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Abstract

This paper explores the application of chemical experimental data in optimizing process conditions.
The experimental data is first preprocessed. Subsequently, several machine learning algorithms are
applied to model the data, and the performance of each model is compared. The results show that
the random forest model has high accuracy. Additionally, this paper introduces the orthogonal ex-
perimental design method. This method optimizes experimental combinations, reducing the number
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of trials and lowering experimental costs. Based on orthogonal design, the optimal process condi-
tions are determined: a Co/SiOz to HAP loading ratio of 200:200, an ethanol concentration of 0.3
ml/min, and a reaction temperature of 400°C. Furthermore, through contribution rate analysis, it is
found that temperature (factor C) has the greatest impact on the C4 olefin yield, with a contribution
rate of 76.41%. This discovery provides an important reference for further optimizing experi-
mental conditions. The combination of machine learning algorithms and orthogonal experimental
design not only effectively reduces the number of trials but also significantly lowers experimental
costs, offering a scientifically efficient approach to optimizing industrial chemical experiments. This
contributes to the application of machine learning algorithms in the industrial sector and aids in
digital transformation.
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1. 5]
1.1 BR/RENX

CA MBI i N T T iy BREGA” R A R BRI, (F N EE WA TR, A R
W REE. CA IR &I DL OB N IERE, 8 MR & SR A e PR 7P AR R 458 B S5 I 2% A (i,
FE. CEERIZAF)X CA Mk BEvE Rl B B 5o, Rk, an LA AL r) e LE A B RE 26, B
f i CA IR ISR REREE, oy 1A 2 AR U — 0T Fe K A

CBHEAAR & SN0 R SR IR A 2 S SR, LA AR R A e 2Rk Ll DA S LR 2 A 3R 3
FTREXT B 287 i (K AN B P AR . IR B, X RESR 1 CA ke 7 &, IR RE A R4 R
BURIBARAE P A, RABKIZ G AR R .

SR, AEGER SR IR A T AR AL 32 B S5 B H AR AL BERE JT O IR, Toik e % i 2 AR AL
HAEM o FTHER, MLasA 2 0riktf M A RN R o, JE AR AR 2 B A AL e L e L i
TR @R A TN, 255 IR SEIR it 7%, T BLR SRR R AN AL S b
TZ, e RN RS TR AR AR MR S .

1.2. EASMAR

CEEME K% CA e i) S ML R AN 4 B2 M AR SN S W 2 A (0 2 25 i Wt e AT 1o 2
SERUEAEA, B TR RONRE . ZBFRE SR BN ZEEEAL R CA I kit B Rz, ]
a0, Tang SEASRH 7 2 ARG R, $57R T HEACTIZE & FIREEXT CA Mk R AR, JFoe
T A SR (1]

Bt A X Eh IR R e FLas S ST N A SR BRI Al . BT R ALAS 2 ST,
SCRFIFEHLEH(SVMR) BEHLARAR(RF) [ LSRR M 245 (BPNN)AE, 73BT T HEALFIZE & IREEAF R
Xt SR CA MR FEAERIFE R . A0, SKHTR BELARMAR A 5 LB 15 7L T Seia i i
HSHAG[2]. Li S ANGE B ML 7 21 5%, M2 T SYVMR B, IR Al FE gl 2

ik
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2, SEHL TR C4 M I O AR AL [3]

IEAS S EE — M B SRR A 7k, e R G AL 2 AR F RS MR . B AL AT
I IERR SR, b T AR R ROSIRE . AR RS R R LB LA CA IR IR B ) R
M. {540, Wang 55 AR IEAS IR TE, WFFE T A AL ORI S B 26 At X C4 e r= 22 s, R
Tl A A = F it T BB KR [4]

TESERRM I, A S AR R 2 A AR, W ORE S, C4 IRk S =545, A
FATRA 2 Bt sk, wis ek, ki F R b (PSO) %, LA B R ZAH bR, KB BT .
B, Yu ST BP A ML L, AT CREBUK RPN T Z%&M4, & T C4 ik rr-%
HEFEIE[S].

