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Abstract

To achieve precise control over the moisture content of the discharge in the drying section of the
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tobacco primary processing, it is essential to scientifically and objectively identify and screen the
key process parameters affecting moisture. This study selects steady state data from the entire
batch of a specific brand of cigarette production process as the research object. Building on the tra-
ditional stepwise regression method, three Lasso family methods—Lasso, Adaptive Lasso, and SCAD
are introduced, which compress variable coefficients by adding penalty terms. Variable selection
models are constructed with the moisture content of the drying section discharge as the dependent
variable. The models are compared using three evaluation metrics: AIC, BIC, and MSE. Finally, the
optimal model is used to screen and rank the importance of key process parameters. The results
show that: (1) The Lasso-family methods significantly outperform the traditional stepwise regres-
sion method in terms of model goodness-of-fit, prediction accuracy, and complexity control, with
the SCAD method demonstrating the best overall performance; (2) Based on the SCAD method, four
key process parameters for the drying section are identified, ranked in order of importance as fol-
lows: Zone II wall temperature, expansion unit steam volumetric flow rate, cut tobacco moisture
content, and process air velocity.

Keywords

Drying Section, Moisture Control, Parameter Selection, Model Comparison, SCAD Method

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

BN FE T, 23R e 7= i SRR AR P2 RCR B SRS IR, AR 72 A AR it AR 2 ok =
ERE M A 2Tk (1] Horr, M2 Bt e BRI AZ 0 AR = T, HHUREK 23 (R AR e ekt
W22 () BRI A N R P E B R e (2] SR, ML Bl RINR &S S T2 38ME%2, B
SR A G AR TAE R, (ESEPRA P2 fE v A S HEHL R BT S HOE AL . I, ik
K T2 ZHOOP FO AT B A, R SCIRbK fa e ], W4 L EhrMEr LB @R . T
N, KRAREEE AR AN M2 B T 2280 Tk, BAA BRI E U sEEANME

FEJE B SC 1) R A T rhr, A e 362 A UM B B A O AN T S 800 R AP IR . A% G 7 V08 K
H 2 5020 [l ARUE BAEN AT AR B e %, JRAEA OIS LS 3 1T 12 N o B Sk S5 [ 2] 38 i o 2 o 2%
SEE N 22 76 B A 43 B D7 A ST B K R RO 5 VR 8 [ 3] 38 5 A e /> — 3R M i [1m] X T 3 43 1 4 A0 5 40 1)
TR il ez T2 a2 TP fa Inds T A aomE & & Dy S [418EZ 8 WA fwAH S HEAR 2 Hr 15
B A5 T T RN R0 IR 35 A G (e b s T AR S5 (5 30 Iok 1265 1] JE 1) 7 v e R o R 7 & 4R
P 3 R A B oy s 28 B AR [6]R FHIZ A2 [ A 43 A ik I ZE B rh i ade tH OGS B B g SR, R
B LR G AR B I B T VEAE M AR OIS R I T — e S A, (EEAE 1R R M AN A A
Breiman [71#6 1, AR R ik = o tt, BITEARFEREARSRAFE KT, Friz s fess
BRKRZES: Fan [8]EF— B4, E57ENTHEIE RS 5 2 BIENLRZ 1520, AR B4 R Ek
[ ) e, F R 2 B A T RN AL BRRE T o BE XS AR B VB, Tibshirani [9]42
i T Lasso (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator) /575, Hli@it 7E &/ —Fefliit iR 5l N L1 #E 1
T, [ SEIAR R AN S E il Th; Efron [10]42 H B /N A BN BEA AUtk T Lasso J5ikTHE R
o] /s Lasso 77 ik EEIH/AE T Hot Hd BB A 07 AL, HREW AT R b AR & [A] 1) 2 S L2k
o). SR, ZOTEWARE AL HX PG A B InAE [ AT, BT R W2, AL
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Oracle 45 (BN AR Bk FR M M . SELEMEM TR YE). A T R4 Lasso J7ik KBk, Zou [11J3RH T &N
% Lasso (Adaptive Lasso)/7v%, 85| A& SIACE 0k 128 e B HERAPE; Fan AT Li [8]JU%F X Lasso
7 B EGLFE R4 0 B, 2T SCAD (Smoothly Clipped Absolute Deviation) & 51 77v2:, #5427+
TARERNMER. ST, AU LI ZBOVI N R, fEAEZIE 0 AT &R B, 5l
=Pk Lasso WEJ7VETT & HUBIK 2 OB I SHREDT 7T, B 1E A 223 RE 7K o345 ) PR RS v 12 SR BT 1)
MEAT1E5%,

