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EFFECT OF ACID RAIN ON DURABILITY OF LIME AND CEMENT STABILIZED
SOILS

By Masashi KAMON, Takeshi KATSUMI, Changyun YING and Kazuio MIYATAKE

Synopsis

The infiltration and soak tests were conducted at different pH levels of artificial acid rain to experimentally
simulate the erosion process on stabilized soils, which were used at parts of the subgrade and base course. The
authors used three types of lime and cement stabilized soils, and focused on the physico-chemical and engineer-
ing behaviors of the eroded soils. Results obtained show that the pH values of the lime and cement stabilized
soils generally decreased with continuous infiltration or soak and that these decreases were greater under a
higher acid condition. A large reduction of the unconfined compressive strength obtained from the specimens
eroded by the higher acid rain was observed in comparison to ones eroded by the weaker acid rain. In particu-
lar, the unconfined compressive strength of the lime stabilized decomposed granite soil (LDGS) eroded by the

acid rain with pH 2.0 decreased to 1/6 of its initial value after a small flux of infiltration.

1. {ZUBHIC

T¥AbIC & D MBBENEIC L - TREBBETZAOT7 70 —-F3E T ETEREIIL D DOOH B, §F
12y RENERA C B R RIPTEUENERO 1 D TH RO LITER ShTwd, KRR »
M, B CEMREOBVEOTEMFE AR TA-OICHWSNEEEN TH 5B, AR A Y MIH
TuHVETHLL S, BEFRSESESRET 5 L SN BN0H 5. (LERICERY., T
B, ToME L e C R ARBERICE LT3 IS (I ST & 7228, SMERD R
EMFR I R TR U CE B Iged s STV, Goh BT 54 7 » ¥ a BENEL D%
HEM: 3 383720 BrodericK 5210 & »C. ARRUE A ¥ N 28T [ TI0E 1+ I A B A S
TN EAEE SN, EBdil 5Y128 T, MOBDIHEY'T 7747 v ¥ 2 i 2 EREE
SHTHERR, BBHR ORGSO R EAE SN TV D, $72Poran 5V i3, EWET T/ T »
3 2 OTRMEE R, BEWEAED A7 T4 T v ¥ 2 OAFFIRICE LT L7, dii s i3k
Y 0.2N BMEEIHICIE L A v MEEE T SO TR0 2R/~ ) . 0.2 N BEEARICE
& LSk 518 572 CBR IKICEE L M Rkr S B o0 DX DR L 28l L 72, LinL,
il 5 O ZBRCUE, BEEFRATRIKE U X v NEEUE T O TEMED U T RBICO W TiHE L
AT I N TV, BRI L AAKRE A ¥ VEENH T OB A T = A L% EHT A7 01285
L AMRPLETH D,

—RRATAIK L A > M B AL RIS & » Tl s A Z L A ST
2008 B ERIZIZ T OV A VIRREED S & THRTFIC Ca AMET H L Vo7 k) BHA + VIEER
ol EWH B, AIRRPE A Y VEELELFIZE TN S Ca™ IZIZEH, E., KHRED S DS 5,

-1 -



28 BB KAFZEAEIR #3955 B-2 F8. 4 (1996)
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2. EBREE
2.1 EBRME Table 1 Properties of Non-stabilized Soils
ARFFECEH L7 3HE0L: (34, BMEu—L4, W& wo% |wi% |wr % |1p% | pH
) dEhERET R, IHET GEH), sk [DES | 7.6 | — - — |6.10

7 - _ KL | 74.9]114.0[87.2[26.8 | 6.17
BT CKERAY) TSNz dDTHD, TS LBRD AC [ 640193.0 342 588 7.72

L 2mm HBVEHEBLIZEDERZ, £EE1(DGS). Note : DGS, KL and AC stand for decom-

BEE O — A (KL) . Mkt (AC) DYPEE% Table. 1 1Z7R L posed granite soil, Kanto Loam and
7= . alluvial clay, respectively.
e 5
K ample me
2.2 HBNBORE O-LDGS _ 10d)

-0-LDGS 21(d)
50 {-0-LDGS  28(d)
—-LKL  10(d)
olow sl -
——CAC  7(d) N
--a--CAC  28(d) .

