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Fig. 1-1 Typical time-dependent curve of detergency
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Fig. 1-2 Comparison between Experimental Value and Predicted Value of Two-Time Repetitive
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Experimental Values of Two-Time Repetitive Washings in Same Washing Condition Respectively.?®)
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Table 1-1 Removal percentage change for various soil and calculated values of parameter 2%)

Removal percentage (%)

Kind of soil e e T 2 Ty g
Carbon black 75.81 78.76 79.89 80.98 0.16 0.71
Iron oxide (III) 37.60 4523 49.08 51.66 0.37 -0.34
Sudan IV 31.70 47.14 57.53 64.29 1.22 =077
Sudan III 45.98 63.95 75.72 79.51 1.27 =0.17
Oil Red O 20.54 36.27 47.52 54.20 1.90 -1.72
Fast Red A 71.32 80.67 $6.79 90.99 0.72 0.67
Direct Red 79 22.72 28.47 36.68 46.61 0.99 —-1.19
Direct Red 81 23.15 30.27 34.89 38.03 0.49 —0.83
Direct Red 89 29.04 31.18 40.51 45.30 0.51 -0.70

Carbon Black Iron oxide (Fe,0;) Sudan IV Sudan I11 Oil Red O

Fast Red A Direct Red 79 Direct Red 81 Direct Red 89

Fig. 1-4 Predicted distribution of residual soil >
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Fig. 1-5 Relation between soil removal mechanism and oy, a parameter of the probability density

functional method. 39
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NWHNLHEDTHD, ZD ox)EHENE IO THSD 1 & DFIEIZID 1 BALOW
B X DIBNBRERR IS T HE, D F Y Fig. 2-1 OERAMBOERE D x IS5 T 55 &
NEHsND 4H),

So, @ @%@ @
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1.2

Removal Load ®(x)

0.8

Removal force

0.6 distribution

04_f¢uvaMx

Removed Soil

Adhesion force
distribution fix)
0.2

Low < Soil Adhesion Force - High

Fig. 2-1 Distribution of soil adhesion force after one-unit cleaning process. >

TR A0 LT 3 OV VR ICAR S B8 5 e LT, 2 OBOIEIAH
NOMSIE 6 E LTRSS,

o @ @%@ )

L @A D —f ) ©

Vel RITHN O & O v — 7 WIS T 2R EO B — 7 HEOEIG TRINDLDT, n
B B OB EEIC L D7ENRER, DF VX 22 TORBE—7 OffE R, 1% 7 A TREN
Do

R=[fy @dx (]
Z LT, nBlAOWHHMELIT o B OWEFRIZ8 A TRIND Z LT D,

R
= + w—n
D,=D, (LJAO(@ )XlOO 8)
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Removal Load

Sce =
- oe o

Removal Resistance

Density

0.6

"

Residual Soil
Curves 1tod

=
Ln

=
L

Probability
=
P

=
to

0.1

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

Weak +—Standardized Adhesion Force — Strong

Fig.2-2 Transition of soil adhesion distribution (residual soil curves) during 4 cleaning processes"

ZZT. ond pn DEBRICOWTHIIT 5, pn (TTEH 0 OFHME (€ — 27 o RALE)
EABL DTG A3 A IRk LTRSS E AT T 72 6 O TH 2 0E, pn=0 D & & 1ZiXENOfF
BN E BRSO RAENE U & ZAINET D EVD Z EIZ b, UL, (EILD
(FENBATOPIERSI A 1 B OB T 50%ERE S, T &0 AHS T L v IRWEIE,
EESTIEL O EWEIETHRESNDE Z L2725, Lo T, 1 MO TIZIE 50%D PR
W2 LN DD un=0 DIRIETH D, on 1XEEF I3 DOTRITEE G- LT, on BRE 72
5= DENES E—7 @I MESRY | on DWINEL DL E— 7 DIENR B—2
mINE <72 % (Fig.2-3), F7z. VEAIFHE — el o ik & ORIS T, pn KR E <
725 & REMICTEFRENE L 2D | on BRE L 2D L RFRIBEIC X A EOK T EA
WYriel e, DFEV . on /NI W EFHIAE N K E WAREORIEFERO EREIS DA
AR T T 228, od DREWHA IO AL LB/ S < THZ D% L AR OK T 23
IR D, FD2HD/NT A= — on & pg THF N ZEKT LD ODHeRE LT
»Hb,
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12 T ¥
Increase in Wy
on .-3,"
5
a6 [="1]
5
as E
]
a2
o
- Washing time
increase in o,
L] :f_-:
=
o8 g:'.l:-
b
a4 E
(=]
a3

= Washing time

Fig. 2-3 Meaning of two parameters i1 and oy in detergency distribution and time-detergency curve

3. LGB EREOMAEROHIEE

w DYEF N 2R TIRIEL L TR TE 57 5I1E, Fig. 2-4 13 2 DOWFEFEOM O AAE
ADFIVER, FERVEH, FRRAIER OWTNOBMRICH 202 HET 2 FiEE 500 9 <
BEAL LA TH D, Apn OERE & FHRMER—ET 5 & & Apn OIMFERIDKALT 5
EEFRTE D, HIZIE, WEEZEDTE L E i OB(LEEBIPEEZ SO L&D A O
BALBEOFAN, IRE L BPHEE O S 2 @Dz L &0 Aun OBLEIC T 208515
LOTHD, Lo TANEZ B UIENOMERE/PH %20 S 5Pt T & IREE/ R mis
B L 2 25 S D VR AR T Tld Aun OEBRAE & 3RS B L, IREMEEE LS
DUl SE T CIEBER ORI A BEEE D EHRI L T D, Eio. BN
1BV 1IpH % AL S D UES St F Tl Aun O F2BRME & FHRENS —B L, B /pH %
AL S DV S T CIIAHRMISENDRE D THL O T Aun OFFEE X Y EEREOIFE S
MREL D LHEHIL TS, ZADHR T P 325 7 IS HE » THREER 21T,
Z OHERRE V272 D REE L TV L,
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agitation, surfactant concentration,
AX= Au,,(factor X) pH, temperature, etc.

N\ 7 e

AY = Ap,(factor Y)

m A(x+y) > Ax+Ay : synergistic effect
A(x+y) = Ax+Ay : additive effect

A(x+y) <Ax+Ay : offsetting effect

Fig. 2-4  Schematic diagram of determination of additive / synergistic / canceling action

between two cleaning elements

4. HERAPCT Y r—vayv
on & wn DFFRIE, EAIAEED o & wn OMAADEITK L TTRITEEE L RO, £

DT RVEHrR & EEEOPIFR L OO “FTMEFHE L, Z OB E/AMEIZR D on & un DFE
HEDEERBEEE L TRDDLHDTH D, on & pn DETNTNOFEHIFHIL 0.01~10.01,
—5.00~+5.00 Th 5,

Experimental removal values of 4-repetitive washing (%)
= Del1), D(2), De(3), D(4)

+

Calculation of removal values of 4- e FmmanE

repetitive washing (%) for any -

combination of W, and a, .
range of K - -5.00 ~ 5.00 ks T he
range of o, : 0.01 ~ 10.01 e

- D (1), D,(2), D(3), D (4) —

4

| Calculate 3(D{i)=D.{i})? (least square method) ‘

¥

| Determine optimal combination of p, and g,

Fig. 2-5 calculation procedure for two parameters 1 and 6y
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H3E HRBANEOESE BT 5735 2 —F —py DEHHEORIE

1. # &

EHELOTN—T NI E TR A TE RSB T 2 MREEEKERIE, — /RS
KER—R LT WGP EERIC, BRAWEICLDETCY A7 OBHEICHO O DR
BRI L D U A7 BHRIEE@AE SEIZb O T, IENOME D & YD ERSARHE
VN, F DY SI5AR O AR A2 VTS N2 R T L0 Th S, T PMMEGED
FOWR gk (D) K% 7 G E U CTHERR L72iB YAl OB 31T 2 Beif B o THIFHE
il & FEBRIEO XG2S ARIEOBEIGIED FTREME 2 Ko 12, 1B TIEYAR ~D i At & kit
LY, HIZ, ENOFESCWEE A B =X LERT A —H—cq DBRERDT- 49, Z LT,
ROBND2DOD/NT A —=F—=D G o lIPEFA = A LZEE L, wa (3eE 2R3
LD LERLTET,

UL, R BRI O W T OREHE 2 70 E THEAMISRIRN— 2 o FUmiE Al k
WREZ AW TR SN b DO TH Y | BHEZEA O T IRGEAIEIC X D A P2 T
T Lo T I Ado T, HIREANCIZ T A U R OFEE R 05 0 S A o5t
EIEMEE BT b O EH 2 ORFENH 25, T b ORI e R FE BISE T OMHTIC
ED XD Tei B % AT T O &S SUFTHBRE, £ 2 CARE TIEmIREEA & & b, kg
TR DL BEAFKET N ULABIORBEAKET N U LEBEGRHE L THY, Bk
TG, WPEGL, Z NIV, 3B RO IROE G5 YA % - TR ER ATV BB
FIOFEHAIC L D BRSO R A RO D & & HIT, MEREERBEUEZIGH L TiE A =
AL OME S SHEPEAI ORI OWTELET D L LB, p ZVEFNEES LTHVD
ZLIZET D MEEETT O,

2. F &

2-1 {5RAT DFRRL

THYARVERR D T= D12, Bk 77510 & L Cg{b#kd) (7 B T2 100ED) & —HR 77
v 7 (VERRHFEMS) . KRS VBB LT~EZ ey (BL7 o v LF/300) .,
PEHLE L THEREE O A v Ly RO (L7 1 v 2T Mo, ARffnidREET ~
Uos (Fior) 2o tkE L, A% IZ SemxSem (ZHEMMr U CHEfE L7,

Fefbgk (D) {5YARTER 290, £ 3" 28MHz T 20 B OB I TordkiBYsii & gl L
5xSem (ZHEMWT L7z 5 BLOARHMIAR % BRALER/ KRR D43 8UR 1L PIZ AL, #—F R A—F—
Z T 3 GG Uz, SRR IE 120rpm, 1R IX 30°C, /08 1L R O LERIREE 1T
0.4g & L7z,

T—R 7T v ZIERARIL 2-7 18 ) — )V Tk AR L CHREY = — b —Tih
YelL7zd, F£9 5g/L OB —RAGGEE R LAE T A 5 —T 12,000rpm * 4 53 D5
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THAEL THOBSETBERERZRRLZ, 1L BREOE AT 300ml OiEYLKE T—KR T
7 v 7 KA (50x50mm3) & 5 AL I, FTHREY = — B —(T7 AT - AS-IN, HRZIE 40mm)iZ [EH &
LT 300 [A],/ min O#ET 1 3k ETRE Lz, 0k, iz L CEREHDOI—RT
Tk 2-TaR ) — LTI TR AR LT,

NE T8 BRI, ATIERRNL BICEF R IC~ A 7 m ety bRV T
BRI T LGRS TR L. AT — A — T TR 21T - THAHR
L729, fliK 100 mLIC7 > E=77K 068 mLZMA~EZ 02 g ZIEfE L T~ES 1
UK AR U, AR 1B LTI L 72~ 7 1 B UK 500l & T L7,
150 °CIZNE L7 MHIRAE I 1 oA TR L, ZOBAT — LA —T 2 LT 10 5
AREVLPR 21T, — BRI TRzl ST,

FA Ny RO BRI, Rl BICRT 7RIS, ~/ 7y M=y ) —
NER A ) =272 KO T U TR L2 Y, 155413 0.0417% & L, 1 4720 500uL @
GYRZ )T TEL L 90 F L, BRSSO &SR ORE L L,

ZOMIZEETENET )V E L ORRNANLHYRA (WERFHS) 2 vz, 2L, JISK
3362 (FZEEMARREARRERE) OWERBEARE S LTED LN TV D L O T, MiEEh L
LTALA VR (283%) FUALA Y (15.6%), 2L AT a—LAL—k (122%). s
NFGT 40 25%), A7 T Ly 25%). aLZATFa—1L (1.6%) O 6FEOETF NLME, #
YRTEHENE LTE T T (T%) &, BERKLHNLE LTH—Rr 77y 27 (05%) &
BT (29.8%) ZE ATIVEYHR & KT/ L CRBLL . 2 OIG YR TR & BTG
PeL TR L7 b O T, ZOWEHFED = U IRGAOBEEENII VW E SN TNDHH DT
»Hb,

