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Abstract: The effect of the distance (0.5 and 5 mm) and exposure time (10 and 30 s) of the atmospheric 
plasma on the structure and surface properties (contact angle, adhesion) of unvulcanized rubber was 
examined. FT-IR and SEM were used to assess the structure. After plasma treatment, a higher intensity 
of the OH and COO- bands was observed, while the intensity of the bands from methylene groups de-
creased. SEM showed that plasma significantly reduces the size and number of agglomerates, resulting 
in a more uniform structure. The plasma distance has a significant effect on the surface properties of 
the rubber, with a better effect achieved at a smaller distance (0.5 mm). In this case, the rubber charac-
ter changed from hydrophobic to hydrophilic, which is related to the introduction of oxygen species. 
A greater plasma distance (5 mm), regardless of the exposure time, resulted in a lower adhesion force. 
The exposure time had no significant effect on the tested rubber properties. 
Keywords: atmospheric plasma, DCSBD, rubber blend, FT-IR, SEM, adhesion. 

Wpływ niskotemperaturowej obróbki plazmowej na właściwości gumy
Streszczenie: Zbadano wpływ odległości (0,5 i 5 mm) oraz czasu ekspozycji (10 i 30 s) plazmy atmosfe-
rycznej na strukturę i właściwości powierzchniowe (kąt zwilżania, adhezja) niewulkanizowanej gumy. 
Do oceny struktury stosowano FT-IR i SEM. Po obróbce plazmą zaobserwowano większą intensywność 
pasm pochodzących od grup OH i COO-, natomiast intensywność pasm pochodzących od grup me-
tylenowych zmniejszyła się. Metodą SEM wykazano, że plazma znacząco zmniejsza wielkość i liczbę 
aglomeratów, czego efektem jest bardziej jednorodna struktura. Odległość plazmy ma istotny wpływ 
na właściwości powierzchniowe gumy, przy czym lepszy efekt uzyskano przy mniejszej odległości 
(0,5 mm). W tym przypadku charakter gumy zmienił się z hydrofobowego na hydrofilowy, co jest zwią-
zane z wprowadzeniem ugrupowań tlenowych. Większa odległość próbki od plazmy (5 mm), niezależ-
nie od czasu ekspozycji, skutkowała mniejszą siłą adhezji. Czas ekspozycji nie miał istotnego wpływu 
na badane właściwości gumy.
Słowa kluczowe: plazma atmosferyczna, DCSBD, guma, FT-IR, SEM, adhezja.

Plasma source operating in diffuse coplanar surface 
barrier discharge (DCSBD) represents a suitable and envi-
ronmentally friendly technique but remains an active 
way of materials treatment. Plasma based on the DCSBD 
discharge is one of the non-isothermal atmospheric pres-
sure plasma [1] sources often used for treatment of dif-

ferent types of materials such as glass [2, 3], films [4], 
biomaterials [5–8] and fibers, but also finds an objective 
application in treatment of polymeric material surface [9], 
while enables the treatment at large surface areas, accord-
ing to the electrode dimensions within high speed of pro-
cess and still maintains producing homogenous in-line 
source of plasma [10–14]. In the last few years, the plasma 
working at the atmospheric pressure is more preferred 
than low pressure plasma, due to its easier industrializa-
tion and faster plasma-chemical processes [3, 15].

The principle of diffuse coplanar surface barrier dis-
charge plasma is explained in many recent papers [16, 17]. 
Already, the discharge has been intensely investigated 
and characterized by several authors [18–22]. The plasma 
source produces active particles (radicals, ions, electrons, 
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photons, atoms) as a form of energy generated in a sub-
millimeter layer above the dielectric ceramic electrode 
[6, 23–25]. 

In compliance with the higher power of the plasma 
reactor, the DCSBD discharge becomes more diffuse and 
therefore more homogenous, still it is formed by sev-
eral micro discharges [8, 23, 24, 26, 27]. In connection 
to the power of discharge itself, the highest advantage 
of DCSBD is its high-volume density of electric power 
[23, 24, 26, 27]. 