2. @5 H%
2.1, BUERIE R

W FEEAE RV T 3500 MES R 2024 4F 1 H & 2024 4F 12 A RN S A 50| 2210 72
S RERE, it 219 b, R REICONE 6 FRAE 1 IR BTSN Tid AR e E AR AN A5 R BonT R
FAEATRERS, FECREREIE PO IEVBRL, FREERFEHN, FUbX EGEIRET T 25
PETAL S, BACPIRIT: 1) FHUBCRHIR AR, e A R o 2 By T 2 R %2 0 kg/h FLEFSERT
[EEEE 90 0, FF &z 2 A IR Bl P e S HLBTRIL O T DAAIRR, L5k T 20 AN i diiik; 2) s
ARG AR (bR 2 A= G A R P IR N A RS ASEEGIIN, 22 Bk &bk as By
BOMSE RN B AR RS EdE ,  OR B rh R AR e AR =i BB, D IR B A T N T R o R R A A B
TN SR AERRS TP 3) Al 2R A 2R IR A I TR S BN T Z 2505 1 RK 2 s2m 20
TeiFi— X R ) R, SR FH AR5 B B (10 5 77 V25 A T I o 6d 55 o 38 Ik S ) 22 A P i R AR IR A (2 A A
JHAR)FEHE 22 B T 145 REBF 1], 1 s RS B IR1 DR 8 2. Tk, DL 8 43l g it (] [a] Rk Ao S 2
AT A, R RIE I, RATE RS I N R R RS EIRFEA .

22. BYRBRTEIXE

TEFI 2 AR Rt e TFBRENSEEE, T AR&SHETESHRRE. T2
SRR AR N FOBIE RS B8 S Eh A TR RIS R 2 MOCRTF B, BRI A i & . T
#SHONEL A Z R GOEAT RN, TR AN RNBEET, HAERETHR T 280N Ta R m
e, fERAEUET, WA SEAEN LI BR P REFEE AL, AN AT . B2 BB Hek
R BRI 1 BTN

Table 1. Process parameters and equipment parameters of the tobacco drying section
1 MuEBETZE8HMEESH

SR A B4R #IE
Y HoBK S PRl
X1 SX Z&VRIE 1T &
X2 Ykl Rt
X3 HEw I T

RS X4 AGER IR ] FF B
Xs FINAZ 4 25 TR )R] ) P
X6 TR BE Z X 2RI 1 TT R
X7 D225 K
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X14 DX R B
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WRIEHELZHLE G R, DL E W& S BN T ESHOTRE™ L = RN, B &SR AL
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Table 2. The interaction effects between parameters in the tobacco drying section
2. BMEBSHENREMM

AR INE N HACE
B SRR 52 TN X3 Xa
TES A A H AN X9 X10

WHRSH ST ZSHMAZ TN X1 Xow X1 X1o~ X1 Xo X10+ X3 X112+ Xa X11+ X3 X4 X112+ X5 Xg+ X5 X15+ X6 X14

23. IRFG=E

2.3.1. EEEF5*
BWREAREAEEN (X, y;), 1=12,,n, n NFEARE . 4T /il 2 Bt 22 B S 00 HORHK 23 1
IICR, DL 1. %2 R R HR R E L LM mAR, FiAn R

p
Yi :ai+Zﬂjxij+gi (1)
i1

Horp, BB EIAREG BEHLRZE S & W E(s)=0Var(g)=0".

