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Abstract

In order to study the effects of volume and quality mixing methods on the service performance of
steel slag asphalt mixture, indoor experiments were conducted to compare and analyze the vo-
lume index parameters, synthetic grading, and road performance of SMA-13 steel slag asphalt
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mixture based on different mixing methods and steel slag content. The experimental results showed
that there were significant differences in the volume index parameters, synthetic grading, and
road performance of SMA-13 steel slag asphalt mixture based on different mixing methods; Based
on comprehensive comparative analysis, the volume method is more suitable for replacing basalt
with steel slag in the design of SMA-13 asphalt mixture, but the consideration of the synthesized
gradation after replacement should be weakened in the design.
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PR RN R P HE R, B ORI S, AR ERE RGRRE . SECTEAR R A
VERESE T ALK AR A A AR VR 3, R AR BRAR ) R BEUE,  AMVEAETE S AL i mE AL R[] [2]
[3], AMXATAZE AR H AR SR s S B R OR BRI, 52 TR,  $RTH Al Al it 2
R, T HXA) I 2 AR XA R BRI E ARSI R R BAT MO S

Xf TR VA AR ) B YA RN e A B T 98— L2 [ 9 AR S RO BIE FE #A  [4] [5] [6] [71 [81 [91, KT
PREM BT E B PAE S BNA] E, SRE L HA BRINAE 2 A A8 E A X AR E A28 T 4
il FH AR 1 4 R A RH[A0] [11], JFF B4l 60 SRR G il 1 — 2Rl 4 Al e A0 7 VR 5 Rk
KoE R, ARBILRIU R A YRGS, S TR TE B TR RN R TR S R, R
F£ 20 22 50 SE AT AN F T B S FORLEAT 7 AP IR R [12], FFEAT 1 AH S AN 56 B B 570 Bk 4
Prithvi S ZE[13TPRHANHE A H B R A Al R 6 TIRERE Saln KA s RGBT T XL
WHFL: Asi M ZE[LAHAE5 & AN B8 4.75 mm DL ERCA IS SR, DFFT 1A 0CE SRR+
AT R A RERE s RS [15]M R AR A, 25 S N RO BRAL PE B, XA 75 VR & et
A7 vl AR E MEARTG « ZKAR E VAR 6 DAL 2 8] B 1) 3 B AR B oxof EUAIE 5 5K R A5 [ 16K AN S5 AR AL B AR A 2K
ERAERL PR T 5 MANEBEREERARHER: X TREN TR, BRCHA EEH
RIRETE ., bR, (EH N AR & BB (0 5 IR S RSO A I R R e, FL T, ANVE SRR B B I
JIE B EA URIEAARRE, LA R PR B BB W 7 VA A S i T B R N A AT RS
ASCE IS T A F BB LT 5K SMA-13 AN IR A RHRIEC . AR ARG AR S BONE Tk B X L2y
s D HEANVE B e X A 10 ICE WA BONR A S BB BT 1%, VAN SERHE I 75 6 T 25 1 1) T A2
52 FH SRR HR -

2. REFR
2.1 ##

AN % — € LEB B e 4.75 mm DL R Z0CA TEA SN SMA-13 i IR &k, 455l
AN TR SEPR SRR, AN AR 2 FH IR AL J5 (¥) 5~10 mm A1 10~15 mm PEAY, i FH AR RHEORFE FR 25070
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SEFARIERVE[17] [18]F K, BEARiitgs B W% 1.

Table 1. Comparison of technical indicators for road performance of different aggregates
1 TEISEREE A YRR AR IE R AT L

B ZECE A G 45 R VAR IS 45 R
AR
5~10 mm 10~15 mm 5~10 mm 10~15 mm
FARFIE NS 25 2.902 2.925 3.307 3.331
FEFFNT 25 3.020 3.013 3.468 3.462
MK % 1.35 1.00 1.40 1.14
400 KN 12.98 9.60
FERE
600 KN 18.80 17.95
ERLEERE(H 15.7 11.1
BESe il 53 65.0
1 [35] 4 5.0 /
IKPEEE < 0.075 Bk & & 0.1 /
AR 5.1 /
X T A B 4 5

2.2. ieEEEgIt
IHERAEIRACIERH SMA-13, SRMVEHERE I RBCIEREE, HH47 F3CH SMA-13 PR &R
Wit, WBERE R WE 2.