In accordance with the system of diffuse coplanar sur-
face barrier discharge, it is drafted by multiple micro dis-
charges moving along the flat dielectric forming a thin 
layer of plasma above the plate which refers to be mac-
roscopically homogenous at full power [6, 19, 23, 28–30].

In terms of using plasma as a surface modification 
technique for polymer materials, it can be stated that the 
polymeric surface can be activated by specific functional 
groups linked to the polymeric surface to create novel 
operational superficies for industrial applications. In gen-
eral, plasma activation takes place in the interaction of 
free charged electrons colliding neutral gas molecules 
while energy transfers with a solid surface leading into 
desired modifications of surface properties [31–34].

In addition, the important role in activation of poly-
meric surface by plasma takes place the process gas and 
the composition of a material ś surface. As described in lit-
erature, the reactive environment of oxygen plasma forms 
wide amount of components such as: oxygen anions O-, 
cations O+, ozone O3, O2+ and O2- capable of releasing 
energy which leads to the breaking of C-C and C-H cova-
lent bonds [35, 36] and to form various functional groups, 
for example OH, CHO, COOH etc. to the plasma sub-
jected surface [35, 37]. According to the literature, the use 
of oxygen plasma ensures the enhancement of materials 
adhesion [31–33]. On the other side, the usage of fluori-
nated plasma improves the chemical inertness [34] and 
noble gases affect surface initial crosslinking [38].

Hence, the objective of the current research is to study 
the effect of the distance (0.5 and 5 mm) and exposure 
time (10 and 30 s) of the atmospheric plasma on the struc-
ture and surface properties (contact angle, adhesion) of 
unvulcanized rubber. The structure was assessed using 
FTIR and SEM analyses. 

EXPERIMENTAL PART

Materials

In this work, the rubber based on complex polymer 
matrix made of styrene butadiene rubber (SBR 1723, 
SBR 1500) and natural rubber (NR SMR 10) in loading 
100 phr was treated. The rubber was filled (0–200 phr) 
with the carbon black (N339, MAKROchem, Lublin, 
Poland). As an activator (0–40 phr) was used the zinc 
oxide (ZnO, SlovZinc, a.s., Košeca, Slovakia) with den-
sity of 5.5–5.7 g/cm3 and stearic acid (Aldrich Chemical 

Company Inc. Burlington, MA, USA) with density of 
941 kg/m3), sulfur 0.25–40 phr (Istrochem a.s., Bratislava, 
Slovakia) was added as a curing agent and other ingredi-
ents 0–10 phr (accelerators, inhibitors) were blended. The 
rubber was examined in the shape of foil with the thick-
ness of 1.2 mm. The conditions of plasma treatment used 
in this work with rubber labelling are listed in Table 1.

T a b l e 1. Labelling of rubber samples according to applied pla-
sma conditions 

Rubber Exposure 
time, s

Plasma 
distance, mm Power, W

T0 (as 
received) – – –

T101 10 5.0 375
T301 30 5.0 375
T102 10 0.5 375
T302 30 0.5 375

Methods

Plasma treatment

Rubber samples were treated by laboratory device 
for in-line plasma treatment based on diffuse coplanar 
surface barrier discharge – plasma reactor KPR 200 mm 
(Research Institute for Man-Made Fibers, Svit, Slovak 
Republic) working in ambient air at atmosphere with 
plasma bulk density of 80 W/cm3 and operating at power 
of 375 W. The macroscopically homogeneous plasma is 
generated at alumina (96%) dielectric electrode. The sam-
ples were exposed to DCSBD plasma using an exposure 
time of 10 s and 30 s and a distance from the plasma of 
0.5 mm and 5 mm, respectively.

Fourier transform infrared spectrometry

The infrared spectra of plasma treated samples were 
obtained using a FT-IR spectrometer Nicolet iS50 Thermo 
Scientific (Waltham, MA, USA) via ATR technique with 
the diamond crystal to study chemical structure with 
identification of chemical bonds. The spectra were mea-
sured in the range of 4000–600 cm-1 with resolution of 
4 cm-1. 

