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Abstract

This paper studies the performance of geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone in road base by com-
paring it with cement-stabilized crushed stone, with the content of both binders being 5%. Starting
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from raw materials, it is found that geopolymer has the advantage of being environmentally friendly.
Through compaction tests, it is concluded that the maximum dry density of geopolymer-stabilized
crushed stone is higher than that of cement-stabilized crushed stone, indicating that the former has
better compactness. The pavement performance of geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone is compre-
hensively evaluated through uniaxial compression tests, splitting tests, freeze-thaw cycle tests and
dry shrinkage tests. The results show that the compressive strength and splitting strength of geo-
polymer-stabilized crushed stone are slightly lower than those of cement-stabilized crushed stone
with the same dosage. Based on the results of the freeze-thaw cycle test, the failure mechanism is
analyzed, and it is found that the failure of geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone is caused by brittle
fracture due to insufficient rigidity. At the end of the paper, microscopic tests are conducted on the
damaged specimens of geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone and cement-stabilized crushed stone
with 28-day compressive strength. The microstructure and elemental composition of the two mate-
rials are analyzed by SEM-EDS technology, and the elemental composition and lattice structure of
geopolymer are analyzed by XRD technology. The strength formation mechanism of geopolymer
materials is summarized. Finally, it is concluded that geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone meets
the requirements of the specifications for road base materials and is expected to replace cement as
a new type of green semi-rigid base material.
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MR e B RS SRR U DAV A R, FAECHMEOR A, AR R
FRPFAET, el VR - PR - 4557 I S MLk R AL R T AR R A — R AL B R R TE ML R
BB BT HAW K s g Fad 1, A2 R b i SR AR XD, SO GERTRHE) 20%
Fifio L, SRR —FMEBRIA RIS RL, A6 “O0RR 7 A “2p b ” S, B THESD
ONEATHIRE -

SRR 2 PR ) g S R AR E 1, DO M ATTE L 2 ) a5 . R B A 7
TR RO R 1~ A 2 2 A 25 8 S B 140 2K B RE ) AN A e [2] - FA7E 1978 4, ¥\ Davidovits
FEH TR SIS, E ARl AlOs AT SiO Y [l 425 #) BT AL = 4E ST AR FPR S5 R WL R &4,
WA Mn{-(Si02)zAIO}N-WH0, JosiE B2 FaS AR @ ARH3] o HAUMIERER ANE R 4F, & &
TR0 R WIE SR TS kLo SE AT RPB A AE D9 IR ] 26t BAT D M BE 3t 2R, B
NaOH VA VIR 20T 1y SR ) J5 SN2 T8 J82 77 A W 25 5, s SR 3R I Y L S0 0 A ey BB L ARtk - B[]
H7F FE ] LAV 5 B G ] S 35 M S MR KR R 3t SRR R K B s I R 8], o ORI ] EE B
XA B oA NG, I T DA RO b 4 P 75 RIS 1] . Duxson S5 [6]45 H, By B 5T 0t
WERVIRIT BGEE R, HROR G M B R B S5 & Ry EEFR . O Es i8R,
BRI GRE T AR S SR BLAR 45 S A T TEiRVa i Tk A S B, LR i T st A% i Sz BE M e i
S FRY T A 7T A o

FUAT, A0 R BE FE4 o TR B AR b, fETE RS AR AT S b, ASCiEFE 1l L
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15 I ) e 3t SR A M), R A A8 R A B R iR B AN AR Z AR . SR A e SRR e e
HEIERTE R R WIVE S OR, AR R P AR AS SN, HETIE BRI AVE SRR VEAS BB T, B
EREBSACE KV R E A

2. REHFR
2.1, RIEH R

2.1.1. wHEMH

I R O B S (LR v SR R k), 2R T3 2 TR B B A T . Ak
SO R FH R D S95 %, R AR AR, BN 2.84 glem®, HLRMEAN 363 mkg; AL A il
IR, SR BEOK AR, 5N 2.33 glem®, ELERHEAA 347 mékg. 383t XRF A& R 3=
BRSBTS 2005 49%, R B AR AR BT L 20 62%, W 1 R . HARE )
JEM R — R SRS BRK.

