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Natural fiber composites

Plant fibers-
cellulose fibers
[ I | = |
' . . rasses
Bast fibers Leaf fibers Seed fibers
And reeds
Flax — Pineapple Cotton — Wheat
Hemp r— Banana Kapok — Oat
Sunn hemp  Sisal Coir I~ Barley
Kenaf [: Srew pine [ Rice
Jute Abaca Fruit fibers [ Bamboo
Mesta [ Curaua - | Bagasse
Ramie [ Agaves | _ Reed
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Roselle(karkadeh |— Henequen . | Rape
¢ ) L Date-paim Wood fibers | Rye
African palm |- Esparto
{: Hardwood '‘— Elaphant grass
Softwood Cannary grass
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Table 1. 348 2214 54 vz

) . Moisture content Elongation to Fracture stress Young's modulus
Fiber Density(g/cm3) (Wt%) break(%) (MPa) (GPa)
Cotton 1.5 - 7.0-8.0 287-597 5.5-12.6
Jute 1.3 12.6 1.5-1.8 393-773 26.5
Flax 1.5 10.0 2732 345-1035 27.6

Hemp - 10.8 1.6 690 -
Sisal 1.5 11.0 2.0-2.5 511-635 9.4-22.0
Coir 1.2 8.0 30.0 175 4.0-6.0
Bamboo 0.8 - - 391-1000 48-89
Pineapple - 11.8 1.6 413-1627 34.5-82.5
Ramie 1.5 8.0 3.6-3.8 400-938 61.4-128
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Table 2. sisal, curaua, jute A-4-9) QAT AE, wjskzt

Mo ZE M= Hygkzt,

= (MPa) | (%) (deg.)

u)x] 2] sisal 183 1.0 179
ezl X8 sisal 290 14 19.0
o|2X 7] Ag sisal | 225 1.4 19.0
A2 jute 465 0.7 17.1
Stze] A2 jute 590 1.6 19.6
o137 Mg jute | 545 1.1 18.2
") z)2] curaua 495 1.3 18.8
0|27 A& curaua| 480 14 19.0
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Table 3. Calcium-sodium alginate 352 B4

Property [ Specification
Denier(dtex) T 2-3
Tenacity, standard conditions(cN/tex) 15~22

Loop tenacity(cN/tex) 3~5

Elongation, standard conditions(%) 12~20
Moisture content(%) 15~25
Heavy metal content(ppm) <20
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r r . Table. 4. 7| EAF 459 EA
CH,OH ] i NHCOCH, ] P‘?;;:ty . Specification
1 H Mechanical
A0 © OH H Denier(dtex) 1.5~3.0
OH H H Tenacity in standard conditions(cN/tex) 10~15
. H H O Tenacity in wet conditions(cN/tex) 3~7
Loop tenacity(cN/tex) 3~7
- H N n CHOH “m Elongation in standard conditions(%) > 10
Structural
n>>m Av. molecular weight(Mv), kD 150~300
Figure 8. 7|Ete] 73 Polydispersity (Pd) 3.5~6.0
WRV (%) > 150
1 9ol FEA AAEFE A A9 AR Crystallinity index(%) 35~50

A F2HE 7" B Afsrt Fse)
ol Hie 55T 54 7KL JoBg vt
ol FopIN B 84S FEE & U 19
w7 EAte 718 E kAl frE AR diAls)
T AFEAAEME A 24 R 384
Rl AHgo] A<) Brbsalct thl A2 o)g
£ 27 ol w9 A2 alginate A
53} 7o) B3e BIPIRE AAol S AT
o588 2AE 582 F vk 71EARE 2-amino-
2-deoxy-D-glucopyranose $} 2-acetamino-2-deoxy-D-
glucopyranose l(Figure 8)2 7H F-Zg A olth.
FFIAM I} N-acetylglucosamine ™9} 2]
Zo7h AR 5 selHE 54 solE
hyaluronan3} fA}SHA o] vlo| LY EAE AAE
A gake Hel® o}F 2 A Fo|tk JEAF 4
=49 alginate A= EFE9] Lodz 38
FaoM AZzANLH HdB FEZ AT <
Aol 1B Hejobe] AESE Ae= e
2] 221(lysozyme), N-acetyl-D-glucosamines} 7+

