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Selective field injections for verification and demonstrate application. P — | ' different solutions.
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« Can be mitigated through proper stabilization methods. g
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» Traditional stabilization methods may be expensive and not as effective. o

« Major challenges in constructing basements or shelters in presence of expensive
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« Certain level of success in reducing swell in both cases. g

* Lime treatment required repeated injections. —

« Potassium treatment did not require repeated injections, hence more o

efficient. B
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Distribution of expansive soil prone
areas throughout the U.S.

Highest PVR reduced to less than 1-inch; Pl values reduced significantly; B

significant reduction in shrink and swell potential due to stabilization. o
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« Laboratory testing in Atterberg limits (ASTM D4138), Grain size analysis (ASTM
| D422), One-Dimensional swell (ASTM D4546 Test method B) and Linear
shrinkage (Tex-107-E)
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