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Appendix 1

Determination of Dry Rubber Content (%)

Lot No. DRC (%)

8/01/01

27/07/04

A AT W
g

i

| IR

-
-
%

u
-

Calculation : FFL lot No. 27/07/@4'5.21 g was pipetted in to a petrifidishiand coagulated with 5 %

acetic acid in ethyl alﬁol After &?te coagulation, thé coaulum was then removed, washed with

e b WJ Lo Ehd Dhedacsaea cnc
oM aﬂﬂ‘iﬁuuﬁﬂﬂm&i d

% DR@ =W /W, X

water, creped and dri

Where W, = weight of the dry rubber (g)
W, = weight of the latex taken (g)

%DRC =2.12/5.21 X 100 = 40.76 %
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Appendix 2

Protein determination by modified Lowry method

Solution for modified Lowry method

With presence of CuSO4
Solution C : 6 % w/v of sodium carbonate
Solution D 1.5% w/v.ofee sultdtefin.3%w/v of sodium citrate

Solution DC :
Solution DD :
Reagent A

Reagent B

L — -
el

Measurement waiér Y, odified Lowry method

!I :n'
A i i¥

and ISO D

(ASTM D 5712-99
AULINENINYINS
RN TUNIINGIAE
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05 =
3 // # with CusO4
80.4 -
o // B without CuSO4
03 :
0// with CuSO4- without CuSO4

Figure Al standard c

(ASTM D5712-99)

08
07
06 4 ;
- ZTHIA R'=09975

04

A 750

03
02 4

01

] U
Auianendnegnns
e 2 RIAABS DA UANL TN DY Bl o5

DIS 12243)




1. WEP of fresh field latex

Lot No. WEP content (mg/g rubber)
8/01/01 27

27/07/01 55

11/10/01 41

9/11/01

AULINENINYINS
ARIAINTAUNNINGIAY
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2.WEP of 60% concentrated latex

Lot No. WEP content (mg/g rubber)
8/01/01 2.1
27/07/01 5.0

11/10/01 1:2

9/11/01
19/01/8

S/ E

vy

12/1 1O

AULINENINYINS
ARIANTAUNNINGIAY
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3. 3. WEP of irradiated latex film (Determination by modified Lowry method

(ASTM D 5712-99)

sample |OD750, 0OD750, 0OD750. Protein. Protein,
CuSO; | NO CuSO; | CuSO4-NO CuSO; | pg/well of titer plate mg/g rubber

FFL 0.57 483

CL 0.15 1.40

1 0.95 2.70

2 0.42 1.80

3 0.30 1.30
20k 0.39 41.10
40k 0.35 79.70
60k 0.28 70.90
80k 0.19 61.50
100k 0.34 92.60
120k 0.26 0.04 B 0. 58.70

o o/
cuanion A UYINUNINYING
4
CL : OD 750 —fﬁ;lProteiﬁLe alﬁ:mn ﬁiﬁcﬁoﬁ v }g!u =211
ExtractionﬂS ‘g f@. ﬁ3 vge then'the sol ng s Tyophilized and
re-dissolved of 500 ul water
Therefore WEP = 21.10 X 500/ 2 =5,275

Total WEP = 5275/3.55 = 1,483 pg/g rubber

= 1.40 mg/g rubber
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4. WEP of irradiated and added alginate Lot No.9/11/01 (Determination by

modified Lowry method (ASTM D 5712-99 )

Source of RF Treatment OD750, | 0OD750, 0D750, Protein, Protein,
kGy polymer CuSO, | NO CuSO, | CuSO,-NO CuSO, | ug/well of titer | mg/g rubber
plate
EEL 0 0 072 0.14 0.58 112:45 48.30
Cl 0 0 0.23 0.18 21.10 1.40
IRR-CL 1 0 0.77 119.97 2.70
2 0 Q14 .28 57.50 1.80
3 0 . 52.10 1.30
AG-CL 0 134.96 5.80
0 7 65.46 3.50
0 3 | 136.52 6.90
IRR-AG-CL 1 1 e 3 124.62 2.40
v
1 2 0, ‘ 73.25 1.50
1 3 67 J_ ik .54 124.80 1.70
2 1 0. <) 0.41 89.20 1.10
2 2 4 0.11 14.59 1.40
2 26.00 1.80
3 112.00 1.40
3 0.47 0.08 0. 87.00 1.10
3 67 0,139/ 54 125.00 8.70

