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In order to understand the effect of some factors on fatigue life of concrete
under varying repeated load, two-stage (one-step) stress fatigue tests were
pereformed in this test. As factors, the order of repeated load, the number
of cycles in initial stress level (GO and following stress level, S
were selected.

Since the value of fatigue fife of concrete are known to scatter widely, the
fatigue test results are evaluated statistically

From the experimental results, it seems that (D the sum of cycles ratio due
to Miner's rule at each test condition follows a logarithmic normal distribu—
tion. @ the estimations of fatigue life due to Miner’s rele predicts on the
unsafety side when the initial stress is higher than the following stress level.
® but, the Miner’s rule or Miner’s rule introducing the probability fatigue
life, i.e. fatigue life corresponding to any probability level may be possible
to apply the prediction of fatigue life of concrete under varying repeated

. 2

load which the order of repeated load can not be considered.
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Fig. 1 Details of test programs

Table I Mix proportion

Slump| Air | W/C c | w s/a S G Admixture

(em) (%) (%) (kg/ma)1 (kg/uf)| (%) | (kg/nd)| (kg/mi)] Pz—8IMP |

5+1 ’ 5 l 66 ' 250 ! 165 { 43 } 841 # 1160 } C x 0.259% %
| 1

Table II Compressive strength at 28 days and ages of fatigue test

28 days Ages of fatigue test
Batch | Compressive strength | Compressive strength C. V.
No s o, /
(kst/ed), (x10°N/mt) | Ghot/ad), (x10°N/uy| | P
A 195 -, (19.1) 231, (22.6) 10 | 4.4
B 213, (20.9) 256, (25.1) 8 | 5.8
c 208, (20.4) 250 , (24.5) 10 | 4.9
D 219, (21.5) 262, (24.7) 10 | 5.5
E 206, (20.2) 243, (23.8) 10 | 3.9

! : number of test pieces
C.V. : coefficient of variation
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Table III The resulis of constant stress fatigue test
S =75% S =80% S =8%

¥ P t N / N / r P ¢ N Pz
1 0.968 1.849 32150 2230 1 0.971 1.902 70
2 0.936 1.518 32670 2600 2 0.943 1.579 120
3 0.903 1.300 42700 2900 3 0914 1.368 140
4 0.871 1.131 47800 3180 4 0.886 1.204 160
5 0.839 0.989 51900 3900 5 0.857 1.068 220
6 0.807 0.865 70960 3910 6 0.829 0.949 270
7 0.774 0.753 72260 4200 7 0.800 0.842 290
8 0.742 0.649 79280 4850 8 0.771 0.744 330
9 0.710 0.553 100500 5000 9 0.743 0.652 340
10 0.677 0.461 104800 5170 10 0.714 0.566 410
11 0.645 0.372 107800 6000 11 0.686 0.484 430
12 0.613 0.287 121400 6140 12 0.657 0.405 430
13 0.581 0.204 130000 6520 13 0.629 0.328 470
14 0.548 0.122 139300 7960 14 0.600 0.253 490
15 0.516 0.041 156400 8520 15 0.571 0.180 530
16 0.484 ~-0.041 167000 9000 16 0.543 0.108 560
17 0.452 -0.122 172750 10740 17 0.514 0.036 580
18 0.419 -0.204 183000 11200 18 0.486 -0.036 590
19 0.387 -0.287 190500 12750 19 0.457 ~-0.108 640
20 0.355 ~-0.372 226400 14200 20 0.429 ~0.180 760
21 0.323 ~0.461 283200 16680 21 0.400 ~-0.253 760
22 0.290 ~0.553 298350 16800 22 0.371 -0.328 840
23 0.258 -0.649 337800 17280 23 0.343 ~-0.405 1050
24 0.226 ~0.753 380000 19800 24 0.314 -0.484 1050
25 0.19%4 -0.865 419850 22300 25 0.286 -0.566 1250
26 0.161 -0.989 438200 24000 26 0.257 -0.652 1280
27 0.129 -1.131 498200 25540 27 0.229 -0.744 1300
28 0.097 -1.300 589500 27810 28 0.200 -0.842 1530
29 0.065 -1.518 661550 31800 29 0.171 -0.949 1780
30 0.032 ~1.849 1000000 38820 30 0.143 -1.068 2170
31 0.114 -1.204 2430

32 0.086 -1.368 2710

33 0.057 -1.579 2750

3 0.029 -1.902 5400
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Table IV The results of two-step stress fatigue test
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S = 75% — 85%, N = 160640, N = 641

