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Abstract: In this paper, the effects of cement content, water glass content and curing age on the impermeability
performance of silty clay were discussed by indoor penetration test, scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and X—
ray diffraction(XRD) test on the typical silty clay in Nanchang. The results showed that the permeability coeffi-
cient of improved silty clay decreased at a rate of 3 orders of magnitude higher than that of 14~28 d at a curing
age of 7~14 d. With the continuous increase of cement content, the permeability coefficient of improved silty clay
decreased and the decline rate gradually decreased. The increase of water glass content can significantly reduce
the permeability coefficient of improved silty clay. Cement—water glass can synergistically improve the imperme-
ability of silty clay, and the optimal ratio of 24% cement + 6% water glass has an optimal dosage. Compared
with the improved silty clay with single cement, the incorporation of water glass does not change the main phase
composition of the hydration product, but promotes the hydration reaction, and increases the yield of hydration

products such as C—S-H gel and C—A-S—H calcium vanadite, and greatly reduced the number of pores and frac-
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tures between soil particles.
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Tab.1 Physical parameters of the test soil samples

Water Wet

Compression Compression Angle of internal

[tem content/ density/ Por(zteity Li.ql(liidity factor/ modulus/ Colf:;)sion/ friction/
% (g/em®) ratio maex MPa MPa a (°)
Silty clay 12 1.801 0.801 0.309 0.284 6.373 34.680 20.529
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Tab.2 Main chemical composition of cement
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Tab.3 Baseline ratio

Soil samples Cement slurry
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Fig.2 Relationship between permeability coefficient of C—
WG improved silty clay and water glass content
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Tab.4 The mass fraction of the main substance component

Type of specimen

In situ Baseline 24%C+6%WG

Material composition

soil  group group

Si0, 47%  52% 45%

Fe,0, 15%  11% 6%

ALO; 14% 8% 2%

MgO 7% 3% 1%

Ca(OH), - 2% 5%
Ca0-Si0,-nH,0 - 4% 6%
3Ca0-AL0O5-3CaS0,-32H,0 - 5% 12%
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