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Abstract

In order to systematically evaluate the fatigue performance of hot in place recycled asphalt mix-
ture, the fatigue performance of hot in place recycled asphalt mixture under different stress ratio,
temperature and void ratio was evaluated by tensile test. The results show that the fatigue life of
asphalt mixture decreases exponentially with the increase of stress ratio from 0.3 to 0.5, and it has
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a good correlation with the traditional single logarithm fatigue equation; the fatigue life will de-
crease about 45% when the void ratio increases by 1%.
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1. 5|8

DIt RA B AR T S B A TR AE L B AR TR AR U, S, Ui
2% T H P 5 2E K (Hot in-place recycling) Il 2 A6 1) A0 B THIFE AL 9 L ~PREMTHZ , S8R
JEAG B T PRV R T SRR RE, BRI M AL YA PR I 2E4%, JRA I T RMIRL . SRC@E TN MORLRI &
s RS AL, TRz B TE RS R IR Crhe HAT, REMARIE. 1. BR,
Merb |V T SRS ol b A AR I T B T ) R L P SR B ko A b A A B I A B R T i T
T2 AR AR FH I Re S5 7 T, 0 AR VR A R B VRN 5 T 008 I/, S 80T i 3
A B T )R B i 5 = AT RE R VRAN M [1]-[6] -

95 57 B R 2 0 TR L R B BB SR R —, —ERZRER S B, BT RAP MR
IEEKWEN AR AN, PR 57 R Re o I — R R T R v 1 ORIETE T B AT R 4T 0
FATERE, 1R 2 B 5K B TR LT 77 245 DA THI 98 55 R PEAE D 0 v R U], 648 5 ) 2 B 5 s F 7 1 ol e 07
TR AR 55 P BEAF 9 1 BT TC I A 22— [7]-[13], {H2 H Al EIE 3 — A Rl i i 3 2 .
ROARFC AR TR, X st bh A5 P AR 0 75 VR A R % 55 PERR EAT B 7, W858 It A A I R &
BHEAS 5] 1) 2238 5 PR 260 T (R 55 VERR HEAT A 70, 4 il b 20 T A2 00 75 B T K 0Tk BB PP AN S it —
5E FIAR A -

2. RMABERALR
2.1. BEF

FAFUAIL 78 LU R A PR A F 4500 SZS FRAEFIRES, HET/ER N 1) AT IHRE R
R ME R IR E R AR AL, MERRRUEI T . B ENR G5 2) SCEE AR, TR
AL T SRS T 75 SR SR 8, WTIT RARETE [ 14]. HARFEBREVEEN RAP K IH
DT 5%~10%, BIRAEHE 0.3%~0.4%, A UCFRA 6 TH it 125 FE AR 70 S 226 T PR A T R AT R A
M. HEFRASHEAGI, KB EIER RAP B IHIF I 3%.

2.2. MR BFEHERESNLE

1) RAP kLT

J5 RAP P IAGBHE 2.36 mm FifLEE F N T 40%, JET AC13-C HIANR AR, &M T i s
R R RAP BRI R ECINZ 1 fTs:
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Table 1. The gradation of RAP
= 1. RAP B EC

33 R F1 57 AL (mm) 5T 90 2R (%)
16 13.2 9.5 475 2.36 1.18 0.6 0.3 0.15 0.075 AL
RAP 100 93.4 775 45.6 29.2 232 17.2 12.7 11.1 103 5.0%

R

2) HriiHEIRAE R
NEGE RAP RGBS MRS, T EINETERAR, el EIR &R & U5 R AR E e A
10%. FiERERIHEC IR 2 Fis:

Table 2. The gradation of new asphalt mixture

= 2. HERARIRE

IR B9 AL (mm) BB T 3 (%)
0.075 0.15 0.3 0.6 1.18 236 475 9.5 13.2 16

e

Bkl 35 5.0 6.9 12.2 19.1 28.0 47.1 78.2 91.6 100.0

3) ARG R TR AR

Xt A RECAT B LA AN IE B RS R AR, SRR, RN EERERA RS E R/
T LIS N2 IRH R A BT SUE TIR-G RS R R, K A RECHTL SR SR RS SR EN 5.1%.
Wt 1~3 TLURBUHNR GRS IHRA RS G A BARREC KA KA R, HERXA R, ¥ s
HECH T A B BRI &8 5.1% N 0.1%/E A= R B a8, W A FEAEFEA
BAEBINE S EEN 5.0%. AT HIHS I PR E ST EN 4.77%, S5, FERSRSIHNE
RARHEIE 1.9 &5, A RREDHSTEN4.79%. S HUGH BARSKECIFE 1 fZ 3 fis:

