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B . LT X Z MR V5 K WAL R A gY , R LI R EE o8 Si0, AT ALO,, HEE & EKTF
0.3%. AMFXTHRTGIRKSBETAI)E, ¥EElErEHZRE, Do, 10%. 20%. 30% &I
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BRT5 YR IR TR Bk T AR} g 22 PR RE K Ak ok 2 77 A2 B 52 o O oM YRR R T YR A IR U TR
B 80 1%) H, IO I AT RAE, PR IE TS Ve 1B 0 oot 1R 8 1 1 i R 68 (ol 42 G 179 5% 1) R
BB EHLEE, AR SEBR T AR B LB 2%
1 #Rl5E*%
1.1 LER

Se R S GRIEERR ER K V8 ) (GB175-2007) bR i) P-042.5 MM kERE Eh /K e, Jfa it
XRF X} b 2 25 7K V5 R E B, KIS EE A5 0 Sio, AL ALO,, SRk 1 iR, mAK
e VG2 MK 44K IS VR MR EE L8 Rk, i m4n s e IR JC il ik iE M, K &t BT i
L RS S TS e E T S 3R i 7E 800 °C NBRE 2 h, DARRMR A ML % 0, 45 g S T TS

=1 HAKTREXRENXGER

Table 1 XREF test results of feed-water sludge % (JBTi 53 4K)
FE b CaO  Si0O, ALO, Fe0, TiO, MgO KO PO, SO, Lol HE
LK 5 e 159 3558 3226 <625 042 136 159 028 092 19.04 0.71
MRRKT 15 401 3416 3076 698 . 045 102 144 056 1.18 1887 0.57
FUKT 5l 139 3583 31,60 579 047 099 162 029 077 1978 1.47
MUK 52 3.98 3394 2954 531 051 098 087 038 165 2009 275
7K 56.12  19.84 . 9.63 567 068 237 195 017 144 158 055

1.2 SIEACEE

MR A i 2% Gl IR EE A LB LR ) (JGI55-2011) U0, A AR 58 A TRl 40 15
Ve K45 PR BE -t Re sz, AR BTG Ie AR Lol 10% ., 20% F1 30%, il & 7K Je i3k (P) Je b3k
(M) IREE, el R SRR B K K L2 590 9 0.33 10.47, i J v 285 sl 7 70 5 3 A 00 9 5 38 2 1 7 2
WA =S DL, Bl iR 2 s .
1.3 L HE
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1) K R B I T IR 4 S HREA LR

AEE A E,  Jeds 405 15 e K 5 K e (% 7Iq') b Table 2 Mix proportions for cement paste samples g
G IFBEFE 2min Ze Ay, SRV A 2K 5 2 o
SEHEPE 2min, BRGSO EA 20 mmx T n KT K sle WUKHE R
20 mm><20 mm I BER iR & 520 B9 RDIR LA MO 280 1500 600 0 12 2392
40 mmx40 mm> 160 mm AL R SE LL R ER S M-10 280 1500 540 60 12 2392
M. BOAEIRIEIE ((25£0.5) T, 96%) R4 P 0 s 150 a0 120 12 2392
HFEyE 7. 28d, 4545 4RI, M-30 280 1500 420 180 12 2392
2) BUPEA R K AR R S v . SR (G o % o s o e 1076
IR EE - T F R Tk AnE ) (GB/T P10 26 o 7 s 6 1076
50081-2002)°" H B AR SRR MEAT IR BE LI F 00 6 0 @ 16 16 1076
Po 5 BE K . XS Z AT 4 (Ultima P30 26 0 56 24 16 107.6
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IV A, T B 20=5°~70°; 3B T B 0MES (Zeiss Sigma 300 1) 5 #AH 437 (STA2500 %),
WA NN, FHEEZR 10 C-min™' 20 B I8 008575 V8 K 5 TR EE T AT RO AL % . 25 #4728 1k K ok 4k =
Y254k

3) JE PR R I BT AR R B TR BN 98%, W E N 1.84 grem”®, BRERIA IR ( Tl
AEHUB B T AR I ) (GB/T50046-2018)! L il T 42 ¥k BE A 1% B H,SO, ¥ W o F 4 A IA] e Th 1)
AR AR Ph S R SR AR L 1:5) 6