B R H TV O B AEAC AL S KR B AR R B AR, RS Ok B AR R A, AR B T
1R O BEXT FE A B R SEI R AL A AR Gt B8 [12] o %07 iR FER B 7 NG AT G Br e &, H 2K
R bR o — PR . FEIZP AR R, AR =M R BN “mHT” . ‘)T DK
A7 o Horh, “RFTES EE” T MU E S EEE T RIE AL, MR I E R E, ARG
INFET B AR B A SO I DTRREE AT VRS s B2 AR, “CREEB R WA A B R
P SE B TEAR, I B B DT RR IR/ E AR B T XAE AR [ R T TR LR, R
T M S DR ek /D AR B PR R o ORI LA . ASCRH R B S ) step ()eRE,  BRAIAT “Xm) 7 iE D
[, AR RIS BN B 3hik B R [12]

2.3.2. Lasso 5%
Lasso 5 i AS AR R 75 B3 REU L XHE Z F/NTF— DN R LR K2 T, 1535 = F 5 fil i

N LRI Y| <5 F o (MBI R (4 8) il
=t
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Lasso /i E TR BTN P, (|6,]) = 2], 3t 2 HIEMM 4. JRAEFIN LL ENMTT i $0

SR T R ZE I — J7 IR RE S i 2 A B TR U7 22, AT ZE 4 A4 B4 v TUIIAS B2 [13]
XF Lasso fSRfE R A, Efront Z57F 2002 442 H! T lars (Least Angle Regression)#.i%[14]. 7F Lasso J7i%:
R AT AR, RIE S T lars FEFP R AL 1WA Z W IE N S Bk 857 k A8 IR IEAT Cp
(Complexity Parameter) G i, A1, k #1238 WEE @SB EIREL 5 8 k NTEE, KBS TEERN
OUEEE, HARTHEMENIGE, MMIEATEIR Kz RS Cp it & 3T 5 4R 5 530 A 00 AL
(P SUEES gy N ZitH %@iﬂs&ﬂhﬁﬁ/ﬁf’fﬁiﬁﬁ*El’ﬁ%&ﬁ AR 10 3738 X8I 7 V20 58 Ee
MENE S EL A, FEEET R TG i 2R B AR 2 I HE R AU T

2.3.3. BRI Lasso ik
BT Lasso A EA THA MA@, Zou [11]7E 2006 SEF&H T s hni&E Bt Lasso 4& i T fK 77 vk,

WAL S |8 < B ASHIH R (@0) 2RO,

FERLHE Lasso T T EEOLAN P, (18]) = 2wy, - eebw; =1/(B,) BB w BHAET 220
I AU B A THE SR THERE, 1Ty MR R — N RS, T S s .

R &S 1) msgps F&F AT A R FR S 7 IERPE Lasso J7v, FEARft 1 2 Fs gl i etk )
DU E S L IEMML S H, B4 Mallows” Cp Fiit. WZRIIER AIC (Corrected Akaike Information Criterion,
AICc). | 32 X GHEHE N (Generalized Cross Validation, GCV) LA % T -1/ Btk Il (Bayesian Information Cri-
terion, BIC). 1, Mallows’ Cp tit&idi H B AL 52 2% B2 5 Toiws B2 (ALl AICC ZE/IMEAE L ™ HAT 5
BFHIRIERCR, GCV AENE I I AE SERAE SRS APERE, 1) BIC A U AE A RS a5 p i [ea) e3¢ B ff v
RS . ARYE TG SCERIIE FE[15]) A2 R 206 B, GCV HENIAT BIC w#EN7EAS Bk £ rh 00 Y B U s 1k
HIRTEENE, REAR AT @ 4ERdE T . DIk, ASCRA BIC #ENEET AR Sl £ O R B THE I E «
2.3.4. SCAD 753%

EEXT Lasso ﬁzzﬂiigiﬁzﬁﬁﬁzéﬁmrﬂ A, Fan F1 Li 7£ 2011 “EE— B4R 1790 SCAD f& {135

HoJris, EMELRAAIE Y| B <s To ARSI (G, 3) WAL (2). SCAD Jriki & i Eo 2

2|8 B <A
ﬁj2—2a/1/5’j .

