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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
With growing concerns about the aggressive influence of potassium acetate based deicing chemicals
on long-term durability of concrete pavements, LithMelt deicer was developed as a benign
alternative that does not induce alkali-silica reaction distress in concrete or corrode metallic
components while being safe for environment.
This report presents findings from laboratory and field investigation conducted to assess the
properties and performance of LithMelt deicer. In this investigation, the potential of LithMelt
deicer to cause alkali-silica reaction distress in mortar specimens containing a wide range of reactive
aggregate mineralogy was assessed. In addition, the deicing and anti-icing performance of LithMelt
in laboratory and field conditions was examined, and finally the conformance of LithMelt deicer to
AMS 1435A guide specifications was critically evaluated.

In each of these evaluations, the

performance of LithMelt deicer was compared to Cryotech E36® deicer. The field evaluation of
LithMelt deicer was conducted at Colorado Springs Airport, while the laboratory based
investigations were conducted at Clemson University, SMI, Inc. and Keweenaw Research Center at
Michigan Technological University.
Results from these studies indicate that the LithMelt deicer did not promote alkali-silica reaction in
any of the test specimens compared to Cryotech E36® deicer solution. However, Cryotech E36®
deicer caused substantial expansion and extensive cracking in all of the test specimens. Field
studies suggested that LithMelt deicer could be easily pumped and sprayed using conventional
equipment used on airfield pavements and its performance in this regard was very similar to that of
Cryotech E36® deicer. In terms of the deicing and anti-icing effectiveness, LithMelt deicer was
found to be less effective than Cryotech E36® deicer at the dosage rate that was applied in the field.
Lack of adequate LithMelt deicer and dispensing equipment at the site prevented from conducting
additional field trials to assess the effectiveness of LithMelt at higher dosage levels. LithMelt deicer
was found to conform to all the requirements of AMS 1435 guide specifications for liquid runway
deicing and anti-icing applications.

LithMelt deicer did not exhibit any harmful impact on

environment or other metallic hardware, and no flocculation or precipitation was noticed upon longterm storage. Based on these studies, LithMelt deicer can be considered to be a more benign deicer
towards concrete pavements than other potassium acetate based deicers. However, the need to
conduct additional investigation to determine more effective dosage rates in field was highlighted.

vii

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent investigation into deterioration of concrete pavements at certain airports has indicated
that alkali-aggregate reaction, in particular alkali-silica reaction (ASR), was the principal
mechanism involved in causing the distress. Further laboratory investigations revealed that
deicers such as potassium acetate and others that are routinely used on these pavements could
have promoted these reactions and caused premature failure (Rangaraju and Olek, 2005).

In an effort to develop an alternate deicer/anti-icer that is not aggressive towards concrete
durability while satisfactorily meeting the performance requirements of AMS 1435A
specifications for runway liquid deicing/anti-icing agents, a lithium modified potassium acetatebased liquid deicing agent – LithMelt was developed by FMC Lithium Corporation. Lithium
compounds when used in fresh concrete as admixtures have long been known to significantly
mitigate ASR in concrete (McCoy et al. 1951; FHWA Lithium 2006). Indeed, several lithiumbased chemical admixtures have been developed as effective mitigation measures for ASR when
used as an ingredient in concrete. Topical application of lithium-bearing solutions on concrete
surfaces affected by ASR has also been explored as a pavement rehabilitation measure.
Although the primary purpose of the LithMelt is not topical treatment of ASR-affected
pavements, its use as a deicer/anti-icer is expected to provide a much more benign environment
than potassium acetate deicer/anti-icers, while effectively performing as a deicing and anti-icing
agent.

The primary purpose of this investigation was to evaluate the performance of LithMelt as a
deicing and anti-icing agent under lab and field conditions and its potential to cause ASR distress
in laboratory test specimens. In addition, the impact of LithMelt on environment and other
metallic and non-metallic hardware elements that are typically present on airfield pavements and
aircrafts was also investigated. Also, in this investigation the performance of LithMelt was
compared against the performance of Cryotech E36®, a widely used potassium acetate based
deicing/anti-icing agent.
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2. SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

The four main objectives of this study are as follows:

1. Determine the potential of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer to cause alkali-silica reaction in
concrete
2. Evaluate the deicing and anti-icing performance of LithMelt in lab conditions following
the SHRP test procedures for ice melting, ice penetration and ice undercutting.
3. Investigate the field performance of LithMelt in deicing and anti-icing under typical
winter-weather conditions. In particular, emphasis will be placed on:
a. Comparing the relative effectiveness of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® in deicing
and anti-icing of pavements through friction measurements on pavement surfaces
b. Evaluate the ability of conventional delivery trucks, pumps and sprays to
effectively handle and apply LithMelt deicer in field to adequately deice and antiice the pavement surfaces
c. Evaluate if any flocculation of LithMelt deicer occurred under typical storage
conditions
4. Evaluate the properties and performance of LithMelt deicer per AMS 1435A
Specification. The specific aspects evaluated under this objective include:
a. Physical and chemical properties and storage behavior of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer
b. Biodegradability and ecological impact of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer
c. Potential of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer to cause corrosion in metallic and
degradation of non-metallic elements that are typically exposed on airfield
pavements and aircrafts

The studies on the effect of LithMelt deicer on alkali-silica reaction in concrete were conducted
at Clemson University. The deicing and anti-icing behaviors of LithMelt in lab conditions were
evaluated by Keweenaw Research Center (KRC) at Michigan Technological University. The
field evaluation of LithMelt deicer was conducted at Colorado Springs airport by the Airport
Operations personnel at the COS airport. Finally, the testing of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer per
AMS 1435A specification for its physical and chemical properties, effect on environment and
2

metallic/non-metallic components, and storage behavior were conducted by SMI, Inc in Miami,
Florida.

In all of the studies, the performance of LithMelt was compared against the

performance of Cryotech E36®.
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3. MATERIALS

In this investigation two deicers were evaluated. LithMelt is a deicer/anti-icer solution based on
lithium modified potassium acetate from FMC Lithium Corporation (LithMelt, 2008). Cryotech
E36® is a potassium acetate-based deicer/anti-icer solution from Cryotech Deicing Technology
division of General Atomics International Services Corporation (Cryotech, 2009).

3.1. Deicers/Anti-Icers
The LithMelt deicer is a 45% wt. solution of lithium acetate potassium acetate solution. This
deicer is a clear to slightly tan clear solution with slight vinegar-like odor. It has a density of
1.248 g/cc (10.4 lb/gal) at 25C and a pH of 10.8 - 11.4 at 25C. The Cryotech E36® is 50% wt.
solution of potassium acetate that has a clear-colorless to light straw-color. This liquid deicer has
a specific gravity of 1.28 at 20C and a pH ranging between 10.5 and 11.5 at 20C. This deicer
is often dyed blue.

3.2. Cement
The cement that was used in the evaluation of deicer’s potential to induce ASR was a high-alkali
Type I cement with an equivalent alkali content of 0.83% Na2Oeq.

3.3. Aggregates
In this study, four types of reactive aggregates were used. These include:

Spratt Limestone – This aggregate is obtained from Spratt quarry in Ontario Province of Canada.
It primarily consists of calcite with minor amounts of dolomite and about 10% insoluble residue.
The reactive component of the rock is reported to consist of 3% to 4% of microscopic
chalcedony and black chert, which is finely dispersed in the matrix (Rogers 1999). This
aggregate has an established history of being alkali-silica reactive in field structures and has been
used as a reference aggregate in numerous ASR studies.
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NM Rhyolite – Reactive gravel from Las Placitas Gravel Pit from Bernalillo County in New
Mexico.

This aggregate primarily consists of rhyolite that has shown very high levels of

reactivity (Barringer 2000, Touma et al. 2001).

NC Argillite – This aggregate is a quarried material from the slate belt of North Carolina from
Goldhill Quarry in North Carolina.

This aggregate primarily consists of reactive

metatuff/argillite. This aggregate has an established history of poor field performance in several
bridge structures in North Carolina (Leming et al. 1996).

SD Quartzite – This aggregate is obtained from crushing quarried rock from Dell Rapids quarry,
located in the southeastern South Dakota. This aggregate consists of strained quartz grains that
are cemented with interstitial secondary quartz cement. In addition, the interstitial matrix also
consists of microcrystalline quartz, hematite and kaolinite. This aggregate has an established
history of being reactive in concrete pavements in Minnesota and South Dakota (Rangaraju
2000).
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4. EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM

This section describes the experimental program for each of the four objectives of this
investigation. The results from each of these investigations are presented in the section 5.1-5.4.
4.1. Effect of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® deicer on Alkali-Silica Reaction

In order to evaluate the effect of deicing chemicals – LithMelt and CryotechE-36 – on alkalisilica reaction in concrete, a series of mortar bars tests based on EB70 protocol were conducted.
The EB-70 mortar bar test protocol is similar to the standard ASTM C 1260 test method with the
exception that the 1 normal sodium hydroxide (1N NaOH) soak solution is replaced with
potassium acetate deicer solution (such as Cryotech E36® deicer solution) as the soak solution
(Engineering Brief No. 70, 2005). In case of tests with LithMelt deicer, the EB 70 test method
was modified to replace the Cryotech E36® deicer with LithMelt deicer as the soak solution.

