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A B S T R A C T   

The goal of this research is to identify the impact of microsilica and polypropylene fibers (PF) on 
the mechanical characteristics of an ultra-high performance geopolymer concrete (UHP-GPC). 
The workability, compressive strength, modulus of elasticity, and splitting tensile strength of a 
total of 20 concrete mixtures were evaluated experimentally. To produce the mixtures, PF was 
utilized at four different volume fractions: 0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 %. Moreover, five 
microsilica levels were employed in terms of the total mass of the binder: 0 %, 7.5 %, 15 %, 25 %, 
and 35 %. The findings showed that when 15 % microsilica was added to UHP-GPC, the me-
chanical characteristics were significantly degraded, but then enhanced when more than 15 % 
microsilica was added. Furthermore, PF contributes significantly to the mechanical characteristics 
of UHP-GPC and introducing 2.75 % PF minimizes a significant drop in the characteristics of 
UHP-GPC when 15 % microsilica is employed. ↱   

1. Introduction 

Ultra-high-performance concrete (UHPC) is “a generic term referring to a composite made of ordinary Portland cement (OPC) that 
has an ultra-high CS, better durability, and high toughness [1,2–5]. It is especially well suited for the construction of blast resistant 
structural elements [6], long span bridges [7], and structures exposed to severely aggressive environments [8]. Nonetheless, the mass 
of OPC in UHPC is typically 700–1200 kg/m3, which is 2–3 times the amount in conventional concrete [9–15]; the production of OPC 
requires significant amounts of natural resources and energy and creates significant amounts of Carbon dioxide [16–18]. Producing 
one ton of clinker is predicted to require 6.65 Mega Joule of energy and emit approximately 0.83 tons of Carbon dioxide [19–24]. The 
researchers attempted to lower the binder volume and substitute extra cement-based materials for OPC. Yu, Spiesz and Brouwers [25] 
stated that a UHPC matrix with a reduced binder volume of 655 kg/m3 was made, resulting in a 31 % reduction in Carbon emissions [5, 
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21,26,27]. Wu, Shi and He [28] also discovered that substituting 40 % and 20 % OPC with granulated blast furnace slag (GBFS) and fly 
ash, respectively, could increase the ultimate FS of” UHPCs.↱ Here one can develop the overview: Substitution of 50 % of OPC with 
granulated blast furnace slag could increase the water-reducing effect of polycarboxylate superplasticizer and accordingly the strength 
of UHPCs [29,30]. 

In comparison to OPC, geopolymer (GP) is “a low-Carbon binder, and clinker-free[31]. It is made by activating solid 
alumino-silicate resources like fly ash [32], GBFS [33], waste glass [34], and metakaolin [35] with alkaline sols like silicate, alkali 
hydroxide, carbonate, and/or sulfate. It may be used to create GP concrete [36] with mechanical characteristics equal to those of OPC 
concrete [37] or with higher characteristics, for example, compressive strength, frost resistance[14]. The most recent advancement in 
sustainability has resulted in the endeavor to make UHP-GPC by employing GP as a binder. Ambily, Ravisankar, Umarani, Dattatreya 
and Iyer [38] showed that the greatest CS and flexural strength of UHP-GPC with 2 % steel fiber (SF) were 175 MPa and 13.5 MPa after 
28-days (-d), respectively, when activated with alkali silicate and hydroxide sols. Wetzel and Middendorf [39] and Aydın and Baradan 
[40] also employed microsilica and GBFS to make UHP-GPC, achieving CS more than 150 MPa. Numerous publications have indicated 
that pure GBFS-based GPs exhibit difficulties like rapid setting [41], high shrinkage [42], low flowability [43], and mechanical 
property loss during carbonation [43]. Blending GBFS and fly ash appears to be more hopeful than utilizing pure GBFS for obtaining 
good fresh and hardened characteristics and durability of GP concrete [43]. There appears to be considerable space for improvement in 
these areas of UHP-GPC” composition. ↱. 

The two primary components of UHP-GPC are “SF and microsilica. The addition of SF improves impact resistance and ductility 
substantially. Wu, Shi and Khayat [44] found that adding 1–3 % straight SFs significantly improved the CS and flexural strength 
behavior of UHPC; however, it was concluded that there was an optimal fiber volume for improving the mechanical characteristics of 
UHPC. Once the SF content approached 2 %, the toughening and reinforcing characteristics of fibers deteriorated. Similarly, Aydın and 
Baradan [40] showed that when the SF volume was raised to 2 %, the addition of SFs with a length of 6 and 13 mm had a negligible 
effect on the CS, flexural strength, and toughness characteristics of UHP-GPC. Moreover, because of the relatively high cost of fiber, 
proper control of its composition is critical for commercialisation and” applications [45]. 

