HAd3F(P), AP (y), BIZE(Sp)E e Yt} Table 2% F
o] 8105%¢ AMAYEHEY HYAEE Yveidd, HIHATE v uA HYEFJEL FFH wg i 3
ol dey AR Re) wel gEe] vl Aojrt U AE B F Ak =Y Ak F 1 gE Y ¥
o7l HE & F A
Table 2. Kim test results (None aging 8% air void) Table 3. Kim test results (Lomg temn aging 8% air void)

Mixture P Deformation Sp Mixture P Deformation Sp

types (N) (mm) (MPa) types (N) (mm) (MPa)
ASR0 1750 2.2 2.118 A5R0 2200 2.1 2.691
A5R15-O 1383 2.0 1.720 A5R15-O 2600 3.2 2.775
ASBR15-N 1460 2.7 1.633 ASR15-N 2350 2.7 2.658
ASL6R15-0O 1560 2.8 1.730 A5L6R15-O 3425 3.8 3.439
AS5L6R15-N 1800 3.0 1.950 AS5L6R15-N 2600 34 3.062
B5R0O 1400 24 1.637 B5R0O 1450 25 1.672
B5R15-0O 1350 2.3 1.609 B5R15-0O 2200 36 2.257
B5R15-N 1433 2.6 1.638 B5R15-N 1750 3.6 1.781
B5L6R15-O 1567 2.8 1.731 B5L6R15-0O 2200 33 2.307
B5L6R15-N 1450 2.6 1.657 B5L6R15-N 1650 2.8 1.830

42 259

Az AEAFHQA SFHFE st AlZtol wet AR WyPe] FrHE A4S TE ojxyE EF
£ 3Fol ALEE Zrjole ¥WHo] F43) Fristm tgd 9AT vlEE AP FHI) AAHGU}
Fgo ZHHE WE £52 g o2 "} depr, FHAY cycled A H2FYE FIR I,
271G E AT cycledhx] AL cycle Alele] MY Fter A& o] &35 Creep rate® Tolch
(Fritz 1990). %Y % EFEL] A vasAg ¢ mzege] AYyen Be EFEL FHeF s
A uE ¥ya FEE 1Y Aolth B Ao E FAAC AR &F35e) £ - 53 wygey
£ ZAsYen ol ol&3td EFEE At 4 EFE Ui EHA H2AY FHE Figure
12604 B F Creep rate} BlZ259o] gt Al Table 5, 63 2o

Hl 8t 8h2het
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Figure 12. Relation of fatigue creep displacement and number of cycle
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Table.5 Fatigue test results (None aging)

Linear . Creep rate | Number of
. . Deformation |. . .
Mixture Type domain € cycle Fatigue ratio*
A(mm) .
An(sec) (u/sec) to failure
A5RO Horizontal 970 1.707 17.321 1170 0.492
Vertical 990. 1.706 16.961 1190 0.504
Horizontal 2180 1.86 8.398 2380 1
A5R15-0 Vertical 2160 1.863 8.489 2360 1
_ Horizontal 1520 1.8 11.656 1720 0.723
ASRIS-N Vertical 1510 1.799 11.726 1710 0.725
_ Horizontal 4710 19 397 4910 1
ASL6RI5-O Vertical 4690 19 3.987 4830 1
Horizontal 4940 1.918 3.821 5140 1.047
ASLBRIS-N Vertical 4930 1.929 3.851 5130 1.049
B5RO Horizontal 637 1.8111 28.558 837 0.743
Vertical 610 1.6997 27.256 810 0.777
Horizontal 927 1.8829 20.163 1127 1
BSR15-0 Vertical 843 14218 16.888 1043 1
BSR15-N Horizontal 5563 1.7206 31.459 753 0.668
Vertical 470 1.2394 26.563 670 0.642
; = Horizontal 1897 1.8857 9.818 - 2097 1
BSLERIS-O <70 el 1830 16241 8645 2080 1
. Horizontal 1210 1.911 15.892 1410 0.672
BSLORISN ™ Vertical 1083 14891 13668 1283 0617
Table.6 Fatigue test results (Aging)
Linear . Creep rate | Number of
. . Deformation . .
Mixture Type domain A ) € cycle Fatigue ratio*
An(sec) mm (W/sec) to failure
A5RO Horizontal 3380 1.923 5.599 3580 0.665
Vertical 3370 1.915 5.593 3570 0.666
_ Horizontal 5180 2.026 3.849 5380 1
ASRIS-O Vertical 5160 2,017 3847 5360 1
Horizontal 4320 1.871 . 4,263 4520 0.840
ASRIS-N Vertical 4290 1878 4308 4490 0.838
_ Horizontal 36790 1.941 0.52 36990 1
ASLERIS-O g rical 36770 1938 0.519 36970 1
Horizontal 26320 1.929 0.721 26520 0.717
ASL6RI5S-N Vertical 26340 1.929 0.721 26540 0.718
BSRO Horizontal 14170 1.8599 1.292 14370 0.777
Vertical 14180 1.8591 1.29 14380 0.777
Horizontal 18290 1.9414 1.045 18490 1
B5R15-0 Vertical 18290 1.9157 1.031 18490 1
BSR15-N Horizontal 17680 1.9079 1.062 17880 0.967
Vertical 17690 1.9087 1.062 17830 0.968
_ Horizontal 29730 1.9788 0.655 29930 1
BSL6R15-0 Vertical 29760 1.9829 0.656 29960 1
_ Horizontal 26320 1.93 0.722 26520 0.886
BOLBRISN 5 ical 26330 19333 0.723 26530 0.886

