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Los Angeles Abrasion Test for Estimating Engineering Index
on the Sedimentary Rocks of Kyeongsang Basin

u g o) Min, Tuk-Ki
= £ Moon, Jong-Kyu
o] A o Lee, Sang-1l

Abstract

Los Angeles abrasion loss test has usally been applied to the quarry for the purpose of aggregate hardness estimation.
324 blocks from 25 sites of Kyeongsang basin samples of sedimentary rock were examined and tested in laboratary.
This paper found that L. A. abrasion loss test is a good method to estimate engineering index such as uniaxial compressive
strength, elastic modulus, indirect tensile strength, point load strength index, Schmidt hammer rebound value of
sedimentary rocks with high correlation factor. Engineers will prefer L. A. abrasion loss test to the other one for design

and construction as this method is quick and easy.

2 KX
LA "pEE AJHS A48 FAY F=E gelshy] gt o $2 Aibe] My tifo s Agdste] gtk
2 Qe AREA HEdel AF ExuEo] At 25 ARIA AR 5L QBT 5 9l 324 HE| ARS
AL L A UPEEAFOR 25 TEANLE YT, GG I, A, HokE A=Al Schmidt
S WAl E 2] A3 AHS Adste] 39 BAMoR AR AHAS BAT A Fezt F2
RBAZY U2 Ak o] o] ohe FEA g 2T &Ajo] glonR ojfdw W2 Fgo] VIS
s bitey

Keywords : Brazilian test, Los Angeles abrasion loss test, Point load strength index, Regression analysis,

Sedimentary rock, Uniaxial compressive strength,

LM & AAE, BT Al 5ol B@ol 85 Utk
Z1EY} L. A. abrasion loss test(UfEEA| @) A= 5
oh e o S ERFAR] A, 2k A A AEE RS 9% AwE A3 A #e
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2. A7=E

LA olg Nge A48 27 238 Wil
Hated ASTM(C 131-89, 1989), (C 535-89, 1989), ISRM
(1978b)1 4] AAT Ao ST o5 28
33 9t FAUEIE AT ARUKS F 2508-1997)0]
o} %, npmgol Mow BA| 7|1E% st shusel 2
E, =29 7|34, =2 ballat ZAZ HFHet A
22 e B 4 ek olefet S nhugl o
o) wrt wae BAE AT ek APE Wz
3k o,

1960 ] SHHEE 19700 2281 A}o]of| Russia 2
SPAE L o] Aol 2elstel ehile] thgt 715 B
ahd, 2e)A A4S Mol A8 Aale 2w
At Kowalski(1966), Smorodinov £{(1970), Rzhevski
$(1971), Szlavin(1974)= A2 T2 72 AL At
o2 ntr gy d= g7t elo) AL F4lsl]
FARE Z=HL ThsA stgon, ASTMC 131-89,
1989)0l A= A8 A4 35lo] Los Angeles Abrasion
Test Method 2 HF3E8l¢itt. o]of ule}l Kazi $(1980-a),
Gunsallus 5(1984), Shakool 5(1993)2- 7tx= =33} ¢

16 et=XEss=2% H23d Hi1s

ol E94, A EAE £ & e e
9FEskYTh Cargill} Shakoor(1991)2 vhil &3} U=
USAELS] Aol 09240 w2 H=o] A4
2 AA ﬂ_ﬂ E3F 522 parameter®} =2 ARkA] 9]
BRAE Uste] &8 Folt
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E 1. AR MRXE U S