Table 1. Main chemical composition of slag and fly ash

=1 WEMBRANEZLERSD

R 7 (%) Cao SiO2 Al:03 Fe,03 SOs K20 Na20
i 38.75 33.57 15.62 1.08 1.74 1.12 1.07
WK 27.09 45.21 16.96 3.97 2.08 1.62 1.81
X HEZH e it 77K T R 44 [5) 217K e A B A =] A8 P2 11 P.O42.5 /K e (B RE IR £h /K Ye), HaRi Al 1%)
5iRIeHAHE

2.1.2. WM&

TEHD IR A5 i R, A AR R R 25 S EE 1) o IR A 1) B R A8 ek 0 i sk e (e 1
FERTR 3k A= i iR AN A, T2 R SR A — 4 IR S5 440 % TR 77 B AL (NaOH) - & 8L AT (KOH)
KB (NaSiOs) %[ 7] -

NaOH FI KOH Bt 558, B rT A7 R0 R R BRI SR R e 2 2 (H AR AR e v, LR3I
B T VR s KB EAE S — PR IR A BRI R R, ORI BB a0 NaOH #1 KOH 3%, H A
UK, HXEEHON AT« R, A S0k F KBSV E AU AT AR A, TR R IR UK BCR B R
e AR ONT BRI P i o AR SR FH RV T AR IR A 2R R ) 2B = R U R R A K 388) , 137K 3%
RN 3.1, B 1.360 g/emB. 1% IR B R W 2.

Table 2. Main ingredient of Na2SiO3
2. Na:SiOs EEM S

24 BARER a6 45
KA <0.50 0.31
#E(20°C) 1.368~1.394 1.380
THAEE(SIO?) >26.0 26.9
A ALB(Na20) >8.2 8.5
1 2.8~3.1 3.01
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2.2. BeaLbigit

221 HWERYEEHIEIT

IR RV IRD 58 FE A6 77122 (1SO 5)) GBI/T 17671-2021 [8]IFRAEE SR, AV AT AR KK
ok RATRE, BUEEE Y 101, KIS E A 1.3, IRIE T KR L SE A 0.5 (Bl R 7K R &),
BRISUR TR B B W E N 30%. iRkt & AP RLEARHE W T A7 225 g BBk 225 g, FRifERP 1350 g,
KB 68 g 7K 157 g. HIAAHN LR, HXF IR 3 d. 7 d A1 28 d J5 HIRHH R HE T B 5
FEE A R 5 B

CAIRIRE 5 92:0] LA HEOG R KR AP RL & B, S PR AR S0 R 7KVE 518 g+ AndfERb 1350 g+
K 157 g, XFXEIRAEFE 3dy 7d A28 d S5 AT P SR AIHT SR

2.2.2. IKIEEEAERUETC

IK BB HON EAAAFN S AT I BE R B2 L, AR R R, 5 B K B A, Seall sl
U (A8 PSR [9] . /KB FERE SN 3.01, Hd A bAN(NaO) &8N 7.8%, FAbTE(SIO) & &N 25.9%, 1fiE
AR I E AN R PR BB AL, ARG 75 K B B PR 2 1.3,

PR /K BB (A0 N T BB AP B, A8 5ok fAob R B8 G b R 2B ] B, IR AT A
R LA YA A

1) SCEERTE: BEURRKBEETE B TIK, 1S /KR BRI R YTR AR S R 50 78 43

2) HEERGEE: K BE ISR R BE A A = K, PRARASEOT BRI LRGSR S R E R A
T o B 5 5

3) MTmALLERE ). MEAUIRIK IR, HaAA R, Migae iz, ik, of g
A 5y, AT K B S RS 25 68 ) 5