WTFROREREEE 1T, BEEORME R HOHIK
Ut A MRELELPOHON—ETHEE S 2 b &1
ARPE A Y FOTIEEFHIE L7z, RINEIC X 5% el
TO—BhEHTR S O L% Fig. L IR LTH 5B, 3 DDOEE
WP+ RS 5 7BER LR R Lz, —FEOEEBIM T,
T B ICAIRCUOENER % i L 7oA O — 8L R S 138
IEAHINT A 120N THIDIFE L LML T, Z2D#EIE%E
RPN B I, BT - ACAIKCREMER % i L
AR —WERER 2 OB LIV EORNMETRH N E
¢y EORBFEMEDOMANE & bIT—MERRE VW L povion between qu and Addi
Th, Ay MEEMREH LT OBAE, RinE tive Ratio
AN BiIcoN CT—8EMHE X ST 5, Zhwz, £
X+ RERET—-LAOFRKENE%2. OABEOZERELEL1H Table 2 Properties of Stabilized Soils
BoKhEADHED—BEMHRS T D LT, TNENE %, 0a(g/c®) lqu MPa)| k(em/s) | pH
12% 12HE Lize 70, iAEMETE 2 2 > bCgoEu Ly: [LDGS| 1717 | 2.64 L%x1¢imz
BRI L, 6 FIOZRIESE L 1 Fokdes [he 20 b s
BICHE L —EERR S 2 b &I27.56% &RE L7z WH0 Note : LDGS, LKL and CAC stand for

Unconfined Compressive Strength (MPa)

Additive Ratio of Lime or Cement (%)

MoOBIRTOHBERICHTAIETH S, AFETIE, 5% lime stabilized decomposed gra-

i S _ nite soil, lime stabilized Kanto
Emﬁmﬂﬁi éft‘ AIZ%EU?—;CEMEE@%U 5y 75% Loam and cement stabilized allu-
4 v MEEE RS A F N E g LT LDGS, LKL, vial clay, respectively.

CAC &£ L7z, 3TERADELE DY % Table. 2 1R L7

2,3 EBH®

T RORERBICAWHEERIE L 2~ MBS (CA) OfiED HE: JCA (230 CRFEDHER, HilE oD
IANF—IZJISAL21] B[ CH D) 1T > TERIL 7z, EDE—LVF (4 5cm X 10cm X 0.5cm)
IZA-72LDGS & LKL OHERE L FEE O3 L F— 5, 10, 10, 20 H X 4B THEWD 72, CAC OfLRAMAE
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(IR D BATVERR L 720

N TR RT3 50 & W 2 2R K CHDTHERL L72e RIS 2 8FI LT, Bl s S
% 3: 1o L, BRI O pH % 5.6, 5.0, 4.0, 3.0, 2.0 LikE L7z, WMTRERIC BT DR
RO T E% A AROEMRRREOTIHMED S 1.2L/FICEDY, BiEHEBTIZ6.0, 12.0, 24.0, 36.0,
48.0J v PADSENFNS, 10, 20, 30, 40 EITHIN T HREER LB,

FEFFEIZ BT BT T ABRITKTEE 1.0 m DENDFTHR CIT o720 i FASETT BICoN T, KIEZEAHE])
BIKBEZED 80 % LT IC% WL ST L7z, BEABR T, MR EERESTERICR L el
PR T RPRESEBELIT OIS A » ARKSREEL, WMEN—FHIIRL LI, TREFLOETER
NREH 0%, MRt L, e, BAGRER. pH B8, P bRBEIT 572

APEEERER 1T Luzex3 K F-50#i88 % BV TIT o 720 BREAERNIC X - TRA SR TEIZYIHT
L. WY 7 2/ =V 7% L— VidiEx )7z, PR EETS 0BRSS T b L icE L, B
LR S P LEEIEA HHsE L7z,

3. ﬁ% t % $ Top Bottom pH of

Average Surface Surface A .R.

