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mm)

SR FH R Y0 2Kk st 5 33 38 ML A 0 4 9 95 496
MR o A9 95 AR B v, S i 2 22 e/ iy
BAE SR 5 B % 97 IR AL N 45 2 14 9% R 2R A T 28 B
o IR THAES B R B BR AT 4 (E P, 106.39 kN, I
FR % 57 fof 2% P,..=0.6P,=63.83 kN, '~ BR % 57 fur %
P,,=0.12P,=12.77 kN, N2 5 RK Jy 3 Hz, F9% 55
TEFR 13 A 1N B OIF H 38 % 0, 1 4T — UK i 2 e
(B A 1 B9 95 for 2K P, A9 2K, 0 2 530 5 P=0 Al
P O B R A 5 o RO R RS o R T R R
ML AT A5 TR0 25 e ) i TR 95 1 S A A%, R P R o ik
I R R B D7 I R, Z 5 AT T — 21
T, T B0 I 95 A A IR IR B0k B9 5 A Ak
TS5 B R . I B R R 2 B .

K2 e g
Fig.2 Photos of test site



55 3 3]

A L 45 5 T 2448 3 T IR AE 1) 59038 0 5 451 4000 4 VT Al 505

3 RUREEGLETE

HET B 25 A PTG RO 19 2] AR AR E LA
S 0 A B W T RIS B e I R e g
P HEAT 05 70 B 2 il 5 B e R R AL B . 2B
M P S T Ak B 5 3k 25 R D PRI o ) 3 B M P 5 0
AR R BRI B 5 B o SRR 2 {2 K
>R B B (19 R (0 PR B 4 0 K2 RS, e AN Bl A TR 4R
eI BRSO T L A/ R AR R SR AR A
(I NI g N i g i /N

V=0.3R+ 0.59G+ 0.11B (2)
Hr . VRIBEREME R, G B A EE
ZRAWE ) o i

TEMF R 45 K 1005 BT 30, o/ o B i R R 4
RELRE A 1R 55 8 S5 LA, O 1 4 v R B4R v
JE 5 B R BT B IE . BB R T K 4k
75125 M 05 IR JEE AL PRI A 08 L BE L 9 R PR A R 22
S R R H Y o A% KGR b BE B S XN
P03 1 G0 T A4 TR B2 i A, v {0 2k R O vk A
ek IS ) [ B 75 | R 9% AR 2000 17 AR, H0S T BT 4 2 g
AbPREA RO o PR E D BE T LIRS

yiJ»:MAed{f,-j} (3)
Horpey, o HAR B (e A U HEZR B 1, 2B 3 i
B3 X35 £, B FIKIE RS

N2 T 6 1 sRE A, BV AR EHR AT —
BERMIKEE . G RS A B PG L 3 7
N o IR BB AR R i, PR I A R I R wfE L 4%
PUNREEFE R . Sl abBJS iy BRI 38 T 28 5
ST U RE W AR T IR BE - SO T

4 SREBEHRGHIENXER

1 G857 TG T 2 AR A7 R0 SR A TR A R R A
6% B I DA R 52 Wi A 2 8 P AR DA A R
IO 78 A B BT A AN SR AR IR EAR T sl MR
HARTEE , PRI B RS | 4 st S e it £ 5 L . AR
SR A AR AR AR R BH e L S A R R A 2 RO
PR PPAS 244 5 07, (HAE S B 25 PF DRSS H0Z i
T J3E A5 BRI DR 3R WA O, L R A R A TR
REEE 2R o LU B 0 AR I B 5 Ak B R
TE 52 PR 52 2 S5 40 v 1) 8l A5 R RS AT 5 42 v, ELal
W IR TR ME A9 AT BR TR Bk S B AL A 0R

(b) ME207 REIHE R
(b) Original image after
2x10* times loading

(a) #1073 R R R
(a) Original image after
1x10* times loading

(c) MNER30TTXIELEEE
(c) Original image after
3x10* times loading

(d) AnE40T3 IR IR I6 EIR
(d) Original image after
4x10* times loading

i . ‘;;‘ 1 1

(e) MO UALIIFIEME () HNaR2075 AL HELJF EHE

(e) Processed image after (f) Processed image after
1x10° times loading 2x10* times loading

