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SYNOPSIS : In this paper, a laboratory investigation was carried out to estimate the strength
improvement of quicklime mixture with fly ash and rice husk ash for the effective use of surplus
soils, and the shear strength with curing time was estimated at lime 10 percent with the change of
fly ash and rice husk ash content. The effect of strength improvement has been established through
the change of fly ash and rice husk ash content from the samples taken at Samsan region, Ulsan.

The test results indicated that the presence of lime with fly ash and rice husk ash encouraged the
stabilization efficiency of lime with fly ash and rice husk ash, and increased shear strength. Furthermore,
it is necessary for inquiring into the relationship between the characteristics of strength and the chemical
components.
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1. M B

e dAFRE o 4 HHEN M3, AAE, fly ash & H7beto] Awkg AL AeEr w2
2HE3 gloem, =] A9 burned olive waste, rice husk ash 5o Wisr A7t 38 U} 3H4
GHse] FAEQ fly ashes HIdFos BA3= XETY AHAES & }‘} AAde 71X a 9len,

EAEA AR TFAuAEQ AWE AME-Fo A7 HAY AL AT Ao d, adn
20004 o] ol d A o] oF 4007 Eo R HU[EAE L9 74 59 AAHA SHAA 7]0‘157} ¥
& Aot} fly ashe] FAEL Si0s, AkO; Fex0z0] IREE A 3ta gloy, ojzig ¥Zguke
cementation®] 23 E4& £ AN HE&IA FAct AL FUe BE A AAAFo] oF 80
gl Eof o223 glov, BE Huly R2Ae £x2H 2oz uh SAAY F&A FAEL 4T
ATEAN A L FAAY A3H 24 QEo Ui AF(LSA, 197)7} ol Foi T 9= AL
AA(rice husk ash, RHA)Z sandcrete®} E33l9] filler24 9 HEAE dFsigen, A S
Balasubramaniam(1999) 5& HE¢] RHAE &E¥sle Zx, ¢4 2 FEFEA Ao 448 o ¢
. 28y, oA A ZYH o2 RHAE ol &% d7A87 ul$- wed Aot watA, & 43
AMe EFYA G HiE 499 AEA AMER Qe gFeR 2AYT e TNt 5L
APAEPES] FHOIRE BEHOZ fly ash® rice husk ashE A& 9 &7 LR YEY HArletn &g
EQ E¥ - 383 EAE A7 AEARENY O HEAE w3laA sy,
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2. HHWHE 383 §Y ¥ I ZEHY Y
21 UMUYE] FastRy

SAFFA] G AAE E AIA G ExEn e sS4 HAEE 29 FFZo)d wa o
ddo] qddtA EExH ok B AFE H8to A4E 9499 AXE 3 Tm HoldA 2F3P AL
RAEE gdoz ANgE AFsAey, AL EL AAH F5HlE= 57%~67%2 L& F<ulE 7}
AR o, AABHNES] AN TFAE 75.82%, 2ATE 3327%2 JEIGon H| 5L 26802 ey
th B Ao AR " AREE ZHold wE f7)E 7.35%~85%2 =X AQSAG vz AEA
H] 7} 0.750138F, A AT 50%0) ol B2 FUYEFHY OHE RFHE Folth. T3 & ANss 98 ¢+
T 072%~082%, ¥4l E(EH)E 53202 9F 7o) w1, AAsH Y= Fog Addc)

¥ 1. Properties of Soils

Atterberg Limits(%) NO: Particle Size Distribution(%)| §71% o)
Deoth) — — s | gt | 2F soz| 7| pg
(m) | Liquid | Plasitic| Plasticity 2yhg | 0425- | 0075 | <0.002 (g/crrd)
Lirits | Limits | Index © |00%mm|0002mm| mm | *° (Ucso
7 ?8 | 206 3327 (268| 53 | H443 557 6843 2% |73H~85( 1478 OH

