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Figure S1. The complete cure of the epoxy vitrimers (V 1.0, V1.2 and V 1.4) by
differential scanning calorimetry (DSC).

Table S1. MCR data at different times, temperatures and stoichiometries of the MC

Storage Modulus (MPa)

% MCR
1.0 1.1 1 2 1.3 1.4
200 10 min 14,05 16,42 18,12 20,98
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2001 h ____
205 10 min 12,56 11,39
205 30 min
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210 10 min
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Figure S2. Storage modulus vs temperature in V 1.0 samples
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Figure S3. Tan Delta vs temperature in V 1.0 samples.
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Figure S4. Storage modulus vs temperature in V 1.2 samples.
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Figure SS. Tan Delta vs temperature in V 1.2 samples.
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Figure S6. Storage modulus vs temperature in V 1.4 samples.
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Figure S7. Tan Delta vs temperature in V 1.4 samples.
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Table S2. ATg and AG' after thermal treatment of the vitrimer samples depending on a)
time, b) temperature and c) stoichiometry.

a)
10 minutes 60 minutes
Network AG’ . AG’ .
0 0
ATg (°C) (MPa) Degradation | ATg (°C) (MPa) Degradation
V1.0 5
220 9C 1 2 NO 16 12 YES
V12
200 °C 0 4 NO 23 10 YES
V14
2
200 °C 2 1 NO degraded | degraded YES
b)
200 °C 220 °C
Network AG’ . AG’ .
0 0
ATg (°C) (MPa) Degradation | ATg (°C) (MPa) Degradation

V1.0 0 5 NO 16 12 YES

60m

V12 0.5 3.5 NO 18.3 8.2 YES

10m

\1/ Olrf 1.7 0.7 NO degraded | degraded YES




1.0 1.2 1.4
Network | ATg [ AG’ . ATg | AG’ . o AG’ .
©C) | (MPa) Degradation ©C) | (MPa) Degradation | ATg (°C) (MPa) Degradation
0
Vv 200°C 0 l NO 0 4 NO 2 | NO
-10m
0
Vé(l)gl C | 5 NO 73 12 YES degraded | degraded YES
0
V_é(z)?nc 16 | 12 YES 25 | 25 YES degraded | degraded | ypg




