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1. Electronic balance 2. Sample tray 3. Temperature sensor 4. Humidity sensor
5. Plenum chamber 6. Turbo fan 7. Fan speed controller 8. Drying chamber

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of experimental apparatus for the drying test.
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Table 1 Difference temperature of equilibrium relative humidity for saturated salt

solution (Greenspan, 1977)

Salt(26ERH)

Temperature Lithium Magnesium Magnesium Sodium  Sodium Sodium Potassium Potassium
(c) Cloride Chloride Nitrate  Bromide  Nitrate  Chloride  Chloride  Nitrate
(LiCD) (MgCl)  (Mg(Nog)»)  (NaBr)  (NaNoy)  (NaCD (KCD (KNog)

3H 1125 . 3205 49.91 54.55 72.06 74.87 82.95 90.79
45 11.16 31.10 4693 51.95 69.99 7452 81.74 87.03
55 11.03 29.93 - 50.15 68.15 74.41 80.70 -
65 1086 2854 - 4949 66.64 74171 79.85 -
232 Az 243y 2 A 944
AxLT = 35C, 45T, 55C, 65T 45FL2 311, A EEE 30%, 50%, 70%92 3+
zoz 34T ¥&£& 15m/sE FAEG 2F AR 1A Hell AEE AW AR &
T AUexe HIL fAsA & F FAYE FudA 102 FHA 3 VIFLE
3em® AT drlm Uex BREL AAG g AR Fol dzde dAste] FA
sl 248th A8 FAVIGE ASFIAZAE St AFHA d&5H ez 7153
3, Exog Q3 LAE Foly] fAstd FAYRS 1x Aoz 1 B #3E A5
e 71284 A2 AZAPE 4A B FA] wsE AR, 30E +P5
Atk 5 28 ZE HendersonZ®, Lewis®®, Page® @, ThompsonZ 2ol 2 §AA
AYPANFE AR HFYE HFeAh
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%74 Henderson®%, Chung-Pfost® 9@, 4 Halsey2d % 4 OswinZ @l FH&AZ
o™, SAS(Ver. 6.12)¢] MM 71¢A T2aPg o] &sto] 2T 4 mde] dPdTe
RMSE % ZAAAF= & 29 2t

Table 2 Estimated regression coefficients and roof mean square error for modified
Henderson, Chung-Pfost, modified Halsey and modified Oswin models

Regression Coefficients RMSE
Z
Models R EMC RH
A B C
N (Dec.)  (Dec.)
Modified-Henderson 0.0330 0.9331 106.0312 08005 0.0235 0.0140
Chung-Pfost 391.8132 9.1615 1337697  0.7700 0.0318 0.0180
Modified-Halsey -2.1567 -0.0096 0.9915 0.9554 0.0103 0.0060
Modified-Oswin 0.1537 -0.0009 1.3852 0.9559 0.0166 0.0097
olabe] ATE Z¥sld, WA 5F & RMSEE 0010322 4719 =Y 3 7HF @& &
2 Yeun 9o, 4usEe] A7zl dEAe 4237t 2 dAse F4 Halsey R
go] uwAe HE4E Ld2 /MY ¢ Aoz AddY
32 AzxEd
- AFrd
MR = A -exp( —_ kl' l‘) ........................ 4-1)

A= 06483 + 000437 - T + 0.00616 - RH - 000004 - T° - 0.00005 - RH’ + 000001 - T - RH
k) =~ 015346 + 000974 - T + 0.00369 - RH - 0.00005 - T® - 0.00003 - RH’ - 0.00005 - T - RH
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- Lewis®Z 4

MR = exp( —_ k2. t) .............................. (4_2)

ky = - 009179 + 000974 - T + 000211 - RH - 0.00004 - T* - 0.00001 - RH® - 0.00006 - T - RH
- PageZ 9

MR = exp( — P - tQ) ............................ (4-3)

P= 023585 + 000814 - T - 000613 - RH - 000002 - T + 0.00005 - REf - 0.00008 - T - RH

Q= 01806 + 001017 - T + 001168 - RH ~ 000012 - T - 0.00010 - RH® + 0.00005 - T - RH
- Thompson®. 4

t=B: m(MR) + C- ( mMR)* -+ vviiiit, (4-4)

B = - 216619 + 013145 - T - 012765 - RH - 0.00082 - T + 000029 - RH® - 0.00019 - T - RH

C= 89M7’ - 014647 - T - 013732 - RH + 000138 - T? + 000116 - R’ - 0.00008 - T - RH

o714, MR : &+&¥(dec), A, B, C, P, Q, Ay, &y : 2FAF t: AFAHhr)
T : €%(C), RH : Aul&E(%)o]t}.

Table 3 Comparison of R* and RMSE for 4 different drying models

Equations R RMSE
Henderson 0.98561 0.00578
Lewis 0.99211 0.00704
Page 0.99731 0.00263
Thompson 0.99142 0.02311

£ 3% o] Paged] AZEDAN AAASE 0997312 743 #A veson, RMSE
£ 00026322 7Hd 2 S dEhdch webAd 4719 29 F PageRdo] B uwAle]
AZRYE g HEE A0 BEHUG,

27 0
33.1 Mzkel W
AE = B(l_ eXD("B1' t)) ................ (4-5)
- AUz FAFEGEETT0%, 65T50%, 65C70%S A s =)L uf

Bo = 2276088 - 069310 - T - 032117 - RH + 000791 + T* + 000370 - RH* - 0.00089 - T - RH
B = - 1099642 + 033928 - T + 0.10687 - RH - 0.00331 « T°- 0.00065 - RH' - 0.00085 - T - RH
- Az AHEGTT0%, 65C50%, 65CT70%)L
By = 27.07898 + 0.07629 - T - 0.04122 - RH

By = - 59.77796 + 0.73101 - T + 0.29698 - RH
A71M, AE : M}, t 0 AZMbr), By, B 2@l
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Aztel Wel dE AARLY AL AAYLH, USA 9 FA g vwste] 2H
A4 (RH)SY RMSEZ YelUdth 2R AR FTL 0949822 Vel om, RMSES
& 0140252 e A4 A3 Aate] ¥ileE foAde) JAH U

A= 02330 - 000063 - T - 0.00077 - RH + 0.00010 - T* + (667E-6) - RH® - 000006 - T - RH

B = - 031718 + 001147 - T + 001962 - RH ~ 0.00006 - T> - (167E-8) - RH - 0.00021 - T - RH

A7IM, Ay 271 B4 A (emd), A, t AT F FAE FG9H(em?), t @ AzHhr)
A, B: A84F T 25(C), RH : AdFEolth

duidel wsigol W@ SA2de g4 AN, AEA9 5N g vnal

N2
o] AAAFRHS RMSEZ YeEhdch @ﬂﬁlf( RY)e HFE 0973188 YERom,
RMSE® #F& 00089322 UEelwth A4 23 F9dz e #stge 129 fFoiel U

ol
A7E HA F 7HE el AMEn e F1WALS A8 9 dxex
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