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Abstract: Microbial-induced calcium carbonate precipitation (MICP) is a new technology used for 

reinforcing soils through microbial mineralization. However, the existing MICP treatment technol-

ogy is more suiTable for deeper soils due to its high permeability. In this study, HPMC, a cohesive 

material combined with Sporosarcina pasteurii-induced calcium carbonate precipitation was used to 

improve the surface layer of the soil. It was also tested in different contents of bacterial solutions 

and cementation solutions and with a different number of MICP treatments, and was analyzed and 

discussed by measuring the surface layer strength, calcium carbonate content generated in the crust, 

rainfall erosion resistance, wind erosion resistance, and ammonia retention rate of the specimens. 

The microstructure of the samples was investigated by XRD and SEM. It was shown that the addi-

tion of HPMC and increasing the number of MICP treatments were effective in the increase in the 

calcium carbonate content in the surface crust, but had no effect on the total amount of induced 

calcium carbonate. The combination of HPMC addition and MICP technology can effectively reduce 

rainwater scour loss and wind erosion loss, and increase its rainfall erosion resistance and wind 

erosion resistance. Rainfall losses were reduced by up to 30% in specimens treated with HPMC for 

MICP technology. When the wind speed was 12 m/s, the maximum mass loss rate of the specimens 

treated with HPMC for MICP was only 0.828%. The addition of HPMC can effectively improve the 

ammonia absorption rate and reduce the release of ammonia in the process of MICP technology, 

which is of great significance for environmental protection. The microstructure showed that the 

addition of HPMC and the increase in the number of treatments using MICP technology can make 

the surface structure of the specimens more compact, and the calcium carbonate can more effec-

tively fill the pores and cement the soil particles, while the addition of HPMC may not change the 

calcium carbonate crystal type. 

Keywords: MICP; calcium carbonate; HPMC; surface strength; ammonia retention rate;  

wind erosion resistance 

 

1. Introduction 

Soil surface treatment can improve soil erosion resistance, strength, and stability, 

which is of great significance in soil–water conservation and dust prevention. It is practi-

cal to improve the soil surface using physical methods (such as covering dust-proof net) 

and using chemical substances (such as cement, lime, fly ash, gypsum, surfactant, poly-

mer, asphalt products, waterborne polyurethane, etc.) [1]. In recent years, the application 
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of MICP in soil improvement has attracted extensive attention [2]. MICP technology 

mainly uses bacteria to produce urease to the hydrolyze urea and generate CaCO3 to 

achieve cementation and reinforcement. Although MICP technology presents greater im-

plementation complexity due to the use of living organisms, and has a higher cost com-

pared with traditional technologies [1], it has broad application prospects in soil improve-

ment, concrete crack repair, erosion prevention, cultural relic restoration, and heavy metal 

pollution control [3–7] due to its environmental friendliness and sustainability [8,9]. 

MICP can effectively cement soil particles together and improve the performance of 

soil. Cheng et al. [10] used surface filtration technology to place bacteria and cementation 

solution. Under high permeability, bacteria and cementation solutions could be used al-

ternately many times to fix bacteria in a column of more than 1 m, and the homogenization 

of the improved sand column reached a reasonable degree. Van Paassen et al. [11] used 

MICP technology to carry out a reinforcement test on a 100 m3 large sand foundation, 

which effectively improved the bearing capacity of the sand foundation. Moreover, soil 

surface could also be reinforced by MICP. Stabnikov et al. [12] used a mixture of calcium 

salts, urea, and bacterial suspension to make a crust on the surface of the sandy soil, which 

reduced the permeability of the sand layer from 10−4 m/s to 16 × 10−7 m/s (14 mm/d). Xiao 

et al. [13] used a surface spraying method and an MICP technique to surface treat a series 

of model slopes prepared by different grades of sand, which effectively reduced the rain-

fall erosion of sandy slopes. Liu et al. [14] applied MICP treatment to five groups of soil 

slope model samples, and showed that MICP treatment is an effective method to control 

the surface erosion of clayey soil by analyzing the soil erosion pattern and soil loss rate. 