2-2 PEVERBR

el & LT, Table3-1 \ZaR 3 i RUEAIEH 16 flE, 707 U Al 3 FE, JIS FEEUEAIOFF 20 fE
M L7z, LC1~LC4 ITHEEANRIATER, LD1~LD4 39RO IETEHR], PD1~PD4
TR E REA]. GP 1XY = VAR — VBB, PST, PS2 TR AT Ay LS IRIRIEA T A,
JIS 13 JISK 3362 FEEH & Rl BRIE e > THM L 72 JIS FRIZVERI CTh 5, £ 72 SHC LRI
KFEFT VUL (L7 v, BERER) . SSCITEAFREET MY U A (FEGEG
ARG . SCITRIET MY UL (BT 4 v Ft, BRERR) ThH 2D, dillkbER DORE X
FLEL STV D23 b — 7 —RUGEREE O RE R IR B L2 - TR L 7,

WFiZ s — T b A=, | FRCOEZNENDIGY A% S BN L, BiEE
120rpm, 30°COSMET, 1% A 7o E 5 EOWHEZITV, Teidk IR K TR 7
TE, BWL L7z, 4 B0 IR LTEREFOSEEITIE, JBELHE D15 YA 2 FONERR O FNE CHEd L
7=
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Table 3-1 Features of 20 kinds of washing liquid and the symbols

Symbol | Type Concenration Surfactant Surfactant Surface Tension H
Y P (g/L) content (%) |concentration (g/L) (mN/m) P
LC1 |Super Concentrated Liquid 0.33 63 0.21 26.0 7.5
LC2 |Super Concentrated Liquid 0.33 59 0.20 27.3 7.1
LC3 | Super Concentrated Liquid 0.33 54 0.18 34.7 6.5
LC4 | Super Concentrated Liquid 0.33 50 0.17 27.8 6.3
LD1 |Liquid Detergent 0.83 22 0.18 30.5 7.4
LD2 |Liquid Detergent 0.83 33 0.28 33.8 7.3
LD3 |Liquid Detergent 0.67 35 0.23 38.0 6.4
LD4 |Liquid Detergent 0.67 39 0.26 38.1 7.5
PD1 |Powder Detergent 1.17 16 0.19 35.4 10.3
PD2 | Powder Detergent 0.67 22 0.15 33.4 10.3
PD3 | Powder Detergent 0.80 22 0.18 31.7 9.2
PD4 |Powder Detergent 0.83 14 0.12 37.3 9.7

GP  |laundry Gel Pod 0.54 66 0.36 29.6 7.3

PS1 |Powder Soap 1.20 60 0.72 30.0 10.5
PS2 | Powder Soap 1.00 99 0.99 25.2 9.8
LS |Liquid Soap 1.50 35 0.36 27.6 9.0

SHC |Sodium Hydrogen Carbonate 10.0 72.9 8.7
SSC | Sodium SesquiCarbonate 0.50 72.7 9.5
SC |Sodium Carbonate 0.25 72.5 10.6

JIS | JIS standard detergent 1.33 15 0.20 35.8 10.1

Water (Ion-exchanged water) 72.9 6.4

PERIT W NOIEYAR b R E RN HRD -, T2 F VA EE ZE-2000 (HARE
B TERASH) & H N CURiaRBRAT# O 15 YuAn O K SO 3 (R) 2 HIE L, Kubelka-Munk
L QX)) »oKSMEEREHL, 2 RUHE > THEFER D(%) 2RO T-.

(1-R)*

K/S= ———
R (1)
(K/Ss-K/Sw)

D(%)= x100 ()
(K/Ss-K/So)

Z 2 TO KT WIREL, S 3 EERER, D PR, K/Ss X549 O K/S i, K/Sw
VLUEHAT O K/S fE, K/SolZEAMD K/ISTETH 5.

D%, 547 10 43, 15 43[R, 20 S0 [EVE L7236 Oteid= 455 2 =Tl L7z PC
TV r—=2a AN LT on & pa KD,

3. BMRRUEZR
3-1 BEEREOGHEB DRE

FAPMRRTER (LC3) . RERBEMATER] (LD2), B RfA A (PS2), B AXREET RV
T L (SSC). JIS FEEEVEAl (JIS) @ S HEOWAPEZ A, Bbgk D, h—Rr 77 v 7.
~NETREY ALy RO, RN TIGRAAIZKT 2D 5 srflx4 [\l vk Ut
ATV, Z O — R Hi# 2 RO 72 FE R A& Fig. 3-1 1R, Wi b BE e & 3
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VeV B £ DM 2R Uiz, 1B OIS X - CHFIEO T RO ONEN. 3
STWDD, O TR OFEIZ DV THEE LRV,

Iron(l1l) Oxide Carbon black Hemoglobin
——LC3 LD2 —+-PS2 —<SSC =JIS ——1C3 LD2 —+-PS2 —<SSC =*JIS ——1C3 LD2 ——PS2 —SSC —=+JIS
90 90 100
— = 80 <
E\i 27%2 E’\.Q, 70 E'\.o, 80
S 60 S 60 fy 60
< 50 S 50 <
9] 9] 9]
80 40 ) 8 0
% 30 % 30 %
& 2 3 2 A 20
10 10
0 >4 0 oA 0

0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
Repetition number Repetition number Repetition number
Qil Red O Artificial Soiled Fabric

——LC3 LD2 —4-PS2 —SSC —JIS ——LC3 LD2 ——PS2 —<SSC —JIS
< 60 90
g g
> 50 < 7
§ 40 Lc>f 60
20 o 50
Q 30 %0 40
L 20 S 30
e 8

0 2.3
1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
Repetition number Repetition number

0

Fig. 3-1 Effect of washing repetition number on detergency of 5 kinds of soiled fabric using 5 kinds
of washing liquid.

T 2 CHEREBIERAERIE T2 DDONRTG A —H—cy b unZFHHE L7 & 2 A, Table3-2 OfER
ZhFlz, Wbk (1D 13 on 23 0.63~0.84 DFIFHICH D | HERIIT S S E AV Sy, £ LT,
MRA T AOBEINEL . B AFREE Y — Z OV MR OE 25580 Bz, BT
on DB & Pl A 0 = XL DOBRICHOWTHET L. EERGHOBBEC X 2BREDLE. on D
A3 0.01~0.6 DRIz D & SNz, AENEZNEC0 LB DE & 2o 72, ZAUEPes R
20 L7235 B ISR E RN @ E 2 HAENRKRENWT L2 BT 5, BEITER S 715
HFIZEE LT, R[] & I C RO W23 i & D5 YA AMERL S VT W REMER B 5, BV Tl 2
OFFZEF A mEIEEA E L TEE LTHEE KT+ U oA (SDS) BHWS L, pH FREE
XHERR L KER(E T R U T A E W TIThbR S, FEARORmIEMERIRERED B 5 T L
V) HEE RO SAEBERE BT s PO L EZ 5D, 2o Xk i, BFTO
&SRS D08, ou IITRERDOIETH LN E ZIUF ERERET RV EHWTTE 5,

=R T T 97D ogld 0.26~0.47 OHEPHIZH Y . ZOHFHITORELD2ENH 53,
[EARL 715 LD BBERR 5 A 7 = X A OFIPAICINE o 72, P L Cidt A gy —
ZHMIIZ I LT3 L RS, TRIRTERIRC JIS FEHEVER O Piif 71 23 LRI s WO E A3 2 B
7=
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Table 3-2 Two parameters calculated by probability density functional method

Fe, 03 Carbon black | Hemoglobin Oil Red Art. Soiled Fab.
B Oy| S (o9 S Ory| el (o9 SR Oy|
LC3 -0.11 | 0.84 041 | 041 | -0.53 | 0.52 | -1.61 | 0.85 0.14 0.49
LD2 0.00 | 0.81 0.51 | 0.31 031 | 044 | -1.75 | 0.95 0.51 0.38
PS2 0.21 | 0.79 0.33 | 047 0.83 | 0.71 | -0.81 | 0.84 0.39 0.34
SSC -0.34 | 0.68 | -0.06 | 0.30 | -0.02 | 0.45 | -5.00 | (2.30) -0.15 0.16

JIS 0.04 | 0.63 0.53 | 0.26 0.13 | 0.78 | -1.74 | 0.80 0.47 0.24

~NE T 0 E AT OBEEIE on 2N 0.44~0.78 DFPHIZH D . LRIES DI H D 0
AHZRBZEN DD E T X RWEPFHIZINE > TV D, KIEHEH IO EMRIZ K 5 B A
A=A LlE on D 0.30~1.4 OHIPH & Sh, ZIUTTE LRWIER & o7z, Wi IIZBIL T
I3 JIS FRAZEEAI (JIS) LMyRATA (PS2) MMENTEY ., MIRMIRATES (LC3) 15
HIMEL 722 TN D,

FAN Ly FOD oy lIZBIL TIE, B AFKEEY — X OfEHMlL & i L TRE WA, £ D
BROD pua13-5.00 & FHEHPHO FIRMEIZ 2> TW 5, THITESFRNMET E 5 -0 EH T
DENFHETE RN T22 L2 BWT 5, T OMOTEHIE TIX on A 0.80~0.95 O L)k
WEIFARNIZIE > TV D, AEIIZ KD Wi A D =KX L1 1.0~2.0 & SNTWDH A, £ Dl
PHE D 00/ NS, FE R OUEAIE LU TS PRI HE 23 BRI 2 D | IR b A 77 =
R DA BB L DA D = X A B IR E S FG LTV D LD LRI D,

BN TIHYAT D oq 13 0.16~0.49 DFIFH & 720 | IFITHERR 178 K& < B854 4 KI5 L
ORI X DVEE A D =X LRKENTH D Z 2R LTS, FRZEATREET R
U LDEDPMELS 72> T 505, ZHUTRFHFE I E O PEFR OB RMNT L A ERIAD IR0
L EBEWRT D, VeSO R TIIAERBURIATERISC JIS FRAEeAl s m < . B AR REE Y — 4
IHEVWME E 72 o 7,

3-2 HEREEANC X 2 K FE N OBEME

20 FEOVERIFICKT LT, 5 ofix1 BIOWHRBREZIT > TR R L. MREEREEEIC
Ko T uaEIZEW L7 (Table 3-3), ZDBEIC onld, EAEEE (D) : 075, I—AKR 7T >
7 2035, ~EZBEY0.60, ALy FO:0.86, WA TiHYAN @ 032 & FHE L7z,
ffbgk () ZiENE L THWEEES, Yo /LliR—L (GP) THOWEAIL D b UEFR1 5
{lpofe, 7o, REAKFEF FY A (SHC), EAFKEET MY L (SSC)., KREEST MU
I (SC) FEDREEAMRMEZ R L, IRIETEAID LD IRWFER & e o7z, BEIRI15h
OYEHFEIL, BN OR R BOLAEST DO TT VA U HIOBE W S =m8, RimiErEA
HRE DM TIES E O WG TE RV E VS ERBG L,

=R T T w7 EENE LTHWEZEAIZIE, 740 U AL OUEATlvedrtic K
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ETREWT I DRI 3D T VT U FIEI B NSO BRI & e L CTUEs e S
DTS Z ENRThoTe, BUKMEBAKF 5T L IR EEAIDLETH D L)
Z LB TE T,

Table 3-3 pq for 5 types of stains by 20 types of detergents calculated by fixing oy

