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Abstract:



An alkali-activated blend of aluminum cement and class F fly ash is an attractive solution for geothermal wells where cement is exposed to significant thermal shocks and aggressive environments. Set-control additives enable the safe cement placement in a well but may compromise its mechanical properties. This work evaluates the effect of a tartaric-acid set retarder on phase composition, microstructure, and strength development of a sodium-metasilicate-activated calcium aluminate/fly ash class F blend after curing at 85 °C, 200 °C or 300 °C. The hardened materials were characterized with X-ray diffraction, thermogravimetric analysis, X-ray computed tomography, and combined scanning electron microscopy/energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy and tested for mechanical strength. With increasing temperature, a higher number of phase transitions in non-retarded specimens was found as a result of fast cement hydration. The differences in the phase compositions were also attributed to tartaric acid interactions with metal ions released by the blend in retarded samples. The retarded samples showed higher total porosity but reduced percentage of large pores (above 500 µm) and greater compressive strength after 300 °C curing. Mechanical properties of the set cements were not compromised by the retarder.
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1. Introduction


Due to their resistance to high temperatures and aggressive acidic environments, high-performance ceramic materials are of great interest for use in constructing high-temperature geothermal wells. In situ synthesis of such materials from fly ash especially is attractive because of the latter’s availability, good workability, and compatibility with various cementitious materials. The use of fly ash in cementitious materials also contributes to abating the environmental impact of Portland cement, such as the release of CO2 and NOx during its manufacture. The low reactivity of fly ash under ambient conditions is not a limiting factor for its downhole applications in high-temperature geothermal wells.



Arguably, in geothermal wells, cement experiences the most severe conditions possible [1]. In addition to the chemically aggressive environment, the cement may suffer a significant thermal shock when wells constructed under relatively mild temperatures of about 80 to 110 °C are moved into production, and the temperature may rise by several hundred degrees. Differences in temperature between the injection- and production-heat-carrier fluids may further impose a constant thermal-shock on the cement.



Thermal-shock-resistant cement (TSRC), consisting of two cement-forming components, calcium aluminate cement (CAC) and Class F fly ash, and one alkaline activator (sodium metasilicate), was formulated to resolve this issue [2]. The TSRC autoclaved at 200 °C withstood five cycles of 500 °C heating-water quenching, sustaining its compressive strength.The formation of a densified structure made of three crystalline phases, γ-Al2O3, calcite, and carbonated sodalite, was responsible for such resistance to thermal shock.



The alkaline activation of fly ash F (FAF) has been the subject of various studies [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]. Cements prepared with fly ash were shown to perform better under high temperature and in aggressive solutions than did traditional Portland or sulfate-resistant cements [11,12]. Under the most studied conditions, the main reaction product of alkaline activation of fly ash F was alkaline aluminosilicate gel, which is a zeolite precursor [13,14,15].



The formation of zeolites involves crystallization of the gel; conditions required for this are not usually reached during the activation of alkali fly ash at temperatures below 90 °C [16] due to the fast reaction rates of the dissolution and condensation processes and a very slow rate of crystallization after the material hardens [15].



CAC serves as a source of reactive aluminum during the alkaline activation of aluminosilicate materials to form binding (C,N)–A–S–H gel that ensures the early development of strength [17,18,19,20]. Aluminosilicates and CAC affect each other’s hydration in an alkaline medium. A study of the alkaline activation of metakaolin as the aluminosilicate material in the presence of CAC as a source of reactive aluminum at short hydration times at 85 °C revealed that calcium aluminate does not undergo its normal hydration with the formation of calcium aluminate hydrates and gibbsite. Instead, Al and Ca from CAC are incorporated into the aluminosilicate gel formed during the hydration of metakaolin [4].



The microstructure, nature, and chemical composition of the reaction products of both CAC and FAF depend on the alkaline activator [21,22]. The sodium-silicate activation of fly ash increases both the condensation degree of the alkaline aluminosilicate gel and its mechanical strength by promoting the gel formation during hydration of FAF [22]. On the other hand, sodium silicate and reactive silica, in particular, slow down the hydration kinetics of CAC [23,24,25,26,27,28].



For the subterranean use of cementitious materials, their hardening must be postponed or retarded to assure the necessary pumping time for placing the material in the well. The CAC and FAF set delay provided by the sodium-silicate activator is insufficient for the commonly required 4 to 6 h of pumping time. The effectiveness of various organic set-retarding additives was reported for applications with calcium aluminate cement and its components [29,30,31,32,33]. Tartaric acid was identified as the most effective retarder for TSRC at 85 °C [23].



Adding a retarder to TSRC undoubtedly will change the hydration kinetics and may affect the hydration products. The effect of retarding additives on the early-age morphology and mineralogy of cement hydration products was previously reported [34,35,36].



For the alkaline activation of fly ash, the slower kinetics of product formation and crystallization may result in a stronger material. The excellent bonding and adherent properties of alkali-activated fly ash have been attributed to the formation of alkaline aluminosilicate gel with an amorphous-nanocrystalline structure compared with the well-defined crystal structure of zeolites [14]. A more polymerized gel with lower content of zeolites contributed to creating a material with higher mechanical strength in this study. On the other hand, delayed crystallization of CAC in the presence of soluble silica may favor the formation of calcium aluminosilicate hydrate (C,N–A–S–H) gel that may crystallize into zeolitic phases [19].



The slower hydration kinetics of a retarded cement slurry may entail a different set temperature that will strongly affect the final material’s mineralogy [37]. With few exceptions, geothermal wells are not cemented at high temperatures. The fluids circulated during drilling cool the formation. The maximum circulating temperatures during cementing seldom exceed 116 °C [1] with the average being approximately 85 °C. After the placement of the cementitious material, the fluid circulation stops, and the temperatures increases to the static conditions of 150 to 300 °C. The following temperature conditions of cement hydration may be expected in geothermal wells: mixing at ambient temperatures, hardening at moderate temperatures of approximately 85 °C, and long-term exposure to high temperatures between 150 and 300 °C. Ideally, a fast set takes place after the slurry placement with the minimal phase transitions in the set slurry that could compromise mechanical properties of the set cement. For large variations in curing temperatures a retarder imposing significant effect on the interactions in a slurry and cement hydration kinetics may strongly affect set cement cement composition and properties.



The present paper focuses on the effect of a known CAC set retarder, tartaric acid, on mechanical properties, the mineralogy, and the morphology of a CAC-fly ash blend activated with sodium metasilicate after curing at elevated temperatures of 85, 200, and 300 °C and under the respective pressures of 0.1, 6.89 and 8.27 MPa. Although elevated pressure may affect the kinetics of cement hydration and set cement properties, the temperature effect is generally much more important [38,39,40]. The current study did not evaluate the effect of pressure on properties of the specimens.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Materials and Samples Preparation


FAF was obtained from Boral Material Technologies, Inc. (San Antonio, TX, USA). A sodium metasilicate granular powder under the trade name “Metso Beads 2048”, supplied by the PQ Corporation (Malvern, PA, USA), was used as the alkali activator of FAF. Secar #80, supplied by Kerneos Inc., (Chesapeake, VA, USA) was used as the calcium-aluminate cement. The X-ray powder diffraction (XRD, PANanalytical, Almelo, The Netherlands) data showed that the crystalline compounds of FAF consisted mainly of quartz (SiO2), mullite (3Al2O3·2SiO2), and hematite (Fe2O3), and CAC included three crystalline phases, i.e., corundum (α-Al2O3), calcium monoaluminate (CaO·Al2O3, CA), and calcium dialuminate (CaO·2Al2O3, CA2). Table 1 shows the elemental composition of the TSRC components (major oxides composition measured by EDX (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) and normalized to 100%).



