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Fig. 1. Installed microbubble generator
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Table 1. Decontamination efficiency of oxide calcium

A ksle wa 2y Pl =y
7 lem) AR

ABA ARFE (%)
Blank 9.76 9.75 0.1
A7 A 9.52 5.12 46.2
AE B 9.8 2.9 70.2
A& C 11.6 45 61.0
A& D 10.9 2.8 74.4
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Fig. 2. Decontamination test of metal oxide used
microbubble generator [Before test(R), After
test(L), Test Temp.:25C(Top), 35°C (Middle),
45C (Bottom)]
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Table 2. Decontamination efficiency of metal oxide

(e usE A [ ane
5B em) | AAE
ey Agd [ Ags | @
Blank* 0.95 0.95 0.0
25T AGA = 0.53 0.51 4.3
35C AGA = 1.06 1.02 3.1
45T AGAN=E 0.97 0.93 4.3
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