2.2 Fly Ash®}l Rice Husk Ash?| ZS&x ME
2.2.1 Fly Ashe| AN AME

FA(fly ash)= %9 70~80%7F No. 200(0.074mm)A & T30, A IHSi0z), &FvH(ALOs), At
S} (Fe0z)0] A tiFES AA L, olF A HAES &3 F5FF CaO2 Yeid:s ZEEFEY
gHFo 2 FA 580 YNt FAT dad A4z wit FAS 4o btz A veguyy, £
Ao ALgd AEe A HE A N TAHE vd9LFo] B FARZA AF vddzm e 4
Aojct, B AT ALEE FA9 H|F L 23509, WA FAS) 8]3 SiO29} Al0s9] %o] B3, FeOs
9] ¥o] 2~3u) Bo] FHelxm ok XRFo & E4d FAMNEL ¥ 29 2t

HE 2. Rice Husk Ash® FAAE

74384 | SiO: | ALO3 | FexO3 | CaO MgO K20 NaO | TiOs NiO
7-481(%)] 3774 | 6396 | 43686 | 4.411 0.656 - 1724 | 0586 | 18339

2.2.2 Rice Husk Ash2| fAMAMER

RHA(rice husk ash)& WHE& Si0:2 FA4Ho] ow, JA A7 met ZFxd J3¢e vz
2 dFdAME Nod0AME F#% RHAE AH&3th YA o2 SiO% A0S 4°] B&+E CSH%
CAHA SIFES AL ETETNS Fady, Z=ELdd L& Asdz & ¢ Aok B d7F9
AHE ¥ RHAE 90%°l4d SiO:2 TAEH Qo] Z=ddo) £& A2 Algdc & AFd Algd 3
2o e 38 o AASHR] 4L Loz AaEy, HFL 2180t XRF 53 243 B A
Fo AH8¥ RHA &2 & 39 o
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¥ 3. Rice Husk Ash® F#AAR

T8LE | SiO AlO3 Fex0s3 Ca0 MnO MgO K0 NazO
T4 8](%)| 91.649 1.586 0.458 0.650 0.130 0.920 0.962 0.435

3. ARy

2 A7 AHSE NEE AHTA(75.82%)7F AAFFRTG Fom, R 14X & £ e vkt 2o
AEYA F2717F 6843%, AEHA 2712m)7t 26%2 FAH ok Az ut ¢t st At
(SiO)Fo] BETF ASFUFAEIF F7HE I, AAAE U @70 A = donz A4
E, 3439 2438 Hitste 4 A HAHES ZEE AAATIR Uk wEA, & AFgME A
AdEARY A= F 284 54L& Adstr] A AMEE AUte AHEAEC FAS RHAE 747
H7rste H7hE R AR ©E FEEd 54 FrreAoh

31 A8 M= % =g Ay

AALEREN BAIE FHUIEAS Wl vty oz QA3 HrtFol FAEFE Fxrt F/sA
10%0°]1 A7tete Afode AAAde] Eoixnzg B dFidMs e AA3 10%S H7Mskdo. FA
o} RHAS wigule &9 Ax FFo dlsto] 5%, 10%, 15% 20%Z H7lsts] zt wigule) w8 F=
548 vusch. ALY E g BEGAANES & A HAFeuE 51%, dADHE] A
A3 E 90 ¢ 1022 wFgF Foll T TEUIAFAA 42 HHFSu|A 27%2 T AxZQ B
W &3l E Fst FAAE A s vy € F456lE FYsd E 49 2o

F 4. wjge] R e

Clay(%) Lime(%) FA(%) RHA(%) |[Water Content(%)| Samples of Soil

100 - - - 25 Soil
90 10 5 - 25 CLF b5
90 10 10 - 25 CLF10
90 10 15 - 25 CLF15
90 10 20 - 25 CLF20
90 10 - 5 25 CLR 5
90 10 - 10 25 CLR10
90 10 - 15 25 CLRI15
90 10 - 20 25 CLR20

FA : Fly Ash RHA : Rice Husk Ash

CLF : Clay + Lime + Fly Ash CLR : Clay + Lime + Rice Husk Ash

3.2 ChY ¥ 2Y=A

A HdE AU AP eR vE Utk B 7Y F$ ASTM STP 479(Wilson, 1970)
oA APg Harvard compaction methodE A E3Ach FHIP] 23 TAA E2=% AZ 50cm,
o] 100cmZE A8 E 3222 3to 25kgo rammerZ 30cme] EoldlA 53 AH DFIAA FAAS
Aot o] 4% Y%, Ec=57cm - kgh/arolth, X% bAsAEE 98 AWAPAA, APo)
& A=Y 54 78 AFE fstdq E dFdAE dFxAC AFEE FE42U(RE 29£10)
A Gt AFHo wWE dFIGEAEE Hrrs o
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4. E8HH|E 7|2 E4 AMEH A

