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Abstract: One of the improving application areas of geopolymers is their using as 
an alternative assembly of different materials. This study presents the results of an 
experimental study on making aluminum panels by using geopolymer as an 
alternative adhesive to replace typical organic polymers. We prepared a metakaolin-
based geopolymer having a composition of Na2O•Al2O3•4SiO2•11H2O. Aluminum 
alloys (Al 3003), 7 and 15 mm in high and (Al 5005) were used as core and plate 
materials of the panels, respectively and their surface was cleaned for adhesion 
bonding according to ASTM D 2651-01. Shear test samples were cut and then 
geopolymer resin was applied to the cleaned surface of aluminum core and plate by 
hand. Following hydrothermal sealing, the samples were then cured at 50 °C in an 
open-air furnace for 36 h under clamp fixed. Aluminum-geopolymer interface and 
geopolymer bond were examined by SEM-EDS in terms of chemical composition. 
Ambient temperature mechanical test results revealed that the aluminum-
geopolymer bonds have mean shear strength of (1.406 ±1.01 MPa) and (0.133 ±0.07 
MPa) for 7 and 15 mm samples, respectively. 

Geopolimerin Alüminyum Panellere Alternatif Yapıştırıcı Olarak Kullanımı Üzerine Bir 
Araştırma 

Anahtar Kelimeler 

Jeopolimer, 
Yapıştırıcı, 
Aliminyum paneller 

Öz: Jeopolimerlerin gelişen uygulama alanlarından biri de farklı malzemelerin 
birleştirilmesinde alternatif olarak kullanılmasıdır. Bu çalışma, tipik organik 
polimerlerin yerini alacak alternatif bir yapıştırıcı olarak jeopolimer kullanarak 
alüminyum paneller yapmaya yönelik deneysel bir çalışmanın sonuçlarını 
sunmaktadır. Na2O•Al2O3•4SiO2•11H2O bileşimine sahip metakaolin bazlı bir 
jeopolimer hazırladık. Panellerin çekirdek ve plaka malzemesi olarak sırasıyla 7 ve 
15 mm yüksekliğinde alüminyum alaşımları (Al 3003), (Al 5005) kullanılmış ve 
yüzeyleri ASTM D 2651-01'e göre yapışma için temizlenmiştir. Kayma testi 
numuneleri kesilmiş ve daha sonra alüminyum çekirdeğin ve levhanın temizlenmiş 
yüzeyine elle jeopolimer reçine uygulanmıştır. Hidrotermal sızdırmazlığın 
ardından, numuneler daha sonra 50 °C'de bir açık hava fırınında 36 saat süreyle 
kelepçe altında kürlendi. Alüminyum-geopolimer arayüzü ve geopolimer bağı SEM-
EDS ile kimyasal bileşim açısından incelenmiştir. Oda sıcaklığındaki mekanik test 
sonuçları, alüminyum-jeopolimer bağlantılarının 7 ve 15 mm'lik numuneler için 
sırasıyla (1.406 ±1.01 MPa) ve (0.133 ±0.07 MPa) ortalama kayma direncine sahip 
olduğunu ortaya koydu. 

1. Introduction

Geopolymers (GPs) are a class of inorganic polymeric, 
new ceramic-like X-ray amorphous materials 
composed of cross-linked alumina (AlO4-) and silica 