)~ LR e
(a+21),12 %5 s al

ZHa>2,4>0, JlE a il 3.7, At R BT HH nevreg FEP A 10 738 G UE 5 VLM &
SCAD &1 R £ IR A S5 4 I S AUE

2.4. VR AEN

2.4.1. AIC (Akaike Information Criterion) |
IS BN (AIC HEN), B H A 2 Gt = R sA R T AIAL, & — T2 B TR AL 4% 5 174k
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fGETT TR, JHOE TR i@ i R T S T A SE TR [16] . AIC HERI K SEit B
AIC =nIn(SSE, /n)+2p

Forh, SSE, = (vi—yp ) 0 Vo BN | y, ST TIN5 (. AIC Uk bR

i=1

NS INET =R
2.4.2. BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion) R

D5 EAHERI(BIC #EN), 57RAE SAHEN(AIC HE) R RUE R 5 PPk 7 4035 R A
R 25 LE AL SRS 50 0 P S 38 405 2 RN IR IS A i AN [R] . BIC #EJU [RIAE R IR TGk 24k, B 7
I RG2S AR AL S U0 5 2 28 R S 1 S B, el R AERE ARSI e KIS0 T, BIC #EN
L T HMRR AR F, BENE AT RACH 9 Lk DR RN 8 i v i e 3 S 2% BE S FE RS AN [15] . BIC #EN K4t
B

BIC=nIn(SSEp/n)+ piIn(n)/n

S, SSE, =3 (vi—vp) s Ve BRI y, SRR A BIC (/N U

AR BER RS R
2.4.3. MSE (Mean Squared Error)fER

B177 2 HENI(MSE - #EJUN) Ry — Fhfal B A RBP4l TR, g%, HLEss ) BdR i s
USR] 7T IR, R R S AR B T SCRF . MSE HEI I I AR AR 1R ZE )1 AN SSE ) 3t
TP CGE T HEHE n— p-1), BB HAEE AL SIS FEEE[17]. MSE #EN 4
HEAN:

MSE = SSE, /(n-p-1)

o, SSE, =D (yi— vy ) o Vi R | A y, 2T BB . MSE kb2
i=1

R R .
3. HREN
31 FEEEEES ENERR A RN

XREARHRBAT PR AL AL S, 72 BIRAZE L BH L Lasso. i@ N E Lasso A SCAD 557 ik mi ik 42
Bt BUR O MR S Ho AT AR Bk B 5 @ i, BRI 45 RN 3 Fron. A 3 WAL, AR
B ABIOMETHEAEER, EHEFSTTREAR - K, 8 Xo (ASCHASEERI IR TIFE)M Xis
(AR BB [R5 T I R Bl vHE DY 0, TIfE Lasso. i& Mk Lasso A1 SCAD J5 ik FAIH R,
RHZ L RATTE T RERI 71X A0 HOBK 7 B SERRE A AR . thAh, A8 Xoa (IX BRI Z)1E
B RIHTTE N REURE AN 0, {HAE Lasso k7715 FHHIEAEE 0. HE— Bk, & X 5ER
Xov Xia ZIAAFAE R BEAHRNE(FH R R EL > 0.9), XUGIE 1 Lasso 7 iAAEALBE 22 B AL 2 1% ] 7L () 2 2 A0
Ho BRME, SEGIZPEATNEMLEL, Lasso A RIEFL R ERIVEWIE 2R, XA
FERTIRAS R B b, S AR Rk B A R R AR 2 D7 1

AR ARG THE AR EROR, RYTZAR X HORK I (i s, HAE K 42 ) o i) 5 22
PERBORE . RIEER 3 AREUSTHEXN R EEVEIHTHEY, 49RW0K 4 Fos. & 4 TR, AR
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Table 3. Model fitting results of various variable selection methods
3. BLERFEHENRBENEER