Table 1. The elemental composition of Thermal Shock Resistant Cement components.







	
Component

	
Calcium Aluminate Cement

	
Flay Ash Class F

	
Sodium Metasilicate






	
Al2O3

	
73.8

	
34.8

	
-




	
CaO

	
26.1

	
2.7

	
-




	
SiO2

	
-

	
50.4

	
46.6




	
Fe2O3

	
0.1

	
7.1

	
-




	
Na2O

	
-

	
0.3

	
50.5




	
K2O

	
-

	
3.1

	
-




	
TiO2

	
-

	
1.6

	
-










The blend cement consisted of 60% CAC and 40% FAF (mass fractions). The sodium metasilicate was dry-blended with this mixture at 6.0% mass fraction of the cement blend to form the TSRC blend. The water-to-solid ratio was 0.52. D-(-)-tartaric acid (TA) was supplied by Sigma-Aldrich. The retarder was dry-blended with the TSRC at mass fraction of 1- or 1.8-% of the TSRC blend. The dry blends were hand-mixed with water.



To prepare samples for measurement of compressive strength and determination of water-fillable porosity, the slurries were cast into cylindrical molds (25-mm diameter and about 40-mm length). The molds were placed into an autoclave partially filled with water (20% of volume) at 85 °C for a 3-d curing, and then the temperature was increased to the final 200 or 300 °C for the desired duration of curing. To understand whether hydrates formed at 85 °C persist in samples cured at high temperatures some samples remained at 85 °C for 22 days before analyses of their compositions. The sample with 1.8% TA could not be prepared at 85 °C because of a very slow cement set at this retarder concentration and pore slurry stability. Table 2 summarizes the curing conditions.



Table 2. Specimens’ curing conditions.







	
Specimen

	
Curing Conditions




	
22 Days 85 °C Atm. Pressure

	
3 Days 85 °C, 1 Day 200 °C 6.89 MPa

	
3 Days 85 °C, 7 Days 200 °C 6.89 MPa

	
3 Days 85 °C, 1 Day 300 °C 8.27 MPa






	
TSRC without retarder (control)

	
C-1

	
C-2

	
C-3

	
C-4




	
TSRC with 1% 1 TA

	
TA1-1

	
TA1-2

	
TA1-3

	
TA1-4




	
TSRC with 1.8% 1 TA

	
-

	
TA1.8-2

	
TA1.8-3

	
TA1.8-4








1 by weight of blend.









2.2. Testing Methods


X-ray computed tomography (CT) experiment was performed on 4 selected samples (control 200 °C, 1.8% TA 200 °C, control 300 °C, and 1% TA 300 °C) using a SkyScan 1173 CT scanner (Bruker, Kontich, Belgium). No additional treatment was required for the non-destructive CT experiment. After the target curing, the samples had been kept for 180 days at ambient conditions until CT testing. Voltage of 130 kV and current of 60 μA were selected for measurement. In addition, each scan took around 2 h with the exposing time of 500 ms and sample rotational step of 0.2 degree. Obtained 2D images have a size of 2240 × 2240 pixel2 with a resolution of 35.15 µm3/voxel. Figure 1 shows 3D pore-structure reconstruction of 1.8% TA 200 °C sample. Similar procedure was applied previously [41]. By visual inspection, a threshold value of 30/256 was reasonably selected and applied to all CT samples for pore segmentation [42]. Next, pore counts and related cumulative volume (porosity) were calculated as shown in Figure 2. Measured distribution of pore volume ranges from 4 × 105 to 4 × 109 μm3. The measured four samples show similar distribution trends regarding pore counts and partial porosity. Correlation of this data with mechanical strength is discussed in the following Section 3.


Figure 1. 3D pore-structure reconstruction of 1.8% TA 200 °C sample from image-analysis technique.



[image: Materials 09 00422 g001 1024]





Figure 2. (a) Calculated pore counts; and (b) related cumulative volume (porosity).
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The specimens were tested for their strength right after the end of the target curing. After the strength tests, they were ground into very fine powder and dried at 90 °C for 24 h prior to thermogravimetric testing and X-ray diffractometric characterization. The former analysis was done on approximately 10 mg of sample heated at a rate of 20 °C/min in N2, using TGA-Q50 from TA Instruments. The samples were examined using a Philips XRG 300 X-ray diffractometer with a 40 kV, 40 mA copper anode X-ray tube. The results were analyzed using the PDF-4/Minerals 2013 database of the International Center for Diffraction Data. The morphologies of the cements were studied on typical spots of freshly fractured samples with a JEOL 7600F scanning electron microscope equipped with an EDX Oxford Link microanalysis system. The specimens were dried at 90 °C for 24 h after the curing, placed on metallic holders and coated with chromium to eliminate samples’ charging. The morphologies studies were performed within a week of the target curing.





3. Results


3.1. Mechanical Properties and Tomography Study


Table 3 summarizes short-term mechanical properties of the control (nonretarded) and TA-retarded blends after 3-d curing at 85 °C and 1-d curing at 200 or 300 °C. In practice the fast development of the short-term compressive strength allows resuming well-construction and is a desirable feature. According to the data, there was a decline in compressive strength as the curing temperature increased from 200 to 300 °C. The loss in strength was less important for the retarded specimens—54% for the control, 35% for 1% TA, and 10% for 1.8% TA. The retarded specimens also were less brittle after curing at 300 °C; the compressive-toughness of the control was 0.08 N-mm/mm3 0.31 N-mm/mm3 for the 1% TA-retarded cement and 0.35 N-mm/mm3 for the 1.8% TA-retarded cement.



Table 3. Compressive strength, toughness, and porosity of control- and retarded- TSRC specimens.







	
Specimen

	
Compressive Strength (MPa)

	
Toughness (N-mm/mm3)

	
Porosity (%)






	
3 days 85 °C, 1 day 200 °C




	
C-2

	
9.9 ± 0.8

	
0.08 ± 0.04

	
5.1




	
TA1-2

	
11.5 ± 2.3

	
0.09 ± 0.03

	
n.d. 1




	
TA1.8-2

	
10.4 ± 0.7

	
0.12 ± 0.05

	
6.1




	
3 days 85 °C, 1 day 300 °C




	
C-4

	
4.6 ± 0.3

	
0.08 ± 0.04

	
5.4




	
TA1-4

	
7.5 ± 1.2

	
0.31 ± 0.19

	
6.1




	
TA1.8-4

	
9.4 ± 1.7

	
0.35 ± 0.25

	
n.d.








1 not determined.








In CT measured samples, the addition of the retarder increased the porosity. This could be a result of slower fly ash F hydration and precipitation of the hydration products that fill the pores. Interestingly, the increase of total porosity (Table 3) was not accopamied by a drop in compressive strength. However, computed partial porosity separated by pore diameter of 500 microns can explain changes in compressive strength. Figure 3 shows that in each curing condition, porosity from large pores (diameter of 500 microns to 3 mm) was inversely proportional to the compressive strength (gray lines). It also suggests that the partial porosity from large pores can play a more significant role in the strength although smaller pores (diameter of 100 to 500 microns) had a larger volumetric contribution to the total porosity. Overall, it can be proposed that the use of the retarder increased the total porosity but in all cases reduced large pores, which seems to contribute to the strength gain.