ITO";(;E) c];"l’;bc‘l’(“ Hemoglobin | Oil Red O N[Si;‘fld

11(0.75) | 1,(0.35) #0.60) 1(0.86) 11,1(0.32)
LC1| +0.05 +0.53 +0.23 —1.00 +0.12
Lc2| —0.01 +0.45 -0.09 -0.72 +0.15
LC3| —0.18 +0.52 —0.23 —1.18 +0.12
LC4| —0.18 +0.42 +0.42 -0.72 +0.16
LD1| +0.02 +0.49 +1.19 -1.03 +0.12
LD2 | +0.02 +0.43 +1.38 -0.76 +0.40
LD3| —0.33 +0.35 +0.19 —1.15 +0.16
LD4| —0.51 +0.10 +0.88 —0.82 +0.39
PD1| —0.12 +0.36 +1.13 —0.80 +0.56
pPD2| —0.04 +0.24 +1.39 —0.83 +0.71
PD3| —0.07 +0.47 +1.42 -0.90 +0.40
PD4| +0.09 +0.32 +0.82 —1.06 +0.92
GP | +0.20 +0.69 +1.83 -0.57 +0.49
PsS1| +0.02 +0.44 +1.84 -0.72 +0.34
ps2| +0.06 +0.40 +1.30 —0.38 +0.13
LS | +0.01 +0.24 -0.32 —0.96 —0.04
SHC| —0.67 —0.15 +1.04 —1.62 —0.07
ssc| —0.39 -0.24 +0.55 -1.73 +0.14
sc | —0.61 -0.28 +1.70 —1.48 +0.52
JIs | —0.15 +0.26 +0.41 -1.14 +0.30

ANE T\ B OWES TR AT Ay JIS FEEEGEAI OVl R205 s < | BRI
GEAIOVEE IPMRWEA S R STz, £z, Bk D) SV —Rr 77 v 7 L3RR,
T 7 Y HITHMOBER] & FEOTE NG LNz, ZOHERKRE LTE, ~EZ B E U OR
FITIFRITEEN E BB 727D B2 b, EOTDIRMENHETH 5 HERHE
ARTER CHRSEMEL oo o L Bb s,

MVEGERECH 2 A X U IVOREE TIXM AR AT A PS2 0V = /LR —/L GP OS2 E < |
3FRDT VT U B DM OVEFERI e~ TR O BEEE 2 7R LTz,

BN TIBLAT OBV TE, REOGRERCKREET N Y 7 A (SC) THifE
D3 < T DA R G AL, SRIEKSET B U 7 AW T A THEEMEL 72 o 70, BEH 1D
TIE, JBIAEETEIL, U 77U &Y R, RAEKFEH O 3 OGN L BN 1590 %
A, SFEPEANE 2 AW CHRFRBR AT, T ORER, 7l VB OR 8 L EORBOR
S BB TI5 %A O Beve eI IR MERG N O BEEZF BN 2 & 2o Lz, A BN
DEBIZONTIER L TRV, T8 U FIORERKEWEMITA DI ZOT, R0
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O RENIBRIG L DVEFNEIZELA SNIDTH A H LHEI SN D,

VLo XD BB O BEAE ORI D\ Tk d 5 R OHANTF 2B 5 25, ki 72
AR LB, 2 2L YA pH, FREIEPERIIE & REAES & ua & OFEBINEA 3
BLcL A, BIRRWERNG B/ (Table3-4), pH IZBH L Cld~~E 27 1 B 5G4 &
0N TG YA OVEHHE RICISN T pn & ORICIEOMHBIMER S e, MBREITZ
FERE T o le, WTH—R 7T v 72 L UTADOHBEMN /RO N2, Ziuk
pH 23 FEERHR N B R AR B A DE A OVEIIE RS B o T Z LR EMWEL TV D B bR
%o Fio, FETEHEARESCRAmEICE L, Bikgk () 15%A, A—Ro 7T v
H9An, BLOAA VL B O HYAT OYSHEN LB TR MEBIME 27~ L7z,

Table 3-4 Correlation coefficient between iy calculated by fixing oy and the characteristic value of

detergent solution.

Surf. conc. | Surf. Tension
pH (g/L) (mN/m)
Tron(II) Oxide p,(0.75) | -0.08 +0.49 -0.81
carbon black p,(0.35) -0.45 +0.43 -0.90
hemoglobin p,,(0.60) +0.48 +0.23 +0.15
SudanlV p,(0.86) -0.17 +0.70 -0.86
Mixed Soil p,,(0.32) +0.46 -0.12 -0.05

3-3 HESRE B %k 08 A M D A

BFREO & O T, WeRE EEBISGE IO TR RE R A RIT T2 2 &I KV pH RS ETE A
TS L Ve 1 & OBIMREZ FIBMR S TR T Z LN AR L R otn, HEROBES A 1 =X A
B, KEYENEZ B UG IUT pH 238 < 72D LW EDS BA L MG ORL 5L
SETEPERIREE DS BRIV EA T 5, eme X R VAR TH D728, Stk
KRN E < 72D L REESMPMET LeiEEn EH3 2, MR DL, chzri kLo
7= VEERTH pH PR ETEMEANEIE /2 & L OB OB ZEET 5 2 LI TE 508,
SRILVES 1 & IR T do 5 7o DIHBIRE DRV S REEIZ 22 5, pH S mETE VAR % b
BB 1y S EZR OGP AR 0T, YEE I L IR LB T & HH8IE T
HLHIENEEND, TOEWT, KU THEOLNTHRITIHMETE 5,

— 5. AT 4 AR 0 IR U geakBR & 20 FEOPEEAIO HlGRBR 2 Bl o vk D75 %
WD T, W T D BEAPEIZ DU TR B LT I SR & SR BRI K DR
BrEOBBMEZ M T 5 DICHWD Z LN TEX 5, Fig. 3-1, Table 3-2 DUEHFE% on & [HE
L CHAMET D L Table 3-5 OfERESE, ZIMDatAlD Z LD TE HWFHOELD
NEAZIX FRED L H ICHEHTX 5,
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<4 [Fl#R 0 R L >
fefbgk (110 SSC<LC3=JIS=LD2<PS2
J1—R B SSCKPS2=LC3=LD2=1JIS
~EZ by LC3<LD2<SSC<IJIS<PS2
FA Ly KO SSCLJIS=LC3=LD2<PS2
BN TIHYA  SSCKLC3<JIS=PS2<LD2

Table 3-5 Values of i obtained by recalculating the results of four repetitive washing tests with fixing

il
Towie, | T | el OO s
1a(0.75) | 1,(0.35) i i B
LC3 | -0.07 | +0.44 —-0.59 -1.62 | +0.21
LD2 | +0.07 | +0.50 -0.23 -1.65 | +0.54
PS2 | +0.22 | +0.38 +0.84 —0.83 | +0.40
SSC | -0.38 | —0.09 —-0.10 -2.53 | —0.30
JIS | —-0.01 | +0.49 +0.20 -1.81 | +0.39

—J5. 20 FEOVEAFED LB EER O F ORI HE T — X Bt A D Z & O TE AT TR
DELHT B,

<20 FEDBEAEA D Yeid /78R >
fafbgk (1) SSC<LC3=JIS<LD2=PS2
J1—R B SSCKJIS<PS2=LD2=LC3
~EZ by LC3KIIS=SSC<PS2=LD2
FA41L v RO SSC<LC3=JIS<LD2<PS2
AN TG4 LC3=PS2=SSC<JIS=LD2

20 FEOVERIED LR FBRIL 5 OB | BOBEFEE H L L LTWDHOT, B
AR IR LUFEBR TR LA T — 2O N NS, 187250y hOHERAZ VTN S
DT, WEHFRO LU ZENETRT W, FIAIENE S 7 B 531 T, 20 Tl g
BT DTz w23 4 B0 K LR TR LN tn 1V 23720 @< o TS, Th
X, BEMOEEGNZ L > THRIFREO LR KRE <AL, 20 O R ORI
ToE 70 B ABYAGIIEVEE D FEA VI NE Do T ZERFEHERNTH D B2 HND,

Z LT, WMEDNET 1 B GROTRES KA i3 2 & JIS FRMEGEAICHR A EA] PS2
DONERL B LTV D 2N, BIEMERIRTER] LC3 OPEENMEL . R AT A PS2 OFeHHE:
PSRRI T LTV D, Table 3-4 TIEA~EZ | B L OUREEIZE LT FmiE A
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JE L DFBIMEIIR L 22 o TWAD, BHEAWVREWEHEE SN D 4 [BlFR Y IR LEE T, ff
FH R 0D St TG P 7910 B 3 PR ) R ORI YA LD2 OPEEESME T L CTWaH Z & kv | &Mk
FEAWMEWG SIS ETEER DS G NN T 508 BHESWAEE D ERPMETT
HEVWIRMBHEREIND,
Fio, W N TIHYA OGRS R TR 2 0N ARRIEE N Y A (SSC) THY
20 FEDYEAIELELIRFIZ Eb T 4 [E1# 0 O U PeidiRe Wi 03 IEH 12495 > T %, Table 3-2 K
0. BANTLIHERMGOWSF THONDEAFREY —F O on ML D HF L /NE72fEHE
7o TCND, ZIUIHIEIOWE T D FREOIHFNNRERE S %, 2 B HUREIEREMENZ
EAEHRLTWARWZ L2 BT 2D, on ZFEE L CHEHEL AT 5 & 2 1B RO
EHEDOMOZRNER S b GO TR SN DAY, 20 O YEHILEERER TR 5 4y D EdHs
Ko b LI, ZOBROUHMEDM NI OVEAPE & FER & 5 A THEEFI8RD b s
oD, EDRD, BEARREEY —X O SINEDICFHI SNt D EEBEZ HILD,
VI ED XS ICHID 2 CTHEETRE TS D0, 202 4 B0 IR Lo R B
R & 20 RO YA DY 7 EEGRER OFE R0 B IXFERE OB 23580 H AL, BEPEIZ DN T
bRERMEITENEOLEZ BND, MR EREEIEIIAFEIEAIE O Vef et 2 i 4
DDITESNLDY — W72 V155 L WIfF S b,

4. # B

ZAVE CTHRmEIENER & LT SDS A3 AZ HW, KERET MU T AT pH 2% L7 P
R AT FEBR T — & % ST\ e SR P B & Vet ST IR P RE Ch D Z & 2R L T
T RETEHIRGERICT V7 Y B OBesIEIZ kT 5 s & BEOE OIS T D
THET L7z,

ZORER, gk (D) OPEFITHB VT on DARAFER LD ORKRELS ol /e, TUl
U AN X DI RN TIEYART OVFIZ BT D on MDA X D F D on L0 /S e
%7 EORG RN S oA BRI R ERIE DR T A — S —un WS Z

(2 & 0 fl b O RBERI OV ) AR T 5 Z & A AIRE Cd o 72, & LT e {kgk (1) |
=R T T 7 BLRAEA Ly KO ITREEEAREESCEmEN ERESBEEL, ~
70 e 5 LA N TIGYAE pH & OBIEN TRV Z & N BIEICHER TE -,

DX HI, TIREAPEIC )T U C b MR R A R LI Beif R OfFNTC, Peif 85 %
RS 5 ECHERARERPEOND Z ENmhoT-,
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1) Y. Ishikawa, S.Orito, M. Oya, Washing efficiency analysis based on a concept of statistical
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2) Y. Ishikawa, S. Orito, M. Oya, Statistical analysis of washing efficiency for solid particle soil. J.
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BAE ~NESREVFEROTEREICRT 2R TR OMEEIEA

1. &

FEHR B Tl RSO I A A A 3 2 RGN OGP AR N O EETH
5. &I CEHRBEGRTIEFER L L TOMEN S fThivTE iz, FlZIE, Rk,
B, PARSTE R O R B B O ICB L CREEE A~ = 2 T VIR O R & I
B L72AFgE 19, ERER B0 O FEM O BRI D P AIROTE B Al O VR ORFSE 57D, ATP
T A MR DO FE R IR PR MR VAT T D58 819, 13 =2 ) U OEEME A
TRTHFGE 107 BB b D,

0 BRI RMFSEE L CRMK Y /X7 THLT VT I oNE eIl E B LT
GEMLN, To b 2L % 37 & FUEIETER & O AAERICE R Lz, SmistEsl &5
DRBTHLMPEFIZEENTNDT AT I, ~ETavy & OMAERIZET 505
17—19)7j§3;)é.

