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Abstract: Thermally activated shape memory polymers (SMPs) can memorize a temporary shape at
low temperature and return to their permanent shape at higher temperature. These materials can be
used for light and compact space deployment mechanisms. The control of transition temperature
and thermomechanical properties of epoxy-based SMPs can be done using functionalized polyhedral
oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS) additives, which are also known to improve the durability to atomic
oxygen in the space environment. In this study, the influence of varying amounts of two types of POSS
added to epoxy-based SMPs on the shape memory effect (SME) were studied. The first type contained
amine groups, whereas the second type contained epoxide groups. The curing conditions were
defined using differential scanning calorimetry and glass transition temperature (Tg) measurements.
Thermomechanical and SME properties were characterized using dynamic mechanical analysis.
It was found that SMPs containing amine-based POSS show higher Tg, better shape fixity and faster
recovery speed, while SMPs containing epoxide-based POSS have higher crosslinking density and
show superior thermomechanical properties above Tg. This work demonstrates how the Tg and SME
of SMPs can be controlled by the type and amount of POSS in an epoxy-based SMP nanocomposite
for future space applications.

Keywords: shape memory polymer (SMP); shape memory effect (SME); epoxy; nanocomposite;
polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS)

1. Introduction

The volume and mass budgets of spacecraft are limited. Hence, spacecraft have to be equipped
with lightweight, compact, reliable built-in mechanisms for the deployment of antennas, radiators,
solar arrays, optical systems, and more. The demand for lighter and smaller deployment systems
increased recently due to the growing interest in the so-called “new space” nanosatellites [1]. A class of
materials that can be used for lighter and smaller deployment mechanisms is based on shape memory
polymers (SMPs) [2–4]. SMPs are stimuli-responsive materials that, after being deformed, have the
ability to return to their pre-deformed shape by external stimuli, such as light, chemoresponsivity,
electric current, electromagnetism, and temperature [5–7]. The SMP is comprised of a chemical
network that consists of molecular switching segments, i.e., “soft segments” and “hard segments”.
Hard segments are the net points that determine the SMP’s permanent shape, while soft segments
are able to reduce stiffness upon a particular stimulus, allowing the polymer to be programmed into
its temporary shape [8]. Upon exposure to specific stimulus, the molecular switches are triggered,
and strain energy that was stored in the temporary shape is released, which consequently leads to
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shape recovery to the original permanent shape [5]. Since most polymers possess either glass transition
or melting temperatures, a typical external stimulus is the temperature [9].

Thermally activated SMPs can memorize a temporary shape at low temperature and return to
their permanent shape at higher temperature. The molecular switches are able to reduce their stiffness
upon a particular stimulus—in our case, temperature, allowing the polymer to be programmed into its
temporary shape and maintain this temporary shape as the SMP is cooled below a certain threshold
temperature. The SMP can return to its permanent shape following heating above this threshold
temperature. Usually, this threshold temperature is the SMP’s glass transition temperature, Tg [5].
SMPs can be divided into four classes: covalently crosslinked glassy thermoset networks (class I), such
as epoxies; covalently crosslinked semi-crystalline networks (class II), such as semi-crystalline rubbers;
physically crosslinked glassy copolymers (class III), such as poly(vinyl acetate) with poly(lactic acid);
and physically crosslinked semi-crystalline block copolymers (class IV), such as polyurethane with
polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS) hybrid monomer [10].

SMPs have many benefits for space structures compared to traditional mechanisms, such as
lightweight, low cost, high specific modulus, high storage energy ability, and predictable recovery
upon exposure to external stimulus [11,12]. Furthermore, compared to metallic materials, SMPs have
higher strength-to-weight ratio, as well as great flexibility in terms of material design [13]. Due to
these advantages, a potential application of SMPs is to replace metallic mechanisms that are used
nowadays in spacecraft [2]. One of the most prominent members of the SMP family is based on epoxy
resin [14–18]. Epoxy resins are high-performance thermoset polymers with outstanding mechanical
properties such as high modulus, high creep resistance, high adhesion strength, good heat resistance,
high electrical resistance, and excellent resistance to chemicals [19,20].

In space, qualified SMPs must withstand the harsh space environment. The space environment
is characterized by severe conditions such as hypervelocity micro-meteoroids and space debris
impacts, ultrahigh vacuum (UHV), ionizing radiation, ultraviolet (UV) and vacuum UV radiation,
electrostatic discharge, extreme thermal cycles, and hyperthermal atomic oxygen (AO). The most
destructive elements for organic materials selected for low Earth orbit (LEO) space applications are UV
radiation and AO [21–23]. AO attack may result in surface chemical reactions [24]. Such reactions
can cause surface erosion, changes in surface morphology, chemical composition, and both optical
and thermo-optical properties. Due to these severe LEO conditions, polymers require AO protection.
Usually, AO protection is provided to the spacecraft outer layer by coating it with silicon dioxide (SiO2)
or indium tin oxide (ITO). However, such protective layers can be damaged due to hypervelocity debris
impact, as well as by ground-based handling [24]. A potential solution is to incorporate inorganic
constituents such as silica into the polymer backbone [25–29]. POSS is a cage-like silicon oxide-based
molecule that contains various organic functional groups [30,31]. Depending on the functional groups,
it can be mechanically dispersed in an organic matrix as a molecular filler, without covalent bonding,
or it can be covalently linked to the matrix [32,33]. The addition of POSS molecules having the right
functional group to be either physically incorporated or chemically bonded to a specific monomer can
create a self-passivating hybrid polymer–POSS material with lower AO erosion yield compared to
the pristine polymer. This is due to the formation of a passivation layer as the AO oxidizes the SiO1.5

POSS into SiO2 [28]. Thus, a hybrid organic–inorganic SMP that is based on an epoxy–POSS (EPOSS)
nanocomposite material has a great potential for future space applications. The addition of POSS is
known also to affect the Tg and the Young’s modulus of epoxy-based polymers, and it can improve
their mechanical, chemical, thermal, and electrical properties [20,32,34–50].

Most of the previous studies of epoxy and POSS have used diglycidyl ether of bisphenol A
(DGEBA) resin [36–38,40–50]. DGEBA is the most common type of epoxy resin [19]; it was found
to have shape memory properties [51]. Prior studies focused on the effect of low concentrations of
POSS (less than 10 wt.%) on the nanocomposites’ properties [19,20,39,40,44–50]. There are only few
works on the effect of high concentrations of POSS (up to 50 wt.%) [32,34,35,41–43]. The properties of
EPOSS nanocomposites depend not only on the POSS type and concentration, but also on the type
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of epoxy resin, curing agent, curing process, and they directly correlate with the POSS dispersion
techniques [19,49,52].

In recent years, studies of the influence of POSS on the SMP properties gained attention in the SMP
community [53–59]. POSS can be used as a chemical or physical crosslinker and, hence, it can enhance
the shape recovery and improve the shape recovery rate [53–59]. However, the influence of POSS
on the shape fixity depends on the SMP matrix. For poly(3-caprolactone) and polyurethane-based
SMPs, increase of the POSS content caused an increase in the shape fixity due to the growth of switch
segments [55,59]. On the other hand, for ethylene propylene diene rubber-based SMPs, increase of
the POSS content resulted in a decrease of shape fixity, due to breakage of the crystalline structure
and reduction of switching segments [58]. These studies were done on class II and III SMPs [54–59].
Epoxy-based class I SMP, such as the one being studied here, is the simplest type of SMP. In general, it has
a sharp Tg and excellent shape recovery due to the nature of its permanent chemical crosslinking [10].

