Pensky-Martens S8 ZX|E 0| Esl
n—-Propanol-n—Propionic Acid Al 2 ¢?I3IH

HBH - O|NN - 5HEY

ABUGE AAFST - ARG GE BFRY

1. M 2

ST HAAN o) 2%, 4, FE So g A WY BHSE FNHWYE, A
HE 2 22 0id BAXQ E23F 2 B84 B4, dRY EH 52 gotstes A
ol #ol Btt Fastt FAANAN stA42Ae AN A, &4, AT o HF &
Fo2 g4 2 Zwo] opy)® 4 Utk WM AQAYE AN HFL JAAE
ol EFY F23F 712HYU AAHEA(safety property) A5 U 3}AH(flash point)ol] o
# x4 Baz g’

QA7) LED EFEPl B HEAA Aty A7 AHBH, Affens 'L &
& Balsast GARA EEES A d2d FY ATE YT, Wu 5

Setaflash H#H 2 FAE o] &3 A £ 4F 2dE A7 3829, Gmehling

572 7ldg 34270 ds] 2§79 (group contribution method)$] UNIFACH &
o] &3t FFEATE AASHL, o]& AME3IA A}HE dEdd FHFIF vwdHA
t}. #3209 Ha £%& RSMiresponse surface methodology)& ©)£3d 7t 38 EA)
of dE A5y F4 2de AU, Hanley = THEEA oA A3t Ao
@ Zde A Ha 592 2484 714 AF EFE9 4% 2 AR A5
€ 23 2 Fas9o0, Mitchell 37 Ad@ZNN Bo] ALgahe oivlAe] Az
< 2A3A1, Jones ' Godefroy 5'"€ Formic Acidel W3l 712 Q3d 4%
o AT E F7ts eFEFY AHH dF YHE A7

2 A7ME 7t4 82 n-Propanol+n-Propionic Acid®] 74 Ed-§Alel i3l

Pensky-Martens 2314 328 ol§3td #9588 e 9891, 242 A4
Qo] 22 0§ BT MW FEHGE 471N, e ARE $A L Bwe 3
Ase 2AEz ATHLA Su, HAH EFB ASHHE dFHE PHos BE
9718 7o sk

2. 7tddE JlAd EFEH 25ty oS

g ATNAE Pl FoiA 7hdy 24 8A AW AEY NHYE AwrI] 9

e
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L{=L{25)[1—0.5%10*(¢+—25)] (5)
Acidell t3 7ol Zabetakis'7} AAIE A& Abgaigch o AL tedt 2o
L{H=L25—17.8x10*(¢t—25) 6)
3714 LA25)E 171}, 25Coll e ZEwa gl
o] A&l 7§ van Laar]'®g o] &3t BEEASLE AP M, o] YRA &

ol HEA7I™E 33 2o

Agixy 2

1n71=A12(m 7
— Apxy 2
Iny;= Ay A e, + Agy (8)

371 Ap®t Ans van Laar A524, o]5& 714388 2371 31g A4S AP A
Aslel ik

o]¢} Zo] Modified Raoult®] ¥ Z Dalton®] H A Le Chateliere] W32 ad3n 5%
Alg FAA 58 ALE3le ZHAREAY AFHES dFE + Ar)

3-1. AETX ¥ AR
2 Ao Alg " A8 AA+E= Pensky-Martens Closed Cup(ASTM-D93)% 2 & A&
st B F2= B, Test Cup A, wity 3l FFE2 24 vE + 3

BAFE 74871 E, A 7H7), AE 2H87), F7% T2 7 do, Test
Cup A5 Test Cupe €£%0] 100ml AxolH, AL dHAEE 52 FHPZ Ho
Test Cup Handle, 2% 4 44T, Test Cup A% AH7] &z FAEA Qi

2
0.

r

5]

e

WEHR = wek7] %%, 140~1503)/ming Z¥rEte AEVIE FAEE o 349 ¥
3 39H A (Flame Exposure Device), @8%, 3t 247], 7tad, 74 ¢4A
BE Foz 74 FHol vk B A¥dAe AdEFAM E8 ALHT e =TER
HEH zaIHANES ez Fdn =2 RALH Z2IeYdAlEs &

S HIELEB) T A B AHI9%) 2] AldE AMEEAT) olE AgE 77 ohE EH|(mole
fraction)2 &3t AY3A.
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Eh:kdv =3
1) AleFS Zbzy Agstaat gk E‘ﬂl (mole fraction)2 &3&]th
2) Test Cupoll NBE(EZEAE 66mIe L, Test Cup FHE 8 F =9
718 AYE F Yol g o] &3} YE'L"] LEE Lﬂa‘:}
3) Test Cup 7183 27] ol ¥3 IH A7 ¥ 27| E 553 A48
4) NEE 140~150§]/mini FHELY I, 5~6C/minZ 7+ ki o}
5) Alg9 &5 1TCHEE W nict MH7] &£l o] &8 Test Cuptel
45 HT AHY. B ’2’3“33}:‘ 228 Qglyog FRen FUI AP 9

