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The Comparison of the Properties on Fluorine-type Waterproof
Agent and Inorganic Nano Waterproof Agent
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Stain repellency, 4 R 4% A& 4 (Alcohol.Petrol Repellency), 4, &¢Z 8 % 3% A2 REH B3
(Acid, Caustic chemical protection), % 7)4(Permeable to air)5°] Utk AAFAFo] B AU HF,
F4EE AL WA 71Ee 28 ARH P8A gon HId e FE, AR AAE Tl e 229
T gtk 28 Fol TASE B AR AT EHT S ATV A5t Bl g3 wAHE £IE
SIRE WEAFAN 479 Bo) YR Z ARHR RILE st F&4F $r49e AU 249 A
o] A3 WRSA ol 1980 Ao T WEIME &AM ALHAG B5IHEE 274 A& AR
o] IRAA HHe FEANURE ASALLZA F714E8 At @3 TFYE FAge /e
HlaE HIY YT £ degoRe 4 g% Iy, BASEE ¥ wey o] ¥EE H 3ok

E 7N B4A BRI B UndEA g AER fa, BFo Astd A4z 25 S4<
v HEIJ

2449

21 A B

BaA 24AE 599 AxH(Huntzmaniit)o] A ) 812 Phobotex 254 & AHS3HL F7] Hi=
WEAE EY9 ETCAIA A28 F2l8 W =HEKG 6015N) S AHE8-3tAth &2 PETS B& AHE-3)
A o]Yel {2, OHP YE& AH&3IATh

224 ¥

BAA BFAE ] FF59 9L BAANA P4 ¢ o HE2AL COD7E #3E A HE24
23 7}(Phoenix300, Ahtech)E ©]8-3}] sessil drop method© 2 ¥} PETH & &3 HEZL FH
& 7%, Diiothomethane, Glycerine2] A 7}2] AA & o] &3l F&dF Z7(20°C, 65%RH)I A 2}
A g tsf 33 o] HEAE AT F I FEUE T2, olE o] &3t AHE A8 BRAY
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EHE 7jRe] 250l & F A HYAE AU AN AZE o] &8t A LHFAL B4
deAst AT o FE2AL FAHET FHAUAE ALSAT
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Field Emission Scanning Electron Microscope(JEOLJSM-6500F)& ©|8-3te] B4A dA|eh 77] Y L
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Figure 12 47 E4A & )¢ PET &9 93 Y72 DAt 42 Az EHE AT
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