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This paper examines the possibility of using waste crushed glass as a substitute for sand, and waste from the production
of foaming agent - metakaolin as a substitute for cement in the production of modified concrete. Concrete mixes
were formulated with different amounts of metakaolin (M) replacing cement at 5 %, 10 %, 15 % and 20 % and 25 % crushed
glass (TS) replacing sand. From the results of the research, it can be said that crushed glass waste and metakaolin waste
can be used in the production of modified concrete, while reducing the amount of cement and sand. The optimal amounts
of waste to replace part of cement and sand is 10 % of metakaolin waste and 25 % of crushed glass waste, with which
concrete mix increase density, ultrasonic pulse velocity (UPV), compressive strength, frost resistance cycles, absorption
decreases. Thus, using metakaolin waste 10 % (replacing Portland cement) and 25 % crushed glass waste (replacing sand)
in concrete mixes results in more durability concrete can be used in building structures.

INTRODUCTION
Various admixtures and additives are used in the preparation of concrete mixes to control the technological
properties of the mix as well as physical and mechanical
properties of hardened concrete. The research into
the effects of these additives on the physical
and mechanical properties of concrete is important
for the effective use of the additives and to achieve
the required properties of hardened concrete.
Fast development of new materials and emerging
material technologies demand for cement-based
building materials and concrete with better performance
characteristics. Industrial waste, such as crushed
waste glass, metakaolin, etc. can be used to improve
the essential properties of concrete. The use of waste
in the production of modified concrete reduces CO2
emission from cement production and lower construction
costs due to the reduced price of concrete. Portland
cement manufacturing causes very high CO2 emissions
accounting for around 7 % of the total global CO2
emission per annum [1].
The concrete industry currently faces major
challenges in finding cost-effective strategies to reduce carbon dioxide emissions from Portland cement
manufacture. The construction industry is one
of the world’s biggest CO2 emitters, accounting
for up to 8 % of the global cement production related
CO2 emissions, whereas the natural resources
are depleted by using sand for the production of mortar
and concrete [2-3].
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One of the most common environmental
impact abatement techniques in concrete industry
is the replacement of cement and natural aggregates with
mineral materials reclaimed from industrial waste [4-10].
Different alternatives, such as crushed glass, glass
powder and metakaolin are considered to be viable
solutions for a greener and more sustainable civil
construction industry as these secondary raw materials
are readily available [11-13].
There are two ways to use waste glass in concrete
production. It can replace a certain part of the fine
aggregate or can be used as a cement substitute. The use
of waste glass to make recycled aggregates for concrete
reduces the depletion of natural resources and the area
taken by landfills. The strength of concrete increases
when part of cement is replaced by metakaolin and part
of sand is replaced by crushed glass [14-15].
Researchers found that the compressive strength
of the specimens modified with 10 % of plastic
and crushed waste glass was higher than the strength of
control specimens. The compressive strength of concrete
also increased when the aggregates were substituted
by waste glass together with slag [16-17].
Researchers found that 20 % of cement can
be replaced by 20 mm-size waste glass without any
negative effect on mechanical properties of concrete.
The mechanical properties deteriorate in proportion
to the increase of waste glass content. The compressive
strength of concrete increases by 2.5 MPa when
15 % of sand in concrete mix is replaced by crushed
glass [3, 18].
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Metakaolin, when added to concrete mix, causes
a pozzolanic reaction that improves the microstructure
of the cement paste. Compared to ordinary Portland
cement, the reaction is faster due to a small particle
size and big surface area of metakaolin. The amount
of metakaolin ranges between 5 % and 10 %.
The pozzolanic properties make metakaolin a good
additive in Portland cement concrete manufacture.
The density of concrete reduces with higher metakaolin
content. The biggest drop in density was observed
when 30 % of Portland cement was replaced
by metakaolin [19-21].
Researchers claim that the greatest effect is achieved
with 10 % of metakaolin added. With this content
of metakaolin in the mix the compressive strength
of concrete increases up to 10 %, the flexural strength
increases up to 50 %, and the porosity reduces 35 %.
Higher than 30 % content of metakaolin increases the
porosity and reduces the strength of hardened concrete
due to the higher water and binder ratio (W/B) [22-23].
Other researchers also studied the effect
of metakaolin content on the properties of concrete.
A constant W/B ratio and three different contents
of metakaolin added at 5 %, 10 % and 15 % by weight
of cement were used in high performance concrete
tests. According to the tests results, the optimal amount
of metakaolin is 10 %. Such an amount of metakaolin
produced a 5 % increase in the compressive strength
and 8 % increase in the splitting strength of concrete.
Li and Ding obtained similar results. They obtained
the highest compressive strength by adding 10 %
of metakaolin. Researchers found that metakaolin
not only increased the strength properties of concrete
but also reduced the capillary absorption of water
and chlorides by 77 % and 80 % respectively. It also
reduced the total water absorption of concrete by 30 %.
The decrease in absorption is caused by metakaolin
particles that distribute evenly among the concrete
particles and thus reduce the porosity of concrete,
subsequently the capillary and total water absorption
[24-25].
Water absorption decreases in concrete modified
with metakaolin. Metakaolin added to concrete increases
compressive strength, frost resistance, reduces drying
shrinkage. Metakaolin particles fill in the pores or cracks
and thus reduce the porosity of concrete. When part
of concrete is replaced by metakaolin, water absorption
of concrete decreases both after 28 and after 56 days
of curing compared to unmodified concrete [26-28].
The compressive strength of concrete specimens
where cement is replaced by up to 20 % of metakaolin
was higher than the strength of control specimens,

