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Abstract

:

Isotactic polypropylene filled with 1 wt.% multi-walled carbon nanotubes (iPP/MWCNTs) were prepared, and their crystallization behavior induced by pressurizing to 2.0 GPa with adjustable rates from 2.5 to 1.3 × 104 MPa/s was studied. The obtained samples were characterized by combining wide angle X-ray diffraction, small angle X-ray scattering, differential scanning calorimetry, transmission electron microscopy and atomic force microscopy techniques. It was found that pressurization is a simple way to prepare iPP/MWCNTs composites in mesophase, γ-phase, or their blends. Two threshold pressurization rates marked as R1 and R2 were identified, while R1 corresponds to the onset of mesomorphic iPP formation. When the pressurization rate is lower than R1 only γ-phase generates, with its increasing mesophase begins to generate and coexist with γ-phase, and if it exceeds R2 only mesophase can generate. When iPP/MWCNTs crystallized in γ-phase, compared with the neat iPP, the existence of MWCNTs can promote the nucleation of γ-phase, leading to the formation of γ-crystal with thicker lamellae. If iPP/MWCNTs solidified in mesophase, MWCNTs can decrease the growth rate of the nodular structure, leading to the formation of mesophase with smaller nodular domains (about 9.4 nm). Mechanical tests reveal that, γ-iPP/MWCNTs composites prepared by slow pressurization display high Young’s modulus, high yield strength and high elongation at break, and meso-iPP/MWCNTs samples have excellent deformability because of the existence of nodular morphology. In this sense, the pressurization method is proved to be an efficient approach to regulate the crystalline structure and the properties of iPP/MWCNTs composites.
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1. Introduction


The reinforcement of polymers with nano-scaled fillers have attracted great attention for the past ten years, and it has been widely accepted that this reinforcement can improve mechanical, and other properties, including changes in polymer crystallization behavior [1,2,3,4]. Of the potential fillers for polymer composites, the carbon nanotubes (CNTs) has taken increased interest mainly due to their exceptional mechanical properties, outstanding thermal conductivity and electrical properties [5,6,7].



Among a variety of polymers filled with CNTs, isotactic polypropylene (iPP) is one of the most preferred thermoplastics that is commonly reinforced with CNTs [8,9,10]. It has been reported that mechanical properties of iPP such as tensile strength, modulus, and fracture toughness can increase dramatically at very low CNTs contents (<1%) [4,11], owing to the large nanocarbon/polymer interface arising from their high surface-to-volume ratio. Furthermore, the crystallization behavior of iPP matrix can also be greatly affected by CNTs, which may improve performances of iPP or to achieve new properties of the composites. Grady et al. firstly reported that the crystallization rate was substantially higher in the filled iPP than the unfilled iPP under isothermal or nonisothermal crystallization process [12]. Xu and Wang showed that the formation of the CNTs network could mainly restrict the mobility and diffusion of iPP chains to crystal growth fronts [13]. Typically, CNTs are considered to be nucleation agents that accelerate iPP crystallization, while CNTs networks can impose physical confinement on polymer crystal growth. Besides, CNTs can also induce appearance of a new crystal structure. For instance, Grady et al. noted that CNTs can promote growth of β-form iPP at the expense of α form under isothermal crystallization process, and Zhang et al. reported that when iPP is infiltrated into nanotube aerogel fibers, both α-phase and γ-phase can be formed and γ-phase is the major component caused by the geometric confinement [14]. Interestingly, Ning et al. reported that CNTs bundles can promote iPP chain alignment along the CNT axis, possible to induce the formation of a iPP ‘nanohybrid shish kebabs’ structure [15]. In short, addition of CNTs can not only affect the crystallization kinetics of iPP, but also induce new crystal structures as well as potentially improve the iPP performance.



In numerous research on iPP/CNTs, the common theme focused on was their crystallization behavior under atmospheric pressure [16,17], but less attention was paid to their solidification behavior induced by high pressure, neither is there any report on the effect of pressurization rate on melt solidification. More recently, several studies proved that pressurization is an efficient approach to prepare polymer materials with special performance, such as living polymer sulfur which exhibits exceptional thermodynamic and kinetic stability, glassy polyether-ether-ketone samples possessing excellent friction and considerable stiffness, and the glassy poly (lactic acid) which shows better cold crystallization performance [18,19,20]. Additionally, our recent work indicated the crystal structure and morphology of iPP can be accurately controlled by adjusting pressurization conditions [21], and firstly proved high pressure-annealing can induce meso-γ transformation [22]. These results above have confirmed that pressurization is a novel method to tailor the crystalline structure of iPP. Besides, pressurization process is superior to temperature cooling preparation, because stress equilibrates within the polymer melts faster than thermal equilibration, thus the pressurization treatments can get rid of thermal conductivity of the melts and would produce products with more uniform structure with larger size, and this is especially common for polymers which have low thermal diffusivities [18]. More importantly, pressurization conditions can be precisely controlled using conventional techniques, which has potential values for industrial applications.



It is known that high pressure is beneficial for γ-iPP formation in the pressure-crystallized iPP [23]. γ-crystal is formed by bilayers and the direction of the chain axis in adjacent bilayers is tilted by approximately 80° against each other, which is a unique packing arrangement. γ-spherulites do not show the cross-hatching feature characteristic of α-spherulites, but show only a moderate branching with lamellae packed in parallel stacks and spread radially [24]. Because of the bilayers texture and/or immature lamellar structure [25], γ-form iPP shows better mechanical performance than α-form iPP. In this study, employing a home-made pressure device, we prepared iPP/multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs) composites in mesophase, γ-phase and their blends through adjusting the pressurization rate in a broad range, and for the first time investigated the composites crystallization behavior during that pressurization. Furthermore, we studied the influence of crystalline structure and MWCNTs on mechanical properties of the prepared composites.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Materials


The iPP material (grade T30s) was obtained from Dushanzi Petroleum Chemical Co., Xinjiang, China, which had an average molecular weight Mw = 399 kg/mol and a polydispersity Mw/Mn = 4.6. MWCNTs of outer diameter (o.d.) 50–70 nm and length 10–20 μm were purchased from Chengdu Organic Chemicals Co. Ltd., Chengdu, China, the Chinese Academy of Sciences R&D Center for Carbon Nanotubes.




