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ABSTRACT

The radical initiated graft copolymerization of acrylonitrile(AN) and 4— chlorostyrene(4
—Clst) onto ethylene— propylene— diene terpolymer(EPDM) rubber was investigated under
various conditions. Graft copolymer(AN—EPDM—4—Clst) was isolated by selective solvent
extraction and identified by using IR spectroscopy. The percent grafting is determined as
a function of solvent, reaction time, and monomer mole ratio. Percent grafting decreased in
the order of tetrahydrofuran(THF))THF/ethyl acetate(EA)(1 : 1)>cyclohexane/EA(1: 1))n
—hexane/EA(1 : 1). Grafting increased continuously with increasing the reaction time up
to 40 hr, beyond which the grafting levelled off. It was observed that percent grafting increased
as increasing [4—Clst]/LAN] mole ratio, but decreased when [4—Clst]/[AN] mole ratio was

higher than 1.60. The light resistance of graft copolymer(AN—EPDM—4—Clst) ‘was better
than that of ABS.
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EPDM 7ol Acrylonitrilezt 4 -Chlorostyrene & 282 223

7}id 4 Q= E EPRe| 29 o|FAYRE
Fsla glerm g EPRIY AAe| o} fAbgt
Folc}, EPRS HAMY o)lF Ae] glor =
EPDM S 4| &2} o] FZA3te] ko] AL o] &
o) F AL st oste] Aol E3}E7| wfFo
W FA 5 2H AL, AbA: B3] . E ol g A aAf o)
2 AZolth. EPDME A3 ¥Eow 54 ¥
A % Wy aea duk ueA), A H B4R
wro] Al8-31 7 9lt}? EPDM ] A4 A45L ethy-
lene 3%, diene® = ¥ F-A}5Fol upel Tge 60~50
Te) 3 Tme 40~60Co17 AH4 7h5 &&= 57C
Arolr] AWy 2xr} @& Helth A engi-
neering plastic®. 24 TV, VIR, A 3}7], 241§
9 elo] Lebo| B Frof @o] 220]F $1E acrylonit-
rile—butadiene — styrene(ABS) & A o1FZA
& 7HAE Ql7] wWel WEAdo] oFgk Alo] o
o]t} EPDM rubber®] 7HA-& o F |30
EAs 0N JeR SR FAISE o] F A uk-gH s
o] B 912} acrylonitrile®} 4— chlorost-
yrene®}o] 12} L E FF3lel 3} AFE B
5o} A ot}

¥ A7 ABSY whHQl WEAdE Al
skl W3Ado) E& EPDMel acrylonitrile®} 4
— chlorostyrene s 12 ZE F% %5}t acrylonit-
rile—EPDM—4—chlorostyrene 1Z}ZE FZF§
A (AECS) 9 Aol tHdt &), uhg-A17F 2 acry-
lonitrile®} 4—chlorostyrene F%2 3%} F3t
Aol %, #a F WFAAE A

(I T

2. A Kz
21 Al <
1) Chlorobenzene : Y¥ Katayama#] SFA4]
ok
2) 1, 2—Dichloroethane : 4% Junseidl &A1
ok
=

3) Aluminum chloride : Q¥ WakoAl

4) Acetyl chloride : ¥+ Junseidl E3FA%F
5) Aluminum isopropoxide : Fluka#| EA1<F
6) Isopropyl alcohol(IPA) : & ¥ KokusanA &

FA ek

7) KHSO ,: 9% Katayama#] S5+

8) n—Hexane, Cyclohexane, Tetrahydrofuran
(THF) : 9£ Junseid] Sd*F

9) Benzoyl peroxide(BPO) : 9+ Hayashi?l
EZ )2 10g2 chloroform 40méol] go] &
X171 }3}3F F J methanol 100méol 4
AAARAA AF A A H ol A AFHAE
AlZA.

10) Methanol : ¥4
mmHg)

11) Acrylonitrile(AN) : 9# Junseidl Sd*|°F
4 5% NaQHF& A o2 2~33] ubE- A 43
%, EF48 oA AAEe CaClh ® 27
AA ARrERE F3FE(bp. 40C/170
mmHg)

65C/760

%% (b.p.

