Does Adding Brown Algae (Sargassum muticum) Affect the Porosity in Concrete?
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* |In 2021, U.S. cement production Our results were consistent with recent research
facilities reported 69 million metric demonstrating that algae absorbs water and
tons of carbon dioxide equivalents makes voids in mortar (El Mendili et al. 2025).
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growing, invasive seaweed that can which should be explored further in future work.
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* Higher algae content resulted in higher porosity across all treatment
groups.
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TABLE 2. Measurements used for cement mortar mixture with S. muticum.