Figure 3. Compressive strength vs. calculated partial porosity for pores of small (100 µm to 500 µm) and large (500 µm to 3 mm) diameters in control and retarded TSRC specimens.
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3.2. XRD Study


The XRD findings for 0-, 1.0-, and 1.8% TA are shown in Figure 4, Figure 5, Figure 6 and Figure 7. Corundum from CAC (ICDD: 00-005-0712) and, mullite (ICDD: 00-015-0776) and quartz (ICDD: 00-005-0490) from FAF were present on all the XRD patterns at 85 °C and 200 °C. However, at 300 °C the XRD patterns were free of quartz and mullite lines for all the specimens, strongly suggesting that these crystalline compounds in FAF reacted at this temperature. The crystalline products formed from cement hydration and fly ash activation included calcium aluminate hydrate phases (katoite Ca3Al2(OH)12 (ICDD: 00-024-0217) and katoite silician Ca3Al2(SiO4)(OH)8 (ICDD: 00-038-0368)), aluminum hydroxide phases (gibbsite Al(OH)3 (ICDD: 00-007-0324) and boehmite γAlO(OH) (ICDD: 04-013-2972)), and calcium-, sodium-containing zeolite phases (zeolite A Na4Ca4 Al12Si12O48(H2O) (ICDD: 00-038-0241), gismondine CaAl2Si2O8·4H2O (ICDD: 00-020-0452), hydroxysodalite Na4Al3Si3O12(OH) (ICDD: 00-011-0401), sodium-sodalite Na6(AlSiO4)6·4H2O (ICDD: 00-042-0216), K, Na-hydrosodalite, (Na0.2K0.8)6(AlSiO4)6·(H2O)8 (ICDD: 01-073-5304), thomsonites NaCa2Al5Si4O20·6H2O (ICDD: 00-046-1448 and 01-079-6019), and analcimes Na2Al2Si4O12·2H2O (ICDD: 00-002-0417, 00-041-1478, 00-019-1180)). Some peaks in 300 °C-cured specimens were attributed to aragonite (CaCO3 (ICDD: 01-080-2786)).


Figure 4. Diffractograms for control TSRC specimens.
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Figure 5. Diffractograms for C-1 specimen showing peaks of katoite (K; ICDD-00-024-0217) and katoite silician (KS; ICDD-00-038-0368).
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Figure 6. Diffractograms for TSRC specimen with 1% tartaric acid.
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Figure 7. Diffractograms for TSRC specimen with 1.8% tartaric acid.
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The crystalline phases that can be related to the Ca released by CAC were katoites, gismondine, thomsonite, and zeolite A, as observed by other authors [19], along with aluminum hydrates formed with aluminum from CAC. For the control specimen, gibbsite dominated the pattern after 22 days at 85 °C (Figure 4, C-1). Although the gibbsite peak’s intensity declined after 3 days at 85 °C and 1 day at 200 °C, it still was clearly detectable, along with the smaller peaks of high-temperature-stable boehmite. Only the boehmite peaks remained after 7-d-curing at 200 °C (Figure 4, C-3), and boehmite had become one of the major products in the 300 °C-cured specimen (Figure 4, C-4).



The presence of split katoite peaks indicates inclusion of (SiO4) in the structure with the formation of katoite silician (ICDD-00-038-0368) in specimens cured at 85 °C and 200 °C (Figure 5), in agreement with earlier studies [19,43]. The intensities of the katoite peaks decreased after extended autoclaving at 200 °C. Thus, the intensity of the katoite peak at 2θ 45.01°, where there was no contribution of other phases, normalized to the intensity of the corundum peak at 2θ 37.71°, was about 65% lower after 7 days than after 1 day at 200 °C. The katoites vanished after curing at 300 °C.



Zeolite A was one of the major crystalline products in the control specimen cured at 85 °C, as was also observed by others in studies of the alkaline activation of FAF [4], and after the hydration of CAC in the presence of sodium silicate [19]. Zeolite A was still present after curing at 200 °C, but the intensities of its peaks (Figure 4, C-2 and C-3) clearly decayed, and the pattern of the 300 °C-cured specimen was free of zeolite A peaks (Figure 4, C-4). Thomsonite replaced zeolite A, and it became one of the major products after 7 days at 200 °C (Figure 4, C-3). Analcime, in turn, replaced thomsonite at 300 °C (Figure 4, C-4). Thus, the following phase transitions occurred between 85 and 300 °C:



Zeolite A (Na4Ca4 Al12Si12O48(H2O) → thomsonite (NaCa2Al5Si4O20·6H2O) → analcime (Na2Al2Si4O12·2H2O).



Additionally, although gismondine was a minor phase, its disappearance at 300 °C may be a result of the gismondine (CaAl2Si2O8·4H2O) → analcime (Na2Al2Si4O12·2H2O) transformation. The peaks of hydroxysodalites were found in specimens cured both at 200 and 300 °C, but not at 85 °C. The crystalline hydroxysodalite was a minor product compared with thomsonite in the 200 °C-cured specimen (Figure 4, C-3). At 300 °C, the latter had disappeared whereas peaks of hydroxysodalite were still present. Sodium sodalite (ICDD-00-042-0215) and analcime matched most of the peaks of this XRD pattern (Figure 4, C-4).



Gismondine may also be present in samples cured at 85 and 200 °C. The d-spacings of gismondine overlap significantly with those of katoite, but only mullite from FAF and gismondine contribute to the peak at 2θ of 33.2°. This peak of mullite is not the major one, and would be expected to be smaller than the main peak at 26.16°; however, this is not the case, suggesting another contributor to the peak’s intensity. In addition, the intensity of the peak at 33.2° increases after curing at 200 °C, whereas there is no reason to expect an increased intensity of the mullite peaks. These arguments support the presence of gismondine in all of the specimens, except those cured at 300 °C at which temperature its peaks cannot be confirmed because they are absent or strongly overlap with the analcime peaks. Since the thermal decomposition of gismondine takes place between 200 and 300 °C, its presence in 300 °C-cured samples is unlikely [44].



Thomsonite contains both sodium and calcium, and gismondine is a calcium-based zeolite. The XRD patterns do not allow distinguishing between zeolite A (ICDD-00-038-0241) and zeolite A, Ca (ICDD-04-010-2002), so the presence of a calcium-containing zeolite A cannot be excluded. If fly ash and the sodium silicate activator are likely sources of sodium and silicon, calcium is mostly supplied by CAC since the content of calcium in fly ash is very low. Aluminum released during the CAC hydration is responsible for the formation of gibbsite (Figure 4, C-1 and C-2) and boehmite (Figure 4, C-3 and C-4), while calcium participates in forming the zeolite phases. If this is the case, then the zeolite phases in the hydrated cement are produced by ions from both CAC and sodium-silicate-activated FAF. Crystallization of calcium-containing zeolites from a gel formed by the alkaline activation of FAF and the uptake of Al and Ca ions from CAC was shown for alkaline-activated blends of metakaolin and calcium-aluminate cement [18].



Thus, the control cement sets at 85 °C with the formation of crystalline products that persist into the high-temperature domains where these phases are not stable, so resulting in slow phase transitions. Several phases formed in the control sample after 1-day curing as major phases become minor after 7 days at 200 °C. For instance, boehmite replaces gibbsite, and the intensities of the zeolite A and katoite peaks decrease while those of hydroxysodalite and gismondine increase.