whereas the substitution of cement by 25 % of metakaolin caused the compressive strength of the test
specimens to decrease [29].
Researchers concluded that metakaolin can increase
the early strength and the elasticity modulus of concrete.
The best improvement of mechanical properties
at the early setting time was observed with the addition
of 20 % of metakaolin [30].
Metakaolin, which is a by-product generated
in foam glass production, and crushed glass have not
been widely researched and have never been used
together as cement and sand substitutes in the production
of concrete.
EXPERIMENTAL
Portland cement CEM I R 42.5 complying with
EN 197-1:2011, produced by JSC Akmenės Cementas
was used in the investigation. Clinker mineral composition was: C3S – 61.0 %, C2S – 13.5 %, C3A – 8.5 %,
C4AF – 10.5 %, SO3 – 3.10 %, LOI – 1.43 %. Particle
density is 3.11 g cm-3 and bulk density is 1.22 g cm-3.
Metakaolin characteristic provided in Table 1. Mineral
composition is provided in Table 2. Crushed glass
characteristic: particle density - 2294 kg∙m-3; bulk
density - 1204 kg∙m-3. 0/4 fraction sand complying with
LST EN 12620:2003 requirements was used as a fine
aggregate. 4/16 fraction gravel complying with standard
LST EN 12620:2003 requirements was used as a coarse
aggregate.
Table 1. Characteristic of metakaolin.
Properties
Particle density
(kg∙m-3)
Bulk density
(kg∙m-3)

Metakaolin
2049
421

The pozzolanic activity of metakaolin (927 mg∙g-1).
The analysis of metakaolin particle size distribution
showed that 90 % of the particles were smaller than
75.79 µm, 50 % of metakaolin particles were smaller
than 5.88 µm, and 10 % were smaller than 1.27 µm.
Mixing proportion of concrete for 1 m3 provided
in Table 3. Part of cement in the test specimens
was replaced by metakaolin, the content of which ranged
from 0 % to 20 %, whereas 25 % of sand was replaced
by crushed glass, W/C – 0.49. Concrete mixes were
made in the laboratory while forming the specimens
in 100 × 100 × 100 mm metal forms. After 24 hours

Table 2. Mineral composition of metakaolin.
SiO2
50.6

Al2O3
34.0

Fe2O3
0.74
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CaO
2.49

K 2O
0.7

SO3
0.07

Na2O
10.1

TiO2
0.37

MgO
0.59

Other
0.34
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Table 3. Mixing proportion of concrete for 1 m3.
Crushed Crushed
Cement
Sand
		