Microsilica plays “a vital part in strengthening the mechanical and long-term characteristics of OPC-based UHPC, namely 
throughout its dense packing impact [46]. Moreover, a previous study has shown that adding 10–15 % microsilica to UHPC improves 
its rheological characteristics [47]. Although numerous prior studies indicated that adding microsilica to GP concrete increased 
strength development, it decreased workability [48]. Wetzel and Middendorf [39] revealed that adding a sufficient amount of 
microsilica improved the workability and CS of” UHP-GPC. However, This study aims to determine the effect of microsilica and 
polypropylene fibers (PF) on the mechanical properties of ultra-high performance geopolymer concrete (UHP-GPC). Experiments were 
conducted to determine the workability, compressive strength, modulus of elasticity, and splitting tensile strength of 20 concrete 
mixes. 

2. Research significance 

Due to the advantages and challenges specific to the geopolymer concrete, especially the UHP-GPC ones, additional studies are 
warranted. This paper aims to improve the understanding of UHP-GPC by investigating its properties. 

3. Materials and samples characteristics 

In this experiment, “the following raw materials are used to make UHP-GPC mixtures: fly ash, GBFS, and microsilica. The chemical 
content of various materials is summarized in Table 1. Fly ash, GBFS, and microsilica had effective surface areas of 290, 455, and 1860 
m2/kg, with average particle sizes of 38, 17, and 0.18 µm. An alkaline activator is employed to synthesize UHP-GPC. This activator is 
prepared using sodium silicate, sodium hydroxide (NaOH), and water that has been allowed to cool to ambient temperature for one day 
prior to the production of UHP-GPC. To begin, the binders (fly ash, GBFS, and microsilica) were dry blended for 3 min, followed by the 
addition of silica sand and another 2 min of blending. The activator was then applied to the mixture and blended for 3 min. The 
industrial-class NaOH in form of pellets is 95 % pure. The sodium silicate is a high-quality commercial waterglass composed of 64 % 
water, 28 % silicon dioxide, and 6 % sodium oxide by mass. PF was utilized to made fiber reinforced concrete. Table 2 summarizes the 

Table 1↱ 
Chemical components of binder materials [49].↱.  

“Chemical component GBFS FA Microsilica 

sodium silicate 96.44 56.90 35.31 
CaO 1.55 1.85 38.51 
Al2O3 – 31.88 16.56 
K2O 0.73 1.98 0.67 
MgO 0.23 0.48 6.88 
Na2O 0.67 2.52 0.32 
Fe2O3 0.56 2.55 0.57 
SO3 – 0.43 2.57 
Others 0.85 – – 
LOI at 1000 ºC – 4.44 1.7′′
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characteristics of PF. In this work, PF was introduced to UHP-GPC mixtures at four different volume volumes (0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 
2.75 %), in order to improve the mixture’s mechanical characteristics. PF has a length of 50 mm and a diameter of 0.032 mm” [49]. 

The ratios of the UHP-GPC mixtures are shown in Table 3. The “water/binder ratio was maintained at 0.34. Moreover, a 4:1.1 mass 
ratio of GBFS to fly ash and a sand/binder ratio of 1.12 were considered while designing the mixtures. One specimen was used as a 
reference, devoid of PF and microsilica. Moreover, to investigate the effect of microsilica on the efficiency of UHP-GPC, microsilica was 
employed at five different mass volumes (0 %, 7.5 %, 15 %, 25 %, and 35 %). 

All mixtures were produced at room temperature of 25 ºC and relative humidity of 70 %. “To accomplish this, all ingredients were 
combined in a blender and gradually water was added, followed by the molding of the samples. They were coated and cured at room 
temperature in the steam curing box at 85 ℃ for 24 h following molding. They were then removed from the mold and kept in a curing 
water tank for 28-days before being evaluated” [49]. 

4. Experimental methods 

Several experiments were “conducted in this work to determine the mechanical characteristics of PF-reinforced UHP-GPC. The 
subsequent sections outline the testing” procedure. 

4.1. Workability 

In accordance with ASTM C143–13 [50], “the influence of varied fiber inclusions on the workability of fresh 
ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete composites was assessed in terms of flow diameter”. Flow tests were performed 
immediately following the mixing of each batch, and each mix was tested twice. 

4.2. Compressive strength and modulus of elasticity 

The compressive behavior of the samples was “evaluated in this study using the CS and MoE. The CS test was conducted using 100 
mm cubic samples in accordance with ASTM C39 [51]. Moreover, cylindrical samples of 100 × 300 mm in diameter were utilized to 
determine the MoE in accordance with ASTM C-469/C-469 M [52]. To accomplish this, a steel ring fitted with a strain gage was placed 
about the cylindrical ↱sample, the sample’s stress-strain measurements were collected, and the MoE was calculated as the 
initial-tangential slope of the stress-strain” curve [52]. ↱. 

