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Unpillared montmorillonite PGV and five organoclays (Nanocor’'s Nanomer 1.44P, 1.24TL and 1.34TCN and
Southern Clay Product’s C25A and C30B) were high shear melt-blended (2.5 wt%) into poly(propylene
carbonate) (PPC). Solubility parameters of the clay pillaring agents versus that of PPC were used to
predict clay/PPC miscibilities and these were compared to XRD and TEM nanoclay dispersion mea-
surements. Clays 1.34TCN and C30B, with the highest predicted pillaring agent/PPC miscibilites, had
partially exfoliated morphologies. Clays 1.24TL, C25A and 1.44P, with pillaring agents predicted to be less

{fg{ V'(w:gs" Jene carbonate) PPC miscible, were less highly nanodispersed. Quaternary ammonium pillars with two 2-hydroxyethyl
Orgsgrl?ocg; groups promoted the best nanodispersion in PPC. 12-Aminododecanoic acid (in 1.24TL) promoted the

intercalation. Dimethyl dialkyl quaternary ammoniums (in 1.44P and C25A) were less effective. Orga-
noclay dispersion improved the thermal stability. The PPC/1.24TL nanocomposite, with the most stable
12-aminododecanoic acid pillar, was the most thermally stable (PPC/I.34TCN and PPC/C30B were the
second and third). The nanocomposites exhibited narrower linear viscoelastic zones than PPC and solid-

Nanocomposite

like behaviors in these linear zones.

© 2008 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Poly(propylene carbonate) (PPC) is a thermoplastic prepared by
polymerization of CO, with propylene oxide [1,2]. It possesses ex-
cellent adhesion to cellulosic substrates and improved lubricity [3]
so that it has been used in binders [4], brazing pastes [5] and so-
lutions [6], propellants [7] and diamond cutting tools [8]. Moreover,
PPC is enzyme degradable [9], biocompatible [10] and readily
processible [11]. It can also completely combust to produce only
non-toxic carbon dioxide and water [3]. However, PPC has a poor
thermal stability. This has prevented more extensive PPC use.

Polymer/clay nanocomposites often provide significant me-
chanical, thermal and physicochemical property improvements at
small (0.5-5wt%) clay loadings versus the pristine polymer or
conventional clay-filled composites (micro- and macrocomposites)
[12-16]. The hydrophilic clay platelet surfaces must have their
natural interstitial metal cations (K*, Na*, Li*, Mg?*, Ca*, etc.)
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exchanged with organic cationic modifiers to make the galleries
more organophilic and to enhance the d-spacings, while simulta-
neously reducing the attractive force between the platelets. A
polymer may then intercalate more readily and further expand the
d-spacings, leading to more efficient particle cleavage, platelet to
small tactoid cleavage, platelet exfoliation and improved clay dis-
persion into the polymer at the nanometer scale. The use of PPC/
organoclay nanocomposites provides a potential low cost method
of extending the applications of PPC.

The organoclay pillaring agents’ functional groups can be
designed to interact or even chemically react with the continuous
phase matrix polymer to improve the clay dispersion in matrix
polymer. The pillaring agents used in this study, 1-5, are shown in
Fig. 1. Hydroxyethyl groups in such quaternary ammonium pillaring
agents as 3 (in .34TCN) and 5 (in Cloisite 30B, e.g. C30B) are fre-
quently used. However, carboxyl groups present in modifier 12-
aminododecanoic acid, e.g. 2 in Nanomer [.24TL, have seldom been
investigated [17,18]. The effects of 12-aminododecanoic acid on
polymer/.24TL nanocomposite properties might be beneficial
where the carbonyl-containing functions of polyesters or poly-
carbonates are present in the matrix.

Only a few papers exist on PPC/organoclay nanocomposites.
Xu et al. reported that PPC/Cloisite 20A, pillared by dimethyl
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Fig. 1. Molecular structures of the pillaring agents used in this research (the clay identities, which contain these pillaring agents, are given in parentheses and the letter C stands for

Cloisite).

dihydrogenated tallow ammonium ions, formed intercalated mor-
phology nanocomposites [19]. Zhang et al. prepared partially
delaminated and intercalated nanocomposites from maleated PPC
(PPC-MA) with C30B and C20A, respectively [20]. They confirmed
partial delamination mechanism of C30B in PPC-MA via XRD and
FTIR [20]. The relationships among the PPC-organoclay mis-
cibilities, clay dispersion in the nanocomposites and nanocomposite
properties have not been clarified. PPC/organoclay nanocomposite
rheology has never been reported.