FoA HEo Hz24e Oy E8E] 13 Ao 2 thgo] N¥yolal controlol 7HF wtch &
¥ ¥249 d] (Fatigue ratio)= FARAI /AL FE39 449 3¢ A9 H2498 0 THE vz
F£gog UF Aotk 3} olHdE ASLERIS-N EREL ANstues NEFES 2 £ O EFEY

11



P 2006UIE ESEE]

06 - 07 19 Aol F7)ka} Fol I W &o] 08 - 092 FRAUT. o/t EFEo] =81WN O
E¢EY =R 8RN dEde ddes Fdol o AYYel N EHE v guHes v
A g1ge JridTh B xast o Bel APHDW 08} N9 Aole © HolAAY wUE N £HE
ol B Wi Row FAAY A =R dolHZE o8 FASA iYLk,

5. 48

B =EL A4 oj2BE EFEL JZAY SN} WPEZEE AU Ha@ AFolnh 7A] EFEM
T, AR, =3, ¥ E Az APE FYHAT B ATE T EFWHES AAE AL oty
E Z3dEq vz 9 HYZE BAH4E YA

1. Kim test 23 AFEFE] w3 AAol2TE EHEL WYZE A Us, N ¥iuge 0%
e WYPEs ko =W LDPE 6% Aoz }re A2 BE EREL AFEFEY AAS
A % AMLIAVEEHE Hol & WIZE HE Uehdth ol AY2BE EHE H2Eol
ME v A3E YeErdlo.

2. 92 AE A A EFE Ruie A4 ol2BE EFES FE2 £9o TR, N HEEGE O
Wy H2yoe] 33 LDPE 6%8 342 Hrietd NI EFEe /H2E 34 && EFERTG &
23S vetdth

3. LDPEZ /A% AAl2BE EGE A5HL FoF A9 WYPE 2 J2APIA e A3
25 HYde &+ AR

4. B @7A AHEE RAP 15%9] AMEFEL $5¢ AZHSS NaiFol AgA AQRGRY ohiet X3
TREe) Y EAE /U8 4 e ASE v AT AYEYEY FPe RAPY FHol B o
Jotoz wHste A2 @) AdME HdY TR0 RAPE AH8® A77 WAy ez Amud

5. 3} oldoli ASL6RIS-N SHES AssnE O THE vjste] NEGES W2 $90] 24 B
oy} oZo] F7)xs Foli I Hl&o] 08 - 092 FAHNT. ot Aol AvkAN O ERES =3y
g7h dudes As=Hus # Aol N T Ha FuHoz wolde ouwch B =t
o ®ol WPATHA O Nej Aole ©f FIEAY Wol2 N EFEo] o Ao} Rez 2T &4 =
BAEe) uoAE o & &A8)7t Sk
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