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Amenity-enhancing Pre-coated Aluminum Fin Stock with Unpleasant Odor
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Fig.1 Schematic illustration of unpleasant odor
generation in conventional pre-coated fin stock.
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Fig.2 Schematic illustration of unpleasant odor absorption
in amenity-enhancing pre-coated aluminum fin stock.
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Fig.3 Structure of amenity-enhancing pre-coated
aluminum fin stock.
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Fig.4 Results of odor resistance test
(Formaldehyde absorption test).
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Fig.5 Results of odor resistance test
(Formaldehyde fixation test).
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Fig.6 Results of odor resistance test
(Ammonia absorption test).
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Fig.7 Results of odor resistance test
(Ammonia fixation test).
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