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Abstract: Mechanically strong all-cellulose composites are very attractive in the terms of fully
bio-based and bio-degradable materials. Unidirectional flax-based all-cellulose composites are
prepared via facile room-temperature impregnation with an ionic liquid, 1-ethyl-3-methyl imidazolium
acetate. To determine the optimal processing conditions, the kinetics of flax dissolution in this solvent
is first studied using optical microscopy. Composite morphology, crystallinity, density, the volume
fraction of cellulose II and tensile properties are investigated, indicating that flax dissolution should
be within certain limits. On the one hand, the amount of cellulose II formed through dissolution and
coagulation should be high enough to “fuse” flax fibers, resulting in a density increase. On the other
hand, only the surface layer of the fibers should be dissolved to maintain the strength provided by the
inner secondary layer and avoid a detrimental decrease in crystallinity. The highest Young’s modulus
and strength, 10.1 GPa and 151.3 MPa, respectively, are obtained with a crystallinity of 43% and 20
vol% of cellulose II.

Keywords: natural fibers; ionic liquid; composites; mechanical properties; structure–
property correlations

1. Introduction

An increasing demand for new eco-friendly materials has led to a significant development in
the field of bio-based and bio-degradable composites as sustainable alternatives to petroleum-based
materials. Natural fibers are renewable and are widely used as fillers and reinforcing matter in polymer
composites. However, in most cases, the composite matrix is still based on oil-derived polymers. A
special class of composites is all-cellulose composites (ACCs), which are composed of a cellulose matrix
reinforced with cellulose fibers [1]. Based on the principle of all-polymer composites, ACCs overcome
the problem of a weak fiber/matrix adhesion when fibers and matrix are made of different substances.
Moreover, all-cellulose composites are 100% bio-based and bio-degradable [2–4].

Traditional polymer and all-polymer composites are usually produced by melt processing.
Cellulose, as non-meltable polymer due to its extensive intramolecular and intermolecular hydrogen
bonds, requires alternative processing techniques [3,5]. ACCs are generally manufactured either
by the partial dissolution of the cellulose fibers’ surface to “splice” the fibers together upon
coagulation (one-step approach) or by dispersing the cellulose fibers in a cellulose solution (two-step
approach) [1,6–8]. In the first approach, the major continuous phase is cellulose fibers, whereas in
the second approach, the composite body consists of a cellulose II matrix. In both cases, the cellulose
solvent is removed by washing (typically in water) before the sample is dried.
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To date, most efforts concerning the production of ACCs have followed the first approach. These
ACCs were made using different cellulose solvents, dissolution times, temperatures and pressures
(during drying) [9–12]. The influence of the dissolution time on the structure and properties of ACCs
is not well established yet. For example, the aligned ramie fibers were immersed in lithium chloride/N,
N-dimethylacetamide (LiCl/DMAc) for 1 to 12 h; exceptional longitudinal tensile properties (460
MPa tensile strength and 28 GPa Young’s modulus) were obtained after 2 h immersion [12]. Ramie
is one of the strongest natural fibers with a 500−1000 MPa tensile strength and 20−60 GPa Young’s
modulus for a single fiber [13,14]. When a conventional filter paper was impregnated with the same
solvent, much more time, 12 h, was needed to get the strongest (within that study) all-cellulose
composites with a tensile strength of 211 MPa and Young’s modulus of 9 GPa. However, when a
filter paper was impregnated with 1-butyl-3-methylimidazolium chloride, 2.5 h were needed to reach
the maximum values of around 90 MPa and 5 GPa for the tensile strength and Young’s modulus,
respectively [15]. It was also demonstrated that the structural integrity of the cell wall of natural fiber
can be severely affected by partial dissolution, which is detrimental for the mechanical properties
of natural fiber-based ACCs [16]. It is known that the dissolution of natural fibers is influenced by
fiber type, morphology and composition, as well as solvent type and temperature [17]. Therefore, the
understanding of the dissolution kinetics of a given fiber in a certain cellulose solvent and correlation
with fiber morphology are important to select optimal processing conditions for making ACCs with
the best possible mechanical properties.

In terms of cellulose solvent options, LiCl/DMAc, NaOH-water and imidazolium-based ionic
liquids (ILs) are the solvents most commonly used to prepare ACCs (see, for example, [4,12,18]). In
particular, ILs attracted attention as cellulose solvents due to their high dissolution power, low vapor
pressure and high thermal stability [19]. One of the advantages of ILs is that some are capable of
dissolving cellulose even at room temperature, which is the case for 1-ethyl-3-methylimidazolium
acetate ([EMIM][OAc]). However, some drawbacks of imidazolium-based ionic liquids should be taken
into account if they are to be used for cellulose processing: for example, in the presence of impurities
in the solvent or lignin in the pulp, side reactions may occur at temperatures around 100 ◦C [20,21].
Table 1 lists ACCs made from different sources of cellulose and ILs. The majority of studies involve
heating the IL, even [EMIM][OAc], when manufacturing ACCs, most probably supposing that the
decrease in solvent viscosity should reduce the dissolution time (see Table 1).

Table 1. Summary of all-cellulose composites (ACCs) manufactured using the imidazolium-based ionic
liquids 1-ethyl-3-methylimidazolium acetate [EMIM][OAc], 1-butyl-3-methylimidazolium chloride
[BMIM]Cl and 1-butyl-3-methylimidazolium acetate [BMIM][OAc].

IL Raw Materials Impregnation Condition Method Ref.