Table 2 
Properties ↱of PF.  

Fibers Specific weight (kg/m3) MoE (GPa) Tensile strength (GPa) Failure strain ( %) 

PF 940 2.95 275 3.5  

Table 3↱ 
Concrete mix characteristics (kg/m3).↱.  

Samples Microsilica Fly ash GBFS Silica sand NaOH Water Water-glass PF 

0mS-0PF 0 190 700 915 60 100 325 0 
0mS-0.75PF 12 
0mS-1.75PF 22 
0mS-2.75PF 29 
7.5mS-0PF 55 190 700 915 60 100 325 0 
7.5mS-0.75PF 12 
7.5mS-1.75PF 22 
7.5mS-2.75PF 29 
15mS-0PF 100 175 660 915 60 100 325 0 
15mS-0.75PF 12 
15mS-1.75PF 22 
15mS-2.75PF 29 
25mS-0PF 190 155 590 915 60 100 325 0 
25mS-0.75PF 12 
25mS-1.75PF 22 
25mS-2.75PF 29 
35mS-0PF 280 135 520 915 60 100 325 0 
35mS-0.75PF 12 
35mS-1.75PF 22 
35mS-2.75PF 29  
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4.3. Splitting tensile strength 

To determine the STS of the mixtures, “the Brazilian-test in accordance with ASTM C-469 was utilized [53]. To conduct this 
experiment, 150 × 300 mm cylindrical concrete samples were placed on the lateral surface of a hydraulic jack”. ↱. 

Fig. 1. The influence of various fiber mixes on the flowability of geopolymer composites.  

Fig. 2. Impact of microsilica and PF on the compressive strength of UHP-GPC.  
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5. Results and discussions 

5.1. Workability 

The effect of different PF inclusions on the workability of fresh ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete composites is 
compared in Fig. 1. As can be seen, “the fresh state properties of geopolymer change significantly with the addition of fibers. It can be 
established that as the volume fraction of PF increased [54–56], the flow diameter decreased respectively. Moreover, it should be noted 
that the addition of higher volume fraction of PF, such as 1.75 % and 2.75 % produced slightly harsh mixes in the fresh state under the 
static mode [57–59]. Variations in flow diameters, on the other hand, were measured for composites made from ternary mixing of fly 
ash and slag. The decreased workability of fly ash or slag-containing mixes is due to an increase in calcium content and its quick 
reactivity with the alkaline activator, where extra calcium functioned as nuclei for the precipitation of dissolved species from fly ash 
and influenced the coagulation rate” [60–64]. 

5.2. Compressive strength (CS) and modulus of elasticity (MoE)↱ 

The CS and MoE are investigated in this work to determine the effect of microsilica and PF on the CS behavior at age of 28 days of 
UHP-GPC. Figs. 2 and 3 present the findings. In this study, the minimum CS and MoE of UHP-GPC were determined when 15 % 
microsilica was utilized. The primary explanation for UHP-brittle GPC’s behavior is activator incorporation. Moreover, microsilica aids 
in altering the activator’s characteristics [65–68]. Nevertheless, the inclusion of upto 15 % microsilica has no effect on the activator’s 
characteristics, and the CS of UHP-GPC decreases. In contrast, the high effective surface area and activity of microsilica resulted in a 
large rise in the amount of (SiO4)4- in the activator, leading to a boost in the activators-activity when 35 % microsilica was utilized. As a 
result, the largest CS and MoE values were recorded when 35 % microsilica was applied. Even though the greatest MoE was attained 
with 35 % microsilica, the variation in MoE between UHP-GPC comprising 25 % and 35 % microsilica was minor. As a result, the 
microsilica volume might be restricted to 25 % in terms of the maximum MoE as shown in Fig. 3. 

Moreover, the inclusion of PF increased the CS and MoE of UHP-GPC substantially, and these characteristics were further improved 
by increasing the PF volume. The primary reason that PF improves the compressive behavior of UHP-GPC is that they act as a bridging 
agent [69], forming a high core strength inside the concrete specimen during compression and preventing lateral-expansion. When a 
sample is compressed, a lateral-expansion happens in the center of the sample’s height. The bridging function of PF enhanced the 
cohesiveness between the concrete aggregates and paste and the tensile strength of the concrete matrix [34,35,70–72], which limits 
lateral-expansion and therefore improves the compressive behavior of PF-reinforced UHP-GPC. As a result, the maximum CS and MoE 
values were reached when 2.75 % PF was introduced, and much more so when 35 % microsilica was introduced well as. ↱. 