3,1 KTFHR

(1) Rk pH

Fig. 2 1213 LDGS fitakfh o> _EERTE & T 2051 O pH & %
DWFH D pH DFHfER R L7z, RO LEwmE ) 585
N7 pH I TERE A S/ SN pH £ ) % /S W,
ZOREHIE, WTHRRIZB W TERMERAT 4 R BOSIZ &
S TR S, BRI O pH MEERETENIC W 2D TN
B b0, HEETO Ca?t L OTBREIWITENS

LEz b5, Flux of Acid Rain  (¢)
Fig. 2 D:fﬁﬂl,’('«‘% £ 912, pHA.0 EALEDBEMERICRA S Fig. 2 pH Values of LDGS Specimens
172 LDGS AR D pH OFIGMEILH T IR TIZBYER @ pH Eroded by Infiltration Test

KarbsFRLL ISP LTS, LALKETELL0 Y ,

v MIVRL W7 2 L HEERRD pH BRI O pH 2584 T B I2 0 TRIBICIRD T 5 £ 9 12k o720 BIRE
EMET DTN A )R, B OAIKIZE 23D TH D, B+ TIZCa> OIRTHFETHI LiZ
L <{HENTV S, REREAHO Ca™ FHBEIAFEL, BE S, KHWEERL TW5D, 7TVh )3
IXEIZHMH Ca® LI Ca®t DM IR D 45, K Ca™ I L A LR L Tz, HAHCA™ &
W Ca?t, KHICa® L MBI L CESIREINS 20, MTOMCIZEN Ca® 3EEMER O pH 1CBIR %
BB SN, 20BN pH 2R L7z, 1019 F L2RIXEH Ca?* 1322 ZB I S KA Ca?*
HhEEE L1 L7z, pH 4.0 DEEYERIZ & » TRE SN 6 Ol Ca®* DE. - 7225, pH5.0
5.6 DML - TBB L7720 DX 1) S HERAD pH AR & AP BEERID Do 72, HRIZ, pH
A32.0 % 3.0 DR ¥ V72881, #hFN6.01, 351 D, pH OTFHEIZ 6.0 ~ 7.0 12F TR
P72, K pH OBEMWEZ T LG58 IdEH Ca® . ok Ca® e &TEBi L., b nz,
B 51, —EROIKHI Ca® TR &, KRG 1A L7

(2) SRR RS
EEMRC & - CRE SN/ LDGS it Ao bR S % Fig. 3 1R L7z, LR SIEHTEE & i
WML, & pH OBRERICIL T pH OFBEMENICR A S N/ HE KD h bR S DB A% pH 2¥4.0,
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5.0, 5.6 DEEMR% 30 ) v MVELERT L2 bR S 138 2em ThH Do FFIZ, pH 72,0, 3.0 DB
FZ & > CRAESN MK, FRENHE6.0Y » P, 30U » MUVORTET6em, 4em DRSITR
o7z T pH OREMR IR SNBE R MG 5L EOHME Ca?t, & Ca® LABER L, &
pH OEEMICBA SN/ 5413 X ) Bl Ca?, Wi Ca®* 2WARL L. KHI Ca® TS ZWBLL 72 2 & A%HER
ENnD, BREORHLES LK D pH OBRE ST 5 &, AKEELET ORE(LA pH DB

