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Abstract In ecological protection technique of rock slope, as a
new slope protection technique, the selection of substrate is the
most important. The laboratory tests are carried out to determine the
influencing factors of water, soil, cements, and compound material
of organic matter and fiber. The orthogonal analysis method is used
to evaluate the primary and secondary relations to the index. At last,
the optimal scheme and optimal technological condition for the
influencing factors are proposed, which show that, (1) in order to
obtain the maximum strength of 7 day lasting test, the optimal
combination of each factor is A,B,C,D,, that is 120 g for cements,
820 g for soil, 220 g for compound material of organic matter and
fiber, and 1 200 g for water; (2) in order to obtain the maximum
strength of 14 days lasting test and 28 days lasting test, the optimal
combination of each factor is A,B,C,Ds, that is 120 g for cements,

820 g for soil, 220 g for compound material of organic matter and
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fiber, and 1 100 g for water.
Keywords ecological protection technique; substrate; orthogonal
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° Table 2 Compositions in differents factor levels
o L"), L n 1%
, ;m s 1 90 750 180 900 1920 4.69
3T 2 90 820 220 1000 2 130 4.23
. . 3 90 890 260 1100 2 340 3.85
4 , 4 90 960 300 1200 2550 3.53
) 4 ) 5 120 750 220 1100 2 190 5.48
’ 1 6 120 820 180 1200 2320 5.17
7 120 890 300 900 2210 5.43
1 ( :9) 8 120 960 260 1000 2 340 5.13
Table 1 Factor levels 9 150 750 260 1200 2360 6.36
10 150 820 300 1100 2370 6.33
(A) (B) (D) 11 150 890 180 1 000 2220 6.76
(C) 12 150 960 220 900 2230 6.73
1 90 750 180 900 13 180 750 300 1000 2230 8.07
2 120 820 220 1 000 14 180 820 260 900 2160 8.33
3 150 890 260 1 100 15 180 890 220 1200 2 490 7.23
4 180 960 300 1200 16 180 960 180 1100 2 420 7.77
4 cm ,2d ,
, 25 mm , o 3d.7d.14d 28d ,
, 3,
. ( 12 , 3 .7
), ) .14 28 ,
o s 4 cmx4 cmx .
( :kPa)
Table 3 Result of the tests
3d 7d 14 d 28 d
1 36 34 33 68 69 71 115 114 114 119 118 119
2 43 45 42 75 78 76 120 124 120 126 127 124
3 38 37 35 62 65 64 91 94 90 101 103 100
4 46 47 44 70 69 74 97 95 99 106 109 112
5 110 106 109 160 160 161 168 212 217 264 235 279
6 154 161 158 166 164 164 175 177 175 189 195 192
7 56 54 57 68 73 74 84 80 81 98 105 118
8 31 29 28 37 40 38 60 56 69 70 82 84
9 15 16 18 24 22 24 29 28 29 35 37 40
10 40 46 44 52 51 53 75 71 72 91 99 94
11 39 40 41 66 64 63 74 73 74 85 83 84
12 23 20 22 25 24 25 29 27 29 38 37 37
