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Abstract

In order to systematically study the effect of blending ratio on the comprehensive performance of
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thermosetting composite polystyrene board, an orthogonal test scheme was designed. The range
analysis method and variance analysis method were used to study the mechanical-thermal prop-
erties of thermosetting composite polystyrene board, and the optimal mix ratio was optimized. The
formation mechanism of mechanical-thermal properties of the sample with optimal mix ratio was
investigated by SEM and other microscopic analysis methods. The results show that the optimal
mix ratio of mechanical-thermal properties is A;B,C3D3; when other indexes are satisfied. When
the EVA blending ratio is 3.0%, the interface transition zone is tightly bound, and the mechanical
properties of thermosetting polystyrene composite board are good. The smaller the pore size, the
higher the porosity, and the more favorable the reduction of thermal conductivity.
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1. 5|15

BEE R E R PRIRFIBT K ST RAWIG &, V528 B @5 KRR A ERZ S M, o
JE H A IR (Thermosetting Composite Polystyrene Foam Insulation Board, TEPS) £t &t ok o 5 b #41)
RORBIE TR Z RE[L], AR ROIHER . REEERE ST REMIFHAEEUD, B& R
R YERE, (B 5 BRBVRF AT R SUAAFAE BRI K R B, T A 26 SRR I B YE e T Ak, 75 )]
FE PRI v T SRR A7 BOORE (R R T, LIRS R TR BB 82 450 SRR M Rk Je ik ke, 1 TEPS B4 %)
WRERE i, HLA L G R AR SR B AR RCR, BORFRFE S =y 1 i SR 22 2 BB [2] . XI5 BA P.O
52.5 JKYEAB N 23% e SR 7] g FEAA ] £ TN 525 BRARAR, AT DR OK 4 6 A0 i 245 SRR ) I A 1),
R LR T s [3] . AR I E T BRI S T BT IT 1 O A B A SRR T K PR
[4]o FEWIEESEMEL B FBH RSB AT P i B G SRR WK BRI, 1258 72 T4 181 )3 07 FRAH 58 &
AE 0.96 DL b, I IRZEER, WG AT AHCHE R A AT B 5] EARIE N &% TEPS
HRZW5, (HE PN XT TEPS MR AR N —, FEEHRTEXT TEPS FJ7 T VE fg Bt % 48 il 7 4T
W, B TEPS Bl & LL IR R 256 1t RE I R G MEE 7T

ASCENXT TEPS J1% K AARFEVERE AT IR v i, 56T IEAC RIS 1) F BT J& TEPS ZR& MEREMIAR 7L, I
FIH SEM 73 #fr86 T- BeAR 78 TEPS J)7% - PEVERETE LEE, O TEPS 4R N fR R HR ik .

2. ARF=*
2.1. [EMH

KVe: P.O425 2%, THIELKIEMMAFRAR LR M (Expanded Polystyrene, EPS)Biki:
B)IMER R TR A RA R R LS TARAR F-303 B RVERR ML RIEH): mvkae
HERRAEH, HIRMITRBEMARAF LM L - B LI53L Y (Ethylene-vinyl Acetate Copolymer,
EVA): 328 &, MEEFLTAS; BRREKA: VIVID-500 &, i =Him a0 PR aG R A F A5,

DOI: 10.12677/hjce.2023.127113 990 T ARTHE


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjce.2023.127113
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

22. REAREAHEHE
BT B ATMRIUK I Ri7. EPS BURLRT EVA % TEPS )% AL AR RO, At i
WORA 4 % 3 AFIEIRIG T %, RHER AT, R EE 1 FiR.

Table 1. Orthogonal test scheme
F 1 EXHAWHR

- W%

BRKT A B/% ClmLg DI%
1 0.45 4.15 2 0
2 0.50 6.20 3 15
3 0.55 8.30 4 3.0

e A KRR EA/KIBAUR IR 2R EF) B: KIS C:
EPS Fiki# & D: EVAB L.