12) Ethylene— propylene— diene terpolymer
(EPDM) : =I5 SP? AtAl24 PE/PP=50/
50, Mooney viscosity 55, diene2= ethyli-
dene norbornene®l 8% £ sle AJ°kg
7lek Aloke A% 5FE A4 ssch

22 71 7
1) IR Spectrophotometer : ¥]= Perkin Elmer
1330
2) NMR Spectrophotometer : =% Bruker WP
80 CW

3) Fade—O—Meter : Atlas. U. S. A

4) Q, UV Weathering Tester - The Q panel UV
B313, U. S. A

5) Color Difference Meter : ND—101DP, Ja-
pan

2.3 4— Chlorostyrene(4—Clst) ] ¥4
1) 4— Chloroacetophenone(4—CAP) & ¥4
4—CAP $A& obs uhgala 2o 3R
7y7), wHb7), A 714 B 55 A 8-3F 149
A Zab s Ae 500me]  1.2—dichloroethane
1.2mole(160.008g) &l AICLE %A3) =l &85
27 1.2mole(85mf) 2] acetyl chloride® EetA=
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o 718 ©}-& 1mole(102m€) 2] monochlorobenzene
7 250mé2] 1.2— dichloroethane Ef4E Eo

52 Z3) 2417w F9r AAE) Ay} sk
H7i7b Bt F oA 247 uF Fob wurER A
FIZ kg0 2hAR F15% HCl 5493} 4L &
T Yol A 3] 7hste] {7152 E) AAHT B
AFE #715E #eldl B2 43 5% NaHCO;,
4422 F4o] € q7HA] M ¥ ¥4 MgSO,.2
22170 o b. p. 60C/ImmHgell A 7H3t&5-3t
dern T8290% °] At m. pt 15~17Ce) 2,
A4E2 IR spectrum$ Fig. 1o 233 NMR
spectrumS- Fig. 3¢l v}el Widc),

Fig. 12 2980cm~'ell 4} A1 ¥+5 C—He 4152 %,
1685cm ol 4 C=09] A& %L &ql slgde
™ Fig. 3¢ 2.5ppmell A —CH; 28] 2 7.2ppmell 4]
benzene ringell A= 549 chemical shiftg #al
CISA=4

2) 4~ Chlorophenylmethyl carbinol{4—CPMC)

94 @»Aglﬁ‘ 17

4—-CPMC #$4& obg wgAa gon &
i), mu7), A7 B Q955 A3 14
A&kl 0.1mole(20.4g)9) aluminum isop-

ropoxide®t 120mé2] isopropyl alcohol¥ 7}3}eq
e 2 HE ohE 12m09] 4—CAPS} 84ml9)
isopropyl alcohol e A7}8 H-A AFo) A s
R - B Pl B R s b o B =R R L o =
W25k 5A 3 Fot SHFA T3 FEEFrell ol 8l
acetone} isopropyl alcohol® A1 #& ¥ ice bath
o4 10% HCl 892 A ES X Esigloh

A E-E 120me2] benzene2E A& T b. p.
72C/ImmHgol A Zreka5 stz A4 £ 78
£ 93% (¥, 83% ) °] et Fig. 2o A& IR
spectrum? Fig. 441 NMR spectrum< e} 3l
t}. Fig. 291 3380cm "ol 4] —OH 41%21%-& 2t
8l4i. o0 1685cm 1] C=09] AFAF peak’t
o1z eS o & slrh Fig 49 14ppmel A
—CH; 32ppmol 4l —OH, 4.8ppm©l 4 methine(C
—H), 72ppmel A benzene ringol & T4
chemical shiftg el slgic),

3) 4—Chlorostyrene(4—Clst) 2] AV

4—Clst9] Aol g vk g3 2on
100m¢2] Claisen flaskell 0.lmole(139g)¢] 4—
CPMC*} 2.78g9] KHSO, % 0.07g8] SE& Y1,
F-A o) AA 7L 3L e 7hA] spd 3, b, p. 39C/1
mmHgol A &5 3kt 82 65% (3,7 60%)
ojglen], IR spectrum? Fig 591 NMR spect-
rum< Fig. 69 viel wigicl

7121 peak’l $lo1F & & 4 9lv) 1630cm ™!
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Fig. 1. IR spectrum of 4— CAP (Neat phase)
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Fig. 2. IR spectrum of 4—CPMC (Neat phase).
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Fig. 3. NMR spectrum of 4—CAP (chloroform—d,).
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Fig. 4. NMR spectrum of 4—CPMC (chloroform—d,).