Previous studies concentrated on the effect of addition of a single type of POSS molecule on the
shape memory properties of SMPs [53–59]. Our goal was to study the effect of the type and content of
POSS on the shape memory and thermomechanical properties of an epoxy-based SMP, which may be
used in the future for deployable space applications. Two types of EPOSS SMPs were developed: the
first type contained various amounts (up to 50 wt.%) of POSS with amine functional groups (AM),
while the second one contained various amounts (up to 73 wt.%) of epoxide functional groups (EP).
These two types of POSS were incorporated separately into an SMP based on DGEBA and amine
crosslinker [51]. By doing so, the effect of the POSS type itself on various properties of the SMPs was
investigated. Initially, calorimetric measurements using differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) were
performed in order to optimize the curing and post-curing processes. Thereafter, the effect of POSS
type on the mechanical and thermomechanical properties of the SMPs, such as storage modulus and Tg,
were characterized using dynamic mechanical analyzer (DMA). DMA also enabled the calculation of
the crosslinking densities of different EPOSS compositions. The effect of the POSS type and content on
the shape memory properties was studied quantitatively, in terms of shape recovery, fixity, and recovery
speed. Finally, the effect of the shape memory effect (SME) cycle on the bending stress was studied.

2. Results and Discussion

2.1. Curing and Post-Curing Conditions

In this work, POSS with eight epoxide (EP) functional groups was used to gradually replace an
equivalent amount of EPON 826 resin, a rigid aromatic epoxide with two functional groups. Another
type of POSS, containing eight secondary amine (AM) functional groups was used to substitute an
equivalent amount of Jeffamine D230 crosslinker—a primary aliphatic diamine with four reactive
hydrogen atoms. The effect of AM and EP content on the curing and post-curing processes of EPOSS
was studied using DSC. The results were used to derive the degree of curing of various compositions.

DSC thermograms taken during curing and post curing of the epoxide-based EPOSS and
amine-based EPOSS formulations, denoted hereafter as EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS, respectively,
are shown in Figure 1a,b, respectively. The insets show the post-curing stage thermograms of the
different compositions. The samples were cured and post cured according to the process shown in
Figure 1c and described in Section 3.2. As shown in Figure 1a,b, an increase in POSS content resulted in
a reduction of the heat of reaction during curing at 100 ◦C for both EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS samples,
indicating a lower degree of curing. The maximal heat flow during the curing stage of EP–EPOSS
with the highest POSS content (73 EP, see Table 1) was approximately 34% of the maximal heat flow
measured during the curing of the pristine epoxy, 0.27 W/g versus 0.8 W/g, respectively (see Figure 1a).
For comparison, during the curing stage of AM–EPOSS with the highest POSS content (50 AM), the heat
flow declined to zero (see Figure 1b), indicating that no curing reaction took place at this composition.
Higher curing temperatures, up to 160 ◦C, had a 30% negative effect on the degree of curing of the
pristine epoxy. The lower degree of curing may be caused by the diffusion limiting stage becoming
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dominant earlier compared to the original curing process [60]. Thus, a curing temperature of 100 ◦C
was chosen for all EPOSS compositions.
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Figure 1. Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) thermograms of (a) epoxide (EP)–EPOSS, (b) amine
(AM)–EPOSS samples, and (c) temperature profiles of the curing (100 ◦C for 1.5 h) and post-curing
(130 ◦C for 1 h) processes.
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Table 1. Composition of epoxy–polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (EPOSS) nanocomposite samples.

Sample Designation wt.% Resin
(Epoxide, mol)

wt.% Crosslinker
Agent (Amine, mol)

wt.% POSS
(Epoxide/Amine, mol)

Pristine epoxy (Epoxy) [51] 75 (1) 25 (1) 0 (0)

10 AM 70 (1) 20 (0.86) 10 (0.14)
20 AM 65 (1) 15 (0.70) 20 (0.30)
30 AM 60 (1) 10 (0.52) 30 (0.48)
40 AM 55 (1) 5 (0.28) 40 (0.72)
50 AM 50 (1) 0 (0) 50 (1)

10 EP 65 (0.86) 25 (1) 10 (0.14)
20 EP 55 (0.72) 25 (1) 20 (0.28)
30 EP 45 (0.58) 25 (1) 30 (0.42)
40 EP 34 (0.44) 26 (1) 40 (0.56)
50 EP 24 (0.30) 26 (1) 50 (0.70)
60 EP 14 (0.18) 26 (1) 60 (0.82)
73 EP 0 (0) 27 (1) 73 (1)

As shown in the inset of Figure 1a, the higher the EP–POSS content, the lower the measured
heat flow during the post-curing stage. For AM–EPOSS samples, an opposite trend can be noticed,
i.e., the higher the AM–POSS content, the higher the heat flow measured by DSC (see inset of Figure 1b).
While at 100 ◦C, the 50 AM composition produced no heat flow, at 130 ◦C, its heat flow was the highest,
implying that at this temperature, the AM–POSS forms chemical bonding.

According to Figure 1b, the AM–EPOSS samples had not been cured completely during the curing
stage. Moreover, as the curing kinetics of the 50 AM composition is the slowest, determination of
the optimal post-curing conditions for the 50 AM ensured appropriate polymerization for all other
compositions. Since the curing temperature could not be increased, optimization was performed by
increasing the post-curing time. The effect of the post-curing time was assessed by Tg, as it correlates
with the crosslinking density; Tg increases as the crosslinking density increases [61].

Tg values for 50 AM as a function of post-curing time were measured by both DSC and DMA,
as shown in Figure 2. The Tg values derived from DSC were lower by about 20 ◦C in comparison to
those deduced from DMA, which is in agreement with previous works [38,51]. According to both
DSC and DMA measurements, the influence of the post-curing time on Tg was substantial up to 3 h.
Tg increased from 95 to 108 ◦C according to DMA or from 72 to 85 ◦C according to DSC. The addition
of another hour had no influence on Tg.
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Figure 2. The effect of post-curing time on the glass transition temperatures deduced from both
differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) and dynamic mechanical analyzer (DMA) measurements for
50 AM and a post-curing temperature of 130 ◦C.
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The degree of curing was extracted from the DSC thermograms for each EPOSS composition,
as shown in Figure 3. For both types of POSS, the degree of curing was lower compared to pristine
epoxy. When EP–POSS replaced the epoxy resin completely (73 EP), the degree of curing reduced by
about 30% compared to the pristine epoxy. It is possible that the EP–POSS molecule has a lower mobility
compared to the EPON 826 resin monomers, thus reducing the reaction rate with the crosslinker’s
amine groups. This means that although most of the EP–POSS molecules reacted chemically with the
resin monomers, the unreacted EP–POSS molecules could be present in the matrix as molecular fillers.
When AM–POSS replaced the original crosslinker completely (50 AM), the degree of curing reduced
by about 80% compared to pristine epoxy. Compared to the Jeffamine D230 crosslinker, the AM–POSS
molecules hardly reacted with the EPON 826 epoxy resin monomers. The sharp reduction in the degree
of curing when AM–POSS replaced the Jeffamine D230 crosslinker may be due to lower mobility of the
AM–POSS molecules. Therefore, it can be suggested that most of the AM–POSS was dispersed in the
organic matrix as a molecular filler, without covalent bonding, whereas only a small amount reacted
chemically with the epoxy monomers.

