5540 B4 4 ) R 2 R E R Vol .40 No .4
2023 4 8 J] Journal of East China Jiaotong University Aug . , 2023

X EHS :1005-0523(2023)04-0033-07

Sy ork T i) 9% vk & e m £ ST 63 £ 7

XA T AR Ae Rk, F L R BE L HA,FER

(1. R 1+ TR AR s e AT B 7, AR A AR N 350001 ; 2. FE A ACH KAAVLVE 4 b 25 A3 AR & TRBFIE L,
YLV R 5 330013; 3. 4% Tl e AR iz TR ATA PR A) VLT #E 5 330013)

ME . AR SH A L RRBH 5% A8 540 5 A 4R L FIAE A T oKk R L33 Ak G 3 Kb 46 £ 4 4], £ ILA K
REBRREA R A E @EAFSENENLN RAE KR 1605 R LHRFTEL RO LT EETALM
PR R 3% JE X e A b B X TR KRR KRB ACTAA LR RRBILHD ALK BREREG YR, FrTKBER
W THRERT EZSN, EREAN . ARFLORERBEYMBRBEARIDMRAARREBE REBHE AT ELBRS
T, A L B R A RAR B A KRB 24% R I 6% A B F 2% . & B K 0K R IBAKRA 1.5%, 545 KK
Yok 1.5 A B £ A K 12%0 45 R | it 55 i BAL R Ao kAL BC bb S | B R A6 £ AR AT 8 28 d B3R B T L4 %) 8.6 MPa.,
RGBT AR EE RS AHEN ML RRERE LA RAERRTT N, BET SBARRIEIE L0 = AN
R L BRI KR B A A PRI E R E ML M
hE 5 £ S TU4T2 XHEARAED A
ANXEIAEN Ry AL AL, S BN LRI £ B Bk aT R[J]. 4 & il K F4R,2023,40(4) :33—
39.

DOI:10.16749/j.cnki jecjtu.2023.04.010

Study on Curing Agent Ratio of High Strength Silty
Clay—Cement Mixed Soil

Liu Yinfang',Hu Chunhua®, Qin Jinlong®, Tong Lihong?,Zhu Bitang?, Guo Yimeng?,Li Zhiping?

(1. Fujian Geotechnical Engineering Investigation and Research Institute Co., Ltd., Fuzhou 350001, China; 2. Key Laboratory of
Geotechnical Infrastructure Safety and Control of Jiangxi Province, East China Jiaotong University, Nanchang 330013, China;
3. Nuclear Industry Eastern China Construction Engineering Group Co., Ltd., Nanchang 330013, China)

Abstract: To improve the strength of silty clay—cement mixed soil, a cement—soil mixed wall is formed by making
it work together with steel bars or sections. In this paper, taking the powdered clay soil in Nanchang area as an
example, based on the existing research on the performance of cement soil improver, indoor unconfined compres-
sive strength test and permeability test were conducted on the mixed soil formed by 16 groups of silty clay im-
provement schemes through selecting suitable curing agents and using orthogonal test to study the effects of dif-
ferent ratios of cement, water glass, gypsum and quicklime on the strength performance of the improved silty
clay. The results were analyzed by the range analysis and variance analysis. The results showed that the com-
pressive strength of the mixed soil was influenced by the amount of cement, water glass, gypsum and quicklime
in descending order, and the optimal ratio of cement, water glass, gypsum, quicklime and naphthalene water re-

ducing agent was determined to be 24%, 6%, 2%, 0 and 1.5%, and was recommended to be used when the wa-
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ter—cement ratio was 1.5 and the moisture content of the silty clay was 12%. After screening the curing agent

and optimizing the proportion, the strength of the silty clay could reach 8.6 MPa at the standard age of 28 d. Fi-

nally, the microstructure of the high—strength silty clay —cement mixed soil was analyzed by scanning electron

microscope test, and the mechanism of the generation of high—strength cement mixed soil was elaborated.