No. Group No. block 7} 4. MEKE HlZ
1 us/ub 19 (1~19) SL~HMZE 22245 M = ZEHHMEE A7 K shale(EEA), shaleRAl
2 | USAD | 12 (20-31) | SM-RINZr 3Eo4sH % EA(OY 81 €I) TR (EATE), At BT A
] ) M hale (ZATE),
3 US/UD | 14 (40~49C) | &4 H4T AMTBANEMB HAE]) | mudstone =514 mudstone, shale(S&7%)
shale Ao A
4 us/ub 8 (71~79) B Apt AEZAMET 3242) shale, AlRHIZE4),
Oj3Y oM TR (FEH LiN2l), Fiishale(Sd7X)
5 US/uD 10 (80~89) shale Eoi SA|
QlE~EAZE A2375M & 2Y (F8H A2 R shale (AT T)
6 USILUD | B 19097) | zess siatato) s£21(0.5mm) shaleo] Ef A
- N o . AR, 2} Mshale,
7 us/up 6 (100“’111) SM-EMTE 1E5xE 723 ('Stg %E{El) Al_o;.(ﬂi%/g) S| MDA
8 A 13 AS old7 MEE Woke| 9178 =2 &F KHshale, AlRHEZEAH
= o = =3| XM shale,
9 W 9 704? 9'\58 glgE Hl%al_—qlg 'Cll—Q—IEE 7Hg Al_%(x/\},) Shale_c[)_}\ﬂ
. § o | 2% TEE a8 oVl (UF-EY 25437 SR shale,
BHA THE (2 SBEX) AU(R23H), shale TA
11 JWS/JWD 13 A HFEA UEH 4B (FE2aM SER) A4 shale
om T [y} [=] — T/ o Af%"(ﬂi%é}'), shale o/ql
12 JS/JD 21 i RIZA| 0[BT R (RE25M SER) A shale
o/| LT O (s - = o Al'?:,’(ﬂﬁ%’}:"), Shale TA_”
13 KRS/KRD 8 A8 1332 AMAHH 0.|_Tv_p_| (?Dl- e il—ﬂ) XV\ﬁH Shale_
() o odt = = Ho Ai‘ob(ﬂ}%‘%g") shale ‘?‘HI
CHAEH A 2T ChARS Of2a A shale, ARRHLSEA),
| T 22 (RstmosM-EA HMTA) HZA 24 shale i 24|
. do e & XM shale, AR ESA),
15 cs 11 d YR IS US| (Y REUZR AY) shaleEeh oK °
16 YG 14 25 GYT H4H 4 (B] MeX £X) XHY shale, AlRHRZSY)
17 YC 19 48 g M Z2l (KA otd) R4 Aot
18 CJ 16 45 OtEA o3H ZHe| (Yot Add AEF) 3|, XM shale, S|MALRH(B 2
A2 osA AR 2N (452 A o) s
KIAH ALOF ws =4
19 B 9 TocsaM HRTAF R AER A ARRE shale( S E4)
A= o7 2NW Nga DA0E i SR ALK E AN ALOFS K
20 D 14 (685'* XtHo"E E—!’Q‘ 7§7HX| Al'_rE_Q') EM ghale, S| |'|:|(o o), |'|:|T ﬂ
21 E 9 45 43N EH o xe] 223554 EHAX| ZH shale, AFHEAD
2 ] 12 |3% 357 d5W =8e (ANE #H2 W) =24 shale 24 (B4)
2 M 10 |25 997 Aus ©3e o (N Kol HUeA 24 | 5 R4 shale, 5,314A2HDEEY)
24 z 18 | A% 70N ZuY gl (3ERA 1Y) O shale, FIEM AIRH(EY)
= s Sl XM shale, S|MARNHIESA),
25 N 25 e T ogH akiel (Fr33sd 2E) shale HTH SA
2570 A 324 blocks
Z coring8tATH Y& UHAE(UCS)E Al5E 2]H0] Zrel 298 diuste] z+ xulch 374 o4 o] of 7S
54mm, Z0) 110mm 7|Z 22 7F3819) 1, Brazilian test FH| sl
(BRZ)Al 2.2} point load strength test(PLS)A] &= UCS coringZH91-& A|AFEL7] Ao blocks H-beam Z-tfof
A2Z2 7VESE T USE cored)| A 71230 BRZA| & L& oFHE click band2 1A A7) & FH-E grinder2
E 27 o Zole] uj7t 1.00] MM EE Aysigon J2l& 3}al block?] bedding plane %! EA<SHR} #of
UCSA| 28} BRZA| R 7427 3708 122 A3t Ho| HAE L2 oFx]H ArejolA] Schmidt hammer €}
PLS(/) &2 LD = 1.0 04}, (L)8-2 L/D = 0.5-0.7 o] ANHS st
Aol Fl 2 Zu|3hgich UCSet BRZAESE o)A A8 vl -8 A] 8 (Los Angels abrasion loss : L. A. loss)S