In this contribution, PPC/organoclay nanocomposites were pre-
pared with 2.5 wt% clay loadings via high shear melt-compounding.
Organoclays, with various pillaring agents shown in Fig. 1 are
identified by the acronyms used by the suppliers (viz. Nanomer
1.44P, 1.24TL and 1.34TCN, and Cloisites C25A and C30B), and the
unpillared inorganic clay PGV, with Na* counterions in the galleries,
were used. The solubility parameters, ¢, of pillaring agents 1-5
(Fig. 1) and PPC were calculated from their molecular structures
using group contribution method of Van Krevelen [21]. The mis-
cibilities between the PPC and each of the organoclays were pre-
dicted based on the absolute values of solubility parameter
differences between PPC and the pillaring agent |0ppc — Omodifier]-
The effects of these predicated miscibilities on organoclay disper-
sion in PPC/organoclay nanocomposites, the composites’ thermal
stability and their rheology were investigated.

2. Experimental
2.1. Materials

PPC was obtained from Empower Materials Inc, with a poly-
dispersity of 2.58, My =2.21 x 10°> and M, = 8.57 x 10%. The com-
mercial organoclays, Nanomer 1.44P, 1.24TL and [.34TCN and
polymer grade montmorillonite PGV, were obtained from Nanocor,
Inc. Cloisite 25A (C25A) and 30B (C30B) were purchased from
Southern Clay Products, Inc. These organoclays are natural mont-
morillonites modified, respectively, by pillaring agents 1-5 (Fig. 1)
which were exchanged from their halide or methyl sulfate salts
with clays. Agent 1 is the dimethyl dialkyl (alkyl: 70% Cyg, 26% Ci¢
and 4% C14) ammonium cation, 2 is 12-aminododecanoic acid and 3
is the methyl bis-(2-hydroxyethyl) hydrogenated tallow (tallow:
65% Cig, 30% Ci6 and 5% Cq14) ammonium cation. Modifier 4 is the
dimethyl 2-ethylhexyl hydrogenated tallow ammonium cation and
5 is the methyl bis-(2-hydroxyethyl) tallow ammonium cation.

2.2. Composite preparation

The inorganic PGV clay and the organoclays were dried for 12 h
under vacuum at 100 and 80 °C, respectively. PPC was dried for 24 h
under vacuum at 60 °C and melted in a Haake Rheomix 600 high
shear mixer at 160 °C with a 60 rpm blade speed for 2 min, using
roller rotors in the mixer. The well-dried inorganic clay or orga-
noclay was then added to give a 2.5 wt% loading and blended at
60 rpm with molten PPC at 160 °C for another 10 min. These blends
were each prepared on a 50 g scale.

2.3. Estimation of the solubility parameters
The solubility parameter of homopolymer PPC or compound,

e.g. pillaring agent 2, was estimated using the group contribution
method of Van Krevelen summarized previously [21]:

~1
|

o = 7 (1)

~14

where F; is the molar attraction constant of group j according to Van
Krevelen and Vj is the molar volume of group j according to Fedors
as described before [21].

Each of the pillaring agents 1, 3-5 is actually a mixture with
various hydrocarbon chains. For a compound mixture, Eq. (1) is
modified as:

IZ F ka
_ k
! % Vka

(2)

where Fy and Vj, of group k possess the same meanings as those of F;
and V; of the group j. X is the fraction of group k in the mixture.

The Fy and Vj values for the NH; group in 2 are 0 and 19.2, re-
spectively. Both of these values for NH4 " ion in 1, 3-5 were
regarded as 0. The corresponding values for the OH group, attached
to N* by the —-CH,CH,0H linkage in 3 and 5, were 754 and 13.0 cm?/
mol, respectively [21].

2.4. Characterization

The X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns were obtained on a Rigaku
D/Max 2500PC X-ray diffractometer operated at 40 kV and 100 mA,
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employing Cu Kaq radiation (A = 0.15406 nm). Measurements were
carried out in a fixed time mode with a 2 s step time and a step
width of 0.02°.

A Philips Teccnai 20 transmission electron microscope (TEM)
was used, employing a 120kV accelerating voltage. Ultrathin
composite slices (70 nm thick) were microtomed using a Leica
EFMCS cryo-ultramicrotome.

Thermogravimetric analyses (TGAs) were carried out with a TA
Instrumental Q50 TGA from 30 to 800 °C at a 10 °C/min heating rate
in a dynamic nitrogen atmosphere.

Rheological measurements were performed at 140 °C using
a Paar-Physica MCR 300 rheometer with a parallel plate geometry
and 25 mm plate diameters. Dynamic amplitude sweeps from 0.1 to
100% strains at a 1 rad/s frequency were executed to determine the
linear viscoelasticity range. Then dynamic frequency sweeps were
performed from 0.05 to 100 rad/s at a small strain of 1% within the
linear viscoelastic zone.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Solubility parameters

The solubility parameter, ¢, has been used to predict and explain
the miscibility in multiple phase systems [22]. Calculations of ¢ are
based on group contributions [21] and they have been applied
previously to several polymer/pillaring agent miscibility evalua-
tions [22-24]. If the clay pillaring agent’s ¢ value is close to that of
the polymer and the absolute value of the difference between them
(10polymer — Omodifier|) is small, the miscibility is predicted to be good.

