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Miscibility and Oxidative Stability of Polyether Based Thermoplastic
Polyurethane and Poly(Vinyl Chloride-co-Vinyl Acetate) Blend Films
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Abstract; Poly(vinyl chloride-co-vinyl acetate) (PVCAc) / thermoplastic polyether polyurethane (TPU)
blend films (PUV) were prepared via solution casting. The morphology and miscibility of PUV films were
studied by FT-IR and DSC. Results show that PVCAc is more miscible with TPU than poly(vinyl chlo-
ride). Accelerated oxidation test was carried out by immersing the blend films in H,O,-CoCl, solution for
25 d. The oxidative stability of PUV films is significantly enhanced in comparison to that of TPU and
TPU/PVC blend films (PUC). Furthermore, the mechanical properties of PUV {films are higher than those
of PUC films.
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HERWEE PU ILRY . SR RAME LG T oMANE. RWES ik, HX PVCAc/RBEE PU EYH
FAHYERMR LIRS PU Sk 175 1 M 8F 38 LAE, i fF 0L ok R E

A SCHIA T PVCAC 5 HU8 M B YA ik i Bk (PTMG) # PU(TPU) f3LiB JE (PUV) , IFR T KB & 45
WHSHENRR. FREH . PVCAcH TPU A KL, A B T 1 s TR B0 S 10 Fe 8 2 pE 8

1 SLEs

1.1 BE#

TPU. }# 54 Pellethane 80 A,DOW A&, H# Bt K PTMG(M,=1Xx10°) , Bt 4.4 — R EF
FEBEE 1,4 T Z WA PVCAc: BEFR LB BB = 437 80CH 0. 05, M, =3.9X10*,DOW 24 §];PVC: M, =
4.5x 10", Wacker 23 7 ; AR 29 )\ 1 B 25 4R 1 422 10 2 W W36, R A
1.2 B PUV &

WHRE1HHE S % TPU 5 PVCAc(E PVO) —IF TARFILL A 4/1 A9 — FF 25 7k Jie- U 8 ok M A4 1R
GNP EZRTHHE2 b GE w=0.1 WLEVHER. BiZBEBRESF THIRK L, ARG EN G,
SRIGTE 80 CHA P T4 48 h, B RNERE R 20 pm (B, T HEAKRN K. HIZBREHFTHBEEED, A
JEFE 80 CHEAH T2 48 h, B EE L) 200 pm BB, A T E AR I 0 iR R ) = ge

Jp e WL, TPU-PVCAc LRI FR 8 PUVa, X ik TPU-PVC IR BRI AR N PUCx, HH = %,
% PVCAc 5 PVC W R & 5%,

B 1 IR R A 4 AL
Table 1 Recipe of blend films

Sample w(TPU) w(PVCAc) w(PVC) w(VAc) w(HSHP
TPU 1.00 0.48
PUV05 0.95 0.05 0.25 0.46
PUV10 0.90 0.10 0.50 0.43
PUV20 0. 80 0. 20 1. 00 0. 38
PUV30 0.70 0. 30 1.50 0.34
PUCI10 0.90 0.10 0.43
PUC20 0. 80 0. 20 0. 38
PUC30 0.70 0. 30 0.34

1) HS means hard segment
1.3 ik

ZLANEIE (FT-IR) « £ E A H 2 F) Nicolet 5700 BIZL4F G54, B fh 7€ KBr #h i E AW Xl & &
ST M6 (ATR FTIR) « 35 E $4 i /A 7] Nicolet 5700 4T 406G 143 0 2 B i 8 B B9 25 A 43 fol T 2 &5
B AR ZnSe; {3l i F B85 (SEMD : H 4% JEOL /& 5] JSM-6360 4 4l By F 5. % » ¥ & 3% 10 990 S 1k A7 5%
AT ZR AR E RS (DSO) ;£ EH TA AR TA 2910 B, BSEY, FHEEE 10 °C/min; J]
2 MERE : 2 F Instron /4] 4465 BIAORHK KL, # GB1040-79 il 4 M UA: &, A 0 I 3 I 3591,
75 3 7 7 9L A8 B3

Bk e R B 7E CoCly-H, O, (¢(CoCly) =0. 1 mol/L, w(H,0,) =0. 2) AL W ™, B 25 935 A0 LA B
IRRFERAR ., 37 CHEBMIRK 25 d. 5 3 d Tk 1 R, AN R E M S e,

KR BIER T 37 CH AR FRM w=0.2 ) HO, W+, B 3 B3 M ABT LR R, TR
THEEKEGS):

S, = (m, —my)/my X 100% D

ot emg M om, 43 B RVEIKET BB E.

