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(5000 r/ min) 15 min, , ,

, , 100 mL , ,
5mL 100 mL , 1 05 (60 ), 40%NaOH pH
) 6.0 100mL, 6 60
243 : D- 0( ) 510 15 20 25 mL
20406080100 120mL , , 10 min
50 mL , 1 0mL , 2 h, , 120
25 mL , 5% , , ,
1 OmL , , 5 OmL , 2
15min, , , 15mL , )
( 2005 , 15%
B), 490 nm (A) A 5 10 mL ,
244 : 10 50% 10 0%
mL 25 mL , 2
, 50% 1 0omL” , A , Table2 HEfects df chitosan amount on indexes
, /mL | % ! %
5 96. 01 91 64
’ _ 10 94 25 82 45
245 : = 15 93 70 76 58
/ x 100 % 20 88 05 72 49
25 25 81 50 69. 83
251 : 26
261
101 104 1 07(60 ), pH 4 4
200 mL , , 40 % )
NaOH pH 60 20 mL , . Le(3)
) 10 min )
, 2 h, , 120 ) g ,
H H 3
1 3
Table 3 Factorsand levels
107 , , ,
1 07 A B /% C /
1 1 02 5 45
101, , 2 1 04 7 65
, , 3 1 06 9 85
101 106 262 : Lo (3Y)
1 7 1 4
Table 1 Results of extract density before flocculation , 5
clarification : R ’
L% L% A>B>C, A
101 99.5 821
1 04 9. 3 78 3 B v AsBiG
107 82 9 70.0 , C ,

252 : A:B:1C: G
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: R , 6 (n=3)
B>A>C ‘B Table 6 Verification test (n=23)
., AB1C , A C ! % 1%
1 39 70 88 84
! 2 38 97 89. 37
A:r AsB:C G 3 4013 90. 26
4 3
Table 4 Design and results of orthogonal test
A B C \
1% 1% ( <
1 1 1 1 1 37.86 8654 -
2 1 2 2 2 3553 8203 50 %) ,
3 1 3 3 3 3684 8002
4 2 1 2 3 3793 8331
5 2 2 3 1 3605 8513 '
6 2 3 1 2 3707 8302 (v 101 ,
7 3 1 3 2 4081 90 54
8 3 2 1 3 3809 8446
9 3 3 2 1 4005 8035 ) ,
Ki 110 23 116 60 113 02 113 96
Kz 111 05 109 67 113 51 113 41
, , >80%,
Ks 118 95 113 96 113 70 112 86
R 872 693 068 055
Ki 248 59 265 39 254 02 252 02
K2 256 46 251 62 250. 69 255 59
Ks 255 35 243 39 255 69 252 79 )
R 7.87 22.00 5.00 357 ,
5 1 1
Table5 Analysis o variance
SS \Y MS F , ,
A 15460 2 7.730 766500 P<O0 05
B 8160 2 4080 40 4400 P<0 05 ’
C 0080 2 0040 0 4100
D 0200 2 0. 100 [1] ) ; .
A 1209 2 6 048 5 1406 [3]- ,2001 ,26(8) :516-519.
B 82372 2 41186 35 0058 P<Q 05 [2] , .
C 4320 2 2160 1 8358 [J3]. ,1998 29(2) :95-97.
D 2353 2 1177 [3] . [J1
Foos(2,2) =19 00  Foor(2,2) =99 00 " 1998 ,20(12) :23
: AsB. G [3]. 2001 (6) :43-45.
G , [5] , : .
J]. ,2009 ,40(7) : 1050-1052
10660 ), 45 85 " 1
5% [31- ,2009 ,40(6) :889-892
27 [7] . , . [J1-
,2005 ,4:78-80.
, 1 06 (60 18] ‘ ) [31.
), 45 5 % 2007 ,20(1) :44-46
[9] ) , .o
[J1- ,2003 ,5(3) :174-176.
, 6 , [10] [3].

,2009 ,24(4) :217-219.



