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Improvement of Interfacial adhesion using Reactive
Compatibilizer for PE/PLST blend
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Ztzt 2gAds A4S UeEde 2d9¥A nEAQ PE 9 granule starch)
blende A2 & EAd 73t AAAQ G dido] LdHM F EAL
AA-g FAZ) ol o] ¥ interfacial adhesiong Z+ Wi FERE 94 o
3 Aol FAI Ao @& EAY EAE YedL. £ AT ¢4 Hygd oA
TE 23 weA 483A2Y maleated polyethylene(m-PE)o] grafting® maleic
anhydrideMAH)9] 7t+E3 54, 4B 2 AEAY &2 SA3e ¥H&7]
(hydroxyl group)ste] 218} whgof o3 AWy Fxo Wst 2 7AH 249 FF
2g 398 4 AT 28y FdiFdez JAZAFEY T vl Axe vie 2
2 F7Fe Jeldth ol& particle FE9] starch’t 13 A] LLDPES o] E=44
7 BEo] EASA ¥n 2 FEHE YR {FAEA HoE FEAE AHET AS
A= AA MAHA €& Aoz G4F F A o9k AJFE A8 =8 & F3
starch W9 glycerol & sorbitold Z& 7t4AlE HFAA starchd] A9
£33 YL goldlA e Wyo] EFHY AAE A& F e Ao Hugy ©
ZA B AFdqAE 714sd HE(Plsticized starch ; PLST)3 w34 AL3AE
o] &3l PE9} starchztel AW URTZE /M= FAld A& dispersityE 3
BAA AF A9 71AH EAS 0% RgstE d 23 FFEAG.
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21. A =

E AFo A1859 PEE linear low density polyethylene(LLDPE)& *}—8-?’5}9?\9-‘31
starchs corn starch® AF&3t9th 924 A8-34¢ m-PEE LLDP FH= s
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 MAH7} grafting® random graft copolymere]lt}. PLSTE granule starch$}
glycerol-& 70 @ 30(FAH&)9 YA ratio2 3 F HAAKE mixerE o] &3 Fn]
34t FTIRAE S A% 24 A2+ melt-pressE o} €38t ¢ filmes BE T o
£ AA T twolayer filme FEZ A3t} Blend A&+ Fig. 1914 AA& ratio
of wa} FuH[3tH s SEMS dH FAE o) 8% cryo-fracture'd 22 blendd ©
HE #2AY. 71AY EAHL blendE ¢ Imm FAY filmez TWE T o0&
ASTM D638¢] 1#Z] % dumbbellBE) 2 #n]3te] &5t}
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Fig. 1. Blend ratio of LLDPE/m-PE/Starch

2.2. FTIR

MAHS®| 7ts#38 54 2 hydroxyl groupztel ¥¢ =48 3ty 98 FTIR
A¥ L vacuum-heat-cello}) F2E FTIR spectrometerl A A 34t Detectors
1#=e MCT detectorg& AM43l9er scands 22 Ut BeAd Ay =
vacuum-heat—cell W7} H|$F7] AH7 958 AFHZE & a—]g_g AEQH0
™ heating setup& ©] &3t AAA L34

23. SEM

7t xAgdule] o2 blendsd EEZA L wkgA Agslalo] 2§ interfacial
adhesion®] ¥ 3E AZHoz &3 FQA3d7] 98 SEMS ol &3yt BE Ag
= % Imme FA filmez TET ol X Ao P92 T oo o)
fracturer| o™ #F3tuxt sl GAE gold palladiume 2 I8 st sy},

2.4. Instron

Rbgd d8stAlel At wE s)1AY EA4e olE Instrong o] gdte] =AF
At Jawzt 1AL 20mm2 9o load cell? load cell speed= zHzt 25kgf o
Omm/mine 2 stHH. Zt Alge 10804 Ao FATy TFOINE AN
A=

m-PEd| EA8t= 4 dFAA MAHE F23 44 ugsld 74y s =
BE #Z3 Ak ol m-PEY 22 FTIR spectrumel WEIIE acide) carbonyl
peak(1710cm )& E8 FAY 5 dom ojx WITHZ HHL AH A MAH &
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243814 &= oA AP=Hojol i}, Wt MAH #5719 #eA 48L& &
% vacuum-heat cello] #2t¥ FTIRS o]-&3to] #asqdc)

