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Study of Fuzzy Mathematics in Optimization for the Technics Parameter
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Abstract; The optimum conditions for Vitamin A microcapsules preparation by spray drying were
developed by fuszzy mathematics. In this study. Independent variable was air inlet temperature,
air outlet temperature, the first time homogeneous pressure and the second homogeneous
pressure, Evaluating index was microencapsulation efficiency, encapsulation yield and retention
rate. Data was analyzed by using the theory and method of fuzzy mathematics. The technics
parameter of spray-drying was optimized and the optimum parameters were obtained through
fuzzy comprehensive evaluation.
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1.1 XRHEMGE

HAER AWM BTEEHERMENBARER
AFLEEER  BREBAFRASG (LB FRL
R Tk ZBE, RN : A4

QZ-5 HAEBLBME TR THHTHRMTH
LT 75 UV-2800 BB SMAT W43 606 E: LR
FM(EBNBAERAD=H: BEHEI JHG
Q54-P60. ¥ Ik R THLM) 7= & W E S B
FA25: B TRAVREERRAR™&.
1.2 XWHE
1.2.1 #A2 5 A#BEHNIZARZ BHRE
(70 C)— WRIMAGH (FEER A M —~FEES
(10 000 r/min,1 min) HEHHEAL B REREHN
FER)-FE R O/W HILRBBEE TR 4K
A BT RS .
1.2.2 #EREFRfdENET HHREKEO 1~
0.5¢g WK, INL/KZ B 25 mL, BIZIE#E 10
min, RIVEE LR A, AACC B E
EAENEREEER ANSE HAKE . 05~
0.1 g R BMA B K, EHRE T LWEE R Z B
EEBLHA AACC B A ABENEREER A
B R TR UK A R AR,
1.2.3 mEEkOERZA LR HEBENDEBE
HRRBRREHN. BEKERN 45 C,HNBE
(RH) 2 60% , B iE} A 30 di27,
1.3 XK
L3.1 RBfKE® WNEHILEGFBRELSRKN
RESBEAFASEMEXEE, BHELAELR
FERRRE AR AR AW B A B, BB
TR 3% 8 LA S 30 {8 AR 4k B B B O 1) SR IR 3% 7 el AR 4R
EERBPEANKDRETLE R, THRE. L5
B L B A E A KR
1.3.2 ¢ 5 ¥ & (Response surface methodology,
RSM) 52 %-i% 3t X A Box-Behnken %1325, KL
RIRBE (X)) HRBE (X)) B — W E S (X))
BoRYBREAXONEBEE, DR ELEE
(Y)) =Y MR B R ) R IFN 18R, W% T
BEEREER AMKREN TZ S8 THRL.
1.4 EHSETNERENRET

L4.1 #H gl it UBREBAKE

(YD) R MR B ) RPN EHRE . U=
{Y1,Y,,Ys}, APLAEGEEH N HCEHR 27
éﬁ)ﬁgﬁi’v’?'ﬁ?ﬁ%% »D= (d1 sdysda}o
1.4.2 ®E&SH BYFMEHUKNENSTH
(Y),Y,,Ys) BRIB R 3, ERERB RPOTHBER
RRBEERERELE HRDSEETFES
— AN FEMEEMAEN, RBE 7. BWEHEL,
1] AREA.
Y —Y'uin)

T T Y e Y )
m=1,2,3; n=1,2,-27, 1B EHEHRBH
FKREE R = (rp)dm
1.4.3 mERHSER RS EERSFENERT
£ B BIRX A MR B R RN, B &
ERBEEZREENTE. EXENESRENAT
WEN:
A=1{0.4/Y,,0.3/Y,,0.3/Y;},REH A={0.4,
0. 3,0. 3}
1.4.4 ##HGZermEsitF SIABEBFEB,
RN R, B RIBERITFM R B={b1,b;,+,0,}, H
BHIREH R SRS EREA SR TR B=A
R, BAZRWMEM TR BHREEL., B AN
HAVME.
1.4.5 %itoH FIASAS S 1 A RL
(Statistic analysis system, SAS) ¥ {442 %} 32 % ¥
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2.1 REBEERHXBFIHELER

RESEXR UTZEWMBE RN FEORE
(XOHCO)ZHBAOBREX) (C), — B EH (X))
(MPa), Z]K ¥ B E S (XHMPa) REE, UMK
(Y1), =Y, MR B R AR B, REER
WELRWERME 1R,