2.2. Preparation of iPP/MWCNTs Composites


The iPP granules and MWCNTs were firstly dried in a vacuum oven at 80 °C for 8 h, then a masterbatch of iPP and MWCNTs with 5 wt.% MWCNTs was produced by melt mixing in a twin-screw extruder (Haake MiniLab II, Breda, The Netherlands) for 10 min at 30 rpm and 200 °C. Afterwards, nanocomposites with 1 wt.% MWCNTs were produced by diluting the masterbatch under the same processing condition. Then raw iPP granules and the composites were compression-molded into the circular samples with the diameter of 24 mm and the thickness of 1 mm respectively.



The above circular samples were treated by compression with a home-made high pressure device shown in Figure 1a, whose detailed information has been described in previous work [21,22]. The compression treatment consists of four steps as given in Figure 1b: First, the samples were pre-pressurized at 10 MPa and heated to 200 °C, then annealed isothermally for 10 min to erase the processing histories. Second, the melting samples at 200 °C were pressurized to 2.0 GPa within the controllable time of 0.15, 20, 25, 40, 60, 80, 100, 200, 400, 800 s respectively, which correspond to different pressurization rates. Third, the pressurized samples were immediately cooled down to 40 °C at an average cooling rate of 10 °C/min under 2.0 GPa. At last, the pressure was released in 5 s. For comparison, we also prepared the quenching samples (by immersing the melts into ice water) and the natural cooling samples.




2.3. Tensile Experiments


Mechanical tests were performed using a testing instrument (linkam TST-350, Linkam Scientific Instruments Ltd., Tadworth, UK) under the controlled experimental room temperature (25 °C). All samples were cut into dumbbell-shape of 21.0 mm in total length, 3.0 mm in neck length and 2.0 mm in neck width. The samples were mounted between two clamps and a constant extension rate of 0.6 mm/min was applied. The deformation was calculated as:


ε=[(Lf−L0)/L0]×100



(1)




where L0 and Lf are the initial and final specimen lengths respectively. The stress is calculated through dividing the tensile force F by the initial cross-section area A0 as follows:


σ=F/A0



(2)







For all the mechanical tests, five samples were repeatedly-tested and the standard deviations were calculated.




2.4. Characterizations


2.4.1. Wide-Angle and Small-Angle X-ray Measurements


Wide-angle X-ray Diffraction measurements were performed using X-ray diffraction (WXRD, D8 discovery system, Bruker, Karlsruhe, Germany). The X-ray wavelength was 1.54 Å and the sample-to-detector distance was 85.0 mm. The WAXD patterns were recorded by a vant 500 two-dimensional (2D) detector. Each pattern was acquired with the 2θ ranging from 5 to 32° and the exposure time was 100 s. Small-angle X-ray scattering measurements (SAXS, Nanostar, Bruker, Germany) were conducted, and the sample-to-detector distance was fixed as 2508 mm. SAXS images were recorded with a Pilatus 100 K detector of Dectris, Baden, Swiss, and the exposure time was 300 s. 2D SAXS and WAXD patterns were conversed by Fit2D software into one-dimensional data (1D). The 1D SAXS data were Lorentz-corrected by multiplying the intensity value by q2. The 1D WAXD curves were fitted according to Gaussian functions to obtain the crystallinities.



The phase content can be estimated by the following equation based on an interactive peak-fit-procedure [26]:


Xmeso=Ameso/(Ameso+Aγ+Aamorp)



(3)






Xγ=Aγ/(Ameso+Aγ+Aamorp)



(4)




where, Ameso, Aγ and Aamorp are the fitted areas of mesophase, γ-phase and amorphous region, respectively.




2.4.2. Differential Scanning Calorimeter


A differential scanning calorimeter (DSC-Q2000, TA, New Castle, DE, USA) was employed using nitrogen as protective gas. The temperature and heat flow were calibrated by means of indium according to a standard program. Samples of about 4 mg were selected from the pressurized samples and inserted into small aluminum pans. The trace of DSC scans was recorded upon heating from 30 to 200 °C at rate of 10 °C/min.




2.4.3. Transmission Electron Microscopy (TEM)


TEM measurements (JEM-1230, JEOL, Tokyo, Japan) were conducted on iPP/MWCNTs composites. Before the measurement, the samples were in advance cut at −160 °C into thin films of about 100 nm using the ultramicrotome (EM FC7, Leica, Vienna, Austria).




2.4.4. Atomic Force Microscope


Atomic force microscope measurements (AFM, MultiMode 8, Bruker, Germany) were performed with a Nanoscope V controller. The samples were cut at −120 °C using the ultramicrotome (EM FC7, Leica, Austria) to obtain a flat surface.






3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Pressurization-Induced Formation of Meso-iPP/MWCNTs Composites


Structures of the iPP/MWCNTs composites prepared by ultra-high pressures of 2.0 GPa with a relatively high pressurization rate of 100 MPa/s (under this condition the obtained samples were defined as RC samples) were characterized by WAXD as shown in Figure 2a and compared with that of the quenching composites. According to the WAXD profiles, no crystalline reflection peak was observed in RC sample, but two broad scattering halos corresponded to mesomorphic iPP were found at 2θ of 15.0° and 21.0° respectively [27]. The inserted 2D-WAXD pattern displays that the mesomorphic composites obtained by pressurizing was not oriented, meaning the mould utilized in the pressurization process was well sealed and the melt did not flow [28]. For the quenching samples, the characteristic diffraction peaks of (110), (040), (130), and (111) crystallographic planes of α-iPP were identified, demonstrating that the cooling rate of the ice water quenching is not fast enough to inhibit the crystallization in iPP/MWCNTs composites [29]. These results proved again that pressurization is an effective approach to prepare the metastable state, which seems superior to temperature quenching [30]. The AFM phase image of the mesomorphic composites were displayed in Figure 2b, which demonstrates that these samples have distinct nodular structure as quenching-mesophase, while the average size of the nodular domains in mesomorphic composites is about 9.0 nm, slightly smaller than that of the quenching-mesophase (about 10–20 nm) [31].



