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Abstract. The thermal and reaction to fire characteristics of a flame retardant unsaturated polyester (UP) ternary system are
presented here. Thermal gravimetric analysis showed an improved thermal stability between 200–600°C with the addition
of ammonium polyphosphate (APP) and aluminium trihydroxide (ATH) formulation. Cone calorimetry tests indicated that
ATH is more efficient than calcium carbonate at delaying the ignition time, lowering the carbon monoxide yield and lowering the peak heat release (PHRR). However the addition of APP and ATH to the formulation failed to demonstrate any
significant synergistic effect at reducing the PHRR.
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1. Introduction
Unsaturated polyester resins (UP) are extremely
versatile in terms of their properties and applications and have been a popular thermosetting resin
for glass-fibre reinforced plastics (GRP) [1]. This
matrix material has been used for many years in
broad technology fields such as naval, offshore
applications, automotive and construction industries. The reinforcement of polyesters has been traditionally with glass fibres. Recent studies replacing the traditional fibres with various cellulosic
fibre reinforcements have shown promising results.
These systems meet the environmental credentials
without losing the characteristic properties of composite materials [2–4]. However despite the numerous advantages that polymeric materials provide to
society in everyday life, there is an obvious disadvantage related to the high flammability of many

polymers. Fire can be broken down into their constituent fire hazards: ignitability, ease of extinction,
heat release rate, flame spread, smoke obstruction
and smoke toxicity [5–7].
According to fire statistics, more than 12 million
fires break out every year in the United States,
Europe, Russia and China killing some 166 000
people and injuring several hundreds of thousands.
Calculating the direct losses and costs for these
countries is difficult, but $500 million per annum is
an estimate based on some national data [8]. Therefore, in the pursuit of improved approaches to
flame retardancy (FR) of polymers, a wide variety
of concerns must be addressed. Competing with
expensive flame retardant polymers as well as
reducing the overall cost of the final product
demands that the FR’s are kept at a reasonable cost.
This limits the solutions to the problem primarily to

*Corresponding author, e-mail: d.hapuarachchi qmul.ac.uk
@
© BME-PT

743

Hapuarachchi and Peijs – eXPRESS Polymer Letters Vol.3, No.11 (2009) 743–751

additive type approaches. These additives must be
easily processable with the polymer, must not
excessively degrade the other performance properties, and must not create environmental problems in
terms of recycling or disposal. Traditional systems
such as brominated FR’s (e.g. Hexabromocyclododecane (HBCD)) which has been used in many
polymers including unsaturated polyester to prevent flame spread, but have significant disadvantages of producing dense smoke and corrosive
combustion by-products which can have a negative
impact on the environment. Another commonly
used filler is alumina trihydrate or aluminium trihydroxide (ATH), which is looked upon as a ‘greener’
FR. The effectiveness of this flame retardant tends
to be limited since relatively large amounts of the
filler are needed for adequate flame retardancy
(>60 wt%), which has a detrimental effect on the
processing and as well as possible alterations to the
mechanical properties of the final product. Some
previous studies have shown improved flame retardancy of thermoplastic systems based on improving the effect of ATH in combination with other FR
fillers such as nitrogen rich melamine [9]. Also,
there has been some research carried out using
combinations of aluminum trihydroxide together
with ammonium polyphosphate (APP) in different
polymer systems [10]. These studies resulted in
some synergistic or antagonistic behaviour with
respect to reducing the flammability of the polymer. To date, these two fillers have not been used
together in a UP system. Therefore the purpose of
this work is to carry out thermal and cone calorimetry studies on unsaturated polyester resin with ATH
in combination with APP to create a flame retardant ternary system.