2. BEER At
21 HriEA
2 EAE AR R T 2 B RE( X, %, -, X, ) SR () Z AR RIS T7 k. HAE
S/
Y=By+BX+ X+t BoX, +E Q)
Heb, B RNEEE, B, B, BIHREL, & RIRZEI. £ZITMERIAT, BOEyY 5 X, X, -, X, Z[A4F

RN R, RIAPTA HAL IR fRFF AR, PIAZE AR AT LB A B AR B 2R ERIE . (7]
AR B, B, WHEIE R TR F AR B PR AR B i S2 M R A5 T [6] -

2.2. ZIAEYFHEE

Z B AR AR B M i) — Ry R, BN R S AR Z WAL R, R
AR AR N :

y:ﬂ0+ﬁlxi+ﬂ2xi2+ﬂ3xi3+'“+ﬂpxip+8 (2)
Horpx, oo %P BRI AS R VR, 38 A R AR B R 28 B[R] 1 56 R A AR R R I 7]
23, REHEE

TSRS RL I — s HI T [ VA [5] R ML & 2 SR . Rl o — R A 1 e SRR Ut 0 AT 0
CART [Bl AR T FRMELSE R Hbr AL & 523 BANE,  [BER IR 7 R 8 02— E S R T
6, MAERBIARZE . EREN1T AL, CART (RIS B KRR RFAIE 10 A B (EK 09 R 0 s A T4, LA/
W N B R 77 28T iR % . BALE R R RIEAMY) 70 5, 28—, KRR N
ANy, SRS A A AR BT AR R R4y, BB R RS v b CART [RIARERLZEVE 2 52
Br R AR R A R, R AR TIUN 1e)R r,  BE 4R A I BT A R SRR AR AR, AL 2] b T R [l
JHRREY 2 —[8].

2.4. BEHFRHIRDY

BEHLAR AR (Random Forest) & — AR B2 2] 751k, T 2RI ERAY . 127577211 Leo Breiman -
2001 4R H[9]. BENLARMRIEIE NIZR 2 AR, FRE5 & &R RE TR S Rk AR B R 2 W HNE . &
AR 0 A2 T8 3o S K0 (1 LA R RRF FE BEATLIE ORI R0, B R AR BT U1 45 S o i A R £ 0000 41 1 T 4
RIE
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SER RN — RSN . VNSRS, BRI 2 HT 8 X, AT TN, 4520 §; (Xoew ) - BEHLAR
PRI V1) B 2 TN 22 R 52 BT A R S 000 L P 1S £ -

9RE = Tiz-ir:l 9i (Xnew ) (3)
HoR, T RAABREIEOE, 9, (X ) 25 T BB X, KO .
25, IEXZHK I

RSB B — RS I W7, ) TR 02/ 20 S0 5 R . &I A T e
AREENATALE, URSHSRUSEA LT EORES, WTRLSRAE, TERIRRAs, E
LRI BT IR M. TALRES AU, G T2 B EME KT,

TEAE A VI P TE A0 S e, A T R 05 75 4 SR B B O B,
I B AR -2 IV T R A7 AE RS TR PRGN . E SRR T — A P PERO ST e, D T BT
%o, MTGAERD IRB HF SRILL B 1015 8.

RSB B, el S O RO T S LA A B T K P AR TR MR UK
THEA BN LR, W ERRITET ST HE, MRRRI T, S, ik
ALY AR, BUFARIESCINR, RIS 77 % 40707 PR BT 40T, i
Fe AL (120

3. BRI
3.1. BIRER

C4 IR AEA TR 257 S I A P rp o A T2 M RE R T D) AR 7= (1 2 2 S k) o 7R & i f
AL A2 & (BU 46 Co #1# &, Co/SiO. 5 HAP 3Rl LRI ) LA RIS, #Boxh C4 Mk ik £k
A = A e [11]

Rtk B TIE S, SR EGHIR C4 mRM L2404, REEEZE L. AXNEERE
2021 A [HE AR 2R B N AE 1, HARGRMARNME, FFERRM Tk A B AT AR RIE
FAAE . AHCHHE W2 1.

