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Abstract: With the rapidly developing road transport,
there is a demand for new roads to be constructed and
for the existing ones to be repaired or extended. The base
of any road is its foundation, usually made of crushed
or uncrushed aggregate. To be used for road foundation
purposes, a material needs to meet many requirements,
as imposed by relevant standards. One of the basic tests
to assess the suitability of an aggregate is to determine its
California bearing ratio (CBR).

This paper presents the results of CBR tests for mixed
aggregate with the grading of 0-31.5 and 0-63 mm.
Detailed assessments were carried out for penetration
curves, which in many cases need to be adjusted to
meet industry standards. The adjustment of plunger
penetration curves in aggregate samples causes CBR to
increase compared to the original curves.

Keywords: CBR; pavement structure; subbase; roadbase.

1 Introduction

Road transport is the primary means of transport for both
people and cargo, and its importance continues to grow.
Compared to rail transport, road transport is developing
much faster while serving the core functions of passenger
and cargo transport and providing deliveries for the
construction, agriculture, commerce and service sectors
(Wojewddzka-Krél, 2017). In Poland, road transport is
constantly developing through the construction of roads,
the density of which in 2010 was 87.6 km per 100 km?,
while by 2018 it grew to 97.2 km per 100 km? (GUS, 2020).
Hard-surfaced roads, which account for 70% of all
public roads in Poland, are designed and constructed
specifically for their intended use and location. Materials
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to be used for road foundation purposes need to meet
many requirements, as imposed by relevant standards.
Among the physico-mechanical parameters determining
the designation of a given material for road construction
include water absorption (WA,), frost resistance (F),
flakiness index (F1), sand equivalent (SE), Los Angeles
coefficients (LA), resistance to wear micro-Deval (M),
California bearing ratio (CBR), mass fraction of passing
0.063 mm (f) and good particle size distribution of
the mixture (Cwiakala et al., 2016; Esfahani & Goli,
2018; Hydzik-WiSniewska, 2020; Hydzik-Wisniewska &
Bednarek, 2020; Pourkhorshidi et al., 2020; Xiao et al.,
2012). As the primary element of hard-surfaced road
foundation, aggregates are usually sourced from local
mines (Koziol & Kawalec, 2008; Lorek, 2015). The popular
belief is that the best material for road foundation is
igneous rock aggregate. However, igneous rock aggregates
are available only in certain locations, so in situ material
or sandstone aggregates are often used instead, in many
cases meeting the relevant standard requirements much
better (Koziol et al., 2017; Tarasewicz et al., 2013). In
addition, concrete rubble, boiler slag and coal mining
waste are increasingly considered as alternative road
construction materials (Batog & Hawrysz, 2011; Sas &
Gluchowski, 2014; Zawisza & Gruchot, 2017).

This paper presents the results of CBR tests for mixed
aggregate with the grading of 0—31.5 mm and 0-63 mm,
as found in various regions of southern Poland. Special
attention was paid to plunger penetration curves in
individual samples. The paper compares and examines
the extent to which curve adjustment affects CBR.

2 Pavement structure

A pavement structure is defined as a set of specific layers
designed to distribute pressure caused by vehicle wheels
across the roadbed and to ensure safe and comfortable
driving. The terms ‘pavement structure’ and ‘pavement’
are synonymous here. Pavement rests on the roadbed or
on improved subgrade (Judycki et al., 2012).
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Figure 1: Cross section of pavement structure (Judycki et al., 2012).

Pavement may be constructed as a road embankment,
meaning a pavement structure made partially of building
land, or as a cutting, meaning pavement situated in a
place from which building land was removed (Fig. 1).
In either case, the pavement structure is made up of the
same layers, and the key difference is the location of the
pavement in relation to the ground level. The pavement
structure consists of six layers that can be divided into
two major groups — top and bottom layers. Top layers
include wearing and binder courses and roadbase, which
in turn includes upper and lower bases. And bottom layers
include subbase and frost-blanket courses. The pavement
structure as a whole is embedded in the roadbed, which
includes stabilized subgrade and original soil (Judycki et
al., 2012).

Wearing and binder courses are made using asphalt
mixtures, while roadbase, which may have one or
two layers (upper base layer and lower base layer), is
constructed on the basis of asphalt concrete, unbound
mixture, hydraulically bound material, hydraulically
treated soil or cold-recycled mixtures. The subbase,
which is to support load transfer by top pavement layers,
is constructed using unbound mixtures or hydraulically
bound material. Hydraulically treated soil, too, can be
used as subbase (Pitat, 2004; Radziszewski et al., 2010).
The capping layer, which is to protect the pavement
against heaves, can be made from non-expansive soil or
lime stabilized soil, or materials used as subbase.

