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The growing population and advancements in human lifestyle have led to a significant surge 

in energy demands for contemporary buildings. The increasing demand for energy, 

depletion of fossil fuel resources, and pressing environmental concerns serve as significant 

drivers for the advancement of sustainable and effective infrastructure. Geopolymer (GP) 

composite, devoid of cement and composed of diverse materials rich in Al₂SiO₃ and 

Na₂SiO₃/NaOH (alkali-activated silica), is emerging as a significant material for 

sustainability initiatives. Their preference is attributed to the reduced emission of 

greenhouse gases in comparison to ordinary Portland cement (OPC). This paper seeks to 

provide a comprehensive overview of current advancements in the field of GP composites, 

focusing on sustainability. The characteristics of composites formulated with different 

geopolymeric binders are discussed. Additionally, the discussion includes the microstructure 

and chemical characteristics of GP composites. The resilience of GP composites is 

emphasised, particularly in relation to their degradation in diverse, harsh environments. A 

comprehensive assessment of global warming potential (GWP) was carried out, and the 

practical applications of GP composites within the building industry are also presented. 

Keywords: 

Geopolymer , 

Sustainability ,  

compressive strength , 

Durability,  

Microstructure ,  

Application 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Introduction 

The cement industry significantly contributes to 

carbon emissions, accounting for 5–8% of total 

global emissions. The industry is experiencing 

growth, especially in emerging economies, with 

projections indicating a 4% increase in CO₂ 

emissions by the year 2050. [1] Numerous 

environmental problems linked to the cement 

production process prompt concerns regarding 

sustainability. The cement production process 

entails the extraction and processing of raw 

materials, including limestone, clay, and shale, 

which are subsequently heated in a kiln at 

elevated temperatures to produce clinker. The 

clinker is meticulously pulverised with gypsum 

and additional ingredients to manufacture 

cement. This process expends considerable 

energy, predominantly from fossil fuels, 

resulting in substantial carbon dioxide (CO₂) 

emissions. [2] Fig. (1) illustrates CO₂ emissions 

across various sectors  [3] Scientific studies have 

shown that cement production has far-reaching 

negative effects on the  

https://rjes.iq/index.php/rjes
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Fig. 1. Carbon dioxide emissions categorised by 

several sectors; (a) by countries; (b) worldwide [3]   

 

environment, particularly in the areas of air, soil, 

water, and noise pollution.  A plethora of studies 

have also offered various strategies to try to 

lessen the impact of these problems. [4] in There 

are several methods to decrease CO₂ emissions: 

(1) substitution of cement with alternative raw 

materials and supplementary cementitious 

materials,[5] (2) utilisation of civil construction 

waste as a substitute raw material in the 

manufacture of Portland clinker, with partial 

substitution of limestone–clay composites  [6] 

Geopolymer concrete (GPC) is a form of 

sustainable concrete. [7] has developed as a 

sustainable and high-performance alternative to 

classic Portland cement concrete (PCC), 

sometimes referred to as ordinary Portland 

cement (OPC), providing considerable 

environmental and engineering benefits. [8] that 

GPC is both economically viable in the long run 

and facilitates material reuse rates of up to 70%, 

hence endorsing circular economy concepts. [9] 

The utilisation of geopolymer (GP) in concrete 

as a sustainable material has recently risen, as 

illustrated in Fig. 2. [10]  

 

Fig. 2. Annual publication trend of geopolymer 

concrete (GPC) [10] 

2. Significance of research   

Researching geopolymer concrete (GPC) is 

essential for developing sustainable, low-carbon 

construction materials that mitigate the 

substantial CO₂ emissions associated with 

conventional cement. GPC provides enhanced 

durability, fire resistance, and chemical 

resilience by incorporating industrial byproducts 

such as fly ash and slag, positioning it as a 

critical eco-friendly alternative for rigorous 

applications and sustainable development. The 

fundamental objective of this work is to evaluate 

and analyse recent experimental results in the 

field of geopolymer concrete. The study focuses 

on the materials employed in GPC and the 

formulation design. Moreover, it highlights the 

essential attributes of GPC that profoundly 

influence the structural performance and 

longevity of concrete under severe climatic 

conditions. 

3. Sustainability of geopolemar concrete 
 

Sustainable development is attained through the 

use of geopolymers in the construction industry, 

as it leads to reduced CO2 emissions, optimal 

resource utilisation, incorporation of waste 

materials, cost-effectiveness in long-lasting 

infrastructure, and social advantages such as 

financial benefits and job creation.[ 11] 

GPC relies on the activation of high-silica 

content in natural or industrial byproducts, such 

as fly ash, utilising an alkaline solution to 

generate three-dimensional polymers that bind 

the aggregate in lieu of hydrated Portland 

cement. Consequently, cement consumption may 

be diminished or potentially eradicated. Besides 

its environmental benefits, geopolymer water-

free activation produces concrete mixtures that 

exhibit enhanced resistance to alkali-aggregate 

reactivity, increased durability against chloride 

attacks, and reduced susceptibility to shrinkage 

and early-age cracking. [12] The distinction 

between ordinary concrete and polymer concrete 

is presented in Table 1  
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Table 2 : Defferent between GPC and OPC 

Properties Notes Ref. 

