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[Abstract] Root canal irrigation plays a vital role in root
canal therapy. Due to the complexity of the root canal system,
mechanical preparation alone cannot eradicate infections, so
effective root canal irrigation is the critical factor for the success
of root canal therapy. In clinical practice, a combination of
irrigants is commonly employed to remove residual pulp tissue,
the smear layer and residual microorganisms in the root canal
system, so as to improve the cleaning effect of root canal
irrigation. This article reviews the interaction and common
problems between combined irrigants, and puts forward
suggestions for the combined use strategy of root canal irrigants.
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WRAEIRTT 2 2 B MR AR F i) A 3R 97 T B, HOG B
SRR . MU BORLAI A R T ARAE A ] el T AR
U P A AR DT R e R0 A A BRI, (N R S8 42 5
PR B E A o AR ph e T LA M A RE L SRR B TS
JZ 20 B A W LA SRR H by T AR A 2 R A
S5 PR IR 24, B AT B WA i e )
B AT DA SE 4 T FRAR A AR PR R L R I e
YEFA R SR 49 (sodium hypochlorite, NaC10) #4771 1 54
5 (chlorhexidine, CHX) 4% o NaClO J& I /R 32 2 AR A vhisk
N, BA TG A W LA DL RE 1 (B TCEE VA TT P
Gy AR R 245 0 BA RS 2 LBRae ) AR A |
HHURAE R CHX LU AT R PR T HOC I  (H A A REVA
FRIRFELHZL . 3 A R BB AR AL P I A b gk B R T A e
VERNHO GRS e A5, P e RS B BE ), B R AR A
VRO . PRI, I PR B 1B FH 22 R AR A b B R R F R
B B PR IR TiC Z2 A i A s e AR, DI & 35S ) ik
FUEF, TRAMA 2 LB R R4S e iV T T B AR . AR
5 TE )R 22 A e 70V G ol P A9 D0 3 B AR R R A, DAAB 4
AT Sy £ PR PR R SRS

— USRS H 5 R B ]

1. NaClO 5 2 5 SIS 6 B PE 5 : NaCl0 BA x5 A=)
R AT ) 400 s A T R fie £ A B % i 20 45k BE W T g
SR PR e ny AR W e . [HE , NaClO ANREVE A 4 A
T B TEAL R 53 B AU TR A5 3 82 v 7 A 1Y) S IR 2 LR T | A
HRAETRYT PN o R A AR T B B2 BEL I 42, TR] IR 385 2 (47
TE 22 BLASARAE Wil iR) SO R NB B A P A B NS R AR HA LR
SRS 2 RN 21 ( ethylenediamine tetraacetate , EDTA )
M EAEG SR TR WA B R AT E Y T LS R
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WA S B T I8 AU BV i 2 7R R S5 S HILAR
Ay R RE A NG R BRI AR IR
PRUEAN AL P IR 25 A e B bk, RS HChu b L B m 29
JEErf . EDTA W] 3 50 28 4 2 4 26 W ARG s 1k T 6 55 1 — A
P S T AR A 0 IS5 S0 9 iR 38, ol IR IR e e, e d HL A
B N IRz s A 25 W P RR G PR BT IESE TS
F M NaClO A G B8 NaClO T EDTA BE4% 575 20
PN AN IR 1B AE . BRI, 8 I E A 77 in EDTA
VR A8 2 A5 i Wl M VE AR IR YT P DR I Bl B 3el o I IR
1B A FH NaCl0 5 EDTA L3 55 M3 45 wh b 230 3R , NaClo 5 it
FHEHE A VL5 A MR EDTA U 2 B 36575 )2 1 I s 41
B4 5 A Y 20 85 /8 T NaClo 38 A AR B/ NE it — 4
RAEURAE o