The PPC and pillaring agent ¢ values, calculated using the group
contribution method of Van Krevelen [21], are given in Table 1. The
0 values of 1-3 were calculated for the first time in this work since
they were not available. Tallow T is a complex mixture containing
both saturated and unsaturated hydrocarbon chains, where the
unsaturated chains can have one or two double bonds. The hy-
drocarbon percent distributions within T and hydrogenated tallow
HT [25] are listed in Table 2. The pillaring agent ¢ values fall into two
distinct groups. Smaller ¢ values belong to the pillaring agents in
organoclays 1.24TL, 1.44P and C25A, respectively (16.60, 16.41 and
16.10). Those of 3 (in L.34TCN) and 5 (in C30B) have significantly
larger values of 19.14 and 19.12, respectively. These are much closer
to PPC’s ¢ value (22.76), predicting higher miscibilities with PPC.
The |0ppc — Omodifier] Values (Table 1) predict that PPC/I1.34TCN and
PPC/C30B nanocomposites would be more thoroughly nano-
dispersed than the PPC/1.24TL, PPC/1.44P and PPC/C25A systems
when prepared under identical mixing conditions. This study

Table 1
Solubility parameters of the PPC and pillaring agents 1-5 in the organoclays and
absolute values of the differences between them?

PPC 3 (in L34TCN) 5 (in 30B) 2 (in 1.24TL) 1 (in L44P) 4 (in 25A)

0 ()P [em®?)  22.76 19.14 19.12 16.60 16.41 16.10
|6ppc — Omodifier] — 3.62 3.64 6.16 6.35 6.66
Ul/zlcm3/z)

2 The structures of pillaring agents 1-5 are shown in Fig. 1.

Table 2
Hydrocarbon percent distributions in T and HT
C20 (%) C18 (%) C17(%) C16(%) Cl15(%) Cl14 (%)

T C-C bond 19.4 25 253 0.5 3.5
One C=Cbond 0.5 40.8 40 1.0
Two C=C bonds 2.5

HT C-Cbond 61.0 1.0 31.0 0.5 3.5
One C=C bond 3.0

experimentally (XRD and TEM) demonstrated that PPC/1.34TCN and
PPC/C30B were, indeed, the most highly nanodispersed compos-
ites, while clays 1.24TL, 1.44P and C25A were less thoroughly
nanodispersed when melt-blended identically. Thus, A¢ values,
when significantly different, appear to be useful predictors of clay
dispersion in PPC.

3.2. X-ray diffraction

Intensity loss and disappearance of the clay’s XRD base dif-
fraction peak have often been used to indicate that delamination is
occurring. However, Gilman et al. have pointed out that XRD
analysis alone can lead to false interpretations of the extent of
exfoliation [26,27]. Thus, XRD should be applied jointly with TEM
analyses.

The XRD patterns of the pristine PPC, the dried starting clays and
the PPC/clay nanocomposites are displayed in Fig. 2. Table 3 sum-
marizes the d-spacings, intensities, and both the relative d-spacing
and the intensity changes (of the clays in the composites versus the
starting clays) from the XRD results. PPC exhibited a broad amor-
phous diffraction peak at 19.62° (inset of Fig. 2a). The PPC curve
slanted upward from 2 to 10°. The d-spacing of the (001) plane, dyo1,
of unpillared PGV clay was 1.22 nm. The (001) diffraction peak of
the PPC/PGV composite appeared as a very weak shoulder, due to
the small clay volume fraction. No peak position shift was observed
compared to PGV, revealing that the PPC had not intercalated into
the clay galleries and its d-spacing did not change. This is consistent
with immiscibility between PPC and PGV. PGV is poorly nano-
dispersed according to XRD analysis. Furthermore, TEM observa-
tions show that PPC/PGV was not a nanocomposite. All of the
as-received pillared organoclays exhibited d-spacings significantly
larger than that of unpillared PGV. The d-spacings of these orga-
noclays and their PPC nanocomposites are now discussed.

The PPC/1.44P nanocomposite’s dpg; value (3.68 nm) and the
d-spacing value of the (002) plane, dgpz (1.83 nm), increased,
compared to 2.57 and 1.28 nm, respectively, for as-received 1.44P
(Fig. 2b). This d-spacing expansion is consistent with a PPC/1.44P
nanocomposite intercalated structure.

As-received C25A clay exhibited a (001) diffraction peak con-
sistent with a d-spacing of 1.93 nm. The dgg; value of the PPC/C25A
nanocomposite increased to 3.37 nm and the smaller diffraction
peak of the (002) plane emerged at a larger 5.26° angle (1.68 nm
d-spacing) (Fig. 2c). The presence of a (002) plane diffraction peak
was previously rationalized [28] by hypothesizing that the polymer
extracted pillaring agent from a portion of the galleries during
melt-compounding, resulting in the interlayer distances of the
nanocomposite being slightly smaller than those of the organoclay.
This would result in the loss of pillaring agent without polymer
infusion into the galleries. The relative d-spacings and intensities of
the clays and their PPC nanocomposites are shown in Table 3 where
the superscript 0 refers to the starting clay values. The relative
d-spacing increase, Adgoi/d3o1, and the relative decrease in peak
intensity —Alom/l?)m, of the PPC/C25A nanocomposite were larger
than those of the PPC/1.44P nanocomposite, respectively (Table 3).
This suggests that the dispersion of C25A in the nanocomposite was
somewhat better than that of the .44P.

