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Properties of Ultra-high Performance Concrete Containing Coarse
Dolomite Aggregate
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Abstract : In order to reduce the amount of cementitious materials in ultra-high performance concrete (UHPC) , we
prepared UHPC specimens containing coarse dolomite aggregate (CDA) and investigated the effects of CDA content
and steel fiber volume on compressive strength, flexural strength, elastic modulus, uniaxial tensile property and ab-
rasion resistance of UHPC. Results revealed that with the increase of CDA dosage, the elastic modulus improved
significantly, the compressive and flexural strength of UHPC increased firstly but then decreased. On the one hand,
as the volume of steel fiber increased, the uniaxial tensile property of UHPC were enhanced, wherein improving the
compressive strength, first cracking strength, post cracking strength and energy absorption capacity of UHPC. On
the other hand, the mass loss and depth of abrasion reduced with the increase of steel fiber content which represents
the optimization of abrasion resistance of UHPC. When the dosage of CDA was 200 kg/m’ and the volume of steel

fiber was 1.5%, the comprehensive performances of UHPC reached the optimum.
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Yz Gt CREAS Ry K 07 k3 55 ) I B3 IHL 3 ok
il 4 UHPC [y M1 B8 32 B ok 2 5 m: 7
IR BR, & — & B0 L RoE W0 S5 AR
UHPC TEHTRLRE Sy IATRA 2 1 | I8 0 AR AR S 401 45
RS i Yang % E o 5| AKLE R
il & 7 BAT R AU Sl B0E PRI 4 < 1) UB-
PC,H: 56 d $i JE 58 B 5 F) 150 MPa, #RT, ¢ T H
AW E B UHPC 58 8 K B HGE A A 2
W, R A SCE B2 5L T & H = 41 HLE L Coarse
dolomite aggregate, CDA) fi) UHPC [ fi2# M fE, 1L
Hb, B RS RIBF R DI £F 4 7E UHPC J) 2714 RE
(BT TR BB T AR — R R
BT, YRR B X UHPC i B BE 52 i 145
W EA R,

A, A SO el AR B AR IR A
TP AEUK B L A5 F T il 4 1 S B R ) UB-
PC,ITES H a1 B UHPC J12# P RE AT 58 kil
LB TR YEAFRB R XS CDA Ry UH-
PC i 56 B2 Bk 43 A 4 8 ARV FE 45 1 B 1 52
LA A2t & CDA By UHPC )5 FABF 5 $2 L F e
S o

2 EMHERXETE

E##Y

RASREEE RN P - 0 52,5 (135 3 ik iR £5 7K
e s R0 5 Gk BRI R BEK R 40
B, HH R A5 18 500,427,800 m*/kg, [k
MR A R & 1 B 4Bk KR D,
BERECH 2. 65 FE KR 5~ 10 mm F) F & A A
B, FEREE Ry 8% 5 AT 4 (Steel Fiber, SF) R FH 9% 4
P2, PURIBREE N 2. 85 GPa, KA 20 mm, AR
h0. 20 mm ;R R FR IR BSOS K ] K H6>35%
2.2 RWAHR

BT T AR TR CDA 4845 (0,200, 300,400, 500
kg/m® ) Xof HE i PEREIR SR T PR 2 i A R
AR (4 5 0 5 FLUR, 3 — 25 3 B TN AT R R B
(0.5%,1.0%,1.5%,2.0%) %t CDA () UHPC i

2.1

R AE A S HERE MO0 FEA5 35 % B R L
BRI 1 UHPC PERENERT TXFH. P 19 UH-
PC HKIEEL I 0. 18, Ferfugi Ak 2 iy 2% (kA
SRR R R Z 1), AR B R

My © Mpgpe © Mgy - Mpy =1 7 0.25 20,10 =
0.20:1.10,
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2.3.1 UHPC % &

K — 7 LU KU RE R B R 40 R3]
NS 2R BE B FENL T T4 2 min, 2R )5 0 A
CDA FIRb-FARZEEEFE 1 min, ZEREPEMUIR B 5 F
WA KR AT, F 4k S8 £ 6 min, i J5 H 40
Y SIPEA, FERE 5 min EIAPIRAS RIS &
CDA ) UHPC #5491 S BCOK IR BERD it 0 B2 i
SEJT) (GB/T 2419—2005) 7 I3 3K 1R 195 1
M5 TR A B SRR, If 4 2L 50 Hz/s (4R 2l 4
IR 30 s A EBEIF TEIBR TR 48 h 5
JBAA, P FARMEFR I = h F2 4 2 D 1
2.3.2 MRF ik