szt
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15te] ASTM(C 131-89)74oll W2 YA o] g EEITE 3 2= 2% o] B AJEE Qo Aol
= blocko|A] coring& 3+ & W2 HE E5le] A& H 3& E AR 9] x|AshY Agduo] FYst Z A
g Rkt =9, EE 3sr 249 Hagke AEd Aotk
olg 7| F£H|E A|&E= AFel(sandstone), A (shale),o]
H(mudstone)d I (conglomerate) 0. & E- 7514 o0, 33 AlE7|E o dpy
Here g BRIt ojge AlRE XRFAIEE 3 & Si0, ‘
T 68% olAFS ARG 1 oJdlE MY Wl ooz 7 L A nt2EAIES A4t 42 Y A=d 5451
%J3}= Petijohn 5(1972)9] EHHS A-gstqct A3 At ABE 24| AR FHlste] HA Drumeo]
gt A|20f|A] sand stone, arkose, wacke, grey wackeS 3 BEFe A A RE Y-S T dA3 9] FA 2o
$}5l= A& Uarenaceous stone)S AFFC.E, mud stone, Fde A7 17mmo| 32 ntRE k& st o}
silt stone, clay stone©] 33+ argillaceous stoneS A Reg AYste] Yool daEA e s HHst
2, &4, 438 59 54 o] gl argillaceous stone2 = Al¥o|th
o]0 R, Smm o|AFe] HILRE LA UYL AYgez o] AlgHells MEA(EHE =3z AT
2. ¢Mo| 231X MY
AFA=ZT S HiE = T8
A 95.76 2.663 2.758 3.541 2.59
Ated 111.3 2.647 2.730 3.023 2.41
ot 52.6 2.638 2.797 6.062 4.26
At 50.6 2.592 2.7117 4.985 4.29
=t 93.5 2.649 2.751 3.778 3.09
E 3. X5, ASH XRFE
%I'&‘I I|§ SiOz AIan F6203 FeO Ca0 MgO Nazo KQO TiOQ P205 MnO Total
NSEZ 63.02 4.04 1.35 1.44 5.56 2.82 2.67 0.57 0.18 0.07 94.37
YUK 2 62.79 3.28 2.03 3.22 2.23 0.64 0.16 0.07 95.14
A olgEX 57.00 5.61 1.94 3.50 3.47 0.64 0.19 0.07 95.06
= SAEX 56.45 4,76 1.21 4.06 3.33 0.59 0.20 0.09 93.83
HAEA 62.83 2.27 1.30 3.84 1.86 0.60 0.06 94.10
2 = k - - :
NSEE 76.53 10.90 1.51 1.09 0.60 1.47 3.77 1.77 0.21 0.09 0.05 97.99
AR 73.95 11.85 2.10 1.03 0.93 2.35 3.40 1.68 0.28 0.10 0.05 97.70
Ao SFEN| 70.88 12.24 2.13 0.72 0.47 4.45 4.26 1.79 0.38 0.13 0.08 97.53
- SAMHEX| 72.88 1113 1.73 0.58 0.52 4.21 3.1 2.31 0.27 0.12 0.05 96.90
HUEA 75.23 12.47 1.25 1.05 0.54 2.09 419 1.82 0.22 0.09
= 3 : , + .
NSET
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o | 2EER
SNEX|
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H 4. ASTM AIE3H (L. A Abrasion loss)

