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BREMRLHEBENAER EHEIhD, SPERBRIMEREAR, BR&HEIY, £0M
Bb Y77 Ak vBORER, LEOEBELRRLS,

SP #EfgEkpizE L LTV

a) BMELTHEETS,

b) PP OHERS ZERT S,

c) (bEMABC XY, FAEFHATHET S,

d) A¥AEc Xy, FRRMLYHEYEET S,

e) V7 AnK vEBEOSEM, HEH, vt HESTERELLTCORKYE, 7 =

7-ABELTOEELRERFHL, V7= vEREEETD,

tEefIAEh T3,

BRBUR OFN SR EOBLC IR O L T BB T 5 LN ETH S,

P DR BEC X D IR OBUR A THE . Mg <N — A1 X % SP AR CHHEIh 5, ¥V 7/ &
AR VBECETAHRRE LI EAEHEE LR, Mg ~— 20 SP &P o FI F B R
TO—BE LT, PP EthadV 77 AL A vEBREHE L, FOL¥iE» RN L,

2. = B
21 B H
B~T5% DAL TR I BFEFFA7 »—& b F=v o SP EMPEK (6637 BRHE
HE) ¥ AFL, UToRRBRHLLE,
2.2 VHIRANKRVEBOERES5
Mg <~— A0 SP BEBHE LRI KIS, V77 ArxvBR LSA) oy 7 e
~F L7 3 vig (LS-DCHA) ¢ LTl k, LS-DCHA %V 7/ Ar+x v Y T4
(LS-Ba) & LUHHE, 81, LS-Ba i X SxE@EoHI L,
2.3 YT I RNLKRIBOSH
HEERIY 7 ALK VERAAY WA (LS-Ba) # UV & IR A2 P A X b L.
LS-Ba # B LS-DCHA & L1:#%, TR L, RELEREFELO AL R VBEL L
RFOAEDEEEREYAE LI,
2.4 FEFAVYT I ZANKRVBAFILIRTIOBEHD
TaFA) T ALK VEEAF L AT A (AcLAMe) OF#IT McCARTHY b DT
XY fiirote, 05g D LS-Ba #VBEDOKCEMBL, BEEO Y o v cRICHERRE
L, BHEECFGAREOC Y o veams T, MERBTIREYREEE LK, €I
VKRR (1:1) BB L, BRT24EH7 7 1L, BBEOKKE ML, REIGD
%mmmgﬁﬁb,ﬁﬂ%ﬁggfL,7«+»uy/x»$§@ﬂuvA%%ﬂLto7t
FAY T )ALLK VBAY AR T A2 - AKEBERICEMRL, 7 v =54 + IR-120 (H)
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Mz, TEFAY 77 ANk vBRE Llc, 2F% 30~40mld w8 L%, v mz,
TeFAY S ALK VBB AR U, BHEORELELIHEL, TFAY S AL
R VBBOKBREBRELCE L, RCF Y r —2hTHZEEERE L, 72FAY 77 ALK
VEBBET b= PV ARERL, LS-DCHA 0T £S5 WK X DEH LicBED 4 {&4E
4TS avibxFriknz, B, 4FHEKE L, 2R L v {LBoRBE A5 L,
7 b= b ATHFWE LI, AREUEY L, BEYREZEL, BEc7vr—#%
PCHEGR LT FLY 77 ALK vBEAF A= AT L (AcLAMe) %187z, 7xFA Y 7
7 ALK VA FA AT N (AcLAMe) (3EAEL 7 = v A 4 (CDCl, 1% TMS) &8
L, NMR A7 r A% #IE LT,
3. BRLELER

3.1 UG/ RLKRVBOERSESH
Mg ~— 2D SP BGEHR A HLBEN R Lic, V77 AAk VB Y v 4 (Mg-LSBa) ©
K757 a vONEKEY Table l iR Lic, N#Y & L D Ca <— 2D SP EBEHK»S
FFOHECHEE, 53 L7 LSBa (Ca-LSBa) D& 7 35 7 & 3 vVORBE R EDO DT
L7z,
N # D Mg-LSBa 04y BRI FE 2000 L T Y351 L I v 57y s viig

Table 1. Comparison of the yields of fractionated BaLS from Mg-bisulfite
spent liquor with those from Ca-bisulfite spent liquors

Yield, % Based on total BalLS
Fraction No. Mol. wt.