(SiO4) tetrahedra to form polysialates, with a charge 
balancing cation (Na+, K+, Cs+, etc.). The term 
geopolymer, also known as an alkali-activated 
aluminosilicate, was coined by Joseph Davidovits in 
the 1970s [1]. Their processing includes dissolution 
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and polycondensation of any natural or industrial 
silicoaluminate sources in the presence of caustic 
alkali solutions, and subsequently a network form at 
room temperature. Along with these, geopolymers 
have been investigated for years as an alternative 
binder to cement, especially due to their less carbon 
footprint production and thus contributions to the 
circular economy [2]. By controlling the initial 
composition, a wide variety of properties and 
characteristics can be gained for GPs and they find a 
lot of applications area such as refractory applications, 
as precursors to high technology ceramics [3-5], 
coating and adhesive [6, 7]. In particular ceramic-like 
characteristics, including high-temperature 
resistance, make geopolymers interesting for fire 
resistant coating applications [8, 9]. Even if the 
adhesion strength is low, they were first used as 
coating material in aircraft cabin where even a few 
minutes are crucial, following it has been reported that 
they can be a promising coating material on metal [10-
12] or concrete [13] for similar aim such as
automobiles, naval structures and builds [14,15].
These studies have encouraged the use of
geopolymers for bonding different materials such as
metal or polymer. Bell et al. [16] reported < 1 MPa
shear strength in steel in their study of joining special
steel and aluminum alloys, alumina and borosilicate
glasses with geopolymer. Considering that the
bonding material and its surface preparation,
including alkali choice as well, affects the bond
properties, this study is quite limited and further
studies would be made by applying GPs to joints of
different metal alloys in different alkaline conditions
[17].

Panel structures are a method for consolidating light 
metal alloys such as aluminum and have begun to 
appeal to a wide range of uses. In applications (space 
shuttles, aircraft, boats, and construction industry) 
that required maximum rigidity and strength with 
minimum weight, the sandwich panels are the most 
promising materials [18-20]. They are application 
areas that require high mechanical strength in which 
the energy resulting from impact is absorbed. A core is 
placed between the plates to obtain additional 
lightweight structures. Polymer-bismaleimide and 
epoxy are used as adhesive for bonding between the 
plate and the core [21-23]. However, these adhesives 
have low operating temperatures; bismaleimide 260 
°C, epoxy 180 °C, vinyl phenolic 130 °C, and their 
densities are 1.75g/cm³, 1.47g/cm³,1.28 g/cm³, 
respectively. GPs itself are inorganic polymers and of 
relatively lower density (1.4 g/cm³) and in  particular 
much higher fire resistance even around 1200 °C than 
the other organic polymers [24, 25]

This study aims to investigate the use of GPs as an 
alternative adhesive to the above organic polymers for 
the preparation of aluminum panels. In addition, the 
application of geopolymers, which can be produced 
from a waste aluminosilicate source at room 

temperature, in an alternative field would also 
contribute to a sustainable approach [26]. Hot 
pressing, vacuum bag and suitable mold methods are 
utilized to make aluminum panels [27]. Hot pressing is 
the heating of pre-impregnated resin plates and 
joining them with adhesive. Vacuum bag production is 
the assembly of complex-shaped parts, usually heated 
in the oven, by applying negative pressure. Production 
in a suitable mold is the joining of heated equipment 
by curing in an oven under mechanical pressure, with 
the possibility of temperature and pressure control. As 
indicated above organics require a high-temperature 
process sometimes multi-step, GPs, however, need 
only be cured once at relatively low temperatures (50 
°C) to complete their curing process [16]. As for 
mechanical characterization, shear tests are of critical 
importance in determining the adequate mechanical 
strength of joints using cemented or geopolymer 
adhesive [28, 29]. Room temperature shear strength 
and the microstructure of plate-core interfaces were 
made to characterize the GP-bonded aluminum 
panels.     

2. Material and Method

Aluminum alloys (Al 3003), 7 and 15 mm in high and 
(Al 5005) were used as core and plate materials of 
composite panels, respectively. Sulfuric acid (Sigma-
Aldrich) and sodium dichromate (Sigma-Aldrich) 
were used in the surface cleaning solution of these 
alloys. Metakaolin (Al2O3•2SiO2) obtained by 6 h 
calcination of kaolin from Eti Maden, Turkey, at 900 °C 
and fumed silica, with an average particle size of 0.007 
µm (Sigma-Aldrich) and NaOH pellets (Sigma-Aldrich) 
was used for geopolymer binder preparation. 