Compressive 

strength 

The compressive strength of 

geopolymer concrete develops 

rapidly at an early age compared 

to regular concrete, and the 

results demonstrate that the bond 

performance of geopolymer 

concrete exceeds that of normal 

concrete. 

[13] 

[14] 

Brittleness At a specified strength level, 

geopolymer paste and concrete 

exhibit greater brittleness 

compared to their corresponding 

OPC paste and concrete. 

[15] 

water 

absorption rate 

Ordinary Portland Cement (OPC) 

concrete exhibits a significantly 

reduced water absorption rate 

compared to the equivalent fly 

ash geopolymer concrete. 

[16] 

Setting time 

(NaOH 

&temperature)  

GPC set more rapidly with an 

increase in NaOH molarity. Upon 

the reduction in temperature 

[17] 

[18] 

 

 

Setting time 

(effect of 

alkaline 

concentrations) 

It exhibited variations based on 

alkaline content and initial curing 

temperature. The setting time of 

pastes decreases with increasing 

alkaline concentrations. 

[19] 

CO2 Emotions  

 

 

 

 

 

environmental 

management 

 

 

 

low-carbon and 
environmentally 

friendly 

 Geopolymer concrete is 

frequently asserted to possess a 

reduced global warming potential 
compared to(OPC)  

Geopolymer materials in the 

advancement of alternative 

cement for enhanced 

environmental management. 

 

 

Geopolymer concrete is more 

sustainable and environmentally 

benign than ordinary Portland 

cement concrete  

[20] 

 

 

 

 

 

 

[21] 

 

 

 

 

[22] 

 

   

 
4. Constituent of Geopolymer Concrete 

The components of geopolymer concrete include 

a binding agent, activators, aggregates, and 

requisite admixtures. Figure 3 illustrates the 

components of geopolymer concrete along with 

many commonly utilised examples. [23] 

 
Fig.3.The components of geopolymer concrete[23] 

 

4.1. Fly ash 

Fly ash is a by-product mostly derived from 

thermal power plants, consisting of silicon 

dioxide (SiO2) and aluminium oxide (Al2O3). 

Additional oxides found in fly ash comprise 

Fe2O3, CaO, MgO, among others. It may also 

include trace elements such as arsenic (As), zinc 

(Zn), lead (Pb), selenium (Se), gallium (Ga), 

germanium (Ge), and minor quantities of rare-

earth elements. [24]  Assi et al .[25] indicated 

that the source of fly ash substantially influences 

the compressive strength of fly ash-based 

geopolymer concrete. The particle size 

distribution (PSD) directly influences the 

compressive strength. Furthermore The origin of 

fly ash substantially influences the 

microstructure of fly ash-based geopolymer 

concrete.A finer particle size distribution of fly 

ash greatly reduces the permeability void ratio. 

Reduced microcracks were noted with the 

utilisation of finer fly ash. Wardhono etal. [26] 

study The influence of water-to-binder ratio on 

the strength of fly ash geopolymer as a 

sustainable green material The findings indicate 

that the water-to-binder ratio considerably 

influences the strength of FGP. The maximum 

strength was attained using a 0.30 water-to-

binder ratio. Increasing the water-to-binder ratio 

further generally resulted in a reduction of 

strength and an expedited initial setting time. 

The results indicated that an appropriate water-

to-binder ratio allows for the use of fly ash as a 

sustainable green material to combat global 

climate change. 

4.2. Ground Granulated Blast Furnace 

Slag (GGBS) 

Ground Granulated Blast Furnace Slag serves as 

a viable substitute for typical Portland cement 
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owing to its capacity to diminish CO2 emissions. 

Nonetheless, the restricted binding capacity of 

pure GGBS requires the use of alkaline 

activators to improve its hydration 

properties. [27] 

Bellum et al . [28] revealed that the 

incorporation of GGBFS as an addition in FA-

based geopolymer concrete enhanced its 

mechanical qualities. The reduction in porosity 

and water absorption, coupled with an increase 

in compressive strength, is attributed to the 

creation of more C–A–S–H gel, which enhances 

the microstructure and produces a more rigid 

matrix. The enhanced mechanical characteristics 

of the GC samples were noted with the increased 

GGBFS content, attributed to the creation of C–

A–S–H gel, which contributes to the 

development of denser structures. The peak 

strength values were achieved with 50% FA 

incorporation via GGBFS. 