Pavement structures are designed on the basis of
the traffic class of the future road. The design traffic
class, ranging from KR1 to KR7, is calculated as the total
of equivalent standard axle loads of 100 kN per design

lane throughout the pavement design life. Depending
on the traffic class, specific materials need to be used for
individual pavement layers (Chmielewski & Waliszewski,
2016; Mackiewicz & Szydto, 2015).

Unbound mixtures and non-expansive soil are
required to have specific properties. One of the criteria
used for determining whether a material may be used is
its minimum CBR. Table 1 shows minimum CBR values for
specific traffic classes and for unbound mixture and non-
expansive soil layers.

In other countries, such as Australia, if materials with
low CBR (<30%) are used, layer thickness is increased
proportionately on the basis of the equivalent standard
axle (ESA) load. Figure 2 shows a nomograph used to
determine layer thickness for specific traffic loading and
CBR values.

3 CBR laboratory tests

Developed in the 1920s at the California Division of
Highways by O.]. Porter, the CBR test is currently the most
popular method to evaluate base and subbase material
quality. Plunger penetration tests on pavement building
materials were designed to evaluate the strength of loose
bulk and cohesive materials in laboratory and in situ
conditions (Ebels et al., 2004; Franco & Lee, 1987; Yoder &
Witczak, 1975). CBR provides valuable information about
a material’s resistance to stress caused by repeated vehicle
wheel loads (Turnbull & Ahlvin, 1957). In many countries,
CBR is now one of the key tests used for the purposes of
pavement design.
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Table 1: Minimum CBR values for specific materials by layer and traffic class (Judycki et al., 2012).

Stuff Layers
Roadbase Subbase Capping layer Improved
subgrade
KR1-KR2 KR3-KR4 KR5-KR7 KR1-KR2 KR3-KR7 KR1-KR2 KR3-KR7 KR1-KR7
Unbound mixtures 60 80 The layer does not exist for 60 25 35 20
these traffic categories
Non-expansive soil Does not apply Does not apply 25 35 20
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Figure 2: Nomograph for determining the thickness of base and subbase layers (Celik et al., 2017)

CBR tests are usually carried out in laboratory
conditions or, if necessary, in situ. However, the latter
is time-consuming and their results are not very useful
in practice. Therefore, CBR tests are much more often
conducted in laboratories, using special pre-processed
samples. The CBR method is the most appropriate and
gives the most reliable results for fine-grain soil. But for
coarse-grain soil, the reproducibility of its results is poor
(Shoop et al., 2008).

Over the hundred years, the CBR method has been in
use, there have been many studies to explore both soils and
aggregates in order to find correlations between specific
properties or parameters and CBR results. For soils, the
literature reports findings which show strong correlations
between CBR and the plastic limit of soil, maximum bulk
density or fine fractions (Bgk & Chmielewski, 2019; Katte
et al., 2019; Nguyen & Mohajerani, 2015; Rehman et al.,
2015; Talukdar, 2014). But for aggregates, it is difficult to
find a parameter that could be considered to significantly
affect CBR results (Hydzik-Wisniewska et al., 2018). And

a numerical analysis of CBR tests on the basis of particle
flow technique has shown a linear increase in CBR in
relation to shear modulus, with no significant impact of
Poisson’s ratio on CBR (Jiang et al., 2015). Modelling of CBR
tests using the finite element method (FEM) has produced
results that were so satisfactory that the longitudinal
modulus of elasticity (Young’s modulus) was declared to
correlate with CBR (Hajiannia et al., 2006).

If their CBR values are low, aggregate and soil can be
used with such admixtures as lime, fly ash and slag. These
admixtures act as cementing materials to reinforce the base
material. Depending on specific needs and addition types,
different amounts of admixtures are possible (Al-Joulani,
2012; Bednarek & Mazurek, 2011; Ratna Prasad & Darga
Kumar, 2015).

CBR (1) is expressed as the percentage ratio of the unit
load gnecessary to drive a plunger in the shape of an elongated
cylinder with 20 cm? in diameter into a pre-processed sample
to a depth of 2.5 and 5.0 mm, at a steady speed of 1.27 mm/
min, to the baseline unit load q, which is a constant and
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corresponds to the pressure necessary to drive the same
plunter at the same speed to the same depth into normally
compacted crushed stone acting as the model material.

