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Effect of poly(ethylene-stat-glycidyl methacrylate)(EGMA)
addition on the tensile and impact properties of
poly(phenylene sulfide)(PPS)
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1. Introduction

Poly(phenylene sulfide)(PPS)= 19733 ©| =} 2] Philips PetroleumA} o] A Rytono] s AME 1
2 AY3d urlsAde] 871A8 FAEA 03 HdA, X A, AAEA LS J1x
Aem A7), HA, A 2 AY AYFoz FFEI Avgo) Zyistn ot PPSE &
B o 8toll A sodium sulfide(Na,S)9} p-dichlorobenzene(PDCB) . Z ¥ A ZH o] |8 vlw 3 3
g RO E sHR

solvent [—
Cl —@—01 +  NaS ~ B o>-€lr

PDCB sodium sulfide Poly(phenylene sulfide)

PPS2] fHElHo]l&E+= 85~90T, €525+ ¢F 2907 3y
Jgelof e XU+ At A7 2R

NA FFabel ofFF kzhel AR E A9 e

g otk oY 53 BAEL UelE PPSE 189 ¥ ZAGT Ao i
ojekstn AYrtge FAHoZ A FTEo] PPSe AA3) 71% E5 AT g I3
5 %o] o]fojxl1 lom, PPS/glass fiber = PPS/carbon fibers} & Bt A g to) o3t
AFolxE & nE=X a*‘-é’_— Bdggoz M v e B dua st w2’ o)
ALED ok H29 d7E2c HIAHAHe] ARBAE RAadow stu #AAe nExs
EYAZ 3ld LH%Z%*&—% ﬂﬁ}%wr FAO BAEY ASE Folem s A7x 2
gEa Atk AR gl PPSe} thE nRziete] BAS, £ Hso B AFs
F7RRI7E i E oy 1 A e ¥ ¥ ooty F2 dAd A% 2 HAA3)
of B ATt F& o|Fx o, 7AAY HAo ol wWE gk mE 2 Ao BI A
T vin g ﬁOIE} Wb & AF A= PPSE tlEEAR dl3 EAAow nRel e
BAE M E EGMAE A2 b& FANZ Ed9dd § 2tz EGMAS f2] "ol & 5(T,) o]
3kel -50C, %FA@O]% ol 4t 1 %*101] BFLE(Tn) ©13FQ 25T, 28] £G§L& 5% o]l4t9
150ColM 1%, 2AZEE AE3AL old W& ad RE2x2 #Fste PPSe wAQl

HpPESE ANG F ol

2 o] fézi% Z 2451},
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2. Experimental

2.1 Materials

B od o] A8 E PPSE SKIG|AM # %% SUNTRA S-500 grade(M.: 30,000 g/mo)E AH-&
54t 22732 29 EGMAE Nippon Oil & FatsAloll A #|Z ¥ Modiper A4400 type2]
“1go] =ML 0.3 g/10min, ¥]3: 0.97 g/em’)Z AL&3tSTh Table 1o] EGMAS] ZAdulo] wg
PPSEGMAE A =9 AlHAWMEE ettt PPSet EGMAS #H32d& 315-~320C3fof A
twin screw compounder(Toshiba, co-rotating intermeshing type, @ =35mm)E ©] & 3} AZsH o
m olg A3F 3 A4E 350mpmol Ut AF F FAHAH A X= Engel ES 240/75P A&
Hg7)1g ol gt Az on 1F L ASTME T3

Table 1. PPS/EGMA blends compositions.
PPS/EGMA (wt%) 100/0 98/2 95/5 90/10 80/20

Sampe code PPS1 PPS2 PPS3 PPS4 PPS5

2.2 Tensile test

gal g el o] AlHS ASTM D638l ejAstqen Alg7|7]& lloyd LRSOK7|F& AHE
stk zZ+zb -50, 25, 150Col A A Pe AAsgen AL € 2249 Ald AL 1
A zte g mAIA

2.3 Notched Izod impact test
ez ofo]z=E MY 0 2 Testing Machines Inc.(model: 43-02)2] 71718 ol &3¥Ytt. ASTM
D256 msron A © ;oA AFAZY AFL=dS AR 2o

2.4 Density measurement

ASTM D1505¢] ¢ A&l S7)¢] columng 7}3 lloyd InstrumentA} 2] Davenportd] & & o] &
2tk o}AECIN chemical, Hl%: 0.798 glem’)# ArgSRra(FA AT T AT A, HIF:
1.608 g/em)E WLl AlGol AHEEHATh

2.5 Heat deflection temperature measurement
ASTM D648¢] o] Asle dmdexs =A& At 717l ATS FARRAS] HDT-VICAT
tester(model: MP/3)E& o] &3t th

2.6 Morphology

o= ze) PPSUl] A EGMAS] shapdistel We s BadE 9 A7 27ls 2
NREE Lol 7] Yato] 33 n A (Polarized optical microscope, POM)& o} R&Ht. 717
= NikonAlS] OPTIPHOT2-POLS AM&31 3 vl &2 400ui2 A3 A A Z ¥ PPS/EGMA
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=/E HES £4& 479 POMs} JVCA A A 2% CCDV 7}9) 2 (model: TK-1270) 2
Media CyberneticsA} 2] Image Pro plus for window 1.2& o]-&3}¢c}h. Y3 PPS/EGMA Eal=
o A% # FAFEAFANA dojn FAetk mE A2 B3y Yste] JEOLAMS] Z=A}xz}
& 1] 7 (scanning electron microscope, SEM, model JSM-5200)-8 A}-& 3t}

