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& ia i B =55 X B2 14 TR 8% /Y i oz K e 1 40 B £ i 32

> 1,2 = azl,2 w12 amom g 1,2 d1,2 0 )
WAK T, #EET, XEA T, HRE T, B BT, AAE
(1. PEAEARARFIE R KR 5 AR 2 Be, BEVE B 712100,
2. PEACRAAMRBI R A L TRUII AT ARk E R, PP ik 712100)

FEE . N3RS 07 A R ER SN A B R A O ROR Sl SN R G pH BEAT U W e AR DU e 1K, I T R 43
PR F S . B R AR K AR IR 50 AL B, W5 R A R Al A A A R R AU I R, TN O AR
TR S0 TN 3 1 A P Ak R D R B B A A 7 S s e TR A Tk A R AR AL, S5 AR R (DA
Y WCER I R (pH =7.00) [ BR M (pH = 6.00) 56748, A 1l 14 415 2 T Tk e S50 465 1) 465 8 1 ¥R J% 1 26.10 mmol - L™' E
% 37.30 mmol - L', AT 42.91%, (2) hrE3REs T AR RSB S 0 AR ol 2.5 1B, 20t otk bk
Syt HKT 0.25 mm FREE &N 19.54%, BIREF-HFE EREHN 0.210 mm; R PEFREE T A 8000 % W 58 4
BT AR R B R 151, B BT 0.25 mm HRIKE 0N 23.47%, RIRAFY B ERN 0.247 mm, B
TAEFR 4y I TE T 3.93%F 17.62% , WA EIFAL 40% . (3) FRM:IRIE F il £ 005 5 I Bk TR &L A5 M Wk 3%, &
L H M Ca” fER F i, s — SR e o 78 52 PR T v AT 76 T VR 3R 50 B R 4% I BT, AR A K
PE RSORS00 8 T TR R A5 o

EE|ERE: oElt; HERG; BIRE; BREUE; Pl

hmES S, TU4II SCERFRIRAG: A doi: 10.13244/j.cnki.jiwhr.20240092
1 W =

SRR BT EK B or HO TRRREE , HOK M RE AR, KRR MR TR, AR
FEORTE R B AR AR & SR KA RY . AEBIRR T o B =i o, HLARBEE b R 45 1Y
BRI R L E AT SR, GRS 0 AP T . TR 22 OR R AL A B MR A - A
SR — e PRI R SR SR B AT AR RS BR TRRR AR ek b R e R
FERIRL TR, 20 AR AR IR AR S

BTV RN R R, A T R 00 2 VA B R S B B L Ak B R (Caleium Bicarbonate
Formed by Pseudo-Karstification, fij#x CFPK) , i ik 76 5 e 4% 145 T (0 Bk R 515 28 o5 ¥ AF JH 26 Bk 1R 05
(KX 1), 5 AR FET RIS A SRR 55, DT R AR A 2 1B o B A ol o S e ME sl A oA 3 1
A, HREFERUIR, AW IR TG g . (Had, I K A 1R T 4 19 CRPK I 1O AR,
TE SR B I ot ZEBOR I RO i, DN RT 23R CFPK 3 i vk B2 DLl A i O . IR 3R,
JZ )% pH 7E 4.00~7.00 Z [AIHF, 249 7 40 Hh B0 B T 4 0 e A JEE e v o TR IR A R 9 DL G 24 7S 1
W 3, T R ME R EE LA E CO,—H,0-CaCO, 2 ] f S B, 38 3 $5 55 ¥ 0 v &2 M\ 1T 336 5 CFPK
M BCHEROR . (H S O A O pH At R, 23 b R A I AR o KR pH i 7E 6.00~
7.00 B, BEAEMEG pH i R BB R T I R L R, SCREDK D pH AKX AR RS R o O O (8 g 4
YRR TR 46 250, (ER MR IG pH Ab T 55 BRIk S A PRV IR, AR SORS 7 W 46 I8 10 iR pHL 30 5E
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TE 6.00, 6.50 F17.00, k¥ oA BE 14 PR Bl S5 o7 %of s VR Tl 45 S e P = 7 AR N R B2
CaCO,+H,0+C0,=Ca(HCO,), (1)
A LA CFPK A4 1t Sk 50 4 R0 T el ok 0 52, 8 3k 35 VCHE 0 e a3 L 49 e 0 )k e
AR AR K A2 PR gS FAL A i 08 55, SRR W LG pH X CFPK A sy sz, 374 CFPK B 43 1L
TR, T 38 /R FR M R 48 X CFPK A= i M ol M % S8 i 7 F WL