The MR AW
i | aailils RS auld
(2) MNE30TTIRALEEEER (h) Ink4077 RAab 25 EA
(g) Processed image after (h) Processed image after

3x10" times loading 4x10* times loading

B3 sk RS Ak 3 T
Fig.3 Comparison of original images and processed

images

), PRSP 32 20 BR A o AT R 2 2 B ik 2 ) 1

%
Z RPN 7 12 i X L S R A i 9 R AR 2 M 5 A 1Y
Wl

A b 05 5 202 NS AR 22 01 27 2 R 8l D1 15 5
Jr i ST A M IR O IR | 5 2 AN [ (9 2 A B2 0 3¢
G BRI TR RL AN A GIOWLZ T B4R R A
HH R i R -5 4047 168 A o e 2 DDA G, o 5 4 A 2
TRYEREA OC . T 3 2% 2R 4 PR GR 5 A0 20 A i AR 3R



506 & s KL 5 & W

o 42 4

T O B TR Y BLAE R AR AN L E B H R R B
fift o SR, QRN BB 7 R D AER S T IR
BRI E A48 7 41 S0 A5 4040 e A 2 B0 pR RO R
a2 30 A 2, A AR LA S RS HEBL 5 PP A . A ST
1, 5 AR A X 6 R0 N e 24 5, Al ST R ) S B
B 0530 T2 4 805 B R IR S B G & W IR ABESE
LU R 5 45003 T A =2 ) A K AR B LR B T BL

41 HREHHITE

28 AR AN TR 98 55 0 3 vk B SR 4B #1122 01 2
2 RIS, 38 3 B o B0 AN A TR R k4
55 07 PN B 5 R REE N S TEEE . AR Nk 2L
T B logN-log(1/r) X R th & &l 4 fros o W LLF
R E A R T8 F logN 5 log (1/r) 528 1 56
FUE BAE — A B0 [ R TR 3R 00 2 % 4 A7 i R
HARLYE , BB G T R TEARAE

5
oO?ﬁ(
| 210/ &
AT w20m% %
v 305K /4/%//!
%3 [ 4K O
S | msoA% > 0
2t R X e
eZeo
s
1 P24
o
N i : ; :
0 05 10 15 20 25
log(1/7)

B4 REINERECT 19 logN-log(1/r) M £k
Fig.4 logN-log(1/r) curve under different loading times

P50 45 00T WL 2L 4% 43 T8 4R 5505 9% 7 n 2
PR oG R 2o al UL, 625 2 55 JIn 480 R0 o, A
TR WU REE S A A RN, 70 JE A8 . Pk, Al
FH o3 T 4 B AR A 2R 4 1) e AR 2

175
170+

1.65F
=160}

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
IR R RELTTN)
5 o3I 4E B 5 0% 57 I i O 2 ith £k
Fig.5 Relationship between fractal dimension and

fatigue cycle

42 HHEHESERRENXR

TE I 57 47 A TR % 09 e B2 a8 1) AR I #Y
AR T DA B 4 B HOE 57 R RE R S A . (K16
5 B AR A 2R

120
110+ b
100
90
80
70 -
60 |
50F  cmep
I A
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

I TR (TTIK)

F6 5 bR A fhth 48

Fig.6 Deflection curve of mid-span

B HeE / mm

MNIEL 6 ] LAFE H, 98 55 4651 15 1) 128 52 B 3 By
BOR A NE R SR FAE  AE % 55 2k 6 T3 W LA, it 244
PR, B P W B 5 B A 0 97 AR B &, e
JE AL FE BT 52 Z B B IR 0 AR E T B
B AR S n 2k 2 BRE IR )5, Be B2 AR A R i — 20 1 3
R, R 3 AR FRBIR B B . Bl 0 2k 4L
AIXG I, 5 P BR R A BT K, Sr TR 4E B D BTt R B
oo K, T 882 e IR ST 0 R 4% 73 A Al ]
GG R TR IA o R, AR R M 2 R R T
53 HLA3 A5 O FL 5398 4E 0B .

