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The Fatigue Behavior in Weak Axis of FRP Bridge Deck Filled With a Foam
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1. M B
Af7kst Z2228(FRP)S o) &3 ugutgae FAe Gy dagde] §538ta, ZYMAESIT 7HES
o AlFAE FIAZ & o B H2ZAYE vy vldl] nAstFe] o) g SH3E oFE &
NaL, HAh FAAZE AAFrHES AR5 295 ¥ 4 Jdu wEkA H3 AT A= FRPE
gt g A gst= ATV F43 SUFek R A, AA B2 AEstE AldE AT
St A7 dTFHoAAME FRP 58 2 vtaas /MEsila, oo dist dedsd A&3t Jd+&5 #
et (a7 E AT, 2005 Park. K. T 9, 2005). #tol= FRP wfg ko] oA EA40= <l
3 wE(o]sl FFolet A A 1 Wt Sl g A7 JAHAT (A F5 9, 2006)
2 AFdA= 7] MEE T3 FRP ug#ty o9 5wk As /MAE fl8iA Agdd Wi-F% FRP
gl gigte], MREAS v - HESIA IR EE 4 5T
2. dEI R
E1LOAMEA 2R 2 AgET
A A T Ast4E | Adists | Axeks 3t ¢ bl b
(Hz) (kN) (kN) (kN) (%) (3)
AH-F64 2 5.89 1.40 4.49 64 7800
<3 | AH-F55 2 5.26 1.40 3.86 55 103500
AH-F47 2 4.70 1.40 3.30 47 966000
AFH-F70 2 16.74 1.40 15.34 70 21000
=74 | AFH-F64 2 15.43 1.40 14.02 64 42400
AFH-F55 2 13.45 1.40 12.05 55 19300
2 AHYS B3 dFHeE FxEY HEFY S 53] 98 Bad S-NAEE dew, 747 A9
Aol AVlE YL, & 13 2ol F 6719 HAPA T e FFE, 3Me ¥ FHd BE ALSAT 5
e Eo A4 $¥w Z(Rigid Polyurethane Foam)S A3 o™, 80kg/m®e] w2 489}
s gkE g 4nit) AL A A S A ASEe] 7 Eeko] 9~ (Compliance) 9] W3S ##EsATE A A
Ad o A A oA ALR3le] 0.10mm/sec®] £ EE 3% Alstatgon, I f;‘,}i% stz Aol A& ALE
sto] 3 13 #Zo] 2HzY £ 5= AA9E uegt AAA7 &d3] 37 2 g74A] 5819 dlelA stes Al
statdth. ek dAel M FnlE &8sk W R 1249 (Thermography) 718 & AF-&-314 ﬁ%i%“ﬂoﬂ e Ay
A 7 BYe exwztE gyt
» FolY - D stn ALS| SHEA| AR S St Eua - ZEHERAL - E-mail: g-zi@korea.ac.kr
o DA AL SHAI AU DD AATE - YEX
o BB - BEAUMT| 2T TEATE ST - BetubA|
o HE|E - BRAMT|SATY PEATE MololTd - BatuiAl
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3 NEED Y 24
31 53 FRP &

¥ FRPH.9 3243 ANE % 1d o9stdon, A5x4 9 37 w7lELS 29 19 YRS
4 A" A s FyA Y B34S 423 (Logarithmic Coordinates)oll =A] g S-NA &=+
g 29} a1 o= Al HME AE 3 A EA(Linear Regression)dlo] el Aojtl. A (1) o] AXMeA H
H 5% FRPRO I ZF% FH 2ot}

L8

AP = 8.00x N 0064 (1)

o714, APst N& 747t
Zejolds WS YEhd

= 09970tk 19 32 74 A Al A
ghold 2z M E yEi

% 1. 33 AEgAel noz dtdEF
S-N diagram
6
5
(7800, 1.49)

g o = ||| laosso, 5.e)
< [T~
8 \\\\\ 966000, 3.30)

3
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N
a% 2. 3 FRP 29 S-NM=E J% 3. 33 FRPE HEz2lo|dA #H5t

32 & &8E FRP 2

ul AH7E ¢
Atk 29 59 e S-N A oA Prematured Failure® A" & AFH-F55 23 A9 234 v}o|n,
= B A oR ste] odd whERslaet & vyt wig 2 ghESIg A w7t B A dol
v} kA AFH-F55 A@ A o] A#4E AT 5 7] wiEd, S-NAdE= AFH-F55 A8 AE Al s
2 £ AgAY AdnE AYIAEA Hon, Qe olzRE EEH UYWREH FRPRY d24d:E 4

HZd FRPE O] v 24y A= % 1o aofsislen, 447 % 33 vzt a+2 29 400 HeEhd
S

ﬂﬂ)lf

AP = 54.60 x N 128 (2)

gl e FEAP A wslq Az Ert FojHvka e, o)
SEl]

%7 FRP®O| W 2E4S 7876 e
HgtelA gria dddth Y 62 72 A A AZeol =

_\?l__
3% Ve,
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(@) &5 (b) k5
a7 9. HHE g ol mE 7 AZARo 2Tt

5.4 &

L W55 FRP wpeate] w24dso] $3 vhesel ve) A st 22 staueled dsf = 5
o] °F 10,0008 31 ¥ At

2. AL g B FFe] FAR Aste] AP S-NARE H55AE XaAAT, HH-FH FRPR S
A5 %% FRPEC Ha|A S-NAE] AAZE tha F3t7] wjiel d2dse i Mad v, S
Foll o F7ke] M2 AgL wAstH] ookt

3. &% FRPHS 7§ Ao AAAstTo] APl @ o AEeeldxrt F438] S7hsklon, v
of W¥5d FRPRE = S %9 staf7p ZAstd HEeto|dxrt §438] Frhshdrh

4. WHEFH A A vzl o dustE AP T AuE 23 ddHos ddwyge] F ¢ o=
deE 2rrb A Frhste] Bl A e & 5 A

5. W¥-%x FRPutetzte] d2sae F F92FE AR ARG, S5 v EAR 199
th 58 HR% Addge Fdo] gdzuie] 5A4E AA FHests Aow ddHBR FF A=
Ad 59 AfrjAlel Fo8 7]&ofoF It

AdusH7E At

S EBOD of A o] 7o

ol

2. AW, AB5, FET, olGE. (2006) F EH FRP vlete] o}Eue AHAE S4d Be A9A
T, stEEsts| =27, 20063 A=,

— =
3. AF, AW, e, o)dE, FdF. (2006) FRP wlesre] of&wek vy R =of ghek o, stZ A AR

SE

4. AFE, AN S3& o]9ds. (2006) ¥ 54 FRP vlebdhe] k& war A2 A s 54 SR MAT TS

[ 23], Vol. 19(1), pp. 906-913.

5. Park. K. T, Kim. S. H, Lee. Y. H, Hwang. Y. K (2005), Pilot test on a developed GFRP bridge deck,
Composite Structures, Vol. 70, pp. 48—-59.
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