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Significant increase in the melting temperature
of poly(e-caprolactone) blocks confined in the
crystallized lamellar morphology of poly
(e-caprolactone)-block-polyethylene copolymers

Takuya Sakurai and Shuichi Nojima

The melting temperature of poly(e-caprolactone) (PCL) blocks, Tm,PCL, in PCL-block-polyethylene (PCL-b-PE) is investigated

as a function of the volume fraction of PCL blocks in the system, /PCL, and compared with that in PCL-block-polybutadiene

(PCL-b-PB), the precursor of PCL-b-PE with an identical PCL molecular weight. The amorphous PCL block in PCL-b-PE is

spatially confined within the solid lamellar morphology formed by the advance crystallization of PE blocks (PE lamellar

morphology), which will bring about a considerable depression in the conformational entropy of amorphous PCL blocks. On the

other hand, PCL-b-PB forms some microdomain structure when the PCL block is amorphous, so that the conformational entropy

of amorphous PCL blocks is not so depressed. The value of Tm,PCL for PCL-b-PE is always higher than that for PCL-b-PB, and

the difference in Tm,PCL, DTm, increases steadily with increasing /PCL. However, DTm drops to almost zero when the PCL block

in PCL-b-PE crystallizes in the microdomain structure without forming the PE lamellar morphology, which will be ascribed to the

recovery of conformational entropy in the amorphous PCL block. The chain stretching of PCL blocks confined in the PE lamellar

morphology is discussed on the basis of DTm.
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INTRODUCTION

The crystallization of crystalline–amorphous diblock copolymers
yields a variety of crystallized morphologies in the system. When
the microdomain structure existing in the melt is not stable against
crystallization, it will be transformed into the crystallized lamellar
morphology, an alternating structure consisting of lamellar crystals
and amorphous layers, by the crystallization of constituent blocks
(upper panel in Figure 1).1–5 In the crystallized lamellar morphology
(right part of the upper panel), the amorphous blocks are moderately
stretched in the direction parallel to the lamella surface normal, the
degree of which largely depends on the molecular characteristics of block
copolymers and the thickness ratio of crystalline and amorphous layers.
That is, the conformational entropy is depressed for such amorphous
blocks as compared with equivalent blocks without any spatial confine-
ment. This chain stretching of amorphous blocks in the crystallized
lamellar morphology of crystalline–amorphous diblock copolymers is
theoretically predicted6,7 and also experimentally verified.8–10

The crystalline–crystalline diblock copolymers with separate
melting temperatures Tm,1 and Tm,2 (Tm,1cTm,2) behave as crystal-

line–amorphous diblocks at temperatures higher than Tm,2.11–15 The
lower panel in Figure 1 schematically shows the morphology forma-
tion in an asymmetric crystalline–crystalline diblock copolymer with
an extremely minor higher-Tm block. When this copolymer is
quenched into temperatures between Tm,1 and Tm,2, the higher-Tm

blocks with Tm,1 crystallize first to form the crystallized lamellar
morphology (middle part of the lower panel). Therefore, as is the
case for amorphous blocks in crystalline–amorphous blocks, the
amorphous lower-Tm blocks will deform within this lamellar mor-
phology to reduce their conformational entropy. The lower-Tm blocks
finally crystallize at temperatures below Tm,2 in the crystallized
lamellar morphology (right part of the lower panel) with –DS2

(entropy decrease of lower-Tm blocks in crystalline–crystalline
diblocks). In this study, DS2 will be significantly smaller than DS1,
where �DS1 is the entropy decrease of crystalline blocks in crystalline–
amorphous diblocks on crystallization.