Table 1. Partial data results
1. BOBIEER

1AL ZH , . LTEEEAL LiEgRPE CAlmaik Y3k
Lt i . (%) Wb B0 )
250 2.07 1.17 34.05 2.41
200 mg 1 wt%Co/SiO2- 275 5.85 1.63 37.43 142
Al 200 mg HAP- 7, i i Ji5 300 14.97 3.02 46.94 471
1.68 ml/min 325 19.68 7.97 49.7 14.69
350 36.80 12.46 47.21 18.66
250 4.60 0.61 18.07 0.94
200 mg 2 Wi%Co/SiOs- 275 17.20 0.51 17.28 1.43
A2 200 mg HAP- 7, B3 i 300 38.92 0.85 196 2.21
1.68 mi/min 325 56.38 1.43 30.62 3.79
350 67.88 2.76 39.10 4.20
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3.2. HiEAEt

BT Ve R B i R P B UL IR, KRS R S e s U, DA OR 4 R A AE AR A
AR BRI VR KOR B AME IR R AR R . A —BUEAA S

HAETEVO R R IR RS SURE. EREHEE. FEE. A -BEdEig sl SR SdE
AMFRF R v SRRMEF ORI, OB R m o irai R ERERF PRI LR, URIE
K e — s S R 8 1RV A Bd R, AT REIR H SRR A BB, H
BN, FEG DI RAERPE; AR IOBIR RN BRSPS B R, REHTEIE, PRy aThe
BEZ RN KANEABETCRTR, X REE. AR Ve B T4 m s B A
ZE R T FENE

A EMAMKKESE MRS, LRI GRS R s, Hrh Col/SiOp Al HAP %k LR IR
Co/SiO; 5 HAP &L, C4 Maifiailiid LMF bR S CA Ik M FRARTH 5AF I [12]. mA B
BISHBERE R T 2 2, AHREREEE S 108 5%

Table 2. Data cleaning partial results

=2 BURBRBSER

o) Co/SiO2 #i1 HAP LR R IR CAMRIETE  CAlRElER

PRl (ml/min) - (%) (%) (%)
1 200:200 1.68 250 2.07 34.05 0.70
2 200:200 1.68 275 5.85 37.43 2.19
3 200:200 1.68 300 14.97 46.94 7.03
4 200:200 1.68 325 19.68 49.70 9.78
5 200:200 1.68 350 36.80 4721 17.37
6 200:200 1.68 250 4.60 18.07 0.83
7 200:200 1.68 275 17.20 17.28 2.97
8 200:200 1.68 300 38.92 19.6 7.63
9 200:200 1.68 325 56.38 30.62 17.26
10 200:200 1.68 350 67.88 39.10 26.54

3.3. YIEEXMTH

FEREERT, BATFHEASIEE P EM 5Bt Rt Ak, @E TSRS
T TTERAT 8T, Hodh R R S KRR B T — R o7 e . RREMESE RBUH TPRAE BE Fe bR 2 8]
MM R, HAEGEMN-1 3 1. BERLFHMEBK, RoRF NSRRI S8R, 4axHEii N, 0
TR Y. ZARBUTHIER T oM BIE L &2 ML R R, RN, B RBEHiEg&MMx
P, X FAEEIAEL MR R RZA0FaIr, BRI R BT BETCIEMER I I LA SR M [13]. AN
o ZiNzl(Xi_Y)(yi_V)
2 - N (-3
W RIS RE, AT LTSIt SR &2 B R, & 3 ZHiEs

(4)

Table 3. Pearson correlation results
< 3. M/REMERMLER

Co/SiO2 #1 HAP ki1 LTI & (ml/min) R
person AH 14 0.306 -0.193 0.725
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FRAE S AL 5 R AL B (Y BRI AR R b, IR 5 AR B 2 MMk R ROy B3, Ros i
SREZAEA I . FRAE LWFIREE . ColSiO M1 HAP HR}HL 5 R A2 B (Y 2 1 ok AR B8

3.4. ERTMNIEER

ARSCR Y CL R AR R A AR R T ARG B S A IR 3977 iRZ (MSE), LR J5 R IR 22 (RMSE)
TRLEPPAR bR H T (] R 2R At S A R ks R

34.1. AEIE
LA F T A B AR A0 S A 1B D e TE 2 o2 Itk [l VA AR 400 A0 R e e R AR P &R
R Skfre, How T
) SSE

R =1-—— 5
SST ©)