4) AR RIS KBS I 2 s H S H e B A 22 S ST M o BRI AT DA
IR A IR LG 1, A8 L B 0 b SO AR 5 A2 R 2% A

£} 100 g 7K BEFGH SiO2 2 NapO ) () & vk A sl =X (1-1) F1 K (1-2) -

n(NaZO):M:LBZO,126 mol (1-1)
M (Na,0) 62

n(5i02)=m(s—'_02) _ 29 4432 mol (1-2)
M (SiO,) 60

ERFF SIO, S EAZ, H/KBIEHEE Ms = 1.3 i; Na,O #F A &N Hy: 0.437/1.3 = 0.336 mol; #(7F
T Na O i &~ 0.336 — 0.126 = 0.21 g; REF AL NaOH &R x, MBI
2NaOH = Na,O + H,0, MIJE 100 g 7K B3 ELAFE Ms = 1.3 F5Z I NaOH fJfEA: 0.21 x 2 x 40=16.8 g-

223 R EFAR AR

Table 3. Recommended gradation range of cement stabilized graded crushed stone gravel

3. KRRERE A SIRAHEFRECEE

i FL R ~F(mm) 26.5 19.0 16.0 13.2 95 475 236 118 06 03 0.5 0.075

R LR (%) 100 86 79 72 62 45 31 22 15 10 7 5
R T BR (%) - 82 73 65 53 35 22 13 8 5 3 2
K H1E (%) 100 84 76 69 58 40 27 17 11 7 5 3
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ARSI ST I A ARV AF SRR RE R T JENLES & RS E WA R RE, - T (i AR oML
ZiE R E MR AE) ITG 3441-2024 [10]H H7K Y8 A2 RE SR BC AT SR AT FROHHE 77 45 C 3 Rl 10t AT e e
it IR AR E R MR, 0k 3 A 1R,
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Figure 1. Grain-size distribution curve

DNIEAE R B AR B, KRS EATC & EL T PR (R R R P RV S SR (R e AT EE

2.3. IREEHIE
2.3.1. MERMIRRbIR

HuER RS 1A () 26 T VA0 T
1) AR T %, KA A NaOH 75 Na SiOs Wik &, 4k 3 min, T =R FFHEXRE 20

min;

2) FEKEAH S B RE NP G 70 0 B L min, MRS AC B LGB FR UM IS 5T & 1A VR B R
RELICE MBI, Jetd bt 2 min FHCGESH: 2 min;

3) SRR YA MBI 40 mm x 40 mm x 160 mm FIREE A, B ASEMRLR RIS, 2
JETBAE KPR IR S & L7280 Lmin, IRSESERUR, TRNFRYFT T, ER R B AR LUR RS, 2 )51
FEIK T, AREEFRIP 28 SR I 2E AT 50 AT ik

IR A 5 AN L, X AR . Hil Sl RN IR i A0S 3t R il

— %R

2.3.2. EBRYRERAIRYE

AR H SR YIRS 2 A T A B e ifl, BUE B0 5000 g Y& RICHE 4, AR IR 4. HERY)
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B8N 5%, BAREY 250 g. [FFER, XIEADKIERRE A PURC ELR A FI Bl s RE A AR T,
MR AR R T ] ROoxt B Rt

Table 4. The specific amount of graded gravel

* 4 BEREBARFTRE

JfLH(mm) 265 190 160 132 9.5 4.75 236 118 06 0.3 0.15  0.075

SR %) 0 16 8 7 11 18 13 10 6 4 2 2
schrfE() O 800 400 350 550 900 650 500 300 200 100 100

G (AR TRRTCHE SRR E M RHRIG TR JTG 3441-2024 11757 il % AR 36 it 75 RO RE A«
2.4, HXRW

o SR I0 L PPl B 5L E M R 2 792, B S A ) 0 BERT R . AREE ARG (R TR Ty
EFRAEY GBIT 50123-2019 [11]%Ek, ARI K AR A &I . &t 4%. 5%. 6%. 7%. 8%Fi
TOKFE, BB E RS 7 R IR YIRS E A (29 5000 g), 7> = /=4 N Bl SEA R R B i SL 1A
W, BEEHRBLT SR T 94 IR, BT SUP IR R AR, IR WK 5.