Sieve Size (Square Openings) Weight of Indicated Sizes, ¢
Grading
Passing Retained On
A B C D
37.5mm(1.1/2 in.) 25.0mm(1 in.) 1250 + 25
25.0mm(1 in.) 19.0mm(3/4 in.) 1250 = 25
19.0mm(3/4 in.) 12.5mm(1/2 in.) 1250 £ 10 2500 £ 10
12.5mm(1/2 in.) 9.5mm(3/8 in.) 1250 = 10 2500 £ 10
9.5mm(3/8 in.) 6.3mm(1/4 in.) 2500 £ 10
6.3mm(1/4 in.) 4.75mm(No.4) 2500 £ 10
4.75mm(No.4) 2.36mm(No.8) 5000 £ 10
Total 5000 £ 10 5000 = 10 5000 £ 10 5000 £ 10
E 5 520l U 370 4 4 U= AEHTol0| B
. Number of Weight of
Grading Spheres Charge, g 41 }‘“0'
A 12 5000 + 25 CE
B 1 4584 + 25 o
c 8 3330 + 20 128709] a2 v &(L)T A5 G54 (00) 2t
D 6 2500 *+ 15 AFA-S BEAGH A3t AFR]g= R= 0.884(% Al
R=0940)2 4157+ WS TA7} 9lee vk 9l
Z2EZAE G2 sh= AgEo] lom 2IA] Al ok AFarde FAg Halkglo] HAA A4 Felel 1
= A2 FHo] 19mmol4t T5mm ol81E e sk gom WHE gl ol B4 AnE 4] 13 19
AlEH(ASTM C 535-89) 37.5mmo|3HE thAfo 2 &} 2@) 22 FHESFYCE vE-8-2 20~60% Afolo] %5 5
L NEHASTM C 131-89)0] itk of7|of wraks] & EEo] QL a7FEol| A oF7e) Fibo] glen, HAA
AsHe BT Ahso} Foko] ] EQNR A @i Hato] AA| epyith
A FAe) what 3747} SapAh KS F 2508(1997)2 ool £ 32,01+ 16.84 "
L =264.66*exp(-L /32.01)+16.
949} % 7 WS BUAA AR Ee] ek 2o P
TAWEL ASTMI} ZFom, ISRM (1978b)ollA =
o}
ASTMI} 28 02 34 Elo] glth. ASTMS] 4 42 A&
S X 42 Qgorstqirt
n MME‘} o 132749] ARQEAIEOIA TS R=0.877(3 T4
o= 2 earinedt T LFO.
2 AT A= AA = block Al RS coringdt & 42 R=0.936)2 =& AFTHAS Vel glou], xpzo] B

HAE Bkl 7 Al Aol wA Rate] AEE
71 2ol HhA 7smmrtA gE7E oY) Hdi++A
37.5mmz A3k 7]o] AlEW ASTM C 131-892] A
gradeo] &3} 105°C, 247+ AxE X729} 127
o] HFE AIF7)o Y32 30~33rpm HE2 5003 34
T AEste] #129HA(LTmm) 2 HA AR S £
Algoto] wiB.g g &3t gho] lossoFolt)h I 5% A
237 e AEF9 S AN Aok

T3 A= Q7= (ASTM D 2938-95, ISRM-1981),
AE AAFE(ASTM D 3969-952), H3FE74=(ASTM D
5731-95, ISRM-1985), Schmidt hammer €2 A|3|(ASTM
D 5873-00, ISRM 1981b) 3G 7)Zof wet

A Y=

=]
E

& A7)

AR AR T 2 pebteh ThEE 20-40% T
Z__}oﬂ .E_i7}. Z]ZE](H 018 S 01- I~ O]T;]— };“OIEE]. 131
Sigiat g T4 Frjoln, ol W WS rEgol
fEstehe oulolck oF FuE 4 29 17 2b)=

et
=286.24*exp(-£ /30.81)+11.30 (2)
43 0|}
ojere wXltto] 49702 A7| ol HAA AT
o] ZAgol, AA|<e= 0.8702.2, o] A 2 A4
TS YR 9lom, Bate 2 H2 ofych ok
E|Foto] BEIX|AS FHGD| 25t L A DI28 AlE 19