4.3. Alkaline solution  

In geopolymerization, the alkaline solution is 

crucial. The predominant alkaline solution 

utilised in geopolymerization comprises a 

mixture of sodium hydroxide (NaOH) or 

potassium hydroxide (KOH) alongside sodium 

silicate (Na2SiO3) or potassium silicate 

(K2SiO3).[29] 

Memon et al. [30] examined the influence of 

sodium hydroxide content on the fresh 

characteristics and compressive strength of fly 

ash-based self-compacting concrete geopolymer 

(SCGC). The quantitative measurements and 

ocular observations indicated that variations in 

sodium hydroxide content had minimal impact 

on the fresh qualities of SCGC. The 

incorporation of sodium hydroxide, increasing 

from 8 M to 14 M in various SCGC mixtures, 

led to a mere 3.6% decrease in slump flow (from 

700 mm to 675 mm). An elevation in sodium 

hydroxide concentration from 8 M to 14 M 

augmented the viscosity and cohesiveness of 

concrete while diminishing the fluidity and 

flowability of various SCGC mixtures. Ghafoor 

et al [31] examine the influence of sodium 

hydroxide (NaOH) content on the performance 

of fly ash-slag blended ambient-cured 

geopolymer concrete (GPC). The NaOH content 

was adjusted between 8 molar and 14 molar to 

examine its effect on both fresh and hardened 

mechanical characteristics. The elevation in 

NaOH concentration from 8 molar to 16 molar 

led to a persistent decline in the workability of 

GPC. The goal slump exceeding 150 mm was 

attained even at elevated NaOH concentrations, 

attributable to the inclusion of a high-range 

water-reducing admixture. The elevation of 

NaOH concentration significantly affects the 

strength development of fly ash slag-based 

ambient cured geopolymer concrete.Islam et al. 

[32] examine the impact of the sodium silicate to 

sodium hydroxide (SS/SH) ratio on the splitting 

tensile strength, utilising four ratios (1.5, 2.0, 

2.5, and 3.0) in this investigation.  

 

Fig 4. Splitting tensile strength at 28 days for 6 

molarity of sodium hydroxide[32] 
 

 

 
 

Fig 5. Splitting tensile strength at 28 days for 10 

molarity of sodium hydroxide[32] 
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Fig 6. Splitting tensile strength at 28 days for 14 

molarity sodium hydroxide[32] 

 

Figures 4, 5, and 6 demonstrate that the splitting 

tensile strength value rises with an increasing 

ratio of sodium silicate to sodium hydroxide 

(SS/SH). The maximum strength value was 

observed at a ratio of 2.5. 

 

5. Properties of geo polymer concrete  

5.1. Compressive strength 

The compressive strength of geopolymer 

concrete is mostly determined by curing 

temperature, mix design ratios, and the chemical 

composition of the alumino silicate and alkaline 

constituents. Increased curing temperatures and 

regulated humidity markedly accelerate the rate 

and degree of geopolymerization, thus enhancing 

strength development. (Tan Nguyen et al., 2014; 

Ye & Xu, 2014) cited by [33]. The molarity of 

alkaline activators, especially sodium hydroxide 

(NaOH), is crucial. Increased NaOH molarity, 

up to an optimal level, enhances the activation of 

fly ash or metakaolin, hence boosting 

compressive strength. Numerous factors 

influence compressive strength, including : 

 5.1.2 Particle size distribution 

Assi et al. [34]  demonstrated that the resultant 

compressive strength is linearly influenced by 

the average particle size distribution. The 

compressive strength of geopolymer concrete 

diminished with the utilisation of McMeekin fly 

ash. 

5.1.3 Sources of material 

He et al. [35] observed in their investigation that, 

for a specific Si/Al ratio, the geopolymer formed 

from metakaolin demonstrates superior 

compressive strength compared to the waste-

based geopolymer (red mud). Both geopolymers 

exhibit a considerable presence of voids and 

unreacted phases as inactive fillers inside the 

geopolymer binder, leading to complexity and 

heterogeneity in their mechanical properties. The 

disparity in strength between the two 

geopolymers is ascribed to the varying reactivity 

of source materials, the proportion of 

nonreactive fillers, and the alkalinity involved in 

geopolymerization reactions. 

        5.1.4 Curing period 

Kim et al. [36] showed that compressive 

strengths of 31 N/mm² and 45 N/mm² may be 

attained for the 10 M alkali-activated 

geopolymer mortar after 7 and 28 days of 

casting, respectively, when cured for 24 hours at 

60°C. The researchers determined that an 

extended curing period and a higher 

concentration of alkali activator enhanced the 

compressive strength.  

Yılmaz et al. [37] demonstrated that curing 

specimens for extended durations and at elevated 

temperatures enhances compressive strength 

outcomes. The maximum compressive strength 

was attained at 80°C following 72 hours of 

curing. 