In general, the melting temperature Tm of crystalline polymers is
determined by a delicate balance between the change in enthalpy and
entropy at Tm through the equation
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Tm ¼ DHm

DSm
ð1Þ

where DHm and DSm are the difference in enthalpy and entropy
between perfect crystals and amorphous chains at Tm, respectively.
Therefore, the Tm of lower-Tm blocks in crystalline–crystalline diblocks
(that is, Tm,2) will increase as compared with that of equivalent
crystalline blocks in crystalline–amorphous diblocks because DSm is
moderately reduced (that is, DS2oDS1), which originally arises from
the spatial confinement of lower-Tm blocks imposed by the lamellar
morphology formed by the advance crystallization of higher-Tm

blocks.
In this study, we investigate the melting temperature of poly(e-

caprolactone) (PCL) blocks (lower-Tm blocks) in PCL-block-polyethy-
lene (PCL-b-PE) diblock copolymers, for which we have recently
conducted extensive studies on the crystallization behavior and final
morphology.16–21 We prepare several asymmetric PCL-b-PE copoly-
mers with PE blocks (higher-Tm blocks) as a minor component, so
that PCL blocks will deform in the preexisting lamellar morphology
formed by the crystallization of PE blocks (PE lamellar morphology).
As a result, DSm of PCL blocks (that is, DS2 in Figure 1) will be smaller
than that in crystalline–amorphous diblocks (DS1), yielding a sig-
nificant increase in Tm. From the experimental results, we discuss the
chain stretching of PCL blocks in the PE lamellar morphology.

EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

Samples
The samples used in this study are PCL-b-PE diblock copolymers with the PE

block as a minor component, which were obtained by the hydrogenation of

PCL-block-polybutadinene (PCL-b-PB) diblock copolymers anionically synthe-

sized. The PCL-b-PB synthesis and the subsequent hydrogenation of PB blocks

have been described in our previous publications.16,17,22,23 The results of

molecular characterization for PCL-b-PE copolymers are shown in Table 1,

where the numeral in the sample code represents the volume % of PCL blocks

in the copolymer. The following specific volumes were used to calculate the

volume fraction of each block in PCL-b-PE from the 1H nuclear magnetic

resonance data: for amorphous PE24

vspðTÞ ¼ 1:1696+ð1:77�10�4Þ�T ð2Þ

and for amorphous PCL,25

vspðTÞ ¼ 0:9106 + ð6:01�10�4Þ�T ð3Þ

where vsp(T) is in cm3 g�1 and T in 1C.

Crystalline-
amorphous blocks

Crystalline-
crystalline blocks

Crystallization

Matrix   : crystalline blocks
Domain : amorphous blocks

Matrix   : lower- Tm blocks
Domain : higher- Tm blocks

Microphase separation Crystallization of
higher-Tm blocks

Crystallization of
lower-Tm blocks

Microphase separation

Figure 1 Schematic illustration showing the morphology formation of crystalline–amorphous diblock copolymers (upper panel) and crystalline–crystalline

diblock copolymers (lower panel). In crystalline–crystalline diblocks, the higher-Tm block crystallizes first to yield the solid lamellar morphology, even if it is a

minor component in the system (middle part of the lower panel), where the amorphous lower-Tm block is moderately stretched in the direction parallel to the

lamella surface normal. Therefore, the entropy difference between the amorphous and crystallized states of lower-Tm blocks in crystalline–crystalline

diblocks, DS2, is smaller than that of crystalline blocks in crystalline–amorphous diblocks, DS1.

Table 1 Molecular characteristics of PCL-b-PE used in this study

Mn
a

Mw/Mn
b PCL:PEc Tm,PCL

d Tm,PE
d

Sample code Total PCL block PE block (Vol. %) (1C) (1C)

C91 10 000 9300 700 1.07 91:9 (57.5) —

C90 40 000 37 000 3000 1.31 90:10 (61.1) (94.1)