CBR =L x100% )]

dp

where: g — pressure necessary to drive a plunger with a
diameter of 20 cm? into a pre-processed sample of the
examined aggregate to a depth of 2.5 and 5.0 mm; q, -
baseline pressure, which for (a plunger driven to) a depth of
2.5 mm is 7 MN/m?, and for a depth of 5.0 mm is 10 MN/m?.
Since CBR tests are conducted using material
samples with optimum moisture content, the content
must be determined prior to the tests in line with
relevant standards (PN-EN 13286-2: 2010). The testing
equipment and methodology are selected to match the
desired compaction effort. In order to determine optimum
moisture content for the mixtures discussed in this paper,
we used a 2.2 dm’ cylinder and a 2.5 kg tamper with a
diameter of 50 mm. The material was compacted at a rate
of 56 blows per each of its three layers, which corresponds
to compaction effort equal to approximately 0.584 MJ/m’.
CBR tests require about 6 kg of a material taken
from the mixture and sifted through a sieve with 20 mm
square mesh. Grains larger than 20 mm are replaced with
corresponding material with a size between 6.3 and 20
mm (PN-S 06102: 1997). Plunger penetration tests are
conducted on samples immediately after their compaction
and on samples which have been saturated with water
for four days. Figure 3 shows a diagram representing a
plunger driven into a sample. During penetration, one
sensor measures how deep the rod is, and another sensor
measures ring deformation, which is then used to calculate
the strength. The speed of penetration is 1.27 mm/min,
and gauge ring deformation is recorded at depths of 2.5
and 5.0 mm. This data is then used to compute pressure,
which serves to determine CBR as a percentage of that
pressure, calculated in relation to the baseline pressure.
Test results are presented as a penetration curve,
which is a function of depth and pressure or strength.
The applicable PN-S-06102 (1997) standard does not take
into account the shape of the penetration curve in CBR
computation, while the PN-EN 13286-47 (2012) standard
requires that CBR be calculated on the basis of plunger
depth curve, which needs to be adjusted in some cases.
If the initial portion of the curve is concave upwards, no
adjustment is necessary and test results are unchanged.
Butif the initial portion of the curve is concave downwards,
then it needs to be adjusted by plotting a tangent at a point
in the curve when it is the steepest, i.e., where it bends
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Figure 3: CBR test.

(Fig. 4). Now, the crossing of the tangent and the depth
axis is the new starting point of the curve. CBR may not
be higher than the penetration depth after an adjustment
by more than 7.5 mm. If the adjustment requires a greater
depth, the adjustment should be made by no more than 7.5
mm. A curve can be concave if the surface of the sample is
uneven and initially the pressure is distributed unevenly
across the plunger (PN-EN 13286-47: 2012). The American
standard defines penetration curve as a stress—strain
curve, and it also recommends that the curve be adjusted
if there is no proportional resistance to the plunger during
the initial stage of penetration (AASHTO T-193, 2007).

Recommendations for penetration curve adjustments
appeared in both Polish and foreign standards over a
decade ago, but they are not always followed, as can
be seen in the diagrams included in some scientific
publications (Chebet et al., 2016; Tan et al., 2016). We have
found no mentions or analyses in the scientific literature
on how such adjustments affect CBR results. There are only
some comments on the shape of the obtained penetration
curves (Marsh, 1983).
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Figure 4: Adjusted penetration curve.

4 Test results

In order to assess the impact of penetration curve
adjustment on CBR results, we analysed test results for
several types of mixtures with the grading of 0-31.5
and 0-63 mm. Each mixture was tested twice, once
immediately after being compacted, and once after the
cylinder with the compacted material had been immersed
in water for four days. Samples for the study had been
obtained from sandstone, dolomite, basalt, granite and
magnesite aggregates mined in southern Poland (Fig. 5).

In total, we have examined 48 samples. Table 2 shows
the properties of the tested mixtures. Additionally, based
on the grain composition (Figs. 6 and 7) of the mixtures, it
was calculated uniformity coefficient C, (2) and coefficient
of gradation C_(3).

— d60
Cu - /dlo @

C.= d?2>0
¢ (d1o * dep)

A\

at 5.0 mm penetration

where: d,, — diameter corresponding to 10% finer in the
particle size distribution curve [mm]; d,, - diameter
corresponding to 30% finer in the particle size distribution
curve [mm]; d ,, — diameter corresponding to 60% finer in
the particle size distribution curve [mm)].