Zomorodian et al. [15] studied the application of the MICP technique in different grades 

of silica sand and carbonate rocks, determined the optimum reagent concentration, and 

investigated the variation pattern of shear strength and resistance to wind erosion after a 

number of different treatments. The wind tunnel tests showed that the treated crustal 

sands could remain stable at a wind speed of 20 m/s. 

The desired result of surface reinforcement should be a significant increase in soil 

strength within the shallow layer [16]. However, the existing MICP treatment solutions, 

such as grouting or surface penetration, may be difficult to achieve this desired treatment 

due to their higher permeability, which is more suiTable for deeper treatment. Due to the 

large permeability of the soil to be treated, existing studies generally use micro-dose in-

jection of MICP solution in order to make the MICP treatment solution and to more pre-

cisely reinforce the shallow soil. In addition, in order to achieve the desired treatment 

effect, the MICP solution is generally infiltrated several times. Salifu et al. [17] injected the 

bacterial solution and the cementing solution into the soil 18 treatments. In the experi-

ments of Shanahan and Montoya et al. [18], they also made multiple infiltrations to reach 

the target due to the large permeability. 

Materials such as hydrogels (xcan, ganlan) or polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) can reach such 

shallow depths of cementation, whereby the crust is formed by cementing the shallow 

layers to improve the soil surface [19]. Hamdan et al. [20] used hydrogel-assisted enzyme-

induced carbonate precipitation (EICP), which showed that hydrogels retained water for 

a longer time, reduced the infiltration of solution in the soil, prolonged the reaction time, 

improved the efficiency of precipitation, and enhanced the formation of the crust. Sun et 

al. [21] utilized a biopolymer-assisted EICP approach to improve soil water retention and 

reduce permeability by retaining carbonate around soil particles. Based on MICP technol-

ogy, Wang et al. [22] used polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) solution instead of water to prepare 

cementitious solution. The viscous polymer solution immobilized bacteria and cementi-

tious medium on the surface, promoted calcium carbonate precipitation, formed uniform 

soil crust on the surface area, and reduced the corrosion ability of the soil. 

Hydroxypropyl methylcellulose (HPMC) is abundant, cheap, and biocompatible 

[23]. A gel can be formed by heating the solution. HPMC, because of its good water reten-

tion performance, is widely used in cement mortar as water retention agent and retarder, 
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to improve the hardening strength, save the amount of cement, and then achieve the pur-

pose of cost-saving. Because of its viscosity, HPMC is combined with MICP technology to 

react in the soil surface better, forming a hard crust on the surface and enhancing the sur-

face strength. 

As mentioned above, MICP reinforcement of surficial soil is usually not ideal due to 

the high permeability of the soil; therefore, it has great potential for research on effectively 

stabilizing the surface layer of soil via MICP technology. In this study, a series of labora-

tory experiments were conducted to investigate the feasibility of using MICP and HPMC 

in the surficial treatment of soil for the purpose of improving the properties of the soil 

surface. The surficial treatment and ammonia adsorption were achieved by utilizing 

MICP and HPMC on the soil surface. The macro-scale characteristics of the treated speci-

mens were studied, including the surface strength of sand, the content of CaCO3, and the 

resistance to wind and rain erosion. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and X-ray dif-

fraction (XRD) were used to further analyze the microstructure and formation mechanism 

under different treatments. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1. Biological Treatment Process 

The microorganism used in this study was Sporosarcina pasteurii, a kind of bacteria 

that can produce urease [24], purchased from China General Microbiological Culture Col-

lection Centre (CMCC1.3687). In this study, optical density was measured by a spectro-

photometer at a wavelength of 600 nm (OD600), and the urease activity of bacteria was 

determined at 25 °C by the conductivity method [25]. 