Table 2. SMA-13 asphalt mixture synthetic grading composition
# 2. SMA-13 B R AR & RRBCERK

fii LS (mm)
A
16 13.2 9.5 4.75 2.36 1.18 0.6 0.3 0.15 0.075
S 100.0 93.4 62.5 25.1 22.2 18.4 15.0 12.8 115 10.6

TG FRR 100.0  100.0 75.0 34.0 26.0 24.0 20.0 16.0 15.0 12.0
FTE LR AL T R 100.0 90.0 50.0 20.0 15.0 14.0 12.0 10.0 9.0 8.0

BT A 100.0 95.0 62.5 27.0 20.5 19.0 16.0 13.0 12.0 10.0

3. RSt
31 BEAARTRARSTIRITIN

FIR R A[10], X4 B B 5 AR B OIS 0 0 S T 2 R T B S, % LA
TARESE T 0%, 25%. 50%. 75%. 1009155 M4 SMA-13 I THE A RHA M A BUE RS 5, AL
PRI R 1 R,
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Figure 1. Comparison of volume index parameters of SMA-13 mixture Marshall specimens under different mixing methods
1. FEBEART SMA-13 R & B EURIN A TRIEfR S BT tE

XoFFE L R R B AN IS G N, BTN [F B TV N SMA-13 5 IR A R BR A
WRHFT B . FRURI B2 R AR e FE IR, BRG] 2T R VR B I IR &k 25 [ R bl
P15 RGN/, WORHE B AR, A ARG K, S5ETABILAB RS SMA-13
i RA AR bR R B R, (HRFBEL T U MR & R AR R —3, WEERES
BN K ATV EVE B A FRAR T IR A A B AR RN T, X — kiR R
B IR A RAR RS /AN T, M40k SR A B, A SR AR AT R A R AR AR R T, BRIkl
AR — I A RO, S X A SRR ERS, R SRR TR, SRR TN,
A9 e R AR FE B A R AR BUIRES TR RE A, RIE T BB B MR —FE, SRS Rkt —
FE, R TN b AT, BEE A S BB, AR AR LGN, 22462 R A
B, RS AL T R B N AR IR bR S ECR AR SN B EIA R 50%, FIEEER T
IR SMA-13 I 5 TR & BHATR T8 bR Z 2N W 2 G FRAR 2R, M B AR K2 75%0, RE K
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PR AR S BN W AT R AR ZOR, T ARBLE S T IR SRR R 5 Zala 288 SMA-13 i
TR A RHARR IR AR AR LR AR B, MONR AR S ORI RIR b S U 508, BB RERE T
BUE NG 2

32. BEAAMNEENSHARERN

P 5 2 A AT R (O, R RS R RC AT LTI, 78 70 25 FE P AR R 1 % R 22 1
NIRRT B 55 W R S R AR AL, XA FIES 8 I SMA-13 Ui R RGBT
Gtk ortr, 8RN 3.

Table 3. Comparison of synthetic grades of SMA-13 asphalt mixture after conversion
# 3. SMA-13 iT R A RHRE 5 & BRBCXTEE

Jii LR~ (mm)

16 13.2 9.5 4.75 2.36 1.18 0.6 0.3 0.15 0.075

WEATE (%)

ZRARA 0% 1000 934 625 251 222 184 150 128 115 106
25 1000 944 632 253 222 185 151 128 116 106
50 1000 953 638 255 222 185 151 129 117 105
R e
75 1000 963 644 257 222 186 152 129 117 105
100 1000 972 651 259 222 186 152 130 118 105
25 1000 943 623 234 203 168 137 116 105 9.5
50 1000 953 629 236 203 169 137 117 105 9.5
PRAR R e
75 1000 963 635 238 203 169 138 117 106 9.4
100 1000 971 641 240 203 170 138 118 106 9.4