(a) R, =n, /N, = 0.4 | (b) R, =n, /N, =0.6| (c) R, =n, /N, =0.8
r ’ b ’ le(p)’Nz(ﬁ) n, ’”2 1M(p) n ’ ”z! m {M(p) n ‘ n, l m lM(p)
1]0.952] 1.668 20980 108 325000 —| 0.20 1.08 36270, —| 0.23 1.21 36930 —| 0.23 1.28
2| 0.905| 1.309 43030,  158| 39500, —! 0.25 0.92| 41600 —| 0.26! 0.97| 40700, —| 0.25 0.95
310.857 1.068 54840,  205| 47700, —| 0.30| 0.87 58100, — 0.36 1.06 55300 — 0.34 1.01
4|0.810| 0.876| 66530,  251| 59880, ~—| 0.37) 0.90! 64360 —| 0.40, 0.97| 56230, —| 0.35 0.85
510.762 0.712 78460|  299| 64340, 280 0.84) 1.76 83150, —| 0.52| 1.06| 62000, — 0.39 0.79
6| 0.714| 0.566, 90880 350, 64340 330| 0.92/ 1.65 86600| —| 0.54! 0.95 875000 —! 0.54) 0.96
7| 0.667| 0.431/104110]  404| 64340 420, 1.06) 1.66| 96500, 210/ 0.93 1.45 1028501 —| 0.64' 0.99
81 0.619 0.303 118420 463 64340 430 1.07/ 1.47, 96500 640, 1.60 2.20, 1140000 — 0.71| 0.96
9| 0,571 0.180,134020, 528 64340 520 1.21] 1.46) 96500 790| 1.83 2.22 128670, 390| 1.41 1.70
10 | 0.524] 0.060| 151230,  601| 64340] 760/ 1.59' 1.69] 96500 830} 1.90| 2.02| 128670, 500/ 1.58 1.68
11| 0.476{-0.060{ 170640  683| 64340 820] 1.68 1.58 96500/ 840/ 1.91 1.80 128670/ 670 1.85/ 1.74
12 | 0.429{-0.180{ 192540,  777| 64340| 870, 1.76/ 1.45/ 96500 1150] 2.40| 1.98 128670/ 700 1.89 1.57
13 | 0.381/-0.303/217910, 886 64340| 1110/ 2.13 1.55/ 96500, 1390 2.77| 2.01 128670, 750 1.97 1.44
14 | 0.333/-0.431] 2478700 1020 64340| 1230 2.32! 1.47| 96500, 1500 2.94| 1.86 128670 780| 2.02 1.28
15 | 0.286,~0.566 283050  1170| 64340, 1510 2.76! 1.52! 96500 1620| 3.13) 1.72 128670| 1130| 2.57| 1.42
16 | 0.238 -0.712| 328800  1370| 64340| 2640 4.53 2.12| 96500, 2250| 4.12 1.94 128670 1190 2.66, 1.26
17 | 0.190/-0.876| 387900  1630| 64340| 3270 5.51 2.18| 96500 2550| 4.58 1.81 128670 1550 3.22 1.28
18 | 0.143 -1.068 470590,  2010| 64340 3350, 5.63 1.80 96500, 2640| 4.73| 1.52| 128670! 2780| 5.14/ 1.66
19 | 0.095/-1.309; 599750, 2600 64340| 4010! 6.67 1.65| 96500 2680| 4.79| 1.19' 128670 3470| 6.22 1.55
20 | 0.048/-1. 668' 860750, 3810| 64340] 6610; 10.73 1.81 96500[ 5180| 8.69| 1.47 128670 8890[14.69| 2.48

