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Mechanical and Thermal Properties of Hydroxypropyl
Cellulose/ TEMPO-oxidized Cellulose Nanofibril Composite Films'

Yu-Jeong Jo® + Hye-Jung Cho® * Sang-Jin Chun’ + Sun-Young Lee>'

2 o

H oLoj|A= HPC (hydroxypropyl cellulose)?} TEMPO Atstel MEZ QA Lp:Ad-f(Tempo-oxidized cellulose
nanofibrils, TOCN)7} Eﬂlﬂ_ Balh2o Azt Bt E0] 7|47, 9F EAL BHHer] ) QAT U A
FF EA471(TGAYE S8kt HPC/TOCN E3tdEoA] TOCNE| go] 1 wi%o| A 5 wi%7tA| S71eeE Q1%
Ao UEAASE AHR0R FA: AFS MYk Tel} TOA £4 Zuh TOONS Heel wAgle]
HPC/TOCN E3E52 4 Y42 A9 ztol7t §lglch

ABSTRACT

Hydroxypropyl cellulose (HPC) composite films filled with TEMPO-oxidized cellulose nanofibrils (TOCN) were pre-
pared in this study. In order to investigate mechanical and thermal properties of HPC/TOCN composite films, tensile
strength and thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) wer performed. As the loading level of TOCN increased, the tensile
strength and modulus increased significantly. However, thermal stability of HPC/TOCN composite films was not related
to the loading levels of the TOCN.

Keywords : Hydroxypropyl cellulose, composite films, tensile properties, thermal stability, TEMPO-oxidized cellu-
lose nanofibrils
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et al., 2013).

UrAIER oA 459 470] 100 nm wr} 2
on], 449] Zoliz 44 nm W2 ERT. o
efgt 27]9] M 71Ee] ABRoA 4ot Ha
sfo ulEEHo] WS 7] wlEe] Sut AR
A ol 1S wslelm, Zwel wo] Holut
A2 71%S 7He aA24 7= Qo
(Nathalie et al., 2012; Darja et al., 2015; Masayuki
et al., 2009).

AEzes Uit A5 7] ddide &
Aol AEres ARE E2A7l= 2ol Fasith
AEzes HAie Aot AR7t At 23E
U7 wiEe] =2 a&E Eefsks o] I3l
SR 7|54 ) ,2,6,6-tetramethyl-piperidin-
l-oxyl (TEMPO)E ©|-&3f| 4l3Hi]7]= Aoz AE
EoA HA7F 498 AEReA Uit A7t
= 3] EE e o]2gt TEMPO-4H3} #
gy AEZ A YLA-(TEMPO-oxidized cellu-
lose nanofibril, TOCN)+= &2 wlo]QujA Haf=
AEE 7HATE =3 Aol =i yEAdol H
olue, =2 EEAS 7= T TR Hold A4
e 7L Q7] dizoll, @A A=, o35t
a4 9 fEgel § §&Ropt "WolAa it
(Nathalie et al., 2012).

F|Zoll= & LEA MEL 2| ofy TR o}
& HAAE Este] Az BdARE ot &
ofe]l AEA1717] 9l AFE 3 21 ek o]t
HEA B R 8} wjEZ A 12k
%29] 100 nm o|s} =79l BHAAHYE Hrlste] A=z
gk AR LEA Ul B Qo] E4F EAAE
o]-g3t7] flste, A7t o]-&sto] ¥ A
E2eA YT A (cellulose nanocrystal), 11t
S WX Yo| | (high pressure homogenizer)L} Z]3}o]
Y(fine refiner)e} 22 71A4|A A2|& o]-§sto] 4
AEZ QA L=/d-8(cellulose nanofibril) 5] o]-&
E 11 QcK(Gilberto et al., 2010).

AEA EYA QoA yle B O] FEAE Bt
9 AHA ] AT Ag2 7AA A E2H 54
of WS Frh LEA WEYE StoA L= dF

N

o
)
)

9 BAANE n2A BAATE A2 o1F7] diZel
84 1HEAQ] polyurethane (PU), polyvinyl alco-
hol (PVA)¥} hydroxypropyl cellulose (HPC)7} A&
2o YB3z o] dito] gol o] &5 ik
PVAQ} HPCO] 3}shtzo] ZA 5} 547 (-OH)E
2 ApAe AER oA Ydfe] T slshd
by wiol] et BAte] AdS F/4dsHA =l
7NAA Aee) F7HE =T & Uth(lee er al,
2009a; Lee et al., 2009b; Jang et al., 2014; Park et
al, 2014). £3] =84 1EAQ HPCO AL, A=
2 Q2 A9] anhydroglucopyranose ringso] Z=A|3}+=
hydroxyl group®]] hydroxypropyl7]7} o€|2 AgHE
JEZo|ty. HPC +2°f &= hydroxyl group Al
202 W] Ay BUT AELEE o
o A3t A ATS FAISTH(Lee et al., 2009a).

olffgt olf® & Aol 71ES Abeis)
Hoz vhsoldl AlER e e fet 7|4 o s
18 ZRAYCIAE o83t AEZe A Uil
HAiehs dxdos dEres HRGE 84 Al
28 QboflA B oA 2 EPAQl HAlE o
7]i= TEMPO AFSHE 0|85t AE2 A Lieq
SE Ax3c. TEMPOE: #| 9143t nitroxyl 2]
ZaA T2 gigo] 22 carboxyl7]€} alde-
hyde7| & Agixo=z Akl 4= Itk (Shibata er
al., 2003).

