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(Degradation mechanism and durability of foamed plastic insulation)

Frfgi iTRE 72 AR HIBRERBEORGE 0 B ), RS E CIX R b R B PR 2 3 5 9772
D OBORCE Y AN HED HIL T 5, TEA (International Energy Agency) 73 2023 4E1Z/AF
L7 =2 kiid, &R o " RFEFHED 5 BERESEN LD 2 FIE1E 37%2E
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1. FPiEf

1.1. iR ERBREEVDE I R —

Bt rTRER BRI 2 1 LD BEAFEDO —H>TH Y | KELEH) & W\ o 7= HER B ORI
Z R H72010, EEREER KL 2o THEIT 5 Z E B3RO LN TS, 2015 IS
UN OFFE rlRER B EFH N O F T bive [FiE AT ie /2B % BAE  (Sustainable development
Goals : SDGs) 1%, 2030 FFFE TITEMTNE 1T DOHEL 169 DX —F > FEEFATEY
fHRIckB T g e LTHRbIL TS, SDGs O HIETH % 13 [Take urgent action to
combat climate change and its impacts| |2 % & GHG (Greenhouse gas) HEH!% 2030 4-FE T
43%%P 5 L, 2050 FFE TRy hEr (RENRTAOHHEL EKRER]) 123528
FEEELLTVS (1],

RS ORI AMEA F R S TR Y | MEER7ZT T RE SN TODEEM 2B
THET XNV X —DOBENOERPEED DOb D, ARDE T 3 )LX—HHET 0/
FW DB T X MEREZ TS D 72 DTN 55 FRITRE Sh, D%, AL 4 4F &R 11 4R
CHESNTIL SN TE A, £, TR 25 EOYETIX, MERDIERLR 22 L DI D
W EAEREREAMIC N 2 C | BB R DB = R MERE & Rl 2 [ — k=1L —{HHE ki
W) BHICEA SN, PR 28 IS TR O = 3L X — W EMERED M RICBI 5
B (WA = E) BHE S, BEME = RECES I LWE =R IEEL LT
TSNELE 2

EHIT, A2 FITIE, 2050 BT TH— ARy =a— I NVOEBREHIETZ 2N
HENLES SN TEBY., EF - BEMIZBWTO ZEH (Zero energy house) * ZEB (Zero
energy building) JEHED KMENFER S E S Z L2 HIF L, EHEZWME D SEEHICHDD —
WX B EOHIEE (B 30%H18. B4 40%H 1) ZiE. BEFEHEN 7220 Hko
HBE. WE RV —HEESEM OB EEL BRI CEREEZKELTH 2 3],

2023 FEOMFUC 1T D EMICER T2 B RBEPENEIZ37% L LTl S TED .
RbHZVEIGEEDTND [4], —H T, BARD ZE bR FEYEH I, 2013 45, 1300 57 b
COPEEEZ N LIRS A B, WO T 5 A THY | 2022 FEORFET 1037 B D

bR B EE R LT [5],



1.2 BERMBMOBELRATIAFY VHBMIZEALT

EEMWERS & L IO TV DFEIIRE ZOTHETL2Z LN TED, 20—
DREHERIWTERS TH Y | b5 —DWRIAT T AT > 7 WiEW T 5, R WTET L& FEE
OHFE TR SN TEY | HEORICER 2720 TR 2 & THBVMEZHERT 5, Ri7 7
AT T WBMIZT T AT v 7 ZRIAHT AP LIS, TONEBICHEIAT A Z D TE
< 2 & CHBVEZ MERFT 2, J8TEH ATZER L VIRWEMREN 24 L T\ D72, BiEH A
IO TWDRILT T AT v 7 Wi SRR BT B K 0RO BRI E 2 L T S8R
WD, BRIZEIT DWBM DL =7 —IZB LT, BRIFHEEE OGN K D & MHER WL
ORI Y =TI 64% % HH TRV | a7 7 AT v 7 Wikt 34% % LT 5,

RATI2FYI%

21)-)

RYRFL

Y91 7A7h
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AR
% 2%
HERE RABE 6
2%

Figure 1. Share of insulation by type [6]

WIEM OFEO—FETH D, FILT T AT v 7 WiEWM I, UEMEZ GES T~ Y
v 7 ATHER ST D [7], BEHERITEVS X 0 B T B EWE [8,9] & /KTt L it
DHEZERF > TS Z & 10, 11] TEW =27 —&2 5D TWAHR, #HERWEERT O 2 2 B3
BT TAF v 7 WBM LD L RESNTWD Z LR HHEREW OB Wy =7 — %2
T2 —DODEETHDLEXLND, LAL, FET, BILT T AF v 7 Wit o R HivERE
ARG ~OMIMER TSN TN D, 2O L) RFEEEE X, BI0T 7 2 F v 7 Wighst o
FACOMANE 2 EREICHRT 2 2 & 1%, REINZRBrEWERE DA % B L 72 B BT EHO M
D] AT o A B ORISR AR Th 5, DS LE R T 2 REREE LT, Fia
7T AF v I WER OBITK L THE LT DB ER SRR D,



1.3 RABTSRAF v I HBMOLICEH SREEHE

AFRLDOWFE RN FILT T AT v 7 WM DB A T = X LD TH 5, ZHIZIE,
BEAERFTE D B 2 DOBERPHET HIL TV D, T, BILT 7 AF v 7 M NEIZTFET 5
FEVA AT AN &L o THIEBM NI O T AN ERICER SN LIBL TH D, 1.2 5 THRElR
L72 & 9281l AT 22T AR B E R A2 F L TR Y . BIAT 7 AF v 7 Wkt
ORI AN BRI N D BRD HERERN LR 2MEm AR, oL bER
& LTI, WIEBWITNICK D BN RB T 5 2 & TR E LN RIT 55, BARNZRBEERZEIC
B L CIXFREICT T,

13LHEBTIRF v I MBMNANIOREHT X DML

Choi 5%, EPS (Expanded polystyrene foam) & 7RV w7 L& 74— A% 5000 HEEEDH
ICRRE L, ZOBMRERZHE LTz, ZTORE, EPS OLEIE, FIHHRAE L VK 40% D EL
HHUER TR > TODHmER L, AU 7 L7 54— AZB LT, WIHHRE XL Y #25%
DOEIRFUEOWBD 23 L, £72. BURPUEORD OERK & LT, BIAT 2D E T T
W5 [12], Kondo B, FE1a 77 AF » 7 WrEbF O R I EVEREICBI L THE 2 L TR D |
ISO 11565 [13] (WrEbf DFRAESL—ISLSWE I 7T AT v 7 OBIRHLO R ORIE)
DHFEZ K - THEWA OWEWERE A RIIRNIE L7z, Wi % 60°CoO@mIRICEE S, #
(GERZME LR, —EOMEMI IV TERERSIEAIE L SN D 2 L 2R L
72 TOJRAE LTIE, MIRICRT Z LI X > TRIAHT ZARLELKOBE N INE LT- 2 & 2%
FTW5 [14], EFREOBEEGRIUIC LY . BiEA N ORI T A~ S DB £ 7
TSN E DNERIZ A THADNBEIR SN DB Z 5 2 & T, Wi OMEEME T
THEHRELTWDZ EAMER LT-, ZhbOME LY WEMNE DI H 204K DL
BOSEFB PERE D R R B ER TH H L EZ HILD, £DT=8, J. Adersons H 1%, MR
JAZFORBERY O LE T 4 — L HWT, ZOREHT A, 2255, LIRS O 5%
B O BMRE Rz TS 5720 OHEEN A8 L7z [15], L.Pilon 513, M35l zfi>~7
F—LIZBNT T+ — LOBRERESRMEBE L2 A OIBBRRICET 2 €7 V2 RS
LT3 [16],



132KPICKBHATIAF v I BBHM DL

Jedediah 513%. Aecrogel, #IHHIERY ZF Lo T4 —Ah, RUTLZ L T4+ —L%HNT,
FAXHIEEE DS 90%., 60%. 30% DEAFICHEH S, 26 OWEW OBYRERARIE LT &
A FHER Y AF LU 7 4 — A TIHREIZ L D2Z(LITHE TE o2 b DD, Aerogel
ERA T VH T — B0 BT, PIIRIED S BMRE RN FREET DA H D LR L, K
DEWKT D LWL Lz [17], Ferenc &%, 4 fEEH O Wi Zkf (mineral wool, expanded
polystyrene foam (EPS) , EPS with graphite, XPS) % VT, 90% OFRHEE DZMFIZT2 0
WETE H S 7R, 4 FEEOBERNI 2T ERBOWKEZ A= D0, XPS 121 s
WAROIAEATE L < Ao & A L7 [18], Akos 51, Expanded polystyrene foam OFE¥H & &
BEEIZLDWAKRELZTHXTND, W DNETEH SNWDIEE 25%0°5 90% £ T 5 Bl
ST, EORKE L BYRERAZME UToRER, EEEEMEW EPS 13 822500 bKsy
BT BEEMERL, TOKFOEENLERERN R T L2 L10hd WG LE
[19], Wang i, &P T X< fEbivd 5 FEOWERS 2 T 50%70 5 90% OFE 3 E
I K DBMRERDOEA A TARTFER. 7y 7 U — /WIIFRHRE 30% DR T 25.9% DEVR
WRBINEZ BT T, 7=/ — 7 4 — L0 80% DFRRIE T 125.8% DEMRE L DI N
ERLIZZEEZHRE LTS [20], Kondo Hi%, JISA 1475 R1OfE ST v — % —HlZ &
o TWIEA 210 D & 2 IRFED b FHRIEZAE Y | WrEbs 2 & o imis B 2 JIE L 725 R
KIWT T AF v 7 WM OGKRICHH L CrWiBREEE2 R~T 2 L 2HE L [22],

Khoukhi &%, EPS OEHKKRDEHE G LHEMRERETT VAL L, SEREOBYRERE
TNEGKLTWHREOBIRERO FRNIENSRL D Z L 2WE LTz 23], LEtoBE
LD FILT T AT v 7 WEM 3K L o TEDOBEBMEREDSE H TV D HEN &
NTWEZ LE2HR LI, — T AT 5 AF v 7 Wik OREERTh 2 BEIC OV T,
Koy DB TIFRIRENZENT 5 L OWMENRINTVD [24,25], 2D &b, @R
BREICE b ENBIINT T AF v 7 WEBRFICHONT S, FEEICAH B O B S 28k L
EWI MR IC B2 RAZ T IREME R Z 2 b D,



