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Compound/ Property Cement
Chemical analysis (%)

Calcium oxide (CaO) T/
Silica (SiO2) \BVAR
Alumina (Al203) £/eY
Iron oxide (Fe203) VAR
Magnesium oxide (MgO) /0
Sodium oxide (Na20) YA
Potassium oxide (K20) NEX
Sulfur trioxide (SO3) Y/
Tri calcium silicate(C3S) o8/V .
Di calcium silicate(C2S) V4T
Tri calcium aluminate (C3A) o/u s
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Ceme

. Modifi
. w/C Combined nt' Toel ed Coarse aggregate Sand
Mix name Ratio percentage of  Weig water o (ke) (kg)
aggregates ht (kg)
(ke) (kg)
Sand Coarse G1 G2 S
S40G60-C300-0.35 0.35 300 105 162.07 867.88 371.95 826.55
S40G60-C300-0.40 0.40 40 60 300 120 175.98 851.18 364.79 810.65
S40G60-C300-0.45 0.45 300 135 189.88 834.49 357.64 794.75
S50G50-C300-0.35 0.35 300 105 162.07 723.23 309.96 1033.19
S50G50-C300-0.40 0.40 50 50 300 120 175.98 709.32 303:99 1013.31
S50G50-C300-0.45 0.45 300 135 189.88 695.40 298.03 993.44
S60G40-C300-0.35 0.35 300 105 162.07 578.58 247.96 1239.82
S60G40-C300-0.40 0.40 60 40 300 120 175.98 567.45 243.19 1215.97
S60G40-C300-0.45 0.45 300 130 189.88 556.32 238.42 1192.12
S540G60-C350-0.35 0.35 350 1225 177.13 830.73 356.03 791.17
S40G60-C350-0.40 0.40 40 60 350 140 193.35 811.25 347.68 772.62
S540G60-C350-0.45 0.45 350 1575 209.57 791.88 33933 754.07
S50G50-C350-0.35 0.35 350 1225 177.13 692.28 296.69 998.97
S50G50-C350-0.40 0.40 50 50 350 140 193.35 676.04 289.73 965.78
S50G50-C350-0.45 0.45 350 1575 209.57 659.81 282.78 942.59
S60G40-C350-0.35 0.35 350 1225 17713 553.82 237.35 1186.76
S60G40-C350-0.40 0.40 60 40 350 140 193.35 540.84 231.79 1158.93
S60G40-C350-0.45 0.45 350 1575 209.57 52785 226.22 1131.11
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Factor Factor

RuUN Factor 1 2 3 Response 1~ Response 2 Response 3 ~ Response4  Response 5
A B:W/C C:S/A  Vebe time Compressive Mod.ul.us of  Flexural tSerr:ISIﬁ.Ieng
Cement strength elasticity strength

