PSS (Jour. Agri. Res. China) 39(4) : 347~366 (1990)

BT RERT AR

Al W &2’

B | FERIAZE P LUK HE EhR 2 s B AR R FIR T A9 i SR Ja 2 i
BRBHIMGE o BERPATAR AR H5—60°CZ#AMLUEE - HEERER=8 ERH
BABRARZRZM - WESCERARE#SIEE o £25°CH45°CRY » EFHR R TEE
o HHN2HZ ERH S BIRHEREIREL SRS S S HWERHBR -

RRERER : MR FHHEREER

BEMTHEENEE (Equilibrium  Relative Humidity, ERH) 125 #%4& 7k (Equilibrium
Moisture Content, EMC) ¥R EBEMILIEEAERT LNEBERERSE - RUEEWERE » IF
R RET LA R E R - R ERE T ERH 8 EMC WBfRH S8 B mAMGE (
sorption istherm) o

R L BT ERRE R SRR o M7 RS R 22 2 FE R R T R
ARREIRPEE SRS 7K 2R o BOFNBEVA R SRS [RIVE B B i P DA B AR A HE A M HR S BRI © b 5 vt 50 1E
REFZRE] » PUNFERRMPE  SERFERLEREFHZACEK -

RTEAFERAT AR » EERERIEEZWEMAEERA - BARRUABKERENES
» FEEETHARRERF - MHEUR AR 2R B A E SR AHRE (AR ELE R » IRERIEE
AR F) o [HILEATZ I ENRE BRI R - FRRESREEFMZ R (
Chen, 1989) o

TR BER BT HOHES > MENRE SRR TESR R H SRR o FIFER SR AT
RIS RER > MR ET AV MEREE RIS BB VIR R E AR AW M BB RIFAIS%E (Chen,
et al, 1989) o FIRILT B v DAGE BRAE S A i fH EHR B Ay B I T8 S HE R » BB S ERH » EMCHI
B = E BRI BN SR - P o

FENNTAEERIRRGT R E T > DI BN BRI KREESER] » EMC > MIBE=&82H
FRHoEE > ERSIEATLUEE ZRUESBWERRE B ERRA » AR Es=E A
HBARHEN T —E o Chen (1988) GHEFMEUEEE =SB ERHERAEBE LY BN
s M FALMEIERFE R BN ER B TR EE%E (ASAE, 1983) © b4l » S ERNE I HIE AT
MAMERHERFFEREE BEFEAEABIRE GE - Atk R EnasCERT g
PR A R FERR M B B B i P A R S R LA e 2 L EE o

FEREMMIBES » ZRREHPFEEERENBECH L RERER 4N (1gesias
and Chirief, 1976) » EXK¥.(Chen, 1988) #{t4£ (Hung, 1989) TS » AEHRIEEEHREGET
s REMZRIRERS » HATRERIIIKDRS  i2ER NP EHEhRE 2 REEE R EY

L EMARESERAT WS 1541 9% o AWMFRRITBBTEA G 7E8) » FULREH -
2. FFBRR AR - WS > it o
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e -
BB R E T & A BETRBE THRRCEFSWE » MERZuritzZ K (1979)

» BN Patranut FK (1979) » H# Kaneoka ZK (1986) o ABTMBEHMMEZHELE=(E
#E (Chang, 1988) o fEERHMVHIEHETRGE » FiaRM » MI AR - AR HEZTAE
AR BURME A RER > R SBEAEAEUEEES REAEEDE « HRERS RRGRRE >
B RIEES G o A ATABEZIRIEER AT 2 SRR BB EH55— 60°C » ZEHIHZCENLUARR]
HREREEA - WAERHEBHIE & JIE T FIRE TR EHRE AIE S 2 A 2 BUE o HElEH
HHREZ HENE10% LI TEEI0% U L2 B o Fifs < SR LUt B B B R RIERHA >
B o FTSHERARRATRI AR A A BR BRI EE -

Em et

— > FEHBHREERX (ERH model)

BREFETFNRER - PHAASHREETH S K HG  CEHFSEABHEZREFIA o Van
den Berg 52 Bruin K (1981) €745 T £+ LEMHER o Chen (1988) ME =+ AHBIR - 1 » B3
BRT2GAHAREEE Henderson 82 Chung-Pfost Rt FELEFIFTE BER » BIE Halsey
FAUELE Oswin XTEARERHAREOEZ/EY o BITHEEEEF FAERANHRAEINT
FELUTHIARH RH REHERE (NEE) > M B88kE (% 855) » TEBEE (°C) o

1. Henderson 2%

HAATRERESHRANAR » B Henderson (1952) WA » HERS :

1 —RH=Exp[—K'TM"] (1)

Henderson K (1952) A4 B8 12 A 68830 B Chang K (1988) MM EE » £#AX (DK, n
RHEE - AR AEATRARBEOLE RS ERER » KAERELINTRRET

1 —RH=Exp[—KM"] (2)

2. {21E Henderson &

Thompson %K (1968) BFRBESR ERH/EMC HEZEE » #7 Henderson & (&
A1) PREHNEN—EE > B8 :