The 1.44P modifier has two long alkyl tails whereas the C25A
pillaring agent has only a single long chain. A previous investigation
of nylon 6/alkylammonium-modified clay exfoliation [29] showed
that the presence of two alkyl tails sterically diminishes the nylon’s
ability to interact with the silicate surface and increases the mag-
nitude of the polar nylon/hydrophobic hydrocarbon interaction. A
similar observation was also made for poly(lauryl lactam)-adipic
acid-poly(tetramethylene ether) glycol block copolymer/C25A and
poly(lauryl lactam)-adipic acid-poly(tetramethylene ether) glycol
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Fig. 2. XRD patterns of (a) PPC, PGV and the PPC/PGV composite, (b) PPC, 1.44P and the PPC/1.44P nanocomposite, (c) PPC, C25A and the PPC/C25A nanocomposite, (d) PPC, 1.24TL
and the PPC/1.24TL nanocomposite, (e) PPC, .34TCN and the PPC/L.34TCN nanocomposite, and (f) PPC, C30B and the PPC/C30B nanocomposite. All clay loadings are 2.5 wt%.
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Table 3
XRD analyses of the clays and PPC/2.5 wt% clay composites?

Clay Pristine clay Composite Clay to composite
variation
d3o1 Bo1 doot Ioo1 Adoo1/d3o1 ~Aloo1/1o1
(nm) (cps) (nm) (cps) (%) (%)
PGV 1.22 - 124 - 1.61 -
1.44P 2.57 21776 3.68 17850 4319 18.03
C25A 1.93 24815 3.37 12902 74.61 48.01
1.24TL 1.73 7860 2.36 1958 36.42 75.09
1.34TCN 1.99 16965 3.74 7668 87.93 54.78
C30B 1.84 16660 3.53 1679 91.85 89.92

@ [ stands for the peak intensity. The superscript O refers to the d-spacings and
intensities of the starting clays.

block copolymer/Cloisite 15A nanocomposites [30]. This is also
likely to occur for the polar PPC.

The dpo1 spacing of PPC/L.24TL increased to 2.36 nm from
1.73 nm in the starting 1.24TL clay and no other peaks were ap-
parent (Fig. 2d). The PPC/1.24TL nanocomposite had the second
largest —Algg1/I301 value and the smallest Adgo;/d3o; value among
all the nanocomposites. The carboxyl groups of the linear 12-ami-
nododecanoic acid, e.g. pillaring agent 2 in 1.24TL and the PPC
carbon carbonyl groups should interact by H-bonding and dipole
attraction. The XRD (and TEM) findings for the PPC/1.24TL nano-
composite also indicated an intercalated morphology. Since PPC
contains a hydroxyl group at one chain end, these functions may
esterify the carboxyl group of 12-aminododecanoic acid during the
160 °C blending step, binding some PPC to the clay platelets
through the pillaring agent spacer.

The Adom/d%m values for the PPC/C30B and PPC/1.34TCN nano-
composites were the highest and second highest, respectively, in
the series, while their —Alyg; /1801 values were the first and third,
respectively. This implies that these organoclays should exhibit
better degrees of dispersion in the nanocomposites. This is con-
sistent with the development of hydrogen bonding between the
pillaring agents’ hydroxyl groups (in the -CH,CH,OH functions) of
these two clays and the PPC’s carbonyl groups.

The degree of clay dispersion in these PPC nanocomposites
predicted by the XRD analyses followed the order: C30B > [.34TCN
and these were followed by C25A > 1.44P > PGV. The position of
.24TL in this series was not obvious and had to be determined by
TEM.

3.3. Transmission electron microscopy

TEM was used to determine the effect of the clay pillaring agents
on the clay platelet dispersion in PPC (Fig. 3). Large PGV alumina-
silicate particles and tactoids which remained agglomerated
(Fig. 3a) were observed in PPC/PGV samples, confirming very poor
nanodispersion. The PPC chains could not be readily inserted into
the inorganic PGV platelet galleries. Thus, d-spacing expansion,
intercalation and exfoliation processes did not easily occur to pro-
mote nanodispersion. In contrast, PPC chains were progressively
intercalated into the galleries of organoclay 1.44P tactoids (Fig. 3b).
Furthermore, the TEM of PPC/1.44P nanocomposite also showed
that some ‘particles’ and aggregates were present with diameters
between 0.7 and 1.5 um, ranging in thickness from ~200 to
~50 nm. Organoclay C25A separated into long tactoids with
thicknesses ranging from about 30 to approximately 150 nm
(Fig. 3¢) when blended into the PPC. Clay 1.24TL was dispersed into
long tactoids which were thinner on average (all observed were less
than 100 nm thick) than those from C25A (Fig. 3d). The linear 12-
aminododecanoic acid pillaring agent in 1.24TL interacted, or pos-
sibly reacted, with the PPC to connect some macromolecular chains
to the platelets. If this occurred at two positions on a single

intercalated PPC polymer molecule with 12-aminododecanoic acid
pillars located on adjacent 1.24TL platelets, these two platelets
could become bonded together through PPC in the PPC/1.24TL
nanocomposite.