AL £ DL EIR AR IR, il K okt IF4% IR A5 Bt J7 R I TE AL e+ ki 4 TEPS
R, SRR T 200 TEPS FAENEN TR O IRiEAR AR, &0 F597 5 il i TEPS 0

12 BE MR R O A IR A BRI HL(WDW-50S,  2256), HCEIE REA IR S 44 R B0 72 4%
(CD-DR 3030, #£1#), #amMIES 724 K AT 494 i+ B8R (EVO18, ZEISS, #&[H),
3. &ZR511E
3.1. BRABSN

BH 1] 1R A R4S L AN EPS ORI I5 & (38 I, U 5 34 R BORE T % 24 R 7145 L 4.15%0
P E] 8.30%0kF, FHARMPAC 31.1%, 24 EPS kil 2 mL-g " NE] 4 mL-g i, SRR
24.9% T R ECAM S AR AR 5%, 3B 5 MR Z584 L FLBR R 2 IR R & DA 6, 7E3E ML X TR A,
MRHLBRZR R PAFLEE R, MRS R EOEAG . AOIEFB EEI N, BRE /KR EM P EiafLIG 2, A 1FE
FRAPIEALEE BIRIEZ, — D7 AL L A 3B 2 SO R A R SRR AL SRR, 55— D Tl A A <L
SO 2, MEAEFE AL PR YT, i E AR, EPS BUREAFLIR R IT 90% 1A HL
MoRL, HEHERIE AR 12 kgm B, HSHAHATH 0.04 W-(mK) '. EPS kB EEN, (58 EE
[i] A £ B AR s B AR TE AT, T AN EPS BIORL S E B HIFH U BEOR, A BEAE T 38 #vEm mife 5, BRAIK

TERRAE.
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Figure 1. Analysis of influence of each factor on thermal conductivity
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BEE AR LERIIE N, SR RER R AW FRERES . /KKy 0.45 I, RRREEEECR, K TR
HAERB R AL, SRR A S, BRI REN AL I ALIEE NI, &l S
MARMU s BRI NS 0.50 I, R ORI FRAR,  JalPESE N, IRAEREIHER S HL N
AL SRR AR LRSI 0.55 I, JKYe/KWEINTE 7y, FERRAIVEGREEE K, 55— 7,
RZ5 RPN B HKIRTEAEKPAR TN ES, BEE R R, TR T AL, e A E AR R 11
MR [6], T HRARLE DR,

TRARMEEE EVA BN R T LT RES . 2 EVA BHOY 1L5%R, SRAMRK, N
0.0804 W-(m'K) ' HIT/DEH EVA FEARRESCRK BRI A, DUE NGB BAEKRAN, BT
HA L GIRABHOKTRAAR, DI MK N T RREEFIC 2 EVA SLAS] 3.0%I, #EidZ 5K
VeAKAC SN, $RTT T R A K B SRR, AR Y LR AR, SR BT .

Table 2. Results of variance analysis of thermal conductivity test

® 2. SARBABBESHER

ESES A B c D U
BT 0.00006 0.00448 0.00251 0.00009 0.00024
HhE 2 2 2 2 18
il 0.00003 0.00224 0.00125 0.00005 1.3E-05
F{H 2.41 168.42 94.21 3.47
P{E 0.118 0.000 0.000 0.053
WE FNTES ” ” NTES

M7 2 TR, AR E SRR F R REVMRYUOY: IR By IR C. &R DY R A, X5
WFEA AR KR B SRR C X SMARMEZEMG, MHER A SRR D X SFHRAELH A
BF B, AGEHEBA RN AR, AT LR SR R AL G KT BN AsBsCsDy.

3.2. EETIRERTMALEE D

H1 P 2 TN B KR B Ry 3 B TR (R P 9 P 2 S8 08 KA /N a3 . JK K EE D 0.50 I
e BT AR I Th R A K 0.24 MPa. 2 R PR AR U, HI T S/KTR G KB, Kien
BN 2), AR K e i A B s fZ 5m 55 A8 (7], W Sy AE SR RE R 38 M A AL W e, 3 pld e TR IT (R 704
SRPZHAG: B KK LLROBR M, KR BRI 5], KU IR A BB 5], oWl Rakbe, PRI R
e BT AR TR o B R AR T H 2 KOR kSR i, 2 RE0E AR IIRAL, KV A4 Py
AN 3, AR T LTI P S R DS o

B AR LR T, R TR B T AR A ST R0 SR BB A P, HR DB R . 2R BN K
A, KPR ATILEOE L, SLIREEJEHORGE, FLEER Y OB FLOBER IR, = BT AR T
508 R FLIR) BE R R R OR SCH# (8], R JSRRHE, BT AR PR R R I .