Molecules 2020, 25, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 20 

 

 
Figure 3. The effect of POSS type and content on the degree of curing of EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS. 

2.2. Mechanical and Thermomechanical Properties 

Figure 4 summarizes the Tg values obtained using DMA for different EPOSS compositions. In 
the case of EP–EPOSS, as the EP–POSS content increased, the Tg decreased sharply from 104 °C for 
pristine epoxy to 50 °C for 73 EP. For the AM–EPOSS, Tg values moderately decreased from 104 to 95 
°C as the AM–POSS content increased to 30 wt.%. As the AM–POSS content was further increased 
from 30 to 50 wt.%, Tg values increased from 95 to 110 °C. 

 
Figure 4. The effect of POSS type and content on the glass transition temperature of EP–EPOSS and 
AM–EPOSS samples. The error bars are smaller than |±1.6| °C. 

According to the degree of curing (see Figure 3), most of the EP–POSS molecules are chemically 
bonded to the crosslinker. Yet, when the EP–POSS content was increased, the Tg decreased. Tg is 
affected by crosslinking density and chain mobility [65]. Therefore, a decrease in Tg indicates that the 
addition of EP–POSS leads to an increase of the chain mobility. This phenomenon can be explained 
by the fraction of POSS molecules that are not chemically crosslinked and are present in the matrix 
as molecular fillers. Thus, the free volume of the matrix increases to a state where the chains are more 
flexible and mobile; therefore, Tg decreases [43]. 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

D
eg

re
e 

of
 c

ur
in

g

wt.% POSS

 EP-EPOSS
 AM-EPOSS
 Epoxy

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
40

50

60

70

80

90

100

110

120

130

140

 Epoxy
 AM-EPOSS
 EP-EPOSS

T g (°
C

)

wt.% POSS

Figure 3. The effect of POSS type and content on the degree of curing of EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS.

The reduction in the degree of curing may be due to steric interferences resulting from the size
of the POSS molecules as well as their functionality. Both the AP–POSS and EP–POSS molecules
have eight functional groups, while the original epoxy resin and crosslinker monomers have two
and four (two primary and two secondary amines) functional groups, respectively. This means that
compared to the original monomers, the steric availability of the functional groups attached to the
POSS molecules may be reduced [62]. Moreover, the sharp reduction in the degree of curing in the case
of the AM–POSS may be explained by a lower chemical reactivity of phenyl-substituted secondary
amine groups attached to the POSS compared to highly reactive primary aliphatic amine groups in the
Jeffamine D230 crosslinker [63,64].

2.2. Mechanical and Thermomechanical Properties

Figure 4 summarizes the Tg values obtained using DMA for different EPOSS compositions. In the
case of EP–EPOSS, as the EP–POSS content increased, the Tg decreased sharply from 104 ◦C for pristine
epoxy to 50 ◦C for 73 EP. For the AM–EPOSS, Tg values moderately decreased from 104 to 95 ◦C as the
AM–POSS content increased to 30 wt.%. As the AM–POSS content was further increased from 30 to
50 wt.%, Tg values increased from 95 to 110 ◦C.
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According to the degree of curing (see Figure 3), most of the EP–POSS molecules are chemically
bonded to the crosslinker. Yet, when the EP–POSS content was increased, the Tg decreased. Tg is
affected by crosslinking density and chain mobility [65]. Therefore, a decrease in Tg indicates that the
addition of EP–POSS leads to an increase of the chain mobility. This phenomenon can be explained by
the fraction of POSS molecules that are not chemically crosslinked and are present in the matrix as
molecular fillers. Thus, the free volume of the matrix increases to a state where the chains are more
flexible and mobile; therefore, Tg decreases [43].

In the case of AM–EPOSS, the low degree of curing (Figure 3) indicates that most of these molecules
were not chemically crosslinked; therefore, Tg was expected to decrease. However, the measured
values are similar to the Tg of pristine epoxy for most compositions, and they are even slightly higher
in the case of 50 AM. A possible explanation is that most of the AM–POSS molecules serve as physical
crosslinkers, for example through π–π interactions between phenyl groups of the AM–POSS molecules
and bisphenol A groups from the epoxy resin [44,66–68]. Physical crosslinkers may cause an increase
in the Tg and storage modulus [53]. Another possible explanation is that the AM–POSS molecules are
dispersed as molecular fillers. The higher the density of a filler, the lower the chains’ mobility and the
higher the Tg [69,70].

The effect of the POSS type and content on the storage modulus at 30 ◦C was studied, as shown in
Figure 5a. In the case of EP–EPOSS, as the POSS content increased, the storage modulus decreased
by up to 77%, from 2650 MPa for pristine epoxy to 600 MPa for 73 EP. For AM–EPOSS, an opposite
phenomenon occurred; as the POSS content increased, the storage modulus also increased by up
to 30%, from 2650 MPa for pristine epoxy to 3450 MPa for 50 AM. The storage modulus is directly
related to the extent of chain mobility, crosslinking density, and filler content. The higher the degree
of crosslinking and/or the density of a filler, the lower the chain mobility and the greater the storage
modulus [69,70]. According to the results in Figure 5a, at 30 ◦C, the elasticity of the EP–EPOSS samples
was lower than the elasticity of the AM–EPOSS samples. This correlates with the Tg results shown in
Figure 4. The incorporation of EP–POSS might have led to an increase in the free volume of the system
and, hence, inefficient packing of the molecular structure. This led to an increase of the chain mobility
and a decrease in the storage modulus and material elasticity. It appears that although the degree of
curing of AM–EPOSS decreased as the POSS content was increased, the AM–POSS molecules served
as efficient physical crosslinkers and/or molecular fillers that decreased chain mobility and, hence,
increased the storage modulus and the material elasticity.
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Figure 5. The effect of POSS type and content on the storage modulus of EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS
shape memory polymers (SMPs) at (a) 30 ◦C and (b) 120 ◦C.

A different phenomenon occurred at 120 ◦C, i.e., above the Tg, for all studied compositions.
The storage modulus increased when the POSS content was increased for both types of POSS,
see Figure 5b; the storage modulus increased from 10 MPa for pristine epoxy to 30 MPa and 130 MPa
for 50 AM and 73 EP, respectively. Moreover, in contrast to the results obtained at 30 ◦C, at 120 ◦C,
the storage modulus of EP–EPOSS samples was even higher than the storage modulus of the AM–EPOSS
samples. It seems that above the Tg, the dominant factor that dictated the polymer elasticity was the
crosslinking density, which enabled them to store elastic energy.

Figure 6 shows the effect of POSS type and content on the crosslinking density of EP–EPOSS and
AM–EPOSS samples, as calculated from the measured storage modulus values. Both types of EPOSS
samples have higher crosslinking densities than pristine epoxy, although their degree of curing was
lower compared to pristine epoxy (Figure 3). The crosslinking density of the EP–EPOSS increased
significantly as more EP–POSS was added to the system, from 3 × 10−6 mol/cm3 for pristine epoxy
to 4.2 × 10−5 mol/cm3 for 73 EP. Despite AM–EPOSS exhibiting a much lower degree of curing than
pristine epoxy, the crosslinking density of these samples hardly changed as POSS was added to the
system, excluding the 50 AM. The latter presented a slightly higher crosslinking density than pristine
epoxy, 7 × 10−6 mol/cm3. This means that for each equivalent of Jeffamine D230 chemical crosslinker
replaced with AM–POSS, the same amount of physical crosslinking was formed. In addition, the excess
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of POSS molecules served as molecular fillers in both types of POSS. The crosslinking density was
calculated based on the storage modulus in the rubbery region, combining the effects of the chemical
and physical crosslinking density as well as the molecular filler density. These results indicate that
above Tg, the chemical crosslinking formed by the EP–POSS was more dominant than the physical
crosslinking formed by the AM–POSS, leading to higher crosslinking density and storage modulus
values at 120 ◦C.
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Figure 6. The effect of POSS type and content on the crosslinking density of EP–EPOSS and
AM–EPOSS samples.

