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RADIATION POLYMERIZATION OF TRIBUTYL TIN
METHACRYLATE

Zao Benxi Murat Zun Sionbu Han Zhewen
(Department of Applied Chemistry, University of Science and Technology of China)

ABSTRACT This paper introduced the Radiation Polymerization of Polytributy-
1tin Methacrylate (PTBTM) and its kinetics. The results are shown Figl~¢. The relatio-
nship between rate R, and Concentration of TBTM are shown R, =K,[TBTMJ?. The
relation dose rate I and rate R, are shown R, =K’ 1'%, The overall activation energy
of polymerization E, is 1.32J/mol. This paper also investigates the machine of
polymerization for TBTM.

KEY WORDS Radiation Polymerization; Polymerization rate; Conversion rate;
Radical Tributyl Tin Methacrylate; Activation encrgy of polymerization.



