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Table1. Bentonite amount in soil specimens
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Fig.1. Grain size distribution curves of tested soils
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Table 2. Atterberg Limits of tested soils
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Table 5. Ionic exchange concentration for different soils
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Table 3. Optimum water content and maximum dry
densities of tested soils
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Table 4. Physical and chemical properties of CBR™
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Fig.2. Dry CBR values versus stabilizer content for
different soil type
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Fig.3. Soaked CBR values versus stabilizer content for
different soil type
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