The difference between the degree of curing and the crosslinking densities arise from the fact that
the degree of curing is related solely to heat released during the curing process by chemical reactions,
such as polymerization, crosslinking, etc. However, crosslinking density depends not only on chemical
reactions, but also on physical interactions between the polymer chains.

2.3. Shape Memory Properties

The SME properties were quantitatively studied during SMP deployment using DMA. Figure 7
presents representative photos of an EPOSS sample in a U-like temporary shape (a), during its
deployment stage (b), and at its permanent shape (c). Figure 8 presents the effect of POSS type and
content on (a) the shape fixity and (b) the shape recovery of EPOSS SMPs, showing good shape fixity
and recovery values. AM–EPOSS SMPs exhibited shape fixity and shape recovery higher than 99% and
96%, respectively. EP–EPOSS SMPs exhibited shape fixity and shape recovery higher than 95% and 98%,
respectively. The maximum POSS loading that enabled both types of POSS substantial deformation to
a U-like temporary shape and return to the permanent flat shape was 50 wt.%. EP–EPOSS failed during
bending at concentrations above 50 wt.% POSS. This can be explained by the high crosslinking density
at 60 wt.% and 73 wt.% POSS (Figure 6), and by the high storage modulus values at 120 ◦C (Figure 5b),
which makes the polymer too brittle to be substantially deformed. According to Figure 8a, the shape
fixity of EP–EPOSS SMPs decreased from 100% for pristine epoxy to 96% for 50 EP. On the other hand,
the shape fixity of the various compositions of AM–EPOSS was around 100%. These results are in
accordance with the changes in storage modulus. The storage modulus of EP–EPOSS SMPs at 120 ◦C
was higher than that of AM–EPOSS SMPs. Hence, the various compositions of the EP–EPOSS were
less viscous, and they consequently demonstrated lower shape fixity values compared to AM–EPOSS.
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Figure 7. Typical EPOSS SMP in its U-like temporary shape (a), during deployment (b), and in its final
permanent shape (c).
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Figure 8. The effect of POSS type and content on (a) the shape fixity and (b) the shape recovery of
EP–EPOSS and AM–EPOSS SMPs.

During bending (transformation to the temporary shape), tensile stresses are developed on
the sample’s convex side, while compressive stresses are developed on the sample’s concave side.
The compressive stresses cause the chains and POSS molecules to become closer to each other. On the
other hand, tensile stresses cause the chains and POSS molecules to become farther apart. During the
deployment of the samples, as they return back to their permanent shape, the chains and POSS
molecules reorient to their original position before bending. The difference in the chains and POSS
molecules position before bending and after deployment is proportional to the recovery rate value.
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The higher the recovery rate, the smaller the difference between the original position of the chains and
POSS molecules and their position after bending and recovery. The shape recovery decreased when the
POSS content was increased for both POSS types. It can be assumed that as the POSS content increased,
more POSS molecules were present in the matrix as molecular fillers, which may act as effective chain
barriers [71,72]. These molecular fillers increase the hardness of the “soft segments” and decrease the
ability of the polymer to return to its permanent shape. The EP–EPOSS SMP compositions show higher
recovery values compared to the AM–EPOSS SMPs. This may be explained by a higher degree of
curing (see Figure 3) and higher crosslinking density (see Figure 6) of the EP–EPOSS compared to the
AM–EPOSS. Thus, EP–EPOSS SMPs have higher net points or hard segments density, which improve
the shape recovery [56].

Figure 9 shows the bending stress that was applied in order to bend epoxy, 20 AM, and 20 EP
samples to their temporary shape, during each of the six consecutive SME cycles. It is observed
that the required bending stress remained constant regardless of the SME cycle number: 1.5 MPa for
pristine epoxy and 20 AM, and 3.2 MPa for 20 EP. Other EPOSS compositions show the same trend.
The representative results of Figure 9 indicate that the mechanical properties of the shape-restored
materials are not different from the mechanical properties of the pristine materials.
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Figure 9. The influence of SME cycles on bending stress of representative EPOSS samples.

Figure 10 shows the influence of POSS type and content on the recovery speed. For both types of
EPOSS SMPs, an increase in the POSS content resulted in a decrease in the recovery speed. AM–EPOSS
SMPs exhibit a higher recovery speed than EP–EPOSS SMPs. The recovery speed of pristine epoxy
is about 7%/min. The incorporation of POSS molecules decreased the speed to 4.5 and 2.5%/min for
50 AM and 50 EP, respectively. The decrease in the recovery speed can be explained by the increase
of the free volume due to the presence of the POSS molecules, which in turn decreased the thermal
diffusivity [44,73,74]. The increase of the POSS content, either amine- or epoxide-based, also caused
an increase in the number of POSS molecules dispersed in the matrix as molecular fillers, which may
serve as effective chain barriers that cause the decrease in the recovery speed [71,72]. It is suggested
that the lower amount of chemical bonding and higher amount of physical crosslinking resulted in a
lower free volume and better thermal properties of the AM–EPOSS compared to EP–EPOSS.
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3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Materials

DGEBA epoxy monomer (EPON 826, Momentive, Inc., Waterford, NY, USA) [75] was used as an
epoxy resin for the SMP. Poly (propylene glycol) bis (2-aminopropyl) ether (Jeffamine D230, Huntsman,
Rotterdam, The Netherlands) [76] was used as a crosslinker agent. N-Phenylaminopropyl POSS®

(AM0281, Hybrid Plastics) [77] containing eight amine groups (denoted herein as AM-POSS) and
Glycidyl POSS® (EP0409, Hybrid Plastics) [78] containing eight epoxide groups (denoted herein
as EP–POSS) were used as alternative additives. The molecular structures of the various EPOSS
components are shown in Figure 11.

3.2. Epoxy and EPOSS Preparation

Table 1 presents the compositions and designations of EPOSS nanocomposite samples.
The AM–POSS or EP–POSS additives substituted the Jeffamine D230 crosslinker or the epoxy EPON
826 resin, respectively, while maintaining a 1:1 molar ratio between the epoxide functional groups
and the amine functional groups (both primary and secondary). For example, in order to preserve a
1:1 molar ratio, when adding AM–POSS, the equivalent amount of Jeffamine D230 crosslinker that
contains amine functional group was excluded accordingly. A maximum content of the POSS additives
was achieved for each of the two types of EPOSS systems by complete replacement of the epoxy
resin by the EP–POSS or complete replacement of the Jeffamine D230 crosslinker by the AM–POSS.
The maximum POSS weight percent was either 50 or 73 wt.% in AM–POSS and EP–POSS, respectively.