DB N7, s pH of AR
~O-pH=5.6
10 pH of A.R. g —D—SH:S.O
—0—pH=4.0
£ g1 )
: :
;
: :
z - 2
£ O 10 20
10 20 30 g 3 4 50
Flux of Acid Rain  (£) : Flux of Acid Rain  (¢)
Fig. 3 Neutralized Depth of LDGS Fig. 4 Unconfined Compressive
Eroded by Infiltration Test Strength of LDGS Eroded by In-

filtration Test

(3) mPEfEE

B4 2 N7 LDGS RO — g £ OBL% Fig. 4 \ORL7z, —HIEMRH® S IR TEORME L b
B L7235, pH 3.0 ML EOBEMR % BV B4, T2V HLikdE Vb Lk o7z, BRUW
%12y bV @ I0ESORTEICHLETS) BMERTTA L, 8IS LIZ O, —BlEMR S 13K
BT 1/2 ~ 1/3 10 Lo RENELOMERSBOER IEESNTHT, B Ca™ '\ KM Ca* &
BiATRREE T IC D AT 545, CaSO4 % CaCOs 72 EDERESM AR S E ST LITL VRN L b
H01EL, KA, fEAIC pH3.0 L EOBRER 23T L7z & 132 5 Bl Ca® DA
LDGS BtRERDLFAREED B D E L BRI o T, L L. B Ca®t DFEII DR Y Tl
B Ca® A7 N %55 LTV ADHEH Ca® OBEBIIEEEICIEISH E DB L T RP o725 it
TENI2Y 9 MVERZ L E, BHCa2 IIERIZER SN, T Ca¥r bBH LI LD/, ZOWHE Ca®™
DBEALENE L OBELIKE (RBPTH I EITD%HNoTWh, pH2.0 DFEMER LR T L725E, —
WITHR S IZABICEL L, 6.0 v MO TR TR FRIO—BIFEMHER S 0 1/6 I8 L7z, & pH OBk
MRIOEA. B Ca® 1335 Ca2t, AMICa* TELBELBREIN, TH™KIBZBEKTOREIZZR
2 TWh, BIREENELOWALERZFNSIBUERICERERESING LS I bR o 12A,
k. REROBMALISS o & #iTT5 & RENETIIIEENICERE S, BAEFETETRbRTH
L BED D, g s

Fig. 5 123t kO —BIERTR S & pH OBIBRER L7,
PR AD—BIERESR S AN+ 5 & pH i L7z, wRIC
BB 2 EARBE R AR LTV B T DRULEIAK
FEEL O TR LATEE DRI oL M o TVRH EVH T
ESHATEL), BVWRZLE, TUH ) HIREORE
OMEHLERIE 5 TVRBZ EAHENTH 5,

T RERIZH V72 LDGS R KDL AR E % Fig. 6 IZ/R
LTH %, En HERTEOBEINCE S B> THAIL &  pHvale
D& — S S8 = OB L TV Bo SE30AAS pH Fig. 5 Relation between ¢, and pH

Value of LDGS Eroded by Infil-
4.0, 5.0, 5.6 DM EIHT L72BE. Eso DRAMEIZY tration Test

6 8 10 12 4

Unconfined Compressive Strength (MP
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BMED 1/3 ~ 1/4 1284 L= LA L. pH2.0, 3.0 OBMERZH T L723FEIE, FhENG6.0Y » bib,
35 1) v FVKT L2, EsofEEHEIED 1/10 ~ 1/15 128 Lz, HERMED LR O —E5AYE pH O
PRI & o T D i b s, EERREOKR X 2BHAE s HOKIBLRBADOEHRE 2o TV A EER
END, ORRIL, BEFICEEIh TV ARVLEERRT, BAEENIOE o EOKTABBIET %
FERITIEERLTVAS,

g g
250 pH of AR. E
" —O~pH=5.6 'S
—1-pH=5.0 -
200 o pH=40 B
——pH=3.0 S
- 150 —%-pH=2.0 g
é" é 109
~ 100 ° pH of AR
7 g —O-pH=5.6
m 8 o PHos0
50 & ~o—pH=4.0
8 —&-pH=3.0
‘A Q 10-6 X —)6—pH=2.0
% 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Flux of Acid Rain ) Flux of AcidRain  (¢)
Fig. 6 Modulus of Deformation of LDGS Fig. 7 Coefficient of Permeability of
Eroded by Infiltration Test LDGS Eroded by Infiltration
Test
@) X