2. Materials and specimen preparation
This study consisted of bench scale fire testing a set
of flame retardant unsaturated polyester specimens.
The unsaturated polyester resin (UP) used was a
P17 (ortho resin) from Reichhold Organic Chemicals Ltd. A non-flame retardant specimen consisting of 50 wt% calcium carbonate (CaCO3)
(~200 phr) supplied by Omya UK was prepared.
The flame retardant fillers used were aluminum trihydroxide (OL104) from Albemarle Corporation
and Exolit™ ammonium polyphosphate from Clariant. An unfilled unsaturated polyester specimen

Table 1. UP formulations studied in this investigation
Specimens (weight percentage)
Unsaturated Polyester Resin (UP)
+50wt% Calcium Carbonate (CaCO3)
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+15wt% APP

was also produced as a control specimen. To prepare the specimens, the fillers were dispersed in the
UP under excessive shear mixing using a High
Speed Mechanical Mixing (HSMM) Citenco, FHP
Motors LC9 with four blades. The formulation was
mixed for 5 min at 3000 rpm. The specimens were
cured in an open steel mould with dimensions of
100×100 mm. The formulations (Table 1) were
prepared and cured for 10 min at 140°C in an air
circulated oven.

3. Experimental procedures
3.1. Cone calorimetry
All the tests for this study were conducted in the
horizontal orientation. An irradiance of 50 kW/m2
was used. Ignition was spark induced; specimens
were run without a retainer frame and in triplicate
and averaged.

3.2. Thermal analysis
Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) was carried out
using TA Instruments Q500 TGA at a heating rate
of 10°C/min under air and nitrogen rich atmospheres; with a gas flow rate of 20 ml/min. In each
case, specimens of approximately 5 mg were positioned in a platinum pan. Differential scanning
calorimetry (DSC) analysis was carried out using
Mettler Toledo DSC822e and closed aluminum
pans with a pierced hole in the cover. Thermal
scans were run from 30–350°C at 10°C/min with
specimen masses averaging 5 mg, in air.

4. Results and discussion
4.1. Cone calorimetry
Inorganic hydroxide flame retardant additives
decompose when heated, releasing water in the
vapour phase of combustion (pyrolysis stage). As
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Table 2. The delay in the time to ignition (TTI) for the FR
UP specimens
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+15wt% APP

TTI [s]
07
08
20
22
24
26
27
30

this elimination of water results in an endothermic
reaction, heat is removed from the substrate. This
removal of heat slows down the decomposition of
the substrate, which is indicated by the delay in
time to ignition (TTI) (Table 2) and also the reduction in heat release rate (Figure 1).
This phenomenon allows the substrate to remain
below its ignition temperature for the duration of
the hydroxide decomposition process. Literature
reports that the largest of the commercially used
inorganic hydroxides absorbs between 1000 and
1500 J/g of energy during decomposition [11].
Although other references may cite different values
for this parameter, the apparent discrepancies
should not be of great concern, as they are relative.
The values obtained depend on the type of equipment used to measure the endothermic response,
the heating rate used, the sample size, particle size,
crystal morphology, the method of sample preparation and the temperature range used in the determination. The addition of the fillers within the UP
shows a delay in ignition times. Interference of the
flame is due to the decomposition mechanisms of
the individual fillers which are shown by the TGA
and DSC thermograms, which will be discussed
later. Cone calorimeter tests have been performed

to estimate the reaction to fire of the flame retardant
UP systems. Many reactions to fire parameters
were determined, such as the time to ignition, the
heat release rate, mass loss behaviour and the
smoke production over time. In this study, tests
were carried out at 50 kW/m2 heat flux, which in
the cone calorimeter is considered to represent a
well developed fire [12]. The time to ignition data
for the tested UP formulations is shown in Table 2.
A marked improvement can be seen in the ATH
filled formulations compared to unfilled ones with
respect to delaying the ignition time. The UP had a
TTI of 7 seconds and combusted violently with a
large flame during testing. As the loading of ATH
increases the TTI was prolonged.
The ATH starts to break down in the temperature
range of 180–200°C, conversion to aluminium
oxide taking place in an endothermic reaction with
release of water vapour. As a result of the endothermic breakdown, the UP is cooled, and thus fewer
pyrolysis products are formed. The water vapour
liberated has a diluting effect in the gas phase and
forms an oxygen displacing protecting layer over
the condensed phase [13].
Table 3 reports a PHRR of 836 kW/m2 for the
unfilled UP. This was reduced to 289 kW/m2 with
the introduction of CaCO3, which is thought to
occur for two reason; (i) more of the UP volume
had been replaced by the filler, thus simply reducing the amount of combustible material present and
(ii) when CaCO3 decomposes it releases CO2 which
is thought to form around the flame front and thus
diluting the combustion mixture [14].
As the ATH loading increased from 30 to 50 wt%
the PHRR decreased from 337 to 244 kW/m2,
respectively. Inorganic hydroxides are generally
used at levels of 50 wt% or more to attain the flame
retardant results required. In this study 50 wt% was
the maximum loading that could be achieved due to
Table 3. The peak heat release rate (PHRR) and total heat
release (THR) of the FR UP specimens
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt%ATH+15wt% APP

