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Effect of different formulations on antifoam etficiency

Example I Foam Height (% Increase)
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FIG. 1

Effect of dose response of AFV3 on % increase in foam height in beer
fermentation

Example 2 Foam Height (% Increase)
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Effect of antifoam dose response on foam stability of finished beer

Example 2 Foam Stability Finished Beer
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FIG. 2B
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Effect of antifoam on cross-flow filtration using crossflow advanced and 0.45 um
PES membrane

Membrane Fouling by Various Antifoams
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