C86 24 000 21 000 3000 1.21 86:14 62.3 96.1

C81 19 000 16 000 3000 1.19 81:19 61.4 90.4

C74 16 000 12 000 4000 1.16 74:26 60.6 97.4

C71 14 000 11 000 3000 1.16 71:29 59.9 97.7

C64 14 000 10 000 4000 1.16 64:36 59.5 94.9

C51 18 000 10 000 8000 1.18 51:49 59.1 95.2

Abbreviations: DSC, differential scanning calorimetry; GPC, gel permeation chromatography;
MO, membrane osmometry; NMR, nuclear magnetic resonance;
PCL, poly(e-caprolactone); PCL-b-PE, PCL-block-polyethylene.
aDetermined by MO.
bDetermined by GPC.
cDetermined by 1H-NMR using equations (2) and (3).
dDetermined by DSC during heating at 10 1C min�1. The samples were first annealed at 70 1C
for 100 min to crystallize PE blocks and then annealed at 45 1C for 100 min to crystallize PCL
blocks. The melting temperature in the parenthesis indicates that the system takes the
crystallized microdomain structure.
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Thermal history applied to the samples
The PCL-b-PE copolymer was first annealed at 120 1C for B10 min to

completely erase the effect of PE and PCL crystals, and then quenched into

70 1C (lower than the crystallizable temperature of PE blocks but higher than

the melting temperature of PCL blocks), at which the PE block was crystallized

for 100 min to form the PE lamellar morphology. Subsequently, the copolymer

was quenched again into lower crystallization temperatures Tc ranging from 10

to 50 1C, at which the PCL blocks were crystallized for 100 min within the PE

lamellar morphology. The PCL-b-PB copolymers, which were the precursors of

PCL-b-PE copolymers and hence had an identical PCL molecular weight, were

also used to obtain the melting temperature of PCL blocks with no spatial

confinement by the PE lamellar morphology. The PCL-b-PB copolymers were

directly quenched from 120 1C into Tc to crystallize PCL blocks without

annealing at 70 1C.

Differential scanning calorimetry measurements
A DSC Pyris I (Perkin Elmer Instruments LLC, Shelton, CT, USA) was used

to evaluate the melting temperature and crystallinity of both blocks during

heating at 10 1C min�1. The temperature calibration was carried out using

indium (Tm¼156.6 1C) and n-octadecane (Tm¼27.6 1C). The melting tempera-

ture of PCL blocks (Tm,PCL) and PE blocks (Tm,PE) was obtained from the peak

temperature of the differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) endothermic curve.

The crystallinity of PCL blocks, wPCL, was calculated from the endothermic

peak area during heating by assuming that the heat of fusion for perfect PCL

crystals was 135 J g�1.25

Small-angle X-ray scattering measurements
The morphology formed at each temperature was mainly investigated using the

synchrotron small-angle X-ray scattering (SAXS) method and complementarily

using the conventional SAXS method. The results obtained by the two methods

coincided with each other, and no systematic error could be detected.

The synchrotron SAXS measurement was taken at the Photon Factory in

High Energy Acceleration Research Organization, Tsukuba Japan, with a small-

angle X-ray equipment for solution installed at beam line BL-10C. Details of

the equipment and instrumentation have already been described elsewhere.9,26

The SAXS intensity was detected using an image plate system R-AXIS VII

(Rigaku Co., Tokyo, Japan). The two-dimensional SAXS curves thus obtained

were first converted into one-dimensional curves using a circular averaging

program, and then corrected for background scattering. The SAXS curves

were finally obtained as a function of wave number s (¼(2/l)sin y, l: X-ray

wavelength (¼0.1488 nm) and 2y: scattering angle) to evaluate the alternating

distance of the morphology formed in the system.

The conventional SAXS measurement was taken using a Nano-Viewer

(Rigaku Co.) with a rotating anode X-ray generator operating at 45 kV and

60 mA. The detector was a one-dimensional position-sensitive proportional

counter with an accumulation time of 1 h, and the method of data treatment

was the same as that for synchrotron SAXS results.

