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On the Soil Stabilization of Terra Rossa

Masami HIWATASHI and Mitsuru UEDA

Abstract

The soil stabilization of highway subgrade and base course is able to classify the following

methods by the kinds of additives :
(1) Mechanical soil stabilization,
(2) Soil stabilization with cement,
(8) Soil stabilization with bitumen,
(4) Soil stabilization with chemicals.

Three kinds of soil stabilization with cement, bitumen and chemicals are adopted in our experi-

ments. The soil sample is terra rossa, which is so widely distributed to Carust terrace at Mine and

Akiyoshi districts.

The percentage of clay in this soil is 43, liquid limit is 74.6 and plastic index is 42.5. It is
generally said that the soil in which the percentage of clay is more than 30, liquid limit is more

than 40 and plastic index is more than 18, is difficult to be stabilized economically. In this point

of view, Terra rossa is a very interesting soil.

There are various methods testing the effect of soil stabilization, but unconfined compression

test, Marshal test and modified CBR test are tried in our experiments. The results of these

experiments are mentioned in this paper.
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Fig.1 Particle-size accumulation curve of terra rossa
Table 1 Nature of soil sample
i Specific \ Liquid Plastic Plastic Flow \ Optimum | Maximum
Additives moisture 1 dry
gravity limit limit index index ‘ content \ density
—— R R S ‘ S
None ‘ 2.698 4.6 32.1 42.5 31.7 5.4 | 1498
CalOH)s 3 %] — 54.1 36.9 17.2 5.5 7.1 ‘\ 1.476
P20s51 % — | 58.7 29.5 29.2 18.2 26.3 | 1.497

5 LEETROT X BRI B ORI AR L T
2R % I THREERD, MHOMMELE LTz
2 FAVEDZE S ATIETH A, LI 2 TREHEOD
FPE R s X O 175 ¥ HS LB O LR RE —
PRI B e A 2 B A, PRI R L % B
BEEE O LB k5, AR RHRT 2 LD
FLNEINTND, DFREKE 2 PREICLS
oL A E TR T2 bn TE D, byHET
s R 2 3 DTG, T B IRZKRWER TAL
THE RO T 2B HiE 20T, 2R EFHLTAL
T DN R IER S @ 51 TH B, AT &
Qiedoavy AT vy —RUET A bS5, U
DU IS S IKFIVERNT X 5513 2 OFJEHHERRT S
STHEERI 2N E T 5 C e, MR LT
HF OEHTNC &SRR T 2 I
BTN B EDIGRE LTHTF 5N TVS, Bl
DIFE L T S AR L5 & AL, kT KL
B RO THEPED 2y PRRINT AL
12 TR e R LSS AR & 22 B, E TIIEBHIC
I AUSEMLINE 2 OFEES) 2RI U T O ZGE
BT L 2 biT, BN RS L CKIT S A3

Vol.19 No.l (1968)

ik LAk THEDTH S, NEKHWTIEA
QRSN THM L EE 2 b2 TV 50, bAETE
BRI et L STEARDRED 1205 E DEFRU
vz, LanL AASHO iR OAERT b
B 6 7nis & 91T, #OEEhcs T3 <Nk
WLl H B LHIEHAINIIOT, SRRVl
IR E TR TS 3. DOFICZ OILOHEFHIIC & 5
IR OV TR BEED & ¢ A1, HAUAD, sKiH
T, AATEEER LT 7V — N EEEIR 2 & R TRINT
2 EhEL bR TWA, T b ORI KICIERET
2 - R O L S 0, FILER L ZN
13 Xk & < TeU O THREEHED 12 DT OIS

ABOMETH S 5. L TR 4 TROZGEALIIE
®9%,w,cxd)®3ﬁ10wf%ﬁ%uaOT
W5,

2. R B FH &
SR OGNE R BT 2 T A B 5. 22

Vb R TINE & UCHI T B R EMIRDOFRET DI
HOEBICIE, ORISR AN ERE DS 5, W



T e OREFEMBICOWNT 25

AMERER & U TR BERESE, RS DR USRS
E¥HD, HYEETHD, ULriER»2»ET 2
U, ZOLEBEDEENTLZVE VS ERSHELS
D, B TIIMHAESRBRII DAL L CREHIOEE
POZEVTIRTTRbNIZVOBERTH 5. EED
ARERICI H BRFERE TR B A X AT
5, WELEWHOBE L DI Ay F 2L 1
Aid qu=17~25kg/cm?2, $EE 4 L& EIOERS
I Ay b 2% 88513 gu=14~22.5kg/cm?2
BHEGErEMCh I > THE L2120 58]
BBInd 5. KEHIIFLH (Corps of Engineers)
OWEIC LM, gu=14~21kg/cm? HIUERHEIE
LHRVWELTED, PCA. Itk NE, qu=21kg/
CM2HIUTY A 2 2 v b TR A TRRA SR
AT EELTVG, #7414 =7 IOBETII,
VArtAy P REERMH AT LY A3 45.5ke/
cm?2, HEMBICERT 55812 21kg/cm2, = v »