2 KBRSk

2.1 RmeaE I A BRI ORI T T R AR KT S R AL, 1 R AT R
it 0.16% WY B PR AN FEAT 7 B AL PR, 24 FLaaRas o 98 3O At 4o 6 700 90 A 7K ol gk 6 o) G A7 10031, A 3
Oy EUICAL B 1 AR Tt . 2 IRCE TR 7 ik Am i) (GB/T 50123—2019) , JF @A S L5 I E
SRR EEANE, R 1 PR

# 1 R b A R
Table 1 Basic physical properties of soil sample

(i 5 BRT#IE Ak TRL 21 A /%

PRV ¥ R P RATE Bt ok
" " (glem’) % D Bk Bt
2.71 29.3 17.6 11.7 1.76 16.5 1.0 69.4 29.6

BRI T A CFPK SR A 46 710« o — o i 0 3 O IRAS S AT 15 C R i 22 v, [l sk fm A —
SE TR AK mmﬁr%¢M§%,ﬁLAchm%w,ﬁﬁrﬁﬁ3Mm IR B 2 I P
IR 2 h, LUHIE CO,—H,0-CaCO, = F8 /b e filF SR, 51k fedES , Zid 12 h JE AL CFPK 3k

FHERFEAEWIIG pH 458 F CFPK %A e bRy 28 AL 5 00, 75 T I W) IR BR O 5 . %5 S8 31 3k
IR (G EK W) 15— Rl iR, REOSTE VW P S8 A B, & A R WA Hh AR S IO U A T 9 1 kA0 K
FF R AR A pH (), MR BV ERBUE A0 B . R, AR SCRAIRBR TR v i6 pH J#75 .

2 R — 5 149 31 LUK ) 45 4 10 CFPK I 5 20 B R S A0 A, 0 8 70 30 XUAh o ) 8% XU 5 4
i 2 mm £+ T, DIA&ARKMAHEH., EREE L WE X CFPK IR w5 T 2 BmE b E, AR
PRI E HE A 0.5:1, 1.5:1 f12.5: 1,
22 REHFE (D) ERIERNEIRE . NIEFEAFEW G pH X CFPK ¥R, 2% A M4l
1, R 1 mol/L A ER BRIV WA 1 mol/L 1y 4 48 1k B 30 30 = 1% 48 P i 4l K pHL 43 3198 45 2 6.00
6.50 F17.00, 4FKE 1 h 0 4 B VA MR pH L HL SRS B TR BE S AL (I8 1), IR ST IR ER
X% CEPK BRI, (2) 20 HCrE 0 B . i T s 2 OpL 4 o 2 2%, R JH B — sk 36 6 1 o i 41
ﬂﬁﬁﬂ@,§%<ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%WW<#@ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@>CME%l%%JMMﬁ€M“~
ot ) T D8 A K ol i 3 0 ) B A A e T A T R A ALK L R IR A A 1 6 A U A K et
B, @t E 3 MR IR LS R B AR (B 2) o T TR L aHE, DL 3 K s B A ol
1B R 2545 F 0 25

T et
=
i
ISTUHIES
LIt B
LY %f}Q
|:> h\\’ jrivas “f\})) “5 &I}Ir’
\ O =
TR B TR LI E (EDTATE) YRR A I JeREAK il
F1 AR BRI E S B2 oo
Fig.1 Solution index determination tests Fig.2 Discrimination tests of soil dispersibility
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(3) R AOK R R B . A0S R Elliot 47 Hy 19 -+ 398 A 5 0 0 i R0 0, JF R A SR AR B
P, SR LR Tk . SRR RAR R T 0.25 mm FRAE 4 (R, ) F1-F- 2 58 B A (Mean
Weight Diameter, &5 Jg MWD) " S O i J5 B8 4 B R AR KR b (30 (2) Ft (3)) o BIILHE 45 9
EMOR, AU R Y B R AR RS PR BT

MT>0,25
R0_25=TTX100% (2)
MWD =Y x, xw, (3)
2

e Moo B TG ERT 0.25 mm PIRKRY BTEE, o5 MO TG G A RIKK BB, g5 « i
RiAe AR -3 HAR, mm, d BT BRI w, O RARPUERIRI R T 0L, %.

