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Abstract

In view of the engineering defects such as strong collapsibility, low strength and high permeability
of loess, in this study, calcium carbide slag, fly ash and basalt fiber were used to collaboratively im-
prove loess to enhance its mechanical properties. The range of key parameter values was deter-
mined through single-factor experiments: calcium carbide slag replacement rate (30%~50%), bas-
alt fiber content (0.3%~0.5%), and fiber length (9~15 mm). A 7-day unconfined compressive
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strength prediction model was established based on the response surface method. The verification
results show that the reliability of the model is significant. Factor influence analysis shows that the
replacement rate of calcium carbide slag has the most significant impact on strength, followed by
fiber content and fiber length. Finally, the optimal ratio obtained through optimization was a cal-
cium carbide slag replacement rate of 36.24%, a fiber content of 0.38%, and a fiber length of 11.6
mm, providing a scientific basis and practical reference for the loess improvement project.
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WHARE NG Z, BEEEER BN, SRS BEREARER . X TREMMNHAA
R BRI, TR AT . EAT, SR ZKVEHEAT 3 L P sess WL, KE KR A 7= 1 551
T R BCR G N . A E KRR R BB HE R SR E) 3887 JiMl, Sy TSI “XUBKR” H AR, mREE S RER
EI LRI E AR 1]

WGt BRE T ERM R K . . RIRSE R R BIZER N, RET
[ P R R 600 A2, A - b B IEER S 200 JTAR[2] [3]. Bk 2023 FEBE Tl E AR R T
FIF R C IR 60.05%, (HE “+ =07 B (ESREAT R o de i E] 2020 45 5] 73%
T H BRI — ERE B (4]0 X A48 St FR I E T [ AR R M i & R AU, 0 RAEAE % BRI R e
WA T2 6], AR T — A2 R A R . Al B R AME IR 280 50 R B A BT X g 0 n [
BT R 4R HER[SIRH 3 Al B 0 Tl RRHE N E Ak 76 e 7 E 47 nfE, #3281 7 f AR
PEM A BEAE: HAE =21.6:26.8:51.6. {EHNIEERZ BT AEEK 2P, EHE TR T
AR = A AR RO R, TR USSR ORI R S AR — R, AR R . B
TOKBRERES K AE K LK R BTG S IAT, SER LR, DR R . RO R IR R A
B HEAT N, 90 d BTSN PR HT 5 58 B AT 4 £ 5.67 MPa, i 18 THEER . EE@[71 KR B
FEAR B RN, 158 T SAERCH A R E: AT B R IK =40:30:30, BRIy R TG FR$TE
SRS, 28 d [FRY A G ML F 3.76 MPa. LL_AF 7T 18 BA [ R A4 BTV N AR, A R RIR I 5a R

A [ P A RN 3, BB PR, IR (HRUKIERL, AR B P h g
TR ) HMETER R W (8] Il 3&E M i N ET 4k, B fidismE . X alaarge 2 —fh i ZRE Frl
FRIIAEIE A4, H5HABATYEAALE, KA AF4EE M, SPuhisfE . mE ke . HHo)%A
RIOUNMN LA 485, atEfa B8, B M/ o R R R4 AE LAk 4R i b, 722 fid fe,
LR E L, BRI RER R s, WM EAAE 1. Hong [10]R I X AL 4E45 & MK XL
MIBR BT s B A 2 s, ELRE S B B 3G 0, 5B 208 ETHE FRERES . sk RGP RN LT
YExt g, RIBEE S BRI, BUEY SR A BTN AR 4R R I S B S X P BT R A R
VEF . TTLAE AP edr it 214 x4 38 in [ #5452

BRI, ASCRARMEIR . SR XA 44038 Tk TN, A madEdoR, dF4E5 . 4
K EEXT T FRPUE R R . O T e = /Mg R R s AESE, wR TR R R, e A
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il SR AR E g S SRR 2 B

