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2. A % ¥y

Fulol &5 = UKP 458 #gol A833]

7k FBx 4% dste] Klason lignin, Kappa 7}, H-NMR(Nuclear Magnetic

Resonance) S =74 33t}

Klason lignin : TAPPI standard T 222 om-88°] &JAste] Adatnt. Zzte] &4
Bx(AAd 71%) 20 g £ 01 g& 72% H, SO, 40 mLol 2A17Hget HA] sta, S+
FE o] &3t 3%=E A3 FH, Auto claveE ©]&3}e] 100T, 4 he 2 7tdslal, 315

Zol A3 F 1G3 Glass filterE AF-&3to] A sl

Kappa 7} : /% 125 mL, KMnO, 25 mL, H, SO, 25 mL, KI 5 mL, Na, S, O
s S FA4ste] o= g+ HEHFAE 3 ¥ Kappa No.& A4S

H-NMR : ZZ o] FAEZE(HA7]5¥)40 mge = AHF 3+ F, 72% H, SO, ol 1 h
ek wg A 14 745 BaE AAS, D, 0 2 mLE @7 120CA 2 hE
]F 22+ 7t Rl & AAlskaL filtering ¥ ol oS it AW S S 2ol

X218k (Fig.173) 3k A ot

| SAEmZ(20£0.1g) | | Mixing of pulps | | SA|E Z(40mg) |
b b b
| Acetone =& | | =224 125mL | | Acetone == |
2 b L
| 72 % Ha2S04, 2h | | H2804 25mL | | 72 % H2S04, 1h |
¥ ¥ e
- 25 °C, 10min, KMnO 5
| 3% 3| A | | e | 120 °C, 2h, D20 2mL |
b b b
| Auto clave(100°C, 4h) | | KI 5mL, Na2S203 | | &Inl3 |
¥ & 9
i 600 MHz NMR
by g e =x
| 1G3 o410} | | g2z 53 | | Spectrometer |
Fig.1. Klason lignin. Fig.2. Kappa 7}. Fig.3. H-NMR.
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Zb HE 4TS = A Azl %, @ASte] Olympus SZX 122 ## 3 ),
S AAEA . 283 Morfi Labo(LB-01)E o] &

2.2.3 1.3

7y I 4Fo diste] Zbzb A 3§ valley beaterE ©] 83t ARFEE 14%=2 3§
o] o]4% 600 mL C.S.F.2 1A-aa)3t3i}.
2.24 %A

Az FxAE TAPPI standard T402 om-83¢] wet 2% 23+1C, AdF%E
50£2% % ZF A7 3 § SCAN-P67/P77 o A% L&WALS] tensile tester with
fracture toughness& ©|&3lo] =435}

3. 2% & n%

i

3.1 Kappa 7} & Klason lignin

Kappa 7h= 7+ 7FA9 5¥s 549 3% #gE fI8te] A& A=, F3lE
s ¢ dojue & HadAES W dasgh ofFe ¢S AAs = Aot 3
Zol Afre ﬂil‘dﬂr HA SR 0~ AEE2 A dAdztibad A jk&git) o
W82 KappZ/HK7H) & A@ib7kPrh) Alge 9 2AE Awded & 49
25 A% FAE & HZAREE 2dE 241 st 71A #He #gial S w
& AN F 9HAHE Fsto] AvE & ST A8 Kappa 7t A5 9
3l KMnO, ¢ €92 25 mL, Na, S, O3 & 125 mLE n A% 5 Qa3 Pxo] 7
AZE Ttk gade WMESS JfFHoez K7k0.159F AR A A

e}, Klason ligning 24 9] B3 ES 7513 g}oq S=E

Klason 7]tj=g} 3k
S TALEA] AFEEE M

=

of YERUSITE el
¢} Klason #2412l g+

nN =
m1o

-

»

=5

9

—

o)t} 7z} o] Kappa 7}9Jr Klason lignin®]
A AFEe] gade] WEge Kx(.150 A% Klason 7]t
&> 48] dAGHA = ¢ %‘ﬂr SHAI R Kapp 7}, 12 #5353

off
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7t =], 1813l Klason ligniniﬂ 9= X Iy o g HxEo Fgo