— 05, Ve BRI BT 2 ML ERAUAFJEI3 5 | TR L2l TH O, ¥ X7 Holk
@?@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwi FITEMS LESTOWEIEET 5 b ONL . Fil X, Sk

CHIE X VR G a A S CHUE R ERL L, pH IC X 2 VeI 2 YErr I 2k & LTk,
%@@%%—&ﬁf WS TR THE TR EZ KD, # R 7 EEN~DIEE% - EEH S
EBLLUTAIGE 20, KEIRE) FIE REEE A L T8 7 F o oE & ORI ZE (L2 i
FRL, BEHOPIMIAED OS2 HE LI 2D, A7 v L AFHERICAT S Lic & o3y
BOWEIEKIT D7 07 7 —EOREL YIHBEER) O L2t 2, fic/mER
MEERIC K D5 R B ORECRITT BT OV THIMIEH L & —E R O BEE=R 1 6
FEAME U 7ZAFGE SN BND. 2D K DI, B EOWEICET I ERIIIZEIE, &
ARHNGEHI A DO AR AR & T2 DONRL N, FIOAR O A %5 U2 EEmIZIEE
< OMERD 5,

Z ZTCARETIIME Y T DERGSO—D2ThHH~NEI R ZET AHLE LTH
VY, R — AR el 2 45 DAV T W R A E SRR 2 D TSR A 1TV,
MR EERABOEIC LV pH, WAL, FUmiEMEAIRE S OREIC OV THET L7z, FfZ pH &
IREE, FHREMEANREE IR &) B2 DU S0 T ORMRICBE LT, FIZhRB3 KL T 5
DEIDITONTELE LTz, I, BER L IREOFEICE L CHEBERSCHERER RN
HNEWV) FIZONWTHRE LT,

il

2. F ik
2-1 Rp

HRAERIC W=D, e M @RER A HES), HRIEIZII~SEZ m ey (RiLHE,
FOYEAlSE) 2 L7z, PEidiE o pH HEICITKERE T R U & & (Fooesisk, Sefk) 2 v,
FHETEMER & LT SDS (Fefiz, a38), 7“m 77 —B L LCidhr et —8 (/R A L)
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i LAY

2.2 HYAR DR

KA 250 g % 0.5 %D BRI T N U 7 LKIEHK 2 LIT AT, 60~70 °CTHIHk 17 - 7-1%,
KEKTTTWELOENAK - BELL, ZN%E 5xSem?IZhy 5. ~EZRrEY 2g %
0.1N 7 > E=7 /KK 100 mL (i ST b O EJFYSR E L, #ifi 1 #d 729 400 uL 3
O F L7z,

V5 %= S H =14, H HICHEHE DRD 320A (TOYO EGINEERING) HC 150 °C, 2
min OFZELR 21T 5 . Z D%, KAKIEERKEM DA —7 L Y (SHARP, HEALSIO
AX- 2000) % AV T 8 min DARBVLEL ATV, S5 v FaX—F—N (20°C) TI1H
RIF LTI 02 BRICA L 72,

2-3  BREERER

BEyF il BRIZ1T Terg-O-Tometer (RZEFENF, TM-4) Z Wz, VEESRMIIHERWE 1L, B
[El#5%L 80 rpm,  PEyrER]IE 1 BAZ Smin & L7c. REVESE (D%) 1%, TV ZAHIEEE
7t (ZE-2000, AAEA TE) 2V CHE LKA ENOFE Lz, R OMEX
RREOGEGATZ SHERTHE Lz, RE 1 »77 (@3 cem) ORmXHFE (Y H) ZHE
L7z FHfiEi % R i & LT Kubelka-Munk 2 (1 ) TK/SEZ R, 2 KoL v g4 H
HL7-.

(1-R)y?

K/S= ———— 1
R (D
(K/Ss-K/Sw)

D(%)= x100 ()
(K/Ss-K/So)

T I KRR EL, S ICHEEAREL, D ISR - B A, KUSs TG O KIS fH,
K/Sw Ly « EEAA D K/S fH, K/So ZJFHAAD K/ISHTH S,

¥, AIEIS LD AERR L 7215940 O KIS PEF=RIZ,. 0.1 N NaOH /K¥&HE THiH L 7% Lowry
ECROT-PE R L BT 5 2 L BHER ST S 2520,

3. BMRRUEZR
3-1 pH LIREZEZTZHEOWEER

VevimEE 30°C, 40°C, 50°C, 60°COZINZEINDOFEMT T, pH % 6, 9, 10, 11 ® 4 &
WAL S TE BN RO LR % Fig. 4-1 1279, W OIRESMET b YRR
EHLCHGERIC RN E T BEEED D, HWIE pH 2R D D LIRS EAT DM
MR b,
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100 100
epH 6.0 *pH 9.0 *pH10.0 <pH 11.0 epH 6.0 epH 9.0 +pH 10.0 =pH 11.0
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& 2 KV/V/T & 20
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Washing tile (min) Washing tile (min)

Fig. 4-1 Time-dependent curve of cleaning efficiency of hemoglobin soil when pH and temperature

are changed.

Foe v N T BRI RRERS R 2 M SR B B AL CRRMT L 72 2R, Table 4-1 (2”7 on & 253K
BT, 6n 1F 0.39~0.66 OELFHDAEF B AV D3, on 1LEERANZTEG A I = X BB L,
[E AR TGO BBE, FE & OFRVAIIREG 1% 83 D KEEMEB AV OBRE . PSP
2L DM O AIEGIC X D BRE . FEIEMEAKEIRIC X 2 MPEG O AAGIZ L HhRE
bl BREAD =X EBENT D E on DIEITKE 2o T A, A RIOF RS RITAKRNME
BAVDOIRIBEOHIFHICH 5 L EZX b D,

Table 4-1 Calculation results of 6,1 and 1 in hemoglobin washing with varying temperature and pH

°C pH O Moy °C DH Ol Moyl
6.0 0.44 -1.12 6.0/0.44 -0.58
9.0] 0.50 -1.14 9.00.47 -0.29
30 50
10.0) 0.66 -0.98 10.0/0.49 -0.18
11.0) 0.70 -0.75 11.0/0.53 0.07
6.0 0.49 -0.94 6.0/0.39 -0.28
9.0 0.58 -0.64 9.0/ 0.51 -0.12
40 60
10.0) 0.59 -0.43 10.0/0.41 0.23
11.0, 0.65 -0.21 11.0/0.53 0.40
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Dissolution of water
soluble soil in water » m
0,:1.0-2.0
Solubilization of oily
soil into micelles ‘ » * » *
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Fig. 4-2 Relation between value of o1 and the cleaning mechanism

FHR SN o IETETIEO 0 RH D3, pH R E D & on OO KT 2 EFF80
BNz, ~EZ B EABNITEARMICERRIC L D BRESN DA, pH MRV & S I ERE
ADHID ENTRESNDERNAY . pH BEE D &M IERN BRI D EE X
5ND, B, on B VHED 52 TEIC LT un ZatF LIS H . FRCRE 2E VTR
IR ino T,

wi V&, FENDOAETI DA% o=1 OIEHGA EAE LT A7 —/v BTG S0, 15
NWOME T TR IT T m y b DE) —ROEEER Y k &35 Ink DA
T CHINT D EEZRBND, E I TIREORE T Z A r—ick > Tray b
%L ARFER R BEBRANE SN (Fig.4-3), Lo T, plZBSEICEROH 585
A—H—L LTERHATE 2 AHEENSRH I,

0.5
[ ¢pHE6 @ pHYS
4
b A pH10 H11
0 0.984 P P
-0.5
-1
-1.5

1/333 1/323 1/313 1/303
Fig. 4-3 The relationship between iy and 1/T obtained from the washing test with respect to various

pH and temperature levels.
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3-2 pHZIRLIEEZROMBER|DRRFE

pH b5 LR EFIIAFIEOHPEN CIIEARN TSR L mO MR EHT5H, I
pH EFIZ X 280 % ADeny. IRE EFIZ K 5205 % ADamey. pH &R D 7 % 5 8 72 %)
K% ADpnitvpy & T 5 &0 AT OB TERE D,

FHAINYEH @ Denitvey = ADgny + ADtmp)

HHFEAEH : Denitvpy > ADny + AD(tmp)
HRAEH © Denirvpy < ADpmy + AD(tmp)

Z 2T, pH EREZZEASHTZ 9 DOFRMITHOWTHIMER B RSL T 2 B0 Efat L
TG B Fig. 4-4 DFERZ157-, &k pH6—pHI, 40°C—50°C, pHI—pH10, 30°C—40°C, %
& pH10—pHI1 TiX 30°C—40°C & 40°C—50°C D 2 D DR EZALGAETIXE W2 AR INE
MRS Bz, F£72 pH6—pHI, 50°C—60°C & pH9—pH10, 40°C—50°C, pH10—pHI1,
50°C—60°CC & LB & VW 2R IPE 3588 BTz,

pH6—pH9, 30°C—40°C & pH9—pH10, 50°C—60°CD 2 DD/ — A THHEAEA ERIfE A T
[ 55 RAFER & e o 72D Rl TIEEZL M5 CD pH DA &L S E 7z & & OGS 39
W7 BA T pH 2R LIREN RO S BT/ > TRV | FHRMER/NE 72
Sl BZ BN,

WFRIZLTH, BRI A~EZ v B OBRFERICHIT 2 pH 203 L IREZN R ORI
INERIAERS BV D FTREPER F W, FIIER TR TE 2 Z L3 gmoiz,

pH 11

calc. +0.78 calc. +0.47 calc. +0.66
N S S
? +0.77 Q +0.50 Q +0.58
+0.55 +0.25 +0.41
pH 10
calc. +0.66 calc. +0.54 calc. +0.28
Vo] [e)] i
= B! =
?I /+0_71 QI /4-0,46 QI ﬁ.sz
+0.50 +0.35 +0.17
oH g —) ——) )
calc. +0.20 calc. +0.66 calc. +0.59
8 2 Q
S +0.48 |9 +0.65 |9 +0.46
+0.18 +0.36 +0.30
oH 6 —) —) —)
30°C 40°C 50°C 60°C

Fig. 4-4 Determination of additive effect between the pH increase and temperature increase in
hemoglobin cleaning: The increase in pi;1 due to an increase in pH is expressed as a vertical
value, and the increase in ur due to an increase in temperature is expressed as a horizontal
value. In addition, the increase in py due to an increase in the pH and temperature is

expressed as a diagonal arrow. Moreover, additivity is confirmed if the calculated value
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(vertical value + horizontal value) is significantly close to the corresponding experimental

value (value of red diagonal arrow).

3-3 FREEMANRE L REOCRE

SHETEMEAI & LT SDS & Hvy, FETEEAREZ 0%, 1.5%. 3.0%. 5.0%0D 4 BREIZ,
IREE %A 20°C, 35°C, 50°C, 65°CD 4 BFHIC b S W7o GG OVeii- — A il #t 2 Fig. 4-5 1
R, 7RB. pH SIREDOREIZOWTOFERRF & IZR R L0 v FOHRAE W=D T,
Vel R OMEIE % Jo D Fig. 4-1 LT 5 Z LT TE 720,

RETEMEARE D 0%—0.15%—0.30% & @/ F£ 5 L WHFERE KT 523, 030%E 0.50% T
EHFE Y KERBMTED BN o7, SDS @ cme 1E 0.25%FEE THDH DT, eme LL L
(272 % & RETEHRI OBREMEICRE BT R LR kD LB BND,

100 100 °G| *0g/L 1.5g/L +3.0g/L *5.0g/L |
20°C| *0g/L *1.5g/L *3.00/L 5.0/ | 50 9 9 09 Rl
80 —_
S 3
= = 60
= 60 ©
3 3
g 40 g 40
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¢ 5 © 20
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Fig. 4-5 Time-dependent removal curves of hemoglobin soil obtained with respect to various

temperature and SDS concentration levels: Soiled fabrics were washed using a tergotometer

(80 rpm).

Z OFER AR E L CRET S & Table4-2 DFERE1F7-, pH OB L KD -1
L0 BIREEEDOEERELS LTEY, 20005 EREZIT>7228, 200C T 6 B33 0 K
XL DT ENDD 0T, KIZE DI Tlde < FEIEMHANC X 2 iE b ogh Rk
ELMHNTZbDEEZ HID, 35°CLL EDGE REIEMHANREN R E D & o BOPKRE
72 MDD HAv, REIEHEADNERERICEEL TV EEZ BN,
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Table 4-2 Calculated values of oy and p1 obtained from cleaning test of the hemoglobin-soiled cloth

with respect to various temperature and SDS concentration levels.