Under aerobic conditions at 32 °C, first, the bacteria were pre-cultured for about 8 h 

in a medium containing peptone (5 g/L), beef extract (3 g/L), and urea (20 g/L). Then, the 

bacteria were cultured in a medium containing yeast powder (20 g/L) and ammonium 

sulfate (10 g/L) at 5% inoculum for about 24 h. Both media used in the study had a pH of 

8 [26]. The urease activity of the bacterial solution used in the study was controlled at 22 

± 2 mM urea/min, and the OD600 was 3 ± 0.5. 

2.2. Properties of the Soil and HPMC 

The gradation curve of the tested soil is shown in Figure 1, wherein D10, D30, and D60 

were 0.02 mm, 0.18 mm, and 0.62 mm, respectively. In addition, the coefficient of uni-

formity (Cu) and the coefficient of gradation (Cc) of the soil sample were 3.10 and 2.61, 

respectively. According to ASTM D2487, the tested soil used in this study was silty sand, 

which was sterilized at 160 °C for 24 h. 
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Figure 1. Particle gradation curve. 

In this study, HPMC was used as the gelling material, which was purchased from 

Tianjin Kemeiou Chemical Reagent Co., Ltd. (Tianjin, China). HPMC is a fibrous white 

powder at room temperature. HPMC has relatively stable properties, superb thickening, 

cohesiveness, and good compatibility with water. Moreover, HPMC has good film-form-

ing properties and is safe, non-toxic, and non-polluting. The basic physical parameters of 

HPMC are shown in Table 1. The viscosity of HPMC used in this study was 25 mpa.s. 

Table 1. Basic physical parameters of HPMC. 

Name Density Specific Gravity Viscosity (mpa.s) Surface Tension (dyn/cm) 

HPMC 0.5 1.3 5~200,000 42~56 

2.3. Sample Preparation and MICP Procedure 

In this study, cuboid boxes made of transparent plastic were used as molds, whose 

length, width, and height were 100 mm, 70 mm, and 40 mm, respectively. To evenly pour 

the sand into the mold, a funnel was used [27], and the height was flush with the mold. A 

number of uniform 1 mm holes were drilled at the bottom of each mold to allow the gas 

to be discharged in the pores during grouting and the gas generated during MICP. 

MICP treatment was performed in the laboratory at 25 ± 2 °C. The cementation solu-

tion is a mixed solution of urea (1.5 M) and CaCl2 (1.0 M). The ratio of bacterial solution to 

cementation solution was 1:4. There were four gradients in total, and each gradient was 

sprayed once, twice, and three times for surface MICP treatment, with an interval of 12 h. 

The bacterial solution and the cementation solution were mixed in a ratio of 1:4, and the 

mixed solution was sprayed evenly on the surface layer of the specimen using a spray 

bottle. Four solution volume gradients were set in the test, and the ratio of spraying was 

controlled when spraying the mixed solution so that the same volume of solution was 

sprayed under the same gradient. The mixed solutions were sprayed at 0.7, 1.1, 1.4, and 

1.7 mL/cm2 under the four gradients. Among them, for the HPMC combined with MICP-

treated specimens, HPMC was dissolved in a mixture of bacterial solution and cementa-

tion solution at room temperature of 25 °C before spraying at the same ratio as the MICP-

treated specimens. 
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2.4. Tests and Methods 

The content of CaCO3 was determined using acid digestion [28]. It is worth noting 

that the determination of the CaCO3 content was not carried out on the whole sample, but 

separated the crust formed after MICP treatment from the lower soil to measure the con-

tent of calcium carbonate in each part. 

Using an ultraviolet–visible spectrophotometer, the concentration of ammonium ion 

was tested using the Nessler method [26]. Under a constant temperature of 25 °C, the 

MICP-treated sample was placed in a conical flask with distilled water and oscillated at a 

rate of 120 r/min for 12 h. Then, 50 mL of supernatant was directly taken, and the absorb-

ance was measured. The ammonia concentration in the supernatant can be calculated as 

follows: 

𝜌𝑁 =
𝐴𝑠 − 𝐴𝑏 − 𝑎

𝑏 × 𝑉
 (1) 

where 𝜌𝑁 is the mass concentration of ammonia in the supernatant (mg/L); As is the ab-

sorbance of water specimen; Ab is the absorbance of blank control; a is the intercept of 

calibration curve; b is the calibrate the slope of the curve; V is the volume of the specimen 

solution. 

