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Fig. 1. Plots of log G’ versus log G” for a nearly monodisperse poly-
styrene having M,,=1.95X10° and polydispersity of 1.07 at various
temperatures(T) ; () 160, (A) 170, (1) 180, (¥) 200, (&)
210, (- ) 220, (&) 230.
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Fig. 2. Plots of log G’ versus log G” for nearly monodisperse poly-
butadienes at 50C ; (@) M, =40,700, (A) M,=170,000, (W)
M,,=435,000.
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Fig. 3. Schematic representation of the dependence of log G’ versus
log G” on polydispersity : (a) in the terminal region, (b) in the li-
near region.
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Fig. 4. Plots of log G’ versus log G” for the 30/70 PS/PMMA at va-
rious temperatures(T) ; (®) 210, (A) 220, ([7]) 230.
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Fig. 7. Composition dependence of T, for PS/PVME blends, in
which x denotes the temperatures at which oscillatory shear expe-
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Fig. 8. Plots of log G’ versus log G” for the 50/50 PVME/PS at va-
rious temperatures(C) ; (®) 95, (A) 90, () 80, (¥) 75, (&)
70, (@) 65, (A) 60, (M) 55.
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Fig. 9. Plots of log G’ versus log G” for the 25/75 PVME/PS at va-
rious temperatures(T) i (®) 150, (&) 140, ([1) 127.2, (¥) 115.
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25/75 PVME/PS —6 340 69 75
10/90 PVME/PS 67 74.0 84 17
PS 93 98.0 105 12
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Fig. 10. Logarithmic viscosity versus blend composition for PVME
/PS blends system at the iso-free volume condition using Tp=
Tam 3 (©) at Ty+48C, (A) at Ty+71C, (FD) at Ty+90T.
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Fig. 11. Logarithmic viscosity versus blend composition for PS/
PoMS blends system : (a) isothermal condition, (b) iso-free vo-
lume condition using Ty=Tgm, (c) iso-free volume condition using
Tg:Tg{.

315



E 2= 9Jith. o]A o] microheterogeneitydl] }3k g3E<l
A& solid state nmre) oJ8f ¥Ha| o} Helaka Eof
vpRjeto 2 AdRerl 2o s 228 33
exolA 243 log G versus log G” plotse] &x2 &
Foli} B2 2o T@shs Aol 8.&F FaT AT
Az g3 Yok Z Ajii S0l 2l8hA turbidity curve
ole] £x9} ojate] &xolA log Ggi' versus war
piotso] %ol ol e AL Budlduh. &, var’t
39T 9 AR/ dohke 499 %X 22 log
Gy #o) 94 GGolN 13 log Gy’ @R} F7lsh=tl
o)A L o83} turbidity curved BAHHoE 7 4+
i F735kich 2ejut Bates group®e] oshel #dd
gdo] exgl ARV} dojiks 2EdA dFY o
obd g2 3 ¥ waprt BA3 A G kol zheoj7t gl
Aarg ZAsE Bol FAch e, 288 AL Ajji 5
9] systeme PS/PVMESId| H)3) Bates 5% H-PEP
(poly(ethylene-co-propylene)[ ]2 1, 4-polyisoprene
L 22 3743 £4])/D-PEP system(7]1A He 4,
D& £448 ®Mojth. &8 H-PEP} D-PEP= i
o] 7] YR FE27t Yo ARt FEH fuEHy

H 3. Theories for Predicting T, of Block Copolymers

QAo 2 o)z}t glvka #agny. e, PS¢ PVME
2= 7 239 friction coefficient x}o]7} 9 7]
mFol werd] 9] ¥ BT systemS HlERE AL of
Hoa Bt

22 F2EA e fHgtE A2 B2 F5EAY T
A7 Aol &% (microphase separation transition tempe-
rature) T,o] ol3) 27 A9-Arh.Y B8 22EAE e
LE(B A dHE 4 BE T 3 AR £ Hlg
of Wy &, AAeid, ehdeldee] q| T2 (micro-
domain structure) 2 71z}, 383 o37)x wlAadolgta
wale domaing] H7)E B9 A SRl <
400~700nm ¥t} G4 #-e 10~100nme]7| wWite] B5
FEIAE 43 AFLe FEshA Boh MY nEA
Easd goirel A2elE Atk (macrophase separa-
tion) olg}il R 2xd o] we] domain7|e 7HA] F4 Y
R @A 2 um @elYge g A¥e AFL EFEs
A g}, olag B2 FEEAT AT 2xolde] HH
A3 glojA st Ael(disordered phase ¥+ ho-
mogeneous state) 2 &l o] A$E B kA

o] & 2899 71 £ W &

Meier?®51 SSL S HzE ARAUASE Z vl TR Hgsted G MG AR FE2E e FYE &

Aoz AA
- 3B B AHERE BIgEAS EstE Meanfieldy} self-consistent fieldg& 3 7138} A]

23

Helfand @ CEE otz AfdURAE ALY o) meandield NS =Y HEo o8,

Helfand = SSL AW ¥REE D AW FAS AgHos o5,

coworker52~56 - HiQE A& W&} 7]) 93t ad-hoc basisE YEFFE Fo HdHok &

- @& parameter7} 4R 3

- Helfand ©) &% W}&A4

Hong-Noolandi®* ~%1|  wsL

%7& Langrangian multiplier2 AH2-3}<] ad-hoc 713 & .
- Landau o] 29| A] order parameterd-S 47 A9 ALt zFFelv A E 3