Table 5. Compaction results of the experimental group and the control group
F 5. IGH S REEIER

sz WA 1 RSH 2 REBH 3 RGH 4 REHS5 xTHEA 1 XA 2 A3 XHEHE 4 XFHBAHAS

BIKE %) 3.9 48 5.9 7.0 7.8 4.0 5.1 6.1 7.0 8.0
$J'ﬁ’3§ 2.51 2.56 2.59 2.57 2.54 2.44 2.48 2.51 2.49 2.46
(g/cm3)

M 1~5 AT LA, 5ol RMfe e A st & /KRN 5.9%, e KT5 5 N 2.59 glem®. 5%7KJEfa
EEA RN SKEN 6.1%, ATHERN 251 glem3. FEHIFMIREAT R EMFE LB 4T, HE
Ve e WA M B A B /K E AR T /KB AR B AR, T e K 4% FE I i K e s e A AR HH
TR RS 5 KR R KA R B AR, DRI B okl 4 R JE ML S & 4 RLTE B e 18 AR P R
EWAFEZE . KRR E WA AR I8 K e KA S AAR R 45 & T i I & e DU SR BHE
EER, TR — AN SERE AR, AT E & — 8 IR TEH R = R N R, R E AR 5 S 5
VIR SR, e s o e e bt L 5 SRR Z R I R 28 ), ik — DRSS A M R B, IR R T %
RBNVEF, HKPRAKA R BT K EA L, RPN AT K &8>, RET 5 st & K E A
XA

3. WEERS R
3.1, FeluPRHE 8 A AL

W BENREFE WA — PR B 2R R WIS JE AR}, 700 50 P L4 0% 20 281 B o 45 40 PR AR S e ) A
e AF . BT IEREER — BAE REOR B L7 (8, DRI A SRR T 20 M) BR 47 s 56 B2 2 745 1 A2 AV
FOR . At 7 7dy 28dy 90 d JEMIRPUS IR, FFBEKIERER AR, 7B A
RSN IR L Z AR Ty 2k e . AEREAT SREZ IS, 75 2R CRE Y, O AR B 8 25 iR 2R T 110
B K, DAREDN i P 2t T4, AT R BRIl il P i e MU PR e st e, LI 2.
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Figure 2. Unconfined compressive strength test
2. MRMERE IR

MRS AR AL A, e A s EIFBCFE, TR R RIS TR 6.

Table 6. Unconfined compressive strength of 7 d, 28 d and 90 d age
F6.7d. 28d. 90 d WEATMIPRIAESRE

T B TAdPUERE 7dPEER AR 28d PiERE 28d AR AH 90d HUEIRE 90d BH A%

(MPa) (%) (MPa) (%) (MPa) (%)
R E R A 4.07 12.1 474 11.3 5.01 7.6
KT EHA 418 11.6 4.88 11.2 5.16 7.9

HRFEIE TR 1, H R A RO FR T SR B RGN T A5 8 T KRR E A . K (A
6 8 T 5 2 0 T RN ) JTGIT F20-2015, X F 20 M LU R A . #xgifi sy, L2 7d Wit
(T BR TR R T 2.0 2 4.0 MPa, HAS R RECHHEIT 15%, A WL SR P0Ae e i A0 58 40l e JYE
BR . HOERVITERECR A RIER R, Siv Al SE 0k MR PIA B ik . BT, A5, s
RFRIAEH, HemEFRAERRP, BRI REERREE SHEEIRE, R4 RIE R =4 4R Rk a R
EhEE R, FRETE LA T AR R AL AR T, S B R AR, XS S B A
PR, IR LR N O R I i NTRA VI BRI IETE , AT AR EE E AR B

3.2. [EHEMBL(BR)RE

A5 PR Ui A = RO 2 1) S P B B = AN AN TR B ) AR R s P AL, R DI A 0 5 (P BB
R EAR S, KHErTAS] 0.0 mm. FESHTES ZGRLR IS, F I il AR T 7 s ik B pL i 5%
s, RS B R T EXHET R &, I REIRIRHLEL L mm/min IR EEINER, il sl
RN 7T, anlE 3.