S = 8% S =75% N =641, N, = 160640

@) R, =n, /N, = 0.25 | (e) R, =n, /N, = 0.5 | (1) R, =n, /N, =0.75
r| s EXIEA (p)l | om [ M@ | o | M| ] n | m
1 0.957 1.712] 103 28680 120 —0.19 1.17) 1200  —]0.19 1.17 70} —{0.11 0.68
210.913 1.3600 150, 40870 160 10,25 1.07 170/  —| 0.27 1.13| 140,  —| 0.22 0.93
310.870) 1.124] 193 51300 160, 190 0.25 0.83 200  — 0.31 1.04 170  —0.27 0.88
4|0.826 0.939 235 62440 160, 1240'0.26 0.70 220  — 0.34 0.94 240 ! 0.38 1.02
510.783 0.7811 278 73200 160/ 1690 0.26 0.60 260. — 0.41 0.94 300  —|0.471.08
6|0.739] 0.641 323 84280 160! 2840 0.27 0.53 280 i 0.44 0.87 350,  — 0.55 1.08
7|0.696| 0.512 871 95960 160f 5260, 0.28 0.49) 320, 1430, 0.51 0.88 420  — 0.66 1.13
8|0.6521 0.391 422! 108380 160 6050, 0.29: 0.43 320 3730 0.52 0.79| 450/  —| 0.70, 1.07
9 0.609 0.276/ 477 121680 160,  75100.30 0.40 320, 5700, 0.54 0.72 480 ~ — 0.75 1.01
10 | 0.565 0.164] 537 136200] 160] 11060 0.32 0.38 3200 13880 0.59! 0.70| 480 150/ 0.75] 0.89
11| 0.522) 0.055 604! 151990 160| 13540 0.33' 0.35 320/ 16060| 0.60| 0.64 480 1770/ 0.76/ 0.80
12 | 0,478 -0.055{ 679, 169780 160| 19550;0.37 0.35 320 32900 0.70 0.67| 480, 3620/ 0.77 0.73
13| 0,435 -0.164] 764 189470, 160, 33490/ 0.46 0.39| 320 34400 0.71| 0.60| 480/ 7630 0.80 0.67
14| 0.391/-0.276]  860| 212070/ 160, 34790| 0.47| 0.35 320 40300/ 0.75| 0.56/ 480 10130 0.81 0.61
15| 0.348 -0.391| 973/ 238000 160| 47640} 0.55/ 0.36| 320/ 41480/ 0.76| 0.50| 480 13470 0.83 0.55
16 | 0.304/-0.512| 1110, 268930, 160, 48730/ 0.55 0.33| 320 44430 0.78| 0.45| 480 17890 0.86) 0.50
17 | 0.261/-0.641] 1330, 306210 160| 104860/ 0.90 0.46| 3201 166130, 1.53| 0.78 480, 29970 0.94| 0.46
18 | 0.217|~0.781| 1480| 352540, 160 218490|1.61 0.73] 3201 180770, 1.62| 0.73| 480 71970 1.20 0.53
19| 0.174-0.939, 1750| 413200 160 370260|2.55 0.99, 820| 196350 1.72| 0.66 480 93370f 1.33/ 0.50
20 | 0.130{~1.124] 2130| 497870 160] 461310/ 3.02 1.00] 320| 214350] 1.83' 0.58 480/ 113470| 1.46 0.46
21| 0.087|-1.360] 2740/ 631340, 160] 639490/ 4.23 1.07. 320 266270| 2.16 0.54, 480| 116970 1.48 0.36
22| 0.043!-1.712] 3990\ 899720 160 1000090/ 6.48) 1.15, 320, 950760| 6.42 1.14 480 166820, 1.79) 0.31




322 FhEE— RN W REIEL « I0h 2

EERRIE 0=00) LOKDBND,

8.1 —EBHRERER

—fe, avs U~ OEHRFmONHEI, HEE
HAED 204 T L BATD b Tn
Bo LU, (SRR LE CRE/RERRER 5
DRE (BEHER b, =1 —b DISV) EROBE
EREMR, WTROMERRAT 5 MC L » T
RICKEREEREL S LIS LichiaT, b
NI DT — 2 I B 5 — B DEELE LIS DIEEF O 4
BICHET 5B A, B BWELNEF VISRE SR
BRI B,

EHETCRG S a7 ) — L OEFHFMCET SR

SIEHESTT f = A log N + B ()
DA TN w=1n (—Inp) =A logN+B  (3)

WE, BIRHICRD 3 9HEa©H7h A R OEGE
KCEPLeHHEFVEHD IREL T, BAEDOK
s21c. Kolmogorov-Smirnov FEflfE (K— S #E)”
BT o e kER, WHEROOTIFEKES BTEL
T WTNOSHEICHHES = &0 S - (Table
V 2. ¥k, REBCEWTR ANtk sy
T, b DX X EEBICI N TR VIO AT L

Table V The results of Kolmogotrov-Smirnov

Fig. 2, 3 1, &I5HicsT 5EYHe (V) L% test
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Fig. 2 Relationships between probability of sur—
vival and fatigue life (Logarithmic nor-
mal distribution)
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Fig. 3 Relationships between probability of sur—
vival and fatigue life (Weibull distribu~
tion)

Log. nor. : logalithmic normal distribution

« : significance level D : the largest of the
absolute values of / differences between the hy-
pothesized C.D.F. (cumulative distribution
function) and the empirical C.D.F.. D9
critical value.
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Fig. 4 Relationships between the sum of cycles

ratio and cycles ratio at first applied
stress level
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