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1. MB

LFTG FAE Bl SulEA n g B F5Y 5 Y= Edz, 349 7z
€ 7HIRA Be AF47E gAels DEASOY 94, AF HAE pa TIL ¥
3t B3, BEE, 3% F 7z AdEokelA ¥y o)45Dm o

LFEFY FAMEE 7B @dd] dFHoL AL ARL ola¥YE YEYE azze
A7l o] & 7t 39 carboxamide 7] 9} carboxylate 71 & E=Y3E HOZAM Y, o o
T EFFEE 4P AW, A¥x T FEY0 O FSES $e Ao AYow
AHH] st} o] AL vg ARA TFFAH FAR olal, GE TESLH FANME
HEYE S4224, B dig F5E F% olie F8dd gd 48 ZAAE
RE FERANA 2 dog ZAdd. F4de g FT4E $4L Y= nE4y
TAY o] UEE FolX oYL ZFFAIE o] ATHEd, J)EAE sulfone A
M s TEFAE ol §AY D, tuAd FA4Er1E EUsE WY IS0 L850 g}
olebx gl ¥l sulfone 4719} FAME AAAI FAIE AW =ASAE FTrE,
53] g8d0 dg F+Es A= g8

T QTN E HA AER 229 AFo] SlojA Schweiger 7} A A Y YL Ed2 s
AL HEE ¥4, ob2YR YEY L JPZEANS D 5B 1ESN £XE §

4% g a9 F55e AEAAG.

€

2. &Y

21 A2 Alef

corn starch(Duksan), lithium chioride(LICH(#IE1LER), 65% ‘2 A F At Merck)2 1 FALFL AlL
&ttt dimethyl acetamide(DMAc)(Shinyo), dimethyl formamide(DMF)(Duksan)s 3 X|%Fg
molecular sieve 4AE A 3t A B3 AR5} T, acrylonitrile(AN)(Yakuri)2 1| FA kS 5%
FASIEE FEA02 HA T AL§3Ath AIA ceric ammonium nitrate (CAN)(Kanto)+=
SEANGE, 718 E4e Bo g NG 1 FA%E aE ALEE T

22 A49%4y
2.2.1 DMF-SO; complex 2] A&

Schweiger 7} A Al 3k Wio] ule}l A=)
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2.2.2 starch sulfate 2| 4

DMAC, LiICl & A4, &S A2l & DMF-SO; complex & 7} ZtA|A A3
223 O2XxE RSE

starch suifate & Bol25o Y3 dFFY MAAE ¥& ds , AL 7|F3leA AN
< 7} wrale starch sulfate-g-polyacrylonitriie(SSPAN)S &4 33t
2.2.4 7t5&3

o 2{7}A HZe NaOH =8 ol SSPAN & W3 Zp7] & 229 AZelA 7h¢Es] Al
7 hydrolyzed sodium starch sulfate-g-polyacrylonitrile(HSSPAN)& Al 238} it}

23 5yYY

231 33%

Aa Ezad o) FFAS.

23.2 A} A4 FF= &4

37 4 A7k 215um A FZE A8 20~30mg & BolL&F 50mlo W3 30 B3t WA
g ¥ 300mesh Aol ¥of 1Az & FAE 5, FFEE AR

233 489 d@ F+=E 53

0.9% NaCl &0 dtha] 919 W 2o] FHsUG.

3. et 3 &

Schweiger 7} A A1 F4t AE2Z o2 AZYS adz A& AL ou ¥ AP
g 9A ZEaed, 2 ol ALY WAl W] wWEod. AE WNgHE wol7]
A8 DMAc-LICl A& o4, A&8S &3l A7l WgAA & NPEE & F A
HES oladE YEL S HRF o GdFAR JdLE FFEAU A7 ¢ Bey
o] tig olEEE Z FHAAUT. ey 4 dAE UF 2Rz E FFF wIA
' A7t o] FoAUA Gk aAA JEe ATFE, AEF ol=ZYE JEHY IFHEE
T3 248 F1E AT 0819 i AL AP JPsh

Figl & 2% ©E I5ZESS AW RAoE 257 wolFd we JBZEFo]
Z7tete A%S Roltr) 30°C & AU A AstEHe 4L JdeEyAed, oHE @
42 AANAY HAR gLz BHEo] otn JZEd JRARFS CANAA Ealixo]
Uee Cevoldo o Auj Hun, whg 22X} Ceol29 A& R wgd FaF
FEAg A= 2G4 HES AFET ol AYdAE 30°Ct /MY A& 222 Y
bttt Fig2 & 7MAAlY 4o mE a5 ZELS FAY A2 AAAY Gl 27Vl
we} ¥h3 #HAo] FUt, AHBTELE FIbSte AL BHUADL, MAAMY Fo] HAAE
92 A9 238 Zadted o)t Cettol 23 AR e Anig¥oz agEZE F
8 & e HAo| Zad) wiEolg 44|,
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Fig.1. Curve of graft yield vs reaction temp. Fig.2. Curve of graft yleld vs the
starch sulfate 2g, AN 4g, CAN 100AGU/Ce** amount of CAN,
liquor ratio 1:20, reaction time 2hr starch sulfate 2g, AN 4g, reaction temp.