In these tests, a suite of four well-known alkali-silica reactive aggregates – Spratt limestone
(Spratt), New Mexico rhyolite (NM), South Dakota quartzite (SD) and North Carolina argillite
(NC) were used. Mortar bars prepared with these aggregates were subjected to respective deicer
solutions and the length-change in the mortar bars was monitored over a period of 28 days.
Mortar bar expansions that are less than 0.100 % at 14 days in the test were considered to
indicate that the deicer solution was innocuous and did not promote alkali-silica reaction
significantly.

4.2. Ice Melting, Ice Penetration and Ice Undercutting Ability of LithMelt and Cryotech
E36® Deicers
The deicing and anti-icing performance of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® deicer/anti-icers, under
lab conditions, was evaluated using test procedures described in the SHRP –H-332 publication
(SHRP, H-332, 1992). This evaluation included the following test methods:
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a. Ice Melting Test in accordance with SHRP H-205.2 Test Procedure – Test method for Ice
Melting of Liquid Deicing Chemicals.
b. Ice Penetration Test in accordance with SHRP H-205.4 Test Procedure – Test method for
Ice Penetration of Liquid Deicing Chemicals.
c. Ice Undercutting Test in accordance with SHRP H-205.6 Test Procedure – Test method
for Ice Undercutting by Liquid Deicing Chemicals.
d. A non-standard lab friction test in accordance with a method developed at Keweenaw
Research Center (KRC). This test was designed to produce results that are comparable to
the results from SAAB friction tester.

A description of the test methods and detailed results are provided in Appendix A.
4.3. Deicing and Anti-icing Performance of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® in Field (COS
Airport)

The effectiveness of deicers/anti-icers in restoring the frictional characteristics of the pavement is
evaluated by measuring and comparing the braking performance of the pavement before and
after application of the deicers. The braking performance of the pavement was determined using
a TES Instrument – Mk3 Electronic Decelerometer. The TES values that indicate different
levels of pavement braking performance are as follows (see Table 1):

Table 1 – Relation between TES Values and Braking Performance
TES Value
Braking Performance
0.20 and less

NIL

0.30 – 0.40

POOR

0.40 – 0.50

FAIR

0.50 and above

GOOD

The field performance of the LithMelt and Cryotech E36® deicer/anti-icer was evaluated at COS
airport on the night of December 8, 2008, between 1:00 am and 3:45 am. The performance of
the LithMelt and Cryotech E36® deicers was examined on concrete pavements (Taxiway
7

Connectors Echo-2 and Echo-5) as well as asphalt pavement (Runway 17R/35L and Taxiway
Connector Alpha-7). The weather conditions at the time of application were as follows:
a. Temperature – ranged between 20 F – 23 F
b. Relative humidity – ranged between 66% – 73%
c. Wind speed – ranged between 21 mph – 30 mph
d. Pavement surface temperature – ranged between 25.0 F – 26.1F

The dosage rate of LithMelt deicer application in the field ranged between 0.90 – 1.00 gallons
per 1000 feet of deicer application. This dosage rate was based on prior experience of COS
personnel with Cryotech E36® deicer for the ambient conditions present at the time of
application.
The comparative evaluation between LithMelt and Cryotech E36® was based on results from
field tests using the TES equipment on pavement sections treated with LithMelt and prior field
experience with Cryotech E36® at similar application rates. Due to limitations in the equipment
that was available for deicer application and the need to keep the airfield pavements operational
at all the times, the COS airport operations crew conducted systematic frictional assessment of
the pavement only on sections treated with LithMelt deicer. Also, due to the limitations of the
deicer application equipment and the time, the performance of LithMelt was evaluated only at
one dosage rate (0.90 - 1.00 gals per 1000 feet). Before application of the LithMelt deicer on the
pavement surface, the handling and spraying characteristics of the deicer were qualitatively
assessed by the field personnel. Also, signs of any flocculation in the storage tanks were visually
assessed. These qualities of LithMelt deicer were compared against Cryotech E36 deicer.