2. R FTTE
2.1. R

AURARIG B R [ BRI P 2T K X T, 7E 2~2.5 KAGT B HATHURE . AREIte R t, i
5] BRI . AT, i 2 mm 05, AREEAT — RAEREIRL, R (AR L TR
FEJTG 3430-2020)) BEATRES, W2 LAY IR MR | P, TRUEABEFENRE —F LRI
HH AR AR AR, BKEAG. 4SS0 A8 A K5 BB = 1, T ik
A A FT A A B B ACRIE T LRI S R B IR A F], HIES A AR ¥R oA
B N2 20 423 B e RIE A 4R 2 —Fh il Z oUA Prfil sR AR W R 41 4, At o v 20 a 41 4
K E HETLH A ST LR A T, MPRMRFEUIEE 4. Zhao [12148 % BUA £ 4EFN SR N IR £F 4E AT X LG,
TENNE R R A4 RIELF, A Z A4 B S KL, WhihsREm. 5HAMEgLT
YA, B mmRE, BeR IR AE AR S K R BT BRI S R R — e I AREE . £ 4 TR XS
Y RA i R T SR A A T ARKER XA 4 4E, B 3 mm, 6 mm. 9 mm. 12
mm L& 1 8mmo.

Table 1. Basic physical indicators of loess soil

F 1. B ERYIRIENR

thE RIREKE RIRT4 1 R TRR WEFREL FLBRLE
Gs w/% p/(g/em?) We/% Wi/% Ip e
2.7 18% 1.43 1839 33.46 15.07 0.63

Table 2. Chemical constituent of FA
= 2. HERNERS

b Si02 AbOs  CaO  FeOs KO NaxO  TiO» P0s  MgO  Hith AR
HE 48.85 3572 428 433 0.7 0.33 1.37 0.34 0.86 0.26 3.02

Table 3. Chemical constituent of CCR
%< 3. HABKERS

=3y SiO2 Al203 CaO Fe203 K20 Na20 SO3 P20s HAh Bedk B
G 241 0.54 71.12 0.22 0.4 0.12 0.11 1.24 0.11 23.73

Table 4. Performance parameterst of BF

4. TREAHMEEESY

WrERE M ol
22 B A% r/(um) 7~15
K JZ/(mm) 12
R (g/em?) 2.63~2.65
PiLHI5H E/(MPa) 3000~4800
HAPERLEL/(GPa) 91~110
PR BRAN K 22/ (%) 2.9
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i3k
AL HR R R /% (20°C) 100
PAEBE T RN /% (200°C) 95
AL T RN /% (400°C) 82
ke il
i # IR /(C) —296~650
PR /(W/mk) 0.03~0.038
R AIRE/(C) 1050
HLPERE Value
e & HUBH/(Q-M) 1012
FLZE 2R /(F/M) 22

2.2. WERIESMR 5%

2.2.1. REEH &

AL it () B 4 I R a0 R 1) B P& T A B A K 7 iR A, TR IRM R, 2) A
T LA YT I M A o BE B L, AR AT BN BT IR 2R e 2. SRE AN TR TRt 5%
RAFFEF MRS 3) EEFESF R, 20K, KR 3 2. X B KR 2
WL TR RS KR IREMEMES G, BNBRIZEEE 24 /NS, (ET RS, SRR RE B T ot
BN, R 95%MIIREM(23°C + 2°C IR E LRI T, FEFENL 7 K.

2.2.2. WK A&

ToN R 3T 9 JE S VAT S MR I B B RIS 18 bR . 7€ UCS RIS A2, M T LIS AR A
FER) YYW-2 R A 4625 E o 2430 i F e ok 2 K0 E . B T 580w sl e B IR RS, &bk
5o AR TCON R $TE 58 AT PAE I PL R A AT 5

q,=P/4
Hep, PORIGHAR S KRIE ST, A4 AR E R E) R AR .
2.3, R

2.3.1. BAEFRE T

ARG K A . BRI A AERT S AT, BP R TTERE T A B R (A S A
AR 2 K. ZRA A4S RARE E). ZREFFENKE =ARE. HpEAFINS EE AT
(A PR, XA ), NTEFER 15%. @i BrR &0, BR0mEENTEE, Bk
wtyaE W s,

Table 5. Single factor experimental design

F 5. BEFRAEE

I AV B /Y% UES B/ Y% £F YK /mm
Hi AV B R 20. 30. 40. 50. 60 0.2+ 0.3. 04. 0.5, 0.6 12
A 40 0.4 12
YR E 40 0.4 6. 9. 12, 15, 18
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2.3.2. MRz E R

BRI R PRV 5, KRN 7% Central Composite Design, EJ .00 E A iHE T =R &
TR IERZ S, BL 7 RAPUE SR B o EARES B AR S gL A7k P an e 6, J ik Xy a5 Hoif
(R 53 M, ST S TR AL, 73 A 45 DR 3R S LA BAE R 7 R BT R FE 52 m i fe L ) R 3K
HAHEAB.CHn AR aBE#RE LA A4S B EEREE) XE AN KE, a 9 1.68179.

