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Table 2 Mix Designation
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Table 3 Typical Mix Proportions to make 1 cu.m.
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of Concrete

: .
MIX % MIX | | CEMENT | AGGREGATE
CODE | PROPORTION ; NT: CONTENT

; by wt. " (kg.)

______ o
304 ; 3t ‘*" 1% 2,000
258 % 1:3.244 /55 114\ 250 2,000
30B E 1:2.6 | ,r!fa‘ 300 1% 2,000
358 § 1:2.29: 0.55 4 350 2,000
40B % 1:2:3 dj ; () 200\ 2,000
30C E 1:2.67:4 't does 4 30 2,000

.

———————————

ﬂﬂﬂﬂ]‘l’l&]ﬂ‘ﬁ"ﬂﬂ?ﬂ‘i
a‘maﬁnm UAIINYAY

WATER
CONTENT

(xi)

—— ——— . ————- — —

137.5
165.0
192.5
220.0

i

|

|

|

i

!

|

i

!

I 144.0
i

i

i

i

i

i

!

i

i

] 186.0
1
i



34

» Table 4 Details of Vacuum Dewatering Process
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Table 5 Development of Compressive Strength with Age.
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Development of Compressive Strength

Table 5 (cont.)

with Age.
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Development of Splitting Tensile Strength
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(" Table 7 (cont.) Development of Modulus of Rupture with Age.
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Development of Compressive Strength with Age

Table 8

( under Curing Conditions )
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Table 8 (cont.) Development of Compressive Strength with Ag

( under Curing Conditions )
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Development of Splitting Tensile Strength
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Development of Modulus of Rupture with Age
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Summary of the Ultimate Strength
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Fig. lg The Filter Pad
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Fig. (7 Typical Arrangement of Pre-fabricated Formwork

for Each Mix
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Fig. 11 'The Water Extracted
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Fig. 12 Test Setup for Modulus of Rupture




Test Setup for Compressive Strength
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Fig. 14 Test Setup for Modulus of Rupture
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Fig. 52 Rate of Flexural Strength Gain (30B)
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