R1 BEREXBREHELER
Tab.1 Experimental design of the steepest ascent and corre-

sponding response

LBRE X X, X3 X Y, Y. Y,

1 175 75 20 20 93.13 95.53 85.61
2 180 80 25 25 96.26 95.06 88.38
3 185 85 30 30 97.65 94.31 88.92
4 190 90 35 35 92.75 93.17 86.17
5 195 95 40 40 92,58 92.35 85.01
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i 2, Tab,4 Experiment design and results of Box-Behnken
k2 BERHEXBHENESENE FTHE X X, X, X, Y, Y, Y,
Tab.2 Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation of the steepest ascent
1 —1 —1 0 0 94.51 95.22 91.36
experimental
2 —1 1 0 0 93.46 88.15 85.69
RS  ri. T 7 b, 3 O 0 94,11 93.33 89.06
1 0.108 481 1 0.153 453 0. 389 428 ¢ 11 0 0o 9L05 85.32 8.3l
5 0 0 —1 —1 92.13 93.26 87.05
. . 201 0.861 893 0. 804 563
2 0.725 838 0.852 86 6 0 0 —1 1 91.71 92.11 86.81
3 1 0.616 352 i 0. 884 906 7 0 0 1 —1 9506 95.35 89,66
4 0.033 531 0.257 862 0.296 675 0.179 773 8 0 0 1 1 90.58 92.21 88.78
5 0 0 0 0 9 ~1 0 0 —1 96.55 95.25 89.36
10 -1 Q 4} 1 93.61 92.15 85.51
2.2 Box-Behnken SLRIGIt 54 R 11 1 0 0 —1 92.26 92.68 88.36
UEMESTENEEEHAE 3 Id L &H 12 1 0 0 1 91.18 91.54 87.15
R T SR P R L 3, BBt 180 =1 =1 0 925 9465 86.69
fﬂ%%ﬂ%‘h@gﬁl"‘z‘l Ei}flﬁii&&,25~27 %;P 14 0 —1 1 0 93.63 94.57 91.85
DB, FFHTE Y HEREE Xo X, X T B0 b o0 89,52 8801 85,18
—_ - N 5 2 16 0 1 1 0 93.6 90.79 86.61
BH=Z#THE, ZEAANXENPLOABAERE 1 Lo Lo ensi 9325 8.3
B3 RS RERE. 18 -1 0 1 0 95.65 95‘ 12 91'08
%3 Box-Behnken KB ERK TR X MDE ' ' '
19 1 0 —1 0 92.31 93.11 86.59
Tab.3 Codes of factors and levels of Box-Behnken design
20 1 0 1 0 93.28 93.95 88.09
HE * ¥ ] 21 0 -1 0 —1 96.19 95.68 91.18
-1 0
22 0 -1 0 1 92.02 93.61 88.55
X 180 185 180 23 0 1 0 —1 91.35 89.38 85.38
X, 80 85 90 24 0 1 0 1 91.13 87.55 85.01
X, 25 30 35 25 0 0 0 0 95.71 94.63 92.52
26 0 0 0 0 96.13 95.12 90.53
X 25 30 35 27 0 0 0 0 9568 93.35 91.36
x5 FMEFNREEENESKSTNA
Tab.5 Value of membership degree and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation of evaluating index
KRs X, X, X; X, T1a Tzn T3n b,
1 —1 —1 0 0 0,709 815 . 955 598 0. 848 202 0. 825 066
2 —1 1 0 0 0,560 455 . 273 166 0. 090 546 0. 333 296
3 1 —1 0 0 0.652 916 . 773 166 0.539 281 0. 654 901
4 1 1 0 0 0.217 639 0 0. 039 947 0. 099 039
5 0 0 -1 -1 0.371 266 . 766 409 0.271 638 0.459 921
6 0 0 -1 1 0,311 522 . 655 405 0.239 68 0,393 135
7 0 0 1 —1 0.788 051 . 968 147 0.619 174 0.791 417
8 0 0 1 1 0.150 782 . 665 058 0,501 997 0.410 43
9 —1 1 1 —1 1 . 958 494 0.579 228 0. 861 317
10 —1 0 0 1 0.581 792 . 659 266 0,066 578 0. 450 47
11 1 0 0 0 0.389 758 . 710 425 0. 446 072 0. 502 852
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ans
TES X X, X, X, T1n T2n 73 b,
12 1 0 0 1 0.236 131 0. 600 386 0. 284 953 0. 360 054
13 0 —1 —1 0 0.432 432 0. 900 579 0.223 702 0,510 257
14 0 -1 1 0 0. 584 637 0. 892 857 0.910 786 0.774 948
15 0 1 —1 0 0 0.259 653 0.022 636 0. 084 687
16 0 1 1 0 0. 580 37 0.527 992 0,213 049 0. 454 46
17 -] 0 —1 0 0.567 568 0. 766 409 0.444 74 0. 590 372
18 -1 0 1 0 0.871 977 0. 945 946 0. 808 256 0. 875 051
19 1 0 1 0 0. 396 871 0.751 931 0. 210 386 0,447 443
20 1 0 1 0 0.534 851 0.833 012 0.410 12 0.586 88
21 0 —1 0 —1 0.948 791 1 0. 821 571 0. 925 988
22 0 -1 0 1 0. 355 619 0. 8C0 193 0.471 372 0,523 717
23 0 1 0 -1 0, 260 313 0. 391 892 0. 049 268 0. 236 473
24 0 1 0 1 0,229 018 0,215 251 0 0. 156 183
25 0 0 0 0 0, 880 512 0. 898 649 1 0,921 799
26 0 0 0 0 0. 940 256 0. 945 946 0,735 02 0. 880 392
27 0 0 0 0 0. 876 245 0. 775 097 0. 845 539 0. 836 689

