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A FAAYNA FAH AFsE AFEHY HEgozE ¢ B ojFozn
Jom Be A7t Jy=m gk aey obF daA e AEY EYHAYS 7]
gto g AXZF AFA 7} o]FoX e FMA2HE AE&EHI YA @t o|HT
A€o o]Fo|x7] YaME FARTE Ag=ojor & o] Ao & uA=
zt AAsd Wi FEFE el ook v, # AAEINS] #AE IHSI

QM AT g dFo] 7t Alado] ALEHojA} k. 2Y o EA <
AEe AL %o 7tvd APAH ATl ofd HIHIAHY ATl FEIFS
XE AEE HolEg o AAE AFH Wi FHHYI RdE& AF717t o
e By ol Ay TUoiF AFAE B Wt Boh o2 ¥ o fE BEHA A
Ag ez st AR o8] YHd F4d Bast dE Aotk wHM £ AF

Me AAEE/IYE AR dAAdAM d8FHE AT 3o Fad AA T
Ul pHE Azt 2 pH Aol Z2udel o3 HHo=2 Aojsta, pH Ao=2H

KR
£ d4¥ 4 UES 2dye f9on, o A4 A4F 29 BY A, pH 33
#3), 2ZEHOIR o FoA AolA LY 1 ST

HAA pH AE 53 GMZATRY =8 sl & AN /Ads pH Al
zgads gA&g BY 2 o= 22388 dAs9 o]§3du. A9 H/Nylon
QA 2] pH 540 3o pHAlO] Z29U-g AH7HA E{](gaussian, exponential,
linear) 2.2 AA3t AAE st on FHAH pH Ao 274E BV 3t A4 4 &
Zae ¥%, dd9 +£8 &5, pump rate, pH Ao 71259 FFE 2F3}Y, A
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gHx| & =B Ef
o] Zild E FAAHNEZE Ed FFAEFY oFo] 7153 EE HAXA2H S mdF
3t Y98 FA FHA 100% HUE 6 JES AHL39 1, pH ZHAE A2
OIHEANS TR E H¢ BAMUYEEFE EF 1 F AYLZ ALYt 98&
Cl Acid Red 361& Abg3lutt

3. 23 & nE

pH Aol 275 F7el7) Pk AATez ddo pH WIHE Loz 57
R A7t 7HEstEE pH A A2ds TAHSRL 99 54 2 E4A=9
Aste pH Aol AFd B8 FAASL Bon Vickerstaffe Adx FF43 9
Rol&3ig o]gste oFo] stsatt.

3.1. pH Ao} =25

dutd oz Ad dE/UYE AR QUACNAE 70C AxdA wa] gFo] AA
H, 27] pHE #4948 989 A% 3~4, E794 9859 A$6~72 44 3 #
AAE T3t GHEEE 2HET} ¥4, Sharmy’5S HLAE/A HH FAA
A A FGel wE pHY FA% FUtel 93 EF9E WAsy] ¥ste Faza el
oF3t, pH Aol Z23dd] o pHE Aojsle A7FE sided, & AFdAE pH
Aol Z2adg JHe2F, A4y, A8 A7Ex Egdoz HA, mekdd g9
pHE z4Esldom ofgel e 2o 9sted pHAlY Z20de TASHTT d7)A
pHi= A|Zbol] W& MHA pH, pHo: ¥ 27] pH, pHies @4 F8X¢ HE pHol
A A 4 Ao 22ude pH AEEE AAsE Asoln HA Ala"e 9
Aot £33 Ae AZEo] YoM daFAHe dAEE 89 MHA pH ;e
7Ite g2 Hiasyd o) aEdoh

Gaussian :  pH;=(pH;—pH,) + Exp(— A -t))+pH; ()

Exponential : pH,; = (pH¢—pH,) - Exp( — A - t) + pH; (2)

Linear : pH,=pH;—A -t 3)

3.2. pH Alo] <1z

pH Ao Z23tde] m2 Ao pH A& 37 3o 4 2 428 %, 4
&, pump rate, pH Ao} 273 Fo 3L mFsgon A 2 Izn Fxg
A 12%, 472 015%Z 4% Fx9 A pH Ao} =299 717 ZAS)
o] 23E HAL, A Ao FUA 2do] MFE ALS 3= A
A#se 09g/19 £E2 AP AS7 AFsldtt B AFqNE z2de B
S AFPZ SEols YEE AZsY 2HPed A P2 A &%
05ml/sec., €8l x=ol= WE Y NHADE 0122 39S o pH Alo] Zazgyz
7vg 2Ae A3E Bk o o 0127 £ Fe 005mIE AY 3T zdo Eo
€ EY 4 22ml, €ZE 1.3mlE Ao o)) 0583%9 H|EFL XA F1 Yt} o=

P

2

tt 8 o rlr o 1
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X E 0|82t ALK E/Nyion HEofA S pHOI & & EAte] MAIZE Hof

oAES olulz o] 2 FPS HWAX G BYA EF pH Aol 179

A% dRYyol ¥7] Mot 152 , 9% WY F RE: 029 FAoz AojE

stk ol Aolu 4B U FFL Wol Wi ¥F pH 7~6 FRNME pH
233

Aol A& #A, pH W7t 24 ¥ 4
F< pH A 2AE Hole Holth

33. pH AldJZ 29 do] 42 FIAAF 24

MEAAFEE pHY FFE o] wormz AHEdE M TR $83 Aol
pHS Alojolt}, B AFdM= AAIE/ULE HF G840 HTAHE Ao
o 2ol Fag A& F el pHE AATCE pH Aol Zagdd o3 A&
3t Zt Alo] 2 o3 43I FHAAT S Tl dolr T