30°C, liquor ratio 1:20, reaction time 2hr

DFFAL AFA7Y EYo] xFolth gy YEEIE /teidlsies A3 ¢
& e EEslE UEYI)ZE 94 carboxamide 2 WEHE T o] Zlol A
carboxylate & HEHE whgol dojdrd ™), Fig3 & 30°C Al A 7|21 A2 P& 100AGU/Ce*
o728t 2A2 F¢ muk, $A T graft yield 118.84%<] SSPAN 1g 2 32N NaOH &84
10ml 2 100°C,1 A2t 72 A0 x4 T3 R 2HEZJO 24 1655 ¢ 1562cm™ F
2 A Z+Z} carboxamide ¢} carboxylate 719] H A7} YElt). 2YA @ F UKo YE
71 7tsEE Al @3] carboxylate 2 HEHA P UFE = carboxamide 2 Foldtth. 2
ol A carboxylate 7] 7} o] 2wh#o] o OH7|Y AL Walste UH71ad ¢&
°o]t}?. Figd4 & NaOH ¥ xo] W& F5 T ¥stE HQ Z22oE 32NY W 713 & F
58 BYt NaOH ¥ =7} Eolad £2 carboxamide 9 carboxylate 8] AJAo] BolA&
B Fet AYAE A ddoez FFEV AtEdn AZEd Figse 22X
€ FFk ¥EE et A 257 oY A4l 290 BolA 4=
deste v, 27 AVAA oW nFFA £A9 &40 7] g 238 d&
7} T Aoz AZEd. Fig6 2 7HrEH AT @ F5E9 ddd, A
o] AgFE AFA7I o] BolAAR AUXNA 2@ eEHE AL S study
ojyf A A& Aud 9 FFErt Roldtn PYAE Fig7 & JtFEH AT
FTEE SAT o2 B FF9 AN BEE JYEAY. Fig8 &
ABREE HUFAZD A RS0 B AF22X AFH] 1:20, starch sulfate 2g, AN 4g,
HA Al 100AGU/Ce& A%, 30°ColAl 2 AjzF wutste] SSPANE A% F 32N
NaOH £ 10mlo] SSPAN 1g& %3 100°ColA 1Azt 7AsRaA 2zt
HSSPAN 9] FF52E 53 A2 N2/ EE€8FE & F5%5E YA o&
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A=t EL€FE ol2YUxEg ol2AEs EF #3H7 wWEe FFEZL Fedda
Aztdd.
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Fig.3. IR spectrum of HSSPAN Fig.4. Dependence of water-ablérbency on conc.
of NaOH solution.
graft yield 118.84% SSPAN lg, NaOH solution

10ml,hydrolysis temp.100°C, hydrolysis time 1lhr
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Fig.5. Dependence of water-absorbency Fig.6. Dependence of water-absorbency
on hydrolysis temp. on hydrolysis time.
graft yield 118.84% SSPAN lg, 3.2N NaOH graft yield 118.84%SSPAN 1g, 3.2N NaOH
solution 10ml, hydrolysis time lhr solution 10ml, hydrolysis temp.100°C
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Fig .7. Dependence of saline-absorbency Fig .8. Dependence of water-absorbency
on hydrolysis time. on D.8S.

graft yield 118.84% SSPAN 1g, 3.2N NaOH

solution 10ml, hydrolysis temp.100°C

daE

starch sulfate ¢} ¥4 A] DMAc-LiCl Z1& AH438l] & XNE=& €& F AU
adze 2399 FHLEE 30°C, 3 MAAY FE 100 AGUICe” oI

7442 slA] 32NNaOH 8402 100°C, 1 At 7t5 23 Az& 9 7M1 & &5
=& YeiATh

AEE 0812 F4 ARL ALY TEFFY FA9 &9 dF FF=E 15918, B8
do dd FFEE 126 W7 Hdigtol A

Y 8ZE 2AdA AEET} FEFEF ¥ FFEE Ui
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