OC g/l— Oy Myl T g/l— Oy Myl
0 0.88 -1.87 0 0.24 -0.57
1.5 1.16 -1.35 1.5 0.45 -0.03
20 50
3.0/ 1.80 -0.25 3.000.58 0.83
5.0 1.38 -0.05 5.000.63 1.03
0 0.39 -1.24 00.24 -0.47
1.5 0.73 -0.88 1.5 0.44 -0.09
35 65
3.0 0.84 -0.01 3.000.47 1.09
5.00 0.93 0.26 5.00.49 1.12

FLUTICHLTFuy b5 & Fig 4-6 OFERZ2157-, 4 1E% 20°C, 35°C, 50°C, 65°C
D 4 BEFETOWIFRABREIT S 723, 65°CTOWAFRMENT L=U X7 oy N TTHSD &
D HIKL 2o TV D, XU EIERIR CTEMED 7= DI TRIFENME T3 523, T O&E I
YT HRED T DIZTREFENMRONRL RolcbD L EbiL s,

1.5 mOg/L A15g/L ®3.0g/L +5.0g/L
: ,
0.5
\_\\
0 4 o
e EE RZ=10.941
0.5 e g
1 T~ TR2=0.892
[ e
1.5 R'=0.948
_2 .
-2.5
1/338 1/323 1/308 1/292

Fig. 4-6 Relationship between 1 and 1/T obtained from the washing test with respect to various SDS

concentration and temperature levels.

3-4 FETEMAIOREE & IREZROIMER] DORGE

SDS IREED & LIRE ERITEARMICEGRRZEmO 2N REHT 505, SDS DOIRE L5
\Z X B2 F % AD(SDS)., i EFIC L 2205 % AD(TMP), pH & iREE D 5 Z @b 7o i %
AD(SDS+TMP) & 3% & | FHIERIZ TR TEREINS,
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D(SDS+TMP) = AD(SDS) + AD(TMP)

% ZC, pH EiREZ L & W72 9 DDAV THIMER 23 AL T 2 & & fist L
7RG B, Fig. 4-7 OfERA17=, 50 SDS B 3.0—5.0g/L, 50°C—65°COFMZFR T,
BRI ERIEIC K < —83 270, SOOTEEBRBEVMELE & 5 Z Lo tz, Thhbb,
SDS DOIRENFE & IREZN RO I BAHIMER DGR i,

5.0
calc. +0.44 calc. +1.09 calc. +0.46
~ |8 S S
c\o < +0.51 | 9 +1.04 |9 +0.29
: +0.24 +0.84 +0.26
S 40 ) —) —)
~— .
ﬁ calc. +1.57 calc. +1.72 calc. +0.80
= 3 5 S
54 < +1.34 | S +1.71 |9 +1.12
g +0.47 +0.85 -0.06
; - —) ) —)
% ’ calc. +1.15 calc. +1.03 calc. +0.64
2 ° &
= +0.99 |9 +0.85 ? +0.48
+0.63 +0.67 +0.10
00— 0
20°c 35°C 50°C 65°C

Fig. 4-7 Determination of additive rule between increase in SDS concentration and temperature in
hemoglobin cleaning: The increase in ;1 due to an increase in the SDS concentration is
expressed as a vertical value, and that due to an increase in the temperature is expressed as
a horizontal value. The increase in 1 due to an increase in the SDS concentration and
temperature is expressed as a diagonal arrow. Moreover, additivity is confirmed if the
calculated value (vertical value + horizontal value) is close to the corresponding

experimental value (value of red diagonal arrow).

4. ¥% B

NE T8 E YL O RS T) D T~ O R EEBIEAE ORI KRS T, HEOSRMET
T, pH 2R EIRESFEOM. LU SDS REMFR LIRENROM THIMERRBIEZ S
oo EHIZ, MGFOHBETu X 1/TIZEHLTHREIZ T ey &, > T, ZOHED
w (X, GEFEERR L RO E RO/ T A= — L LT TE 2 AlREMEARRIB S 7z,
& R EIHIE, BREROIMEN R & OINTRIC Ko CTEME L, BREVSEEEIC22 Z L1T X
SEIBILTWD A, ZOWFJE THR SNV MERE BB A 92 & | Vel B & e A
= ANE BT D2 ENTE, Zhud, OB CEEINZRZ & THY | R,
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1. # &

Vet TR TS PERIR B, pH, RS, M /172 & Ok 4 R EREMEOEMRBIR ThH 5. £
DY A T =X KON TEZDHEE, TNENOREOMOMAENER, >F 0 AHMIEH,
FAEHSPHBAECOWTHHE T 5 Z LITHEFICEMTH LS. Ll W T 2MALE
FaFgekRg & U= Fplas 720,

FRAEMZ: EOMAEAERZAMICL X 5 & T 20581, & LTHER EOETFSE
THE D 2T EDOREDORBEZHONIT HHATHREL CE. 2 2O WE
MO AN 2 3 M 2 & b IR HIEIE, 74 VY ARa I aikE CIIETHS. b
DFEL, FEEHE SRS ER EOREOHE L~V HEZHEH L, 2 >0k
Sy 7R E O BEAER ZRET D OIEHATE S, 2 biEne VST Sl Fikim T
&V, Ronald"<> Huang?|Z X H#FIIZZN O DO FiEE FW =2 < OWFFERREIT ST
5.

fiL, ¥ex 223 BBV THIME O FIET, FHAEEAZIFHHLL Y LW ORBBHH. &L
NI = INE, PP —T 4 — LR OPIRA R 2 I E 72 1T AA b THERT 5
ZEIZEY, WFOHRALIREPHERNTH D EfbamfT T TE Y | Jorgelinai, /A 47 «
—BNET 4 —BLOHM, BIONBAEYOESRMEZ G LR R 5, 5 0L fiEE:
ICHRDEDN D D LA TV a, TE Y NE, RTF VAR MY oL EEF LR A
FAT oE=U LT BYA R L-AF A= OFREZMET 220820 T, Bk LU
BEMOHFOIIE SV THFEDENH 5 LB ~72. Song®iX, FUERITOIETHES
BEEENT 2RI OWTHFEL, BT —BEXT T F—8, H L R E2EZT-REE
W L CERBRL, WEICHRDENHD L AR LT

Jadidi?X°> Bera®&, 7 = ME-FEA MBS LT =F MBI F A R miE A o
FA R O FETE BT D RN FAZ DUV TRRET L7z, Yamamoto 1, FLaiiE e 2 ik
EREHRE UTHER L, AKIRFEA IR 2 RIS OE Y 2 L—F — & LTHERT
HZEIZR, BEMEBEIOELY VT =20 7+ —NT 4 T IEOF R R fER
L7z,

PbD X 5ICHBEDREZRD D2 EOBITE L OFEMTONTE R, EARKIZIT 2
SOFWEZIRG LT L EOMRNOHFDR, MR, HEDRELHES . 2L
ZITVE A DHONE, MEB OHOZNEK, T LTED 12 80WE A L BZIRG L2
B ORRAE L LIZRE, IREROIRPE WG A ITHREIRPBD BN D,

—J5 . AMFIETIRET D715, HEDR, MR, MR sz HETcE 57
F TRV, TATE ORE OB T < IRE, pH, M) 72 EMEEAERICKRIE

WELHETE 2, EHEOLO 7 N —7 3B LU C & 7o ifem B RAEUE 2 I3 D0 )
DFEFTETH 5,
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AR SCCIIMER B FEBIBOEIC KV HRIR AR T2 L2 BV E L CRRTE IS B LTz,
[ AREITERTG AT R TS AR BRI X - TR L ChRES D 102D T Y & F
TIEFFNC L DRI T AZERR CEREN T & s, 70, IBESELSM OWFZE CIRE
WEED EE LIRS E D LT H/ENHELN TS,

7oL, TV A VRS R Tk, RIS L A IEEaA T A DAERIZ K 0 BREDETT 5 1>

o BT, MO TIE, IREN EFT DI ON TEE A KRIBICHEINT 2 Z LR EN
Twémmo;h%@ﬁ%ﬂ%qﬁkhﬁ@2o@£f%@¢?é & THERZRI GO
NHZERFFCE S, LER-T, ZOME T, BVBHENOWEICKT 2% pH &R
FE DB % e R BB FEBISOE A L Colr Lz, 512, MEDEOFINZ | (A Z=BEMET
WE o THER LTz,

2. F ik
2-1. #48}

NTIEYA 2 RS 2 RRHE, M (BARWERZHS) . Ava v (BEE7A
VAFYEARTE) . SV TF U (BT A VAR ET) EAX VIV (B L7 A v AFeL
%) ThDH, PEEEO pH HEICIIKERLT MY oA (BL7 4 v b, $ifk) &ff
MU SUEEMER & LT R UVERET MU 7 A (SDS, & L7« v AR b, A4k 1)
LT,

2-2. QAR OFRR

FARI 250 g & 60~70°C D 0.5%KET U o LKESHR 2 L IZiR{E LT-th, ZAEAKTTT
&L K < L L7, 5%5 allC BT L7c, 155IE, 100g D b2 9g DA LA ik
&1g®AW‘?/MkiUQMg@X§/%%%T5_k_i@ﬁibto%LT\@%
REENRB) =272 2 &5 | Ml EOBEEATIZAEE 500 L 23 F L7z, 0k, BT X b
DEIZ, A FaX—%— (20°C) T 1 HREHRE LT,

2-3. PeiEBR L e RO E H

pH 22 2 T A VelEIRIZ. 0.6%0 SDS KIEHKIZiE Y DO KEELT U U KR Z N A
K THINL T SDSEEZ 03%E L, pH A —%—T pH ZHIE L7z, PeidiABRiZIE Terg-
O-Tometer (Daiei Kagaku, TM-4) Z VN, 5K OREBRAM A 1 L OWEHE CHEF L7z, 1 2=
v M2 0 5 5HIOBEEE 4 [ROMR Y K LT, pH &) % 25k & 5 F25R Tl SDS R &
13 0.3%., REIX30°CE L, pH LiRE DR L 75 Yyd O FEER TIIHHRIHEE L 80rpm & L
7=

Wer 71 (D%) (XS HE)NT KIS EEHWTHEM L, RS FZT ¥
N EEZERE (ZE-2000, AABATEKRASM) 2HWT, RREOBOHRAN Z 5 HHE
ATHE LTz, K/SEITAORE & EEmOREFE (Y H) OFE)fEE R & L. Kubelka-
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Munk . X 1) ZfEH L CHE I,

_ (1-R)?

