Natural

Mission Statement: Mechanical tests of Fatigue and Compressive tests
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(at 2 temp) conducted (below):

rformed better in fatigue under yield  *

han

*Determining properties, and significant
differences in mechanical and structural
behaviors between natural and synthetic cork
(nomacorc®)

*Determine which material performs better in
specific applications

synthetic cork
*Colder samples stronger (stiff(gg) than RT samples
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Wine Stopper: Syn onsistent, better
under compression, does S [~
aesthetically pleasing than mples -
Bulletin Board: Natural — st me

and repeated use N

Floatation Device: Natural — lower density so
buoyant

Flooring and Shoe Sole: Synthetic — lasts for more
cycles in fatigue, better under compression

Natural cork always better in environmental

.B. ﬁ)ect
| lé to lower emissions of toxic gases as well as

Synthetic Cork
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