41 g BX

HL

E AT A8E Alzol FA9 RHAZF #7F€ CLF, CLR(7¥)9 ety AxEAS AAs gt o
Age A3 75m~2m7}t 68.43%, 2um ©)37F 26%9 EXE Jelglch old H3ld FAS RHAZ}
A7tE A2 AS 9A 5m~2m7t 78.36%~82.33% % ZF7tstgen, 2m olate] AL 125%~
17.0%2 #2349 &, CLFY CLRY #7112 st HE zZ7] 4R X o] Frtstd e, o«
FAS RHA® 7ol 93 F Azt #A7bAe &3 g Aez magzg, 9dAs 2 CLF10%
CLR109] W% J=wslte] g 255 29 13 X 59 Yeligi.

¥ 5 &0 ANaEe 54

8

a5 o o] % . - e b g
ol oo 5!’;] j No.2004] 2 Pszt;(;lis Slzeo?;tnbumon(ﬁ)
F gl +ams N B E%) ' ' <0.002mm

87| am 34 0.075mm | 0.002mm

Sl wam Soil 94.43 2.68 557 | 68.43 26.0

2 | o am CLF 5| 9474 2.60 526 | 80.44 143

- - CLF10 | 9436 2.59 564 | 7836 16.0

ol o am CLF15 | 929 2.57 704 | 79.16 138

e CLF20 | 9475 2.56 525 | 7865 16.1

ot — : : ' CLR 5| 9829 2.58 171 | 81.29 17.0

' " i | CLRI0| 91.80 2.58 820 | 7880 13.0

CLRI5 | 94.83 2.57 517 | 8233 125

a9 1. A 89 E3ud d=2¥ [ CLR20| 9334 2.56 666 | 77.44 15.9

5, 29 1AM Heole upgt Zo] EFE A5 A=A AN dA g0 vl F
o] Fdte ROE Hol AEEEZI AHPEANA F ¢ FL I=EZ Wgd AL ¢ & Uk

4.2 FAIMXIE 0| Z(SEM) &
a9 29l FARAFFSEM)Y 29 2AE Yo 28 294 € 4 d%e] FA (b9 ¢

Ae FYolu), FASH RHAS 3718 399 (% (©F 9NE (@9 ¥4 $38 728 Jehix
a1t

(a) Soill(YA1R)
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(d) CLF10 (e) CLR10
1% 2. FAS RHA? H7H& 10%0A9 & 4= +&

4.3 Consistency S4 % Mz

B Ao AledE A2 FAS RHAZE ¥719 CLF, CLR(79)d) th&dte] Atterberg Limits A8 S A
Aot A8 AAASF7E 3327%2UH Hhs] AA 80 FA9® RHAE H7ME A% 248AF7E &
15%~20%9 A3t &y Atterberg Limitsel A CLF103% CLR101A4 Z, FA9 RHA =% A
7H& 10%o0A 24X F7 718 e AL ¢ F AJTS F A9 33 consistency] ¥WIHE FY
BEEYe 93 o 77 9289 OHAAH EFEE ML-CLE &F o229 Wgd AL ¢ + 3
th, 223 YARd FAE #H713 A9E ZAE/ A8 v Fopxoy, ol APAFI S5,
AT 258 qRIF Folng, B AFd AHEE &9 «ud Ao AHHE A& ¢ +F Utk

