2+ 23} (Autoignition &-& Spontaneous Ignition)= 7FAAEE 71 A4 9 S2o o
2 qUR 7 FARE W 222 EY] A FSe ASENoR, FHAZREH FE2F Y
AE Holr 222 AH3E £ QUs HALEE FHAAALIFL2E(AIT: Autoignition
Temperature)2t 12 gt AITE 719 $&, Z7]9 B3, A9 g, 48 AA2E,
Zuf, G AN Sl GFL W B AITSAA o 7149 A4 2L 139

z4dol de A% gdom, eE2 vg UFSA geel APt LW} 228
UM BHLESE 245t 2ol Yo B ATE A2 EF FA2 AgHD
9+ ASTM E659-78(Standard Test Method for Autoigniton Temperature of Liquid

Chemicals) g X" & Atgate] 513 49 g d8 A18En lE AF(Acids) 7He
B Formic acid, Acetic acid, Propionic acid 5o & HAxd @iz} w3z A
F FAE FAHNFeH, EHE ABE A BFE FAE ARSI €L A v
n&sAT. AF(Acids)E A, HF, A", % £ AFsde T4 Bod 4
A 2 Fdg ogalr] A 7l AE5E AFsted 3o Aok

gty oz PG FAsted oA AN ERAH AAEEZY EFEY RE
7t ZsE e AEH A 2 o] 4™ wi7hA 7*‘7%5]% AlZEE dsl el A A
(time lag) &2 w3l ZEe Algtolgt ok dF 29 7tAZEdAA AITS 23t
A H A ZE Aol A o] TAE Ao S 3ol 7}%%} Rol?,
logt=(A/T)+B (1)
A71A = EEAAAL, T AdLg=[K] 28z At Be Aot

3.
2 oAgel A8 AFAE A4 H8dY AWy FRFNZH ASTM
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E659-78(Standard Test Method for Autoigniton temperature of Liquid Chemicals)?d 3]
g2 A28}, #XE= Furnance, Temperature controller, Thermocouple, Test Flask,
Hypodermic Syringe, Mirror, Air Gun2.2 24 Y& F Uk

324 EA =

B AgeMe Ad@8FeAM e AgEHI e ARe RS FSHIELE)FA 3)A
(99%)9] AleFS AbE-3Hdrh.

33 Mgy

DAY 2%, 7|14, Az, 58 71§84

2) 71 2E& AAsn, 49 A E 7METO.

3) AALEe =g Egt23a URd FAZIZ A8 01 mlE ¥

4) N85E ¥+ €3 Timer 5

5) 10 &< o F w3y dojux] ¥ow H W RFsa FAIE o9

A

an

A3 3~5TC &2 10CH Z7 HH]‘I'H ZA g,
7) 23 A A A|ZHS 2% 0w 74A] EA g
8) o3l7} dojws uw Azt 2EE 7| =S3

4 0| o Ztnt 2o vlw U
AAG ZLdE 74ed FANd o3 FAd FART 2FRY Aol AEE ¥
<l

zk7] &) SATA o] o] &3+ AA.P.E.(average absolute
D.(average absolute deviation)E Al&3on F3l= 42 g

IS
>
:‘> e

percent error

3 29°°. %74 —Eréi 9s) A7 el FEUAY TR AFASFE AEEAY
2( Y,‘_Y,)z
S= n—1 (2)
_ SSR
r= SST (3)

3714 St AR EFeH, At EE FAASL, SSRE HHd oF AFT(sum
of squares due to regression), SST+ SSR#} ztxbo] 21§k A F 3 (sum of squares
due to residual error)] ¥ o]t}

5. 4 2 ng
51 &5239 A&y ¥
el FAAHBANA AITS HAAAZ ApololAle] BAE MY A v
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dud}

A% (non-linear)] 358 7+ zte] o= S

- E {= 1

me= A+ (=A+BL) -
— i A3

lnr—A+BT+C(T 5)