The XRD pattern of TSRC retarded with 1% TA and cured for 22 days at 85 °C contains the main crystalline products similar to those in the control specimens (Figure 6). However, the peaks are generally smaller, especially that of gibbsite. The intensity of the gibbsite peak at 2θ 18.34 normalized to corundum peak at 2θ 37.71 is about 90% lower than that of the control sample. In addition, there is a halo between 2θ of 48° and 50° on the pattern of the 1% TA sample that is absent in the pattern of the control. This halo may be from a poorly crystallized precursor of boehmite.



Contrary to the control specimen, zeolite A, katoite, and gibbsite do not survive the curing at 200 °C with 1% tartaric acid; this may be a result of their reduced crystallinity in the retarded specimen.



On the other hand, the newly formed peaks of K,Na-hydrosodalites appear to be much stronger in retarded specimens after curing at 200 °C (Figure 6 and Figure 7). Thomsonite does not crystallize in the presence of the retarder, even after autoclaving the specimen for a week at 200 °C, but it is found in the pattern of 300 °C-cured cement. The analcime peaks are much smaller for the 300 °C-cured sample with 1% TA, suggesting a lower amount or/and lower crystallinity of this phase in the presence of the retarder.



For both TA concentrations, the XRD patterns are very similar after curing at 200 and 300 °C (Figure 6 and Figure 7). The peaks of Na-sodalites and analcime are smaller in the 300 °C-cured sample at higher concentration of the retarder.



Unlike for the control sample there are fewer crystalline phases transitions for the retarded specimens with increasing temperature and none takes place during longer curing at 200 °C. It is clear that the delayed set of the retarded cement results in formation of products stable at the final curing temperature; specifically, boehmite, gismondine, and K,Na-hydrosodalite form both in samples cured at short, 1-d curing periods and longer, 7-d ones at 200 °C. Furthermore, the use of retarder seems to promote crystallization of certain phases while others are inhibited. Accordingly, the crystallization of thomsonite seems to be repressed by the retarder while Na-sodalite gives peaks of higher intensity than those in the control samples.




3.3. TGA Study


TGA analyses were performed to complement the results of phase composition determined by the XRD method. Figure 8a compares the TGA curves of the control specimen cured under different conditions. The peaks below about 150 °C can be attributed to poorly crystallized (sodium, calcium)-aluminosilicate hydrates [28,45,46] along with the water loss from zeolite A [47] and hydroxysodalite [48]. These peaks are sharper for 200 °C-treated cement (C-2), suggesting a higher crystallinity of these phases. They disappear after the curing at 300 °C (C-4). The peaks between 230 and 260 °C are from gibbsite [49,50] with the peaks’ intensity and temperature decreasing as the curing temperature and time increase to 200 °C and 7 days (C-2,3). In agreement with the XRD results, this peak is lacking for the specimen cured at 300 °C (C-4). The decomposition of members of the hydrogrossular family follows the gibbsite peak [49,51,52]; katoite gives right shoulders on the gibbsite peak (C-1,2) and becomes a separate peak at 280 °C after a 7-d curing at 200 °C. No weight loss is associated with this temperature for the 300 °C-cured sample (C-4). Further weight-loss peaks can be related to boehmite (307 to 442 °C) [53], with a possible contribution from gismondine [44]. The sample cured at 300 °C does not lose any weight until about 479 °C when a wide peak is followed by another peak at 543 °C. These peaks are attributable to analcimes that may lose weight in a wide range of high temperatures from 200 to 700 °C with the increased CaO content shifting the dehydration temperature to higher values [54] and/or to boehmite that loses the hydroxyl groups between 400 and 550 °C [53,55].


Figure 8. Differential thermal gravimetric analyses (DTG) of TSRC control (a) specimens and specimens with (b) 1%; and (c) 1.8% tartaric acid.
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In agreement with the XRD data, the TGA curves of the retarded specimens had either a much smaller gibbsite decomposition peak at 237 °C (Figure 8b, TA1-1) or did not have any gibbsite peaks (all other retarded samples). Boehmite dehydroxylation peaks appeared around 440 °C for the 1% TA sample and at 434 °C for 1.8% TA samples cured at 200 °C (Figure 7). These peaks shifted to above 500 °C after curing at 300 °C, indicating larger crystals or/and higher crystallinity. A big, wide dehydration peak around 135 °C for 1% TA samples and at 140 °C for 1.8% TA samples can be ascribed to the dehydration of (N, C)–A–S–H and water loss from sodalites. There was no peak associated with water bound in calcium aluminosilicates for samples cured at 200 and 300 °C. Peaks between 600 and 700 °C were attributed to carbonates with possible contribution from analcime series for the 300 °C-cured specimen [54].



Because of the blends’ complexity, decomposition peaks overlap in the TGA, and single-phase identification is problematic. However, TGA tests confirmed suppression of transitional, low-temperature phases in retarded specimens, showing a much lower gibbsite content after curing for 22 days at 85 °C and 1 day at 200 °C in comparison with the control specimens cured under the same conditions.




3.4. Microstructural Characterization


The SEM-EDX studies on freshly fractured samples were conducted to support the XRD findings and to observe microstructures of cement specimens cured under different conditions with and without the retarder. Although cement is highly inhomogeneous and signals from multiple phases overlap, a combination of morphological features and atomic composition allowed identification of specific phases in some cases. Figure 9 shows scanning electron micrographs of a control sample cured at different temperatures and corresponding composition in atomic percent at individual test points. The sample cured for 22 days at 85 °C (C-1) revealed a group of randomly precipitated individual crystals intermixed with poorly crystallized phases, partially reacted fly-ash particles covered with the reaction products, and an Al-rich hydrate. In fact, there was a strong aluminum signal at all tested locations, which might be due to the massive and fast precipitation of gibbsite. This complicated identification of other crystalline phases in most of the locations. The atomic composition of big crystalline clusters corresponded to Si-substituted katoite (point 1), and the well-formed cubic crystals were likely zeolite A.


Figure 9. Scanning electron micrographs and point compositions of typical cement microstructures for control TSRC specimens without tartaric acid.
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The micrograph of the sample cured for 3 days at 85 °C and 1 day at 200 °C (C-2) showed groups of crystals with atomic composition close to zeolite A (Na) (points 3 and 7); a cluster of crystals identified as gismondine, based on their atomic content (point 4); aluminum-rich solid-gel structure; and needle-like aluminum-rich crystals, which probably were boehmite, in agreement with the XRD results for this specimen (point 6).



A longer curing time of 7 days at 200 °C (C-3) generated large boehmite crystals (point 8) among the smaller katoite (point 9) and zeolite phases (points 10). In agreement with the XRD results, the atomic composition suggested the presence of thomsonite (Ca) in the specimen (point 12). The solid-gel hydrate was rich in aluminum (point 11).



Large analcime crystals dominated the morphology of the control specimen cured at 300 °C (C-4) [56,57,58]. These crystals varied from big cubo-octahedral ones to cubic symmetries (points 13 and 15). Small crystals, including those with atomic composition of K, Na-hydrosodalite, were spread among the analcime (point 16).



