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A method for predicting the full age strength of cement-solidified soft soil
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Abstract: Based on the functional relationship without fitting parameters beween the unconfined compressive strength
and the age which was proposed by Yang et al.. A new formula without fitting parameters was proposed for predicting
the unconfined compressive strength of cement treated soil during full age. The results show that the formula can

properly predict the strength growth of cement treated soil by comparing with the experimental data that was cited

from the literatures.
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Table 1 Relationship between strength and age of cement-soil
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Figure 1 Schematic diagram for predicting the strength
of cement soil during full age
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Table 1 Test parameters of unconfined compressive strength of cement-soil
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Figure 2 Comparisons between predicted and experimental values of unconfined compressive strength
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