Y — MEEOS S OB E U T 14~21kg/cm?2 DFE
FEERIE QN d 7 B, 1 HKE) AUBETH S
ELUTWA, AF VY ADIEHETIE 7 HEEHT17.5kg/
CM2DFEREEE 2 & 2Tk 0, & ICHLEROSS
VEF %108 < 2207 275 CT1d (31.5::3.5) kg/cm2 % 4
EHETRLULTWVAS,

KB E U TIREBRENTOMRBROR L, RY)
M LOBADRED AT Y ¥ & DMLY AZBHRDS
A0 D T b bEBRERNTOMRAHEN
WL TEFTE, BEHETOESICHED 5 Y
FHAAYDB 0, FERRETHE UIEREEE L 0BT
HELUT2 3 D5, FOEEEOEDHHEYLE S & H D
TR &L d, oy 42y OB
JIF AR E UTH 2 BRERE UTOME % 72 Lo
AR U Tid 225, FRERIC X EmRE hisig & s
HFBe v rORHKEFOOTIRE UTOMEIR &
FOWMTF IO 220NELTWS, # CTHETHE
TUR DS ARBMUEIRNE T AHMNHOTE, %
1HAIEEUERTET LN RV TH 5,

U3 D THELE B BB 2 MBI 22T < 3413
THHH, bUEOIRE U TEREE TOREME D
BFHTEDL LVDHEPETE 4 5T B 0E0S
FREIC 2V TE, H AR Opises TR E D
[EEETHEBT & HRE L THigEhT, SRR TT
WSS, OEEUTERMEE T L T35 E AT
IR ASEER TR T & & T BUETRIE D + 20% OFEHPITIX
HHO LI TH A, BRI T wB T,
AMERLTE40%L 5VDATYFIHBTHS

>

2.

BB X 2250V TOERSRERIC SO TIL,
BETREFEOUWEZH 2 1. D0OHERE, FEEH 2N
ZIHAOWE, TabbRED, REE, Bkl
EOWE %5 120 DFRBRE 21772 5 WEHH 5.

WEE I BT U T2 DU 2 H 5 12913, ki
K, YRS, WBHMRREORBR 21725, REDR
Bux JISA 1210 OEEDHR L R CEA T 2218
L, L, BB L LD 2~2.5kg BTHY
THNT, WAWAEL ZBOK PN T 240 s
UTHELUTHEE, KI2T73biz 583, BIcfFES
2N T2 TETRAT 5. BEZEREHD
SHVREIOVEFE UL, I F92HEIESITIIE
SRR 2 0 MBS LT 5, cokiicLTei
REVNTH UTRBEDHBR21T/2 5. HIgmE 3RS
HEKE 2N OREL, C OBEEE LSk
L DBRZRTRL, i bEMEKILE Bk e
e BRDD, EEHMORRZEL THU X 5 IKZBEY
AR 2T 221, WAVWAREREHORD L & O
BIKES 5 VIR BEREIREESRE 5. L ESH
DREBYVIDLEE 23 RT3 ke LTid, 2F0 &
S5TENDHNAL L OWEL B,

o3 VB ESE B ER (Hubbard-field test),

7 v Y XEIERE (Florida bearing value

test),

H 2 A B AR (Cone penetrometer test),

T ERFEE RS,

= HAEHERER,

CBRE#,

MIEEA LR,

<~ 5 VEER,

E—ADARY 02— &~

RETHB. FEME L2 b s ORI
Ui, R 21770 5. HHE Y 41t
2Y FDOEHTHETIUE I VD, BEi Lo Tt
22 DF F/KFITEDT T2 OPM» 1 Bk, FE0R
B TRV TERTACE 455, KCET:
PRI U ORI 2 IEREi 13, B LT10.5
kg/em?, s, BB LTk 7.0kg/em?2 5
WTHD, KECIHAE1~5%, 2> 183~
B%B<H5WBEHAVEN TR L3 THH, ARV
THO LIF 12§ g, —EhEREsts, CBR &, ~
—2 2 VEBRD 3 OTH B,

