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Figure 1. Contact angle and wettibility.
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Figure 2. Contact angle and surface tension.
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Figure 3. Base line (contact angle of diiodomethane on
PSA)[15].

Aolel A olE A1%2te] 24 ) Hadhesion),
Aol agm EoH ERENT e @e FopolA
2 2R 1E2A, & AV GdS WA 1

e EARA I

252 34 9T A4 AE A 295
THIEE Zlo] BEjld], Z8S & o xHY 7494
o] F83lth Al EWHo|l AHZIZE W HEFZ
F9-zto] B A Aok A5 FA Eg A At o
Uzl 9gS uXA FHed, WL 18 nm o]Ai}o]
98 AS7to] YA YEptmz 2o FAE 18

> 3
05_'_‘!;0‘?0&

St oy lo 1 rIF

24 o Yz JFL
ANAEL 2%, A7H S& So] 93, HE=Z e A
S odls) moldt BWee Sus Woixe
47, /A9 $AF Sol Uk YKo 2w
Fs TRUAZE gashs 27t Yew
A7y 55 HJEFZo] AopAle AAE £

9] Z]%O] 1~5 mm 7‘]7(]‘{9_ ?ﬂ%z}% 3~5°

N

oY o 1o
F B o
@ﬂ

ol ot

)

olelg AAE o] Bulsk Fr ARE BA
e, AH7 24 A1 Aze e
, W7o Br] o] dFS v AHvt F=
HAr857] QAL A At JlAs
V4 9% WA g A9 Fa Ao 3
ol 2 Wtk e Axrt 4o & #
2R 3] AR 8 U A
Jee AL AgHoR
e AR AR HeA A%

base lineS Z+ F+= Aolth A <] base line

Figure 3] e ATH15-17].

3 +

o
rulo

3, o
B

O.A.;
3
T
=
o}L
L

o (o my O T o of (& nck
=
o (N 4

é N ﬁ olf
(]
ol

RN
il

bl

I

2t HA

3.9

AR e A A AEF F, 2e

g FeAl Wby #9uch A5 Eugeo)
Ao ERAYRY Be Aot 2

Ha g A Aed A, 2005