2. NaClO 55 7S MR B2 - — Rl R, NaClo 1
BRI AR B A 2 e R 0 B 3 i 3 s (U pE )
NaClO fi4 J fab P4 e il B , LA R HG o 3 T 6 45 I PRI i A
%, A H S MER R 1% (4 NaClO BV AT i i JLF- 45340 o i
LEUN DRI, VARV PR MR AN 2 e AR R R 1 o —
(R 2% AR A et 3 ] NaClO W6 JE W 1% ~ 5.25%

H AT, I R awcw A bk 40 A Z — J& NaClo+17%
EDTA, B 454 T NaClO (40 i Al 2 2195 fif G 7 & EDTA 11
BAEVEH-

3. NaClO 55 764l FH Y 1) 351 2 NaClO 8 A
SS0CSRT DAT Y A T 200 B 40T P ) R R A I A T A
BUANGE , HovR B TE S22 5 NaClO 2% B4 FH R 55 9 G 8E  NaClo
TR P A S & Rk 80% ~ 88%., HFSE & B NaClO 5
EDTA JE & 23l 1 W pH {8 BE4E FH B[] 7 2B 177 B 41K, pH A
BEAIS 2 {2 il NaClO 43 A iS00, VR P A s iVl
W, FAARAR A iR ™

4. NaCl0 5% A 70056 (0 14 I R 3R s

(1) 3285 /¥ : NaCl0 5 EDTA 8 &1 F-25 0 55 wh e 5 4
PR . BFFT B, 24 NaClO FIEDTA 43 51 75 0 21 240 B 37
WA BEATHR A, NaClO AERS K 1E HA A BRI
[H I, #3383 B NaClO \ EDTA F1 NaClO (905 745 YR 9 17 e
Tk, RIS wpgk , 7] B 4 v T e ofr gk 551 B FH 0.99% S AL A%
TR SRR K 58 4 B 48 T — P g kG PR R VS ViR B A BRI A
BGAEE  BROMN ZF BE 25 23 0C 1 21 B0 AR 2R JRl s V& 97 114
S3 Gl RS B R HF AR X TF IR R AR R R A2, v] LA
2 &3 1% ~5.25% NaClO . 17% EDTA F11% ~5.25% NaClO
R B

(2) BB 50 A LA 5 5 sl T B AIC DA AN RN
L EAE R, KB ERZ (etidronic acid, HEDP) J&—Fp iR AT
AT, T LA NaClO VR AN 2 7 J6 3 N T FE L B
Y, A ST R HEDP A 23 [5AIK NaCl0 AT %R H.
AE % 03 NaClO 7EAR & A 76 B 15 A 00 F I BT s 201 o
B, B R H BT R A 9 2% NaClo #199% HEDP'™
K12 (maleic acid, MA) 2 — Rl A1 A HLEZ , 7% MA A I
T 17% EDTA FLAT 558 1) JBE 7 5 SR 0 58 4071 22 B BT )2 44

RITJRAE MA 5 NaClO 22 il 23 5 FE A 2050 0 MA AR 1L
EDTA REAS AT AW B RO, 5 NaClo B 5
MBE S Z—.

(3) 7% Al i se 0] < 4 40 B Sl R IV T AR o g vl LA s
PRSI A 2 A, PR AT
T2 375 2K FL Pk JC 18 B 38 A DX, DA T 1 SRR A b v AL
SR sy By B 45 AR P D P RO A RIS TR
WIS RE S Ak R AR AT L SE AN R N L e ) B
SRARAE M UERICR .