RESULTS

Morphology before and after crystallization of PE and PCL blocks
We first crystallized PE blocks in every PCL-b-PE copolymer at 70 1C.
It is important to confirm that the crystallization of PE blocks yields
the solid lamellar morphology, an alternating structure consisting of
PE lamellar crystals and amorphous PCL + PE layers (PE lamellar
morphology). This is because the formation of the PE lamellar
morphology is absolutely necessary to deform to a large extent the
amorphous PCL blocks (middle part of lower panel in Figure 1).

Figure 2 shows the one-dimensional SAXS curves for C74 (a) and
C90 (b) measured at each temperature indicated. The gray curve
obtained at 110 1C represents the SAXS curve from the microdomain
structure existing in the melt, whereas the black ones from the
morphology after the crystallization of PE blocks (80 and 60 1C)
and PE+PCL blocks (40 and 20 1C). In C74 (Figure 2-a), the SAXS
curve at 110 1C has several scattering peaks, the positions of which
exactly correspond to a ratio of 1:2:O7:4. This SAXS curve, together
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Figure 2 One-dimensional small-angle X-ray scattering curves for C74 (a) and C90 (b) measured at each temperature indicated. The gray curve arises from

the molten microdomain structure and the black ones from the solid lamellar morphology (C74) or the crystallized microdomain structure (C90) after the

crystallization of polyethylene (PE) or PE+poly(e-caprolactone) blocks.
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with the volume fraction of PCL blocks (B0.74), indicates that the
cylindrical microdomain structure is formed in the melt. However, the
shape of SAXS curves below 80 1C is significantly different from that at
110 1C with the primary peak position slightly moving to the lower
angle (broken line), suggesting that morphological transition occurs
by the crystallization of PE blocks (break-out crystallization). In C90
(Figure 2-b), however, the SAXS curve at 110 1C is almost similar to
those below 80 1C with the primary peak position being unchanged,
suggesting that the crystallization of PE and/or PCL blocks occurs
within the microdomain structure existing in the melt (confined
crystallization).

Figure 3 shows the long period (LP), an alternating distance of the
morphology evaluated from the primary peak position of SAXS curves
shown in Figure 2, plotted against temperature for C74 (a) and C90
(b), where the closed circle represents the results above the melting
temperature of both blocks (X100 1C) and hence indicates LP for the
microdomain structure. The open circle and square represent the
results at lower temperatures, at which PE blocks or PE+PCL blocks
crystallize in the system, respectively. LP for the molten microdomain
structure increases steadily with decreasing temperature for both
copolymers, which arises from several factors such as change in
block incompatibility and chain conformation.27,28 The extrapolated
LP to low temperatures for C74 is significantly smaller than that for
the PE (and also for PE + PCL-)-crystallized morphology, and even-
tually LP changes discontinuously before and after the crystallization
of PE blocks at B95 1C. This fact clearly indicates that the morphol-
ogy is transformed by the crystallization of PE blocks, and the PE
lamellar morphology is finally formed in the system. This discontin-
uous change in LP with decreasing temperature is reported for other
crystalline–amorphous diblocks20,29 in which break-out crystallization

(that is, the morphological transition from the molten microdomain
structure into the crystallized lamellar morphology) is confirmed. We
obtained the same results for C51–C86. Note that the constant LP of
the PE-crystallized morphology below 95 1C arises from the fact that
the crystallization of PE blocks is extremely fast, so that it finishes
substantially during quenching into the crystallization temperature.

It is easily expected for C51–C86 that the formation of the PE
lamellar morphology will affect the amorphous PCL blocks to yield
the deformed PCL conformation stretching in the direction parallel to
the lamella surface normal. This is because the volume fraction of PE
blocks in our copolymers is smaller than that of PCL blocks; however,
the copolymers should take the alternating structure of crystalline
lamellae and amorphous layers after the crystallization of PE blocks,
and eventually the amorphous PCL blocks are stretched, if we assume
the incompressibility of amorphous PCL blocks intervening between
the PE lamellar crystals (middle part of the lower panel in Figure 1).

