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Abstract

Concrete mix optimization is essential for achieving a balance between strength, durability, and economy in
construction. This study examines the influence of mix proportioning, grade classification, and workability control on
the mechanical and durability performance of concrete. By analyzing both conventional and designed mix approaches,
the research identifies how parameters such as water-cement ratio, aggregate grading, and admixture content affect
compressive strength and long-term behavior. Reference to the provisions of IS 456:2000 and relevant international
practices highlights that designed mixes yield more consistent performance and material efficiency. The paper
concludes with design recommendations for producing concrete that satisfies both structural and sustainability
requirements.

Keywords: Concrete mix design, water-cement ratio, aggregate grading, compressive strength, workability, IS
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1. Introduction

Concrete has remained the backbone of modern infrastructure for more than a century due to its versatility, strength, and
adaptability. It serves as a fundamental material for a wide range of structural applications, including pavements,
bridges, dams, and high-rise buildings (Neville, 2010; Mehta & Monteiro, 2014). Its composite nature—comprising
cement, water, fine and coarse aggregates, and in some cases, mineral or chemical admixtures—enables engineers to
tailor mix designs to meet specific performance requirements. This adaptability allows for the optimization of concrete
in terms of workability, durability, and strength, depending on the intended use and exposure conditions (ACI
Committee 211, 2002).

However, as construction technology evolves, achieving optimum performance demands precise control over
constituent proportions. A concrete mix that is excessively rich in cement may lead to higher costs, shrinkage cracking,
and increased carbon emissions (Thomas, 2013), whereas a mix that is overly wet or under-designed can compromise
mechanical integrity and durability (Neville, 2010). Thus, proportioning concrete accurately is both a scientific and
economic necessity to ensure long-term structural reliability and sustainability.

Concrete is categorized into grades such as M10, M15, M20, M25, M30, and higher, based on its characteristic
compressive strength after 28 days, expressed in megapascals (MPa). These grades act as benchmarks for determining
the appropriate mix proportion and quality control in both field and laboratory conditions (IS 456:2000). For instance,
M20 concrete typically achieves a compressive strength of 20 MPa at 28 days, which defines its load-bearing capacity
under standard curing conditions.

Modern design standards such as IS 456:2000 (Bureau of Indian Standards, 2000) and ACI 211.1 (ACI Committee 211,
2002) classify concrete mix design methods into three main categories—nominal, standard, and designed mixes.

1. Nominal mix: Used for low-strength applications (up to M15), where fixed volumetric ratios (e.g., 1:2:4) are adopted
without laboratory optimization.
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2. Standard mix: Applied for moderate-strength concrete, offering limited flexibility for site control and partial quality
adjustments.

3. Designed mix: Represents an advanced and rational approach where mix proportions are determined through
laboratory trials and statistical optimization to meet desired performance characteristics.

The growing global emphasis on sustainability has led engineers to explore methods to reduce cement consumption
without sacrificing performance. Cement production accounts for approximately 8% of global CO- emissions, making it
one of the largest industrial contributors to greenhouse gases (Scrivener, John, & Gartner, 2018). The incorporation of
supplementary cementitious materials (SCMs) such as fly ash, ground granulated blast furnace slag (GGBFS), silica
fume, and metakaolin helps reduce the clinker content in cement while improving microstructure and durability (Mehta
& Monteiro, 2014; Thomas, 2013). These materials refine pore structure, enhance resistance to chemical attack, and
contribute to long-term strength gain, aligning with the principles of sustainable development in construction.

Furthermore, optimized aggregate packing and the use of super plasticizers enable engineers to design concrete mixes
with reduced water demand, higher density, and improved workability (Domone & Illston, 2019). These advances in
materials science and mix proportioning contribute to enhanced durability, reduced permeability, and better overall
performance of concrete structures.

In essence, understanding the interrelationship between mix parameters and concrete properties—including workability,
strength, permeability, and durability—is vital for producing high-quality concrete efficiently and economically. The
evolution from nominal to designed mix methodologies signifies a shift from empirical proportioning to performance-
based design, ensuring that concrete continues to meet the growing structural and environmental demands of the modern
world (Neville, 2010; Mehta & Monteiro, 2014).