P I A g 3 s O SR A e ) R A A
TR RE RIS M AT G5 1, B v R R BB B AR,
T 1 SR AR A PR BRI S e T oS R0 Ak T
iyl B ‘{‘:F‘bﬁ'ﬁ(passive ultrasonic irrigation, PUI) F) 25 155 BE
T8 T TR S 85 e A k> fd PULIEAT i
TE R AR R S Sl DR A2 F T G AL S T 6 S A
240 T DR A BE I 5 B 368 3 P 5 PULIE 2377 A 23 A0, B
WY RS R, A 7 5 0 AR R 1) il e 4 ]
AP Az e S O T AR BE T R B TS 2, DT R AR
IR VE M RO BRSNS PULY i e 50 5 A T AR
Wbk, AR TAESRXT S mL 17% EDTA % W #4748 7 3
I, FF2E 1 min, WBRIZ W WOT 2 Z8 /K sk J5 , FRHCS mL
5.25% NaOCHE L, 4k S 77 s 1 min, 4558 0 1 b vk
FARA R 575 2 BRI

FE PR R 5 P T A g SR AR L, JE i TAESRTE
TR P AR S AL B R A R URRICR . AR Pk B T
YRR IR B33y 20 ~ 20 000 Hz, fi T8 75 e TAEIRHY
PRI, H AR IR B AR AR 2 780N (5 PUTAS
TN ARTE]) FFRALN o 7 AE T 248 i 0] B 28 TSR Al
(58 Ji S o bR 6403 B0, FRC B U5 1) 9 20 L 2T 7 A 3 1)
B VAT BRAR A RE EROREE A A R O )= 4
R IR A 0 e DT A P e RN TR L, 1
T BRARAE N AT E B8 T, AT D I 48 EndoActivator
A 3 5 R P R A s E Vi A B R A B e ) D T
P MR AR RCRAT — B ST, AN RIS AU f 75 5l w00 T
AR 25 o WS B stk EDDY R G894 T RE A8 T
PUT™, T AE A 75 9% w5k % & EndoActivator 1941 B B8 1 —
SERTEEA35E T PUL™

OGS th Yk (laser-activated irrigation, LAT) 8 5 i
PG IR SA N PR A B i gl 700 B 107 7 A 0l 28 A AR LA B
TR SR WP RSCR  H P OGIR 3220 2 780 nm
A B B AL - B - -4 R 4 (B, Cre YSGG) 306 A
2 940 nm P AIBEELER AT (Er: YAG)HOE™ . BFFER
B HOCERET S FEARAS AR I B i, H 2 R 2 W e
A N REJE A BE DO TR I A e R R (B H
BIPATS TH A A A — RO Ces J7 sURE A8 58 2T BR AR A Y
FRIE 2 TS B Bt AR BRI B S S LAT Y
I PRI A it — 20 K e

2838 o & B B B RUER (field emission
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scanning electron microscope , FESEM ) #F 4 AN [] wh 6 7] 3 0
FEARTEAR A WA 1L B R PR B 15 2 B S0 L I 5T 1
5.25% NaCl0.17% EDTA Fi15.25% NaClO #EA T2 S Es vk,
I AN [T 1 vh BE B WP Er: YAG BOL BT wi
e AR ——6F 175 T 675 il (photon-initiated photoacoustic
streaming, PIPS) Fl W U B SR A 5 % 75 IR (shock wave -
enhanced emission photoacoustic streaming, SWEEPS) , PUI #1
EndoActivator 4 F np AR SOR TG ML b PE AR, 2 J5 i
F FESEM WL% B AR I AN [R]85 Ak (9 WA BE 3l 15 )2 25 BR AU
R B R RTEREARIR 1 mm &b, HUAT PIPS Hl SWEEPS [k B
15 2 BCRAL TR AL fEFARZR 3.5 71 8 mm &b, 4 Bl H AR HR
A LE IS R RBREOR s 4 B b B RNE AL HOR o, PIPS (1
HRAE T TR, Ak PULLSWEEPS Fil EndoActivator ™

