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Abstract

Cracking has proven to be the major failure in cement stabilized crushed rock (CSCR) base. The
lack of strength and insufficient anti-cracking, which are related to the strength properties and
design criteria of CSCR, are two main causes for cracking in CSCR. In order to reduce cracking in
CSCR base, the objective of this study is to investigate the influence of cement content, gradation
and compaction degree on the strength properties of CSCR with vertical vibration compaction
method (VVCM) in Laboratory and the load response and fatigue cumulative damage of CSCR base,
and then provide a design criterion to control the cracking of CSCR. The results from this study in-
dicate that: 1) the strength of VVCM specimens is 0.93 times of core samples strength; 2) when
cement content is more than 5%, the strength of CSCR will not increase significantly with cement
content, but anti-cracking performance will decrease significantly; 3) with compaction degree rise
of 1%, the ultimate strength of CSCR can be increased by 11% ;4) compared with CSCR of sus-
pended-dense type, the ultimate strength of CSCR of dense framework type can be increased by
10%; 5) in order to prevent fatigue cracking of CSCR base under repeated vehicles load during de-
sign period, the recommended minimum 7-day unconfined compressive strength of stabilization
of crushed limestone is 7.0 MPa. Actual engineering application results show that this production
will contribute to alleviating the problem of cracking CSCR base.
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TR KR EWAEE TREKE RO, 055 &R B AR R— R K e R a2 R IT
RRBERLZ—. AT EBKEREFATTREI, R3N(VVCM)RERAFII T RKEHER. HERTAM
FEEXKER R A BRI R, o8 T TS E R R B M AR RS, R TE
il TR I K T R A B B W ARt . S5 2R R VVCMIRM 38 RN R 93%; ZKEFE 2
5%HT, HEIKEAEXSRBKEREHARERRER, BEANTHEIIRIER; 58FFLHEM
th, RAERELFMATRERE10%; ELFRF1%, KERERARERBA11%; ALt
FRAZEER LERNZEERRIER T ARG HR, BYUKEREAKERA7 dLMRHER
BAMET 7.0 MPa. LA TN ARY], ABREBRIFHMEIKER ERAEZITRHM.

XA
BETE, KEREHA, BERE BERME BEFHR, ZERNRRT®

1. 53|

T2 A 7K R 8 T A 22 2 B R TR ) L, 9 2 9 28 5 P 7 W 2R (R PR A 280 TR 2R ) RV I 4
T4 51 A i T AR (TRT PR IR SR 3R ) o KR RS E T Ay i 2 ey B I AR 5 LR P A 0%, IR AR 15 Lt
LR R[1]-[3]. BRIk, FORRBCUE N2 REK Ve AG 5E A s L AN LRk e, EESROKTRAR E W B 2106
568 P AR A7 B AN R (2R B DR LI B IR EE A A

FEFEM B ERE LT, SR SH RN REHUR T /KR a € WA H RS 450 . KIefe € wa H itk
BHRHEC . KPR, mas B T AR AR )7 3 SR S K BN K5 E[4] [5]. II7/K e A € e
AR GBI TT AR SED A K, BNREREREARMES S RIETEA R, I AR S ELT
VB2 B [ 77 AR [ S D LA M i e 45 RARD R LT, Bk, aid iy i R A it (1
HEAREE . A IR, KRS /KPR RS E A S EE A PTRNVE RESU A s o 3%, e E R E R oL T,
IRV, KPR E WA RO, EPURMERETE, RZIMAR[A1-[10]. Hit, ErRh, 58
FEARUER S, SRPEARAEILAR, UAE g B AR TR AT RE B L o7 W R SR AR e e, R
LA A 4R A R A, (5 Y BUK VR e i e AR P R RSk . AR e A i A e R A AR s
U6 759 (HCM) R 8 /K e A8 8 TE A e KT 38 FE AN e (5 /KRy 1R (QSCM) BRI X 7 d ol BR 47t
JESEAE, MRAE 7 d TCMBRGT IR SRR T 9B B AR BT K JB R [11]. CABFTERYI8] [12]-[14]: HCM &
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QSCM ¥k Ja 542 skbr,  H A A fF TRE PR 5 DU 1 TREVE B ORPEA AL 40%; 5 AR HEF
FEEET AT B AR R 2 2 07 W R St S BRI PR MR RE R . X S BT S ke rh Tk ME
FR KR AR E AT S R TR 3R, 5 3 >R FH e /K 78 1A 592 ARG DR 7 A 5 18 A 38 01 o B8 o A T A
TR PURIEREER , 45 ROK VR AEE 1 A0 2L 2 H ™ 3 L 2R 4 e /[ 1]-[3] [9] MISZ I KA [1]-[3] [9]
LA B 1A 4 B 2 ) R R R AR T AR A B 3RS, IR IR B VTt /R VR R BUR, A R R 57
B RAE  , (RH H BIIA R R 4%