1 —RH=Exp[—A(T+C)M?] (3)

A > ARCHEARRBENZERS (Shift) » b EARKEZEAME (isotherm) WK
AR o

3. Day-Nelson A%

B Henderson R (243X (1)) HTEFEEMALIAE K8 n EZBREGEE . Day 8 Nel-
son K (1965) #TIHENE » M K8 n MBELURENRES (Power function) {3 > Hiky
AR EESE

1 —RH=Exp[—aT®, M*™] (4)

4. Kumar-Henderson A=

TEEEITTORE: » FEFIRLZ ERH/EMC MEZH » Kumar K (1978) BAR (2) 2 KFINE
DR BRI B RR » B HARE

1 —RH=Exp[— (a+bT) M©+"] (5)

5. Chung-Pfost 23

ERYRIRRIZ PR A BRERAIIAZED > Chung B Pfost & (1967) BHMTHAR
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RH:Exp[%Exp(—BM)] (6)

REBEEEY  LXURAAKD) » 2XFREFETERREEE LA, BREBHENZE - K6
ARG/ EARREAM » Pfost FK (1976) @hN—EZHT2HMHF (6) NEIEWNT :

RH=Exp[—(T__I%Exp(—BM)] (7)

6. Chen-Clayton 243\
BTHREBEHARG)TA, BREZESE > Chen £ Clayton EMELIRE S REKBEFRT »
HrAAE ©
RH=Exp[—a T® Exp(—C T¢- M)] (8)
7. Oswin 243
B#E ERH/EMC HB/KAMRZHERER » Oswin K (1986) fEHHEEBAR :
MZK( 1 E%H) (9)
8. Z1E Oswin &=
[R5 Oswin ARWRFZEKENZIRENLE - FHit Chen (1983) MBI » KIERZES
15 P AR M BB - NRUERIREEAHRBR » FTRUEIE Oswin AFXA0F -

M= (A+BT) (%)" (102)

1
% M= (AZETY,

9. Andrien-Oswin A=
TERRZE /NS B R {7 B BRAF » Andrien FIK (1986) #¥ Oswin NZ KEINELAR B SR
EERE  FIARS

M=(+bD(Ehg) 1

10.Halsey 23
HZ AP T2 » Halsey K (1948) #HBEZARMT :

, C=1/N (10b)

RH:Exp[RLT'M-C] (12)
K RT FHERBER A’ B8 C HZEEZEE  (12)HEES :
RH=Exp[—A M (13)

IL.{EIE Halsey 24

BFREREHE ERH/EMC ZBif% » Iglesias # Chirite K (1976) AR L A fE- W

ZEHBEENIEEEE - FIVELE Halsey FEMT :
RH=Exp[—Exp[A+BT]M™¢] (14)

B EKNIUE ERH/EMC Bifz % > Pfost %K (1976) ZESFNEZEE ERH/
EMC #HALBAM LR —EEREE ZMESHBER - Z1IE Henderson REEH Chung-Pfost X
HRHUAREF T NERERZRERR » HHEE ASAE F#o
= EREEER R

BHEREFERERHEREEZ &8 (fitting-agreement) » WF|FARIERRMEEERNEH
HIPIRIBREARRANT ©
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() BARHE

1. BRERE > R?
IefE AR A A LR A R FEERTLLR - R ILER S RRTE » RIS BIFRIP)
BE (Myers , 1986, Helland, 1987) o

2. fEHMEAE¥EZE (Standard Error of the Estimated Value, S. E.) ©
S. E. [ERJHBZF AR B HEEMMUEATE © iz EBEERER LT BERIE
EEMEREN » MARREAFEAZSHEBERPHIEZRE -

3. FigABBEEE 7t (Mean Relative Perceneage Deviation, P)
PEZEEWT :

SO

ERNSBEHE  yEREAE > yBABRRSTEHNE o BRI EE EEETAES - |
FHRMPIEAEERAIELIE AERE &EY (Boquet et al, 1978, Gencturk et
al, 1986, Lomaaro et al, 1985) ©
4. BEESHFFBEMZFHIR
(Root Mean Square Percentage Error, RMS)
RMSEZEERE :
rRMs=[{ () - 100 (16)
MEPE » ILERERETE L2 ER » BHUESHFSHAERA (Weisser, 1985, Admrieu
et al, 1986) o
(O)E MEARHE
HIERMEE R E R EREEM S - MR BEEHEAEN S HEE R R REE BRI BIEHT
(Draper and Smith, 1981) o HHFENGESENVERER  REZEEBRITESMHE - REB
ZE 2 REES R - BARRNBEEENRERBBNSM » BESHEE —EWRE (Pat-

tern) o
MEEBE

— - BERME

AR A ARESZE R - XIE ERH ME R ERAEAUS5—60°C AR B E
XA KE - EEEEMREZBYIEMEZ S RENKABEFEREAE - FiEELHFEES
HZBRBEAFNEVEA ERARE SR BEMREES AKERIGERE - BHERAFRBRE
» FHEBKRBZERASRFTER 3 CZUKAERA ©
= HERE R RESS