Batches
glass
glass
(kg)
(kg)
				
(kg)
(%)
M0+TS0
355
753
0
0
M0+TS25
355
564.75
188.25
25
M5+TS25 337.25
564.75
188.25
25
M10+TS25 319.50
564.75
188.25
25
M15+TS25 301.75
564.75
188.25
25
M20+TS25 284.00
564.75
188.25
25

Gravel Chemical Metakaolin Metakaolin
(kg) admixtures
(kg)
(%)
984
984
984
984
984
984

the specimens were taken out from the forms and kept
in water of 20 ± 2 °C for 28 days. The compressive
strength of concrete cubes was tested according
to EN 12390-2:2019 standard after 28 days and 90 day
of curing in water [31].
EXO temperatures in concrete were measured using
the methodology developed by Alcoa Company. A paste
specimen of 1.5 kg weight was placed in a textolite
moulder (10 × 10 × 10), according to LST EN 12390-15
[32].
The density of the specimens was measured
according to EN 12390-7:2009 standard [33]. Ultrasonic
pulse velocity was measured according to EN 125044:2004 standard [34]. Water absorbtion was measured
after 4 days of soaking using the methods described
in scientific to LST EN 13369:2018 standart [35].
Compressive strength concrete mixes was measured
according to LST EN 12390-3:2019 [36].
Freeze-thaw resistance of concrete depends both
on open porosity (the amount of capillary pores),
and on closed porosity (air content in the mixture),
and quantitatively can be determined by the frost
resistance coefficient KF [37]. Knowing the value
of frost resistance coefficient KF, the freeze-thaw
resistance of the conglomerate can be predicted according
to the function of conglomerate freeze-thaw resistance
and frost resistance coefficient KF [38].
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Structure of crystallising admixture was tested
by means of X-ray diffraction analysis. The results
of X-ray diffraction analysis are presented in Figure 1.
The XRD image shows the quartz and
kaolinite peaks of metakaolin are the most
intensive. The predominating mineral in metakaolin
(76 %) is kaolinite (Al2Si2O5(OH)4) K. Muscovite
(KAl2(AlSi3O10)(OH)2) Ms is the second mineral
making 12 % of metakaolin. Quartz (SiO2) Q is
the third mineral by content, representing 8.9 %.
The fourth mineral is microcline (KAlSi3O8) Mc.
SEM images of metakaolin microstructure
are presented in Figure 2. The image magnified
1500 times (a) shows a lot of plate-shaped kaolinite
particles. The image magnified 5000 times (b) shows
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1.78
1.78
1.78
1.78
1.78
1.78

0
0
17.75
35.50
53.25
71.0

0
0
5
10
15
20

Water
(kg)

Slump
class

174
174
174
174
174
174

S3
S3
S3
S3
S3
S3

that metakaolin particles are made of many crystals
of irregular shape distributed in different directions.

Figure 1. X-ray image of metakaolin.

a)

b)
Figure 2. The microstructure of metakaolin: a) x1500 magnification; b) x5000 magnification.
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The heat of hydration (EXO) was measured
for concrete mixes. Figure 3 illustrates the relationship
between the content of substituting waste materials
and the heat of hydration. The maximum temperature
recorded for the control specimen was 28.82 °C with
the temperature rise time of 18 h; the maximum
temperature for the specimen modified with 25 % of
crushed glass was 29.02 °C with the temperature rise
time of 14 h; the maximum temperature for the specimen modified with 25 % of crushed glass and 5 %
of metakaolin was 30.51 °C with the temperature rise
time of 14 h; the maximum temperature for the specimen modified with 25 % of crushed glass and 10 %
metakaolin was 30.74 °C with the temperature rise time
of 14 h; the maximum temperature for the specimen
modified with 25 % of crushed glass and 15 % metakaolin was 30.64 °C with the temperature rise time
of 12 h; the maximum temperature for the specimen
modified with 25 % of crushed glass and 20 % metakaolin was 30.19 °C with the temperature rise time
of 12 h.

Figure 3. Hydration heat of concrete mixes.