(1) Jyze et R QI R R TR BE 1)
(GB/T 31387—2015) "8/l it UHPC ()4 & 3 2 i1
SR IR RS A 100 mmXx 100 mm X 100 mm
(KxFExE) , g% R 1.2~ 1.4 MPa/s, R
FEJT R 12 R HLIT e UHPC Y 5 25 i 358, i1k
A% A 100 mmXx 100 mmx400 mm (X FE X5 ) Bte
FEAAR, INZRHR A 0.1 MPa/s, SR CMT 4304 f#L
L7 RE IR IR LR A 7 B b R e B I3k, A A
MRS RS, K 270 mm, 155 30 mm, RN IX 4 70
mm, % 30 mm ,  EHNZEE % 0. 03 mm/min, % FH#]
AR W 5 RN T AL RE R PE M UHPC FR A
PERE, HHHE AL
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Table 1 Chemical composition of cementitious materials %
JREEEAA AL 2 Si0, Al, 04 CaO Fe, 05 MgO S0, Na, 0 K,0 PR
KV 20. 35 4.20 66.01 3.52 1.28 3.03 0.22 0.31 1.06
1Y 93.91 0.71 0.44 0.15 — 0.78 — — 3.98
WK 53.73 34.59 2.94 5.18 0. 66 0.18 0. 60 0.45 1.58
ok 30.77 15.29 38.13 9.97 3.08 0.92 0.11 0. 65 1.08
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(MPa) ; F,, RS UWEAERTE(N) ;s T K 2 FE AE
(MPa) ; o NHAFRL S (MPa) 5 & HRLHNAE (%)

(2) Tiif 5 453 M RE M 3, 2 BB ASTM ( American
Society of Testing Materials) C944 FrfE, 2% F e s =X
JEEAZENN 1, 368 ok 000 3K 1 19 S 450 R T A 40 o
2 MNMERRTEM UHPC BT BE 1 RE

3 HRENM

3.1 CDA &= UHPC A EHRERI R0
T2 AWM HERRBE N 1. 0% 0, A= A #
B R PR BE R GG b BT I 5t B2 S i R
SRR S g 4 R 2 CDA RN 0 1Y
UHPC g HR41 . WNFE 2 a1, UHPC i Hs 8 J3E il
R RS B3N S B S AR 20
R 4 200 keg/m® IF, UHPC ) i 1 5 5 4
154.1 MPa, [t R £ 24 Ml & Bl 19 UHPC $2 & T
4.4% . [BARSESE LB RS S, UHPC YT 5%
SRR, B2 O WL RS
500 kg/m® i, UHPC {930 38 32 Ho X B8 20 e A1 T
3.4% . GIWIRLE RS B 2 e —E N, &
W25 UHPC g He 5 B 7 AR S IRTRZ IR
*2 CDABHMEREERLTINZEMERE

Table 2 Mechanical properties of UHPC with CDA

CDA 4t/ WA S 25 i 5 BhPEAR

oy WM i AWM p AR
MPa R/ % MPa R/ % GPa  %/%

0 147.6 — 17.8 — 42.3 —
200 154. 1 4.4 18.2 2.2 45.2 6.9
300 150.7 2.1 15.4 -13.5 45.4 7.3
400 153.4 3.9 15.1 -15.2 45.7 8.0
500 142.6 -3.4 14.5 -18.5 44.8 5.9

CDA A B TSR B4 1w, — 2 5 1 (AL R
FEVREE 1 AR BRI B 4L BB Z BIAH LA, A
M#EF T UHPC A9 R$T R MR, 1 & 48 & T X
UHPC 77 5 J3 7 £ 67 1 5% 0 4 i DR D7 4 - e
T RFRAR T 3R TR ShbEfE, HLB R T
HORL BRI (A 22 ) B S T e X (RS X))
T A, AR RE S Ak o U S A 00 1 55 TR R
A1 P, 1 T HE 3 3 R R A1