Figure 1. The reduction in heat release rate profile for the
FR UP specimens
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PHRR
[kW/m2]
836
289
337
319
244
240
230
221

THR
[MJ/m2]
080
085
116
113
107
105
093
090
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very high shear forces needed to disperse the highly
viscous mixture. The results show that the calcium
carbonate had a positive effect in reducing the
PHRR. This was thought to be due to fuel replacement. The ATH reduced the PHRR further, the
endothermic and water liberating effect reduced the
combustion of the specimen. This was evident from
PHRR for 50 wt% ATH and 50 wt% CaCO3 loaded
UP specimens, which were 224 and 289 kW/m2
respectively. The addition of APP also reduced the
PHRR. A formulation with the maximum ATH
loading of 50 wt% was chosen to formulate three
specimens with 5, 10 and 15 wt% APP, the PHRR
were 240, 230 and 221 kW/m2, respectively. Again
the explanation for this reduction could be due to
more inorganic filler being introduced into the resin
thus less UP being available for combustion. However research by Levchik et al. [15] and Shen et al.
[16] have shown a reaction between ATH and APP.
Ammonium polyphosphate, a well known component of intumescent flame retardants is considered
a shield coating precursor because of the formation
of a continuous cross linked vitreous phase called
ultraphosphate during thermal decomposition [17].
Whereas aluminium trihydroxide on thermal
decomposition undergoes endothermic dehydration
releasing water to the gas phase with the in situ formation of a thermally stable ceramic material alumina (Al2O3).
The formation of an Al2O3 surface layer acts in a
similar way to an intumescent flame retardant
whereby it shields the heat and mass transfer
between the unsaturated polyester and the flame.
The flame retardant effectiveness of ATH is however detrimental to the mechanical properties (not
tested here), i.e. high loadings generally ≥ 50 wt%
are necessary to reach a suitable flame retardant
effect but results in a dense and brittle material [18,
19]. The combined use of ATH and APP was studied aiming at a more thermally stable P–Al–O surface coating instead of the P–O, bringing together
film forming action of ultraphosphate with thermal
stability of Al2O3 to improve high temperature surface protection of the polymer. Table 3 shows the
total heat release (THR). Unfilled UP had a THR of
80 MJ/m2, which increased for the specimen with
the addition of ATH and APP. The total heat
release is calculated by integrating the area underneath the HRR vs. Time curve. Due to the FR’s
prolonging the burn time for the specimens results

in the slight increase in THR. Zhang et al. [20] proposed a correction factor based on theoretical
analysis of taking account of the effective heat of
combustion of the filler and polymer separately
then multiple it with the individual mass loss rates.
They suggested that if this correction factor was
taken into consideration in their study, then the
THR for a PP specimen loaded with 70 wt. % ATH
would have been 6.5% lower. Nevertheless the
most significant predictor of fire hazard is the heat
release rate; therefore the rate at which heat is
released is of more interest than the total amount
[21, 22]. An increasing burn time is indicative of
the FR additive impeding or hindering the combustion process. Also in general the most important
factor in evaluating a material is the peak heat
release rate (PHRR) as this signifies the time at
which the material evolves the maximum amount
of heat into the surrounding, this can give a crude
indication of the time available to escape the fire
before flashover (the near simultaneous ignition of
all combustible material in an enclosed area). The
unfilled UP reaches its PHRR of 836 kW/m2 in
96 seconds and the 50 wt% ATH+15 wt% APP
system reached its PHRR in 76 seconds but this
was only 221 kW/m2 which is almost 4 times lower
than the unfilled UP.
Table 4 shows the time to peak effective heat of
combustion (EHC) and average EHC for the specimens tested. The EHC is calculated from the THR
and total mass loss, which was reduced from an
overall average of 20.79 to 18.81 MJ/kg for the
unfilled UP and 50 wt% ATH+15 wt% APP system, respectively. This is an indication of the combustion mechanism being interfered with, most
likely in the vapour phase by the FR mechanisms of
the aluminum trihydroxide and ammonium polyTable 4. The delay in time to peak effective heat of combustion (EHC) and the reduction in average EHC
of the FR UP specimens
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5 wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10 wt% APP
+50wt%ATH+15 wt%APP
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Time to
peak EHC
[s]
236
470
600
639
652
672
728
874