TR ESZUAIGAF BIA FAE AR 00 d MBS LR, Hob, HURMIRRER A MBS RREE N 0.71
MPa, 5 20N 7.3; KIEFE WA B a8 (H A 0.77 MPa, B5 R¥CH 6.9. ML LR, K
FH SR AR GUK VR AR A B RS , 0 5= Z R B 2458 BE R 500, B AT/ T BRIR
PIFFE VIR o XA KRR FARFE R T 52 88, Jki 2 (A K/ N8 5], HWHIe R e, XM
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SISO A B T K Ve SRR (B I 78 70 4, TR iR & ISR . MILLZ R, MR AR R
TS FECR 2 A 5 5 R R TR RS, PRI 7 R SE 1k, TR PR 358 P A R R A 3 B A AR A
B AIZETAEAL, 3 BARI A MRS T R, DRI BE AR T 2R E AR BS 2R L

Figure 3. Splitting strength test
B 3. BziEmEitn

3.3. FrifEERR e

LTI G, XA T HUE e, B3 &) E VLR N EEE o8 1 mm/min. THLE &8
0 R S A R B T R L (BB R, A OB BB = RDCIRC)SRAEAR 1.
% 7RI 28 d IR AAETE R ALIE RS 1A B 45

Table 7. 28 d age freeze-thaw compressive strength
5= 7.28 d SR EARRA I IE SR E

HZ AR ARV Rl 5 (MPa) VRS 3% (MPa) PG 2 H(%) 3 5 45 5 R (%)
HRYIR e A 4.73 4.07 86.05 15.27
KIeFe e A 491 4.28 86.25 13.75

BT RD, R S K IEAR HAT N BB ORI, X AEAF 7K 1 A LS B M SR A B st
FORHI S T3 —DNAEER, IR A SN KRS B B, X SRR R 8 Kk
TERCE NSRBIl BRI, KRS S B IX B Lh o R i T s SRR BT A B A2 AE
RERE AL, KGR GURRE, A5 LR REIL T /KR RER R o

3.4. FTHaMEBEDHR

ERE AT E S 30d I, FHidHE 60d. 55 90d. %5 120d. 25 150d FIEE 180 d MR . Hikic:
Bmrs, MR EKE, REERE, W E FRAP S T2REE, TR E. BAR 458
B W= 8.
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Table 8. Drying shrinkage test results
2 8. THAER

IKYEREE AT

HRMREREA

REHAd) RAKE (%) F4E R (mm)

TR THREE g ko (on) 4R mm)

THNAE TR

(10°°) (10°) (10°°) (10°°)

1 0.94 0.025 62.5 66.49 1 0.76 0.018 45.0 59.21

2 1.15 0.043 107.5 93.48 2 0.97 0.033 825 85.05

3 141 0.072 180.0 127.66 3 1.22 0.058 145.0 118.85

4 1.63 0.096 240.0 147.24 4 1.43 0.08 200.0 139.86

5 1.83 0.112 280.0 153.01 5 1.64 0.093 232.5 141.77

6 2.07 0.121 302.5 146.14 6 1.88 0.104 260.0 138.30

7 2.2 0.135 337.0 153.41 7 1.98 0.114 283.5 143.94

9 2.35 0.153 382.5 162.77 9 2.13 0.132 330.0 154.93

11 241 0.166 415.0 172.20 11 2.19 0.147 367.5 167.81
13 2.45 0.178 445.0 181.63 13 2.23 0.157 3925 176.01
15 2.56 0.187 467.5 182.62 15 2.34 0.167 417.5 178.42
17 2.7 0.191 477.5 176.85 17 2.48 0.17 425.0 171.37
19 2.75 0.202 505.0 183.64 19 2.54 0.178 445.0 175.20
21 2.86 0.207 517.5 180.94 21 2.66 0.182 455.0 171.05
23 2.96 0.215 537.5 181.59 23 2.76 0.189 472.5 171.20
25 3.09 0.225 562.5 182.04 25 2.89 0.199 497.5 172.15
27 3.24 0.237 592.5 182.87 27 3.06 0.204 510.0 166.67
29 3.32 0.241 602.5 181.48 29 3.14 0.208 520.0 165.61
60 3.38 0.255 637.5 188.61 60 3.19 0.222 555.0 173.98
90 3.63 0.268 670.0 184.57 90 3.44 0.235 587.5 170.78
120 3.85 0.282 705.0 183.12 120 3.66 0.249 622.5 170.08
150 411 0.305 762.5 185.52 150 391 0.27 675.0 172.63
180 4.28 0.334 835.0 195.09 180 4.08 0.291 7275 178.31