3. BMEHR

T A7 o MEEER (p.26) T XhiE, RETHE

LY e S 0 T VR



26 B o B EeL H it

SRESIC BN T Y A2 2 v+ DA B a 7k T
BTHSRMERIED, B 21°12°CEEN%LL LOHE z\, T l
RIEIRFEC 6 Bk U1o6h, AR &2 T b 7 @:kk;V@; - o
HE R BRSO 1/100 & UTHBEIT/5 5 L&l . >©:5;@7/
DTS, (HE THRAICLEMLIDSTIED 5 b * ¥ _AT/.C. _@_0=VU_W@s
Mok AL SR 5 LR 5 % & U |
[ chemi —eject hyiro  lack
RERAC L B AR DV T T = A v FLAE &L S
FF v HFREAL, 51T =4 vHAITZ Ca
(OH)o% 3%, 7+ vEFAITiE PeOs1 % 27U
TH1z, RHFDFIL 5% 525%F T 5 % FIT
Iy THEE 2T 210, F AR FEMERT DN T
WHRIFEATIET L b 54 S8 7 PEE, ~AF
o, 2 BION I A X OFE LR — il iy

ANV ARG AN, b ra—sY ey 0 o)
Hals ¥ OEER RIS, 2 LTZN S EHIC 2T 3 /
o

(kg ‘em?)

ive strength

TINE % 5% 525% FT5%BSITELTNS,

®)

& 51T 2o {EFLE & LT Ca(OH) 2+ ) 1 1
CaClz21 %, Ca(OH)2+NaCl1 %, 3 L *Ca(OH)2 /
COWTHER 2T /D0 9

Z 5 OB H A Fig. 2, X oFig. 3T LT
H %, HhOEEIZ@FN 6 02 1 FKEDHEINA
S A EEE 2Z U, OFMA2THES 1 HKED 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
fERMARITNT AREE 2L LTS, 2@ Mixing quantity (%)
FHHFNCTIE 2 N2 12840 6 BEEHE 1 HAKROD 4 Fig. 2 Results of unconfined compression test

8 ] w 7 1] S A 1
Cement / | CatOH):s CaCl: 1% Ca(OH): +NaCl 1% Ca(OH):

o |
|

/_
X @;Zlyfl d/

——' /@
20 /O/ /‘ -®

O|O
©)

Compressive strength (kg “on)

B

0
\
N
e
©

:
% ,
8 o
8 2 ® %5{_n:§Ng_
4‘8\‘ /6”\;\\ gﬁa/gtlfg\a ' L
|

Ahsorbed water ratio (%)

“o-e | ®\® o~ i |
NEARNE Ay a2\ VRER NN
0 . O 0\0‘8: ! X J : AN : .
c 5 10 15 20 25 5 10 15 20 25 O 5 10 15 20 25 O 5 10 15 20 25 30
Mixing quantity (%)

Fig. 3 Results of unconfined compresscon test
Vol.19 No.l (1968)



T Z ey DY EMB TN T

DT, OEIMTMAEIZ ML 723855 D2THRRE 1 HKE
DA T A REEEZR LTV, FIFE LT
AT =2 v HFOWAWEIR 3% %, 15T+ vF
FIDOGE T HER L1 % 2% 72 4 DTH 5. Fig.
2EFig. 3% 5XTH B L, FEREREI3Fig. 2 D8
BOREII 0T, L ICHBOBA I 2 0h
BMEICE N TN A & 0 AWHAME - O Z5EM: &
VO ORIKBRERTOMERRIEIC L > TE LU B 3
CEWHLMIINTED, EELDFEOIERD
T A R IR 90% L_ DIER E s Tk
SRHTNBIDITHIEST 2 C L pirs <, HEA»HE
UTCHE & [H UE7KIRBEIC 15D T B 1 DI s
WD EEZ NS, U D> THBME O S 1212
Z OEE T HIEMN B 2D TR END H s, 0BT
AT 0 MEEERTIEY Ak 2y P ORI
ZEWEBIT L 0 20~30kg/cm?2 L LT %53, Fig. 2%
S O’Fig. 3 TZ OFPITIZV A DIk 2> b3 L OVfr
1RO IR TALEL U7z 3 e 3 &
VAQR