MERERFT FFRENRE B IS S VAISALA Humidity Transmitter HMD 30UB » HEEHE#%
wE

a. BRIETH - HUMICAP HI0062

b. EHIEE : 0—100% RH

c. 20%HEREE 1 2% (0—90%) » B3 % (90—100% RH)

d. BEZE | DREAHIRIERMUELE -

RS R E R RIE AR » FrliERKRIEAENSR S EEEREE 1 %A - It
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FRIESS & MERETME - BEHIZ R IE ARAMRIE AR B CHBEREERK (1990) o
= IARTEEHREZER

AR EENE EEIER: (Step-by-Step ERH measurement) » B 5#H Chen (
1988) FAZEBAZE IR - HEEHNAME 1 12 Fin - MEREE & KEBRZERBRFEASRN » BE
RIETCHERRARZE » THEZ/VEREE R BN R TEE - BEABPR —EHRMK - 2
A SERIZ AR ABEY - B MR Z 2R EABERR ~ BRETS - HRETH R ZZZRIEIR
EAIRKRBY 2B REEHEENRE » AR RERERZHFAERN - F£REE R T RETHERER
» BIFCER IR E N E » ARFARINREZT —RERIRE - EF R ERE TEIFHZE
SRR M AR E R S RERRERE o MHIMEF AN AR > AITEEREAERREZ
THFELHRE SIS - FiSEY ERH EHEHEENZREAEAESRE EEE - ERECBENS
#0.1°C » XFBFETHER AR BAZRYCE BBV A S BEVE e RIFREGE » HiRERLEE
FEBIRE - RIILIR R & IR A R o

HAIEERFFREERAEZEE - SETESRAREREBZER » ERSKERYEE SiEE
BEZRRT » HPBYAHRZE R ERE TR » K% (Dew point) fFRELEZKBES
BARBRIETLHSER B 2 B ERE -
M~ e MRRER

HRFE AT A HENRE » FEEKER » AIRE =8 2 B8 LIRS B R i il SR L 2 BUE R
BIEHETE o YITERZKBRUR/NFE N Hartley 81E#: (Hartely, 1961) SERKEES
f% GW-BASIC F2x#k#8 o fEHEERS AT > MHENRE S ERE (Depentent Variables) &7k
BRERE BB 2H (Independent Variables) o EEREHBEREYF » SAFMBECHELR

-

AIR-SEALED
7 Y/,
AV
SAMPLE
CONTAINER
RH SENSOR
/
— PROTECTIVE
cup
KERNEL
VOID AIR

B1. % & & 8

Fig. 1. The sample container
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TEMPERATURE CONTROL

CHAMBER
» /
; 4
! /
f Y
’ 4
f‘ A
— 9
DATA / | SAMPLE
LOGGER : ol 4] ]9 ; CONTAINER
¢ 4
JJI 7 111111?1'/
RH SENSORS

W2. B B % B

Fig. 2. The experimental set-up

BURRZEAR/] - R A BRI AT AR o
A~ FEANRERXSEEZ FE

RBEBTRHEREEEAERER ERH/EMC RARBE T2 &M - lHEhuEE R
PRHE RO 22 B A3 LU Z AR08 o MFI I EBIMIWNAAR Z RIAEIR (Zuritz et al, 1979) S HE
o WWEHRZEEEANT 1 BB (10, 20, 25, 30, 40°C) - &7kZE (4.68 —22.32%) - HHEEE (11.2
%—86.5%) o HEERTNIAF MBS REHED

HRA R

— §1RBiIE2 ERH/EMC #H

FERAE/NE IR T FEAK A RERBIRTIR R 1 - MBS MHr @ BIF BB E R
BRKFHEREAE S TESRIFNERGER - SEAMDRSMEL S Wit (H3) - mELH
WAy RS > MERWREREER RH fhREE -

I ERH BAHBHEZEERE ERH/EMC HHEEAEBERIISBMRE 2 o NEERE
BRI R AV E A 4 o

HERZE B S M4 - EE1E Halsey ARNEFWHEN SRR © ARZ P BRI RMS fEE
MEERRF&A > HIETAIEE Halsey RUETREEE ittt ERH/EMC Z56E o BIF
Henderson, Cnung-Pfost, 8#{&1E Oswin REFEGEHEREER
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1. BERCERER
Table 1. Desorption data of rough rice
M. C ERH %

(% db) 5°C 15°C 25°C 35°C 45°C 55°C
1.54 2.70 3.51 4.40 5.50 6.40 8.00
1.68 3.99 4.80 5.40 6.10 6.59 7.20
5.60 11.58 13.26 15.00 16.66 18.06 20.71
6.74 15.57 18.13 20.52 22.40 24.35 28.29
5.98 13.75 16.71 19.04 20.81 22.16 25.73
6.96 16.63 19.53 22.41 24.67 27.40 31.12
5.72 11.87 13.13 14.86 16.50 18.16 20.83
6.94 17.01 19.57 22.00 24.20 26.53 30.40
7.28 21.72 25.40 28.94 31.31 34.13 38.11
8.12 25.14 29.43 32.77 35.28 38.50 42.75
8.62 28.94 33.30 36.77 40.20 42.07 46.30
9.15 32.01 35.90 39.44 42.40 45.40 49.70