Figure 3-b indicates that the morphology formed in C90 (and also
C91) is frozen after the crystallization of PE blocks, with LP exactly
corresponding to that of the microdomain structure existing just before
the crystallization of PE blocks (shown by an arrow in Figure 3-b); that
is, the microdomain structure is completely preserved and the PE blocks
crystallize within this structure (confined crystallization). This confined
crystallization is also reported for PE-containing crystalline–amorphous
diblocks with a relatively low-molecular weight.30,31 As a result, the
conformation of amorphous PCL blocks does not change so much
when it is compared with that in the molten microdomain structure.

In summary, the morphological transition from the microdomain
structure into the PE lamellar morphology was observed for C51–C86
by the crystallization of PE blocks. However, the molten microdomain
structure was completely preserved in C91 and C90 after the crystal-
lization of PE blocks to form the crystallized microdomain structure.
We can expect that the conformation of PCL blocks in the PE lamellar
morphology is more stretched than that in the crystallized micro-
domain structure.

Morphological change by changing thermal history
We found from Figures 2 and 3 that the morphology after the
crystallization of PE blocks at 70 1C was the PE lamellar morphology
for C51–C86, whereas it was the crystallized microdomain structure
for C90 and C91. However, we found that we could change the
morphology formed in C91 and C86 by changing the thermal history
applied to the sample.

We found that the morphology of C91 after the crystallization of PE
blocks changed from the microdomain structure into the PE lamellar
morphology by annealing it at 80 1C for a very long time (B3 days).
Figure 4-a shows the one-dimensional SAXS curves of C91 obtained at
each temperature indicated, where the SAXS curve at 80 1C was
measured after the thermal treatment described above. The primary
peak position at 70 1C is almost the same as that at 110 1C, indicating
that the PE block crystallizes within the microdomain structure, as is
the case for C90 (Figure 2-b). However, we obtained the different
SAXS curve with the primary peak position moving fairly to the lower
angle when C91 was annealed at 80 1C for 3 days, suggesting that the
microdomain structure was slowly transformed into the PE lamellar
morphology by the crystallization of PE blocks at 80 1C. That is, the
slight difference in crystallization temperature yielded the completely
different morphology in C91; the crystallized microdomain structure
prevailed in the system at 70 1C owing mainly to the rapid crystal-
lization of PE blocks, whereas slow crystallization of PE blocks at 80 1C
destroyed the molten microdomain structure to form the PE lamellar
morphology. However, this morphological transition could not be
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Figure 3 Long period plotted against temperature for C74 (a) and C90 (b).
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observed in C90, probably because of the fact that the total molecular
weight of C90 was considerably higher than that of C91 (Table 1).

We quenched C86 into liquid nitrogen to fix the microdomain
structure and after that, the temperature was gradually increased up to
80 1C. Both PE and PCL blocks crystallized during temperature
increase to yield the crystallized microdomain structure instead of
the PE lamellar morphology formed at 70 1C, which was confirmed by
the unchanged peak position in the SAXS curves at 110 and 80 1C
(Figure 4-b). That is, LP is 40.6 nm at 110 and 80 1C, whereas it is
44.9 nm at 70 1C. However, C51–C81 could not give the crystallized
microdomain structure even when this quenching method was used,
for which the increasing driving force for PE crystallization will be
responsible. Two different morphologies formed in C91 and C86 after
the crystallization of PE blocks are expected to yield the difference in
the melting behavior of PCL blocks, as we will present later.

In summary, we could obtain two different morphologies, the PE
lamellar morphology and crystallized microdomain structure, only for
C91 and C86 after the crystallization of PE blocks. That is, the
crystallized microdomain structure was formed by the crystallization
of C91 at 70 1C, whereas annealing C91 at slightly higher temperature
(B80 1C) for an extremely long time (B3 days) yielded the PE
lamellar morphology. When C86 was quenched into liquid nitrogen,
the microdomain structure was preserved to form the crystallized
microdomain structure after gradual increase in temperature, whereas
the PE lamellar morphology prevailed in the system after direct
crystallization of C86 at 70 1C.