[BMIM]Cl Cotton fabric 100 ◦C (30 min) and 150 ◦C (hot press, 30 min)

One-step

[22]
Hinoki lumber 100 ◦C (30 min) and 210 ◦C (hot press, 30 min)

[BMIM]Cl Jute fabric 110 ◦C (2–8 h) [23]
Filter paper

[BMIM]Cl Microfibrillated cellulose 80 ◦C (20, 40, 80 and 160 min) [15]
[BMIM]Cl Lyocell fabric 110 ◦C (3 h) [9]
[BMIM]Cl Lyocell fabric 110 ◦C (hot press, 0.5–4 h) [11]
[BMIM][OAc] Cordenka textile 95 ◦C (hot press, 60 min) [24]

[BMIM][OAc] Linen textile 110 ◦C (hot press, 80 min) [25]
Rayon textile

[EMIM][OAc] Paper 95 ◦C (10 s) and 95 ◦C (hot press, 0.5–6.5 h) [26]
[EMIM][OAc] Birch wood plies 95 ◦C (30 min) [27]
[EMIM][OAc] Silk/hemp/cotton thread 60 ◦C (5 min) [28]

[BMIM]Cl Lyocell nonwoven mats 103 ◦C (1 min)
Two-step

[16]

[EMIM][OAc] Cordenka fabric 80 ◦C (hot press, 0.5–1 h) [4]
Flax nonwoven mats
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As a technical natural fiber and one of the strongest plant fibers, flax has been considered as
a promising alternative to classical reinforcing glass fibers. The mechanical properties of flax fiber
reported in the literature are 600–2000 MPa in terms of tensile strength, around 3% in terms of fracture
strain, and 12–100 GPa in terms of the Young’s modulus [29,30]. To date, only isotropic textile- and
non-woven mat flax-based ACCs have been studied [16,25]. Roughly, the reported properties of these
ACCs are up to 80 MPa and 5 GPa in terms of strength and the Young’s modulus, respectively, which
are only around one tenth of the corresponding values of single flax fibers.

In this work, room-temperature IL [EMIM][OAc] was used as solvent to prepare flax-based
unidirectional ACCs by a selective dissolution method. The goal was to optimize the processing
conditions to obtain ACCs with the best possible mechanical properties. We hypothesize that the too
“profound” dissolution of a flax fiber, involving the destruction of the fiber’s secondary wall, can be
detrimental for the mechanical properties of ACCs. To avoid this, we used optical microscopy to first
study the kinetics of flax fiber dissolution in [EMIM][OAc] at different temperatures. Then, fibers were
aligned and impregnated with [EMIM][OAc] under various conditions. Composite morphology and
crystallinity were correlated with tensile mechanical properties and compared with those of other
flax-based composites known from the literature.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Materials

Flax roving yarns with low twist degrees were obtained from the plant stem. A commercially
available room temperature ionic liquid [EMIM][OAc] (purity > 95%) was purchased from IoLiTec.
The moisture content was 0.27%, as determined by Karl Fischer titration. All materials were used
as received.

2.2. Methods

2.2.1. Chemical Composition of Fibers

The composition (carbohydrates and total lignin) of flax fibers was determined according to
the NREL/TP-510-42618 norm. The amount of carbohydrates was detected by high performance
anion exchange chromatography with pulse amperometric detection (HPAEC-PAD) using a Dionex
ICS-300 system. Cellulose and hemicellulose contents were calculated according to the amount of
monosaccharides following the Janson formula [31]. The acid-soluble lignin was determined using a
Shimadzu UV 2550 spectrophotometer at a wavelength of 205 nm using an absorption coefficient of
110 L·g−1

·cm−1. Additionally, the moisture content in as-received flax was determined using vacuum
oven drying until a constant weight was achieved at 60 ◦C for 72 h.

2.2.2. Optical Microscope Observation of Fiber Evolution in Ionic Liquid

One elementary flax fiber was placed between two glass plates (the distance in between was
around 140 µm) with the ends fixed by tape and solvent added. The distance between the two glass
slides, fixed by spacers, was much larger than the fiber’s thickness. The evolution of the fiber’s
diameter was recorded by a DM4500P (Leica) optical microscope, in transmission mode, equipped
with a Linkam TMS 91 hot stage to control temperature and a CCD camera (Metallux 3, Leitz, Wetzlar,
Germany). Images were taken at various times. The relative diameter was calculated as Dt/D0, where
D0 and Dt are the initial diameter of the fiber at time 0 and diameter of the fiber at time t, respectively.

2.2.3. ACC Preparation

Flax yarns were unidirectionally aligned in two layers (around 145 yarns, 3 g in total) on a
Teflon mold and fixed at both ends to prevent shrinkage and distortion. The ACC manufacturing
method is illustrated in Figure 1. Fibers were impregnated with 20 mL of [EMIM][OAc], kept under
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ambient conditions for desired times (10, 25, 40 and 55 min) and then pressed for 5 min (80 bar, room
temperature) to complete the impregnation. The total duration of fiber treatment with ionic liquid was
thus 15, 30, 45 and 60 min. Then, the sample was washed in a large amount of deionized water for 72 h
to remove the ionic liquid from the system. Subsequently, the specimen was dried by hot pressing (50
bar, at 80 ◦C for 2.5 h and then at 60 ◦C for 0.5 h). A temperature gradient during drying was used to
prevent the warping and/or heterogeneous contraction of the sample. In particular, decreasing the
temperature from 80 ◦C to 60 ◦C rather than directly taking out the sample from the press at 80 ◦C
allowed a gradual release in the inner stresses during drying.
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2.2.4. Calculation of Composite Apparent Density

The apparent or bulk density of obtained ACCs was calculated from the measurements of the
sample volume (dimensions measured using L&W Micrometer, Lorentzen & Wettre Products, ABB,
Kista, Sweden) and weight. For each sample, five measurements were performed and the average
values were calculated.

2.2.5. Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM)

The morphology of the initial flax and of the ACCs was observed using a scanning electron
microscope (Zeiss Sigma VP FE-SEM, Jena, Germany) at an accelerating voltage of 4 kV. Prior to
examination, the surface and cross section of the specimen were coated with a thin layer of gold.

2.2.6. X-ray Diffraction (XRD)

XRD patterns of flax fiber and ACCs were collected on an X-ray diffractometer (a X’Pert Pro MRD,
PAN’alytical, Lelyweg, The Netherlands) with Cu-Kα radiation (λ = 1.5418 Å) in reflection mode. Flax
fiber and ACC were ground to powders and the samples were mounted on a multi-position sample
holder. Data were collected in a 2θ range between 5◦ and 50◦.