4000 3500 3000 2500 1800 1400 1000 600

Wave number{(cm ™)

Fig. 5. IR spectrum of 4—Cist (Liquid).
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EPDM 3L.5-o Acrylon tirile# 4 -Chlorostyrene & 22}=Z & X273

(6.5~ 6.8ppm) Ha Hb (5.2ppm)

C = C
/ Hy (5.8ppm)
phenylic—H
Gl (7.2ppm)

H
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
(ppm)
Fig. 6. NMR spectrum of 4= Clst (chloroform—di).
oA wd7|e C=C9 AEA5E el spsic) ,Lr—odu_ct__]
Fig. 62] 5.2ppmel 4] Hy, 5.8ppmell 4 H,, 65—6.8
ppmel 4 H, 223 7.2ppml 4 benzene ring®l n~ Hexane
U= 49 chemical shiftE #al sfsdc) soluble insoluble

4—Cl—Styrene — Acryl-
onitrile Copolymer and
Graft Copolymer

24 18T E FZ3) EPDM
1) Acrylonitrile— EPDM —4— Chlorostyrene
(AECS)9] &4
Acrylonitrile "EPDM — Styrene(AES) &4l —— DMF
ARSEE WS 385ted ARCSE A4 stelch

insoluble soluble

HEAe) Tere PEPY 4% 5W 2 A
TAo A GLekgt B za o] £L modified Hop- EPDM —4—Cl— Styrene Copolymer and|
kins ¥ 771 (CP condenser), 54|, &7}& 2o Graft Copolymer
o] R 7pA FQ)7] B8 A 109 Bed Ab

Acet
Eat Aol 25g2] EPDMS 93 725m09) 41— he- cetone
xaneS 7}8ko] SEA 5| el - 15m9) 4— chlorost- soluble insoluble
yrenei} 5m22] acrylonitrile %2 o 0.12g9 ( 1
Y, gl folg uloy 4*C1-Styre.ne— Graft

BPOZ 2.50¢ ~hexaneell e i Acrylonitrile Copoly mer
7}5}“‘4 ol 23 7k 5 Felstw A 70Tl A 600 Copolymer
rpm 2= At shgdch, A shg-o] 15% ol Eal-S w) Fig. 7. Block diagram of graft copolymer isolation pro-

90ml 2] ethyl acetate & 2F 3417} Tt M 3] 27} cess.
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gt uhg AAF aaZEe FHALES 109
9] methanololl R4 A1#ch. AAEL glass filter(1
G Z AHE vacuum oven oA} F3Feo] B
w72 A 2A1 7 oF-g Fk sh9dch, Soxhlet A&
o]4-3te] Aol FAANAN etz FFA
AECSE #3#3l= %AL Fig 7o el Wiich
oz F3AE Soxhlet A* ofl Y14 —hexanes
7 oE 48417 B #EEke ek
EPDM& &38lX1A #2] st} »—hexaneo] §
)5 EPDM=< 1081 9] methanolell 4 o33 &
geko] & wj7hR] 2Ax4)7) of v)4h-g-2] EPDM
FAE BFEATh n—hexaned A ¥ EF
£l DMF& 7}3te] 60Tl 48417t b Fubsted
4~ chlorostyrene — acrylonitrile (4 — CISAN) %
AECSE 48417 £ej3t 10009 methanoll
AAAA 2z 3k}, o] 2-& Soxhlet 23] ol 3L
acetones 7}3te1 48417 FoF i3l 4—-Cl-
SANS &3 2elg o2 485 %X Folde
a2 e FA 9l AECSE methanol® 43 80
TolA ko] 2 g7z Az} F HFsto
AECS® FAE F3tgich e SFFASENFE

