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ABSTRACT The correlation between filtration efficiency and electret charge is investigated by means
of measuring surface potential and filtration efficiency after solvent soakage in this paper. It is confirmed
that the high filtration efficiency of melt-blown polypropylene nonwoven web is mainly originated from
electret electrostatic effect and the filter resistance is determined by the fiber structure of nonwoven web.
The stablity of electret electrostatic field depends on solvent swelling effcct on melt-blown polypropylene
nonwoven web. Impact of solvent soakage on charge storage stability and filtration efficiency is thoroughly
discussed according to the Flory-Huggins solvent swelling theory.
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Fig.1 Effect of solvent soakage on the filtration efficiency, (a) partical count method; (b) oil fog method
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Table 1 Difference of filtration efficiency measured by partical count method before and after solvent

soakage for sample of 4.0×10−2 kg/m2

Solvent Water Formaldehyde Ethanol Isopropanol Acetone

Sample 1 0.1 3.0 22.5 40.1 38.8

Sample 2 −0.1 0.5 8.1 37.2 36.1

Sample 3 0.2 0.8 4.8 35.6 29.8

* 	k�rq�l��r�

� – ���

�, 	 2 �
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Table 2 Difference of filtration efficiency measured by oil fog method before and after solvent soakage

for sample of 4.0×10−2kg/m2

Solvent Water Formaldehyde Ethanol Isopropanol Acetone

Sample 1 4.6 9.8 34.3 39.6 35.8

Sample 2 1.5 −2.1 39.7 41.0 38.0

Sample 3 2.3 0.3 30.3 39.3 34.6

j 3 ]`f^`�	ms]cd
Table 3 Effect of solvent soakage on filtration resistance (P/Pa)

Sample of 2.0×10−2 kg/m2 Sample of 4.0×10−2 kg/m2

Solvent before after before after

soaking soaking
difference

soaking soaking
difference

Water 17.5 17.5 0 31.5 33.2 −1.7

Formaldehyde 17.5 17.0 0.5 31.5 28.5 3.0

Ethanol 17.5 16.8 0.7 31.5 32.2 −0.7

Isopropanol 17.5 16.7 0.8 31.5 27.0 4.5

Acetone 17.5 17.5 0.0 31.5 33.5 −2.0
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Table 4 Solubility parameter of correlated materials (δ/J1/2·cm−3/2)

Materials Polypropylene Water Formaldehyde Ethanol Isopropanol Acetone

δ 18.1 41.9 32.2 31.6 28.9 26.3

|δ1 − δ2| 0 23.8 14.1 13.5 10.8 8.2

j 5 op_ako 1 ]�	`g`j

Table 5 Comparison of filtration efficiency for charging and non-charging sample

Sample of 2.0×10−2 kg/m2 Sample of 4.0×10−2 kg/m2

partical count partical count

method
oil fog method

method
oil fog method

Charging 89.35 62.33 98.52 74.80

Non–charging 19.38 13.60 34.24 27.83

j 6 ]`f^ako 1 ]ks�ottp
Table 6 Effect of solvent soakage on surface potential (U/V)

Solvent Non-soaking Water Formaldehyde Ethanol Isopropanol Acetone

Surface potential −96.2 −91.6 −99.3 −37.2 −10.6 −1.6
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1 2 iaa`aÆ\]bko 1 ] XRD w

Fig.2 XRD patterns of PP melt-blown nonwoven

web sample 1

1 3 iaa`aÆ\]b] SEM w

Fig.3 SEM images of PP melt-blown nonwoven web
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