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Abstract

The Allyl Chloride distillation process in a selected factory generates plenty of sediments at 280 kg/hr and
loses 1.3% of Allyl Chloride by weight. In distillation process, there are three main factors: inlet temperature,
steam flow rate and feedback flow rate of Allyl Chloride. These three factors are currently set in order to obtain
the purity of at least 98% Allyl Chloride without waste concern. The response surface experiment is applied to
set an optimal factor in order to reduce the wastes and maintain the desired purity of Allyl Chloride. According
to the setting of optimal factors, the sediments are greatly reduced to 168.41 kg/hr which reduces the cost of
getting rid of wastes at about 401,760 baht/month. In addition, the loss of Allyl Chloride is dramatically reduced
to 0.0092% with the purity of not less than 98% Allyl Chloride as expected.

Keywords: Distillation Process, Allyl Chloride, Response Surface Analysis, CCD Experiment

Please cite this article as: P. Raksakit, T. Wuttipornpun and K. Pimapunsri, “Wastes Reduction in Allyl Chloride Distillation
Process Using Response Surface Experiment,” J. KMUTNB, Vol. 25, No. 3, pp. 393-403, Sep.—Dec. 2015 (in Thai).
http://dx.doi.org/10.14416/j.kmutnb.2015.04.006

394



MNINTIMINTZANNMNNIzUATAILE TN 25 20U 3 N.8.-5.0. 2558
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 25, No. 3, Sep.—Dec. 2015

1. Nk

aniandannalia (Allyl Chloride) uinnau
éﬁﬁzyﬁlﬂuqmmmﬁuwaﬂmaﬂi:mmha 9 s’fﬁﬁgm
maniifia CHCl mstaztlsnaudhomsnssufisnan
2 pfia laun dralwslndu (CH,) nufioaaain
(CL) vufAsornuiidasgiulua 5 : 1 wafildda
813988808 136 WAzNIA Lalasaaadn (HCI) AILEa9
luaums (1)

CH,+Cl, — CHCI+HCl (1)

ﬁwﬁaumsmsé’aaaﬂaavliﬁﬁu%aﬂ"ﬁ@ﬂﬂ‘iﬁﬂmﬂ
nanlalasnaeSnuasamINENELY awmaﬂ‘m?muminau
(Distillation Process) mumaumsnaumimmm%
(ﬂ\ﬁﬂ‘ﬂ | udnztunouiinuazidoasadalli

1) shiholws InduuszanasTunyhu fisenn

Ao 1a & @ o |aaa Y v A %
nasUfnsstwasnnmavhuiseneslemsoaaanaa lsa

a A A 2L a o aaa
nalalasnassn uazFadadudoiaannsviujisen
A &
sy ol

2) daasansuani laandad 1 wnanaulas
dasfinsnugugmnnd (T1) wazaiuguuTinalath
(F1) Alglumsnanliinancan

3) msé’afﬁaﬂaavliﬁa:gﬂﬂé'ml,ynaam}’mmi

A a < U o A [
2u9 lasfidinunuainanaunazlaasonsanaalsd

WRTRIFUN FIuFIUAIVaIaNauAL leNINaznan
A A A Ao ' L X a
VBILRY (F3) TINIMNUBILFUNATUANVDIRBNA WKLY
o A v ' s &
a130aaanaa bIa (S1) HENDELNILNIEI TININUA
azgnih lUidaii
4) miﬁvlﬁmﬂmuumamané’ngnﬁm’nﬁw

o o 4 a o odao a A P v
AIANALLEN ‘H\‘]N‘ﬁuﬂ'ﬂﬂ@LLﬂﬂﬁOLﬂaﬂuaaﬂLwaﬂqlﬁﬂ@]

o a ¢d a £ X
snIdaRanaa e NUIgNTINNUL
5) RRIINHIUAIAALEN EITORARARE bIAN

A a £ Ao g 4
Nﬂ']?Nﬂiqﬂ'ﬁﬁlqﬂ?qﬂﬂqﬂ%(ﬂ‘ﬂzgﬂﬂ E]uﬂﬂUVLﬂSL“H

< ' v a aa A £
luranau (F2) mumsaaaaﬂaavlsﬁmmwmqm

' &d o ° o &
aglummmwm%ungﬂuﬂﬂwLm_l

@ CHCl + Faifotu
@ AIWANYUN] il (T1: 74°C)
oo
gk CHhOl < 98% dousnws (@)
CyH; + Cl, -
CHiCl + HCl + oo [~~~ ~ ..
wondh auaumaaundy
(F2:2800kghr) | o
______ ES
auqulath (F1:25m/hy  [F————— ® ‘%
ISteam ————( g — £ Fodelu
> =