PR TUAMINYAE
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5, WEP of irrradiated and added alginate Lot No.25/5/01 (Determination by

modified Lowry method (ASTM D 5712-99)

Source of RF Treatment 0D750, 0D750, 0D750, Protein, Protein,
kGy | polymer CuSO, NO CuSO, | CuSO,-NO CuSO, | ug/well of titer [ mg/g rubber
plate
FFL 0 125.00 73.10
Cl 0 71.53 4.20
IRR-CL 1 110.00 3.60
2 73.82 2.30
3 91.65 2.40
AG-CL 0 68.82 3.70
0 35.80 1.60
0 69.10 4.20
IRR-AG-CL 1 40.20 2.20
1 31.37 2.00
1 8.84 0.70
2 5.99 0.40
2 9.90 0.50
2 ' : é‘, .,..=---——v--~-——---:§, 16.73 0.90
3 < ¥ 36.96 2.40
3 14.17 1.10
3 69.83 5.30

AU INYAE
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6. WEP of irradiated and added carrageenan Lot No.9/11/01 (Determination by

modified Lowry method (ASTM D 5712-99)

Source of RF Treatment OD750, OD750, OD750, Protein, Protein,
kGy | polymer | CuSO, | NO CuSO, [CuSO,-NO CuSO,| ug/well of titer mg/g rubber
plate
FFL 0 112:15 48.30
Cl 0 10.55 1.40
IRR-CL 1 130.00 2.70
2 57.50 1.80
3 52.12 1.30
CA-CL 0 41.00 1.80
0 20.00 1.00
0 42.00 2.20
IRR-CA-CL 1 114.30 0.90
1 107.34 2.50
1 66.47 0.90
2 7.54 0.20
2 56.51 2.60
2 25.40 0.90
3 44.58 0.90
3 79.94 1.70
3 32.56 0.70
| ~ T3
U
¢ a o/
YRIANNIUHURTINENNE
M ‘
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7. WEP of irradiated, added alginate and leaching 10 min Lot No.9/11/01

(Determination by modified Lowry method (ASTM D 5712-99 )

Source of RF Treatment 0D750, 0OD750, 0D750, Protein, Protein,
kGy | polymer | CuSO, NO CuSO, CuSO,-NO | ng/well of titer [mg/g rubber
CuSO, plate
FFL 0 0 0.27 0.04 0.23 42.97 1.10
Cl 0 0 0.02 ND ND
IRRCL | 1 0 | ND ND
2 0 ND ND
3 0 ND ND
AG-CL 0 1 34.50 1.50
0 2 9.80 0.50
0 3 39.10 2.10
IRR-AG-CL 1 1 21.00 0.06
1 2 ND ND
1 3 ND ND
2 1 ND ND
2 2 o e 25.42 1.00
2 3 % ‘:'=;'-';;=="“==":';'7_\ o 16.00 0.60
3 1 > ND ND
3 2 ND ND
3 ~a 1k 0 1 = 12 0.02
| e D) ¢ J g iid
s

RIAIATUNMINE
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8. WEP of added alginate and irradiated Lot No.19/1/03 (Determination by

modified Lowry method (ISO DIS 12243)

Source of Protein, i Protein,
Treatment rubber (g) v F | OD 750 protein (ug/g rubber)
RF
ug/tube mg/g rubt
| kGy polymer g = (c*v*5)/(W*F) o
FFL 0 0
1.61 0.51 51.40 2710.30 27.10
Cl 0 0
20.74 1069.57 1.10
IRR-CL 1 0
25.45 1339.47 1.30
2 0
31.91 1619.36 1.60
3 0
41.62 2113.52 2.10
CA-CL 0 1
42.08 2125.25 2.10
0 2
26.36 1345.39 1.30
0 3
37.25 1901.32 1.90
IRR-CA-CL 1 1
8.20 42436 0.40
1 2
40.98 2063.57 1.20
1 3
1373.72 1.40

181.19 0.20

| upinenitens | o |
ARTANATUUATINBAGY | o

1.89 19 1 0.16 15.63 785.22 0.80

2.16 22 1 0.36 36.20 1846.94 1.80
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9. WEDP of added alginate irradiated and leaching 10 min Lot No.19/1/03
(Determination by modified Lowry method (ISO DIS 12243)
Source of Protein, Protein,
Treatment rubber (g) | v F OD 750

