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Abstract

Combined with emulsified asphalt cold recycled mixture test section in an expressway reconstruc-
tion and expansion project, emulsified asphalt cold recycled mixture was designed by rotary
compaction method and big Marshall method, and optimum moisture content, volume index and
performance of the mixture between the two Molding methods were analyzed. The results showed
that there was a certain difference in the technical indicators of mixture between the two molding
methods. The volume index and performance index of mixture through 70 times by rotary com-
paction and double-sided 150 times by big Marshall compaction were similar. By comparison with
core condition of test road, mixture molding method of 70 times by rotary compaction and
double-sided 150 times by big Marshall compaction was determined in this project.
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FLAWITE A AR R AT SEILIH T B AR IR AR, /BN —FPT e RIS ERIR B ARAE RS
SEIBHAT AV O — A N, ER 70 0 A B ™ 2 o f P S b T B B

PG IR VA T A VT IR Ak S SR R |H 0 75 SR L R Sk, I — e, R . K
VeV ARELER, iR T SRR S A 2R AR, TR R IR bR, A R
BTG IR EREE . AR A BRI A . AR E P A PR TS v AR BT 7 K B S0 A
STk, FREEAAT 7 AR TR ARBTE[1] [2] (3] [4]- SALTT A FAR A RHO BT, B AT E32HIE JTG
F41-2008 (/A B I 2 B T AL AT AR 2 SR IR e R B o 1) T BJOUR o SRR [ 514 Rl B B T
PR SEBRAE S0 . FLAGIAT VA T2 R AR 50 Go A I IR AR AT LL P 358 0 I 0 75 B T b A7
TE—sE B, SR E BOR BT 7 SR AT 92 . A S LK B e R LR A A R Bk
B, AL A T AR R A RO A LR AT bk, IR &R PR BE, HEAT X EL A0

2. BRI R AECIRTT
2.1. $EAIRLRAP)

AT, RAP FRUET 1L AR il A B @2 5 H . RAP i 43 & % IR bRl 46 R 1 AL 2,
22. T8

SRR ACA WA, RSN 10~20 mmo 6B RAIBEAAACE Ky, A& 25% 8040 K.
BRI 73 S 2 T bl B8 4 R 2 VE ZER
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Table 1. RAP screen analysis
7 1. RAP 45 R

LR TEALRT PR 2%

§i LR~ /mm

26.5 19 13.2 9.5 475 2.36 1.18 0.6 0.3 0.15 0.075
RAP 10~20 mm 100 97.4 45.4 4.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1
RAP5~10mm 1000 922 1000 95.0 9.2 12 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.4
RAP 0~5 mm 100.0 1000  100.0 1000 953 61.5 46.6 31.4 16.7 9.4 5.1
Table 2. RAP various indexes test results
7 2. RAP BEUHRIRIAINSE R
e EKEY% Wit &2/ %
RAP 10~20 mm CUtF 2.6
RAP 5~10 mm By 43
RAP 0~5 mm CUtF 6.2
2.3. AT
KSR, WIai R W& 3.
Table 3. RAP modified emulsified asphalt test
= 3. MR R E RIS
I H LA BARZER 4k
T FLIE / (B2 24
HLT B / FHEST(+) M2 T (+)
TEREFRAEREETE C25,3 s 10~60 16.9
QRS jC 0.1 mm 50~300 67
ERIRE LEAS §C cm AT 40 >100
BAL s °c / 49
S54RIk B / AT 2/3 KT 23
HRRIR Y& % AT 62 63.9
%5 A% B (1.18 mm ) % KT 0.1 0
LR / 5% 5%
1d, ART % 1 0.6
AR A
5d, AKRT % 5 2.4

2.4. KB

IKYERH P+ C32.5 K, IS5 R I 4.

