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Cleansing with Water/ alcohol Mixtures
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(BROKLFREXRER ABEHTR SAT7HYMIVREYK)

1. RC®HIC

KIZTH /—I)L%& 30mol%(50wt%) FigES
TH5LE, BROMERIBRERTELEDIC, 20
BIED S DB OHME I T I EFEMH T 5%
REBNDZENRSMEROTNS VD,
ZITHMRETIE, FELEIFISHFNORE
—RBICCORKBICATEROMNEEZZ, &5
ZEDTE/. SITRIOWMRZEDBICH
Y, BESBHFOMEHREEETILEL, &
NETITONTELHARET N A-INOEBELHR
Y, FEEEATFNOREE, BRYHELZECSH
ITTELD, EHICESEROEBLICDNTRET.

2. 7HA—-VOIEHEE
*FNA—=NDEE: A5 /-, TH5/—),
IFLrHYa—, 1-70/8/ =, 2-7AN
J =, 2-AF)-1-TONRS =)

EHAEAALBRGEICHT Bk - FAa—)b
BRICLBHESRBTIE, WVThOFIa—-IIC
DVTH, TOEEHEZ DT> THAEDED
¥INT 355, EMOAFETINI-NVICL>TE
35%.

OQAZ /=, TH /=)

A& /=) 40mol%, T# ./ —) 20mol%E
TlE, ZIaA—-IOMREBIFEAERNT. F
NULOBETRTZNI-NOEMNE LS CHKS
ShEBHIEMT S (Fig.2).

@zFLrryUa—, 2-2FN-1-7a/8/ =9

7 a—)b 10mol%~20mol% ETIZ,
EFIRITEML, ThULOBRETRIZE—
EDFFNEEHRD(F.3).

@1-Fas/—i, 2-7a,x8/ =%

THA-INBREDEMEESIZ, RENELHHE
M BH, 73— 100mol% D FENEITE
FTFH5(Fig.4).

COEOCTINA-NDILELFHHEL DR
RE7INa—-IOEHEICL>TERY, 1-7 AN
=l 2-TAN/ =L, AS /=I5 )
=, EIFLSUA-I - 2-AF)-1-T0O
N = IVOPBOERETRT.

3. BhOEELET I A-ILiEE

FHRARETIE, ZERNOFNESALEEAAL
BEMOLTRBRREBEITOTVWSED, K7
VWA=V BRICLDERPENEFNOHERT
ETWEW. UL, &85 93t uFicd
5K -IH/-IRARICKDHBHERIILT
W5. ZOHRE, I/ —IVKBRIZLZ#EHRD
SOHERFORFER, 60wt%(40mol%) D
I9/—IVBEDELZATRELR . £,
COZERBIRTFREPADIYSY / —IVKERD
BRERELRRESMICLTWNEZEDD, B
IO FEOHESFHREICES LTS E
ZZONBDEBELTNS. £, EDS ie
EZ/NICHTAK/ FOEL Sy aA—- )T —F
W, KITE /- NVEEBHICKZOEAREEL
BRE L. kBEELVHAReREFNORE
I, T4 ./ —)l 50vol% ~60vol%(30mol% ~
40mol%) KBBEBENTHZ 2L, £/, RAFE
nices70EL 5 - I—FILKBR
CLBREFERFKEDRELEEDERIZENT,
KITE /) —INROFSEREEULEERZER
L, E5ICTF/—IR&Y bEHEFHESBNT



WBEWSERTH-HAE. F7nELYSYO
—NVI-FIHRTHE, BBAEEROBFANDOBE
ERIS/ -IRLVELS, SO EBEFDNR
CREBLTOWSILEMRELAELHEL TS,

4. FEEMEHFI(SDS) D3R

I5/)-=)l, TFLFYa—-), 1-TOn/
=, 2-70/8 7 =), 2-AF)-1-TANRS —
JWIKBRIZ SDS #7MT 3L, WFho7)ba
—=)ITH 20mol%IEEE TOEBERT(E SOS
DREEZITED, ThULOBRETRIEES®S
a0 (T /=) B, BETRENEDTHS
(TFLFYa-—-i, 1-7ax/—)v, 2-7'0
R =I2-AF)1-7ax/ —=I) .
(Fig.2,3,4) 411

5. BRIE

<$HEfh>

I/ —IVKBROMKER, T/ —IVERE
50wt%(30mol%) THRA L7 5 (Fg.8)". TF
L) a—-)VEBROKER, T4/ —/IVEUD
FEFICH. TFLHU a=)KBROMER,
IFLYF)I-NBESEMTIEEHIT,
EHEMT3 M. k&IF/—NERELTH
ENRKICEZENSZEE, k&ETH/—IVD

SFEICENVEEEASBOTNSLEZX SN S.

Fg1"m&>SIZ, KICTH/—IHBASDE, 8E
WO FOREENZEHITHD. 512, Bokikk
N (BKBEOEDLY DKSFOREHFESED
&) OEDHIC, T/ —-IVBENBETIZONT
IS/ =NV aFOEHE, RELCESLARY,
50Wt %A T—FBELS HD I MBS o T3,
OZEBIY /) —IVKBROIED 50wWwt% T
BALEGZDEBHTHDEEZD. BICTIFL Y
Ja—=)LDHS, #ERRECZELEHTL0T,
I5/=IDL5FENSFREEEERIEHNT
WahedvEZONS., FEXFS 2, KT
7/ =IVRBERODSI VAR MIVEREITL, B
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HEH xS (v)BITS/ —) 30mol%RjETEX
EIRBZELERELTVS(FGY9). st
ROSBRPOSFEREMAMEED 30mol% g T
T B EDBDMS.