RF e [pee— ug/tube mg/tube
FFL 0 0 2.51 26 1.00 0.06 6.44 0.30
Cl 0 0 T 0.20
IRR-CL 1 0 8.12 0.20
2 0 36.50 0.20
3 0 7.42 0.20
AG-CL 0 1 9:98 0.20
0 2 14.67 0.30
0 3 5.80 0.10
IRR-AG-CL 1 1 11.50 0.20
1 2 17.66 0.40
1 3 29.99 0.60

2 1 1.10 ND

2 2 1.20 ND
2 3 24.00 0.50
3 1 9.88 0.20
3 2 'l 1.9 012 12.00 0.20
3 kQG 20 2, 50 0.41 15.00 0.30

ﬂ‘HEl’J'VIEl‘ﬂﬁWEI”

na

AR AINTUNNITY
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10. WEP of CCL, DP-CL, Ag-CL, IRR CL and leaching film in various time.

(Determination by modified Lowry method ISO DIS 12243)

Protein,
Lot No. Source of sample | rubber (g) | v F OD 750 protein
Evaluated from std protein

(ug/g)
24/6/03 CCL 71.26 3563.00

DPCL 835 84.00
C CL-IRR 74.17 3708.00

DPCL-IRR 22:29 446.00
11/7/03 CCL 36.60 1830.00

DPCL 5.45 54.00
CCL-IRR 42.12 2105.00

DPCL-IRR 10.11 303.00
21/7/03 CCL 36.81 1840.00
DPCL 10.92 109.00
CCL-IRR & ¥ 53.80 2152.00

DPCL-IRR Jo. 18.54 371.00

[ 4
12/9/03 CCﬂ u Ella %!l B O. 1&[8 V-] ﬂ ‘538.78 776.00
I I
AGCH) 149 | 15 |250| o0.14 13.65 273.00
| , | & o/
YRAANFIAUJNIINYIRE |
. . L _ \.

qAGCL-IRR 0.96 10 | 2.50 0.20 19.40 388.00

4/11/03 CcCL 3.63 37 | 1.00 0.13 13.93 697.00
AGCL 3.64 37 | 1.00 0.05 5.07 253.00

CCL-IRR 1.42 15 | 1.25 0.21 23.49 940.00

AGCL-IRR 1559 16 | 1.25 0.11 12.74 510.00
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Protein,
Source of Source of samplc | rubber (g) v I A 750 protein (ug/g)
Evaluated from std protein
sample

11/7/03 CCL-L10 1.32 14 5 0.53 57.36 608.00
DPCL- L10 0.89 9 5 0.02 247 25.00

CCL-IRR- L10 1.25 13 5 0.55 59.83 620.00

DPCL-IRR- L10 1.27 13 5 0.26 28.47 293.00

CCL-L30 26.49 279.00

DPCL- 130 0.95 10.00

CCL-IRR- L30 23.84 250.00

DPCL-IRR -L30 12.23 127.00

21/7/03 CCL-L10 76.20 765.00
DPCL- L10 6.63 68.00

CCL-IRR- L10 23.74 246.00

DPCL-IRR- L10 4.10 41.00

Cont CL- L30 27.96 293.00

e
DPCL- L30 y 3.91 40.00
l
CCL-IRR-L30 L) 1236 9.88 104.00
¢
DPCL-Iﬁ-kﬂ , 1? V 3.07 32.00
12/9/03 CCL -BIp 1541 16 22 24.03 250.00
¢ o o/
AWIANFIUN AN I/E | =
D

%CL—IRR- L10 1.256 13 5 0.23 24.77 256.00
AGCL-IRR-L10 1.958 20 S 0.04 3.90 40.00
CCL- L30 1.325 14 S 0.11 11.83 125.00

AGCL- L30 1.231 13 5 0.06 6.76 71.00
CCL-IRR- 30 1.255 13 5 0.12 12.80 133.00
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Protein,
Source of sample | rubber (g) v F A 750 protein (ug/g)
Evaluated from std protein

AGCL-IRR- L30 1.35 14 5 0.02 1.924 20.00
4/11/03 CCL-L10 137 14 5 0.39 42.50 436.00
AGCL-L10 1.37 14 5 0.16 17.41 179.00
CCL-IRR-L10 1.66 17 5 0.30 33.00 339.00
AGCL-IRR- L10 1.26 6.28 65.00
C CL-L30 19.95 201.00
AGCL- L30 3.84 40.00
CCL-IRR- L30 14.67 154.00
AGCL-IRR- L30 2.78 29.00

L10 : Leaching 10 min, L30 :

Calculation :