Figures 8-11 show the results for CBR computations
for mixtures with the grading of 0-31.5 mm. The figures
include results without penetration curve adjustment
and with curve adjustments, whenever necessary. As
you can see, penetration curve adjustment causes higher
CBR results compared to CBR calculated without any
adjustment. This increase ranges from several up to
several dozen per cent. The largest increase, by more than
39%, was observed for a basalt mixture and was related to
a sample that had been saturated with water for four days
(Fig. 10). In a few cases, no adjustment was necessary.
The greatest changes were observed after the adjustment
of penetration curves for igneous aggregates, such as
basalt and granite. Analysed by depth, the results show
that penetration curve adjustment significantly affected
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Figure 5: Map of the places where samples were taken for testing (http://redstone-exploration.com/country-profiles/poland/, 2021).
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Figure 6: The curves of grain composition of the mixtures of
0-31.5 mm.

CBR for the depth of 2.5 mm. The average increase in
CBR for the depth of 2.5 mm is 10.42%, while that for the
depth of 5.0 mm is much lower at 4.64%. There are big
differences in CBR values between samples 1 and 2 for the
same material. It may be related to the relatively low grain
size variation of the mixture. For example, for a mixture
of 0-31.5 mm from dolomite (1) for which C, = 375 and
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Figure 7: The curves of grain composition of the mixtures of
0-63 mm.

C. = 2.4, the CBR difference between the samples is even
42%. Whereas, for the 0-31.5 mm mixture of dolomite (2),
for which C =193.3 and C_ = 12.6, the difference does not
reach the value of 5%. Figures 12-15 shows penetration
curves and their adjustments for granite aggregate with
the grading of 0-31.5 mm.
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Table 2: Properties of the tested mixtures.
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Mine Rocktype Mixtures Mass Flatness Shape Sand Optimum  Maximum Uniformity Coefficient
fraction of index, indicator, equivalent, moisture dry density coefficient, of
passing Fl [%] Sl [%] SE [%] content [g/cm?] C, [ gradation,
0.0063 mm, [%] C.[-]
f1%]
Dubie Dolomite 0-31.5 4.3 19.7 48.7 5.8 2.21 37.5 2.4
(1) mm

0-63 3.3 14.8 47.0 6.2 2.16 44 2.1
mm

Grochéw  Magne- 0-31.5 5.7 14.8 14.5 17.5 6.9 2.02 36.7 4.4
site mm

0-63 6.1 13.0 12.6 18.2 7.3 1.98 56.0 5.5
mm

Winna Basalt 0-31.5 4.1 49.3 63.7 50.5 6.5 2.23 16.5 1.4
Gora mm

0-63 2.4 35.1 53.7 50.7 3.9 2.22 17.9 1.4
mm

Rogoznica Granite 0-31.5 3.6 15.3 20.5 35.6 3.1 2.08 52.5 7.6
mm

0-63 2.7 12.9 14.5 33.7 2.1 2.05 42.4 7.4
mm

Zelatowa Dolomite 0-31.5 10.9 31.0 18.0 6.3 2.07 193.3 12.6
(#3) mm

0-63 8.6 29.0 16.0 5.6 2.04 178.6 11.0
mm

Osielec Sands- 0-31.5 8.7 35.5 44.2 12.0 4.3 2.05 253.3 2.0
tone (2) mm

0-63 4.6 27.2 30.0 12.0 4.7 2.02 280.0 1.4
mm

Barcice Sands- 0-63 12.7 22.5 24.4 13.0 4.5 2.10 269.8 1.6
tone (1) mm

A similar impact of penetration curve adjustments
on CBR results was found for mixtures with the grading
of 0-63 mm (Figs. 16-19). The adjustment of the concave
portion of the curveresulted in anincrease in CBR. For 0-63
mm mixtures, the increase was much higher compared
to 0-31.5 mm mixtures. The most significant change, by
as much as 87%, was recorded for basalt aggregate and
was found in sample 1 penetrated immediately after
compaction (Fig. 16). The average increase in CBR for the
depth of 2.5 mm is 21.17%, while that for the depth of 5.0
mm is much lower at 8.55%. This average increase for 0-63
mm mixtures is clearly twice as high as that for 0-31.5
mm mixtures. Figures 20-23 show penetration curves for
dolomite (1) aggregate with the grading of 0-63 mm and
their adjustments in the form of tangents. Large values

can be noticed in the case of sample no. 2 after contact
with water (Fig. 23); the correction was as much as 1 mm.
Shifting the readings by 1 mm meant that for a depth of 5
mm, the corrected reading was 6 mm and it was also the
last reading made during the test. This situation shows
that running the test to small penetration depths and
possibly large adjustments may result in the test being
performed poorly and it will not be possible to calculate
the CBR value.

