UT Seay

Mix Design Comparison

Results per Division, itemized by Material
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Design Options
Option 1 - Design Option 1 (primary)
Option 2 - Design Option 2
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Coarse aggregate
Expanded slag

Fly ash

Portland cement, PCA - EPD
Sand

Steel, reinforcing rod
Water
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Brick, generic

Concrete masonry unit (CMU), hollow-core
Mortar type N

Mortar type S

Paint, exterior acrylic latex

Steel, reinforcing rod

Stone slab, limestone

Thickset mortar
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Aluminum, sheet

Epoxy coating, metal stock

Fireproofing, intumescent paint

Galvanized steel

Galvanized steel decking

Paint, exterior metal coating, silicone-based
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07 - Thermal and Moisture Protection

Closed cell, spray-applied polyurethane foam, SPFA - EPD
Fasteners, stainless steel
Fluid applied elastomeric air barrier
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|:| Glass wool unfaced batt, Knauf, EcoBatt - EPD
1 Polystyrene board (XPS), Pentane foaming agent
[ steel, sheet

08 - Openings and Glazing

|:| Aluminum extrusion, AEC - EPD
|:| Fluoropolymer coating, metal stock
|:| Glazing, double, insulated (air)
|:| Spandrel, glass, insulated (2" core)

09 - Finishes

[ Fiberglass mat gypsum sheathing board
[ Paint, exterior acrylic latex
[ wall board, gypsum, natural