Scanning electron microscopy

Scanning electron microscope Tescan VEGA 3 (Brno, 
Czech Republic) in the secondary electron mode was 
used to analyze morphological features on treated rubber 
surface. Plasma treated samples with dimensions of 
10 × 10 mm were placed in the beaker with an isopropyl 
alcohol inside of ultrasonic cleaner to reduce the fatness, 
humidity, and free particles on the surface of rubber sam-
ples. The samples were coated using SC7620 Mini Sputter 
Coater by Quorum Technologies (East Sussex, United 
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Kingdom) to achieve an optimal signal from the analyzed 
areas to ensure high-quality visualization of the samples 
surface. The electric voltage applied to the tungsten cath-
ode was 20 kV to obtain electron emission. 

Adhesion 

The Mecmesin Multitest 1-d apparatus (West Sussex, 
United Kingdom) was applied to determine adhesion. 
Herein, the force needed to peel off two rubber surfaces 
(50 × 60 mm) was measured before and after plasma treat-
ment. 

Contact angle (CA) 

The wetting properties before and after plasma treat-
ment were determined by contact angle measurements 
using testing liquids: distilled water and diiodometh-
ane via sessile drop method. The rubber test pieces were 
placed in the beam captured by a camera system Quick 
Photo 52 Industrial 2.2. The contact angles were evalu-
ated using Matlab software.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

FT-IR analysis 

ATR-FT-IR spectra of plasma treated and untreated 
rubbers are illustrated in Figs. 1–6. 

As discussed earlier, the ATR-FTIR spectra of plasma 
treated rubbers should have changed a presence of func-
tional groups with a content of oxygen species, respon-
sible for the surface modifications [37, 39, 40]. For the 
infrared spectra of the untreated rubber (T0) and plasma 
treated rubber samples (T101, T301, T102, T302), different 
effects of plasma treatment can be observed:

– formatting of new chemical bonds (transitions),
– extinction of chemical bonds.
In the all-infrared spectra can be seen a broad absor-

bance peak of stretching vibration of OH [41] and NH 
[42] in the region of 3400–3100 cm-1. The peak at the 
wavenumber of 3316 cm-1 can be assigned to stretch-
ing vibrations of υ(OH) and it can be seen an increase of 
relative intensity of peaks depending on plasma treat-
ment position and time, for T301, T302 and T102. Typical 
peaks of the rubber polymer matrix were observed in 
the area between 3000 cm-1 to the 2840 cm-1 related to 
the symmetric and asymmetric stretching vibrations 
of CH, -CH2 and -CH3 [43–52]. Stretching vibrations of 
υ(CH) from the styrene butadiene rubber were observed 
near the wavenumber of 3000 cm-1, overlapping stretch-
ing vibrations of υ(C=C-H) of natural rubber. The peaks 
between 2840 cm-1 and 2950 cm-1 corresponds to the natu-
ral rubber and styrene butadiene rubber symmetric and 
asymmetric stretching vibrations of υ(CH2) and υ(CH3). 
As can be seen in Fig. 1 and Fig. 4, the peaks relative 
intensity changed after the plasma treatment following 