S]] 9} &led total conversion(%), 12T ES
(%) ¥ 2ZEf8(%)E T3lder 7 £4¢
Aol A 228 EAEY IR spectrum$ Fig. 8,
Fig. 9 ¥ Fig. 109 e} Wigict

i) Total conversion(% )=
total weight of polymer formed

X100
weight of monomer charged 0
i) Grafting ratio(%)=
. . ft
welght.of polymer in grafts X100
weight of substrate
i) Grafting ratio( %)=
weight of polymer in grafts X100

total weight of polymer formed
2) 18X E TEE] AY

2 Ao 243 22tz Ee FE3e| AP2A
E-& Table 191 1}e} Wigic),

Table 1. Graft copolymerization conditions used in
this stydy

Description
2.40, 2.00, 1.60, 1.20, 0.80, 0.40

Codition
Mole ratio of
[4—Clst]/(AN]
Solvent system |HE(n—hexane/ethyl acetate, 50/
50)

CE(cyclohexane/ethyl acetate, 50/50)

TE (tetrahydrofuran/ethyl acetate,
50/50)

T(THF)

Polymerization {10, 20, 30, 40, 60

time(hr)

Transmittance( % )

A, ..
4000 3000 2000

1600 1200 800 400

Wave number(cm™?)

Fig. 8. IR spectrum of ethylene — propylene — diene terpolymer(EPDM) (chloroform film).

116



EPDM 1 F-oll Acrylonitrile®} 4 -Chlorostyrene® —Le}b2 & FZ33}
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Fig. 9. IR spectrum of poly(4~Clst—co—AN) (chloroform film).
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Fig. 10. IR spectrum of M—ABS(AECS) (chloroformfilm).

3. 23 2 %

3.1 A el

IRZE FEFAA doix FHAEL Fig 7
ol xe} e why o2 Fa)sle R spectrumS. 2
gal 3o}

Fig. 89 EPDM, Fig. 99 4~Clst—co—AN %
Fig. 109 AECS9 IR spectrum& “Febvigic,

Fig. 82] 2900cm ol 4 A W}5 C—-HY A &21%,
1465cm ™! CH,9] scissoring, 1375¢m ™ ‘ol A CH;9)
bending peak 2] EPDME &4l }ic),

Fig. 99] 3025cm "ol A ¥&+% C—H, 2960cm ™
A AWE C—H, 2240cm '} —C=N, 1190
cm 'l M C—Cl9) AEAE peakZHE) 4—Clst
—co—ANE 3tel st}

Fig. 109 3020cm 'o| A ¥&F= C—H, 2920cm ™!
oA 2ZF C—H, 2240cm ‘|4 —C=N, 1090
cm 'l 4 C—Cl9] A%3%F3 1485cm ol A —
CH.— 9] scissoring, 820cm™'oll 4 &% C—HY
Hejwzt Ag o2 HE] AECSE &l ksl

32 Buo) dgh

EPDMY %%, 4—Clst® 5%, AN ¥=, 7\
AAFE 2 FH2EE A sl S0 E
WA 7w A 22t ZE F3kg Z3E Table 200
e sioh

Table 29 HE $vlAlA FHIEE 45%,
CEAE 50%, TEA+E 55%, THE s8%olxth
a2lZe F§E HEANA 60%, CEA: 64%,
TEAE 70%, TAE 73%0|gdc) olelgt rAle
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Table 2. Effect of solvent on the graft copolymerization of 4—Clst and AN onto EPDM : [4—Clst]/[AN] ; 1.60,

temp - 60C, time ° 24hr, BPO 0.12g

Tatal Grafting Grafting

Exp.fe. Solvent conversion ratio efficiency
(%) (%) (%)
AECS HE : hexane/ethyl acetate 45 171 60
(HE) (50 : 50) ‘
AECS CE : cyclohexane/ethyl acetate 50 193 64
(CE) (50 : 50)
AECS TE : tetrahydrofuran/ethyl acetate 55 246 70
(TE) (50 : 50)
AECS T * tetrahydrofuran 58 287 73
(T

Z7ko) E§4ulA L WAV EAst2 gle
EPDM, AECS ¥ 4—Clst—co— ANl i3 43|
TH & HEASE P 7|QFs Ao A7
% alt}h. n-hexane®l} cyclohexaned 883 ¢)
EPDM$ & $8iA7)v AAE< AECS 2 4-
Clst—co— AN &3] A]7]1#] %3}% ethyl acetate
© EPDME& £3|A)71A %3} AECS R 4-—
Clst—co—ANZ &3l A1}, n—hexane®} ethyl
acetate E-4viAal HEY CE9 735 A&
AECSY} 4—Clst—co—ANE 23A)1E & 9l
=39 A7 deng o] gAY HE}
3458 el HErh A4-std EPDMe) 4-
Clst} ANE 43t A 5ol o7 3 2o] 3l
Hn Adoez JslrE F8o) £3 %A 2
Zolc}. THFE £4E44 EPDM# A&
AECSE &322 # = &vieltt. EPDM=}