It was shown that the CNTs can be efficiently dispersed into the polymer matrix, and the composites displayed a homogeneous microstructure when the CNTs content was low (<1%) [5]. Representative TEM images of RC samples were given in Figure 3a,b, which shows the MWCNTs were basically uniform-dispersed in the iPP matrix and few agglomerates remained. In higher magnification, it was easy to find that some MWCNTs remained bent and even interwoven in the iPP matrix. This kind of bending or knot may significantly reduce the reinforcement structure provided by MWCNTs to polymer matrix compared with the theoretical reinforcement provided by direct inclusion [32].




3.2. Effect of Pressurization Rate on Polymorphism of Crystallization


iPP/MWCNTs composites after high pressure treatment are characterized by WAXD. Figure 4a shows the selected WAXD profiles of the composites prepared at different pressurization rates, and the related representative 2D-WAXD patterns were given in Figure 4b. It shows that no orientation of the mesophase and/or crystalline phase was detected for the all samples, meaning that no flow occurred during the pressurization process [28]. Clearly, the modification of crystallites formed exhibits a strong dependence on pressurization rate. For the low pressurization rate at 2.5 MPa/s, the characteristic diffraction peaks of (111), (008), (117), and (202) crystallographic planes were identified, demonstrating that the γ-phase was generated. With increasing of the pressurization rate, the amount of formed γ-phase decreased significantly. When the pressurization rate reached 100 MPa/s or higher, the formation of γ-phase was completely suppressed and pure mesophase was obtained.



Figure 4c shows a representative fitting performed on the WAXD profile, where multiphases coexist. WAXD profiles were analyzed by a deconvolution procedure [33], in which the full spectrum was considered as a superposition of a number of reflections. During the peaks fitting process, 7 reflections were considered: 4 for γ-phase, 2θ = 13.9° (111), 16.7° (008), 20.1° (117) and 21.5° (a superposition peak); 2 for mesophase, corresponding to 2θ = 15.0° and 21.0°; 1 for amorphous, 2θ = 17.0°; each reflection was described by a combination of a Gaussian function. Figure 4d shows the quantitative dependence of mesophase, amorphous and γ phases on pressurization rate, and three regions (separated by dotted lines) were clearly identified. When the pressurization rate was below 5.0 MPa/s, only γ-phase forms, and the fractions of γ-phase and amorphous phase were 45% and 55% respectively. Once the pressurization rate exceeded 5.0 MPa/s, the amount of γ-phase began to decrease but that of mesophase increased, thus the rate of 5.0 MPa/s was denoted as R1 which determines whether the mesophase can generate. When the pressurization rate reached 100 MPa/s (denoted as R2) or higher, pure mesophase could be obtained, and the fractions of mesophase and amorphous increased to 32% and 68% respectively.



It is known that MWCNTs can promote crystallizing of iPP melt into α-iPP during the cooling or even ice quenching process (Figure 2a), since MWCNTs mainly functioned as nucleating agents for the α-phase and could change the crystallization rate or even induce changes in crystal conformation [4,34]. To make clear the promotion effect of MWCNTs on the crystallization behavior of iPP melts under pressurization process, the crystallization evolution of neat iPP melts under pressurization treatment were investigated and compared. Figure 5a shows the selected WAXD profiles of neat iPP under 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rates, and Figure 5b summarizes the changes of the contents of different phases. For neat iPP, two threshold pressurization rates were also identified, while the first one was about 2.5 MPa/s and the second one was about 10 MPa/s, which are both lower than that of the iPP composites. These shifts of the threshold pressurization rates could be explained in view of γ-phase crystallization ability. MWCNTs can promote γ-phase formation in the composited iPP and thus suppress mesophase formation, so that the pressurization rate needed for the mesophase formation (R1) and γ-phase disappearance (R2) are both higher than that of the neat iPP. Actually, Zhang and Bucknall et al. have proved that individual CNTs preferably nucleate γ-form iPP and even can induce growth of γ-form transcrystals on the condition that the content of CNTs was higher than 30 wt.%, and they pointed out geometric confinements leading to the formation of γ-iPP [14]. As mentioned above, γ-phase is the stable phase under high pressure, considering the heterogeneous nucleation ability of CNTs, the formation of γ-phase tends to be easier and faster in iPP/MWCNTs composites. As shown in Figure 5b, under the same pressurization rate the γ-phase content of the composites is remarkably higher than that of the neat iPP (Figure 5b).



Though it is confirmed that the formation of the γ-phase is preferred at high pressures and low degrees of supercooling, our results demonstrated that high pressurization rate promotes the formation of mesophase rather than the stable γ-phase for iPP/MWCNTs system. This phenomenon maybe obey the “law of successive states” formulated by Ostwald [35], which suggests that the new phase appears to go through stepwise changes from less to more stable polymorphs, when leaving a given state and transforming to another, the state to be sought out is not the thermodynamically stable one but the one nearest in stability to the original state [16]. Obviously, the γ-phase in iPP with special crystalline structure of molecular chain structure, which has the crossed bilayer with an angle of 80°, could not be the nearest state to the initial melt iPP. On the contrary, the mesomorphic iPP whose molecular chain conformation is an approximately parallel arrangement with lose three-dimensional long-range order is closer to the melt structure, so that it will be sought out due to the kinetic reason [33,36]. Additionally, Androsch and Wunderlich pointed out that the formation of mesophase is induced by the changes of the nucleation behavior of the melt, from heterogeneous nucleation at low supercooling to homogeneous nucleation at high supercooling [37]. These interpretations maybe suitable to explain the dependence of the mesophase formation on the pressurization rate in iPP/MWCNTs composites. According to the rapid increasing of the equilibrium melting point of iPP with pressure (about 300 °C GPa−1) [30,38,39], high pressurization rate can lead to high supercooling and thus change the nucleation behavior of the melt from heterogeneous nucleation to homogeneous nucleation, leading to the formation of mesophase.