& 35~70% Afolof] 2 ExEFo] glon o) o ¢
ol visl Ador F=rt W) gRes A7
ok 4 33 39 2o ol ARE ®HEkT Qo

=217.15%exp(- £ /63.60)-32.76 3)

44 At

=A

=

-

o
R

ohEg 50% 7 FAG FARHS ey

SITF. 4 49} 713 2y elgre] B4 Afoln A4
o] RP=0.8142 B 9I5| u]sh won], 713 2(d)el of
B8 60%-90% W919] A =abo] ERfsto] B ghajTlel
FTEERO| WA AL £ ATl Mg BYT )
G ERE 239 HS et Aol vl Be Ao

2 Augc B8 EA% e 27 Yepta oo,

Oc = 929445%exp(-L£/8.45)+38.44  (4)

45 EJ=et

A, ol AR H HYE s BT o R 3o
UHEEY RS AT 32470 ARE BoE 2
T 4] 5eF 19 302 AEstyeh AR R=0.901
(FBAT R=0949)2 nt2g&it A& Alo)o

UCS(Shale) = 264.66*exp( -Abr./132.01} + 16.84
. R”2=0.884, N=128

Uniaxial Comp. Stress (MPa)

T T T
0 26 40 50 80 100

Abrasion Loss (%)

(a) MY

50 o

UCS(Mud)=217.15*exp(-Abr./63.60)-32.76
RA2=0.870, N=49

0 T T T T T

0 20 40 60 20 100

Uniaxial Comp. Stress (MPa)

Abrasion Loss (%)
(c) o1

20 E=RAIBBEE =2

Hi232 Mils

£ e Aol 9ol SR gt vt gAEY
VYL FFW 43 @ste] el 17 4= A%
HYo= F2AT WRHL Holx g AWH Ak
A FeNE tehin glom, AR BAE w9 Ak
ol mhE g We WSl A% ASAEE FAY
S 98 onlsh] T nhgg st 9%
PEAEE PH0Z 25 4P el |
4 98-S ojulattt Eo ABASE BT BAE 2]
whie] 2450} AE G4 £ AR AU
otk

Oc =279.09exp(- £ /32.11)+10.38

gt

.l;
o
=0

L. A vhng Aniz

[e]
AR () ~ (98 ER 7 2

orA U= AEHZZ(MPa)
M 30 ~ 230
At 40 ~ 240
oler 10 ~ 90
= 40 ~ 90
EED, 10 ~ 240

UCS(Sand) = 286.24*exp( -Abr./30.81) + 11.30
R"2=0.877,

N =132

Uniaxial Comp. Stress (MPa)

T
40 60 30

Abrasion Loss (%)
(b) At

100-{

504

UCS(Cong) = 9294.45%exp( -Abr./18.45) + 38.44
RA2=0.814, N=15
0
0 ZIU 4'0 6'0 8'0

Uniaxial Comp. Stress (MPa)

Abrasion Loss (%)
(d) ARt

BYE] 4Ty



A8 7t Mohe 19 29 T3 3AY B Aol
A

UehtE g o)g AR Agste] el 7he 2%
A A Siste] 2 U KPS K 6of Aok
shgick. o] FolA Aere SEWSIVE ol B

531 A
Afke] A5 WO b WA vehka glom Wy
o4 U ol oful i B HAS EHshs
QEAA] 5 BEHE £ AHolch

4.7 D222 SAKI=

MEANCOV)S EZUHSD)E AER of
Bo| AT FAAR SN 88 B At A4

A
g Aade Holal Atk ool oIk AY E AE
vay

4 A3 thgol ojgolnt,

Ak vpR e dAohn} o]gto) ZH2} 42.8%, 33.8% %
AR Aol wisted U5 I8 e
SAA ANE AE Zlo

i
=
R
e

4.8 THEAIS| MY

olal, ofok, A\, ARFE ZH7h AR S BT 2Tt
Hdeh AR 24T AL T 4of nasich e
& Be nhgolt Blss BAE Holih
Ao gael Tale] 23S Holx glrk. o)t v}
28T A% YHYES 2T Qold Y o £F
of WHE 2HAG AMGH QI o[5S FUT Bt
2HAE AgHE 2 Ao} §ee uldth AR
2 ) Weish) 279190 hEAS] HehE (s Bhof
A 6o AeT RS A