1.4. %875 A F v 7 Wit ORIEELETM

JIS A 9521 OEEEHWIEGSICBE L THLY EiF TRy, FELOEEMICB T, EL LT
AR CTHEAT MBI HOW T I B TH D [26], WIEEF OFPHIZIT, BEATE R &k

PRTLIRIE EEBR BT T TR~ 2 RIEAM 72 & NS EE R Y O i itk

Bl 7o CIofE A

T ALRIEA IS L2V, TIS A 9521 CIIWrEWRT 2 Wi B CE SN AMECTH U .
23°CIZBIT 2 BMRE RN 0.065W/(m-K)LL FDOH D L EFK L TV D, JIS DHIKIZ X D & i
T AT T WEW O KOG EIZB L ClE Table 1 ® X 9 1T/R LTV 5,

Table 1. F{LT 7 AT v 7 Wit DR N O L EL =

B — Xk R v — Xk WY AF Lo T2 OLES I TREIEA], #EA (HBCD
YAF L7 | KUY AF V| Z2EFERV) LOUIIFEZ N2 - R8ak v — X 2 RN
F— BB | T — s | B UEIIARIE e T vy 2 B 810 LIRS,

G PR QT % E AT

MHER Y FHER | AU AF LU UTZE OSLEARITREIEA, A% (HBCD
AFLUTx | UAF LU | BEERN,) LOWRMAIZERNES L, B8 /3
— L WS I FE L2 Wibs, Uiy Lie7 m > 7 in 58910

H U7, MBS U CM 2 AV 5,

(TR mE Y v RIA YT HR—F, R A=V KOFEAIZ TH L L
YT — LW | Z T — | T, B LT EEGE, BIakE LT ey 2 B8]0
Bdf UA H U7 8, SUZRTR iR O R TR S8k L2k

T wER AT & OWiEE, HEIZE T CEE AW 5,

RYx=FL | RYxF| RNoFLorXTEoLBEAEITREEA K OEMNA %
Y7 F—LWr | VT — [IRELT, B LB, LEIDSCTEM 2 v
) A %R

T /=N T =/ — | VYRR BIEAIRORELA A A S LT, B
T A= AWE | LT — s | MOBITRIGS Y, Yo KAy FRICHIE LIz BuBm s
iz E OWIEGE T LY — VR, FETaM K O AL A 2 3274 &

LT, ZIaRE LIS 72 L OWEkr, MEIZS LT
HM &2 WD,




I T T AF w7 WrBWE 2 3BT 25613, RBRGTIREEE 2345 °C, 1AL 50420) %, &
BRI BRI BRC & RRR 72 IR R OB IS 16 FRERILL BIRFFT 5 Z & kO b b,
BVREERBRIZIB O TIE, JIS A 141222 RIS LD BWERICE D HEEZ WD Z &2k b,
BUiiRa W2 HIEORI L LT, sBRIK & BRR & Eia, INEWR & imHIBWR CHTE D)
IR LR E% 5 2 ERIRIEE U, BAFER & BR IR [l — O EVGEIR Z [F) R 1o — R ot T/
BEOBGRAEIET D X DI Leb DT, BiRZ I L CRlBRIAR o BUHT & AR MERR 0 B
P+ 25 ETH %,

WKERERIZBE LT, BB 2 ]2 &4 25mm, 8K 100mm & & & 100mm OFER F 2 3 f#
Iy L, SHEZ 0.lmm DAL THET 5, A ¥ B EIIIRIBEM O & 53 L DE S
25 25mm (Tl 72 7 WVEBHE, ZOF FH A & S b, mBRGIEII oG, £7. )
BRGE AL, BE—XIERY AT LT 4 — AEEWS, BE T LY VT — AEEWE, R
TF LT 4 — LB RN T = ) — VT o — MBS S5, BB T A 2343 °CO
BARDAS - FEROKE T 50mm (Z5E2CHR T2 X 9 ITRIE L, 10 BPRRE % S 55R T
ZED H U RED S 30°CHUR L 728 B SHEDK) 3mm D4/ 0w T 30 HHKE ST
. BEZ 0.01g DHATHEL, TNEEEEEL TS, WICHWRIEL., 24 REH%K S
Wicte, SEEHENEOR LR CHETEEZES 2, #B7E B 37 va—niEL L
T, fHERY AF Lo 74— DT S 11D, BB % 2343 °COIEKD A - T2 EZR DK
[ S50mm (ZFERICHE TS5 IO ICRIE L, 10 B ZICEER 2 0 H L, KKy
EH—ERETHRERY =%/ — I 10 BIRE L BORAEEZ T —ER ETRERY .
60 sy[IfeiE Licth, BE&E%E 0.0lg OHMATHEL, A EERELT 5, WICHORIE
L. 24 RFfEIOK SE 72, SAEEENEOR & [ CHETEEZIET 5,

BILT T AT 7 Wb O RMZAGICBE 9 2RI B9 2 Bk JIS A 1486 (Z5C
WEh o, BRI, BIAT T 2T > 7 i#EW OPEREOZIEE AR LOURE S, X
FRADIEESXITL - TEDY | WIEWNE ORI O3 AIRRE, HEREOREIZL->Th
Eiob, JIS A 1486 [28] TIEIIL T T AT 7 WiEbf O FTA 7T A DPLEITHL A L THEREN A
b3 2 BRI ZARERRIC L > TRO D FEZ R L TWD, BR7iE L LT3, EICHEIR
THEHSNDRIAT T AT v 7 s OBGRHLO RN e B b 2= IC B W THllET 5
T2 2o0HEE LT Ar —EDQEFIREIIREFE L7z X T4 2 LB A ICRT 5
TR OWEITIE & BEE DR\ WRINT 7 AT v 7 Wit % 7220 0> 3% Gt FH 1R oo 48



B Q5FEME) & L CHET AR5 R BRTIEICHIN T, JISA1412-2 12 X 2 BVZERHIE
DTN D, RERIE O KRR OWREFH O IL 50420% & LTHRWERH SN TV D,

1.5. AHRDBEH

BENRAAOHPTIL, “ILRFEDRE 2B EZEZ0, HEROXEEEL S5 LRE
EENTWD, Tz, ERISE~7Z X5 It o "Rk iR FE P B O S50 3w
B % Sector P HHEH SN TN D, TOH, RS ETIE, @O VT —hRE2EE
LIEBORERE L, FIRENRMEEICA Y v b5 TW D, WEMIIEYM O R F—%)
REPRODHLRFIZHEFZ L LTEDNTEY . OIS 286 bk L < 25 Hm 2 5%
LT\ 5, W OO, LT T ZAF v 7 WEWH I OB BT~ W WED
KR LTIMAMEZ A LTS ZEME EARTEZ b Tnd, LnL, ITFETIE, 2
DB DKy DB K> TWBERR DS E BT L OWMER S-S 25H D . T ORBIMERE
BT 2BEbEmE-TWVD, SbIZ, BET T AF v 7 B O RIEEZ RO 5 JIS T
1, BT AL DB E T F> TN D DD MEOLFR R ZAIZ DN TE 71T E
SN TOWRWRILTH 5, K530 2 WITRBIZEIE, WrEBHEE O 5511 &R A Rtk
DIEF L Vo 7eB Gz 5| SR T AEERH 5720, BET T AT v 7 Wikt 0 HLER
DA L) AR 2 2 EARD BTN D,

L7223 > T AWFFEDO AL, BARICHEDON TWDLIIET T ZF v 7B A ED X5 7
BRETHEDNL TV O DOREEZITV, EORBICEIAT 7 AT v 7 W 3R IR ICEE
ENTEEDEICERT D, ZOREEMIET D2 & TRILT 7 AF v 7 B 51k
AN=ALERAT L2 AL T 5,
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Figure 5. I house PLS regression for max degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 6. M house PLS regression for max degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 7. H house PLS regression for max degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 8. I house PLS regression for average degree, Top: PLS regression result
(Naro data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and

measured data

25



PLS regression

30

251 ‘ \ A Jh

Degree

Wy Y
15 M”\l .", N ,,"J""‘[\

10 | RVLERSY J
\ ——NARO data
" measured data|

8/2'9/2019 9/23/2020
Days

(@)

M House, Average degree

2 _
35 R*=0.9753

30

25

20

15

10

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
(b)

Figure 9. M house PLS regression for average degree, Top: PLS regression result
(Naro data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and

measured data
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Figure 11. I house PLS regression for min degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 12. M house PLS regression for min degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 13. H house PLS regression for min degree, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 14. I house PLS regression for humidity, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
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data
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Figure 15. M house PLS regression for humidity, Top: PLS regression result (Naro

data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data
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Figure 16. H house PLS regression for humidity, Top: PLS regression result (Naro
data), bottom: coefficient of determination between PLS regression result and measured

data

(5) ()~(4)D PLS FRNTICH T D45 /8T A — % DR

EROMDH@)E TD PLS FEHTICBWTCEEEDET Y 7 LIRSS Y 12k LT
0 PLS £%4{% Table 1, Table2, Table3 |Z/57, PLS fR¥t% thilied 2 = & CRENTHRERICK L
TORRT —F DOHFHEREMHET D LN TE D,

LEECIE, BT CHIE Sz, FHRIRICK L TRET — 4 O FHKIRD PLS 753
BebRE L, MIESNIOEEREIZBE U CITRAIRRIR D PLS fREA R b RE VW, ZORR
DO IE, FHERIRICK L CIERES T — & OVPHXIROF G0N &b K& | FEmEICK L
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TIHERERKEOHFEENREWEEZZ NS, M BT, METFT— 2”2 THRIERE S KD
BAGRMED W O & 2R SIR D iV PLS (R HRERR T& 5, H BB Tl KIRICEI L T 1 AF

