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Abstract: Food containers made from glass are separately collected from urban solid waste at 76%
in most parts of Europe. The cullet glass finds its way to re-melting, while the debris is often
disposed of. With this contribution, we suggest an upcycling process where glass debris is simply
ground without any washing operation and added to an alkali-activated paste. Metakaolin-based
geopolymer mortar added with coarsely ground glass waste as fine aggregate has been prepared via
alkali activation with NaOH and Na-silicate. After 7, 14 and 28 days of room temperature curing
time, the 3D geopolymer network was investigated by Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy
(FT-IR). Vibrational spectra revealed the geopolymerization occurrences, results which have been
supported by both FT-IR deconvoluted spectra and thermogravimetric analysis (TGA). Finally, the
antibacterial properties were investigated against both gram-negative (E. coli) and gram-positive
(E. faecalis) bacterial strains. The results suggest the ability of the 28 days cured geopolymers to
inhibit the growth of the gram-negative bacterium assayed.

Keywords: geopolymer; metakaolin; waste glass; FT-IR; thermal analysis; antibacterial properties

1. Introduction

Within recent decades, geopolymers have become suitable replacements for conven-
tional concrete materials, and many efforts have been carried out to improve their functional
properties while, at the same time, trying to increase their environmental performance [1].

The alkali activation of alkali aluminosilicate glass yielded cements with high com-
pressive strength (65 MPa after 20 h at 85 ◦C) [2], and the alkali activation of vitreous
calcium aluminosilicate derived from glass fiber waste generated mortar samples with
even higher compressive strengths (up to 77 MPa after 3 days at 65 ◦C) [3]. Similarly, the
alkali activation of container glass, or typical soda-lime glass, already proved to be a conve-
nient upcycle procedure for this common waste. Waste glass has been added as solid [4–7]
to an alkali activated matrix, or it has been directly alkali activated, typically with soda,
to substitute the water glass solution as an activator [8–10]. In order to increase energy
saving, the curing of the alkali activated formulations can occur at room temperature [7].
In this particular condition, the binding efficiency of container glass is limited, making the
addition of other binders, such as metakaolin, essential. In a recent paper, Abdollahnejad
et al. [11] compared the mechanical properties of waste glass-based geopolymers with and
without the addition of lime, revealing that after 28 days of curing time, the formulation
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obtained with both additives possessed increased compressive strength (10 MPa) with
respect to the one without the lime (0.5 MPa). Limiting our investigation to alkali activation,
another option for the binder is fly ash. Jiang et al. 2020 [12] reported the influence of heat
treatment (from 20 to 1200 ◦C) on the compressive strength of waste glass added to fly
ash-based geopolymers. The authors highlighted that when the heat treatment was lower,
the compressive strength was higher. After treating at 20 ◦C, the geopolymer made up of
20 wt % of waste glass and 80 wt % of fly ash has a compressive strength of ca. 54 MPa, but
a heat treatment up to 1200 ◦C highly decreases the compressive strength (less than 5 MPa).
The investigation of the alkali activated matrix, in our case the metakaolin-based geopoly-
mer matrix, with increasing temperature is extremely interesting and not well-explored
when waste glass is added.

Additionally, we should remark that among the techniques employed to study
geopolymerization, Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) is the one widely
used. Many papers [10,13–17] report the shift of the main peaks (also called the density
state of peak maximum or DOSPM) to lower wavenumbers after the alkali activation of
the precursors. Indeed, these shifts are directly correlated to the polymerization degree
of the 3D-network. In addition, there are several papers that focus their attention on
deconvoluted DOSPMs to better understand the contributions of Si-O-T (where T= Si
or Al) vibrations in synthesized geopolymers [7,18–21]. Geopolymer thermal properties
are another important feature to take into account [22–24]. It has been reported that a
heat treatment up to 900 ◦C of metakaolin or fly ash-based geopolymer strengthens its
mechanical properties. This occurs by means of shrinkage phenomena due to the water
removal and to an increasing of the structure’s compactness [25]. Furthermore, Nergis
et al., 2020, compared the thermal analysis of geopolymers based on fly ash, waste glass,
and sand. The samples made containing 70% of sand, 15% of fly ash, and 15% of waste
glass had a weight loss of 3% up to 800 ◦C, while the sample obtained only with fly ash
and waste glass had a weight loss of 18% up to 800 ◦C [26].