4. <T— + JLEHER

HEAAIZER10.16cm, B X 6.35cm DYEET, &
I CDEE B AGH TR E DI KE I LT

27

ME2i2 & 7, (R AVERLCER U OB I3 B
JKHT 2 T4.536kgD 5 v < — %45. 7cmDE X L 1
XTI s 5, WY UT50E 720, %
N1 51, 02 DE L THREIIE LT
UEPKIT 5. B0 nsih o 1o iz 22 R R &
IKHEE & 2EE U BRICEN TR 2, B
HOMERKE 9 ARNEL, HEFEHE40%IT 75 D10 HFIT

3 TR DL KR U AR IS BIR TRESRIED
7.0 DEFTRER 21778 5. D FICIRFERH50%1T 722
TTEEFRUL 3@, EFHEN60%ITIEO1 L FRALL
3ERBRDHEEE #1778 5. BBEMELTIRT =4
FIFlE T2 v EHAF 2 EAL, 517 = vHAHNT
13Ca(OH) 2% 3%, 74 vHFNTIZP205 1 % %75
JALTHI.

FANDEIZ 6 % 521% £ T 3 % I 2 TT/s
<= MRABICH T B4R Fig. 4, Fig. 5
Fig. 6 1ITrLTH %5, MADEHIZOMASME=- 3,
®F0H ME— 3 +Ca(OH)2 3%, OFIHCME- 3,
B LUO®FNHCME— 3 +P2051 %% Z2H FHIEAL
oAl T 2 EEEAEDL LT 2, K 55EF
OISV E FITFBCBEOTIMD L <05, k&
{755 EIERKDEMBHERNC L 5 L Ehibnd, &
TR RLEN %52 A HUBIEIZEFEEDREF NG ES

D7,

1.9
, ‘ l 20 l 1.6( ’ I J;
S SERERIS
1.8 NQ ] l N 1@ @ |
S YOS 16 —| 5 1.2 — @<
IONe R . L ®
e | \:s** x%?Biféz@fQj C st
R R S S AN A N I ™ - T O B 02 = S N
ST Tlsp ] cme—e e e =t g 8
ST B T AR
N +_'+_o\k_ N ]
e R TS R N N - S T N - _ S A .
1.5 4 ];—— 9.0 ]
f— - — —_— S — — ‘ ‘; -4
1.8 e T - 16 e L 1 f 10| —+ §~
HE RN z 12]>~ 3 T é _ *T
S B R Rl - S ER e
£ 2 ~ A B Y :0\8\©\ | - o~
E G SO B L
I~ z ~ O~o_| 3 |—W-=8=©
Jb\\@fazgi@:g\ ms‘*.\t‘g;§:818\ 2 y;85?4§\§s§3@:—
;_,,!_,, ‘_\‘\ —{= ~ N ¢ R} \.\_],_1__\ ___]f L - Nlg) ™
1| I s | | 1.\. _ gl X
3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 36 9 12 15 18 21 24
Fmulsion (',’u'j Emulsion (%) Fmulsion (%)

Fig. 4 Results of Marshall test for the soaked soil bitumen (evaporation ratio 40%)

I RPN TS 2



28 W @ £ X-L H it

1.9 l 1 f 20 l 1.6 \
éo '1 ; [~ ‘ —7]7 _" - T T "'}'—@/ -
H i i / '
1.8 x©§\ L ~\—]—— 16 EO\ === () T@-— 1.2)— - o=
@\8\@ } <0 — —u——@——o - ©)
-~ ©=5 §@ o i P _T ! I S . I MA-L/O:QE@
= ¥ SO0~ S v ~ —~—
S el | TESgs el L | e o4 |1 GFo - B
s 3 1.7 \l = 12 o—9—¢—® s 7, %
'.-i i ¢ -0 | H B 8/ B
S5 11T el RS
e 16— 1 T Te -E 8l- . %04.//7@_ ........... -
L 7| i i 7@/ .
1.5 4 0.0l—®
1 A . 1 Ao
i ®
1.8 - 1 - 16—\;\@ | AL AN —
U NS U NN H - I NG S S
=5 || | =oe ©vp ’ = | l\}@
f 3 | Def T Rsgred | Fa=Baaxg B
pA U O B O BT S 15 .
*r No> N IBRESE RN IN
“El.e—@< "O——_Q*‘— 8| — O J—— ] el I 0@~
- \0\@3@\ A= oo |
e et T T |
~ Ig
1.53' li 9 12 115 118 2L1 24 X 43 6 9 12 15 18 3\24 43 6 9 12 15 18 21 24
Emulsion (%) Ermulsion  (7.) Emulsion (7))

Fig. 5 Results of Marshall test for the soaked soil bitunmen (evaporation ratio 50%)