K/sl-1=E2

T, KIEMRIARE, S I3 EBURE. DTSSR, K/SSITEN D K/S i, K
/SWITEEH LA DO K/SHE,. K/SOIXAEDHWAD K/SIETH 5,

K/Ss—K/Sw
K/Ss—K/So

ZOTETHB L I2HGAIATO KIS Wi /1 (%) 13, GC it &47 > T L TR B ALz e /)
(%) &85 Z &L AFFNHER Lz, GC obridilklz o Tt L=t%, =7 v
bR THFEAL ) —WETAFNANEZAT AL LT FIDETHRIELIZLDOTH D,

Z OFETIBENOAFE S & Y O T S IERIARIZHE D E WD IR T, 2 DD/8T A —
H—cd & url & PedrRORRUKTOZL) HEHR T 5, AT CIIBER & R U kT2
DINTG A—H—%RDT-,

D[%] = X100  (2)

2-4 PCFEEBEMSEIC X A HAL L AR LB

pH ZFHH& L7= 3.0g/L @ SDS i 20mL 235iBRE IC AN S 7z, 20°C/NaOH 72 L,
20°C/pH11, 50°C/NaOH 72 L. 50°C/pH11 O 4 i@ V) @ SDS AR D SR E S v, 50°CD
KM ESEDT-HIIE, SDS EIRITAHE FEIESF(FTB-01, HUAUY 1-2ik) 2 AV CTHRIE L7,
Z LT, BEICA LA U8 100pL 20 F L, #IRE Lo, 20k, RBRE L EL, Sl
BN,

ARSI AR DOBRIZIZ, AT A4 R T ACH LA % S0uL A% S8, ZhEh o4t
(ZFAHEL L 7= 80uL @ 0.3%SDS A1 F Lz, = LT, < OIRAIREEZ N ZBEMEE(BX-
51, AU U /RR) TEIZEL, BEMEED A7 (BEMEET % V—DP-12, 4 U L /XR) T} %
BV A AT, SDS ¥&#EIE 20°C/NaOH 72 L. 20°C/pHI11, 50°C/NaOH 72 L. 50°C/pH11 O 4 i@
D OEME Lz, S0°CCOLEMDORFIZIL SDS Wik a U 4 — 4 — A HWTRIE L, A7 A4
K7 2IRTA 7 H—7 2 (DG400, ¥~ R THRIELEZ, ZFLTATA KT R
BERIA T A =T N AN EETORETEH LA LV EEATA RT T ANMIBFSE, &
|2 SDS &R & H2fih S W 7=,

3. MREVEE
3-1.pH S BRI 2B L S BTGB DB

30rpm. 80rpm. 3 XN 130 rpm OEMAI IO T T 9.2, 104, 10.9, BLN11.1 D 4 B
T pH Z 2t S TH b7 Pe 7 ORFRHKAF fh#R 2 Fig. 5-1 12”9, YEifief & & b 18
AL, YEE713 pH 8 L OB A OGN & & b IG5 Z & B Blg sz,

41



100 100

_ 80 g 80
< 60 2 60
B <t
] 0]
£ 40 8 40
&0 g
2 9 pH9.2 =@=pH10.4 3 20 pH9.2 =@=pHI10.4
< we=pH10.9 pH11.1 we=pH10.9 pH11.1
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Washlng tlme (m]n) Washlng tlme (mln)

100
g 80
260
=}
()
240
2
< 20 pH9.2 «=@=pH10.4
e pH10.9 pH11.1
0
0 5 10 15 20

washing time (min)

Fig. 5-1 Time dependent removal curves of fatty acid soil obtained varying pH and mechanical

power

Tl =R B PERTE TR B A 0T L2 & 25, pH OEIKIC L D on DZEBNE 13K
TIDOEAIZ L D on DEEB LD G KREN>7 (Table 5-1), &5, pH 23 EAT S
EL o 1 TRBITHIN U T, on 1 ZVEH A D= A LZE#E L CTBY , JEF A D=L L on & D
BIGRIZIRD L 917> TWET, RLFIHILOBENLIZ K D WEE O on 1% 0.01-0.6, KENETS
MBI X DU D o 13 0.3-1.4 . 2 BA~DOMMEBENO AL TOWEIFD on 1X
1.0-2.0, = L THENOAAL « 558U K DWERFD on 1L 3.0 LA R &7 D,

ABFFENZ N T2 IERUSKIENE TIE 720 D TRADEERR A 51 = X LIEH LIZ < WDIZEWD
7N, E ZCpHEE D & RIS A B = X 2T BT IZ K B BRI OGO FIBED S |
FHTEERIB LOT A0 VAN X 2B RO R LICE L L L HEE S D,
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Table 5-1 Calculated 6,1 and py obtained from cleaning test of fatty acid soiled cloth varying pH and

mechanical power

30rpm 80rpm 130rpm
pH Grl Lrl Grl Ll Grl Lrl
9.2 0.11 -0.9 0.14 -0.88 0.15 -0.72
10.4 0.42 -0.6 0.55 -0.34 0.65 -0.17
10.9 1.26 0.23 1.42 0.45 1.56 0.65
11.1 1.88 0.68 1.97 0.97 1.49 1.19

3-2. pH 20 & B AR A DINEERI DIRFE
pH EBEMC OIINIE, FEARRNZ, T OFEBRKMET THRIFIRZEO RN H D, T2
ZpH Z BT 508, 4 LT 2205, pH LB oW & L 2R E2 s
D (pH). /ID (Mech), /D (pH+Mech) THEHTZ L &35, 75 &, pH LI
FAEAEM, DF VHMZNE, HEZER, EITHEBRRITROBMRANTEST Z LN TE D,
Additive effect . D@phiMechay = /D + IDMec)
: /IDehiMecha) > D+ IDMec)
. /ID@phiMechay < D+ IDMec)

Synergic effect
Offsetting effect

% 2T, pH SR ) 2L S W72 12 O THEER ATV, ZNEN A M RE B
ETHRIEEL T2 2087 A —H—_ oq & un &R, FITERDRRNLT 2008 5 a7

(Fig. 5-2), 7= & 20, Peiddet% pH10.4 / 30rpm 75 pH10.9 / 80rpm (2L S ¥ 7= 54 %
Y B 5 & pH OBDEENENFIEAD (pH) = +0.83  #t# /1 D - DI F 1T D (Mecha)
=+0.26 12725, = L CliFOFEOFIL, FHEMEE LTAD (pH) +/D (Mec) =+1.09 &
2%, —J7. FEBUC pH &M O T & B O T BRICH S D EBRIED D AR S 2R T
/D (pH + Mec) =+1.05 £ 720 ZD/7r—AT| ﬁ%ﬁk%?ﬁﬂﬁbﬁmi% LVMEIZ72 > T
WD ZENSMND,

FBRZ 6 DD —ATOMARERIET D L, 5 2D — A TERW e INERID R S
7o —7J7. [pH9.2/30rpm—pH10.4/80rpm]® 1 D DEPETIE, FHEAEANHIENM L v rbjtmm
KL 72 o7z, FEAMIZIE pH 9.2 (28T 5 30rpm 7> 5 80rpm bk /1% 18 L 7= 503 23+0.02 &

REARITNEL 7o TWD, ZHE pHI.2, 30rpm TOPEENENOLEm DI H IR &
HeETE D, £ LT, pH BB O/ S 72 FFTIRBEEEMEL 72 0 | BRENEENOT
Kol fERTZEBETE D, ZOMD 7 —ATENRY TN R—BDRRLND DT, JIF
WARRH AL DVEAHZ 351 5 pH 2R & Bt ) D R O IX, FEIMER 23z % &l LT
BWEEbhs,
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Fig. 5-2 Determination p1 of additive effect between increase in pH and mechanical power increase

in fatty acid soils cleaning.

3-3.pH LIREZ IV & & DEEEER

eV TR Z 80rpm & —EIZ L7124 CL IRER & pH 2RO ASEAIZ OV TRET L
F L7z, % 20°C, 30°C, 40°C, 50°CD 4 EfE T, pH % 6.0, 10.0, 10.5, 11.0 D 4 B
TEAL ST B LT el /) ORI A7 iR & Fig. 5-3 12”97, PRV B ITeim il & & b
(RN L, Y13 pH B3 T ONEE OB & & I NT 5 2 LBl s h-, 7
. 50°C, pHI1.0 DM TIL 5 7 M DO BEE THEFHRIL 100%I23 L7z,
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Fig.5-3 Time dependent removal curves of fatty soil obtained varying pH and temperature

Tife 28 B BSSOE T L 2 Bev skl 2 o L7255, pH IC K D on DIEOZAKIE, IREICL D
ol DIEDOZEL LD B BT KE VY (Table5-2), Zivh, pH 3@ < 72 512240 7C, B A
B = X LH, BERIIBR 212 X 2 B RRL TIE O FIBER S 5 . REiEEAlE 7 v VBl X 5
MG O LIZE (L LTz 7o EHERI S LD,

Table 5-2 Calculated 6,1 and p,1 obtained from cleaning test of fatty acid soiled cloth varying pH and

temperature
20°C 35°C 50°C 65°C
pH Grl Lrl Grl Ll Grl Lrt Ol Lrt
6 035 | -0.77 | 040 | -0.24 | 048 | -038 | 0.53 -0.4
10 042 | -0.71 | 062 | -0.25 | 0.78 | -0.23 | 0.88 0.13
10.5 0.75 | -0.41 | 091 0.00 1.36 0.28 0.97 0.79
11 098 | -0.09 | 131 0.58 0.89 1.03 >5.0
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3-4. pH R L IREZNR DOFHRZIR ORREE

pH O LA SIRED EHIE, BRI OER IR Z &m0 5 LBEShD, £ T,
pH DOHNNZHEL & IR EE O HGINZN R & DOFR AAE % e 325 FE BISE TR~ 72, 50°C. pH11 D5
HECIE 5 M OV CUF D 100%IZE L7ZD T, on = 1.0 LAET D &L unlE 5.0 X
DHREWEREMENT, ZO/RR, 9207 — AL T THEMIFFHEME Y bREL ko
7o ZHUEAD (pH+Temp) >/D (pH) +/D (Temp) OIRFETH V. pH &R DRIZHH
FNRENDH D Z L HR L TN D, FRTIREN 50°C, pHI1 TS EFFEDENKEL 2D
CACTR/APZ NV gV

50°C
calc. +0.78 calc. +0.78 calc. +1.26
o N N
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S "feln o "ff:% S "’gL7
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Q b —
= /J,o,4z = /+o.25 o /+0,51
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20°C
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Fig.5-4 Determination 1 of additive effect between increase in pH and temperature increase in fatty

acid soils cleaning.

35.1/TIZHTB pn DT ey M bDELE

F 4D T BRI T DIRE L pH O, £ 1/ T LTTry 5L,
ZIOITHEBMRZ R LIe 3y, S EIOEHEEG OWEIZIIT 5 SDS iR & pH O
AN L A, FRROFERP TSN, TORBIE, wn DEEER & FKICHE S 2 &n
TELHIETHDLZ L AR L TN D, WIT, AFFEOREREZFERICRE L72L 2 A, 73T
DT —4H pH 6 75 pH 10.5 OHIPH CTHIERMIZER TR I, S HIZpH | b &
EMROBEENKE L 7eo7 (Fig. 5-5), Z4Ud, pH 3@ 72 d & IBERFENEL 2D 2
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EEBEWT D, Fo. pHA 1.0 (2T D L, 20°C~40°COIEEFPH CEMNBILZ S, £
OEZ I pH DMEWGE LV b REL ote, F72, 40°C~50°COAFIN S HIZRKEL /2o
7oo ZAUE, pH 28 11IZEET 2 SIREERFIENE E D | 50°CHHT TIXZ L T OIRESRM: &
IIREL AR HECTRENEITTHZEE2RLTWD, EDL ST, pH DELIZHEN
IRERAFPENR R E Y | S0°CIZET 5 & RIS AT 2 2 LR SN, 1E-> T, 5
AR BIC B W TIRE & pH OMICHBHRNRH L Z ENT L= AT 1y 0D b ER
T&T,
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Fig. 5-5 Relation between g and 1/T when fatty acid soil was washed under the various conditions of

pH and temperature.