I o SR B B 1 B 19 B 2R DL SRR AT i
PR 5 53 B 4R B0OC & 1 3E FH 1] )4 56 &R =l

A=mexp(D/n)+p (4)
Hd AR DR REE I A s m n Fl p
T 5 W 8, AR A K 5 P 2 il O 53.34, —9.615 A
0.023 1,

WY g5 R R 1 R W R4 P 48 5 5
RIERARBIHCHR X 53R 11-12 ] i 658 45
B AR R, B, AT DL 2 W L 4 o O 4
S A A T T ) S TR 9 55 10 0 i R R AR Ak
e, R (D) A B B rh B B 5 2 B 4R B0 ¢
R B 7 R, K5 LB EEE Y G

43 NHEHSHENEMNXR

TRBE 1 19 % 97 R 80y J B MR B A i i 2
AL AR T T BT TR B P B A Rk R R
e A Wy R B W Bt 5 TR B R A T R



55 3 4 A L 45 5 T 2448 3 T IR AE 1) 59038 0 5 451 4000 4 VT Al o507
[T T ETTm— 08X R W B 2 DLW T J 50

1ot - - P vy e o
[ * sEmsE I A B B2 AT E K 3 05 4T 4 M D

130 140 150 160  1.70
ZipiZ

Bl 7 85 BRI S Il A R 3¢ A ih 4k
Fig.7 Relationship between deflection and fractal di-

mension

o WILEE W] LAz e 25 4y i 461 10 A B2, (B T o IR
BRI R B G2, W R AR A xfE DL ME 5 R4
PRI, e ST 3 WL 284 5% 93 TV 24 K05 45 4 W JEE 110 S R
FLAT o S A W BE 20 D 2 A 30 M e
W J3£ 2 75 A A R PR ARG B B RE T, BOA
F T 30 W38 26 78 A 1 A 4 3 250D T SRt AL B
1 fiE

X SR KA 1, i M JEE TR U g 25 Y R
FAE, I B SO 2R Bl AR AR I T fiE
RS R o R AR G S A i 200 B8 il 2 A
JEa i o N T 1 = A DRV S = 3 0 /NS W

(5)

For: Bl PR i 2 5 P oAy 8 0 285 4, o R IO
W55 L 5 0 SRy 0 ) S B B R 5 A A B R B ) R R
AHBRIE R KL

A5 2B SR HOE f 56, 2R 1 B IR T

24 e

MO SR R IR R, B2 (4) Al (5) BN, 15 3
EC L 2 % GV ERY A SR A )
APbL,?

B= (6)
2[mexp(D;/n)+p]

P B 5 0 55 N 2R R S R I 8 T o A
I AR R W B S 0 B 4E R D R B W Y
RN, X w TR D5 R REE K E
ot BORBEM AT AR A G . B SF vl 4
W R Bl B 40100 T RS R S A, 23 O 4
BD R G o B AR5 0 3B 8 57 R A
55 2 B Be, W BB s Bk 22 PR R LR e AR
TE S, o3 I8 HE R D AR B SRR IR A R .

ﬁ$ﬁﬁ%#?a1@M>E$WWMﬁ

R nT L FER U R R P R HERUE IR 2
B LT AR L RT S 45 0 A £ I S
W 5 0 T eSO 5 R ANET 9 B as o T L,
it 3 5 (6) 45 3] A i 32 a2 55 50 S A A IR KOHE
A L) & R —E M 2 5 Xl ), A
S ) 73 T A 5 nT LK o S0 L 3 O A5 A R
BRI VEAE W FE A TR AR 05 DA B AR TR Ok

1.0

0.3

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
IR TR RETTIN)
8 IR 55 9 5 I s Uk By OC 2R
Fig.8 Relationship between static stiffness and loading

times

1.0
*
0.9 *»

e o
9

5
=)

FRIFE / (N » mm")
o

— SR ARIEFH
T PO JSE 2

N
~

* SR
0'%.30 1.210 1.I50 1.I60 1.:70
AT
O R S50 A B 3 7

Fig.9 Relationship between static stiffness and fractal

dimension

44 HREHSMERHNERX R

T8 2 2 J7 0 B 245 05 U O ik b T A
W AR IR e B ARAR B W) B SR, T B SO
HLAM B 05 2 AT A B 2 T o 52 SEBRIR R R
ISR P50 S W, 445 K 0 24 S 0 285 SR B ML P o, )™ T 52 1)
TIFENERE o A7 BEAR A U0 20l A S o T 4R B 5 1%
[0 A B 5 2, R AT 5 70 T2 4805 sl W RE B9 e &%
AT R A5 VT E B B — R S o ) £ S
T Fourier 28 4, #53 B 5 4 1) A IR 01 R , 2 45 £ A