Hrb, SSE ZMHFZ VI Hl, SST & FJ7fil. FEARYE REHUETEHEZEO, 1] M. 4 RME#EE 1
BF, 1 B O B A A e s 24 REHEIE O I, UL BB AN E i (1 A e 0=
3.4.2. ¥HRE(MSE)
By07 R 2 F T s WA 5 A (R34 07 22, otk E AR
MSE :%zin:l()/i - 9i )2 (6)

Horb, y RESRE, § R TIME, n REEASE.

3.4.3. ¥FHMIRE(RMSE)
BRI TR ZEWCE R, T E T 5 B S E 2 R P 2 5, Kt E AR N:

RMSE =+/MSE @
X SR bR, AT DU 0Pk B 28 1) T IR B R R i A 45 R

4, HEEFS
4.1. B MEEYS

NIRRT 2 JU RN AR 2 T Rl A A6, AR S CA R RIS KRy, ColSiO, Fl HAP %ék}
EERIR N X, SEFRE(mI/min) A X, » i X, o

y - 0.31 -0.19
Freq
X3 — -0.03 -0.01 05
0.0
X2 -0.29 -0.01 -0.19 -
-0.5

-1.0
X1 - -0.29 -0.03 0.31 -

X1 X2 X3 Y

Figure 1. Heatmap
E 1. #AE
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=gt

ME LIS RPATELE R X« x, My BISRVERAR,  x Ay BOAHSPE R e, DRI E AR 2 8]
—EMIZREA R .
ARSAF 2 e I [ AR R 0 B SR AT A . EERNH 2 n s RA NS, R RIENE RERGEE 4).

Table 4. Regression coefficients table

=4 EERKE

barical X1 X2 X3
EY -38.2007 1.1835 -1.6225 0.1273

M7 4 9552 N: y=-38.2007 +1.1835x, —1.6225x, +0.1273x, . BT RELERATUEF x, « %,
RECNIE, Wy 5x  xBUEAHIK, T x, FIREC7, By Flx, BUAAHIG . GRS X« X, JRIKX,
HIEIES o7 ¥ i
4.2. ZmMAEY3

Z W — A LR AR 7%, M TR AR SRR AR IEL IR K. E@dRidis
RS EUE AT MBI Ry SR
y =5.7683 + 28.3853x, +5.0039x; —8.3257x, — 4.6453X + 67.1007X, +25.0542x; o iX 22 17 2 [0 Y1 B 24 3 5ok
SINBIT =00, Aefs Ear i R 5 5 C4 IR Z AR AR 2R R &R .

4.3. RERRHER
VR SRR [l AR — P I T 5 A O TS 2R, FH A e (Bl ) e R, B 000 i S A
RIEEH[E] =B
|
I
x3 <375
>= 375
|
| I
X3 <313 ‘ x1 <7
>=313 >=7

>=8
13 14
n=11 10% 0=12 1%

HI&] 2 W LATE R, MR WAL x A1 x, AR H AR AL S B 3R o ARG xg M x (2 2 25 500
TREE R, Rl e x, W nF] 375 kLI, FE S0, 2R 1 AR F AR AR B R 4
BT B RRE, A BT S S s B A AN N K AT o

Figure 2. Decision tree regression model

B 2. R EYIHER
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4.4. BEHLARFRE

BEHLAR MO — R RIS 217 i, T 2 PSR IR R B TINS5 2R, RENS 25 4R Y
T A2 RE AR i 2 o

rf_model_full
X3 -0 X3 o
x1 © X1 o
x2 |° X2 [ e
T | [~
10 30 50 0 2000 4000
%IincMSE IncNodePurity