2 A9 F242 TEMPO AlsPHo s vl AF
22 HARE Axsto] o]Zlo] HAE HPC £33}

I8 Azstgon], 40 B47 1A SYS =

At
2, M
2.1, €=

AZ2 oA HEEHKC Flock, W-50)0] AEZ20A
U fE Alxshs 422 AREeH dE2AA|
e TURt AERos el B o
A4 A7)1= 45 pm YEE 0.15~0.20 g/em’o]t}. 3
ol=EZA|z g MEZ 2 A(Hydroxypropyl cellulose,
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HPC)= Ex}eFo] 100,000 g/molo]1, =] X|(n|
=HRFE FAskh

2.2. TEMPO—X{2|= AlZ
(TOCN) A|Z=HEtH

BEA L7

”‘%EE& % 1 g& TF5 100 meof 8-fA]

71 & TEMPO (16 mg)¥t NaBr (100 mg)S 2o
TEMPO7} o} =9 wi7}x] wuksith NaClOZE 3.5
meE 9l Luwy]um 0.5 M NaOHZ pH 107}%]
ZAskch ¢ o]Ale] pH HS7F 912 w ethanol 5
meg Yol We-e FAA ¥, 05 M HCIE o]
£3lo] pH 72 AT Aoz W7kl & A
3 AEZ oA Yol ZMtolulalHo] o3
A g 8k 3,000 rpm O 2 108 EoF YAELE 2
3 xStk AHRet B AARE | i
Za2o| 3|43 & 1 F2 7| (microfludizer®
cessor, M-110EH-30, ©]=H)o] 1,400 bar2]
13] Z3}A17},

pro-
Rlg=ReR=1

2.3. TOCNS| TEM &4

TOCN®] Fejd S4& 2Ae7] SsiH S
8] A(JEOL 100CX TEM, JEOL USA, Peabody,
MA, USA)L. & o|u|2]& 53t TOCN A2
AL 10092 B)4akel AZAIZL %, Cu 400 b4
8= o] 2% Uranyl acetate= stainingA]# TEM
oz wshylch

2.4, HPC/TOCN S&EE M=
HPC:= Yz719F b A g 2k o2 S

il
>,
1

oA &gF Ak WA T ZEkA3e) 6 g2 HPC
I FF 100 m0-E Fo| 40TofA 2817 5T

HIAA TR SRS R, DEA 47 6 wi%
tjH] TOCN dEriS 1, 3, 5 wt%= HPC g<Ho] 4
7hgieh 1 ohe 40TolA 1AIZE Bok Al mykAl
7 ¥, 3087 28748 AMEslo] TOCNS w27
BAA 71T} 88 BEARE HPC/TOCN &3HE-S hand

casting H'H O R [ Qo] H2 &, A2olA] ¢
57+ 727tk HPC/TOCN B8 fe|gof
A EeAA Azt

2.5. HPC/TOCN =

HPC/TOCN E3tZE0] 7|42
9&lA] ASTM D 882 Wlso g o

2.6. HPC/TOCN =

HPC ¥ HPC/TOCN E3glgdEo
ISHFEH7|(TGA SDT Q600, TA Instrument Inc.,
USAYZ AHE5 AR BAE 5~10 mg, A2
i BelFEEA B ST 524 30~600T
A5 ATAEE A 42 2ok 7
£sol TE STULR00E SR BT
ARl THE S ool A Saart
Qofupz

gHG EAC

2% (differential peak temperature, DTp)—g

e
3. Zm % nF

3.1. TOCNe| =n|d &4

Fig. 1> TOCN®| Hi#AE53 FE|E TEMO R
TS Aato|tl. TOCNS| FARS 217o] oF 5~10
Uien|g, Zol7t 48 YienlEE 71x)s 7] 459
YE|E T 4 ok wlE A melgls Wee
Urde e 7EEojRc) 7|2 Z O 2 aspect ratio
(LD} & TOON A12k0) §43t g} ZRAL}
o4 A2l Slat melEAte] WAE Ao AE
t}. 7]&9] vrEE TCON2| A 7L 3~4 nmo|al 2
ol M~ Uheulgle] 2718 74T Yok

HZIt(Cho et al., 2010; Reina et al., 2012;
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Fig. 1. TEM micrograph of TOCN.

