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Study on a Prediction Model of the Tensile Strain Related to the Fatigue Cracking
Performance of Asphalt Concrete Pavements Through Design of

Experiments and Harmony Search Algorithm
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ABSTRACT

This research describes how to predict a model of the tensile strain related to the fatigue cracking performance of several asphalt concrete
structures through design of experiments(e.g., Response Surface Methodology) and harmony search(HS) algorithm. The axisymmetric analysis
program of finite element method, which is the KICTPAVE, was used to determine the strain level at the interface layer between asphalt layer
and lean concrete layer. Once the training database set of various strain levels was constructed under the several condition of layer stiffnesses
and thicknesses in the asphalt concrete structures, the data set was trained through the HS algorithm in order to determine the regression
coefficients defined based on a response surface methodology. Furthermore, the testing set, which was not used for the training procedure of
HS algorithm, was also constructed in order to evaluate whether the regression coefficients of a prediction model can be appropriately applied
for other cases in asphalt concrete structures.
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