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Effect of humic acid on the water repellency of imogolite membrane

ORERIEFE*  PBEEY B RA*
KUMAGAI Mitsuhiro, WATANABE Yukitaka, ADACHI Yasuhisa

1. ILBIT

BYGR 72 & O RO AT LTI ETE L OFER R SN TE T2, TR oKD
MAUTIZZE DLRIK I BEBITEELR LTV D, € OB DG I3l AR R 172 Eam A FRE
L FEOBENHVLND, L, BRO TEIIFBOBRAFRHAITHY, -2 RENPE L
WARB)—ME /T 572, HEilfaORmE R 2 EERE U2 FHIT R0,

AFATA MIAKRIZELS AT 2KINKERIZEZ S GENDRHHHTH D, A FAT7A MIRS
$um, NE Inm, SME 2n mOFZEHHEIRT, ZOMEIC XL mEREICE L THRAFOMEZ b
B, KWK EEOMWEEZFHE ST WD B2 6D, Fio, THERET CIIEEZER L THEEL T
B, FIT, AFITTA MEAEZATHNAERT 2 = LICETHUE, Zivg BV Csfimf 43+ % =
& TR HEE OBl & FEsk SO BRE B L FEN RN O CE 5 2 LIRSS, S5

, —IEORETIEIE T V0 VRIS B W T RCREE TH 2 DIZKI L, A ETT 4 MIEHERIREE
H., ZOZENL, AFTTA MEZT S )‘F%O)Y%k%k@‘é*f%ﬁuﬂ%f\@ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁﬁ?é_<‘:75>T“
&%,

Z ZTCARIFRIZBWTHE IS, A BT T4 MEOEREZ, £ U TE I, MEEmmkThd 5k

IEDOEEEDFIM & LT, #fifa 2 A OTMEORE S L CERMICHIET S Z L2 L Lz,

2. EfkA

PR TIHERE DRI Y B AL 5 H2fil A 013X —AXAIIC Fig.l @ X 5 72 715 R0 5 Young DU
TUTDX IZEREAEIND,
Ygs = YIg cost + Ysi1 (1)

v
TIT Ve Vi YaEERENGE, WK, iR *
ﬁm%ﬁé%ﬁ%ﬁWVMT%éo . s
F72, EHSHR00DICE Y, RO QAN - e

=48 7s1 }/gs
R — KIS 2 REESI D EROIIENT 5 Z & DE Chs B0
ERIZHLNZE N TWD, Figl. Definition of contact angle
3. EBGIE

T a7V ETHLIETFRIEEIVERLUZE2EH Lz, RADLOBRIENOA T T A b

HLE R PR B M BRIE RN A 5E R Graduate School of Environmental Science, University of Tsukuba
F—U—R:AFTT7A b, Hfihm, K



Bo ML, @R {bksE CHEEMZRLIER L=, & D%k %2 pH4—5 O HURIEIC &8, @OIkkREE
12XV Stokes 2 0.5um L FDaa A Nl Z2EY L7z, 512 2M NaCl /KIgiK CREAFREZR 71 T
A% Na'lZ@E# L, MO 1 mS/em LLFIZ/2 25 & CTHREKTHENT LT, EBRICHW /T3
T A NEEIEOWEIL0.02g/ 0, pHIX 4.8 IFHE L,

AILEEICHRAT U727 R A pH OBLICHEE LA b A £ 37 MEBRICEY, 1 HUEEE S
L, WAL SET,
B ATOBIET 7 4V b L—2a 052 LT, BB L. RENTHETH D 2 LI3EAMNET
BEMBE(SEM) 5B 1 Y ffesl L7z,

ERLL 7oA £ 2T A MEIZARBEKE L 2M NaCl KiFiE % 20 1 03 T L, /Kiio#Efkfs 2 CCD 7 A
T CHRE LG b EHEENE LT,

4. fERLER
HBRIZE 0 BLNEER (Fig2)
B, WIMLTZ7 2 RO D o L o o o o
IMceE, Bl asgme, mng a a A A
7% 300ppm i % H % % & el A1 % 60 1 i
—EOMEERY FET 5 Z L IR S - * T
Niz, ZHFA T T4 MTHT D oNaCl 2M
7L UBOWE RARRIREICEL g Lo . . . .
ml-iEEEZ NS, 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
X 512, 2M NaCl Kk i T L JEE A ppm
e, ARBUKEZMT LIGEICk Fig2. Contact angle plotted against the concentration of humic
N, EMAIIRE <725 2 ENHERRS acid for different solutions.
iz,
L 2 BN

(1] BHEE—, WEEA, HEHE, KEE, KEFAIT, 2007, % 46 B AARBIEFSES iEH
ZE4E pl09