PRI H A & PR B R RS 0 ) 500 kg/m?
it UHPC p3% 3y 260 mm [&fIE 2 115 mm, [&{
T 55.8% JKIRK)FLEhERE SURIFAR . AR RS i
KK UHPC AR A P A A R4,
PR BE A 22 I — 3 i UHPC AR 2 1) 2 S R
1%, N s BEAE £ | N TP R R BT RIS

MR 2 UHPC ()25 il 5 B2 A2 AL LR R
CDA $88:<200 kg/m®, %25ty 9 B (19 5 i R K5 24
B ARSI T, 25 i 5 5 U I R R LR
HH 0 4 500 kg/m® B, UHPC {925 iy 5% J&F p
17.8 MPa [l 14.5 MPa, &K T 18.5% ., —J5
T, AL R A p et i, B 4R i K T AR
PR e M, 5 B0 il B0 1 A8 2% 53— O D, Liu
SR AL B R R B 2 AR A 4T e 1
TR FH SR I Dol NV 2T 4 5 R 2 ] Y L TR 285 77 o AL
B BN, BEIR T REA b A G 1 i S A P
1 T AR S RE J1 , LT 4 1) 75 5 4 58 A AT , B fi
SrHCEREAS 25 A EFHCETR(IE 1), Py
W LE A VEREAL T UHPC (935 fli it fe. T 250
A 2 R B IR, UHPC o e B A4 HAH
Sty B 22, G A9 45 2 15 K 8 5 A 22 () Rl 4
19T HLT R IR RE % AT 25 4 1 S B 1)
FI AE—E R NS T pORL R LG 1 e 55 L
X T AR SRty ok 14 £ 2k ) FH R R R T 5 LS 1) 47 T
RN, A BBk 22 IR0 A g A Al T LA S
JE o Wk, AR <200 kg/m®, Xt UHPC 25 i
NG} TF NN
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N VAVIRSCAI
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1 CDA ¥R %D Bt R R E
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of CDA affecting
dispersion of steel fiber in UHPC

F3Abh, B3R 2 38 AT, BEORE A ORE S R R 3
UHPC f SR A4 720 00 O, 35 HL A0 s o JEE 25
il E 1 SR [ R 5 2 200 kg/m’
i), UHPC Ay 3pEAs i o 45. 2 GPa, X IR T
6.9% . IXJEH N CDA A By NI BE R, B i, HigB
SO, 527 I AR AR ()N, S A e . R
ERL AR R 22 SO s DT AR A IS R,
(RSP A I E A SRR AR 52 T B 2
AT BE, P SR T A 9 XA 52 00 A0 Wi A e
RO SRR ) SR A . (HR
SUWNIE I TP O Rl RN bP A ESSES bt DN 1p- AL e
UHPC ffy $HE A5, AR R A 400 kg/m” i
JNEY 500 kg/m*, M A () 1 E A 8. 0% AT
3 5.9%,
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3.2 WEFHERIZENS CDA By UHPC fUERE
kAL

FESCH A3 BT AT 60, A R 6l 200 kg/m?
i, UHPC Y255 J122 MERE R L. IRIL, T S0 il
CDA #7iitg 200 ke/m’  FRIPNZF AR RS kXS UH-
PC JpoAPERERIRANE , JFBLE T 1. ST 4ER RS &
T % A WA M A R (Coarse basalt aggregates,
CBA)VERX B2, AR LF 4E (AR B 17 T % CDA
5, CBA & St RETREE T nBT SR FE AN 3R 3 i

F3 AEWT4HERIZET S CDA 5 CBA )

EateRREINnERE

Table 3 Compressive strength of UHPC containing CDA

or CBA with varied steel fiber content

ML B CDA Ik CBA & Nerdifh AEBIIHUERE/ MPa
FH H/(kg-m”) BBE/% 7d 28d  56d
200 0.5 125.5 143.1 148.3
Mz A e 200 1.0 132.6  154.1 156.2
(CDA) 200 1.5 137.2  155.9 163.2
200 2.0 139.1  160.3 174.0

ZRAWA
(CBA) 200 1.5 116.4 129.8 134.5

MFE3 LA

(1) BEFRIPIE I A RE R, UHPC B 5T 5 AR E
K.