508 & s KL 5 & W

FE i A e B B s ) R AT A o 10 8 —Bi
BRSSP AEEN R . T LAFE T S R AL Y
— B R 5 3 AR AR ORI OC o R A e AU
B ERBCN

f=wD+=z (7)
Horpr A —Br BIRIIUR ; DR A B 46505 w A2 U
G SR A U 5> ) oA — 18.64 1 37.22,
14
13 — 2 ARG
12+ — B AR 2k
1y * Ul — R
101
2 ol
S .l
7_
6_
5_
4 1 1 1 1
1.30 1.40 1.50 1.60 1.70

D TEYEEL
F10  — s 5 0 TR R0 O £
Fig.10 Relationship between frequency and fractal di-

mension

P 3 A B0 545 30 1 — Wi 0 2 il £ 5 20 At
S HC T LS ORI o B A 9 57 48 0
BB BT R AR B, 0 AR RO K e, R
WA 00 0 B B, B B R e . A R
R A 5 2 BRI, X I 2 W A 2 0N, LB
5 B R O 0 B A S TR R R L R AR
. TE7% EAEHIBILIE H 5 IR 4738 1k )1 220 I
AEAL RSB T | A SOR SN K, S A R

m:Mg?4

Horb s Ky il AR 0 2l W BE 5 MO a1 o i 5 2, o iK1
AT S 5 O — B R AR
TR B S B FE MRS 00, H T 3RO
BN HER L B s W o R (7 ARA (), 1]
B0 4RSS R i 2 56 56 R 0
44"

2

(8)

Ky=M " (wD, +z) (9)

SR 5 0 HE R O R A&l 11 fros . Al L,
3 2 73 A AR 28 6 s 2T s o e Al K sl 1
B, H = O “R O SESE A T DL a2k
KR o T PIERIE 25 I AF AN M 3 e L B 4 R
B [ A A A R BB 5, mT LS i ad 0 AP 25 B 7%
R AR H R M R4 18] 7, (e AT TR Bk 315 T3 IR R
YRR, 8 o TE A BOM Bl R A 28 5 o S A T

%426
3.5
3.0% * — & AXIETH
o BRI 2
£ + SRR
« 201
€ st
=
= 10
" ost
0 1 1 1 1
1.30 1.40 1.50 1.60 1.70

TR
BT SRR 5 00 T2 4 Ko O &
Fig.11 Relationship between dynamic stiffness and

fractal dimension
5 X5F 45 ¥ A0S 0 28 305 PEA o
45 HREHERGEHOXERE

4.5.1 AT # 0 E B AL IR A5 IR AL 5 T
T R FH DI 2 11 R b 3 ok SRAE 45 K 453 405 1) i
WA R D, Hit B AR N
Ky
K
Hovp s Ko K 43 590 28 32801 16 400 i i 1138 0 A ] 45
PR AS T 1 S ) B
> SR FH A it ) 2 s e WD R R R 1 T
HA BoA Byo #3(4)RAK(10), 15 20 L4y B 4
BOh AR i AR E 1D
APbL,’

D—1— (11)
ZBO[m exp (D/n )+P}

LT 7 MR B4 At P 12 s, R W )
P s i B i A8 Al S 48 BN BT W B s KL
5B LR ME 3R, A TARmEES
LI 1 2 3R A R RO S AR — =, DL TR
T 6 A A I 3 i 0 45 4

0.7

D.=1— (10)

% 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
BEHHERE / mm
P12 T I E i 4 9 A

Fig.12 Damage evolution based on static stiffness



A, 45 5 T 3L8E

06l —BBARIER
O B e

& 05T » scs Hampe s

0 1 1 1 1
130 140 150 160 170
iy =

K13 W ivias oS IR 4RO 56 &
Fig.13 Relationship between static damage index and

fractal dimension

4.5.2 TR ERAG A E A
FE SCHET S NI Y Bh 1 i dE Bk
CKu_ . (A)

K®-—1 (ﬁ) (12)
o s Koo il 4 900 16 sl W EE 5 K, R 1) 55 B 3y
MIEE 5 /05 o 53 3 R s A4 400 4y — B 3 23 BN (] 4 43 4R
AT A S — AR