The shear test specimens were cut from the aluminum 
sheet and the cell in the size of 80x50x15 mm and 
80x50x7 mm and their surface was cleaned for 
adhesion bonding according to ASTM D 2651-01 [30]. 
The cleaning protocol for aluminum surfaces is shown 
in Table 1. Sulfuric Acid-Sodium Dichromate solution 
was applied to the surfaces in the following order. 
Aluminum surfaces were washed with acetone to 
remove oil and grease residues from the surface. The 
cleaned surface plates were immersed in the Sulfuric 
Acid-Sodium Dichromate solution given in Table 1 at 
66-71°C for 12-15 minutes. Then, immersion was
carried out for 1-2 minutes at 40 °C in tap water and
30 minutes in pure water at 60 °C. While preparing the
solution, the components were first poured with 60 %
of one liter of water and mixed, and then the remaining
water was added.

Table 1. The cleaning protocol for aluminum surfaces 

Constituents Amounts in 1 liter 
water (g) 

Sulfuric Acid 287.9-310 
Sodium Dichromate 28-67.3
Aluminum Alloy 1.5 
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As for geopolymer binder preparation, a sodium 
silicate solution (water glass) with a composition of 
(NaOH.2SiO2.11H2O) was first made by dissolving the 
required amount of NaOH pellets and then fumed 
silica in deionized water. The solution was 
magnetically stirred overnight to ensure that the 
silicon had completely dissolved. Following 
metakaolin was mechanically mixed with the sodium 
silicate solution to obtain the resulting geopolymer 
binder with a composition of 
(Na2O.Al2O3.4SiO2.11H2O). Subsequently, the 
homogenous geopolymer slurry was applied to the 
prepared aluminum surface by hand and cured at 50 
°C in an open-air oven for 36 h under clamp-fixed and 
sealing conditions.  

Surfaces of starting aluminum were examined with an 
optical microscope (Nikon ECLIPSE LV150N) and the 
interface properties of assembled panels were 
characterized by a scanning electron microscope 
(SEM) equipped with energy dispersive spectroscopy 
(EDS) analysis (Quanta, 450). The shear strength of 
the samples was made by Shimadzu mechanical 
testing machine using a 100 kN load cell at 0.5 
mm/min. Five specimens were tested for each average 
value and their results were given with standard 
deviation calculations.   

3. Results

The surface treatment and preparation methods 
required for adhesive bonds depend on the specific 
nature of each material. The preparation of the 
aluminum plate surfaces used in this study is a crucial 
factor affecting the bonding capability of the panels as 
well. Sulfuric acid-sodium dichromate solution was 
chosen as an effective, controllable and safe method 
for surface preparation of the aluminum alloys. In 
Figure 1, optical images of the aluminum plate before 
and after surface preparation are given. Unlike 
starting surface in Figure1a, Figure 1b clearly shows a 
cleaned surface that was free of layers without oxide, 
paint, chemical residues, oil, etc., which will affect the 
full contact between the adhesive and the surfaces. If 
these layers, called "Weak Boundary Layers", are not 
cleaned sufficiently, a homogeneous bonding will not 
occur. The method is based on the dissolution of the 
initial oxide layers on the surface and the formation of 
a new thin oxide layer as a result of etching with the 
prepared solution. This new layer is thin, reticulated, 
porous and has ridges, which is sufficient to provide 
mechanical interlocking between the adhesive and the 
oxide surface [31, 32]. 

Figure 2 shows the SEM images of the polished surface 
and XRD spectra of the adhesive collected from the 
joint after 36 hours of drying at 50 °C.  A homogeneous 
gepolymerization was observed in the microstructure 
in general from the SEM images of the adhesive in 
Figure 2a. However, the drying cracked nature of 
geopolymers originated from the dehydration, 

carbonaceous compounds formed because of the 
reaction of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere with free 
Na on the surface of the adhesive and some 
agglomerated regions came from unreacted solid 
aluminosilicates (metakaolin) [33, 34]. These are 
inevitable and there is no method developed so far to 
overcome these issues [35].  

Figure 1. Optical micrographs of aluminum panels; a) 
starting and b) cleaned surfaces.  