W IR [ 2 7E B 1B AR B AR5 e 1E IR AR YR 4 P (23 CLAHRHBJE 50 %), 4% B8 ASTM E96-BW #4171l
o PRI EBEBKEW .
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W = m/tA (2
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2 #HRE5WR

2.1 HBEEMNBAEHERS

B 15T TPU fIRIRAEER FTIR B, N—H R d 37 3 326 cm 4k, BLH R A 0%
AXt TPU s & B 1 5847 R 7= A4 W1 B, TR R IR K S AE AR A R X 31, R SR /D e M H- 1618 %%
Ay A N B R R X B (1 690 ~1 745 em ) #4740 WU & AL #TY, G50 ) T K 2, 1 704.1 711~
1724 cm™ 1 1 730 em™" 3% 3 & 4 510 E T8 /5 258 10 SB35  TC 7 058 1h 208 k35 70 0 B e o
OV 2 PEEERENEEMLEE XONERFEELEE XOH TR
2 Area(Bonded)

_ 3
Z Area(Free) + Z Area(Bonded)

X

B E Area(Ordered)
N 2 Area(Free) | 2 Area(Bonded)

Bl 138, PVCAc HBEER Z MR B8 77 RO R B A W e it BEAE 1 736 cm™' b, W7 1 20 T R 4 1) I i IX
ALK PUV KRB S I 55 R, (E 0 2 1 S AC R BE 1 18, R B b 25T 40 I 25 R AP AT IE . A 30RE
BEIE B T () 0 REEBREE 5 BRI R BE R 0, LA LB JE M R BRI B A P SRR E N X=X /0,
FlFFE 2, mFR2 AN, 5 TPU MK, TPU/PVC IiRY) PUC & B i = S AL 2 BE A BRI BE 19 F B
XEFA TPU 5 PVC RYAR 7R MR, M T BB B S8 ML . PUV i X, M1 X, 9% T PUC Y,
Y] PVCAc 5 TPU WM B84, IR R B SRR ER AR,

X, 4
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Fig.1 FT-IR spectra of PVCAc¢, TPU,PUV30 and PUC30
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Table 2 Curve fitting results in carbonyl absorption region of blend films

Peak area/( %)

Sample 8 X X, X,
1704 cm™! 1711~1 724 cm™1 1730 cm™!
TPU 70.9 29.1 70.9 70.9 70.9
PUV30 58.7 5.9 35.4 0. 95 64.6 58.7 61.7
PUC30 55.1 2.4 42.5 57.5 55.1

RAER) DSC HiEE R (R )R PVCAc MBEEILHETIRE (THKT PVC . X2l F PVCAc F it
REEER LI BREE W N BE RS . TPU ML 1 4 T,, W HE F PTMG 1 — 4 %38 ; X b il A PUC
W24 T,,548 TPU R PVC 1 T, #HEL X 2 4 T, 405l M & EAEIR T m A% A ILREY + PVC &
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RAH I, EHGE T4 TPU M PVC K T,. X—BKKW,PVC 5 TPU KB A T A, B
SrEMAERIES . PUVS U BH—A4 T, Bf &+ TPU B, ULBI IR (A R o 1y PVCAc & B &R, X
TPU H# B T, A K BEF KR H PVCAc R #ER,PUVI0 5 PUV20 i3] 2 4> T,, 54 TPU 5§
PVCAc It ENTA 8RR ERALA , R BN 1550 2 W A BT & (B E 0 A0 B9 72 B2 AR A B A9 PUC
EREFRRER T PVCAc TRIVHE— P RE,PUVI0 UL — A T, BHE 4 PVCAc § T, B il
EHERARAEE, X SRR PR OFEE T RSB MA X, TPU 7E 145. 8 "CAl 170. 2 °C 4b4r B H B 2
AN I, BT X LT U B AR AR B ] AR R B, B R N AR RS e, 5 TPU M
H,PUC 8 PUV JLIR B 45 S 08 B0 IR 5 (1) BAR A R A W1 B 4 (BLAR BRI R4S (A HLD) A BT BRI B
PUC P& BB BEBR, A PUC R BB ER K, RBEEAF ARG mE AR RIEE TR, 5
2 Pl AR EE 5.

%= 3 REEN DSC HIEE R

Table 3 DSC scan results of specimens

Sample T,/C Tw/C AHR/(J+ g™
PVCAc 61.8

PVC 85.7

TPU —53.3 145.8,170. 2 15.63
PUVS —48.6 145.2,168. 3 14.87
PUV10 —36.3,11.3 168. 2 11.32
PUV20 —26.1,14. 4 170. 6 10. 65
PUV30 18.7 165.7 10. 34
PUCI10 —38.3,52.3 168.7 8.08
PUC20 —36.7,62.4 169.9 7.34
PUC30 —35.5,65.1 169. 6 7.65

1) AH,, was normalized to the mass fraction of TPU

2.2 SHBENR

B 230 T TPU.PUV20RMPUC207E il i A 46 5 3o fi 5 A9 SEMBR o B A il 3R 1) 78 70 2 4846 52 3 iy
HBA BRI B2 25 d IEAAL LI G, TPU R W BT WRRIT R, PUC20 2 1 % 4 8% 1R 59 R 40,
PUV20 RH M REE D .

