F -1 B0 HHEON - gkl X 5 FEFE 021t

F-1. BBORSFHEON - BE iz L 2FBBH/EOTI
— BRI B A S ORSESNIED KM —

bR KAaAZER, RIIIHE]

LiEE

—RIIME T LRI T T AF w7 LB LU TELRBERF LV TRITT2 2 LR
ThHd, TODHBEE, S LT AOHEELIL, BIERR W ORERBORE®
BIZLVHEEATWS, L2L, BBRBEBTHVLAITEHOBSIE. BN ORE L
BERTExT, HodEfTrmdl EAEETHS, LV DITERIKTLALEMT LB
DVWTHERRBOEFIREELZLH T ILEENT Y, Tk 5 2FEICHTIHESY
D TPV, £ZC, ERBBCHELSFEMBLLEL T RWNE I hORLSELY
W35 FEOMBIRM BRI,

7. FBESRT, BFREORVNEFEOBRELTTo 1, TOK&R,. RBAEICH
LB RIR U, BBSIEL X, BRE( ), BREBAKX(” ), 1 E—F
A(Z)TdhD,

AL, BRBEBICB T3 8HORLEEBHTEOEMMATHY, KORT v 7 TilE
T,

[ : FBRBHEORES AT b ERERGELEELT S,

O: BREsCESYEX o5 LT 3RTF L LT, o7&, FR(bE, £EE
EXRy b, o7k &RILE. RBREEORAREALETAY TRV, {E
FMEOER L BRI L OBEMELRD D,

I : BACOBERAOBOLLOERFTH DY - MEBEMCEX TREHLSE, H{EID
LOBREEOE(LEHLNICT D,

2. ZR

2.1 BRKMEORIE S A7 b L BEREDRE(L

GREEOREICIE, LCR A—#— HP 4284A, FIMRAVEEHP 16451B (E =2 — L b/X
vH—F (B B L{EEM SU-220(F 34 =22y 7 () B) ZMHEDETbORE
B4 5, REHC AR Lkiz~ IMiz O3SFHME 5V ¥HIMT 5, EREBiCKHT 2HBRFED
BEE, EEANICEEYRRL. BEMCRE L, SHRBEZH,»HTTY., ERiE
NOBRRLIBREBALRERDE, ¥, EHLIKKBRREICE T 57 E—F A
REOES ) BEEMTHELTRDE, ZORES AT LZBR, BRNEORESRM
DORBILZIT 7=,

2.2 B THEOLFEREOZER BRSSO

BEE LTBBEECAT 530 FROADKEBEMARDIHDICRY AF L (PS) &, &
RIEEOEBREIWRRS-DIEEERY =F L (LDPE) ¥, BREE(v) OEBEMD
TeicA Y 7 Vv 6 0R) (KRR LDEAR Y v —]2RE L7 (Table 1), ThEILOR
BloFRiL, PS I3 E# 100 m, LDPE i3 X4 120 mD 7 ¢ /L AR, IR IZE 49
2mmD I — hRE L7z,
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Table 1 Model samples

Effect of molecular weight Polystyrene (PS) Mw/10° . 1.87, 2.49, 3.16
Effect of crystallinity Low Density Polyethylene |Crystallinity (%) :
(LDPE) 52.4, 55.1, 58.4
Effect of crosslinking density|lsoprene Rubber (IR) v X 10'mol/cm®:
1.2, 1.7, 2.1, 2.2, 2.4

2.3 WaFHEON - BELIC X D2FEERMEOE(L

PS, LDPE, IR BREHZ W T, REiHF 2/ 7T —27 5 FHAOENBRRE B SUNTEST
CPSt (NT AR Z2EH L., REXSLEREZITo=, £/, BERLLERITIEEH
RAF Y — - F—7 - CRERBMRERR) 2/ L TICTIT o/, $1bic & B {LEME
OEALZHLNZT R0, FHARTFEBI G FROM. B, BEEEEREE,
FT-IR(Z 4 /U A8, ATR #5). B8 FT-IR. B RARRE C-NMR (CP/MAS 3, GHD/MAS )

DRE, T EITo T2, Table 2 Optimum measuring
.S R LB conditions for £’ , €” and /z
3.1 BEBEOMES A7 b L HEREOREL  [Lrouency IRRer

BRMILT S HAREORBE ML, [

ectrode size |[Smm¢

BELXAEL, BEERERE S TIICLENST Temperaturs —30~60°C
BEEFBETE, REoEXIZELTIX Humidity 54~ 64%
S0umPUENELTNWEZ ERbhoTz, Eik, 2.5 500
BRRIEOHWH L WERFEORBILETZ 5ol " “=eg = a0 _
W, BREOERWHAISERS X CRERGEZHL I - Lana g
PC LT (Table 2), 7235, AZROBWETIE, « - 4
REOESBIUBEBOTEMEA v E—Fr 2 10F 200 =
(2) L BERBERCH-Te0T, Z22ZomFET 0.5- -100
FMELMAE Iz v, BB 2B 0BE 0 ' ' * 0
S cmein, SRR

Fig.1 €’ and /z vs. weight average

3. 2 ﬁif}%ﬁﬂo){bimﬁ@%ﬁ & ﬁgﬁﬁto)g molecular wei ght for PS.

i frequency; 100kHz, temperature;20°C
(DLFERBIOCRBLEOHMZ L bi2o TH 1. 80 400
BTN, LZREP L, ZOZERSTR f?/. T
BICRELENOEZERLBERL OBKIZET ~ a
BIMTHESHTVAMEE—BLE °9, ¥ _ ¢ 750 Bt TR

