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Table 1 Schedule of make-up water test
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Table 3 F value of varieus factors in overflow grade regression equation and underflow grade

regression equation
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Table 4 Test results after the climination of the cffects of feed concentration and feed grade
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Optimum condition selection in
complex multifactor mineral processing tests

TANG Yu-he
(Resewrch Depurtment of Mineral processimg Enguweering . Guumgzhou Research Institute of

Nom- ferrous Metals . Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: In this paper, buth the advantages and disadvantages were analysed, which are ox-
isting in the methods for optimum condition selection normally used in complex multifacror
tmineral processing tests in laboratories and in plants, A method integrating testing with data
processing and optimizarion was tried in order to find out a solution to the optimum condition
selection problem in cotnplex multifactor mineral processing tests in the presence of difficult-
to-cemtrol factors, An example involving the use of a4 magnetic hydrocyclone was given o

show the steps of the method.
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