The amorphous contribution was evaluated using a smoothing method [32,33], applying the
Savitzky–Golay [34] filter in the 2θ range from 8◦ to 45◦ for each diffraction profile. The window size
and polynomial order for the Savitzky–Golay filter were set to 51 (corresponding to 4◦ by 2θ) and
1, respectively. The iteration for the background estimation was repeated until the iteration did not
reduce the background area significantly. In this experimental and smoothing condition, the iteration
was repeated 50 times. The crystallinity index (CRI) of flax fiber and of ACCs was estimated using the
ratio of the area of total intensity (Stotal) to that of background intensity (Sbkg) in the 2θ range from 10◦

to 32◦:
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CRI = 100×
(
1− Sbkg/Stotal

)
(1)

The background-corrected profile was fitted with pseudo-Voigt functions for (i) 1–10 (II), 1–10
(I) and 110 (I); (ii) 102/012 (I) and 110 (II); and (iii) 200 (I) and 020 (II), where the parenthesized
numbers denote the crystalline phases of cellulose. The latter two peaks were not deconvoluted into
the individual peaks because the fitting only aims to obtain intensities of 1–10 peaks for cellulose I
and cellulose II. The software LMFIT [35] was used for the fitting. As the mass absorption coefficients
are identical for crystalline polymorphs, quantitative phase analysis was performed using the single
peaks of cellulose polymorphs [36]. The intensities for the 1–10 lattice plane of cellulose I (I1–10(1)) and
cellulose II (I1–10(2)) can be expressed as a function of the structure factor, the volume of unit cell, and
the volume fraction of each phase in the total cellulose crystal, as follows:

I1−10(α) =
K

V(α)
2

∣∣∣F1−10(α)

∣∣∣2vα (2)

where K is a constant for the instrument and sample, α is either cellulose I or II crystal, V(α) is unit cell
volume, F1–10(α) is the structure factor and vα is the volume fraction of crystalline phase α.

Thus,
v2

v1
=

2.27 I1−10(2)

I1−10(1)
(3)

where the coefficient 2.27 was calculated from the unit cell volume and the structure factor for the 1–10
lattice of cellulose I [37] and cellulose II [38]. This equation was used to calculate the volume fraction
of cellulose II over total crystalline cellulose as follows:

CellII vol % =
v2

v1 + v2
(4)

2.2.7. Tensile Testing

The determination of the linear density (titer) and tenacity of a single flax fibers from as-received
flax yarn were performed by using a Vibroskop 400 and Vibrodyn 400 (Lenzing Instruments GmbH
& Co KG, Austria) at 23 ◦C and 50% relative humidity (RH) The settings for the Vibrodyn 400 were
gauge length: 20 mm and strain rate: 10 mm/min. Ten elementary fibers were measured to gain the
mean values of titer, tenacity and elongation. The elastic modulus of the fibers was calculated from the
slope of the entire elastic region of the stress–strain curves by using a MATLAB script according to
ASTM standard D2256/D2256M.

The mechanical properties of flax-based ACCs were studied using an Instron 4204 Universal
Tensile Tester (INSTRON, Buckinghamshire, UK). At least five specimens (50 × 5 mm, length and width,
respectively) with known thickness of each formulation were analyzed. Samples were conditioned for
24 h in a controlled environment of 50% RH and 23 ◦C. The measurement was carried out at a gauge
length of 20 mm and an extension rate of 10 mm/min with a load of 1 kN.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Analysis of Flax Fibers

It is known that the cell wall of an elementary flax fiber is composed of hierarchically organized
layers (see Figure 2a). Two outer layers (primary and S1 layers) contain less ordered and poorly oriented
cellulose. To the contrary, the highly ordered and densely packed inner S2 layer plays an important role
in the mechanical performance of flax fibers [39]. The scanning electron micrograph of the as-received
flax fibers is shown in Figure 2b; the average diameter of an elementary flax fiber is around 20 µm.
The mechanical properties and composition of the flax used in this work are summarized in Table 2; a
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representative stress–strain curve of elementary flax fibers can be seen in Figure S1 of the Supporting
Information. The results obtained are in line with what was already reported for flax [29,30].
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Table 2. Properties of the as-received elementary flax fibers.

Cellulose (%) Hemicellulose
(%) Lignin (%) Tensile Strength

(MPa)
Young’s Modulus

(GPa) Strain (%)

83.3 11.3 2.3 1364 ± 283 59 ± 9 2.9 ± 0.5

When converting natural fibers into ACCs, the strategy is to partially dissolve the surface layer
to transform it into the matrix phase while maintaining the fiber “core”, in particular, the S2 layer,
to provide good mechanical properties. Therefore, optical microscopy studies were performed to
follow the evolution of flax fiber dissolution over time in [EMIM][OAc] in order to select the optimal
conditions for making ACCs.

3.2. Fiber Size Evolution in [EMIM][OAc]

An example of the evolution of an elementary flax fiber in [EMIM][OAc] observed by an optical
microscope is depicted in Figure 3. Flax is radially dissolving without swelling or ballooning,
even at room temperature, indicating that [EMIM][OAc] is a good solvent for flax, similar to NMMO
monohydrate [41]. The relative diameter of a flax fiber in IL as a function of time at various temperatures
is presented in Figure 4. Temperature increase strongly accelerated the dissolution of flax: for example,
within 30 min, the diameter was reduced by 20% at 25 ◦C, and it was reduced by almost 80% at 40 ◦C.
At higher temperatures, above 50 ◦C, the fiber was dissolved within 10 min.

Polymers 2020, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 13 

 

Figure S1 of the Supporting Information. The results obtained are in line with what was already 

reported for flax [29,30]. 

 

Figure 2. (a) Schematic representation of the multi-scale composite structure of flax elementary fiber 

(adapted from [40]) and (b) SEM image of the as-received flax fibers. 