Figure 10 shows scanning electron micrographs of the specimen retarded with 1% TA. After 22 days at 85 °C (TA1-1), most of the freshly broken surface of this specimen looked like a solidified liquid with some crystals precipitated in it. This solidified noncrystalline matrix was very rich in aluminum (point 1). Some brighter particles had a typical composition of hydroxysodalite (point 2). Elemental-composition analyses of these small particles were problematic because of their mobility under the high-energy EDX beam suggesting a sodium-rich composition. Larger cubic crystals with atomic composition of zeolite A (point 5) and smaller crystals, possibly of gismondine (point 3), were surrounded by particles with rosette-like morphology and higher aluminum content (point 4).


Figure 10. Scanning electron micrographs and point compositions of typical cement microstructures for TSRC specimens with 1% by weight of blend TA.
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The morphology of the specimen cured for a day at 200 °C (TA1-2) was a dense matrix with inclusions of small crystals with compositions typical for boehmite (point 6), gismondine (point 7), and katoite with silicon (point 9). A small cluster of poorly crystallized particles had a typical thomsonite (Ca) atomic composition (point 10).



After 7 days at 200 °C (TA1-3), the specimen still had a dense matrix with bigger clusters of aluminum-rich particles, possibly boehmite precursors (11). The quartz-rich small particles appeared in the sample (12), along with amorphous spots of typical thomsonite (Ca) composition.



The sample treated at 300 °C (TA1-4) was composed of thomsonite-like crystals (points 13) covered with fibrous material, likely aragonite, in some locations (point 15) in a more or less crystalized matrix rich in aluminum and silicon (point 14).



Figure 11 of the 1.8% TA specimen cured at 200 °C for 1 day (TA1.8-2) indicates a solid-gel matrix covering nonreacted or partially reacted fly ash particles intermixed with the crystalline reaction products. The atomic composition and morphology of crystals grown on the fly ash was typical of gismondine (point 1). The needle-like aluminum-rich crystals randomly coating the fly ash probably were boehmite (point 2). Cubic crystals, likely of zeolite A (Ca) (point 3) had some other zeolite with higher sodium and silicon content growing on their surface (point 4).


Figure 11. Scanning electron micrographs and point compositions of typical cement microstructures for TSRC specimens with 1.8% by weight of blend TA.
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Longer curing times at 200 °C (TA1.8-3) did not bring about major changes in the sample’s morphology, which was a solid gel with inclusions of some small crystals (point 5). The poorly crystalized matrix was rich in both aluminum and silicon (point 6). There were boehmite crystals growing in the available space inside partially reacted fly ash particles (point 7), while the outer shell of fly ash was covered with the silicon and sodium-rich zeolite-precursor (point 8). Small clusters with gismondine-like atomic composition also were detected (point 9).



The freshly-broken surface of the 1.8% TA sample cured at 300 °C (TA1.8-4) was covered with plate-like carbon-rich phases, and the underlying structures were difficult to observe and analyze.



There is a general agreement between the SEM/EDX and XRD results. The former confirmed the presence of gismondine in retarded specimens and the formation of zeolites and Al-rich phases. The measurements of atomic composition suggest the presence of calcium in the structures of zeolite A and thomsonite and the partial substitution of hydroxyl groups in katoite with silicate. Large boehmite crystals were observed in the control specimen; they were surrounded by randomly precipitated crystals at the curing temperature of 200 °C. Smaller crystals precipitated among nonreacted fly ash particles and grew inside them at longer curing times/higher temperature in the presence of tartaric acid under similar conditions. Solid-gel-type morphology rather than that of precipitated crystals distinguished the retarded specimens. This solid gel was very aluminum rich.





4. Discussion


Retarders may affect kinetics of a cement’s dissolution, product formation, growth, and crystallization, changing the pore-water speciation, pores structure and the products formed.



For TSRC retarded with tartaric acid, the speciation changes may conceivably take place due to the formation of metal-organic complexes that, for the time of their existence, remove the metals from the pool of ions available for building the crystals [23]. Metal-organic interactions may cause slow dissolution, nucleation, and/or growth of hydrates, resulting in their delayed precipitation. In the presence of tartaric acid, the pore-water concentration of calcium after the first 2 h of hydration was almost 10 times higher than for the control sample, in which both calcium and aluminum rapidly precipitated on the surface of the cement particles. The delayed precipitation can also explain the measured larger porosity in the retarded system. Based on the organic carbon measurements, it was estimated that 67% of the retarder was present in the pore solution along with calcium. In addition to calcium, other metals such as alkalis and aluminum may interact with the acid. Tartaric acid can complex up to five sodium atoms [59] and promote the polycondensation reaction of sodium metasilicate, which, in turn, can slow down the hydration of calcium aluminate cement and the activation of fly ash [23,24,25,26,27,28].



The limited availability of calcium ions in precipitated hydration products would result in preferential crystallization of phases with lower calcium content in retarded cement. XRD data support such a hypothesis. The hydrogrossular and zeolite families of hydration products include katoites that have three calcium atoms per molecule and gismondine with one calcium atom for specimens cured for 22 days at 85 °C. Comparison of their XRD peaks indicates about 30% higher peak intensity of katoites in control specimens than in 1% TA-retarded samples. This fact is not solely due to a delay in crystallization caused by tartaric acid since the peak intensity of gismondine (2θ ~ 33.2°), which has lower calcium content, is about 20% higher for the retarded sample. (The intensities of gismondine peaks were adjusted for the possible contribution of mullite based on the mullite peaks at 2θ 16.46.) Similarly, thomsonite-calcium crystallization is inhibited in the retarded specimens up to 300 °C whereas Na,K-hydroxysodalite crystalizes even after short, 1-day curing, at 200 °C. In contrast, thomsonite is one of the major crystalline phases in the control specimen after 7 days at 200 °C. Thus, the retarder enhances the crystallization of sodalite while inhibiting that of thomsonite. These observations support the hypothesis of preferential crystallization of phases with lower calcium content in the presence of tartaric acid.



After longer hydration times, thomsonite-calcium crystallization also may occur in the presence of the retarder, but not necessarily as a major phase since it is likely to crystallize from the amorphous gel in the matrix of other high-temperature stable crystals.



The lower calcium content of the amorphous aluminosilicate and crystalline products in the presence of the retarder also could be an outcome of delayed CAC hydration that supplies calcium and additional aluminum to the gel [18].



To avoid mechanical stress and materials damage, it is desirable to minimize phase transitions in set cement. Fast crystallization of hydration products during the hydration of nonretarded cement happens at temperatures that may be well below the target values. The necessary phase transitions to high-temperature-stable phases follow as the temperature increases. For zeolites, it happens for the zeolite A–thomsonite transition as the temperature increases from 85 to 200 °C and to analcime for further temperature increases to 300 °C. Katoite becomes unstable at curing temperatures above 200 °C. The intensity of its peaks decreases in the XRD patterns of 7-day 200 °C-cured sample, and they vanish from the pattern of a 300 °C-cured cement. For aluminum hydroxides, gibbsite transforms to boehmite as the temperature increases. This happens in a well-crystallized matrix of the sample that undergoes a fast set without the retarder. The SEM observations showed the growth of large boehmite crystals breaking the matrix of the sample at 200 °C. All the experimental results agree that tartaric acid delays gibbsite crystallization. Even after 22 days of hydration at 85 °C, the amount of crystallized gibbsite is almost 90% higher in the control than in the specimen with 1% tartaric acid, as can be inferred from the gibbsite peak’s intensities at 2θ 18.34° normalized to the peak of corundum at 25.62°. The aluminum of the retarded samples stays amorphous for longer times (boehmite halo, low intensities of crystalline gibbsite and boehmite), and the crystallization of boehmite takes place in a largely amorphous matrix, which may more easily accommodate the new crystals without creating internal stresses. CT results showing a smaller volume of large pores (above 500 micron) in the retarded samples support these arguments.