Thus, the inclusion of 35 % microsilica with 0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF increased the CS by around 20 %, 19 %, 15 %, and 
17 %, respectively, as compared to the reference mix without microsilica, as shown in Fig. 2. In Fig. 3, the MoE was increased by 8.3 %, 
2.5 %, 2.4 %, and 2.3 % when 25 % microsilica was blended with 0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF, respectively. The CS and MoE 
patterns are comparable with those seen in prior research on steel fiber reinforced GP concrete [73] and UHPC [74,75]. Investigators 

Fig. 3. Impact of microsilica and PF on the MoE of UHP-GPC.  
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demonstrated that increasing the fiber volume resulted in a decrease in the area between fibers, which constrained the spread of cracks 
in the samples [76,77]. Moreover, the greater MoE of fibers compared to paste led to an increase in the MoE of fiber-containing 
concrete samples. According to Liu, Shi, Zhang, Li and Shi [78] investigation on the mechanical properties of UHP-GPC with 
microsilica and microsilica powder, adding microsilica improved the CS of UHP-GPC [68,79–83]. It increased by around 22 % when 
15 % microsilica was added to the mix, compared to 7.5 % microsilica. 

5.3. Splitting tensile strength (STS) 

A previous study demonstrated that adding fibers to fiber reinforced fly ash/GBFS-based GP concrete had no effect on CS while 
increasing bond strength owing to the fibers’ better adherence to the paste [84–86]. Moreover, when the microsilica volume was raised 
to 15 %, the activator’s characteristics altered, affecting the generation of strength development and interaction products. Never-
theless, as seen in Fig. 4, the STS of UHP-GPC improve as the PF volume increased, owing to the reduction of fracture width and arrest 
occurs. Moreover, the MoE of PF is significantly greater than that of concrete paste, resulting in an improvement in STS. In comparison 
to samples without microsilica, introducing 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF increased the STS by 7 %, 26 %, and 46 %, respectively, 
since the tensile strength of the cement matrix increased owing to the bridge’s role and higher MoE of PF. According to the CS and MoE, 
the STS of UHP-GPC first decreased with the addition of upto 15 % microsilica and subsequently rose as the volume was raised. As a 
result, the highest STS was seen when 35 % microsilica was utilized, and much more so when 2.75 % PF was introduced as well, as 
shown in Fig. 4. As the microsilica content grew to 35 %, the contribution of micro-structure enhancement concrete increased pro-
portionately [87–89]. 

The matrix enhanced the activator’s action, which resulted in an increase in STS. Thus, including 35 % microsilica with 0 %, 0.75 
%, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF increased the STS by 21 %, 21 %, 24 %, and 15 %, respectively, as compared to the reference mixture.↱ 

6. Conclusions↱ 

As per the experiments, the following conclusions can be drawn: ↱.  

1. The addition of steel fibers to fresh ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete composite mixes decreased their workability. The 
workability decreased as the amount of fiber increased. 

2. Using water-glass as an activator, on the other hand, had a fluidizing impact and increased the workability of UHP-GPC in com-
parison to UHPC. ↱  

3. MoE, CS, and STS of UHP-GPC were reduced to a minimal value when 15 % microsilica was used and then significantly increased 
when more than 15 % microsilica was used. 

Fig. 4. Impact of microsilica and PF on the STS of UHP-GPC.  
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4. Including 35 % microsilica with 0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF enhanced the CS by about 20 %, 19 %, 15 %, and 17 %, 
respectively, when compared to the reference mix without microsilica.  

5. Including 35 % microsilica with 0 %, 0.75 %, 1.75 %, and 2.75 % PF increased the STS by 21 %, 21 %, 24 %, and 15 %, respectively, 
as compared to the reference mixture. ↱↱ 

7. Future studies 

In future research, it will be necessary to investigate the impacts of curing method, activator, binder materials, and fibre type on the 
performance of mechanical UHP-GPC in full depth. 

Declaration of Competing Interest 

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to 
influence the work reported in this paper. 

Data Availability 

No data was used for the research described in the article. 

Acknowledgement 

The authors would like to acknowledge the school of civil engineering, Universiti Sains Malaysia for funding the publication of this 
research paper. All authors has contributed equally to the conception and design of the study. 

References 

[1] M.H. Akeed, S. Qaidi, H.U. Ahmed, W. Emad, R.H. Faraj, A.S. Mohammed, B.A. Tayeh, A.R.G. Azevedo, Ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced concrete. Part 
III: Fresh and hardened properties, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01265. 