2.3 ZAWNMENITR

HERIERE R 5 ESRE A 8N TSR IE
ERAMC,HHETFX B=AR#EGER, B3
WIS A R T4 B SR 6., B WHENI LR & W4

),
B SAS 8. 1 MEMG & AT EHIBHE,
BKB/BEETEN.

Y = 0.879 633—0. 107 042X, — 0. 237 558X, +
0.117 283X, —0. 123 667X, — 0. 129 308X,%—
0.016 025X, X, — 0.036 3X, X;+ 0.067X, X, —
0. 255 283X,%+ 0. 026 3X,X;+ 0.080 5X, X, —
0.155 296X,2— 0.078 55X, X, — 0. 193 671X,2

MAEEAH (R OTUEHREBRBEP
<0.0D), R R’ = 97.51%, FH B 52K
WRBARE BRHATUATRMMAILELER A
MEEWNBETLZSH. KW P =
0.357 787>0. 05 E 4 MWHERPFBHETEKE
EFHRBTH, W, KA XER(X, X,). X
BN XD ZEIX X)W EBE SN MR
MYBEXEA(XX,) ZER(X, X)) RXHEIR
X XH)ERABE.

%6 BEABREERNTEHH
Tab.6 Analysis of variance of each factors of regression e-

quation
Source DF SS MS F Pr>F
X, 1 0,137,495 0.137 495 38.606 37 0.000 1
X: 1 0.677 208 0.165065 190.1489 0.000 1
X, 1 0.165'065 0.165065 46.347 45 0.000 1
X, 1 0.183521 0.183 521 51.529 82 0.000 1
X2 1 0.089 177 0.089 177 25.039 39 0.000 307
X;X; 1 0.001027 0.001027 0.288 422 0.601 05
X, X; 1 0.005271 0.005271 1.479 944 0,247 17
XX, 1 0.017956 0.017 956 5.041 754 0.044 365
X:* 1 0,347 571 0,347 571 97.592 33 0,000 1
X.X; 1 0.002767 0.002 767 0.776 861 0.395 414
X, X, 1 0.025921 0,025921 7.278 197 0.019 388
X;> 1 0.128 623 0.128 623 36.115 23 0,000 1
XX, 1 0.02468 0,02468 6.929 859 0.021 876
X2 1 0.200045 0.200 045 56.169 33 0.000 1
Model 14 1.671 557 0.119 397 33.524 72 0.000 1

Lack of fit10 0.039 116 0.003 912 2.159 958 0.357 748
Error 12 0,042 738 0.003 561
Total 26 1.714 294
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2.4 ZREFMENHEESRRESEEE
HEFEFBALHMYETREERLER, &
HEZAMBEEZETFMNENEWMEBRIEM B
X, X SHEMEAEMENRREL, RANMK
BBE, T Xi X WSS M ENE D, R
B R BN T, SRR B T D E W S R
HENTEEAMKN BRERAFHEEXTZEA
ARE MBEAENERHEENLE/AEE,
ABH X X, Xo X, X, X W EAEFIERR,
StEIE B R —BrRF,. B8 X, ==—0.6311,
X,=—0.5188,X,=0.5725, X, = —0. 6523, XJ%
B Xj=(z:— X))/ A X; #FTER. BE 2 =
182 °C, 2, =82 C, z;=33 MPa, x,=27 MPa,

3 & #

DI BE AL Sk 3R . 7= MR 8 R R 8,
PRI 0  H S AR 18 BRI 45 6
Y& F A SASS. 1 8K X R &5 A VR (L 24T [
B4 KAREFE; M EAFTERRK—-NRE. B
PR EEER A MKERRN T Z S8 8#RE
BEHR182°C, HNEER 82 C, BE—KYEEN
4 33 MPa, 8 “WR¥RES N 27 MPa,

H i B B AP S R R B ST AR AR
SETFESR T R A RTIHER PO R E0E, Bk
BEW P GHEATEM T, ATTZH T B =
Bl AR IR & RIEM IR TRE S %,
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