Fa
CITER]

mMnuadif (F3 : 280 Kg/hr) + CHLCI (S1 : 1.3%) fufty

C4HiCl (S2 : 98.6%)

sun1 NILUIBMINABRIIIAANAFD 1360

Wadnwnszuiunsnanaisadanaalsaaas
lasunsdiansnludagiu wohludagiunelssnu
QEHGEGIEET plunseuawmsnaudalaun T1, F1 uas F2
e 74°C, 25 m¥/hr wae 2,800 kg/hr anudnery Deaz e
mmu’%qm%iu 24ENIDARANRE 1361 (S2) Wdef 98.6%
Tasfimnuasde (F3) Andwaas 280 ke/hr 5nmas
fianssnaanaslsanidelufiduasvasanan (1)
1as 1.3% lagsimein anuassnavilinmalssns
daaFuenldnalumymianmnazneudszanondanas
1,008,000 U uazdagmyiiuansaadanaalid i
wawwasTagulsnyselyml

PNMIANFIIINAVIAINTVBINALTIU WU
mm@mé’nLﬁ@mﬂm‘sﬂ%'uéiv'a@hﬂfﬂ% T1, F1 was F2
9 ldmanzan luﬂaﬁ;ﬁumﬂiomuﬁum'ﬂfa?{Tﬂméhf':
Wil ldeaa uu’%qﬂ’ﬁfm 8981308 AANAE 130 (S2)
Liignninfiswue llaslildditetodn S1 uaz F3
NN ‘Sﬂﬁammwu%qwﬁfmaam‘sﬁaaaﬂaaVLi@T
ﬁiﬁluﬂaqﬁufuﬁﬁmgaLﬁuﬂ'nmi'u,ﬂw,ﬁaamﬂma
Tsameasm3lidanlaidnnin 98% winsis

;3‘35&1’50Lauaslﬁmﬂimuﬁuﬁgamﬂﬁgﬁaﬂmﬂm
lagRansanen S1, S2 uaz F3 wiaw o nu lag ldshiaua
FmImdrvasifeseiimunzanlasldnisasnuuy
MINARBILAZMTILATIEAAUAINBUFUD (Response
Surface Experiment) 1a EIfl“flg%@l AUNINARD 2 %%(9‘] )%}

395



MNINTIMINTZANNMNIzUATAIUE TN 25 20U 3 N.8.-5.0. 2558
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 25, No. 3, Sep.—Dec. 2015

suaanusnidunsmaseuinusmnisadiiaiy
Iuﬂaﬁg‘ﬁ'mﬂuu%nmﬁmmsﬂﬁ@hmauauaaﬁﬁﬁq@
VERIEY I@]Ulﬁﬂ’]iﬂﬂamLLWﬂ‘V]aL%&IaLLUUﬁﬁ!@ﬁJﬂa’N
(Factorial with Center Points) fi”m'%nmﬂﬁngﬁ’u‘hi
mminiﬁmﬁﬁﬁq@w M ImuInmlnalay
1538 udine umuﬁ*’fuﬁq@ (Steepest Ascent)
sunauigasdumameiminzanlasldmmanss
Lmuﬁyuﬁ'mau &84 (Response Surface Experiment)
Lfiawuim‘%nmﬁﬂ@aaumm‘mlﬁmﬁaﬁq@]vl,@i”

a ac A A [y
2. NOBHUAZIIWIVLNNYIVDY
noeHiaynineTeInuwIdpiutivaaniin
4 1399 boun nIneasduWnnetIya N1INAa8d
a Aa = aa PR Y A o
winnaissaniiaananats Anadududreneng
A ¥ a = o, o
g uszmMINanaIfuiInaUFUed Tiazgnldiinnu
lagldnann3asit MInaaasuwnnalsua (Factorial
Experiment) MifNafinsuansznuwadtadunaniay
1129819230 (Main and Interaction Effects) Nilnasad
@auaUad (Response) haNNUBLIFTNINTA LN
o A A o A o
209172 NARNIZRNLN D b LA AR o URWEINABINTT
agglsnaNAIfauanaIN leanfaduRmuIzaN T
m%ﬂaﬂ‘ﬁmﬁ?}ﬁqﬂ'3%'mimnaaudm’%nmmaaﬁﬁﬂ
A a & A A %
AlFlunsnasssunnnasuadwuImnaInisal
dmauauasnafiganiali lasnmildacldnianasas
wnnaiSuaLUUAaanInag (Factorial Experiment with
. 1Y P o A A Ao o @
Center Points) Twuindnadsnyanenarsiivdey
AaFNAaURUDI a:uam’h@'mauauaaﬁaﬁqm:a%ﬂu
VI MNNAaa9 LL@iﬁwwudwmﬂﬁﬂﬁq@ﬁmmﬂ&iﬁ
RURAYAAIADUEKEY UFAIINUIIUNNARDS
o ' o Ao A o A o
m"l,ummm‘lﬂm@auaumqu@% FI2HDINN
a ' wa A = J k3
vsnaluninassslualasliznstduiudronng
{o A < A { = o
NTUNED WNIINDLTNAaNINAID89T3Y
URURAAMADUAUEI RRIDMNLILIIUAINEN LN
TRl EMIRNLLUNARBILALMINATIZANWRIN DL AU
\ Aad '
Tumamenndngadaly [1]

® Cube points

Axial points

Box-Behnken
Design (BBD)

Central Composite
Design (CCD)

31 2 aNBUzUaINITNARRILUL BBD uaz CCD

mInasesiuinnouauasfieulsd 2 uuy Idun
n1INasadluy CCD (Central Composite Design)
LaeN1IN@aaadiluy BBD (Box-Behnken Design)
GTGLLE*’(@GI%E?J‘?% 2