Figure 2. a) SEM image of the polished surface and b) XRD 
spectra of the adhesive collected from the joint after 36 
hours of drying at 50 °C. 

This broad 2 peak around 28º in Figure 2b indicates 
that the desired geopolymerization has occurred in 
the adhesive with typical TiO2 traces on the broad 
hump [3]. Related to a little amount of metakaolin, 
which has a peak 2 peak around 22º seen on the SEM 
micrograph, no peak detected belongs to metakaolin 
on XRD.  A simplified methodology for the 
geopolymerization is the dissolution of metakaolin, 
and this causes to alumina and silicate types to 
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emerge, poly-condensation and precipitation to form 
an inorganic, polymeric network [36].  

The SEM micrographs of the assembled aluminum 
panel are shown in Figure 3. It is hard to clearly 
distinguish the aluminum-geopolymer interface since 
they have very close atomic number contrasts. But it is 
well known that geopolymer itself includes a porous 
structure ranging from micro to nano size [37].  

Figure 3. SEM micrographs of the aluminum panel 
assembled with geopolymer; a) general b) high 
magnification and c) aluminum-geopolymer interface 
through line scan.  

And also with the help of the general image in Figure 
3a geopolymer side and aluminum side were labeled 
on high magnification image in Figure 3b. 
Subsequently a line scan EDS analysis was made from 
the Al side to the GP side to catch the interface 
chemistry exactly and shown in Figure 3c. The 
aluminum side was stressed with high-intensity Al 
peak and the weak Na, Al, Si, O peaks ascribed to the 
geopolymer side. Following the intense peak of 
aluminum, diffusion of Si and O peaks, mainly Na, 
which is the geopolymer component, is observed in a 
line of 10 microns from approximately 10th microns 

to 20th microns. Even in this limited distance, it means 
that diffusion takes place between the aluminum and 
the geopolymer and the interface is formed. This 
situation can be explained that the geopolymer thinks 
that the Al is part of the recipe and may incorporate it 
to form a geopolymer, leaving porosity at the interface. 

Figure 4 shows photographs of shear strength 
measurements during and after the test. To make 
more accurate measurements, a more axial pulling 
force is applied to the bond with the silicon block 
placed on the plates in Figure 4a. After the shear test, 
the panel material components have undergone 
different types of deformations during the test period. 
In particular, the high distortions that occur in the 
direction of shear in the core aluminum (Al 3003) 
material can be taken as evidence of the presence of 
adhesion at the interface in Figure 4b. Geopolymer 
was well adhesive on the plate surface and the core 
material has a smaller surface area than the cover 
material, but this has contributed to its adhesion by 
being embedded in the geopolymer paste. 

Figure 4. Photographs of shear strength measurement; a) 
during the test, b) deformation on the core aluminum after 
the test.  

Ambient temperature mechanical test results revealed 
that the aluminum-geopolymer bond has mean shear 
strength of (1.406±1.01 MPa) and (0.133±0.07 MPa) 
for 7 and 15 mm samples, respectively. In a study on 
bonding 6061-T6 Al with geopolymer, the shear 
strength of the joint was reported as < 1 MPa [16]. In 
another study, the shear stresses of the joints obtained 
by adhering the geopolymers prepared by using 
different activators from different aluminosilicate 
sources to the concrete substrate were investigated 
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and the shear strength was measured approximately 
starting from 2 MPa, depending on the starting 
precursors [38]. Consistent with comments done on 
the interface images in Figure 3, when the geopolymer 
slurry was applied to the treated aluminum surface, a 
remarkable reaction took place and a highly porous 
interface occurred because aluminum is one of the 
constituents of geopolymer. Although an interface is 
formed between the aluminum-geopolymer in a short 
time with a rapid reaction, the mechanical properties 
are limited due to the porous nature of the interface 
formed. Nevertheless, the results of the shear test are 
comparable to previous studies. 