4.4 Properties and Performance of LithMelt per AMS 1435A Specification for Liquid
Deicing/Anti-Icing Agents

AMS specification 1435A governs the properties and performance of liquid runway deicing and
anti-icing agents (AMS 1435A, 1999). In order to verify if the LithMelt deicer met the AMS
1435A specification, a series of tests were conducted to determine the physical and chemical
8

properties of the deicer, and evaluate its impact on environment and other metallic/non-metallic
hardware components that are typically exposed to deicer solutions on airfield pavements and
aircrafts.

This investigation was conducted by SMI, Inc. A summary of results from this

investigation is presented in the Results and Discussion section of this report, however, a
comprehensive report of findings from this investigation is included in Appendix B.
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5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
5.1. Potential of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® Deicer/Anti-icer to Cause Alkali-Silica
Reaction

Figures 1 through 3 show the mortar bar expansion results from the tests conducted to evaluate
the potential of 1N NaOH solution, Cryotech E36® deicer and LithMelt deicer, respectively.
Based on the results from the standard ASTM C 1260 test results shown in Figure 1, it is evident
that all the four aggregates are alkali-silica reactive in nature, with NM source being the most
reactive and SD source being the least reactive among the aggregates evaluated. Figure 2 clearly
shows that the deleterious effects of Cryotech Deicer E36, with significant expansion (i.e. >
0.100%) in all the mortars bars were observed within a span of 14 days. In fact, the deicer is
aggressive enough to cause greater than 1.00% expansion in mortar bars with NM aggregate
within the first three days of the test. Figure 3 shows the influence of LithMelt deicer on mortar
bar expansions. It is evident from these results that LithMelt significantly suppressed the mortar
bar expansion with three of the four aggregates (Spratt, NC and SD) and significantly mitigated
alkali-silica reaction. With NM aggregate, although LithMelt did not suppress the mortar bar
expansion to below 0.100 % at 14 days, significant reduction in expansion compared to Cryotech
E36® deicer was observed.

In fact, much of the expansion observed with NM aggregate

occurred within the first 3 days of the test, with little expansion thereafter.
These findings clearly suggest that unlike Cryotech E36®, LithMelt deicer does not induce any
deleterious ASR-related expansion in mortar bars containing reactive aggregate.
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Figure 1 – Expansion of Mortar Bars in 1N NaOH Soak Solution (Standard ASTM C 1260 Test)
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Figure 2 – Expansion of Mortar Bars in Cryotech E36® Deicer Solution (EB70 Test Method)
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Figure 3 – Expansion of Mortar Bars in LithMelt Deicer Solution (EB70 Test Method)
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5.2. Evaluation of Deicing and Anti-icing Performance of LithMelt and Cryotech E36® in
Lab
The deicing and anti-icing performance of commercial products such as Cryotech E36® and
LithMelt is typically evaluated using the test procedures described in the SHRP-H-332 document
– Hand Book of Test Methods for Evaluating Chemical Deicers. Accordingly, three important
parameters of deicers – the ice melting behavior, the ice penetration behavior and the ice
undercutting behavior – are determined.

In addition, kinetic friction tests are conducted to

assess the relative performance of deicer solutions.

All of these tests were conducted at the Keweenaw Research Center in Michigan Technological
University. Detailed results from this investigation are presented in Appendix A. However, a
brief summary of the test procedure and comparative performance of Cryotech E36® deicer and
LithMelt deicer is provided below.

5.2.1. Ice Melting Behavior

Ice melting test determines the total volume of ice that can be melted by an applied amount of
deicer. In this test an ice disk is created in a standard petri-dish at a designated temperature.
After application of a specified amount of the deicer on the surface of the ice disk, the amount of
brine produced (i.e. mix of chemical and melt water) is recorded at time intervals up to 60
minutes. This test is conducted at three different temperatures: 25F, 15F and 5F. The results
of this test are provided in Table 2

Table 2 – Amount of brine created from application of 1 gram of deicer solution on the surface
of ice sample at the end of 60 minutes
Temperature of Ice
Deicer Type
25F
15F
5F
Cryotech E36®

3.55 mL/g

1.53 mL/g

0.62 mL/g

LithMelt

3.44 mL/g

1.53 mL/g

0.64 mL/g
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Based on these results it is apparent that both Cryotech E36® and LithMelt resulted in
comparable ice melting behavior, at all the temperatures investigated.