(4) MLER G AT ik 0« 30 2 Xk A O 8 R 2 i 3 (SR PHS=3C AUKS % pH 31) o FLIUKES & 1
I CR A EDTA 8%« sSHetE Bl s 7 1 43 ik 3 CR A ZA3000 B J5 1 WO REA0) L BRBRHS
Er R (RR VR ) T R B SR 6 (S-4800 37 & S T R B, AT B B CFPK ik 4y
B B BB

3 WlEa RS

3.1 ARERNERR
3.1.1 zk pH B 3 ARG pH 44T CFPK % pH Fifi 51 B 8] i A8 Ak 2% . N R Rl LB
Wil 5 B o7 BF TAD A S, U pH B R 2 N, M1 tn pH o 6.00, ¥ pH JoFil tl It & J5 38 i
ik, 76 6 h AR &, 7612 h WA E 2 6.18; WIhh pH 2y 6.50 I, ¥ pH B WAL, 78 6 h I 5
AT, 1612 h IR E 2 6.27; 444G pH 2 7.00 I, WK pH G B W AL, %W pH 2 € I [A] 78
6 hihi, 78 12 h it 6.38,

I ERIE W ER W AERESRET, Wl H P E Y CaCO, & A b2 S (X
(4)), SEHWRERM, Wil pH B F S, YRNGEH 1 h G, ZRdE COESEEMTET
KA H,CO,(X(5)), L el H M E M\ pH AW FRE (L (6) FI(7))

CaCO,+2H" =Ca> +H,0+CO, (4)
H,0+C0O,<H,CO, (5)
H,CO,<H"+HCO; (6)
HCO;<=H"+COY (7)
302 b $E B4 RRRBIE pH A IE T CFPK b S B R 5L . W ool )
7.0
6o _§8§\ — - WlfipH=6.0 2400 - @_M—@ &5z g g g‘x_%
6s ;8§\ - ¥IlfpH=6.5 2200 /;%/2%\}% g%
. s =& Bilfiph=7.0 = 2000 Pg /
671 \ B Bt s
T 6.6 \ 2 B
)
= o3& 5 1600
%651 % % ”%‘ oSS
= N ,
64F B &&%&& A R BtipH=60
63F R ‘ y 1200 %5 2K HlfipH=6.5
B Ry .
62% R R B g g 1000138 3 WifipH=7.0
6.1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 800 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I1 12 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
iy Eny SNy
3 W pH B RS I W) AR A 15 DL P4 V0 HL S S L I i) 2 A 0L
Fig.3 Changes in pH of solutions with reaction time Fig.4 Changes in conductivity of solutions with reaction time
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B, WA SN R, TR LR R R Y AhE pH o 6.00 BF, 7E 0~ 12 h Y I LS
HAGABAARN, FeAE 12 h FAE 2 2440 pS + em™'5 4004 pH g 6.50 I, ¥ A 5 A RN B BEAT 1T %
WK, 766 h JEEAKE, £ 12 h BPEE % 2350 S - em™' s MRIEGE pH Sy 7.00 B, R VA SN I i
1, VR SRR A, 7E 6~8 h E/N, 76 12 h FAE ZE 2230 pS + em',

HEL ER IR RN . FEBRVEFRES T (B1G pH 2 6.00 5 6.50) , & FIEA R H' B 5 CaCo,
TRHE A O (K (4)) (A5 I YR S B ) LA B v R e P PR SR BER (4R pH R 7.00)
COLIE T/KAE B H,CO,, fE3 CaCO MMM, WWH 376 | h J5 W1 B3k,

3.1.3 w4 s-TRE KBS ARG pH 444 CFPK 40

VO B T B LI S A 2 AT B, -
B R BE TIROAE K, YRR T R KRS, M) T g EEEE

Ny 600 I, FEIKGSE FIRIEN 2375 ol - LS B m -
37.30 mmol - L™y M1t pH Y 6.50 Bf, WS T 5w o
FEH16.60 mmol + L7 4L 2 32.10 mmol - L7 Miphy &0t x

pH Jy 7.00 I, WRCHSES FKIE M 8.35 mmol - LR E 210 % A
26.10 mmol + L', fER R wIM, hYEFRBE FRCEAS r9v  2f &,3&% o s
PR R, MRS T LA B R, v s