Ag 4/11/03L10 : OD 750 = 0.08,,

OjpIRENaIVg

andard protein ovalbunim = 17.40

hg LI,
Extraction: 1.37 g of g:" ‘__‘—""""‘""““ recipitated and re-
dissolved of 0.8 ml m U

Extractable protein ﬁ ﬁg
AN Nﬂ‘imﬂﬂgﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ d

where, V= volume of extraction medium used (ml)

”"Ci’immm

C = protein concentrateion of the redissolved protien solution (ug)

F = concentrateion factor

M = mass in grams of rubber film




Appendix 3

Recovery yield (%) of concentrated latex

1. Recovery yield of irradiated and polymer added concentrated latex

122

sample treatment alginate carrageenan
IRR DRC atex recovery Y DRC Latex Y%
(kGy) (%) recovery (g) | recovery

CL lot 9/11/01 0 59.57 82 58
IRR-CL 1 51.56 70 42
IRR-CL 2 51.24 68 41
IRR-CL 3 53.06 67 42
42.51 52 26

NP-CL 0
43.22 55 28

NP-CL 0
42.25 o7 29

NP-CL 0
IRR-NP-CL 1 43.83 40 21
IRR-NP-CL 1 44.15 43 23
IRR-NP-CL 1 35.97 59 25
IRR-NP-CL 1543.01 49 25
IRR-NP-CL ‘ : 41.14 65 32

| ¢ o o/

wore®) 1) NN PR NAIANRINGER] » | »
IRR-NP-CL 3 57.08 75 51 47.08 43 25
IRR-NP-CL 3 50.37 76 46 40.37 59 28
IRR-NP-CL 3 49.08 80 47 37.08 62 27

DRC of Fresh field latex = 34.99% (lot no 9/11/01), each treatment started with 240 g

rubber.




2. Recovery yield of polymer added and irradiated concentrated latex

123

-NP-CLq
IRR-NP-CL

IRR-NP-CL

e AYHINS

3 3

A"

54.98

55.21

55.44

wmqﬂl .

69

80

sample treatment Recovery yicld of alginate added CL-IRR
IRR NP DRC Latex recovery % Recovery
(kGy) (p (8
CL lot 19/1/03 0 1.C 82 58
IRR-CL 1 71 51
IRR-CL 2 75 55
e
IRR-CL 3 ¥ 5 55
NP-CL 0 7458.5 74 56
NP-CL 0 ] 75 57
NP-CL 0 3 disi 75 57
T/
IRR-NP-CL 1 7 51
IRR-NP-CL 1 52
IRR-NP-CL 1 3 8 58
IRR-NP-CL ﬂ? ‘ ‘ 52
,‘IJEI’J ‘VI M9
IRR-NP-CL 53.21 53

51

51

53

DRC of Fresh field latex = 31.25% (lot no. 9/1/03), each treatment started with 240 g

rubber.




3 Recovery yield of concentrated latex
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.II
il |
W

Calculation

sample DRC of | Latex start DRC Latex recovery| % Recovery
FFL of 60%CL (kg)
control 24/6/03 | 4 25597 0.34 57.46
DPCL 24/6/03 | 0.35 67.17
control 11/7/0 70 62.33
DPCL 11/7/03 65 55.56
control 21/7/0 70 58.69
DPCL21/7/03 70 58.50
control 12/9/03 60 59.81
Al 12/9/03 80 69.65
control 4/11/03 67 58.14
AL4/1IOF 74 68.02

AULINENINYINS

A TUAMINYAE

Fresh field latex lot 24/6/03 0.8 kg, DRC = 41.39 %

Total dry rubber content is (41.39 x 0.8) /100 = 0.33 kg rubber/ 0.8 kg latex

CL prepared from FFL 0.34 kg, DRC = 55.97 %

Total dry rubber content is (55.97 x 0.34)/100 = 0.19 kg rubber / 0.34 kg latex

% recovery = (0.19 x 100) / 0.33 = 57.47%
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Appendix 4
Solution for SDS-PAGE

Tris glycine eletrode buffer (25 mM Tris, 192 mM glycine)

Tris 30 g
Glycine 144 g

SDS 10 g

H,0

Tris-HCI stock solution pHi:
2

Tris

H,0

(adjust pH

Tris-HCI stock solutio

(1 M Tris

Tris

i}; : 1;\-"
(adjustp 0 8.8 wit e oUrv. M N H)

o b""ﬁ u EIJCI stock ﬂunonpiw 8 :)lsﬂ ‘;\
A9 MT’F‘S‘NNWI’J‘HB’T& d

2-mercaptoethanol

1% bromophenol blue 1 ml

H20 0.9 ml

Acrylamide stock (30%)
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Acrylamide 292 »