2.5. RECRIT
ZFE (NI REAFEAERARMIE) JTG F41-2008 HIEELIGHE, IR FEAM R 9 RI6 4 R & g
fic, RAABEARERHSE G N 5, SR AR E 1.
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Table 4. Various indexes test for cement

= 4. KIRBTUEIRNILER

I H HAT HARER e S
/(80 pm) % AKF 10 0.7
FRAERR P K B % AKRT 28 28
BB 7] min TR 180 197
LRI [H] min AR T 600 253
EEIEA m’/kg 300~450 328
3 RIS MPa KT 25 3.0
28 RyLHrom e MPa KFs5 6.4
3 RYUEHE MPa KF 110 15.5
28 R P MPa KT 325 343

Table 5. Gradation of cold recycled asphalt mixtures

=5 ORBEAKEH

RAP RAP RAP N .
HA 10~20 mm 5~10 mm 0~5 mm 10-20 7k} gy
"ok, % 20 25 41 11 3
100.0
90.0
80.0
70.0
X
600
500
=)
=400
B
30.0
290
200 ~-o=-4 A A AL IR
100 —=e== A P TR
oo " " — —y
0.075 236 475 95 19 265
JRfLN~F, mm

Figure 1. Gradation of cold recycled asphalt mixtures

B 1. ABEARAR
3. RiERGSESREILNHEAERE

K FH e 6 T SR 56 [4] A0 K 5 B R RIS HEAT X EE 0, e 3 T 924 56 SR FH 45 e % TR S AN N e F
1.17°, 7124 600 KPa, i /RiR50 K H K &R A ik, B NAER A 152.4 mm.
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3.1. RERFSEHE

R I BRI AR ARG JTG F41-2008 1SLE0 R, FLAL DI A AR R 21 8L 7 S 36 7 vk
e RGBSR RSN IK & ERESLI AR, EEUINRERE S EE /Y, sEREEERAL
Wit =S R MK E RS, BOATEANI & A AR A BMA R, LA T LA 7 A7 7E,
BN AFGWE Iy, (AR Tg, HASEERN.

JiE# F SR8 3 Tl SR FH G R 52 30 ¥k 50 IR~ 70 IRAT 90 U, X H2H Dy B 78 o SR B A E 1 B /K i

TRERHZ BRI AT ECH], A E AR TR0 3.5%, ZKYeAEx T8RN0 1.5%, MK E
208 2.5%. 3.0%. 3.4%-. 4.0%. 4.5%HEAT . WRIG45 R W7 6 14 2.

Table 6. Different shaping methods determine the optimum amount of water added

= 6. NEIRRELSEMHERIEINNKE

e S5 92 TG 92

K : : : : :
K, % e LB e & FLER e R FLBR EEE FLER Eithn FLER
30 R, % LS0K OFK, % LTIOW FK, % LR FK, % S x, %
25 2.012 20.3 2.101 16.7 2.192 13.1 2.195 13.0 2.156 14.5
3.0 2.034 19.4 2.134 15.4 2209 12.4 2225 11.8 2.179 13.6
3.5 2.078 17.6 2.154 14.6 2229 11.6 2227 11.7 2.196 13.0
4.0 2.103 16.6 2.176 13.8 2224 11.9 2221 12.0 2222 11.9
45 2.116 16.1 2.177 13.7 2221 12.0 2223 11.9 2216 12.2

225
2.20
2 ois
!
-];
=
= 210 ‘
T —e— it 301K
e = it 507K
2.05 —o— Jie JE70IK
—8— it KO0 IX
—a— AL
200 . . . . .
2.0 2.5 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

AR E, %

Figure 2. Different shaping methods determine the optimum amount of water added

Bl 2. AR EMEREINIKE

M-S BT, RATERE RS 30 K, 1E 4.5% S /KEFRMET, JFAREMERESKE, WHEERGE
o LR A SR IR AL/ s RIS 55K 50 Uk, TRAEHE 4.0%1 4. 5%IMNIKERAT T, IRERK L&
TRE, BAESNKETTLIEN 4.5%; KHIREEESE 70 0, 15E S EAMNIKEY 3.5%; R eH: sk
90 I, WERAESMINKE S 3.0%; KA # H AL T 92l B0 i 2 f e AMINK 2N 4.0%. 383 % FLI
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AT, BRI R RRRFA T, B BB 2, € MR SN RN, BE R SETBOR,
€ FOTR G RHI e RSN I K B

BT AT H R BB AN T 12%H93 61 2R, BRI A0 58 FLALII 1 74 AR TR S RH S st BN
70 Ko HERIERAESMINKEDY 3.5%, X RLHTHEABIA S BN 7.0%. X bGE R T SR E SRR S
HR T SRR AR R 2 B W R OR T i sk 70 OO0 BEFTR SR R, HEREREEERN 7.5%.
S B R ol S el SETH B /N e TR SR 70 UKo DRI F Je 2 J SIC ) 5 ) i EE TR 35 B S B R AR P H A
VI A, 5 SERR BT SEANUL G, R B A o S E B B AR S R AR O, Hr ST A R SR AR
R Ja 2R 5 sC LA
3.2. REALHERERE

e s AT &R, RRGEHERIERERAR S BEAZRKNREL T, @i Mz mE Mmik
IARHIEE B, SR AR sk 70 WK, HEATARAFRO RO, BRALEF I RIE 60°C AOIEAT IR 4E 48 /NI, il fF
JECER e BEAT AR RSB AR OAS I F I 58 15 CRERLRE . I A R LA 7 A 3.