4. Discussion and Conclusion

Geopolymers having a composition of 
Na2O•Al2O3•4SiO2•11H2O were applied between 
aluminum alloys (Al 3003) and (Al 5005) to make 
composite panels.  Their surfaces were successfully 
cleaned for sufficient adhesion bonding according to 
related standards. SEM-EDS results showed that an 
interface had occurred about 10 µm in length. Ambient 
temperature mechanical test results revealed that the 
aluminum-geopolymer bond had mean shear strength 
of (1.406±1.01 MPa) and (0.133±0.07 MPa) for 7 and 
15 mm samples, respectively. Although comparable 
results have been obtained with previous studies, 
geopolymer coating can be suggested to apply on 
aluminum, especially in terms of fire, where 
mechanical strength is of secondary importance. 

Acknowledgment 

This study was carried out of the Department of 
Metallurgical and Materials Engineering, Hitit 
University. 

Declaration of Ethical Code 

In this study, we undertake that all the rules required to 
be followed within the scope of the "Higher Education 
Institutions Scientific Research and Publication Ethics 
Directive" are complied with, and that none of the 
actions stated under the heading "Actions Against 
Scientific Research and Publication Ethics" are not 
carried out. 

References 

[1] Davidovits, J. 1991. Geopolymers-Inorganic
Polymeric New Materials. Journal of Thermal
Analysis and calorimetry, 37, 1633-1656.

[2] Davidovits, J. 1994. Global Warming Impact on
the Cement and Aggregates Industries. World
Resource Review, 6(2), 263-278.

[3] Bagci, C., Kutyla, G. P., Kriven, W. M. 2014. In Situ
Carbothermal Reduction/Nitridation of
Geopolymer Composites Containing Carbon

Nanoparticles. Ceramic Engineering and Science 
Proceedings, 38(10), 15-28. 

[4] Bagci, C., Kutyla, G. P., Seymour, K. C., Kriven, W.
M. 2016. Synthesis and Characterization of
Silicon Carbide Powders Converted from
Metakaolin‐Based Geopolymers. Journal of the
American Ceramic Society, 99(7), 2521–2530.

[5] Bagci, C., Yang, Q., Kriven, W. M. 2019. Formation
of α/β‐Si3N4 Nanoparticles by Carbothermal
Reduction and Nitridation of Geopolymers.
Journal of the American Ceramic Society, 102,
6542–6551.

[6] Altidis, J. D., Barros, S. R., Souza, J. D. R. B., Torres,
S. M., Lima, S. J. G. 2012. Adhesion Tests in
Quasicrystal Powders Reinforced Geopolymer
Composites. Materials Science From, 727-728,
186–189.

[7] Latella, B. A., Perera, D. S., Escott, T. R., Cassidy D.
J. 2006. Adhesion of Glass to Steel Using a
Geopolymer. Journal of Materials Science, 41,
1261–1264.

[8] Temuujin, J., Minjigma, A., Rickard, W., Lee, M.,
Williams, I., Riessen, A. 2009. Preparation of
Metakaolin Based Geopolymer Coatings on Metal
Substrates as Thermal Barriers. Applied Clay
Science, 46, 265–270.

[9] Glad, B. E., Han, C., and Kriven, W. M. 2012.
Polymer Adhesion to Geopolymer via Silane
Coupling Agent Additives. Journal of the
American Ceramic Society, 95(12), 3758-3762.

[10] Yong, S. L., Feng, D. W., Lukey, G. C., van Deventer
J. S. J. 2007. Chemical Characterization of the
Steel–Geopolymeric Gel Interface. Colloids and
Surfaces A Physicochemical and Engineering
Aspects, 302, 411–423.

[11] Mao, Y., Biasetto, L., Colombo, P. 2020.
Metakaolin-Based Geopolymer Coatings on
Metals by Airbrush Spray Deposition. Journal of
Coatings Technology and Research, 17(4), 991–
1002.

[12] Gupta, R., Bhardwaj, P., Mishra, D., Sanghi, S. K.,
and Amritphale, S. S. 2021. Novel Non-Hydroxyl
Synthesis and Fabrication of Advanced Hybrid
Inorganic-organic Geopolymeric Coating
Material for Corrosion Protection. International
Journal of Adhesion and Adhesives, 110, 102951.