Fig. 7 \CI3EEMRIC L AR AHLDGS HREOB K RITTHELRL T 5, BLHETO DGS
RO FBAIEHILH 102 cm/s T BHS, LDGS WA EOFEKFREUIH 2H/NSVETH D, LA LEHH,
LDGS AN & I RS oD/ & T8 2 BERATEWEH ISR T 5, KERDOEEED
BAEHIIIE A LF—OF — % — (1075 cm/s) Th b, (pH 3.0 DEEMM % 5T L 7o ek D@ KRR
HEi s D AREVOTE ) pH3.0 P LOBMBREEHT L7254, 30V » PUGET Lz, EXRED
ETE LS U TSR Lo BAREIRA T 20, BEREZHRT T % & CaS04+2H0 % CaCO;s
7 EOBEERMIER L, FROMEREOBBESLEVWTLIEI LD EELZ LND, pH2.0 DA, &
AABEULH TR CRE (A L7z pH2.0 DIFA, CaS042H0 % EOFERAKEICER L, ThHo
FERIAMEAORIEE 5 X3V T LTV, BARUAKIBICED T 2RI o /2 EAOND, ZHHD
G, 7 pH OMMR LR T L72BEE3 5 T 0 EEENA LN 57205, 1K pH OB EHT L2k
413 LDGS HEARDBAMEIC KA LB L5252 &0 h o7z

(5) X #EH

BEMT IR SN LRI h O L FREOE L E TS 1O MR O K L&Y & X BT
2 & W F~72, Fig. 8. Fig. 9 1213 FNFNLDGS, BAE SN LDGS 618 5 1z X BEHTOFKR LR
L7 BB T TARIIIMAY — L+ A FOY — 2 2 RS T T EASTE AN pH 2.0 DERYERE% 6.0
Uy PR Lk, BREEN/ZLDGS oIk — 7SR Sghh o7z, s, BRESNZZLDGSH
@ CaSO4*2H;0 R CaCO; R KM LFREE M DERATER S N7z KAPORPBLHEWOERD &) %
(LR LARE B O TR OB RIZFL T AH EZ I LN A,
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6) kD S0L

HERF D SO IBE % Fig. 10 I27R L7z, MO SOL BT Zfel T T I THEI L.
pH 2.0 OFEEHFICR A S W/ HEEET D SO,2 BB I L Tz, Thud, K pH OB & 4EUEIC
T U728 EREOD SOL AT L, CaSOs*2H:0 D & 9 Lefb @A Il S =720, ik
O SO IBEIFELL LR L0 EEZ OND,

3K K @ Cas0y, - 2H0
@  Stractlingite @ w CaCOy
E Q
G 15K 4
5 10 20 30 40 50
28 26
Fig. 8 X-ray Diffraction Trace of LDGS Fig. 9 X-ray Diffraction Trace of
Eroded LDGS
500
B
H of A.R.
€ 40} ey
5 !
s g
£
g
o
g
S
OQ
w

Flux of Acid Rain  (¢)

Fig. 10 SO Ion in LDGS Specimens
Eroded by Infiltration Test

3,2 BEAR

(1) fkko pH

BB IT - M3 A 0 LS E A 515 65172 pH % Fig. 11~13 7R L7z, pH 3.0 LA EOFRERTIZ
120 A BIiRiE L72 LDGS HEEo pH 13, #9110 1254 L7z, pH 2.0 OBEMRICHAA L BRE L7258 1,
AR pH IZRIEITEA U, BRARENC 4.5 107 o720 BIERBRIZ B D HEED pH 3 TREROS & &
B & 5108 Lizo LKL 4E34K0 pH 13 120 B 0#H#E L, 11.3 205 1012384 L7225, LKL AEEEIZE -
THMERN O pH D&V IS X 28513 LDGS I L3 A bk o7z, L, BREE NI CAC HEtk
Ao, HEED pH O EBHETIO pH 2R VBIE L 15 2 &A% 572, pH 2.0 %° 3.0 DEAER
VR L7 pH 1355 pH ORISR L2 A LR T X D KIBICHA T 5 Z Ldbh o7z, it
THREEO L Z AT L I, AKRDE A ¥ MO pH ORI EEERIC & 2P LAEET
Hot, TNHDEERIE, LDGS & LKL OEAAD pH %3 5 & LKL #34ED pH IZHA~T LDGS 4t
KD pH IE KX (R LTWAZ Edshholz, £OMHIZ, LDGS 12 LKL & THKRNE (£h
FH5%, 12%) dARVOT, FHICHERMICPILERP 5 EZ2 505, 72, pH IKETAHEL
At 2 v MRELELIZ RSN, TR, X v MEEWE L OB LFRCE, AIKEE
WM RORIREFR LR S =X LI -TnBEEL LS,