BTk BRI T 0 A, L AR A AV R I 0T 1 5 4 ;méjmjh 89 10 11 12
BOAMW, BIATR PR EE T 85 8 ok B 4 Kl 22 3D, S i B Tk B I A R T 7 A A O
PR B0 2 T vl i BB MR 5 o R Fig.5 Changes in calcium concentration of
ML, PR B A 05 0 . T 9 ML i 2 slutions with reaction time

IR IR , BT IWES B IR BRI & o

TE R RIS ) 5 B0 A R G T A 4 B T U B 290 1.00 mmol -+ LT (AW AR pH O 7.00) o 4
WJE R 15 C . JE#EN 3 MPa 54 F CFPK % W A9 45 B 7 ¥k B o4 26.10 mmol - L™ (% 41 8 pH H
7.00) , LYK H R A N E I 20 245 ; WIkh pH FEKZE 6.50 F1 6.00 B, 7 WA 2 e BE 430 R
32.10 mmol « L™ 1 37.30 mmol - L™", £y # i A& PR A 30 245, S5914h pH 2 7.00 A1 b 45
BB T T 22.99% ~42.91% , PMFEARWI 4 pH BEHE— D42 T+ CFPK S WA, &5 7 5 .

M ERGE AT LI, CFPK (8 % 72 32 W W i pH AR E R, K 20 i 2 At x B ik
ML HATIE

(DFEP PR . BI9I4G pH 2 7.00 1}, COLIE T /KR H,CO, J5 TF IR itk iz 45 (X (8) ), fif
WO Ca” R HCO, &2 (KX (9)), BEH NI T, W pH B#iFFIL, B SR 54E Tk E
B

CaCO,+H,CO,=Ca(HCO,), (8)
Ca(HCO,),==Ca*+2HCO; (9)

(2)FERMEABET o BIWILG pH iy 6.00 F1 6.50 B, Wl &A —& &M H, 1E5iRIRES 7550 fil
J& RE A% PR e A TN, VA SO pH RS BT, O B B S R B R . IR
i HY R EIHAESS , COL U T/KAERL H,CO5, IR AY pH . HL 38R0 40 2 ¥R FE B W b TH0 0 o
3.2 SECERANRIE A SCRL A HCE R S BN RS SUPE RS FI AR, nEk 2 R, Bk
FEO. 1, 2, 93t 4R AR+ 4%, XF AT 0) i pH DLRR A L (T3 ) %) CFPK B PERCR 92, 1A
M aE 6, &7 ME 8 Fim.

MR 2 W LA, USRI pH 2 7.00 BF, AR HE g 2 2.5 1 i, A A kot Sy AR A E
(1HFE9); HWIhh pH o 6.50 I, BEE WA RS, AE ti 20 1 2 e 728 Oy o 9+ O e & ekt
Eormt; Hurhs pH y 6.00 I, FEMKE Lo 0.5: 1 B384 (BAE 1), % 1.5 1 i e stk vk
S (R 2) .
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# 2 CFPK B4 f il e 45 20
Table 2 Dispersivity test results of dispersive soil modified by CFPK

+HE G IR pH 1 H EHALIR B YR BR i A i 58 P K il 5 254 0 5
0 4l K % it -6.89 2.5:1 I3t St Vi &n I3t
1 6.00 0.5:1 % 1 1 ¥ 1 Vini o Vi &
2 6.00 1.5:1 JEor it et et et
3 6.00 2.5:1 AE4 L e[ & B[ A5t
4 6.50 0.5:1 FOR. W o 1 Figi & I3t
5 6.50 1.5:1 i+ FUR/ S o EUR o i
6 6.50 2.5:1 E [ B[ & B[ & E [
7 7.00 0.5:1 SrHt St St st
8 7.00 1.5:1 fuRi e URi o Vini o Vi &
9 7.00 2.5:1 JE4r L et B[ JEor it

