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Abstract

Use rubber powder composite modified asphalt and SBS modified asphalt to carry out related ma-
terial testing and mix ratio design tests indoors, and select AC-20C asphalt mixture of the same grada-
tion to conduct comparative evaluation of road performance of high temperature stability, low tem-
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perature performance, water stability, etc. The results show that the high-temperature rutting resis-
tance of the rubber powder composite modified asphalt mixture is better than that of the SBS mod-
ified asphalt mixture, and there is no significant difference in other road performance indicators.
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1. 5|8

Bl AR5 R I 75 A SR AR B 9T S FH P AL, (R ORRIUBEIE F il 50 4R g, RREFAEE. H
KA FEAESE[1] [2] [3]. FERGIRIIE A E e A\ FERTFEF T R IR " 1S5 H B fh:
A AR TR N TRA S Z Tl AN TARIG I B & S5 i, KA FH 52 31— 52 R PR

BRI IR A BN T/ AT Sk T2 4] [5], TIELE[6]2 30 ok 5 7% 750 14 18 LA Bic 4,
FETHEB MRS SRR — TR, RJEIMAIT, B BURLE N ERME A, H e ek =5 % 1) o
R o VB 2[R ARG IR T PO AR A BRI 5 IAE R N HE R, R AE SR T . PNRALEE(8] [9]
WFFCIESE T2 12, ROk 32 B3 0 78 2 N SR I 5 B A A e B, 1Bk 2T DL B S i
PEEERIVE T . R E A B B 5 5 SBS Bt B & F A BT LA R S, TR s 75
TRA R I RE10]. JE Tk, ARSCUAN S AR X @ A BN IRTE, 128 S BUR BT 70
RPUERL KRR RIRPOTR =TI, MEH E SN H IR A B SBS SCrEl 1R &k 5e i
FTXT LRI, AR A R R AR i — e B RS .

2. R#E
2.1. RMEESBMTIE

JReky A BT A T AL BN T, FON T T 2N 1) K o0 R liE THEZE 165°C~175C,
FNEF=HE, 1%5M5 3% M ELEIIINTT e, A= PG4 dME 2% LL BN N SBS4303 ti 7l 2) Hdk
JRWITE 75 AN SBS eSS ARV G e i A4 B e i BY V) IS IR N K B E, IREF 170°C~175°C K B IREE 2~3
NS ST AR RE R B REE S8 s 3) HRih SBS B RN A P FECIUG I F IR 3R T & 180°C~190°C),
245 18% LB s 4) ¥4 SBS B st 5 SIS R & Ja B AR B N R B 5) 1EK
HEFIZ M 0.1% HBn A AR e 7 A I RAIE K B R B TE 185°C~190 CRESHE 2~3 /BT, R SE A5 A
HEBEDEIN T K45 AR SIS ) FRbRZRAG RS, RIS R e 1.

2.2.SBS S

SBS MM T2 K 90#A LA milhia In#A/ZE 165C~175°C, I SBS tttEF, W3
L5 SBS Bt FIE SR INFAZ 180°C, DL 15~20 t/h [RtEUE IS iR BE BT V) IR AT ALEEE AT R A
W Z 170 CHUMIEE 12 h, DA RS (CARPITHE RS HE THEORMTE)Y [11] JTG F40-2004 fEbr
BR, JLMERRRTIGS WA 2.
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Table 1. Rubber powder composite modified asphalt test results

= 1. BRMESMIEHFRNER

T H £ SHE BOREK
180°CIZ Bl & Pa's 1.6 1~3
N 0.1 mm 79 60~80
B\ EEHEHL PI / 1.9 >0.6
5CHEFE Scm/min cm 25 >15
A R (AR C 72.5 >50
25 CHAPEIRE % 89 >75
PR T 240 >230
BT, AL RZE(CC) C 0.3 <5.0
Ji AR, % -0.289 <+0.6
TFOF 5% 8% 25CENEELL % 73 >65
SCHES cm 16 >12

Table 2. SBS modified asphalt testing index
= 2. SBS Bt B M HR

T H LA SEME HARTER
135°CIZ 3l E Pa‘s 0.9 <3
(N3 0.1 mm -0.2 60~80
AN X e / 69 >-0.4
5 CZERE 5 cm/min cm 42 >30
A S (k) T 77.5 >55
PR T 254 >230
ey i3 % 99.90 >99
BT, AL RZE(C) T 1.6 <25
25 CHEMRE (%) % 91 >65
AL % -0.187 <1
TFOF JG5% /) 25CENEELL % 77 >60
5CIEE cm 38 >20

2.3. &R

FANEREE S ZE, 0k a o a KE, PERER IR BRI R VT 2R, ARG I 45 R
13 MERHE I AE R L 4.

3. ST
3.1. RECHE

HITXF B e AR IR S & e eI 5 R S S SBS W 5 TR A RER L AH IR ) AC-20 -, 1056 K FH B
IRBCTH T EREAT ¥t HAnBC & tE e fh 2 I 1o
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Table 3. Summary table of coarse aggregate testing results

3. SNSRI ER

‘ [EIpLN = Y e NS N \
i H X LRIIEEPS
i)z HAhJZ R
IBIZALEFER R (%), AKT 28 30 15.0
JEWAE%), KT 26 28 10.4
15~25 mm 2913
10~20 mm 2.936
FUAXT E L >2.60 >2.50
5~10 mm 2.947
3~5 mm 2.869
BAEE%), MKT 3 5 0
Table 4. Summary table of fine aggregate testing results
4. MERHENEERILE
SR ez H R AR — RN BEARTER SME
T XS 2 >2.50 2914
0~3 mm
W4 (%), AT >60 62
- & -SRHE —o— HEER ZETR —O—HKEPE
2
pa|
E
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
26.5 19 16 132 95 475 236 118 0.6 03 0.15 0.075
LR
Figure 1. Mineral material synthesis grading
E 1. 7RIS RE
3.2. AEREHERE
3 4 R S BIOR Y T e B R T &, SBS BT AC20 YR A KR 4.0%. 4.3%. 4.6%)

HaE, RKhEAMENE AC20 RE
H AC-20 IR & RIHHIIRFg bR s R IR 5,

B 5.0%. 5.3%- 5.6%IIE & mdtiT SRR TSR . SBS ¥
Kk B AT AC-20 1B A B ARFRFabrgs 5 2% 6.