Average
EHC
[MJ/kg]
20.79
20.86
19.92
19.44
19.28
19.08
18.91
18.81
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Table 5. The delay in the time to peak specific extinction
area (SEA) for the FR UP specimens
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+15wt% APP

Time to peak SEA [s]
136
420
645
668
680
712
720
730

phosphate. Also, the time to peak EHC was
delayed, which shows that the combustion is being
hindered by the flame retardant mechanisms. The
results of the smoke parameter measurements made
in the cone calorimeter can be expressed in a number of different forms. Table 5 displays the time to
peak specific extinction area (SEA), which is the
total obstruction area of smoke produced, divided
by the total mass loss during the burn.
The shift in the time to peak is most likely to be due
to the FR formulations generating a protective
charred layer which prevents volatiles and smoke
evolving from the specimen’s surface. Another
important smoke measurement is the average
smoke production release (SPR). The SPR is the
area of obscuration produced per second. Figure 2
illustrates the effect of FR fillers on reducing the
average SPR from 0.06 to 0.04 m2/s for the unfilled
UP and 50 wt% ATH+15 wt% APP specimens,
respectively. Table 6 lists the total smoke release
(TSR) and total smoke production (TSP). The rise
in these two properties is indicative of incomplete
combustion. This smouldering (flameless combustion) effect results in a longer burn time which,
allows for more smoke and soot debris to accumulate which is especially important here due to the
high degree of aromatic content (especially the
styrene) in the unsaturated polyester resin [23].
The gas products released by a decomposing polymer substrate depend on the chemical nature of the

Figure 2. The effect on the smoke production release
(SPR) of the FR UP specimens

organic constituents, oxygen availability, and temperature of the fire. Table 6 also displays the mean
carbon monoxide yield (COY) in kg/kg. The mean
COY is seen to be inversely proportional to the
TSR and TSP. The theory behind this is that more
carbon monoxide is liberated at a higher decomposition temperature in the UP. Cunliffe et al. [24]
carried out this work on the pyrolysis behaviour of
various polymers including unsaturated polyester.
The generation of carbon oxides would be expected
from the breakdown of ester bonds within the resin.
The higher pyrolysis temperatures caused by the
higher PHRR of the UP would result in more carbon monoxide to be evolved due to further cracking
of the polyester chains. While the types and
amounts can vary between materials, all polymers
release carbon monoxide and carbon dioxide [25,
26]. Carbon monoxide is a major safety concern
because it is lethal at a relatively low concentration,
with human death occurring within one hour at a
concentration of about 1500 ppm.

4.2. Thermal analysis
To examine the effect of FR's on the thermal stability and the decomposition behaviour, TGA data
under nitrogen and air atmospheres were determined and analysed. The TGA curve of aluminum

Table 6. The total smoke release (TSR) total smoke production (TSP) and carbon monoxide yield (COY) measurements
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+15wt% APP

TSR [m2/m2]
2172
3209
3442
3546
3811
3838
3914
3996
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TSP [m2]
21.7
32.1
34.4
35.5
38.1
38.4
39.1
39.5