(b) LB 1-H R IfipH 6.00 (c) LAE2-IE MW MR pH 6.00 (d) FEO-FE W 4fipH 7.00

B 6 Ll g Al A
Fig.6  Typical soil samples of the pinhole test

(a) LARO-IA I fipH 6.89 b) LRIV ARpH 6.00 (c) TFE2-1F I IFipH 6.00 d) ORI IfipH 7.00
P 7 YR Bk A Ak k0 A R
Fig.7 Typical soil samples of the mud ball test

(a) FEO-FF IR HipH 6.89 (b) FEL-FFWAIERH 6.00 (c) A2 I HfipH 6.00 (d) LFEO-FE WA EAPH 7.00
P8 P A Kt i o it Y A

Fig.8 Typical soil samples of the mud column test

MIE 6, 187 ME 8 ALK th, gk ab B H AT 7 Bt (24 0) 5 48 CFPK(HI4h pH 2 6.00)
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WP S 78 4 th A CLRE 1) B8 R AR Ak (HRE 2) 5 i8R pH 7.0 B 52 4 B by Ak 4084 (
BEO) BRI e T2 2.5 1, FLOCATFLARRE R R | R BRI AE I 38 72 HE L % g b ok 0 o 07355
2.

Hl, CFPK sl SR B G pH 00 W AIG V181 L 19 2 35 T8 38 . 40 80 pH W 6.50 J% 7.00
i, CFPK 3058 4 W L 1 A BOPE RO e 257 15 S4H004 pH H 6.00 i, R HE K 150 1 BI AT 52
SR A, R REE T 40%

3.3 HBAABERE £ 3 ETRMIE AR LRI Ry M MWD, M 3 W LLF h, XFH -4 0
(Rys=3.86%), CFPK i i #4275 LM AT 0.25 mm HIER MM 5, % CFPK 8k L HRH) R,
K AR AR B 1 4B (R 3 R, = 24.82%)

KR PR M 7 TR e B oR KW b R A B, 2 CFPK Bcbk O 1 BE 15 40050 A He LA
WK EATE, KT 0.25 mm FBSGRAO WK B35 F e, (A 0ChE 119 Ry.m K FAE . 5 E
9(HIkE pH Ky 7.00, W Wy 2.5 D HIEL, R 20908 pH 4 6.00, I = 1.5: 1) ) R, i th 19.54%
WK 23.47% , ZTHSFRHETE T 3.93%, ] LA H b BRBE T A2 B CFPK 76 At e b i 1 00 F Rttt
R R L RE) Ry s

M 3IETLLF t, B A0 pH B RRE L ROSE RS, HRERY MWD SEWAN . X H B
O(MWD=0.066 mm) , £ CFPK st Ji -t RF 4 b i FFI 5 0 OF- 449 Bt B AR 405 (H4F 3 89 MWD =0.275 mm) ,

SR P CFPK 5+ RER IS, 4r B0 - BURAE CFPK 19 fF P 26 7 1 B I 3P, 68 4 ) A 3 2
i 15 X S 9 R R B, 7 28 5 O A S M VR R R R, 7 B
MWD iRk FA . SHAE 9 MIE, B 2 60 MWD th 0.210 mm 3K % 0.247 mm, ZWE 4T T
17.62% , i 4 W1 F P 575 T A2 ety CRPK 76 F B0 1 00 BEtt— 46 3k 11y MWD,

HRA P R MK B PR IR B 25 5L, o (0 R 2 MO B CFPK (9 I A BB b Ik R b g 5. etk
FRHEF A A CFPK ELAT 0 1 PR RCR RO 00 e R T SR I 0 — A L, AT A 00 38 43 ik
+ i R fAOK Bt

3 LRER R, I MWD
Table 3 R, ,; and MWD of dispersive soil samples

TGS W 4 pH T L Roas/% MWD/mm
0 4l 7K %t A -6.89 2.5:1 3.86 0.066
1 6.00 0.5:1 15.43 0.179
2 6.00 1.5:1 23.47 0.247
3 6.00 2.5:1 24.82 0.275
4 6.50 0.5:1 11.36 0.174
5 6.50 1.5:1 16.58 0.211
6 6.50 2.5:1 22.01 0.262
7 7.00 0.5:1 10.72 0.154
8 7.00 1.5:1 17.00 0.185
9 7.00 2.5:1 19.54 0.210