The concept of the ammonia retention rate was introduced in the study. Ammonia 

retention rate N was defined as the ratio of ammonia amount after MICP complete reac-

tion to ammonia amount before MICP. The ammonia retention rate N was calculated us-

ing the following formula: 

𝑁 =
𝑀2

𝑀1

 (2) 

where M2 is the mass of ammonia in the specimen after reaction; M1 is the mass of ammonia in the 

sample before the reaction. 

The soil particles washed out by rainfall were collected by simulating the scouring of 

the surface layer of the MICP cured specimens. Three rainfall intensities of 0.8, 1.5, and 

2.5 mm/min were set for this test, corresponding to light, medium, and heavy rainfall, 

respectively. The slope of the test specimen was adjusted to 30°, and the continuous scour-

ing was carried out for 10 min under each rainfall intensity. The mass loss before and after 

the simulated rainfall test was calculated. The apparatus used in the trial is shown in Fig-

ure 2. 

 

Figure 2. Rainfall device diagram. 

Using the apparatus in Figure 3, wind erosion resistance tests were performed on the 

MICP-treated and MICP combined with HPMC-treated specimens at wind speeds of 4 

and 12 m/s, respectively. The mass loss of the specimens before and after the wind erosion 



Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 5360 6 of 17 
 

tests was measured, and the mass loss rate of the specimens was calculated for different 

amounts of MICP solution and at different times of treatment. 

 

Figure 3. Diagram of wind erosion resistance device. 

There are four gradients and three processes for MICP grouting. The four gradients 

are I: 10 mL bacterial solution + 40 mL cementation solution; II: 15 mL bacterial solution + 

60 mL cementation solution; III: 20 mL bacterial solution + 80 mL cementation solution; 

IV: 24 mL bacterial solution + 96 mL cementation solution. The three processes were di-

vided into one time, two times, and three times to spray uniformly on the surface of the 

specimen, with an interval of 12 h. The solution with HPMC composition was sprayed 

one time, two times, and three times as G1, G2, and G3, respectively. The viscosity of the 

solution was 25 mpa.s by adding HPMC. Similarly, the experiment was carried out ac-

cording to the above scheme without the addition of HPMC and was compared with the 

specimen with the addition of HPMC for MICP treatment. Among them, the solution 

without HPMC component was sprayed once, twice, and three times, which were respec-

tively marked as G4, G5, and G6. The samples after MICP treatment were dried for 48 h 

in an oven at 60 °C. Under the same process and the same amount of solution, eight sam-

ples were prepared, respectively, with and without HPMC. The surface strength of 2 sam-

ples was measured by a pocket penetrometer, and the samples collected after the deter-

mination were tested for ammonia mass concentration. Two samples were tested for cal-

cium carbonate content in the upper crust and lower crust, two specimens were tested for 

rain erosion resistance under simulated rainfall conditions, and two specimens were 

tested for wind erosion resistance in a wind tunnel instrument. 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Calcium Carbonate Content 

The acid digestion method was used to measure the content of calcium carbonate in 

specimens treated by MICP. The content of calcium carbonate generated by each experi-

mental group is shown in Figure 4, and the percentage of calcium carbonate production 

in the 3–7 mm surficial layer in the total amount of calcium carbonate generated is shown 

in Figure 5. The results showed that the precipitation of calcium carbonate at the thinner 

skin layer was effectively improved by the addition of HPMC, and the highest percentage 

of calcium carbonate to total calcium carbonate in the hard shell reached 78.05%. How-

ever, as for the total CaCO3 content in the samples, the total CaCO3 mass of the samples 

with and without HPMC is roughly the same after MICP treatment. This phenomenon 

illustrated that HPMC did not improve the total content of calcium carbonate, but could 

enhance the viscosity of reactants and increase the time of liquid infiltration so that more 

calcium carbonate precipitation was generated at the thinner surficial layer. At the same 

reaction amount, the highest calcium carbonate produced in the surficial layer with the 

addition of HPMC for MICP treatment could reach 1.82 times higher than that with only 

MICP treatment. 



Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 5360 7 of 17 
 

 

Figure 4. Total calcium carbonate content. 

 

Figure 5. Percentage of CaCO3 in the crust as total CaCO3. 

In addition, it can be seen from Figure 5 that under the same reaction amount, with 

the increase in MICP treatment times, the percentage of CaCO3 content in the surface hard 

shell increases. This trend is consistent with experimental results of Cheng et al. [29]. They 

found the average calcium carbonate content could almost double from 1.9% to 3.7%, as 

the MICP treatment cycles increase from 3 to 7. The possible reason is that with a rise in 

the number of MICP treatments, the first cycle MICP treatment could generate CaCO3 on 

the surface layer and effectively block the pores of the sample, and more bacteria and 
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cementation solution could be retained in the surface layer for the following treatment 

cycles. 

3.2. Surface Strength Test 

The penetration test is one of the strength test methods (e.g., triaxial test and shear 

test) used to evaluate soil strength. The pocket penetrometer was used by many scholars 

to assess the strength of soil surface layers [27,30]. Followed by them, the surface strength 

was evaluated with a pocket penetrometer. The average thickness of the treated hard crust 

layer of the specimens in this study was 3–7 mm, and the strength results are shown in 

Figure 6. The surface layer strength of the specimens could be improved using HPMC, a 

viscous material, and the highest surface layer strength of the specimens with HPMC 

added was 1.61 times the surface layer strength of the specimens without HPMC added. 

It can be seen from Figure 6 that the surface layer strength gradually increased with an 

increase in the reaction amount, but for the slight reaction amount, the surface layer 

strength of the specimens could be improved quickly by increasing the amount of reac-

tants, but for the reactants larger than III, the surface layer strength of the specimens in-

creased more slowly by increasing the bacterial solution and the cementation solution. 

The calcium carbonate generated by MICP treatment glued the soil particles together and 

improved the consolidation of the soil sample. When there were less reactants, less cal-

cium carbonate was generated, and as the reactants increased, the calcium carbonate con-

tent also gradually increased, filling the surface pores of the specimen more to bond the 

soil particles. In the case of sufficient reactants, the generated calcium carbonate adhered 

more to the surface and did not play a role in increasing the strength of the bonded soil 

particles (as shown in Figure 7a,b). In Figure 6, it can also be seen that the strength of the 

surface layer of the specimen increased with the number of MICP treatments at the same 

reaction volume, a trend similar to that of the CaCO3 content (Figure 5). Furthermore, it is 

interesting to compare the strength data obtained from different strength test (e.g., pene-

tration test, triaxial test, and shear test) in future MICP research. 

 

Figure 6. Surface strength of the specimens. 
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(a) (b) 

Figure 7. Specimen surface features: (a) with HPMC; (b) without HPMC. 

3.3. Ammonia Retention Rate of Specimens 

In addition to the precipitation of CaCO3 during the MICP reaction, ammonia was 

also released, which has a negative impact on air pollution, so it is important to determine 

the quality of ammonia. The concentration of ammonium (NH4+) was measured and the 

ammonium retention rate was calculated based on the concentration of ammonium (NH4+) 