Gamelas et al., 2015).

3.2. HPC/TOCN 2&Hz=o| 7|Hx EXN

Fig. 2 (2)¢} 2 (b)= Z}Z} HPC/TOCN &3 £ 9]
WAL} AR Al Aottt HPC
ZEY =S 29.62 MPail JIAEAA =
1,081 MPao|t}. HPC/TOCN E3ZE2] TOCNE
F= L3, 5 minR MR A= 4%
35.16, 45.78, 52.08 MPa& Z7}3}%th. Fig. 2 (b)=
HPC/TOCN E3Hd59] /A 7F TOCNS| ¥
o] 1, 3, 5 wt%=2 Z71&dE 1,163, 1,642, 1,844
MPa Z7sk= &= UEISIth TOCNE 0~5
wt%® HPC dFof EFgAZS o &3 HPC &
FHG A= FHd of 75.8%, A AT
oF 70.7% Z7VsF4ct.

99| A¥= HPCE| hydroxypropyl7]«= 58 A%l
ol e AFEA HolA UolH AERe i
hydroxy 7|9} 417 54232 WAHEDE TOCNe]
Wl FheeR AgEs ST ARE
th & SRS TRAY Cl §iA90 Sl 4]
9} HPCQ] Clo)| A3t hydroxypropyl7] 9] 73t &
A2k 23tel o5t Zolet 3 4 IrhFig 3 ()9} 3
(b). LHHH o2 TOCNE o] F7lsHAl =
TOCNo| HPCo|| 1127 ZA4lE o] = ZA7ke] A
o] F713to] R7FaINreinforcing effect) 135}
AAR 7wt 27457 HtHCho et al, 2010;
Reina e al, 2015). &+ HPC/TOCN 231 Z o] 4]

40 35.16
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Fig. 2. Tensile properties of HPC and HPC/TOCN
composite films (a; tensile strength, b; tensile mod-
ulus).

QgeAA4] F7He HPC/TOCN sghagel
stiffness7} 71517 WEog2 Atg ¥}

3.3. HPC/TOCN =gfEE° 88 Ed

%l HPC/TOCN E3t 459 24 Z2aE yehfgl
th. &% HPC FE9| HI sl &&= 363.7C
°o]al, HPC/TOCN =3H4E9] o 428 2==
TOCNS] gheo] 1, 3, 5 wi%a Z7}8keE zhzt
362.3, 363, 362.6 C & &= Qltt. whebs] TOCN g
Fo] F7tol wE HPC/TOCN E3-4520] Ao g
off 2o Wek= 719 §lojAd dbAdel Meprh
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(@

(b)

H
|, CH,0R

R = CH,CHCH,
OH

Fig. 3. Chemical structures of (a) TOCN and (b)
HPC.

l:ll— IE]X] o_]—oh:}.

Fig. 4 (b)o A= DT, peak= THFEA TAE &
oIk 4= itk A WA Ff dEs) %91 oF 250
© A4 TOCNS| ool 0, 1, 3, 5 wt% Z7}ar:
2 B2 FF ago] 9F 05, 1, 3, 10 wt%
2 goMAl= A UESIth ol= TOCNS| oF
o] F7Ietel wet AER 20 Aisl7t F7lsto]
STEHA7E Uehd oz AbrEh il = A
HE 222l oF 350C TAAA FRF Ao W
o Aoz AT QT upyIA 2 TOCNS] o] 0,

1, 3, 5 wt% Z714=2 g8
oA 0, 1.36, 4.48, 5.9 Wt% = ZeF 7FAL0]
£ ARe molty, ol wlE BRZe] Sk
o] k. ol FFEL P TOCNS| <} H]
F5l, Yo7t AATIAL BEA Holy| mjE
o] ¥A3E}A| H31al carbon charZ @7 WjEo 2 A}
==

B 24 220l 600C
2Fast

4.2 B

HPCo] TOCNE R 7JA|A E3tzeL Aé%gjgi
A Z3FAth TOCNS 0~5 wt%E HP 7
AlFBES 4 <53 HPC IEXHT}

Qg
<)
il
)
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Fig. 4. Thermal degradation behavior of HPC and
HPC/TOCN composite films (a; weight, b; derivative
weight).

T T
0 100

oF 75.8%, AR AGE oF 70.7% Z7shE A
& BET 4 9tk o]+ HPC2 hydroxypropyl”]

7} TOCN®| hydroxylZ]e} 7] s=ad3h=
B2 TOCNE| 7ol S7heha5 Jgid=et <
FJerdAle Soketcka AtbrEch TOCN gheko
S7tell w2 HPC/TOCN 53HIE9] o] d&s)
=0 HMek= A glofA dgbgel 2 Aelrt
gl

B
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