3. Results and Discussion

3.1 Heat deflection temperature measurement

§ PPSoA{e] HDTE 1009C =24 713 =4 Yewds EGMA¢®] 3}3ko] Swt% 7R =
Fadts AF¥e 2oltrl 10, 20wt%d e TAl FrlstE B8-S Bl EGMAYF Swi% st
e dfolls &Y PPSET o 10CHE $& ge Jehich 10wt% s} 20wi% o] G s
TET ME A9 Aozt QAT £+% PPSETE o SCAHE zHA3et

iy
=y
ol

3.2 Particle size

EFHE FH3 PPSIEGMA Ed=¢ POM 2 AEAM ZAz wjegx9 PPS 1 of] 4]
T4 EGMAYAIE L EGMAQ] ko] Z71g e ulel xtel B #9237 2 AVEX
=7 BEF FUMEsE AE o F AU 58 swi% AAXE FEdass bt A A w2
EEEE PPS3IN HAE UBUdE 1 ol4e] EOMA #3oAE Al Zrsuc o
A7)0l FT71A = PPSet EGMAS] &8 353 34 o)A EGMA A5 2] § ZH(coalescence) &
Fell 7108 Aojm B AFolMe EHAY AT, HA-44 Mol EGMAY ZaFo] Swt%ol
H ekt

3.3 Density

EGMAS9| 33 slo] w2 PPSIEGMA EU =9 Wewss Zalste 2 A3} 4223 PPS
£ 1.3034g/em’0) Q3 &4-3 EGMAE 0.9782g/em’o])t};. W E = PPS3o| M= &3 712 3 A o
A% gEY o ¥ 9%, & 9555 EANo] Yok PPS2ol N E Ay HMBA ] A9
Bl e Udeddod, Urix A E L9 HAE JeEldh oo uls] EGMAR

g Y A3 swik A E YA A7) B 2molE vinA 23 12 BAS Ue

o, EGMAS] $ao] 10wt% ©)do] 59 ate] A7 7t BF 3molAez #Axw ue
HadolA EAEo Qe EXE 438 EFYsA BEEHo PPSHUOE [o AHA 9
EGMA2 ]la7t fratsoe] EAge e RS wA5 Q.

£ M
o

3.4 Tensile test result and morphology

50T ek 25Tl M= PPS3ZtA & HulZdxgtol & S0%H % Z7tsicirzl a1 olabe] ota
M BA FAdE AFE WdeEdATh 22y EGMAS Tw, PPSE T,0]/321 150°C ol A <]
FEYE 50, 25T ANAF HAA =g vasted B @454 Fe e Yo
EGMA | FFuiste] me A&RWIE ZAE A3 -S0C 25CAME Hogxsl v 23t
FHE Holm glevt FEIUF L& 150To)A PPS1Z PPS4, PPS5: mbtho] oy uig
PPS2, PPS32] A%, 150Col Mo WMo o3 Hre B Ao ALEH AAAHE meay
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QoA BeEx gt dolth olol ta POMoR BaY AT shge] dojubA we
PPS3E BOMAS| SIAEe] T2 MEUL PSSl & el FASA Aoldst FAlel
gguparel Faetl dolu 218 DAY F AT 2 sl Aoy PS5 ¢

2 EGMAY A EC] BFH| 9

—

QAo F9 2 PPS AAUFPol TUFA doAuA &
Lxo g og WMol WEH Yk XNAAA 24WPE #IY & Ad E=F 9
Eifa Aums ade ol AEH B QA W FHo2 Uy = e R
o 4 Il olol tig POMAME & Figure 10 UERHAT

L3}
il

Tensile direction

(@) (b)
Figure 1. POM micrographs of tensile fractured (a)PPS3 and (b)PPS5(x400) at 150T.

3.5 Impact rest result and morphology

Figure 2= EGMAS] ¥ #wiglo] wE PPSEGMA =9 A= ofo]2= FAZE Al
HA7Z Jebd Aolth -50, 25, 150TelA AA% AR} -50, 25T F=g W2
PPS37} A= 2 Z oz Z7bsttish PPS4cl A st PPSSAlAE A9 wWEIh e <
w49 Aze} fAbE FFe vehin At

.
T

oNJQL
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Figure 2. Notched Izod impact strength of PPSJEGMA blends.
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Figure 39] SEMAIRXE 150CoA ZAZES A g3k PPS3 T PPSSE etz )
PPS3¢] 9 EGMAAIE o] vlEE 2Q] PPSo 99& veld v 283 ax o7 g
ol PPS59] A¢AY dAEo] AA 3 Y FHL Holx ¢ o} 150TC 3k A PPS5
o] FAAYGRE B fFZ(coalescence)oll 2]&] 717 EGMASL Y=z}7} slEE A2 PPSo %‘
vv—’—}l‘»loi % ARAZRHdE EF3n EY2PN S298S Fozi no} =

FTAZERE JEHHS S BT o 23y 30T 9 25ToA e g REZ2 2|0 o
g EEFALHE BFY £ QAT B3 AARGAAY REZ A9} npAIIAZ AUF
ol EGMA7F BHEHJW JHo2 Hol uj$ <3 AdAZHE ANAgHoz #FFAs 4 9
N wetA ZsolZ7E YA FHE EolrtE ‘craze pinning’@AFo] UEFY F QA%
E7eal g ARAZ o g At HR Fe FFE 7HSS ¢ F YA

(b)
Figure 3. SEM micrographs of impact fractured (a)PPS3 and (b)PPS5 at 150C.
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