5.2. Durability 

Khan et al. [38] examine the integration of high-

volume rice husk ash (RHA) into geopolymer 

bricks in their study. The mixes were immersed 

in sulphuric acid with a pH of 1.34. For 

comparative purposes, mixes were additionally 

submerged in water. The compressive strengths 

of the acid-immersed mixes were compared to 

those of the water-immersed mixtures. The 

findings demonstrated that prolonging the curing 

duration in acid and water diminished the 

compressive strength of the combination. After a 

seven-day exposure, the compressive strength of 

the controlled combination diminished by 

14.7%, but the mixture with RHA exhibited no 

reduction in compressive strength. After 28 days 

of acid exposure, the geopolymer combinations 

containing RHA exhibited a compressive 

strength reduction of 31%, in contrast to the 

17.5% reduction observed in the control 
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mixtures. The increased porosity of the RHA-

based combinations facilitated the infiltration of 

moisture and sulphate ions, leading to greater 

deterioration of these mixtures in comparison to 

the control mixtures. Figure (7 ): illustrates the 

comparison of compressive strength following 

acid exposure on RHA–GP mixes. 

 

Fig 7 Compressive strength comparison after acid 

attack on RHA–GP mixtures.[38] 

Vogt et al. [39] illustrated the significance of the 

Si/Al ratio in geopolymer mix designs for acid 

resistance, wherein a metakaolin-based 

geopolymer was altered by substituting the 

aforementioned precursor with varying 

percentages of silica fume. Durability 

assessments were conducted by subjecting 

geopolymers containing different proportions of 

silica fume (up to 9%) to a sulphuric acid 

solution (pH 1) for a duration of 84 days. The 

findings indicate that above a specific silica 

fume threshold, the total dissolution-induced 

erosion of the sample surface can be mitigated, 

and increased silica fume quantities result in 

substantial densification of extensive protective 

regions inside the corroded layer, hence 

impeding the advancement of corrosion. 

Zhang et al. [40]  indicated that the resistance of 

geopolymer composites to freezing and thawing 

can be improved by suitably elevating the curing 

temperature to around 50 ◦C to 80 ◦C, especially 

for low-Ca geopolymers. Optimal outcomes can 

be achieved when the curing temperature is 

maintained between 50 °C and 70 °C 

 

5.3. Microstructure of Geopolymer concrete 

(GPC) 
The microstructure of Geopolymer concrete 

(GPC) exhibited a higher proportion of 

amorphous phases, reduced porosity, and an 

increased number of mesopores compared to 

ordinary Portland cement concrete (OPCC). A 

literature review indicated that the 

manufacturing of geopolymer concrete 

necessitates meticulous attention and precise 

material compositions. The activation process in 

geopolymer production necessitates high 

alkalinity, which poses safety risks, increases 

energy consumption, and contributes to 

greenhouse gas emissions. The generation of 

GPC is influenced by both curing time and 

curing temperature. [41]  Geopolymerization 

inhibits the interconnectivity of micropores by 

creating a denser matrix of geopolymer gel. The 

use of 12M sodium hydroxide solution, a low 

liquid-to-binder ratio of roughly 0.4, and a 

curing temperature of around 70 °C for a 

minimum of 24 h resulted in high-strength 

geopolymers. The binders combined with a 

sodium silicate to sodium hydroxide mass ratio 

of 2.0–2.5 exhibit enhanced reactivity. [42]  

  Ashfaq et al. [43] utilised SEM images to 

succinctly illustrate the morphology of Fly Ash 

and Metakaolin-based Geopolymer concrete, as 

depicted in Fig. 29. The use of metakaolin 

evidently enhances the density of the 

geopolymerization structure. The white particles 

are composed of metakaolin, whereas the black 

particles consist of fly ash. All these specimens 

exhibit heterogeneous and inconsistent porosity. 

It is also anticipated that a portion of the 

metakaolin and fly ash will remain unreacted 

 

 
Fig 8.Scanning Electron Microscope picture of fly ash and 

metakaolin-based Geopolymer Concrete[43]  

 

Albidah et al. [44] investigate the behaviour of 

metakaolin-based geopolymer concrete at 

ambient and increased temperatures. Their work 

includes scanning electron microscope (SEM) 

pictures of three geopolymer mixes, P1, P3, and 
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P4, at ambient conditions and following 

exposure to 400 °C, captured at a magnification 

of × 1000, as depicted in Figure 13. Table 2 

illustrates the proportions of the blends. 

 
Table 2.    Geo polymer mix proportions (44) 

Mix 

ID 

MK 

(kg/m3) 

NaOH 

solution 

(kg/m3) 

Na2SiO3 

solution 

(kg/m3) 

Extra water 

(kg/m3)  

P1 369.7 116.2 208.1 6.1 

P3 383.4 98.6 215.8 2.2 

P4 355.9 83.1 261.0 0.0 
Not : Coarse aggregate (kg/m3)= 1224.0,Fine aggregate (kg/m3)= 575.8 

 

At ambient conditions, the micrographs exhibit 

the characteristic microstructure of a dense and 

uniform geopolymer gel. The samples for SEM 

analysis were derived from the cracked segments 

of compressive strength testing, revealing visible 

cracks in the micrographs. A meticulous analysis 

of these micrographs reveals the absence of 

unreacted MK particles in P4. Nevertheless, a 

few unreacted MK particles remain in P1 and 

P3. Nonetheless, the geopolymerization reaction 

is nearly complete in all three mixtures. The 

microstructure of all three mixtures is uniform, 

compact, and dense, which accounts for the 

superior strength attained by these mixtures. The 

micrographs obtained after heating at 400 ◦C 

exhibit a somewhat porous and sponge-like 

structure in the three geopolymer mixtures, 

which contributed to the reduction in strength. 
 