(2) UHPC 477 s 55 B2 Fifi 45 409 27 4E PR B2 1 1) 3
NI 3 Jn e 25 B9 25 4E R BB BN 0.5% S K 3
2. 0%}, 56 d FRAP T UHPC PR A BT 5 B2
148.3 MPa 5 K %] 174.0 MPa, 88 K T 17.3%, 4
WMEFHERFUB Ry 1. 5%, & CDA [y UHPC $it )k
SRIE(56 d) y 163.2 MPa, LU [A) 5 W 01 T 35 X iU
AR UHPC 1) 134.5 MPa 287+ T 21. 3%,

R EE L2 RIS IR R R HORR S
1M UHPC i THBA T LT 4E, SR 5 B 4T 4k 2 1] /1Y
RS TIBELAG 1 2B ) R , F A v L 23 A1 B A £F
EPRASCFE LI T 32 T7 AR 52 I IR A, SRR
it 1 UHPC BT IRSRIE
3.3 SRALEMFRIBENE CDA By UHPC BEHHI{H

T RERI R M

2 SN MERFRB O 1. 5%, % CDA ()
UHPC( Kk CDA-UHPC) 5L feh Wy 2R S R 78 8
Ko il I, 2 B0 S ) 1 A2 A RFALE
PLW G 2 T A7 AEVE 22 PR AT DL i) 246 /) 5 4R 2R
4r, fE UHPC H48 A AN £ 4EHURL 73 A 7 R 1 v
I TANEFGEA S AR B ey JE AL RE 4y, B 5
PR Z TEAFAENURI 13 55 B T, 12K Je R A R 2R
BERT AN LT HERENS AR DR RIE ), — D 1 i -4 KL
WRREUK R (AN 3 T ) 5 575 — 5 T 7K 52 384T , 2%
SRR , B v TR RE - O HEA:

2 SaEE) CDA-UHPC 4 (i ik 4
Fig.2 Typical uniaxial tensile fracture specimen of UHPC

KIS A
1
L e e

E 3 UHPC iR 4 fH ZUE B R EE
Fig.3 Schematic diagram of cracking and toughening
model with steel fiber in UHPC
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(2) REASTEAL B B o TR#%E + SE 4™ A 244 R
TR, 2K EE UHPC rh AN 41 4k 5 Bk 2 1A
FIRG S5/ R I AR AH , B E R 8 Ry ST I8

(3) AR 24 B B, 4 — 8, AT~
W, MLrdigeik  , Bl 1k o I ERR
JITTHFERBE R, B Ry 0 7 — 1 A5 fh £ BT BB iy T A
TR A/ INZ e T UHPC e 7 24 M 1 1%

Bl 4 FE S BT AFEMLAERBE R T
CDA-UHPC F14; % il 2 41 Bkl UHPC ( f#i#K CBA-
UHPC) 34 SR A g 137 7 — 1 A ply 286 A B o 1)
W25 BT L RE

MIE 4 FES A0

() ANET4EATIB RN 1. 5%, CBA-UHPC Al
CDA-UHPC A A fif o it v 35 32 90 o A% i b
FHAE

(2) CDA-UHPC-SF1. 5 [P 4] 2458 B | i 5% 3 e
WFZ4BES> )y 11. 28 MPa . 18.71 MPa f123.93 N/m,
tt CBA-UHPC-SF1. 5 {AE A3 3 T 45 45 20l 35 i 1
5.5%, 21.5%, 51.1%, H[EIZeT4: & , &
CDA ) UHPC RfhPEREREIR .

(3) BILF e RIS B B 38 T, 157 77— A% il 26 Jr
LB TR W O, 5] UHPC By i RE A5 3]
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Fig.4 Uniaxial tensile stress-strain curves of
UHPC with varied volume of steel fiber
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Fig.5 Effect of volume of steel fiber on tensile fracture

toughness of UHPC

AR ML AR FRB &R 2. 0% i), CDA-
UHPC [ %) 24 58 & O 14.29 MPa ., g {H 38 B Oy
20.22 MPa Wi Z4¥EHE K 26.87 N/m, % T 0.5%
WL 4EAR TR ' o0 il $ i T 125.8%,126.95%,
124. 1%,