Table 2. Properties of the as-received elementary flax fibers. 

Cellulose 

(%) 

Hemicellulose 

(%) 

Lignin 

(%) 

Tensile Strength 

(MPa) 

Young’s Modulus 

(GPa) 

Strain 

(%) 

83.3 11.3 2.3 1364 ± 283 59 ± 9 2.9 ± 0.5 

When converting natural fibers into ACCs, the strategy is to partially dissolve the surface layer 

to transform it into the matrix phase while maintaining the fiber “core”, in particular, the S2 layer, to 

provide good mechanical properties. Therefore, optical microscopy studies were performed to follow 

the evolution of flax fiber dissolution over time in [EMIM][OAc] in order to select the optimal 

conditions for making ACCs. 

3.2. Fiber Size Evolution in [EMIM][OAc] 

An example of the evolution of an elementary flax fiber in [EMIM][OAc] observed by an optical 

microscope is depicted in Figure 3. Flax is radially dissolving without swelling or ballooning, even at 

room temperature, indicating that [EMIM][OAc] is a good solvent for flax, similar to NMMO 

monohydrate [41]. The relative diameter of a flax fiber in IL as a function of time at various 

temperatures is presented in Figure 4. Temperature increase strongly accelerated the dissolution of 

flax: for example, within 30 min, the diameter was reduced by 20% at 25 °C, and it was reduced by 

almost 80% at 40 °C. At higher temperatures, above 50 °C, the fiber was dissolved within 10 min. 

 

Figure 3. Optical microscope images of a flax fiber radially dissolving in ionic liquid (IL) at various 

temperatures. 
Figure 3. Optical microscope images of a flax fiber radially dissolving in ionic liquid (IL) at
various temperatures.



Polymers 2020, 12, 1010 7 of 13

The dissolution rate of flax in [EMIM][OAc] was calculated as a slope to each set of experimental
data approximated with a linear dependence (Figure 4). We tested if the dissolution rate can be
approximated by an Arrhenius type law, similar to the rates of reactions:

dissolution rate ∼ exp
( E

RT

)
(5)

where E is the activation energy, R is the universal gas constant and T is temperature in K. Figure S2 in
the Supporting Information shows that Equation (5) describes well the dissolution rate calculated from
experimental data. The dissolution rate of fibers should be taken into account when making all-cellulose
composites. For example, it has been shown that the immersion of ramie fibers in DMAc/LiCl for a
long time resulted in a dramatic decrease in ACC mechanical properties [12].

The results for the kinetics of flax dissolution suggest using room temperature for the preparation
of ACC using [EMIM][OAc]. At higher temperatures, the dissolution will be too quick, resulting in
a high fraction of mechanically “weaker” amorphous cellulose and cellulose II (with a theoretical
tensile strength of around 800–1000 MPa [42,43], as compared to much “stronger” cellulose I with
a theoretical tensile strength of 13–17 GPa [44]). Given the hierarchically layered structure of flax
elementary fibers and the aim of producing high strength ACC, the dissolution of only primary and S1
layers is preferred, for keeping the mechanically rigid inner S2 layer untouched. The primary and S1
layers represent about 10% of the total thickness of the flax elementary fiber. According to Figure 4,
they are dissolved within about 20 min at room temperature, this being applied to an elementary
fiber alone. When impregnating many fibers closely aligned to prepare ACCs, slower dissolution
is expected. Solvent diffusion decreases rapidly as more and more cellulose dissolves, and there is
no convection-promoting mass transfer. The impregnation times selected for making all-cellulose
composites at room temperature were thus 15, 30, 45 and 60 min.
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3.3. Morphology of the ACCs

The morphologies of the ACCs impregnated for different times are presented in Figure 5. After
15 min of impregnation (Figure 5a,b), the single fibers are still visible; they are only slightly fused
together. The composite surface and cross-section show voids between the fibers. A time of 15 min
does not allow the dissolution of enough cellulose for it to act as an “adhesive” upon coagulation. As
the impregnation time is increased, the fibers “fuse” gradually and their contours in the SEM images
are visibly reduced. After 45 min, the cross-section appears mostly homogeneous, indicating that
enough cellulose has been dissolved to fill the voids between the fibers and form a continuous matrix
(Figure 5e,f).
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Figure 5. Scanning electron micrographs of the surface (a,c,e,g) and cross-section (b,d,f,h) of flax-based
ACCs after 15, 30, 45 and 60 min of impregnation time at room temperature, respectively.

3.4. Crystallinity of the ACCs

The X-ray diffractograms of flax fibers and flax-based ACCs are shown in Figure 6a. The main
diffraction peaks of flax are typical for cellulose I from higher plant cellulose [45]. The flax fibers
contained cellulose I with a crystallinity of 44.6%. These peaks remain in all of the ACC XRD profiles,
indicating the presence of cellulose I (Figure 6a). After short impregnation times, no apparent difference
in the XRD profiles is seen between flax fibers and ACCs made with 15 and 30 min of impregnation
(Figure 6a). The crystallinity remains nearly constant at about 45%, and the volume fraction of cellulose
II (Figure 6b) is still around zero (within the accuracy of the method). This is because only pectin,
hemicellulose and low molecular weight and amorphous cellulose in the outer layers, primary wall
and S1 are initially dissolved and converted into matrix, causing a reduction in the diameter of the
elementary fiber [46,47]. However, ACCs produced by 45 and 60 min of impregnation clearly show a
cellulose II polymorph as revealed by the additional peak at around 2θ = 12.2◦ (Figure 6a). The volume
fraction of cellulose II in relation to the total crystalline cellulose is 20% and 28% for 45- and 60-min
impregnation, respectively (Figure 6b). Impregnation for 60 min decreased the crystallinity, indicating
the dissolution of cellulose I crystalline domains in the S2 layer (Figure 6b).

Polymers 2020, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 13 

 

. 