The samples were prepared as follows. The epoxy resin, crosslinker, and POSS additive were
weighed and transferred into a glass vial. Then, the vial was heated to 80 ◦C in order to reduce the
epoxy resin and POSS additive viscosities, thus allowing efficient mixing; it was shaken vigorously by
a vortex shaker for 1 min at 3000 rpm. Then, the mixture was placed in a vacuum oven preheated
to 80 ◦C. Degassing was performed for 8 min at a pressure of less than 10 Torr. Then, the adhesive
was casted in an aluminum mold having 70 × 10 × 1.8 mm and 20 × 3.3 × 1 mm cavities. The curing
process of the pristine epoxy was adopted from Xie et al. [51], at 100 ◦C for 1.5 h, followed by post
curing at 130 ◦C for another 1 h. However, due to the variation in POSS type and content and its effect
on the curing process, the post curing was extended to 3 h, as described in Section 2.1.
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Figure 11. Molecular structures of (a) EPON 826 epoxy resin monomer, (b) Jeffamine D230 crosslinker,
(c) EP0409 glycidyl POSS (EP–POSS), and (d) AM0281 N-phenylaminopropyl POSS (AM–POSS) [51,77,78].
Reprinted from Polymer, Vol. 50, Xie and Rousseau, Facile tailoring of thermal transition temperatures
of epoxy shape memory polymers, 1852–1856, Copyright (2009), with permission from Elsevier.

3.3. Characterization Methods

The calorimetric behavior of curing and post-curing processes was studied using DSC 1 STARe

system (Mettler Toledo, Inc., Greifensee, Switzerland). Before each measurement, two-point calibration
was performed with indium and zinc. The samples for the DSC measurements were weighed by Sartorius
SE2 micro-balance (precision of ±0.1 µg); the sample mass was between 40 and 95 mg. Three samples
from each EPOSS composition were placed in aluminum crucibles, and the measurements were done
under nitrogen atmosphere flowing at 200 mL/min. The DSC investigation was performed at 100 and at
130 ◦C, see Figure 1c. A heating rate of 1.5 ◦C/min was used, simulating the heating rate of the oven
used for curing of the SMP samples.

Tg was determined by the midpoint of the step height of the DSC thermogram while heating
the cured samples at a heating rate of 10 ◦C/min. The degree of curing (α) is equal to the ratio of the
heat released at time t, H(t), and the total heat released by the curing and post-curing reaction, Htotal

(see Equation (1)) [79]:

α(t) =
H(t)
Htotal

(1)

Here, α was calculated from the ratio of the total heat released during the curing and post curing
of a particular EPOSS composition to the heat released during the curing and post curing of the pristine
epoxy resin.

The mechanical and thermomechanical properties of the EPOSS samples were characterized
using Q800 model DMA (TA Instruments) using three-point bending fixtures. The experiments were
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performed at a constant strain of 0.1%, a frequency of 1 Hz, and a temperature ramp rate of 3 ◦C/min
from 30 to 130 ◦C. The Tg of each composition was obtained from the maximum value of the tan δ
versus the temperature curve of three samples for each EPOSS composition. Tan δ (where δ is the
phase lag between stress and strain) is calculated from tan δ = E”/E′, where E” is the loss modulus and
E′ is the storage modulus. The crosslinking density, ρ, was calculated using the rubber elasticity theory
according to Equation (2) [80,81]:

ρ
(mol

cm3

)
=

E′

φRT
(2)

where E′ (MPa) is measured at T = Tg + 30 ◦C, φ is the front factor (approximated to 1 in the Flory
theory), R is the gas constant, and T is the temperature at T = Tg + 30 ◦C.

3.4. Shape Memory Properties

The Q800 DMA operating in controlled strain mode was used to quantify the SME of the different
EPOSS SMPs. Samples having dimensions of 20 × 3.3 × 1 mm were used for this purpose. Six thermal
cycles were performed for each EPOSS SMP composition. First, the sample was heated at 5 ◦C/min
to T = Tg + 30 ◦C (i.e., above the switching temperature) and held isothermally for 10 min. Then,
the sample was bended to a temporary shape until a strain of εm = 10% was reached. Bending was
performed at a strain rate of 5%/min, and the sample was held in its temporary shape isothermally for
20 min. Subsequently, the sample was cooled down to 30 ◦C at a rate of 3 ◦C/min while maintaining a
constant strain of εm. Afterwards, the force was reduced to 0.001 N, and the sample strain (εu) was
measured upon load removal. In the last stage of the cycle, the sample was heated at 5 ◦C/min up to
a temperature of T = Tg + 30 ◦C, and the SMP returned to its permanent shape. During this stage,
the residual strain (εp) was determined, and another heating cycle was performed.

The fixity (Rf) and recovery (Rr) of the SMPs during N consecutive thermal cycles were calculated
using Equations (3) and (4), respectively. Fixity is the ability of an SMP to preserve its temporary
shape after cooling and unloading. Recovery is its ability to return from the temporary shape to its
permanent shape after reheating [82].

R f (N) =
εu(N) − εp(N − 1)

εm(N) − εp(N − 1)
× 100 ≈

εu(N)

εm(N)
× 100 (3)

Rr(N) =
εu(N) − εp(N)

εu(N) − εp(N − 1)
× 100 (4)

The recovery process speed (Vr) was determined using Equation (5) [82]:

Vr

( %
min

)
=

0.8Rrateεu

T90 − T10
×

[dT
dt

]
r

(5)

where T10 and T90 are the temperatures corresponding to recovery rates (Rrate) of 10% and 90%,
respectively, in the recovery rate curve, and

[
dT
dt

]
is the average heating rate during the recovery

measurements. The recovery rate, from the temporary shape to the permanent shape, was calculated
according to Equation (6) [83]:

Rrate(T) =
ε2 − ε(T)

ε2
(6)

where ε2 is the strain of the SMP in its temporary shape and ε(T) is the strain at a designated temperature (T).

4. Conclusions

Amine- and epoxide-based epoxy–POSS SMPs (AM–EPOSS and EP–EPOSS, respectively) were
prepared with various contents of AM–POSS and EP–POSS. The effects of POSS type and content on
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the SMPs’ thermomechanical and shape memory properties were studied. The curing degree and the
crosslinking density of the nanocomposites were derived from DSC and DMA measurements.

EP–POSS formed mainly chemical crosslinking. The crosslinking density increased with the
increase in the EP–POSS content, which was most likely due to the higher functionality of the EP–POSS
molecules compared to the original epoxy resin that it replaced. However, the crosslinking density
remained constant as more AM–POSS was added to the system, which indicates the prevalence of the
physical crosslinking. This physical crosslinking may be formed through π–π interactions between
phenyl groups from the AM–POSS molecules and bisphenol A groups from the epoxy resin. The higher
functionality of the AM–POSS, compared to the original crosslinker it replaced, also contributed to the
conservation of the crosslinking density, although the degree of curing decreased as more AM–POSS
was added to the system.

The addition of a significant amount of POSS to the nanocomposites did not compromise excellent
shape memory properties. Above Tg, EP–EPOSS SMPs showed higher storage modulus, i.e., elasticity
values, compared to AM–EPOSS. As a result, EP–EPOSS exhibited lower shape fixity values than
AM–EPOSS SMPs. EP–EPOSS SMPs had higher crosslinking density and, hence, they exhibited a
higher shape recovery than AM–EPOSS SMPs. Both types of EPOSS SMPs showed a certain decrease
in recovery speed with the increased POSS content. This is due to an increase of the number of POSS
molecules dispersed in the matrix as molecular fillers, which served as effective chain barriers. It is
also assumed that the recovery speed of AM–EPOSS SMPs is higher than EP–EPOSS due to its chain
structure. It is suggested that the lower amount of chemical bonding and higher amount of physical
crosslinking in AM–EPOSS resulted in lower free volume and better thermal properties compared
to EP–EPOSS.

