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Introduction. A simple demonstration of how a precipitate is evidence of a chemical reaction taking place is performed by
mixing solutions of calcium chloride.

Xie, Y. Colloid Interf. What was done during this experiment was that the same original solution was
separated into three 25mL beakers, and then three sets of mixes solutions were made in order to derive three
trials. References N. Another experimental flaw is that it could not be confirmed that all the aqueous NaCl had
been rinsed from the filter paper and separated from the precipitate. Key words The article is published in the
original. Dalas, J. Therefore, if time could have been spared, I would have conducted the three trials on a
much more individual basis and created separate original CaCl2 and NaCO3 solutions to prevent any
unknown systematic errors. Google Scholar 3. Also in Trial 3, a qualitative observation was that I noticed an
unwanted speck of dust on the filter paper after I took it out of the overnight drying location. Qi,, J. Ohkawa,
Y. Takaguchi, Y. When I noticed the problem during the experiment, I proceeded to slow down the filtration
process and allow each phase of solution to filter for a longer period time, so that it did not accumulate to
above the height of the ridge in the filter paper. Hence, the systematic error caused mass readings to be
consistently lower than they should have been. CrossRef Google Scholar 7. Using this value for the number of
moles of solute present, and the measured volume of solution, concentration can be determined as such:
Nadkarni 3! A possible solution for such a condition could have been to use larger filter papers if available,
seeing as even if an erroneous fold did occur in the paper, it would not allow solution to go through without
filtration. Hayashi, K. Press, Beijing,  Growth ,  Deng, J. Aizenberg, J. However, this was only realized after
beginning the Trial 3 filtration process, and so some precipitate might have leaked in the beginning. Ozaki, S.
Gehrke and H.