3.3. Effect of Pressurization Rate on Nanoscale Structure of the Composites


Figure 6a shows 2D-SAXS patterns of iPP/MWCNTs composites prepared under different pressurization rate, and the relative information of neat iPP was also given for comparison. The Lorentz-corrected intensity was plotted as a function of scattering vector (q = 4π sin θ/λ) as shown in Figure 6b,c. For the composites treated at rate of 2.5 MPa/s, an obvious scattering peak at qmax = 0.61 nm−1 was detected, and it does not show obvious change until the pressurization rate reaches R1 of 5 MPa/s. When that rate exceeds R1 where the formation of mesophase begins, with its increasing qmax shifts to higher value and Imax remarkably decreases, meaning the changing of qmax and Imax is induced by the formation of mesophase. Furthermore, both qmax and Imax tend to be stable since the pressurization rate reaches R2, in which case complete mesophase will be obtained (Figure 4b). For the neat iPP, when the pressurization rate is 1.8 MPa/s, a scattering peak was detected at qmax = 0.73 nm−1, much higher than that of the composites, and it does not show obvious change until that rate exceeds 2.5 MPa/s, then qmax starts to shift to lower value and Imax simultaneously decrease, while both qmax and Imax become stable after it exceeds 10 MPa/s.



The scale of L can reflect the average distance between either γ lamellar domains or mesophase nodular domains, and it can be determined from the position of qmax based on the Bragg law:


L=2π/qmax



(5)







Figure 7 shows changes of L as a function of pressurization rate. When the pressurization rate is lower than R1, L of the composites is about 10.8 nm, larger than that of neat iPP (about 9.5 nm), and this can be attributed to the formation of γ-crystal with thicker lamellae [40]. For the composites, the value of L keeps constant before the formation of mesophase, then L begins to decrease with the appearance of mesophase and reaches a smaller steady value of about 9.4 nm when the pressurization rate surpassed R2. Conversely, for neat iPP, the value of L starts to increase when the mesophase began to form, and continues increasing with the rising pressurization rate and finally keeps constant of about 10.5 nm. The results above show the average size of the nodular domains of meso-iPP/MWCNTs composite is smaller than that of neat meso-iPP. Actually, the existence of MWCNTs can increase the energy barrier for transport of iPP chains and thereby increase the viscosity of iPP matrix, thus the growth rate of mesomorphic iPP in the composites should be lower than that of neat iPP, which is to be responsible for the formation of smaller nodular domains [31].



Based on the above WAXD and SAXS results, three conclusions can be drawn. First, for composites, two threshold pressurization rates marked as R1 and R2 were identified. Second, during pressurization, MWCNTs can promote the crystallization of γ-iPP, therefore, under the same pressurization rate between R1 and R2, the γ-phase content of the composites is greatly higher than that of the neat iPP. Third, the meso-iPP/MWCNTs composites also have distinct nodular structure as the neat mesophase, and their nodular average size are smaller than that of neat meso-iPP [21].




3.4. Thermal Preformance of the iPP/MWCNTs Nanocomposites


Figure 8 shows the DSC thermograms of neat meso-iPP and composited meso-iPP obtained under the pressurization rate of 1.3 × 104 MPa/s, and the inset shows the melting peak region. It is clear to see that the thermal behaviors of these two samples are very similar. With the increasing of the temperature, they both exhibit a small exotherm at about 95 °C, which is associated with the recrystallization of the mesophase into α-phase during heating under atmospheric pressure. It is noteworthy that, if the monomorphic matrix melts in advance the MWCNTs can promote the meso-α transition. However, the recrystallization peaks of the neat and composited meso-iPP are similar, indicating that the carbon tubes had no effect on the meso-α transition, which proved that the mesophase transit directly to α-phase in the heating process instead of melting beforehand [41]. The endothermic peaks at around 160 °C were attributed to melting of the α-phase that recrystallized from the mesophase. The same melting peaks indicated that there is almost no difference in the perfection of the recrystallized α-crystals. In short, though the nodular domains average size of the composited meso-iPP are smaller than that of neat meso-iPP, it has almost no effect on the meso-α transition and the perfection of recrystallized α-crystals.



Figure 9a shows the DSC heating curves of the iPP/MWCNTs samples prepared by pressurizing to 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rates, in which the inset displays the melting peak region. When the pressurization rate is higher than 100 MPa/s, a standard DSC curves of mesomorphic iPP is obtained. When the pressurization rate decreases to 80 MPa/s or lower, the exothermic peak attributed to the meso-α transition starts to decrease, meaning the content of mesophase decreases. Once that rate decreases to 33.3 MPa/s, the melting peak of γ-phase located at about 155.0 °C becomes clear, and the melting temperature of γ-phase increased gradually with the rate further decreasing, indicating the perfection of γ-phase increased. When the pressurization rate is below 5 MPa/s, where only γ-phase can be detected by WAXD (Figure 5), the melting temperature of γ-phase increased to about 158.5 °C and keeps stable despite further decreasing of the pressurization rate.



To clarify the effect of pressurization rate on the perfection of γ-crystal, changes of melting temperatures of γ-phase in composited iPP are illustrated in Figure 9b. Obviously, the melting point of γ-phase reduces from 158.5 to 155.2 °C when the pressurization rate rises from 2.5 to 33.3 MP/s.