2 L7- LDGS fitsk Ao pH OZE{L & fikakfk o FERIRTHA> 5 DR S & DRR% Fig. 14 (IR Lz, L
O pH IZKE IR L T72ds, RS DFRSHRL 2 BIONTEOREIZRA L, S KRR
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pH IZIZIE & A LB EA e o7, BIEABRCIIZEMHE L ORI MIBENICL - TES ISR
7295, LEMHET OPEN SRR OBERIZE A L AL EISTE LI

pH of A.R.
e
14 S pH=20 13 pH of AR.
—r—pH=3.0
~>-pH=2.0
1
10
o
o= a,
a8
6
4 20 a0 60 80 100 120 140
Soak Period (d) Soak Period (d)
Fig. 11 pH Value of Top Surface of Fig. 12 pH Value of Top Surface of
Soaked LDGS Specimens Soaked LKL Specimens
pH of AR. Soak
56 S50 40 3.0 20 Period
O 0 -0 O -O-15d
-0 -g- -0- - -6
14 A A =& A O -1200d)
lzfg
= 6F
=9
1
4 m
[=%
2 8r
002> 40 60 80 100 120 [
Soak Period (d) “035035035035035
Fig. 13 pH Value of Top Surface of Depth from Top Surface (cm)

Soaked CAC Specimens
Fig. 14 Variation of pH Value of LDGS

with Depth

(2) TREENFME:

Fig. 15~17 |JI3EREE% 1T 572 LDGS. LKL, CAC DALk —@hEi#aig S DE{bE /R L7z, LDGS
HERA D — BT S IZRENRE 2 5 LR L, 120 BORIER. # 2.0 MPa 127 572, LDGS ik
% pH 2.0, 3.0 OBEMEMICIRIET 2 &, B —SERTE S 2T T 525 20RBIITEAL
L ol MTRBEBERNBTILBT 5L, RTFHRRICBITA—MERRSOFIERE AL
THEY, BEARICBABREFNOZBIMRAROERZIFIRENS L) 2 &M 572, LKL, CAC
DOTERAED S S —ERR S IR U £ 5 REAMEN %278 L7z, pH 4.0 PLEDOBEMERICEE L7235
A, HERAO—HERE ST E A ERIL L Do 7208 iR pH OFRERICRIET A & —BEHE
WA LISTRA L. pH 2.0 OFRMERICIRIE L7 LKL, CAC fEANRRAY 2 —ERE X 3 2he
NAIEMED 1/2, 3/4 W2 Lz, BEIZEENIEL OWME IR 5 2 DORERIZRE - itk L7285 5]
ERITEZZOND, REBEROBIME & IR VT Y UEOMITICX - THRENIENT 25T, B
I X B EEAROHIMHALIZ X o TREDWAT B, & 512K pH OBEMFEAMEAS Ca® /KAl Ca?* %350 T
B ELR B 2R L, gAMLl ST 50T (BENEFOWMART 549, —HITH
MR IZEVRERM AT A, SWIRZ AL, K pH OBEMRICEE L/ & &, AKX ENEL0O—8F
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TR X ATEBUTRA U BR N, B pH OBEHERNIC & o TR Ca?t AL, AR Ca®t TR Z BT S
5 THb, LDGS k0 —lEHEE % & pH OBFE% Fig. 18 \ITRL TWADY, HTFHRBROBE&LFEL
BRGSO NIz, BE L EREO pH AVNE WL, — R S ATKIBICEA Lz,