In a previous paper it was observed that the fine waste glass powders have a good
reactivity at room temperature and up to 60 wt % in a metakaolin based geopolymer [7].
Additionally, we proved that the thermal properties and the ecological impact were not
depleted by the presence of unwashed waste glass [10]. In this paper, we investigated the
addition of unwashed ground waste glass, with a grain size below 150 µm, recovered from
beverage containers. The motivation for this particular research work was to combine fine
and coarse grain sizes in order to support alkaline reactivity and the densification of the
MK with additional reactive aluminosilicate (fine fraction), and to create a filler (coarser
fraction) capable of increasing the mechanical performance. At the same time, by planning
one single sieving operation, we reduced the processing costs and obtained a mortar with
waste glass in place of sand. We characterized the consolidated final materials by carefully
evaluating the formation of Al-O-Si bonds with FT-IR spectroscopic investigation and peak
elaboration, correlating such results with chemical stability in water and thermal stability
up to 1400 ◦C.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

Reactive metakaolin (MK) (Argical™-M 1000, Imerys, France) and waste glass (WG)
were used as geopolymer solid aluminosilicate precursors. The MK mineralogical com-
position was reported elsewhere in a recent work [7], while WG powders were obtained
from dry grinding of as-received container glass, with a typical soda-lime composition, and
sieved < 160 µm. Figure 1A,B show the particle size distributions of MK and WG powders
after grinding, identifying the respective characteristic diameters d (0.1): 1.980 µm, d (0.5):
8.383 µm, d (0.9): 28.793 µm for MK and d (0.1): 9.270 µm, d (0.5): 64.391 µm, d (0.9):
158.958 µm for WG particles.
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Figure 1. Particle size distribution and cumulative volume for: (A) MK and (B) WG.

Sodium hydroxide (NaOH), sodium silicate (Na2SiO3) with SiO2/Na2O = 2.58, acetone
(C3H6O), and KBr of an analytical grade, were purchased from Sigma Aldrich. NaOH
pellets were dissolved in MilliQ water obtaining NaOH 8 M used as an alkali solution for
activation.

2.2. Preparation of Geopolymer Specimens

The syntheses of sole metakaolin-based geopolymer, hereafter indicated as GP, and
its mortars prepared with the addition of 20, 50, and 60 wt % of waste glass, are reported
in Figure 2. NaOH 8 M solution was slowly added to MK under mechanical stirring
until the mixture became quite solid. Then Na2SiO3 was added to the mixture and stirred
until a homogeneous paste was achieved. The paste was poured into the plastic cylinders
that were carefully closed after removing the bubbles. The samples were stored at room
temperature at 7, 14, and 28 days of curing time. All the other samples were prepared with
the same procedure by varying mass ratio between MK and WG.

Figure 2. Flow diagram of GP and GP/WG (20, 50 and 60%) formulations and extractions.

2.3. Geopolymer Characterizations
2.3.1. Ionic Conductivity and pH Measurements

MilliQ water (1:10 solid-water ratio) was added to the grounded and sifted (d <
125 µm) samples. After shaking the solution, we waited a short time for the solids to
sediment prior to our analyses. After waiting for the pH and conductivity stability, the
values were collected on samples after 7, 14, 21, and 28 days of curing time, respectively.
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Ionic conductivity and pH measurements were performed with a Crison GLP31 and Crison
GLP21, respectively. All the measurements were made in triplicate to calculate the mean
standard deviation.

2.3.2. FT-IR Analysis

FT-IR analysis was performed in the range of 400–4000 cm−1 using the Prestige21
Shimadzu system equipped with a DTGS KBr (deuterated triglycine sulfate with potassium
bromide windows) detector at a resolution of 2 cm−1 (45 scans). The analysis procedure
used KBr disks (2 mg of powdered sample mixed with 200 mg of KBr). FT-IR spectra
were elaborated by IRsolution and Origin 9 software. The analyses were performed on the
samples cured at 7, 14, and 28 days at room temperature. The spectra were deconvoluted
in the range of 750–1300 cm−1 using a Peak deconvolution tool (from Origin 9) with
Gaussian peak shapes and variable peak widths. The fitting process was performed in
agreement with Zhang et al. 2012 [18], El-Naggar and El-Dessouky 2017 [19], and Rovnaník
2010 [20], and combined with the software function of self-fitting, minimizing the number
of component bands while retaining a regression coefficient R2 value above 0.999.