[2] M. Khan, A. Rehman, M. Ali, Efficiency of silica-fume content in plain and natural fiber reinforced concrete for concrete road, Constr. Build. Mater. 244 (2020), 
118382. 

[3] M. Khan, M. Ali, Improvement in concrete behavior with fly ash, silica-fume and coconut fibres, Constr. Build. Mater. 203 (2019) 174–187. 
[4] M. Khan, M. Ali, Optimization of concrete stiffeners for confined brick masonry structures, J. Build. Eng. 32 (2020), 101689. 
[5] M. Khan, M. Cao, S.H. Chu, M. Ali, Properties of hybrid steel-basalt fiber reinforced concrete exposed to different surrounding conditions, Constr. Build. Mater. 

322 (2022), 126340. 
[6] J. Ahmad, K.J. Kontoleon, A. Majdi, M.T. Naqash, A.F. Deifalla, N.B. Kahla, H.F. Isleem, S.M.A. Qaidi, A comprehensive review on the ground granulated blast 

furnace slag (GGBS) in concrete production, Sustainability 14 (14) (2022) 8783. 
[7] M.H. Akeed, S. Qaidi, H.U. Ahmed, R.H. Faraj, A.S. Mohammed, W. Emad, B.A. Tayeh, A.R.G. Azevedo, Ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced concrete. Part 

IV: Durability properties, cost assessment, applications, and challenges, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01271. 
[8] M.H. Akeed, S. Qaidi, H.U. Ahmed, R.H. Faraj, A.S. Mohammed, W. Emad, B.A. Tayeh, A.R.G. Azevedo, Ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced concrete. Part 

II: hydration and microstructure, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01289. 
[9] O. Smirnova, Compatibility of shungisite microfillers with polycarboxylate admixtures in cement compositions, ARPN J. Eng. Appl. Sci. 14 (3) (2019) 600–610. 

[10] O. Smirnova, Rheologically active microfillers for precast concrete, Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol. 9 (8) (2018) 1724–1732. 
[11] O. Smirnova, Technology of increase of nanoscale pores volume in protective cement matrix, Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol. 9 (10) (2018) 1991–2000. 
[12] O. Smirnova, Development of classification of rheologically active microfillers for disperse systems with portland cement and super plasticizer, Int. J. Civ. Eng. 

Technol. 9 (10) (2018) 1966–1973. 
[13] O.M. Smirnova, I. Menéndez Pidal de Navascués, V.R. Mikhailevskii, O.I. Kolosov, N.S. Skolota, Sound-absorbing composites with rubber crumb from used tires, 

Appl. Sci. 11 (16) (2021) 7347. 
[14] O. Smirnova, L. Kazanskaya, J. Koplík, H. Tan, X. Gu, Concrete based on clinker-free cement: selecting the functional unit for environmental assessment, 

Sustainability 13 (1) (2020) 135. 
[15] Z. Saidova, G. Yakovlev, O. Smirnova, A. Gordina, N. Kuzmina, Modification of cement matrix with complex additive based on chrysotyl nanofibers and carbon 

black, Appl. Sci. 11 (15) (2021) 6943. 
[16] V. Rawat, R. Kumar, A. Sachan, D. Tripathi, Effect of Steel Fibre on Mechanical Properties of Metakaolin-Mixed Concrete, Recent Advances in Structural 

Engineering, Springer, 2021, pp. 101–110. 
[17] D. Tripathi, R. Kumar, P.K. Mehta, Development of an environmental-friendly durable self-compacting concrete, Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. (2022) 1–14. 
[18] D. Tripathi, R. Kumar, P. Mehta, A. Singh, Silica fume mixed concrete in acidic environment, Mater. Today. Proc. 27 (2020) 1001–1005. 
[19] M.H. Akeed, S. Qaidi, H.U. Ahmed, R.H. Faraj, A.S. Mohammed, W. Emad, B.A. Tayeh, A.R.G. Azevedo, Ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced concrete. Part I: 

developments, principles, raw materials, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01290. 
[20] M. Cao, M. Khan, Effectiveness of multiscale hybrid fiber reinforced cementitious composites under single degree of freedom hydraulic shaking table, Struct. 

