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Fig .1 NIR spectra of poly propylene glycol #1000

Above : 10% in CCl,, 1cmcell,

Below : 100%, 1cm cell
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Fig. 3 NIR spectra of poly propylene Fig. 4 NIR spectra of poly propylene
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ether mixtures in the region
of 1.2 using 1cmcell

ether mixtures in the region
of 1.6 x using 1cmcell
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Hbivd, 2.1 u SETIT BRI MK O & & 1B
9% CH OBRINDI=DFIFATE 2L 725, T72DOBIX
REDYS, W@ 2L R T O8ERH D,
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Table1 Results of NIR measurements
Weight Mole Absor- Absor- Absorbance Absro:tl;e;nce Absorbance Ee?kht***
Sample % % bance at bance at ratio (1. 63 4-0.06)/ ** :ilgl 63
1.23u 1.63u 1.632/1. 23, 1:235*~ at 1.63u 634
No.1 0.19 0.098 0.38 0.065 0.171 - 0.013 0.15 0.2
2 0.42 0.214 0.38 0.070 0.184 0.026 0.25 0.5
3 0.61 0.3118 0.38 0.075 0.197 0.039 0.40 0.75
4 1 0.78 0.397 0.38 0.085 0.210 0.053 0.50 1.05
5 1.05 0.533 0.38 0.085 0.224 0. 066 0.65 1.25

PPG used here shows the absorbance of 0.06 at 1.63 u
** Scanned with reference

***Scanned with two 1cmecells (2cm)
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