Table 6. Coding and levels of independent variables in tests

F* 6. BEEBRERRIDIIKF

% e ¥
—a -1 0 1 o
A X 23.18 30 40 50 56.82
B X 0.23 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.57
C X 6.95 9 12 15 17.04

3. ER5118
3.1. BEERE ST

M) I T A AK 3 BT (9 28— 20 A NS M AR RS L, BT DA 7 B4 T F TR 2R B0 v M S T Hp oy, 153
S IR 2R A B VG L, AT B R N 28 i O 25« 45 B R S SR B0 [ 13]-[ 15, 34 325 B i [R] 2% 4 -
CCR # 4tk 0.2~0.6. BF & 0.2%~0.6%. BF KN 6~18 mm.

B 1 AT, R PR R S A B R Y AR E R R Y], R PR R RS A
BRI BT, ERE XEE. H, ERAE S RN 40% HRBHERE RN 60% LR, R FE
(e s 5 ik 31 d S (632 kPa) o T HE RS R KAE A BB L, BEAE CCS f3m, AHBIASEAS
Wr T, fR4E FA 1 Siv Al B TR A KR BL, AR T 58 2 (7K AL RE R 45 (C-S-H) FIZK AL R FR A0 R £
(C-A-H)o XEIRA=YINIE 24 BT 208 FA PFLBREE K, I ME, RbyURsaEEn. HEE
CCS HEMdmn, FaEEZREAERNMIMFTL CaCOs, LK FA KIIKFEEK, LR S EHE R

5 FEAK[16]
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Figure 1. The influence of calcium carbide slag replacement rate on unconfined compressive strength
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2 BoR TEHAE BTN 40%, FHEKEN 12mm i, RELGFY4ESEXT UCS FISm. 7l LG H,
B LF4E & BN, 35 R UCS E2eH KGN S48 8RN 0.4%K, A3H K UCS. XFgs R
FEH T B AT DLRSZ — IR RN Ty, AT B i AR PTAS T R T, A A R AR R I
TEVEREIR o (HEFYES BEARRT, £F4EE LR R DUE BB T 1) 25 (R PR 2850, 3 DU ) 3 - ) 2 2 4
SREF . A4S IR R —EN, ZRYELE AR R B )2 B — SRR R AR O S HEAF4E R, TG
AP IR RS . SR, S EIFARE LT, U EETIE IR AEE, A4
SRR TS . TERIFES AR, BRI RIS R 280 RAIRIG, TR 2 8] 1) 1 5
By EIFRRaR, EAR T AR BRI, MRS T AR 5RE . Rk, 445 =

JLAEA PRV A, ARAE ] 3 B B SRR 4
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Figure 2. The influence of fiber content on unconfined compressive strength
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Figure 3. The influence of fiber length on unconfined compressive strength

B 3. FHEK B X M PR SR A Y RN

o EPYEIR A BB B AR S IR RN 0.3%~0.5%.
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3 R T B AL R 3G G O PR BT 5 B SR BN N . AT AR, BAR AT DA Ak
PIFIPEFIPIELERE, Hil TAA4RKERM, 45 TRz Mg mARMmAmER AR, G4TEA
RORZAMEIB SN J) . B, ANEE Bl o LR R ERE . U4 K, A4EfE LR A G
HEAYEgESE. B AR . X FEUREN 5, [IMHISS T AR 2k ee. seat, JKr
AL MER T2 5 KA SN, XS 4R RUEER 1, I HI 55880, FETEM
FRPUESRFER R I%. & h A4 R AL | S s R, eI R ok safE ok . BRth, 20
LRYER A G FE € 7E 9~15 mm.