Figure 5. Scanning electron micrographs of the surface (a, c, e and g) and cross-section (b, d, f and h) 

of flax-based ACCs after 15, 30, 45 and 60 min of impregnation time at room temperature, respectively. 

3.4. Crystallinity of the ACCs 

The X-ray diffractograms of flax fibers and flax-based ACCs are shown in Figure 6a. The main 

diffraction peaks of flax are typical for cellulose I from higher plant cellulose [45]. The flax fibers 

contained cellulose I with a crystallinity of 44.6%. These peaks remain in all of the ACC XRD profiles, 

indicating the presence of cellulose I (Figure 6a). After short impregnation times, no apparent 

difference in the XRD profiles is seen between flax fibers and ACCs made with 15 and 30 min of 

impregnation (Figure 6a). The crystallinity remains nearly constant at about 45%, and the volume 

fraction of cellulose II (Figure 6b) is still around zero (within the accuracy of the method). This is 

because only pectin, hemicellulose and low molecular weight and amorphous cellulose in the outer 

layers, primary wall and S1 are initially dissolved and converted into matrix, causing a reduction in 

the diameter of the elementary fiber [46,47]. However, ACCs produced by 45 and 60 min of 

impregnation clearly show a cellulose II polymorph as revealed by the additional peak at around 2θ 

= 12.2° (Figure 6a). The volume fraction of cellulose II in relation to the total crystalline cellulose is 

20% and 28% for 45- and 60-min impregnation, respectively (Figure 6b). Impregnation for 60 min 

decreased the crystallinity, indicating the dissolution of cellulose I crystalline domains in the S2 layer 

(Figure 6b). 

 

Figure 6. (a) X-ray diffractograms of flax fibers and ACC (the arrow shows the appearance of cellulose 

II) and (b) total crystallinity and volume fraction of cellulose II in ACCs as a function of impregnation 

time. 

3.5. Mechanical Performance of the ACCs 

The mechanical performance of all ACCs was evaluated by tensile tests; the representative 

stress–strain curves in the longitudinal direction are shown in Figure 7a. The mean values of the 

tensile strength and Young’s modulus as a function of impregnation time are presented in Figure 7b; 

all values are given in Table S1 of the Supporting Information. Both tensile strength and Young’s 

modulus increase with increasing impregnation time and reach a maximum at 45 min with a tensile 

Figure 6. (a) X-ray diffractograms of flax fibers and ACC (the arrow shows the appearance of cellulose II)
and (b) total crystallinity and volume fraction of cellulose II in ACCs as a function of impregnation time.

3.5. Mechanical Performance of the ACCs

The mechanical performance of all ACCs was evaluated by tensile tests; the representative
stress–strain curves in the longitudinal direction are shown in Figure 7a. The mean values of the
tensile strength and Young’s modulus as a function of impregnation time are presented in Figure 7b;
all values are given in Table S1 of the Supporting Information. Both tensile strength and Young’s
modulus increase with increasing impregnation time and reach a maximum at 45 min with a tensile
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strength of 151.3 MPa and a Young’s modulus of 10.1 GPa. Thereafter, the mechanical properties
drop. Density also increases with impregnation time and reaches a plateau at 45 min (Figure 7c). The
density increase is due to the dissolved cellulose “filling” the voids between fibers, as shown in the
SEM images (Figure 5). The specific mechanical properties (specific strength and specific modulus)
were calculated and are shown in Figure 7d; both do not vary, being within the experimental errors, for
15–45 min impregnation, but decrease at 60 min.
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density values of ACCs as a function of impregnation time; and (d) specific strength and specific
modulus of flax-based ACCs as a function of impregnation time.

The combination of the results obtained from tensile testing with the results of the X-ray analysis
and SEM imaging shows that tensile properties of the ACCs depend on two counteracting effects. On
the one hand, sufficient amounts of cellulose need to be dissolved and converted into a continuous
matrix to act as cellulosic “adhesive” and “fill” the voids. The increase in the mechanical properties
is governed by the increase in composite density. On the other hand, the overall crystallinity has to
be preserved, and only minimum amounts of crystalline cellulose I domains should be converted
to cellulose II or amorphous cellulose. The decrease in crystallinity with the increased volume of
cellulose II is the reason for the decrease in the mechanical properties at 60 min of impregnation, as the
densities after 45- and 60-min impregnation times are the same. Thus, optimum mechanical properties
are reached through intermediate impregnation times that promote the dissolution of cellulose in the
outer layer of the flax fiber but not in the secondary cell wall, to maintain the integrity of the cellulose I
domains. The mechanical properties in the transverse direction are much weaker, as expected (see
an example in Figure S3). A 30–40 fold drop in tensile strength in the transverse direction was also
reported for ACCs based on ramie fibers [1]. It should be noted that small amounts of ionic liquid
remained in the composites, around and below 1 wt. %, as determined by the presence of nitrogen
in ACC by elemental analysis. The quantity of nitrogen in the initial flax was negligible, at around
0.06 wt. %.
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To evaluate the obtained unidirectional flax-based ACCs, their mechanical properties were
compared to isotropic flax-based ACCs [16,25] and unidirectional flax-reinforced polymer-based
composites [48–52]. As shown in Table 3, the tensile strength of the obtained ACC not only exceeds that
of isotropic flax ACC, as expected, but also of other unidirectional flax reinforced starch-, polylactic
acid (PLA)-, epoxy- and polypropylene-based polymer composites.

The specific mechanical properties of the obtained flax-based ACCs are compared with those
of other flax-based materials: flax reinforced polymer composites, oak wood and other polymers
(Figure 8). The specific strength values range from 150 to 190 MPa/(g/cm3), with specific moduli
of around 12 GPa/(g/cm3). The properties of the obtained flax-based ACC are superior to those
of conventional polymer-based materials and composites and even oak wood. This highlights the
potential of ACCs produced at room-temperature for “stiffness-driven” light-weight materials, where
minimum structural weight is required.

Table 3. Comparison of the mechanical properties of unidirectional (UD) flax-reinforced polymer
composites, isotropic (ISO) flax-based ACCs and the strongest unidirectional flax-based ACC obtained
in this study.