1) @) 3

I-1 220 2738 153
4 7.0

-2 630 324 36.2

m-1 630 21 102
1 10.7

Io-2 2,180 94 16.7

m-1 2,180 4.2 3.5
1 119

- 2 3,610 80 52

v-1 3,610 1.7 0.4
i 15.0

v -2 6,500 53 33
vV -1 6,500~10,300 55 2.7 13.0
V-2 10,300 ~68,100 3.6 6.5 41.7

(1): Mg-bisulfite spent liquor from softwoods.
(2): Ca-bisulfite spent liquor from hardwoods.2)
(3): Co-bisulfite spent liquor from softwoods.®
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Fig. 1. Gel filtrations of Barium lignosulfonates on Sephadex G-25.
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Fig. 2. Gel filtrations of Barium ligposulfonates on Sephadex G-50.
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hDE XX 70% #kid, Nio Ca-LSBa Ti3sr TE 10,000, kD75 7 v a v2350% LA
EREDEREBRLE LAY RLY, Mg-LSBaog757v s vORRILHICLS
Ca-LSBa O R EBEMU LIHRAZER LI,

BHY 7= vOooTESMIEREE, HCRE, pHRIVELTS, Mg "—RAZ X
% SP ##2 pH 4 DL B IR Mngth CiTbh, HHDY 7= v DB X% 50% LEHT5
BERL, BHY 7= vOo_RHEL Vi #EEZIRD, Mg-LSBa 035757 > a
VORBOHERE MWL i EnbHEIhE e b ) 7= vy TRYERTHL, Mg <~
AR LD SPEMIT e+ ) 7= vDAAK VLERARAGERMAIBLIERETERD
ha, Lr LB BBRISEOR%DHRETHS,

Figs.1 & 21t Mg-LSBa ORFAL D HE7 F 7 > a vO X A ARMBPER LI, HE
ZMEEIHIHY B U, YA 5HBMEIT LSBa k-T2 — A L ABEBYENSFE
X% LSBa o4l ER i FETHA LERELI,

3.2 U/ RILKRVBOBR

3.2.1 U RANKVBOIH

BNSNET X bR LE: Mg-LSBa 0% 75 7 v 2 v EE LS-DCHA &% 1,
C,H,N & S 4B%HE Li (Table 2), Table 2 DK H#HED N.4&H»5H, LS-DCHA
CEEh%5 DCHA 0B HEHL, SEENOLAL A VBESEXEMNL, &4 N & Sh
PHEEDO LSA10g i BRE LI UEHE LTERLE, NW X LSA10gizathseBEsy

Table 2. Elementary composition (%) of LS-DCHA(®

c H N s 0
I-1 60.57 9.74 419 2.34 23.16
I-2 62.00 9.5 485 2.73 20.83
-1 60.39 855 318 473 2315
m-2 62.99 9.01 369 443 19.88
m-1 61.19 856 247 454 23.24
-2 61.88 8.49 287 411 ] 22.65
¥-o1 . 59.99 7.93 2,08 397 26.03
v-2 ' 69.88 7.89 1.93 419 ‘ 25.11
V-1 61.99 8.14 T oa 406 23.40
V-2 ‘ 61.12 8.17 2,62 453 23.56

(1) DCHA': Dicyclohexylamine.
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Table 3. Analytical comparisons of fractionated lignosulfonates.

