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Introduction

 The manufacturing of cement accounts for ~7% of global anthropogenic carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions [1]
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 One limitation of carbonation is packing density and particle size of the carbonation products which limits the eg | f;; CalOH
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improve this carbonation degree will make this process more efficient 3 / =
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ﬁ 10 more CO, The goal of this research was to observe the carbonation of RCP as well as to study the impact of grinding on the
3 carbonation process. Based on the analysis of the reaction we can conclude the following:
=  Grinding results in the formation of more products and therefore is an effective way of improving the
. carbonation degree of RCP
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e Comparison of RCP vs carbonated RCP compressive strengths

Figure 3: Schematic of grinding. Grinding
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