Figure 3. Random forest feature importance plot

[ 3. FEAMEEMEERE

%INCMSE (377 iR Z 8 IE 4 L) BoR T HAFFE S AR T TR 2 (X 7 3R Z2) I 5om . 25 MR B
R, %INcMSE (B, U BRI X AR () BE B VE R = . IncNodePurity (77 s 46 B 1 hn{l) S 748
ANFFAERS 5 5 2 R R DTk o 1 05 4l FE B IE RS, T A AR AE 43 227 A5 B ey B AN 4 (U T )
DUHRER R o EH ] 3 AT LA IR X, A2 A5 A o d B 2 RRAE , 0k FoT DR A P R 1 R4l P2 Dk e K o P AIE X,
RZs TRIE x, [ EBEPEAIRT K. 7ESEPRR A, B SO AIALREAE %, AT x , DABR B 28 () T
T4 HE
45, B¥BINHEL

T FIR VU AR o b, AR SEI6 T 2k B, R DU AR R (R AN FR AR a0 5 BT .

Table 5. Evaluation metrics for each model

= 5. HEMERITMNIERR

AR YRz W RR 2
Ev-aLACI | 0.6426 27.5683 5.2505
Z Wiz [al )= 0.7219 21.4558 4.6320
V) 0.7922 16.0264 4.0033
FE AR 0.9187 6.2704 2.5040

H17¢ 5 fS R T AE BIBEHLAR MR L & U i, D9 0.9187, RN s ) Ml B BE /) foe ikt o
BEHLARMAE R 8 T R Z AR, 9 6.2704, Ui HIHLTRINR Z He/b o BENUARMAE AL BT R Z /AR,
2.5040, FRHIIHLIMAS B femr k. FATEFEEHURMAE R AT @A, JFah & Bt sii, #—Dik
WL Z5A, PUEBIASI B4 H xR

5. IE3Zigit
5.1. RIEXRAITEG R
TR E R AT T TP R 6 TR
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Table 6. Factor levels table
% 6. BHFKEE

SR —KF ZKF =K

A: Co/SiOz Fll HAP %} Lk 75:75 100:100 200:200
B: ZEFKEZ(ml/min) 0.3 0.9 1.68
C: iRZ(°C) 325 350 400

A KRR, FEHEITRKRT. B, MIERW P g MK K5 B30 M IEAL
KR, KRG, WERTHEE, BRikE —KEE R EARGHIEH L3R adEn. e ELEE,
KR F BRSNS F, X R AR W, R TAERMEN T, BT BLE B
£, FAETE—FI[14]. FH LoBY) & ftln, AR MR Ktk 7 fos.

Table 7. Header design
= 7. FTKGIt
vt A B C
VRS 1 2 3 4

P 7 BEE, w7 LARYE R LR T KPS HAREG TR . R R IE RS K P % R B B O R )
K, RS R 7 BB 2B AT o ARSCHRIR TR R : K2 —F11 1. 2. 3 7390 B4 Co/Sio,
HAP 38} EE ) =AN/K-F 75:75. 100:100. 200:200; #4255 31 1. 2. 3 705 B3y SRR E I =K
0.3. 0.9. 1.68; & =51 1. 2. 3 /A B AR =4 7K 325°C. 350°C. 400°C. XAEA LTS 2
AR F RO 8). Bilan, 25— 5 IG M HE F/KFHEN: ColSiO, fil HAP 3L 75:75, ZEE
WERN 0.3 ml/min, ¥R 325°C, HoAhIRIE ) F 720 A 4K h 254

Table 8. Experimental design table

8. Witk

Co/SiOz M1 HAP 3} 1, LR E E(°C)
(1) 75:75 (1)0.3 (1) 325

(1) 75:75 (2)0.9 (2) 350

(1) 75:75 (3) 1.68 (3) 400

(2) 100:100 (1)03 (2) 350

(2) 100:100 (2)0.9 (3) 400

(2) 100:100 (3) 1.68 (1) 325

(3) 300:300 (1)03 (3) 400

(3) 300:300 (2)0.9 (1) 325

(3) 300:300 (3) 1.68 (2) 350

5.2. FIAEZEHFFENRHRAUITZ

EFHBEN AR A HEAT XS C4 I RIS (Yo) REAT I, e rp IEAZ Tk 36 o4 2 O (B R ) g A AR
B, BHEAIERSIHERGEE9).
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Table 9. Visual analysis table