The CT findings suggested that the important pore range that may play a dominant role in compressive strength of the samples is above 500 microns. The porosity from these large pores was found to be inversely proportional to the compressive strength. As a result, although the use of the retarder increased the total porosity, it reduced the large pores, which also seemed to contribute to the increase in strength. Importantly, pores remained non-connected in retarded samples, which is a very desirable feature for keeping cements major function as a zonal isolation material in subterranean wells.



Cement shrinkage during the fast hydration of nonretarded cement may also cause high stress of cement matrix leading to samples cracking. The slower cement hydration allows gradual shrinkage and as a result decreased micro size cracking, which may be one of the reasons for greater compressive strength of the retarded samples notwithstanding their slightly higher porosity.



Long-term curing would be needed to establish whether the crystallization from the amorphous matrix would proceed in the retarded specimens or it would persist in an amorphous state stabilized by the retarder.




5. Conclusions


The main results of this study of an alkali-activated blend of calcium aluminate cement and fly ash F hydration with or without tartaric acid at 85, 200, and 300 °C are as follows:

	
The crystal formation and growth are delayed in the presence of tartaric acid, so the major products of the cement hydration at short curing times at 200 and 300 °C and longer curing times at 85 °C are aluminum-rich calcium aluminosilicate hydrate (C,N–A–S–H) gel along with smaller amounts of boehmite and zeolites.



	
In the control sepcimens the calcium-aluminosilicate hydrate gel is still the major product along with gibbsite at 85 °C or boehmite and zeolites as minor products at temperatures up to 200 °C; however, the cement matrix is much more crystallized, especially at 300 °C. Importantly, a number of phase transitions take place as the curing temperature rises. Boehmite, thomsonite, gismondine, and sodalite develop at 200 °C replacing gibbsite, zeolite A, and katoite that form at 85 °C. Analcime becomes the major crystalline phase for the curing temperature of 300 °C.



	
Tartaric acid slows down the crystallization of hydration products and affects the composition of the crystalline phase. The retarder delays and/or inhibits crystallization of gibbsite, katoite, and thomsonite, while favoring formation of high-temperature-stable, low-calcium zeolite, sodalite, and hydroxyaluminum oxide, boehmite, limiting phase transitions with the temperature increase.



	
Despite the increase in the total porosity the mechanical properties of the retarded cement are comparable to the control after 200 °C curing and improved after 300 °C. The porosity increase is goverened by the pores of less than 500 micron while the volume of the larger pores actually decreases when the retarder is used.












Acknowledgments


This publication was based on the work supported by the Geothermal Technologies Office in the US Department of Energy (DOE) Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy (EERE), under the auspices of the US DOE, Washington, DC, under Contract No. DE-AC02-98CH 10886. The research was carried out in part at the Center for Functional Nanomaterials, Brookhaven National Laboratory, which is supported by the U.S. DOE, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, under Contract No. DE-AC02-98CH10886.




Author Contributions


Tatiana Pyatina and Toshifumi Sugama conceived, designed, performed the experiments and analyzed the data with the contribution of Simon James to data interpretation; Juhyuk Moon designed, performed and analyzed the results of CT experiments; all authors contributed to the manuscript preparation.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




Abbreviations


The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript:



	TA
	Tartaric Acid



	CAC
	Calcium Aluminate Cement



	FAF
	Flay Ash type F



	SMS
	Sodium Meta-Silicate









References


	1. 
Nelson, E.; Barlet-Gouedard, V. Thermal cements. In Well Cementing, 2nd ed.; Nelson, E., Guillot, D., Eds.; Schlumberger: Sugar Land, TX, USA, 2006; pp. 328–334. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Gill, S.; Pyatina, T.; Sugama, T. Thermal shock-resistant cement. Geotherm. Resour. Counc. Trans. 2012, 36, 445–451. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Palomo, A.; Grutzeck, M.W.; Blanco, M.T. Alkali-activated fly ashes. A cement for the future. Cem. Concr. Res. 1999, 291, 323–1329. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Bakharev, T. Geopolymeric materials prepared using Class F fly ash and elevated temperature curing. Cem. Concr. Res. 2005, 35, 1224–1232. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	5. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Palomo, A.; Criado, M. Microstructure development of alkali-activated fly ash cement: A descriptive model. Cem. Concr. Res. 2005, 35, 1204–1209. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	6. 
Criado, M.; Palomo, A.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A. Alkali activation of fly ashes. Part 1: Effect of curing conditions on the carbonation of the reaction products. Fuel 2005, 84, 2048–2054. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	7. 
Garcia-Lodeiro, I.; Palomo, A.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A. Alkali-aggregate reaction in activated fly ash systems. Cem. Concr. Res. 2007, 37, 175–183. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	8. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; de la Torre, A.G.; Palomo, A.; Lopez-Olmo, G.; Alonso, M.M.; Aranda, M.A.G. Quantitative determination of phases in the alkali activation of fly ash. Part I. Potential ash reactivity. Fuel 2006, 85, 625–634. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	9. 
Kumar, S.; Kumar, R.; Mehrotra, S.P. Influence of granulated blast furnace slag on the reaction structure and properties of fly ash based geopolymer. J. Mater. Sci. 2010, 45, 607–615. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	10. 
Ryu, G.S.; Lee, Y.B.; Koh, K.T.; Chung, Y.S. The mechanical properties of fly ash-based geopolymer concrete with alkaline activators. Constr. Build. Mater. 2013, 47, 409–418. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	11. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Pastor, J.Y.; Martın, A.; Palomo, A. High-temperature resistance in alkali-activated cement. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2010, 93, 3411–3417. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	12. 
Donatello, S.; Palomo, A.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A. Durability of very high volume fly ash cement pastes and mortars. Cem. Concr. Compos. 2013, 38, 12–20. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	13. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Palomo, A.; Sobrados, I.; Sanz, J. The role played by the reactive alumina content in the alkaline activation of fly ashes. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2006, 91, 111–119. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	14. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Monzo, M.; Vicent, M.; Barba, A.; Palomo, A. Alkaline activation of metakaolin-fly ash mixtures: Obtain of zeoceramics and zeocements. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2008, 108, 41–49. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	15. 
Palomo, A.; Alonso, S.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A. Alkaline activation of fly ashes: NMR study of the reaction products. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2004, 87, 1141–1145. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	16. 
Querol, X.; Moreno, N.; Umana, J.C.; Alastuey, A.; Hernandez, E.; Lopez-Soler, A.; Plana, F. Synthesis of zeolites from coal fly ash: An overview. Int. J. Coal Geol. 2002, 50, 413–423. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	17. 
Arbi, K.; Palomo, A.; Fernández-Jiménez, A. Alkali-activated blends of calcium aluminate cement and slag/diatomite. Ceram. Int. 2013, 39, 9237–9245. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	18. 
Fernández-Jiménez, A.; Palomo, A.; Vazquez, T. Alkaline activation of blends of metakaolin and calcium aluminate. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2008, 91, 1231–1236. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	19. 
Fernández-Jiménez, A.; Vazquez, T.; Palomo, A. Effect of sodium silicate on calcium aluminate cement hydration in highly alkaline media: A microstructural characterization. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2011, 94, 1297–1303. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	20. 
Mostafa, N.Y.; Zaki, Z.I.; Abd Elkader, O.H. Chemical activation of calcium aluminate cement composites cured at elevated temperature. Cem. Concr. Compos. 2012, 34, 1187–1193. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	21. 
Sanchez-Herrero, M.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Palomo, A. Alkaline hydration of tricalcium aluminate. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2012, 95, 3317–3324. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	22. 
Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Palomo, A. Composition and microstructure of alkali activated fly ash binder: Effect of the activator. Cem. Concr. Res. 2005, 35, 1984–1992. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	23. 
Pyatina, T.; Sugama, T. Set controlling additive for thermal-shock-resistant cement. GRC TX 2014, 38, 251–257. [Google Scholar]