On the basis of the obtained values, a statistical
analysis was performed with the use of multiple
regression. For this purpose, the following factors were
taken into account: the resistance index before correction
(CBR), the resistance index after correction (CBR’) and
sand equivalent (SE). Thanks to this analysis, it is possible
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Figure 8: Sample no. 1 of 0-31.5 mm mixture (directly after
compaction).
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Figure 9: Sample no. 2 of 0-31.5 mm mixture (directly after
compaction).

to estimate the value of the bearing capacity index after
correction without analysing the penetration curve.
Figure 24 shows the results from the obtained statistical
model, i.e. the measured and predicted values. On the
other hand, Figure 25 shows the set of residuals obtained
from multiple regression. It can be noticed that the four
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Figure 10: Sample no. 1 of 0-31.5 mm mixture (after four days of
soaking in water).
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Figure 11: Sample no. 2 of 0-31.5 mm mixture (after four days of
soaking in water).

values of the residuals obtained from the analysis carried

out have a value greater than 10. These points refer to
the situations in which the correction of the CBR index
caused its greatest increase (41-87%) out of 96 performed
corrections.
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Figure 12: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-31.5 mm
granite aggregate (sample no.1 directly after compaction).
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Figure 13: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0—-31.5 mm
granite aggregate (sample no.1 after four days of soaking in water).

The statistical values of the created model are
summarized in Table 3. The values obtained in this way
allow to formulate the equation (4), thanks to which it is
possible to calculate the load capacity index, including its
correction, with a very high accuracy.

CBR' =1.0162 * CBR 4+ 0.1303 * SE — 1.0796  (4)
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Figure 14: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-31.5 mm
granite aggregate (sample no.2 directly after compaction).
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Figure 15: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-31.5 mm
granite aggregate (sample no.2 after four days of soaking in water).

5 Conclusions

The results yielded by the study allow the following

conclusions to be drawn:

1. The CBRtestis an important study deciding on the use
of a given material in road construction, so this test
should be carried out with great care. It is important to
accurately analyse the penetration curve or have the
right shape. A bad concave of the curve can be caused
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Figure 16: Sample no. 1 of 0-63 mm mixture (directly after
compaction).
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Figure 17: Sample no. 2 of 0-63 mm mixture (directly after
compaction).

by poor sample density and uneven surface. However,
it is not always possible to obtain a perfectly even
sample surface for mixtures with a high grain size.

2. Penetration curve adjustment increases CBR by a few
up to several dozen per cent compared to unadjusted
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Figure 18: Sample no. 1 of 0-63 mm mixture (after four days of
soaking in water).
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Figure 19: Sample no. 2 of 0-63 mm mixture (after four days of
soaking in water).

results. This average CBR increase is twice as high for
0-63 mm mixtures as that for 0-31.5 mm mixtures.

3. The presented penetration curve for sample no. 2 of

the 0-63 mm mixture from dolomite (1) shows that
the test should be carried out to a depth much greater
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Figure 20: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-63 mm
dolomite (1) aggregate (sample no.1 directly after compaction).
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Figure 21: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-63 mm
dolomite (1) aggregate (sample no.1 after four days of soaking in

wa

ter).

than 6 mm. It is recommended that the mandrel
penetrate even to a depth of 10 mm. Too shallow
plunger countersink may result in the CBR not being
able to be calculated in the event of a high correction.
However, it should be remembered that the correction
cannot be greater than a depth of 7.5 mm.

The largest increase in CBR for 0-31.5 mm mixtures
was by 39.70%, while for 0-63 mm mixtures, it was

Penetration [mm]

Figure 22: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-63 mm dolomite (1) aggregate (s:
no.
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Figure 23: Penetration curves with adjustments for 0-63 mm
dolomite (1) aggregate (sample no.2 after four days of soaking in
water).