R R BT R ST R s B EPS BOR B & 4R T 2 IUE KR /N s, 2R K2 EPS M
RpThrsm AN e, R, R BRI, AR R s g prigdt, =
BEE 5 LU HE— D 57T, A% EPS IR/ JB Z Bk, B2 & AR S RN, X175 EPS
UL 2 T8 AR B0 0 R B OR R P2 T B[O, e T o8 oAt 2 AR o L T P T 4 56 B FARAI
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Figure 2. Analysis of the influence of various factors on
the tensile strength perpendicular to the plate surface

E 2. FEEMNEETIRENTRGRES T

B EVA BT, bR BT BRI ST se A 214 R, HAEB Ly 3.0% 27 i 5t
Ko FEEHE EVA 38N —J7 HALKJe A ALK AR Tz i % 0 PR ZE A4k, (7K e i 45 B 1)
SREZAF AT 55— J7 SR 1 KVeR S EPS JURLIAI ARG, 11, AR A e 72 32 2 ST A K e AR A
EPS MUk b A A4V E - 24 EVA B LN 1.5% N, fEE 7 BRAL AT SRR G ), (HAS & UEREAR TR 2L
FHIPCRE R, FTUREERAK, MEB DRI, IR k%, R hER
TR TR 5 LA B R IE SR T

Table 3. Results of variance analysis of tensile strength test perpendicular to plate surface

3. EETREAAEE IR 75 E D ES

ESES A B c D U
B ZET 5 AN 0.05 0.08 0.00 0.06 0.02
H A 2 2 2 2 18
il 0.03 0.04 0.00 0.03 0.000985
F1E 27.32 41.79 227 29.26

P{H 3.52E-06 1.72E-07 0.132 2.21E-06

BEM ” ” NTES ”

B 3 AL, ZKIKE. RIEFIBLI. EVA BLE 0 3 B T IR PThi R AR A0, EPS Mikis
5 IEE T PR R A A RS, BEVER REVNBF Jy: SO, JKIKE . EVA B,
EPS Bikif5 . JyHUSH i3 B TAR I A PTh 8, R 7R B AB . ZKKEEAT EVA B,
FELRE BB RAEVE . RAER )G, #iE EPS BKZERIT .

3.3. [Ertt o

HIF 3 kN BEE ORISR T AR DU 9 5 5 DU 5 L (K S5 AR (R, 229 58 ETHE T B 5
JEr LEARRIEEE RN . EEREDNKIKEE Y 0.45 I, i TG FKELD, KR AZIZE KL, M T
FEPUT SR 0 AcA%s 2K R EEHEANE] 0.50 I, ZRYEHABL BT, KPR BIFE 7KL, Al o8&
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BB B AT KK 4RGN F] 0.55 B, Z2RIFEEG KRS 5K, BN H H7KIEFEERFE 5T,
HELIE AL, BEAR TR o i . FNLEE 520 S PR st AR, DR R4 P AR AR BE AL/ o

RABF LERHAREPUR 58 S T iR e A AT, YIBEE RIEAB iR R, iR
SRR R R N, DRI GRRE R T LU AN B X 32 B RN BE S RIS LR T, FLBRERA
Wi, SFLBEREE ok, HOREWRIE N, BT RGP R, FLBEAR N, R F
MEFERE R, DRI 37 LU B A v 70045 Ee 3R 7 1 % .