MINAaaILLy CCD aztsznavlddanimesss
29500 oA MInea FNLL'U'ULLWﬂVIaL%LIaLL‘UUfH!@]ﬁOﬂm\‘I
(Cube Points and CT) LazNMINAKDIBENUILIUVDY
MInaaasunnnei3sa (Axial Points) $9119809MT
wmaam:gﬂ%"lumuiﬁ'ﬂﬁ Tuamefinmanssuuy
BBD ﬁ]:Lﬂumsﬁg\amﬁﬁmwdwmg@qma:mﬁwqﬂ
YosudasiladuLinin

NisefiAsTesiumslEmaassuuUR R
aavanasiiaasie Uil lui 2535 gitd 2] ledUszandld
msmaaaﬁuﬁmauauaﬂuqmmmisumswﬁm
wHI292T I M skEnINeaeIwUY CCD Wuin
msltussdulunisianana@nid iR 400 psi
LANawAA 3 sec LLa:qmﬁQﬁwmaﬁﬂﬁ 184°F 3932
P lARARIUAITVIALALA NV ILFUAIALARDLNE
33.57 ppm 1T 2551 sund [3] lddnwmavasmILiiudn
PH Lazd@3nmM It ImadansnaanIaLananaad
\aafia KPS 106 ludsninuuuaasdawe 3 5as
Tag 1538 AuAAoUaMEILUY CCD Wumsldan pH
WAZEATINNT IR MAWINAL 5.85 Uaz 0.72 U3nas

396



MNINTIMINTZANNMNNIzUATAILE TN 25 20U 3 N.8.-5.0. 2558
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 25, No. 3, Sep.—Dec. 2015

1N1Aa aUSu1ATeInITA 8 U aNNd1aY azla

nimmnangaﬁa 89.37 NINGAARAT NURAINITAAIN
uiaan 96 Talus wazludlidontiu asy (4] lédnmn
gnsimanzand ansnaatanlod lunasnn
Ln_mLLﬁaﬁWWNﬁT'nLﬁu’a'aq%ﬁ'ﬂﬂ”mmsmaaa
Aufnauanas wuiranmstsuaseifasadldan
mnasasazaansailiufaiewlollaginingy
3.08 win 1ui) 2553 3 1aad [5] Vlmwwmamﬂﬂﬂaawvla
LmeaVmeaa@@uﬂummm‘samﬁvﬁwummauauaa
T@mma‘awLLNumsmaaaLmu CCD iafnwiladpfisl
Ew%wa@iammuﬁwaaqﬂﬁ WUNAATEIUVBIL ULV
7 44% uazrinuint 9% asfienenuuandnaasemand
nngaiagiug lulasihdumnulouiougmniw
mamuﬂswmmuNamuﬂ'sm"namwmwﬂﬂﬂamw
Wl uazga a9 MITINARULY ANLT
818 uazANUTaD Ba i liuandnaiv Gaiuisiden
gmﬁﬁwmﬁmﬁaﬁm@ﬁunu f’ﬁammsna@ﬁunu

aausadlans 1,914,105 vnael uil 2554 33396

[6] vl@i’mﬂ'ﬂﬁmm:awﬁq@ﬁﬂ%%ﬂﬂﬂiwﬁmﬂﬁxﬂa\‘l
msgmmsﬁﬁaau@hsmsmaaaﬁuﬂmauauao
wudnauAnTasaawuwnIzilad Sallvadnan way
sezvsssniaan iududsidnfidmansznuda
mysuusslwumunuaaInseilas Li‘iaﬁwﬁaﬁﬁ'uwumu
éwﬁuﬁaaamaammugﬂLmuaau funsavinliaa
Usmnadanavlunsndanszdesadluiis 12% lasd
UsganSmwmsunssaafidasns uazgarelul

2555 138 [7] lednuniadslunszuiwnmanfausinld

IMNY NN ITNRATHINLABEIITOEUANLARBINN

q@ﬁﬁ%ﬂii&lﬂ?iwg@]ﬂ%ﬁﬂ BUG MNHANITIATIZR

ANUUUTUTININ WM TIAT=AARAIAa LA
WIS AR INITIEUA 5% HauN1IgEY
Wasuadlaa 13% lavldiianlunsoa 5 wifl way
AMURUILUUNINATT 870 kg/m® 13N30LTULT
FUUANINALAZNIM BNV ILHL I A RaARA B

MNNIAITIN TINNIFIHA IR AaM DL ABeInEUd

fimaoin \ihgnazuIunT loida (Recycle) laatinad
UTeqNTNN

NN Efuaznwitefifodas wut
M3IDONUULMINARBILAEMFLA WA AaUFUDS
ifumminﬁ']mﬂifzﬂqﬂ@ﬂ“ﬁﬁ'ﬂﬂmmlmm’iﬁyﬁw
HA9 p39ldnauedsmyitlanumeTssns lagmam
mﬁﬁﬁq@madﬂﬁﬂﬁLﬁmﬁamﬁaﬁa:ﬁﬂﬁ@hmatuauad
v 3 e inwldanaiimelsssudasms Iwlasdauaan
lunmsdiininuasusasluidanaly

