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1. Flowmeter 5. Adsorption bed
2. Syringe pump 6. Gas detector tube
3. MFC 7. Vaccum pump
4, Threeway valve 8. Wet gas meter

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of experimental apparatus.
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Fig. 1. Effect of odor mixture on the removal efficiency

using pure ACF.
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(b) Hydrogen Sulfide

Fig. 2. Effect of odor mixture on the removal efficiency

using ACF impregnated with KI.
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Fig. 3. Effect of odor mixture on the removal efficiency

of CH3SH using ACF impregnated with KI.
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Fig. 4. Effect of odor mixture on the removal efficiency

of NH3; using ACF impregnated with H3POas.
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