3-6. RENERTE N DAL & TR DIVEIHIBLER

SDS KIEHRIZA VA V%R FLCIEE 9 LI-t;DIRIES Fig. 5-6 (2R T, Enb, &t
1% 20°C/pH7, 20°C/pHI11, 50°C/pH7, 50°C/pH11 T®H D, 20°C/pHT F L 50°C/ pHT D5
FETIL. 2D OEHRITIZIRVE D 238152 WCHAL LT Z &R ind, —J7, 20°C/
pHI1 TiE, WV IIH DD, DT ) :J_Eﬂﬁxz):ofu\éo T, T VST TIX
HALDMEN T 721TF TR < A b A VEEBHFI S IVTH T AT 72 o THRfRD /utt&b&?%
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DN DIZ DN THALD DEFRIZEALT 2 2 L, ~ 7 m OHLEN DI X bz,
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20°C/pH7 20°C/pH 11 50°C/pH 7 50°C/pH 11
Fig. 5-6 Comparison of the state after mixing oleic acid with 0.3% SDS aqueous solution under
various conditions and stirring. From the left, the conditions are [20°C /pH 7] , [20°C /
pH 11] , [50°C/pH 7] ,and [50°C /pH 11]

3-7. PCARZEBMREEIC X D ARG DL L R DBlIE

BEMUEE 2 O - B BB 2 & A 22 B O Lhi & Fig. 5-7 12§, BIREFEIEL CId, /KA
&M DOBEFR DB DIBIEE T E 723 ALFRZEBIZE TIL, Ffi b E i 2 IRENBIZE T &
Do ZOXE DT, MAHZEBIE TIX, BRSO EEFEOIREBIBIE TE L Z PR TET,

a bright-field observation b phase-contrast observation

Fig. 5-7 Comparison between bright-field observation and phase-contrast observation

KM CONFHZBSEIC L D BIEHE R % Fig. 5-8 (2”7, 20°C/ pH7 Tld, MiEixE i
WRBRIRZ TR L. KA IBIXIARE L7 > 7243, 20°C/ pHI1 33 KUY 50°C/ pHT7 CTik, L
WL O H 2 S ARFBICIEEMR L 72, 20°C/pHI1 Tk, A LA VBN T VA VKT T
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FUA VEET N U Ao CHIR LT EHERI SN D, £ LT, 50°C/pHT7 Tl&, A LA~
fe7s SDS IC X D Al Lz /2 & o d, —J7, 50°C/pHIL Tl EHWRERIKZ TR
FT2DMIEIT7R <13 & A EDOMITELHNTEIR E T2 1T T DIRR 0o Te, 2D XD
2, WA A ER T2 Z LIk 0 | IREB L O pH 2 EH-3 512200 Tl /KIS
RN AL, WVITERT 2R A BT 2 Z N TE Tz, v 7 uflgEiZif < Is/nm
B DB R & pHA EH-T 2 LIENIGN SRR THRESND 2 PR TE 7,

a 20°C/without NaOH

¢ 50°C/without NaOH

d 50°C/pHI1
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Fig. 5-8 Observation of oil bubbles in the water phase under various conditions using the phase-

contrast microscope

4.
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B L < AR U 720G AL A0 2l L 7 Bl sk CF O AL PR 2 B O REFK T Hi#R 2 Fig.
6-1 1R T, WITNOEE S BRI ST 512 2h THFRIIHIN T 2R & - 72,
RERMKAEIEIZ DWW TR, Bbgk (D G OB 1 ENG 4 [BH ETHMULEZA, A
—AR 7Ty OBERIT 1 BIHOBEGRBIZEAEED LMol IRETHENO NG
YAi OPeEAERIT, D —R 7T v 7 150 & B LEIBYAT O R e g8 Th - 72,

80 [ Iron(ITI) Oxide 90 » Carbon Black 90 - Mixed Soil
70 r 80 [ 80 [ //§:""—{._—--:_}
60 - ——1 1071 A I S 70 1 R
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Fig. 6-1 Time dependent detergency curves for iron (III) oxide soiled fabric, carbon black soiled fabric
and commercially available soiled fabric (mixed soil) at the agitation of 80, 120, 140 and
160 rpm; washing test was conducted with a tergotometer at 30 °C; error bars show standard

deviation..
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LCHFR LI —R 7T v 75RO E1T on=0.15, SCHRT —# 2 L CHRGHR L
Te AL v IV IBYAT DY AT on= 1.08, LT — X 2R L CHHAR LAY A L7 Ly R
79 {EYAT DA on= 093 & L7z, FHEINTE pn O ZBIPLEE XL T ey b5
&L BRI 21203 T pa NI DM AFRD BT, {HROFIHIC K-> Tk
DOt R7e 57 (Fig. 6-2a), pn OffixHEIX, G OFAE I ONEE)EE 0 & L THXIIC
KRDIZHDOTHY, FNOFEBIZL > THENITER D EEZXONDDT, pn OMEXHEAE
el U CH BRI 22, BHERARA > ME, ##E7717% 80rpm 72 5 160rpm (2 2V T HBRODYE
HHOEALDBETH 5,

1 (a) 1
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e
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Fig. 6-2 Changes in parameter i1 (a) and the relative values (b) due to agitation of a tergotometer;
Mixed: commercially available artificially soiled fabric tested this time; CBlack 1: carbon
black soiled fabric tested this time; CBlack 2: recalculation of literature data of carbon black
soiled fabric; FeoOs_1: Iron (III) oxide soiled fabric tested this time; Fe,O3_2: recalculation
of literature data for iron (III) oxide soiled fabric; Sudan IV: recalculation of literature data
for Sudan IV soiled fabric, DR79: recalculation of literature data for Direct Red 79 soiled

fabric.

80rpm TD pun 23 0 T, 160pm TD pug 23 1 TH D EAE LT, 120rpm & 140rpm T pyg
DOFEXHEZ Fig. 6-2b IC 71> M L7z, ZOHFT, XA L7 FL v K 791X 120rpm & 140rpm
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38 % 29, U122 o T, MERBERKIED I —R 7T v 7 15RAR~O A2 {7z,
TEFRFRBRIL, 59V & TRNWGRAED 2 DORMETHET 5 FE D TIT o 72,

ZDORER, EBRAE & 595154 OB COWH TH LN FHRE & ORI K & 221N
RoNFE LR (Fig. 63), LERn-> T, B—Rr 77 v 7iERAE, 1 EHE21E2 B HLE
B DY OIRBBIZ K> THHRDRE S EMT D720, e EBIBOEIC X D) &b
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Fig. 6-3 Comparison of experimental and calculated values obtained by conducting two repetitive
cleaning under two different cleaning conditions using a carbon black soiled fabric; washing
test was conducted with a tergotometer at 30 °C; error bars show standard deviation obtained

from 2 sets of washing test with 5 soiled fabrics.
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(D) {54, AKX IV iHEAn, MANTIGGARO 3 fEZ T2 & Lie, £z,
RPRHEEDS 120rpm 2R D & BB R OB MK T T 2802 5 72D B 514
& LT 60rpm, 90rpm, 120rpm @ 3 B OARFRIR L 2 8L ] U 72, — AR 72 VT OB 113,
A —I N A—=FD 100~120rpm OEFLTITFY T 5 & SN TWHA, ZALLL R ) % B
LTHWEENIZNEZE LRGN THAH Zen Tl

3-2. BRALERIE YAl OB I D880 & pH Zh RO HH B AEH

pH & Bt ) 225 2 CRafbgk (D) J5YuAR 2 Vi L7oRE S, pH & Btk ) ol 5 T 2h
DA T 2L R S AT, REERE EERAEIE A L C 2 OWE R R 2 T 95 & Table
6-1 [IRT /8T A= —(ENE SN2, on i, 1FIF 0.50~0.70 DIEAEE S TZA8, FrIHHI
PR GNT, BEFRIFICE D on DEED D 720 2D ug OFHFEIZIT—E D on fE 0.60 % fif
HTdZ & Liz, $5&, BHII°pH & & HIC ua (0.60) ASHINL ., FRITHR ) D22
DRENWZ ENHBMNITR ST,

Table 6-1 Calculated oy and py1 obtained from cleaning test of iron (III) oxide soiled fabric varying pH

and agitation; pu1 (0.60) was calculated assuming oy = 0.60.

pH agitation orl url uri(0.60)
60 rpm 0.59 |-0.89 -0.90
pH 4 90 rpm 0.66 |-0.54 -0.50
120 rpm 0.52 |-0.15 -0.19
60 rpm 0.68 |-0.81 -0.75
pH7 90 rpm 0.66 |-0.46 -0.42
120 rpm 0.50 |-0.02 -0.07
60 rpm 0.70 | -0.79 -0.71
pH 10 90 rpm 0.63 -0.39 -0.37
120 rpm 0.48 10.06 0.00

FEWT . pH 1B Z BN S DL Z LICE s THLNDITE I OWINE ZI LI AX & AY
EERL ST O/NT A= =% IS ED Apg & AX+Y) & EFE LT, IRITAXFAY
DFREAE & FZBRAE AX+Y) % Hig L7z (Table6-2), = LT, 2 DOEMFOTRTOMAED
HOFEE & FERIE A R L2fE 5, UAToLR— bk (B 43E, H5%E) roEShES
ETHDZENbootz, AXHAY & AKAYITIFIE TN -T2, L7z -> T, pH & #BHLE
ORNATIMERIABILZZ S dL, 2 SO ERB O AIER IR TH D Ll S,

Table 6-2 Interaction between pH effect (AX) and agitation effect (AY) in cleaning of iron (III) oxide
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soiled fabric.

transition AX | AY | AX+AY | A(X+Y)
pH 4 pH 7

— 0.15 [0.40 |0.55 0.48
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH 4 pH 7

- 0.08 |0.31 |0.39 0.43
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH 7 pH 10

— 0.04 |0.33 |0.37 0.38
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH7 pHI10

— 0.05 1033 |0.38 0.42
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH4 pH 10

— 0.19 |0.40 |0.59 0.53
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH4 pH 10

— 0.13 | 031 |0.44 0.50
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH 4 pH7

- 0.15 [0.71 | 0.86 0.83
60 rpm 120 rpm
pH 7 pH 10

— 0.04 | 0.66 |0.70 0.75
60 rpm 120rpm
pH 4 pH 10

— 0.19 [0.71 | 0.90 0.90
60 rpm 120 rpm

3-3. R VIV IGRA OYEREITIT 2 R EmiEHRIRE & 88 OHEER

AB IV OIENT A% SDS IR & B ) 225 2 TR L7625, SDS R & i /) &
& HITTRE DR ENDEB N SNz, T O R & e R B RAEEEZ AV TO L
7ol ZA, Table 63 [ZRT /8T A —F —fHIGFHALIZ, o DEIL 0.89 72D 3.43 OHFiPHN T
HY . BB HI2ON T on 1T LT, on 1TEFREMETFhER O 2R IZBIR 325 23,
ol MR Z N EVEFZIEIMEL , PR OWIMRE Con ZFHH L2 Z & 1T D, BID
REZNZL - THFA D =R LN KE B B A[REMEIXIRW =0, AEb on & —EEE L
Tu ZHHT D Lic Uiz, ZTOfER, SDSEE LB XY ua (2.00) 23883252 &
MBI STz, SDS DS X E/LIRE (CMC) 13K 3 g/L Th o772, CMC DIRED 1/2,
I, BEOSEORETORGNRE®E L-E 24, BHEDRU EOBEHENGOLND

ZENFINoT,
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Table 6-3 Calculated or1 and p. obtained from cleaning test of Sudan IV soiled fabric varying SDS

concentration and agitation; 7 (2.00) was calculated assuming c,; = 2.00.

SDS Conc. agitation o | ua(2.00)
60 rpm 2.56 | -5.00 -4.05
1.5 g/L 90 rpm 2.82 | -5.00 -3.71
120 rpm 1.32 | -2.21 -3.08
60 rpm 295 | -5.00 -3.60
3.0g/L 90 rpm 1.79 | -2.76 -3.03
120 rpm 1.16 | -1.65 -2.58
60 rpm 3.43 | 475 -2.91
15.0 g/L 90 rpm 1.29 | -1.69 -2.50
120 rpm 0.89 | -1.06 -2.10

FEWVT, AXFAY & AXHY)Z g L, SDS IR LA AR T2 2 Lic ko TR b
Apd DIMNAZZNEIAX & AY EERE L, MTONTA—=Z—ZBINS YL & D Apn &
AX+Y) (Table 6-4) &9 5% & AXHAY 13 ATV Z & 3o -, £7-. FEBr
fill & FHEME OOV TIRHICHEIAIT R S e o7z, Lied-> T, a5 & SDS R
BIRDOHNTAINBIRIATRD AL, W5 O RO Ve SR THANR NS A Lz LHfEE S
77

Table 6-4 Interaction between SDS concentration effect (4.X) and agitation effect (4Y) in cleaning of

Sudan IV soiled fabric.
transition AX | AY | AX+AY | A(X+Y)

1.5 g/L 3.0¢g/L

— 045 0.34 0.79 1.02
60 rpm 90 rpm
1.5 g/L 3.0¢g/L

— 0.68 | 0.63 1.31 1.13
90 rpm 120 rpm
3.0gL 15.0 g/L

— 0.69 | 0.57 1.26 1.10
60 rpm 90 rpm
3.0gL 15.0 g/L

— 0.53 | 045 0.98 0.93
90 rpm 120 rpm
1.5 g/L 15.0 g/L

— 1.14 | 0.34 1.48 1.55
60 rpm 90 rpm
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1.5 g/L 15.0 g/L