N

Table 3. The synthesis target gradation of asphalt mixture
* 3. ARETEREHBERRE

3L Z 5 AL () BB BT 20 24(%)

R ALY
0.075 0.15 0.3 0.6 1.18 2.36 475 9.5 13.2 16
HAr A AR AD A 9.6 10.5 12.1 16.7 22.8 29.1 45.7 71.6 93.2 100.0
100.0 x
90.0 } /
. 800 I~
=
= 700 /
%
g 60.0
< 50.0
) / WTRE LR
g—;é 40.0 ] F
e /l/‘/ iQiJriJiEE'FLE
200 | ‘
100 ‘M ’ —a— BARAAGERA
0.0 L | | |
0.075 015 03 0.6 1.18 2.36 4.75 95 13.2 16
AR (mm)

Figure 1. The synthesis target gradation of asphalt mixture
1. AREHERAR BRRE
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2.3. MAFEHER SRS ELIEIE

1) FH0AL:

RZ A AR, SR A0l M 15 1 B AR 52 BR B0 1 TS e 307 75 B TR o T 25 1 KB 42
BE 7o RIS FEARYE (AR TS LT RAEHAIG ALY (T0719-2011) 161317, ZEMuA R R~
300 mm x 300 mm x 50 mm, X% 60°C, WIGFAGE 0.7 MPa. iR 45 R LAahie e B RN, Uk
L RAE 4 iR

Table 4. Rutting test results
4. FRAIEER

KB & EFaEE DS (Y/mm) BARZER W7k
1 7518
A 2 8124 >2800 T0719
HfE 7821

2) BRKEURAE:

AR AT I 75 % T BE T H T RO A R EAT KRR E A6, 7K AR E 1R 16 T B DLIR K S BUR IR B
AR H AL T 60 IR S RS K B E IR B0Re 77, i Ul KA R AR 56 B & B A AT AT 1

RK B HURRIG AR A 5 Fros.

Table 5. Marshall test results and the volume parameter calculation results

5. BERRREREARSHITELER

BR&S S e (0.5 h) 241448 h) Bk A e FE (%)
FUEBEKN)  WMEO1mm)  VV (%)  BEEKN)  HEO.Imm)  VV (%)

1 14.72 34.10 5.42 13.15 36.00 5.53
2 13.07 38.80 5.69 13.51 41.20 5.57

A 95.02
3 15.16 32.70 5.54 14.15 38.20 5.18
BTN 14.32 35.20 5.55 13.60 38.5 5.43

PURER N >8 15~40 4~6 >8 15~40 4~6 >85

3) VRihE, 2HAL

Rt ES 2050 3 2 TP I IR SR UK ERE, R S EURIERAL, WA —4
B TR 20CHRIER, H—HET-18CRIR 16 NI FFET 60 C/RMFIRIG 24 /NS G AT IR . VRRhES
ZERIS S 5L 6 s

Table 6. Freeze-thaw splitting test results
6. FABRIANER

RAC&n VR RGBS 2455 % (MPa) Vi 5 B 2458 5 (M Pa) TSR (%) HARER RIRT7 V2
1 1.82 1.84
2 1.89 1.81
A 95.13 >80 T0729
3 1.98 1.76
YA 1.90 1.80
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I H ARG B R AR TR A RREEAT AR IROK D EUR S GRS RE, B H AR A A
TR SRS T REAT & MV E FAR LR R B AR ZER

3. BB EHERSBE A RS R
3.1 RESH

3.1.1. EHREEFIER

2 57 TR0 A 288 s o A e T S s ) 7 s o AR P A AN [ e

PN 3 75 3o AR AE S MDA rh B Tt 0 B £ 8 (BN D) PRI A B 5 24 DR AN, B N )
BN 2 S BN W RN, 52045 DU I T RGOk T PR R A A B L, I R i O =X
DL TE 4 Wit R E 0 55 0 A IR AR T

A s i 7 T FiR 7E S SN B v 4 2 OR AP PR A R B AR I (B AR . TR IR M2
KT, B ALEE A2 HIH B BRIR, — LIRS BT BERIWIME N1 50%E EARAE A% 55 ik
IR -

MRIEAHICA FELWI[17], FhIR G T RENE G > 15 em). EREGEEHT, NEL
BN A R o AR ARG T A B BR TR 45 4 cm AC-13 SBS S(HEIITF + 6 em AC-20 SBS %
HPIE +6 cm AC-25 WiEPE + 12cm B HAE +20 cm AKEFEERA + 32 em HAECHEA - KN 135
RS 2 R S R 11 S I 12 % T 5 4 R o7 BRI A s Lk, s 0B, s O B R RV, BT R
WAFEUD, 855 73 BB, IXFE R4 a1 e i 6], F AT SR SR SO e IF HRA M
F1FE R 2 B T A2 DA 58 4 W B E I 55 bt BB 2o e« 23 BTk, WCRAI L)
BT R B N EIE .