Melting behavior of PCL blocks
The melting behavior of PCL blocks in PCL-b-PE and PCL-b-PB was
investigated using DSC with a heating rate of 10 1C min�1. Figure 5-a

shows the typical DSC curves for C74 and B74 (the precursor of C74),
first kept at 70 1C for 100 min to crystallize PE blocks and then
annealed at 45 1C for 100 min to crystallize PCL blocks. We find a
sharp endothermic peak at B60 1C arising from the melting of PCL
blocks. In addition, an extremely diffused endothermic peak can be
observed at B97 1C in the DSC curve of C74 (indicated by an arrow).
From these DSC curves, we evaluated the melting temperature of PCL
blocks, Tm,PCL, and of PE blocks, Tm,PE, in PCL-b-PE (shown in
Table 1) and Tm,PCL in PCL-b-PB. We observe from Table 1 that Tm,PCL

decreases steadily with a decrease in the volume fraction of PCL blocks
in the system, fPCL. The melting temperature of crystalline chains is,
in general, closely dependent on their molecular weight, as well as on
the crystallization temperature and other factors,32 so that we cannot
find out the true reason for the change in Tm,PCL shown in Table 1.
Therefore, we evaluated the melting temperature difference DTm

between PCL blocks in PCL-b-PE and those in PCL-b-PB (the
precursor of PCL-b-PE with an identical PCL molecular weight) to
exclude the effect of PCL molecular weight on Tm,PCL. The fPCL

dependence of DTm will give important information when we discuss
the melting behavior difference between PCL blocks with different
conformations after melting.

Figure 5-b shows DTm plotted against fPCL, where the open circle
represents the results for PCL-b-PE with the PE lamellar morphology
and the closed circle represents those for PCL-b-PE with the crystal-
lized microdomain structure. We observe from Figure 5-b that DTm

for the PE lamellar morphology increases steadily with increasing
fPCL. That is, DTm increases from 0.5 to 3.4 1C between fPCL¼0.51
and 0.91, and it does not depend on Tc, although Tm,PCL increases
moderately with increasing Tc (for example, Tm,PCL¼58.7 1C
at Tc¼36 1C and Tm,PCL¼60.6 1C at Tc¼45 1C for fPCL¼0.74).
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In addition, we can observe that DTm for the crystallized microdomain
structure is very small, although it takes a large DTm for the PE
lamellar morphology. For example, DTm is 0.3 1C for the crystallized
microdomain structure of C91 and DTm is 3.4 1C for the PE lamellar
morphology. This difference in DTm will arise mainly from the
difference in conformation of amorphous PCL blocks, which origi-
nates from the difference in morphology after the crystallization of PE
blocks. We will discuss the conformation of amorphous PCL blocks in
the PE lamellar morphology as a function of fPCL by evaluating the
degree of chain stretching for PCL blocks in the next section.

In summary, the DSC results showed that the melting temperature
difference DTm was significantly large between PCL blocks in PCL-b-
PE with the PE lamellar morphology and those in PCL-b-PB (the
precursor of PCL-b-PE with an identical PCL molecular weight), and
DTm increased steadily with increasing fPCL. In addition, we found a
considerable difference in DTm between PCL blocks in the crystallized
microdomain structure and those in the PE lamellar morphology for
the limited copolymers (that is, C86 and C91). This difference in DTm

will arise from the difference in the chain conformation between
amorphous PCL blocks existing in two morphologies.