PRIEMERT & LDGS KD Eso [ & DE{LE Fig. 19 1I7R L 72, LDGS BEAAD Eso fEIXEHERE A <
LBIZDONTRA L7z pHA.0 LLEDOBRYENICERIET A &, 120 H M ORIER. Eso EIZHIEMED 1/3 IZH
L7z, HTHRBREBESBR LS L, HTRERICHVMESRED 13 D PRERBO A ~<T Es
Ak HhRE (R L7

pH of AR,
3 —O—pH=3.6 —_ pH of A.R.
g 3 —0O-pH=5.0 g 1.0 ~O—pH=3,
& —5-pH=4.0 = : —0-pH=5.0
< ——pH=3.0 & -0-pH=4.0
5 - pH=2.0 s -a—pH=3.0
& B 08 ->-pH=2.0
5 g
S @ 06
E g o4l
: 1
% E 0.2}
1 . ISR WA T T S T g
§ 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 g 00)—=20 40 60 80 100 120 140
] =
Soak Period (d) Soak Period (d)
Fig. 15 Unconfined Compressive Fig. 16 Unconfined Compressive
Strength of LDGS Eroded by Strength of LKL Eroded by
Soaked Test Soaked Test
g 12 § 3
107 5 on
g" g" A Q‘f&
& osp &
v k4 X
& 06} F 2 X Sat0
g pH of AR, g_ pH of A.R
] 0.4 "o pH=5.6 g O pH=5.6
S ~0-pH=5.0 S 0O pH=5.0
o 0.2 H —0—pH=4.0 © pH=4.0
2 —A—pH=3.0 A pH=10
--pH=20] X _pH=20
g 0052 e 8 10 10 T4 g % § 10 i) 4
= =]
S =3
Soak Period (d) pH Value
Fig. 17 Unconfined Compressive Fig. 18 Relation between qu and pH
Strength of CAC Eroded by Value of LDGS Eroded by Soak
Soaked Test Test
pH of AR.
—O-pH=5.6
300 o pH=30
~—pH=4.0
—0—pH=3.0
—%-pH=2.0
200}
g
&
of 100}

%20 % 60 80 100 120 140
Soak Period (d)

Fig. 19 Modulus of Deformation of

LDGS Eroded by Soak Test
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4. ¥5ER

ARFFE Tl BEERICBAE ST AIKROE A v P RENET O TERFHED (LR R, ERICBT
LEMFROEEERY L L ICERNEREITV., BEA IS XL LA LT, O S5 7-8 R I3 BEIR
A LELENE LI RITT B FAL, ST 50128 5,

BEREAXEDE 2 v N RELELOWELENERICEE Y RITL., K pH OFMWICBAESNS
&L RENETOT VA VDG ), pHBSKE (BET 5, EHEBTLDGS ME2ITP b3 b
i3, pH 2.0 OBFEF 29T L7-3E13, #9954, pH 3.0 DAL 10 4E, pH 4.0 DAIH 30 F0ES:
L7ZRTAELR I Ehh o7z,

BEABRICBV T, TEUETHERORIIREFNICES ISR L E NS Z &dtbhh o 788, #EA
PERNIEERRORE Y H T ) ZIF T hd o7z, 3STEOL 2 IET 5 & LDGS & LKL 1 CAC & b #i#fk
ENPT NI DI o7, .

BEEINZLD5E, KT — LA ML S, FDOMIT CaSO,2H0. CaCOs RARHDILFE A
LY Tk (AN

ZD &) e RELE OO T I, RELE L OTFRFIC B8 JT L7z, pH3.0 LED
BUREHT L2EE, MI0ESORERRTT 5 F T LDGS O—#iEMM S 1213 L A LB L2
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Flux = 1/3 X 180 cm (1800 mm) X 21.4cm?

= 1200 ml ‘
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