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Table 1, Efficiency of Large Columns

g?;it:;?rr System Efficiency  Ref.
18 in. n-Heptane/Toluene(Positive) 9% increase 21
(Sieve). compared to
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0.45 m n-Heptane/Toluene(Positive) 85%
(Sieve) 1
Benzene/Toluene (Neutral) 809%

4 ft. Cyclohexane/n-Heptane(Negative) 80%
(Bubb‘e cap)
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M. V.C : The More Volatile Component
z : Mole fraction of the more volatile com-
ponent
Ny : Number of overall transfer units.
Fy : Hole F-factor.
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