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Comparison of Formaldehyde Measurement between
DNPH and Electric Signal at Indoor Air
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Fig. 1. Diluter Diagram.
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Table 1. Charateristic of Electric signal.

Characteristics Name Substance
Range 0~10ppm
Resolution 0.05ppm
Reponse
o Time 30~50sec
Performance i
ow
through 500mL
Temp 0N A=Y
Range 20C ~45TC
. Weight 13g
Ph 1
ysica Life 1~3 years
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Table 2. Comparison between DNPH and Electric 1.55
signal.
1.45
Dilution Rate Forecast Conc.(ppm)
1 : 20000 0.0025 1.35
1 : 10000 0.005 $ 10
1 : 5000 0.01 5 '
1 : 2000 0.025 § 1.15
1 : 1000 0.05 -
1 : 500 0.1 '
1: 350 0.14 0.95 ,,.-'-.'"
1: 200 0.25
1: 150 0.3 0-85;' 001 0.01 0.1 u‘s 1 10
1:100 0.5 ' ' ' )
1:75 0.65 DNPH (ppm)
1 30 1 Fig. 3. Comparison between DNPH and Electric
L:25 2 Signal.
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