Table 5. 42514 482 A8 7B 44 54

& dAelel ety B50) A9A

A A SO R A, o8
$02 Az AL Ahe) QA AL
2~4 %2 BA}F Lufl 1.5~6 %o TEX} 20 CollA
50~300 s8] =& 7}XH clogging value?] Kwi=
20°ColN Ha BATHS HAF S o, 0~4007
Eolth F1EA A4 WAL SR TR §
%, 28R AR A0 59 5E 127 WA} 7
52 AN 98 $oHR9 2asd ) 4
o7} Siek Sl g ANEA fr) B Tuble 4]
epigick

P ) Az e B 71 olio] e
o 1) A6 ALAT AR 2PaE ol
Fseha2) TRE 24T 5 slov, 7IEde) 5
Foll w2} B AdAe ool FFeln 3) 94
Ho|Z A HHHHUE B % 3low 4) 4
o2 & 7lolth Table 59} Table 69 = 24
Aj3le] ERAlshE B4 A57H AEAEE Feke)

Sample | Denier(dtex) | Tenacity(cN/tex) Elonfation(%) v** (kD) Crystallinity index(%) WRV(%)
A 2.55 14.8 15.2 252 48.0 240
B 2.64 10.9 32.0 235 353 590

Table 6. 6, 11, 242 7% & 7|24} 459 AL
Mv* (kD OAS(ug/cm®

Sample Lysozyme(ug/cm?) 5 v i 1( ) 57 | 3 (ﬁl ? ) 52

A 100 145 95 75 0.05 0.08 0.15

B 100 102 52 34 0.11 0.17 0.25
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Table 7. T} 2Axe EA

Parameter Specification

Specific weight(g/m?)

- total 80

- active layer 40
Tenacity of supporting layer(N/cm) 10

Air permeability(l/m’s) 1200
WRV(%) 400
Bacteriostactic activity >0
7% Aozt vehd gl

R e BN AR PEoE Ausw
QA7 5] e el AHL AT 7184 4
F 1 mmelM 40 nmARe) 2712 BehlE)
Hlo)Z 46 HZ AN, BEOE o)A
O 4fu TRASH Bkl A8 BT F
2 98 ¥Rolx 249 5 Uk NEN FUHE
TP OE RHEE Y AFYOE Az ¥
HE FolH E2hce] Loz Bu/Fo] ATLA
AT} VE RS ANZO2 PP PUEE AHE
ST, i) L84 22 el PP st 12 4
F(1Swi% ol TYFOE F2E WETk Tuble
7ol olel% Tk $H TS BYS tehAIT:

3. dHjo| 2o} EB|A(Biomatrix)

o

B34 ERAR &, o] L5 F AHH
A EGAE 7S ST Z2 3, of
A T 2L Ayt HIEHA LEAT Bol
AR Stk TEu sdES THE R A4S A
&4F 5 AEHe T4 S22 HV1E9 A
s7F ¢ ojF 2 FTole SR $4318)
e E0)7) Y8l AR LEAE OFF IR
At ol ARGSIAU AR LRAE 100% Wt
o|REHAFS REA} MEHLT ARl AT
AF7E s AP ch1-3]. A7) AR
&4 ZEAR= IR ZERP Hlsled 7EA o] 4~5u)
Higt F2 5 dY Rolell Bol ARE $ou,
iAol ol 7 stetat el L8R 7

Z,}..J

e rir

A BN B4 B vl LEYAEE ¥
29 o8 Rolelq Mgl 2718 A0 /1)
ok

Hlol 9 TEA MER2E BN RANE A
SA717, BHAY YIS BN IRy
B 852 ARAFE 9 1EH EYAE
o GBg S, PN SR AR
4g Ras) vk 2RAOE 7] 7K A
A4 WEd 22 talis o AlFEe] 27
ok
D) 993 4EAEE A2
2) A7)0 WE JEHA} RLOF, o] 9T, B
3} B9l oJet cisjel 2V 9 AS
3) SESAA BolHE AR
4) YA FRAN HAE FR H7) AME
273 F5% AR

HA7IA A8 Ho| LERA 59| PfEYAE A}
g0l 7hsdt AR 2 A QRSN A& Table 8
o Zg2J3tAtH8). Hlo] LEJA B HE-=|= vio|
S yEA M EYAE ERae S o8 77t
ek 9AAFe) W} Qrhaa sk A
2 ERY 5 Qom, 4Rl ge B HTz
o w2t ERY F= Utk T oJEA THEolA)
=71l w2t A d(biosynthetic) 3, ¥H8 g (semi-
biosynthetic) &, $813H4(chemosynthetic)H 0 2 &
78 % itk orlddMe HE R ot EF7
gt} Asi7|2 gtk APAE TR A9
oA gA AR E, AT SRR
HRYI SN STEE SR 4R} 7
Saik mek AR 2de 71ge] ojriel
b uoke ekTzs Balead dEdtT ¢
% gith