DISCUSSION

Chain stretching of amorphous PCL blocks in the PE lamellar
morphology
In this study, we try to evaluate the degree of chain stretching of
amorphous PCL blocks confined in the PE lamellar morphology from
the fPCL dependence of DTm shown in Figure 5-b. In general, the
melting temperature is expressed using the change in enthalpy, DHm,
and entropy, DSm, at the melting point (equation (1)),33 so that DTm

can be represented as

DTm ¼ Tm;2 � Tm;1 ¼ DHm

DS2;m
� DHm

DS1;m
ð4Þ

where Tm,1 is the melting temperature of PCL blocks in PCL-b-PB and
Tm,2 is that in PCL-b-PE, and DS1,m and DS2,m are the changes in
conformational entropy of PCL blocks in PCL-b-PB and PCL-b-PE,
respectively, due to the melting. DHm is the change in enthalpy by
melting for PCL blocks and will be the same for both systems.
Therefore, equation 4 can be rewritten as

DTm ¼ DHmdS
DS1;mDS2;m

ð5Þ

where dS¼DS1,m�DS2,m and represents the difference in conforma-
tional entropy between amorphous PCL blocks in PCL-b-PB and
those in PCL-b-PE. If we assume that dS is sufficiently small when
compared with DS1,m and DS2,m (that is, DS1,mBDS2,m), and that
DHm and DS1,m are approximated by their equilibrium values DHm1

and DSm1 of PCL chains because the PCL blocks in PCL-b-PB are not
so deformed, we have

DTm � DHo
m

ðDSo
mÞ

2 dS ð6Þ

The change in conformational entropy dS due to chain stretching is
related to the degree of chain stretching l for one PCL block through
the equation34–36

dS ¼ k

2ðMn=NAÞ

�
l2+

2

l
� 3

�
ð7Þ

where k is the Boltzmann constant, NA the Avogadro’s constant and
Mn the molecular weight of PCL blocks (Table 1). From the equili-
brium melting temperature Tm1 (¼342 K)37 and the heat of fusion for
perfect PCL crystals DHm1 (¼135 J g�1),25 we find l from DTm

throughequations (6) and (7).
Figure 6 shows dS for 1 g PCL blocks and l for one PCL block

plotted against fPCL, where dS increases steadily with increasing fPCL,
suggesting that the conformational entropy of PCL blocks confined in
the PE lamellar morphology is considerably reduced when it is
compared with that in PCL-b-PB. That is, PCL-b-PB forms the
microdomain structure after melting of PCL blocks, so that they are
not so deformed, whereas PCL-b-PE takes the PE lamellar morphol-
ogy and the PCL blocks are significantly deformed (middle part of the
lower panel in Figure 1). The degree of chain stretching l for one PCL
block also increases with increasing fPCL, as shown in Figure 6.
However, l for C91 is moderately small, which is ascribed to the low-
molecular weight of PCL blocks. That is, dS represents the entropy
change per 1 g of PCL blocks, whereas l represents the degree of
stretching for one PCL block.

In summary, we find from the DTm values observed in Figure 5-b
that the amorphous PCL blocks in the PE lamellar morphology of
PCL-b-PE are significantly stretched when compared with those in the
molten microdomain structure in PCL-b-PB, and the degree of chain
stretching increases steadily with increasing fPCL. The asymmetry of
layer thickness between crystallized PE layers and amorphous PCL

Volume fraction of PCL blocks

�
T

m
 (°

C
)

4

3

2

1

0

1.00.90.80.70.60.50.4

Temperature (°C)

C74

B74

heating

120100806040

E
n

d
o

th
er

m

Figure 5 (a) Differential scanning calorimetry curves for C74 and B74 (the

precursor of C74) during heating at 10 1C min�1. The endothermic peak

appearing at B60 1C arises from the melting of poly(e-caprolactone) (PCL)

blocks and that at B97 1C (indicated by an arrow) from the melting of
polyethylene (PE) blocks. (b) The difference in melting temperature DTm

between PCL blocks in PCL-block-PE and in PCL-block-polybutadiene

plotted against fPCL. J: The PE lamellar morphology is formed by the

crystallization of PE blocks (break-out crystallization). �: The microdomain

structure is preserved after the crystallization of PE blocks (confined

crystallization).