PR IR T /KBRS E WA T B AR ENRLE /77 (VVEM), FHIE T VVCM R fF TRV T 5 7 4R
PE TRV BT A ik 93%([8] [12]-[14]. T 1k, AT VVCM BEFT 1K VeI . ZRe A s BExT
IS RE E AT SR SE SR, 3 AFr 7K A 5 A Ay ik 2 Ay 80 2 5 8 57 SRR St I A9 57 W 2R )
IKYEREE WEAT /N IR EERR I o SCRAT B T AR BOR N 5 S A TR OK Y8 A R B A 4Ll 4 40 5 98 B2 2 TR
M KR E R A YO T, SRR mERE TAERER K.

2. NI AR R BI&E
2.1. FE#R

IKYE: BRVGSEAIRE P.032.5 ZRE/KIE, HARIEFRIS.
L PEHIMATR IR AR, BORTERRI

2.2. WREE

SR FE BV 5 S R T S B P B [ L) AN R s e [8] [15], WL 1o
3.VVCM RH5 HCM & QSCM itk
3.1. VVCM K a4

VVCM: BEARSHONEIR S 7.6 KN, & HRIE 1.2 mm. TAEEE N 3KN. TAESZ 30 Hz, #fiEK
PeRa B A T K T35 B AR sh el Seint 1A) 4 100's, BB AR OIR BN A] A 75 s[8] [12].

N T EAIE VVCM BRI SEME, TERIZE R iR A B B R AT T KV AR E A B SRR VVEM S
QSCM RAFMIBEEE, 5 W7 2, KIEFIEN 3.5%. HHELHA . KH Ry NOFEHEE. R, N VVCM
RAFHE R R 9 QSCM 58 .

B2 2 AR, VVCM IR AR P35 S RE SR B2 1 0.93 £, QSCM st 55 7 11 g B i FE 1)
0.39 £, WEW] VVCM A4 H T8I 78K Ve A e 1A ) 2 P e S AT ARSR A T S 478

3.2. 5 HCM & QSCM itk

1) HRTH MRS KE
VVCM I HCT i 5E [ /K e A 8 A doe K T3 FEAN e 5 /K L4 3. 3R Py R 4R KTE I -

Table 1. Gradation of the mixture

L KIERERARE

i F LR mm BB T 23R 1%

Pt
315 19.0 9.5 475 2.36 0.6 0.075
BT I(XM) 100 93.5 67.0 39.0 26.0 15.0 35
B YL SL(GM) 100 74.0 47.0 33.0 23.0 14.0 3.0
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Table 2. Strength of specimens with different shaping method
7 2. FERIFRARERGRESTHRE