Fig. 12 7}¢-2% 9 pH AAJZ29Ue] @& FAJFHoZ pH Aol Tzndo
A% AE 20x10° 31x10° 49x10°=2 Zalsted Ads Aot A el Wl

e FHAAFS RYE $2a4494 70C, & 0E7AE A8 AL Holm 9o
Ur 3 o|FHE FAHY A GAZAE pH AZE25de] pH A& 50 wat v

2 A%E Rolx Y. F 408 S Zd?i gte] 408 ©]F 9 AFoA pH A==
JJr%H A7 20X10°0 wolE 658, =, B5CAANE Fo] © APYH: YA ¢
oy I o|FHE A FFo] o]Fox ‘%—% Holx k. 8y, AF7F 3.1x
10 49x10%9] Aol 80EAA] A% o] AYHZ glon 49x10°9 A
7 d 58 FFL Holm . ol @49 pH 2o 7101% Ro 2 70T owM
pHE A4 20x10°9 A% 66, A5 31><1064 A9 64, A% 9><1064 3$- 6.2
oli 95C oA e AF 20x10°¢ A% 57 A% 31x10°%9 A% 51, A< 49x10°
o A 490t} wEtA pH Aol ZE2sYe d3&Ed uieg %”—‘}71%01 =2 4= 2!
AeeS Fig. 18 B3 & & gtk =8 2 FA857 N34S vl2syge o)
A+ 20x10°%9 A H2EAE 9719%, £EA4 00307603, 31x10°9 AL
98.7%, 0.0355°]19, 4.9x10°¢] 7 o= 99.49%, 0.039682 pH zalowi:}%A A% A
o] F7ld met HEF FRE ¥ GUSENTI EF ZUEsE RS o F Yt o
E 20x10°%) o ‘%71%4 A4 Ao pHel RS E/ =goz 3y
A4 pH7l 31x10° 49%x10°9 A$e) W& =7 HEolztm B £ b 2y
A5y 499 o—rOHL pH A=z 299 A7) 0.0258, 0.02312 719289 7}
F 'S AL 49%x10°%} wmste] d&ydlMe pH SAESES} FFeAqd u] )

Mo
A H

x ?°
m[oln

O

—

o2 J3 FHAEEI ¢ @R g Fig. 2014 Roji glod, stexge] A
Ao FAEE DA olHA AAMA F 08 VFOE 80% A=Y FIEL Hol
ey AFgst A¥g A oﬂL 95% ol £ FIEE Ho|i Yrld EF
A9 X7 gtk #d %E} 3, 7}-‘%*534: FABE] AFE o) T
A dJqAE FAME %‘j AsE B 234y, A+¥Y pH A& =7 A
Fo Rt WEoz AF e %741011*194 FHFE AP0l m‘éiﬁ} 2 &



x|, e

34. HARd 4 FJ A5

2 dodE pHAlY] Z23dd 9% pHAle] B @& FHASFE Vie-
kerstaffe] 28 FHAL o433l JAESEE A4E T8 £ FFH FHA I
FAAES ZT23gon o] EYZ CI Acid Red 361 959 FX ATE 45
F YEE HAlo]2& HEd EdHYS 3}9&‘:}. JdEWMFEE pH Ao} =29y
AL AS AHL341, 2EH5EE GUSE A5 KB AMEE e, HA FE82
a3l HA) FE Y (simplified reasonmg) o 93 WA 2" HF 2HL QA

AUEE slgon, Az HAFHE o]|F7] Y3te At (gradient descent) &
2 &S AHgstdh

Fig. 3~Fig. 58 ¥4¥¥4Q 71429 pH A
g HAA FRAFEH H=X

EEJ}?J_S’J As AZE BIFANAES
AAEES YeErz 3, Fig. 62
HA A2 9 o t}. Fig. 3~Fig. 5& %3 HAXA
N2de B8 2" ST A5 FIAFMo] A FHFAHA ZAEE Felst
9o Fig. 3~Fig. 6& F3 2 dFoA 248 A A2@& o]§sd pHA
o3 AdERY EAAFTH HF FHNE 2 QA5 A5 ZAH dFo] JbEdt
o3 #dE.

4. 2 E

APAR/MHLE G G AEFRY AXZL AAE A pH Aol T2
4 A7t Bdo2 MASAY pH Alo] Z23dE /M2y e P& Q7 A+
Holut MPET} Vickerstaffe] FEF F&F4L H&ste ® oM Solsdd. =
J, AYE T3 & Ao} 2FW2E pH Aog T A4EE FI R FASE
Fo zdo] rhedtgon GHEEY AoE T 5 AU

2 AFdAM A¢E HA A& Tt pH Ao ZERA] e JFFLE H
AAEE FF9 oS0l 23 oA Zheddth. BEF dHEE M F
ARtk 23 27|9AEES] A5 Aot 7hedte Eog o GAHL QA
JE 944 2348 d¢ F AV
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1. The exhaustion curves obtained
by

gaussian type pH control.
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I. 3. Comparison between actual and

predicted exhaustion curve.
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Fig. 6. The predicted exhaustion curve

at various dyeing rate constant(}