5.2.2. Ice Penetration Behavior

Ice penetration test is designed to assess the thickness of ice that can be penetrated by a deicer to
allow it to reach the pavement surface. In this test a small amount of deicer is applied on the top
surface of an ice column. The ice contains a dye that reacts with deicer to indicate the depth of
penetration of deicer. The results of the tests are given as the depth of deicer penetration into ice
with time. Readings are taken up to 60 minutes at intervals. This test is conducted at three
different temperatures: 25F, 15F and 5F. The results of this test are provided in Table 3.

Table 3 –Depth of penetration of brine per 1 milligram of deicer solution at the end of 60
minutes
Temperature of Ice
Deicer Type
25F
15F
5F
Cryotech E36®

0.26 mm/mg

0.13 mm/mg

0.06 mm/mg

LithMelt

0.26 mm/mg

0.13 mm/mg

0.04 mm/mg

Based on these results it is apparent that both Cryotech E36® and LithMelt resulted in
comparable ice penetration behavior, at all the temperatures investigated.

5.2.3. Ice Undercutting Behavior

Ice undercutting test is designed to assess the amount of ice that can be loosened from the
pavement by undercutting at the bond interface. In this test an ice layer of approximately 1/8”
thickness is created on top of a mortar block, by freezing the required amount of water. Holes
with a diameter of 5mm and are created in the ice layer by melting through the ice. Once the
holes are produced, a small amount of deicer solution is placed in the holes. As the deicer
undercuts the ice at the interface with the mortar block, the dye in the ice reacts with deicer
solution producing a colored zone of undercutting. The amount of undercutting is monitored
over a period of 60 minutes. The results of the tests are given as the area of ice undercut per
15

milligram of deicer applied. This test is conducted at three different temperatures: 25F, 15F
and 5F. The results of this test are provided in Table 4.

Table 4 –Area of ice undercut per 1 milligram of deicer solution at the end of 60 minutes
Temperature of Ice
Deicer Type
25F
15F
5F
Cryotech E36®

5.49 mm2/mg

1.77 mm2/mg

1.12 mm2/mg

LithMelt

5.63 mm2/mg

1.61 mm2/mg

1.12 mm2/mg

Based on these results it is apparent that both Cryotech E36® and LithMelt resulted in
comparable ice penetration behavior, at all the temperatures investigated.

5.2.4. Friction Tests

In this test, a friction measurement is made by pulling the rubber block over a pavement sample
at a constant speed and measuring the load and displacement as the test progresses. From these
tests, an average force required to move the block can be obtained and the coefficient of friction
can be calculated. The deicer chemical in question is applied uniformly over the surface of the
pavement sample to simulate application rates of 0, 10 and 20 gallons per 1000 ft2. After each
application of deicer, the friction test is conducted and the coefficient of friction is determined.
All the friction tests are conducted at 70F. In this study, the friction tests were conducted using
not only the Cryotech E36 and LithMelt deicers on the pavement surface, but also under other
standard conditions such as dry, water, oil and ice conditions. The coefficient of friction from
these tests is given in Table 5.
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Table 5 – Coefficient of Friction on Application of Deicers and Under Other Standard
Conditions
Fluid
Coefficient of Friction
Dry

0.88

Water

0.77

LithMelt

0.66

Cryotech E36

0.66

Oil

0.38

Ice

0.10

Based on these results, it can be said that both deicers – LithMelt and Cryotech E36, perform
identically.

5.3. Field Performance of LithMelt Deicer at COS Airport

The field performance of LithMelt deicer was evaluated at COS airport on December 8, 2008 by
the COS airport operations personnel. This evaluation was conducted on two concrete pavement
sections (Taxiway Connectors Echo-2 and Echo-5) and two asphalt pavement sections (Runway
17R/35L and Taxiway Connector Alpha-7). As part of this evaluation the pre-treatment and posttreatment frictional characteristics of the pavements were evaluated using the TES Instruments
Mk3 Electronic Decelerometer. In addition, qualitative assessment of handling and spraying
characteristic of LithMelt were evaluated along with any flocculation of the deicer in the storage
tanks.
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5.3.1. Investigation on Concrete Taxiway Connectors Echo-2 and Echo-5