Figure 4. Density results of concrete mixes.

According to the test results of the specimens
made with the same W/B ratio, the EXO temperature
was the highest in the specimens where cement
was replaced by 10 % of metakaolin and 25 % of sand
was replaced by crushed glass. However, the maximum
temperature goes down at a higher than 10 % content
of metakaolin in the mix.
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Figure 5. Compressive strength results of concrete mixes.

Density results showed that the density value
of the specimens containing 25 % of crushed glass used
as sand substitute slightly increased after 28 and 90 days
of curing (Figure 4). The density also increased when
part of cement was replaced by metakaolin (5 % and
10 %). When cement is replaced by 10 % of metakaolin,
the density increases 3 % at 28 days and 4 % at 90 days.
Such content of metakaolin is appropriate. However,
the density value slightly reduces with a higher (15 %
and 20 %) metakaolin content in the mix.
Figure 5 illustrates the results the compressive
strength and the content of waste materials used
in the mix. The results of compressive strength tests
showed that the strength of the specimens where 25 %
of sand was replaced by crushed glass slightly increased.
The compressive strength also increased in the specimens
modified with 5 % and 10 % of metakaolin. This amount
of waste materials is appropriate to use in concrete
mix. With a higher content (15 %) of metakaolin,
the compressive strength slightly decreases, whereas
a 20 % substitution of cement with metakaolin causes
a significant drop of 14 % in compressive strength.
The results of compressive strength tests at 90 days
showed that the strength of the specimens where 25 %
of sand was replaced by crushed glass increased 3 %.
An 8 % increase in the compressive strength was recorded in the specimens containing 10 % of metakaolin.
This amount of waste materials is appropriate
to use instead of cement in concrete mix. 15 % and
20 % of metakaolin added into the mix cause the 3 %
and 9 % drop in compressive strength respectively.
As a result of the research, it was found that
the compressive strength values of samples in which
10 % of cement was replaced by metakaolin and 25 %
of sand by crushed glass increased.
UPV results with concrete samples cured for 28 and
90 days showed that at 28 days the UPV maximum
value (4640 m∙s-1) in the samples modified with 10 %
of metakaolin (Figure 6). The UPV value in these
specimens was 15 % higher than in the control specimens. Other amounts of metakaolin had almost
no influence on UPV at 28 days. At 90 days
the UPV value of 4884 m s-1 was also the highest
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Table 4. Porosity results of concrete.
Open
		
Batches
porosity
		
(%)
M0+TS0
8.52
M0+TS25
6.89
M5+TS25
6.74
M10+TS25
6.04
M15+TS25
6.54
M20+TS25
7.87

Figure 6. UPV results of concrete mixes.

in the specimens modified with 10 % of metakaolin.
Compared to the control specimens, it was 14.5 % higher.
Other amounts of metakaolin had almost no influence
on UPV at 90 days. UPV value increased 5 % between
28 and 90 days of curing.

Closed
porosity
(%)
3.45
5.43
6.74
7.23
6.73
5.59

Total
porosity
(%)
11.97
12.32
12.60
13.27
13.46
13.61

The highest total porosity of 8.52 % was recorded
in the specimen where cement was replaced by 10 %
of metakaolin and 25 % of sand was replaced
by crushed glass.
The results frost resistance is presented in Figure 8.
The results of freezing and thawing cycles showed
that the sample where cement was changed by 10 %
of metakaolin and 25 % of sand was replaced by crushed
glass had the highest frost resistance and the unmodified
control specimens had the lowest frost resistance.
The predicted frost resistance based on the number
of cycles in samples with crushed glass and metakaolin
waste increased with increasing metakaolin content
and reached 1210 cycles. The lowest number of cycles
was obtained in the control samples and is 700 cycles.
When comparing the control sample with the sample
with the most waste, the predicted frost resistance
by the number of cycles increased by 42 %. The reason
for this difference is that the specimens in which
the cement was replaced by metakaolin and the sand
was replaced by crushed glass are frost resistant.

Figure 7. Water absorption results of concrete mixes.