X2 3 HdE et LA el N, SR R A A RRVE S AR SMA-13 iR &R A il 5 X
R SMA-13 5B AR BB L 2R 8K, HEEWNES ES N, KB aHmA—8; ik
EIEE BT 1) SMA-13 I IR & BHG e A B e e Rk i /N RLRLAE 4.75 mm tHILAEZ), 4.75 mm §f
FLEAF, BEREAT N B4, DL OCR iR LI i AR /N, (H 4.75 mm L LA b OGHR IR FLId I %
K, HBENEHR—H, MERETRBEEN, B RAWE K, & RERAW Y, ZHE
28 43 BT SR AIE 7 S &R IR AR AR AR I S5 18 s PRBV 5 40 T 1) SMA-13 I 75 VR & kL B A ANV 45 11 K,
4.75 mm §iiFL LA BRI AL 28980/, 4.75 mm GiFL DA B AR RLE T Fe 3G Ok, B S 1A R C TE Eik
“S” AL, RIELEARKEN, EXHEERRA RS D EURE IR IR S, BRI bR S H0E
AN, HI50 R ATE R AR BER, (R E2 Ul DA ANV 35 0 AR R GE B e, & 2 5540 0 B 4 5 TR Ak
A BB ) TR

3.3. BEAXIMEER AR

SIS R B RL A . R RIS R 1 SMA-13 JFFHE A RLIER RO . IR 75 i
%o KUK B RUE RIS AWK I, SR & BB P (IR, ARE b &
PR ERE BT VEAY, R IRIRSE I T 2.
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Figure 3. Comparison of low-temperature bending test results for small beams
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Figure 2. Comparison of high-temperature rutting test results
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Figure 4. Comparison of immersion Marshall test results
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Figure 5. Comparison of immersion expansion test results
5. RIKBEAKIXIG AR EE

0

X P 2~5 Ff el Al BT PRAIB I T R SMA-13 I IR A R RE R & HNE 5 E AL
AR —S0 TRA RS AR 8 FE ANk B A2 BE B A6 N 5 5 (1 G 0 2 D0 S 8 JE 3G e, IR G R
KBRS BE A P 5 EIGINAWR-, TV SRR K R IK 28 I e 5 B9V 15 3G I 3G oK 4NV A
[FB L7 VE SR A R RE S AR [, BB BT 50%H (B & 25%), WMIBHEL 7% T A
SMA-13 i iR AR EiR RS . IRIRMERE . AR e MEAVARR e M RE R BT, MEREVEAN P LLAE 0
1:1.02. 1:1.01. 1:1 X% 1.03:1; MWEBEET 50%I, WRIBE TR RIERE I ZE R, HEEE
BB EIGIN, BT ARNEBE R ERME Re R LN 5 PRSIV N RN B B R IA ),
JREIFBI N LANES EIA T 500, RAREIR. KEEERIEAE, (RIRAAR 2 E RE s 2 T
PRESR, T TABUEBRECN, MBS R LUESR] 75%, Uil 44N S B E/NE, PIRHBE TR
(R G RMERER DA Y, NGB EECRR, ARNEBE ) & 2.

4, &5ig

ASCHEEFET AR B TT R AFRNESE T SMA-13 WiHE RGBS BUREBIRIR 8. &M
GUC SR A L VR BEXT LL A0 AT, A5 H DA £ iR

1) AFEANEBE T A RS R E RTS8 & RIS TR SR AN, 255 70T
WRNEB I T A IS TN SMA-13 I f IR &R

2) MR BT EE G 1 SMA-13 I B TR G RHE R 5 & AR LE At IR Z2 0, (HEAE
HORTTIR IR, 3T ARBUAE AR SRR R SRR RUD, B 2 B R 2R, ERHT R R
BRI, W] IE 2 BRI B e B e A AR AL R 5

3) FET PR E 4777210 SMA-13 i 75 1 & K AN B AN R, 5B B i i AR 15 8 20 50%,
AL B ANE S B R LN 75%.
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