(4)NaCl0 5 %5 KA A I A5 00 Re « AL 0 &
SEMUE i EDTA sk 25 B 375 )22 )5 1545 NaClo 7 AR
A, NaClO A] DUE— 2038 15 21| 5 g 24 AR Jit/INVE v M 1 5 775
TERCR . AT B, NaClO 5 EDTA A T 3805 A
8 SR ARG P Y T EDTA 5B P AR P 45 28 1)
NaClO £330 3 8 AR 58 I I 2 24 190 5ok 2 R 0 e T A 1 o
PR DR AL B0 DA 57 2 A S5 45 440 1) 6 P T ) 25 P
RPN R AR A RES S AR, IR I 2 R B —
W JE NaClO VAW R 501 B I (1], gl 1 e JBE 15 e e e [
SRS A 5 0 — 2D ST, HT i HBOA R R AR
EDTA M J5 il 1] NaC10 23384 i 4 AR 47 29 KUK, DR e 473 4
LR eI 2 B8 19% ~ 5.25% NaClO ,17% EDTA Fil 1% ~
5.25% NaClO 7 BEAT SRR SR ik , O EL7E 4 U S 48 e
VEF I 0.99% SA A SN TR B 7% 18 K e 4 e i — b R 591
VISR PR VR Ml . BRIGZ Ah, B T EDTA KBRIET5)E 1
R, 20N A AR A e I 2055 fd ] EDTA 5 NaClo, 56
TRV A R A R R MU LA L AR T,
ARSI 10 ~ 20 mL W] s ZEHLAR I 4 58 W L ¢
ARG R T 5 mLARGET

TORHIR A S C E RS

1. NaClO 5 CHX B (i A 3 - CHX HAT T2 (99T
TR P A L NaC10 BA AR A9 240 B 244, DR T4 2 (8 o
VE g — T BH B 7 R MG L), CHX A R 5 AR BE B 1 5 25
TS R B2 G mAmmEe ™. X ERE
CHX % T W B 7E 2F A S5t v A 8 el K A i AR I, I R Fp 22
FETCBI PR, AT PR A A S A T I P, 3 — P T
BRARE A B P AT O . 2 CHX P TR RESS
TR TE K 3 12 8 0 D g S B D 1, 23 k2
DAL, PR, CHX GG g e ™ 5 ) AR A
PRBYFARAS 2, Tl TEARAS BE I IR 2R AE K
BRI ], 2% BBy AR AE PR A HAY

SR , CHX N BBV IR ZELH 21, 22 10HF CHX T NaClO Ik
B AT A R PR A R W 0, 3 R IR ST RO b
AR EET, LRI R b X T = 5 i AR T FE LB it
2 5 UR T CHX A A sl

2. NaClO 5 CHX B & A9 ¢ B : CHX REWE A5 3050 B
£ VAT LR Sl A R S DA L S s PR, AT 328 381 2K A
VI AN B A 5CR  HOANAUAE e B A R AR, #EAIG
e T It i R VI I TR, DX 2 TG B i > TG B
P DA S BB B A T2 BUBE TR L IR (0.2% ) CHX
VAR VRV 3 AT 5 4 A T MR A AR P A B, 1 4t
B %) 38 375 DA B8 98 37 VA 5 e R RE (2.0% ) CHX D B 424
FHF AN LAk 2 A B 197, 2.0% CHX & SEE 0 77
ol FH AR B e PR A CHX R 0.2% ~ 2.0%

3. NaCl0 5 CHX Bl i 4 [ il

(1)NaClO 5 CHX A EAFEH - W55 438 , NaClO A1 CHX A
FIRA RV A R A AT —X S8 e (para-chloraniline,
PCA)" & —FPEUE Y T, F5% 22 W H PCA TR e R L 25
12 v I A A e R U L G S A7 ot A PR 9 Y R R
NaClO 5 CHX IR & 7= 4= i) PCA £ BHLZE 2F AR /N HLME L 52
W , 52 M L A5 R R AR SR 5 30 BRI LA SM , PCA
WO FECF AR @, R, L6 6 NaClO Rk 5 , #5015 CHX
SR 2K R AR A P 2 W (8, AT SR T R AR A Y 5 P
1 NaClO.