by 87.0%. In both cases, the increase was recorded
for basalt aggregate. Basalt aggregate mixtures with
grain size 0-31.5 and 0—63 mm were characterized by
the highest sand equivalent (respectively, SE = 50.5%
and SE = 50.7%) among the examined aggregates.
It can therefore be assumed that a high percentage
of sand content in the mixtures will result in lower
resistance at the initial stage of penetration of the
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Table 3: Regression statistics.
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Coefficients Standard error  t Stat p-value Lower 95% Upper 95% R square
Intersection -1.07964 0.9721 -1.11063 0.269592 -3.01004 0.850757 0.9471
CBR 1.01623 0.029785 34.1188 2.22E-54 0.957083 1.075377
SE 0.130287 0.025822 5.045615 2.23E-06 0.07901 0.181564
90 distribution and arrangement of grains during the
80 = compaction of the material. If the aggregate mixture
. ° has different grain sizes, its correct compaction will
o ° g not cause differences in the obtained results.
_ % 6. The average increase in CBR for a penetration depth
'_’5 50 of 2.5 mm for 0-31.5 mm mixtures was by 10.42%, and
g 40 for 0-63 mm mixtures it was by 21.17%. And for a
% penetration depth of 5.0 mm, the average increase in
CBR for 0-31.5 mm mixtures was by 4.65%, while for
2 0-63 mm mixtures it was by 8.55%.
10} ®© 7. In a few cases, penetration curve adjustment
0 improved CBR so much as to allow the mixture to be
9 W™ @D & 400 @ @ W W, used for a higher traffic class or pavement (base or
il 7 Predeted subbase) layer. A case in point is a mixture of 0-63
Figure 24: Regression analysis results. mm dolomite aggregate.
8. The developed multiple regression model allows for
the calculation of the CBR’ index taking into account
1 its correction without analysing the penetration
" ° curve. It turned out that for this purpose, the CBR
:z 5 S index without correction and the sand equivalent
. SE are needed. The obtained statistical values allow
PR R 0 to conclude that the proposed equation will make it
% . ° ° possible to calculate the index with a high probability
2 o o o0 °
g, s e, R of accuracy.
0 6 o 288 o P 0%, ° o
” S sag 8#° % o oo o
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Figure 25: Residuals from analysis results.

mandrel and therefore a greater correction of the CBR
index.

In a few cases, a large difference in CBR values (even
as much as 42%) is noticeable between samples from
the same material. This situation may be related to
the relatively low grain uniformity of the mixture.
For well-grained mixtures, i.e. with a high value of
the C, index and when C_=1-3, the differences in the
obtained CBR indexes will be low. It is related to the

2

[3]

[4]

[5]

Al-Joulani, N. (2012). Effect of Stone Powder and Lime on
Strength, Compaction and CBR Properties of Fine Soils. Jordan
Journal of Civil Engineering, 6(1), 1-16.

Bak, A., & Chmielewski, R. (2019). The influence of fine
fractions content in non-cohesive soils on their compactibility
and the CBR value. Journal of Civil Engineering and
Management, 25(4), 353-361. https://doi.org/10.3846/
jcem.2019.9687

Batog, A., & Hawrysz, M. (2011). Wykorzystanie do budowy
nasypéw drogowych kruszyw z recyklingu odpadéow
budowlanych. Geoinzynieria : Drogi, Mosty, Tunele, 3, 32-36.
Bednarek, t., & Mazurek, J. (2011). Ocena wptywu domieszek
do kruszywa 0 — 63 mm na poprawe jego wskaznika

nos$nosci na podstawie wynikéw badah wtasnych. Gérnictwo i
Geoinzynieria, 35(2), 89-94.



§ sciendo

(6]

(7]

(8]

91

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14

[15]

[16

[17]

(18]

[19]

Celik, A., Yaman, H., Turan, S., Kara, A., Kara, F., Zhu, B., Qu,
X., Tao, Y., Zhu, Z., Dhokia, V., Nassehi, A., Newman, S. T.,
Zheng, L., Neville, A., Gledhill, A., Johnston, D., Zhang, H.,
Xu, J. )., Wang, G., ... Dutta, D. (2017). Guide to Pavement
Technology Part 2. Pavement Structural Design. In Austroads.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/].cirp.2016.06.001%0Ahttp: //
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.powtec.2016.12.055%0Ahttps: //
doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2019.02.006%0Ahttps://
doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2019.04.024%0Ahttps://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.matlet.2019.127252%0Ahttp://dx.doi.o
Chebet, F. C., Kalumba, D., & Nyame, S. (2016). California
Bearing Ratio (CBR) Tests on Soil Reinforced with Polyethylene
(Plastic) Bag Waste Material. Proceedings of the 23rd
WasteCon Conference 17-21 October 2016, Emperors Palace,
Johannesburg, South Africa, 387-393.