3. 3BN1IA I RRINWIVY

FnsaniinemdeutTynizecsuidoit
LLam"L@Téngﬂﬁ 3 IﬂUﬁ]:L%N%GLL@iﬂ’]ﬁLﬂ‘i’]:‘ﬁrmm@l
paeifywn Matwuasivasfadoildlunimasas
LLa:miﬁwmsmamLﬁam@hﬁaﬁq@ Tuiadailas
85110l 2 Tunauuin drutunaufinasszuaadlu
Wwatana (U

3.1 mdanzdannazasilam

ﬁnnmﬁmswzﬁs’amﬁu’imﬂma:@%mmqmaa
T59unIdianEn wonsdiudsanilass T1, Fl uas
F2 luﬂaqﬂ‘uﬁuﬁﬂﬂmmzau me:ﬂ%'uézﬂ@mgmﬁu
lﬁ’lﬁmmmu’%qw’ﬁfm asmnsoaaanaelsn (52) lidnh
98% lagliansanySunmnnasneuasduiiiade
(F3) LLa:ﬂ%mrwnaamsé‘aﬁaﬂaavlsﬁﬁﬂaq@aaﬂmmn
wanauguing (S1) soiulasusansmsadutsonan
fezldlunInanoait

3.2 MABAVIIWN1INAADIVDIUAALIIVY
mMIMruaLIMMINaaadaiuaazlads 9z
1o Ul%@iﬁﬁl%ﬁ]’%ﬂuﬂaqﬁu@ugﬂﬁdﬂma nniwazae
109t RS TINITUAULAZE LN TNIFWWAT
Fanan Tz utUAmnsilssnulasdasRanson
fnfimansausuasleess laglivnldAnenuiews
faszun sAirnuad uiluaaslamsnsef 1

397



MNINTIMINTZANNMNIzUATAIUE TN 25 20U 3 N.8.-5.0. 2558
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 25, No. 3, Sep.—Dec. 2015

- .
Tenzirunguedilgn

!

MuALSI M INAaaIIaILAa1a8

|

o P
wnnwsw@aaauWﬂﬂaﬁuauuuﬁgﬂnanawa

e w A Ao o o a ,
ﬂﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂi@ﬂdﬂﬂ?d“%ﬂﬁﬂﬂm MWUimﬁuﬂWSWWQQJIWN

GaA1faURUWAI? JEHES Steepest Ascent

NMINafBILLY CCD

!

widiladpfivhlildenauauasfianae

311 3 Tuaaumidiinauiy

A13191 1 szauifasflElumInasas

fa9n ANINAY e
o 5 FLAUA-FI (Level)
(Factor) | (efilzluiloqiin
72 °C
Tl 74°C
76 °C
23 m’/hr
Fl1 25 m’/hr
27 m’/hr
2,700 kg/hr
F2 2,800 kg/hr
2,900 kg/hr

4. n’mn@1aafum’mﬁﬁfﬂa”'\ﬁtywmqm?ianma
nenszauvesatuang g Hugasluaned 1
Tutuaauiiagldmimanasunnnaiieauuy 2* vind
3 039 LLa:maauﬁqﬂﬁaﬂmaiﬁwmu 5 033 [Raufia
anuniwdn wazlsaaausuaaiu S1, S2 waz F3
1 IUMTNARBIIF 29 NM1INAREI HAMTATIZR
ANNLLTUIIU (ANOVA) 1o IARzAINDLAUDILEAS

a9z 4 2149 6 NI

Factorial Fit: S1(%wt) versus T1, F1, F2

Estimated Effects and Coefficients for 51 (%wt)

Term Effect Coef SE Coef T B
Constant 1.2283 0.009%51 123.43 0.000
T1 -0.7233 -0.3617 0.009951 -36.34 0.000
Fl -1.6498 -0.8249 0.009851 -g82.90 0.000
F2 1.24835 0.62458 0.009951 62.78 0.000
T1*F1 0.4360 0.2180 0.0093951 21.91 0.000
T1*F2 0.1527 0.0763 0.009951 7.67 0.000
Fl1*F2 -0.60685 -0.3032 0.009951 -30.47 0.000
T1*F1*F2 -0.2857 -0.1428 0.009951 -14.35 0.000
Ct Pt 0.1138 0.023966 4.75 0.000