from lowest to highest: T301<T101<T0 and T302<T102<T0. 
Due to these observations, we can suggest that during 
the plasma treatment occurs a reduction of methylene 
groups as in [39, 51] and/or migration (removal) of waxes 
originated in rubber composition [47, 49, 50]. At the 
1732 cm-1 for T301, and 1726 cm-1 for T101 were identified 
stretching vibrations υ(C=O) [39, 47], a significant shift 
was observed for T302 (1706 cm-1) and T102 (1707 cm-1). 
The main changes were seen in the wavenumber area 
between 1600 cm-1 to 1300 cm-1. Oxygen related groups 
(C=O, COO-) with varying intensity were assigned 
[39, 49, 53] but in many cases were overlapped by stretch-
ing vibrations of aromatic ring. According to that, a sig-
nificant change of relative intensity was seen around 
1590 cm-1 which could be attributed to the stretching 
vibration of carboxylic anion υas(COO-) [47, 48]. Herein, 
the relative intensity of plasma treated surfaces changed 
following from lowest to highest: T0<T101<T301 as can 
be seen in Fig. 2 and T0<T302<T102 in Fig. 5. Another 
significant change in relative intensity was seen at the 
wavenumber of 1513 cm-1 which could be assigned to the 
nitrogen related moieties (NO2) [51]. The relative intensity 
changed following from lowest to highest: T0<T101<T301 
as can be seen in Fig. 2 and T0<T302<T102 in Fig. 5. The 
same trend was seen in 1490 cm-1 which could be assigned 
to the stretching vibrations of benzene ring [41, 53, 54]. 
According to the [54] the increase of absorbance peak ś 
relative intensity could be caused due to the bombard-
ment of electric charged particles (electrons, ions) that 
originated from ionized air during the process of plasma 
treatment in the area between 1600–1400 cm-1. Thus, the 
breakage of C-H bonds occurred, and polymer radical 
formed here. Eventually, the forming C=C double bond 
occurred as can be seen in this study in Fig. 2 and 5. The 
stretching vibration υs(COO-) can be seen in 1380 cm-1 
[48]. Another large contrast in relative intensity was seen 
at the wavenumber in 1300 cm-1. This peak can be related 
to the vibrations of oxygen functional groups – bend-
ing vibration of δ(OH) [55]. Herein, the relative inten-
sity was changed following from lowest to highest: T0, 
T101<T301 (Fig. 3) and T0<T302<T102 (Fig. 6). An exposure 
time of 10 s and a plasma distance of 5 mm did not cause 
significant changes compared to the untreated rubber. 
However, comparing the distance of 0.5 mm and 5 mm, 
the smaller the distance, the greater the changes in the 
examined area visible after 10 s of exposure.

SEM analysis

Fig. 7a shows SEM image of T0 with a developed surface 
with unevenly distributed large agglomerates of irreg-
ular shapes. Plasma significantly reduces the number 
and size of agglomerates, which are most often hidden 
under the surface. The most homogeneous structure was 
obtained for T101 and T301 (Fig. 7b and 7c). The presence 
of dark spots in T301 can be explained by the removal of 
agglomerates because of sample fracture. T102 (Fig. 7d) 
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Fig. 3. IR spectra of T0 and T101, T103 between 1500 –1150 cm-1  Fig. 4. IR spectra of T0 and T102, T302 between 3500–2500 cm-1 
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Fig. 7. SEM images of a) T0, b) T101, c) T301, d) T102, e) T302  
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and T302 (Fig. 7e) show more clearly visible agglomerates 
compared to T101 and T301. In the case of T102, a larger 
number of smaller agglomerates were found than in 
T302. Moreover, in the case of T302, the presence of sur-
face decohesion caused by 30 seconds of plasma treat-
ment at a distance of 0.5 mm was also observed.

Contact angle measurement 

The contact angle T0 indicates poor wettability of 
both tested liquids (Fig. 8). For distilled water, the con-
tact angle was 101.01° and for diiodomethane 64.89°. 
After plasma treatment from 5.0 mm distance, the 
water contact angle of T301 (101.27°) and T101 (99.16°) 
was comparable to T0. However, the diiodomethane 
contact angle decreased after plasma treatment for T101 
to 53.98° but was comparable to T301. The smaller the 
plasma distance, the more hydrophilic the rubber is 

[56, 57]. Comparing exposure times, both T102 and T302 
had similar water contact angles of 37.89° for T102 and 
42.56° for T302. The smallest contact angle was observed 
for T302 for diiodomethane (32.61°). As can be seen from 
Fig. 9, the smaller the plasma distance, the greater the 
effect of plasma treatment and, as a result, the greater 
the surface modification. However, the exposure time 
does not significantly affect the surface character of the 
rubber samples.