2.3.3. Thermogravimetric Analysis

A thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) of both raw materials (MK and WG) and the
geopolymer mortars was carried out using the simultaneous DSC/TGA and discovery
SDT650. For this analysis, the samples were grounded to obtain a powder. An amount
of 20–30 mg of powders were weighed and placed into an alumina crucible. A nitrogen
atmosphere was used with a flow rate of 100 mL/min. The temperature was raised from
20 to 1400 ◦C under a heating rate of 10 ◦C min−1 as the best resolution rate. The results
were produced with the software TRIOS of TA instruments.

2.3.4. Antibacterial Test

The antibacterial test procedure is reported in Figure 3. Escherichia coli (ATCC 25922)
and Enterococcus faecalis (ATCC 29212) were grown in the absence and presence of the
synthesized materials (100 mg per tablet) extracted after 28 days at room temperature.
Before plating the bacteria, 105 CFU/mL were obtained by diluting the strains in distilled
saline water (0.9% NaCl). The diameter of the inhibition halos (IDs), in relation to the Petri
Plate diameter (PPD) (6 cm), were measured. Four measurements for each sample were
carried out to determine the mean standard deviation.

Figure 3. Flow diagram of experimental setup used for the determination of the antibacterial activity
of GP and GP/WG (20, 50 and 60%).
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Sample Observations

The pictures of the samples extracted at different curing times (Figure 2) show that GP
and GP/WG 20% samples had never broken during the demolding procedures, while the
samples with the highest content of WG (50 and 60%) had cracked at middle or at lower
base. Moreover, we noticed that the GP and GP/WG 20% were completely hardened with
respect to the GP/WG 50, and that 60% showed an aliquot of unreacted alkaline solution
on the upper surface. The unreacted solution was due either to the impermeability of glass
powder, which differs from MK which has no mesopores to collect such solutions, or the
need for a more efficient formulation with a reduced alkaline solution.

3.2. pH Measurement

Figure 4 reports the pH of the solution measured after the immersion of the samples
cured at different times. Generally, an increase in WG content corresponds to an increase
in the alkalinity of the solutions. GP (curve blue) showed the lower pH value stabilized at
12.2 after 21 and 28 days of curing time. GP/WG 20% (curve red) and 50% (curve yellow)
possessed the higher alkaline pH (12.7 and 13.1, respectively) with minimal changes at
different curing times. Finally, GP/WG 60% (curve green) had an unstable pH tendency,
where at 7 days the pH was 12.7, at 14 days it decreased to 12.4, and after 21 and 28 days it
increased up to 12.7.

Figure 4. pH of the solution obtained immersing in water the samples of GP and GP/WG (20, 50 and
60%) at different curing times. Error associated with this measurement is approx. 2%.

In conclusion, being that the pH values were gathered in a reduced range, namely from
12 to 13, we deduced that the unreacted alkaline solution had a very similar concentration
in all the samples. This means that the first step of the alkali activation mechanism, i.e., the
aluminosilicate dissolution, has proceeded in a very similar way for all the compositions
and for all the curing times. This conclusion is coherent with one of the two hypotheses
reported in point 3.1 to explain the residual solution in the samples with a higher WG
content: as for the formulations with higher MK content, the remaining solution was
collected at the top surface of the specimen rather than being distributed in the mesopores.

3.3. Ionic Conductivity

Figure 5 illustrates the conductivity at different curing times. Generally, an increase in
WG content (see curve red, green, and yellow) corresponds to increased conductivity. For
example, GP (curve blue) and GP/WG 20% (curve red) showed the lowest conductivity
values, while GP/WG 50% (curve yellow) possessed higher conductivity values. From the
figure, one can see, more generally, that an increase in waste content is linked to an increase
in the conductivity of the solutions and that all these values tend to decrease during the
increase of curing time.
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Figure 5. Conductivity of GP and GP/WG (20, 50 and 60%) at different curing times. Error associated
with this measurement is approx. 8%.