-E2E ZEHA 9y TEEA BRso AHYRE Hx2 73

cAE R4 2 AW 58 AFHez 7

- Systemoll A} solvent7} Qlojok ©.(% mean fieldE a7 do 2 Hast7) )

- Random Phase Approximation(RPA)-& H%Z 2 B2 FZ3Ao 8.
cTe 2 7%, 4909y, edag e o mAdeld zfAdAE ALk
- Small Angle X-ray scattering(SAXS) 2 Neutron Scattering(SANS) 2.2 T,& 36 o] &3

P 62
Leibler WSL basis7h .
cTe BX (N o 52 FojRed ol AL BEd RuEgd g U
- B2 Z2EA9 9y FEEA EP=o M RPAE 43t 7[R A Byl Hn o] fokdlA
7} o] reference® o] & ¥.
Ohta-Kawasaki®364 SSL - Leibleroj] A% WSL& SSLe 2 #&3te] BE g5 Tz dated ddd o5 &

Abgt A (E 23 vigol W vz WME) 45

Fredrickson-

- Leiblerol 2] 2 A1 ¥ ¥ 1% 8 %S Hatree approximationo] o8] 7.

Helfand® WsL - g TP A g UFoeg Folol He FFol L.
Whitmore - 4G XE order parameter?] 4x7A] 7§ Hong-Noolandi o] &-& 233l self-consistent3t
Vavasour®67 SSL~WSL we] o3 AfoliAE Tl SSLPA7A A8 3AE
- Z4re WSLol A 314w o] Az R 3 el ¥, dddd, A de e w727t
dZ%.
e} Group68~82 WSL : Leible.rgl R'PA°]%%.%§ 22 FUTEA 2AS, BEE/EE LFHA Bz g
« Polydispersity effect 37}

316

Polymer Science and Technology Vol. 5, No. 4, August 1994



>

4 $5Pch A T 2E olstillde BAFAL
2 BEAG 718 avAy BEsty]) wEd o
£ order-disorder Hol2%, ToprHtis HEt

L EE Topre A9 7HE2A0M ofF $8¢ 98
& ) 43 59 T, kA BAA 32 pres-

ool Mo
k]

tlo 30 kI

-

pid

sure-sensitive} hot-melt adhesive'’ol] B2 FZgA7}
g 715 2718 Agshed ek 7kE 2571 Tl
Aol B2 FEFA|7T 78371 19} adhesive subst-
rated] AW HHEL Fol7) wjFel AFHe] FA =HA
1, o] &% olalo A 71EE Bfole B Fxo} ok e
HFEA fAI7E 5] i@t T sgo] ojete ® o
2 2FEx AHo R Yopzly, 3 T2 B& 5357
Ho} Buu|, F EAFE BEG o]Fw EZAlY A&
Aol AA FIS Peth

BE Z23e 19509 3t ol F§e o3 7k
Ao] AAse 48 1060dt)o] Shell Chem, o4 “Kra-
ton”olehe AR ARE ¥ G7iaA @A (thermo-
plastic elastomer) ¥otoll A 714 dal A= 3 ek &
H 82 323 T(5x Topp & c1&Foz 48
Hog Fahe Zo] A 3013 FE FAARE Ho] U3
Ao x o] FoloA B AF7} o]Fo]A| i gt

wA A7 BE FEEAL T & 1ihe o8ss
7rekstA Aelstad & 34 71&skAh

& 7)1A SSL% WSL-& Z}7} strong segregation limit3!
weak segregation limitS ehli SSL& £%7} ofF
weo g9o(& yN>10)o) #AEH= F8 /e 7 &
Za}ole] AW} W Z3m 13tel vt A
o}F FA3 W= gl v|s] WSL2 227} T R
9] 9 (xN=10) 2.8 Fxol 2 F(fluctuation)o] Fth3
o2 33 o}gd F EZxole] A wf- FAL BY
o]c}. 8384 o 714} y= Flory9) interaction parameter o]
] Ne B2 & Fdco|d, 99 F2 o|&%F SSLoA
thE 2 Helfand o] &%~%3} WSLojlA] th35<] Leibler
o] o]2%2 = o)xe Z¥3 Whitmores} Vavasour
o]&%-67 18| 120} BABIATH

2] 12A+ SB o]FE-E F33}4| (styrene-block-buta-
diene diblock) & 90T = 7]&3st Z2ld UAl ) ok
ooz o]Folz gdoln, Uzl FejugEE U
golg Eahe Aot ® 13 128 BY 8E T5E
Aol Bapzo] Zr18 £E vAAde FEE RI(Z2 F
A) vlgol os) A=A @3, Ugehe] FHES(N) 2
I BEEd o3& No| FojxH y7t %9 Fgolnz
T.& 7€ 4 7] "otk 22t 8 12B9] Leib-
lerd] o8& Ruu|go] 0.58 Astis AT A0
A g vFota(EL yNgke FIVMFIYE) BA F
¥, HAE nHTEE AA lamellar¥ 2 WHIHE AL
BoEy), B8 Byu|go] 0,590 g el vt

IEXDEL 7| A58 4% 19943 8¢

L (A)

4 s
(Psy| (Ps) Py [{PIY

Malecular Welght
n

P
AN

(

0.0 Q.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 Lo

Volume Fraztion of PS

100 40

- (e}

(3]

(4

a0

P A B B :
LR 1[ fl 1
I i I o
80 | (o 1 | 4
e ; /
so + il | v
I ERHA P
a oA [
“1-\ \‘- \ ll ,l’
0 2\ Y g /
2 N . \ 7
20 - NN «\\\ | __ -
10 =

-] c.2 e 2.6 [+X ] 1.0
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