Determination of adhesion force

As can be seen from Fig. 10, samples treated from 
higher distance above the plasma electrode reflect sig-
nificantly lower adhesion forces. In comparison, T0 
achieved the adhesion force of 6.88 N, T101 of 3.85 N 
and T301 of 4.01 N. However, the rubber samples treated 
from 0.5 mm distance shows higher adhesion forces, e.g., 
T102 of 7.25 N and T302 of 7.06 N. The adhesion force 
increased as the distance of the plasma from the sample 
decreased [32], but the effect of the plasma treatment 
time was minimal.

CONCLUSIONS

In this research, the effect of the distance (0.5 and 5 mm) 
and exposure time (10 and 30 s) of the atmospheric plasma 
on the structure and surface properties (contact angle, 
adhesion) of unvulcanized rubber was demonstrated. 
Plasma significantly modified the structure and surface 
properties of the rubber by introducing hydroxyl and car-
boxyl groups. SEM showed that the plasma treated samples 
had a smoother surface compared to the untreated rubber. 

Higher hydrophobicity

Higher hydrophilicity

Distilled water CA profiles

T102

T302 T102 T101 T301 T0

T302 T0 T101 T301

Diiodomethane CA profiles

Fig. 9. Dependence of contact angle on plasma exposure time and sample positioning 
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Plasma treatment at 0.5 mm distance changed its character 
from hydrophobic to hydrophilic, which is related to the 
introduction of oxygen species. The 5 mm plasma distance 
at both exposure times resulted in a reduction in the adhe-
sion force. Moreover, our research shows that the plasma 
distance has a significant effect on the obtained surface 
properties, with a better effect when using 0.5 mm.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
The authors would like to thank to the Operational Program 

Integrated Infrastructure, co-financed by the European 
Regional Development Fund by the project: Advancement and 
support of R&D for “Centre for diagnostics and quality test-
ing of materials” in the domains of the RIS3 SK specialization, 
Acronym: CEDITEK II., ITMS2014+ code 313011W442. The 
work was supported by the project KEGA 001TnUAD-4/2022.

Authors contribution
S.D. – writing – original draft, writing review and edit-
ing, methodology, investigation, references; M.P – writing 
– original draft, writing review and editing, supervision, 
methodology, investigation, visualization; D.O. – valida-
tion, supervision, writing review and editing; R.J. – inves-
tigation, visualization, validation; Z.M. – methodology, 
investigation, references; A.D. – methodology, investiga-
tion, writing – original draft; J.P. – methodology, inves-
tigation, visualization; J.Š. – references, methodology, 
investigation, conceptualization; S.B. – references, meth-
odology, investigation; J.V. – visualization, validation, 
investigation; T.W.K. – investigation, visualization, vali-
dation.

Funding
The work was funded by Slovak Grant Agency KEGA 
and VEGA (KEGA 001TnUAD-4/2022, VEGA 1/0265/24,). 
In addition, the work was supported by the proj-
ect Advancement and support of R&D for Centre of 
Diagnostics and Quality Testing of Materials in the 
Domains of the RIS3 SK”, ITMS2014+:313011W442. 

Conflict of interest
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2024 The publisher. Published by Łukasiewicz 
Research Network – Industrial Chemistry Institute. This article 
is an open access article distributed under the terms and condi-
tions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY-NC-ND) license 
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/)

BY NC ND

REFERENCES

[1] Galmiz O., Kelar Tučeková Z., Kelar J. et al.: AIP 
Advances. Fluids and Plasmas 2019, 9(10), 105013. 

 https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5124149
[2] Štepánová V., Skácelová D., Slavíček P., Černák M.: 

Chemické Listy 2019, 106, 1495. 
[3] Homola T., Buršíková V., Sťahel P. et al.: “Diffuse 

coplanar surface barrier discharge pre-treatment for 
improving coating properties”, Materials from the 
NANOCON 2014, Brno, Czech Republic, November 
5–7, 2014. p. 437. 

 https://doi.org/10.37904/nanocon.2021.4311
[4] Štepánová V., Siheník S., Šrámková P. et al.: 

“Optimisation of the DCSBD roll-to-roll treatment 
of LLDPE/PA turbular foil using rollers of differ-
ent electrical resistance”, Materials from the 2nd 
Plasma Nanotechnologies and Bioapplications 
Workshop, Broumov, Czech Republic, October 
11–14, 2021, p. 16.