bas& EPS W5 B HE R, PR PIHT R IR T . 3X 2 T EPS BURLFL A B A 5 B R0 s 1
PEf S, 4 EPS BURIIB EEUKES, T EPS FUkIaH 5K ARSE B AR ZZ 80K, AR KR N Al L
MR, 2B R PR P omBE, R R T LR IOR . B EPS BUKIIB 24 s, UL A B 8k
SRR/, X EPS MR PR TR E RS R, AR SR VERERG I, DU RRE T B0 A
fIG[10], aUFF e 3T Lt B &6 R B o
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Figure 3. Analysis of the influence of various factors on
folding ratio
3. BERERLLAIFM ST

Ba& EVA Bt m, PR TG BT, EPTHse ETHE TR, 4 EVA BN 1.5%0,
AR E = A 1.42; 24 EVA B8 3.0%0, 1R H 3 LUk 25 IGE 0.86. F R AZ Y EVA 1t
BUNSE, AREARDSEHKWRS, TERFE A EERIERER, BT R, BT yesmEs
AR, WFEEST BT BEESB RS, —JrinT Pl /2 5K KA, SEFR &K=V 1525,
IR, KA I o BT T B v SR B R AE S /KA P D3R T A5 85 7K A =420 1 6 1P 7 g A
B T SRR R JT, R TR R B (11 B — T, EVA B AR LA 5K
e 55 EPS BRI S AL 25 7. Rk, SRR B AR T, RHTHLRE . N .

Table 4. Results of variance analysis of compression ratio test

F 4 ERHEREBESRER

NS A B C D R
B2 A 0.04 0.15 1.02 1.43 2.77
F 2 2 2 2 18
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Continued
¥ 0.02 0.08 0.51 0.71 0.1541
Fia 0.12 0.50 3.32 4.64
P{a 0.892 0.615 0.0591 0.0238
BENE NTES NTES NTES

7 4 WAL, EVA SIS ARG REMCNE, KK, RIEFBEE. EPS Bikiis & 5Kyt
KUARZE. BEEHRB/NITR: EVABLIL, EPS MiKiBE. KIEFIBH. KK, Z405H%E
TR

3.4. ELA L%

CLIE B AR I PThisR g . BT LR SR EOy s s HliaAR, e BA B MR R R K
A, SEWA. TEEMERR, U EE AR IG/T 536-2017 1 G Y 050 2R & 12K,
FELE J1 2 MR REE E BOR AT HE T S IR BN E N, Stk B s LB & A AoBoCsDas.

3.5. NEMEREHIIR ST

FHORSCHRAR B, EPS BRI /KR HATRL 2 [ S I X 45 A 15 it TEPS 15 M RERE MR K [12],
NAEE EPS UKL 7K B HE AR ST X IS5 A 0L, SRR IC A HORRE A T R B i, ]
4 iR

B 4 FTLAEH, e EPS BURL 5 /KR SEA TR X 45 6 8 %, ofidl. REESEIEAIE, X
SEBRIK Ve B R By o A TEPS J128 M RefS B9 A 1 5 N . /0B LR 2 DR LA T

1) SR X R E LSS EPS BURL S /KB IR A 78 - Befi, 36K EPS UKL 5 /K e AR R IE 5l
I BEHE T, A$43 EPS FRRLTE /K VR IR AR b 32 B (077 J1 5 B )13k P47, EPS FURLIE /KIS Ak o 73 HUE 1)
5o 2 BNAMBAT R, A2 DR J) 0 o R O 0 17 3 ST B A R B R B, T4 S T TEPS B 1221 BE .

2) EPS Bk 5 B /N H BRI, BT /KRR RHE TR, TEANBATERAIER T, /K
JeEM 5 EPS FURIAR T 2 WA — 8B L. /KVEEEM 5 EPS JkL B2 45 A1), IX PR 4 L IH
ek, JUHLAE EPS BURiB KIS, .38 EPS BURL /K e M AR, M5 EPS R4 &%%, Kik
B2 bEAE EPS URL ISR AR T r AR RAE IR T, TS TEPS URE SE W01t 1 5

3) EPS BURi{E A IE BRI, KR B HAER, SR PN 7, B4R 25—
AT B, 1% R b BRI R ER R ST ¥ 50 1 e Bl A, o iS22 77, 8 T SR 2 73113, A
T 2 E 42 & TEPS BAERI R H BE