[13] Krivenko, P. V., Guzii, S. G., Bodnarova, L., Valek, J.,
Hela, R., and Zach, J. 2016. Effect of Thickness of
the Intumescent Alkali Aluminosilicate Coating
on Temperature Distribution in Reinforced

https://www.scientific.net/author-papers/jaqueline-dias-altidis
https://www.scientific.net/author-papers/silvio-romero-de-barros
https://www.scientific.net/author-papers/jo%C3%A3o-dellonx-r%C3%A9gis-barboza-de-souza
https://www.scientific.net/author-papers/sandro-marden-torres
https://www.scientific.net/author-papers/severino-jackson-guedes-de-lima-2
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/Colloids-and-Surfaces-A-Physicochemical-and-Engineering-Aspects-0927-7757
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/Colloids-and-Surfaces-A-Physicochemical-and-Engineering-Aspects-0927-7757
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/Colloids-and-Surfaces-A-Physicochemical-and-Engineering-Aspects-0927-7757
https://link.springer.com/journal/11998
https://link.springer.com/journal/11998


C. Bagci et. al. / An Investigation On the Use Of Geopolymer As An Alternative Adhesive For Aluminum Panels

462 

Concrete. Journal of Building Engineering, 8, 14-
19. 

[14] Tian, Q., Wang, S., Sui, Y. and Lv, Z. 2021. Alkali-
Activated Materials as Coatings Deposited on
Various Substrates: A review. International
Journal of Adhesion and Adhesives, 110, 102934.

[15] Shahedan, N. F., Abdullah, M. M. A. B., Hussin, K.,
Sandu, I., Ghazali, C. M. R., Binhussain, M., and
Sandu, Z. Y. A. V. 2014. Characterization and
Design of Alkali Activated Binder for Coating
Application. Technology, 5(3), 258-262.

[16] Bell, J., Gordon, M., Kriven, W. M. 2005. Use of
Geopolymeric Cements As a Refractory Adhesive
for Metal and Ceramic Joins. Ceramic Engineering
and Science Proceedings, 26 407–413.

[17] Kriven, W. M. and Bell, J. L. 2014. Effect of Alkali
Choice on Geopolymer Properties.
In Proceedings of the 28th International
Conference on Advanced Ceramics and
Composites, 25, 99-104.

[18] Movahedi, N., Linul, E. 2017. Quasi-Static
Compressive Behavior of The Ex-Situ Aluminum-
Alloy Foam-Filled Tubes under Elevated
Temperature Conditions. Materials Letters, 206,
182–184.

[19] Hangai, Y., Saito, K., Utsunomiya, T., Kuwazuru, O.,
Yoshikawa, N. 2014. Fabrication and
Compression Properties of Functionally Graded
Foam with Uniform Pore Structures Consisting of
Dissimilar A1050 and A6061 Aluminum Alloys.
Materilas Science and Engineering A, 613, 163–
170.

[20] Yan, L. L., Han, B., Yu, B., Chen, C. Q., Zhang, Q. C.,
T. J. Lu. 2014. Three-Point Bending of Sandwich
Beams with Aluminum Foam-Filled Corrugated
Cores. Materilas and Design, 60, 510–519.

[21] Wang, D., Zhao, L., Yang, H., Li, H., Xiao, W., Liu, C.
and Qu, C. 2022. High Temperature and
Toughened Bismaleimide Structural Film
Adhesive for High Performance CFRP Bonding
over 300 °C. Polymer Degradation and Stability,
204, 110125,.

[22] Mohammed, S. M. K., Mhamdia, R., Albedah, A.,
Bouiadjra, B. A. B., Bouiadjra, B. B. and Benyahia,
F. 2021. Fatigue Crack Growth in Aluminum
Panels Repaired with Different Shapes of Single-
Sided Composite Patches. International Journal
of Adhesion and Adhesives, 105, 102781.

