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Chopped Carbon Fiber for FRTP, “Xylus”
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Fig. 1 Comparison of CFRTP in terms of flexural modulus of
elasticity between Xylus-GC and Xylus-IC (PAG6, 30
wteCF; POM, 20 wt%CE}
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Fig. 2 Comparison of CFRTP-{PBT) in terms of tensile
strength before and after steam treatment between
Xylus-GD, Xylus-GC, and PAN-based CF(CF content,
30 wtg; steam exposure condition, 120°C, 2.03x 10
Pa(2 atm), 48 h)
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Fig. 3 Comparison of CFRTP-{PA-66) in terms of tensile
strength before and after water immersion between
Xylus-GD, GC and PAN-based CF {CF content, 30
wt%; water immersion condition, 20°C, 24 h}
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Fig. 4 Specific electro-resistivity of Xylus-GC & Xylus-GCA
CFRTP{POM)
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