 
Fig 9. SEM of geopolymer mixtures: (a) P1 at ambient 

temperature; (b) P1 at 400 °C (c) P3 at ambient 

temperature; (d) P3 at 400 °C (e) P4 at ambient 

temperature (f) P4 at 400 °C.[44] 

 
 
 

6. Application of geo polymer 

The sustainability of infrastructure projects is an 

increasingly significant concern in engineering 

practice. In the future, construction materials 

will be chosen based on their capacity to fulfil 

sustainability criteria. Geopolymers are materials 

derived from industrial by-products. Utilising 

geopolymer concrete technology enables waste 

reduction and the environmentally sustainable 

production of concrete. [45] Fig [10] 

demonstrated the utility of GPC in building [46] 

 
 

Fig 10. The utility of GPC in construction [46] 

 

Geopolymer concrete (GPC) is utilised in 

sustainable building for infrastructure, including 

bridges,[47]  and highways[48]. The adaptability 

of GPC has been evidenced by its effective 

utilisation in infrastructure projects, high-rise 

construction, precast components, and 

specialised applications such as marine 

constructions and fire-resistant barriers. [49] 

Geopolymers can mitigate environmental 

problems and have diverse applications in 

various domains, including water purification, 

waste treatment, and fire-resistant buildings. [50] 

 

7. Conclusion 

Sustainable development is realised through the 

use of geopolymers in the construction industry, 

as they lead to reduced CO₂ emissions, optimal 

resource utilisation, the incorporation of waste 

materials, cost-effectiveness in long-lasting 

infrastructure, and social advantages in terms of 

financial gains and job creation. 

The source of fly ash significantly influences the 

compressive strength of fly ash-based 

geopolymer concrete. The particle size 

distribution (PSD) directly influences the 
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compressive strength. Furthermore, the origin of 

fly ash substantially influences the 

microstructure of fly ash-based geopolymer 

concrete. A finer particle size distribution of fly 

ash resulted in a more substantial reduction of 

the permeability void ratio. 

In geopolymerisation, the alkaline solution is 

crucial. The predominant alkaline solution used 

in geopolymerization comprises a mixture of 

sodium hydroxide (NaOH) or potassium 

hydroxide (KOH) alongside sodium silicate 

(Na₂SiO₃) or potassium silicate (K₂SiO₃).  
The compressive strength of geopolymer 

concrete is mostly determined by curing 

temperature, mix design ratios, and the 

chemistry of the aluminosilicate and alkaline 

constituents. Increased curing temperatures and 

regulated humidity markedly accelerate the rate 

and degree of geopolymerisation, thus enhancing 

strength development.   

Geopolymerization inhibits the interconnectivity 

of micropores by creating a denser matrix of 

geopolymer gel. The application of a 12M 

sodium hydroxide solution, a low liquid-to-

binder ratio of roughly 0.4, and a curing 

temperature of around 70°C for a minimum of 

24 h resulted in the formation of high-strength 

geopolymers. 

The microstructure of geopolymer concrete 

(GPC) exhibited a higher presence of amorphous 

phases, reduced porosity, and an increased 

number of mesopores compared to ordinary 

Portland cement concrete (OPCC). 

 

8. References 
 

1. Khaiyum, M. Z., Sarker, S., & Kabir, G. (2023). 

Evaluation of Carbon Emission Factors in the Cement 

Industry: An Emerging Economy 

Context. Sustainability, 15(21), 15407. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su152115407 

2. S. S. Panagoda and H. Ranasinghe et al., ―Cement 

manufacturing process and its environmental impact,‖ 

vol. 43, pp. 161–168, Jul. 2023 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/372364566_Cemen

t_Manufacturing_Process_and_Its_Environmental_Impact. 

3. Y.H.M. Amran, R. Alyousef, H. Alabduljabbar, M. El-

Zeadani, Clean production and properties of 

geopolymer concrete; A review, J. Clean. Prod. 251 

(2020)  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119679 

4. Bărbulescu, A., & Hosen, K. (2025). Cement Industry 

Pollution and Its Impact on the Environment and 

Population Health: A Review. Toxics, 13(7), 587. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics13070587 

5. Shah, I. H., Miller, S. A., Jiang, D. & Myers, R. J. 

Cement substitution with secondary materials can 

reduce annual global CO2 emissions by up to 1.3 

gigatons. Nat. Commun. 13, 5758 (2022).  