10.10 39.63 42.80 46.47 49.49 52.45 57.50
10.30 41.40 45.20 48.70 51.30 54.60 59.80
12.76 49.80 55.10 59.60 63.40 68.20 73.30
13.81 62.80 67.30 70.50 73.20 76.10 79.20
14.68 70.20 74.56 77.76 80.42 82.08 84.60
15.98 76.20 80.10 82.30 83.80 84.60 86.40
33.07 90.80 91.70 92.50 92.50 94.60 97.80
30.15 93.95 94.37 94.18 94.53 94.50 94.80
24.48 87.74 89.16 90.10 92.00 92.30 92.70
21.29 82.40 84.60 85.90 86.80 89.70 91.80
£ 2. ABREBEEINY ERH SR 2G5S BEMLRZE®E

Table 2. Estimated Parameters and comparison criteria for four ERH models of desorption

data for rougn rice

Modified-Hendersion Chung-Pfost Modified-Oswin

Modified-Halsey

C
RZ
S.E.
P

RMS

Residual
Plot

6.62736E -5 557.853 11.56512

1.97148 0.19350 —4.8643E-2
72.2045 78.3150 2.8817

0.985 0.988 0.991

3.772 3.316 2.957
12.417 10.485 13.292
22.70 19.684 29.10

U.s* U.S U.S

4.66697
—1.00626 E -2
2.06425
0.986
3.622
16.973
33.73

Pattern*

Note : 1. ERH as the dependent variable, M and T as the indepedent variable
2. Sample dried at 55—60°C
3.U.S : Uniformly scattered points in the residual plot
4. Pattern . A systematic pattern in the residual plot
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raESEER ST R? EEHE X » AHEIE Halsey = R? {E£50.986 o HHILAIAT R? A
—{EPIRHENE B IERIIFRYE o B1E Oswin ARENENEHERDER AN R? @A/ S. E.
o SR P 1 RMS {ERJKFEIE Henderson 1 Chung-Pfst #= o LT[0 S. E., P, RMS
EAE R A LB A & MRy » MR —EEREA S R2AERA/NRE « 8 P f1 RMS ERE » [k
A/NHEREEH REER/NES (B RH €E) EPEEARKEES (5 RH €E) NES
» FREEATHIE R B — A E B DI A R & M A& o

LMEIE Henderson & 3EBR##E=NEE 7 A 5 A0 H SRR BRI B 2~ FLEANIE] 3 FToR o BHARSM R BLS
R EERR I B RIFAYERBAE S o

LR AR 4 e I S A S M A 2 USRI 43 #) (Splitting) =SS ETE
BRATHE SR I IR e E BURAE BRE SEAR LR » LIRS S8R RIS ¢

ATEE 5°C» 55°CRIE S o
BTEE15°C » 45°CHIE I o
CrE&2HARE » B2 RH Z8EEER (10—95%) 2 -

Rough rice

Desorption

0 " 5°C 1
1
A 25C I |
I
A 45°C .

N
Q

m.c (%,d,b)

=

10Fr

1 A 1 1 AL 1 1

{0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ERH (+4)

3. MRZEZEBRBE

Figure. 3. Desorption data of rough rice
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Modified-Henderson equation
; %* *
N *x
: 3 x
3. -: 2 * * *
s % x X * * %
. Xk k% * *
H * x %k k% *x % *
: *
..3. - 4 x % * *
e 2 * * *
: * 2
H 2%k %
-9. —; %
0. 20. 40. 60. 80. 100.
Predicted values of ERH (%)
Chung-Pfost equation
; * %k
. *x
:t22 * * *
2. —:t x *x *x * *
. * * X%k % * *
. x 2 kxx k% x %
H 2t *x *
e %
-3. -: 2 = *
. * * * %
: * *x *
. *x
H * x % *x
_8. - *
0. 20. 40. 60. 80. 100.

Predicted values of ERH (%)

Eda. FERZBHIR ERH BB 2H

Figure, 4a. Residuals vs. predicted values of ERH models for desorption data of rough rice
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Modified-Oswin equation

:3
12 L]
3. —-: *
:* *x * *x *x *
: 2 * * *
ei : * * x % * * *
. * % %D * 2%2
-3, - x % 2%k%x % * % % * x % *
s * * 3
H * *
-9, -: .
0. 20. 40. 60. 80. 100.
Predicted values of ERH (%)
Modified-Halsey equation
:2 *
ek kKX x 2
_2 x % * * 3
3_ - % % x *
*x * *
ei : X k% * 2 2%
. * x x * xk X *
. 2 * * %k
_3 - *x *x % %k % x % x
H *x * *x
: *
/é. - *
f ) : : : : : :
U7 0. 20. 40. 60. 80. 100.