LRI A BAE, SRR B L CIAERHRIE DR % T — 4 0

EZY
A

Table 3. I house degree of contribution

PEbLZIT TS,

S RA)SRAIRL [ v ST (R AR SUTRL (2R K 2 [ et 38 okt H IREERE] [ 1) & & K
A
MAX DEG [3.0598 |-1.089 2.3470  [0.1151 -0.1673  -0.1587 -0.1484  |-0.8614
AVEDEG [2.9701 [.1041 2.7473  10.0916 |-0.1502 -0.1017  -0.1388 [-0.8111
MIN DEG  [2.7080 |-0.9239 3.0323 |0.0873 -0.1883 -0.0829 -0.1878  |-0.7681
HUMID 0.9799  |1.4404  |13.6851 [0.0268 |1.2047  -0.5031 -0.1517 |-3.5424
Table 4. H house degree of contribution
S5 SR e v S R IR UL P /K i R kT Lo FRRRERE] 1) & R
LRg-—s
MAX DEG P.6108 [2.3469 [2.4307 [0.0728 [-0.5463 [0.0565 [-0.3089 |-1.1545
AVEDEG @4.1101 |0.5096 [2.6577 (0.0765 |-0.5237 [0.1054 [-0.2943 |-0.7002
MIN DEG  [2.2232 |0.3425 14.9835 (0.0348 |-0.4617 [-0.1371 [0.4143 |-0.4334
HUMID -1.6594  |-1.5364 (7.1812 [0.0511 |7.2612 0.3587 (1.0757 |0.9323
Table 5. M house degree of contribution
SR8 SRR [ e UL R AR UL [ K B R e R A IRIRERE T ) & R
T B

MAX DEG [1.8670 [0.5765 4.4235 |-0.1250 10.4723 |-0.1476 [0.4225 |-0.5247
AVEDEG |-1.8446 [0.4037 4.6734 |-0.1028 10.3497 |-0.1437 [0.3971 [-0.5182
MIN DEG  |1.5791 [0.1657 14.7093 |-0.0884 [0.2648 |-0.1403 1(0.3773 |-0.4984
HUMID -6.9651 [3.5541 [19.021 0.1345 [2.5519 [-0.8131 (0.5935 |-4.3562
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2.4. E2EDHER

ARETIL AEEDOIR T, BEAN, RIFE L WV o B ARE SN D GETOREIZEA L T
W L7 BHEOR B LTl Wi 28 el 2R BRBE ISR H S v, 0 E~DfERRIED &
DT EEMER LI, £, WiBWIDNENIL TV DBRENZ ORESREZF D SO WIS
52 LT SHIROAE T TEEOR F2EMOEREENT — % L2 OEERDLOKRE
T2 &M, PLS T 21T o7& 2 A, LT DR 6T,

[1]. PLSRAT OAR S A bl 3 5 & . IRBE HERIZ, IR T CHIE S o fikm&di, K
. BIRRIRRSET — % OFBEKIR. FARROTERRKE L, ZRENORBOKE
SOMEME BRI U Th o7, 723, METZOHBMAIREN R 5720, ZibORR
BIRICOWVWTERITS B OMEL 725,

[2]. JEAEZER] D225 & IR FICHEE L TV A MERIC I T, R T THIE S AR,
e KR & BARRIRIZIRG T — % 0 5 bEERKIROA P ENFEE2H L, HES, 16 & 2
ROMEMZR LTS, ZhUE, EEZEH OZEKR A2 R FTICHER L T D REHIE S T 5
LTWb7edhtEZ LD,

[B]. 2 COREMIFITIB T, K FOMEIL, [ET — 4 ORANKIR & fie b 5RO RS
Do HIEKIESEWERBENEGRDLZEERB LTS, Ko T, IRTZEMICE
WTHEBEAE Z 0 o9 W ETR BB L 722 5 & X 1T, AMVRO H NE B O @K KB C
1Z72< . BINRAESRIRAS EWMEZ R LT B RIS RAE LT W ATRENE 2 R84 5 & 0
LEZDLZD,

AIFATIZ L > T, MR LT LEEFEDORET — & 2 DAEEIR FEREOIRIEEHEE 217
O FIEEMET D etz A L7,
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LEBIFAFTFYVIMBMORMEREUER
MM QKBRS K DB IEITH T H MBI FNE
13

3. 1. #i8%

F2 BN OB & O L) REEERICHFE STV D DEEDOIFE L & H1Z PLS fifHTi
LDy Iab—va URIREHER LI, — 7 B 1 ETRNE LSRN T T AF v 7 Wik
MOBIEA T =X AT BN TWRVWIRILTH 2000, LT 7 AF v 7 lEst o
PERE~ D FLHERHMIC BV T H KIS K DRI DORE T H > T RWRILTH D, £ 2
T, LT T AF v 7 BRI B W TR 50K & D 2B DRk~ 7220 2 E5R 4
HZEILRY, BT T AT 7 BM OBIA T = XL H0ICTHZ L5 BIET,

ZDETIE, WEWM 0L X BZEICE L TEARIC4 SOBEN LI EF £, 4
DI, WrBEE 2 K780 8 D BB T T 50°C, AR 90% LA LD Sk & 1 44D 20C.
FAXHIEEE 50-70% 2 A7 & L . Z DIERE R e 2 & XHRCT & W AWAEIEIZ K- THRIE L7z,
X Mt CT I XFEMAER Wb O NI L 2 JE T X DML & LT, Ko & BN ks
WET D72V, Blazejczyk HiL, RY U7 L VBRSO 7 4+ — LD LBV DIRE
ZXMCT ZBLUCRHMEL, RY 7 L& WEEFo 3D THMER T D582 WS Lz [1],
S BT, BB DIKAKUT Ko THIL ST E . FAT2 B3R DB O FHITiFE L T
% AhetEa me L, X8 CT & VTR DB ST WiE M OHRICTFET 5 2 & ZReR L
72 [2]e A AWAEEE, ZANED @B ORI 2 BT 5 7o Il i, SEERRREIZ BV
THIEWHIZCR A SNT= T ADBEEFHET 5 2 &0 HWiEWT O£l O 28L& I E A AfRETH
HZ ETHWE,

258 & LT, I L DSC (Differential scanning calorimetry) Z AW TCH U ~—F% v b
U— 7 OEERIES D, BAEEIIHIGITHE S FBRIKD 551 2 5 T2 DI V2,

3 AUH & LT, Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) & gas chromatography mass
spectrometry (GC-MS) % I\ TWrEbF ORREL L L UK KR HIC K D53 FIW 77 A F
> 7 MBI BT HBEZ TS, Wanli HIZKDE, BIAERDT = ) —NV T +—AITE
WTRIGE DN E L GEENTODLAEEERH V. 2D ORKIGHE Z DT 7-oiz 3
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7 $%° urea, prepolymer of urethane Z ¥R 5 Z & CHREBHEZROL T LN TEH EHMEL
TWb, 2D, 7= /) —N7+—LOWKISWEICHT 2REEZITY B

BtgIC, AAROFEFMNRBERMICE DB A I NVERILT T AT v 7 Wi IZEH
SETROBRER O ZTET 5 [4], REFHI L Qb 22 E RS R & He N TEVRE
FIIRETHUA N = AL EWRET DL EE2AREORE LT 5,

3.2. RERDPE

3.2.1.%%

PPN LTEHHER Y AF Ly T —L b T = ) — VT 3 —A0MEbTz, &9
T AARARZED B RGE SN TN KIAAR A RO R — NLOWEWS T 5, Figure 17 13
N— FEROY TR OIW SN2 b O TH D, AT 2 REITRERK 2
r Hi ET-ATHMKRE O R L, “New-" & 23 BE, FHAHRLE 60 10%DSRAMFDOHFFEE T 1 42
DB Sz 7, “1YH 2V,

Figure 17. Samples: XPS — extruded polystyrene foam, PF — phenolic based foam.

322 KERIZLBSH1EE

R— REOWEE > 73, ERSI2 RIS S B SN, K IC K B HILITIRIEE
R T ¢ > 73— (SH-662, ESPEC) OH17T 50 £, 90% O ARXHEE T 2 W HET S fviz, H1k
Sl ITHERRIRE O WTES 2SRRI S AL TV D BREESRIF A VT2 [5-8], KRAERIC L - THkEh
o7k “aged” E4TD,
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3.2.3.X-ray computed tomography (CT)

RINT T AT 7 WM OYHPRRED > T L KBRS DHIE, FIRELLEN
e o I RIT X #f CT Z W THES 2 2 & TRIAT T ZF v 7 e o 51kl
D~ 7 a iR REFHEA L E R Uiz, REA Y OHLEE L, ¥ 7L OREIHL
MiETe LI 7 (B 6mm, B S Smm OFE) 3%, XM CT THWHD
P TAPOBPEIZ THNTWDRDOY T DB & HLORRENRFE —IZ72 5 £ 9
295, £, BT NEMERIZTHZ L TXMHRCT ORENFEZHIZ LIz, XHECT DA
¥ ¥ X EIL Table 6 (27T, X R CT 2 MWW THRE LIZBiIEA A—V 0 Y 7 F o=
7 (Dragonfly, ORS) #iE L T3 WRILT —# & LCEHRT S, HEMITICHE T X CT A
A=V OEEEHE» SR HES L AD Strut (2 L TCLEWEZHRE Lz, HIEIZBWTIE
PBACHIZ DY T MAZBWTE— 725 F Ttz MA T, A A=Y D 7 A XX EEF
7w s o o CdEsn,

Table 6. Scanner settings

Parameter (Unit) Value

X-ray source voltage applied (kV) 100

X-ray source resulting current (LLA) 40

Scan type Step

Geometry Long

Field of view (mm) 5

Filters Not activated
Voxel size (um) 1.93

Use 360 rotation Activated

Scan mode High resolution
Integration times 8

Series description With ring reduction
Exposure time (ms) 1000
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3.24.77 AR EE

FALHIE DR — NAROWTERS K i 2> b YR ER I L 72 R o o 7 vzl Tz, By
ROREEF10pm POEE pm (S TWD, R T IVITHEEERS Z LR Y 2F
LT —UBIIRED Lo TEY, 26 XPS & PF OBfIEO—En & Ex bR
Do AW EZHNT~A 7 a fHR O 72286 2 E LTz,