<EKHEH>

& /=, 1-7an/ =i, 2-7a,r/ =)
KBBROEXEEAE, 7IHA—ILOEISHE 0.1
LlEORICHNTIE, SDS FIMIC L BEENEN
mNFG.5)Y. Eiz, TFL U I-INKER
[C SDS Mt 3 &, KERANICRIET SDS ©
IR B2 ITEELL, SDS RFMODORIZIER
LTWL (Fg.6)'", ZL5>ERNMS, SDS
KBEFICTIVA-DMbZ L, SOS HFIEE
BRISEYAHZRD, BIEOTIIA-)ITEEIN
HHE 0.1, BEDFIIA—ITIX 0.5 FhHEMS,
BERXREICE SDS HFEEELET, 73—
DFOHZDBAEATNSEEZZ . BMRSIE, T4
J —IVkiEw+TR D POE(JEA 4 » FEENR) ©,
MESEAY /=N, T/ —=IKBEFD
DAC(}5 1 A > REEMER) OEF) 9 ICDNWT, A
BAREELTWS. b, RS POE 0T
&/ —IVIKBRPICEITZ2EHE FQ790D &>
ICHBLTWS.

flic & % Z=lic
FNa—LGF
HA> TV BFE
Iz, KFFH)
A=k J %%
E#HIFEIEEN
%

O 2,0

Ko7 Fa—nNGF

Fig.1 Thermal molecular motion
in alcohol agueous solutions”
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Fig.2 Detergency of Ethanol solution with different
concentration of SDS vs. mol% of Ethanol'"

50

40 |

3
X SDS/0%

A SDS/0.05%
A SDS/0.2%

Detergency/%

0 20 40 60 80 100

mol%

Fig.3 Detergency of Ethylene Gycol solution with
different concentration of SDS vs. mol% of
Ethylene Gycol 1"
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Fig.4. Detergency of 2-propanol solution with
different concentration of SDS vs. mol% of 2-
propanol*
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Fig.s Surface tension of Ethanol solution with
different concentratiori of SDS vs. mol% of
Ethano!'®
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Fig.6 Surface tension of Ethylene Gycol solution
with different concentration of SDS vs. mol% of
Ethylene Gycol'#
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Fig.7 Behavior of Decaethyleneglycol Lauryl
Ether(C,,E,,) at the Water/ Air Interface
in the Different Aqueous Et hanol Solutions®



<SDS T ENDOEHRIZT7II-ILOEE' >
Ferland 5 19 (£, SDS =)D K& X - F2HR,
%/ SDS 7))V aA—) OB LRI ICT S
TIhA-INSFOEEZNBREFHE, /X
R+ ZAEYTO—FT-NMR TR LTS, 0
BR, 1-7JONR/—IEMADE, SEIOEH
WEA L, SDS R CH:EERESELEML,
BEHICEIVEET. —A, 1-R5/—-)I%E
MAdE, TENDODREXHPKESHRY, KEWN

wormlike 854k &D< 5. e, 1-79 /)1

(X, TOREICL>T SDS DB CILKREH %
B, EREDOKEZZEETHER/REFELTY
3.

AG ) —IRIH/—IDESEENVKENE
RETINaA-NE, FICANSHBICERL, =+
MO E—RBIZESHEYRITEN. AN/
—WE IO/ - FETUNABEEET,
Ry& /) —=NVEA A S EINDORIEKEORT
ERLLK WU - RIETHRIALT HEEX
BNTWD. Fh, TH/=IPRVF /)=
BREREMEOSVEBEDLE, S EIOETO
BREEETLEZ, —A7O/N/ —VEEOH
KEDEDHICTDLDIBR I EFENESD LHEE
LT3,

6. BHYUIC
CNETHIFLDIC, k- Fha—-IVEER
RICEET MR, e BR/ADOSTONTNDS
B, REZCOBRBRICKDHERICONTHE, Fo&
YDELERBANZIAEEG DO TIVZ. #EF
ANZXLERBAL, FhOBEOREYPEHR
ADHBIIDVWTOREETTHILENH DL
EZ T3,
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Fig.8 Viscosity vs. Concentration of Ethanol'"
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Fig.9 Integral value of x’(v) '

(51mxEt]

1)I5EERN, BEOKLFRE FER(1999)

2) ZEE S BiFEE, 48, 704(1992)

3)BZEET, BRODKLFAE BLRX(1993)

A EaKRILE, BROKZFASE FERX(1994)

5)&ET®RS, m{k%, 51(7), 485-490(2002)

6) BT, %55 BAARBFSEEE
p82(2003)

7) LFE, DkEE@n»), #Bx(1991)

8) IR S, jh{ks, 45(7), 661-666(1996)

9)N. lkeda, Colloid Polym.Sci.,276, 267-273
(1998)

10) Geir M.Fgrland et.al.,J.Colloid Interface Sci.,
203,328-334(1998)

1)kt B BEOKETFAE FEHRX(2003)

12) Yuko Amo,Yasunori Tominaga,Chemical Phy-
sics Letters,320,703-706(2000)