Organoclay 1.34TCN was dispersed in PPC in the form of shorter
and thinner average sized tactoids than I.24TL tactoids (Fig. 3e). The
C30B was separated into somewhat thinner and shorter tactoids in
its nanocomposite than 1.34TCN (Fig. 3f). Therefore, the PPC/C30B
and PPC/L.34TCN nanocomposites were both partially exfoliated
and also contained small amounts of intercalated structures. The
highest degrees of nanodispersion in PPC occurred using either
C30B or L34TCN. Similarly, a maleated end-capped PPC/C30B
nanocomposite was reported [20] to have a partially delaminated
structure. However, the carboxyl groups of the maleated end-cap-
ped PPC reacted with the hydroxyl groups of the C30B pillars.
Therefore, more PPC-MA was tethered to the C30B platelet surfaces
[20]. Consequently, C30B had a higher level of delamination and
a better degree of dispersion in PPC-MA nanocomposite than in PPC
nanocomposite.

Examination of many TEM images confirmed that the degree of
clay dispersion in the PPC composites followed the order:
C30B = 1.34TCN > C25A = 1.24TL > 1.44P > PGV. Composites with
C30B or 1.34TCN were obviously the most highly nanodispersed and
these were the two with the smallest Ad values (solubility param-
eter difference between their pillaring agents versus PPC, 3.64 and
3.62, respectively, see Table 1). Clay C25A, 1.24TL and 1.44P with the
greater pillaring agent versus PPC A¢ values (6.66-6.16) were less
well dispersed.

3.4. Thermogravimetric analysis

The TGA and DTG curves of the PPC and PPC/clay composites are
shown in Fig. 4. Table 4 summarizes the 5%, 10% and 50% weight loss
decomposition temperatures of these composites, defined as Tq 5%,
Ta10% and Tq50% respectively, obtained under nitrogen at a 10 °C/
min heating rate. Table 4 also lists the maximum decomposition
rate temperatures, Tmax d, Observed at these conditions for the PPC
and PPC/clay composites. The corresponding Tq 5% and Tq 10% values
for the starting as-received clays, obtained from TGA curves in
Fig. 5, appear in Table 5 for comparison.

The presence of dispersed organoclays within the PPC caused
a notable 30-40 °C increase of the PPC’s thermal stability (Table 4).
However, unmodified PGV clay did not enhance PPC's thermal
stability. It was very poorly dispersed. In contrast, the PPC/.24TL
nanocomposite had the highest thermal stability. As seen in Table 4,
the Tas%, Tai10% Tdsox and Tmaxd values of the PPC/I.24TL nano-
composite were 37.8, 42.7, 55.8 and 62.3 °C higher than those of
molten PPC. This clearly illustrates the importance of large clay/
polymer surface contact areas. Intercalated or partially exfoliated
silicate platelets reduce segmental motions of PPC at the PPC/clay
interface and to some degree in the nearby interphase region, re-
ducing the chain degradation rate. Nanodispersion generates large
platelet/polymer surface interfacial areas and significant interphase
volume fractions. Other cases of nanoclays increasing polymer
thermal stability have been reported [31-33]. The increases of Ty 5y
and Tmaxd (Table 4) were markedly larger than those of the PPC/
C20A nanocomposites reported by Xu et al. [19].

The Ta 5% Td10% Tds0% and Tmaxd values of PPC/PGV composite
were actually a little lower than those of pristine PPC. This occurs
because the PGV particles did not become extensively nano-
dispersed and the PPC present at the surfaces represented a minor
fraction of all PPC in the composite. The order of composite thermal
stabilities was 1.24TL > 1.34TCN > C30B > 1.44P > C25A > PGV. This
order is near to that of the predicted miscibilities except for the
PPC/1.24TL nanocomposite. The degrees of dispersion of organo-
clays .34TCN and C30B were high, consistent with a higher fraction
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PPC/1.44P

PPC/PGV

PPCI/C25A

PPC/1.24TL

PPC/1.34TCN

PPC/C30B

Fig. 3. TEM images of (a) PPC/PGV composite, (b) PPC/1.44P nanocomposite, (c) PPC/C25A nanocomposite, (d) PPC/L.24TL nanocomposite, (e) PPC/I.34TCN nanocomposite and (f)

PPC/C30B nanocomposite. All clay loadings were 2.5 wt%.

of all PPC molecules lying at or near the clay surface. The PPC/1.24TL
nanocomposite had the highest nanocomposite thermal stability,
but 1.24TL only ranked as the third or fourth most highly nano-
dispersed clay in PPC based on XRD and TEM analyses.