VVCM QscMm
ﬁg & RelMPe Re/MPa Re/Rec Rq/MPa RefRex
7 85 79 0.93 35 0.41

1 28 103 9.8 0.95 3.4 0.33
60 113 106 0.94 356 0.32

7 78 76 0.97 3.7 0.47

2 28 10.0 95 0.95 338 0.38
60 11.4 9.8 0.86 41 0.36

7 8.6 8.1 0.94 40 0.47

3 28 9.9 9.8 0.99 43 0.44
60 118 10.4 0.88 42 0.36

7 9.1 7.7 0.84 3.4 0.37

4 28 10.3 95 0.93 41 0.40
60 10.3 9.9 0.96 42 0.41

Table 3. Maximum dry density and optimum moisture content
%3 mATEE Pdmax 5% ESKEW,

L PJ% e HET Wowem) P
KA Wo/% Pimaxlg.cm Wo/% Pamaxlg.cm > Woer) Pagrier)
2.0 4.0 2.426 4.8 2.361 0.83 1.028
25 4.2 2.428 4.8 2.362 0.88 1.028
3.0 4.2 2.429 5.0 2.365 0.84 1.027
XM 35 4.2 2431 5.0 2.368 0.84 1.027
4.0 4.2 2.431 5.1 2.372 0.82 1.025
45 4.2 2.432 5.1 2.374 0.82 1.024
5.0 4.2 2.433 5.2 2.377 0.81 1.024
2.0 4.0 2.435 47 2.370 0.85 1.027
25 4.0 2.436 4.8 2.374 0.83 1.026
3.0 4.0 2.438 49 2.376 0.82 1.026
GM 35 4.2 2.438 4.9 2.379 0.86 1.025
4.0 4.2 2.440 5.0 2.383 0.84 1.024
4.5 4.2 2.442 5.0 2.389 0.84 1.022
5.0 4.2 2.443 5.0 2.394 0.84 1.020

e 3 i nI A1, VVCM #E /K e fa e oA & 7K &8 HCM 19 0.81~0.86 fi%, “F3J4 0.84
. K THEDERS, N HCM 1 1.020~1.028 {5, V1K 1.025 fi.

2) JCOMPRHTHs 55
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KPR e A VVCM 5 QSCM A i Jo M BRATT I 58 B LU AR re 15 832 ) D6 28 I 1< 1. &l XML
GM 73 Al & 46 V7 25 SR e FB 0 2 SERIE (R RD), S T R FR KR RIS (%), & 1 R, KB E i
£ VVCM A B s s L QSCM il 2251, PR EUAE 78 5 1 (28 d W8 I 2 1) Bt e S T AN g K, e
h3d il 2.0, 7dRRIIN 2.3, 14d BN 2.4, 28d Wz G, PE LA AR E, 4255,

3) BEALTRAE

KEFEREA VVCM 5 QSCM A1 B 2458 5 LA r W& 4. PT AL VVCM iR 5% 2o 5 7 1)
N QSCM 4 17 1.90 fi .

4) TEMIBR BT =] 545

KEFEFEA VVCM iR 5 QSCM AP & [ml s i & LU AE re W2 5. AT L VVCM R AR5t % (]
PR EF 8 QSCM 1 1.6 1%

2' 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - 1
E L e e e
2.5 e e L
2.3
LQQ 1 : —— XM2.0 —8—)M2.5
XM3. 0 XM3. 5
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Figure 1. The relationship of roand T
B 1 r~TZHEXHR

Table 4. Ratio of splitting strength of VVCM and QSCM specimens
= 4. VWCM iR S QSCM ik ES B LL{E 1,