ATALBREL S & L CiRIRD Y TN % 7T ZRBREIC AN T 23 Cind 24 R O[H
BELPRET VAC2, Microtrac MRB. % JiVN CEZERIIE AT o 72, ZEHR AT AWAE- IS FE AT E
TSR S LTz W > 7 L % Microtrac MRB.® BELSORP -max % JAWCHIE L7z, EHE T AR
-G SRR ERRENSHE S Iz, Mx T, T OKERT ARAEIT
296.150K I[ZCHIE SNz, ZNDHDOREZEL T, FET T AT v 7 Wbt O K ket &
PHREBECTOKRDBAEREZERIT DI LN T,

325 HEAE

VU TNEEETF v A= AN T 2 4HEBEZERSE b=y / —/WZRESE
Teo TH )=V TFDOREID/INESWTZOWER DZERIZEGITIRET HZ LN TE,
XPS & PF ORGAT H R CE NS LD U TN RNICE S5 2 &N T
HIeOEEE LTBRIR LT, Vo7 ey ) —VZZIE TG 0, 24, 48, 72, 96 FE# 0D
kg CH o 7 VOER L IREARRR L., —&BOH 7 0id 96 Rl 23k LT b Fink g

CELTHE LT TRV, FEIREBICEST 27-DIE S bICET 2 0ERH D Z L&
WMERE L7z, L72hio T, oo o FA DR IBICEE L7z & b % 96 Ffilte D7 — ¥
TR L L CEREIT o2, RFERIEIL METTLER TOLEDO @ “Density Kit advanced” 733
fif SNIZBA WL D & AV, AR BT OO R & I S 7= % O R FE I El - CRp
BT,

3.2.6.Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC)

324 IZREH STV HIEY . R— NIROWEM SRS 7 VAL LTz, miiLE &
LTRSS =Y 7 id 30 EOSRMETHEZE MBS L=, DSC HIE X DSC600 thermal
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analysis system (Hitachi High Tech science Corporation, Japan) % i\ 7=, HIEIZ DOV CiL, Smg
DY T NE XPS DGHEIE, T I =0 LR UIEE LTI E R (55 mL
min) OFKMAT, 5°C min! @ ramp rate (2T 20CH>5 300CE THEA L. PF DHEIZIT,
5°C min~! ® ramp rate (2T 30C2>5 400°CE THIEA L 7= [9-10],

3.2.7.Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)

MAIROY > T T 324 OFEERCTH T AEEST, EL, KRR ORES
&N T ID AT kT AT ATR FTIR JASCO) & W THIE L7z, ATR ZHWTH
KR OWEN 2 JE LR, MBERERR O T 2 BN ENTELLD
ATR Zi®IRLT-, K& DAY T LXK absorbance (28 > CHIE S TE VX3 2[E[D
Ax ¥ U ERATo T, EREIT 4.0cmT Th S, RIEHFIHIL 4000 - 800 cm™ Th 5, HiALE L
LCTH T ML 30CHOSEMT 1 B EEE ST,

3.2.8.Gas chromatography mass spectrometry (GC-MS)

AR L LT, 3.24 OFENDHRIZ LI > 7 V% 30°COSEMT 1 RMEZEGR I
Too AMFFETIL, H 7% 600°CTE RS, WIEEITo 72, ENESHTIL JEOL £ HEpk
DOMTERIHTY 7 B 7 =7 @ Escrime™% IV T{T > TH Y NIST/EPA/NIH D'E & A~
I NTETAT TN BT —F =R,

3205 RE-REEYA VILRBRICHE ITIEEXRZDRBFLEIL

FIAT T AT v 7 WEWHTR U TRl EARIREE Y 7 VAR IS 2 3l 4 F2 0 L 7=,
ARRPE I 300 HERIEM T, WEY A 7 W% 23°C, FHXHEE 90% T 30 H[H=50% T
230 HH=90% T 30 HH DAY A 7 VAt & 5 2 WrBWED 2k 2 HI7E L 7z, AR EE 90%
X, BROEHOKR FIREOBREZEE Lz [7, 1], ¥4 7 VEICKHT D0 7 VTE
I 45mm OAR— RIRODO PF (@M H V) & XPS 225, 200mm X 200mm X t45mm D
ARXEGIOH LT, 2L T, BRENLOAGMEEDTZOHIZ 45mm DRI % 455 T 5
EICATA AL, ATA RSN I NVERBEBATERLZRVE IZ, T bZEXN
HIET HHRO AT — IR TH YA 7 LVRBRE G LT,
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ZL T BRELT T ATy 7 BWf OBREROWEIZBN T, b bt —KThol
[ CHMBEDAT A XY TN AR E AT A ZFTORIEIC D K5I —KICER, JISA1412-
2 DPERMICHELC TAM KL o e T U TN OBYRERZRE LTz [12], BUmEROH
BRI & LT o 7 VRRBRBRARIELAT, 23°C. RH90% O =i ZFE i 1z 10 H [#IRE.
23°C. RH 50% 15t 22 2% 52 391 ] vh I 1 BR AR L% & IRRTHE T IEL#E CHRIE 21TV, PIIEEHT
fiEl Ro M MEE ORI 31T 2 BMEHT RT 4 B — R THIE L7z AW THI L, 2
DO BRSUL 21572, BIEMSE, B ECKRIESNTE D v,

3.3. RERFER

331LILICL HMEFHMEFRELEELL

Table 7 IZKAAKUZ L 2B BEL LIcEEZ R T, XPS 1T L TXEOEERHLA]
BTN, FAUTKE LT, KFEKS LD S New PF & 1YH PF 134 % 10.34%. 35.56%
DEBEMFRZ R LTz, KEKOHIIZ L DEEZED D PF 1L XPS LV BUKMEAF - T
WnHEEbns,

KL X DHAERIB OV > T % X CT 2> DR L. Dragonfly 2 FHTHHr L7k
B, TRTOF T THEREOE(LITME STV, LavL, Table7 75 PR ICIXE
SOZAENHER S TE Y, ZHULPF K E OMEERICH D Z 2R T [4].

Figure 18 (2K WGV > 7LD X 3 CT 12X 5 3D FtfikA A —Y &R T, F£xOH
TN Db B LA FIEMN LGy 2B LI TWb, Figure 19 13 X #& CT CTHg - 7= 1]
%% Dragonfly 7> 5 08T LTZWiBMF DZERL L Strut D RE SO HiERLTWD, &7
JLDZERR L Strut AFICIBNT “New-" o 7L & “IYH" W o T ZENGFIET D, £7,
Figure 19-(a)l& XPS DZERY A XN K D0 A RS, 77 7 MhbRELHL SN 7T
HIMRRE DY 7L L0 150-300um B D Z2 B 238 L, 100pumEL T, 300umbh b fEdsk o 22
BRY A AHRBEINT D Z & AR T & D, Figure 19-(b)iX XPS @ Strut ¥4 X2 X 5454 & 3+
4, Figure 19-(b)/ HIRAELIL S NIZH% DY T LD Strut BAKL I o722 L AR TE D,
Z DO, XPS TIIAAK[LIUIZ L DHEER 2 ZGITHERE STV,

FAIZ X B PF DZERRY A X454 D214 Figure 19-(c)H> HHER CT& %, Figure 19-(c)/ 5
AL PF D 200umbl EOH A XEFFOZEROBEM LI 2 & 2R Lz, & 512,100um
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LIFOH A XOZERBOML TV D, KER BB OZEROZE T “1YH-" 2
“New-" o 7NN E DLW & ZHEFR LT, Figure 19-(d)>5 PF @ Strut (3RELL S
D2 EENTINE 3% < 72D, ERROFERD D PRI RS Z LI TH L <
HEIN, WFEL7 7 v 7 &5 FRILTWbHEEZOND, T T, A ~—Fy hU—
7 DFEEEI P EHRD Z & THIA I = AL ENTTHZ L ERA LT,

Table 7. Weight change before and after degradation by water

Degradation New XPS 1YH XPS New PF 1YH PF
Before (g) 0.0045 0.0046 0.0029 0.0045
After (g) 0.0045 0.0046 0.0032 0.0061

New PF New PF aged 1YH PF 1YH ged

Figure 18. 3D reconstructed image of insulations
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(d) PF strut size
Figure 19. Volume distribution of (a) XPS pore size, (b) XPS strut size, (c¢) PF pore

size, and (d) PF strut size
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m@mmm;%m DY T xR LT, KRER E BRI AWEEAT - TohE R~ T,
Figure 20-(a)i% AW AE TR A KT, XPS O FIVTRFESL I NI ZICE DR
R DN DTS S L7z, KEKUT L 25T, RIEFL SN o Tz B N TR #R
EAE DN L, PIHRRE D> 77 /W id N L T\ %, TUPAC ORI OSFEIZ L 5 & XPS
DEEFHETT AW WAL Type IVICEBIL THY , @0 p/p0 KT AT U RERL, A
ywﬂ@5%@&%%%&%%%#[Bkmﬁﬁﬁ®m%mﬁ¢%m5néﬁ%fm§ﬁ
RO S DM % A D83, Koy DR M OHL RO BAR TRERR A/ N3 2 A &
% [14],

PF DAL, XPS & FRRICRAESILIC & » THFREFEI N S [ 2 R 5, Figure
20-(D)IZA Y > TNV D KRN ARG LRBARE RT, KRR L DBIITB W TKRER T A
WA SRR O FE R HIXT_TO XPS F > TR KE 2B b E R L TR0, PRICBE LT
1T RAES R AE R ENEIN L TEY | KFEKIC L 29168 b R 2 Z > T
%o IYH PF 2°5 1YH PF aged OiF2IZ35 < KA &BOZuIL, #IHIRIED PF 021 &
IZHAD LIRS, PF OKRGWAED L OIITRANR D Z L 2R/ L TW\5D, Eio, KERK
FEERBRD D PF L XPS K0 b EWBUKIEZFF o> T\ D Z &M & iz, $£72. PF O
ERICERT D L REHIC K DRI AWAE SRR L DBREEEINL 1205 THDHD
(ZRF LT KFRRT AWAE FRIR 2 DI LI L DN EIT 15 fFIZEL TS, 2D
FERIZ, HIIC LD PF OLREROHMEL EIZ PF 3K E BN L TND Z L &2RT, T
RbH, X #RCT Mo IAER L FEERIC, PF 2K EMEER RS Z LIZon 5 2
LEEDITTND
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(b) Water vapor adsorption isotherm

