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Table 1. Conductivities of PPY/copolyester composites

F(DE

sampledl €& BRWE& uf A(V)Y drops
DA/V) g8l AEE(0)E AASHY. o,

o] AN de

A Z22E A ZH polypyrrole B34 2]

15min. 30min. 60min.
sample

o (S/cm) o (S/cm) ¢ (S/cm)
A-1 3.06x10° 1.08x10™ 150x10™
A-2 7.40%x10™ 1.12x10° 1.70%x10™
A-3 6.02%x10™ 9.53x10™ 1.22x107
A4 7.89%10™ 1.05%10° 1.35%10™
A-5 1.30% 10 1.40x10* 252%107
A-6 1.40%10° 162x10° 7.16x10™
A-7 7.14%x10™ 9.68x107* 148x10™
B-1 55210 891x107 155x10™
B-2 7.76 %10 1.03x10™" 167x10™"
B-3 550%10° 890x10 113x10™
B-4 2.24%10 446x107* 6.46%10°"
B-5 2.81%10% 477x10™ 9.77x10™
B-6 1.95% 10 295%10 54210
B-7 141 %107 24110 759%x107°¢
B-8 2.22%107 445%107% 932x10™
B-9 1.41x10% 203%x10* 427x107°
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Figure 1. Variation of conductivity with EG

contents for blends S 35
mol%) and A-3 copolyester(-) at
0I;)he exposure time of 15min.
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Figure 3. Variation of conductivity with EG
contents for blends 35
mol%) and A-3 copolyester(-) at
the exposure time of 60min.
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Figure 5. Variation of conductivity with EG
contents for blends (DM$S 6.1
mol%) and A-5 copolyester(-) at
the exposure time of 30min.
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Figure 2. Variation of conductivity with EG

contents for blends S 35
mol%) and A-3 copolyester(-) at
0%)he exposure time of 30min.
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Figure 4. Variation of conductivity with EG

contents for blends 6.1
mol%) and A-5 copolyester(-) at
the exposure time of 15min.
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Figure 6. Variation of conductivity with EG
contents for blends MS 6.1
mol%) and A-5 copolyester(-) at
the exposure time of 60min.
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Figure 7. DSC thermogram of PET/B-2 Figure 8. Variation of conductivity in
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