Bis 08 g

H,O 100 ml
6. Ammonium persulfate 0.1 g/ml

7. 15% Separating gel

Stock gel (30%) 10 ml

Stock buffer ml
— ml
100 ul
ul
8. Stacking gel
ml
ml
ml
60 ul
I pl
1. Staining solution j
fl ﬂ"El":’l [} ﬂl“ﬁ"a‘ W
Methanol
A mﬂ@mma Wi’fﬂﬁ d
2. Destain solution
Glacial acetic acid 100 ml
Methanol 100 ml

H;O 800 ml



127

Appendix 5

100 —
©
Q
==
5 .
& 10 |
5 :
3 I
2
[e] -
2 =

0.8 0.9
Figure: A3 Molecular wel ',"',‘; rk pration curve of SDS-PAGE

BSA: ¢ & Bovine serfh albumin 66 kDa

ﬂymmn:a‘w djg¥Ab)

Qﬂﬁmﬂiﬁm‘w’ﬁ WET"IMI

Trypsin inhibitor 20.1 kD

LAC: a- Lactalbumin 14.4 kDa



Appendix 6
Statistical calculation:

Statistical analysis of variance of TSC from DPCL

128

Sample DF X S.D t
CL 0.92
DPCL
t 0.0s — value from table at df_21§4:302
Accept Hy: pu =z /
Statistical analysis of varia
Sample t
CL 0.87
DPCL r
t 0.0s — value from table atl!
H
Accept Hy : puy =y 1' w
AUSININTNYINS
i :
Statistical analysis 3f variance of NRﬁ frg.m DPCL a '3
9 NIUNRINUTINE
Sample DF X t
CL 3 0.72 0.19 0.51
DPCL 3 0.83 0.36

t 0.0s — value from table at df 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hy : 1) = s




Statistical analysis of variance of NH;3 from DPCL
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Sample DF ;( SD t
CL 3 0.60 0.006 2.44
DPCL 3 0.66 0.047
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027
Accept Hp: 1 = 2
Statistical analysis of varlance
Sample t
r ' \\
CL . 1.14
E"’ \“
DPCL 3 0.43)7 ‘k
! z
t 0.05 — value from table at df 2 is 4. r:f_‘ =

: -"5"1-' -f“.

Accept I‘Io u'l = “2 S

\7
H

Statistical analysis of varia il e of VFA DPCL

Sample Y DF & S.D

o QR ANNFUHATINEN

9
DPCL 3 0.04 0.021

t 9.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hy: 1y =




Statistical analysis of variance of Mg'' from DPCL
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Sample DF ;( S.D t
CL 3 65.01 13.9 -0.47
DPCL 3 60.05 17.9
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027
Accept Hp: = p2
Statistical analysis of varian
Sample t
CL: 3 I , \ -17.36
e | s Em- dk\
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 s 4367 7
- -‘l"r’,i-" . -f‘.
Accept Hp: i = BTN
| 7 Y
: -
Statistical analysis of variasice of nitrogen content from DP€]
‘a | Y
Y HEFRINET
Sample DF X - SD t
; ‘s : .
CL Q | 4-] a’m 0 F].12.7

|
DPCL 3 0.09 0.01

t 0.0s — value from table at df 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hp: ;=




Statistical analysis of variance of WEP from DPCL
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Sample DF X SD t
CL 3 2411 998 -146.5
DPCL 3 82 28
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027
Accept Hop: 1 = w2
Statistical calculation: /
Statistical analysis of var1
v/
N
Sample t
CL 1.65
DPCL

t 0.05 — value from table at,

Accept Ho:pi=pz &4

¥

I
ri
|
4

|
#

Statistical analysis ﬂ‘ﬁa ﬁ Wm ’] n ‘j

=i MMMMM Ianl

51.42

1.24

DPCL 3 51.54

1.24

0.17

t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hy: =




Statistical analysis of variance of NR from DPCL IRR
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Sample DF } SD T
CL 3 0.75 0.40 2.76
DPCL 3 1.40 0.41
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027
Accept Hy: py =z
Statistical analysis of variance
Sample :\ i
7 s\
DPCL 068 \\\\ 09
TR
t 0.0s — value from table at df42 i5¥.3027- VoL, \
W -
Accept Hp : p = ED 3 -, :
Statistical analysis of v AN
1
L=
Sample Gi q:t% l l_"; t

ma ) mnwwﬁ "R

t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hy: p =y




Statistical analysis of variance of Mg'' from DPCL IRR
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X