5.2 Formic acide] A}odatstd oz
Formic acidol] tha) zAd@sd =4 A9 ASTM E659-78%3 5 o] &3led Az}
?i‘%lﬂ“?% XA #AE AFst 2 Z}E Table 19 YetHi i
Ay Aze zasl7] 98 oz 3o AAE Formic acidd] AAddsde =
ASEA T BL A AAdLF2EE AAHD Jon, tHS Al dE AHEEHI
UE HEZHY FALS o835l B A48 Ao ¥]2sd ot Formic acide] &dxstA
of sl NFPA 325M°& 539CZ A|Alstz 1om, Sigma handbook”, SFPE
handbook'” Z2]3 Hilado V¢ BHelAH =F 540CE AlAstz ok 22} &2
Ago M= 496TColA 3 A¥ZH B3t dojur] gkon, 2T FFAIA 498T
AN g A 6.02secoll A L7t AlFES 5T~10T &5AAH Ads A3 520Te
A 1.79secol A wttstdch A A 48 282 Arrhenius FEQl 2 (4)9F n|AdE &
el 4 (5)E o€ 4L g 24,

In 7= — 430508 + 34422.5

e

) (6)

N

in £ =—63.5+64256( 5+ ) 1.19276 10" ) @

Table 1. Comparion of experimental and calculated delay time by AIT

for formic acid

No. T[K] Texp.[S] INTesp. Tpred.(€9.6)  |Tpred.(€q.7)
1 77115 6.02 1.79509 4.89 0.79
2 773.15 455 1.51513 4.35 0.71
3 780.15 2.33 0.84587 2.92 0.48
4 783.15 1.91 0.64710 246 041
5 793.15 1.79 0.58222 1.42 0.23
A.APE 19.68 83.24
A.AD 0.57 2.80
2 (B)ol] 93 P&z AFz Aol AZAAFE 08502A Ay HX|sa
o A (7eAe] Aufs AAAF7E 255524 AP dSze xo]E Holx
AT, EZ 7)|ES T AAE AR HWEAS #f F 40 C HE A YEY
Z ged, o= # ASTM D-2155 #&A ¢} =k Az FAE o] &afjx L& A
o], B A¥ AxE= FHT 1etdE ASTM E659-78 A x|oA Q& Axz Alg g
5.3 Acetic acidel Atod gtstE o E
Acetic acidel] o3 FHaxddsl g G x| Azt #BAE AYste 1 AR}E
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Table 2o “ebH A

2 AY ZHE n&3}7] 93l o2l £l AAIE Acetic acide] AL H S A}
3t =4, Yagyue 450C(0.275ml, 1lsec, &7+ 232 % 575C), Sigma handbook2
516°C, NFPA 325M-& 463C, SFPE handbookol| A& 465C A Al8t3, Hilado 52 <A
464 CE A Ao, 53] Scott 52 550CE AAstn At AAE =B wet
100Ce| &fo]& Role EHEAN B 1@o] Iyt

gy 2 AP AE 510CoA 39 2823 L5rt dojux @sken, 2T 4
SAlA 512TelA 48 23 567secollA &8t7t Al&Eo] 5CT~10T AeAlA AP
A3} 560Co A 1.87secel #3}sFi,

AN AFAEE Arrhenius FE 4 ()9 HAE Fed 4 B)S ] &F dF

e oo 2o
— e
In7=— 18.5137 + 16001.25( =< g
2
Ine=11.75 - 32765( L. )+ 1.97919107( L. -
Table 2. Comparion of experimental and calculated delay time by AIT
for acetic acid