[5] Kelar J., Čech J., Slavíček P.: Acta Polytechnica 2015, 
55(2), 109. 

 https://doi.org/10.14311/AP.2015.55.0109
[6] Talviste R., Galmiz O., Stupavská M. et al.: Wood 

Science and Technology 2020, 54, 651. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s00226-020-01175-4
[7] Peters F., Hünnekens B., Wieneke S. et al.: Journal of 

Physics D: Applied Physics 2017, 50(47), 475206. 
 https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6463/aa8fad
[8] Dahle S., Pilko M., Žigon J. et al.: Cellulose 2021, 28, 

8055. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10570-021-04014-2
[9] Šrámková P., Zahoranová A., Kelar J. et al.: Science 

Reports 2020, 10, 9478.  
 https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-66423-w
[10] Černák M., Černáková L., Hudec I. et al.: The European 

Physical Journal - Applied Physics 2009, 47(2), 22806. 
 https://doi.org/10.1051/epjap/2009131
[11] Janík R., Kohutiar M., Dubec A. et al.: Materials 2022, 

15(13), 4658. 
 https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15134658
[12] Gerullis S., Kretzschmar B. S-M., Pfuch A. et al.: 

Plasma Processes and Polymers 2018, 15(10), 1800058. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.201800058
[13] Štěpánová V., Šrámková P., Sihelník S. et al.: Vacuum 

2021, 183, 109887. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vacuum.2020.109887

0

2

4

6

8

T0 T101 T301 T102 T302

A
dh

es
io

n 
fo

rc
e,

 N

Fig. 10. Adhesion force of examined samples



252 POLIMERY 2024, 69, nr 4

[14] Janík R., Kohutiar M., Pajtášová M. et al.: IOP 
Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering 
2020, 776, 012090. 

 https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/776/1/012090
[15] Čech J., Brablec A., Černák M. et al.: European Physical 

Journal D 2017, 71, 27. 
 https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2016-70607-5
[16] Čech J., Sťahel P., Navrátil Z.: European Physical Journal 

D 2009, 54, 259. 
 https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2009-00013-1
[17] Lazovic S., Puac N., Radic N. et al.: Publications of the 

Astronomical Observatory of Belgrade 2008, 84, 401.
[18] Tučeková Z., Zahoranová A., Ruščák M. et al.: 

“Optical emission spectroscopy of diffuse coplanar 
surface barrier dischrage”, Materials from the 22nd 
Annual Conference of Doctoral Students - WDS 2013, 
Prague, Czech Republic, June 4-7, 2013, p. 144.

[19] Hansen L., Reck K., Kersten H.: Journal of Physics D: 
Applied Physics 2019, 52, 325201. 

 https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6463/ab216c
[20] Čech J., Zemánek M., Sahel P. et al.: Acta Polytechnica 

2014, 54(6), 383. 
 https://doi.org/10.14311/AP.2014.54.0383
[21] Čech J., Brablec A., Sťahel P. et al.: “Influence of elec-

trode temperature on plasma parameters of diffuse 
coplanar surface barrier discharge”, Materials from 
the 28th ICPIG, Prague, Czech Republic, July 15–20, 
2007, p. 1110.

[22] Kormuda M., Homola T., Matousek J. et al.: Polymer 
Degradation and Stability 2012, 97(4), 547. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2012.01.014
[23] Čech J., Hanusová J., Sťahel P. et al.: Open Chemistry 

2015, 13, 528. 
 https://doi.org/10.1515/chem-2015-0062
[24] Janík R., Kohutiar M., Pajtášová M. et al.: Materials 

Science and Engineering Technology 2022, 53(4), 494. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/mawe.202100368
[25] Krmelová V., Janík R., Kopal I.: Zeszyty Naukowe 

Wyższej Szkoły Zarządzania Ochroną Pracy 
W Katowicach 2018, 14, 95. 

 https://doi.org/10.32039/WSZOP/1895-3794-2018-09
[26] Tučeková Z., Kučerová K., Zahoranová A. et al.: 

“Parameters of Plasma Generated by Diffuse 
Coplanar Surface Barrier Discharge Used for 
Inactivation of Escherichia Coli”, Materials from 
the WDS’15 Proceedings of Contributed Papers — 
Physics, Prague, Czech Republic, 2–4 June, 2015, p. 
187.

