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Table:1 (S1)
The trendline equations and correlation coefficients between compressive strength and percentage of biochar replacement were presented for different curing periods: 28, 56, and 91 days.
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Table Summery
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Table:2 (S2)
	Trendline equations and correlation coefficients between flexural strength and percentage of biochar replacement have been presented for various curing durations
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Table    XX : correlation coefficients Compressive Strength vs %  Replacement  

                               Days   W/B Ratio  28D  56D  91D  

0.4  0.6115  0.3742  0.104  

0.45  0.3258  0.1252  0.0414  

0.5  0.5839  0.26  0.1382  

0.55  0.6361  0.3938  0.0491  

0.6  0.9644  0.5796  0.4484  
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Summery  Table  2 :   correlation coefficient   for   f lexural   s trength vs %  r eplacement  

                               Days   W/B Ratio  28D  56D  91D  

0.4  0.8212  0.272  0.1835  

0.45  0.7649  0.267  0.0446  

0.5  0.5929  0.243  0.251  

0.55  0.7779  0.781  0.642  

0.6  0.8549  0.8123  0.5557  
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