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Synopsis

In the previous paper, we reported the relation between mechanical, physical factors and a bonding condition,

which give the best adhesive strength.

These results were applied the several practical bonded cores.
On the other hand, we must guarantee their life, especially when vibration and repeated stresses are given.
We tested the fatigue strength of adhesives by the repeated fatigue test under constant deflection and discussed

the relation between fatigue strength and their material properties.

fatigue life is dependent on A or 3 and s.
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We obtained the follox}s?ingvrelationship which

ks+ ken’s

k35+ kd.

kgs+Fk,

where ky, ks, ks, kq, ks, ke is the constant, s, N, A and 7 are respectively load, the cycle number of rep- «ated stresses

to specimen, logarithmic decrement and viscosity of adhesives.

From above results it is desu‘able to research

material or adhesives properties, in order to make good practical bonded cores. |
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