Table 7. Determine the optimum amount of emulsified asphalt

=7 MEREILHERE

AMDHHE, % WK, % JHMEKN) R B (mm) 15 BRPUHIRE (Mpa)
3.0 11.4 14.04 100.73 0.59
35 11.7 15.47 100.86 0.65
4.0 11.5 16.64 99.6 0.71

12.0 0.72
119 070
1.8 } '
117 } 1068 _
£ 116 f 1 066 S
Bo115 | -
& I {064 =
H 11.4 =
113 4 062 %
112 —— RS, % n
N Jo60
1.1 —8— B 445 B 5 FE (MPa)
11.0 L L L L L L 0.58
28 3 3.2 3.4 3.6 3.8 4 42

AMVFHE, %

Figure 3. Determine the optimum amount of emulsified asphalt

E 3. mEREFIHERE

MSERER AT, AEAZIR G RGBS BIZME T, EXSRANn TR, BERKZR
FIFRKAEBRNAZA, ZIRELE 5%, ALV IE AR, (HRRAEH 15°CE 2GRN
A E R RGN, BRI . ANTHZ R EDR, REE 15SCHERREERKT 0.5 MPa, £
ERE RS GT R, B2 R B AER SRR T 5N 3.5%.
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4. FEIRE G ZENABERERMEENR

IRIEA S B H A SR ER, A E R AR A RO E R TR bR FE 1S CRE R . TIREE RoR
FEEL . URRES 2HA5[6].

PERE XS EE S50 58 77 v R R Sy s R i e 7 v 5 e R Sk B 7%, BT U B T P AR ORI
76) JTG F41-2008 H AR E AL T ¥4 T AR AR S JUR BT SRR 0T 9T, WO R S aU/R 58 70 8 — X
i SR O 2, — U SE 43 R FHOXCTET 112 YRR 150 %, PR I SER B S T e 55 75 ¥k, 1 Ja ks
TRARHE 60 CHARFFRA 48 /NI, SR JE R LR o 52 37 k. IRA R FLA Y S =% R
3.5%, mAEBIAS BRI 7.0%.

4.1. FEBREAEIRLE
St BB 24 5 R 6 45 51 WL 8 AIIA] 4.

Table 8. Splitting strength under different forming methods
# 8. TRIME SR TEIEE

AR R, TR, i %, EEZISR 1RIKEBERAGRE, TR 2R T L,
mm % (KN) Mpa Mpa %
XU 112 PR sz 96.1 11.7 13.7 0.61 0.51 84.2
XU 150 s Sz 95.8 10.0 15.5 0.69 0.61 88.7
RS 96.0 11.1 11.2 0.50 0.41 82.7
e RS 70 ¥k 96.8 10.6 14.8 0.65 0.60 923
12.0 0.75
11.5 0.70
o 110 %5§
- 10.5
5 0.60 .
L 100 i
H 0.55 ®
= 95 Y
4=
9.0 0.50 #
85 0.45
8.0 0.40
112¢ikise 150 ¥Rilisg TR EFRRSET0R
R E R =R

Figure 4. Splitting strength under different forming methods
4. TEREL A TERBEE

TRA R RAR IR R AR 284 ) BE 24 56t 48 b DUNE I [k S SEIR B N 2 18, MR AR AR A Ay 1
o, RAMEGERIXE o S8 112 K se07 sUR SRR AF N 117, ZERER, RERHEL L)
FAFTRIEA R Bl ISR drs8 150 YR, R AR BAR N 10.0 5 ek SRR &R KR
H10.6 #12, ATLGAN = FH K SEI 2 . SR IRl SRR TR A A B B SRR O 111, B IR sk
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M2 B ms s, FER A, IRARIHETRE 48 /NG, 7E 60°C IR N 58 ss IR i s,
TRA R0 Bl — E R REL, SRR NN ISR .