Increase in melting temperature of PCL blocks
T Sakurai and S Nojima

375

Polymer Journal



layers in the PE lamellar morphology is responsible for the extreme
chain stretching of amorphous PCL blocks.

Relationship between stretched PCL size and PCL layer thickness
We quantitatively consider the relationship between the stretched size
of amorphous PCL blocks and the total thickness of PCL layers in the
PE lamellar morphology. Figure 7 shows the thickness of PCL layers in
the PE lamellar morphology plotted against fPCL, which was evaluated
from fPCL (Table 1) and LP obtained by SAXS results (Figure 2) by
considering the crystallinity of PE blocks. The thickness of PCL blocks
increases steadily with increasing fPCL except for C91. The PCL layer
thickness for C91 is considerably small, which may arise from the
extremely small-molecular weight of PCL blocks in C91 (B700).

To intuitively understand the relationship between the stretched
PCL size d and PCL layer thickness, we evaluated the ratio of these two
values, where d was calculated8 from d¼2/S2S1/2¼(2a/O6)Mn

1/2

(/S2S: mean-square radius of gyration) with a¼0.0799 nm.38 The
result is also shown in Figure 7. We find that one PCL block occupies

72–82% of the PCL layer thickness in the PE lamellar morphology
depending on fPCL. For the crystallized lamellar morphology formed
in crystalline–amorphous diblock copolymers, we usually assume two
limited models to predict the molecular weight and composition
dependence of the morphology; single-layer model and double-layer
model, where the former means that one crystalline block occupies the
whole layer and the latter that one crystalline block occupies the half
thickness of the total layer. Our result shown in Figure 7 is just
intermediate between two models, and the ratio of the stretched PCL
size and PCL layer thickness depends slightly on fPCL. This result
suggests that one PCL block takes heterogeneous conformation in the
PCL layer; that is, the PCL chain is slightly dense near the junction
point and sparse at the free chain end to avoid the excess overlap
between adjacent blocks at the middle of PCL layers.

In summary, one stretched PCL block in PCL-b-PE occupied
72–82% of the total PCL layer thickness in the PE lamellar morpho-
logy. This result is intermediate between the single- and double-layer
models usually used to predict the molecular weight dependence of
the crystallized lamellar morphology formed in crystalline–amor-
phous diblock copolymers.

CONCLUSIONS

The melting temperature of PCL blocks, spatially confined in the solid
lamellar morphology formed by the crystallization of PE blocks in
PCL-b-PE copolymers, was investigated using DSC as a function of the
volume fraction of PCL blocks in the system, fPCL. The morphology
in the melt and crystallized state was also investigated using small-
angle X-ray scattering (SAXS). The melting temperature difference
between PCL blocks in PCL-b-PE and PCL-block-polybutadiene (PCL-
b-PB), the precursor of PCL-b-PE with an identical PCL molecular
weight, was evaluated as a function of fPCL, and discussed on the basis
of the crystallized morphology formed in the system. The following
conclusions were obtained from this study.

The crystallization of PE blocks yielded the morphological transi-
tion from the microdomain structure into the crystallized lamellar
morphology, except for two samples with large fPCL (C90 and C91),
in which the microdomain structure was preserved after the crystal-
lization of PE blocks.

The melting temperature of PCL blocks, Tm,PCL, in PCL-b-PE with
the crystallized lamellar morphology was always higher than that in
corresponding PCL-b-PB, and the difference in Tm,PCL, DTm, increased
steadily with increasing fPCL.

The value of DTm decreased drastically when PCL blocks were
crystallized in the microdomain structure. These results could be
successfully explained by considering the difference in chain stretching
between PCL blocks confined in the crystallized lamellar morphology
and those in the microdomain structure.
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