Chmielewski, R., & Waliszewski, D. (2016). Wptyw ciezaru
warstw konstrukcyjnych nawierzchni na warto$¢ wskaznika
nosnosci CBR. Acta Sci. Pol. Architectura, 15(2), 45-54.
Cwiakata, M., Gajewska, B., Kraszewski, C., & Rafalski, L.
(2016). Laboratory Investigations of Frost Susceptibility of
Aggregates Applied to Road Base Courses. Transportation
Research Procedia, 14, 3476-3484. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
trpro.2016.05.312

Ebels, L. J., Lorio, R., & van der Merwe, C. (2004). THE
IMPORTANCE OF COMPACTION FROM AN HISTORICAL
PERSPECTIVE. Proceedings of the 23rd Southern

African Transport Conference, 55-55. https://doi.
0rg/10.1177/106002807400800201

Esfahani, M. A., & Goli, A. (2018). Effects of Aggregate
Gradation on Resilient Modulus and CBR in Unbound Granular
Materials. International Journal of Transportation Engineering,
5(4), 367-381.

Franco, C. A., & Lee, K. W. (1987). Improved California Bearing
Ratio Test Procedure. Transportation Research Record, 91-97.
GUS. (2020). Maty Rocznik Statystyczny Polski 2020.
Hajiannia, A., Dorobati, M. T., Kasaeian, S., & Baghbadorian,
S. B. (2006). Correlation between the results ofthe PLT and
CBR tests to determine the elasticity modulus. The 16th
International Conference on Soil Mechanics and Geotechnical
Engineering, October, 537-541.
http://redstone-exploration.com/country-profiles/poland/.
(2021).

Hydzik-Wisniewska, J. (2020). The relationship between the
mechanical properties of aggregates and their geometric
parameters on the example of polish carpathian sandstones.
Archives of Civil Engineering, 66(3), 209-223. https://doi.
org/10.24425/ace.2020.134393

Hydzik-Wiéniewska, )., & Bednarek, L. (2020). Statistical
analysis of mechanical properties on the example of
aggregates of Carpathian sandstones. Studia Geotechnica et
Mechanica, 42(4), 366-375. https://doi.org/10.2478/sgem-
2020-0003

Hydzik-Wisniewska, J., Wilk, A., Bednarek, t., & Olesiak, S.
(2018). Mixture of Crushed-Stone Aggregate as Material for
Substructure Layers. Studia Geotechnica et Mechanica, 40(2),
154-162. https://doi.org/10.2478/sgem-2018-0014

Jiang, Y., Wong, L. N. Y., & Ren, J. (2015). A numerical test
method of California bearing ratio on graded crushed

rocks using particle flow modeling. Journal of Traffic and

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32

[33]

[34]

[35]

An assessment of how penetration curve adjustment affects the California bearing ratio (CBR) == 335

Transportation Engineering (English Edition), 2(2), 107-115.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtte.2015.02.004
Judycki, )., Alenowicz, J., Dotzycki, B., Jaskuta, P., & Pszczota,
M. (2012). Propozycja zmian terminologii drogowych
konstrukcji nawierzchni podatnych i pétsztywnych i jej
zastosowanie w nowym katalogu. Drogownictwo, 12, 405-410.
Katte, V. Y., Mfoyet, S. M., Manefouet, B., Wouatong, A. S.

L., & Bezeng, L. A. (2019). Correlation of California Bearing
Ratio (CBR) Value with Soil Properties of Road Subgrade Soil.
Geotechnical and Geological Engineering, 37(1), 217-234.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10706-018-0604-x

Koziot, W., Géralczyk, S., Baic, I., & Borcz, A. (2017). Regionalne
zmiany bazy surowcowej kruszyw naturalnych do budowy drég
i autostrad. Magazyn Autostrady, 3, 46-52.

Koziot, W., & Kawalec, P. (2008). Kruszywa alternatywne w
budownictwie. Kruszywa, 34-37.

Lorek, A. (2015). Eksploatacja surowcéw skalnych na terenie
wojewédztwa Slaskiego. Przeglgd Gorniczy, 7, 62-68.
Mackiewicz, P., & Szydto, A. (2015). Technologie budowy drég
betonowych w Swietle nowego ,,Katalogu typowych konstrukcji
nawierzchni sztywnych” Czes¢ 1 Nawierzchnie dla drég
gminnych. Builder, 5, 74-80.

Marsh, A. (1983). Force penetration curve corrections in the
CBR test. Highway Engineer, 30.

Nguyen, B. T., & Mohajerani, A. (2015). Prediction of California
Bearing Ratio from Physical Properties of Fine-Grained Soils.
International Journal of Civil, Structural, Construction and
Architectural Engineering, 9(2), 136-141. http://citeseerx.ist.
psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.674.2360&rep=repl&
type=pdf

Pitat, ). (2004). Nawierzchnie asfaltowe. Wydawnictwa
Komunikacji i tacznosci.