Sample DF SD i i
CL 3 60.71 891 0.84
DPCL 3 69.90 18.96
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027
Accept Hy: p; =
Statistical analysis of varianc
Sample i
CL -8.55
DPCL 720417
T
t 0.0s — value from table at df. 2 543 ﬁr Lot
. !??J-T'_ A2
Accept Hp : 1 = 2 TN
Statistical analysis of vai
i v
D.16 0.005 938

DPCLQ ’1 mn‘m;m

t 0.05s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027

Accept Hy: pi = 12




Statistical analysis of variance of WEP from DPCL-IRR
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Sample DF X SD 1
CL 3 2655 912 -55.2
DPCL: 3 373 72

t 0.05s — value from table at df. 2 is 4.3027

Accept Ho: 1 = 2

AULINENINYINS
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Appendix 7

Physical properties of 60% control and DPCL
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Physical propertics Production date
24/6/03 11/7/03 21/7/03

Control DPCL | Control | DPCL
Total solid content, (TSC; %) 59.81 57.69 61.16 61.18
Dry rubber content, (DRC; %) 0.18 56.81 60.22 60.02
Non rubber content, (NRC; %) 0.88 0.94 1.16
Ammonia (HA-L; %) 0.68 0.60 0.70
KOH (%) 0.53 0.41 0.31
Volatile fatty acid (VFA; %) 0.07 0.02 0.02
Magnesium content (ppm) 72.18 80.26 73.86 53.66
*Mechanical stability time, (MST; sec) -} 3 ; 230 1794 199

: — il Sl

**Deproteinized CL 60% ]
Nitrogen content (%) 0.08 0.16 0.10
WEP (pg/g rubber) ~ Q T 63 of | 4830y #-‘- 54 1840 109

| Ld CJ o
* MST - determined 25ddays after centrifugation

e ERARAMT I AN INY A

SIARRAISRIAE
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Effect of irradiation on physical properties of control and deproteinized irradiated

concentrated latex

Physical propertics Production datc
11/7/03 21/7/03

o 1__’; PPCH_ Control | DPCL | Control | DPCL
Total solid content, (TSC; %) 52.72 51.14 52.24
Dry rubber content, (DRC; %) 51.09 50.07 50.59
Non rubber content, (NRC; %) 1.63 1.07 1.65
Ammonia (HA-L; %) 0.69 0.73 0.77
Volatile fatty acid (VFA; %) 0.06 0.05 0.05
Magnesium content (ppm) 69.30 60.29 89.16
*Mechanical stability time, (MST;, sec)‘ 90 1170 403
**Deproteinized CL 60% ,
Nitrogen content (%) : 1 0.09 0.15 0.11

- -

WEP (jg/g rubber) ‘ 3708 446 2105 J 303 2152 371

AU INENTNEINS

AU INYAE




Appendix 8

Trend of MST of concentrated latex

137

1. MST of non irradiated and irradiated CCL and DPCL lot No.11/7/03 and 21/7/03.

Source of sample

CCL 11/7/03

DPCL 11/7/03

CCL-IRR 11/7/C

DPCL-IRR 11/7/03

CCL 21/7/03

DPCL 21/7/03

1003

66

1000

AULINENINYINS
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2 MST of CCL and AGCL lot No.12/9/03 irradiated at various times

138

Ssource of sample

Days after centrifugation

1 17 27 37 143 150 165 172 179
CCL12/9/03 465 896 1396 894 823 585
ACCL12/9/03 517 965 630 769 679
CCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D 17*
AGCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D 17*
CCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D143** 939 1146 1186 1094
AGCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D 143** 931 1195 1081 1068
CCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D150*** 892 874 984 1008
AGCL-IRR 12/9/03 IRR D 150*** 963 872 985 949

*Irradiated at day 17 after cen

**Irradiated at day 143 after centri r’? afic

***Irradiated at day 15 aff

3. MST of non 1rrad1a

E

;‘

Bifate latex lot No.4/11/03

27 79 8 93
. i
i wm T 'sgau WANINDINE
AGCL4/1 1/03 1101
CCL-IRR 4/11/03 882 1239 1067
AGCL-IRR4/11/03 840 900 931

Irradiated at day 79 after centrifugation
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