Mean COY [kg/kg]
0.0311
0.0243
0.0237
0.0232
0.0216
0.0215
0.0213
0.0212
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Figure 3. The TGA thermogram of fillers used in the UP
formulations

trihydroxide (ATH) (Figure 3) which was heated to
900°C shows one main weight loss step at about
240°C which is due to endothermic release of its
35% water of crystallisation into the gas phase, this
leads to the in situ formation of a ceramic layer of
γ-Al2O3. Both the endothermic dehydration and the
formation of the ceramic layer are responsible for
the FR mechanism of inorganic hydroxides [27].
The TGA analysis carried out on ammonium
polyphosphate (APP) shows that the elimination of
ammonia and water starts at 190°C (maximum rate
of weight loss at 370°C) with transformation of linear crystalline APP into a vitreous crosslinked
ultraphosphate) which undergoes fragmentation to
volatile P2O5. Ammonia evolution from APP is
related to acidic sites formation involved in the
intumescence phenomenon. Calcium carbonate
(CaCO3) thermally decomposes at a much higher
temperature than the other two fillers. The single
decomposition step occurred at 800°C which indicates a higher thermal stability. Calcium carbonate
does not combust; it thermally decomposes and
converts through the following mechanism;
CaCO3→CaO+CO2. When CaCO3 is heated to
800°C it liberates CO2 and will thus become CaO.
Figure 4a and 4b show the results of the UP formulations test in the TGA under air and nitrogen
respectively. The formulations started to decompose at around 250°C due to the decomposition of
the resin system. The unsaturated polyester started
to decompose at 250°C, whereas the main weight
loss occurred between 300 and 400°C. During thermal decomposition, it is thought that the polystyrene cross-links started to decompose first which
was followed by volatilisation of the styrene. The
linear polyester portion undergoes scission. Ferreira et al. [28] have shown that during thermal

Figure 4. a) The effect of the various fillers and their combination on improving the thermal stability and
residual mass of UP, b) The effect of the various
fillers and their combination on improving the
thermal stability and residual mass of UP tested
in nitrogen

decomposition, volatiles are lost UP to 400°C while
above 400°C; it is solid phase oxidation reactions
that predominate. The 50 wt% CaCO3 specimen
demonstrated the best performance in terms of thermal stability when tested in air.
The ATH loaded specimens showed a marked
improvement in residual weight retention at temperatures above 600°C as the loading level
increase. This is thought to be due to the conversion
of Al(OH)3 to Al2O3 which is a thermally stable
engineering ceramic which possesses a melting
temperature of 2054°C. The addition of APP to the
formulation also increased the residual mass, which
was also observed for the cone calorimeter specimens (Table 7). It has been well documented that as
APP decomposes it dehydrates and converts into an
intumescent char; this could be the reason for the
extra residual mass. The ATH+APP specimens
which were run under nitrogen (Figure 4b) showed
no major differences to those which were tested in
air. Since the pyrolysis of polymers during fires are
characterised by anaerobe decomposition, it was
important to conduct the TGA tests in nitrogen as
748
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Table 7. The peak mass loss rate, residual mass and average specific mass loss for the FR UP specimens from the cone
calorimeter
Specimens
UP
+50wt% CaCO3
+30wt% ATH
+40wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH
+50wt% ATH+5wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+10wt% APP
+50wt% ATH+15wt% APP

Peak mass loss rate [g/s]
0.420
0.220
0.210
0.170
0.165
0.164
0.162
0.161

Residual mass [%]
06.8
36.7
17.7
18.7
25.1
26.7
28.4
28.8

Average specific mass loss [g/s·m2]
34.4
11.1
14.4
13.7
10.9
09.7
09.3
09.3

Figure 5. DSC thermogram of the unfilled fillers on their
own

Figure 6. DSC thermogram of the FR UP formulations

well as thermo-oxidative conditions. With respect
to char yields, the pure UP comprised of slight
more at the end of the run. However the most significant difference was with the CaCO3 specimen.
There was rapid decomposition after 400°C and
had only a 22% char yield whereas when tested in
air it held stable up to 800°C in which it ended with
a 55% char yield. The specimen not being able to
form a protective skin in the presence of a nitrogen
rich atmosphere was thought to be attributed to this
difference [29]. Figure 5 shows the energy absorption profile investigated by differential scanning
calorimetry (DSC) on the fillers. The aluminum trihydroxide absorbed the most significant amount of
thermal energy out of all the fillers. The ATH
underwent endothermic decomposition and
absorbed 978 J/g of thermal energy. However, the
other two fillers did not show any significant
endothermic effects. The DSC scan of APP showed
an endothermic process between 240 and 260°C
which corresponds to polymorphic transitions of
residual APP crystal structure form APP I to APP
form II, above which ammonia and water elimination begins at low rates as seen from TGA (Figure 6).
This process decreases the concentration of fuel
available for combustion and limits the amount of

heat being fed back into the surrounding polymer.
The result is a decrease in the mass burning rate for
the polymer. Figure 6 shows the heat sink effect
caused upon by the introduction of ATH into the
UP resin. The direct result of this and the evolution
of water vapour can be witnessed in Table 2 which
shows TTI data. As the ATH loading increases so
too does the time to combustion.