4 68 olg3to] A% YFAES 2450l &gt
Agate] Aol5 AZe] 1 AARS wasle] 4%
HgolRe Axsjor Bk TLeldtel AEZHE T4
SR, EGHE SYASE Ftol 94 FARHE o
® #4e] 7187 ghol 1000 2 Al=ge] A1
kil e 4= Qlck oA Btof e Zo) 1Y 5
olck

I8 5ol A AF 3L ZA19] 7]1&7] a=0.903 2.

E 300 UCS(Sedi) = 279.09'exp( -Abr./32.11) + 10.38 E =
= 3 RA2=0.901, N=324 = {——i “;J,i
w 1 - ol 2t
g 200 g} o ?7)‘} g}‘
ﬁ ff, --M ¢
g. o g ARHS S 2E
£
8 100 8 100
© ©
IE 50 '5 50
5 ‘s
: ° ¢ 2'( 4‘0 G'C« 80 100 D ¢ Lg Qb ﬁl@ 5'0 BIU 11070 "120
Abrasion Loss (%) Abrasion Loss (%)
03 3 YEUSUTO| AT (=|Xef) O3 4 N2E-LTY 4
7. DIEE-US URUE X2l A
ot 2 8
= 2 A AEx$ (R?)
No. Mean Max Min S.D. CoV
g o 0:.=9294.45+exp(~ £ /8.45) +38.44 0.814 15 64.9 90.0 42.8 13.75 0.21
o & 0.=217.15*exp(— £/63.60)-32.76 0.870 49 61.0 96.1 33.8 14.97 0.25
A2 0.=286.24xexp(~£/30.81) +11.30 0.887 132 36.1 73.6 71 15.94 0.44
Moo 0c=264.66*exp(—£/32.01) +16.84 0.884 128 43.2 98.3 6.2 18.02 0.42
A 0:=279.09*exp(~ £ /32.11)+10.38 0.901 324 44.0 98.3 6.2 19.03 0.43
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2 A &ghol

22

L

ol

AZ7ko] Ax|aHs 7]27] a=1.0000] #]2]
TS WOl 9tk ol FHAG AgBHA Y% ¢

R=0.949, $D=14.21, N=324

160 <

50 4

Elastic Modulus (GPa)

T T =~
200 250 300

5
A § aF

0% 5. oSz Ma Hlm

E = 127.05%exp( -Abr./31.16) + 7.46
. R*2=0.871, N=324

wr

Oll

Abrasion Loss (%)

T8 6. EAPAIRRS) MY

Indirect Tens. Stress (MPa)

BRZ = 29.06%exp( -Abr./29.10} + 2.72
. R*2=0834, N=324
.

[
o

T ~— T T
20 40 60 80 100

Abrasion Loss (%)

8. U ABYTale HTY

g=NESEE =28 M23A M11s
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5. ErdAI=Letel EAl

5.1 A2k off M

i

T
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= >

RS o]g3le] BAFE AT = 9
< =&t FARNS AlFEt] 1Y 65
o} A4 R=0.871(4F A R=0.933) 0.2
e vehfa glon FAE HAA A4y
3 Qlof AlEAdo] = FARe] =&E Ao
% HIE 4-96% HelolA 1T Fx
AT AR o R Algdo
oA AL ouigich e Aok 4
835t 9lo] EAS=ZE 10 ~ 110 GPa W ol A] 435

o

é“.: Hi
Wt rlo

T
H

o o
i oS
W & tlo o

r
~3
o

E = 127.05%exp(-£ /31.16)+7.46 )

52 MY AHE
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