WA, AR AEZ 10l 722 AFAIY B
A= G FAEHE EEAEY WEY AR
g7 HeiMe TR AL s £ 52
g3t 0 2 sjAstoof st & =9, AeY 7
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Table 8. L84 TEA) T/ A= A
Material class Manufacturer Product name
Cellulose acetate Mazzucchelli BIOCETA®
Planet Polymer EnviroPlastic®-Z
Copolyester BASF Eastman
Ecoflex Easter Bio™

Polycaprolactone(PCL)

Poly(ester amide)

PET-modified
Polyglycolide(PGA)

Polyhydroxyalkanoates(PHA)

Poly(lactic acid)(PLLA)

Poly(viny! alcohol)(PVOH)

Starch & starch blends

Other blends

Birmingham Polymers
Planet Polymer
Solvay

Union Carbide

Bayer

DuPont

Alkermes
Birmingham Polymers
Boehringer Ingelheim
PURAC

Metabolix

Biomer

Monsanto

Alkemers
Birmingham Polymers
Boehringer Ingelheim
Cargill Dow Polymers
Chronopol

Hygail

Neste

PURAC

Idroplast

Novon

Planet Polymer

Texas Polymer
AVEBE
Bioplastic(Michigan)
BIOTEC

Buna Sow Leuna
Earth Shell

Midwest Grain
Novamont

Novon

Starch Tech
Alkermers

Bio Plastic(Colorado)
Birmingham Polymers

Boehringer
Planet Polymer
PURAC

Poly(ge-caprolactone)
Enviroplastic®-C

CAPA®

TONE®

BAK1095

BAK2195

Biomax®

Medisorb®
Poly(glycolide)

Resomer
PURASORB®PG

PHA

Biomer™

Biopol®

Medisorb®
Poly(L-lactide)&Poly(DL-lactide)
Resomer

EcoPLA®

Heplon™

Poly(L-lactide)

PLA
PURASORB®PL/PD/PDL
Hydrolene®
Aqua-NOVON®
Aquadro™

Vinex™

Paragon™

Envar™
Bioplast®,Bioﬂex®,Biopur®
Sconacell®

Starch-based composite
Polytriticum™ 2000
Mater-Bi™
Poly-NOVON®
ST1,ST2,ST3

Medisorb®

Biocomposite material
Poly(DL-lactide-co-caprolactone)
& Poly(DL-lactide-co-glycolide)
Pesomer®
EnviroPlastic®-U
PURASORB®PLG,
PURASORB®PDLG
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< FM-eIY B3 2 THAAE AR AU
B8 EoP) dstd 3RS AR stk
" (Table 82) Mater-BI). T3+ A-Fo| v} AEZ A7} 7
A3 e SESAVIE d2HFAZ 2N 7]E

T2E FASEA Bhade AT SE Aot

(Table 89] Sconacell A, BIOCETA). 121} o]¢]
gk 7R &j3le) BA) LERS) 313HY, 8lF, 7]
AH, €4 429 dR7F wslslr e st AR
% AstEE Aol vk 53], S|2FA7]9 o
2ESH AEEXAY] FAKE FERE AAEHEA
AEEZAA JEA] 7S Bosle 8%
W 9] otk A shURl AEFE
7 HAdW(biotechnological synthesis)S 2 WHg
&% (fermentation)& ©]-&-3H=dl|[3], PIBEN 2ls)
o z] AAEZAZ A4 == poly(3-hydroxybutyrate)
(PHB)$} 71 F=8A| &= “biopol” (Tuble 8 X))z}
= AEHOE 47 Hlo| QEFF Y] T3 )
EgA F4 gptolth Table 991 A|AE vle} 7o)
PHB= tAE ZTolAE FoA 7H x4l
Ao® Fejxz s} 7242 7)EY HE I X
2 AL, @9 E Bl 2HE 9 ¢
F gatd AdE 7HAL ok

T PHBE H|ES n|AE EE2EHE 58
szl oA oy iRt 2 e A
A AR EAS) APEsE = Fa% AR HAX
B2 SollA §H(F 180 C)& 7KK st &
7FAA] A E0)7] Wl TiEsiA s S8

o] 7Fsdlth= Zlolth whetAl, 2ol PHBA ZE

l_.