. BREBEORMCY LTS, BEEImL. Y
Iz I L7, BRERBLIV 1z L HITHRAK
RELLTW o, —F, T, FREE. 1.70 L. 350
EREEOERCEVTHERE puwsLr, 0 2048, % ©
7. Fig. 12 IR LEL 5108 TF RS EaILE Fig. 2 Relationship between &’

and /z vs. crystallinity for LDPE.
LHBERBLO Iz LITITHEHBRBEURICH Y . 284F frequency;100kHz, temperature;20°C
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BEIERBER T 2holz, ZOZEMD,
P ED DL RBET(NRFTEERL
IzOERE LTRAS,

3.3 ¥ - BELIZ L BAFERHMHEOE(

3.3.1 kH{EER

(1)PS, LDPE, IRIZIV\T. KH{LEER DY
Mz BEROE(NE 2OEIIREL
TWiz, QPSIZEWT, EABBHICLY
AFHOYNFED ) HFEAET Licas, 1008 , ) Pk
FhICEY, BERBEDLE-LHWMEINS, carbony! index

DT EiE3.2 THLMN 224y TRDF Fig.3 € and /z vs. carbonyl index
BE~OKENE LB TONE, Xbic. Egaoérl?mU:HSradlated LDPE.
ROAMEANEMCHRT S &, BERIRN

50 RFRI THEA L. BN 100 R TW o= AL, BN 50 R TE 2 P LTV, =
NIEREETHIINR=NVEOERBITHEEIZE Y, B ROV R =L ENERS
AILIZLABBFHRILLIBEREDEY "B I UVFODHROWBELICL A EHELE
AohDd, TOXS5IZPSORLLICL bR IMER{LE LILL VWX B ENTEE,
RILDPE iLBW T, FRERBLV 2R Y 2 F LU ORIEELOBELREETH A IR
ENA T v 7 AV L OBRBRERDERER. KL ERFRMOBMIZ & b2V BERORME
TP IzORMPELEANFR=NA Ty 7 2OBMB RO, ZHIEEKIC L EEE
THIINKR=LVERERL, RETFHRERERESDSH O, BERXEM b L E
2bhd, £, FEIBRARBLT 2OELEINB=NA UF v 7 ADTALHR
BEMRBERICHDZ LB o7 (Fig. 3), (@) IRIZBWT, XkL{EFEo®MmIz L b 2n
BERIIEONITHML |, Iz 3BT Uiz, S{EEEM OB & b2 W FHERIHY
MUZHEBRE LT, BEETHAIINLR=AVERER L, R FHEBERB =10 0
LEZ LIS, 13

1. 10m— 1.00

o
©
()]
Iz /lzori

1.05

E, /3'o|—i

— 1.0
3.3.2 MA{LER ;

(1)PS, LDPE, IRIZEWT, H{LEEMOMMIZ h

HSBBROEE Iz OB IRIHSLE, 812 - 0.9 %
(2) PS, LDPEIZ3W\THE, S{bsmommic < ]
Lbie ) HFMEOERSR LT, B N = PR
BLUO ZIHVEERRON 2o T2,

(3) IR IZHBWT, H{ERf DIz & b2

BERIWML, 23D L, £, AL 1 0.7

0 0.05 0.1 0.15

RN EORIGRELHHMLTRY, FE 1717em™'/1450cm™

BELQ Iz OBk L F=nrEoRkivig Fig.4 €’ and /z vs. IR absorbance
. ratio for IR thermal degraded.

B OE & XIS L7z (Fig. 4), ZHubd*  (20°C, 100kHz)

b, IR DBENIZLE L RS BEL(LEFER

— 141 —



RIZIZEVIRXBZ LATE:,
4. f5dm

BERHAB BT MM OREEBUEOEBHAL LT, ZROFLSTHEOK - 814
LIZ X 5FBEFHEOEICE L THAEL., ROBHRER=.
[FHERECOVWTHREORWHAIFEB LUCRIEEEEZHA LM LE, F-,

AVE=F U RAEZRBORES LBEOERCHMELE ZE2REBLE,
I: (1) ZFEBICERCECEMZL b 2o THEBRITWMML, 238D L,
@R, HRLE, REEEOCZRITBVTHERL Iz kxS Lk,
Q) FRLKERLELBFERS LV Iz LIKITERBRICHZ, ZoZLhd, ik
ICEDZDX I MEELAFERE LOELE LTEND, £, BEAEIC
BLE ZIZE o THFRE LRI SVEBROE(LZMBZ LB TE B,
IT:LDPE D{RENLIEERICEV T, BRBEOEBLIP OB INAR =LA T
7 ADELEEMBRIZHDZ LB DY, BELLICBITIEERERCHEIINL
R=NEOEREY IZICEWRZADZ LR TE, HEBELEREIT 2 BELT S,
7, LDPE D{REMELLERICE VT, MERITORREN L. HERECTVRVE
BT Iz b EEL TV,

UEDZ L6, BILOFELBELZHRERL L2 ORBICIVABZ LR TE, B
D Iz ZREBRLGTHORENITENTHZLICLY, BHORSELZBEEBH CX 5
FLOFEERRTE L, 5%, ZEOBRBFETOT 41—V FF—F LEBHOL(E L
EXHL, MEOHBEZROLILIZLD, B OBRRRABICRIT SHLEORKIEG A
&3,
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