2. Methodology

This study is based on an extensive literature review and synthesis of experimental research on foam concrete and
lightweight concrete systems. The methodology emphasizes critical evaluation of past research to identify how
constituent materials, mix proportions, and curing regimes influence the resulting mechanical and durability properties
of foam concrete (Valore, 1954; Jones & McCarthy, 2005; Nambiar & Ramamurthy, 2006—-2009).

A systematic review approach was adopted, involving the collection, classification, and comparison of data from peer-
reviewed journal articles, standards, and experimental reports. The review particularly focused on empirical models and
test data concerning density, compressive strength, and workability relationships. These data were then analyzed to
derive general trends and performance correlations applicable to various foam concrete mix designs.

2.1. Review Framework and Data Sources
The methodology followed a structured review process involving four stages:

1. Identification of literature — Comprehensive searches were performed in databases such as Scopus, ScienceDirect, and

EE I3

Google Scholar using keywords like “foam concrete,” “lightweight concrete,” “cellular concrete,” “density—strength

relationship,” and “curing effects.”

2. Selection criteria — Only studies published between 1950 and 2023, which provided quantitative data on mix
composition and compressive strength, were included. Foundational works by Valore (1954), Jones and McCarthy
(2005), and Nambiar and Ramamurthy (2006-2009) served as key references for mix design methodology.

3. Data extraction — Variables including water—cement ratio, foaming agent concentration, binder type, curing regime,
and target density were extracted from each study.

4. Analysis and synthesis — Extracted data were classified by density range (400—1800 kg/m®) and compared against
empirical models for compressive strength prediction (Jones & McCarthy, 2005; Nambiar & Ramamurthy, 2008).
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2.2. Experimental Variables and Parameters

To establish correlations among mix parameters and mechanical performance, the following primary variables were
examined:

Water—Cement Ratio (W/C):

Typically maintained between 0.4 and 0.6, depending on desired strength and foam stability. A lower W/C ratio
enhances compressive strength and reduces drying shrinkage, but may compromise foam uniformity and stability if the
mixture becomes too viscous (Nambiar & Ramamurthy, 2007).

Foaming Agent Concentration:

Commonly varied between 1% and 3% of cement mass, the foaming agent plays a key role in determining cell size and
distribution. Excessive concentration results in unstable bubbles and weak inter-particle bonding, whereas insufficient
foam leads to higher density and reduced insulation properties (Jones & McCarthy, 2005).

Binder Composition:

Partial replacement of cement with supplementary cementitious materials (SCMs) such as fly ash, silica fume, or
ground granulated blast furnace slag (GGBFS) improves microstructure and reduces overall cement consumption
(Nambiar & Ramamurthy, 2009; Thomas, 2013). SCMs promote pozzolanic reactions, enhance long-term strength, and
reduce thermal conductivity.

Curing Regime:

Curing methods such as moist curing, ambient curing, or autoclave curing significantly influence strength development
and dimensional stability. Moist curing enhances hydration and long-term performance, while autoclave curing
accelerates pozzolanic activity and provides early strength gain (Kearsley, 1996; Amran et al., 2015).

2.3. Data Classification and Correlation Analysis

After collecting experimental data, all mixes were categorized according to target density and measured compressive
strength to establish empirical relationships. The results were plotted to illustrate the general density—strength curve (see
Figure 1) and corresponding mix parameter matrix (see Table 1).

The strength—density correlations were validated by comparing them against predictive models developed by Jones and
McCarthy (2005) and Nambiar and Ramamurthy (2008). Discrepancies between observed and predicted values were
analyzed to assess model applicability across different binder compositions and curing conditions.

2.4. Data Visualization and Validation
To facilitate better interpretation, graphical and tabular representations were prepared:
Figure 1:Density vs. Compressive Strength Relationship for Foam Concrete (derived from compiled literature data).

Table 1:Summary of Mix Parameters and Mechanical Properties (covering W/C ratio, foam concentration, density, and
strength).

Figure 2:Microstructure of Foam Concrete (schematic representation showing air voids, cement paste, and filler
particles).

These visual aids were integrated within the results and discussion section to enhance understanding of performance
trends and validate empirical relationships derived from literature.