:

Table 9. PHBS} -8 73jote) 24 v)a

Bl PHB PP PET |Nylon-6,6
F3(C) 180 176 267 265
FHMO)E(C)| 5 -10 69 50
ARNT(%) | 60~80 | 50~70 | 30~50 | 40~60
5 (g/cm3) 1250 | 0905 | 1.385 | 1.14
(%) 0.2 0 0.4 45
EbA E(GPa) 3.5 1.7 29 238
A&7} = (MPa) 40 38 70 83
3 A (%) 6 40 100 60

AL EYAE FEalee vo|LEGA s O
g A7t ] o] FAA L UTH9).

Aol A A T2 HE AolR)= 2 1Klactic acid)
3 2L A o]E] XE o|FAE s
E st AR IRAE AT 5 Utk o
T A Aol aigEhy poly(glycolic
acid)(PGA)1} poly(lactic acid)(PLA) 2-2 o]E59]
FEHATL A7)0 &3} o5 YEE HH A
oA EAR de] AMEI glom, HekA A
A 9 AZ7Ego] HlwE golslr] wio] wiole
EARY] M EY2EAME A FAHE 7HA
7 TH8-10]. 3], PLAE v]=¢] Cargill-DowA}
oA ALl AFated ZRHE1-2 $kg BEY
7V FELE gl 7Fedl 2 ALE AWEE,
o2 PLAS m|EYAE 3 nlo] QB3R 59 3
£ v S 38 2 ASF Azbgr

T1 gt RS TG o) BF 3kt
o= o]RojX| & 79 sheFd Hell <3 poy
(e-caprolactone)(PCL)2] 1} poly(butylene succinate)
(PBS) ol «17]e] &t

ol gt ARG IEAE vio]| 2LEA Sl
g3t siEY AR EE3P] dsiMe q8 TRE
T atoiol shm, Q70 A3 A Fe] A
o] FAHt} Fasltt 1T FRARE Ax
3t7] 13 A EY L AAYE MRSk 7]
F& NELT 93 47, AZE ES EF
ATk T3 Y 2AEE o AERE
Hxet B et §3A 0] Aok BEo] A
NEZF AAER Bl AFSstedof &k, A
A B dist S8 FAdE 7HAOF @
Atz o2 ARl R s vlo] QEA]
59 WEYAEA $X9 oY 2AES FE9)
N7 e EETE 53], A9AET) oA
EY FTE Ago] vl LEJAF 28317
dl& Aokl Aok AR HEH F7tar Hiol
LYFEA WEYE FoA PGA, NE AR
[Sconacell A(BSL), Mater-Bi(Novamont)], PHB 7|

2 WE
rlo
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£ FSEd 228 B9 B34 AU 81
2 APALOTH 332 5 gk olst 2L A2

A 3Hdecrystallization) I3 )3 1EE0] 7}40A)
% 2 A%g W) HRo] AE2el Bk
(plasticity)s FAI7I=H 7oty FAEH<
F7kaslel g Ae B 3 A A3H
o] gtom, ol o2 WY ofgt HREHY ME
HRE AA o]FAR £ i3] IF¢ 9 A
T AAERE B sl(dewaxing), $Z2] A2|(alkali
treatment), 12} L E 353K (graft copolymerization),
ol el 23 uF-L(esterification), o}A &3 ak-Z
(acetylation), ¥ (bleaching), T+ o] 7}x] 2
Al(coupling agent)9] ALl A2] &9 t3Hy 72
HPH4-9]01 v Fet2n) e HA] AY 22 £
214 12 01218 F3e] vl LB 2]
A-EYA Alolo] ARZARY st A 7)
A% gxel gpol wslel Stk w3 £
8 Wyel] og A-REHe A st 7ids|
7eszA B

e A A8 dE Agde e &3
A9l AAEH N Boln 225 WE o)
S Asith. A cellulose-OH) ¢} AN EF
(NaOH)2] 32 £hg3} 0] Lof 4 Qink