Concr. 22 (1) (2021) 535–549. 
[21] C. Xie, M. Cao, J. Guan, Z. Liu, M. Khan, Improvement of boundary effect model in multi-scale hybrid fibers reinforced cementitious composite and prediction of 

its structural failure behavior, Compos. Part B Eng. 224 (2021), 109219. 
[22] M. Khan, M. Cao, C. Xie, M. Ali, Effectiveness of hybrid steel-basalt fiber reinforced concrete under compression, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 16 (2022), e00941. 
[23] M. Cao, M. Khan, S. Ahmed, Effectiveness of calcium carbonate whisker in cementitious composites, periodica polytechnica, Civ. Eng. 64 (1) (2020) 265. 
[24] M. Khan, M. Cao, H. Ai, A. Hussain, Basalt fibers in modified whisker reinforced cementitious composites, Period. Polytech. Civ. Eng. 66 (2) (2022) 344–354. 
[25] R. Yu, P. Spiesz, H. Brouwers, Development of an eco-friendly ultra-high performance concrete (UHPC) with efficient cement and mineral admixtures uses, Cem. 

Concr. Compos. 55 (2015) 383–394. 
[26] M. Khan, M. Cao, A. Hussain, S.H. Chu, Effect of silica-fume content on performance of CaCO3 whisker and basalt fiber at matrix interface in cement-based 

composites, Constr. Build. Mater. 300 (2021), 124046. 
[27] N. Zhang, C. Yan, L. Li, M. Khan, Assessment of fiber factor for the fracture toughness of polyethylene fiber reinforced geopolymer, Constr. Build. Mater. 319 

(2022), 126130. 

B.A. Tayeh et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                       

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref27


Case Studies in Construction Materials 17 (2022) e01367

8

[28] Z. Wu, C. Shi, W. He, Comparative study on flexural properties of ultra-high performance concrete with supplementary cementitious materials under different 
curing regimes, Constr. Build. Mater. 136 (2017) 307–313. 

[29] O. Smirnova, Low-Clinker cements with low water demand, J. Mater. Civ. Eng. 32 (7) (2020), 06020008. 
[30] O. Smirnova, D. Potyomkin, Influence of ground granulated blast furnace slag properties on the superplasticizers effect, Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol. 9 (7) (2018) 

874–880. 
[31] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Fresh Properties, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[32] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Hydration and Microstructure, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[33] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Principles and Raw Materials, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[34] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Applications, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[35] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Challenges, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[36] K.J.K. Jawad Ahmad, Ali Majdi, Muahmmad Tayyab Naqash, Ahmed Farouk Deifalla, Mohamed Nabil, Haytham F. Isleem, Shaker Qaidi, A comprehensive 

review on the adoption of ground- granulated blast-furnace slag (GGBS) in concrete production, Sustainability (2022). 
[37] D.S.A. Shaker, M.A. Qaidi, Ahmed S. Mohammed, Hemn Unis Ahmed, Rabar H. Faraj, Wael Emad, Bassam A. Tayeh, Hadee Mohammed Najm, Ultra-high- 

performance geopolymer concrete: a review, Constr. Build. Mater. (2022). 
[38] P.S. Ambily, K. Ravisankar, C. Umarani, J.K. Dattatreya, N.R. Iyer, Development of ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete, Mag. Concr. Res. 66 (2) (2014) 

82–89. 
[39] A. Wetzel, B. Middendorf, Influence of silica fume on properties of fresh and hardened ultra-high performance concrete based on alkali-activated slag, Cem. 

Concr. Compos. 100 (2019) 53–59. 
[40] S. Aydın, B. Baradan, The effect of fiber properties on high performance alkali-activated slag/silica fume mortars, Compos. Part B: Eng. 45 (1) (2013) 63–69. 
[41] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Hardened Properties, University of Duhok (UoD), 2022. 
[42] B.A.T. Shaker, M.A. Qaidi, Abdullah M. Zeyad, Afonso R.G. de Azevedo, Hemn Unis Ahmed, Wael Emad, Recycling of mine tailings for the geopolymers 

production: a systematic review, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. (2022). 
[43] B.A.T. Shaker, M.A. Qaidi, Haytham F. Isleem, Afonso R.G. de Azevedo, Hemn Unis Ahmed, Wael Emad, Sustainable utilization of red mud waste (bauxite 

residue) and slag for the production of geopolymer composites: a review, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. (2022). 
[44] Z. Wu, C. Shi, K.H. Khayat, Investigation of mechanical properties and shrinkage of ultra-high performance concrete: Influence of steel fiber content and shape, 

Compos. Part B: Eng. 174 (2019), 107021. 
[45] S. Qaidi, Y.S.S. Al-Kamaki, R. Al-Mahaidi, A.S. Mohammed, H.U. Ahmed, O. Zaid, F. Althoey, J. Ahmad, H.F. Isleem, I. Bennetts, Investigation of the 

effectiveness of CFRP strengthening of concrete made with recycled waste PET fine plastic aggregate, PLOS ONE 17 (7) (2022), e0269664. 
[46] S.M.A.M. Qaidi, Ahmed S. Ahmed, Hemn Unis Faraj, Rabar H. Emad, Wael Tayeh, Bassam A. Althoey, Fadi Zaid, Osama Sor, Nadhim Hamah, Ceram. Int. 