13 25 24 25 29 31 29 37 38 40 46 44 45
14 66 57 48 73 72 75 80 82 82 88 88 86
15 31 28 47 91 95 97 110 113 112 130 130 132
16 47 43 42 56 58 55 79 81 81 117 115 120
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k=2.91x12/16., 4 . .
4 emx4 cmx4 cm , ) ,
, . 3d.7d,
2.91 kPa/0.01 mm, 14d 28d 5 .
4 ( :kPa)
Table 4 Reduced data for the tests without side confinement
3d 7d 14 d 28 d
1 78.57 7311 71.15 14841 15059 15496  250.99 24881 24881 259.72  257.54  259.72
2 93.85 9821  91.67 163.69 17024 16587 261.90 270.63 261.90 27500 277.18  270.63
3 8249 8075 7639 13532 14186 139.68 198.61  205.16 196.43 22043 22480 218.25
4 10040  102.58  96.03 15278 15059 16151  211.70  207.34 21607 23135 237.89 24444
5 240.08 23135 237.89 34920 34920 35138  366.66 462.69 473.60 576.18  512.89  608.92
6 336.11 35138  344.84 36230 357.93  357.93 381.94 38630 381.94 41249 42559  419.04
7 12222 117.86 12440 14841 15932  161.51 18333 17460 17678 21389  229.16  257.54
8 67.66 6329 6111  79.66  86.65 8294 13095 12222 15059 15278 17897  183.33
9 3274 3492 3929 5238  48.02 5238 6329 6111 6329 7639  80.75  87.30
10 8730 10040  96.03 11349 11131 11567 163.69 15496 157.14 198.61  216.07  205.16
11 8512 8730  89.48 14405 139.68 137.50 16151  159.32 16151 18551 181.15  183.33
12 5020 4365 4802 5456 5238 5456 6329 5893 6329 8294  80.75  80.75
13 5456 5238 5456 6329  67.66 6329  80.75 8294 8730 10040  96.03 9821
14 144.05 12440 10476 15932  157.14  163.69 17460 17897 17897 192.06 192.06  187.70
15 67.66  61.11  102.58 198.61  207.34 211.70  240.08 246.62 24444 28773 28373  288.09
16 10258 9358 9167 12222 12659  120.04 17242 17678 17678 25535 25099  261.90
600 -
5 ( :kPa) | p
Table 5 Average reduced data for the tests results 500 -
—— | St
— [ « o oRE
3d 7d 14 d 28 d 400 |- 2 gl £
. L, x A| ¢ SHEH
6 H
1 74.28 15132 24953 25899 E 300 F 75
2 94.58 166.60 26481 27427 = S5 40
- *— 105 i
3 80.03 13895 20006  221.16 200 F et Lo
4 99.67 15496 21170  237.89 I o l2gug
5 236.44 34993 21170 566.00 100 - A (4B E
6 34411 35939 38339 419.04 L e
7 121.49 156.41 178.24 233.53 0 5 10 15 20 25 3';]
8 64.02 83.08 13459  171.69 I fe)/d
9 35.65 50.93 62.57 81.48
10 94.58 11349 15860  206.61 1
11 87.30 14041 160.78  183.33 Fig. 1 Variation of the strength of the
12 47.29 53.84 61.84 81.48 samples with time
13 53.84 64.75 83.66 98.21 P
14 124.40 160.05  177.51  190.61
15 77.12 205.88 24371  285.18 3
16 96.03 12295 17533 256.08
5 , o , 3d
1, , 1~16 , 6.
. 14d , 144 6 ,K(i=1,2,3,4) i
5 , o , ;K=K/4;R K,
, 284d , .T
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Table 6 Extreme difference analysis for the 3 days

