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Figure .4 Tuff granulometric curve[12]. 
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Figure.5 Modified Proctor Curve.

      Table .1  Summary of characterization test results 



 

 
 

Figure .6 Classification chart (GTR, 1992). 
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Figure.10 compressive strength evolution of  treated and untreated tuffs with age in mode 1. 
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Figure.11 compressive strength evolution of  treated and untreated tuffs with age in mode 2. 
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Figure.12 Comparison of the compressive strength  evolution of untreated tuff (TNT), 

between the conservation modes 1 and 2 

 

Figure.13 Comparison of the compressive strength  evolution of treated tuff (TT1), between 

the conservation modes 1 and 2 

 

Figure.14 Comparison of the compressive strength  evolution of treated tuff (TT2), between 

the conservation modes 1 and 2. 
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