The 12-aminododecanoic acid pillaring agent 2 in 1.24TL was the
most stable of the modifiers used as indicated by comparing the
Tas% and Tq10% values of the pure organoclays (Table 5). The pri-
mary ammonium pillar is chemically more stable to elimination
reactions than the quaternary ammonium pillars. The other pil-
laring agents had thermal stabilities similar to each other but lower
than 12-aminododecanoic acid. The more miscible PPC/1.34TCN and

PPC/C30B nanocomposites had higher thermal stabilities than the
less miscible PPC/1.44P and PPC/C25A nanocomposites, as mea-
sured by TGA. However, only nanocomposite PPC/1.24TL exhibited
an obviously higher thermal stability than the others. The key point
to emphasize was the marked increase of the PPC/organoclay
thermal stabilities versus that of PPC/PGV at equal clay loadings.
This shows that both surface area and organoclay’s thermal sta-
bility are important.

Fig. 5 displays the TGA curves for the pristine PPC and the as-
received organoclays. Their thermal stabilities are listed in Table 5.
The organoclays exhibited 5% weight losses at temperatures from
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Fig. 4. TGA and DTG curves of the PPC and PPC/2.5 wt% clay composites obtained at
a 10 °C/min heating rate under nitrogen. No further changes observed up to 800 °C.

a low of 256 °C to a high of 286 °C. This reflects the temperature
where Hoffmann elimination occurs from the pillaring agents. The
Tas% and Tq 10 values in Table 5 demonstrated the following order
of organoclay thermal stabilities: [.24TL >1.44P > C25A >
1.34TCN = C30B. Within this relatively narrow stability range, only
the 1.24TL stands out as appreciably more thermally stable. Similar
behavior was previously found for poly(glycidylmethacrylate-

Table 4
Thermal stabilities of the molten PPC and PPC/2.5 wt% clay composites under
nitrogen?®

Sample  Tasy (°C) Tatox (°C)  Tasox (°C)  Tmax o (°C)  Char yield
(%) at 800 °C

PPC¢ 2284+14 2370+09 250.1+1.1 2499+ 0.6 0.12 +£0.02
PGV 2250+12 2352+0.6 2444+0.8 2443+0.8 2.44+0.13
1.44p¢ 2606+08 270.0+0.6 291.6+0.5 293.6+0.2 1.71 £ 0.09
C25A9 260.5+0.5 2675+03 282.0+1.1 2773 +£0.2 1.96 £0.13
1.24TL9 266.2 +0.1 279.7+03 3059+0.5 3122405 1.97 +0.15
134TCNY 2639406 2771+05 3004+15 304.6+13 1.83 +0.06
C30B¢ 2623 +0.6 2752+04 300.0+06 309.2+0.2 1.96 +0.02

2 The average values of three independent measurements. The + values specify the
absolute value of the difference between each measured value and the average value,
averaged over all three measurements. A heating rate of 10 °C/min was applied.

b The temperature at which the maximum rate of decomposition (weight loss)
occurred under these conditions.

€ This PPC sample had been melt processed in the Haake Rheomix 600 mixer at
160 °C for 12 min. These are the same conditions used for the preparation of each of
the PPC/clay composites. Any molecular weight distribution changes due to high
shear at 160 °C should be the same in both the neat PPC and the composites.

9 Values are for the PPC composites prepared from the clays listed in this column
where the clay loading in all cases was 2.5 wt%.
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Fig. 5. TGA curves obtained from the pristine PPC and the as-received clays.

Table 5

Thermal stabilities of the pristine PPC and the as-received organoclays

Sample Tas% (°C) Ta10% (°C)
PPC? 232.6 2371
PGV 546.0 >800.0
1.44P 280.8 307.8
C25A 2791 302.9
1.24TL 286.5 336.0
1.34TCN 264.7 2923
C30B 256.8 298.6

2 As-received PPC, which had been vacuum dried but not melt processed, was
used here. This accounts for the difference in Tqsy and Tq410% values for PPC here
versus those in Table 4.

co-methylmethacrylate)-cyclohexanedicarboxylic anhydride/mont-
morillonite nanocomposite with hexadecyltributylphosphonium
cation serving as the modifier [34]. .24TL contains a pillaring agent
with a primary ammonium ion, "OOC(CH,),,CH,NHj, that is more
resistant to Hoffmann elimination than quaternary ammonium
species. C30B and I.34TCN, which contain 2-hydroxyethyl groups in
their pillaring agents, had the lowest thermal stability (Tqys% and
Ta10% values) among the various clays (Table 5) but they were the
most highly nanodispersed. This implies that the slightly better
thermal stabilities of the PPC/C30 and PPC/I.34TCN nanocomposites
versus those of the nanocomposites containing clays 1.44P and
C25A resulted mainly from the excellent dispersion of these two
partially exfoliated organoclays. The PPC/organoclay’s Tq sy values
probably reflect a larger component of the pillaring agents’ de-
compositions versus PPC's decomposition within this small 5%
weight loss range. Since the total amount of pillaring agent is less
than 1 wt¥% of the total weight of the composite, the PPC/organo-
clays’ Tq50% values are due almost entirely to PPC’'s decomposition.
These values show that clays 1.24TL, 1.34TCN and C30B best stabi-
lized PPC to thermal decomposition. This agrees with TEM analyses
which show these are the more highly nanodispersed clays within
the series studied.