Matrix Flax Content Longitudinal Tensile
Strength (MPa)

Young’s Modulus
(GPa) Ref.

Starch 60 wt. %-UD 79 9.3 [48]
Polylactic acid 30 wt. %-UD 54 6.3 [49]
Epoxy 40 vol. %-UD 133 28 [50]
Epoxy 37 wt. %-UD 132 15 [51]
Polypropylene 30 wt. %-UD 13 6.1 [52]
Cellulose solution 50 wt. %-ISO 34 4.6 [16]
Flax-based ACC 100 wt. %-ISO 46 0.86 [25]
Flax-based ACC 100 wt. %-UD 151.3 10.1 This study
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Figure 8. Comparison of the specific mechanical properties of unidirectional flax-based ACCs made in
this work with those of other flax-based structures (1 [16]), flax-reinforced composites (2 [16], 3 [53]
and 4 [53]), oak wood (5 [54]) and conventional polymers (6 [55], 7 [55], 8 [55] and 9 [55]). UD means
unidirectional while ISO means isotropic.

4. Conclusions

All-cellulose composites based on unidirectional oriented flax fibers were prepared via
impregnation with the room temperature ionic liquid [EMIM][OAc]. In order to select the optimal
conditions for the preparation of an ACC with the highest mechanical properties, the kinetics of
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elementary fiber dissolution in this solvent were first studied at various temperatures. The results
showed that at temperatures higher than 40 ◦C the dissolution is too quick, involving the destruction
of the fiber secondary wall, the latter being the main component in flax providing the mechanical
reinforcement. The performance of the ACC was demonstrated to depend on a compromise between
the formation of sufficient matrix“gluing” fibers together and filling voids, resulting in a density
increaseon the one hand, and the non-dissolution of the secondary wall and the restriction of the
formation of lower crystallinity and mechanically weaker cellulose II on the other hand. The best
values were obtained for the composite with 45 min impregnation, resulting in a mean value for
maximal tensile strength of 151.3 MPa and a Young’s modulus of 10.1 GPa. The study revealed the
importance of the understanding of the evolution of natural fibers in cellulose solvents, resulting
in finding a suitable strategy for making high-performance ACCs and taking full advantage of the
excellent mechanical properties of the cellulose fiber itself. The use of solvent at room temperature is
not energy-consuming, making the process economically attractive. The values are better than those
for many polymer composites reinforced with flax fibers, providing a promising way of making fully
bio-based materials with excellent mechanical properties.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4360/12/5/1010/s1,
Figure S1: Representative stress-strain curve of a single flax fiber, Figure S2: Arrhenius plot of dissolution rate as a
function of inverse temperature, Figure S3: Representative stress-strain curve of flax-based ACCs after 45 min
impregnation tested in transverse direction, Table S1: Properties of flax based ACCs.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, F.C. and T.B.; Data curation, F.C. and T.B.; Formal analysis, F.C., D.S.
and T.B.; Funding acquisition, T.B.; Investigation, F.C.; Methodology, F.C. and T.B.; Project administration, T.B.;
Software, D.S.; Supervision, M.H., H.S. and T.B.; Validation, T.B.; Writing–original draft, F.C.; Writing–review &
editing, F.C., D.S., M.H. and T.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Acknowledgments: The financial support from Business Finland (former TEKES, Finnish Funding Agency for
Innovation), Stora Enso Oyj and UPM-Kymmene Oyj are gratefully acknowledged. Authors wish to thank
Separation Research Oy Ab and Fibertus Oy for collaboration. We also acknowledge the provision of facilities
and technical support by Aalto University at OtaNano-Nanomicroscopy Center (Aalto-NMC). We thank Gabriel
Monge (CEMEF, MINES ParisTech) for XRD measurements.

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

References

1. Nishino, T.; Matsuda, I.; Hirao, K. All-cellulose composite prepared by selective dissolving of fiber surface.
Macromolecules 2004, 37, 7683–7687. [CrossRef]

2. Mohanty, A.K.; Manjusri, M.; Lawrence, T. Surface modifications of natural fibers and performance of the
resulting biocomposites: An overview. Compos. Interfaces 2012, 8, 313–343. [CrossRef]

3. Huber, T.; Müssig, J.; Curnow, O.; Pang, S.; Bickerton, S.; Staiger, M.P. A critical review of all-cellulose
composites. J. Mater. Sci. 2011, 47, 1171–1186. [CrossRef]

4. Spörl, J.M.; Batti, F.; Vocht, M.P.; Raab, R.; Müller, A.; Hermanutz, F.; Buchmeiser, M.R. Ionic Liquid Approach
Toward Manufacture and Full Recycling of All-Cellulose Composites. Macromol. Mater. Eng. 2017, 303,
1700335. [CrossRef]

5. Chen, F.; Kan, Z.; Hua, S.; Liu, Z.Y.; Yang, M.B. A new understanding concerning the influence of structural
changes on the thermal behavior of cellulose. J. Polym. Res. 2015, 22, 225. [CrossRef]

6. Gindl, W.; Keckes, J. All-cellulose nanocomposite. Polymer 2005, 46, 10221–10225. [CrossRef]
7. Korhonen, O.; Sawada, D.; Budtova, T. All-cellulose composites via short-fiber dispersion approach using

NaOH–water solvent. Cellulose 2019, 26, 4881–4893. [CrossRef]
8. Labidi, K.; Korhonen, O.; Zrida, M.; Hamzaoui, A.H.; Budtova, T. All-cellulose composites from alfa and

wood fibers. Ind. Crop. Prod. 2019, 127, 135–141. [CrossRef]
9. Adak, B.; Mukhopadhyay, S. Effect of pressure on structure and properties of lyocell fabric-based all-cellulose

composite laminates. J. Text. Inst. 2016, 108, 1010–1017. [CrossRef]
10. Mat, S.M.; Magniez, K.; Pang, S.; Dormanns, J.W.; Staiger, M.P. Parametric optimization of the processing of

all-cellulose composite laminae. Adv. Manuf. Polym. Compos. Sci. 2017, 3, 73–79.