[27] Prysiazhnyi B., Vasina P., Panyala N.R. et al.: Surface 
Coatings and Technology 2012, 206(11-12), 3011. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2011.12.039
[28] Homola T., Matoušek J., Kormunda M. et al.: Plasma 

Chemistry and Plasma Processing 2013, 33(5), 881. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11090-013-9467-3
[29] Šimor M., Ráheľ J., Vojtek P. et al.: Applied Physics 

Letters 2002, 81, 2716. 
 https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1513185

[30] Romero-Sanchez M.D., Martín-Martínez J.M.: 
International Journal of Adhesion and Adhesives 2006, 
26(5), 345. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijadhadh.2005.05.002
[31] Moreno-Couranjou M., Choquet P., Guillot G. et al.: 

Plasma Processes and Polymers 2009, 6(S1), S397. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.200930908
[32] Praveen K.M., Pious C.V., T. Sabu T., Grohens Y.: 

“Relevance of Plasma Processing on Polymeric 
Materials and Interfaces” in “Non-Thermal Plasma 
Technology for Polymeric Materials: Applications 
in Composites, Nanostructured Materials, and 
Biomedical Fields” (T. Sabu, M. Mozetič, U. Cvelbar, 
P. Špatenka, K.M. Praveen) Matthew Deans, Elsevier, 
Amsterdam 2019, p. 1. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813152-7.00001-9
[33] Camargo J.S.G., Menzes A.J., Cruz N.C. et al.: Materials 

Research 2017, 20, 842. 
 http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-5373-MR-2016-1111
[34] Parvathy N., Jomon J., Jemy J. et al.: “Spectroscopic and 

Mass Spectrometry Analyses of Plasma-Activated 
Polymeric Materials” in “Non-Thermal Plasma 
Technology for Polymeric Materials: Applications 
in Composites, Nanostructured Materials, and 
Biomedical Fields” (T. Sabu, M. Mozetič, U. Cvelbar, 
P. Špatenka, K.M. Praveen) Matthew Deans, Elsevier, 
Amsterdam 2019, p. 319. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-813152-7.00012-3
[35] Basak G.C., Bandyopadhyay A., Neogi S. et al.: Applied 

Surface Science 2011, 257(7), 2891. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2010.10.087
[36] Romero-Sánchez M.D., Martín-Martínez J.M.: 

International Journal of Adhesion and Adhesives 2006, 
26(5), 345. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijadhadh.2005.05.002
[37] Kenth S.J.: “Surface Modification of Plastics” in 

“Applied Plastics Engineering Handbook, Second 
Edition” (Meyer K.) Elsevier, Amsterdam 2017, p. 443. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-39040-8.00020-1
[38] Pator-Blas M. M., Martin-Martínez J. M., Dillard J. G.: 

Surface and Interface Analysis 1998, 26(5), 385. 
 h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 0 0 2 / ( S I C I ) 1 0 9 6 -

9918(19980501)26:5<385: AID-SIA384>3.0.CO;2-K
[39] Basak G.C., Bandyopadhyay A., Neogi S. et al.: Applied 

Surface Science 2011, 257(7), 2891. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2010.10.087
[40] Zhang X., Zhu X., Liang M. et al.: Journal of Applied 

Polymer Science 2009, 114(2), 1118. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/app.30626
[41] Rolere S., Liengprayoon S., Vaysse L. et al.: Polymer 

Testing 2015, 43, 83. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymertesting.2015.02.011
[42] Intapun J., Rungruang T., Suchat S. et al.: Polymers 

2021, 13(7), 1109. 
 https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13071109
[43] Riba J.R., Mansilla M.A., Canals T. et al.: Materials 

Research 2019, 22, e20180415. 