Lamellar thickness can be calculated based on its relationship with the melting point by Gibbs-Thomson equation [42]:


l=2σsTm0ΔH(Tm0−Tm)



(6)




where Tm is the melting point, Tm0 is the equilibrium melting point of γ-phase of about 187.2 °C at atmospheric pressure. The heat of fusion (ΔH) and the fold surface energies (σs) of γ-phase are determined to be 150.0 J/s and 53.6 erg/cm2 respectively [43]. The variation of the lamellar thickness for γ-iPP/MWCNTs composites as a function of pressurization rate is shown in Figure 9b, which shows that lamellar thickness decreases slightly from 4.6 to 4.2 nm as the pressurization rate rises from 2.5 to 33.3 MPa/s. Comparing with the crystallinity information provided by WAXD (Figure 4), the change of pressurization rate seems to have a greater influence on crystallinity than on the lamellar thickness of γ-phase. Additionally, under the same pressurization rate (for example 2.5 MPa/s), where only γ-iPP formed, lamellar thickness of neat γ-iPP is about 4.1 nm, a little smaller than that of composited γ-iPP (4.6 nm), which conforms to the SAXS results (Figure 7).




3.5. Mechanical Properties of the iPP/MWCNTs Nanocomposites


Stress-strain curves of the samples in γ-phase (crystallized from slow pressurization), mesophase (crystallized from rapid pressurization) and α-phase (crystallized from natural cooling) are summarized in Figure 10, which shows that all samples deform uniformly up to a critical strain beyond which they exhibit neck formation. For α-iPP/MWCNTs composites, samples exhibit highest modulus and strength but lowest elongation at break [11,44]. γ-iPP/MWCNTs was found having comparable modulus and strength as α-iPP/MWCNTs, consistent with the results by Lezak et al., where γ-iPP had comparable modulus and yield stress as α-iPP [25]. For meso-iPP/MWCNTs composites, the yield peak is broader and the yield stress is significantly weaker compared with the other samples. Moreover, the stress-strain curves also proved that mesomorphic samples does not break even if the strain reaches 1200%, indicating that these samples are ductile and flexible with greatly enhanced deformability [30,45].



Young’s modulus, yield strength and strain at break of all the samples estimated from the stress-strain curves are shown in Figure 11. It can be seen that, Young’s modulus and yield strength of composited γ-iPP samples are significantly higher than that of the neat γ-iPP, and the addition of 1 wt.% MWCNTs into γ-iPP can increase 20% in modulus and 28% in strength. The reinforcement of MWCNTs to the mechanical properties should attribute to their nucleation ability for crystallization of γ-iPP, which can improve the iPP-nanotube interaction [46]. Furthermore, because of the weaker crystalline texture or immature lamellar structure of γ-iPP, the strain at break of γ-iPP/MWCNTs is around 800% and increases to about 1420% higher than α-iPP/MWCNTs. In short, the γ-iPP/MWCNTs composites prepared by slow pressurization displayed more excellent mechanical properties than not only neat γ-iPP but also iPP samples in other phases.



For meso-iPP/MWCNTs composites, the Young’s modulus and yield strength are a little lower than that of neat meso-iPP, which is probably caused by two reasons. First, as discussed above, the formation of mesophase during rapid pressurization is through homogeneous nucleation, during which the MWCNTs barely have nucleating ability and just acts as the filler distributed in the mesophase matrix. When subjected to an external force, the local stress concentration around the MWCNTs can easily cause the matrix yield and rupture due to the weak interaction between mesophase matrix and the nanotube [44]. Second, the average size of the nodular domains of meso-iPP/MWCNTs are smaller than that of neat meso-iPP as given by SAXS, thus the meso-iPP/MWCNTs with thinner mesophase layer should show lower yield strength according to Young’s theoretical model of yield behavior [11].





4. Conclusions


In this work, we investigated the pressurization-induced crystallization behavior of iPP/MWCNTs composites within a wide range of pressurization rates from 2.5 to 1.3 × 104 MPa/s. Two critical pressurization rates marked as R1, and R2 were distinctly determined. If the pressurization rate is below R1, only γ-phase forms, and it can neither influence the crystallinity nor the lamellar thickness. When the pressurization rate is higher than R1 but lower than R2, mesomorphic iPP begins to generate and coexist with γ-phase, meanwhile, for γ-phase the pressurization rate has a greater influence on its crystallinity than on its lamellar thickness. Once the pressurization rate exceeds R2, only mesophase forms due to the kinetic reason.



When iPP/MWCNTs composites solidified to mesophase, MWCNTs can increase the energy barrier for transport of molecular chains and result in the formation of nodular domains with smaller average size than that of neat meso-iPP. However, both the existence of MWCNTs and the nodular size hardly have impacts on the cold crystallization of meso-iPP/MWCNTs composites. In case that iPP/MWCNTs composites crystallized to γ-phase, the existence of MWCNTs can promote nucleation of γ-crystal and improve the iPP-nanotube interaction, and then successfully reinforce the modulus and yield strength which are comparable with that of α-iPP/MWCNTs, meanwhile, γ-iPP/MWCNTs composites also have high elongation at break, exhibiting the best overall mechanical properties among the prepared samples. Actually, this work provides an efficient method to tailor the crystalline structure and thus properties of iPP composites.







Author Contributions


In this study, X.L. conceived and designed the experimental model; X.L. and W.J. performed and characterized the experiments and results; B.D. and H.Y. analyzed the experimental results; X.L. and C.S. (Changyu Shen) wrote and validated the manuscript, and Y.W., Z.W., F.S., C.L. and C.S. (Chunguang Shao) read the manuscript. All authors have discussed the results and approved the final version of the manuscript.




Acknowledgments


This study was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (grant nos. 51573171) and the Outstanding Young Talent Research Fund of Zhengzhou University (grant no. 1521502001).




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflicts of interest.




