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Tab 1. The effect of radiation dose and
storage period to grafting yield
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Fig 1. The relation of storage period and
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Fig 2. GPC spectra of grafting link
Storage period(h), (A)1 (B)3 (C)6
Radiation dose 30 kGy

Monomer concentration 20%

Grafting temperature 25°C
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Fig 5. The effect of Cu?* concentration to

grafting yield

Radijation dose 50 kGy
Grafting temperature 25C
Monomer concentration 20%
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STUbY OF THE EFFECTS OF THE POST-RADIATION
AND THE METAL ION ON RADIATION
GRAFTING REACTION OF MMA ONTO MgO

Jiang Bo
(nstitute of Nuclear Science and Technology, Sichuan Union University, Chengdu 610064)
Huang Guanglin
(Department of Chemistry, Sichuan Unioan University, Chengdu 610064)

ABSTRACT The effects of the post-radiation and the metal ion have been
studied on the grafting reaction of methyl methacrylate onto light MgO with the
mutual radiation method of election beam. The results showed that the post-radiation
effect is that long-lived radical or ion in the grafting link continued polymerization
off radiation field and Cu?* in non water system might inhibite homopolymer.
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