PN-EN 13286-2: 2010. Mieszanki niezwigzane i zwiqzane
hydraulicznie -- Cze$¢ 2: Metody badar laboratoryjnych
gestosci na sucho i zawarto$ci wody -- Zageszczanie metodq
Proktora. (2010).

PN-EN 13286-47: 2012. Mieszanki niezwigzane i zwiqzane
spoiwem hydraulicznym -- CzeS¢ 47: Metoda badania

do okreslenia kalifornijskiego wskaznika no$nosci.
natychmiastowego wskaznika nosnosci i pecznienia liniowego.
(2012).

PN-S 06102: 1997. Drogi samochodowe -- Podbudowy z kruszyw
stabilizowanych mechanicznie. (1997).

Pourkhorshidi, S., Sangiorgi, C., Torreggiani, D., & Tassinari,

P. (2020). Using Recycled Aggregates from Construction

and Demolition Waste in Unbound Layers of Pavements.
Sustainability, 12(22), 1-20. https://doi.org/10.3390/
su12229386

Radziszewski, P., Pitat, J., Plewa, A., & Krdl, J. (2010).
Konstrukcje asfaltowych nawierzchni drogowych z
zastosowaniem kruszyw polodowcowych. Drogi i Mosty, 4,
354-358.

Ratna Prasad, R., & Darga Kumar, N. (2015). Effect of Fly Ash
on CBR Results of Granular Sub Base Subjected to Modified
Compaction. International Journal of Engineering Trends and
Technology, 29(1), 35-40. https://doi.org/10.14445/22315381/
ijett-v29p207

Rehman, A., Farooq, K., Mujtaba, H., & Altaf, 0. (2015).
Estimation of California Bearing Ratio (CBR) From Index



336 —— tukasz Bednarek $ sciendo

Properties and Compaction Characteristics of Coarse. Sci./mt.
(Lahore), 27(6), 6207-6210.

[36] Sas, W., & Gtuchowski, A. (2014). NoSnos¢ podtoza drogowego
z destruktu betonowego na przyktadzie badai CBR. Civil and
Enviromental Engineering, 5, 149-154.

[37] Shoop, S. a, Diemand, D., Wieder, W. L., & Seman, P. M. (2008).
Predicting California Bearing Ratio from Trafficability Cone
Index Values Cold Regions Research.

[38] Talukdar, D. K. (2014). A Study of Correlation Between
California Bearing Ratio (CBR) Value With Other Properties
of Soil. International Journal of Emerging Technology and
Advanced Engineering, 4(1), 559-562. http://citeseerx.ist.psu.
edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.643.688&rep=rep1&type
=pdf

[39] Tan, Y., Hu, M., & Li, D. (2016). Effects of agglomerate size
on California bearing ratio of lime treated lateritic soils.
International Journal of Sustainable Built Environment,

5(1), 168-175. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijsbe.2016.03.002

[40] Tarasewicz, P., Cwigkata, M., Greinert, A., & Korzeniowska,

J. (2013). Wykorzystanie gruntow rodzimych do budowy drég
lokalnych na terenach wiejskich. Budownictwo i Architektura,
12(3), 129-136.

[41] Turnbull, W. )., & Ahlvin, R. G. (1957). Mathematical
expression of the CBR (California Bearing Ratio) relations. 4Th
International Conference on Soil Mechanics and Foundation
Engineering, 178-180.

[42] Wojewodzka-Krol, K. (2017). New Concepts of Reducing
Problems in the Development of Transport Infrastructure
in Poland. Zeszyty Naukowe Uniwersytetu Szczecifiskiego
Problemy Transportu i Logistyki, 39(39), 59-70. https://doi.
0rg/10.18276/ptl.2017.39-06

[43] Xiao, Y., Tutumluer, E., Qian, Y., & Siekmeier, J. (2012).
Gradation effects influencing mechanical properties of
aggregate base-granular subbase materials in Minnesota.
Transportation Research Record, 2267, 14-26. https://doi.
0rg/10.3141/2267-02

[44] Yoder, E. )., & Witczak, M. W. (1975). Principles of pavement
design (2d ed.). Wiley New York.

[45] Zawisza, E., & Gruchot, A. (2017). WytrzymatoS¢ na $cinanie
inodnos¢ kruszywa z zuzli paleniskowych w zaleznosci od
warunkéw wodnych. Acta Sci. Pol. Formatio Circumiectus,
16(4), 13-22.