3.4. FT-IR Spectra

Figure 6 reports the FT-IR spectra of MK, WG, GP, and GP/WG (20, 50 and 60%)
extracted after 28 days of curing. In all the spectra, the bands at 3440 cm−1 and 1650–
1640 cm−1 are assigned to stretching and bending modes of the -OH groups of wa-
ter [14,27,28]. The peak detected at 800 cm−1, ascribed to Si-O in the MK spectrum, indicates
the presence of quartz [14], while the absorption band at 560 cm−1 is due to the presence of
Al-O vibrations of Al+6 [14,29]. Moreover, in GP and GP/WG samples, the absorption band
at 1420 cm−1 is assigned to carbonate stretching [30], and the bands at 470–450 cm−1 are
ascribed to the Si-O-Si and O-Si-O bending modes [14,27]. Regarding the absorption bands
in the range of 1300–800 cm−1 (Si-O asymmetric stretching), reported as DOSPM (density
of state of peak maximum) by different authors, there a shift to lower wavenumbers (1008–
1005 cm−1) with respect to the MK DOSPM (1080 cm−1), which suggests an occurrence
between the geopolymerization and the formation of the 3D-networks [13,14,17].

To better understand the evolution of the geopolymer 3D structures, FT-IR spectra
were recorded at 7, 14, and 28 days of curing time (data not shown), and, as shown in
Figure 7, all the DOSPM of GP and GP/WG (20, 50 and 60%) were deconvoluted (see
Methods section for the deconvolution procedure), characterized, and compared to the
MK DOSPM deconvolution. The MK deconvoluted spectrum was characterized by the
strong band at 1065 cm−1, associated with also the bands at 1195 and 1117 cm−1, due to
the asymmetric stretching of Si-O-T [19]. The band at 998 cm−1 can be assigned to Si-O of
incompletely calcined metakaolin [19,31], while the band at 812 cm−1 can be ascribed to O-
Al-O bending vibration of AlO4 tetrahedra [19,32]. After the alkali activation of metakaolin,
following the geopolymerization at different curing times similar to MK derived GP, in all
the spectra with an increased amount of WG, the intensity of the Si-O-T stretching bands
changed gradually over time, indicating MK dissolution via hydrolysis reaction. These
changes were also due to the Al inclusion, reorganization, and condensation of the gel
structure. In accordance with [21], the appearance of the band at 1040–1020 cm−1 could
be related to a silicate network with a lower extent of Al substitution. Looking at the
blue band (1065 cm−1), the yellow band (1117 cm−1), and the green one (1195 cm−1) in
the MK spectrum, one can notice that the first band shifts to a lower wavenumber and
possesses an increased area (from 25% to 40–50%) in all the geopolymer products (during
the curing time), while the second and the third bands are both characterized by a shift at
higher wavenumbers, but possess different areas in all the samples. Moreover, the green
band shows a strong area reduction (from 19% to 2–3%), while, on the contrary, the yellow
one reveals an increased area (from 13% to 20–34%) of the whole deconvoluted range.
During the geopolymerization the MK grey band at 998 cm−1 disappears and a new band
detected at 960–943 cm−1 appears in the geopolymer samples. This band can be assigned to
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asymmetric stretching of non-bridging Si-O-Na type structure [18,19] and its contribution
is very high in all the GP/WG samples (15–28% of the total area). Finally, the MK red band
(812 cm−1) vanishes and a new band emerges at 874–862 cm−1 due to the -OH bending
of Si-OH groups [19], whose existence negatively affects the degree of condensation [13].
Despite that, the presence of Si-OH groups is very low as the areas of red bands (5–6%) are
not significant with respect to the other band contributions. Regarding all the deconvoluted
spectra, Figure 8 shows also that GP and GP/WG 20 and 50% are almost geopolymerized
after 7 days of curing time, while the structure of the sample with 60% of WG content is in
constant evolution, stabilizing only at 28 days of curing time.

Figure 6. FT-IR comparison spectra of MK, WG, GP and GP/WG samples extracted after 28 days of
curing time. The percentages indicate the waste glass content.
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Figure 7. Deconvoluted DOSPM of FT-IR spectra of MK, GP, and GP/WG samples at different curing
times. The percentages indicate the waste glass content.

Figure 8. Comparison of the peak area determined from the deconvoluted DOSPM of FT-IR spectra
of the two main peaks (1065 and 1117 cm−1) for MK (taken as reference value on y-axis), GP, GP/WG
(20, 50 and 60%) samples at different curing times.

3.5. Thermogravimetric Analysis

TGA was used to evaluate the thermal stability of metakaolin-based geopolymers after
replacing MK with different percentages of waste glass powder. The thermal behaviour for
GP and GP/WG at different curing times (7, 14, 28 days) are shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. TGA of GP, GP/WG samples for 7 (A), 14 (B), 28 (C) days of curing time.

