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FET X A2 A R 15 B 4EFE (Fisher information matrix,
FIM) HyHEFREE SR, e seie et in] da A 4 5 B A
Ptk ie) . fERaAS IR, R SRR RS I i RS B
52 B SIS R A ESAS T PR 1l o FEIXFRAE 0T, NaZas ik
% B s R 5250 B 7V R A M AN SIS SR A HAE S
KRB AL TRIEE S XE BT LLE AR 177 2
BT TR B Sk 5e,  JF BT DA —Sepa) @, 4
FE— 5 BIAE B BT (8] R AT DL B RS S K

SR 2 HARAL R K — AR SCBC T b i
TR 2, FRONIARIE (Pareto) fHtff. MM H
FRIA AR M EAERTIR[13]. @k Z B brpiAk A /i
D7 R I8 W LA4r R TR 7. RS TR
o, JEIRE 2 B I R RN 2 S B H AR AL )RR R
fig, R1FEELM RICRUIEE, HEixist, A H
PR RAE— . CINBURANE[14]), BUR T —4> HbF,
HAth H e #2212 (e WIE[15D. H—H, #ft
D7 A W i R T R EAE A L — s 4T T #D
B Rt [16]. HIEREEE SR E A, I
ISR R ) i A G Pl B I S B S R RS
M IR PR T VELH UL B, B R L AT BL S SR
[13,17].

TEUMMER B 1B RS, ATRH 2 H e i
SOV 5 SR 9T FE T FIM R AS [5) v 22 TA) AU AT
KEGEAEYE RGP S E AR 18], 2 HARL
AAEAGE R VR 1) B A S50 W T 0 LA S FH G5 25 T 1K
G SIS BT I E[19], 1RSI BT T v AT R
BHEZHATE BRI 7, LR T3 S50 A i
NS HH A R 258 BT 715 [20]0 %) T BE AR 2Rt
MRS, CFXKHZ BRI Bt 7 & K e Kb 5
FFIM W& SR MU R 2R, DLekdh 2 FIM A
BRI RE[21]). BRAh, IETHE TR RO B AR ST
o, TS IR RO SR BRI 2 B ARRAG[22]. %
DT A3 A BT AR TT 5, A B SR IR TR SR SRR AL
i, SEEL TN B R HARRRR BA R, 2%
BR (231318 T 2 H A RAAE R R TT R IR e L S 30 e vt
PIPEH o IXEE 22 A v % H AR 24T 10 e B AR 1 [X 3
RN T gt s it (design-of-experiment, DoE) J5
7, RTFERILSEES . Bk, FETHLEY 12 B e
DSk 58 BTt J7 R N T B SO0 IR 2 B 2% R S
[4]. 1ZJ572R A U (Bayesian) AR Ak ikl 2
563G 1A B bR B S T (Gaussian) I REAQERAR
B ERITH S — s [24], RA T —MZ HARK
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B AESLIG T 7V, SR EEIRE AN [R] S A6 v bR Al T
FRPRICSEI6 S B RA . Z AT B AR AR SR R AL
AR G b Y H 2 B bR i S e B HESE 1A RE
P IXFERHESR R IR — N RIE I &, %P &R
A S I BEH in) ) B A, TR TR B B AR
RS HAh R B AR Z (R AS B A 77 %8, mT DLk ¢
Frda B3 77 %, AAS RIS SR AT 52

AW T N2 Bt ELE, AT
LB G RRE, fERER T, T4
WTE[15 K B L S 58 3 1 i) L % 4k 2 H A3 MBDoE
(multi-objective MBDoE, MBDoE-MO) Ak ja] i, *:
A HRRE GIRAETE) i, 55— HRR
B CETEENERRED PAFEL R, ER R
g, HZHEZR RO RAR s, H T HARRE T B3
LN A B J1 AR . 2 BRI B A TR AR
A TIBAT MU N 88 R R (benzoic acid, BA) M4
EERRAL (BN ) BRI LS R G [25] 0 IR S BIR ] 3,
HRAERRE RS T BT s RG h AT L8820 JeAS
PERIAEHNERE[26-29], T HAEE B R & KNMER T,
MENHFEEE IR RN, BN REHAST . By
M Z Bini R Seie ot HELE, i Al 5 5 B
H 5 bR HOF 2 FE AR FE I B T oA 1) H AR R 2, ] L
i X — PR
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2.1. RGAEA

Fri K ZGe 0 ml PRRIAERL CRIAT DL 95 1R S 56 44
i —fh T SR 301 (1D —fEE
H— 1A MAREUTFE (differential and algebraic equa-
tion, DAE) F£ix.