Predicted values of ERH (%)

E4b. BEERBIR ERH #HAZBEH
Figure. 4b. Residuals vs. predicted values of ERH models for desorption data of rough rice
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=8 ERH SR Ll =HB0R0ERERE 3 FiR o BRSOV RERH BHE 2
& (A, B 52C) SRR RAHE BEE RIS BEY SEEOTR - %38 P f1 S. E. @i
TR GEREPE - #EZ > 8IE Henderson, Chung-Pfost BETE Oswin EABBERH/
EMC HHETFBEEEAAE (interpolation) FIHHE (extrapolation) #E EIFHIEREME o

®3. WA RH @EH ERH BB BIEMLBERE S BE

Table 3. The effect of temperature and RH range parameters on the estimated Parameters
and comparison criteria for ERH models

1. The Modified-Henderson equation

. 5—55°C
ngp‘ Exclug,e(ésTemp Exclulds?d‘ﬁ’remp I%I(_)I_rgslée
A 6.62736 E -5 6.33514E -5 6.63258 E -5 6.1808E -5
B 1.97148 1.9899 1.9744 2.00856
C 72.2045 71.9546 71.889 70.5067
R? 0.985 0.984 0.984 0.984
S.E 3.772 3.798 3.813 3.48
P 12.42 12.10 12.56 5.90
II. The Chung-Pfost equaticn
i 5—55°C
Tgrlr?p. Exclud’e%STemp Exclulcistj.d45’1‘emp Rlﬁ_lg?n%e
A 557.853 552.125 539.36 585.32
B 0.1935 0.1950 0.19325 0.19842
C 78.3156 75.094 75.36 78.374
R? 0.988 0.988 0.988 0.987
S.E 3.316 3.287 3.361 3.077
P 10.49 10.61 10.50 5.049
Ill. The Modified-Oswin equation
5—55°C
5 —55°C N o e Jo-05%
A 11.5651 11.5957 11.8514 11.69248
B —4.8643E -2 —0.04434 —5.28744E -2 —4.7615E-2
C 2.8817 2.90053 2.8304 2.9034
R? 0.991 0.9910 0.9911 0.992
S.E 2.957 2.876 3.404 2.407
P 12.29 12.73 13.61 4.372

HAWMI0—-95% RH #E< ERH/EMC BSERFSH A > BECEBI{EEEFI R
ABRATG 2 BIEL MR R - EHEHRIESE » P EUESORY - KERTRESHE
# RH (K#95%) FME RH (M210%) ROSEHE » BHIB0R4 5k a5E 82 (Random error)
BHHRE - EHBAMTIERELR - BF5%  10—95% RH WATHECEUGOEEEE - |
%> fEAR{E RH WET » EMC/ERH BT THEFREREER (Chen » 1988) o HML A&t
A FIE A AR AR R RERA ERH/EMC B -
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TRBAE AR T RBRIR SRR R B RIBIR AR 4 R o M{E ERH NS HHHEBRE
RSB ILBHET BYINR 5 - ABEES M ZREAATHEE Oswin BAFMEE Halsey
R EARE R AR > R RFTRER AT A E L H i -

x4, BBZERBIR
Table 4. The adsorption data of rough rice
M. C ERH %

(% db) 5°C 15°C 25°C 35°C 45°C
2.85 7.49 8.50 9.75 10.39 11.26
3.55 7.76 8.51 9.82 10.57 11.37
4.12 8.36 10.71 11.62 13.28 14.86
4.65 12.22 12.83 14.69 16.01 17.50
7.36 21.30 24.10 28.30 30.11 31.97
8.24 21.66 25.18 29.77 32.98 35.36
9.19 29.93 34.11 37.95 40.08 42.62
9.25 30.40 34.13 37.64 40.42 43.63
9.91 36.20 40.65 44.53 46.83 48.79
9.92 37.10 41.18 44.91 47.14 49.14

12.09 47.80 52.55 56.00 59.14 60.65
14.25 58.72 63.69 67.13 71.17 71.95
14.69 60.59 64.17 66.92 69.59 70.83
15.34 68.86 72.90 75.69 78.62 79.80
17.32 77.75 80.77 82.10 84.10 84.30
17.41 79.70 83.00 84.20 85.70 86.50
18.93 85.49 87.50 88.30 89.05 89.94
21.27 90.23 91.43 91.71 92.14 92.58
21.66 90.65 91.76 92.11 92.59 92.93
27.13 88.26 89.88 91.35 93.30 95.60
26.36 90.80 90.60 90.80 92.20 92.80
25.83 89.00 89.70 90.80 92.20 93.30
23.98 90.00 90.80 90.90 91.50 92.00
23.50 92.40 93.90 93.60 94.90 95.30
23.11 87.60 88.80 90.50 91.70 92.70