This work presents novel nanocomposite materials with a high content of POSS and effective means
to control the SME triggering temperature. It is shown that by choosing a specific POSS type and content,
the mechanical properties, either below or above Tg, can be enhanced. Such nanocomposites with high
silicon content and excellent shape memory properties are promising candidates for SMP-based space
deployable mechanisms.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.I.B., N.E., R.V.; methodology, A.I.B., N.E., R.V.; formal analysis, A.I.B.;
investigation, A.I.B.; project administration, R.V.; resources R.V., N.E., I.G.; writing—original draft preparation,
A.I.B.; writing—review and editing, R.V., A.B., I.G., N.E.; funding acquisition, I.G., R.V.; visualization, A.I.B.;
supervision, R.V., N.E. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Israeli Department of Defense, grant number 4441029211.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank E.R. Wallach and N. Moshe for their technical support.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Crisp, N.H.; Smith, K.L.; Hollingsworth, P.M. An integrated design methodology for the deployment of
constellations of small satellites. Aeronaut. J. 2019, 123, 1193–1215. [CrossRef]

2. Liu, Y.; Du, H.; Liu, L.; Leng, J. Shape memory polymers and their composites in aerospace applications:
A review. Smart Mater. Struct. 2014, 23, 23001. [CrossRef]

3. Sun, J.; Guan, Q.; Liu, Y.; Leng, J. Morphing aircraft based on smart materials and structures: A state-of-the-art
review. J. Intell. Mater. Syst. Struct. 2016, 27, 2289–2312. [CrossRef]

4. Margoy, D.; Gouzman, I.; Grossman, E.; Bolker, A.; Eliaz, N.; Verker, R. Epoxy-based shape memory composite
for space applications. Acta Astronaut. 2020. Available online: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro (accessed on
26 August 2020). [CrossRef]

5. Tobushi, H.; Hayashi, S.; Sugimoto, Y.; Date, K. Two-way bending properties of shape memory composite
with SMA and SMP. Materials 2009, 2, 1180–1192. [CrossRef]

6. Zheng, X.; Zhou, S.; Li, X.; Weng, J. Shape memory properties of poly(d,l-lactide)/hydroxyapatite composites.
Biomaterials 2006, 27, 4288–4295. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/aer.2019.57
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/23/2/023001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1045389X16629569
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro.2020.08.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma2031180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2006.03.043


Molecules 2020, 25, 4203 16 of 19

7. Wang, W.; Liu, Y.; Leng, J. Recent developments in shape memory polymer nanocomposites: Actuation
methods and mechanisms. Coord. Chem. Rev. 2016, 320, 38–52. [CrossRef]

8. Liu, T.; Zhou, T.; Yao, Y.; Zhang, F.; Liu, L.; Liu, Y.; Leng, J. Stimulus methods of multi-functional shape
memory polymer nanocomposites: A review. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2017, 100, 20–30. [CrossRef]

9. Hager, M.D.; Bode, S.; Weber, C.; Schubert, U.S. Shape memory polymers: Past, present and future
developments. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2015, 49–50, 3–33. [CrossRef]

10. Liu, C.; Qin, H.; Mather, P.T. Review of progress in shape-memory polymers. J. Mater. Chem. 2007, 17,
1543–1558. [CrossRef]

11. Lin, J.; Knoll, C.F.; Willey, C. Shape memory rigidizable inflatable (RI) structures for large space systems
applications. Paper AIAA 2006-1896. In Proceedings of the 47th AIAA/ASME/ASCE/AHS/ASC Structures,
Structural Dynamics, and Materials Conference, Newport, RI, USA, 1–4 May 2006.

12. Liu, Y.; Leng, J. Applications of shape-memory polymers in aerospace. In Shape-Memory Polymers and
Multifunctional Composites; Du, S., Leng, J., Eds.; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2010; Chapter 8;
pp. 233–264.

13. Lendlein, A.; Kelch, S. Shape-memory polymers. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2002, 41, 2034–2057. [CrossRef]
14. Hu, J.; Zhu, Y.; Huang, H.; Lu, J. Recent advances in shape–memory polymers: Structure, mechanism,

functionality, modeling and applications. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2012, 37, 1720–1763. [CrossRef]
15. Meng, H.; Li, G. A review of stimuli-responsive shape memory polymer composites. Polymer 2013, 54,

2199–2221. [CrossRef]
16. Zhao, Q.; Jerry, H.; Xie, T. Recent progress in shape memory polymer: New behavior, enabling materials and

mechanistic understanding. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2015, 49, 79–120. [CrossRef]
17. Li, J.; Duan, Q.; Zhang, E.; Wang, J. Applications of shape memory polymers in kinetic buildings. Adv. Mater.

Sci. Eng. 2018, 4, 1–13. [CrossRef]
18. Raimondo, M.; Guadagno, L.; Speranza, V.; Bonnaud, L.; Dubois, P.; Lafdi, K. Multifunctional graphene/POSS

epoxy resin tailored for aircraft lightning strike protection. Compos. Part B Eng. 2018, 140, 44–56. [CrossRef]
19. Jin, F.-L.; Li, X.; Park, S.-J. Synthesis and application of epoxy resins: A review. J. Ind. Eng. Chem. 2015, 29,

1–11. [CrossRef]
20. Mishra, K.; Gidley, D.; Singh, R.P. Influence of self-assembled compliant domains on the polymer network

and mechanical properties of POSS-epoxy nanocomposites under cryogenic conditions. Europ. Polym. J.
2019, 116, 283–290. [CrossRef]

21. Laikhtman, A.; Gouzman, I.; Verker, R.; Grossman, E.; Pippin, H.G. Atomic oxygen and UV irradiation
effects on fluorosilicone rubber: Comparison of RF plasma and in-flight exposure. High Perf. Polym. 2008, 20,
447–460. [CrossRef]

22. Wang, X.; Zhao, X.; Wang, M.; Shen, Z. An experimental study on improving the atomic oxygen resistance of
epoxy resin/silica nanocomposites. Polym. Eng. Sci. 2007, 47, 1156–1162. [CrossRef]

23. Grossman, E.; Gouzman, I. Space environment effects on polymers in low earth orbit. Nucl. Instrum. Meth.
Phys. Res. Sect. B 2003, 208, 48–57. [CrossRef]

24. Packirisamy, S.; Schwam, D.; Litt, M.H. Atomic oxygen resistant coatings for low earth orbit space structures.
J. Mater. Sci. 1995, 30, 308–320. [CrossRef]

25. Choi, C.; Kim, Y.; Sathish Kumar, S.K.; Kim, C.-G. Enhanced resistance to atomic oxygen of OG POSS/epoxy
nanocomposites. Compos. Struct. 2018, 202, 959–966. [CrossRef]

26. Rivera Lopez, M.Y.; Lambas, J.M.; Stacey, J.P.; Gamage, S.; Suliga, A.; Viquerat, A.; Scarpa, F.; Hamerton, I.
Development of cycloaliphatic epoxy-POSS nanocomposite matrices with enhanced resistance to atomic
oxygen. Molecules 2020, 25, 1483. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Verker, R.; Grossman, E.; Eliaz, N. Erosion of POSS-polyimide films under hypervelocity impact and atomic
oxygen: The role of mechanical properties at elevated temperatures. Acta Mater. 2009, 57, 1112–1119. [CrossRef]