References


	



Wang, L.; Okada, K.; Hikima, Y.; Ohshima, M.; Sekiguchi, T.; Yano, H. Effect of Cellulose Nanofiber (CNF) Surface Treatment on Cellular Structures and Mechanical Properties of Polypropylene/CNF Nanocomposite Foams via Core-Back Foam Injection Molding. Polymers 2019, 11, 249–266. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Chen, C.; Bu, X.; Feng, Q.; Li, D. Cellulose Nanofiber/Carbon Nanotube Conductive Nano-Network as a Reinforcement Template for Polydimethylsiloxane Nanocomposite. Polymers 2018, 10, 1000–1009. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Spitalsky, Z.; Tasis, D.; Papagelis, K.; Galiotis, C. Carbon nanotube–polymer composites: Chemistry, processing, mechanical and electrical properties. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2010, 35, 357–401. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bhuiyan, M.K.H.; Rahman, M.M.; Mina, M.F.; Islam, M.R.; Gafur, M.A.; Begum, A. Crystalline morphology and properties of multi-walled carbon nanotube filled isotactic polypropylene nanocomposites: Influence of filler size and loading. Compos. Part A 2013, 52, 70–79. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Manchado, M.A.L.; Valentini, L.; Biagiotti, J.; Kenny, J.M. Thermal and mechanical properties of single-walled carbon nanotubes–polypropylene composites prepared by melt processing. Carbon 2005, 43, 1499–1505. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Logakis, E.; Pollatos, E.; Pandis, C.; Peoglos, V.; Zuburtikudis, I.; Delides, C.G.; Vatalis, A.; Gjoka, M.; Syskakis, E.; Viras, K.; et al. Structure–property relationships in isotactic polypropylene/multi-walled carbon nanotubes nanocomposites. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2010, 70, 328–335. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhao, K.; Li, S.; Huang, M.; Shi, X.; Zheng, G.; Liu, C.; Dai, K.; Shen, C.; Yin, R.; Guo, J.Z. Remarkably anisotropic conductive MWCNTs/polypropylene nanocomposites with alternating microlayers. Chem. Eng. J. 2019, 358, 924–935. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Xia, H.; Wang, Q.; Li, K.; Hu, G.-H. Preparation of polypropylene/carbon nanotube composite powder with a solid-state mechanochemical pulverization process. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2004, 93, 378–386. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Coleman, J.N.; Cadek, M.; Blake, R.; Nicolosi, V.; Ryan, K.P.; Belton, C.; Fonseca, A.; Nagy, J.B.; Gun’ko, Y.K.; Blau, W.J. High Performance Nanotube-Reinforced Plastics: Understanding the Mechanism of Strength Increase. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2004, 14, 791–798. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chang, B.; Schneider, K.; Heinrich, G.; Li, Y.; Zheng, G.; Häußler, L.; Liu, C.; Shen, C. Competition effect of shear-induced nuclei and multiwalled carbon nanotubes (MWCNT) on β-isotactic polypropylene (iPP) formation in preshear injection-molded iPP/MWCNT nanocomposites. Polym. Compos. 2018, 39, 1149–1158. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Stan, F.; Sandu, L.I.; Fetecau, C. Effect of processing parameters and strain rate on mechanical properties of carbon nanotube–filled polypropylene nanocomposites. Compos. Part B 2014, 59, 109–122. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Grady, B.P.; Pompeo, F.; Shambaugh, R.L.; Resasco, D.E. Nucleation of Polypropylene Crystallization by Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes. J. Phys. Chem. B 2002, 106, 5852–5858. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Xu, D.; Wang, Z. Role of multi-wall carbon nanotube network in composites to crystallization of isotactic polypropylene matrix. Polymer 2008, 49, 330–338. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, S.; Lin, W.; Zhu, L.; Wong, C.-P.; Bucknall, D.G. γ-Form Transcrystals of Poly(propylene) Induced by Individual Carbon Nanotubes. Macromol. Chem. Phys. 2010, 211, 1348–1354. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ning, N.; Wei, Z.; Yan, J.; Fan, X.; Tang, C.; Qiang, F. Effect of surface “groove” structure of carbon nanotube bundles on the formation of nanohybrid shish kebab. J. Mater. Res. 2012, 27, 2812–2818. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Coburn, N.; Douglas, P.; Kaya, D.; Gupta, J.; McNally, T. Isothermal and non-isothermal crystallization kinetics of composites of poly(propylene) and MWCNTs. Adv. Ind. Eng. Polym. Res. 2018, 1, 99–110. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Banerjee, J.; Parija, S.; Panwar, A.S.; Mukhopadhyay, K.; Saxena, A.K.; Bhattacharyya, A.R. Isothermal crystallization kinetics of polypropylene in melt-mixed composites of polypropylene and multi-walled carbon nanotubes. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2017, 57, 1136–1146. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, X.; Zhang, L.; Yuan, C.; Jia, R.; Shao, C.; Wang, M.; Hong, S. A Study of the Pressure-Induced Solidification of Polymers. Polymers 2018, 10, 847–856. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jia, R.; Shao, C.G.; Su, L.; Huang, D.H.; Liu, X.R.; Hong, S.M. Rapid compression induced solidification of bulk amorphous sulfur. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 2007, 40, 3763–3766. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, Q.; Zhang, R.; Shao, C.; Wang, Y.; Shen, C. Cold crystallization behavior of glassy poly(lactic acid) prepared by rapid compression. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2015, 55, 359–366. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Huang, J.; Fu, X.; Shao, C.; Ma, Z.; Wang, Y.; Liu, C.; Shen, C. High-pressure induced formation of isotactic polypropylene mesophase: Synergistic effect of pressure and pressurization rate. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2019, 59, 439–446. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fu, X.; Jia, W.; Li, X.; Wang, Y.; Wang, Z.; Liu, C.; Shen, C.; Shao, C. Phase transitions of the rapid-compression-induced mesomorphic isotactic polypropylene under high-pressure annealing. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 2019, 57, 651–661. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Angelloz, C.; Fulchiron, R.; Douillard, A.; Chabert, B. Crystallization of Isotactic Polypropylene under High Pressure (γ Phase). Macromolecules 2000, 33, 4138–4145. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mezghani, K.; Phillips, P.J. The γ-phase of high molecular weight isotactic polypropylene. II: The morphology of the γ-form crystallized at 200 M Pa. Polymer 1997, 38, 5725–5733. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lezak, E.; Bartczak, Z. Plastic Deformation of the γ Phase Isotactic Polypropylene in Plane-Strain Compression at Elevated Temperatures. Macromolecules 2007, 40, 4933–4941. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chen, Y.; Yang, H.; Yang, S.; Ren, P.; Zhang, Q.; Li, Z. Polypropylene films with high barrier performance via crystal morphology manipulation. J. Mater. Sci. 2017, 52, 5449–5461. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, X.; Su, F.; Ji, Y.; Tian, N.; Lu, J.; Wang, Z.; Qi, Z.; Li, L. Influence of the memory effect of a mesomorphic isotactic polypropylene melt on crystallization behavior. Soft Matter 2013, 9, 8579–8588. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hong, S.M.; Chen, L.Y.; Liu, X.R.; Wu, X.H.; Su, L. High pressure jump apparatus for measuring Grűneisen parameter of NaCl and studying metastable amorphous phase of poly (ethylene terephthalate). Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2005, 76, 053905–053910. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kang, J.; He, J.; Chen, Z.; Yu, H.; Chen, J.; Yang, F.; Cao, Y.; Xiang, M. Investigation on the crystallization behavior and polymorphic composition of isotactic polypropylene/multi-walled carbon nanotube composites nucleated with β-nucleating agent. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2014, 119, 1769–1780. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Van Drongelen, M.; Van Erp, T.B.; Peters, G.W.M. Quantification of non-isothermal, multi-phase crystallization of isotactic polypropylene: The influence of cooling rate and pressure. Polymer 2012, 53, 4758–4769. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Rosa, C.; Auriemma, F.; Di Girolamo, R.; de Ballesteros, O.R. Crystallization of the mesomorphic form and control of the molecular structure for tailoring the mechanical properties of isotactic polypropylene. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 2014, 52, 677–699. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fisher, F.T.; Bradshaw, R.D.; Brinson, L.C. Effects of nanotube waviness on the modulus of nanotube-reinforced polymers. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2002, 80, 4647–4649. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Murthy, N.S.; Minor, H. General procedure for evaluating amorphous scattering and crystallinity from X-ray diffraction scans of semicrystalline polymers. Polymer 1990, 31, 996–1001. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mubarak, Y.A.; Abbadi, F.O.; Tobgy, A.H. Effect of iron oxide nanoparticles on the morphological properties of isotactic polypropylene. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2010, 115, 3423–3433. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Threlfall, T. Structural and Thermodynamic Explanations of Ostwald’s Rule. Org. Process Res. Dev. 2003, 7, 1017–1027. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mileva, D.; Androsch, R.; Zhuravlev, E.; Schick, C. Temperature of Melting of the Mesophase of Isotactic Polypropylene. Macromolecules 2009, 42, 7275–7278. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mezghani, K.; Phillips, P.J. The γ-phase of high molecular weight isotactic polypropylene: III. The equilibrium melting point and the phase diagram. Polymer 1998, 39, 3735–3744. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, L.; Van Drongelen, M.; Alfonso, G.C.; Peters, G.W.M. The effect of pressure pulses on isotactic polypropylene crystallization. Eur. Polym. J. 2015, 71, 185–195. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yang, S.-G.; Chen, Y.-H.; Deng, B.-W.; Lei, J.; Li, L.; Li, Z.-M. Window of Pressure and Flow To Produce β-Crystals in Isotactic Polypropylene Mixed with β-Nucleating Agent. Macromolecules 2017, 50, 4807–4816. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Konishi, T.; Nishida, K.; Kanaya, T. Crystallization of Isotactic Polypropylene from Prequenched Mesomorphic Phase. Macromolecules 2006, 39, 8035–8040. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ferrero, A.; Ferracini, E.; Mazzavillani, A.; Malta, V. A New X-Ray Study of the Quenched Isotactic Polypropylene Transition by Annealing. J. Macromol. Sci. Phys. Part B 2006, 39, 109–129. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fereidoon, A.; Ahangari, M.G.; Saedodin, S. Study of the Nonisothermal Crystallization Kinetics and Melting Behaviors of Polypropylene Reinforced with Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes Nanocomposite. J. Macromol. Sci. Part B 2008, 48, 25–40. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dimeska, A.; Phillips, P.J. High pressure crystallization of random propylene–ethylene copolymers: α–γ Phase diagram. Polymer 2006, 47, 5445–5456. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, J. Multiwalled Carbon Nanotubes Reinforced Polypropylene Composite Material. J. Nanomater. 2017, 2017, 1–5. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Rosa, C.; Auriemma, F.; Di Girolamo, R.; De Ballesteros, O.R.; Pepe, M.; Tarallo, O.; Malafronte, A. Morphology and Mechanical Properties of the Mesomorphic Form of Isotactic Polypropylene in Stereodefective Polypropylene. Macromolecules 2013, 46, 5202–5214. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bikiaris, D. Microstructure and Properties of Polypropylene/Carbon Nanotube Nanocomposites. Materials 2010, 3, 2884–2946. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Polymers 11 01294 g001 550]





Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the high-pressure cell; (b) preparation diagram of pressurization treatment. 
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Figure 2. (a) Selected 1D WAXD profiles of the RC and quenching composites with the inset of 2D-WAXD pattern of RC sample; (b) AFM image of RC samples. 
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Figure 3. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images of RC samples at different magnification. 
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Figure 4. (a) Selected 1D WAXD profiles and (b) 2D WAXD patterns of multi-walled carbon nanotubes (iPP/MWCNTs) samples pressurized to 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rates; (c) the fitting curves of WAXD of amorphous, mesomorphic, and γ-phases; (d) contents of amorphous, mesomorphic, and γ-phases as a function of pressurization rate. 
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Figure 5. (a) Selected 1D WAXD profiles of iPP samples pressurized to 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rates; (b) contents of mesomorphic, and γ-phases as a function of pressurization rate. 
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Figure 6. (a) Selected 2D small-angle X-ray scattering measurements (SAXS) patterns; 1D SAXS profiles of (b) iPP/MWCNTs and (c) neat iPP samples obtained by pressurizing the melts to 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rate. 
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Figure 7. The long period of iPP/MWCNTs and neat iPP samples as a function of pressurization rate. 
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Figure 8. Differential scanning calorimeter (DSC) heating curves of the two kinds mesomorphic samples with the inset of the melting peak region. 
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Figure 9. (a) DSC heating curves of iPP/MWCNTs samples obtained by pressurizing the melt to 2.0 GPa at different pressurization rate (the inset shows the melting peak region); (b) changes of Tm and l of γ-iPP/MWCNTs samples as a function of pressurization rate. 
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Figure 10. The typical stress-strain curves for iPP and iPP/MWCNTs composites. 
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Figure 11. Mechanical properties about (a) modulus, yield strength and (b) elongation at break for neat iPP and iPP/MWCNTs composites. 