R R pH I (pHS-25 2Y) WE I W pH, Y TR VWK pH b T3] 4 I3 033 79 8 Dl i
PLUASH o R R, SR AMIE S A 4h, 0 % B 8 T e 3 AN H kU 38 i XRD, TG,
SEM #R 5% 1R 5E 1= A4 R4 P 388 19 G084 o A 485 44 1 A2 4k o
2 #BR512
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1) B Y5 U R b o R 5 7K e 9 43 B[] A 2 )
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. BEAEWTE] . ZEMER I T EE ) (GB/T1346-2011) 23 SR T AR HEHH 5 5 7K 2 FHBESS I (]I 36, 45 3R
W2 3 Fs . FEKIR B I T5 Ve IR S B ok e e iy b viE B B 5k &, JF HBEE B & i,
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e 3 TR bR fE K R KRR B4 A0 B B[] 2R 200

R3 SRBAENIRETEEEKE R ERE N
min, ZCHERE (] 305 min, 445 A G5 TR K SEAE o i

Table 3 Influence of sludge addition on water demand and

J&, P10, P20. P30 FY4] kK 2358 if (A1 24545 il setting time
WA, HLFE A 45 5 00 35 I Bk 25 ) 1) 5 A oy IR bR W st
B WREMAREERF NGB AMMEE  BRe Skl Wilmin 6w
R, Wb ALO, MFELERT LA I ik PO 0 313 00 305
LK, FRLU PO R WL KR P10 10 322 0 2%
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SRR, Rk, 7E KRR (28d) A BE T AR R A B 0 =R AE 260=29.5 °4b C,S B i AR B
(AT S W 2 73 kg T KAk S A R R w0 o SR R 1 R IRt Ok Ab S RS 4 A 1) R AR BRI AR, X
PG TH B C,S J C,S 7K AL BRI 5 e 18 0 Z Mk, SorE i 45 R 5 I B A R R & i
FISEINA 5, 5P R EE IR rh B A% K TG U8 52 5 21 5 PR L 1 R SR — B

E—5fLf1 P—Ca(OH), Q—SiO,
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Fig.2 XRD patterns of materials after hydration for different time
fi By XRD-Rietveld X 44 ) 25 5 BE ST 00, 7K AL 7 d 0964 RE 45 &b B2 4 90 0 35.28% . 36.22% .
30.85% H128.95%; KAk 28 d F B4 K45 i BE 43551 0 30.92% . 28.18% . 27.49% Fl1 27.24%, X FP Rt
PATRE R T 2 R . He, BREIRGHERERKBARBIKRS M, HiK, 5k
BAMPOK L ER, AR RS R
(EAE SRR, A TSI X AR KA P2 M 2t 3 i T — 5 B . 1IE W 2(b) H 26=9.3°
FiER, BAR B I bR 32 B K AL = ) 9 Thaumasite(C-S-H), 5B RN EZ )G, T B Y5
R 20=9.2°4b JIT 7R () AFt(C-A-S-H). X EZJE i Fis et e M & »-ALO, Z 5Kk, A ™4 C-A-
S-H, WMV Ie T RS 5K RN, R R & 8K A= Y A B
ARG R TG % 1 50 B IG5 75 U6 AR 2 ok A 7= 9 & B 09 52, 78 R T B B PN T/
PREVE, WA KA AP 2 . IR TE AR HE SR T SR 7 A 28 d IR I 1Y TG-DTG &3 1 5] 3(a)
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B, ARFEAERRME S 3R R kAL 7 d 121, 28 d I H1AY DTG 1% 5t /&l 3(b). &l 3(c) fr s .

WA 3(a) BT~ . TG-DTG M4k B4 3 MU B a R mIN B % — A WB o C-(A)-S-HIK, 75
110 °C /247 5 A B QB AK, 7E 400~550 °C Ze 475 58 = AN B BE A B R 5% 14 0 it Iz
N, FE550~750 C 247 . WA 3(b) Fion, KAk 7 d & HART, 8 A8RT5 8 KRR A 7~ ) C-8-H 1Y
W, — T ER TR A Ue BV BT B, DT AR B Y C-S-H B a4 IR T IR A
Ty — 7 A TR S SR 5 K R IR A R S 5K R, AR e SRR AR, Bl L $E
C,AH, 7E N ) C-A-H &EIE, 320 C-S-H it & 70 B F A% . 5] 3(b) DTG [ £ 7% 300 °C 4k C-A-H 4 Jiit 7K
M2k L BB IS T KB RN, C-A-H Bii 0500t , WISIE 7 B RN,