A 28 B EIA Lasso 3& M Lasso SCAD
X1 SX ZEIR IR —0.4421"" —0.4475 -0.4518 —0.4685
Xa Yk Rt & 0.0764 0.0740 0.0670 0.0811
X3 HEWA 1 1T B 0.1398™ 0.0889 0.0986 0.1059
Xa PEER AR 1T R -0.1353 0.3244 0.3767 0.4315
Xs R o A TR IR IR 1) T B 0.0000 0.5052 0.5138 0.5320
Xs TR BE X AR 1T B 1.0355"™* 0.7519 0.8556 0.8897
X7 Pt 225 K 2 0.3628"™ 0.4174 0.4208 0.4045
Xs TahE -0.0487" -0.0275 —0.0081 —0.0304
Xo JE I S T 28 IR AR R & 0.1445™ 0.1222 0.1148 0.1300
X10 JEERK B C 2R T B -0.0452™ —0.0568 -0.0475 -0.0651
Xu fik -0.1185™ -0.0725 —0.0902 —0.0954
X12 TEAHEE 0.3745™ 0.2678 0.2904 0.3369
X13 I X 5 B 3L T 0.4652" 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
X14 11 [X faj B IR -1.8299™ -1.2336 -1.3515 -1.3933
X5 POIRE 0.0000 0.0592 0.0525 0.0707
X1 Xo AEHAN 1 0.0000 —0.0093 0.0000 -0.0025
X1 X10 A8 HN 2 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
X3 X1 SEHRNE 3 0.0000 -0.0287 0.0000 -0.0073
Xa X11 2 H KN 4 0.0000 0.0402 0.0000 0.0000
Xs Xa 28 H RGN 5 0.0000 —0.0091 0.0000 0.0000
X5 Xi15 2 H KN 6 0.0000 0.0046 0.0000 0.0000
Xo X14 ZHRL 7 0.1169™ 0.1070 0.1051 0.1125
X1 Xo X10 L H KN 8 0.0000 0.0005 0.0000 0.0000
X3 Xa X11 AEHAN 9 0.0000 0.0591 0.0000 0.0043
Xo X10 A HARE 10 0.0000 0.0036 0.0000 0.0000
X3 Xa AEHARN 11 -0.4961" -0.2140 —0.1966 -0.2072
W EBEMEACE: 77 0.001; 7 0.01; U005 ‘201 1.
Table 4. Results of parameter screening and importance ranking
4 TEREREEMHIFER
D BT Lasso Jji% &R Lasso J792: SCAD 77
11 X i B I T TZAME 11X B 1 X fa7 B I P
AEH AR 11 I8 5 KR I8 5 KR VI EA v &
LIX (B 5 ZEHNL T TAAERE TEAHEE
TS 1 X fay B I AE AN 11 A H AR 11

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2025.143070

189

giit 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.143070

Vi

gk
D22 57k 2 FE FEHK B 0 28 IR AR AR I JMK B A8 IR AR AR I
K B 70 28 VAR BRI K B o 28 VR AR A A ZEH RN T AEHANL T
FiE 2EH K 3 fHE Uiy
AEH AR 7 R 5. 70 28 VR B I R RIS
TEhiE ACH AR 11 T B0 0 28 VR U K B C 28R B
FE K 5. 70 28 VR I RIS TZHE T2
(BT ) 2 H AN 1 (10X i B ) 28BN 3
TZHE - 28 B 9
A8 H AL 6 - A H AN 1
2 H KN 9 - (TDX o B )
A HAR 10 -
ZHRR S -
ZHBR 4 -
(B HALRY 8) -
(XX i B ) -
(B HAKRY. 2) -

He HF N BB T ROREEN L, 155 RN

WEITERERAERE RS, H0RRAENUMITEP PR E AR . Hdr, 11 XEBRZ. 1]
W22 5 KR 2R P BLR K B 70 A8 1A AR AT R AT I K B 7 285005 R A DU A AR B e 5 1 )
PORA R A &, RYIIZESH 2 B RK > BT B350, 2K =l R AR R . SC AN
11 FISE H A8 7 AE 2 FhJ5 i il — 2ok £, R T 2S8R A58 EAR AT BRI IR A o] B0 2
IR, BRI T Rk F AR R b, EUR] REA AR 8 I L AR B A AN ) s Lasso Ty iR fEAR
W biohasi, RENGIRAE 2 MRS EAN, EHEFNERMERS, RSB R IR ER S, &
i Lasso J7iiAl SCAD JjvAfEAR Bk $ L BONHT, REWS T AT Al ik Itk S5 T L e -

3.2. LAENMATHEREEME TG SEER

&HE AIC. BIC Fl MSE =B Fabs 0 AIX 22 B, Lasso. &M Lasso F1 SCAD 25 5 1L AR
RIVEREBEATIRAL . 45 44 5 Fion. 46 5 Af%N, Lasso. 1& 1% Lasso A1 SCAD &5 771211 AIC 18 & 31K
Tz m A 773, Hidh SCAD J7i2: M AIC 1H i /N-1174.735), FWIHAERI A0 e mr: Lasso J7 &M