Figure 11. Mechanical properties about (a) modulus, yield strength and (b) elongation at break for neat iPP and iPP/MWCNTs composites.



[image: Polymers 11 01294 g011]








© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






media/file13.jpg
1
& / o neat iPP

ppywonts K

—_—

Pressurization rate (MPa/s)

0 20 40 60 80 100 13000 13500






media/file4.png
IPP/MWCNTs

Quenching
RC

30

20
20 (degree)

15

100.0 nm

35

25

10

(a)

(‘n*e) Aysudju]





media/file18.png
—~
-
-

Endothermal ———»

iPP/MWCNTs

2.5 MP:

k

—""30.0 ,/%
i /’\;'
-’/\‘.L

A

WA

40 160 180

40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Temperature (°C)

Tm (°C)

y-iPP/MWCNTs

T T . 2 :

5 10 15 20 25 30
Pressurization rate (MPa/s)

35

5.0

4.0

Lamellar thickness (nm)





media/file21.jpg
F}

£
]
£
#

H

Modulus (MPa)

2

I W Elongaton abreak

Elongation at break (%)





media/file3.jpg
[CF

oot

S 15 W 3 m s
20 (degree)






media/file22.png
l:l Modulus |
[ Strength

+—
=

T
w
=

T
N
=

T
e
=

I
=

Strength (MPa)

~
c
-’

800 -

600 -

400 -

200-

Elongation at break (%)

=
1

[ 1 Elongation at break






media/file19.jpg
Stress (MPa)

40

30

20

10

— y-iPP

= y-iPP/MWCNTs
— meso-iPP

——— meso-iPP/MWVNTs
— a-iPP

<~ a-iPP/MWCNTs

200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Strain (%)





media/file7.jpg
(@

weweNTs

®)

20 degree)

SR EBETE R
20 (@egree)
@ 10
——cxperimental data] © IPPIMWONTS|
" X K
mesophase 801 coexist ofy phase and mesophase. mesophase
rhase g & oo
g ¢ —a
morphons A |
5 ma—aam
g ® O G
Zn —
£ A
B =
RN R TRl d e e s

Pressurization rate (MPals)





media/file10.png
Intensity (a.u.)

neat iPP

15 20 25 30
20 (degree)

—
=2

R
=
(—)

Phase content (%)

— h
= =
R g o

[
=
A

20 -

w=pe= meso-iPP

b y-i PP

= meso-iPP/MWCNTSs
et y-iIPP/MWCNTS

A

— §

— b

Ny

20 40 60 80 100 13000 13500
Pressurization rate (MPa/s)





media/file14.png
Long period (nm)

neat iPP

iIPP/MWCNTs

P

ﬁ

20

40

T T
60 80

. | v I"’
100 13000 13500

Pressurization rate (MPa/s)





media/file11.jpg
@

PPMWCNTS

P

S0

—
../\\::mn
—Y

Iq ()






media/file6.png





media/file15.jpg
Endothermal —

iPP/MWCNTs

140 160 180}

40

80

120 160

Temperature (°C)





nav.xhtml


  polymers-11-01294


  
    		
      polymers-11-01294
    


  




  





media/file16.png
Endothermal ———

iPP/MWCNTs // t
neat iPP
V
140 160 1
40 80 120 160

Temperature (°C)






media/file2.png
(a)

Aluminium case
Pressure

Thermocouple

T

Heating jacket

Sample

(b)
E 200 °C
- pressurization 2.0 GPa
>
-F) ~
: porm |
g H
=

circular

depressurization
sample .h

Pressure





media/file20.png
Stress (MPa)

60 -
w—— y-1PP

e (-iPP/MWCNTSs
50 - —— mesﬂ-ipp
e M e50-IPP/MWYVYNTSs

40 — ~iPP
= a-iPP/MWCNTs

-
el

0 200 400 600

800

Strain (%)

1000

1200





media/file5.jpg





media/file1.jpg
(@

Pressure






media/file12.png
(a)

iPP/MWCNTs

neat iPP

(b)

iPP/MWCNTs : neat iPP

Mloéxo y

. —13:10' MP's 1.3:10* MPa’s
025 050 075 100 125 150 025 050 095  1.00 1.5
g (nm™)

g (nm™)

1.50





media/file9.jpg
Intensity (a.u.)

neat iPP (LL; = meso-iPP
J\I\/\\ 2 e
AN,
_J\/\/uun\ = ]
25 ! &
y L
i . —
A T B A O

20 (degree)






media/file0.png





media/file8.png
Intensity (a.u.)

-
~
~

Intensity (a.u.)

iPP/MWCNTs
5 10 Is 20 25 3 35
20 (degree)
w— experimental data
e fitting
.......... mesophase
.......... T_phase
.......... amorphous
¥ ettty e ey . > :
5 o 15 20 25 30 35
20 (degree)

(b)

33.3 MPa/s

S50.0 MPa/s

20.0 MPa/s

100.0 MPa/s

(d) 100
iPP/MWCNTSs
R, R,
80 - :
= o :coexist of y phase and mesophase: mesophase
- jg M/ﬁm
- 601>
>
e
- A
i Mesophase 3 :
: | ! e.sqp ase
v
2 20-
= ) ,
0.‘ :#/ ._”—A

80

100 13000 13500

Pressurization rate (MPa/s)





media/file17.jpg
Endothermal

W e m w m
Temperature (*C)

T

e

£ & & 8

3
kol Al ol

IR AT ]
Pressurization rate (MPajs)

b3