-©-1YH XPS(DES)
-6-1YH XPS(ADS)
-®-1YH aged XPS(DES)
—e—1YH aged XPS(ADS)
-©-N XPS(DES)

-©-N XPS(ADS)

-@-N aged XPS(DES)
-@-N aged XPS(ADS)
-&-1YH PF(DES)
—4-1YH PF(ADS)
-#-1YH aged PF(DES)
—+—1YH aged PF(ADS)
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-+-N aged PF(DES)
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-o-N XPS (ADS)

Figure 20. Gas adsorption isotherm of shredded XPS and PF. Two types of gases

used: (a) water vapor, (b) nitrogen gas. (1 YH: one year and half degraded sample, ADS:

adsorption, DES: desorption, N: New sample, aged: water vapor induced degradation)
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33281kIc&L BN Fry FT—UDEE

Figure 21 1%, HW 7=V v 7V OBEZ /R LTV 5, HIERBRIL, XPS 12 L AR FEHL
LARIRUIT I AT RERET R SN, PF OREITHIMRED 71Tt~ K
AR L 2B % I E N 2P L, 96 FEM% OFER TIINR Y OXEER LT, 2
DFERING . PFITKARIZ L 2P IC L @ FEn RE< b LB bND, N
2T, PF OFFEHITIBN T, AERZREIHR S THRY,

1.12 |

11
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0 24 48 72 96
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—o—1YH XPS 1YH PF —e—1YH aged XPS 1YH aged PF
-8 -New XPS New PF -® -New aged XPS New aged PF

Figure 21. Swelling degree of XPS and PF (before and after degradation)
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Figure 22 1344 > 7@ DSC #EH %777, Figure 22-(a)lx PF ® DSC fE %2 #£F, PF D
DSC 558225 100°CH 5 120°COFERICWEAE — 7 R 0 | FAESICEOEIRICE > T
LI EEMERTE D, ZORRIE., PIHIRIED PF 23 1 20T T, EOWNEIZE > T
DRFOCHEIZ L DEAPEE TS Z L AREL TV 5, Table 8 (2 XPS @ DSC #IEM
S5 6T Tg OIEE %779, Figure 22-(b)? XPS @ DSC DF5H2>5 . New XPS O Tg I3#%
FELIC L VKL 2o TWD Z L3RR S 7z, AT, 1YH XPS aged @ Tg I3 1YH XPS
XV @V, TongLiu &i%,Keddies H 23 HE LizAR Y ~—7 4 L AL Tg & OBfRE FAWT,
T WA ROZER E R om sy R OMILE Tg OEARIZOWTHIE L7z [15, 16], ITUPAC
DHEIZ L E | XPS DERHT AWAEFERMBIEL, 4 nm 2L EOMIAZFOMELZ RL TWD
[13], 2D Z &b, XPS OH T AER A (Tg) OZE{LIX, XPS OZEfR#EEDZEIZER L
TWHAREMENRE X Hhvd, LasL, BEEFZEIC R 2 4 T AR OB T 5 @ iL.
YTF I Doy INT ) A=V OFEETIThI TV D, £D7, X0 FEMl72RRIE L #
ML, ZEpiEE & Tg OZ L L OBEM AR T 2 LERHDH LEZ HILD,

Table 8. Tg of XPS samples
New XPS 1 New XPS aged2 1YH XPS 4 1YH XPS aged 3

Tg(°C) 100.4 100.2 96.1 100.1
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Figure 22. DSC results of (a) phenolic based foam and (b) extruded polystyrene

foam. A solid line arrow represents a change over time and a dotted line arrow

represents a change due to moisture.
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3.33.81bIZ &L BILEMIEIE

P X DAL 2 D 2 5728, £ FTIR f5 %4 ~¥, Figure 23 |2 XPS @ FTIR
R A £ T, Figure 23 706 XPS Vo7 OHbIc L > TEL LI E— 2 IZIERT 5 &
1030cm™ & 960cm™ & ~->D KA > kT, C-O stretches £'— 7 A% New XPS & O} 1YH XPS (2
BWTHIM U722 &R I [17, 18], 3.3.2 205 XPS @ DSC #EFRIZHB W T Tg Db
(2B L TIiE, New XPS RRAFELLIC L > TBMSINTFER E B X Hi1D, IYHXPS DIGE,
KAEKIZ L 2810%, 1030em™ B —2 @ C-O stretch 232> L, New XPS & [A] UIRREIZ 72 -
TWAHZ L a8 L7z, L7 L. JuanSebastianmontana H(Z L5 Y AF L DOR{LIZ K D
IR A7 hL & llgd 25 & 1YHXPS (21X C=0, C-H ® v — 7 |22k 72< | Figure23 |2
# L7228 1000cm™ &GP T LA L TWRWI Evh . XPS DRESLL Sk S h
TeBEZLHZEIFEHLWEBZLND [19],

[]

5]

c

]

12 New XPS
§ ——New XPS aged
L — 1YH XPS
——1YH XPS aged
1200 1100 1000 900

Wavenumber (cm?)

Figure 23. FT-IR spectra of New/1YH aged and initial XPS samples in range of
900cm™! to 1200cm’™

Figure 24 [Z#4AE/KFRRUC X 5 HLET# D PF O FTIR 2AX2 hLZR LTS, 2700 cm®
U 2v5 3700 em™ OFEIRKIZIE R 975 & 3300-2950 em™ (25 &K C-H B — 2 A3, 2920-2850 cm”
VIZHEWIE C-H A7 RADER I [20], 2D D C-H A7 FMVIERFELRIC L D
272 < AKREKIT R 2D IR ST C-H 2L TW5H Z & % New PF &
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New PF aged D A7 MNLAERTE 5, I HIZ, 3340 em™ B —727 @ O-H stretch [X#R4
DRI L, KERKUZ L D568 LTz [21],

1800 cm™ to 800 cm™ DFEMEICIEH 5 & B /LR g C=0 stretch 13 1637 cm™ 7> &R 4ES
fEiz X > THML, KEKIZE 29555 New PF & 1YHPF i 7, 2IKIZHIIN9~ 2 81
Zx9 [22], 1600 cm™ D B — 7 (375 % C=C vibration 7217 T72 <, N-Hstretch & L 7
W, ZHHOE—7 O[S VR EFEETH D [23,24], 1471 em™ TiX, H&EE C=C
vibration A7 M LMERR X7z [25], CO-NH deformation — 7 3 1345 em™! 7> Bl &
M7z [26], 1260 cm-1 @ diphenyl ether C-O stretch [27] & 1200 cm™ 7> 5 phenolic C-O stretch
[24] OEIMPRELL R OKAERIZ KX AP DR STz, KREKITE D400 1140
cm! B — 7 MO IENAET V3 — L OB R X 47 28], 1040cm-1 25 C-O-C B—7
DBRAELEBEIN L, KEKIZ X D50 B Lz [23,25],

Poljansek 513 resol 7 = 7 —/LAR/L AT LT b REHEICEB W T C-0-C E'— 27 NHNT
WHEHE L7z [29], -OH & — 7 Oj§/) . diphenyl ether 2 T8 C-O-C &'— 27 OHINNIL PF @
RS E NRAELIIC L > THEHASIN TS Z L 2R L TW5, LUK L, phenolic C-
O B — 27 LAV R U ROEMITIRL b RESEOMICFARFICE Z o TS Z & 2RI LT
W5 [30], SHIZ, N-H B—27 OINIRBN2G B TR DD Z L 2md, L
73T, BBk L mEDRESILOMIZFERHIRAE L TV D28, 3.3.2 @ DSC OFERND,
RELEFICEALEEE LY S PF TR BB AELTZEB I bND, KEARIZLDS
kDA, -OH B —7, -CH ©—7 | HIVRUVERE — 27 OBNE C-0-C ¥— 7 ORI

KR % 7RI L TN D,
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Figure 24. FT-IR spectra of New/1 YH initial and aged PF samples in range of

2700cm-1 to 3700cm-1 and 800cm-1 to 1800cm-1

Figure 25 |2, XPS ¥ 7LD GC-MS iR Z 7~ L7z, GC-MS b S 47z XPS ¥ 7

JVOFEHEARBEFEL Table 9 (/R L2, XPS Vo FICKTT DK 4 OEILITRE REV TR

STV,

Abundance

8.0E+07

7.0E+07

6.0E+07

5.0E+07

4.0E+07

3.0E+07

2.0E+07

1.0E+07

@)

(6)
(5)

—New_XPS
(1) (4) —New_XPS_Aged
(3) ~1YH_XPS
—1YH_XPS_Aged

B I M.MM LMWMM [

0.0E+00
00:00.0

02:52.8 05:45.6 08:38.4 11:31.2 14:24.0 17:16.8
Time

Figure 25. GC-MS chromatogram of XPS samples
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Table 9. Identification of main element of XPS samples

Number Compound RT Molecular  Major
weight mass
fragment
(1) @ Toluene 04:18 92 91, 65
(2) = Styrene 05:59 104 104, 78,
T © .
3) >_@ Methyl styrene  06:45 118 118, 103,
78
4) . Benzene, 1,1’- 11:44 196 105
@ (1-methyl-1,2-
ethanediyl)
bis-
(5) @ Benzene, 1,1’- 12:12 194 105, 194,
(methylene- 115
1,2-ethanediyl)
bis-
(6) Benzene, 1,1’- 15:44 208 207, 129,
@ (3-methyl-1- 91

©

propene-1,3-diyl)
bis-
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Figure 26 (2. PF O GC-MS #& 5% 7~4, PF DKKKIT X 550 6138 B2 1368
H S TR0 D3, (8) diethylene glycol B — 7 [ 3#RFESH L% D 1YH PF 2 7L ClIiEk
NTWDHZ a2 LTz, SHIT, New PF LI L TIYHPF DO/ u~ M7 I —2
AW T, EAED ethylene glycol IZX > THALTWDZ EZ/REL TV [31], Table
10 |12 GC-MS "B &S/ PF o 7 Lo R EZ 77, PF CTlX, (2) Mgk, 4) Jx
#, (13) AV TR—RMIE—=IPRRPENTWD, ZhbDOERIE, WEM ORINA &
LTEBMEN7=b0EE2 5%, PF L 7 /LI phenol-urea-formaldehyde #ti§ DFFAEDS