No. T[K] Texp.[5] INTexp. Tpred.(€9.8)  |Tprea.(€9.9)
. 785.15 5.67 1.73519 6.46 8.34
2 788.15 5.65 1.73166 5.98 7.66
3 795.15 5.42 1.69010 5.00 6.32
<4 798.15 5.07 1.62334 4.64 5.83
b 803.15 4.47 1.49739 4.09 512
6 813.15 3.23 1.17248 3.20 4.00
7 823.15 2.54 0.93216 2.3 3.16
8 828.15 2.20 0.78846 2.24 2.83
9 833.15 1.87 0.62594 2.00 2.54
A.A.P.E. 6.09 26.84
A.AD. 0.29 1.08

4 @ o% SIFdT AY@ Alole] AAASE 097B2A LY@ At 9
o, A (9)AM Y ZAe AAAFI 02372 AT oS3 2JolE Hola 9]

o,

HAA AMAE ARED v Ay B wet 50CAHES HAES Holxu glom
2, 20 B& n#Ee] Hedigan £,

5.4 Propionic Acide] Xjdutst™ =t

FHAaAAds g A AN BAE HAYsle] 2 Z3E Table 39 YA L

o, 2 A8 Z273E 2337 98 o FHel AAlE Propionic acide] AaAwstye
ZALsk A
Yagyut 435C(0.2ml, 24sec, &3t 3% 585C), Sigma handbook 5137,



NFPA 325M2 465C, SFPE Handbookell A& # &3 glth E3 Hilado 52 A
475CE AA T Ak AAIE 2zl W} 50T 2Ao]E Bo|& Holxm Tt

2 24¥dAe 510CAA 3de 48Z5 257t dojux] Rgkorn, 1T AsAA
511CelA 23 ZF 11.99secells] 287t AzHo] 5T~10T 45AA 43F 2%
565l A 1.79secel #2}atgict.

AN LYAEE Arhenius B 4 % W4T Fo A G)E o &F A2
qe gen 2o
In = 32.81210+ 27610.75( &) 10)
2
Int=—65.5+ 80384( %)—2.14958"107(%‘) (11

Table 3. Comparion of experimental and calculated delay time by AIT

for propionic acid

No. T[K] Texp.[S] INTexp. Tpred.(€9.10) |Tpred.(eq.11)
1 784.15 11.99 248407  [11.01 7.79
2 787.15 10.68 2.36837  |9.63 6.87
3 793.15 7.65 2.03471 7.39 5135
4 798.15 4.65 1.53687  [5.94 4.35
5 803.15 4.16 1.42552  |4.79 353
6 813.15 3.49 1.24990 [3.14 2:32
7 823.15 2.09 0.73716  |2.08 1.54
8 828.15 1.79 0.58222  [1.70 1:25
A.A.PE. 10.03 26.54
A.AD. 0.58 1.69

O

2 (1000 93 o =zta 2ggk Alele A2AASTE 095924 Ad# dAlst 3
o, 4 (1) ZAAST7E 061924 AF@aH} dFg2 Aol& Kol Y.

Propionic acid 239 A&7 & &3z 29 40~50C A= =4 dg=d, o 9
Al Formic acid®} Acetic acid®} vla}71A|2 Ao AL&" ASTM D-2155 ¢ A
A AR FAE ol &AM L& A} B AF FAE 4L ZAF9 Ao|2 AlsdHTh

6. d &

1) Formic acide 498ColA %8 @izt LA A=w 20 L3HAL 6.02secU
o, 50Tl A 179secol] atetgin, BAL L hest 2ot
__ 1
In 7= —43.0508 + 34422.5( &)

2) Acetic acide & 512CoAMFE 237 HAEJ=d 2w E8PA|7HE 567secs
o 560ColA 1.87secol| &3}ata, FAANL oS3 2o,
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gy B, B18F + 16001.25( —%,—.)

3) Propionic acide 2 511TColMHE @37 2R 2o 23FA7H2 11.99sec
Qoul, 555Col A 179seco] Latatg, Beew e} WAt BAS G} 2
o] At}

__ 1
In = 32.81210+ 27610.75( = )
Zarel 2
o EEE NBUE APt BistEATH Al 2 98 A7,
aned
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