6. H. Mikulčić, D. Cerinski, J. Baleta, X. Wang 

,Improving pulverized coal and biomass co-

combustion in a cement rotary kiln by computational 

fluid dynamics,Chem. Eng. Technol., 42 (2019), 

pp. 2539-2545, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cemconres.2023.107285 

7. Ikotun, J. O., Aderinto, G. E., Madirisha, M. M., & 

Katte, V. Y. (2024). Geopolymer Cement in Pavement 

Applications: Bridging Sustainability and 

Performance. Sustainability, 16(13), 5417. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su16135417 

8. Khasawneh, M.A. Geopolymer concrete in 

construction projects: a review. Discov Civ Eng 2, 124 

(2025). https://doi.org/10.1007/s44290-025-00281-1 

9. Khasawneh, M.A. Geopolymer concrete in 

construction projects: a review. Discov Civ Eng 2, 124 

(2025). https://doi.org/10.1007/s44290-025-00281-1 

10. Farooq and Furqan 2021 Geopolymer concrete as 

sustainable material: A state of the art review 

Construction and Building Materials 306 124762 

11. Verma, M., Dev, N., Rahman, I., Nigam, M., 

Ahmed, M., & Mallick, J. (2022). Geopolymer 

Concrete: A Material for Sustainable Development in 

Indian Construction Industries. Crystals, 12(4), 514. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/cryst12040514 

12. 22-[c1] Akhnoukh, A. (2024). Advantages of 

Geopolymer Concrete in Infrastructure Applications. 

In: Akhnoukh, A., Kaloush, K., Souliman, M.I., 

Chang, C. (eds) A Pathway to Safe, Smart, and 

Resilient Road and Mobility Networks. IRF IRF 2022 

2022. Advances in Science, Technology & Innovation. 

Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-

47612-9_7 

13. Mahmoud, A. S., Khoshnaw, G. J., & Mahmood, 

F. I. (2017). Engineering and Microstructures 

Characteristics of Low Calcium Fly Ash Based 

Geopolymer Concrete. EURASIAN JOURNAL OF 

SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING, 2(2), 27-

39. https://doi.org/10.23918/eajse.v2i2p27 

14. Kumar N., (2024) Comparative Study Between 

Geopolymer and Ordinary Concrete Regarding 

Compressive and Flexural Strength in RC Beam and 

their Environmental Sustainability Assessment for 

Construction , International Journal for Research in 

Applied Science and Engineering 

Technology 12(12):1814-1818 , 

DOI: 10.22214/ijraset.2024.66112 

15. Pan Z, Sanjayan JGand Rangan BV2011 Fracture 

properties of geopolymer paste and concrete Mag. 

Concr. Res. 63 763–71 

https://doi.org/10.1680/macr.2011.63.10.763 

16. Albitar, M.; Ali, M.M.; Visintin, P.; Drechsler, 

M. Durability evaluation of geopolymer and 

conventional concretes. Constr. Build.Mater. 2017, 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su152115407
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/372364566_Cement_Manufacturing_Process_and_Its_Environmental_Impact
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/372364566_Cement_Manufacturing_Process_and_Its_Environmental_Impact
https://doi.org/10.3390/toxics13070587
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cemconres.2023.107285
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16135417
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44290-025-00281-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/cryst12040514
https://doi.org/10.23918/eajse.v2i2p27
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/International-Journal-for-Research-in-Applied-Science-and-Engineering-Technology-2321-9653?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/International-Journal-for-Research-in-Applied-Science-and-Engineering-Technology-2321-9653?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/International-Journal-for-Research-in-Applied-Science-and-Engineering-Technology-2321-9653?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://doi.org/10.22214/ijraset.2024.66112
https://doi.org/10.1680/macr.2011.63.10.763


   

 
LUMA A. ZGHAIR et al /Al-Rafidain Journal of Engineering Sciences Vol. 4, Issue 1, 2026: 268-277 

 

 

276 

 

136, 374–385. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.01.056 

17. Adnan, Anas, M. Geopolymer concrete as a 

sustainable alternative to OPC. J. Umm Al-Qura Univ. 

Eng.Archit. 16, 1223–1245 (2025). 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s43995-025-00155-8 

18. Pilehvar S et al 2019 Effect of freeze–thaw cycles 

on the mechanical behavior of geopolymer concrete 

and Portland cement concrete containing 

microencapsulated phase change materials Constr. 

Build. Mater. 200 94–103 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.12.057 

19. Wongpattanawut, W., & Israngkura Na Ayudhya, 

B. (2023). Effect of Curing Temperature on 

Mechanical Properties of Sanitary Ware Porcelain 

based Geopolymer Mortar. Civil Engineering 

Journal, 9(8), 1808–1827. 

https://doi.org/10.28991/CEJ-2023-09-08-01 

20. Shobeiri V, Bennett B, Xie T, Visintin P. A 

comprehensive assessment of the global warming 

potential of geopolymer concrete. J Clean Prod 

2021;297:126669. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126669 

21. Kehinde O, Hughes DJ, Amalu EH. Critical 

methods of geopolymer feedstocks activation for 

suitable industrial applications. Heliyon. 2024 Apr 

25;10(9):e29771. doi: 10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e29771. 