4) EVA [ NV KA FEH =R A WU S E B K =R T, BN T EBKI =5
EPS JUki 2 [ I 542, a8 G 1A HUFITE IR Ak BT 72 A= IR SR TR 2514 1v) /L, KAk =415 EPS itk sk
780 55—J7i, BT EVAKIETERLF, i3k 5 5 718 EPS BURLR M M4, MMl EPS i
WLR K Je /KA 7R 57, wRFE R &

3.6. HEMREHIBOHT

MEBHFR AR REA X SRR S HIVERTE 5¢, th SRR N EFLER R . LR A AT FLAS A 2R [14], N
M ERALEC & LE AR R A VR REROHLEL, % EPS BUKIEEST SEM ZpHrin[&] 5. 51 6 Frax, RHI Imaged X 7K
VeI R ALEAT AT LG b, Il 7. 13 8 P
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Figure 4. SEM image of interfacial transition zone
B4 FEIEX SEM BERH

FHRE AL AT S0 AR S SRS T SR SRR DU AT S, BRI R A BB A i) Bios:
A=A+ 2+ A+, 1)
Ford A Aov Ags Aes A ST IFRTRIORLEAE I MORE A BRI AR AL 0 SO IR )R T SR AT AR AL #
[15]. M4itlfLEAR/NT 4 mm B, GHAe 5 r LLZBEANT[16], BT EPS Pt FLAI/K e b4 Py it £y
BARS/NT 4 mm, U T AL S AR S 1

Figure 5. SEM image of EPS particle cross-section
5. EPS BRI & SEM E
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Figure 6. Pore diameter distribution of EPS particles
6. EPS BIKIBFLERE S
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1T EPS UKL A BLER A1 900 LA L, PRIMAERFE o] LU RAE AR ALK T 0 T & A 2 S i)
i, REAEMLEB R AR, — AR AN R oe S Atk AT 7 ki
B i AR R N AR, TR R, S R [17]. AT
MEZEERIL, AELSH R EIERIe EinihYr, Aufe e, Rk, LR, MR
(1 AR EOMAR[18], PFLAGB R, ORI S R HOBAR[19]

FEALBRRAFERTE LR, LB/, LA 2, AP, AR TN IiEs)
SRR, AR A BUN, AR A RS 2 N EESRTT . TR SRR,
TAEMBIFEI S 340 TARZ IBGAZ . T FLECR G 2 S BN S UALEER ARG I, BISE I 1 [ 44
ST, AT S A R R R PR A

Figure 7. Sample hole section and pictures after binarization

7R EE R _ELEER

HALEHRA T4 %
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Figure 8. Sample pore diameter distribution diagram

8. MEBILERES

IKIKEED 0.50 I, KYEFHARKE G T, AL MER BRI A 08, AL R BURR, B soRE
TEOLED o BEE FLBR G, KR P LRI 2, FLEEAH, e R B ERGE. JF
WIHLR, R URA g, BE ARG R, WIS, [UEn TESILNRIEain e,
XN A FTHE K o (E R TulRE P AR LI R W30, APRH S IR 545 23— 2D BRIk [20] . AL,
HALEARMAN . FLBRA R, 0 SRR BRI F.

4, &5ig
1) HE AR 1 5 3 AR RS LR EPS B0RIS B I T I , 24 % H0 4135 LA 8.30%
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EPS Wik N 4 mL-g i, FHRABBGEAS] T H/ME 0.0599 W-(m-K) s

2) RIEFNB OB, CRE A AL AR, 3 BT AR A PTRL R BBV EVA BI38 NFT USRI sCRE

SRR ECE T, TSR B AR A PURL R A 2P T D EVA B A2 SRR R L N %, fie
FERATEE ETE, 2 EVA B HIAR] 3.0% 6, IRFETHT o B A BTG IE R, M8 s 3 LE PR

3) Jif SEM AFLE R T, 1B TN R A R A AR RENLEE . EPS UKL S /K Y HE A K 5

T3 I [X 45 B S RE T 2 PR R s BURE A P R B2 B LR R 08 v AN L AR AR T P A1
E&WmE

T 5 Al H AR5 4 10 H (2021AAC03080)
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