3.5. Rheology

The dynamic amplitude sweeps of the PPC and PPC/clay com-
posites are displayed in Fig. 6. In this figure, the shear storage
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moduli, G, shear loss moduli G”, and complex viscosities |n*|, re-
spectively, are plotted versus the applied shear strain, v, at a 1 rad/s
frequency in plots (a)-(c). All the samples exhibited linear visco-
elastic behavior within a strain range of 1%. PPC had more extensive
linear viscoelastic zones up to the critical shear strain, vy, values.
PPC’s 7. values were 87.3% for G, G”, and |n*|. The PPC/PGV com-
posite had slightly narrower linear ranges than the PPC. The 7.
values for the PPC/PGV composite were 65.8% for both G’ and ||
and 57.1% for G”. In contrast, PPC/organoclay nanocomposites had
much narrower linear ranges, especially for the PPC/C25A and PPC/
1.44P nanocomposites. They exhibited the smallest and second
smallest critical shear strain, v, values of 16.0% and 10.5% for G/,
66.7% and 50.2% for both G and |n"|, respectively. Similar observa-
tions were made previously for poly(lauryl lactam)-adipic acid-
poly(tetramethylene ether) glycol block copolymer/organoclay
nanocomposites [30] and a polypropylene/4.8 wt% clay/maleated
polypropylene nanocomposite [35].

The G', G” and |n"| values of the PPC/PGV composite were higher
than those of PPC. However, the PPC/organoclay nanocomposites
had even higher ¢/, G” and |n"| values than either PPC or the PPC/
PGV composite. The magnitudes of the G', G” and |n*| values for the
PPC/organoclay nanocomposites followed the order: C30B <
1.34TCN < 1.44P < 1.24TL < C25A. This order was not the same as
that of the degree of dispersion for the organoclays in the PPC
nanocomposites. The more miscible PPC/I.34TCN and PPC/C30B
nanocomposites had smaller G/, G’ and |5"| values than the less
miscible PPC/1.24TL, PPC/1.44P and PPC/C25A nanocomposites. One
possible explanation is that the hydroxyl groups of both 3 (in
.34TCN) and 5 (in C30B) could absorb and tightly bind some water
in the clay galleries. This moisture could hydrolytically cleave PPC at
the carbonate carbonyl groups quite easily at higher rheology
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temperatures and alternating shear stresses. Both clays C30B and
1.34TCN were also nanodispersed very well. This would aid PPC
cleavage by water during high shear blending at 160 °C. If enough
PPC cleavage occurred, this could lower the G’, G” and |n*| values of
the nanocomposites.

Fig. 7 shows the dynamic frequency sweeps of the PPC and PPC/
clay composites from 0.05 to 100 rad/s at 1% strain within the linear
viscoelastic zones. The G’ and G” values of the PPC/PGV composite
(Fig. 7a and b) were higher than those of PPC. The PPC/organoclay
nanocomposites had higher G’ and G” values than either the PPC or
the PPC/PGV composite. These differences (in Fig. 7a and b) became
more apparent in the plots at lower frequencies but the G’ and G”
axes are logarithmic so that the absolute differences in G’ and G”
magnitudes at high frequencies are significant (Table 6). The
organoclay nanocomposites had smaller terminal slopes in the ¢’
and G” versus w curves than either the PPC/PGV composite or the
PPC. This corresponds to changes from more viscous liquid-like
behaviors for both the PPC and the PPC/PGV composite to more
elastic solid-like behaviors for all the PPC/organoclay nano-
composites [12,36].

PPC revealed G’ <G” when w < 56.9rad/s, and G' >G"” when
w > 68.7 rad/s (Fig. 7c). Thus, PPC exhibited a liquid-like behavior
when w < 56.9rad/s. The G’ and G"” crossover for the PPC/PGV
composite shifted to a lower frequency range (32.4-39.1 rad/s)
versus that for PPC. The crossover values for the PPC/organoclay
nanocomposites shifted to even lower frequency ranges. This im-
plies that the solid-like behavior ranges are wider and exist at lower
frequencies for the organoclay nanocomposites [37-39].

PPC and the PPC/PGV composite exhibited similar Newtonian
In*| versus w behaviors in the low frequency zones (Fig. 7d). They
became shear thinning in the high frequency zones. The PPC/PGV
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Fig. 7. Dynamic frequency sweeps of the PPC and PPC/clay composites at frequencies from 0.05 to 100 rad/s at 1% strains. (a) G', (b) G”, (c) G’ and G” and (d) |n|.

composite had a higher || value than PPC. In comparison, the PPC/
organoclay nanocomposites displayed more pronounced shear
thinning and much greater |n*| values in the lower frequency zones.

