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Factor Test for Splitting Tensile Strength of MBER Stabilized Soil
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Abstract: This paper studied the influences of dose, moisture content and maintenance period on splitting
tensile strengths of MBER stabilized and cement stabilized soils. Results indicated that the splitting tensile
strength of MBER stabilized soil was between 0. 08 and 0. 43 MPa, and of cement stabilized soil, between
0.09 and 0. 35 MPa. When other factors remained unchanged, the splitting tensile strengths of the two stabi-
lized soils increased with the increase in applied dose and reached the peak value at the optimum moisture
content. The two splitting tensile strengths also increased with maintenance period. Under the same age, the
splitting tensile strength of MBER stabilized soil was slightly higher than that of cement stabilized soil.
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