f(x,x,u,0,2,t) =0

y(z,t) =h(x,u,0,z,t) (o

A, £ Ah G AR AL SN T E RN, < THIN, < 141
ARG ORRESAEERIN, x VEEH, <RI RATZS [E] ok s
AR FE R () kB, % = dods, XFx(z) Kid, x
= dx/dz]s wsEN, x 12N 072N, < 1B S0
M ) 22l AR, §2N, A8 B T A A .
TEGAL AR AT S5 B H & 3R1G (1D) mAER
TE, AL B B 5 A B 52 B0 Sk A T H S 4
LOMIME—AH. — H IR iR H A& B R 25 4,



R BRI ATE 5% T A R PT REARE I B A5 T BB 2 4l
T 2 T K I R 2 A T T R B S B B i) Rk
SEILE), EREEE SRR IR A T ME— S
Mk SIS PR R R, H AR 2 TR A
N, 458 it e = [y, u, t°, 7], &Sl s S
WA BERTAE Ay N, GE 56 LM u N, JEE 5
fi HH AR R R R IR B N, 4 55 A LUK T RS RS2 36 R
ZEIN[H] 7o

2.2. i AIHEZE

BEXAE LR BT & B SR Ie stk 3, el 17—
2 H AR SEIR BETHAEZY,  DURA & Se 30 v it [ B4R
M BA B3 /N B 52 36 A 32 v 2 fili oo HEZR A Sk 4
KPR

WE s, BB e AT 4E i DoEJr
FEBCTH IR SRR [3 1] 2D S Y S Bidle 471 72 4L
THAE . SR EE B TR, A OE L)
H bR R HO A R v AE . X HL3R HY AOAE L A A PR i HE B
EFPAHbR: O/ MESA; @K EER. @
TR S BRA MRS 2 B ) BAF X A], AT AAE SE36 I
TR P B PP AR TR RE . 1B 1 BB LCPE REFE R
XF A BRAEAT T U RSRIVSESS: B AR 2 S IXPIAS H
BRAERE N (7 o g R 7 SR 2 R S vl ] e
B AR R/MERRA A RAAE B 2 H Ak ] R A3 2]
Pre s t, BRI TR, £ T2 (E1H
BER3) i, WA BRI T il o7 R FdE &~ 4
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SLE A, IFESPAT . B RIEE R AL AT,
FHIEAE R L R %Ay ik, kbR i P A E
WL AR E RS OB BRI, B@E 2 H AR
e e LR B . R4S, EREHENIOE 2 b dEN .
BAHEZLAE A Python [32]5KHL,  Jf i — > s B A A
NMAIARPGEAT . 2 H ARSI e T HHEZA B T T 5K
PSRRI LAy VEAE RIES WL &7, Bk
WHg 7T Bk S H it -IMBDoE J57% (MBDoE
methods for improving parameter estimation, MBDoE-PE )
FH T /MU sEE A (MBDoE method for minimizing
experimental cost, MBDoE-cost) [{/MBDoE J5 4 f
LISV, SR JE 118 T MBDoE-MO W 5E LN i
RITIE

2.3. MBDOE-PE

FIM I35 (438 it Cramer-Rao A2 [33,34] kA i1
ST 2T R IR, AR5 B MR O 2
T SURAE S Bt A 1) B bR R B AR B S EOR E (351
# HUMBDOE-PE 4 A 24k LA R 3R A A il R

o™ = argmin 4" (V,(0.¢))

st.Eq.(1) and ¢; <, < of, Vi=1,....N,
Ko, W RTINS 507 72 - W 7 22405V, iR
B, MOV USRI RS it e, %R
JSFAN < N, IEA, 3 RF NAS B SR8 . w" 6
PR S HOT -7 ZEH BRI LG R AEAE FN4T )

2>

@ python
Online model identification
Execute experiments framework
1. Performance matrix
Preliminary Automated Digital record
experiments device of actual data Parameter Process
estimation economics

3. Pareto optimal
solution
Selection of optimal
experiment from
Pareto front

2. MBDoE-MO
» Parameter estimation
* Process economics

Metric of -h I _7\ ~
per FIM &,

Termination
criteria met?

( Model structure
f(x,x,u,0,z,t) =0

9(z,t) =h(x,u,8,7,1)
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X, BN MR R A- e i E- g ik fiD-
AR BT AR HE[36]. TEARWETL T, EHSH
5 22- 0 7 ZFERE B B KRS AEABE AR D9 2 JOAS 1 5 1k 1)
&, JFEd mMEZ H bR R EOR S E H T 1R S HoR
MIE- i UMBDOE. LAk ] 2 ) 20 3 25 1 R A A 5 RE A
WA E N x N YED T, FRVFAFAE BT D A AR
B, T T XL RIS Va2 (2) PrgHl
W2 407 72 - Wh J7 2RV R (3) FIFIMALII
THEAF .

v, - [iui(@) ém(a«m)}l (3

b, HL 2R T A SEI0 3R AR (O FIMOWL I (B R 2 i
AR TE B, K, R
ASSER T FIMBUIE, F AR BRI 928
HR TS . oI S5 B AR R 110 [34] F i
MFIMAIIE . (R (4) T E8) A9 - FIM
T .