All GP and GP/WG samples show a first sharp weight loss between 25–200 ◦C
associated with the evaporation of free and chemical bond water, but we noticed that
GP retained more water with respect to the GP/WG samples at 7 (Figure 9A) and 14
(Figure 9B) days of curing time [10]. The explanation for this behavior is found in the
increasing amount of glass particles that form compact bodies preventing the formation
of pores in geopolymer structure [33,34]. The mass loss in the range of 200–500 ◦C is
associated with the dihydroxylation of the Si-OH and Al-OH groups presented in the
geopolymers [35].

All samples can be considered thermostable starting from about 600 ◦C with a total
weight loss of 20–30%. An exception is GP/WG 60%, which has a further weight loss
at a temperature higher than 900 ◦C of 8–11%, due to the decarbonization of carbonates
by-products such as CaCO3 and Na2CO3 formed due to an excess of unreacted NaOH and
CO2 (Figure 9A,B) [36]. This event is not visible for GP/WG 60% after 28 days of curing
time (Figure 9C).

For 28 day of curing time, all TGA curves, except for GP/WG 60%, show the same
mass loss of about 20%. This suggests a stabilization of thermal behaviors for GP at 20%
and 50% for this curing time, while the results at 60% still show an evolving geopolymeric
structure.

As Figure 9 illustrates (A,B,C), when observing TGA curves when the amount of
curing time changes, compared to 7 and 28 day samples, a greater water loss for samples at
14 days (GP, 20% and 50%) is shown.

For Hajimohammadi et al. 2018 [4], the increase of weight loss versus curing time
was an indication of a higher amount of geopolymer gel formation over time. In fact,
when the development of geopolymer gel occurs, water is released back to the system and
consequently, more trapped unbound water is collected within the pores. This can explain
why we observe an increased weight loss for samples after 14 days of curing time (GP, 20
and 50%) with respect to samples after 7 days (Figure 10) [4].
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Moreover, by altering the results for samples at 14 days of curing time, geopolymers
can absorb a large amount of water, such as some of the moisture from the air after their
extraction but prior to TGA testing [36].

In the samples cured for 28 days, we observed a decrease of weight loss (water content)
in GP, and in the formulations with 20 and 50 wt % of WG. In the sample with 60 wt % of
WG, the reactivity is still going on, thus liberating liquid water from the polycondensation
reaction of the geopolymer aluminosilicate network, confirming the delay already observed
in the FT-IR analyses as well in extant literature [14].

3.6. Antibacterial Activity

Figure 11 shows the inhibition halos for E. coli and E. faecalis in presence of MK, WG
(as precursors), GP, and GP/WG samples after 28 days of curing time. MK and WG have
no antibacterial properties on both the bacterial strains, while the GP and GP/WG samples
possess antibacterial properties concerning E. coli. The data also reveal that an increase
of WG content corresponds to an increase of the ID dimension on E. coli, suggesting an
improved ability to inhibit bacterial growth. Regarding the sample’s effect on E. faecalis,
there is no evidence of antibacterial properties. The obtained data are in accordance
with the 2018 study by Rubio-Avalos [37], which compared the antibacterial activity of
metakaolin-based geopolymers treated, or not, with “triclosan” against E. coli (as gram
negative) and S. aureus (as gram positive). In conclusion, after 28 days of curing time, the
synthesized samples have antibacterial properties on the gram-negative bacteria assayed,
and no influence on the gram-positive bacteria used in this study.
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Figure 11. Comparison of inhibition halo of E. coli and E. faecalis for MK, WG, GP, and GP/WG
samples. The percentages indicate the waste glass content in the geopolymer formulations. Please
consider that the dimension of the IDs is in relation to Petri Plate diameter (PPD) (6 cm), thus the
maximum value for ID is 6 cm.

4. Conclusions

Waste glass favors the minimization of high pollution in cement production when
added as a fine aggregate in place of river sand or other types of natural sand. In our
geopolymer formulations, amounts of 20 to 60 wt % of ground container glass with a mix
grain size proved to act as a reactive silica source [8,9], as well as a fine aggregate.

Waste glass provides similar reaction products to metakaolin in geopolymers, yet a
delay has been noticed in the FT-IR vibrational spectra as well as in the TGA curves for the
sample with 60 wt % of WG.