— 1.21 | 0.63 1.84 1.61
90 rpm 120 rpm
1.5 g/L 3.0¢g/L

— 0451 097 1.42 1.46
60 rpm 120 rpm
3.0gL 15.0 g/L

— 0.69 | 1.02 1.71 1.50
60 rpm 120 rpm
1.5 g/L 15.0 g/L

— 1.14 | 0.97 2.11 1.95
60 rpm 120 rpm

34 EEBNZ ST NLIHYAT OV T 5 p H L) OF EAEH

BEBENEELTENTIHERAT 2 pH L) 228 2 CHeif LTS8, pH & B 3R &
722 LVRBANRD LR DM ST, RS ERAEIEZ M LT Z OBl R4 il
Hr4 % & Table 6-5 ITRT /3T A—Z —lHRF LN, on DEIX 0.19 725 031 OFIPHN T
bV, BEEESEINT 2O T on b T NN LN, 20X/ NS oz, L
TeldoT, w024 DEE on ZHEHA L CEHETHZ L & Lz, TOREER, ua (0.24) 13
A7 & pH & & HITHIN L, B bERTE AT OV & RARICRRITBEI ) DB RE W2
L BHERR ST,

Table 6-5 Calculated o1 and i1 obtained from cleaning test of artificial soiled fabric (mixed stain type)

varying pH and agitation; p.1 (0.24) was calculated assuming oy = 0.24.

pH agitation O | 1(0.24)
60 rpm 0.26 | 0.08 0.09
pH 4 90 rpm 0.27 | 032 0.33
120 rpm 0.31 | 0.40 0.43
60 rpm 0.19 | 0.16 0.13
pH7 90 rpm 0.21 | 0.37 0.36
120 rpm 0.26 | 0.46 0.47
60 rpm 0.19 | 0.22 0.19
pH 10 90 rpm 023 | 043 0.42
120 rpm 0.25 | 0.50 0.50

BEWNT, AXFAY & A Z IR L, pH EBHHRZ AT T 52 LI Lo TR LD BT
DOEMEZNZEIL AX & AY EEFRL, MTONRTA—F—%EINIETLEZD Apn &
AXHY)EEF LTz, & LT AXHFAY OFFEEE AX+Y)D EBRE & k45 & il 233500 Vil
ThdIENmhole (Table 6-6), Fio, FEBRE & FHRAMD AT OV TRIE DBANITR &
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Nighrote, TDID, THRO NTIHRAT OPEETIE, pH & FEHR ORI INERAS AL
L. MDA DSAAL L T D & HEE S 47z,

Table 6-6 Interaction between pH effect (AX) and agitation effect (AY) in cleaning of artificial soiled

fabric (mixed stain type).

transition AX | AY | AX+A4Y | AX+Y)
pH 4 pH7
— 0.04 | 0.24 0.28 0.27
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH 4 pH7
— 0.03 | 0.10 0.13 0.14
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH 7 pH 10
— 0.06 | 0.23 0.29 0.29
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH 7 pH 10
— 0.06 | 0.11 0.17 0.14
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH 4 pH 10
— 0.10 | 0.24 0.34 0.33
60 rpm 90 rpm
pH4 pH 10
— 0.09 | 0.10 0.19 0.17
90 rpm 120 rpm
pH 4 pH7
— 0.04 | 0.38 0.42 0.38
60 rpm 120 rpm
pH7 pH 10
— 0.06 | 0.34 0.40 0.37
60 rpm 120 rpm
pH 4 pH 10
— 0.10 | 0.34 0.44 0.41
60 rpm 120 rpm

ZDONTIBYARE, BT RBBD -T2 D T, h—R 7T w706 >0l
PERRY CHERR STV DAY, REXFRIZITLE LTH—RU T T v 7 OFERIRIER KR L
TWLEEZOND, FEBRFHERTIE. on DEITXEMRL G OBAENRPIBILE S 42 HiH
W (on:0.01-0.6) THY ., BHEHOEITpH ORE LY LEEETHH-7, - T, ZDOA
TIBYAT OZEEN T, [E AR - IEYART 028 L FRL L TV D EHEE Sz,

458 B

INET, RBROMANERZ, FRIhE., fHIEZE. FHR R THlA IHWT T 5 ik
X2 o Tz, ZHUE, BEES (%) 25, YEFSBIRE ORMERBIEEIR 2T L O TR
72O THD, ZOMILTIL, RBEEEBEAEH LT, W haRtA 0T v 7 22 EH
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L. 22D SARTAR 2 UIE Lz, 2 OR R, B & ALAE ORI A £ b
5z Lmbinots (Fig 64). 85 TR, IEIRHLOWERICH T, REHE L pH 2
ROMBDRNRONIr—2 %5 U, 722 L, KEOMREE ST 0T — 413, 2
SOV ERMOFMEA R L TN D, FHTHMAIE, pH A, SRS 2,
E IO L OO TR L WiE O R B E 52 5 THMESEVIEHER O 1 -
T % LHWITE 5,

Condition for Additive Interaction: AX+ AY = AX+Y)

AX AY AKX+Y)
— —
Chemical Action Mechanical Force Effect of Both Factors
(pH, Surf. Conc.) (agitation)

AX, AY, A(X+Y): Au,; by improving cleaning condition

Fig. 6-4 Requirement for additive interaction between chemical action and mechanical force in

cleaning phenomenon analyzed by Probability Density Functional Method.
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1. AFRXOBRKE

AWFFE CTIL SIS T DHEREERIE THWD 2D RT A —F —pg Lt on®D H b,
FELT miZEH L, W HEETHEEL L TORMHREMSC, 2 SOWEEZ M oM AE
FDSFRIND SR « FESRANE: « IR O WFIUTH S T 202 HET 5 Y — s L TO R
PEIZ DWW TR LTz,

51 IR B ORISR N T [P 2R TIBIE LT & | Peii i im 4
D& T BT, & LT N2 RELT 5 L CoOMBEEEMEIEDRREMEE 2 E T
OIS IZHOWTE L DT,

B 2 BCIIMERE EEBIEOHMNTE R AFIT L & L bIT, A D =X AR
T2 on EPEFINCEET 2 pa D 2 DD/ T A —F —(2 X 0 P ) 2 £ TSI OV T
L7, Hio, ERACEHBSNEPCT 7V r—ya OB L | FERBEREREIC X
2T 2 DOYHFER B OF EAEM AN R, FHFRBE, R R DONT T2 5%
ETDHFECONT I LT,

W3, BMbEE (D) kif, h—Ro 7T v s ~Trubr itk oRiE
A LN TG YA 23k & U, A RETTIRVER & 7L 0 ) 7 O e SRS SR % e s Ji
BIEIE CRET L7z, £7°5 /x4 B o032 5 FOBEAEICK L TITV, on & w2 K
oo BRI IHERED T2 on Z [EE L C 20 FEOVERIE un 23R, pH, SHIEIERIRE, #£
iR S5 & OFBME A RDT=, ZORER, Wbk, W —AR 77 v 7 MPESEHI SR S
PERIREE & IEOMBINEE . Rk & AL R L, ~E 7 r e v LN TG YA
(X pH & EDFBINEA R LTz, FIRVAPROVEF R 2R 2 DICHIE R T — % 2 45%
DT EMTEI, Ko T, MR EREOEIITHIRTEA OV MR O R A R 3 5 D12k
NEOY =L D RH LB BT,

54 ETIIMEORR Y XV EThH~ET v ZET VENLE LTHWL, 220
Ve ERM OMAEERIZOWTHEF LTz, —EREO~NEZ v B URIREMIZ LAAEE
TR L, KR E L2 b 02 BHI W TR 21T o 72 T ORER. on DIEMN
b, ~NE/ R EUNERIERICL > TlRESND Z LR TE /2, £7-pH L5, SDS
BEES BEEFICES>TuwmPdRELS o7z, wlB LT, pH £7213 SDS IBE D%)
R AXVRENRA AY W& 2 mOT-REOZNRE AX+Y) &5 & AX+AY=A(X+Y)
DBIRHFAL LTz, Ko T, pH OZNR EIREDR, 35 LUV SDS IREE DR LIREZN R D
FUCIFIMER OBIRICH 5 Z E Ry o Tz,

5 ECIHHIRENDO XKD Th D e Z €7 A5 & LT A S B 715540 % v,
2 DOOPHFEHEM O EIERIC OV TG Lz, IBIFBRICIE F L—T— & L Otz 2R
AL, RETEEAIE LTSDS ZVWTH—a b A= T L, i & pH %, BI O
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BEEZHE & pH RO EMERIZ OV THRET LTz, B TO py DK% AX, AY L7z &
X WEOHKIFO pg OHE K A (X+Y) & AX+AY 2 U CHAEEAZHE L, £

Dt R HRIABETE N O YEEH I ] DR & pH OZNRITEE L CIIARINZIE TR B =03,
IREZNF L pH OZVROMITITHERIERA O btz ZaUL pn @ UT IR 257 2w K|
S O AEZETBIREEC X A B8 T8 AT bz,

9 6 FCILMERE ERENE A LT YEEHCIT 2 ) L AL FRIEF OFR BAEH
IZOWTHRES LT, 1H 71 e LT, Wbk (D 159An, AZ U IVIGRA, BXW
RAETENZETRANTIERAAEER L, ¥ —3 b A= T Uiz, #HAEERIZ2 205
HFTHRLNTE W DETHD Aug ZHH L CTHI L7z, ZORER, Bbgk () 5% &
TR D N TIE YA OV T, BT & pH IR ORISR SR STz, £l AZ v
IVIHYAT DY IV THEIR /) & FUETE PEAIR EE OFINZ R MRS S viz, & o T, P

BT DHAIER AL FRIER ORISR PSS D Z ENRZ WV EHEE ST,

2. 5H%DORELE

AL T ORIEETod D ERSAMIL, B 7R MmO OFGREEIL 0 Tl £22
DFEFREL L1V RVIRIETH D, FEIE - IR & RFEORERICOWT, EORE
OHIPE « FMFETRFITE D HDORONIONTEH, RWFFEOHTIEH SN TR,
SR, I BRDFERT —F OERB L OB PR E D O OBGREEN LIS & 2

O

o

A TIE pa DD 7= DI on e — BB & LT2D, AKPEFA D= A LN EL 5 H DI
ODWVWTHIT 5 Z LITEFE LRV, DT, 51%I1F on DIEDOIENTL 72 5 F:F TO g
YD, AN XLOEEPEE Z DR Z > T D HRIT OV TEEELE LI+ 5
REZONTOMRERF LW EBEZTND

AEFFRO KR TIL, 2 DOWSHERMITB O THIMERANRZ 255 Z L3 fEE S
D, PG IB W TAINAOICBIREE < | KA THELODOITHES RN S L 58
BRIETH D, SBITEROVSAIBAFEOVERLEER R FITIED L TV 2 EREIFF S,
Bl z 1, FRETEEA LA DED Z & TE D EUVERE 2 R ET 2 ERCEARIKR Y 2 &
ERBTHRCELTOND DO LW SN D, FFICHENRE L BRI O N TER I
L ERS B OV O 2D D 9 2 TRICSED E B X D, F1-. WHIEM S LHER % X
DEDAEDTTDOWHE T AT LORABEICHE L THNDLIBDEEX BND, RN
B YEAISC T B OB ITRBRGRA I AT » I L D b ONKREKE EOTE 8, A
FEDRR Th 5 e RE ERABIEOIEINEA RS, He OB COWHRHMRREE LV
HRELED TN Y =L e LTELTTWNS ZERHIRFESND,
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AHFIED FE i « 3 KRBT ZTHRER Y & U7 BRI ENL KRR R RBLE, B IO

HFERFTEE & LT IIREW T RRFREEOR O EN K EARDILA K, B8 X OE#ER KK,
et )4 & U C ISRV B TREER ., PTHERK, B L0 B RITx LTS
Wi LET,
FI BN SCEEICR W T, EEZBF EZ U TES £ UM E SRR BB 5 T
gebteE hIFRMEEAEZIILD, FEALZE LY THYES £ L RERE A, RS
AL ARRNSEE, IMAESREAEICE» N E LT, Ao THEESB L OARESIZ T,
FHEFICEHERIEAZHEE L, K2 E OO THEORR LT S %L
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