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On the Experimental Study of Granite Concrete

Hifumi Kacami, Hiroshi Hasegawa, Keiji KANEYUKI

and Masaaki KAWAZOE

Abstract

It is necessary to reconsider the granite concrete for paved materials of road. So, the authors

report a paper that they experimented on the object for research regard with dynamical properties :

judgement of workability, pertinent proportion,

of granite concrete,
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Fig. 1 Granite concrete in case of trial mix
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Table 2 Calculation of proportion of granite concrete (kg/ms3)

w/C P/A Unit weight (plain) Unit weight (Fly-ash)
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