average strength
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Table 7 Extreme difference analysis for the 7 days

average strength

A B o D 3d A B o D 7d
/kPa /kPa
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1 1 1 1 1 74.28 1 1 1 1 1 151.32
2 1 2 2 2 94.58 2 1 2 2 2 166.60
3 1 3 3 3 80.03 3 1 3 3 3 138.95
4 1 4 4 4 99.67 4 1 4 4 4 154.96
5 2 1 2 3 236.44 5 2 1 2 3 349.93
6 2 2 1 4 344.11 6 2 2 1 4 359.39
7 2 3 4 1 121.49 7 2 3 4 1 156.41
8 2 4 3 2 64.02 8 2 4 3 2 83.08
9 3 1 3 4 35.65 9 3 1 3 4 50.93
10 3 2 4 3 94.58 10 3 2 4 3 113.49
11 3 3 1 2 87.30 11 3 3 1 2 140.41
12 3 4 2 1 47.29 12 3 4 2 1 53.84
13 4 1 4 2 53.84 13 4 1 4 2 64.75
14 4 2 3 1 124.40 14 4 2 3 1 160.05
15 4 3 2 4 77.12 15 4 3 2 4 205.88
16 4 4 1 3 96.03 16 4 4 1 3 122.95
K, 348.56 40021  601.72 367.46 K, 611.83 61693  774.07 521.62
K, 766.06 657.67 45543 299.74 K, 948.81 799.53 77625 454.84
K, 264.82 36594 3041 507.08 K; 358.67 641.65  433.01 72532
K, 35139 307.01  369.58 556.55 K, 553.63 414.83  489.61 771.16
K, 87.14 100.05  150.43 91.87 T=1730.83 K, 15296 15423 19352 13041  7-9470.94
K, 191.52 16442  113.86 74.94 K, 23720 199.88  194.06 113.71
K; 6621  91.49 76.03  126.77 K; 86.97 16041 10825 181.33
K, 87.85  76.75 9240 139.14 K, 13841 10371 12240 192.79
R 12531  87.67 744 642 R 147.53  96.17 85.81  79.08
, 3d A , 28 d ,
, R=125.31, 3d :A— A;B,C,Ds, 120 g. 820 g. 220 g
B—C—D, 3d , 1100 g,
AB,C\D,, 120 g 820 g.
180 g 1200 g, , 7d.14d284d 4
s 7~ 90 5 N N
7 , 7d A 4 , ,
, , R=147.53, 7d ,
:A—>B—C—D. 7 @ 7d ,
7 d N A2B2C2D4, 120 F3N 820 g.
AB,C,D,, 120 g 820 g 220 g 220 g 1200 g; @ 14 d 28 d
1200 g. 8 9 14 d 28 d ,
A , , R A,B.C.Ds, 120 g. 820 g. 220 g
171.69  209.34, 14 d A 1100 g, ,
C—B—D, 28 d A—C—D— ,
B, 8 9 , 14 d .
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Table 8 Extreme difference analysis for the 14 days
average strength
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Table 9 Extreme difference analysis for the 28 days
average strength

A B C D 14 d A B C D 28 d
/kPa /kPa
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
1 1 1 1 1 249.53 1 1 1 1 1 258.99
2 1 2 2 2 264.81 2 1 2 2 2 274.27
3 1 3 3 3 200.06 3 1 3 3 3 221.16
4 1 4 4 4 211.70 4 1 4 4 4 237.89
5 2 1 2 3 211.70 5 2 1 2 3 566.00
6 2 2 1 4 383.39 6 2 2 1 4 419.04
7 2 3 4 1 178.24 7 2 3 4 1 233.53
8 2 4 3 2 134.59 8 2 4 3 2 171.69
9 3 1 3 4 62.57 9 3 1 3 4 81.48
10 3 2 4 3 158.60 10 3 2 4 3 206.61
11 3 3 1 2 160.78 11 3 3 1 2 183.33
12 3 4 2 1 61.84 12 3 4 2 1 81.48
13 4 1 4 2 83.66 13 4 1 4 2 98.21
14 4 2 3 1 177.51 14 4 2 3 1 190.61
15 4 3 2 4 243.71 15 4 3 2 4 285.18
16 4 4 1 3 175.33 16 4 4 1 3 256.08
K, 926.1 830.08 969.03 667.12 K, 99231 100468 1 117.44 764.61
K, 1 130.54 98431 1004.68 634.84 K, 1390.26 1090.53 120693 727.5
K, 110.95 19570  143.68 242.08 K, 552.9 923.2 664.94 1 249.85
K, 170.05 14587 158.05 225.34 K, 830.08  747.14 77624 1023.59 72376555
1:<1 231.53 207.52 24226 16678 . o000 1:<1 248.08  251.17 27936  191.15
K, 282.64 246.08 251.17 160.96 K, 34757  272.63  301.73  181.88
K, 11095 19570 143.68 242.08 K, 1382 23080 16624  312.46
K, 170.05 14587 158.05 225.34 K, 207.52  186.79 194.06  255.90
R 171.69 10021  107.49  81.12 R 209.34 85.84 192.24  130.58
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