MBS HES 2R 5 1 B 0T, | TR PR G 0 7 52 112 IR s 7 SR A BHO B BRER R, |’
GRIAE B L, HAESRLIRIE )Y 0.61 MPa, BUEHE M S R IR AR fEAIG . SR AU 758 150 ¢k, VRERHKBY
S0 5 et e S OB AR B LR FE B, R DAY FLAGE T A AR TR A BRI SR 70 IR SR Th S
I R A e S 150 R SE AR R SR A — Uads SE AR 52 i Bl A (1 B 258 O 0.50 MPa, G RLEE
PRI B 2L LA, 20 M G 3 B 5 DRFE TR G RME AT I SERS, 2 S EURA BN II/K TR 2546 K 4B
PF, TRERH AR R B SEE I KRGS T A, DR 3OBE 2R T A A1
4.2. FRaEsiie

KA E B AT RS ANR SRR, FRR R T IR A, 1 S HARADLIR SR )
e, RARHEF AN FRAEEFIRENRE 7 K, MK RmE, —HETENFRS, —
HBAT VRS . R SR AR K S, IR B R AR, SRR R g
RSN 10 £ 0.5 ZF4K, B OHLE, BN -18C + 3 CHITKIEHE /D 16 /M fEEUH . B RaLR
PEHATARAF L 5 AN 25°C +0.5°CHRIZKIEH 2 N, 75 25°C £ 0.5°C BRI Z A T DU 1 (14 R) 422 h A
SR, B g R WA 9 FIE 5.

Table 9. Freeze thaw split test result
9. FRABRANER

A LT A=, mm TR, % 25 WA, Mpa VRS 2458 i L
XU 112 Rk se 96.1 11.4 0.34 76.4
ST 150 RS2 95.8 9.8 0.42 90.3

RS 96 11.5 0.38 81.5
R 52 70 X 96.8 9.9 0.44 88.4

0.46 100
0.44 95
90
0.42
§ 85 2
" 0.40 80
= 0.38 75 %
s 70 R
8 036 b
i 65 =
0.34 S
60
0.32 55
0.30 50
1120Kilise 150 Wilise ZaliER FeE FESE701R

Figure 5. Freeze thaw split test result under different forming methods

5. FERES R T AME 28
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IR R BEZLR AT, AT SE 112 WA TR SRS BR T, IR A RHER A B R A RHI TR,
KR, G RRIEHR, RARBERRR, TRRLBE AR LA, Rl S A R R s 112
WA BUARIED . SIS 150 JORIIERS FE 52 70 YRR 7S SRS SE AR 7], % 2400 BE ARG 57, W 2
93 A B

WA —A R, TR HA TR SR, TR R0 2 B R B 2 A6 K, K1
ERER S SO LKA N BB A RO R I, TEETIRRIEIRS , TR AR R A 350 9 B Ay
RS B0 R 2L LG
5. &5

) SE RSy E TR | H A H S, BF 7T 1 AR et 5o 2 v A
RERHIRm, BUER, EARRREIET, BE KR SR SRR &S BAR, R S 70 Ik
AN EY BRI T S5 150 YR58 IR A R R U IA & B 2, BB BT 2K

2) MIRERIBE RSB MT, T RAAR S A0 o 58 112 sy sQIR & RH 2 SRR B0,
TRE R SLE 2, HBZURERIR. RAXIN L 150 ¥, TREGBHES 208 15 e e He s i A i A (1 8%
BB FTHE, W UL SIS % AR A R TR 52 70 KA R SE) 5 B BRI 75K 150 YR H7sETh
HATE o R ks SER) TR R (R BS R 50 E 0.50 MPa, VR G RHER KBS R0 BE AR . S0 E R
PR 52 70 RTINS B BRI 150 URBCEL 1 (R E 4T 5% 245 5 B 4 3.

3) I REES SRR IR, X T RIS A AR SR, TR AR A B 0 R R B RO Y
WK, KREZE RS R EL 2K NSRRGSR A S, LRGN, RER A SR E S
THOLTE NP H, B2 B0 R 20 HURSAIC . R abkace e T 52 70 YRI5 B BCUR XU 52 150 KRR
SAFIRERHI BB FE LR .

S E WK
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