Fra{\clgi.(,n LSA (%) Engfo})jgflt)S - Cio-Formular
C H o S N) (8) | {NHS)

I-1 3815 | 614 | 5060 | 511 | 065 | 016 | 049 | CioHi.2010.05.5
1-2 3249 419 | 5598 7.34 9.98 0.23 0.70 | C1oH1012.950.8
m-1 47.03 5.59 39.34 8.08 0.39 0.25 0.14 C10H14.206.359-6
m-2 4791 5.55 38.06 8.48 0.50 0.27 0.24 C10H13.806.0S0.7
m -1 52.59 6.57 34.17 6.67 0.26 0.21 0.05 C10H14.904.9S0.5
I - 2 . 51.48 595 | 36.03 6.54 0.33 0.20 0.12 | CioHi3.805.350.5
-1 52.81 6.14 | 35.62 5.43 0.20 0.17 0.03 | Ci10Hi3.905.150.4
v-2 54.69 6.27 33.45 5.59 0.18 0.17 0.01 C10H13.704.6S0.4
V-1 54.55 6.03 | 34.02 5.90 0.25 0.18 0.07 | Ci10Hi3.304.750.4
V-2 51.70 5.80 35.65 6.85 0.28 0.21 0.07 C10H13.405.1S80.5

(1): Calculated on the basis of the data in Table 2.

FFoh, Na—(Sh X274+ vERELS i DCHA &&ER S A £ ¥ v A D B BHE R
4. ¥FRTEIOKREESE, C104 0 H, O L SOEFEMRR% Table 3IC/RLT,

BEaN7 572 a vORHERILEE TAra— L KERCEBTHI1 L2075 7
YaVIMBDT7 T 7Y a VORBIKELT KELEBOBEMERE N {Sh OEZXETS
TERTE LE, Fhik, 1 - RIEMEOBEBBRENGE TS LHESRD, 11 &
I20BEEEIAAN K VELBAET ARG ERETH L, £4C104D 85 L 104%/7RL
fo, D7 5 7> 2 v TIE 34~4.6 OFEFMER LR LI, Table 3 © H offl Bt 4 & HICE
FEEdRELE., T Il diesd (N D25% BRAA K vEEE Sh, 5% RH A FEF v
AEE N)—(Sn) &5 b, C10 BB LLTREARRDL S TENOHEEZIRD Y 7/ Ak
VO ClO B S W DRABESHEFEIVIE LR ELELR L, DEOKEENLD, 111
L I2 35 BOBUBEYRETAIC LT SR, [ E 12407 5 7> 2 v 1I-1
L2075 7Y 3 vEETOIAEFVAKOHEENRDONDH, BE, KRELBERD
S EHRIHLICEL Ui R L, '

3.2.2 U JRNKRUEBEZOZREOKIIR (UV), Kbl (IR) KU

grg (NMR) 2R 7 LA

£757vavREENRDY 72 Ak VvBOHE, LFEIRBEEETHRDE, V7
ALK VY@BEAY Y AD UV, Y277 AALRVEBOIR, TEFAY F /) ALK VEEAFL
AF A0 NMR Of 227 A &BIE LT,
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Table 4. Spectral analyses of fractionated BaLS

: 1% 1% 1% 19 1% .1 Phenolic OH (%)
Fraction No.| Ezxjam Eonm | Etoom/EXinm | AERE aml B3 um Bals Lsa
I-1 22.87 44.39 1.94 0.86 1.58 2.28
I-2 32,19 52.50 1.63 0.46 0.99 1.61
om-1 51.97 8023 1.55 0.38 1.27 1.60
o-2 69.70 96.59 1.39 0.33 1.31 1.76
m-1 69.22 95.60 1.38 0.27 1.08 1.27
m -2 74.88 101.25 1.35 0.28 0.98 1.20
v-1 83.00 110.00 1.32 0.17 0.79 0.90
v -2 83.13 109.00 1.31 0.17 0.78 0.88
V-1 83.83 105.35 1.25 0.15 0.63 0.74
V-2 97.52 11312 1.16 0.13 0.62 0.74

YA VERA Y Y ADRREEC RS UV A=7 b Apnl, £0260nm ki
L@/ E 280 nm KB HABRKBEN L RTEHERC LD, FHBREFRE (Edsan & Efon) &
260nm & 280 nm DN BECELTEH L, 14 VIELRZEBRINARZ A (4 @ 295 nm DR
HENS 7 = /7 — A KBESESBIE L1z (Table 4),