5. MREBEEN ERH SN2 EEH2 BEMLERTTE

Table 5. Estimated parameters and comparison criteria for four ERH models of adsorption

data for rougn rice

Modified-Hendersion

Chung-Pfost

Modified-Oswin

Modified-Halsey

RMC

Residual
Plot

9.3241E-5
1.80986
72.359
0.987
3.665
7.346
11.398
U.s

507.728
0.17254

85.8474
0.990
3.155

7.390

12.48

U.S

11.9457

—4.7258E -2

2.7888
0.983
4.129
14.11
25.20
Pattern

5.42311

—1.03946E -2

2.34585
0.963
6.108
22.886
43.42
Pattern
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fEIE Henderson B2 Chung-Pfost #XAEAUARRERERBES ERH/EMC ZRi{% - %t
AEFEEFSITZHMETETME » Chung-Pfost 2 R*{E#kA » S. E. &/ {HE P
RMS {ERIAFMEIE Hnederson AR o MWHEERAME &S B —BAYHER o Rt o4 E—
et 2R TR — B LR A5 -
= iBAKEE (Hysteresis)

H>BEMS ERH/EMC HEZERBNTREEVE » SR ER0E -

1£25° CURIR AR 1R A2 2 PR AN 5 A - B MM ARWZER » (B7E5 RH §EH > HBEH
ER BB o 5 °CH45°CB¥ Z BLRANME 6 FioR o 7€ 5 °CHY » IEMIR RIS » 45°CZBIET
W SRR ZE A o BRI W] RIS SRR B SRR R LS B R (D S R SR » (B EC ERAS
B o B EAEIEIRY - LERiREARE - LT kA ERH #¥A4HR (Chen » 1988) o

FEFT 2 o I R B R RS BRI B 2P » HHREBCEBEAR S 2 R o BRI RS
JEGETT R B R R IR R BB I B R EEN S » WERBRTRAL

HPEEMS ERH MEZHZHEELE - TRSME » TREZEEEEPERTIRIFEER ERH
/EMC WHE B FHWIRZLE
M~ EX2YHHAY ERH/EMC B4 EMEZE

— ~ EEOTHIAR
DR EBFAEHREBEENEEZEESER (AW » (65) » (8) » (11)) ETIEEHEERES
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Fig. 5. Adsorption and desorption data of rough rice at 25°C
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Figure. 6. Hysteresis effect of sorption isotherm for rough rice at two temperatures

i » HETR2BUEMFRETETIRE 6 o BRI » £ RRIFEE T LUE EHERTAME IEER,
o FMSEERESBEEEREEENLE - RIFP Hnederson ARI=#Rt > Day-
Nelson #XHE R? fE/MAEIE Henderson AR~ R* &> A S. E. 52 P AR S =2 %
R 0 & RMS fEB/) o #® Kumar-Hnederson RS » R? HE=2H AR > P EB/N
»{HZ S. E. B RMS fEEEBKMHE - B2 S. E. [EHHEER T2HBE NI BZE > &
HATASU2 B R K GBI REHEENE -

*6. BF GRR) ZEER/ ENEBEzE
Table 6. The comparison of the fitting-agreement for eight models of Chen’s desorption data

Original Henderson Equation Chung-Pfost Equation Oswin Equation
Equation Hgg?jcélr's— on Day-Nelson nggg;i;;n Chung-Pfost Chen-Nelson Modi.-Oswin Aggvr;ier’;l_
A (a) 6.627E -5 3.6937TE-3 4.530E-3 557.85 5.8581 11.565 11.8256
B (b) 1.9715 0.4327 6.943E-3 0.1935 —3476E-2 —4.864E-2 —5.286E-2
C (o) 72.205 1.8341 1.9842 78.31 0.1416 2.8817 0.3486
(d) —3.716E-2 —3.6823E-5 9.05E-2 —3.410E-5
R 0.985 0.981 0.985 0.988 0.988 0.991 0.991
S.E. 3.77 5.16 3.79 3.32 3.43 2.96 2.86
P 12.42 13.96 12.26 10.49 10.93 13.29 12.86
RMS 22.70 19.70 22.78 19.68 19.68 29.10 29.07
Residual U.s. U.s. Us. Us. Us. Us. Us.
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$HEPER Chung-Plost ARZREIER » FUEEH Chen-Nelson =X R? { » RMS
HE =22 H Chung-Pfost BIERME » HWHFBUREHNR - IEHFH Oswin B
ZARME » MERZ Andrien-Oswin BAHEFMEFHETRHELL=BBZEIE Oswin AXNBSF » 2
REEMAIRE -

H btz FEBE AT AT » & NS B2 8 EARE BB ERB M KRB = 2 B -
Z - EEmMMES

RS RAEEEERHEMSE. (Zuritz et al, 1979) o KSHERNZIEREER IR
FIBERT ©

1. BR (Zuritz) HRBIR/ \EEBIEZ LR

Table 7. The comparison of the fitting-agreement for eight models of Zuritz’s desorption data