¥ 6. £¢4)d Atterberg Limits

S I terberg| Liquid | Plastic | Plasticity| 2 # m©] 3}
il . imits| Limits | Limits | Index |HE#&&|Activity
0 1 . E§m) @) | ©) | <0 (%)
gHo . Soil 7582 | 42.05 | 33.77 26.0 1.28
T 2o . CLF5 | 484 | 348 136 14.3 0.95
w0 . . CLF10 | 447 | 353 9.4 16.0 0.59
v CLF15 | 479 | 369 11 13.8 0.80
8 CLF20 | 492 | 3938 95 16.1 0.59
w0 : — - " _ [CLR5 | 451 | 332 11.9 17.0 0.7
FAardFHA Contert CLRIO | 421 | 330 9.1 13.0 0.7
CLRI5 | 529 | 374 155 12.5 1.24
23 3. FA 2 RHAS 24X (P #st CLR20 | 56.2 | 386 175 159 1.1
4.4 pH AlY
B AT AleEE AZeo pHE Limed 1275 FAE 1.95 RHA®E 9.08o 2 Zazaly, Z24abd, 4%
2E4E Uitk Be FEE §HT PR 438 Y H4¥Y4E FRE R dre
£315 0] Ca(OH); 449} Ca’' ol 283 2(0H) °l& AHz ZEsA vk €85 U Ca¥ol e
e WEFET Ng3d M EHS YES pHE F/MAIIA B0k dudes NIE pH 11 o8
ol Aouzdal ZANA HEFE HAESIA S (Metcalf, 1972), AEWY FREo| Faddy xRl A
HE Si09 AlOs2 REZFES Ca¥’ote] wrgAol Z76A ok B AFoA AP wE pHES
A 7YAAE Z7stE AL Hg oy 149 4A FolE pHztol ZAadteE AL & F uth ol¢
2& AYE pHY 27|445E H7AY Ca¥'e £20 wWE Fole @R go e Aoz AgyH
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o, AP Zste] wE pHY #AAE HABES Ca” Z49 w@itgd og ggoz noAh FAS
RHA®| @7bgdl we pH Wate, FAS 2% A7A7 10% 27499¢ o AdZ=S Jdehndd.
RHA9 Z$-olx wigd)d pH Aolr} X% A7MA7E 10% A7MHAE o WF =8 Jehz gl
o olsh & AR ¥ wW, FA% RHAZ 47 10% A7HEUAS W, F3e) wgo) 73 Sus
U Ao AtsdL.

B 7 AATHNES HIMA 9 pH

122 o o

Soil Lime Fly Ash Rice Husk Ash
5.35 12.75 1.95 9.08

128 128

126 s . w6l o g

24t : : ] 9 124 ‘é . ¥

122

oD

H
H

Sns} e

N6} o1gay N6l oo
11.4 | O3day (14 | 0QLFI0
a7day ACLFIS
N2 oy n2f o o
1 — . . . 1 . . .
% % 10% 15% % =% 0 2 4 3 8 012 146
FA Contert %9 Curing Tirre{Day)
(a) FAS] 3o we pH ¥} (b) APl mWE pH W3}
129 29
127 R R R 27 '
25 I ©5 3
23 : ’ v o3
121 . . 121 .
ng nsg
nz . Enrt .
15 ns
N3 [ o1y N3f oo
1T m3dy LU gamo
109 1 470y . 09} AaLRi5 .
07 [ o14day 07 | otFm
Ius L 1 1 1 |05 b L i 1 L —_— 2
% % 10% 15% D% % 0 2 4 6 8 ooR W B
FHA Conter{ %) Curing Tire{Day)
(c) RHAS] 3%l @& pH W3 (d) A% @& pH ¥

¥ 4. FAS RHAS 733 AP =& pH W3}

5. 4AIY EH3 EN
5.1 FA2} RHA #7i0] 02 AF{YUYZLE

FA¢ RHA9 718 e Z=E BY AF 1doAs wFLol we Jxe 593 Fdo] v
YA &1 dev, AF 74 olFE I AFo] BAX7] Az FAS RHAZ A8 AA9 AH
o W& FEE BF F7Mte %S Rolx ey, a9 39 (a), (0 UEhd R Zo] FAZF H7}
¥ FAIA A Hl3] RHAZE A7t XA Z=F717F 3A veuda gl siged Be Zess
AR 7495E 2 Aol YElgen, AY 1499 HAA == FA 10%37F A 5.8lkg/cr, RHA 10%63
7tA 896 kg/aid YUEMRUT 1A T FASE RHAZE 10% ©)d H7HEAE BF =7t Zaste 4%
& ettt FAS RHAS A7t wet ol2ld AFS de AL, LEF AE24 FA% RHAVL
d8& X%, FAY A% EET &S Yo7 SiO:% ALOsS TA4HI&o] ¥ Wi XTE
o] EitatA dojuA ¥& AoE Addr BH Si0E F FAALELE 3 RHAM #H7ME B %
A& FA 7l FAASG H&£d AFES et A, A% 2 37180 BE Fx FrHFHo] ddzes
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—— 1R —~—CLF5  —4—CLFI0
6 ——7e 6 8-CLFI5 ——CFRY
—o— 149} ~a—Soi /
5 5 Y
¥4 B @‘
4 K]
2 2
! 1 ’/+/‘
0 = - 0 L 1 I 1 1 1 n
0% 5% 10% 15% A% =% 0 2 4 6 8 0”46
RHA Content( %) Curing Time{day)
(a) FAY 713 me d5gS3E b) ARl B2 AZGEPE
10 10
——ie
9 -7 o
8 —— 149} 8
7 7
56 56
25 25t
EX) EXR:
3 3t
2 2 |
1 e e—
0 L 0 . .
% % 10% 15% % % 0

