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A Study of Ammonia deodorization capacity test for
deodorization materials
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I1%E Ammonia EF7HEQ%)E FUstd 29ANTY FLUAY stainless steel chamber (210mm *
312mm * 221mm)Stel SEAE W3 xzhe] Agol whe} syringe2 AHA A GCol FHIIA

Table 1. Apparatus and analysis condition

4 7171 49 =4
GC Donam System GC
Column PLOT column 25m*0.53mm(Amines DF=20um)
Oven Temp. 100 isothermal
run time 5min
injection volume 100ul
A&7 Pulsed Discharge Detector
mode Helium lonization Mode
range 1X
detector temp. 180

AZe $EHT JE FHEF AATe] Acke FFYXG 9w E 2 AmmoniaZ 2Fd€
chamberel 3 1A ZHE AW A}A Ammonia’} 1/32 Zasted Zd: AMF F2FE FH3
o FAAA Y B H5e A¥siAch £ chamberdtd N2 gasZ purgingdtd F¥-& AA(RHI0%
AE)F F e AP S HEY SR wE F¥F wE TN

ZFH§ Ammonia 248 AX W) AREE APs7] A8 Tedlar bagel Ammonia EE7+(2%)
g 34 FYstg e RS ML GCEAT FAW ENE FAC A JAR HY =S
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Y7} 62, 56, 20% °1RZ, AN L r=09992 olF FFIHFLH, FHZEE 10ppmFEolAt.
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Table 2. Decreasing % of Ammonia in absorption and normal wall paper for RH

(after 1hr)

FaA A AL (%) YA A A& (%)
RH 55% 34.6 27.0
RH 10% 20.3 8.6
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Table 3. Comparison of GC method with Detector tube method

GC Conc. (ppm) 65 120 230
Detector Tube Conc. (ppm) 65 115 260
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