[23] Younesi-Kordkheili, H. and Pizzi, A. 2019. Some of
Physical and Mechanical Properties of
Particleboard Panels Bonded with Phenol-lignin-

Glyoxal Resin. The Journal of Adhesion, 96(16), 
1385-1395. 

[24] Davidovits, J. G. 2008. “Geopolymer.” Chemistry
and Applications. Institute Geopolymere, Saint-
Quentin, France.

[25] Çomak, B. 2018. Engineering Characteristics of
Geopolymer Mortars Manufactured with Ground
Granulated Blast Furnace Slag. Süleyman Demirel
Üniversitesi Fen Bilimleri Enstitüsü Dergisi,
22(2), 470-476.

[26] Karahancer, S., Eriskin, E., Capalı, B., Saltan, M.,
and Terzi, S. 2016. Investigation of Using Waste
Welded Tuff Material as Mineral Filler in Asphalt
Concrete. Süleyman Demirel Üniversitesi Fen
Bilimleri Enstitüsü Dergisi, 20(3), 399-404.

[27] Xia, C., Yu, J., Shi, S. Q., Qiu, Y., Cai, L., Wu, H. F., Ren,
H., Nie, X. and Zhang, H. 2017. Natural Fiber and
Aluminum Sheet Hybrid Composites for High
Electromagnetic Interference Shielding
Performance. Composites Part B:
Engineering, 114, 121-127.

[28] Kömürlü, E., Cihangir, F., Turan, A., Kesimal, A.,
and Erçıkdı, B. 2017. An Experimental Study on
Shear Strength of Cemented Paste Backfill
Materials. Süleyman Demirel Üniversitesi Fen
Bilimleri Enstitüsü Dergisi, 22(1), 45-52.

[29] Liu, J., Su, X., and Yan, F. 2022. Experimental
Investigation on the Effect of Geopolymer
Adhesive on the Bond Behavior Between CFRP
and Concretes. Polymer Composites, 43(5),
3259-3275.

[30] ASTM D 2651-01, Standard Guide for Preparation
of Metal Surface for Adhesive Bonding, ASTM
International, West Conshohocken, PA, 2018,
www.astm.org.

[31] Loctite Corporation. 1998. Loctite Worldwide
Design Handbook Second Edition, on CD.

[32] Pocius, A. V.; Dillard D. A. 2002. Adhesion Science
and Engineering II: Surfaces Chemistry and
Applications, Elsevier, New York.

[33] Reed M., Lokuge, W., Karunasena, W. 2014. Fibre-
Reinforced Geopolymer Concrete with Ambient
Curing for In Situ Applications. Journal of
Materilas Science, 49, 4297-4304.

[34] Kani, E. N., Allahverdi, A., Provis, J. L. 2012.
Efflorescence Control in Geopolymer Binders
Based on Natural Pozzolan. Cement Concrete and
Composites, 34(1), 25–33.



C. Bagci et. al. / An Investigation On the Use Of Geopolymer As An Alternative Adhesive For Aluminum Panels

463 

[35] Duxson, P., Provis, J. L. Lukey, G. C. Mallicoat, S. W.,
Kriven, W. M, van Deventer, J. S. J. 2005.
Understanding the Relationship Between
Geopolymer Composition, Microstructure and
Mechanical Properties. Colloid Surface A –
Physicochemical and Engineering Aspects 269
(1-3), 47-58.

[36] Bagci, C., Kutyla, G. P. and Kriven, W. M. 2017.
Fully Reacted High Strength Geopolymer Made
With Diatomite As A Fumed Silica Alternative.
Ceramics International, 43(17), 14784-14790.

[37] Kriven, W. M. 2010. Inorganic Polysialates or
“Geopolymers”. American Ceramic Society
Bulletin, 89(4), 31-34.

[38] Phoo-ngernkham, T., Maegawa, A., Mishima, N.,
Hatanaka, S. and Chindaprasirt, P. 2015. Effects of
Sodium Hydroxide and Sodium Silicate Solutions
on Compressive And Shear Bond Strengths of FA–
GBFS Geopolymer. Construction and Building
Materials, 91, 1-8.