strength
kg/m3 - - Sec MPa GPa MPa MPa

1 300 0.35 0.4 50 27.46 33.25 4.25 3.48

2 300 0.40 0.4 32 31.16 30.98 4.59 3.64

3 300 0.45 0.4 11 26.35 29.10 4.60 3.25

4 300 0.35 0.5 60 25.96 27.73 4.22 3.03

5 300 0.40 0.5 40 32.20 28.99 4.84 3.54

6 300 0.45 0.5 14 27.57 27.93 4.62 3.10

7 300 0.35 0.6 70 23.27 25.88 4.12 2.85

8 300 0.40 0.6 45 28.40 26.22 4.26 3.38

9 300 0.45 0.6 24 25.43 28.18 4.74 3.05

10 350 0.35 0.4 31 33.75 32.36 4.97 3.50

11 350 0.40 0.4 10 31.09 29.16 4.71 3.52

12 350 0.45 0.4 5 27.05 26.45 4.40 3.34

13 350 0.35 0.5 43 32.71 28.66 4.90 3.18

14 350 0.40 0.5 13 32.86 27.48 4.66 3.46

15 350 0.45 0.5 7 29.03 28.10 4.44 3.33

16 350 0.35 0.6 50 30.31 26.64 4.74 2.99

17 350 0.40 0.6 25 30.30 27.87 4.68 3.29

18 350 0.45 0.6 9 26.55 26.29 4.59 3.05

Js ANOVA Jyu> .0 Jyi>
Response Regression Source Sum of Squares  df F-value P-value
Model 6638.22 8 60.85 < 0.0001
A-Cement 1300.50 1 95.37 < 0.0001
B-W/C 4563.00 1 334.63 < 0.0001
C-S/IA 588.00 1 43.12 0.0001
Vebe time Quadratic A*B 65.33 1 4.79 0.0564
A*C 5.33 1 0.3911 0.5472
B*C 60.50 1 4.44 0.0644
B2 53.78 1 3.94 0.0783
c? 1.78 1 0.1304 0.7264
Model 138.27 8 12.92 0.0004
A-Cement 37.12 1 27.75 0.0005
B-W/C 10.98 1 8.21 0.0186
C-S/IA 13.23 1 9.89 0.0118
Compressive strength Quadratic A*B 23.52 1 17.58 0.0023
A*C 0.8216 1 0.6142 0.4534
B*C 4.82 1 3.60 0.0901
B2 37.17 1 27.78 0.0005
C? 10.61 1 7.93 0.0202
Model 64.70 6 16.87 < 0.0001
A-Cement 154 1 241 0.1491
B-wW/C 5.96 1 9.33 0.0110
Modulus of elasticity 2FI C-S/IA 34.07 1 53.30 < 0.0001
A*B 2.23 1 3.49 0.0886
A*C 2.88 1 4.50 0.0574
B*C 18.02 1 28.19 0.0002
Model 0.8124 6 7.44 0.0023
A-Cement 0.1901 1 10.45 0.0080
Flexural strength 2F1 B-W/C 0.0030 1 0.653 0.6921
C-SIA 0.0127 1 0.6964 0.4218




A*B 0.5419 1 29.77 0.0002
A*C 0.0052 1 0.2862 0.6033
B*C 0.0595 1 3.27 0.0980
Model 0.7771 8 9.19 0.0016
A-Cement 0.0064 1 0.6076 0.4557
B-w/C 0.0007 1 0.0639 0.8062
C-S/IA 0.3745 1 35.44 0.0002
Splitting tensile strength Quadratic A*B 8.333E-06 1 0.0008 0.9782
A*C 0.0003 1 0.0284 0.8699
B*C 0.0528 1 5.00 0.0522

B2 0.3422 1 32.38 0.0003

C2 0.0001 1 0.0095 0.9246

Where A%, B* and C*: second order effect, A*B, A*C, and B*C: interaction effects, df: degree of freedom, F-
values: Fisher statistical test values, P- values: Probability values
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Vebe time
Std. Dev. 3.69 R2 0.9818
Mean 29.94 Adjusted R2 0.9657
CV.% 12.33 Predicted R2 0.9389
Adeq Precision 26.8085
Compressive strength
Std. Dev. 1.16 R2 0.9199
Mean 28.97 Adjusted R2 0.8487
CV.% 3.99 Predicted R2 0.7125
Adeq Precision 12.3250
Modulus of elasticity
Std. Dev. 0.7995 R2 0.9020
Mean 28.40 Adjusted R2 0.8485
CV.% 2.81 Predicted R2 0.7139
Adeq Precision 14.7447
Flexural strength
Std. Dev. 0.1349 R2 0.8023
Mean 4.57 Adjusted R2 0.6944
CV.% 2.95 Predicted R2 0.6234
Adeq Precision 10.3178
Splitting tensile strength

Std. Dev. 0.1028 R2 0.8909
Mean 3.28 Adjusted R2 0.7940
CV.% 3.14 Predicted R2 0.5987
Adeq Precision 10.6131
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Correlation
Response

Cement (A) W/C (B) SIA (C)

Vebe time -0.439 -0.822 0.295
Compressive strength 0.497 -0.270 -0.297
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