Table 5. Evaluation results of model performance
2 5. BV REITMALE

I B RN % Lasso J5i% &M Lasso J5i2: SCAD J7i%
AIC —872.5410 —1133.2250 —1174.7120 —1174.7350
BIC —922.4570 —1187.1330 —1128.6210 —1128.6440
MSE 0.6756 0.6023 0.5915 0.5914
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BIC i fA1K(~1187.133), & B H ALY 55 4 FE A& A0 BE 2 [ AR T 3 (3T 4887 o 3 B Lasso J7¥£ AT SCAD
AR BIC fH#:E, {HESE T Lasso /%, W REH B EERMEEAG K. Lasso. &M% Lasso 1 SCAD
7R MSE M SR T8 A5k, Hrh SCAD J5ik0f MSE 8 5/1N(0.5914), 3 B HFHINAS i
1o Rk, Lasso W& VATERETIPLAI0RE . THUMIRS AN &2 44 P 3l 5 THI YY) B AR TR iz D RlA s, Hodp
SCAD Jjikgrathremth, &M Lasso 771k .

3.3. SCAD 2RI H| 227k sr¥HI P RO A

MRE# 4 1) SCAD #ERIAZ ik % I B ENEHE P45 8, i S 22 BUK 7 P M E AT B 11 X
BRI L DI 228 KR T2 EE . AR AR R . Sk . BORGEREE . T 2SS N2
B, DARAEEAN 7. AZHAUN 3¢ SCH AN 9 MISZ BN 1 S AL BN Z 8. Horp, A2 AN 11 (HEH
1 IF L SR KR [ 1T RE R AE ) J T B % S8R M AZ HAR L, A2 K i T2 S 80f ik b 7 DA
bR HAR 4 NN R TESH, Tk HR HORLK 2 (152 0 Ak A AR 8L T 2 2 5O 7 52wl 1) &=
WAE . B, M2 BoK M ERINER T Z 2808 1| KEBRRE ., D2 8K%, TZRME. KT
ARFABIRR. UR . AROREE. IR AR R RN L E R E.

3.3.1. 1l XTEEERERNFIU O+
THN 7 WM& N X GRS R X VSR TR E A S BRI B, PUmAH e RECEAL 1
[X ) B AL P S R K A SRR B o MR R 3 AR R Gl THE, M@ R %t 1 X f B B ) S5
JiRE, W
OBk PV
m— 1.3933+0.1125x Eiglzgﬁ{—\‘“ﬂlj}l:g
FRAEAL 5 I fE e X ARV IR T HUE X 8] A [—4.8450, 2.8140]. T FiR SHO R, H5EAE 1 IX
7 B T 5 0T ORI 20 AR R 5% 22 8036 LA [—1.9384, —1.0767], £ e T2 25 & ArhoEnt, Hokl
K5 I X AR R B KR 35 || X EEE AN 1%, 1R KB/ %) 1.08% % 1.94%.
3.3.2. SAERIR TS

AEHIEN 3 AN 9 ¥ Je A HEW I 1 BEAE A KU 1T =SS B AH AR, DAAT
R ZABCRAL ST HRR 2 B R - AR P 3 HOAS R RS THE, M HURDR 20 R I S HOT R

F
gl gk 4N
CURT) — —0.0954-0.0073 NI 17F7% +0.0043HHNIRI 1712 x fAFR IR 1777

FRAEALE O HE R 1T 2 B [X 6] 4[—1.5800, 4.4920], 7EFR XU [T 22 B [X 6] 9[-8.2500, 1.3340].
HF FIRSHOTRE, TR A ERDK A R C R EE L N[-0.1540, -0.0278] . KM E T ZE 4
(i 5 Ay R OEI, HURBLK 25 97 s 2 0 35 RO DG OG s 4 UR BRI N 1%, HHRLK 73408/ 24 0.03% %2 0.15% .