Fe u AH DA oA MEAPL =& ANE eyt

w
ng

lo 1%

Ay we ASTM-D93(Pensky-Martens Closed Cup) 7+ 230
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4. 23 Y

£ dFol A= n-Propanol+n-Propionic Acid#l 9] 91313 Agzt57} o] 483} o
FEde] 4R ke o= &9 A AYR UeA ’Qﬂiiﬂ A A ol dEdo=
ZFRS 3% Raoultd] WAL HE&3H 1, vlojd&ddd Afole EFEAFE o3
A S A3

A g A4 nZE A8l Hlo] gL Ad A TFEASF AAte] Ay, o
Ag Al 71d"HExF 7 glojoF dlrh.  n-Propanol+n-Propionic AcidAl el 719# &
28+ DECHEMA Z#7oM 4o, van Laard] & ol &3lo] BFEAS5E A4S
F AsH & ASsFeh. Table 1] A3H Aol 88 7z £58 32 Antoine 34,
ZAE Vel

Table 1. Antoine constants, explosive limits and heats of combustion for

n-Propanol and n-Propionic Acid

‘ Properties A B C LEL(vol. %)
Components
1-Propanol 7.84767 | 149921 | 204.64 2.1
Propionic Acid | 7.99064 | 1929.300 | 236.430 2.9

Table 2oiM & 2833 o] &2 (Raoultd ¥ van Laar4])o] 23 o &zk& u)ils}o]
et R, Az o Egtel Zole] HxE U7l s AAD.(average absolute
deviation)®} A.AP.E.(average absolute percent error), E&#Hz}, AAAFGHE AL&3}
S a=
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Table 2. Comparison of experimental and calculated lower flash
points by Raoult’s law and van Laar equation for
n-propanol(X;)+n-propionic acid(X2) system

Mole fraction Flash point (C)

X1 X2 Exp. Raoult van Laar
0.100 0.000 21 21.36 21.36
0.910 0.090 21 22.53 22.61
0.710 0.290 25 25.58 26.03
0.510 0.490 30 29.54 30.64
0.301 0.699 36 35.46 37.34
0.109 0.891 42 44.48 46.35
0.045 0.955 44 49.24 50.38
0.000 1.000 50 53.67 53.67

A APE. - 4.96 6.38
A.A.D. - 1.86 2.39

n-Propanol+n-Propionic AcidAlolA 3t8 Q589 7 $-ol=, Raoulte] o o3 A
AbEl gkt AdEgel AAPEE 496%°lx, AAD.E 1.8TCo|n, EFHx7F 266C 18
ARASA)E 0948 UJEGth van Laardlol o) Aag g3t 43839 AAPE.
6.38%°] 1, HELE o7}k 239Celw, EZWA/ 333C 28 AAAF(Ae
0912 Yehytc. wels o] Aol ASole, Raoultd] HE ol s AAE ge]l van Laar
Ao o3 AdE gRY o AR A

2 A7 SHE 2z AAS SAFEE AEg o] & AL F X3
22}, n-Propanol+n-Propionic AcidZl°lA] n-Propionic Acid®] &&&°] 19 77194
£2 Augs AYkol Ao]& Btk o= n-Propionic Acidel L,(25)° @d&o]
= Ao Z Atz

gog B AFA AAF Hy o] AP theksiA AHEHIL e g8 EF
£A9 A8l dFo] 7hEdld FonE FAHY AW HHo o]&HIE Vg

K

rr

I

5 4

M

n~Propanol+n-Propionic AcidAl9l ™3] Pensky-Martens Closed Cup(ASTM-D93)&
ol &% At ZHgtet A EFEFE ME(EA2) o3 ANEE vl FEI}Y
o053 22 228 AU

(1) n-Propanol+n-Propionic AcidAldlA st5<A3td e 7 $-ol+= Raoulte] HE e <
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sl Ade @ dgge FFXE Zol7h 1.86ToI™, van Laardol & 2%
ol 242CE RYTh
(2) ol&40) o3 EFE UsH A=ge ¢5FEAY HusdAd Jtg ver
2 ;L
(3) n-Propanol+n-Propionic AcidAl¢ A&d As5c sd3ALA 2 F5A <A
4& FEsted 7EHY AE2E AFTHU
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