A gade] AAS Ao mdd S7H AR 28 S7tE 4 A

9k 30% Mo 2= FAA AL A B = 217

23.27, 250322 t& HxHo 97 Uged ol 83 A =g FHE Qe He

2 Holm Z% gro] & X Hu= AA g AoRE ot

Calculate Kappa number as follows:
_ KMno,

w Wy

NEd™ KMnO,(ml) EZIZ23(g) Kappa gt Klason JICHX Klason
A 25 1.0743 23.27 3.72 2.86
B 25 0.9987 25.03 4.01 3.02
C 25 0.81783 30.59 4.89 3.56
D 25 0.6059 41.26 6.60 4,73
K= Kappa No.
W= 1251’1’1L-°/] Nag Sg O3 oﬂ @Zéﬂ—‘x:’ %E—‘?ﬂ](g)
Wy= 7Frtal e FA(g)
W= el Fo o)
3.2 H-NMR analysis
A SN BAT GEREA JIAE YA $E3 A2 2INY 43S
Aetr] fl@ Fad adolth A ApEAE BFHEEAS 98 BAE 2043
oty &3t ES 72% H, SO, &2 7F#3] sto] oligomer7t ™, O wolrt 34
=]

7 #FYS F oligomers< monomer® 7kt sl H T GC(Gas Chromatography )it
Ao A o]lE9 dHgAAAEL F Ho| alditol-acetate® F3}E 11 FE=A 7 Ho}
HPLC(High Pressure Liquid Chromatography)olAl, AF 7FEEais 24 do| T34
Aok 3tal, columnsE ol AFEAW Edo] HoldA FEE LY E S AF
FofoF dtth(Kiemle et al. 2004).

HPLCY HP-AEC(High Performance Anion Exchange Chromatography)® A 7+<]
EAAS g 3o

H-NMR®] #H-2 Buchert et al. (1995)9} Teleman et al. (1996)° <]8&] 27 % At}
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HX A xylane xylanasex 2ol 93] WAXY 28 F8A49 ©@53E
H-NMRel <J&] 24 ¥tH(Buchert et al. 1995). Arabinose, hexenuronic acid, 2|3l
4-0-methyl glucuronic acidEe°] &<lxx AZstdAck T3 2+ B AAHEHY
hexenuronic-substituted xylooligosaccharides'™= H-NMRol ¢]&] #4] ¥t} (Teleman et
al. 1996). o] Ao A, hexenuronice glucuronoxyland &zl BB E=ZRE 3
oldt. 4 Ea AAE, xylano ZHEH L}Q furfural, 2-furoic acid =& il
5-formyl-2-furoic acid(from hexenuronic)E%= &<t} APZEHZ ] w@3tE
A2 b 7t EHE B3 H-NMRel 23] A %k@r sk 4 A tHCoplr et al.2003). M=
2% H, SO, o& 7FeiaE sta aga 343 5 Auto-Clavedtth HT 9] 9=
& ARty gstE TS AN 5 vk 7 BZo) HT 9 peak curves®t
7S 717t Fig. 4, Table 2] YEF T

o *,.u_“JL"L _h M
I PO V'l
B i p_m}:nose |

= -glucose —|
a-glucose —> a-xylose B-g

A < o-manngse 1S B-xylose

flrfo

\]
ﬂ

e 4k o ox
2

as 5.4 5.3 5. aq a9 as a7z a6 as ppm

Fig.4. H peaks of pulps.

Table 2 . Integration of peak curves.

ID a-glu a-xyl a-man  b-man  b-glu b-xyl b-glu xyl man total xylan glucoman cell total
A 1 005 009 005 158 0.05 258 0.14 0.14 287 5.0 6.7 88.3 100
B 1 006 006 003 1.46 0.11 245 0.26 0.09 281 93 4.2 86.5 100
c 1 012 0.06 0.02 1.45 0.21 244 049 0.08 3.02 16.4 3.4 80.2 100
b 1t 0.07 0.0 0.07 1.41 0.11 241 0.28 0.17 2.86 9.7 8.0 82.3 100

xylan®] 9ol AU wWe FZ= CE YeEth the Axehs t27 CHI:
glucomannan® xylan®] H]&o] ¢F 15 A& hemicellulose—ﬂ shafo]l =4 v o
A2 glucomannan¥ xylan®] &% vHl&= dubdow HAFFE 111, 282 FFF-E oF

- -
1:5 A% yeldt}l Glucomannan® 2% 3 A AE EOAEE} HA Bt 5,
xylan< ¢t 3td Aejol =2 EA xylan® ¥ #o] glucomannan¥d #HEt} =& v &S