(4) RBOWIMDNEHFSND [32], BEFHIZE > TGC-MS O (4) JREE—7 3
DL TWLZEFEEGDEZ > TNDHZ EZ/RL TS, CO-NH B —72 Tl&, NewPF (T}t
ANTHO PFH 2 FATHEINL T D, (13) A V¥ 7 F— ME, 1YHPF TIZZDOE—27 7
72720 KEKICEDHILENTWD IYHPFaged THERINTWD, £DZ EiE, K&
RUC L DB BIKRER AL TND Z EZR L, ZORSIT, IR ® 1637cm HLR
YIEOE— 7 P ULTERER E SRR D, 2. GC-MS TR SN/ A VT R— b
PF XDV L Z UGN HDH LB Z BN, JRFE L BITFUSHEREM 2t T 570 L&
Z 535 [3] (3) Cyclopentane |Z PF OFJAA A L E 2 Hivd,

3.5E+07
9)
3.0E+07 ( (12)
256407
§ 2.0E407 ; ‘ (10)
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Figure 26. GC-MS chromatograms of PF samples
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Table 10. Identification of main element of PF samples

Number Compound RT Molecular Major
weight mass
fragment
(1) 0 Carbon 01:41 44 44
= C/ dioxide
O/
2) O\ /O Sulfur dioxide 01:44 64 64, 48,
g 32
3) Cyclopentane  02:17 70 42,55,
70
) /NHWNH\ Urea, N,N’-  03:23 88 29, 58,
8 dimethyl 88
(5) @_\ Ethylbenzene  05:26 106 91, 106
(6) \@\ p-Xylene 05:32 106 91, 106
@) @ Phenol 06:43 94 108, 77,
90
®) HO\AO . Ethanol, 2,2’- 06:49 106 45,75,
oxybis- 31
©)] Phenol, 2- 07:24 108 108, 77,

methyl- 90

90

(10) ~ : p-Cresol 07:34 108 107, 77,

(11) oH Phenol, 2,6-  07:52 122 107,
\@/ dimethyl- 122,77
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12) Phenol, 2,4-  08:11 122 107,

OH
dimethyl- 122,77
(13) Benzene, 1- 08:35 133 133,
\\3 isocyanato-2- 104, 78

\\O

methyl-
(14) Phenol, 2,3,6-  08:39 136 121,
HO

trimethyl- 136,91

334RHICHI-DEEANMMEERICRITTHE

Figure 27 |2, EimE—KIBE YA 7 M2 XK D XPS & PF OMRIEMRER L & 7~d, Fxt
TJEAY 90% Cdb> 2 Wil H PF O EMRE ST XPS ([T~ T EF 2 Hma &I, %t
TBE 50% DIX[E T, PF OFMEVREREIIX 6%AIE S DA, EOMIZEERICRE > T
720N, FFUMHXHEEE Y 90% T PF OAHBME R IT 10 A CRMARZE(bRZ R L, 51&
frEx BRI 5, UK L, XPS I3AERHRE DS BR e < . F O EVRE R KOl
IX PF IZHR D &/ S, PF OEMRE R T XHI L 50% O K I TEMRE RN ERIT[E
BINTWRWERZ 7T, ZOBRRIIL, FaT 7 AF v 7 WiEdkf O 7 2/ K 284
BROMTENVEZDONDN, BRESHIC LD EACKERIC L DMK SRR ST
HEEZHND [33-37], XPS 1TREERMN D E OBRERITH B SN TOARVEIT NS,
NEAT A DM PBYRE RO B L E B E R L TWDH EEZBRD,
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Figure 27. Change of relative thermal conductivity ratio by humidity swing
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3.4. SEDHKHR

AT, RS L ATRRIC L B L BTIAT T AT v 7 BB O LA % Tz,
A £ DB, AR, BT % b7 —2 | ACFEOMEO BN BWE Shiz, &
51T, 185 RS RIT R COMBERL (L & B S n T, BN RERIZE LD
E)o

1. JERESRHI 7 B AREEZ RICBI L CiX, XPS & PF. Wi N oRaE & HLIc R —7p
G2 O L 2R LT, S5, XPS IIKARICE DL OITRE B L T

MoT- b DD, PFIXF DZERRRN B L5157~

2. EHFX v hU—7 Tk, KERRIT K DH0IC PF OREE N KIEIZHEEIM L., PF O
SFREEIIRELS B LI Z & 2R LT-. DSC OFEHE S PF BRAELILICBWTEAN
TThNnTWAZ L 2R L=,

3. ALY BRI LTk, XPS 13 bicwt L TRE B kA L T\, PF O
B, BRELIIZBWTIBIL EBIEO R OEREM IO ZHDEANFEFIZEZ > TWnDH Z
EEMER LTz, F7z, PFIIKREARICE DL OIIKRGIHES TS Z & 2R LT,

4. TRERWEM OBRERICEH 2 5 2B 2 T 5 & . XPS OBA 1T K X /s
T TR, Ll PFIZHCITE S BIUIC X o TR ERICEELZ T WD EH
ZH5b,

R%IZ. XPS DA L DTERERI R AL A AR CTHERR L7z, LarL., 2O T, [k
AR SN TRV, £ D72, XPS ([THIER R LN & TV D 2 BfRICT 5
VERDD EBEZHIND, PF ORIELILD A T = A LE, BEMICEIL2EAN B L TR
V. ZOESG LY FEMER SN gL L RENRBENELDLEEZEL LD, SHIT, K
AU L DB ORGP Z D | BAAEIZ LY 52 ZERRICE ke b 6T, 2
DF7EZ 18 LT, KREKUZ L2910 ERESED BALFIN R BN B Y | DL LD EIER
CHBE 52D I L EER LIz, 51T, 2 b OELIINEM OBYRERICHRE 5 2 T
W2,
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4. 74 5—AYRBBTSAF v I MBMORE
FHREEELIEICHETSMBIEFENEIL
4.1, 1S

HIEND, BILT T AT v 7 WER ORMFBIE M OKRRUIC L DHICB T D5 AT =
AL Z T, EORER. PF N BIFHIT K DB FRINCH S N> T b DD XPS
FHERY ZF L7 3 —5) IZBWTUE, HEA T =X LB W TTREE K Lz, N
AT, HLEND, Rl rTRE7R BARZ T 272012 S HIZEMEREDMERM N LEL L S,
BEAF DWrEEY X 0 Wr BV RE A [h) b S IUTC BV 385 L T D, £ OB o —FiL LT
7 u v, HEEMERS | Gasfilled panel 23& 0 . 0, BEFOKERIZ T + T —% AL T
W BE DB A RO BV RE 22 1] b L 72 B N8 LD [1-6], 7« 7 — & AdLT b
BT ORPEICEI LT, Gong HiE., WY ZF L 27 4 —LAIT carbon nano tube & RN L 7= &
ROBFORY AF L 74— L LV BMRERN TR -T2 & TRbD bR M L
722 L M L7z [5], Chen S, cellulose foam (27T 7 7 A b Z U L72fE 5. WrEh:
RED[A] 2R L K L DM AME S FIRFICUGE STz 2 &L 2 W& LTz [7] &% IZ. Zhao
SIXF /77774 FEBFED T +— LI AND 2 L THIRBRFER RS 2D, 51T
T — LOEER N LET HZ 2 HE L 8], LU, £ < DRSO WERE 23 B 5%
S, ZORHEDR FIZEAT 2 MEIIRR SN TND DD, ZDORMIMRESHIKIZ L DE
BIZBET 27— 2132 D TOWRWIZ ENBRTH D, £D72d, XPS &7 T 774 FAY
XPS % EHIM 2 DKAKUC L 2B bICE M S5 2 & T XPS & RAuKEM Chb b7 1 7
— ANV IV T T AT > 7 Wb DIt A & B0 K 52 bIZxt U THREEEZAT 9,
KETIE, 2200BLENGT7 4 77— ANVIHERY AF L7+ —20H5E TR0 BT
2o

1THREELT, XMCT 2@ L THILRIOY T LOflET 5 Z LT, Hic L DIk
IZEIZE BT %, SR LTk, £, 20°C. MAXHEE 50-70% D5 T 1A RE
L 7oA 0 & WrEbt 2 50°C. 90% LA EOFEHE LS 2 M S v7e k&SI L 5541k
EATo T, WiEWF OFEREIIRHEIXSILRTZ OV 7 & X #j CT I AWV CIEERI iR
L. ZEDEEZRE LT, S HIZE SN/ A A—T% 3D BRICHMEE L ot 21T 72,

2 miH & LT, Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) & gas chromatography mass
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spectrometry (GC-MS)Z i L THALRITHE D XPS £ 7T 7 7 A4 S AV XPS ZHETHZ & T,
FHIIZ L D0 P 72 A 2 RS D

TEREFHI I AL FINZ B OB ZEST H 2 & T, XPS L7 7774 FAD XPS D
ARSI E ARBEKIC L DHMIC L DB AT 2 Z L 2 AL 5, SHIZ, Znb Dy
IZH LT 7774 AR XPSIZIRIMNMSND ZERRY AT LU 74— A ED KD g
Ba B2 DM LTELET D,