Figure 7 illustrates the water absorption results
of concrete specimens tested. The tests showed
a slight decrease of water absorption in the specimens
where 25 % of sand was replaced by crushed glass.
A significant 35 % drop in water absorption was observed in the specimens where 5 % and 10 % of cement
was replaced by metakaolin and 25 % of sand was replaced by crushed glass. The water absorption of concrete
modified with crushed glass increases by increasing
the content of metakaolin used as cement substitute
up to 20 % but remains lower than the absorption
of the control specimen.
Open, closed and total porosity of concrete
specimens in which part of cement was replaced
by metakaolin and part of sand was replaced by crushed
glass was determined. The obtained results are presented
in the Table 4. Closed porosity increased by replacing
up to 10 % of cement with metakaolin. However,
it started reducing with a higher content (15 % and 20 %)
of metakaolin.
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Figure 8. Results of frost resistance in the concrete mixes.

The results of the tests showed that metakaolin
and crushed glass, used to substitute cement and sand
in concrete mix, improve physical, mechanical properties
of concrete mixes. The replacement of 10 % of cement
by metakaolin and 25 % of sand by crushed glass
caused water absorption and open porosity to decrease
but the open porosity and frost resistance of the modified specimens increased and durability of the modified
concrete mixes also improved.
Ceramics – Silikáty 66 (4) 520-526 (2022)

The effect of crushed glass and metakaolin waste in the properties of modified concrete

CONCLUSIONS
The research showed that the highest density
was achieved in concrete specimens modified with 10 %
of metakaolin and 25 % of crushed glass. Ultrasonic
pulse velocity values at 28 and 90 days were the highest,
4640 m∙s-1 and 4884 m∙s-1 respectively, in the specimens where 10 % of cement was replaced by metakaolin
and 25 % of sand was replaced by crushed glass.
Waste metakaolin and crushed glass used
to substitute 10 % of cement and 25 % of sand
in concrete mix increase the compressive strength value
at 28 and 90 days. The highest compressive strength
value (56.7 MPa and 64.1 MPa) at 28 and 90 days
respectively was recorded in the samples where 10 %
of cement was replaced by metakaolin and 25 % of
sand was replaced by crushed glass. At 28 and 90 days
the compressive strength value of modified concrete
was 2.3 % and 8.3 % bigger than the compressive
strength value of control samples. The compressive
strength value dropped to 53.9 MPa when more than
10 % of cement was replaced with metakaolin.
Concrete replacing 10 % of cement with metakaolin and 25 % of sand with ground glass was found
to decrease water absorption and open porosity,
but increase open porosity and frost resistance,
and thus durability, of the modified specimens.
The results tests that crushed waste glass
and metakaolin can be used to produce modified
concrete. 35 % of waste materials utilised in the concrete
mix make it possible to reduce the amount of cement
and sand. Concrete modified with 10 % of cement
and 25 % of crushed glass has better durability properties
and frost resistance and can be used in construction
industry.
REFERENCES
1. Siddique R., Khan M. I. (2011). Supplementary Cementing
Materials. Springer, New York. doi: 10.1007/978-3-64217866-5.
2. Worrell E., Price L., Martin N., Hendriks C., Meida, L. O.
(2001): Carbon dioxide emissions from the global cement
industry. Annual Review of Energy and the Environment,
26, 303–329. Doi:10.1146/annurev.energy.26.1.303
3. Harrison E., Berenjian A., Seifan M. (2020): Recycling
of waste glass as aggregate in cement-based materials.
Environmental Science and Ecotechnology, 4, 1-8. doi:
10.1016/j.ese.2020.100064
4. Supit M., Rumbayan R., Ticoalu A. (2017): Mechanical
properties of cement concrete composites containing
nano-metakaolin. AIP Conference Proceedings, 1903 (1),
050001. doi: 10.1063/1.5011540
5. El-Diadamony H., Amer A. A., Sokkary T. M., El-Hoseny
S. (2018): Hydration and characteristics of metakaolin
pozzolanic cement pastes. HBRC Journal, 14 (2), 150–158.
doi: 10.1016/j.hbrcj.2015.05.005
6. Bakera A. T., Alexander M. G. (2019): Use of Metakaolin
Ceramics – Silikáty 66 (4) 520-526 (2022)

