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Fig. 1 Reactivity of PUF samples with catalyst (PC-5) content at low density (water
content=3.5 php).

-70 —



500

® Cream time
© Geltime
400 n w Tack[reetime
=) I
2
E o v
© 200 L v
< v
&) ] v
100 L ©
(o] o °
e
0 1 h g e, b
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20

33LV (php)

Fig. 2 Reactivity of PUF samples with catalyst (33LV) content at low density (water
content=3.5 php).
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Fig. 3 Density and compressive strength of PUF samples with catalyst (PC-5)
content at 3.5 php water content.
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Fig. 4 Density and compressive strength of PUF samples with catalyst (33LV)
content at 3.5 php water content.
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Fig. 5 Scanning electron micrographs of the PUF with catalyst (PC-5) content:
(a) 0.2 php; (b) 1.0 php; (c) 1.8 php.
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Fig. 6 Effect of polyols on the compressive strength of polyurethane foam having
equal density.
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Fig. 7 Effect of polyols on the compressive bstrength of polyurethane foam having
equal density.
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Fig. 8 Effect of polyols on the flexural strength of polyurethane foam having equal

density.
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Fig. 9 Effect of polyols on the flexural strength of polyurethane foam having equal
density.
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Fig. 10 Density and compressive strength of the PUF samples with NCO Index.
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(a) (b) (c)
Fig. 11 Scanning electron micrographs of the PUF with NCO Index:
(a) NCO Index= 90, density=55.3ke/nr’;
(b) NCO Index=110, density=55.7kg/m';
(c) NCO Index=130, density=62.6ke/m’.
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