28. Verker, R.; Grossman, E.; Gouzman, I.; Eliaz, N. POSS-polyimide nanocomposite films: Simulated
hypervelocity space debris and atomic oxygen effects. High. Perform. Polym. 2008, 20, 475–491. [CrossRef]

29. Gouzman, I.; Grossman, E.; Verker, R.; Atar, N.; Bolker, A.; Eliaz, N. Advances in polyimide-based materials
for space applications. Adv. Mater. 2019, 31, 1807738. [CrossRef]

30. Wu, J.; Mather, P.T. POSS polymers: Physical properties and biomaterials applications. Polym. Rev. 2009, 49,
25–63. [CrossRef]

31. Lichtenhan, J.D.; Pielichowski, K.; Blanco, I. POSS-Based Polymers. Polymers 2019, 11, 1727. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2016.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2017.04.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2015.04.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b615954k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3773(20020617)41:12&lt;2034::AID-ANIE2034&gt;3.0.CO;2-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2012.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2013.02.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2015.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/7453698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.12.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2015.03.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2019.02.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0954008308089708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pen.20659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-583X(03)00640-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00354390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2018.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules25071483
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32218256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2008.10.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0954008308089710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201807738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15583720802656237
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym11101727


Molecules 2020, 25, 4203 17 of 19

32. Dodiuk, H.; Kenig, S.; Blinsky, I.; Dotan, A.; Buchman, A. Nanotailoring of epoxy adhesives by polyhedral-
oligomeric-sil-sesquioxanes (POSS). Int. J. Adhes. Adhes. 2005, 25, 211–218. [CrossRef]

33. Blanco, I. The Rediscovery of POSS: A Molecule Rather than a Filler. Polymers 2018, 10, 904. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

34. Brunsvold, A.L.; Minton, T.K.; Gouzman, I.; Grossman, E.; Gonzalez, R. An investigation of the resistance of
polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane polyimide to atomic-oxygen attack. High. Perform. Polym. 2004, 16,
303–318. [CrossRef]

35. Pistor, V.; Ornaghi, F.G.; Ornaghi Jr, H.L.; Zattera, A.J. Degradation kinetic of epoxy nanocomposites
containing different percentage of epoxycyclohexyl—POSS. Polym. Compos. 2012, 33, 1224–1232. [CrossRef]
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43. Matějka, L.; Murias, P.; Pleštil, J. Effect of POSS on thermomechanical properties of epoxy–POSS
nanocomposites. Eur. Polym. J. 2012, 48, 260–274. [CrossRef]

44. Pistor, V.; Soares, B.G.; Mauler, R.S. Influence of the polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane
n-phenylaminopropyl-POSS in the thermal stability and the glass transition temperature of epoxy resin.
Polímeros 2013, 23, 331–338. [CrossRef]

45. Pistor, V.; Soares, B.G.; Mauler, R.S. Influence of different concentrations of n-phenylaminopropyl–POSS on
the thermodynamic fragility of the cured epoxy resin. Polymer 2013, 54, 2292–2298. [CrossRef]

46. Longhi, M.; Pistor, V.; Pandolphi Zini, L.; Jonko Birriel, E.; Raquel Kunst, S.; Zattera, A.J. Influence of the
functionality of polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane-POSS containing glycidyl groups on the dispersion
and interaction with epoxy nanocomposites. Polym. Compos. 2016, 38, 229–236. [CrossRef]

47. Longhi, M.; Pistor, V.; Zini, L.P.; Kunst, S.R.; Zattera, A.J. Influence of functionality of polyhedral oligomeric
silsesquioxane (POSS) dispersed in epoxy resin for application in hybrid coating. Mater. Sci. Forum 2017, 899,
278–282. [CrossRef]

48. Mishra, K.; Pandey, G.; Singh, R.P. Enhancing the mechanical properties of an epoxy resin using polyhedral
oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS) as nano-reinforcement. Polym. Test. 2017, 62, 210–218. [CrossRef]

49. Mishra, K.; Singh, R.P. Quantitative evaluation of the effect of dispersion techniques on the mechanical
properties of polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS)-epoxy nanocomposites. Polym. Compos. 2018, 39,
2445–2453. [CrossRef]

50. Mishra, K.; Babu, L.K.; Dhakal, D.; Lamichhane, P.; Vaidyanathan, R.K. The effect of solvent on the mechanical
properties of polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS)–epoxy nanocomposites. SN Appl. Sci. 2019, 1,
898. [CrossRef]

51. Xie, T.; Rousseau, I.A. Facile tailoring of thermal transition temperatures of epoxy shape memory polymers.
Polymer 2009, 50, 1852–1856. [CrossRef]

52. Cicala, G.; Blanco, I.; Latteri, A.; Ognibene, G.; Agatino Bottino, F.; Fragalà, M.E. PES/POSS soluble veils as
advanced modifiers for multifunctional fiber reinforced composites. Polymers 2017, 9, 281. [CrossRef]

53. Zhang, Y.; Li, L.; Nie, K.; Zheng, S. Thermomechanical, surface and shape memory properties of thermosetting
blends of epoxy with Poly (ethylene oxide): An impact of POSS microdomain formation. Mater. Chem. Phys.
2020, 240, 122183. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijadhadh.2004.07.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym10080904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30960829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0954008304044121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.22181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ma048448y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.10494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.25746
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/096739110801600802
http://dx.doi.org/10.3144/expresspolymlett.2008.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2008.07.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2010.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2011.11.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.4322/polimeros.2013.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2013.03.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.23991
http://dx.doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.899.278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymertesting.2017.06.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.24744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s42452-019-0918-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2009.02.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym9070281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2019.122183


Molecules 2020, 25, 4203 18 of 19

54. Chang, P.; Xu, S.; Zhao, B.; Zheng, S. A design of shape memory networks of poly(ε-caprolactone)s via
POSS-POSS interactions. Polym. Adv. Technol. 2018, 30, 713–725. [CrossRef]

55. Yang, P.; Zhu, G.; Shen, X.; Yan, X.; Nie, J. Poly(ε-caprolactone)-based shape memory polymers crosslinked
by polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane. RSC Adv. 2016, 6, 90212–90219. [CrossRef]

56. Gu, S.Y.; Gao, X.F. Improved shape memory performance of star-shaped POSS-polylactide based
polyurethanes (POSS-PLAUs). RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 90209–90216. [CrossRef]

57. Cao, Y.; Xu, S.; Li, L.; Zheng, S. Physically cross-linked networks of POSS-capped poly (acrylate amide) s:
Synthesis, morphologies, and shape memory behaviour. J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 2017, 55, 587–600.
[CrossRef]

58. Chatterjee, T.; Naskar, K. Thermo-sensitive shape memory polymer nanocomposite based on polyhedral
oligomeric silsesquioxane (POSS) filled polyolefins. Polym. Plast. Technol. Eng. 2019, 58, 630–640. [CrossRef]

59. Kazemi, F.; Sadeghi, G.M.M.; Kazemi, H.R. Synthesis and evaluation of the effect of structural parameters
on recovery rate of shape memory polyurethane-POSS nanocomposites. Eur. Polym. J. 2019, 114, 446–451.
[CrossRef]

60. Lascano, D.; Quiles-Carrillo, L.; Torres-Giner, S.; Boronat, T.; Montanes, N. Optimization of the curing and
post-curing conditions for the manufacturing of partially bio-based epoxy resins with improved toughness.
Polymers 2019, 11, 1354. [CrossRef]