IR VIRS e A AR e R e A, F T4 AR S BE R SR G AN G O, (R IR AR AEYTIACR, 5
BHREH A TRE . 167 d WFRPBIET, RV e A 1 T4iR A )y 283.5 x 10°°, i K Iefa e i
B TARNALE Y 337.0 x 1075, Hh TR WA 8 A T4 N AR BSUK e A8 A IS 15.9%; 22 90 d i JINF, Hh
ROt e A MT48 848 Ny 587.5 x 105, /KB R EMA I T-48 A% 670.0 x 1076, HhRPfa e A 1+
GEBBATRKJE AR A 12.3%. %2 5T 1SR/ RO B POd R R R RE 11, 1E NIRER KL, 42

BT BGRIRGSE 77, (2t RHANK 2

PRk A
Eries

FHEPTAE B 51 R R, TR S0 > i 4 .
3.5. Mot
AR PR REIE 5 B 45 A E WA AN ZE AT 04T, P ol 34T BE 98 48 7= k) 7 W0 44

2N EREBHAK G 40 5% AW LTI, SRR 45 7147 B
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MIABR . Rk, AN ERE X R AR E A 38 E A RHEAT IR N IO ROULR R0 A B AR #8755 SR ) 558 FE 7
AL

35.1. WMUMAER

3 BT S B (SEM) 5 BE 5 70 M A (EDS) £ 22 MT 5T WU AN 5 - BT 72 rh s S B A €, AT
BACHIRMIE TR [12] 0 B RS M EED ARSI SR BB e, SR BE 15 70 Mt 2h g (114348 L 1 52 3l B3 (SEM-
EDS)EM BRI AF E I H 2t E 2. Wnfal 4 fror, Horb (a) 2t S iCHECR 2000 51K SEM 1A, (b)7E7K
PeRFE K 2000 £ SEM & .

5um EHT= 5.00kV Signal A= SE2 Date: 10 Mar 2025 Sum EHT= 5.00 kV Signal A= SE2 Date: 10 Mar 2025

WD= 7.7 mm Mag= 200KX Time: 21:00:53 }—I WD= 8.1mm Mag= 200KX Time: 21:10:42
(a) JEUK 2000 153 Yk 2 wE A (b) JK 2000 5 /KIeFaE A

Figure 4. Microscopic morphology of geopolymer-stabilized crushed stone and cement-stabilized crushed stone
4. HBRYRERASKERERAMMAS

HIF 4@ P, ERRBCRAE T, R MES B > R AR I A OV, A AR 2 i B IR ) )
J5T, AR RE R (C-S-H) MK A RE (5E) BR A (C-(A)-S-H) o B S ML IR B3, A pREDZIHHE N, el
SRR A RHRURL A AR R I, 3R it SR IR S R B S E N ) 2 P RE . (E SRR SR T 2 3 11 W)
MR, RIS A AE A A AR 51

ML R, BB 4b)rl%n, KVEAEAR AT AR AR A i 5 IR B IR I AR (CH) A 04 53 IR B
JEARIIZKACTERRE5 (C-S-H) B v 4%, AN RIS R AR AR KA 4 2 R i R Pl A (0 25 TP E BE AR b 7KV
BRERTE e R, BN S50, X e 7 7K PR AR RE A 1 A v R AE T 250 50 B RO 2254
TXRURL R 350 5 3 A A B TR AR RE (1 772 P BEAN RLGF (TR AN -

3.5.2. XRD 4347

EVIATH A eh, X S RABEAN R 7 HOR R € 07 8] EAR B, TR AT . IXeqiy
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Figure 5. XRD patterns of geopolymer specimens
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