	24. 
Bentsen, S.; Seltveit, A.; Sanderg, B. Effect of microsilica on conversion of high alumina cement. In Calcium Aluminate Cements; Mangabhai, R.J., Ed.; Spon Press: London, UK, 1990; pp. 294–319. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Ding, J.; Fu, Y.; Beaudoin, J.J. Study of hydration mechanism in the high alumina cement-sodium silicate system. Cem. Concr. Res. 1996, 26, 799–804. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	26. 
Bensted, J.; Barnes, P. Structure and Performance of Cements; CRC Press: London, UK, 2002; pp. 114–118. [Google Scholar]

	27. 
Goberis, S.; Antonovich, V. Influence of sodium silicate amount on the setting time and EXO temperature of a complex binder consisting of high-aluminate cement, liquid glass and metallurgical slag. Cem. Concr. Res. 2004, 34, 1939–1941. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	28. 
Winnefeld, F.; Leemann, A.; Lucuk, M.; Svoboda, P.; Neuroth, M. Assessment of phase formation in alkali activated low and high calcium fly ashes in building materials. Constr. Build. Mater. 2010, 24, 1086–1093. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	29. 
Young, J. Effect of organic compounds on the interconversions of calcium aluminate hydrates. Hydration of monocalcium aluminate. Cem. Concr. Res. 1971, 1, 113–122. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	30. 
Rodger, S.; Double, D. The chemistry of hydration of high alumina cement in the presence of accelerating and retarding admixtures. Cem. Concr. Res. 1984, 14, 73–82. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	31. 
Sugama, T.; Carciello, N.R.; Gray, G. Alkali carbonation of calcium aluminate cements: Influence of set-retarding admixtures under hydrothermal conditions. J. Mater. Sci. 1992, 27, 4900–4916. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	32. 
Oliveira, I.R.; Ortega, F.S.; Pandolfelli, V.C. Hydration of CAC cement in castable refectory matrix containing processing additives. Ceram. Int. 2009, 35, 1545–1552. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	33. 
Emoto, T.; Bier, T.A. Rheological behavior as influenced by plasticizers and hydration kinetics. Cem. Concr. Res. 2007, 37, 647–654. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	34. 
Pyatina, T.; Sugama, T.; Gill, S. Retarders effect on some properties of class G cement cured at 80 °C. Adv. Cem. Res. 2014, 26, 205–212. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	35. 
Silva, D.A.; Monteiro, P.J.M. The influence of polymer on hydration of Portland cement phases analyzed by soft X-ray transmission microscopy. Cem. Concr. Res. 2006, 36, 1501–1507. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	36. 
Knapen, E.; Van Gemert, D. Cement hydration and microstructure formation in the presence of water-soluble polymers. Cem. Concr. Res. 2009, 39, 6–13. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	37. 
Brough, A.R.; Katz, A.; Sun, G.K.; Strublea, L.J.; Kirkpatrick, R.J.; Young, J.F. Adiabatically cured, alkali-activated cement-based wasteforms containing high levels of fly ash—Formation of zeolites and Al-substituted C–S–H. Cem. Concr. Res. 2001, 31, 1437–1447. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	38. 
Lin, F.; Meyer, C. Hydration kinetics modeling of Portland cement considering the effects of curing temperature and applied pressure. Cem. Concr. Res. 2009, 39, 255–265. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	39. 
Wang, X.Y.; Lee, H.S. Modeling of hydration kinectics in cement based materials considering the effects of curing temperature and pressure. Constr. Build. Mater. 2012, 28, 1–13. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	40. 
Pang, X.; Jimenez, W.C.; Iverson, B.J. Hydration kinetics modeling of the effect of curing temperature and pressure on the heat evalution of oil well cement. Cem. Concr. Res. 2013, 54, 69–76. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	41. 
Moon, J.; Kalb, P.; Milian, L.; Northrup, P. Characterization of a sustainable sulfur polymer concrete using activated fillers. Cem. Concr. Comp. 2016, 67, 20–29. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	42. 
Kang, S.; Wang, Z.; Hong, S.; Moon, J. Micro-computed tomography study on the pore structure of ultra-high performance concrete containing water-entraining admixture. In Proceedings of the HiPerMat 2016 4th International Symposium on UHPC and high Performance Construction Materials, Kassel, Germany, 9–11 March 2016.

	43. 
Hidalgo, A.; Garcia, J.L.; Alonso, M.C.; Fernandez, L.; Andrade, C. Microstructure development in mixes of calcium aluminate cement with silica fume or fly ash. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2009, 96, 335–345. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	44. 
Foldvari, M. Handbook of Thermogravimetric System of Minerals and Its Use in Geological Practice; Occasional papers of the Geological Institute of Hungary: Budapest, Hungary, 2011; p. 213. [Google Scholar]

	45. 
Andini, S.; Cioffi, R.; Colangelo, F.; Grieco, T.; Montagnaro, F.; Santoro, L. Coal fly ash as raw material for the manufacture of geopolymer-based products. Waste Manag. 2008, 28, 416–423. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	46. 
Garcia-Lodeiro, I.; Palomo, A.; Fernandez-Jimenez, A.; Macphee, D.E. Compatibility studies between N–A–S–H and C–A–S–H gels. Study in the ternary diagram Na2O–CaO–Al2O3–SiO2–H2O. Cem. Concr. Res. 2011, 41, 923–931. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	47. 
Omisanya, N.O.; Folayan, C.O.; Aku, S.Y.; Adefila, S.S. Synthesis and characterization of zeolite a for adsorption refrigeration application. Adv. Appl. Sci. Res. 2012, 3, 3746–3754. [Google Scholar]

	48. 
Khajavi, S.; Sartipi, S.; Gascon, J.; Jansen, J.C.; Kapteijn, F. Thermostability of hydroxy sodalite in view of membrane applications. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2010, 132, 510–517. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	49. 
Gosselin, C.; Scrivener, K.L. Microstructure development of calcium aluminate cements accelerated by lithium sulfate. In Proceedings of the Calcium Aluminate Cements, the Centenary Conference, 30 June–2 July 2008; Fentiman, C.H., Mangabhai, R.J., Scrivener, K.L., Eds.; IHS BRE Press: Garston, Watford, UK, 2008; pp. 109–122. [Google Scholar]

	50. 
Zeng, W.; Zhou, H.; Chen, Q.; Chen, X. Kinetics of thermal decomposition of synthetic gibbsite. T. NFsoc. 1993, 3, 41–44. [Google Scholar]