PMID: 38737286; PMCID: PMC11088278. 

22. J.-C. Tao, X.-Z. Wang, B. Yao, W.-W. Pei, G. 

Jiren, W.-Q. He, L. Li, Comparison of rheology and 

durability of geopolymer and Portland cement concrete 

at the same strength levels, Constr. Build. Mater. 461 

(2025) 139958. 

23. Chowdhury, S.; Mohapatra, S.; Gaur, A.; 

Dwivedi, G.; Soni, A. Study of various properties of 

geopolymer concrete—A review.Mater. Today Proc. 

2021, 46, 5687–5695. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.09.835 

24. Panda and S. Dash, ―Characterization and 

Utilization of Coal Fly Ash: A Review,‖ Emerg. 

Mater. Res., vol. 9,no. 3, pp. 921–934, 2020, doi: 

10.1680/jemmr.18.00097 

25. Assi LN, Deaver EE, Ziehl P. Effect of source 

and particle size distribution on the mechanical and 

microstructural properties of fly ash-based geopolymer 

concrete. Constr Build Mater. 2018;167:372–80.. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.01.193 

26. A. Wardhono, Y. Risdianto, K. D. Handayani, N. 

Andajani and D. W. Law" The role of water-to-binder 

ratio on strength of fly ash geopolymer as sustainable 

green materials in supporting SDG 13 "E3S Web 

Conf., 640 (2025) 01005 DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/202564001005 

27. V.K. Singh, G. Srivastava, Development of a 

sustainable geopolymer using blast furnace slag and 

lithium hydroxide, Sustainable Materials and 

Technologies 40 (Jul. 2024) e00934, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SUSMAT.2024.E00934. 

28. Bellum RR, Muniraj K, Madduru SRC (2020) 

Influence of slag on mechanical and durability 

properties of fly ash-based geopolymer concrete. J 

Korean Ceram Soc 57(5):530–545. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s43207-020-00056-7 

29. Sanni, S. H., & Khadiranaikar, R. B. (2013). 

Performance of alkaline solutions on grades of 

geopolymer concrete. International Journal of 

Research in Engineering and Technology (IJRET), 

2(11), 366-371. 

https://doi.org/10.15623/ijret.2013.0213069 

30. Memon, F.A., Nuruddin, M.F., Khan, S., et al., 

2013. Effect of sodium hydroxide concentration on 

fresh properties and compressive strength of self-

compacting geopolymer concrete. Journal of 

Engineering Science and Technology. 8(1), 44–56. 

31. Ghafoor, M. T., Ali, S., Imran, M., & Saeed, M. 

(2025). Impact of sodium hydroxide molarity on 

mechanical properties of fly ash–slag-based 

geopolymer concrete. Proceedings of the Institution of 

Civil Engineers-Structures and Buildings, 178(4), 402–

411. https://doi.org/10.1680/jstbu.24.00169. 

32. Md. Hafijul Islam, Sabbir Ahamed, Md. Bashirul 

Islam, Md. Nour Hossain, Fahmida Rafiq; 

Development of sustainable geopolymer concrete 

using GGBS, fly ash, and recycled aggregates to 

reduce environmental impact. AIP Conf. Proc. 5 

February 2025; 3262 (1): 

020029. https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0250563 

33.  Oumar AI (2025). Review of Geopolymer 

Concrete: Reaction Mechanisms, Mechanical 

Behavior, and Environmental Benefits. J. Civil Eng. 

Urban., 15 (1): 40- 64. DOI: 

https://dx.doi.org/10.54203/jceu.2025.4 

34. L.N. Assi, E. Eddie Deaver, P. Ziehl, Effect of 

source and particle size distribution on the mechanical 

and microstructural properties of fly Ash-Based 

geopolymer concrete, Constr. Build. Mater. 167 (2018) 

372–380,https://doi.org/10.1016/ 

j.conbuildmat.2018.01.193. 

35. J. He, J. Zhang, Y. Yu, G. Zhang, The strength 

and microstructure of two geopolymers derived from 

metakaolin and red mud-fly ash admixture: A 

comparative study, Constr. Build. Mater. 30 (2012) 

80–91, https://doi.org/ 

10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2011.12.011. 