3.4 HEBSFIRE
341 BRAJELIRY  FRBKIE DR E T 4 ORI A R AT AR, SO B AT, R
W, oM ERER o BN AR IR 105 FOK IR A, WE R pH EH, RS R WE 9 iR,

M9 FTLLE Y, KHiE CFPK ¥R A6 pH 0 BRI E L i 325, AR pH BWmh o XTI+
FEO0(pH=9.51), CFPK RE#% I 2 FEK 1K1 pH( 1 4E 3 1) pH=8.15) . 7EW[E L 0.5:1 &+ F, CFPK
AR HAE pH BSCR BN A BR, MAERE L 1.5:1 f12.5:1 04 F, CFPK BEf% B & FRAK 4 pH, X2
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K2 CFPK R S 59 MR M, A EIRH R, e A SR L IRkmitE . 5+ 4 0 AHLL (pH K 9.51)
A 2 AR 9O B pH 4338 A 8.23 A 8.39, ik K N BRARIE WK 4 pH JF, CFPK rhily HU M B4R &,
R L A BB 1 A I3 5, AT A5 R pH BE— 25 T R, AR RO 00, PRI PAEE N A4 iy CFPK
Rep AR - A B 1 PO ROCR A T4 T
3.4.2 LBORAS BT AR RE MU KRB BNRRA AR E 24 h, (EFLBUKE T 5 0L R B Tk E)
VA, TR O LB A LB, R T EDTA Y5 HAS B 73k, A AR 90 4 pH ) CFPK X
TorHC LB A B R B A, g 5 R AL 10 B

M 10 ATLAF , B CFPK W) 4h pH A FEACFIR I 42 &, LAERES 2 73R B m . X
A OCHG B F U 1.40 mmol + L"), CFPK 5 & 35 $2 5 + UR 1085 85 ok B (- BF 3 145 5 F vk i
3.90 mmol + L™") o K& PR 43 HI+ AL BRI PP (0 45 88 74 b, PR MR ke B AR . CFPK TR0 & K
WAL T, EEA TRALBR S, A LA B IR B T R S AR O A (B TR
1.40 mmol - L™"), L HE2 FI+AE 9 (55 T B4 M3 % 3.80 mmol - L' F1 3.10 mmol - L™, X 2K
FFEAROK BRI 1 pH J5, CFPK M 1085 85 IR B =, S 2 0 B 2580 B9 1 E AN R IRFL B
A AR 5 B U B AR R o AR A B R I I, RRPE PR BTN AR LA CFPK 2 &y b A 5 1k
FERIRORA P Tt

10.0 5

R~ Wl H0.5:1 Q- W H0.5:1
285~ WA 151 ﬁ- W 1.5
+#£0 pHR9.51 - WA 2.5 ~ | k3 - W 2.5
95F -~~~ T T T T T T T T T T N = 4 _ TFE6
B E TR Al S
= § [ TR .
s L
% 9.01 $ 3k A -
A8 = f%]“ T j{—gx
8.5 +EES # | +HE4 I
e e X + ? L7
SN S s N LHOFHTUIN Omml 17_
BOF £HE3 Lo . L . .
6.0 6.5 7.0 6.0 6.5 7.0
CFPKIF I i pH CFPKIFYI ispH
B9 dAE pH 2L £k 10 o5 B 7 9k 3 A0 A i 2%
Fig.9 Soil samples pH variation curves Fig.10  Soil samples calcium ion concentration variation curves

343 RBMMETE o RE MR A 2 H o R TR B 0 S 4 AR S BH S T sS A iE 1Y
PO, R LA AR B0k Na™ W2 RV o S 5 00T, JCL B, 2h Blbkbess "™ o R IR AR Bl
R RME 11 PR,