(Figure 8). It can be seen that by simply conducting MICP without the addition of HPMC 

component, the specimen could retain less ammonia, due to the fact that the soil also has 

a certain adsorption capacity. The maximum amount of ammonia adsorbed was only 44%, 

while when this component of HPMC was added to it, the amount of ammonia adsorbed 

reached up to 87%. Furthermore, as the number of treatments increased, the ammonia 

retention rate gradually decreased, as shown in Figure 8. When the reactants were sprayed 

several times for MICP treatment, among them, when the first spray was made, a thinner 

crust was formed in the surface reaction, so that more reactions of the reactants could be 

exposed to air in the subsequent treatment, and the ammonia retention rate of the speci-

mens could certainly be reduced. The concentration of ammonium (NH4+) in the speci-

mens after MICP treatment was measured by Cheng et al. [29], and the concentration of 

ammonium (NH4+) in the specimens after 7 treatments was 14 g/L in their study. They also 

found that the concentration of ammonium (NH4+) in the specimens increased with the 

number of MICP treatments. 
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Figure 8. Ammonia retention rate. 

3.4. Simulated Rainfall Test 

By simulating three rainfall levels, i.e., large, medium, and light, the masses of the 

specimens lost by rainfall under these conditions were collected separately. The rainfall 

losses for each test group are shown in Figures 9 and 10. The loss of specimens treated 

with HPMC for MICP (Figure 9) was less than that of specimens treated without HPMC 

for MICP (Figure 10) under the three rainfall levels. In particular, under heavy rainfall 

levels, the rainfall loss with HPMC and three MICP treatments was about 30% less than 

that without HPMC under the same conditions. By adding HPMC as a component, the 

viscosity of the reactants was increased so that more CaCO3 was produced in the surface 

layer of the specimens, and because of its excellent solubility in cold water, the combined 

effect was to improve the water resistance of the surface layer. Moreover, it can be seen 

from the Figure that the rain erosion resistance of the surface layer of the specimen could 

be effectively improved after several treatments, and more calcium carbonate was gener-

ated in the surface layer after several treatments (Figure 5), making the surface layer of 

the specimen more compact and steady in the structure and enhancing its rain erosion 

resistance. 
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Figure 9. Mass loss under rainfall conditions when HPMC was added. 

 

Figure 10. Mass loss under rainfall conditions when HPMC was not added. 

3.5. Wind Erosion Test 

Wind erosion resistance tests were performed on MICP-treated and MICP combined 

with HPMC-treated specimens at wind speeds of 4 m/s and 12 m/s, respectively. The mass 

loss of the specimens before and after the wind erosion resistance test was measured, and 

the mass loss rate of the specimens was calculated for different amounts of MICP solution 

and different times of treatments, and the results are shown in Figures 11 and 12. The 

mass-loss rate of the specimens treated with HPMC for MICP (Figure 11) was lower than 
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that of the specimens treated with MICP without HPMC (Figure 12) at both wind speeds. 

When the wind speed was 12 m/s, the maximum mass loss rate of the specimens treated 

with HPMC for MICP was 0.828%, while the maximum mass loss rate of the specimens 

treated with MICP was 0.1487%. Devrani et al. [31] found that the mass loss of the MICP-

treated specimens was 1.02% at a wind speed of approximately 12 m/s when the urea 

concentration was 1 M. The addition of HPMC, a viscous substance, increased the viscos-

ity of the MICP solution, which allowed more calcium carbonate to be produced in the 

surface layer of the specimens and improved the resistance of the surface layer to wind 

erosion. It can also be seen from Figures 10 and 11 that the mass loss rate of the specimen 

surface layer gradually decreased with an increase in the number of MICP treatment, a 

trend consistent with the results of Wang et al. [32]. 

 

Figure 11. Mass loss rate when adding HPMC. 
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Figure 12. Mass loss rate when HPMC was not added. 

