Abstract
This study attempts to discern the influences of
different shear flows in transesterification between
PET(Polyethylene  Terephthalate) and PCL
(Polycaprolactone) at temperature 543K. The
extent of transesterification in each blend was
determined using proton NMR. In the one way
shear tests in RDA , the extents of
transesterification increase with shear rate, while
in the oscillatory shear tests, they increase as
frequency and strain increases. The results indicate
that the raising of the rate of transesterification is
probably due to the enhancement of the mass

transfer rate by the flow fidds.
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