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SIF vs. pH
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Flow Rate vs. pH
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IVT (NaCl 0.9%) Q(2.75 h) vs. pH
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IVT (NaCl 0.9%) Q(9.25 h) vs. pH

56 58 6 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7
pH

Fig. 4



WO 2011/085957 PCT/EP2011/000069

3/3

IVT (NaCl 0.9%) Q(24.25 h) vs. pH
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pH vs. [AcOH]
2 S

;
638
6.7 | '
6.6 ‘ “
65 | \ :
6,4 |
6.3
6,2 |
6'1 ‘\\

6 .
5'9 e
|
57 |
5’6

70 75 8,0 85 9,0 9,5 10,0 10,5 11,0 11,5
Total [AcOH] API (% wiw)

pH
®

=

Fig. 6