(2022). 
[47] S.M.A. Qaidi, Y.Z. Dinkha, J.H. Haido, M.H. Ali, B.A. Tayeh, Engineering properties of sustainable green concrete incorporating eco-friendly aggregate of crumb 

rubber: A review, J. Clean. Prod. (2021), 129251. 
[48] S.M.A. Qaidi, Y.S.S. Al-Kamaki, State-of-the-art review: concrete made of recycled waste PET as fine aggregate, J. Duhok Univ. 23 (2) (2021) 412–429. 
[49] Y.I.A. Aisheh, D.S. Atrushi, M.H. Akeed, S. Qaidi, B.A. Tayeh, Influence of steel fibers and microsilica on the mechanical properties of ultra-high-performance 

geopolymer concrete (UHP-GPC), Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01245. 
[50] C.A.S.T.M., Standard test method for flow of hydraulic cement mortar, C1437 (2007). 
[51] A.I.C.C.O. Concrete, C. Aggregates, Standard Test Method for Compressive Strength of Cylindrical Concrete Specimens, ASTM International, 2014. 
[52] A. Standard, Standard Test Method for Static Modulus of Elasticity and Poisson’s Ratio of Concrete in Compression, 469, ASTM Stand. C, 2010. 
[53] A. Standard, C496/c496m (2011) Standard Test Method for Splitting Tensile Strength of Cylindrical Concrete Specimens, Annual Book of ASTM Standards 9 

(2004). 
[54] A. Mansi, N.H. Sor, N. Hilal, S.M. Qaidi, The Impact of Nano Clay on Normal and High-performance Concrete Characteristics: A Review. IOP Conference Series: 

Earth and Environmental Science, IOP Publishing, 2022. 
[55] F.A. Jawad Ahmad, Rebeca Martinez‑Garcia, Jesús de‑Prado‑Gil, Shaker M.A. Qaidi, Ameni Brahmia, Effects of waste glass and waste marble on mechanical and 

durability performance of concrete, Sci. Rep. 11 (1) (2021) 21525. 
[56] A.M. Jawad Ahmad, Ahmed Babeker Elhag, Ahmed Farouk Deifalla, Mahfooz Soomro, Haytham F. Isleem, Shaker Qaidi, A step towards sustainable concrete 

with substitution of plastic waste in concrete: overview on mechanical, durability and microstructure analysis, Crystals 12 (7) (2022) 944. 
[57] M.M.A.-T. Ibrahim Almeshal, Shaker M.A. Qaidi, B.H. Abu Bakar, Bassam A. Tayeh, Mechanical properties of eco-friendly cements-based glass powder in 

aggressive medium, Mater. Today.: Proc. (2214–7853) (2022). 
[58] X. He, Z. Yuhua, S. Qaidi, H.F. Isleem, O. Zaid, F. Althoey, J. Ahmad, Mine tailings-based geopolymers: a comprehensive review, Ceram. Int. (2022). 
[59] R.H. Faraj, H.U. Ahmed, S. Rafiq, N.H. Sor, D.F. Ibrahim, S.M.A. Qaidi, Performance of self-compacting mortars modified with nanoparticles: a systematic 

review and modeling, Clean. Mater. (2772–3976) (2022), 100086. 
[60] F.Z. Aslam, Osama Althoey, Fadi Alyami, Saleh H. Qaidi, Shaker M.A. de Prado Gil, Jesús Martínez-García, Rebeca, Evaluating the influence of fly ash and waste 

glass on the characteristics of coconut fibers reinforced concrete, Struct. Concr. (2022). 
[61] Y.I.A.A. Aisheh, Dawood Sulaiman Akeed, Mahmoud H. Qaidi, Shaker Tayeh, A. Bassam, Influence of steel fibers and microsilica on the mechanical properties of 

ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete (UHP-GPC), Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 17 (2022), e01245. 
[62] Y.I.A.A. Aisheh, Dawood Sulaiman Akeed, Mahmoud H. Qaidi, Shaker Tayeh, A. Bassam, Influence of polypropylene and steel fibers on the mechanical 

properties of ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced geopolymer concrete, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. (2022), e01234. 
[63] S.N. Ahmed, N.H. Sor, M.A. Ahmed, S.M.A. Qaidi, Thermal conductivity and hardened behavior of eco-friendly concrete incorporating waste polypropylene as 

fine aggregate, Mater. Today. Proc. (2022). 
[64] H.U. Ahmed, A.S. Mohammed, S.M. Qaidi, R.H. Faraj, N.Hamah Sor, A.A. Mohammed, Compressive strength of geopolymer concrete composites: a systematic 

comprehensive review, analysis and modeling, Eur. J. Environ. Civ. Eng. (2022) 1–46. 
[65] H.U. Ahmed, A.S. Mohammed, R.H. Faraj, S.M.A. Qaidi, A.A. Mohammed, Compressive strength of geopolymer concrete modified with nano-silica: 

experimental and modeling investigations, Case Stud. Constr. Mater. 2 (2022), e01036. 
[66] H.U. Ahmed, A.A. Mohammed, S. Rafiq, A.S. Mohammed, A. Mosavi, N.H. Sor, S.M.A. Qaidi, Compressive strength of sustainable geopolymer concrete 

composites: a state-of-the-art review, Sustainability 13 (24) (2021) 13502. 
[67] H.U. Ahmed, L.J. Mahmood, M.A. Muhammad, R.H. Faraj, S.M.A. Qaidi, N.H. Sor, A.S. Mohammed, A.A. Mohammed, Geopolymer concrete as a cleaner 

construction material: An overview on materials and structural performances, Clean. Mater. 5 (2022). 
[68] S. Qaidi, Behaviour of Concrete Made of Recycled Waste PET and Confined with CFRP Fabrics, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2021. 
[69] S.M.A. Qaidi, D.Sulaiman Atrushi, A.S. Mohammed, H. Unis Ahmed, R.H. Faraj, W. Emad, B.A. Tayeh, H. Mohammed Najm, Ultra-high-performance 

geopolymer concrete: a review, Constr. Build. Mater. 346 (2022), 128495. 
[70] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Cost Assessment, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[71] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Durability Properties, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[72] S.M.A. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Fiber-reinforced Concrete: Mixture Design, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[73] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 5: Fresh Properties, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[74] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 3: Environmental Parameters, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[75] S. Qaidi, Ultra-high-performance geopolymer concrete. Part 11: Microstructural properties, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[76] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 2: Applications, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[77] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 10: Durability Properties, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 

B.A. Tayeh et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                       

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref75


Case Studies in Construction Materials 17 (2022) e01367

9

[78] Y. Liu, C. Shi, Z. Zhang, N. Li, D. Shi, Mechanical and fracture properties of ultra-high performance geopolymer concrete: Effects of steel fiber and silica fume, 
Cem. Concr. Compos. 112 (2020), 103665. 

[79] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-Performance Fiber-Reinforced Concrete: Fresh Properties, Preprints (2022). 
[80] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-Performance Fiber-Reinforced Concrete: Applications, Preprints (2022). 
[81] S. Qaidi, Ultra-high-performance fiber-reinforced concrete (UHPFRC): A mini-review of the challenges, ScienceOpen Preprints. 
[82] A.M. Maglad, O. Zaid, M.M. Arbili, G. Ascensão, A.A. Șerbănoiu, C.M. Grădinaru, R.M. García, S.M.A. Qaidi, F. Althoey, J. de Prado-Gil, A study on the 

properties of geopolymer concrete modified with nano graphene oxide, Buildings 12 (8) (2022) 1066. 
[83] J. Ahmad, K.J. Kontoleon, A. Majdi, M.T. Naqash, A.F. Deifalla, N. Ben Kahla, H.F. Isleem, S.M.A. Qaidi, A comprehensive review on the ground granulated blast 

furnace slag (GGBS) in concrete production, Sustainability 14 (14) (2022) 8783. 
[84] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 9: Strain Hardening, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[85] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 8: Dynamic Behavior, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[86] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 7: Mechanical Performance Correlation, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 
[87] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 6: Mechanical Properties, University of Duhok,, Duhok, 2022. 
[88] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 4: Mix Design Methods, University of Duhok,, Duhok, 2022. 
[89] S. Qaidi, Ultra-High-performance Geopolymer Concrete. Part 1: Manufacture Approaches, University of Duhok, Duhok, 2022. 

B.A. Tayeh et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                       

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-5095(22)00499-5/sbref84

	Influence of microsilica and polypropylene fibers on the fresh and mechanical properties of ultra-high performance geopolym ...
	1 Introduction
	2 Research significance
	3 Materials and samples characteristics
	4 Experimental methods
	4.1 Workability
	4.2 Compressive strength and modulus of elasticity
	4.3 Splitting tensile strength

	5 Results and discussions
	5.1 Workability
	5.2 Compressive strength (CS) and modulus of elasticity (MoE)
	5.3 Splitting tensile strength (STS)

	6 Conclusions
	7 Future studies
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Data Availability
	Acknowledgement
	References