3100 0F 0
04 S ~ A
PN =04 =04
£ g e g CaCO, = &
© —04| ® -08 || /lc-s-H Ca(OH), & =08
Eﬁrj -08} E‘g—l.z - _[/—D7P0 g -l21 |
= _12} 3 Dy —D7P10 W 1%
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-l.6y - --- D7-P30 — D28-P3 Csh o caco,— DR7P30 ‘CSH GO, )
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3 Kkt 7d. 28dEHIRE L4 TG-DTG
Fig. 3 TG-DTG diagram of concrete samples aged 7d and 28d after hydration

XEAS [R5 75 Ve K45 & U 9 Ca(OH), iF K4 Ca(OH), REN KPS REBETHER
TERSN, SR FEEIF R, EFRIFT AR Table 4 The change result of the amount of Ca(OH), with the
SR, P10 il P20 B th Ca(OH), ff) i it 5 L amount of sludge

4% 51 LE X BE 4H 25 0.83% F1 0.59%, 454 XRD e Ca(OH), it 5r 4L

g5 Ar B, HE I AT R U= PR A AT e s R 7d 28d
Ji A 22 I K AR E R bk S CyS B2 C,S 17K Ak PO 6.52% 7.87%
AR R, AR B Ca(OH), F9J HE 20 Bm e P10 7.35% 6.99%
TXFREZ . TSR 7 d 8 D B P30 41 F 5 A P20 7.11% 7:43%
28 d i Wi P10, P20 P30 ik 41 7 Ca(OH), P30 6.26% 535%

() 0 4 B I IK T X R AL, mT R T 2

ME K . B, Ca(OH), 3272 & i % 8 RE MR £k /K Je TP A C,S T C,S /KA AE B, I A BR 5 VR R )5 7 B
B FEAR T°C,S MNC,S (1 i b, IR AE B Ca(OH), (1 5 & /e Bt b =z v /b s Hovk, 4895 R b il 1k
(1) ALO, T8 & R AK Ak N 1 FE — o 1 SR A4S

BTG UE IR 45 A TR 2 X6 J B AR R i AL AR B = A sg i o A& 3(c) i, R 8K Ak 28 d ik 0 Bif
BALG el F CaCO, B i B AL T XA . Xl Re 2 FRARIRKGE, Hp RS/
(1475 Je kL 2 5 KA A /N RUSH (R B RS S5 0, DT 6 7K A 3 2l 28 T M R FLBR 2549, (i
FOMEE, CO, NGt AR ELNER, M B CaCO, I8/ .

1 4 24 10 000 fi5 FH1EE 9 3257 28 d i HIAAE Y I F i R 45 SR . b /& (a) AIED (b) BEBH B UL %E
BN BORFZAR SR B, MK Tk AL F= 42 1 Ca(OH),. 7EIE 4(b) ', BEWLZL ] — L8 2Lk C-S-H
eI B 5 7 Ca(OH), fbik I, WA BRI . B 4c) H, PIFBESH4 Hh K AT 19 605 458 s AR
SEEF IR IS LA SRR, 5RO B . ] A(d) IEASILEE AR B S O BUIR I Ca(OH), FET 18 1R
FERRAT , TSR W R AR B P AR B 35, 458 XRD 3 #T, kS K 55 I K T A ALO, 5K TR
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Fig. 4 SEM-EDS diagram of 28d hydration age of test blocks with different dosage
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KALAE B C-A-H BEIE .

454 EDS X AKAL = Wi AT o, B AR TS I K G 1A &R 1Y Ca/Si L/ (1 1.88 Uil £ 1.33) ,
AUSI HEHER (1 0.31 89 % 0.67) , Xl FA 5 Je K& A Kl K R N T BOK 2% Ca/Si A9 C-S-H Bt
AR . HAMSRRW, 4 C-S-H 1Y AUSI Fb>0.1 BF, 24 il & 88 A K f6 45 3 K A (C,ASH,) 75 7K
FRIR =45 (C,AH,) M AL (AH,)PY . AR E IS TR KX FALE) Al/Ca LL 228 0.17, HBARTE e
K JG B 20 ALYEA B C-S-H 45 ¥ v 4 il C-A-S-H, M1 58 Al/Ca L & 0.50, AlSi R =
0.67, S5 4(c. d) HFArHAEH KR C-A-S-H K Kz C-A-H BE I (445 S A0 X0

