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Sample ID SN1
Laboratory DLS
Base A
95.15%
, (%) 4.50%
SPA Content, % 0.20%
Sulfur Content, % 0.15%
G* Orig at 64 C 1.35
Orig at 64 C 72.4
G*/sin 8 Orig at 64 C 1.42
3.19
63.9
3.55
256
0.298
113

Base B
| 96.68% |
| 3.00% |
| 020% |
| 012% |
| 510 |
| 509 |
[ 657 |
[ 968 |
[E
| 1419 |

v e}

ase B
96.68%
3.00%
0.20%
0.12%
5.10
50.9
6.57
9.68

Component
phalt

Elastomer Content

N
W)

RTFO at 64 C
G*/sin dRTFO at 64 C
BBR S(60) at MPa at -24C
BBR m-value(60) at -24C
Toughness, lbs in
Tenacity, lbs in

14.19

0.32
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Add phase anglé to spec.
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PG 64-22
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ASR (SBR)

CSR (Control) 5 3 5
GSR (SealoFlIx) 1 1 1
PSR (SBS) 3 ) 3

TSR (SB) 1 2 2
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