3.2. MR ECEMAL RIS 54

VARG (K0 AT AN k=3, AR a=1.682. WRIEH B ELIILER, g T =1 3
FIBE T, I8 s T B R 40% (WK T A). 2T 4R35 0.4% (W N ET BYFILF4EKE 12 mm ()
ISR F- C)FE e LT 3 BT (0 o o BB AORE I plan ] 4. sk 7 Wik T 20 AR5, LA 7d BIR
MIBR BT 5 B A B . LA dE S HAE 0 ST EE S, A BT I sEIe iR 2 . AR SLI0
FH T3 M0 A B8 200 0 AR RIS o R DA HA LS BURT SRR B R iR ZE 80 /N T 5%, R SRS TR0 B J14F -

Table 7. Experimental result

7. REER

e X x % Hla P RIEH
1 -1 -1 -1 586 578.55 —-1.27%
2 1 -1 -1 519 516.62 —0.46%
3 -1 1 -1 543 536.43 -1.21%
4 1 1 -1 511 512.00 0.20%
5 -1 -1 1 564 558.33 —-1.01%
6 1 -1 1 494 496.39 0.48%
7 -1 1 1 520 516.21 -0.73%
8 1 1 1 490 491.78 0.36%
9 —1.68179 0 0 567 578.47 2.02%
10 1.68179 0 0 510 505.84 -0.81%
11 0 —1.68179 0 550 555.30 0.96%
12 0 1.68179 0 514 516.01 0.39%
13 0 0 -1.68179 528 534.66 1.26%
14 0 0 1.68179 500 500.65 0.13%
15 0 0 0 635 631.28 -0.59%
16 0 0 0 639 631.28 -1.21%
17 0 0 0 607 631.28 4.00%
18 0 0 0 637 631.28 —0.90%
19 0 0 0 634 631.28 —-0.43%
20 0 0 0 634 631.28 —-0.43%
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Figure 4. Central composite design

E 4. pOEERIT

R 7 d TEMIPRHTE SR R SRIR LR, & 8 TP Z MU A TT R IIBRITAl . p ELRFIMI ST 4R E T
HAREMNEERR L —(( BT 0.01 EHEE, 0.05 BMEE, KT 0.05 BREARE). K, &
T p ERA AR N S iz R SR

Table 8. Model evaluation of multiple fitting equations

8. ZILEHFIERIREIT(Y

A pfH KW p E ®IE R2MH T R2 4 VAl
— IR ME 0.3813 0.0008 0.0142 -0.1157
/¢ 0.977 0.0004 -0.1951 -0.9171
4R <0.0001 0.7409 0.9632 0.9303 I
= 0.7724 0.3763 0.9528 0.461

T TT 2 AT, BTSSR R S PR R 2 TR A8 EAE S B AR B (UCS) = AL I RE I o Ja FH I ) 4 A, 44
#EANREEREAgU R T < 0.05)MAR, %A AR N B RS2 [ R,
RO RNTUMER T 0T, AR O AT UEH, FEBEHHK p EHH X Xy X WX XS
X; B/NF 0.01, SIS PUESRE RIS AER % . S HI XX [ p {E/NT 0.05, FHEAEE#
RANAYEF EH PR MR E . @ p ERAS KW, W7 dPURsEE N ERINT N X > X, >
X5, BPHAEERR > G458 > F4KE, @il FAETUESE, Z5E8 FEHN 5633, Xiv Xou X311
FAE 5378 58.07. 17, 12.74. F {EBR O BZ R A8 B 5om B 2, tHtbfg 5, B X > X > X5,
A ER > F4ESE > F4HKE,

Table 9. Analysis of variance

=9 HESH
FeUR ¥ F {H p 18
B 6175.04 56.33 <0.0001
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VEEEK, BEH
Xi 6366.31 58.07 <0.0001
Xa 1863.86 17 0.0021
X 1396.29 12.74 0.0051
XX 703.13 6.41 0.0297
XX 0.125 0.0011 0.9737
XX 1.13 0.0103 0.9213
X7 14308.74 130.52 <0.0001
X2 16471.99 150.25 <0.0001
X2 23256.93 212.14 <0.0001
R 77.1 0.5423 0.7409

IR 142.16

ST R RS SR, A5 RN 10 PR, A8 R EORE A B 0 B IO DL S s 2 SR IKRS A A R
S, 7 d EMIPRPTESEZ AT RECN 1.87% (<10%), 78IRS ELA 4 v ) m) S A0 ) 58 42 1k
Adjusted R? fl Predicted R? ¥J#%ir 1 HAUA R N H21T (Adjusted R?-Predicted R? < 0.2), R B[R 75 F2AH
HRELF, FORTER . B0 UL A B r AR e AR 4R sE LR ATAT I . R, A 7 d TEO PR BT R
M5 Ly 18.81 KT 4, BREABIAL B 00 SR 5, REHERIHL R ISLIR 45 . 28 FRTIR, AR50 01
FRE RIS PR R R, BRI T RHRAIR S5 RAEATIRAN . B, s R AS B
H, KIEERREBIEN 7d PURBRER T2 IREHATTIES, BBILUR TR