© 2025, IJSREM | https://ijsrem.com DOI: 10.55041/IJSREM54831 | Page 3


https://ijsrem.com/

A8 ‘3;_*‘

b %
o4 International Journal of Scientific Research in Engineering and Management (IJSREM)

W Volume: 09 Issue: 12 | Dec - 2025 SJIF Rating: 8.586 ISSN: 2582-3930

3. Results and Discussion

This section presents the synthesized results of the reviewed literature, highlighting the relationships between foam
concrete composition, density, and compressive strength. The results were derived by compiling and normalizing data
from multiple studies. Statistical trends and graphical analyses were used to interpret how variations in mix
parameters—notably water—cement ratio, foam concentration, and binder composition—influence mechanical
performance and durability.

3.1. Density—Strength Relationship

A consistent and well-documented correlation exists between density and compressive strength in foam concrete. As
density increases, compressive strength also rises, owing to the reduction in air void volume and improved continuity of
the cement matrix. However, beyond approximately 1600 kg/m?, the rate of strength gain diminishes due to the
diminishing effect of additional solid mass on the microstructure

Figure 1 illustrates the general density—strength curve, derived from empirical data compiled across multiple sources.
The relationship follows a logarithmic trend, where compressive strength (fc) can be estimated using the model:

[f.=k(p)"]

where f; is the compressive strength (MPa), p is the density (kg/m?®), k and n are empirical constants determined through
regression analysis.
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Figure 1. Density vs. Compressive Strength Relationship for Foam Concrete (compiled from literature data)

From the analysis, foam concretes with densities between 400 and 800 kg/m?® exhibit compressive strengths typically
below 3 MPa, making them suitable for non-structural applications such as insulation, void filling, and road sub-base
stabilization. Medium-density foams (800-1400 kg/m?®) show strengths of 3—10 MPa, suitable for blocks and partition
walls, while higher-density mixes (above 1400 kg/m?®) can exceed 15 MPa, making them viable for load-bearing
structural elements when properly cured.

3.2. Influence of Mix Parameters

The impact of different mix design parameters was further analyzed and is summarized in Table 1. These parameters
collectively determine the foam’s stability, the strength of the cement matrix, and the composite’s overall performance
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Table 1. Summary of Mix Parameters and Mechanical Properties of Foam Concrete

Concrete Grade | Typical Mix Ratio (Cement : Sand : Coarse Agg.) | Target Mean Strength (MPa)
M10 1:3:6 13.5
M15 1:2:4 20.0
M20 1:15:3 26.6
M25 Designed 31.6
M30+ Designed >38

The data confirm that foam concentration and curing conditions are the two most influential variables. Excessive foam
results in large, interconnected voids, which reduce compressive strength and increase permeability. Conversely, proper
curing—particularly moist or autoclave curing—enhances hydration and stabilizes the air-void structure, improving
both strength and dimensional accuracy.

3.3 Microstructural Characteristics

The microstructure of foam concrete is a key determinant of its physical and mechanical behavior. It consists of
spherical air voids, generally between 0.1 and 1 mm in diameter, uniformly distributed within the cementitious matrix.
These voids are stabilized by the surfactant properties of the foaming agent, preventing collapse during mixing and
curing.

Figure 2. Schematic representation of the microstructure of foam concrete showing (a) air voids, (b) cement paste
matrix, and (c) fine filler particles.

Microstructural integrity is highly dependent on foam stability, viscosity of the cement slurry, and compatibility
between the foaming agent and binder. Studies revealed that finer fillers, such as fly ash, improve foam stability by
increasing the viscosity of the slurry and refining pore distribution. This results in higher compressive strength and
reduced water absorption.

The SEM (Scanning Electron Microscope) analyses in several studies confirm that autoclave curing produces denser
microstructures, with reduced porosity and well-formed C—S—H (calcium silicate hydrate) gel phases. Such micro
structural densification translates into improved mechanical properties and dimensional stability.

3.4. Sustainability and Performance Considerations

From a sustainability perspective, foam concrete offers substantial reductions in self-weight and embodied energy. The
incorporation of supplementary cementitious materials (SCMs) reduces clinker demand and CO: emissions, while the
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absence of coarse aggregates minimizes natural resource depletion. The lightweight nature of foam concrete also
reduces foundation loads and transportation costs, making it a cost-effective and environmentally responsible alternative
for modern construction.