B (DA (12) , 15 2 53 T8 4 B 3 19 3
VAR KGRk /N W)

Ddzl

waﬂ) (13)

Jo

BT gl W B0 458 0 v Akt P 14 s e BBl g
5400 915 B[R] B 52 ) 9 A0 KL 5 ) 46 405 4 K DY
AT 2E R R T A Y EL AN

Ddl(

1.0
09t
0.8}

& 07}

3 o6l

% 0.5}

S oaf

R 03}
02}
o1t

9&0 5I0 6I0 7I0 8I0 9I0 160 11I0 120
HE / mm
[ 14 BEF 2 W i 45 40 1 Ak

Fig.14 Damage evolution based on dynamic stiffness

K 3 C13) 7510 ) D1 35 40 48 8505 40 T8 e 5
KHRMEE 15 Fraa . w0, 20 (13) AT LUK #E s
B 3 W40 i BB 53 A 500 A8 AL R, T A SRR T
FE 4505 VR4 T S R R

SR O 4 TR NN B o - e N I A
BB AR WIS VIR A5 48 B 1) 340 4 A 2 I A T AR

R U ) 59 TR 0 5 451 4000 A VT Al o509
1.0
0.9 —&BmARIES

0 L 1 1 1
130 140 150 1.60 170
iy

P15 i O S I8 4 B0 56 &

Fig.15 Relationship between dynamic damage index

and fractal dimension

SE Y PRBOC ZR o SR HISRLTT i il 3 23 B K i
S8 A 52 B A R T A O A 48 DL R R R 5K
Lo FCT SO 3O S A () 26 B B2 19 70 JE 4 505 5240
SR A HETT 58 35 5 T 0 T8 B 0 A1 45 4k B 4
AR BATF AR R U A

5 & &

1) TR BE - S5 A8 1 0 55 f 280 T 1) 2 L 28 48 o A1
HA G B AR FE R Ak, m] LU 23 T8 4 BOR A
TR B TT R R 45 R 0 1 5 A i 7

2) B T AFBOPRE T #2805 e 4
B 25 R RO R o SRR LR A R 55 i
BT 15 P He i i O, W 25 T B, 20 B KL
S, HLH 5 v B R 7 S8 A g 45 40 4 K
IS ROE K IR R S — B A SRR O Ak R
SR N | e PAR R TR R A U P SES e ) Qi
Koo AL B3R pRHOC ZR NS I 2 BRI 04 15 £
R AR AR R A AL PP 4R A TR A 8 AN O 3k

3) X TR SN, LRSS R R S
o AETHE AL BE H AR RN T BE B A P A 1Y
RN AL T 008 B8 R RLAE R AIE B B 22 4 0 0
HAT BN RISt TR E J b 7, H R4t
XA 55 40 1 22 18] 4 56 2 1 o ol U 2R AT TR
5T .

z % x o

(1] BB A, 2, VR . T J0 N RALAUR B 1 2 2R 4%
Sa YOI P ATPERESE[T]. AR TR 24, 2019, 52(4)
56-65.

ZHONG Xingu, PENG Xiong, SHEN Mingyan.

Study on the feasibility of identifying concrete crack



510

/) I

w5 2

W %42 5

[2]

[5]

[7]

[8]

[10]

width with images acquired by unmanned aerial vehicles
[J]. China Civil Engineering Journal, 2019, 52(4): 56-
65. (in Chinese)

T 7, DK, T T IR AL S A AT S
XA REE B EMN W T] 2 AR,
2020, 37(2):1-12.