	51. 
Klimesch, D.S.; Ray, A. DTA-TGA of unstirred autoclaved metakaolin-lime-quartz slurries. Formation of hydrogarnet. Thermochim. Acta 1998, 316, 149–154. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	52. 
Klimesch, D.S.; Ray, A. DTA-TGA evaluations of the CaO–Al2O3–SiO2–H2O system treated hydrothermally. Thermochim. Acta 1999, 334, 115–122. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	53. 
Tettenhorst, R.; Hofmann, D.A. Crystal chemistry of boehmite. Clays Clay Miner. 1980, 28, 373–380. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	54. 
Harada, K.; Tanaka, K.; Nagashima, K. New data on the analcime-wairakite series. Am. Mineral. 1972, 57, 924–931. [Google Scholar]

	55. 
Mirzaee, M.; Amini, M.M.; Sedeghi, M.; Mousavi, F.Y.; Sharbatdar, M. Preparation and characterization of boehmite, CuO, TiO2 and NbO5 by hydrothermal assisted sol-gel processing of metal alkoxides. Ceram. Silik. 2005, 49, 40–47. [Google Scholar]

	56. 
Mumpton, F.M.; Ormsby, W.C. Morphology of zeolites in sedimentary rocks by scanning electron microscopy. Clays Clay Miner. 1976, 24, 128–136. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	57. 
Novotna, M.; Satava, V.; Maixner, J.; Klouzkova, A.; Kostka, P.; Lezal, D. Preparation and characterization of analcime powders. J. Optoelectron. Adv. Mater. 2003, 5, 1405–1409. [Google Scholar]

	58. 
Triana, J.M.; Herrera, J.F.; Rios, C.A.; Castellanos, O.M.; Henao, J.A.; Williams, C.D.; Roberts, C.L. Natural zeolites filling amygdales and veins in basalts from the British Tertiary Igneous Province on the Isle of Skye. Scotland Earth Sci. Res. J. 2012, 16, 41–53. [Google Scholar]

	59. 
Bermejo, E.; Carballo, R.; Castineiras, A.; Lago, A.B. Coordination of α-hydroxycarboxylic acids with first-row transition ions. Coord. Chem. Rev. 2013, 257, 2639–2651. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]



































© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file4.png
geggeggge-

Aysuapy





nav.xhtml


  materials-09-00422


  
    		
      materials-09-00422
    


  




  





media/file11.png
TAL8-2 :
’ -
3 ) ). 4
AT 3 \Y
1/} '
b |
§-@sum
\ein 4 20 um
soum A o






media/file1.png
Pore counts

i ——Control_200°C
—+—Control_200°C 6 o
~—1.8%TA_200°C
—e—Control_300°C 3
y g,
z
23
&
2
7 4x10* ax10* 4x10° 4x10” 4x10* ax
Pore volume (um?)

4x10° 4x10
Pore volume (um?)
(b)





media/file2.png
Partial porosity (%)

w
0]

Control_300°C

1.0% TA_300°C
[ ]

1.8% TA_200°C

Control_200°C

Compressive Strength (MPa)

® Pore diameter of
00 um to 3 mm

@ Pore diameter of
100 pum to 500 pm





media/file13.png





media/file7.png
Differential relative weight (%/°C)

s

e

e

2

e e
a 8

°

5

0

05

2
3

p
>
{
H
E
‘e
Differential relative weight (%/°C)
o
&

°
8

\ . TAL2
vm/\ /\»:\“/\{

e -y

Temperature (°C)
(@)

400
Temperature (°C)
(b)

Differential relative weight (%/°C)

\

400
Temperature (°C)
(c)






media/file9.png
20 um

e

&






media/file10.png
Sample Point Al Ca K Na Si Possible main phase
TA1-1 1 32 3.9 0.1 13 33 Solid gel

2 14 2.1 2.4 15 11 Hydroxysodalite precursor

3 18 13 0.6 3.8 14 is i

4 23 11 0.9 23 28 Crystalllzed gel

5 20 6.7 5.2 4.7 71 Zeolite A (Ca)
TA1-2 6 27 4.2 0.2 1.0 6.8 Boehmite

7 24 7.4 0.7 1.1 6.7 Glsmondlne

8 17 3.5 0.5 3.9 15

9 18 15 0.4 0.4 6.6 tolte slllclan

10 17 4.0 0.27 3.4 15 Thomsonite (Ca)
TA1-3 11 28 5.5 0.9 0.9 3.8 Boehm

12 0.7 0.2 - - 33 Qua
TA1-4 13 20 5.0 0.6 2.7 12 Thomsonite (Ca)

14 17 3.0 0.3 2.0 10 Crystallized gel (6% C)

15 9.0 15 2.4 2.3 5.5 ite// i






media/file5.png
1. Corundum 8. Thom:
2.Quartz 9. K Na -Hvdrosodame
3. Mullite

4. Gibbsite
5. Zeolite A

6. Kalolles 13, Na-sodalite
7.Boehmite  14. Hydroxysodalite

1
iTA1-1






media/file12.png
Sample  Point Al Ca K Na Si Possible main phase
TA1.8-2 1 16 4.5 0.4 15 16 Gismondine

2 34 21 - 0.7 33 Boehmite

3 19 2.7 03 52 12 Linde A (Ca)

4 17 2.0 - 71 15 eolite
TA1.8-3 5 33 1.4 0.2 11 3.9 Solid gel

6 25 1.5 0.2 0.7 10 Mixed phases

7 33 1.3 0.1 0.8 3.8 hmif

8 16 4 0.5 4.5 15 oli

9 20 4.9 0.4 21 11 Gismondine
TA1.8-4 10 13 6.8 0.8 1.6 11 Aragonite(6% C)

11 10 6.0 1.0 - 4 Carbonates (13% C) with other phases






media/file3.png
Corundum 8. Thomsonite
.Quartz 9. Na- Sodalite
3.Mullte  10. Analcime 4
4 Glbbslle 11. Aragonite
eolite A 12. Gismondine
6. Kawrtes 13. Hydroxysodalite
7.Boehmite 14. K,Na-hydrosodali
s

Sc_l 5






media/file0.png
—
10 mm

<Raw image>

gt
&

\_.
10 mm

<3D réconstruction> <Thresholding>






media/file8.png
1 16 18 - 22 6.8
2 21 10 0.65 4.6 6.4
3 13 0.7 1.6 5.9 18
4 14 6 0.6 39 15
5 21 9.1 11 - 5.4
6 19 5.8 0.5 13 6.7
7 12 1.0 1.7 6.5 19
8 29 16 0.1 3.4 5.7
9 25 17 - 0.2 1.0
10 19 2.8 0.6 3.8 13
11 32 2.4 0.2 0.8 4.2
12 20 4.5 0.2 37 12
13 11 0.6 0.4 8.7 20
14 18 5 0.9 43 12
15 10 16 1.8 2.6 22
16 11 3 9.3 39 15

i Possible main pha:
c1 Katoite silician
Gibbsite and other phases
lite A (Na)?
Gismondine
Solid gel

Boehmite
Zeolite A (Na)?
Boehmite
Katoite
Zeolite

Solid gel
Thomsonite (Ca)

Analcime
Hydrosodalite (Na, K)






media/file6.png
l Corundum 8 Thom:

2.Quai
3. Mulll(e

7. Boehmite

TA1.8-2

9.K, Na - Nydresodallte
10 An Ici cime

1. Aragonite

12. Gismondine

13. Na-Sodalite

14. Hydroxysodalite
9