Original Henderson Equation Chung-Pfost Equation Oswin Equation
Equation H g}%%i's_on Day-Nelson ngrlllgg‘-;;n Chung-Pfost Chen-Nelson Modi.-Oswin A?)g:viﬁ?-
A (a) 3.5031-5 1.1290E-5 1.2384E-3  363.73 22.0613 16.036 16.6878
B (b) 2.3159 1.5609 2.2018E-3 0.1807 —0.3596 —0.1215 —0.1146
C () 27.407 4.04997 2.2498 26.673 0.1652 3.3671 0.2753

(d) —0.17972 2.9164E-3 2.899E-2 1.0283E-3
R 0.993 0.994 0.993 0.993 0.990 0.989 0.991
S.E. 2.14 1.95 2.08 2.09 2.49 2.55 2.33
P 5.70 4.33 5.64 4.56 5.41 7.19 6.29
RMS 9.35 6.00 9.74 6.41 7.37 13.68 11.52
Residual Us. Us. Us. Us. Us. Pattern  Pattern

HER  Henderson R =FEEIES » Day-Nelson #HAZEBHEHE=28EAZ
f&£1F Henderson AREABMEELF » i Kumar-Henderson ARIMEKBHHNE o HEMNSBZK
RESEME X BAETEE o $RER Chung-Pfostmii s » SULEH Chen-Nelson BzUHEA
HILE=2HH Chung-PfostARNEZE o HRWEE Oswin ARZEIEMAMNE » Andrien-
Oswin HEARBEE ML ZSSBMSEE Oswin RBifE  EMREGEEMEZHH - HETHMS UL
B AR SHEEERBR =2 BN -

{&1F Henderson ¥ Day-Nelson #XZ B ZENE 7a FiF » MEISRZ S MHEE 9480 -
Chung-Pfost #=F1 Chen-Clayton #HAZBEZEESMERGMEMN @ 7b) - KERTRES
HARVR R AH R R AR o

RS B A A E M H » —HE P 2 B E A TREERZ SH MG
WE - WE=ZBHUHEATE (BRQ) » (7)» 1008 (14)) EREZERESTHEHIRE » TS
AREBFIEE Z R o NEEE PR EREREEELE MM (Chen » 1988) ° AT »
HESE=Z2BNERFEEFSRANELR - FILIEEBREGG TR ERH B EMC RBERA
AARFRE A, B, f1 C ZB81f#E (Genctukk. et al, 1986) » HEITBEEREEARALUER
EELEENES MEERLEARNAEBZSEBEETA » B> Ml C ENBES HBBECETRIEER

(Hutchinson and Otten, 1984 » Cenkokski et al, 1989) - It R2{##F ERH HEMEHEAL »
SRR BB RS  ERARBEBEUESREPVENES o
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Figure. 7a. Residuals vs predicted values of ERH models for rough rice (U.S.A)
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TP RER T IR ERE R Z BB (fitting  agreement) BEST o BERFEAIEES (Pre-
diction ability) RJHEHEFTEA PRESS {5t PRESS BE@SHEMAE (Myers, 1986) Hi R
FEEMIAE » EEENZHE -

M R SE AT R FEER AT ¢

L FER A E55—60"Clt B IR H B S R RIE KB BRI BZ FEHEHRE » FHEAERE=%
BIRHBRZEABGUREIE Henderson, Chung-Pfost, FMETE Owsin 85X o M5 2 E#HE
MR LMEIE Henderson 1 Chung-Pfost #BHEAER o EHERZ 2 BETHES LR
BB ERCRETR T -

2. 315> ERH #AHERBBOBEHETS » BEEOAFRIEEEE 4 217 - RH BYE
HEEP10—95% K RATHIERBM: o

3. MHEE (55—60°C) MREHAVFAR » 7E25T145°C BRI KU T HE o (BB EBEREA
BHEE o

4. BHEZ28Z ERH #SXEBEBEARESHENS =28 ERH & - BEE=25Y
ERH #AERUERAPRKXBETEHLENRE » TS AKEMIBEZBIE o

2R

Andrien, A, A, Stamatopoulos and M. Zafiropoulos, 1986, Corn pasta water desorption isotherms, Leben-
sm, wiss.-Technol, 19 : 415-418.

ASAE. 1983. Mosture relationships of grains. ASAE Standards D. 245.4. Agricultural Engineering Year-
book 30th ed. St, Joseph, MI, pp : 297-301.

Cenkowski, S., S. Soknansanj, and F. W. Sosulski, 1989, Equilibrium moisture content of Lentile,
Canadion Agri. Eng. 31 : 159-162.

Chang, Sen-Fuh, 1988, Modifieation of Henderson’s EMC model and EMC isotherms of local paddy and
corn. J. of Chinese Agri, Eng. vol 34(1) : 16-39.

Chen, C. 1988. A study of equilibrium relative humidity for yellow-dent corn kernels. Ph. D. thesis. Uni-
versity of Minnesota, St. Paul, MN.

Chen, C. C, 1989, The deterimination methods and effect factors of the equilibrium relative humidity of
agricultural products, J. of Chinese Agricultural Engineering, V35 : 59-69.