http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4360/12/5/1010/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ma049300h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156855401753255422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10853-011-5774-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mame.201700335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10965-015-0866-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2005.08.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-019-02422-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2018.10.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00405000.2016.1209827


Polymers 2020, 12, 1010 12 of 13

11. Adak, B.; Mukhopadhyay, S. All-cellulose composite laminates with low moisture and water sensitivity.
Polymer 2018, 141, 79–85. [CrossRef]

12. Soykeabkaew, N.; Arimoto, N.; Nishino, T.; Peijs, T. All-cellulose composites by surface selective dissolution
of aligned ligno-cellulosic fibres. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2008, 68, 2201–2207. [CrossRef]

13. Pandey, S.N. Ramie fibre: Part I. Chemical composition and chemical properties. A critical review of recent
developments. Text. Prog. 2007, 39, 1–66. [CrossRef]

14. Pandey, S.N. Ramie fibre: Part II. Physical fibre properties. A critical appreciation of recent developments.
Text. Prog. 2007, 39, 189–268. [CrossRef]

15. Duchemin, B.J.C.; Mathew, A.P.; Oksman, K. All-cellulose composites by partial dissolution in the ionic
liquid 1-butyl-3-methylimidazolium chloride. Part A-Appl. Sci. 2009, 40, 2031–2037. [CrossRef]

16. Gindl, A.W.; Keckes, J.; Plackner, J.; Liebner, F.; Englund, K.; Laborie, M.P. All-cellulose composites prepared
from flax and lyocell fibres compared to epoxy–matrix composites. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2012, 72, 1304–1309.
[CrossRef]

17. Le Moigne, N.; Bikard, J.; Navard, P. Rotation and contraction of native and regenerated cellulose fibers
upon swelling and dissolution: The role of morphological and stress unbalances. Cellulose 2010, 17, 507–519.
[CrossRef]

18. Dormanns, J.W.; Schuermann, J.; Müssig, J.; Duchemin, B.J.C.; Staiger, M.P. Solvent infusion processing of
all-cellulose composite laminates using an aqueous NaOH/urea solvent system. Compos. Part A-Appl Sci.
2016, 82, 130–140. [CrossRef]

19. Hauru, L.K.; Hummel, M.; King, A.W.; Kilpelainen, I.; Sixta, H. Role of solvent parameters in the regeneration
of cellulose from ionic liquid solutions. Biomacromolecules 2012, 13, 2896–2905. [CrossRef]

20. Abushammala, H.; Mao, J. A Review on the Partial and Complete Dissolution and Fractionation of Wood
and Lignocelluloses Using Imidazolium Ionic Liquids. Polymers 2020, 12, 195. [CrossRef]

21. Zweckmair, T.; Hettegger, H.; Abushammala, H.; Bacher, M.; Potthast, A.; Laborie, M.P.; Rosenau, T. On the
mechanism of the unwanted acetylation of polysaccharides by 1,3-dialkylimidazolium acetate ionic liquids:
Part 1—Analysis, acetylating agent, influence of water, and mechanistic considerations. Cellulose 2015, 22,
3583–3596. [CrossRef]

22. Shibata, M.; Teramoto, N.; Nakamura, T.; Saitoh, Y. All-cellulose and all-wood composites by partial
dissolution of cotton fabric and wood in ionic liquid. Carbohyd. Polym. 2013, 98, 1532–1539.

23. Bapan, A.; Samrat, M. Jute based all-cellulose composite laminates. Indian J. Fibre Text. 2016, 41, 380–384.
24. Huber, T.; Bickerton, S.; Mussig, J.; Pang, S.; Staiger, M.P. Solvent infusion processing of all-cellulose composite

materials. Carbohyd. Polym. 2012, 90, 730–733. [CrossRef]
25. Huber, T.; Pang, S.; Staiger, M.P. All-cellulose composite laminates. Compos. Part A-Appl Sci. 2012, 43,

1738–1745. [CrossRef]
26. Kröling, H.; Duchemin, B.; Dormanns, J.; Schabel, S.; Staiger, M.P. Mechanical anisotropy of paper-based

all-cellulose composites. Compos. Part A-Appl Sci. 2018, 113, 150–157. [CrossRef]
27. Khakalo, A.; Tanaka, A.; Korpela, A.; Hauru, L.K.J.; Orelma, H. All-Wood Composite Material by Partial

Fiber Surface Dissolution with an Ionic Liquid. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 2019, 7, 3195–3202. [CrossRef]
28. Haverhals, L.M.; Reichert, W.M.; De Long, H.C.; Trulove, P.C. Natural Fiber Welding. Macromol. Mater. Eng.

2010, 295, 425–430. [CrossRef]
29. Charlet, K.; Eve, S.; Jernot, J.P.; Gomina, M.; Breard, J. Tensile deformation of a flax fiber. Procedia Eng. 2009,

1, 233–236. [CrossRef]
30. Charlet, K.; Jernot, J.P.; Gomina, M.; Bizet, L.; Bréard, J. Mechanical properties of flax fibers and of the derived

unidirectional composites. J. Compos. Mater. 2010, 44, 2887–2896. [CrossRef]
31. Janson, J. Calculation of the polysaccharide composition of wood and pulp. PAP PUU-PAP TIM 1970, 52,

323–329.
32. Brückner, S. Estimation of the background in powder diffraction patterns through a robust smoothing

procedure. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 2000, 33, 977–979. [CrossRef]
33. Frost, K.; Kaminski, D.; Kirwan, G.; Lascaris, E.; Shanks, R. Crystallinity and structure of starch using wide

angle X-ray scattering. Carbohyd. Polym. 2009, 78, 543–548.
34. Savitzky, A.; Golay, M.J. Smoothing and differentiation of data by simplified least squares procedures. Anal.