This agrees with the better degrees of organoclay dispersion in
these nanocomposites. The PPC nanocomposites containing
I.34TCN and C30B had lower |n*| values than the PPC/C25A

Table 6
The G’ and G” values at various angular frequencies, w, of PPC and PPC/clay composites
w [rad/s] PPC PPC/PGV PPC/1.44 PPC/C25A PPC/1.34TCN PPC/C30B
G 100 8.56 x 10% 135 x 10° 1.63 x 10° 1.90 x 10° 1.45 x 10° 1.48 x 10°
10.5 1.45 x 10% 2.92 x 10% 464 x 104 5.62 x 10% 3.31 x 10* 3.50 x 104
1.10 8.47 x 10? 2.36 x 10% 5.78 x 10° 7.55 x 10° 2.99 x 103 3.20 x 103
0.115 1.85 x 10! 6.68 x 10! 2.86 x 10? 4.89 x 10? 111 x 10? 1.16 x 10?
0.045 4.39 x 10° 1.38 x 10" 7.02 x 10} 1.52 x 10% 2.20 x 10! 2.57 x 10!
G 100 7.58 x 10* 1.00 x 10° 9.96 x 10% 113 x 10° 1.05 x 10° 1.05 x 10°
10.5 2.74 x 10* 4.38 x 10* 5.31 x 10* 6.19 x 10* 473 x 104 4.85 x 10*
1.10 4.89 x 10° 9.43 x 103 150 x 10* 1.81 x 10* 1.08 x 10* 113 x 10*
0.115 5.69 x 10? 1.20 x 10° 234 x 10° 3.08 x 10° 1.45 x 10° 1.55 x 10°
0.045 2.24 x 10? 471 x 10? 9.84 x 10? 135 x 10° 5.71 x 10? 6.13 x 10?
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nanocomposite. These trends were also found in two types of
thermoplastic polyurethane matrices including 4,4’-diphenyl-
methane diisocyanate-based hard block and poly(tetramethylene
oxide)-based soft block nanocomposites containing the organo-
clays C30B or C25A [40].

4. Conclusions

PPC/organoclay nanocomposites were prepared via high shear
melt-compounding. The solubility parameter values, 4, of the
polymer PPC and the pillaring agents 1-5 (Fig. 1) were calculated
using group contribution methods of Van Krevelen. Previous
0 values of 4 and 5 from the literature [23,24] were somewhat
different from those calculated in our work due to different as-
sumptions made. The predicted miscibilities of PPC with the
organoclays were obtained from the |0ppc — Omodifier| Values.

XRD and TEM both showed that the PPC/PGV composite was an
immiscible composite (e.g. PGV was not nanodispersed). The PPC/
1.44P, PPC/C25A and PPC/1.24TL nanocomposites had intercalated
structures and .34TCN and C30B were more highly nanodispersed
with partially exfoliated morphologies in the PPC. The degrees of
dispersion of the clays in the PPC were in the following order:
C30B = I.34TCN > C25A = 1.24TL > 1.44P > PGV. The pillaring
agents in C30B and 1.34TCN had the smallest |0ppc — dmodifier| Values,
predicting higher miscibilities with PPC and higher degrees of
nanodispersion as observed.

Inorganic clay, PGV, slightly deteriorated the thermal stability of
PPC, whereas the organoclays markedly raised the thermal stability.
The thermal stability of the PPC/I.24TL nanocomposite is related to
the thermal stability of the clay [.24TL's pillaring agent,
“O0C(CH,),,CH,NH;, which contains a primary ammonium ion.
Nanocomposite’s thermal stability is also related to improved de-
grees of clay nanodispersion as exemplified by the partially exfo-
liated morphologies of PPC/1.34TCN and PPC/C30B.

The first rheological studies of the PPC/organoclay nano-
composites were conducted, demonstrating that the PPC/organo-
clay nanocomposites had the narrower linear viscoelastic zones
than either the PPC or the PPC/PGV composite. In the linear vis-
coelastic zones, the PPC/organoclay nanocomposites showed
higher G/, G, and |n"| values and greater levels of shear thinning
than the PPC/PGV or PPC. The G’ and G” crossover values for PPC/
organoclay nanocomposites were shifted to lower frequencies.
Therefore, all the PPC/organoclay nanocomposites exhibited more
elastic solid-like behaviors, consistent with the better organoclay
dispersion. Moreover, the shear storage modulus, shear loss mod-
ulus and complex viscosity values of the more miscible PPC/.34TCN
and PPC/C30B nanocomposites were smaller than those of the less
miscible PPC/organoclay nanocomposites even though the disper-
sion degrees of 1.34TCN and C30B in the nanocomposite were
better. Perhaps this occurs because the PPC’s resistance to hydro-
lytic cleavage was worse and the 1.34TCN and C30B hydrophilicities
were better, leading to some lowering of PPC’s molecular weight.
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