(2)CHX 5 0.9% S AL W AH BLAE H < i H CHX VE K
SR P e R T, 0621 5T 8 o T ) IS T B AR A N B T
NaClO, i PR # 1 0.9% FACENE W o SR AR ORI K 8,
CHX 10.9% SACIN IR A 272 A e ise , 3 nT REIH A
FERAT SR, BRI A 5 ARG T R A v BE AT CHX
EUUTE IR . AP HETIN CHX 5 0.9% S AL SR &7
A U TE HEAT T X 2R 6 B F B 1% (X -ray photoelectron
spectroscopy , XPS )M A 213 73 H7 A 1 70 R AFRIE M2 7R 1%
TUTEAL A L B S5 AR 5 CHX — 2 (BT 1) 5 3585 AT X 5
LA (X-ray diffraction, XRD) W, XF 57 (5135 (151 2) 4t s I
FEIE IR 15 CHX 10 = BE W) 6 B R ISR R I U |, 2
MR B — CHX A, 256 AR IR 45 ROk L 1% vE
PR 2 4B R 5 AR I S CHX ELAT w8 ) — 2ok, i ok
— B T ERNT RN K 2 o (AR T R, ST A LA
I HEHLAY 4, 2 08 5 mL CHX/5 mL 0.9% S AL AR
5 mL CHX/5 mLJE# 7K .10 mL 0.9% AL AN .10 mLJC &
IKHEAT TR SMRAE shik, -6 A L B WA T R 4h CHX
550.9% FACENE R A 7 A B UTTE LB Al FHAS [ ik
FNHEAT PR SMRAE vh e 5 ARG Y BE | R AL T4 J5 i T
CHX 5 0.9% S AL SR A TR SR A 38 8 e o oA A
WUTTE (K 3) , 8 A4 CHX 15 0.9% S 10 8 3% 58 8 sk
42 M= A A AR A G ARAS o e AN S W SR

4. NaClO 55 CHX %A f FH It A SR mss

(1) S8 e ] whse 350 - 4 FH CHX BEAT AR A8 A AR kRl
T 18 0.9% S AN I Sk ZE 1 ACKE AR P9 5% B 19 NaClo 1)
JEE R . BRIL LS, Ak S PCA 19 2E B, P 7E NaClo
A CHX 5 e 22 (R 384 a0 v i) oep 0 700 vy 2% L 5 9% B AR
PR AN 5B A R LAk S B AR BV (A e A
SR r ) g R0 i PCA A R S5 4520, LR ) b 9 751
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Nis C1s @ Cls @ Cl2p @
c—C .
. . 284.80 eV .
3 E C—N 5
3 ) c—o 28630 eV 8
2 Cl2p 2 288.10 eV =
Eﬁ Eﬁ il
1200 1000 800 600 400 200 O 290 285 205 200 195
AT V) G HE (V) GEARE (eV)
E) El
& &
® =
bl Eﬁ
| PDF#38-1725
r r . 1l ||.'| I i k;h |Jn 1] it et pbogin i
402 400 398 396 10 20 30 40 50 60
Z5RHE (eV) 20(°)