3.1.2. MEIARSHER

Xof T 5 b AR A U T TR A BRI 55 IS N, KB TR, R Bl (0 2R R0 A o0 B T AR et
TESZ 26 (1) B F AR RN 18] AHSCHF SR WA[19], far BRI FE(IE TR 22 1E SR K 57 77 i R AR /N
2% SHRP-M-009 FrifE, SR 1E R BT 57 58, D 7 8k S K )08 AT 6 Hh 300 A ef 1) B 2 B
G AR A iR, 88 R UM BT TUNER 10's,  DUMEIRAF 5 e B R I i3 .

3.1.3. |G]ERE()
XFSEBR LT &, BRI AR e 50 30, A5 %6 B AE B 3R aT ) 7R 40 42 30 7 2 18] #0547 A2 I 1]
& XMFARKREME, BT R EANE S FRMRR, HA R AFAE B & H

3.1.4. RIS EF

AR 55 4T 555 N A 9T[20], & FEmaih 5 VR & R 38 MR 2 . ARG B b Hh X S AR
A5 SURAE 17.1°C~17.8°C 2 18] o SRR, A% = Wi f e IR IE 40°C LA, 8 At S AR IR AIG
F—10°C o MR DA FASRER A, T S AT AORIE TR B IR 57 PERE I Re M, B IRIG I N 5°C, 15°C,
25°C. HEIRMRYE SHRP MIAHICHIFL[21], @A FEER T 20°C L EREST IR, (B8 T i m sk ~E
ARG, 25°CHIRIE T T A AR Be A AT 8 2

3.1.5. Ak

99 75 R 56 TSR FH () 2 77 B 75 AR MR 56 H Aok o IR RN Sk, A8 A B AT 98 55 8 B Tl
FERORT A K, JF FLASRE IE 3 AR AOLSE PR 35 T A 2 VR FH IS s 8 Kt &, 57 IR 5 KB
BN, IR HOE 45 B B K, ANREAR U B9 S AR BUE 57 M RE . AN SN TR [RIAT 25 47 2800 it b 44
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FAE IR A RHEE ST MERE IR0, HORA 0.34 0.35. 0.4, 0.45. 0.5 X AN A7 S G0 AT
gk BRI T TR AR R R 7 BB BB AN R 4 7 R

Table 7. Indirect tensile fatigue test program

= 7. BRSNS R

IR RIS 5 151 B T i) WIIELE(C) ISAaLE
5 0.3, 0.35. 0.4, 045, 0.5
AC-13C 1 HZ S IER B H 15 0.3, 0.35. 0.4, 0.45, 0.5
25 0.3, 0.35. 0.4, 0.45. 0.5

3.2. [EHERRE SRS R

3.2.1. FRENRMAFEHTRAESESHEN

FE15°C 0.45 BRI THLUT, 2B NAALTE DY 4.3%~8.0%/c 41, RESELF [ SR 23 5 50 i
J5 77 BN o AEHERR TR Z2 800 U ARZAL SR (R 8 s AL 7 AR S S A EIRE
B o 57 75 fi < 1B 98 R 2, nlE] 2 s

Table 8. The influence of void ratio on HIR asphalt mixtures fatigue life

* 8. TRENFMMABEFTEFTREGHEFZFHTM

15°C. 0.45 N Sk

TR A 8.015% 6.512% 6.008% 5.012% 4.333%
9% 55 Ff NE 79 243 319 633 853
1N, 1.898 2.386 2.504 2.801 2.931
REAR 1% B35 55 73 R AL 44.9% 47.3% 49.8% 38.0% /
A I E 45.0%
35
3
w 25
5 y = -28. 7
ﬁ 15 R2 = 0.993
E 1
® 05
R 0
4.000% 5.000% 6.000% 7.000% 8.000% 9.000%
=hRE