Bl 2 HHSEMAEHAET(a.b,o) J5(d,e,DH SEM B i

Fig. 2 SEM photographs of specimens before (a,b,c) and after (d,e,f) oxidative treatment

a,d—TPU; b,e—PUC20; c¢,{—PUV20
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BT TPU o PTMG 5B A 5 R AR AT 52 2R R AR, O T 25 2 I o AR A Ak B8 %0 4 ) SR I 0L » D0
TR BEAT S A9 ATR-FTIR B3 (& 3.8 4. B 4 Bl &3 S A3 5 kR T 45 i 2 4L -
1170 em ™ Abf {8 2 T kSRS H B9 o ME TP R A IR ARG BT S R AGYS) 5 S BRI, 1 100 em ™ AL BE R,
R R S U B BE AT 1 367 cen ™" Ak 1A . Y R R o e 3k BE A T ARG, BT PTMG 3k B 7 AL i R P 2 B A
. TPU.PUVS5 fl PUC20 7£ 1 650 cm™" &b ty BT AW Wi , e oy 55 2 e BT 5 5B 9T 5 1 B a8 s v 9
FEEEBEEME R TR RE T KM, A, EE PUV AR +H PVCAc FEMER,PUV20 Al
PUV30 #& A H B 2 B9 PS4 S5 B2 5|58 Y A5 AR B iU, (R BRF7E 1 650 em ™" A0l B0 ) B &2 46 Wi Wi i, S8 7
B i EAC TR B EAUK S RUE MR . d el W, i F PUV & PVCAc 5 PU W B8 BUA B i A 281 b
PTMG # Bt i R AL R AR SRR 3 T BAF AR 1R
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Fig.3 ATR-FTIR spectra of blend films before oxidative treatment
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Fig. 4 ATR-FTIR spectra of blend films after oxidative treatment

PESCERCL7 1438 , SALE B i FETERRL P A B IO X B A o 208 4 R R e, T A R IR R H O
H,O, 23 T8 bt B B 80 Il T TPU FISBEM B kR MBAKRGE 4, 5 TPU M,
PUV IR B 75 M 3R AR, B S PVCAc W B EEMX, M4, PUV20 1Y ik A% 5T Hoik
HPUC20/ , PUVIR R &K R IME FTPUM R MM M PUCER, Bk B s BFNW AR EH. 5
TPU 1, PUC H &K H) PVC BARTE—ERE FREMIR T REME KR A THYS TPU RE A
B, IR EEA 3%t PTMG 3B e 2R 9 7E .

2.3 Stk

VR A T 2R RE (3R 5) om H , PUC SRR A9 hr {53 B I 4 K SR B & PVC & BB i 8 3 T

;AR PUV LR B B B8 m Wh g Rl Rk %, g PVCAc S EMIRE ., B4 PUV IR
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Table 4 Swelling ratio and water transmission rate of blend films

S/ ()
Sample W/(10=* g+ mm~2 « h™1)
H:O H: Oz (w=0. 2)

TPU 1.70 4.90 35.5

PUVS 1. 50 3. 60 32.7
PUV10 1. 30 3.20 28.4
PUV20 1.20 2.50 19.3
PUV30 1.20 1.20 10.2
PUC20 1. 40 2. 80 23.7

IR A D S8 ek 4 3R A5 BT RIS, (HHF R BH S . BTE R &, PVCAc 5 PTMG 4K B B AH 28 PR 52 45, F B % &2 g 1 Bt
] B AR F DL B R AR B I S i 4/, U PUV LB BB A4S M hL a8 B . 3R 5 38R ¥, PUC K
o E BE R A NI R PVC & B3 BI R48 %, W PUV K FE7E PVCAC & BEARM , B AA K, A7 ol 3
F2 R R P AU SR B A R B B SR B

5 LR 2R
Table 5 Mechanical properties of blend films

Sample Tensile strength/MPa Elongation at break/( %) Hardness/(Shore A)
TPU 40.3 1148 82

PUVS 36.6 1121 80

PUV10 35.2 815 80

PUV20 38.4 890 85

PUV30 36.6 558 92

PUCI0 28.4 697 86

PUC20 17.3 402 91

PUC30 14.7 318 95

3 & it

RHABREH & T PVCAc FIE A% PTMG # TPU gy3tiRIE. PVCAc 5 TPU # PTMG 3k ES iy A8

B PRBAT , X B BUA P A R IR BUD s R PUV R RALR E LT TPU A PUC, ¥ Bk R B K R EL
TPU 1 PUC JEAR , 4ir {35 B2 71 W S0 22488 PUC BT B 32 7 , B PVCAc & 8 X 7 i 55 BE B9 &2 W A R, {2

W B R RA BT TR .
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