L A @) 1 roo e
et 3 7 14 28 60 90 120 180
2.0 200 204 203 200 200 198 204 204 201 099 198
25 189 210 208 204 198 200 210 213 204 306 194
30 200 218 191 188 192 195 200 210 199 388 187
XM 35 204 225 204 197 196 196 201 208 204 316 193
40 219 224 219 215 209 215 218 220 217 143 212
45 237 236 216 214 217 223 222 220 223 296 212
50 232 237 219 219 214 218 224 228 224 292 213
2.0 205 190 18 196 198 195 197 195 195 178 190
25 205 194 214 208 188 190 194 203 200 401 186
30 191 197 183 18 189 188 190 197 191 187 185
GM 35 208 213 198 183 190 196 198 200 198 326 188
40 217 218 207 204 205 208 208 206 200 201 202
45 227 224 209 200 205 211 210 207 212 326 200
50 232 227 212 208 200 214 212 214 216 317 205
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4. #F2F VVCM BK IR ERARE S
TR S WA T BRI B FE AR M L 75 6.
4.1. FKEFIE P, X582
1) VIBHBRIE Reo

Table 5. Ratio of splitting strength of VVVCM and QSCM specimens
5. VCM ik 5 QSCM ik 4B B B LL{E re

TFI Py(%) ) re
MR 14 H/d T Cv% Ieo9s
2 25 3 35 4 45 5)
28 1.68 1.70 1.68 1.66 1.67 1.67 1.67 1.67 0.94 1.66
60 1.58 1.61 1.60 1.60 161 1.60 1.59 1.60 0.78 1.58
GM 90 1.59 1.58 1.60 161 1.59 1.59 1.58 1.59 0.75 1.58
120 1.58 1.58 1.60 1.59 1.61 1.63 1.61 1.60 1.06 1.59
180 1.60 1.61 1.63 1.61 1.63 1.64 1.63 1.62 1.11 1.61
28 1.75 1.73 1.74 1.72 1.71 1.71 1.69 1.72 1.37 1.70
60 1.64 1.63 1.63 1.62 1.62 1.62 161 1.63 0.66 1.62
XM 90 1.63 1.63 1.63 1.63 1.61 1.60 1.61 1.62 0.84 1.61
120 1.62 1.68 1.69 1.65 1.66 1.63 1.63 1.65 1.19 1.63
180 1.66 1.69 1.67 1.65 1.67 1.63 1.61 1.65 1.28 1.63
Table 6. Representative value of unconfined compressive strength (Guaranteed Rate is 95%)
7z 6. FMIBRHTE 32 B A RAE(FRIER 95%)
TEREIA T/d KRR R A4 R /MPa
RELRA Py/%
0 3 7 14 28 60 90 120 180
2.0 2.34 4.1 6.3 7.6 8.6 9.8 10.3 10.8 11.2
25 237 46 7.0 8.3 9.6 11.0 11.7 12.2 12.8
3.0 2.40 52 7.8 9.3 10.9 12.5 13.1 13.6 14.3
XM 35 241 5.8 8.5 10.2 11.9 135 14.2 14.7 15.3
4.0 243 6.4 9.2 11.2 13.0 14.9 15.7 16.2 16.9
45 2.46 6.8 9.8 12.4 13.9 15.7 16.6 17.1 17.8
5.0 247 7.2 10.3 12.9 14.9 16.8 17.6 18.2 18.8
2.0 2.79 4.4 7.0 8.5 9.6 10.8 11.4 11.9 12.4
25 2.80 5.1 7.9 9.2 10.6 12.2 12.9 13.3 14.1
3.0 2.85 5.8 8.7 10.6 12.1 13.7 14.4 15.0 15.7
GM 35 2.88 6.3 9.6 116 13.3 14.9 15.6 16.1 16.9
4.0 2.90 6.9 10.2 12.7 14.4 16.4 17.3 17.8 18.5
45 2.92 73 10.7 135 15.2 17.3 18.3 18.8 19.6
5.0 2.95 76 11.3 14.2 16.3 18.3 19.3 19.8 20.6
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WIGEBRE Roo A2 i /K VB AR WA s S B8 5 3 RIS BT 45 38 58, AR B U IR 7K U8 388 ¢ T i vk &4
o WA 2 PR, KPERETE AT Reo BEZK B RIG I ARG IN; KB EIRF 1%, KIBFEFA Reo
HE N 4.3%~5.5%, RIHEAN/K Y51 Bt 3 K Ve Ag g A A aG s AR FH AN BT &
2) SHEEHAC AR
RS e A R AT SR L 5 8 S 2 TR SR AR 0
R., —R