3.3.3. BB RFREHRENR DI
EHRENE 1 R T AR R S SX ZRIRIT DT M AN S AR, PMwAR < R 40
MREZAK BT 28R BRGSO 20 (SRR L . ARAE R 3 ISR RS THE, AR HURLK 7 XTI K B

TR R S EOT R, WF:
O HBbK Y

S A TR 0.13—0.4685xSX 7&K 1@ 1FF
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Vi

MFRUELL JE Y SX ZRIR IR 1T FE BUE X 18] N[-4.7770, 3.8680]. J:T FiR S8R, HHHEE MK S
TCASTRARAR I B0 HORLK 43 (1R AH % R BGE F 9[-1.6822 ,2.3680], 7 B 45 I B 70 28V AR B 18
1%, HURK 4 R a8/ 2) 0 %8 1.68%E1E M3 N%) 0 & 2.37%.

3.34. HEXE T ZS BT

HELE AN TESEAW T BN, HoxF R K o B s mfe DR & /KA THE E A . Hd, T
225 KR I R BUGTHE N 0.4045, SRITIM 228 K R k2 Be o E A &, Ul B —38 TR
TA e, ER 2 BICREEWR T T2 R THME Y 0.3369, RUIMHE L Z2SH4ExH
HUOERS, TEAGEBEREEM 1%, HBK 44 B R0 0.34%;  #XUiR 1) R Bl vHE y 0.0707, KW
YT LS HE AR, BRI BEREREIN 1%, HURK -4 [F 300 0.07%; 2K FRoc 28R i &
TR R THEN-0.065, R MH T L ZSHH e P oEr, KR Ic&R R ERESEM 1%,
HREK 23K S Im) k2l 0.0651%: L 253 & 1) R &t THE 9-0.0304, K B 4 e L2 S 4 & b OB,
T ERIN 1%, HRK R R A > 0.03%.

3.35. X T ZSHIHERITHIREE

WG 6 Prsi TESELMEEHFS R, & TESHOE 22 BRI 2 1 5 AL A i 2
o Mo, 1 X B AEIK T AR E T HEK S RN B, DI 25 KRR T AR
R, TS PORGRRE . K B e 28 15 R A T 2 BRI BN o BL 0.1 1 MR 1
SRR, TR B G T A SRR N KX ERER R K B e 2R AR B I 25K
SR T 2R, HAarw R m It AR

TRV REIELRE 2 St 22 B HURDK 0 A% O B3z — o HAR ML 3 SR BLE vk SRR R . 24
TRV R RE Ty, AR () BE [l P RME B (R SR, S EWRHERE BT, TG s 5 K 4 1)
R RZ, FIRER PR IRE AL S 2, GRS 728K . i, 1| X FEEERE B e 7Rk
IER TR AP . VR PRRIA SE i A P AR G P9 IR B R e i R K 4y o M ZRTR I R Y
TN, BAALES A P RG22, MRHR R P BT, IR T K A AR R, T PR
HEVK SR RZ, RRIERAD SHIEREBACR, MEKS Kk, SEHEDKY T, S E|
HEKMRARET, ATORSE 5 R TR 11 X R BRI R, 36 4 P T B 5L R LA AR K S I 28 s B
BEIR RE AR A 0 IR, TGS R K S AR AR R, IS M AR R DA RK A AR,

a &

Table 6. Ranking results of the importance of key process parameters

F6 XEIZSHEEMHFER

TZ3H ALYy
I IX fe BE 3R [1.0767, 1.9384]
NI B T 28 PR AR AR AL fi): [0, 1.6822]; IE[: [0, 2.3680]
YIn 228 K 2 0.4045
TR 0.3369
% [0.0278, 0.1540]
HRUIR 0.0707
FEE MK BT 28R R R = 0.0651
T2hE 0.0304
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Yk

SRRy o XA 2 S0 R 4% S A B TSR B DR 2> ROREAERS ], B PR 22 B T 2 A g PR AN

@© i UM R FETTERIZEE T, 1 XRTBEREE . DIt 22 5K, T2 UK B oo 2%
AR R AK RIC AR R R ESSORN  R B ARR, RYIXESHOS 22 B Bk B B
Wi, RKIEHIRZ OB @ ARSI . TS B R 2% BE i1 U5, Lasso EITER#ELT
feGEZ LA Tri%, Hrp SCAD JrikisiatE e R M it; @ T SCAD ﬁ?ifﬂ?iﬁﬁ%, Bhez B
TESHRION N X FIBEEREE . WK TR AR R DI 28K E M T EEE .
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