Even though we did not pre-wash the crushed WG before dry grinding, the final
consolidated geopolymers do not have a strong impact on living organisms, showing a
negative effect only on E. coli (gram-negative) and no effect on E. faecalis (gram-positive).

We can propose our compositions for building materials or surface finishing when a
high WG content is used. In the case of coating, our formulation can provide an antibacterial
surface for specific colonies of microorganisms.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.C. and S.P.; methodology, S.P.; software, I.B., G.D.P.
and A.D.; validation, M.C., C.L. and S.P.; formal analysis, A.D. and G.D.P.; investigation, G.D.P. and
A.D.; resources, I.B.; data curation, M.C. and C.L.; writing—original draft preparation, M.C., S.P.;
writing—review and editing, M.C. and C.L. visualization, I.B.; supervision, M.C. and C.L. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: Authors are particularly grateful to Maria Paola Morsiani, Imerys Ceramics Italy,
Modena, Italy, and Sophie Maraninchi Product Manager Refractory, Abrasives and Constructions
Business Area, Imerys, France. for providing the metakaolin.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Blanco, I.; Ingrao, C.; Siracusa, V. Life-Cycle Assessment in the Polymeric Sector: A Comprehensive Review of Application

Experiences on the Italian Scale. Polymers 2020, 12, 1212. [CrossRef]
2. Ruiz-Santaquiteria, C.; Fernández-Jiménez, A.; Palomo, A. Alternative prime materials for developing new cements: Alkaline

activation of alkali aluminosilicate glasses. Ceram. Int. 2016, 42, 9333–9340. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/polym12061212
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2016.03.111


Polymers 2021, 13, 2970 12 of 13

3. Tashima, M.M.; Soriano, L.; Borrachero, M.V.; Monzó, J.; Cheeseman, C.R.; Payá, J. Alkali activation of vitreous calcium
aluminosilicate derived from glass fiber waste. J. Sustain. Cem.-Based Mater. 2012, 1, 83–93. [CrossRef]

4. Hajimohammadi, A.; Ngo, T.; Kashani, A. Glass waste versus sand as aggregates: The characteristics of the evolving geopolymer
binders. J. Clean. Prod. 2018, 193, 593–603. [CrossRef]

5. Luhar, S.; Cheng, T.-W.; Nicolaides, D.; Luhar, I.; Panias, D.; Sakkas, K. Valorisation of glass waste for development of Geopolymer
composites—Mechanical properties and rheological characteristics: A review. Constr. Build. Mater. 2019, 220, 547–564. [CrossRef]

6. Luhar, S.; Cheng, T.-W.; Nicolaides, D.; Luhar, I.; Panias, D.; Sakkas, K. Valorisation of glass wastes for the development of
geopolymer composites—Durability, thermal and microstructural properties: A review. Constr. Build. Mater. 2019, 222, 673–687.
[CrossRef]

7. Dal Poggetto, G.; Catauro, M.; Crescente, G.; Leonelli, C. Efficient Addition of Waste Glass in MK-Based Geopolymers: Mi-
crostructure, Antibacterial and Cytotoxicity Investigation. Polymers 2021, 13, 1493. [CrossRef]

8. Torres-Carrasco, M.; Puertas, F. Waste glass as a precursor in alkaline activation: Chemical process and hydration products.
Constr. Build. Mater. 2017, 139, 342–354. [CrossRef]

9. Torres-Carrasco, M.; Palomo, J.G.; Puertas, F. Sodium silicate solutions from dissolution of glasswastes. Statistical analysis. Mater.
Construcc. 2014, 64, e014. [CrossRef]

10. Catauro, M.; Dal Poggetto, G.; Sgarlata, C.; Vecchio Ciprioti, S.; Pacifico, S.; Leonelli, C. Thermal and microbiological performance
of metakaolin-based geopolymers cement with waste glass. Appl. Clay Sci. 2020, 197, 105763. [CrossRef]

11. Abdollahnejad, Z.; Dalvand, A.; Mastali, M.; Luukkonen, T.; Illikainen, M. Effects of waste ground glass and lime on the
crystallinity and strength of geopolymers. Mag. Concr. Res. 2019, 71, 1218–1231. [CrossRef]

12. Jiang, X.; Xiao, R.; Ma, Y.; Zhang, M.; Bai, Y.; Huang, B. Influence of waste glass powder on the physico-mechanical properties and
microstructures of fly ash-based geopolymer paste after exposure to high temperatures. Constr. Build. Mater. 2020, 262, 120579.
[CrossRef]

13. Gougazeh, M. Geopolymers from Jordanian metakaolin: Influence of chemical and mineralogical compositions on the develop-
ment of mechanical properties. Jordan J. Civ. Eng. 2013, 7, 236–257.