E1 S (CHX) 5 0.9% SALBE IR A28 UTTE Y X S ZOtH 7 HEE (XPS) EHE 1A XPS k&, FEE /-5 BLC 1s N 1s.Cl 2p [19%E
TR, R TIE R E 255 C N CIUCEK ;1B C 1s H /0¥ XPS K3, C 1s 181 284.80.286.30 % 288.10 eV Ab 45 AF I 43 S X6 ¥ C—C/C—H .
C—N Je 2T FFHY & A BERT (C=0) , 5 CHX BB 225 HITTD 5 1€ CL 2p 1545 3% XPS B3 , C1 2p 3% 7E 197.80 F1200.45 eV 4b 5 FUFHAF 5, 43
SR CI 57 ML C—CLEER 2p,, FRIEHLIE , 5 CHX 20 F h Al AL R BEHIAF 5 1D : N 1s =573 HE XPS I3 N 1s 3 7E 398.80 #1400.22 eV Ab i 2
A3, AT A A B (—NH—) FIE (= NH) Z R, 5 CHX 0 TN UM% SR a2 fb—3, B2 A2 (CHX)50.9% 5ik
FRVSBOR A AR BT TE 1Y X AT 4T (XRD) S XRD B AE 12.7°.17.3°.22.9° K& 25.4° SRR AR A7 48 f Ak S AR B0 IE |, 5 CHX ARifE | A
(PDF#38-1725) [ i e BE W) A, A ER 2 G AL BT R (20=31.8°,45.57) BUARAE G  E ST H 4R B — CHX S A .

3 HACE(CHX) 5 0.9% S MR SN -G A5 B TTHE KA [ ik 700 B2 4o P EAT PR S AR AS 28R i e s 10 AR PR B 4 ol 4 61 1%
A:CHX 5 0.9% SALHNTEWER A LE I ULHE ; B Al HT 0.9% AL AN CHX S AR mh e RUMLAET N BE ; C -l FHJC TR UK FI CHX S A i
VRS BORRE BE D - BT 0.9% SEAL SR AR nh e 5 BOARAE PABE s B« S ol T D TR /K SR AR e 5 ARV AL BE s F - RUEAT 2R st
HRAT N EE .

Xof NAAH AT 40 B0 9 A e 4 B0, X1t PR ) e 5 = O E S A RRBCE B

sl e A R — T 1. CHX 52 GRS (AL EDTA HAT W] A 2%
(2) 5 AL IR BE ] 7 NaCl0 5 CHX B 5l T 335 1L it BB T5 )2 RO, S BRI CHX B T AR A 4K nh ik

F0) R R AT LS i AR s R UEWIRCR RAF . 2015 44 2 B WE TS R B AR M R b e 7

DRI, o T e e o AR R P IR T AR AR, T IG5 (8 %, EDTA 5 CHX I 45 1400 11 2% i 3R 37 14 2801 I 4 1
NaClO Fl CHX Jf-fill I PULIE £k w70 A o AR il o 119 0 EDTA 1 NaC1O Bl JH A 240+
IRRSRIEEE2 € 8 2. CHX HEA RS IR : CHX 5 EDTAR G &
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PR ERTIE S . A EE N T R E CHX 5
EDTA MR A 7= £ M ULTED) , 25 R 2= W T 90% 11 TLVE ¥ th
EDTA 5 CHX 411, HUTVE Y h CHX 5 EDTA () FE /R Ly
1.6: 1, MiLVE W) WA 43 7 1) PCA & 5 /N T 1% , HH Gk
HTEIEH 4 F CHX R4 EDTA TL2E R 1% , DivE iR 7T g
J2 BB T EDTA % B 85 7 CHX 47 % 6 b A8 0l i
(HEDTA),(H,CHX), ' PRIk, S5 A B 5836 W & R 75
SR PP RUR KA {3 CHX 5 EDTA BYIBEA AN DL

3. CHX 52 & A FH 9 PR A g

(1) 2% ok : CHX 5 EDTA BA (I 07 224 3hE 6 19
BB AU I, PIE BRI 5 R CHX 5 EDTA
R R 9 2, IEAE B U P AR o gk S il 0.9% A AN
VA YRR R I A S A 5 R AR R A e AR LA R
P AN R R

(2) B 3 (] — e 55 2545 0 A e S B AR iR AR
R G X ARAS th e R R i . A 5 2 B, 24 MA 5 CHX
SEAEE, B AR RIS AR EAE ST e s o
78, 7% MA 5 2% CHX BA-fdt FHAH LU T 99 25 Bl (i W] A %4
P ARAT s R, BRI LA, CHX AR A 5 S R
TRAMH A SR LB RE 7 58 i s