Y,, =—733.02723+19.29897.X, +2212.82924 X, +103.755196 X, +9.375X, X,
-0.315101X; —3380.81628.X; —4.46357X;

Table 10. Model reliability analysis
F 10, RET RS

F:IE R? T R? AR R -
1 2 2115
B R (adjusted R?) (predicted R?) (C.V %) ks
7d 0.9807 0.9632 0.9303 1.87 18.81

FANATLLEL ] 5 B E IR, ATRVE M B ROREUE — 2k b, B I L IR A . Tt
fE 5 SRPME R R LA 6 ATLAE L 8757 R AR 1 A R

s 7~9 v, AT B AR E AR LR YE S L PR EEPIPIAS EAE T O Jo O R R R
AU S AL b R SR B SR A BAE I R i k. AR 7 b, OR TEREDE AT 4EKEE(12 mm) T,
RO BRI S B HAEH . B LR, P 4ER LR A B B e ML 45
SR, oM PRPUR 58 258 LTS AR S, Ul WM ST (4 e e AR PR E . RIS, Gl A
2] UL HH RE ST P AR 53] )45 e A b vy, LB ST oo XSS R, U5 B DAY 0 I R 0 s i
Beio TR R HAVE BHR N 40%, FAETEN 04%, —HEXRZOEATRE, BERIABRL.
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Figure 5. The normal graph of the student residual of the 7 day compressive strength
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Figure 6. The relationship between the actual value and the predicted value of 7 day compressive strength
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Figure 9. X>X3 interaction surface

B 9. Xox: HHEERE

TEE 8 Al LLEH, MR ALF4EN 12mm B, B A& BB R38n, JoIPR oo & o Bt
Joi R R TR i SR KR 1At 1 SR e A Y 5 A e R, DA T JC O SR 0 o o A v ) S e
BINAL T ETHBY B ik B 40% 0, AR KR R B H OH A1 Ca?t, IR 1k MK 1) Si A Al
BIIWR, KURCERDT RN BABH—PML, SIS T 5 P A iR a3k B K5
Bl KoM CAREN R AR o RIS FAT I B30, MR R, B T 2 TR R DR N, R [E]
FURARSRE N M AEB BN 40%, FEESEKERN, mEFAR—H L. HERE, 24
KK, AP amAys), SEAFgEE LiEhRERRIEM, 85 LEBI2 RIS, HHREMN
Fady, WK T RARABEAARYE, SRR TR PG, MK EE P, AR R oy B B4R o,
HEFARTY SR TR 45 RIS 4EmK B R, nT DATERGY e i A A e 5448, JF i
e

w9 fow, EXREFENSEMKEMTEMNT, UFEESEN 0.5%. FHEKEN 9 mm, =
YT T HE K AR, ULHA TR BN, X TE M PR B 5 B A S e TG o AR 4R FE — 2 B (12 mm),
Y NRIE T 20051 LA RMEIE R, DA 4E A S oK M iy, i er 4 5 [0 SR B8 s e R & 78
—ig. MEBENMZ, BHH R LN 47, EATNERT, FF4EMTE R RS
AT DL S R N 7, B IEEYERIR . (BB RGBT 0.4%0), o 2474 SEAR, AR TTIERITT
FRAE i, WHABUE, B2 ENR. Bk, UCS % iAo 518 5 RUCR PG,

BB, ¥ 7 d BITO PR 58 e KAEAE NI B AR . i Ak nT 13 B i e Dy HA TV B
H: 36.24%, 4G E =0.378%, A4EKE 11.62mm, N7 WAER & L RERCR AT — 8, Kseshy
ATRME AT LU 3R, KISEERME A 649.5 kPa, TMIME N 637.3 kPa, B#HIRZEN 1.88%. N T HEITH,
BRI 5 B A RO A L T B K 36.24%, A4S R 0.38%, ZF4EKE 11.6 mm.
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