A e o o o ]
gﬂ‘n 4 AMRLFIATVBIFANINRNADAT S1

Factorial Fit: S2(%wt) versus T1, F1, F2
Estimated Effects and Coefficients for 352 (%wt)
Term Effect Coef SE Coef T I3
Constant 98.5305 0.002981 33048.65 0.000
T1 -0.1590 -0.0795 0.002981 -26.67 0.000
F1 -0.5558 -0.2779% 0.002981 -93.22 0.000
Fz 0.3690 0.1845 0.002%81 6l.88 0.000
T1*F1 0.016a8 0.00&84 0.002381 2.2 0.011
T1+F2 0.0823 0.0412 0.0025981 13.81 0.000
Fl*F2 0.1025 0.0513 0.002981 17.1% 0.000
T1+F1*F2 0.1612 0.0806 0.002981 27.03 0.000
Ct Pt 0.0891 0.007180 12.41 0.000
H. ! b o o A ' '

gﬂ‘n 5 an ﬂmmymaaq@mﬂmmam S2
Factorial Fit: F3(Kg/hr) versus T1, F1, F2
Estimated Effects and Coefficients for F3(KEg/hr)
Term Effect Coef 5E Coef T P
Constant 258.98 1.344 182.87 0.000
T1 -47.88 -23.94 1.344 -17.81 0.000
F1 -80.48 -45.24 1.344 -33.66 0.000
F2 8§5.55 42.77 1.344 31.82 0.000
T1*F1 22.15 11.07 1.344 g.24 0.000
T1*F2 15.08 7.54 1.344 5.61 0.000
F1*F2 -5.18 -2.59 1.344 -1.93 0.0&8
T1*F1*F2 -18.18 -9.09 1.344 -6.76 0.000
Ct Pt 20.42 3.237 6.31 U.Gﬂﬂl

4 1 L= o s A 1 '
Eﬂﬁ 6 ﬂ"l%ilﬁ’]ﬂfyﬂla\‘]i]l(ﬂﬂdﬂﬁ’]d@laﬂﬂ F3

NIUN 4 ﬁagﬂﬁ 6 WUINAN P-Value 289

2

o 4 . & .
BNIANINANY (Ct Pt) VaIAIADURUAING 3 @1

q

Ee
5]

1081741 0.05 T9vrun ﬂmmdwmﬂa'ﬁ'ﬂﬁgﬂﬁaﬂmd

3.
2

o '

1AUADATADUANEI HULFAIINAIADLRLES

2

=< 2 2=
e
= =
Ro

1 a PN 2 1o < v v
qmzagiumnmw‘nmaa ﬁ]\ivlll"i]']Lﬂ wea 6\11?.1
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Y Ao A Py a
qiﬂ udﬂuﬂ’lﬂﬂqﬂﬂdﬁuﬂ@ﬂLWa%’]UiL’l wnI9
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naaadlni mnﬁu;ﬁ%’vﬁommmﬁm’%nmﬂmaaaﬁ
U180 INBAINBUARDILN WA LR WD
ﬁaﬁq@@iavlﬂ

5. MSAATLHHANINARDINWAINDLAHD
mn*’fl’a;ﬂlasluﬁ'rﬁaﬁ 4 5iMINaaaafl Cube Points
I 24 N1INARDI LLa:ﬁmsmaadﬁqﬂﬁanmd
§1wInu 5 NMINAsad LlesanmInasss CCD wuy
3 123y @Taomﬁa;&aﬁ@@ﬁmma LLa:‘*ﬁa;ﬂlaﬁ Axial
Points 881982 6 N1INARI é’aifu;d“i{fﬂ%aﬁwmi
maauﬂ'wﬁq@ Axial Points 31%42% 6 NNINARDY LAY
ﬁ@@ﬁaﬂmaﬁﬂ 1 MINARDS $ITNINARDITINNIFY
36 NMINANDI mﬂifuﬁwmﬁmﬁzﬁ“ﬁagaimﬂLLu'a
sandlu 4 wada ldun madenluimafimanzaues
n1Ineaad (Final Model) msm’maaummgﬂﬁau
284 lULARNITNARD (Model Adequacy Checking)
MIMFUMTIBINIFNAIAauaKkad (Regression)
wazmIvUs AU smansaunlUds
ﬂ’]i%ﬂ?fﬂmauauadﬁa‘ﬁlﬁm (Overlaid Contour and
Response Optimization) 1a yﬁswaztﬁé‘wé’wia"[ﬂﬁ

5.1 nstaenlataafiiuanzas (Final Model)

iiasanawdsaiidesmslildaunmsiiawnsa
ﬁﬂmﬂmmﬁuuﬂﬂﬁqaﬁq@ (R?-adjusted g{d'ﬁqﬂ)
Foiunadenlunaiimanzay azaynnalithilady
fflen P-value Indidperiuen 0.05 vsilasdhansan
Ly NNMANAAINA1 1938 FI*F1 uaz TI*F2
fnsuAAaUawed S1 Bofien P-value Indidsriven
0.05 %“agmﬁamﬁ']maglquL@aﬁLLa@dagiugﬂﬁ 7
waztin i lden R-adjusted §atia 95.44% BIuEAII
Tuasfidanitaunsninuiganuiuudslaauan
Tuns@ifdailasumaniioanasyinlwlaen R-adjusted
dnin 85% deazvilwldaunisfimanssutasas
Fenanmateeniu luaafivanzauuessaauanas
S2 uaz F3 a:uam@“ﬁgﬂﬁ 8 LAz 9
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Response Surface Regression: S1{%owt)

Coded unit

Term
Constant
T1

F1

F2

F1*F1
T1*F1
T1*F2
F1*F2

5 =
R-Sg = 96.

s.