R :R B ) c0 l
cT Coo A-T+1 ( )

o T AFRARHI(): Ry Roon ReoZMHINFRAE T Ry 0 K. TCHCRE /KB FRE WA 582 (MPa);s A A
IEEY (@

MR 6 AR LA 1S BRI R E A E M PR USRS RE WL 7. % 7 PHICRER? > 099, £
B AR A AR @G, G /K te e i A o R A

3) MPRTREE R,

R -R
R 35 A A SR I 2 T %xrpS:R”’“’sz)(p °°°<”;1)), R,
cw(psl). s27 Pa1 )

Rev(oea) TIAAEAIRT S Poys Pep XS LA/ TR AR E A IR BR SR B2 o 2l 3 fioss, B PSR, 1y /Db
Po A\ 2% I F) 3%IN, RPRBREE SR = 20%: P A 3%52 = B 4%IN, ARIRBREE IR = AL 15%: P M 4%4
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Figure 2. The relationship of R., and P
[E 2. Ro~Ps Z [E] X &

Table 7. Equation of unconfined compressive strength
= 7. KRR EREATMIRITERE 12

XM GM
P/%
Reo Rex A R? Reo Rex A R?

2.0 2.336 11.47 0.09 0.994 2.795 12.64 0.09 0.992
2.5 2.361 12.98 0.09 0.993 2.820 14.29 0.09 0.992
3.0 2.386 14.66 0.09 0.995 2.845 16.13 0.09 0.994
35 2411 15.95 0.09 0.992 2.870 17.57 0.09 0.990
4.0 2.436 17.61 0.09 0.990 2.895 19.37 0.09 0.993
45 2.461 18.71 0.09 0.986 2.920 20.51 0.09 0.991
5.0 2.486 19.91 0.09 0.988 2.945 21.70 0.09 0.990
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R 56T, IR IRIEHLES 10%: KR ERL 5%, {RIH R B AT 10%.
4.2. W RRECx5E E AR

B S SR B K IR R A R L v WL 8. RTHURET, B
KRR R BT HOMIRASRIE K 110 £, J5 IR P K 110 £,
4.3. BEXRE RN

ANTR] 2 B (e S ) K Ve R A e s BEARRAB L 22 9, JKUBFRIE 3.5%. H A% Segiiit. R4
T, W (RS2 M 2.340 glem®(96%) 42 i 2] 2.389 g/em®(98%) I, 7K Jie A i B AT 5 4R i 17%~
25%, “PHIFETRE 22%; X113 M 2.340 g/em®(96%)4: i 2.438 glem3(100%) i, K IR i B A7 5 T)
P 43%~50%, “FIPEm 47%. BT, RSEEERER A 1%, KUetRE A sR A 2D AT A 11%. 1)
W, $eedkE RS, T e R AU

4.4. FREREARIEE KRN
H1 1 4 KBRS E A Rer/Re~T ZIAISR R WA M, KBRS E WA R L BER GG, W3] 28 d 2 i

=
=

bl s

Table 8. The effect of gradation on the mixture

7 8. RECKIKIRTRE AR E AR

T3 Py%IH) I
T/d T
2.0 25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0
0 1.19 1.18 1.19 1.20 1.19 1.19 1.19 1.19
3 1.07 1.11 1.12 1.09 1.07 1.08 1.06
7 1.10 1.13 112 1.13 1.10 1.09 1.10
14 1.12 111 1.14 1.13 1.13 1.09 1.10
28 1.12 111 111 112 111 1.10 1.10
1.10
60 1.10 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.11 1.09
90 1.10 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.09
120 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.09 1.10 1.10 1.09
180 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.09
oo 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.09 1.10
30 T T
25 \.\ ——XM
R 20 = —® M
® 15
g \\II\‘
< 10
5
LQ_
0
2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
Ps