(3) 35 Al e 7 < A4S v g o T 355 A gl R T LI 4R
1o CHX 5585 06 A 0 H 0 v AR . A EE s Hirik
Shy 5T 1 PR e O A AR AT 2.5% NaClO 88 75 3005 485
7% MA 5 2% CHX 3¢ & #F A7 2R vk, Xy 22 57 %
TR B L R AR B P R T AR, H R 56 CHX
EEAFNECA A T A s R AT B0, HLIG R BT R AL
RO — R,

YF CHX 5 EDTA FHF 2K vhPe i i K47 s 9t K wi
ACEL AR FH 7= A5 T 3 1 () R0, V9 3 K ol FH B A 0 7 8 4
Vb HLA R ph e J5 5 181 28 18 7K 5% 0.9% S AL AR I AT RS B
PR N R — phse ), 1 LB EDTA it MA 2555 2%
AR, IS BTG AL b e B AR AR S AR A o R . IR M
AR AE WP PR 2 G T SR AE AR R URACR AR XU (3
TE S AR B SR T X B (1)

P R A ALY

Bk AP R A, B BT — 2 AR A
P, 41 MTAD (mixture of tetracycline, acid, and detergent) .
QMix %, E AT TR DU TR EE A 300 B 3 0 1k 7R A A — A LA

b S 4 L2 Rl B PEfE

1. QMix

(DA QMix & — Rl BUML A ph e, v F T L BR 35
V5 )2, o & 47 EDTA \CHX FIEE 1 16 577 , Jo2i s 5574 R
AT, IR 1 e BT S T EDTA 5 CHX =R iiE™ .
FALE TA% Go AR 48 whse A0, QMix 19 40 B 251 /1N A= A 25k
I RETERR I BB A AT S R S AR A I
It QMix 3l A 7 W AR e 5 NaClO B A 7Bk
i F NaC10 A9 JERE [, QMix BRI 15 2 U 5 s —rp ik
FIEDTA ,CHX FFAHEL =T A, NaClO REME I A HLAL
BURLAY , — S A A 70 SR 1 B Ok 59 B 06 2 DG ML A
4% A F PR b ol UA 222 BRER TS )2, Hoh QMix 7E
XL PR R B R BRIk A, QMix il
ATARAE WP PR A0 A R L 2L 5 T R B R A # . QMix
Xt AP AR 2 (T ELG S A T R B FUAR A BT A B diT
S B T AR HAB LR wp RIS/, S3 A0 R RN
T, 18 1 QMix 28K wh i J5 40 HE NaClO & 2 3t i 1 M4 Hh i
RS A MR A S DA 5709 38 2R OB TG QMix i RE RS B v
AR 5 AR P AR B4 B (A R a0 T 4R R AR A S P
QMix 38 1] FilXof A A5 J=F P 570 A1) A 2 3 A 1 FH 7™ A U S i)
X A A — 2B 5 s BR L AN, QMix s R AR 4 5t mf
B E R AT AT DR B M AR IR S SR E

(2) IA) 5 5 % J@#a ¥ . QMix H & 4 CHX, T CHX 7] 5
NaClO J 4 PCA, BHTA ZWM5RIESE T QMix 5 NaClO
WM TAE = ARG LT ETTNE AR A IF I8 X 61 7 P
SHTEHIIFAR KB PCA™ 3t A7 7] {8 & QMix 1 CHX [k
FERARLL B F BRI . 154 Rk, QMix 5 NaClO IR G %
JOE 7 A FRTVE W A3 1 A 4R 13, 3 16 flT FH A A7 75 ke S A
o fefph . QMix ZEPTR R A AR H 252 AR A& 4t
YRR RS ARG RO A it . A IR
&P QMix A H EDTA 5 CHX n] B4 b F&AICAR S5 24 h (5T
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