Time:

01:03 am

Air Temp:

23 F

RH:

66%

Winds:

21 mph

Surface Temp:

26.1 F

Concrete Taxiway Connector Echo-2

Echo-2 was previously untouched and had a 1/8” layer of ice covered with a thin, “crunchy”
layer of frozen snow. Prior to chemical application, an average TES reading of 0.21 was
recorded. An initial application of LithMelt was made at a rate of 0.9 gallons per 1000 feet, with
a truck speed of 20 mph. After approximately 20 minutes, a second TES test produced little to
no change in the TES values. Only after a second chemical application, a third TES test
produced an average reading of 0.29. However, a final test reading (shortly thereafter) revealed
a TES value of 0.21 as the surface re-froze.

Concrete Taxiway Connector Echo-5

Echo-5 was previously swept and had a thin layer of ice and a corresponding TES average of
0.25 prior to the first deicer application. LithMelt was applied at a rate of 1.0 gallons per 1000
feet, at a speed of 22 mph. Similar to the E-2 test, there was little to no change in surface friction
after the first application. After the second application, the TES values jumped to an average of
0.34. This value remained unchanged when it was checked 15 minutes later.
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5.3.2. Investigation on Asphalt Runway and Taxiway Connectors Alpha-7

Time:

03:45 am

Air Temp:

20 F

RH:

73 %

Winds:

30 mph

Surface Temp:

25.0 F

Asphalt Runway 17R/35L (Grooved Surface)

This surface had similar untouched ice contaminant levels as Echo-2, and had a pre-treated TES
reading of 0.17. Fifteen minutes after the first treatment of LithMelt (applied at a rate of 1.0
gallon per 1000 feet, at a speed of 22 mph), the surface friction was measured and a TES value
of 0.244 was measured. Subsequently, the runway was swept full length and width before a
second treatment of LithMelt at a same dosage level was applied.

At this time, a TES

measurement yielded a value of 0.29. Subsequently, the surface conditions did not improve
substantially until later that afternoon.

Asphalt Taxiway A-7

This pavement surface had similar pre-treatment characteristics (i.e. a TES value of 0.17) as
runway 17R/35L. Alpha-7 was treated with LithMelt (applied at a rate of 1.0 gallon per 1000
feet at a speed of 22 mph). A TES reading of 0.19 was obtained 20 minutes later and, as a result,
a NOTAM (Notice to Airmen) was issued and the surface was closed.

Alpha-7 was not

reopened until 12:20pm.

Based on these results, it appears that at the dosage rates applied in the field (i.e. 0.9 – 1.0
gallons per 1000 feet) the LithMelt deicer did not perform adequately. Unfortunately, additional
evaluation of LithMelt at higher dosage levels could not be done at the time of this investigation.
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5.3.3. Handling, Spraying and Flocculation Characteristics of LithMelt Deicer

Observations made by field personnel at COS airport on the ability of conventional pumps to
handle/transfer the LithMelt deicer from tanks to trucks, and the ability of the conventional spray
trucks to apply a uniform coating of the LithMelt deicer on the pavement, showed that no
problems were encountered. In this regard the performance of LithMelt deicer was found to be
very comparable to that of Cryotech E36® deicer. No flocculation was observed in LithMelt
deicer tanks upon storing the deicer for several weeks at ambient conditions. These findings
support results from long-term (one-year) storage tests conducted by SMI, Inc. and reported in
Appendix B.

5.4. Properties and Performance of LithMelt per AMS 1435A Specification for Liquid
Deicing/Anti-Icing Agents

The biodegradability of the deicer solutions and their ecological impact are determined as per
AMS specification 1435A. Also, the ability of the deicer fluids to corrode metallic and nonmetallic components is established through conforming to AMS specification 1435A.

In

addition, certain physical characteristics of deicers such as flash point, freezing point and pH of
the deicers are established through tests conforming to ASM 1435A specification.

These tests were conducted on LithMelt deicer by SMI, Inc and a detailed report of findings is
attached in Appendix B. However, a summary of findings is provided below.