3.6. SEM/XRD 

To investigate whether the addition of HPMC changed the type of CaCO3 crystals 

produced by the MICP treatment, the MICP reaction was first carried out in sterile glass-

ware A with the addition of bacterial solution and cementation solution. Then, the same 

amounts of bacterial solution, cementation solution, and HPMC (viscosity of 25 mpa.s) 

were added in sterile glassware B for the reaction. The products in glassware A and glass-

ware B were washed, filtered, and dried to obtain calcium carbonate. The calcium car-

bonate in Glass Dish A and Glass Dish B were also analyzed by XRD, as shown in Figure 

13. Three types of calcium carbonate crystals were identified in these two samples, includ-

ing calcite, sphalerite, and aragonite. In sample A, the CaCO3 precipitate consisted of 

91.6% calcite, 6.3% aragonite, and 2.1% vaterite (Figure 13). Sample B was identified as 

consisting of 89% calcite, 9.6% aragonite, and 1.4% vaterite (Figure 13). This indicates that 

the primary CaCO3 crystal type of both samples was calcite. HPMC did not change the 

predominant crystal type of CaCO3 generated by the MICP treatment. In this study, CaCl2 

was used as the calcium source, and the primary crystal type of CaCO3 obtained from 

MICP treatment was calcite, which is also consistent with the conclusion obtained from 

the study by Zhang et al. [33]. Moreover, the addition of HPMC slightly increased the 

aragonite content, and it is interesting to investigate if, in time, the addition of HMPC can 

increase the formation of aragonite and evaluate aragonite’s behavior in long-term condi-

tions in future MICP studies. 
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Figure 13. X-ray diffraction results. 

SEM tests were performed on the MICP-treated specimens in G3 (reactant III) and 

G6 (reactant III), and the SEM images clearly showed the structural differences between 

the two specimens with and without the addition of HPMC for the MICP technique. Com-

pared with the specimen without HPMC (Figure 14), the surface layer of the specimen 

treated with HPMC was more compact, and the soil particles and the pores between the 

soil particles were filled with more induced calcium carbonate crystals (Figure 15). HPMC 

increased the viscosity of the reactants and helped to induce more calcium carbonate pre-

cipitation in the surface layer of the specimens, thus improving the surface strength of the 

specimens. 

 

Figure 14. SEM image without HPMC addition. 
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Figure 15. SEM image when adding HPMC. 

4. Conclusions 

This study investigated the application of MICP technology in soil surface cementa-

tion curing. The viscosity of the reaction solution was increased by adding HPMC, a co-

hesive material, and a series of tests, including mechanical properties, rainfall erosion re-

sistance, wind erosion resistance, ammonia retention, XRD, and SEM, were performed on 

each test group using four reactant dosage gradients and three solution injection rounds. 

The results of the study showed that the MICP technique incorporating HPMC is effective 

for soil surface improvement. 

1. The content of CaCO3 in the curst of the sample induced by MICP treatment in-

creased with an increase in the number of treatments, and the addition of HPMC can 

effectively improve the content of CaCO3 in the curst of the sample. MICP treatment 

with HPMC can produce up to 1.82 times as much calcium carbonate in the crust as 

MICP treatment alone, but has no effect on the total calcium carbonate. In addition, 

the incorporation of HPMC did not significantly change the formation of primary 

crystal type calcite. 

2. The rainfall erosion resistance of the soil surface layer was enhanced by the addition 

of HPMC combined with MICP technology. Rainfall losses were reduced by up to 

30% in specimens treated with this method. 

3. HPMC combined with MICP technology enhanced the wind erosion resistance of the 

surface layer. When the wind speed was 12 m/s, the maximum mass loss rate of the 

specimens treated with HPMC for MICP was only 0.828%. 

4. The addition of HPMC and the increase in treatment cycles can effectively improve 

the surface strength of the sample. By adding HPMC and multiple treatments, more 

calcium carbonate precipitated in the surface layer of the sample. SEM images 

showed that more CaCO3 filled the pores between soil particles and cohesive soil 

particles, forming a dense structure. The surface strength of the sample treated with 

HPMC was 1.61 times that of those without HPMC. 

5. The ammonia retention rate of MICP treated with HPMC was significantly higher 

than that without HPMC. The ammonia retention rate of adding HPMC was 1.98 

times that of not adding HPMC, which could effectively reduce the release of ammo-

nia gas in the process of MICP, which is of great significance to environmental pro-

tection. 
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