POLIMERY 2024, 69, nr 4 253

 https://doi.org/10.1590/1980-5373-MR-2018-0415
[44] Ginting E.M., Bukit M., Motlan et al.: Journal of Physics: 

Conference Series 2020, 1428, 012024. 
 https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1428/1/012024
[45] Smith B.C.: Spectroscopy 2022, 37, 8. 
 https://doi.org/10.56530/spectroscopy.mz6968v1
[46] Bai C., Gong Z., An L. et al.: Friction 2021, 9(3), 627. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s40544-020-0436-6
[47] Moreno-Couranjou M., Choquet P., Guillot J. et al.: 

Plasma Processes and Polymers 2010, 7(12), 963. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.201000045
[48] Torregrosa-Coque R., Martín-Martínez J.M.: Plasma 

Processes and Polymers 2011, 8(11), 1080. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.201100013
[49] Henry A., Vallat M-F., Noel C. et al.: Plasma Process 

and Polymers 2015, 12(10), 1139. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.201400241
[50] Nistico R., Lavagna L., Boot E.A. et al.: Plasma Process 

and Polymers 2021, 18(9), 2100081. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.202100081

[51] Pastor Blaz M.M., Férrandiz-Goméz T.P., Martín 
Martínez J.M.: Surface and Interface Analysis 2000, 30, 
7.

[52] Ortíz-Magán A.B., Pator Blas M.M.: Plasma Process 
and Polymers 2008, 5, 681. 

 https://doi.org/10.1002/ppap.200700173
[53] Cheng X., Chen H., Huang S. et al.: Jorunal of Applied 

Polymer Science. 2012, 126, 1837. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/app.36907
[54] Salaeh S., Nakason C.: Polymer Composites 2012, 33, 

489. 
 https://doi.org/10.1002/pc.22169
[55] Moraes J. H., da Silva Sobrinho A. S., Maciel H. S. et 

al.: Journal of Physics D: Applied Physics 2007, 40, 7747. 
 https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/40/24/022
[56] Shen M., Zhang Z., Peng X., Lin X.: Applied Physics 

A 2017, 123, 601. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s00339-017-1214-9

Received 20 II 2024.
Accepted 15 III 2024.

zaprasza do udziału w

IV Ogólnopolskiej Konferencji Naukowej 
,,ROZWIĄZANIA I TECHNOLOGIE XXI WIEKU”

9 maja 2024 r., online
Współcześnie prowadzone badania, oparte na wiedzy i nowatorskich technologiach, stanowią siłę napędową 
gospodarki. Dążenie do optymalizacji bieżących procesów oraz niejednokrotnie konieczność zastosowania 
niestandardowych rozwiązań zaistniałych problemów zachęca naukowców do eksploracji nowych kierunków 
badań i łączenia wiedzy eksperckiej z wielu obszarów nauki. 

Organizowana przez Fundację na rzecz promocji nauki i rozwoju TYGIEL Konferencja skierowana jest do 
studentów, doktorantów, pracowników naukowych oraz przedstawicieli firm, a także osób zainteresowanych 
tematyką innowacyjnych technologii i narzędzi przyszłości.

Tematyka konferencji:
• technologie komputerowe
• sztuczna inteligencja
• technologie produkcji
• budowa maszyn i podzespołów mechanicznych
• budownictwo
• biomateriały i nanomateriały
• energetyka, systemy cieplne i grzewcze

• przemysł rolniczo-spożywczy
• przemysł lotniczy, samochodowy i kosmiczny
• narzędzia medyczne
• wykorzystanie technologii w ochronie zdrowia 

człowieka i środowiska
• technologie kwantowe
• optoelektronika

Ważne terminy:
Zgłoszenie udziału:
I etap – 27 lutego 2024 r., II etap – 19 marca 2024 r., III etap – 18 kwietnia 2024 r.
Przysłanie streszczenia wystąpienia – 25 kwietnia 2024 r.
Miejsce konferencji: platforma ClickMeeting – online 

Kontakt: technologie@fundacja-tygiel.pl, tel.: 733 933 416

https://technologie.fundacja-tygiel.pl/