61. Bandzierz, K.; Reuvekamp, L.; Dryzek, J.; Dierkes, W.; Blume, A.; Bielinski, D. Influence of network structure
on glass transition temperature of elastomers. Materials 2016, 9, 607. [CrossRef]

62. Blanco, I.; Abate, L.; Bottino, F.A. Mono substituted octaphenyl POSSs: The effects of substituents on thermal
properties and solubility. Thermochim. Acta 2017, 655, 117–123. [CrossRef]

63. Celikbag, Y.; Robinson, T.J.; Via, B.K.; Adhikari, S.; Auad, M.L. Pyrolysis oil substituted epoxy resin: Improved
ratio optimization and crosslinking efficiency. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2015, 132, 42239. [CrossRef]

64. Wang, X.; Gillham, J.K. Competitive primary amine/epoxy and secondary amine/epoxy reactions: Effect on
the isothermal time-to-vitrify. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 1991, 43, 2267–2277. [CrossRef]

65. Zheng, N.; Fang, G.; Cao, Z.; Zhao, Q.; Xie, T. High strain epoxy shape memory polymer. Polym. Chem. 2015,
6, 3046–3053. [CrossRef]

66. Joshi, V.; Srividhya, M.; Dubey, M.; Ghosh, A.K.; Saxena, A. Effect of functionalization on dispersion of
POSS-silicone rubber nanocomposites. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2013, 130, 92–99. [CrossRef]

67. Catalán-Toledo, J.; Nenen, A.; Vallejos, G.A.; Oyarzun-Ampuero, F.; Shibue, T.; Nishide, H.; Moreno-Villoslada, I.
A simple and green methodology to assemble poly (4-vinylpyridine) and a sulfonated azo-dye for obtaining
stable polymeric nanoparticles. Polymer 2018, 158, 289–296. [CrossRef]

68. Moreno-Villoslada, I.; González, F.; Rivera, L.; Hess, S.; Rivas, B.L.; Shibue, T.; Nishide, H. Aromatic−
aromatic interaction between 2,3,5-Triphenyl-2H-tetrazolium chloride and poly (sodium 4-styrenesulfonate).
J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 6146–6150. [CrossRef]

69. Edwards, S.F.; Takano, H.; Terentjev, E.M. Dynamic mechanical response of polymer networks. J. Chem. Phys.
2000, 113, 5531–5538. [CrossRef]

70. Kourki, H.; Mortezaei, M.; Navid Famili, M.H. Filler networking in the highly nanofilled systems.
J. Thermoplast. Compos. Mater. 2016, 29, 1047–1063. [CrossRef]

71. Lee, A.; Lichtenhan, J.D. Viscoelastic responses of polyhedral oligosilsesquioxane reinforced epoxy systems.
Macromolecules 1998, 31, 4970–4974. [CrossRef]

72. Pan, R.; Shanks, R.; Yang, Q.; Luo, H. Critical role of tetrasilanolphenyl–POSS moieties in competing
mechanism of rigid cages and soft segments and its effect on the glass transition temperature of epoxy
hybrids. Comp. Mater. Sci. 2018, 152, 78–84. [CrossRef]

73. Pistor, V.; Soares, B.G.; Mauler, R.S. Influence of different percentages of N-phenylaminopropyl-poss on the
degradation kinetic of epoxy resin. Polym. Compos. 2012, 33, 1437–1444. [CrossRef]

74. Sombatsompop, N.; Wood, A.K. Measurement of thermal conductivity of polymers using an improved Lee’s
Disc apparatus. Polym. Test. 1997, 16, 203–223. [CrossRef]

75. Hexion Corporation, EPON™ Resin 826-Technical Data Sheet, 2005. Available online: https://www.hexion.
com/CustomServices/PDFDownloader.aspx?type=tds&pid=f0b7842c-5814-6fe3-ae8a-ff0300fcd525 (accessed
on 13 September 2020).

76. Huntsman Corporation, The JEFFAMINE Polyetheramines-Huntsman, 2017. Available online: https:
//pdf4pro.com/view/the-jeffamine-polyetheramines-huntsman-24de09.html (accessed on 13 September 2020).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pat.4509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6RA20431G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA14742E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.24303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03602559.2018.1493127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2018.12.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym11081354
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma9070607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2017.06.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.42239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.1991.070431216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5PY00172B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.39112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2018.09.062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp071782m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1290134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0892705714556830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ma9800764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2018.05.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.22271
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0142-9418(96)00043-8
https://www.hexion.com/CustomServices/PDFDownloader.aspx?type=tds&pid=f0b7842c-5814-6fe3-ae8a-ff0300fcd525
https://www.hexion.com/CustomServices/PDFDownloader.aspx?type=tds&pid=f0b7842c-5814-6fe3-ae8a-ff0300fcd525
https://pdf4pro.com/view/the-jeffamine-polyetheramines-huntsman-24de09.html
https://pdf4pro.com/view/the-jeffamine-polyetheramines-huntsman-24de09.html


Molecules 2020, 25, 4203 19 of 19

77. Hybrid Plastics, AM7C81.02 (70 wt% AM0281 in 30 wt% PGMEA), 2018. Available online: https://hybridplastics.
com/product/am0281-n-phenylaminopropyl-poss-cage-mixture (accessed on 13 September 2020).

78. Hybrid Plastics, EP0409-Glycidyl POSS Cage Mixture, 2018. Available online: https://hybridplastics.com/

product/ep0409-glycidyl-poss-cage-mixture/ (accessed on 13 September 2020).
79. Lee, W.I.; Loos, A.C.; Springer, G.S. Heat of reaction, degree of cure, and viscosity of Hercules 3501-6 resin.

J. Compos. Mater. 1982, 16, 510–520. [CrossRef]
80. Iijima, T.; Yoshioka, N.; Tomoi, M. Effect of cross-link density on modification of epoxy resins with reactive

acrylic elastomers. Eur. Polym. J. 1992, 28, 573–581. [CrossRef]
81. Ruiz, Q.; Pourchet, S.; Placet, V.; Plasseraud, L.; Boni, G. New eco-friendly synthesized thermosets from

isoeugenol-based epoxy resins. Polymers 2020, 12, 229. [CrossRef]
82. Rousseau, I.A.; Xie, T. Shape memory epoxy: Composition, structure, properties and shape memory performances.

J. Mater. Chem. 2010, 20, 3431–3441. [CrossRef]
83. Li, F.; Qi, L.; Yang, J.; Xu, M.; Luo, X.; Ma, D. Polyurethane/conducting carbon black composites: Structure,

electric conductivity, strain recovery behavior, and their relationships. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2000, 75, 68–77.
[CrossRef]

Sample Availability: Samples are not available from the authors.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

https://hybridplastics.com/product/am0281-n-phenylaminopropyl-poss-cage-mixture
https://hybridplastics.com/product/am0281-n-phenylaminopropyl-poss-cage-mixture
https://hybridplastics.com/product/ep0409-glycidyl-poss-cage-mixture/
https://hybridplastics.com/product/ep0409-glycidyl-poss-cage-mixture/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/002199838201600605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0014-3057(92)90025-W
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym12010229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b923394f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4628(20000103)75:1&lt;68::AID-APP8&gt;3.0.CO;2-I
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Curing and Post-Curing Conditions 
	Mechanical and Thermomechanical Properties 
	Shape Memory Properties 

	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Epoxy and EPOSS Preparation 
	Characterization Methods 
	Shape Memory Properties 

	Conclusions 
	References