Coef S5E Coef T
1.3629 0.08140 22.198
—0.68543 0.07097 -9.218
-1.31%0 0.07097 -13.534
1.1017 0.07087 15.522
-0.2252 0.16474 -1.367
0.6166 0.13269 4.647
0.2159 0.132a9 1.827
-0.8577 0.132&69 —-6.464
22 FRESS = 2.69448
35% R-Sagipred) = 93.35%

.000
-00o
.000
.000
.182
.000
-115
.000

[ R e e s e

B-Sgiadi) = 95.44%

Regression Coefficients for S1(%wt)in uncoded units

Term
Constant
T1

F1

F2

F1*F1
T1*F1
T1*F2
F1*F2

Coef
68.5462
—-2.682568
0.815657
0.0162136
—0.0199059
0.0545000
0.0003816867
-0.00151625

3Un 7 L@ a AT RN RS U@ UR WA S1

Response Surface Regression: S2(%owt)

Coded unit

Term
Constant
T1

Fl

Fz

F2*F2
T1+F2
F1*F2

Regression

Term
Constant
I1

F1

Fz2

Fa2*F2
T1*F2
Fl1*F2

s.

Coef SE Coef
9g8.6135 0.03060 32
-0.1468 0.03538
-0.4083 0.03538 -

0.3112 0.03538
-0.16%1 0.08211
0.1l64 0.06614
0.1450 0.06614

51 FRES3 = 0.80700
22% B-Sg{pred) =

oM

[N ]

]

.444
.150
.541
-797
.0&0
- 761
.192

82.80%

R-Sg{ad]i) =

.000
[alali]
[a]u]s]
[afuli]
04g
[afs]
-037

ooooooo

86.99%

Coefficients for S2(%wt)in uncoded units

Coef

113.399
—-0.619985
-0.835884
0.0137014
-5.92018E-06&
0.000205833
0.000256250

3Un 8 TULARNANIZINFRIUAIAD L&D S2

Response Surface Regression: F3({Kg/hr)

Coded unit

Term
Constant
T1

F1

Fz

F1*F1
Fa2*F2
T1*F1
T1*F2

S = 14.026
R-Sg = 96.

=.

& ERESS =
0S% R-Sgipred) =

i0805.2
az.

P
-000
-000
-000
-000
-.064
.00z
-001
-.014

[ e e N e e I

R-Sg({adj) = 95.06%

Regression Coefficients for F3(Kg/hr)in uncoded units

Term
Constant
T1

F1

Fz

F1*F1
F2*F2
T1*F1
T1l*F2

Coef
2743.31
—186.294|
—140.378
4.47215
—-1.71574
00121839
2.76875
0.0377083

—0.

31N 9 Tt eIz FNERIUAAaUR WA F3
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5.2 nIasRdauANNgnassvaslaea (Model
Adequacy Checking)
MINTIARELANNYNAaITaILALARITATIVFDL
Taaldnsianeiensnande (Residual) 7ildan
Taaafiidonlude 5.1 lapdArdanandrsazdasd
MIUANUIIRUUUNG (Normal Distributed) Aaa
wivdauzadargInana1uadtfaudn g azaadll
10991 (Constant Variance) wazdrdauananadasd
NINITANLGN WUUEN (Randomization) 9NN P-value
ﬁi:qagiugﬂﬁ 10, 11 wae 12 wuinla@anisnaaas
pasnnaaauauad lilanuAalndudadnile

5.3 NMIRIANNITIBNITHIRILANAD LA
ﬁnniumaﬁmm:awlugﬂﬁ 7 5031J1’7i 9 LIIRINITID
IFensudssansandsusumslumsvmgsaauaues
ldasanns (2) 4 (4) A=W FNMSWANTENANTD
oFnanuinulsldaaud 86% A9 95%

S1 = 68.5462 — 2.6256(T1) + 0.8 156(F1)
+0.0162(F2) —0.0199(F1)*
+0.0545(T1)(F1) + 0.0004(T1)(F2)
—0.0015(F1)(F2) ©)

S2=113.399—0.6199(T1) — 0.8388(F1)

+0.0137(F2) —0.000005(F2)>
+0.0002(T1)(F2) +0.0002(F1)(F2) 3)

F3 = 2743.31-186.269(T1) - 140.378(F1)
+4.4721(F2) - 1.7157(F1)?

—0.0012(F2)* +2.7687(T1)(F1)
+0.0377(T1)(F2) “4)

5.4 nswIuStImnsdsuasilavuniuansauLay
 dad . o
mMImaangavauaaziade
iAanlalinanmateuriuiuuasiaauauasmnen
(Overlaid Contour Plot of Responses) watElumsfnmn
NANTENUVBILALRANLATAUATNILNVaITIL NN D
faauawadNg 3 @1 wiaw g nw 5 lUdsmsmuTiim

Residual Plots for S1(%wt)

Normal Probability Plot Versus Fits

+ 0.6
0.4{ *
0.2 .
.
. '
oo ® o i |

0.2

Percent
o
S
Residual

P-value = 0.08

-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0
Residual

2 3 4
Fitted Value

Histogram Versus Order

9 0.4
0.2
§ oolll LA r il
| ) oY N VA
0.2 0.0 0.2 04 1 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Residual ‘Observation Order

Frequency
o
Residual

> w

511 10 M98 LN ARFIRIUAIAaUEWES S1

Residual Plots for S2(%wt)

Normal Probability Plot Versus Fits

.
P-value = 0.315 '

Percent
2
Residual
.
-

N L

: ; : .