S X VO R K AR P A A AR ], (HILROUIE S B A Bk = 5 o K5 e B & (PO,
P10) M FE P2 R A B A /D, HoR A AR . I 20% 48 35 Je K B GRRE 8BS (B K Ak ™
AT REMEI A, P ATESHA AR R, WS A S C-S-H B I = 8] % 25 (1) 5
I, AH S T AR A A TN B, X AT R AR S U K 3B AR TR R I T R Y
J A
22 KREEEEMRIEFMER

1) B R JB5 ol I i R L 301

IR 23t 90 d B R S 1l S A W 55 AR 4k S O . . OONONR .. W
WA 5 BTR . i 30 d i PO I P1O 43K 14 %

A /D LI AR, P20 F1 P30 2H i kE 24 1 F
%, LB i eo dit, i5leis
(PO. P10) Wik HE I I 2L, A W 5 2 F G | _
%, P20 L # V%, RMA BN E, S L r— | S
ifif P30 4L AW A5 A FLAR A 5 S ok 90 d B ? -

PO 4 i x W] W Bk, A [ AR o A
A, RN R R ER JES k(R ) CaSO,2H,0. P10 g
H5 60dHILFRm N EAZ, EdiE CaSO, 190K
2H,0, M5 e & (P20, P30) 414 4 W :
TEH 5 60 d A AR A AN K - A ol 5 A0 01 5 REVARTDIRRERENUFREL
ﬁj%ﬁ/}{}ﬁ KE, BAEIGIIRIKIREESZ 26 Fig. 5 Appearance and morphology change of test block after
Eﬁ{ﬁ i B ﬂ:ﬁz g Bf% \ ﬁ' 2 A %ﬂ %‘% R immersion in sulfuric acid solution
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ORI 98D . A2 Pl 0 FT 30 d SRR BT 8 LA™ R, Ik B A B B K Y 70% K UL L
X2 KR i ] Ca(OH), it & 40 30 . B SV AT i 47, Ca(OH), BEIH #E ,  J 1l S5 1 2 2% 34 ¥
R

12 ML AE B R P A RE PO 4L . P10 4. P20 4L Al P30 41 (Y o & 45 2 SR AE 30 d B 4351 11.83% .
9.76% . 8.82% F1 10.89%; 7E 60 d I 43 5 H 14.69% . 13.81%. 12.31% Fl 13.47%; 7% 90°d B 4351 Ky
17.28% . 15.52%. 13.31% Fl 14.96%. 5 AU 4515 e JK B9 %5 BCALAH L, b 4505 e 38 & (P10,
P20) RES P RE T 4, JoH Rt 00 d JE S, P20 415 PO 41 B R R (H ik H 3.97%. Fih:
AR Al gt S 2 I 5 30 5 kR R K VR RD IR AR L, 4B A B TS U K A AR VR U A R IR P BRG]
Mif AVESEAF, HAEAER TS KA R 20%.

3) B IR ok e SR SO 43 BT

N T BRITETS TR R B R BE - Y AR R kc'i‘lj ¥=Cas0, - 20,0
f 4 ¥ 3 5t R
JEE AL, B Tl 90 d S Y 3R RRE R y " H T e
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155 %0 LA L X R I 10 R R v
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Hydration and sulfuric acid corrosion resistance of aluminum sludge ash
modified concrete
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Abstract In order to investigate the hydration characteristics of water supply aluminum sludge ash modified
concrete, samples’ were prepared with different dosages (0%, 10%, 20%, 30%) of calcined water supply
aluminum sludge ash and subjected to XRD, TG, SEM tests. Combined with sulfuric acid corrosion resistance
experiments, their corrosion resistance characteristics were analyzed. The results show that when the amount of
aluminum- sludge ash added to the water supply is 10%~20%, the flexural and compressive strength of concrete
can be improved, and the sulfuric acid corrosion resistance performance is optimal at the amount of 20%. This is
due to the pozzolanic effect of water supply aluminum sludge ash, which produces hydrated calcium silicate gel
(C-S-H) to fill capillary pores. The micro aggregate effect can also refine concrete pores and improve the
densification level of concrete microstructure; On the other hand, the addition of aluminum sludge ash in water
supply reduces the Ca/Si ratio of the system, increases the Al/Si ratio, reduces the content of hydration product
Ca(OH),, promotes the formation of acid resistant phases such as C-A-H, and thus reduces the invasion and
corrosion rate of the corrosive medium.This study can provide reference for concrete modification and the
development of corrosion-resistant concrete.

Keywords modified concrete; aluminum sludge; microstructure; corrosion resistance mechanism
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