Chem. 1964, 36, 1627–1639. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2018.02.065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2008.03.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00405160701580055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00405160701706049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2009.09.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2012.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-009-9395-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2015.12.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm300912y
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym12010195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-015-0756-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2012.05.047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2012.04.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2018.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.8b05059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mame.201000005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2009.06.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0021998310369579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0021889800003617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac60214a047


Polymers 2020, 12, 1010 13 of 13

35. Newville, M.; Stensitzki, T.; Allen, D.B. LMFIT: Non-linear Least-square Minimization and Curve-fitting for
Python; Astrophysics Source Code Library; Michigan Technological University: Houghton, MI, USA, 2016.

36. Alexander, L.; Klug, H.P. Basic aspects of X-ray absorption in quantitative diffraction analysis of powder
mixtures. Anal. Chem. 1948, 20, 886–889. [CrossRef]

37. Nishiyama, Y.; Langan, P.; Chanzy, H. Crystal structure and hydrogen-bonding system in cellulose Iβ from
synchrotron X-ray and neutron fiber diffraction. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002, 124, 9074–9082. [CrossRef]

38. Langan, P.; Nishiyama, Y.; Chanzy, H. X-ray structure of mercerized cellulose II at 1 Å resolution.
Biomacromolecules 2001, 2, 410–416. [CrossRef]

39. Rong, M.Z.; Zhang, M.Q.; Liu, Y.; Yang, G.C.; Zeng, H.M. The effect of fiber treatment on the mechanical
properties of unidirectional sisal-reinforced epoxy composites. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2001, 61, 1437–1447.
[CrossRef]

40. Charlet, K.; Baley, C.; Morvan, C.; Jernot, J.P.; Gomina, M.; Bréard, J. Characteristics of Hermès flax fibres as a
function of their location in the stem and properties of the derived unidirectional composites. Compos. Part.
A-Appl Sci. 2007, 38, 1912–1921. [CrossRef]

41. Cuissinat, C.; Navard, P. Swelling and Dissolution of Cellulose Part 1: Free Floating Cotton and Wood Fibres
in N-Methylmorpholine-N-oxide–Water Mixtures. Macromol. Symp. 2006, 244, 1–18. [CrossRef]

42. Chen, W.; Lickfield, G.C.; Yang, C.Q. Molecular modeling of cellulose in amorphous state. Part I: Model
building and plastic deformation study. Polymer 2004, 45, 1063–1071. [CrossRef]

43. Chen, W.; Lickfield, G.C.; Yang, C.Q. Molecular modeling of cellulose in amorphous state part II: Effects of
rigid and flexible crosslinks on cellulose. Polymer 2004, 45, 7357–7365. [CrossRef]

44. Cottrell, A.H. Strong solids. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. Ser. A Math. Phys. Sci. 1964, 282, 2–9.
45. Moryganov, A.P.; Zavadskii, A.E.; Stokozenko, V.G. Special Features of X-ray Analysis of Cellulose

Crystallinity and Content in Flax Fibres. Fibre Chem. 2018, 49, 382–387. [CrossRef]
46. Yan, L.; Chouw, N.; Jayaraman, K. Flax fibre and its composites—A review. Compos. Part. B-Eng. 2014, 56,

296–317. [CrossRef]
47. Bos, H.L.; Donald, A.M. In situ ESEM study of the deformation of elementary flax fibres. J. Mater. Sci. 1999,

34, 3029–3034. [CrossRef]
48. Romhány, G.; Karger-Kocsis, J.; Czigány, T. Tensile Fracture and Failure Behavior of Thermoplastic Starch

with Unidirectional and Cross-Ply Flax Fiber Reinforcements. Macromol. Mater. Eng. 2003, 288, 699–707.
[CrossRef]

49. Bax, B.; Müssig, J. Impact and tensile properties of PLA/Cordenka and PLA/flax composites. Compos. Sci.
Technol. 2008, 68, 1601–1607. [CrossRef]

50. Van de Weyenberg, I.; Ivens, J.; De Coster, A.; Kino, B.; Baetens, E.; Verpoest, I. Influence of processing and
chemical treatment of flax fibres on their composites. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2003, 63, 1241–1246. [CrossRef]

51. Oksman, K. High quality flax fibre composites manufactured by the resin transfer moulding process. J. Reinf.
Plast. Compos. 2001, 20, 621–627. [CrossRef]

52. Miao, M.; Shan, M. Highly aligned flax/polypropylene nonwoven preforms for thermoplastic composites.
Compos. Sci. Technol. 2001, 71, 1713–1718. [CrossRef]

53. Bodros, E.; Pillin, I.; Montrelay, N.; Baley, C. Could biopolymers reinforced by randomly scattered flax fibre
be used in structural applications? Compos. Sci. Technol. 2007, 67, 462–470. [CrossRef]

54. Bjurhager, I. Effects of Cell Wall Structure on Tensile Properties of Hardwood. Ph.D. Thesis, KTH Royal
Institute of Technology, Stockholm, Sweden, April 2011.

55. Ashby, M.F. Materials Selection in Mechanical Design, 4th ed.; Butterworth-Heinemann: Oxford, UK, 2010.

© 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/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac60022a002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja0257319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm005612q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0266-3538(01)00046-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2007.03.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/masy.200651201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2003.11.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2004.08.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10692-018-9904-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2013.08.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1004650126890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mame.200300040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2008.01.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0266-3538(03)00093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/073168401772678634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2011.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2006.08.024
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Methods 
	Chemical Composition of Fibers 
	Optical Microscope Observation of Fiber Evolution in Ionic Liquid 
	ACC Preparation 
	Calculation of Composite Apparent Density 
	Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) 
	X-ray Diffraction (XRD) 
	Tensile Testing 


	Results and Discussion 
	Analysis of Flax Fibers 
	Fiber Size Evolution in [EMIM][OAc] 
	Morphology of the ACCs 
	Crystallinity of the ACCs 
	Mechanical Performance of the ACCs 

	Conclusions 
	References