5. Conclusions
The purpose of this study was to observe any possible flame retardant improvements to commercial
unsaturated polyester using ‘greener’ non-toxic
flame retardants. The use of ATH in combination
with APP was expected to impart an improved
flame retardant effect in the UP system. A combination of both FR’s showed an improved ignition
delay time as well as decreases in the peak heat
release rate and carbon monoxide yield. However,
synergistic behaviour was not witnessed but instead
a mere fuel replacement effect on the role of the
fillers is more plausible. In general, synergism can
be defined as two or more components working
together to produce a result not obtainable by any
of the components independently. The polymer
used plays an important part in the effectiveness of

749

Hapuarachchi and Peijs – eXPRESS Polymer Letters Vol.3, No.11 (2009) 743–751

[10] Castrovinci A., Camino G., Drevelle C., Duquesne S.,
Magniez C.: Vouters M.: Ammonium polyphosphatealuminum trihydroxide antagonism in fire retarded
butadiene-styrene block copolymer. European Polymer Journal, 41, 2023–2033 (2005).
DOI: 10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2005.03.010
[11] Lyons J. W.: The chemistry and uses of fire retardants.
Wiley, USA (1987).
[12] Schartel B., Bartholmai M., Knoll U.: Some comments on the use of cone calorimeter data. Polymer
Degradation and Stability, 88, 540–547 (2005).
DOI: 10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2004.12.016
[13] Sobolev I., Woycheshin E. A.: Alumina trihydrate. in
‘Handbook of fillers for plastics’ (eds.: Katz H. S.,
Milewski J. V.) Van Nostrand Reinhold, New York,
292–310 (1987).
[14] Deodhar S., Shanmuganathan K., Patra P., Fan Q.,
Calvert P., Warner S., Nick C. W.: Polypropylene
based novel flame retardant nanocomposite compositions. in ‘Technical Papers in Composites 2006 Convention and Trade Show American Composite
Manufacturers Association. St Louis, USA’ p. 16
(2006).
[15] Levchik S. V., Camino G., Costa L.: Mechanism of
action of phosphorous-based flame retardants in
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ammonium polyphosphate. Journal of the American
Chemical Society, 91, 62–67 (1969).
DOI: 10.1021/ja01029a013
[17] Camino G., Luda M. P.: Mechanistic study on intumescence. in ‘Fire retardancy of polymers: The use of
intumescence’ (eds.: Le Bras M., Camino G., Bourbigot S., Delobel R.) Royal Society of Chemistry,
Cambridge, 48–63 (1998).
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(PE/ATH) and polyethylene/magnesium hydroxide
(PE/MH) composites with functionalized polyethylenes. Polymer, 74, 1193–1201 (2003).
DOI: 10.1016/S0032-3861(02)00856-X
[19] Liauw C. M., Lees G. C., Hurst S. J., Rothon R. N.,
Dobson D. C.: The effect of surface modification of
aluminium hydroxide on the crystallisation behaviour
of aluminium hydroxide filled polypropylenes. Macromolecular Materials and Engineering, 235, 193–203
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by cone calorimetry. Polymer Testing, 23, 225–230
(2004).
DOI: 10.1016/S0142-9418(03)00098-9
[21] Babrauskas V., Grayson S. J.: Heat release in fires. E
and FN spon, Chapman and Hall, London (1992).

these two FR fillers and their combination does not
work with all polymers as shown in the literature.
The additional reduction in the PHRR with the
addition of APP does not justify its use due to the
resultant difficulties with increased viscosity,
which will result in major processing difficulties in
adopting these materials in potential fibre reinforced composites.
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