AECSE &322 & gl ¥¥2 HES} CEXt}

THF7} 228 Ad3og ojd L3 A YA
HEE THF 491§ AH4-3A171 A =), alelA
EPDMel 4—Clst®} AN°} HEY} CEAlA xr}
folsA aslTE ¥ & A H2R asEE
H82 HEY CE B} & 712 Q7H=ir) o] jh
723} nylon, polyethylene 2 polypropylenel
)3 styrene®) e} E Ftoll A Sol Azl o
& Odian®]®* A7 Ax)c},
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3.3 HHSAIZHY] <33t

EPDMol 4—Clst® ANS ie]z a2tZEe &
Fgol oloA uk--A) 7kl gt A AIE Table
37} Fig. 119 e}k WAdoh

Table 3. Effect of reaction time on the graft copoly-
merization of 4—Clst & AN onto EPDM :

[4— ClIst]/LAN]=1.60, solvent ; THE,
temp ; 60C
Reaction 10 | 20 | 30 | 40 | 6
time(hr)

Grafting
efficiency 21 37 48 57 64
(%)

Table 35 Fig. 11911 A <} 404127 Al & 28 ZE
Aol 57%82 FA3 Frkshd 4027 olF =
A A8 7S o = ek o2 AP S Sl
THF7} uh-g-7 Wel F48q EPDM, AECS, 4—
Clst—co—ANE &322 F = S35 7]
QAste Aoz A7) $ui7t 2EAE &304
2 5 9le A T A" A= 71
&4 = 3 ate}4] EPDMel 4— Clst® AN % o)
3 sHo| aze gL ZvlehA o
Aoz Y7}



EPDM %ol Acrylonitrile® 4 -Chlorostyrene®d ZLefZE FFg

34 A sEnlo] digh gk

EPDM®l| 4—Clst#} ANS] L} 2 E F-hol A [4
—Clst]/LAN] 9] odskel] A3 A e H2E Table 4
9} Fig. 12¢ e} Hisich

Table4 ¢} Fig. 12011 4] 4-Clst3} ANS| £v]7} 16
AN 1etre &2 76% 2 M £ g el
Wi [4—Clstl/[ANIS] Zko) 200 % 2.40°)
Ae 2318 zrastd S-S e Wik ol
AR 2l whg-ol A 4—Clst3}h AN9 wH-3-A
Apolol 7]QlsheE o2 F5H) 25T A AN
(kp/kt) X10%2 3.4(A)%0]a1, 30Tl 4—Clste]
(kp/kt) X102 1.95(B)* %2 B. w5 ik A/BE=

100

40r

Grafting efficiency (%)

L 1 1 A A

0 10 20 30 40 60

Reaction time (hr)

Fig. 11. Plot of grafting efficiency vs. reaction time, {4
~Clst]/LAN] : 160, solvent ; THF, temp ; 60
g

Table 4. Effect of mole ratio of 4—Clst & AN on
the graft copolymerization of EPDM : sol-
vent ; THF, temp ; 60C, time : 90hr

Mole ratio
[4—Cistl/ ]0.40 10.80 | 1.20 | 1.60 | 2.00 | 2.40
[AN]

Grafting
efficiency 66 | 68 | 72 | 76 | 67 | 62
(%)

100
¥ 8ot '
@ /\\
8 6or
=2
‘E; 40 b
o0
g
g o0t
&)
040 080 120 160 2.00 240
Mole ratio [4— Clst]/LAN]
Fig. 12. Plot of grafting efficiency vs. mole ratio of 4

—Cist]/[ANT solvent : THF, temp : 60T, rea-
ction time : 90hr.

fr

oF 170128 Uz FeM A Sxve
AN°] 4—Clst 2o+ ¢ 179 =k & 4 9lvh
u}2}A] EPDMell 4—Clst® AN 2ttt J2t=2E