I-1 & I22 B HEREII TR MO 7 7 7> 3 v X /&R R LI, ZhITEA
THERSCERL, IVO Efum(110) 2o TRDL 2L 200 7= v 4 BITE 4
404 & 47.7% LREI R, IV IRERTHFEONIRIDOET7 57 v 2 vIX{E 2 ETKRE
7t Edonn ¥ FTEHEZINDOT, EERNRY 7= vEBRZORBEI VETEVEEXD
h5, Eienm & Eionm OMMHEITZ—BCY) 7= vORFEOREICHTAIRE LD L #
EIhBMN, NV LY 77 ANt VvBEOHRELSS TE77 7 v VEBITTH -
TEA L,

7=/ A BEKBESELIDE 7S 7o s vER L, —BOKESTRECR TS
T, BYTH5 B EAYR L, Elon KT de 10 JERE 1 OHERER AN 75
EPTE77 7Y a VEEARESTHA L, ML 2200 F=vEB¥H % 404 L
477% &35 E, ZFrD7 =/ —MHEKBESEIZZIL & 208% Lt

£777YaVOFABRIPARZ P A BORRIFET 2RAEEY 1,500cm ™" O
BEECHTHAMECHRE L, FEREOTEMNMREERDED, LhLlEr757v a2 viE
HEHERRDbhieh 5 T2,

NMR 227 FAREBY 77 A& vBOBEEREZBRAE T2, V77 AAKY
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BEps b BRI TR T € FA Y 77 ANk VB A FA=ATARRAB LI, 7F LT
D7 ALK VEERKICER LLE, €YU vk, KEREY o vEDRBREEHE LTKR
¥, BETAZERYY Y v-EKER 1:1) TAETH LX) ERBNCTDORIL. 7
YFAY T ) ALK VA FAZATAREI v v kA LCEFEL, NMR 27 b AR HlE
Ltce FOREMAL7 bk Fig 3IKR L, £AX7 bADE— 7% w b VEHRIL
EISEXHEL, ERGOC -7 ORBERELEGND, #7797 a vRFERDY 77 ANk
VB DR R B2 LTz, L L guaiacylglycerol-f-guaiacyl ether (1) & %0 a-AA & ¥

(-2}

T™S

80 70 6.0 5.0 40 3.0

Fig. 3-1. NMR spectra of acetyl lignosulfonic acid methyl
esters (in CDCly).
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BOMISHBLIELT 2T —F QDT EFARA KR VB AFAZATADE NMR 27
FaAdn, W. G GLASSER BY ZHiiED a & BRIDZExF 7 r b vhl86.12 & 4.651CH
RHDEXLT, REBEDOEAF VT v+ vl d461~4.83 L 512~531 cBh, BiED B e
BRED a7 a b vRI Al 7 b RESC L ETRB LY., 2 © 7 AR L+ vk
ENTB)DFEHBDTHDAF LY Tr b vDE—-2 13 QD7 25 — kIS 8420 7
B 6305~355 17 b L, B1, B-B & BOEWBLXATDBMDAF VT r bt vkt 7 b
EEHETE), thoDHMBIIAA G VLASEKIEA L & VLRAIBEORE Lo HEE 5 — v

Fig. 3-2. NMR spectra of acetyl lignosulfonic acid methyl
esters (in CDCly).
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YETHTFAY ) ALK VEBAFL=AT LD NMR ClR: OCH () ,_ge-0H

A7 P AREECADRALAS — vERL, HCHBET L O} 0 mesonkeon

GHRe 3) Ri=OH, Re=SO3H

R YOE -7 BT, C-/RKabbugiEcETs O

HMERALE N L ETRET S, BE, Fig. 3h064K oH
GO7e b VEIEEFEBL, £V 77 AL vEBOBEHRE LR Lo, BREREMIILD
hichrote, TEFALY 7)) ARG VEEAFL=AT LD BC-NMR OlEZRRIDN, AL
FYBAFALTATADORREEEDORD, HERFARNTEL, RERHERIZONE
ol

g £ X ®
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Summary

In order to study the properties of lignosulfonates contained in the magnesium bisulfite
spent liquor from softwoods, lignosulfonates were extracted as a dicyclohexylamine salt
(DCHA) from the spent liquor and were converted to barium salt. The barium lignosul-
fonates were divided into ten fractions by means of solvent fractionation, gel filtration, ele-
mentary analysis, UV, IR and NMR spectra.