4.2. RERDBHE

4.2.1.EE&# ¥

Yo7l LTI MHERY AF L 74 —5 (XPS) &7 7774 F&IRIL T XPS
(graphite XPS) #IR L T\ 5, ZHENOWEM M ZIaE 2 A LT 280K TR
UHARBEIC K> TRE SNz, BEEW OAFERRICBNTZ 77 7 A4 &I LZE
SR EZE 22 DA BRI\, AT, MEEEHIEES 1 o JISA 9521 JEHED AR
JAF LY 74 —AIZBLTEY, AV AF LU EE20EAERICREIEA], HRA LK)
EINF 2 N 2 7o vtk © — XA RN RV R ST Lz 7 a7 6 8] 0 1 L 7
BHSCTHD [9]. BUROWIERS DY A X% 20cm A, JEE 50mm TH 5, Figure 28 [ZHEIR D
WrEEA 72 D BRI O O B> T2V v R s, WM O FTHNIRRE TORIEIZAEE ST
Mo 3 r AROY TN WoTo, T DY T VTEEBIC “New-" &2F 72, o
BT 23°C ARHEEE 60+£10% D EFRE DKM T 1 YU ERESNTZSDTH D, =
o OY 7 VITFEIIC “Old-" &2l Tz,
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Figure 28. Samples — above the white one: extruded polystyrene foam (XPS), bottom

the black one: extruded polystyrene foam with graphite

422 KEBRIZLBEILAE

KRN L DL New” £ “Old”V > 7 /% LT ToiL Tz, FREICATHO D HIE ik
Lo THUrTADOEEEZTEY . X#CT HIEICE L CEMERL thoflEics Tk
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“New-"&“Old-"DH > 7z X CT 22 HHlE L, #AEHbI K OKEKIT K 29500
SOFINT T AT v 7 WiEE OEACZRIE Lz, X#R CT ORIESRMAIZE LT Table 11 1T
T X CT OFEHIX, HiGfENT Y 7 N7 =7 (Dragonfly, ORS) % HW\T 3 KiLT —# I
BT, BEIZEESNT Y 7 Y =7 2R L TH 7 A ORBIEICE WV T b W
Strut WAL TE 2 & S ICRRE LT, Yo PSR R R Stk B HIE L=, £ 7-.
AA=VHND ) ARE, V7 b =TIZE>TStrut & L TR SN D ZERN 20 K 9 1Tk

Exhiz,

Table 11. X-ray scanner settings

Parameter (Unit) Value
X-ray source voltage applied (kV) 100
X-ray source resulting current (LA) 40
Scan type Step
Geometry Long
Field of view (mm) 5

Filters Not activated
Voxel size (um) 1.93
Use 360 rotation Activated

Scan mode High resolution 1000ms
Integration times 8

Series description With ring reduction
Exposure time (ms) 1000

4.2 .4 Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)

FTIR & TIIMRY o TN Z2EH LTz, KERIC L2510 KORES LSz 7
NV EFBIEEZ TR T uizxt LT ATR FTIR (JASCO) # W TCTHIEZ#1T 72, ATR
ERWTHERY T VERE LIRER, BELEX—AT A4 v EmERFBRIGLNZ
& T ATR RIS Uiz, & A7 b T Ald absorbance & L TR AL, FH32 AF v 1|



RAEEEIZ 4.0em Th 5, HIEEFIL 4000t0800cm™' & L7-. 2B, HIEIZHB N TKSDE
BERNT AT, o % 30COBREESIET 1 EFE R X7,

4.2.5.Gas chromatography mass spectrometry (GC-MS)

AALEL & L TR Y > 70 2 30 COBRBEARIFIC T 1R B E 2R S i, ARIE T,
Y 7% 2000C KO 300CH bR SET, ¥ 7V ORIHT &L OEBEDOENITH L
THikli 21T -7, MEIIIEE S L 10mg OBPROY T vz iz, BT,
JEOL ® Escrime™Z % /35347 7 ~ 7 =7 & NIST/EPA/NIH Mass Spectral Library D7 — ¥
R=2Z{HM LT,

4.3. EREER
431911k BEMZEIL

Figure 29 1Z X #& CT O LWl A A —Y 2R3, ZOWmEELZ AN TEY 7
IV DZERR 5347 K O Strut OJE S 534 % Dragonfly %38 L Co#T L7z,

Figure 30-(a){345 % > 7 /LD Strut DL I3 &2 K3, XPS O Sturt JE S 5341752 5 New XPS
WEALTIE 0225 10 um ODEIZFFo TS Strut 2% 80% % HHTH Y, XD D 20%D
Strut (X 10 225 15 m (204 LT\ %, XPS BRFEL(EIND & 0225 10 um FHIKO Strut
D3 35% AT 5, ZAUTHEND 10 205 15um DJEZ %2 FF> TV 5 Strut 13 50% 28 %
T, 15um U EOEZZFFD Strut 28 15%LL ESHINTWDLZ e 2R LT, 77774
FEBIM L7 XPS IR LTI, 07205 10pm ORI ZFF-TWD Strut 23547 41% 5O TH
D, 1025 15um D3 47%, 1575 20um 2 8% T LIZEI ZF > T\ 5 Strut 230 &
5, ZHHLOFERND, Strut 137 4 7 —ORBIZEMRR . BEHLE L HITRL R DM
MaRT, ST FT7 774 FBRASTEWERILT T 7 7 4 R A TRWIEERS L0 &
ENKL e DM AR Lz,

Figure 30-(b)IZ4 ¥ > 7 /L DZERS3 4 2 753, New XPS DA, 100 705 300 um DK X
&R ORI TT1% L EEFED, 7T 705 XPS ITR4FES 0tk BB 7 22 s & FF o
%R~ d, RELER D ZVEEERFOZEROY A XL 50 225 100um THDH, #FF
PBAANZZ WEIG ZFF 572 100 225 300 p m B AOZERULRD L, 300 p m BL EOH A4 X
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ZFRFOZERRMBEEM L T 5, Graphite XPS D54, 100 225 300 um DOH A XDZERRH 74%
UL EOEIG &R0, BAELIEEICIX, graphite XPS DZERRITA 2 [ < 7o HHEA 2 A5, 50
235 150 uw DZERRITIAD L, 200 um PLEDH A X 2R o239 %, Graphite XPS O
FRAELIIZ X D ZEROZALIX XPS (25 EBERN B EEZ BN D,

Figure 31-(a)l3TRRFELH L L OKAKIZ L H2HICBNTDO T T 774 EAD XPS @ Strut
JE &34 & 39, Figure 31-(b)IERAELL K OVKASIC L D HIEIZE VT graphite XPS O
ZERRY A AN E ™, ZNHD T T 7BV TKERIZL D2HE0 D Strut & S &L OZER
YA RFIRERETREN TR, o, 2 EOFRND, XPS ITIFTKARUIC LD
(BB REBRIEFZIZE(LZAE L TNV W 2R LT, Lo X # CT RN 656
NI REZAR 72 BRI\ T, graphite XPS 28 XPS K W H{LICB W TCEDOELN D72
LEZBND, LIERo>T, XPS 1TV T 774 FRWIMEND Z & THRIZ L HIREFHY
B E IR D ATRetE 2 RIE T D,

New XPS Old XPS New Graphite filled XPS Old Graphite filled XPS

Figure 29. Sectional images of XPS with added graphite
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(b)Pore size distribution change by long-term degradation
Figure 30. (a) strut thickness distribution and (b) pore size distribution by long-term

degradation of extruded polystyrene foam (XPS) and XPS with added graphite. (New:

initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, G_:graphite)
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(a) Strut thickness distribution change by long-term and water vapor induced

degradation
80
New G_XPS
70 B New G_XPS aged
u Old G_XPS
60 m Old G_XPS aged
50
® 40
30
20
o Lomnll .
0~50 50~100 100~150 150~200 200~250 250~300 300~350
pm

(b) Pore size distribution change by long-term and water vapor induced degradation

Figure 31. (a) strut thickness distribution and (b) pore size distribution by long-term
degradation and water vapor induced degradation of XPS with added graphite. (New:
initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, G_:graphite, aged:
water vapor induced degraded sample)
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Figure 32 & Figure 33 (% XPS ¥ > 7 /L% 200°C & ¥ 300°C TEV iR XH7- GC-MS DR
wFET, ZNHDOREIZBVT GC-MS b S 7c FE/RBEFE 4 Table 12 (27777, 200°C
TR LT & LT, (2) l-isopropyl-3-tert-butylbenzene & (3) benzene, 1, 1’-(3-methyl-1-
propene-1,3-diyl) bis-1Z 4T D LFEFAIZ L > T L. (1) propanoic acid, 2, 2-dimethy-, butyl
ester ITRAELLBITHINN L=, ZOFEIZ. QLQ)DOWENEN FRIEOTEHTHY . (1)
WA Lo TERSNTEME B2 BN D, XPS % 300°C TEME LT-#E K0 513, Ml
DEHTH HQ)DRHEIDRAELBICTD Uiz Z & 2R L, (DTN L=z R L
7o (6) tris (3, 5-dimethylphenyl) phosphate (F/KZREUC L DL SR LiZZ & 2R L
Too ZORERDD XPS WKFIZ Lo THILENTND EEZ HiLD, 200C & 300°CD GC-
MS OFERD B 4) FTHEAl L (6) HEAFISRM S 4Lz [13, 14], loannis &%, FHEAID5y
RN VIR VRN ER SN D T & BHE LTS [15], 200°C K 1 300°C D GCMS HIlE IS
BWT, S 7=WE (1) ZBAIOLRIC IV ERINTER OB EENTNDEIEZDL
N5,

LLLLL

s (3) 5@ " :i

| &

(5) @ /:] olxPs

0 (6) Q. o
G \ / / @, e
A A ],

15:50.4 43 20:08.6

Now XPS

Figure 32. Chromatogram of XPS pyrolyzed at 200°C (New: initial state of the
sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, aged: water vapor induced degraded

sample)
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Figure 33. Chromatogram of XPS pyrolyzed at 300°C (New: initial state of the

sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, aged: water vapor induced degraded

sample)

Table 12. Identification of the main element of XPS samples pyrolyzed at 200°C and

300°C

Number Compound

200°C /300°C

RT
200°C /300°C

Molecular weightMajor mass frag-

200°C /300°C ment 200°C/300°C

(1) Propanoic acid, 2, 2- 09:08/09:08 158 57, 87,103
dimethy-, butyl ester

(2) 1-Isopropyl-3-tert- 14:42/14:41 176 161
butylbenzene

3) Benzene, 1, 1’-(3-methyl- 15:38/15:39 208 91, 117
I-propene-1,3-diyl) bis-

4) Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 15:56/15:55 390 149, 167

(%) 1-Propene, 3-(2-cyclope- 16:07/16:06 274 91, 129, 207
ntenyl)-2-methyl-1, 1-
diphenyl