1.9 . , 20 C16

|
&
I
|

{

i

o /
-/

59

=

ofare soaking
~
i
i
L/
/-
Shrinkage ratin
o
|
— @
Lol
@
&
|
D
| \
A
i @
Stﬂ)-ili{v value [t
o
|
i
©
AN
NI
©
|

L
o
P
¢
bt
b
7]
@M
R
ed0e
?

wn
o
~
<
O-

|
Qo)

S ~ - g
1.8 ~—t 16 @\© = 10 Y e\ 9~
z i ~ = N ~
. = _____\\_ - ~ :1 —_ O\L?Q\@ ._@\.
= b o~ @ ®_r ©— g O~ - N
i:: EL12—<‘ 0\8: ~ — 81— O:ég‘
= Z |- o\. E
8 ) 6
~®
-~
[0S
; 4 | @~ 4
"3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 2¢
Fmulsion {700 Emulsion  (74) Emulsion (%))

Fig. 6 Results of Marshall test for the soaked soil bitumen (evaporation ratio 60%)

Vol.19 No.l (1968)



7 5 nm DEFEFEMLHIZC >N T 29
Table 2 Modified CBR test
Item i Compaction test | C B R test
Ca{OH)o Addmves’ Optimum Maxnmum’ Moisture ’Number Dry ’ AbsorbedSwelling Modified
| moisture dry | of com- water CBR
(%) ! (%) ‘! content |density j content Ipactlon densnty‘ ratio ;ratio CBR
[ }’ 10 | 1.297| 2023 . 8.07 | 1.0
0 0 | 215 1.620 22.0 25 | 1.474| 13.39  7.27 2.3 3.1
S R |55 | 1621| 846  1.10 | 4.2
ME— 3 | 10 | 1.287| 1830 5.78 | 1.1
0 21.5 | 1.589 20.9 25 | 1.451 9.92 4.8 2.3 3.1
S B | 55 | 1573 451 378 | 40
CME- 3 ! 10 | 1.297| 18.61 @ 7.71 1.5
0 21.5 | 1.573 20.7 25 | 1.466 12.22  6.59 2.4 2.8
N N R 55 | 1551 731 622 | 3.9
ME—3 | | 10 | 1.300 | 13.71  2.54 3.0
3.0 22.1 1.551 21.1 25 | 1.447 7.94 | 2.39 5.1 6.8
e N 55 1575 352 | 1.8 | 13.0
CME 3 \ 10 | 1.298| 18.21 & 6.85 | 1.6
0 ! 20.6 1.588 19.8 25 | 1421 13.64 | 6.66 2.3 3.0
h,_m“/ o 55 1500 773 | ses | 34
Ca Cls | 10 | 1.332 17.10 \ 2.93 2.5
4.5 22,0 1.603 21.5 25 | 1440 12.3¢ | 2.82 5.4 11.0
I R % 55 1.597|  7.82 266 162
Fes Og } J 10 | 1.330 | 13.20 f 0.33 8.6
4.2 ' | 1.586 22.7 25 | 1.465 7.21 | 0.18 | 22.6) 38.0
_ 0.8%, i LS5 16| 242 03 | 553
Cement ‘I | 10 | 1.307| 14.21 | 0.18 12.3
0 L2211 1.608 22.4 25 | 1.445 9.02 | 0.05 | 29.6 97.0
N R 7_7'7_7“[7M“, 55 | 1.585|  4.04 J 0.05 | 146.7
! | 10 | 1.300 | 13.81 | 0.15 | 11.7
5 0 | 222 | 1.558 22.9 25 | 1.472|  6.54 | 0.05 | 27. 4] 29.5
S IR R |55 | 1519 3.6 { 0.04 s4ﬂ
Chemi- | | 10 | 129 1491 | 0.95 | 6.4
0 eject | 22.4 25 | 1.457 8.52 | 0.69 | 27.7  39.0
S ;_’, i 55 | 1588 472 | 0.4 | 47.4
Hydro- | J 10 | 1.301| 17.31 | 4.18 3.9
0 lock r 23.3 25 1.421 13.02 | 3.44 | 5.4 11.0
e s s ea | sas 138
Mills ! } | 10 | 1.334 9.81 | 1.14 5.8
0 | oz 25 | 1.522 5.34 | 0.43 | 32.1  35.0
B B S et e | 01z | 642
Chﬂ?me-; 1’ ’ 10 | 1.270 | 12.50 ’1 2.34 2.2
0 rignin 21.8 25 1.511 4.72 | 1.54 15.3; 19.0
10% l 55 | 1.648| 1.34 | 0.26 | 48.9
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