DING Yining, MA Yue, HAO Xiaowei. Investigation
on the effect of crack geometry on the permeability of fi-
ber reinforced concrete based on fractal theory[J]. Acta
Materiae Compositae Sinica, 2020, 37(2) : 1-12. (in
Chinese)

HADIJILEONTIADIS L J, DOUKAB E,
TROCHIDISC A. Fractal dimension analysis for crack
structures [J]. Mechanical
Systems and Signal Processing, 2005, 19(3): 659-674.
WOREAR L AR OO AR IR BE L A R B R I 1 43
FENT[J]. AR TR, 2005, 38(12): 59-64.
CAO Maosen, REN Qingwen. Damage detection of re-

identification in beam

inforced concrete structures based on fractal characteris-
tic factor [J]. China Civil Engineering Journal, 2005,
38(12): 59-64. (in Chinese)

ADHIKARI R S, MOSELHI O, BAGCHI A, et al.
Tracking of defects in reinforced concrete bridges using
digital images [J]. Journal of Computing in Civil
Engineering, 2016, 30(5):1-15.

ISSA M A, ISLAM M S. Fractal dimension-a measure
of fracture roughness and toughness of concrete [J].
Engineering Fracture Mechanics, 2003, 70(1): 125-137.
MECHTCHERINE V. Fracture mechanical behavior of
concrete and the condition of its fracture surface [J].
Cement and Concrete Research, 2009, 39(7): 620-628.
ERDEM S, BLANKSON M A. Fractal-fracture
analysis and characterization of impact-fractured surfaces
in different types of concrete using digital image analysis
and 3D nanomap laser profilometery [J]. Construction
and Building Materials, 2013, 40(2): 70-76.

A, BT, E O e TR A A R BE R A A
B AR LT ] TR 127, 2009, 26(S1): 72-76.

LI Yanyan, RONG Xian, WANG Tiecheng. Fractal
characteristics of crack distribution of concrete beams
with high strength stirrup [J]. Engineering Mechanics,
2009, 26(S1): 72-76. (in Chinese)

WL, T RENR , X5 BYAR TR BE b 2 R 4 i 00 E
W AF 5 [T, 6k R #h 4l . 2019, 38(2) :
459-464.

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

XIE Ming, JI Yanjun, LIU Fang. Study on fractal be-
havior between shape steel and concrete in SRC struc-
ture [J]. Bulletin of The Chinese Ceramic Society,
2019, 38(2): 459-464. (in Chinese)

ZRIEE, JEHY, LRy, SR T B HIEHY CEFRP
A 3 5 R BE RS PERERTIE[T]. TR 1%, 2015,
32(4): 160-168.

LUAN Haiyang, FAN Yingfang, WANG Dawei, et
al. Study on the flexural behavior of the CFRP-rein-
forced concrete beam with fractal theory [J]. Engineer-
ing Mechanics, 2015, 32(4): 160-168. (in Chinese)
BT, s, BTGB . VR0 TR B s R ) R R
fon 24 o3 R RRAELT]. K BB U B2, 2018, 36(1):
124-127.

JIANG Shang, XU Gang, ZHAO Tianyue. Fractal
characteristics of fracture resistance evolution of con-
crete beam subjected to freeze-thaw damage[J]. Water

Resources and Power, 2018, 36(1): 124-127. (in Chi-

nese)
MRIETE , BRIESE . TR EBE 1 2 90 5 I 9 55 1 AR I & e #L
A I F o [T]. MR B K22, 1999(1) -
11-17.

LIN Yanqging, OU Jinping. Experimental study on fa-
tigue defomration of plain concrete under multi-stage
constant amplitude loading [J]. Journal of Harbin Uni-
versity of Civil Engineering and Architecture, 1999(1) :
11-17. (in Chinese)

LOPES R, BETROUNI N. Fractal and multifractal
analysis: a review [J]. Medical Image Analysis, 2009,
13(4) : 634-649.

VLR, M, ARZRG . T NI B TR B TR 1 R
95 2B R R WF T [T]. B3 74z, 2007, 29(3) -
84-88.

TANG Hongwei, LI Shibin, ZHU Cimian. A fatigue
cumulative damage model of RC beam based on stiff-
ness degradation[J]. Journal of the China Railway Soci-

ety, 2007, 29(3): 84-88. (in Chinese)

E—IEEB TN, 5197845 A
AL TR B EEWRITOT I S
J5RE A 0 A o G A R (T B
GETH AR #9155 A A2 5 I 4 A0 b 45D
(CHR 38 K 512 W7 ) 2018 4R 55 4 1)) 4
B

E-mail :hhx7856(@163.com