Chen, C. C, C. T. Tsao, C. C. Lai, 1989, Statistical evaluation on the performance of electric RH sensors
for ERH measurements. ASAE paper No. 89-6539, St. Joseph, MI.

Chen, C. S, and J. T. Clayton, 1971, The effect of temperature on sorption, isotherms of biological mate-
rials. Trans of ASAE 14(5) : 927-929.

Chung, D. S. and H. B. Pfost, 1967, Desorption of water vapor by cereal and their products, Part II :
Development of the general isotherm equation, Tran. of ASAE 10(4) : 552-554.

Day, D. L. and G. Nelson, 1969, Desorption:sotherms for wheat, Trans. of ASAE 8 : 293.

Draper, N. R. and H. Smith. 1981. Applied Regression Analysis. 2th ed, willy, N. Y.

Gencturk, M. B., A, A. Bakshi, Y. C. Hong and T. P. Labuza. 1986. Moisture transfer properties of wild
rice. J. of Food proc. Engine. 8 : 243-261.

Halsey, G. 1948. Physical andsorption on non—uniform surfaces. J. Chem. Phys. 16 : 931-935.

Hartley, H. O. 1961. The modified Gauss-Newton method for the fitting of nonlinear regression functions
by least squares. Technometrics. 3 : 269-280.



AR ERERE N E 2 365

Helland, 1. S. 1987. On the interpretation and use of R? in regression analysis. Biometrics 43 : 61-69.

Henderson, S. M. 1970. Equilibrium moisture content of small grain-hysteresis. Trans. of ASAE 13(3) :
762-764.

Hung, Y. -C, 1989, Predicting the effect of drying conditions on the textural properties of roasted pea-
nuts, Trans. of ASAE 32 : 968-972.

Hutchinson D, H. and L. Othen, 1984, Egulibrium moisture content of white beans, Cereal Chemisty 61(2)
. 155-158.

Iglisias, H. A. and J. Chirife. 1976a. Prediction of effect of temperature on water sorption isotherms of
food materials. J. of Food Tech. 11 : 109-116.

Iglesias, H. A. and J. Chirief, 1976b. Equilibrium moisture contents of air dried beef—Dependence on
drying temperature. J. of Food tech. 11 : 565-573.

Kameoka, T., D. S. Jayas, H. Morishima, and S. Sokhansa. 1986. Equilibrium moisture content of rice. In
: Food engineering and process applications vol : I. Transport Phenomena. pp.201-210. Elsevier
Applied Science Publisheres, London and N. Y.

Kumar, A., F. L. Herum, and J. L. Blaisdell, 1987, Equilibrium moisture contents of inact corn ears and
parts, ASAE paper No. 78-3054, ASAE, St, Joseph. MI.

Lomaaro, C. J., A. S. Bakshi and J. P. Labuza. 1985. Evaluation of food moisture sorption isotherm
equations. lebensm. Wiss. Technol. 18 : 111-124.

Myers, R. H, 1986, Classical and modern regression with applications, Pws and kent Publishing Co. Bos-
ton, MA.

Putranon, R., R. E. Bowrey, and J. Eccleston, 1979, Sorption isotherms for two cultivars of paddy rice
grown in Australia. Food technology in Australia Dec : 510-515.

Oswin, C. R, 1946, The kinesics of Package life, Ill. Isotherm. J. Chem. Industry,65 : 419-422.

Pfost, H. B., S. G. Mourer, D. S. Chung and George A. Milliken 1976. Summarizing and reporting equilib-
rium moisture data for grains. ASAE Paper No. 76-3520. St. Joseph, MI. ASAE.

Thompson, T. L., R. M. Peart and G. H. Forst, 1968, Mathematics simulation of corn drying—a new
model. trans of ASAE. 24 : 582-586.

Van den Berg, C. and S. Bruin. 1981. Water activity and its estimation in food systems:theoretic aspects.
In : water Activity : Influences on Food Quality, pp. 1-43, Academic Press, N. Y.

Weisser, H. 1985. Influence of temperature on sorption equilibria In : Properties of water in foods.
Simato, D. and J. L. Multon (eds.) P. P. 95-118. M. Nijhooff Publ. Netherlands.

Zuritz, C., R. Paul Singh, S. M. Moini, S. M. Henderson, 1979, Desorption isotherms of rough rice from
10°C to 40°C, Trans, of ASAE 22 (2) : 433-440.



366 HREERERAYE 55 39 B B 4 W 1990

A Study of Equilibrium'Relative Humidity
properties for Rough Rice'

C. C. Chen, C. C. Lai, and C. T. Tsao?

Summary

The relationships of equilibrium relative humidity and equilibrium moisture content
of rough rice at different temperature were measured by step-by-step ERH determinat-
ing method in this study. The sample was treated by the heated air at the range of 55-60
°C. The experimental results indicated that three ERH models can serve as good model
for desorption data. Two adequate ERH models could be used for adsorption data. The
hystereses was in 25 and 45°C. The fitting-agreement of four-parameter ERH models did
not have better performance than those of the three-parameter ERH models.

Key words : ERH model, Rough rice.
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