Cellulose-OH + NaOH — Cellulose-O-Na* +
H,O + Surface Impurities

1213 ol 23 Aele AAEF A He 9
< 93 3l 2 2d(lignin), g2 R 2A A4

o4

X £
250 QRE AR, dehe) ASE2 HRT

ZE #)23Hdepolymerization) A|7|3 2 7o)€
crystallite 5 & WA ZITh gz A2 F1t 3v]
A 22 »(hemicellulose) 7t Al AR 3 S0 sjHE
7+ P92 B oA Y FHEE Yozt
T3 54 3 7329 gado] AMAEEA 2
RSt oL AEE2 2 BAMKEE4 packing
o] t] 7 o]FojZth NaOHe| A= Hf W £
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Table 10. A comparison of tensile and flexural properties of a number of natural fiber-reinforced polymer matrix

r2
e

composites
Composites J T.S.(MPa) T.M.(GPa) T F.S.(MPa) F.M.(GPa) Remarks
~42 ~1.6 T ~119 ~3.9 30wt%, chopped fiber
Silk/PBS ~48 ~19 ~150 ~5.1 40wt%, chopped fiber
~50 ~23 ~155 ~6.0 50wt%, chopped fiber
Jute/Starch 42~61 - 38~72 - 50wt%, ST fabric form
Jute/PEA 32~35 - 38~47 - 30wt%, ST fabric form
Coir/PEA 29-~38 - 55~88 - 50wt%, ST mat form
Sisal/PEA 48~74 - 79~90 - 50wt%, ST mat form
Henequen/PP - - ~62 ~32 30wt%, ST chopped
Kenaf/PP ~28 ~6.8 ~28 ~2.3 40wt%, loose long fiber
Coir/PP ~10 ~1.2 ~27 ~0.5 40wt%, loose long fiber
Sisal/PP ~33 ~5.2 ~25 ~1.7 40wt%, loose long fiber
Hemp/PP ~52 ~6.6 ~54 ~49 40wt%, loose long fiber
Jute/PP ~27 ~3.5 ~34 ~2.7 40wt%, mat form
Flax/PP ~29 ~5.0 - - 30wt%, long fiber
Flax/PLA ~53 ~8.3 - - 30wt%, long fiber
Henequen/CA - - 55~65 4~5 30wt%, chopped fiber
Glass/PP 32~89 ~6.2 ~60 ~4.4 30wt%, mat form

Note: T.S.: Tensile Strength, T.M.: Tensile Modulus, F.S.: Flexural Strength, F.M.: Flexural Modulus, PEA: Polyester
amide, PP: Polypropylene, PLA: Poly(lactic acid), CA: Cellulose Acetate. Remarks indicate the fiber content and the
reinforcement type. The symbol '~ designates the approximate value of the property. The symbol ‘- indicates no
available information. ST designates the surface treatment that may influence the properties of the corresponding

composite.

o] B EL BRI ST wet ke A
AR BIAEY Tl Ae ¢ Al
FIE o8 AFAel o] HiEo] gith4-
6,13). A-FEHE] A7) (roughness) ] 57} FE.
geo] AL 71414 2 mechanical interlocking)
o] 7VedE SVHIA A-rlEYE Fde Y
AlZlck NaOH 29455, AAZE Ak 54
A= AFE L A ARiEe a8 =
e 7= g F28 988 stk UF 2
TEe AZEXE ZAAE AT ARl A
3= gadS e Z AAANA L3 i
FeE Asrd F Ak

o el 23} ¥t-3{Etherification): 4] Ao}
o g3} uk-S{cyanoethylation) S 71ASE $)5} o)
23} yh-3o] dEHQl o F shelrt oj2¥®
UEYL o 23} vhgA| 2 AFE-"rH6,14-15]. L
I 19SS F71 22 shllA] dojdth AE

22 B22 40 Tl H-gA 9} En) 24 NaSCN
°© 2 ¥3k9 4% NaOH 888 AH-sled olFd"

EUESR} ¥ —‘QE} B TEA 157 benzyl
chloride 9}¢] ¥H2-2 oje| 231 HAM -2 |23}
o Fh

°}Hl§§} WH-3{(Acetylation): HAHF-2] opAlE
3 W2 AET A 4ol 7HasE AFs] |
st 3= 7 & LE R o 2B S kel o}
Agst A= 22l ARE FE AlF e A&
dlo] gtont, HAMR7ASE vlo] QB 5 A9
e b 5]:L°ﬂ B IS ol gTi16,17]. of
*ﬂaﬁ} -2 A7 AW Sl AdElelA 8
39 4 rh 3 o2 maleic anhydride 7
dicarboxylic acid anhydride:= Aol EA)8=

B2 IFH wheeke ThaskE HANTE N
AXNE & AUk oA E s} 3ol acetic anhydride
7} acetic acidH vt A3 Eh 1 o]

= acetic acid
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Figure 9. Influence of surface modifications on performance
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Polypropylene (PP), B: Raw henequen/PP, C: Dewaxed
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by soaking for 10 min.
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Figure 10. (Top) Specific flexural properties of kenaf/UPE
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