AR g AT AEEZ ol 9o dAEE A4S HolEdH, 1 ol tE dAxw
o} G4 O-acetyl-galactoglucomannan® &&o] @S Ho =z Hwolth I
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hemicellulose®] g&Fo] W& Hxe= ausizh 4, Fod= 7IAA duvxe axrt 2
UEhd ). Hemicellulose= = tid HstAdo]l 7] wiio AF9 A&7 mrdstsE
SAAZIG, 9l AMES wFo] B ouw CHEE= 271X JRdo] AVIEH AA,
hemicellulose?] ¥ #o] =& FHFH A 75 =4, =2 hemicellulose?] o=
o= gk A Al =2 A AAS dedE g o4 4
33 4 &4
Folol 54e F2 Folm FASE old M ARe FEA 540 sl 44
Ak 4 Fo F b FxE 54 e AE Folelth deite 2
A5 ALPEe] Mg Zolst Bastth aem AnFo Al Fe& JFF =
#E 2A = st G4A ARYA HE JEHE doh A AxES v 2 e vt
S@e ARy e dig Aol AX Hdaret 2 A2 A 1 Al 7lodshA] X%
B AE oo tg Agole wE AR Ah Af fAde A2 e
o a8y AR Asel g H52de Axe Ao 2xd st AW &
Atk AdFrel 2E=E o9 deol I AxHEe FIFO® coaser fibers frAAol ol
A3, Fole bulkydl| A AR Ax gho] Wojx A Hrh Afdnt Hks wes AEX
2 24 A FEAQ Zde] S5, Afel §94 ZwelAE cARA d4d
ShAIRE CHZol H{de BEXE Ry 2 dxols &g 1000um -9 Peakitol
FAs 212 vFo] Bol B A FEFAY EFo] ok
Table 3. Properties of fibers
length  Width  Coarseness  KinkAngle Curl
(um)  (um) (mg/m) () (%)
AZD| 2047 22.8 0.3739 132.84 10.60
AB00 1624 25.1 0.2263 131.9 6.68
B=xJ| 1882 23.6 0.4329 132.31 10.41
B600 1627 26.1 0.2972 133.32 6.54
CxJ| 1680 21.1 0.2148 133.01 7.76
C600 1406 21.4 0.2031 132.07 5.89
D=D| 1880 22.9 0.3680 134.37 9.40
D600 1560 24.2 0.2458 132.78 5.98
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o 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 (pm)

Fig.5. distribution of fibers.

34 #@vd aF

Zp Az Afre] e vEol UElt o714 F5E e CEZO Aol
A R (H-NMR) 3 AF54d00A dxdd 23 A S d7tedes &
AL & A e Bz FFFAdA THEE tEde] FAZo AR, CEE=
Ao 7tedadt g v 2 VRS B o vk o] 23E CEze
B A A Edez ddl xyland FEF Aol £x7F e Fze gE
FEE HdgE A & 5k

L

Fig.6. A pulp. Fig.7. B pulp.

Fig.8. C pulp. Fig.9. D pulp.
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Fig.11. Elongation.
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Fig.10. Tensile Index.
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Fig.12. Air permeability. Fig.13. Fracture toughness index.
4. 4 &

TUo FEHE UKPe gad 3% hemicellulosed % A9 EA, ez A
Ao g AgstAn gadel e DEZVF AY gen, o et F2 F7
AE HolANE 1A ANAE, il I E Hade] JFoE Qg A
# 7+ A%te] Wel 2 fiber bonding strength® ZAZE 7HAth F9ow e A=
A Aol Wz, H-NMR 4723 hemicellulose?] 332 CRx7l Ad =
of ZrA Aol 4% AR HAou A 2 dvd #4E& 8 cH2xe
B A HEFde A o= s Vg Aore HZET e
hemicellulose®] $F#S H<Ql Aol hemicellulosed] ko] w2 w2 Az I
FoFaae oA deg Agor Holth sHA W H-NMRE Hx o] 548 dolr
= F2 dHel d X dva AAEw, 7 "xo gad % AR 54, dvA

o
4 B4 H-NMRE 53] 222 AAsEd =20 @ AHoltl.

1. Buchert J, Teleman A, Harjunpaa V, Tenkanen, Viikari L, Vuorinen T, Effect of
cooking and bleaching on the structure of xylan in conventional pine kraft pulp,
Tappi 78(11):125-130, 1995.

2. Coptir Y, Kiemle D, Stipanovic, Koskinen J, Makkonen M, H-NMR spectroscopic

determine of carbohydrates and yield in pine and maple pulps, Pap puu-Pap Tim
3:158-162, 2003.
3. Gary A. Smook, Handbook for pulp & paper technologysts 3rd edition, 2002.

41



4. o)A E, MER, A% SAH wE Folo e, vy
TAPPI Vol. 35 No. 3 (101) 2003.

5. oA %, MEE, mast Gl o st A4 v A
ul Al &3}, J. of K TAPPI Vol. 36 No. 4(107) 2004.

42