Fz9. BEMNE

NN A B C D
=kwit 2 2 3 2 y
1 1 1 1 1 4.84
2 1 2 2 2 7.94
3 1 3 3 3 16.48
4 2 1 2 3 8.42
5 2 2 3 1 25.32
6 2 3 1 2 3.18
7 3 1 3 2 30.70
8 3 2 1 3 9.95
9 3 3 2 1 15.64
T1 29.28 43.97 17.98 4581
T2 36.93 43.22 32.02 41.84
T3 56.29 35.31 7251 34.86
tl 9.76 14.66 5.99 15.27
t2 12.31 1441 10.67 13.95
t3 18.76 11.77 2417 11.62
R 9.01 2.88 18.17 3.65
5.3. $IEHHT

531 ZETHH

G, BATTTE B E A T U AR A et IR ASSC IR 4 2R, 28 7 5aliR 4 R Oy 30.70,
B, IR LAY HO B K25 AsBiCa M. AT, IX 1R fUIE T 9 MRIREE R, =2iiE

MFRrA 27 Al ie fa 2k — 0 . vk, BATAT DRI AT IE 22 R 1)

25.00

20.00

15.00

10.00

5.00

0.00

<=t1 t2 @m=t3

B

Figure 4. Mean and maximum values

4. FIEHZAE

A LEPEREATIRA 23T o

mE 450, BT ABR=E/KE, W7 BE—/AKF, BT CHR=/KT. & ol mfEfabrik 8 i mKr
ZH4 2 AsB1Cas 124 Co/SiO, A HAP 3 RLEL 4y 200:200, ZEEHE 9 0.3 ml/min, 85y 400°CIN, C4 /&

S IR RE S IA B s K AH -
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5.3.2. RRESHT&EFHEFRHEREZEE XN

B R X FEAR B M B (0 K /N W] LI I o S R - IR 2SR i - IR 22 4R B KB S e MBI 22
AR ZZBOR, BWE M ZE TRKF S B RS, BIZE T HRbr s, ke, ik
FERUN, RN . R, EREERUN, W Z 5 X8R /N [15].

TEAL P& HF IR ZESAIN: R, =18.76-9.76=9.01, R, =2.88, R.=18.17. EfIfEX 9 M
Ja—AT o MNE=AETHINRZESNRE, BT C X fatr M K, RIERET A, s/ R T B,
BN R, >R, >Ry »

5.3.3. AKFHEME

N T HEEMIETR, A RN T AR R EE LS oK. ASCHIKCPEE WA 5~7 Bs.
B AT LUE R A /K AsBiCs,  [RII L BEWT AL 225 (K 7K1 2 TR R 22 57

20.00

/

18.00

16.00

14.00

12.00

10.00 —

1.00 2.00 3.00

a

Figure 5. Mean values of A factor at different levels
E 5. A EFHI7KEHERE

15.00

14.00 }‘

13.00

12.00 \

1.00 2.00 3.00
b

Figure 6. Mean values of B factor at different levels
[ 6. B BEFHIZKFIEE
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25.00 [

20.00

10.00 ‘
‘ /
\

1.00 2.00 3.00

c

Figure 7. Mean values of C factor at different levels
B 7. C EFHIkFEHEE

LR EPnA, E R R KA S Y AsBiCs, RUAIZTTIERRE I HUEL 27 AN AT RERI KA S A5 .
7 T N7 C B AL BT B, XTI R ZE BN

5.3.4. WRASE SR HEK A SR

Ti SR — MG T, TR AN [ DR 3R E D 3 KT i R AR P S e i R .l Ty 2
AT, AT LU e R D] 300 S 45 AT R E RE e, AT AR AL S B SR AR K HE [16] . X TR F AT, Rk
BHRHAKT, BOWK PR TR R W TAEZERET, 7TLLE HIEEEKF, Sefh SR A
AR AR R A5 DR 3R e K [17]

LA SPSS A HEAT 77 ZE 00T, AR 10 FTR. Fog(2.2)=9, Fug(2,2)=19. MFKhgh
ALLEH, B CM R 4 26.097, BIR KT 19, H+ CAEREM/KT 005 FEEZER, MHEF AMB
AR, BTHET C B3, HILNEFEREAEKT Csp MET AR B U A LAEFATE KT