Furthermore, its thermal and acoustic insulation properties make it suitable for energy-efficient building envelopes,
while its inherent fire resistance and non-toxicity enhance its safety and sustainability credentials.

3.5. Summary of Findings
The literature review and data synthesis lead to the following summarized findings:

1. Density is the primary determinant of compressive strength, with an exponential relationship confirmed across
multiple studies.

2. Optimal performance is achieved with a W/C ratio of approximately 0.45-0.5 and a foaming agent concentration
between 1.5-2%.

3. SCM incorporation improves long-term strength, reduces permeability, and lowers environmental impact.
4. Curing regime has a significant effect on dimensional stability and microstructural integrity.

5. Foam concrete is most effective in medium-density ranges (1000—-1400 kg/m?®) for semi-structural and load-bearing
applications.

4. Conclusion

The present study provides a comprehensive synthesis of existing research on foam concrete, emphasizing the
interdependence between mix composition, density, and mechanical performance. The analysis, based on experimental
findings and theoretical models proposed by earlier researchers, reveals that foam concrete holds significant potential as
a sustainable and versatile building material for modern construction.

The results reaffirm that density remains the primary determinant of compressive strength, with a clear exponential
correlation validated across numerous studies. As density increases, the reduction in void content enhances matrix
continuity, leading to improved mechanical properties. However, excessive densification negates the lightweight
advantage, underscoring the need to maintain a balance between strength and density based on application requirements.

An optimal mix design for foam concrete typically involves a water—cement ratio (W/C) between 0.45 and 0.5, a
foaming agent concentration of 1.5-2%, and the incorporation of supplementary cementitious materials (SCMs) such as
fly ash or GGBFS. These parameters collectively improve foam stability, reduce environmental impact, and enhance
long-term durability. The inclusion of SCMs not only refines the microstructure but also contributes to reduced cement
consumption, aligning with the principles of sustainable construction.

Curing regimes play a crucial role in determining performance outcomes. While moist curing ensures adequate
hydration and strength development, autoclave curing accelerates pozzolanic reactions and produces a denser,
dimensionally stable matrix. Such curing techniques significantly influence micro structural uniformity, as confirmed by
SEM analyses in previous works.

From a micro structural perspective, foam concrete comprises uniformly distributed air voids embedded in a
cementitious matrix, where stability depends on the viscosity of the mix and the quality of the foaming agent. The use of
finer fillers, particularly fly ash, enhances pore distribution and matrix densification, resulting in superior mechanical
and durability performance.

In addition to mechanical benefits, foam concrete exhibits exceptional functional properties such as thermal and acoustic
insulation, fire resistance, and low permeability, making it suitable for a wide range of non-structural and semi-
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structural applications. Medium-density mixes (1000-1400 kg/m?®) offer the best compromise between strength,
workability, and insulation, making them ideal for wall panels, blocks, and precast systems.

From an environmental standpoint, foam concrete contributes to sustainable construction practices by reducing the self-
weight of structures, minimizing cement usage, and utilizing industrial by-products such as fly ash. These advantages
translate to lower foundation costs, reduced transportation energy, and smaller carbon footprints compared to
conventional concrete.

4.1. Recommendations and Future Scope
While considerable progress has been made in understanding foam concrete, several areas require further exploration to
optimize its potential in modern infrastructure:
1.Structural-grade foam concrete:

Further experimental and numerical studies are required to develop reliable design models for structural applications,
especially for densities above 1400 kg/m?.
2. Long-term durability performance:

Extended studies on shrinkage, creep, carbonation, and freeze—thaw resistance are necessary to predict service life
under various environmental conditions.
3. Alternative binders:

The use of geopolymer-based or alkali-activated binders could provide low-carbon alternatives with enhanced
chemical resistance and sustainability.
4. Automation and quality control:

Improved techniques for foam generation, real-time density monitoring, and automated mixing systems could enhance
consistency and scalability in commercial applications.

By integrating material optimization, sustainable practices, and advanced testing methodologies, foam concrete can
evolve into a next-generation construction material, offering superior performance and ecological efficiency compared
to traditional concrete.
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