Figure 3. The relationship of r,s and P

E 2 rps~Ps Zl‘E—J*%
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Table 9. The effect of density (compaction) on the mixture

0. B (ESKE)MHUEEE AR

R Tid K JEFEEREA RJ/MPa

T T/ K PeEEREA R 5 96% S BE K e e e A R 2 HE

Y 14 28 60 90 120

180 3 7 14 28 60 90 120 180

2.340(96%) 54 77 95 111 123 125 131
2.389(98%) 6.3 96 116 133 149 156 16.1
2.438(100%) 7.7 113 139 162 183 187 193

135 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
16.9 117 125 122 120 121 125 123 125
20.2 143 147 146 146 149 150 147 150

7

TR Md-Q

XM4. 5% —+0— X)I5. 0!

Re1/Reeo

GM2. 0 T §M2. 5

GM3. 0 M3, 5%

DO ODDODDDODDODOO

GO U o)
A M35

O = DN Wk 010 3 00 W+

0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112126 140 154 168 182 196

T (d

Figure 4. The relationship of R.1/R.,, and T

[& 4. R/R,,~T Z B

SRR AR B35, 14 d SRR PR GRE 1) 65%, 90 d SR FERAR PSR 1) 90% LA o R, s HAIL

HIEAT 14 d g4 IR HE,

45. EF VVCM KRB ERAHFES (8] [12]-[15]

IKVeRESE 1 K ETEA E = 4500 MPa, 1M E, L2 Es, H I II/KIRE E AR E S R(2):

E, =0.247-(InT

F U K A WA B 0 L AT 6 3((3):

)0.79 Ew (2)

R. =0.291-(InT)*™ R
{,Tog(n) » )
R, =1.67R,,
KPEFERA TAdEZEES 7d PUEREZ MK R:
R, =10.73-R @)
KR E WA S ok JE R, SEERGRIE R Z AR R
Rw=1.4Ri 5)
360 d W KB Fa e WA % 55 5 RE[15]:
lgS =-0.043Ig N, (6)

5. BT R IK TR E WA SR AR A (8]

Jit T it T A e e A AR UK Ve RUE MR IR R BIRAT . SRR I A, R R RREE

JR ARG (R, AR T 22 0 T AT eI R 2 SR AR R BB BB D AR . FL, R T4 E AR
T, REHTMEME N REAE), FRN %I BRSNS E G, EEREX
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AR, 2R 5 2R K, it RIAB] @R, B2 T BUKIB AR E BEAT 32 0% 57 8¢ [16]-[18] -
PRI, 7K A R B A i PR A A 82 A 93 L T 9 841 P W FRABSR it T390 5 3 78 0 B8 SR A TR K
VR RS RE AT I 57 R 9 R

5.1. $EHITRPRAIRRY/K BT E A THAS AR

511 HEERESY
1) THERAY
THERA ILEE 5, THE I BZZ-100 kN, JZ[H 58 44t
2) IHHSH
FWHIK R A EL R AT R, WLEE 10,

512 IFMERTRERERRNS

Tt T2 AE YR K Ve RS E A 3 2 R IR B /) oy 2 100 H1 42 10 W] 1= 1) B JRHE 2 519K,
Bt T4 IR 2 o BF /DN A TRESEPR, BRI Z Bt BN 20 om; 2) i,
TR R RE B A A B 25 iy o S K s MR O, ARy 3R T R EE 2 77 25 1 o BOK o 508 TREHESE
IKVERETE A1 A IR R IR AEAHET 7dy 7d B HREAMIKT 0.81 MPa.