As Supplementary Cementitious Material in Concrete,
With Focus on Durability Properties. RILEM Tech Letters,
4, 89-102. doi: 10.21809/rilemtechlett.2019.94
7. Abdelli H. E., Mokrani L., Kennouche, S. de Aguiar, J.
B. (2020): Utilization of waste glass in the improvement
of concrete performance: A mini review. Waste
Management and Research, 38 (11), 1204-1213. doi:
10.1177/0734242X20941090
8. Santos B. S., Albuquerque D. D. M., Ribeiro D. V. (2020):
Effect of the addition of metakaolin on the carbonation
of Portland cement concretes. Revista ibracon de
estrutures e materiais, 13 (1), 1-18. doi: 10.1590/S198341952020000100002
9. Zhang S., Zhou Y., Sun J., Han F. (2021): Effect of Ultrafine
Metakaolin on the Properties of Mortar and Concrete.
Crystals, 11 (6), 1-12. doi: 10.3390/cryst11060665
10. Nagrockienė D., Pocius E.; Girnienė I. (2021): The effect of
waste from mineral wool manufacturing on the properties
of concrete. Ceramics-Silikáty, 65 (2), 141-147. doi:
10.13168/cs.2021.0013
11. Rajabipour F., Maraghechi H., Fischer G. (2010):
Investigating the Alkali Silica Reaction of Recycled Glass
Aggregates in Concrete Materials. Journal of Materials in
Civil Engineering, 22 (12). doi: 10.1061/(ASCE)MT.19435533.0000126
12. Ke, G., Li, W., Li, R., Li, Y., Wang G. (2018): Mitigation
Effect of Waste Glass Powders on Alkali–Silica Reaction
(ASR) Expansion in Cementitious Composite. International
Journal of Concrete Structures and Materials, 12 (67),
1-14. doi: 10.1186/s40069-018-0299-7
13. Afshinnia K., Rangaraju P. (2015): Mitigating AlkaliSilica Reaction in Concrete-Effectiveness of Ground Glass
Powder from Recycled Glass. Transportation Research
Record Journal of the Transportation Research Board,
2508, 65-72. doi: 10.3141/2508-08
14. Mekki M., Abdelghani N., Salim Z. (2018): Effect of
crushed glass aggregates on the physico-mechanical
properties of micro-concrete. Lebanese Science Journal, 19
(2), 210-228. doi: 10.22453/LSJ-019.2.210228
15. Afshinnia K., Rangaraju P. R. (2016): Impact of combined
use of ground glass powder and crushed glass aggregate
on selected properties of Portland cement concrete.
Construction and Building Materials, 117, 263–272. doi:
10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2016.04.072
16. Mohammadinia A., Wong Y. Ch., Arulrajah A., Horpibulsuk
S. (2019): Strength evaluation of utilizing recycled plastic
waste and recycled crushed glass in concrete footpaths.
Construction and Building Materials, 197, 489–496. doi:
10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.11.192
17. Sounthararajan V. M., Rajarajeswari A., Praveen Kumar
A. (2020): Sustainable efficiency of slag with waste fibres
and crushed white glass as aggregates in conventional
concrete. Materials Today: Proceedings, 27, 1493–1497.
doi: 10.3390/ma15072525
18. Devaraj R., Jordan J., Gerber Ch., Olofinjana A. (2021):
Exploring the Effects of the Substitution of Freshly Mined
Sands with Recycled Crushed Glass on the Properties
of Concrete. Applied Sciences, 11(8), 3318, 1-21. doi:
10.3390/app11083318
19. Holland R. B., Kurtis K. E., Kahn L. F. (2016): Effect
of different concrete materials on the corrosion of the
embedded reinforcing steel. Corrosion of Steel in Concrete
Structures, 2016, 131–147. doi: 10.1016/B978-1-78242-