14. Tchakouté, H.K.; Rüscher, C.H.; Kong, S.; Kamseu, E.; Leonelli, C. Geopolymer binders from metakaolin using sodium waterglass
from waste glass and rice husk ash as alternative activators: A comparative study. Constr. Build. Mater. 2016, 114, 276–289.
[CrossRef]

15. Tchakouté, H.K.; Melele, S.J.K.; Djamen, A.T.; Kaze, C.R.; Kamseu, E.; Nanseu, C.N.P.; Leonelli, C.; Rüscher, C.H. Microstruc-
tural and mechanical properties of poly(sialate-siloxo) networks obtained using metakaolins from kaolin and halloysite as
aluminosilicate sources: A comparative study. Appl. Clay Sci. 2020, 186, 105448. [CrossRef]

16. Panias, D.; Giannopoulou, I.P.; Perraki, T. Effect of synthesis parameters on the mechanical properties of fly ash-based geopolymers.
Colloids Surf. A 2007, 301, 246–254. [CrossRef]

17. Rüscher, C.H.; Mielcarek, E.M.; Wongpa, J.; Jaturapitakkul, C.; Jirasit, F.; Lohaus, L. Silicate-, aluminosilicate and calciumsilicate
gels for building materials: Chemical and mechanical properties during ageing. Eur. J. Mineral. 2011, 23, 111–124. [CrossRef]

18. Zhang, Z.; Wang, H.; Provis, J.L.; Bullen, F.; Reid, A.; Zhu, Y. Quantitative kinetic and structural analysis of geopolymers. Part 1.
The activation of metakaolin with sodium hydroxide. Thermochim. Acta 2012, 539, 23–33. [CrossRef]

19. El-Naggar, M.R.; El-Dessouky, M.I. Re-use of waste glass in improving properties of metakaolin-based geopolymers: Mechanical
and microstructure examinations. Constr. Build. Mater. 2017, 132, 543–555. [CrossRef]

20. Rovnaník, P. Effect of curing temperature on the development of hard structure of metakaolin-based geopolymer. Constr. Build.
Mater. 2010, 24, 1176–1183. [CrossRef]

21. Hajimohammadi, A.; Provis, J.L.; van Deventer, J.S.J. Time-resolved and spatially-resolved infrared spectroscopic observation of
seeded nucleation controlling geopolymer gel formation. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2011, 357, 384–392. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Catauro, M.; Tranquillo, E.; Barrino, F.; Dal Poggetto, G.; Blanco, I.; Cicala, G.; Ognibene, G.; Recca, G. Mechanical and thermal
properties of fly ash-filled geopolymers. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2019, 138, 3267–3276. [CrossRef]

23. Blanco, I.; Siracusa, V. The Use of Thermal Techniques in the Characterization of Bio-Sourced Polymers. Materials 2021, 14, 1686.
[CrossRef]

24. Samal, S.; Blanco, I. An Application Review of Fiber-Reinforced Geopolymer Composite. Fibers 2021, 9, 23. [CrossRef]
25. Van Riessen, A.; Rickard, W.; Sanjayan, J. Thermal properties of geopolymers. In Geopolymers; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Nether-

lands, 2009; pp. 315–342. [CrossRef]
26. Burduhos Nergis, D.D.; Abdullah, M.M.A.B.; Sandu, A.V.; Vizureanu, P. XRD and TG-DTA Study of New Alkali Activated