Table 10. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) table
F 10. AESE

W 1 25775 H ¥ F WEM
& IEAR T 678.9572 6 113.159 11.053 0.085
AR 1667.443 1 1667.443 162.869 0.006
a 129.265 2 64.633 6.313 0.137
b 15.329 2 7.664 0.749 0.572
c 534.363 2 267.182 26.097 0.037
RZE 20.476 2 10.238
Bt 2366.876 9
(ENSIEI=Say 699.433 8

R AT B K P AL ABCs, AU X I HERAUR LA F IR o, B0 G
BT S 1=y =1361, ¢, =t,-y=2417-13.61=1056, u.,=/i+C,=13.61+10.56=24.17,
TG Ca 7K 24 FHERR I AR T 1.y = 24.17 .
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PR XA i

— ~ —\ 1 1

1
Hog = U+Cy =15 =§(y3+y5+y7),var(,u..3)=§a =_O'2!ne =3,

S, :%(Tﬁ +T2 +T321)—%T2 =129.27,S, =15.33,S, =534.36,S, = 20.48,

S/ =S,+S,+S, =165.07, f/ = f, + f, + f, =6,6 = @ =5.24,1)4,5 (6) = 2.447.

FTCA 1. 10.95 BEIX 1A 24.17£5.24/4/3 = 24.17 £3.02 = (21.15,27.19) .

5.35. TTERE S

LRI AT G IES AN, T ZS BT RIESR AR . EXFEL N, T Ul b R 7 1
“OTBRER” RVl R T s AR A

BT Spoeor TER T BRI FIURLNAL , BT IR 2, BRI Seoor — Frocor - MSe BEFR A IR [ 407 J7 Al #4181
TFHIAEFJ5 A5 BP0 S, B LU R B T R STk [15]. i, X TFEF A K, 1CHTTERER p,
24 py=S,/S; =129.26/699.43 =18.48% -

KU p, 5 per UWKRARZETHM: p,=219% , p.=7641% , p, =2.93% -
fo*MS, =S, + f,-MS, + f, -MSg + f. -MS. =699.43 ,

g5 FRTHE A RS B TTIR AR R AR K 11 R

Table 11. Contribution rate analysis table

=11 TIEESER

KR FIiAS I f alirJr A TTRR (%)
T A 129.27 2 129.27 18.48
T B 15.33 2 15.33 2.19
KT C 534.36 2 534.36 76.41

RE 20.48 2 20.48 2.93

T 699.43 8 699.43

7 C I uTikR Ny 76.41%. IXFZWIA T C EMER AU 1042 57 M7 T B AT W E A, AR sl RN L
HHEK. BT A TRy 18.48%. K1 A XEURAL R A — & MAFRAE N, [EAWRT C R,
T B HITTERR Y 2.19%. A7 B X Ha A2 5 (R AR TR /N, LAl DLRIS AN, Z3 EPTid, T ENE
HHT C, HUGEHET A, MET B MsEmEUN, REWMEEZEHEN . @ Em i eE 5 C, wf
DETE S ALEIEE S S

6. &t

ACIE I 2 LA A S F A E ARG Wi, X CA MR e P S R AT T IR AN T . 5 R EOR:

ZREIEN L BEHLARMREIEELAIRE . B R EMS TR ZE T IR T 2 o0&k R, 250
BRI R AT . BRI Y (400 & P R e v, 38077 iR 28 A8 ARR 22 B, 130 P JHC O 12 e e
.

IEASRIG BT BRI VA Fsk D 7RIS R E, PR T A . I8 IERR W, ASCHiE T C4 M
KRR PRI B T 2264 : ColSiO, Al HAP 25k} EL A 200:200,  Z By 0.3 ml/min, 554 400°C .

DUBRZE AT I C (IREE) X SRI0 25 SR DTk B v, 1A B 76.41%, 2 5 S0 45 R T B
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K7+ A (Co/SiO, il HAP kL), TTHRZE N 18.48%; K F B (ZEEIRED) M/, TTEREN 2.19%.
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