36. Kim, Y.Y.; Lee, B.J.; Saraswathy, V.; Kwon, S.J. 

Strength and durability performance of alkali-activated 

rice husk ash geopolymer mortar. Sci. World J. 2014, 

2014, 209584 https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/209584 

37. Yılmaz, A., Degirmenci, F. N., & Aygormez, Y. 

(2024). Effect of initial curing conditions on the 

durability performance of low calcium fly ash-based 

geopolymer mortars. Boletin De La Sociedad Espanola 

De Ceramica Y Vidrio, 63(4), 238–254. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bsecv.2023.10.006 

38. Atif Khan, Mohammad Jamal Khattak, Thomas 

C. Pesacreta & Lily Ann Hume (11 Aug 2025): 

Microstructural, mechanical, and durability assessment 

of sustainable geopolymers synthesized using rice husk 

ash, a byproduct of the rice industry, Journal of 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.01.056
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43995-025-00155-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.12.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126669
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.09.835
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.01.193
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SUSMAT.2024.E00934
https://doi.org/10.15623/ijret.2013.0213069
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0250563
https://dx.doi.org/10.54203/jceu.2025.4
https://doi.org/10.1016/
https://doi.org/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/209584


   

 
LUMA A. ZGHAIR et al /Al-Rafidain Journal of Engineering Sciences Vol. 4, Issue 1, 2026: 268-277 

 

 

277 

 

Sustainable Cement-Based Materials, DOI: 

10.1080/21650373.2025.2542192 

39. Vogt, O., Ukrainczyk, N., & Koenders, E. (2021). 

Effect of Silica Fume on Metakaolin Geopolymers’ 

Sulfuric Acid Resistance. Materials, 14(18), 5396. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14185396 

40. Zhang, P., Shi, B., Dai, X., Chen, C., & Lai, C. 

(2025). A State-of-the-Art Review on the Freeze–

Thaw Resistance of Sustainable Geopolymer Gel 

Composites: Mechanisms, Determinants, and 

Models. Gels, 11(7), 537. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/gels11070537 

41. Hassan, A., Arif, M., Shariq, M. (2020). 

Influence of Microstructure of Geopolymer Concrete 

on Its Mechanical Properties—A Review. In: Shukla, 

S., Barai, S., Mehta, A. (eds) Advances in Sustainable 

Construction Materials and Geotechnical Engineering. 

Lecture Notes in Civil Engineering , vol 35. Springer, 

Singapore. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-7480-

7_10 

42. C. Ng, U.J. Alengaram, L.S. Wong, K.H. Mo, 

M.Z. Jumaat, S. Ramesh, A review on microstructural 

study and compressive strength of geopolymer mortar, 

paste and concrete, Constr. Build. Mater. 186 (2018) 

550–576. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.07.075 

43. Ashfaq MH, Sharif MB, Irfan-Ul-Hassan M, 

Sahar UU, Akmal U, Mohamed A. Up-scaling of fly 

as-based geopolymer concrete to investigate the binary 

effect of locally available metakaolin with fly ash. 

Heliyon. 2024 Feb 14;10(4):e26331. doi: 

10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e26331. PMID: 38390164; 

PMCID: PMC10882126.  

44. Behavior of Metakaolin-Based geopolymer 

concrete at ambient and elevated temperatures 

Abdulrahman Albidah, Ali S. Alqarni, Husain Abbas, 

Tarek Almusallam, Yousef Al-Salloum 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2021.125910 

Construction and Building Materials 

Volume 317, 24 January 2022, 125910  

45.Ye, G., Luković, M., Ghiassi, B., Aldin, Z., Prinsse, 

S., Liu, J., Nedeljković, M., Hordijk, D., Lagendijk, P., 

Bosman, A., Blom, T., van Leeuwen, M., Huang, Z., 

Celada, U., Du, C., van den Berg, J., Thijssen, A., & 

Wijte, S. (2019). GEOCON BRIDGE: Geopolymer 

Concrete Mixture for Structural 

Applications. SPOOL, 6(2), 21–26. 

https://doi.org/10.7480/spool.2019.2.4369 

46 .Hassan A, ArifMand ShariqM2019 Use of 

geopolymer concrete for a cleaner and sustainable 

environment–a review of mechanical properties and 

microstructure J. Clean. Prod. 223 704–28 

47. Cetindemir, O. (2025). Geopolymer-based 

applications for Bridge structures: A review. Structural 

Concrete, 26 (3), 2998–3052. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/suco.70087?urlappend=%3Fut

m_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Da

rticle 

48.  Dave, N.; Sahu, V.; Misra, A.K. Development of 

geopolymer cement concrete for highway 

infrastructure applications. J. Eng. Des. Technol. 2020, 

18, 1321–1333. https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-10-

2019-

0263?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net

%26utm_medium%3Darticle 

49. Mohammad Ali Khasawneh Geopolymer concrete in 

construction projects: a review (2025) Discover Civil 

Engineering 2:1. http:// dx. doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s44290- 

025- 00281-1  

50. Davidovits. J, Chemistry of Geopolymeric Systems, 

Terminology, Geopolymer ’99 International 

Conference, France, 1999. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14185396
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-7480-7_10
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-7480-7_10
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0950061821036436
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0950061821036436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2021.125910
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/construction-and-building-materials
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/construction-and-building-materials/vol/317/suppl/C
https://doi.org/10.7480/spool.2019.2.4369
https://doi.org/10.1002/suco.70087?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1002/suco.70087?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1002/suco.70087?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-10-2019-0263?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-10-2019-0263?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-10-2019-0263?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-10-2019-0263?urlappend=%3Futm_source%3Dresearchgate.net%26utm_medium%3Darticle