Based on the work conducted by SMI, Inc. the following are the key findings:

5.4.1. Properties of LithMelt Deicer

Flash Point:

No flash to 100C

Specific Gravity:

1.238 @ 60F

pH:

10.9

Freezing Point:

-15C
20

5.4.2. Environmental Impact of LithMelt Deicer

The biodegradability of deicer is established through BOD and COD values, established using
the APHA standard methods of examination of water and waste water. Based on these tests, the
5-day Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD) of the LithMelt deicer was found to be 0.28 kg O2/kg
fluid. The 5-day Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) of the LithMelt deicer was found to be 0.34
kg O2/kg fluid.
Ecological behavior of deicers relates to their aquatic toxicity. The LC50 concentration of deicer
is used as an indicator of the aquatic toxicity of deicer solutions. The LC50 concentration (in
milligrams per liter) represents the highest concentration at which 50% of the test species
survive.

Based on the tests conducted as per AMS 1435A specification, the 48-hour LC50

concentration for Daphnia magna species (in a static system) was found to be 1,225 mg/L. For
pimephasles promelas species (in a static system), the 96-hour LC50 concentration was found to
be 1,850 mg/L.

The trace contaminant levels of LithMelt deicer were as follows:

Sulfur:

12 ppm

Halogens:

1200 ppm

Phosphate:

< 1 ppm

Nitrate:

<10 ppm

Heavy Metals
(Pb, Cr, Cd, Hg)

< 1 ppm

5.4.3. Impact of LithMelt on Metals, Non-Metals and Scaling Resistance of Concrete

AMS 1435A specification covers a wide range of corrosion and degradability tests to evaluate
the impact of deicers on a range of materials, including aircraft metals, plastics, painted surfaces
and concrete. Based on all the tests conducted, it was found that LithMelt deicer successfully
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conforms to all the requirements of AMS 1435A specification. A more detailed report of
findings on this subject matter is presented in Appendix B.
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6. CONCLUSIONS

Based on the different studies conducted in this investigation, the following conclusions can be
drawn about the performance of LithMelt deicer/anti-icer solution:

1. LithMelt deicer/anti-icer solution did not cause any deleterious levels of expansion in
mortar bars containing alkali-silica reactive aggregates, unlike Cryotech E36 deicer
solution and 1N NaOH solution. Therefore, it can be concluded that LithMelt deicer does
not have the potential to induce alkali-silica reaction in concrete containing marginal
aggregates.

2. The performance of LithMelt in ice melting, ice penetration and ice undercutting as per
the SHRP test methods was found to be satisfactory for use in winter weather conditions
to improve the performance of pavements. In these laboratory tests, the performance of
LithMelt was found to be comparable to that of Cryotech E36 deicer/anti-icer solution.

3. Field evaluation of LithMelt indicated that this deicer/anti-icer solution slightly improved
the frictional characteristics of the pavement at the dosage rates applied (i.e. 0.90 – 1.0
gallons per 1000 feet). However, the level of improvement was not found to be sufficient
to restore adequate frictional characteristics of the pavement and open the pavement for
service.

Cryotech E36® deicer was found to be effective under the same ambient

conditions at comparable dosage levels (i.e. 0.90 – 1.0 gallons per 1000 feet). Additional
testing of LithMelt deicer at higher dosage levels was not conducted and consequently
performance of LithMelt at other dosage levels is not known.
4. Conventional pumping and spraying equipment was found to be adequate and
satisfactory in handling and spraying LithMelt deicer. In this regard, LithMelt deicer was
found to behave very similar to Cryotech E36®.

No flocculation was observed in

LithMelt deicer under ambient storage conditions at the COS airport.
5. LithMelt was found to conform to all the requirements of AMS 1435A specification for
use as a runway liquid deicing/anti-icing agent. In particular, no negative impacts on the
23

environment or other metallic/non-metallic components that are typically found on
airfield pavements and aircrafts were observed. No long-term storage related problems
such as flocculation were observed.
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7. RECOMMENDATIONS

In this investigation, it was found that LithMelt deicer/anti-icer performed adequately in a variety
of lab investigations. However, its performance in field was found to be less than adequate at the
one dosage rate that was evaluated (i.e. 0.90 – 1.0 gallons per 1000 feet). It is not certain if the
LithMelt would have performed better at higher dosage levels. In order to get a more thorough
understanding of the performance of LithMelt deicer in field conditions, it is recommended that a
comprehensive study be conducted in which LithMelt deicer is applied at different dosage rates
followed by a systematic evaluation of the frictional characteristics of the pavement.
Unfortunately, in the present study adequate equipment was not readily available to dispense the
deicer at different dosage rates, and the application of deicer was conducted under time
constraints that prevented a systematic evaluation of the LithMelt product.
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