(6) Tris(3,5-dimethylphenyl)  17:05/17:07 410/ 452 193, 209, 305/

phosphate / Phosphoric
acid, 4-bromophenyl 4-
chlorophenyl 3-
methylphenyl ester

451, 466
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Figure 34 & Figure 35 |Z graphite XPS % 200°C & 300°C TEVYfE S H 7= GC-MS #HF4 7R
T, 200°C & 300°CDE i D FH & 7= = ESE % Table 13 & Table 14 7”7, Graphite
XPS % 200°CH 5By iR S U745 8. (1) octanoic acid, 2,6-dimethyl-, methyl ester O #)'E 73%
ERHbENT=Y T Anb ST, (DIZNew-" OV > TN BIIKRE I TN
72, HENOAELTEMETOL EEZEXbND, T2, 7775, (2) benzene,1,1°,17-[5-
methyl-1-pentene-1,3,5-triyl] tris- & (3) bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (X7 T HIIEDOFHEZ 2 5
. 200°CORE TIEHIIC K D EIIREL oo Te, ZOKE., 300°COE iR AT - 7=
Figure 35 7> & graphite XPS #i§ D 8 & & 2 5415 (5) Benzene, 1,1°,1”-[5-methyl-1-pentene-
1,3,5-triyl] tris-2S AL B U Z & B3R S 4v7-, £ 72, Graphite XPS (2 35Tk
AR L D2P % SHEIH T VITIEED LT B —2 OfGRIZ TE lenoTz, Thb b,
XPS 277774 MEWINT 52 & TKRZITEDHRITH L TLEM.EZ O & 5
ZEMEBIOND, 7777 A NBREIE iz XPS OHRIZ K D IRINFIOZELDEA .
200°C DHIE TRRAES AL I FIBAINA Siv/e 2 & D3RR S vz, Z O XPS o7
IV ERIBRIS, FIBAIOZFRIZ L O RAE LT VR U BEIE, HIERICECTEWE Th DAY
MIZEFEENTND EEZZ BN,

Mahdi 1%, EEENRR DRI AF LU ZF—R2E&FCREIEHGA. BEEREN
RYRAF LT3 —LDOHN, BEEMENEY ZAF L7 4r—050 bRVEERSEL,
AP A X PSR S D Z &AW Lz [16), ERROZERY A X2 X D045
77774 SRR E T XPS DZERAAAHRIT, 77 7 74 FBEIME LTV XPS K
0 LB AR L, A A XS EEER LT, F£72, 2000C TR S E -
XPS O GC-MS FERIZIT, XPS O EFHR TP I L7e K, 77 7 7 A4 R &dn
L 7= XPS T 300°C T?D GC-MS #& 5 C graphite XPS O EEHA D 288 L= 2 L B3 ER S
Too TNUHOFERND | graphite XPS 28 XPS LV EA SN TWH EE2BNRD, LinL, 7
4 — L DTPRIZWER O FIARFORE LICHBEIND Z EBHE SN TVWD [17], £DTd,
S, 777 74 PBSEINE AT XPS OJZIRANEH D XPS & e 2 BRI L TR %
BELEZOND,
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Figure 34. Chromatogram of XPS with added graphite pyrolyzed at 200°C (New:
initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, G_:graphite, aged:

water vapor induced degraded sample)

Table 13. Identification of the main element of XPS with added graphite samples

pyrolyzed at 200°C
Number  Compound RT Molecular Major mass
weight fragment
)] Octanoic  acid, 2,6-dimethyl-, 14:19 186 88, 101
methyl ester
2) Benzene,1,1°,1”’-[5-methyl-1- 15:38 312 97,115,193
pentene-1,3,5-triyl] tris-
3) Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 15:56 390 149, 167
“) Triphenylphosphine oxide 16:05 278 277
5) 1-Propene, 3-(2-cyclope-ntenyl)-2-  16:11 274 91, 129, 207

methyl-1, 1-diphenyl
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Figure 35. Chromatogram of XPS with added graphite pyrolyzed at 300°C (New:
initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, G_:graphite, aged:

water vapor induced degraded sample)

Table 14. Identification of the main element of XPS with added graphite samples

pyrolyzed at 300°C
Number  Compound RT Molecular Major mass
weight fragment

(1) 1, 3-Pentadiene, 1,1-diphenyl-, (Z)- 12:15 220 205, 220

2 Naphthalene, 1-phenyl- 12:55 204 203

3) Octadecanoic acid 14:11 284 43, 60, 73

4) Octanoic  acid, 2,6-dimethyl-, 14:41 186 88,101
methyl ester

5) Benzene,1,1°,17’-[5-methyl-1- 15:38 274 91, 129, 207
pentene-1,3,5-triyl] tris-

(6) Triphenylphosphine oxide 16:05 278 277

Figure 36 & Figure 37 |2 XPS & graphite XPS > 7' /L ® FTIR % 7~9, &P, XPS
® FTIR i B & 5 C-H O EIEEN )Y 3050cm™ and 3000cm™ 7> HHIE S 7z [18, 19],
2920cm™ & 2845cm™ 76 -CHy DFERIFR, et FMPRIREN AN HIE S 7z [20], K& C=C O
fif R AREN DY 1490cm™!, 1450cm™, 1600cm™ 7> HRIE X417z [21], XPS D GCMS OFEERMN G |
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KFERIC L 551k LORFESLICB N TR b shd Z &R S iz, LA L, FTIR
TIFARRICB W TR E RZIER I &4 TW eV, Graphite XPS @ FTIR #5505 1%,
3020cm B — 7 (2 HFK -CH B — 27 BNHlE S vz [22], £72 5% -CH B — 2 3291 7cm’
"and 2840cm™ 2> HREE 7z, S B2, XPS & [AERIZ 1490, 1450, and 1600 cm™ D E— 7 |2
BWTHEEFRE C=C O BRE N HIE S 7z, Graphite XPS ¢ FTIR fi F 1% XPS & Ll 7= [
R LTWDD, BRESIIT X D WE B OB X BiE 2 SR S 523, FTIR C
TRAE S TUVR0Y,
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—old xps aged

Figure 36. FT-IR spectra of XPS samples in range of 3200cm™! to 1000cm™'. (New:
initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample, aged: water vapor

induced degraded sample)
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Figure 37. FT-IR spectra of XPS with added graphite samples in a range of 3200cm™!
to 1000cm™. (New: initial state of the sample, Old: stored for over 1.5 years sample,

G _:graphite, aged: water vapor induced degraded sample)
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4.4. A EDFEH

ARETIT, HERY) ZAF L7+ —25 (XPS) & XPS 127 T 7 7 A NaTI U T-HrEL
M2 R s mER BB SIS SRS bic x5 B b &=, T DEAL
TIEREZEH) AV R B B Sz, BONHEEIZTROEmY Th 5,

1. JEREF AR T L CTiE, XPS DZERMEI IR I RSB BRI~ 2 L&
MR LTz, —F5. 7T 774 PRS- XPS DZEfAE S TR EL L IZ XPS & T
B)— 125 k&R LTz, £72. Strut DESICBWTIZZ T 7 74 FOFMEICER R B4E
HIIZHONTKRL 72 o7z,

2. AL ZERIT R LT XPS 1E, @ FRIIRO EERRES L, AKERIZ X D25 0h
BEb SN L &R LT, 777 74 MRIRIMS iz XPS TIE, KFERIZ L 2%10h
SOEGITHR TE RN 2T b DD, RELITIBNT XPS & FIERICKERS D EH 21
L7cZ & afEd L,

BB, RETIXZ 77 74 RERILTZ XPS & XPS OH{LIZ L D RESEA, (LFM 72
AL ZRERR Lz, ZORER, 77 7 74 S AT b TRRESIC L - THEW O

BICZE MU FHNCA U 2 L PR T E T2, £, HUIC X 2B ENIC L EL 5.
XTce LU, 77774 RIS 72 XPS IFHIN S AU TV XPS LW Az kK 55
BRDIRNMERR S . T 77 A4 RBRIMEN D Z & THITK L TREME O RHRE
PRI S 7z,
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5. 1. #E&h

KT, BT T AF v 7 B OF Ik DA & A K 22z HlE L T
T, B2 EITT, WP P EREPNDBRERMGEZ/FEL, BI3IENDL, BRT T AT Y
7 MBI L TRAES LI KUK K 281k & B 2 F1bRTE O KriEks o Ktk 2 1l E
L. T 528 T, BIUAD=RLEZMAT 22 LN TE T, SHIT, H4FETIE, Kk
SRETEE LI D T 4 T ANV RIAT T AT v VB E M TH DT T T 7 A R BR
MENTHERY AF LT+ —5 (XPS) & XPS Z#4ES(L, Kl k- THsH
D2 & T, R, OMMAMEZ RS LT, LR DB NIRRT T 2T v 7 iEF o
FAEDOFER & AL DOHIIEN BIF NIRRT T A F v 7 BB DHE A T = X LD
WTARETIRRS, Figure 38 (ZHIAT 7 AT v 7 Wi OHLA B =X LOEIZEI LT
NE R

G

—————— =

<: ERBVHEICL2BRABLUVBES

Figure 38. Schematic diagram of foamed plastic insulation’s degradation mechanism
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5.2. ZEARMLBMEELIRNEEL

(1) KK, Koy, R ADILE[1]
VLT T AT v 7 EBRMITIIE T A L L THASH TV R L REQND DT A ) EE
T2, Thbb, TRD 2 0EBNEZ LD,
© R+ ARG DIGNER 7> & NEB~HLHL
* FEVE AT A DIPER D> D SMER~HEHL
ZDEEDELWED N Ay EDEAIT— BV RIEBANC > TILHT 2 & B b T
Do
(2) HAEZE[2]
PEBANCHE > T, HAENZET 5 &, BARMIZIINE WEEDZER) ORE TR
HEEZOLNDTZD, TRROWRRNTRIND,
« RRUTRS DI 253 FED G L < 72 % F THLE
RN AT KRRUCTFELRWNEENZ DT (T LH D CO2 H AR < d
ERUCTN
(3) (1) (2) OFEE, BANOREITREKEL Y EVIRBZHER L7220 b2 RRIZE L
T 5, — MR REEY P L O NERRE LIRS L2 L b2\, £/, TOXE
BIZ K-> THILT T ZAF > 7 B OWrBWEREME T T 2 EK & 72 5,
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