Materials Based on Fly Ash with Sand and Glass Powder. Materials 2020, 13, 343. [CrossRef]
27. Catauro, M.; Bollino, F.; Cattaneo, A.S.; Mustarelli, P. Al2O3 ·2SiO2 powders synthesized via sol-gel as pure raw material in

geopolymer preparation. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2017, 100, 1919–1927. [CrossRef]
28. Xu, H.; Li, Q.; Shen, L.; Zhang, M.; Zhai, J. Low-reactive circulating fluidized bed combustion (CFBC) fly ashes as source material

for geopolymer synthesis. Waste Manag. 2010, 30, 57–62. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. Krishna Priya, G.; Padmaja, P.; Warrier, K.G.K.; Damodaran, A.D.; Aruldhas, G. Dehydroxylation and high temperature phase

formation in sol-gel boehmite characterized by Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy. J. Mater. Sci. Lett. 1997, 16, 1584–1587.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/21650373.2012.742610
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.05.086
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.06.041
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.06.169
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym13091493
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.02.071
http://doi.org/10.3989/mc.2014.05213
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2020.105763
http://doi.org/10.1680/jmacr.18.00300
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2020.120579
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2016.03.184
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2020.105448
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2006.12.064
http://doi.org/10.1127/0935-1221/2010/0022-2070
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2012.03.021
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2016.12.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2009.12.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2011.02.045
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21397245
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-019-08612-y
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma14071686
http://doi.org/10.3390/fib9040023
http://doi.org/10.1533/9781845696382.2.315
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma13020343
http://doi.org/10.1111/jace.14724
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2009.09.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19853434
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018568418302


Polymers 2021, 13, 2970 13 of 13

30. Finocchiaro, C.; Barone, G.; Mazzoleni, P.; Leonelli, C.; Gharzouni, A.; Rossignol, S. FT-IR study of early stages of alkali activated
materials based on pyroclastic deposits (Mt. Etna, Sicily, Italy) using two different alkaline solutions. Constr. Build. Mater. 2020,
262, 120095. [CrossRef]

31. Akolekar, D.; Chaffee, A.; Howe, R.F. The transformation of kaolin to low-silica X zeolite. Zeolites 1997, 19, 359–365. [CrossRef]
32. Granizo, G.M.L.; Blanco-Varela, M.T.; Palomo, A. Influence of the starting kaolin on alkali-activated materials based on metakaolin.

Study of the reaction parameters by isothermal conduction calorimetry. J. Mater. Sci. 2000, 35, 6309–6315. [CrossRef]
33. Livi, C.N.; Repette, W.L. Effect of NaOH concentration and curing regime on geopolymer. Rev. IBRACON Estrut. Mater. 2017, 10,

1174–1181. [CrossRef]
34. Alamaral-Sanchez, J.L.; Rosas-Casarez, C.A.; Gomez-Soberon, J.M.; Chinchillas-Chinchillas, M.J.; Acuna-Aguero, O.H.; Corral-

Higuera, R.; Arredondo-Rea, S.P. Experimental study of XRD, FTIR and TGA techniques in geopolymeric materials. In Proceedings
of the International Conference on Advances in Civil and Structural Engineering—CSE 2014, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, 2–3
August 2014; pp. 25–30, ISBN 978-1-63248-006-4. [CrossRef]

35. Baykara, H.; Cornejo, M.H.; Espinoza, A.; García, E.; Ulloa, N. Preparation, characterization, and evaluation of compressive
strength of polypropylene fiber reinforced geopolymer mortars. Heliyon 2020, 6, e03755. [CrossRef]

36. Lizcano, M.; Gonzalez, A.; Basu, S.; Lozano, K.; Radovic, M. Effects of Water Content and Chemical Composition on Structural
Properties of Alkaline Activated Metakaolin-Based Geopolymers. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2012, 95, 2169–2177. [CrossRef]

37. Rubio-Avalos, J.-C. Antibacterial Metakaolin-Based Geopolymer Cement. In Calcined Clays for Sustainable Concrete; Martirena, F.,
Favier, A., Scrivener, K., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2018; pp. 398–403. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2020.120095
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0144-2449(97)00132-2
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026790924882
http://doi.org/10.1590/s1983-41952017000600003
http://doi.org/10.15224/978-1-63248-006-4-65
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e03755
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1551-2916.2012.05184.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-024-1207-9_64

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Preparation of Geopolymer Specimens 
	Geopolymer Characterizations 
	Ionic Conductivity and pH Measurements 
	FT-IR Analysis 
	Thermogravimetric Analysis 
	Antibacterial Test 


	Results and Discussion 
	Sample Observations 
	pH Measurement 
	Ionic Conductivity 
	FT-IR Spectra 
	Thermogravimetric Analysis 
	Antibacterial Activity 

	Conclusions 
	References