E dyoA A3 7tAAE glycerolol® ol& AHER EFZA starch®t 2ol
%22 hydroxyl groupe 7FAI3 QoA AFAE JeERAT. o] &3 glycerold] +X2&
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Fig. 2. FTIR spectra of m-PE & PE/Starch(a) and m-PE & Glycerol(b)

PLST® m-PEE compounddt= 79 m-PE2 MAH7} starch® hydroxyl group®}
S8k oly g} glycerol®] hydroxyl group@t:e ¥HEE & US Ao AT
Atk ol WA FE3A E&E AN AFoin wEA WA MAHS
2739 hydroxyl groupztel WgAS $A% Wast gtk 919 Fig. 2& MAHS
Z}z} 9] hydroxyl groupZtd] &4 A#E Yetldi . (a)9 bE HE 2% X
A71& ol&sto dAEA 160°C7HA & F A wag AW yREFxe HIE
Ho Eo Aoz (a)9 HSARTE (b)Y weAe g2 $£2 AL #AFY
ATk o= 160°CAFol A starch$} glycerolZte] #A7He] mobility xkoldl 2§ ZAx=z
E 4 At F compounding3dtE FAHAA EAZHS] mobility7t L& glycerol©]
m-PES| MAH #%7|9 ©+68 75X d% st AL 9vdtt &8 m-PE
9 &% YT 5 Y MEE process(Proc.2)E /AR oed og e =F
ol A AA] & process(Proc.1)E blend¥ A&} vlma] Htc).

Fig. 39 (a)&(a’), (b)&(b"), (©&(c")= zzk LLDPE/PLST,
LLDPE/m-PE5/PLST(Proc.1), LLDPE/m-PE5/PLST(Proc.2)9] fracture A9
SEM micrographs®l™. m-PE7} H7tH A &L (a)9 BRE2A & o EFAT A7)
9] cavityZ} EAgE AE B £ o wtdd (b) 9 (0)9 cavitye TEE A2
PLST particle®] dispersity’} &8 & #FE F o} ol9 22 ZEZ=A 9 #
ol ¥&A4 AE3AA m-PEY & &} starchE, 7123 ozN HdE B
Azl FH EAo A Aotk ¥ Hi&AAHAE (b) & (09 AolE #FEAE
olgl ¢} muj&oA #EF (b))} (¢)& EE Proc29l 2% blendd interfacial
adhesion®| © & IFE A& & £ U
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Fig. 3. SEM micrographs of LLDPE/PLST(a)&(a’), LLDPE/m-PE5/PLST(b)&
(b');Proc.1 and LLDPE/m-PE5/PLST(c)&(c’);Proc.2

e A23AQ) m-PESl 2% interfacial adhesion® 719} 7tA43ld] o) &
starch®] &% EAo HF 239 REZXE A7l 2HAE AANGHLERE H
Z E29 7148 BAL A3 BSth Fig. 45 starch && PLSTY &ko] wg
blends®] Z=(MPa)et dd AE(%)E B FE
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Fig. 4. Tensile strength at break(MPa) and elongation at break(%) of blends as
a function of starch or PLST content(wt%)

471 Yetd 71A" EAE 2 PLST 3 20, 30wt%ol A Proc2d] @3 &
o] 7} ®ol FHE RS U 4 Uk WA 5 10wtk E 33 v Ee
EAS 2 RAE B . o]€ Proc.29l4 m-PE$} starch& WA blenddt= 3}
HolA m-PES @go] Z& 5 10wt%s starchd EPol m-PEol <23
encapsulation® ] 7}4 317} 51| %3 m-PE/Starch aggregation®] WA o2 A3 2
HeEta Mg

o ok

4.

]

o 29

1) D. Bikiaris, J. Prinos, K. Koutsopoulos, N. Vouroutzis, E. Pavlidou, N.

Frangis, & C. Panayiotou, Polymer Degradation and Stability, 59,
287-291(1998)

-451-



