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Water and Salt Migration and Deformation Characteristics of Gravelly

Sulfate—saline Soil Embankment

ZHANG Shasha'*", QTIAN Yu'*, WANG Lixin',ZHAO Kaixuan',ZHAO Yanhu'
(1. School of Highway, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, China;
2. Xi’an Key Laboratory of Geotechnical Engineering for Green and Intelligent Transport, Xi’an 710064, China)

Abstract: To evaluate the suitability of gravelly sulfate soil as high embankment fill in arid regions with
seasonally frozen ground, this study systematically investigated the effects of salt content, moisture content, and fine
soil content on the water—salt migration and deformation characteristics of the gravelly sulfate soil through constant—
temperature tests and freeze—thaw cycle tests under various conditions. The test results indicate that the increases in
salt content (0.5% ~0.9%) , moisture content (3.07% ~5.07%) , and fine soil content (0.3% ~5%) led to
reductions in the soil’s freezing temperature by 61.9%, 20.9%, and 4.96%, respectively. The freezing temperatures
of the tested soil samples ranged from —1.15 to —0.67 ‘C. With the increase of soluble salt content, the freezing

temperature gradually decreased, which could promote the migration of water and salt to the cold end. When the salt
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content of the sample was the same, increasing the fine soil content from 0.3% to 5% resulted in a 62.8% increase in

maximum deformation. Higher fine soil content and salt content were found to facilitate a shift in deformation

behavior from settlement to heave. The total deformation of the sample with 3% fine soil content was small, and the

distribution of water and salt was close to the initial value, indicating relatively stable. It is suggested that the fine

soil content controlled by the gravel sulfate soil high fill embankment in this area should not exceed 3%.

Key words: embankments ; gravel mixture fill ; fine soil ; water and salt migration ;salt—frost heaving deformation
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Tab.1 Grading of natural soil samples
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Tab.3 Design of the experimental scheme
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FRRMIGES C7 AN 5% 4kt 5.24 0.5
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Fig.6 Water content distribution curves under three working

conditions with a salt content of 0.9%
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Fig.9 Time variation curve of soil deformation under nine

working conditions
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