ME 1L A LUE G, BE%E CFPK W P) bh pH 9 AR FI R 18 b i 32, R i S 3 Pk B 43 1L Uk
Ao X AR O(ACH RN E 43 1l =17.13% ) , CFPK BEWE A s M AR 73 B+ i e e M A A 43 Lo (R 3 1Y
PN 4r 1 =5.46% ) o 3% & Ry 4r Bk 4 CFPK ekt J5 Ca™ & A i im, Ky Ca™ 5% 7
- Ok FE T Y Na™ KA B R, [RIE CFPK (i 75 AR M Bk PE AR 55, Na' B WRA7E 35 Bk — 2 2 B3
B S G = S D B'ak: R U E s n o A w2 N i 1 T e o = S U R A Qa3 XL NE R )
17.13% ), K2 R FE 9 (9 283 PE B0 43 L 43 i B 2 6.87% Fil 8.34% , X J2& R S K& AT 4 pH )5,
CFPK Wi pH #E— 2 TR, FFREFSEE 210 Ca®, HIC G HRE M S8 e M 4 He it — 25 %
Ko MRIEASHAERN R T @ oy ik, MR eI T 25 U CFPK REAIR 4 1A 52 48 1 4l 45 2 1 8 SR 4 7
344 mEBASESETMNCRE  FIAREENE LIRS & &, 10 MERERES & &4 26.01 g/kg,
W EAE 1— 1 4F 9 MRRIRAES & B0 25 £ 4F O MR IRES & &, RORTA5 2] 9 Fp 4 £E 09 B R 45 2k il it , 45
e 12 fiR

ME 12 v LUE H, X490 4 pH o 6.00 BF, 3 B A+ FF f fk 52 45 28 it 43 3 1.70 g/kg (HAE 1) |
5.54 glkg( 1 FF 2)F1 10.40 g/kg ( L4F 3); L 4h pH 24 6.50 Wf, 3 B 4 A 10 ok B2 55 A A& 20 )
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1.50 g/kg( 4F 4) . 4.11 g/kg( +-FF 5) F 8.65 g/kg( +-4F 6) 5 )4k pH 2y 7.00 I, 3 Fh A% 1 5k 1R E5
A3 118 glkg(HFET) |« 2.39 g/kg( K 8)F1 5.98 g/kg(+H4E9) .

FEAR IR B B 251N, BEE Wb pH RYBEAR, CFPK ¥R IRTE - FF A i i R 55 A8 Bt Wi g m , X e
ZEH k. CFPK-#J 44 pH7.00 < CFPK-%] 1 pH6.50 < CFPK-%] & pH6.00, iR t4: 30 85~ il 4 i CFPK
IR R 55 A= iU 22 T P PE A8 R il 45 19 CFPK 32 Ry R R B 458 N il 45 9 CFPK 5 V1Y ¥k 3 o i
B2 I ik R UG A i A SRR PR S, ol v e R G AR R

12

20
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Study on the response of Calcium bicarbonate formed by pseudo—karstification to

acidic environment and modified dispersive soil

GUO Hongdong?, FAN Henghui"®>, WEN Jixiang"*, GUO Haowei'?,

JU Peng?, WU Zhipeng'*
(1. College of Water Resources and Architectural Engineering, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, China;
2. Institute of Geotechnical Engineering/Museum of Problematic Rock and Soil, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: To enhance the modification effect of Calcium Bicarbonate Formed by Pseudo—Karstification ( CFPK)
on dispersive soil, solution index determination tests, dispersibility discrimination tests, aggregate water stability
tests, and mechanism analysis tests were conducted by controlling the initial pH of the reaction, in order to in-
vestigate the influence of acidic environment on the preparation of CFPK, evaluate the modification effect of CF-
PK on dispersive soil, and clarify the mechanism of how acidic environment optimizes the CFPK modification of
dispersive soil. The results show that; (1) As the solution environment changes from neutral (pH=7.00) to a-
cidic (pH=6.00), the calcium ion concentration of CFPK increases from 26.10 mmol - L™' to 37.30 mmol - L™
with a 42.91% increase. (2) Under neutral conditions, the mass ratio of the generated solution to dispersive soil
required for complete modification is 2.5: 1, resulting in a content of aggregates larger than 0.25 mm of 19.54%
and a mean weight diameter of 0.210 mm. Under acidic conditions, the required mass ratio is reduced to 1.5: 1,
with a content of aggregates larger than 0.25 mm of 23.47% and a mean weight diameter of 0.247 mm, represen-
ting increases of 3.93% and 17.62% respectively, while the solution usage is reduced by 40%. (3) The in-
creased concentration of CFPK prepared under acidic conditions, with more H" and Ca™ acting on the dispersive
soil, further reduces its dispersibility. In practical engineering, the reaction liquid can be prepared under acidic
solution conditions to obtain CFPK with better modification effects.

Keywords: dispersive soil; karst system; soil aggregate; pH; mechanisms
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