T35l 4] AA7 A7kl 4—Clst9t ANe] 74
e £2 AEger] Ysteds 4—Clste] AN 2ot
Lol Axo B47t Q¥che AP dX oA
& 4 glr}, o) Ewi¥ch AV 2 Ag ol
zZ2] ek 7} @o] EPDMel ZA¥sA = A
e Bl &8 Al A7) o Fl (Fig.7
Sh ;‘:1-1) aElTE 8 A= nhod 5] 7]
17) wfez Azt"d e od AAE
%‘6}71 Yl o] R HF F o A
1 AAHQ AYe] RetEejo} & o=

o

o i o 82 At
N o
N2 a2

R
kY

35 WEA

A 3}(color difference) o] &l A Abapld =4
w0 2 ) 27 9] 1 3], CIE(Commission Inter-
nationale de Enluminure)®] X, Y, Z system”3}
L. a. b system®e} Qlo}. vl EFEFoAM AAE
NBS(National Bureau Standards Unit) %$<l
A zpo) 2 1}e} W= (4 E)+ Hunter— Schofield
A“ ;})\]29

AE=[(aL)*+(sa)+(a b)2]2°ﬂ ofsle] &
4 9lth AE ghol AETE ’3‘1’21'°17} A 51 wpehA
WA ot WFAe] Ak AL viepich

aztze ZEIAAM A AECSQ} ABS
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Table 8. Color difference determined by Fade—0—
Meter for various samples

AE AE
Samples 5 hr |10 hr [20 hr (40 hr
EPDM 041 | 052 | 0.63 | 2.00
ABS 164 | 487 | 803 | 9.02
AES 042 | 051 | 118 232

4—Clst—co—AN | 049 | 142 | 251 | 532
AECS (TE) 053 | 059 | 2.00 | 3.86
AECS (T) 081 | 104 | 163 | 468

10

8+ A/

A

=
<
~— 6 L
g a
5 4 o
St
8
8

2

.éf"— ‘L“"’
0 10 20 10 50

Irradiation time( hr)

Fig. 15. Plot of color difference vs. irradiation time for
various samples.
AN CEPDM A DABS [ AES B : 4—Clst—
co—AN
O " AECS(TE) @ : AECS(T)

AES®| W34 Table 8% Fig. 159 v}e} Wigic),
TE £oiAel~ A3 AECS(TE)l 20417k
FZAE F AE gk 3860/ ABS9 AE e
9.02°] 22 AECS(TE)+= ABS Rt} oF 23u) A&
W3Ade]l Foie A& o 4 ok o7 AL
AECS®] #74 A< EPDM9] $48 34
713k Zolela & 4 Q) Hald nF=ALe
WF4do] £& £4+ EPDMYAES)AECS(TE))
AECS(T) >4~ Clst—co— AN>ABS ¢t}
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4. 4 Z

EPDM®! acrylonitrile(AN) 3 4—chlorostyrene
(4—Clst) 8 =z a2tz e F53 #3 o=
A F3E29) 483 acrylonitrile—EPDM —4
— chlorostyrene(AECS) 2] W FAd el H3le] o}
3 2e AEE 4t

1. Tetrahydrofuran(THF) & & & A}-&-3191&
AY IHZE AEL 73%E M Fhow A
43 8o o] FFol ot T ZE F89 Frie
THF) THF /ethylacetate(EA) (50/50) > Cyclohexane
/EA(50/50)>n — Hexane/EA(50/50) <=°lsich

2. 222 E A8 [4—Cist]/[AN] Ew|9) 3
o] 167t F7hsld e, 1604 el ztal
76%°]c}. 168t} € A9+ ZElZE #H§o
Zra kg ek

3. 28lZE Z3 A7) aElZE FE§S 404
AR E FA3 Zrkstgen 40X el A 2k
57%°13, 40X)17F o)Al M ofF

4. AECS(TE) Y] 40X)17F Zz13E F WA o
W& 4 E 7S 3.86°] 1 ABS®) AE 32 9.0201 ¢k,
AECS(TE)+ ABSXHt} ujgAdo] < 2.3u) E3kc},

o] £E2 1987 dE FaF AnA o7l
glate] o) Fojzlo v g oo A= et
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