WG ERARERbREE R, K B s . SBS i RGRHRENTHHE 4.3%, Kk

EEUED R SRR B E & 5.3%. TR R & SUElE A R T SBS b, /T &

BT BB 2 PRI I L K T SBS PR AR
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Table 5. SBS asphalt mixture marshall test results

%< 5. SBS AR AR BEURIX L
PigesE  HweHRRHE R MHEBEE R WoRHRIBER  PIE R b ;
(%) SRy MWEE Yy VV(%) VMA (%)  VFA (%) ROEREGN) it fE (mm)
4.0 2.637 2.500 52 13.3 61.0 13.50 3.1
43 2.624 2.518 4.0 13.0 68.9 14.37 3.4
4.6 2,611 2.522 3.4 13.1 73.9 13.88 3.6
Table 6. Marshall test results of rubber powder compound modified asphalt
F 6. RMEAHMNEIERIAEER
PiEEE HIesKH R MHBEE SRR WORHEBRR B A . -
(%) RNy ANEE Y, VV(%) VMA (%)  VFA (%) FOEIEGRN) i fE (mm)
5.0 2.627 2.494 5.1 14.9 66.0 12.62 2.8
53 2.614 2.510 4.0 14.6 727 13.69 3.1
56 2.602 2.522 3.1 14.5 78.8 12.83 3.4

4. EEFMEREXTEL M AR
4.1. SiEMERHERE

FEAORB R PP TR A RHE LR L N IRHUB M RS B e /1 Iy i, BRSO S R
OFe =L yeb p o= IR SENE R R R TR v (O A 9 o L/ N 2 EZ e N TS O
SR (RO LA S SRR 7 B 52 P B PR A RSO, R 60°C B RaE BE AT 45 AT AR
S LI 2
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Figure 2. Dynamic stability test results

E 2. B ESKIER

ML 2 3R584S AT DA I B A S 5 5 SBS B T 0 15 VR ARSI it TR AR R TE R,
HIBoh 26 vkl S sh e FEAINS T SBS Skl B shAa FE 1R 1 1 33.4%, W02 BRI & m i A e 1k
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HEMT IR
4.2. KB EM

KGR T BRI A L B T o KA TN T B AR AR E S AR AR, RT3
MIPER,  BEN RS T 22 B R AN B 7 AR 3K s 70 85 02 s il i S AR IAME L, KM IZEE NI 5%
BH AT, BB RESE AR, DB AR RIR IR, 2k 51 A IR G R AL, 7 A B i R
ST o I L S P9 U R B R IR AR K S BRI PPAN TR A R KRR e 1, I R LA 3 A 4.
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Figure 3. Results of immersed Marshall specimens
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Figure 4. Freeze-thaw split test comparison
B 4. Frasszilst et
ME 3. 4 TTLE, RBEESSMENITE AC-20C 5 SBS SHEII T AC-20C i & kHik B A4z B A
RS 224 0 P 90 2403 A i CHROR RV ZER, o B & kil Bk Ae s MR EL AL T SBS el # /KA E
PEURRES 2EAIR TR 5 1 3.5% RAK BHURIREHR & 1 0.7%, P& /KERE RS REA BEMER, W
PP AL 1 T R SRR KRR E KA 2
4.3. [KiztEae
IR R0 T A BB NAR . PUAE LR . BIFERE = AMEbR,  JF MR RAR 1R Dy 32 EPP i
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bro RIS HHIRI6 & H /N R R, BN R T A UI#) A4 250 mm + 2.0 mm. %% 30 mm = 2.0 mm.
5 35 mm £ 2.0 mm [F/P5E, HFEZ )9 200 mm + 0.5 mm. ZHRIIEE-10°C, INEE 2N 50 mm/min
8RR S SRt aE SR 5,
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Figure 5. Low temperature bending test results

Bl 5. RETHIXLER

AR 5 TT LA Y, T MR I0 25 0 4 R 53 2t TR AT SR [ 11] IOk 5 & B I 35 AC-20C
Wi BoRH IR P BE 1 5 R 25 b A ML T SBS B E V7 3 25 MR IR 4R 15 2.5%. P 2R 00 45 Sy i
BEMET, VU RO BT AR
5. &t

) R E LTRSS SBS B E IR AR AT R AT, iRt RER A5 5 SBS itk
PiERE T 33.4%, KEBEHRET 3.5%. RAKDHRIREIRE T 0.7%, RIEZ 5 KRS h AR &
T 2.5%. LATRR MRIE KRR LG, Ok A e AT T SBS B 5 75 e i Mk A A1 35 58 A
B, FoAhHH P RS BB AR5

2) TR S AT I T RS EE B T SBS BRMEVNTT, 205 TE SRR 6 M BE MU IR 75 A8, AL AE TR &

HC B R S A T ROV T AT SBS BT IR LI S A U R AR & L R R (5%
S5 3k
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