525

Nagrockienė D., Paliulis D.
381-2.00007-9
20. Khatib J. M., Negim E. M., Gjonbalaj E. (2012): High
volume metakaolin as cement replacement in mortar.
World Journal of Chemistry, 7(1), 7–10. doi: 10.5829/idosi.
wjc.2012.7.1.251
21. Barkauskas K., Nagrockienė D., Pundienė I. (2022):
The effect of pozzolanic waste of different nature on the
hydration products, structure and properties of hardened
cement paste. Ceramics-Silikáty, 66 (2), 217–226. doi:
10.13168/cs.2022.0016
22. Pavlíková M., Brtník T., Keppert M., Černý R. (2009):
Effect of metakaolin as partial portlandcement replacement
on properties of high performance mortars. Cement, Wapno,
Beton, 29 (3), 113–122.
23. Larbi J. A., Bijen, J. M. (1992). Influence of pozzolans on
the portland cement paste aggregate interface in relation to
diffusion of ions and water absorption in concrete. Cement
and Concrete Research, 22, 551–562
24. .Dinakar P., Pradosh K. S., Sriram G. (2013). Effect of
Metakaolin Content on the Properties of High Strength
Concrete. International Journal of Concrete Structures and
Materials, 7 (3), 215-223. doi: 10.1007/s40069-013-0045-0
25. Li Z., Ding Z. (2003). Property improvement of Portland
cement by incorporating with metakaolin and slag. Cement
and Concrete Research, 33(4), 579–584. doi: 10.1016/
S0008-8846(02)01025-6
26. Xie J., Zhang H., Duan L., Yang Y., Yan J., Shan D., Liu X.,
Jingjing Pang J., Chen Y., Li X., Zhang Y. (2020). Effect
of nano metakaolin on compressive strength of recycled
concrete. Construction and Building Materials, 256, 119–
393. doi: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2020.119393
27. Qin Z., Ma C., Zheng Z., Long G., Chen B. (2020). Effects of
metakaolin on properties and microstructure of magnesium
phosphate cement. Construction and Building Materials,

526

234, 117. doi: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.117353
28. Lu, X. Chen B. (2016). Experimental study of magnesium
phosphate cements modified by metakaolin. Construction
and Building Materials, 123, 719–726. doi: 10.1016/j.
conbuildmat.2016.07.092
29. Abiodun Y. O., Sadiq O. M., Adeosun S. O., Oyekan G. L.
(2019). Mineralogical Properties of Kaolin and Metakaolin
from Selected Areas in Nigeria and Its Application
to Concrete Production. The West Indian Journal of
Engineering, 42(1), 57–64. ISSN 0511-5728
30. Si R., Dai Q., Guo S., Wang J. (2020). Mechanical property,
nanopore structure and drying shrinkage of metakaolinbased geopolymer with waste glass powder. Journal
of Cleaner Production. 242, 118502. doi: 10.1016/j.
jclepro.2019.118502
31. LST EN 12390-2:2019. Sukietėjusio betono bandymai. 2
dalis. Bandinių pagaminimas ir kietinimas stipriui nustatyti.
32. LST EN 12390-15. Sukietėjusio betono bandymai. 15 dalis.
Adiabatinis metodas betonui kietėjant išskirtai šilumai
nustatyti.
33. LST EN 12390-7:2019. Sukietėjusio betono bandymai. 7
dalis. Sukietėjusio betono tankis.
34. LST EN 12504-4:2004. Betono bandymas. 4 dalis.
Ultragarso impulso greičio nustatymas.
35. LST 1428.18:1997. Betonas. Bandymo metodai. Vandens
įgeriamumo nustatymas.
36. LST EN 12390-3:2019. Sukietėjusio betono bandymai. 3
dalis. Bandinių gniuždymo stipris.
37. Skripkiūnas G. 2007. Statybinių konglomeratų struktūra ir
savybės: vadovėlis. Kaunas: Vitae Litera, p.334.
38. Sheikin A. E., Dobshic L.M. 1989. Portland cement
concrete with high frost resistance. Leningrad, Stoiizdat, p.
128.

Ceramics – Silikáty 66 (4) 520-526 (2022)