(4) NN AEATIB R T UHPC il 2k i
PEASTE B BE A — 30, A LA & L AN T 4R RS
X UHPC 7)1 A I Ak 32 B2 4R 30 7 o A2 s 16 B B, B
R G — DY R, 3= 15 AN AR 4 L 3y
S, R PR AT BV FHBH L 80Uk 8 FE 7 T iR
e+ AR SR W 1 T, R A . 45 B
U, & CDA HANSF4EAF B 7R 2% 8], UHPC )5
Shpr i rE e
3.4 WMFHETRBEITE CDA B UHPC MEERE

spAlG)

RN 4R BB 8 UHPC i & 1 B i i
GG R 6 Fras . BBl 6 nf %, Bl A A
FE, UHPC BE 45 i MR B RS s K, W4t 2 {4k
FRB R AR T UHPC J7 4 B 45 5 0 5t 2 3
PN T BEBIRE . Mg IREB RN 2.0%
ff, UHPC B4 5 (1) i it 2k Oy 3. 25 g, BE IR BE
0.29 mm B Z N YEARFIBH N 0. 5% HT X 2 it
FRor BIBEAR T 32.7%,35. 6% , 1B N4t )5
UHPC (i B PR REA T % % . UHPC At |2
WA SBARNR A K IE R E G A kL, 7B Ht0
R, TR SRR Y 235 55 2H MR A B P e
K, SN2 - F AR T R RE A . AR H
LU EIRON M T UHPC 1 )22 vk de, 55 A T4

-4k
1k UHPC. [t B 14 RE
5,
-v- SF0.5 X 057 y-sros
4 -+ SFLO 04l A SFLO 2
o - SF1.5 ,;/ e & o SF1.5 2 e
24| wSF20 & - E = SF2.0 X
=2 K i 03 e
= X elw 2 DA
IF A~ T ow o '//x,» -
B 2 X g K02 cas ™
p o e zoe"
Ir L 01r g
‘g L L L 1 ‘ég,,\ L L I
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80
[ [H]/min 5 (7] /min
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Fig.6 Effect of steel fiber content on abrasion
resistance of CDA-UHPC
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Fig. 7 Relation of mass loss of UHPC against compressive

strength and post cracking strength
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P B TR DG OC &R, B UHPC (14t H o B2 | D L
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PC 5 BEBOR i B P E A

UHPC B BERIAS o7 b2 ol B 2R e g 3R AR,
FEA AR Y SR e — R A — 14 T Mt g kA
X1 o BERAEEL I o A AR BE -, AR R
i, Y EEHEZ D107 18] 5 LT AE 53 A O [l AR R b
THLAEA LY LEBOGH , BRI R R TR EE L, &
ORI B R R, B 1 M B s 42 0107
[0 55 SN 2T YE I3 AT — B, B LT 4EAS B B0 B AL 08 S8 ik
) 2 850 MPa, U1 &5 , A G B 450 KT 582 s 7 [ 48
7 2R, R LA FE R AN AT HEA% 15 1 T3, I 08 %
WIRAL R 1 S v, ZRE Y IR AT 2 RUE 2%, 207
REILFVE RS T UHPC B EERE

4 #F B

(1) CDA % #<200 kg/m® i, 34 H 5 B0
UHPC (0 M5 BE | 25 i 5 B A P A B —
3SR CR  (H i TRLE R 1B 2 2 R B 2T 4E 1)
SYHCHE, ARSI CDA i Xt UHPC 4T o
IS T 5 J3E 7= A AN RIS

(2) % CDA 1y UHPC Jy=#EREIL T2 CBA [
UHPC, ML 4E (R R A 1S I i & 48 & 1 CDA-
UHPC Hy a3, st 1 B fr (o B R ik, HL 4

£R4Ext UHPC Wy 28800 1 19 110 A 5 25 1 B 7 17 A2 fif
fEBr Beo AN 4R RB 5 O 2% I, CDA-UHPC
PSSR IR0 JEE I (L 55 52 M BT AR RE L 0. 5%
WLE 4 (A BB o ) 3 T T 17.3%,125. 8%,
126.95% ,124. 1% , 8- T REH AL o

(3) UHPC 56 & Rl 2 -5 H Dy 2 P A 114
B R AORSE R R LT HE 138 AR 1
HEpIH RSN T UHPC AT S MERE
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