5.1.3. {2HI4RBRAEIFEI7KJeRS E A e T HAR AR

454574210, NP1k 20 em JEKYE R E AT IR 2 AL Bl T 4R A0 VR F R P AR AR RR,  ZEROK TR AR
SEWEA 7 d BSHIRE > 0.81 MPa. 5 & VVCM BB B A Al st sl 1 5 4, HPUR SR E C L
FEF) NS, OR35S R PR 1M R R AL AAS 2 7 d BERIRIEAN 7 d PR SRS bR e, WL 11,

28 8 26

B b B g b EE—
TEAFATATERT YT

}EE%E El(t] hl 11120.25

+ ;ig Eo u 1:0.35

Figure 5. Simplified model of Mechanical
calculations

5. WFHEEHER

Table 10. E, R;, Ry and o of base course with different age

%< 10. BHKER E. R\ RyF gy

T T/ KT ER A NSRS o

WiH
7 10 13 16 19 22 25 28
& E/MPa 1866 2119 2208 2437 2550 3645 2727 2799
BEZUBRIE R, IMPa 0.68 0.77 0.83 0.88 0.92 0.95 0.98 1.00
5 hi ¥ RJ/MPa 0.95 1.07 1.16 1.23 1.28 1.33 1.37 1.41
16 1.02 1.08 111 1.16 1.17 1.18 1.19 1.20
AREEZEE 18 0.91 0.96 0.99 1.02 1.03 1.05 1.06 1.07
FElcm
2 ou/MPa 20 0.81 0.85 0.87 0.89 0.91 0.92 0.93 0.94
22 0.70 0.74 0.76 0.77 0.79 0.80 0.80 0.81
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5.2. IEHIRSEROKRRERABERITE

521 HEERSSY
1) Miner 3 57 2R G BB
B IK TR 8 WA %% 8 9 57 TR & 2(6),  HAF S Miner Bt BRI N: FERJIKF S HEH
N, FEEAER N RS, KR et (RIRER), S AER n(n < N)IRFP2AES 8458 nINs - B2 JJ7KF S 1
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F LR R BN TS R 13, i 13 W, FEEIIRHE A S0 2 R B R, /K JeAR
SE A2 J2 2 R ) ORI R B s T/ YR R R A 25 o 0 2 B ST K S g 9 X Ui, A L (it T
1) B8 2 Y BUK YR A 8 WA 25 Lo FEAR T /K YR e g 26 2 2 IR BN I 00, RIVIEJ2 50 53 A AR BR, AL,
JSE 0 i it T 341t L3 B 2 A A

5.2.3. {EHIRSSETRAK IR ERARERE
IS, 2 7 d BERSREEIA R 13 shAUE R, KR E R AT R AT #1115 F) 0.95 < Zni/N; < 1.0,

Table 11. Strength standard of period controlling the limit damage
T2 11, $EHIR PRAR IR A 7K JeRR E W o e T HASE FE A

EEVER =17 7d BHr5EAE 7 d BERGRE 7d PUERE
Jiti T S145#E/MPa >0.81 >0.54 >5.8

Table 12. The cumulative action number of BZZ-100
5% 12. HE T ZE4% BZZ-100 KN %k 2iHER R

N L A /TN
gtz THZ I iz i)z iz 7 Tz kiR
RUHEMR 3720 3720 2063 1238 825 2067 586 469

Table 13. 7 d splitting strength
F13.7dEBRGREE

Eiztny . — A B /N
7 d BE R385 /IMPa >0.70 >0.68
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Figure 6. Simplified model of Mechanical calculations
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DUAT RGN 2 [11], 47 2 2 R 5008 A B /K VR AR B W A 7 d U SR AR ey - 3£ 2 00 3.0~4.5 MPa.
JEFEJZ N 2.0~2.5 MPa, iZAr#EiE Fl T HCM & QSCM. B & B 78 % B, VVCM 4% 7 d U5 52 254 QSCM
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Table 14. Fatigue damage of the mixture
= 14, KRR EMAR S 5