Key words: silty clay;orthogonal test;soil mixing;curing agent;unconfined compressive strength; microstructure
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Tab.1 Physical parameters of the test soil samples

Soil sampl Water Wet density/ Porosity Liquidity =~ Compression Compression ~ Cohe-  Angle of internal
011 sampie content/% (g/em?) ratio index factor/MPa  modulus/MPa sion/kPa friction/(°)
Silty clay 12 1.801 0.801 0.309 0.284 6.373 34.680 20.529
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Tab.2 Factor levels for the orthogonal test protocol

%
Dosage  Cement ths‘;r g;;:lvm Lime
level  blending e o dosing
Level 1 20 0 0 0
Level 2 16 2 2 2
Level 3 24 4 3 3
Level 4 28 6 4 4
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Fig.1 Cement soil specimen
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Tab.3 Orthogonal test at 7 d and 28 d

Influencing factors and column numbers

Compressive strength without

Test item Ceme.nt Water glass Raw gypsum . o dosing ].Zrmf lateral limit/MPa
blending dosage dosing estimation
1 2 3 4 5 7d 28 d

S 1(20%) 1(0) 1(0) 1(0) 1 2.3 5.7
7J-2 1(20%) 2(2%) 2(2%) 2(2%) 2 2.3 5.8
7J-3 1(20%) 3(4%) 3(3%) 3(3%) 3 23 6.3
7]-4 1(20%) 4(6%) 4(4%) 4(4%) 4 2.7 6.7
7J-5 2(16%) 1(0) 2(2%) 3(3%) 4 2.1 59
7J-6 2(16%) 2(2%) 1(0) 4(4%) 3 25 6.2
7J-17 2(16%) 3(4%) 4(4%) 1(0) 2 2.9 6.9
7J-8 2(16%) 4(6%) 3(3%) 2(2%) 1 29 8.2
7J-9 3(24%) 1(0) 3(3%) 4(4%) 2 25 7.1
7J-10 3(24%) 2(2%) 4(4%) 3(3%) 1 2.8 7.8
ZJ-11 3(24%) 3(4%) 1(0) 2(2%) 4 3 7.4
7)J-12 3(24%) 4(6%) 2(2%) 1(0) 3 32 8.6
7J-13 4(28%) 1(0) 4(4%) 2(2%) 3 2.8 8.2
7]-14 4(28%) 2(2%) 3(3%) 1(0) 4 2.6 6.8
7J-15 4(28%) 3(4%) 2(2%) 4(4%) 1 2.7 7.6
7J-16 4(28%) 4(6%) 1(0) 3(3%) 2 2.6 6.8
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Fig.2 Relationship between the actual dosing and compressive strength of each factor at 7 d
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Fig.3 The relationship between the actual dosing and compressive strength of each factor at 28 d
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Tab.4 Range of orthogonal test
Mechanical 1 Factor
properties A B C D
Compressive 7 0.475 0.425 0.225 0.3
Strength
without 28 1.6 0.925 0.875 0.7
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Tab.5 Variance analysis of 28 d lateral limitless
compressive strength test results

Deviati . -
Factor 561‘1[111‘11 :En Degree of  Mean F Signif-
freedom  Square icance
squares
A 3.602 3 1.201 14267  * *
B 2.833 3 0.944 11.218 % %
C 2.003 3 0.668 7.931 *
D 2.107 3 0.702 8.347 *
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Tab.6 Results of the contribution of each factor to the
error at 28 d compressive strength

Partial Degree of Pure sum of 0 h ribution

Factor variance freedom :12:?;;:);)5{ rate
A 3.602 3 3.349 31.02
B 2.833 3 2.58 23.89
C 2.003 3 1.75 16.21
D 2.107 3 1.854 17.17
Error 0.253 3 1.265 11.71
Sum 10.798 15
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Fig.4 SEM image of a silty clay in situ soil
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Fig.5 SEM image of the optimal ratio group from the
orthogonal test
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