Figure 2. The figure relating to void ratio and logarithmic fatigue life

2. ERESHHEFEF S KXRE
i 8 AP 2 ATUA B, 2 B A 5 R B0 57 75 i A B 2R R DGR 2R o BETH R 1% IR AR
BRI DT 75 i e PRI 45% 75 4

3.2.2. BALBERARESEGHIN
AR TR RN AT EE2R A R I 7Rk, BTN JT L KT8 0.3~0.5, 203l #E4T 1 AN
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IRIE(SCL 15°Cy 25°C) N HIAHNLIE A7 BE /KT B TR B A8 55 1 e A bl o IR 45 R U0 R 32 9 s

Table 9. The fatigue test results at different temperatures

#9. TRIEE TEFHEER

BRI E(C) Svalid W 53 74 (1) AT

0.30 14,988
0.35 8442

5 0.40 3224 4
0.45 1005
0.50 466
0.30 11,160
0.35 4689

15 0.40 1058 4
0.45 398
0.50 172
0.30 2558
0.35 558

25 0.40 251 4
045 170
0.50 68

H13% 9, BARFTLLE Y, BN /AT 0.3 3ZBHTH 2 0.5 I, W IR &R 57 77 fr i i A1

LA $th 2k 7 RN, 0 E R A [ T T AR B 4 R AT VAL S U0 T 1] 3~5 R

6
w 4
%) y =-7.878x + 6.
- 2 Rz =0.989
0
0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55
S

Figure 3. Single logarithmic curve of fatigue for 5 degrees Celsius

3. 5 CHY B R UK 5 Lk

5
4
3
. 5 y = -9.390x + 6.872
< R2 = 0.990
2 1 :
0
0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55
S

Figure 4. Single logarithmic curve of fatigue for 15 degrees Celsius

4. 15 CRY BT8R 2k
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4
3 \
. 2 y = -7.333x + 5.457
% RZ = 0.953
0
0.25 03 035 04 0.45 05 0.55
s

Figure 5. Single logarithmic curve of fatigue for 25 degrees Celsius

[& 5. 25 C Ry BB 75 Bl 2%
FEAN TR R B B H500% 57 th 28 7 R a1 45 10,

Table 10. The stress ratio—fatigue life equation of different temperatures

= 10. TRIBETHRALL—ESERmGIE

IR (C) SRS T R R AHR?
5 IgN | =5.457-7.33398 0.9893
15 IgN = 6.8721-9.39095 0.9904
25 IgN, =5.457-7.3339S 0.9532

AR CL A PR A T BUR B, 3T AS R T B B0 B 57 75 i 7 FEAR DL HE R A I 2R MRS

3.2.3. REMNBEHERGRHESF AR

AR BN AR R SRR 7 A5 a6 B, T AR I O B il b 1A wr
CARIEE A Y, AR R R AT LR RN S 57 75 i B BE (0 PRI G4 o TR P50 57 7 i FD 5 1 ]
PAFR & R D BER AR, TRBEAE —EIRE A T RERS, RS R RER, HER R —E R
SEAE TR BT A A R AR A /AN DR T A A IS A Sk e 3 B B (73

16000 -
14000 -
12000 -
10000 -

¥ 8000 -

1@ 6000 -

#4000 -

2000 -
0

R RE 15
R R 25K

0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

R f1EE K

Figure 6. The fatigue life at different temperatures

6. NEIRE THIRS F
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ME BRI RN, AR BB IG R FE INF I 7 E 7KT- (0 B 2 L A v ik 6 T 8 P B0 R 2 o
T X BRR AL AR A SR R X TR R RN 7 LK, A et 3 i R R, T v ik el P 49 i
W LI o T it FEE X 20 P A 2 M e AR 5 0T 5, SR AL/ o 2l 2 R LA 0 A [ ) 2 7 B
KV AR 1L PR 15 577 A7 i A A W P S o o TR FSE 00 57 A7 i AR AL P K

4. &g

ASO HFAE  VRA BHAE AT A R 2 B . IR 7 T [ TR A 57 1%, T LAS
E [N

1) RFESR TR, AT T i A DT E R AR A kit SRI050IE, Frfe i B bs K&
E B RiFr iR i th. KRR L R fikFith.

2) MIFENREEFAET, BEEN IR 0.3 BEF =2 0.5 B, I IR GRS 57 75 6 g 8 A
I 7 bl 5 6 R0 55 A i R I R AT 2 X &R

3) MHFER IR T, BAKAREMR R 2 I Bh BI 55 PR e, A 7E A 6 U 5 B )
77 FE K (1 BB B D v 6 U 5 ) U A P T vy

4) BRI BN 5T A oA B R A G R R BT E 1% B A AR BORHE 57 45 iy 2 FRAIK
45%/ A o
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