ABgSg T T/d E/MPa R/MPa  RJMPa  oJ/MPa  RiAp/KF S5 BERIEFIREL g Z:T
1 15 2252 0.908 1.273 0.892 0.701 3900 3720 9.54E — 01
2 30 2696 1.073 1.524 0.375 0.246 14E+14 3720 2.66E — 11

S 3 45 2947 1.166 1.658 0.202 0122 19E+21 2063 1.07E - 18 005
—HRnEE 60 3122 1.230 1.767 0.159 0.090 1.9E+24 1238 6.53E — 22
5 75 3255 1.279 1.824 0.135 0.074 22E+26 825 3.68E — 24
6 360 4150 1.500 2.345 0.129 0055 18E+29 25E+07 1.37E — 22
1 15 2252 0.885 1.239 0.892 0.720 2089 2067 9.89E — 01
2 30 2696 1.047 1.482 0.375 0.253 75E+13 586 7.83E — 12

Bt /N 0.989
7 45 2947 1.137 1.618 0.314 0.194 36E+16 469 1.30E — 14
8 360 4150 1.463 2.276 0.292 0128 55E+20 25E+07 457E — 14

Table 15. Strength design standard of the mixture controlling fatigue failure

7= 15, R F R RA KRR E A BRI E

Eiztny . — A B /N
7 d B35 /MPa >0.65 >0.63
7 d YUK /MPa >7.0 >6.8

5464 777:(HCM & QSCM) B THIIZKIE FIE: 4%~6%, KH VVCM. 4% 42 il FF 20 U 1) 58 B2 b v ¢
THRIKVEFIE— BN 2.5%~3.5%, XAMLHAIR 1 AR 208 1 55 BEHRGT 4 3O AR R AR A 57
Wi, T EL K YRR PR R AR R TUR TR RE BT M 2 MR /K A 5 WA i 2 T ZRR B . 10K
REAENE/IN IR A B VU R g A B R A B IR R A BRI 22 R B SE AR R A BN AT
AR T REFHIECR.

6. &t

1) XFECHIE 7 KVERRE AT VVCM iR BE S LA SRR . 25 53R, VVCM TR
OREBREE [ 0.93 £, IERA VVCM VE I R R B A AR R ME RN o] S5 1k

2) XFEHTE T VVCM #£5 HCM & QSCM vEXIRER 25 Rz . 45K : VVCM e i K T%
FEF-218 HCM [ 1.025 %5 VVCM 3R {4 (470 5 i | 5 24 55 B R 1 [ 56045 43 il & QSCM i) 2.55
f%. 1.90 f5#1 1.60 fi5.

3) £F VVCM 5K Ve e e AT AR SRR R S R 2. 25 R0 B K VE IR, sKIEF
TN R A P A P 2 9 5 LR R AN T BRI B s /K YR TR > 590, B BR 5 FE 4 s AN 10%;
JESEFERFHR I 1%, WK fe e ief st T3l 32 5 10%; S5 EIF &S H b, SR SR s s g i vl 2
TR 2] 11%; 14 d JREEIA PR 98 B A 65%, InsmE R AT 14 d IR E R

4) T T /K VAR 8 WA 2 B AT B E R A1, g5 4 FI/K AR S FE A Rk, SR T 1
1R 2R TR R R AR B R R i oA FRAEISHA £ 7 d. 7 d BMIFRPUEEE € 6.0
MPa.
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5) it KIERERAT MBI, B UK VERERE A A0 A A 57 BAR T, LUK R e AT AR
P F7 14715 %) 0.95 < Zni/N; < 1.0 Ay BRI /K Ve A2 € WA s B THAmite: 7 d TTMIBRFUE R + 7.0 MPa.
ST NG 3 R AERT LU AL AT RV PP R J2 o FEAR VRGBT AT RELE It T 2 B T A 2R I3
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BevE AT @RI H (09-49T);  AIBAT LB FHE BT H (2008 353 313 010, 2008 353 333 200).
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