0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 98.00 98.25 98.50 98.75 99.00
Residual Fitted Value

Versus Order

N Wl A/\
V\/ L\Jwv\.

Histogram

0.2

Frequency
v b o
Residual

0.2
0.2 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 03
Residual

E‘ﬂﬁ 11 m’:‘mmaauhL@aém%'mh@lauauad S2

Residual Plots for F3(Kg/hr)

Normal Probability Plot Versus Fits

Percent
3

P-value = 0.473

Residual
o
0
b
o

-30 -15 0 15 30 150 200 250 300 350
Residual Fitted Value

Histogram Versus Order

. : f.ﬂ/\f\ n, Mﬂf
: ik Al

24 -12 0 12 24 1 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Residual ‘Observation Order

Frequercy
3
Residual

51 12 MR LN ARFINITUAIAa L&D F3

NN3USUNIT LA RNNENVBINUILT Lasrinving
F92IANABUARBIANNNANIILTINUABINIT AIUFAI
luar39n 2
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A1319N 2 TIVRIANADLFAWINABINT

ANBUARDY ﬂ'w‘i'\qﬂ anae | angeda | agiin
(Response) (Lower) | (Target) | (Upper) | (Current)
S1 (%) 0.005 0.01 0.1 1.3
S2 (%) 98 98.1 98.2 98.6
F3 (kg/hr) 160 170 180 280

Br9vasa1neusnasluasen 2 ;ﬁ%’mm:
malssnulaniunuminue la ﬂﬁﬁmrmmnﬁagaﬁvlﬁ
annisnasaslsznauiuiiinuisfinielssn
#o9ms diwuetvasenaauawaantwly e
AazldaunsandivasdesoiiaosUsuaale 1T
Ua91udn F3 ﬁ@hag’ﬁﬂszmm 280 kg/hr L@ANNT
nanaswuildanansarlidn F3 aaaunfogud |
'ffid"laimié?amf:l,ﬂuquﬁ fonanmalssnuazdasms
Tuguifanu dunnsimuatialwiu ST usz S2
Az lAEmsdeam ilosa M IuaaINaT 89 Overlaid
Contour Plot azugasldnisaz 2 Tase anlueadidon
Tusdafiuan wuhiaseniinansnudesmasuaues
gaﬁq@amﬂa%’mnﬂﬁa Fl uaz F2 é’aﬁf’u;ﬁ%ﬁ'ﬂﬁmﬁaﬂ
waasnalagldiasuimanit saudadudugmnyil
(T1) ﬁazgnﬁmum%ﬁ@hlmdmﬁa Gatrnuas
T1 limanzaufionsas linuusnamiidasnsiuin
nmIinuadn T1 7 74°C aglausmdilien
@1auauaomuﬁaamiéﬁLLa@ﬂuEﬂ'ﬁ' 13 (ﬁuﬁ%’n’n)

mngﬂﬁ' 13 nﬂfgﬂluﬁuﬁﬁﬂmnummﬁaﬁntu,
fazlwmouauadns 3 @ agﬂuﬁ’mﬁéfaami Faas
FwinaunsadenmsUsuasifaselenaisuuy
TusudseilisasldwWorisu Response Optimizer
Tulysunsy Minitab 16 lumsidanmsysuamiass
“?'1'mmzauﬁmmsniﬁ@hmauauamﬂﬁ%ﬂu‘lﬂmu
ﬁi:qlumiﬂaﬁ 2

ilasnnlssnuldanuidyiudnauauas S2
mﬂﬁq@stmﬁmﬁuﬁaﬁmumaagmﬁ']lummzﬁlﬁ
ANuiAYNUAAaUAWEY ST uaz F3 Lyinu 39839

401

Overlaid Contour Plot of S1(%wt), S2(%wt), F3(Kg/hr)

Hold Values
T1 74

2950 - S1(%wt)
—_—0
------ 0.1
S2(%wit)
- 98
-+ 98.2

F3(Kg/hr)

2900

2850

T S1 S1
E 2800
27504
S2 S2
i F3 - F3
L¢” A FaKg/hi): Feasible
‘," Area: sz%m) Feasible
2650 e Area: SL(%w): Feasible

22 23 24 25 2I6 27 28

gﬂﬁ 13 Overlaid Contour Plot Va4 aUaWaY S1,
S2 uaz F3 lauiwua T1 winy 74°C

; T1 F1 F2
Optimal ol 77.3636 28.3636  2968.1793
Cur| [71.970] [27890] [2707.730]
0.98059 |ow| 70.6364 21.6364  2631.8207
Composite
Desirability
0.98059 J
S1(%wt)
Targ: 0.010
y = 0.0099
d=097012 e - SRR
S2(%wt)
Targ: 98.10
y=o80009 || | O T
d=099932 | [T B
F3(Kg/hr
Targ: 170.0
y = 168.2031 /
d=082031 [ [ i R

gﬂﬁ 14 waawsanmsld Response Optimizer

MAUAAIANNEIATY (Important) VBIFAN1ADURKEI S2,
S1,F3.w 10, 1, 1 Naﬁvl@ﬁl,amé'ogﬂﬁ 14

mﬂgﬂﬁ 14 wuinaasesilase T1, F1 uaz F2
WAL 71.97°C, 27.89 m’/hr waz 2,707.73 kg/hr
uday 393z lddaauanad S1, S2 uay F3 ag’ﬁl
0.0099%, 98.099% taz 168.20 kg/hr
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One-Sample T: Confirm run S1
Test of mu = 0.0099 vs > 0.0099