5 10
FHA Content( %) Curing Time(day)

(c) RHAS] #7h3o| e 45453 = (@ AR BE AZYEYE
39 5. FA% RHAY @433 A% 0e 95453= ¥

5.2 CBR A ¥

CBR Al¥(California bearing ratio tests)2 X & XX 3le =AAEY AX, 4FA
Fo 2 KS F2320(24W CBR A1@)dl A= U BZ7]F(subbase)ll = 4 CBR #
ABE AHREH, 100 40lH AL 715 dtth. 283 Nod0Al S3E Y AAHAFPDE 6°)stolojof 3k

. & CBReo] 20°]13l9] AFY 2AAF(PD7F 60142 #E 7IAE ASE BR7)F AEstE 7
Sole A% AHE, &3] FoZ AFAHE HAAIsof st

E =fdAE FA % RHAE #H7Hs 3AAY ZEMRLE 53 &84S H7tst7]l 98 38 CBR

ol
o
flo m
o
o
=~
=

AlFE AAeA CBR #2 CLF1091A4 35.3%, CLR10°1A 30.3%2A4 Rx7]
TEeH oy, CLF107 CLR109 &A4A(PDe 242 94%, 91%2A4 Bx7|%
of g xAd A E3A}vh CLF103% CLR10S AF =3 (AaF, T4 $AF)e 2 AHgsad =

% 8 44 CBR Ad A%

) 95% of
TR ¥ dmax (/M) O.M.C(%) » | CBR (%) PI(%)
Y dmax (t/m )
CLF10 1.44 23 1.37 355 94
CLR10 1.43 23 1.36 30.3 9.1
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7.

dE

E =28 AAMUNEY M3 34 FA(fly ash)® RHA(rice husk ash)& H7}s F9o MIFaa
E AEY Ao g3 e d7EAHRE AU

1. 24RF 33.77%2 14249 9A8°] FASY RHAS £33 2, o 20%9 24AF #Z2E Je
Wiow, FA%t RHA A7t o3 £4A49] Z4 53 ¥ 222 Yesth

2. FAs} RHA® #H7lgo) @& IdEAF5HEE FASY RHA EF 10%Y o HUZ =& Jehddon,
2 o) AZF Aldle 238 ZAEAT AR wE F=IIHES FAE H7HE Ao vao
RHAS #H7H3 A%ol ZA dehden, I dde2+= Si0e% ALO:2 48|17 FAC Hl3to] RHA
7t #2022 RHAS A7 A9, TET w0l o EU3A dojd A7z gddn.

3. A7 8 ¥ Y dAEE ggEAdes dEERoy, AYd wet Fiol 2 E(pH)7)
F7tetden, A 14dode Aaste AF¥S A wWid¥d pHE FAS RHAS F7He 10%Y
4 AdE Yeh Ak

4. FA%t RHAE #7}g CLF$ CLR E5 pHZF Z9Zedd4E, 249447t @45, g¥=7 &
& 5 9 & ¢SAEE UgdS ¢ F dnh

5. FA%} RHAZ} 242} 10% 371" Alg9 d$ CBR #<& ztz 355%, 30.3%, 24X FE 9.4%, 9.1%
2 Jegt 22 7EA2H ALEEH7] 9% CBR &2 HEAANT, 24X A¢ gart 87
HE2 £ JExR F AHEe] e E Aoz wddn
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