Variable u
Confirm run 51 10

Mean T F
0.009200 -2.41 0.980
One-Sample T: Confirm run S$2
Test of mu = 98.099 w3 « 98.099

Variable i}
Confirm run 52 10

Mean T P
98.0973 -0.14 0.444

One-Sample T: Confirm run F3

Test of mu = 168.203 vs > 168.203

Variable H
Confirm run F3 10

Mean T
168.411 | o0.88

P
0.257

31 15 NaNINAFaULNa DI UNA las 1T t-test

6. NMINAFOULNBEWEIWHA (Confirm Runs)
A IS A e, AV o o Aa
vwardunsduguinanlaannisleainass
azhiuglunimanlaarnnisnasss ;ﬁ'«‘i’ﬂvlﬁﬁﬁm
n3UTuastaunlaanratant1uwii lunasas
1597113939 TaolaiAuaIa819A10 0 UaUaININIRNA
10 7@ LEAIAIAITIN 3

M137191 3 61 S1, S2 wae F3 3nmsldanuass

AN S1 (%ewt) S2 (%wt.) F3 (kg/hr)
1 0.009 98.01 169.12
2 0.010 98.10 169.35
3 0.009 98.06 170.05
4 0.008 98.12 167.22
5 0.010 98.11 167.52
6 0.009 98.09 168.15
7 0.011 98.10 167.95
8 0.009 98.09 168.35
9 0.009 98.15 169.15
10 0.008 98.13 167.25
FLade 0.0092 98.09 168.41

NnuaMIenaslua1sed 3 A8 10 L ER0E ttest
lagnasauwuuT9L@s2 (One-tail Test) N9GUSE
FIMSLAN S2 URETNITULMEMSLAN ST uae F3 nadile
LLamé’agﬂﬁ 15 97N6 P-value YINNAINADUEUD
Mgﬂﬁ 15 WuASeunnnia 0.05 Ganansawin
faousuasfldanmslenuisilinnusaandasny
drnlannismasas

7. &34

NuITERlT 1508 NUUUNIINARBILAENNT
SlaeARuAInaLawed awA M IUTuastTas e
T mouswoIns 3 ag’hﬁ’mﬁﬁaami Fswunanses
11998 T1, F1 uae F2 1Yinnu 71.97 °C, 27.89 m*/hr L
2,707.73 kg/hr gusaL PINMINARAUMNT MU
Wy dammigyFomisadansalid (S1) Idaaas
911 1.3% thaaLiies 0.0092% Tananganuinlsenn
mmma@mmgtyLﬁmlumuﬁaﬂﬁﬂi:mm 140 1¥in
faudsiminnnaznon (F3) 8aa491n 280 kg/hr
inRaIREY 168.41 ke/hr Fovhlsenuaunsnysznda
mlgnelunsiaanmnazneuaslefieialuass 558 U
wiaaadu 401,760 Lndaldan (ArIanlanTuas
5 1N e 24 Taluedaiu 30 Sudaidian) uazan
ﬂﬁﬂ%’ﬂ%@ﬂﬂi’ﬂﬁﬁﬂmiﬁaﬂﬂﬁmﬂamﬁqﬂ“ﬁfm 83
gysaaannalsd (52) litaunit 98% aaiilsssn
fnua by

mseilmsnsinmnihsedug fledesiu
MADUAWEN LT mm%‘yumaamﬁa’ﬁul,mféfi\nﬂui’mqau
Madn waszauanuenanlein Sefasuinanit
lisansnnuguldudmunanaialdlummansas
laglfinatanmsinmzianuuysdsiuiu (Analysis
of Covariance: ANCOVA) Gaa199zvin o lenafiadu

8. na@n3snszne

;ﬁfi}”wamauqm‘lﬁsamumrﬁﬁﬂmﬁn;mﬂﬁ
MIRBUFYULAENITIUIARB UM LATLUAIBEN
LT IAUTIUTINTBYA s’mﬁaqmﬁ’nm LNUNANY
Senivaslssrnuildiiuusing sy uazvau GHEIN
MAITIAINITINGARIANT yrIngasnalulad
WIZAAULNRINTZUATLATD ﬁiﬁm’mamgmﬁ:ﬂ"ﬁ
1Usuns3 Minitab 16 ﬁ%m%'u‘ilmwzﬁﬁaga uazgarn il
{39870 UQUAMIAINTINAEAT ARIINUIAY
waluladwszaaunanszuasiniie ﬁlﬁnuaﬁu G
myvinaseluaait
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