Nep Ny

.\ -1 . N .
Hj = Z Z (O’ilu) V(yk,U)V(yk,U)T, V_] =1,....N (4)
k=1 I=1

o, oy RORAEE ] IRSEI Bk UCR A 5581 AN
AR B AR ZE NS 22 s V(D) RIS HON Sk A
RAE L AN AR BB SN, < 14E51 [H &,
I TR BRI R — I BURYE, V(D) RV Gy) 1
B

2.4. MBDoE-cost
N TR E LKL, MBDoE A 2
TR

N
cost __ 1 cost
¢ = argmin 12212 v; ((Pj,v) 5
s.t. Eq.(1) and ¢; < ¢; < @, Vi=1,...,N,

o,y AR RS IR AR PR B R R AT N IR
IO SRAS s Y AR R B — H W B S Kt
PR AR B 58 LA S 5B 7 R AN BT H 23 [A) A DR B 40 TR
5 MBDOE-PE H ({14 [7] .

2.5. il 5E 2 H AR LS9 ¥ vt i et
N T B/ S BR AS I LB i S Al TR

MBDoE-MO /&l it e 210 5 R0 . @I F 3L T FIM
F B b o8 R 1 7E e B AS FE P9 R B /N b B AR BR B
MBDoE-MO AL in] @i 2 24«

N
MO __ i cost
@V© = argmin j:Zl 7 ((Pj, Y)

s.t. lpPE (‘70(97 (P)) < €, €min < € < Emax (6
s.t. Eq.(1) and ¢; < ¢; <@/, Vi=1,...,N,

X, 45 HIMBDOE-MO It Ak 7] 831 ) ik — fif @™ A& 5
FAETL EIINE E TR = (6, 8y oon 6 ene ] HIH
BT M. AR e 5 mT AR BIAS F b R AT
i, HARHL, /& IEFELDAE RGN T 24
TR H b bR B S ME AT RAB 2 18] o IX R A 6 ey,
IEAZ A3 ) 52 205 H bR R E B IMEL R B KA, B2
T i S RO 2 - U T R Ry R IR KRR AR
I, efiEME, Ble=¢, ;ZMBDoEf# k)5 & H T
BRI HE, By (™) e i Kite = ey,
JEMBDoE fift ¥ J7 % v F 42 i ik B & 5 24 iy ™ (4
El ™ (%)

2.6. T RITHRACME AL

IE I NS S AR D22 H R AL il BT, JE I
R (6) RAFHIMI Q™S — N, x N x N, I
Mo AT IEELBAGRMAER PSR, A BENM
W — MEIRTT RAEN T — DL A, A
BHEH T — ROV R R (RN “TO4RE”) 1
FERF, 2R R A TR R R 5 1% A
/MBS LR RUIBE RS o BRI H AR (i R R4
AWM, @USITRES D e " MEES, AT
SRR YT E . HE S AL H bR
g™ R R H RS R BOA A Ry Ry )
KA TOFRH. A S (7O X H AR ek B A7 15—k .

X, objRPEERA, N&sH 17T iHHEAa
St TO TR B PP I
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IR = [T R TR = [y
s T R AR 95 1
0114,

(2> FHLLF 2 SRAPA FBR A A7 o s 7o
HA

TOJndexi:(ul(wsz—%au(wﬁw)z,Vi:‘L.”,Nk(g)

X, o Mo, HRAERFILARER 72, /EHT
y™, TP

(3) EFETOFREUR /NI RFCRAMARIE N T —4A
S ) S A

IR AR e FE W B2 BT R, R R REAE A
MRS EE T RIF AR, KRR T 2 Hbs st in ik
T I

%7V FE T 0 BT RV LT AR T R . 0
B2 7R, 2R B 4T B AR m &2 IH— e, mT R AR AR
€0, 1 A1 (1, 00 FsAHE P I 0] H AR BB 1 S A4 R
M R AE M2 FATE R S B/ (0, 00 ZAlEE B TO
FRBEIR, MBERECAAE TS, MHZE /S 50k oA i
fE . YTEMBDOE-MOAL ] RIS AT BT J 1 e 5k
g, BB B AR TOFS B 9 SO 47 o sS4 vp
PR SR AT A TE BT SR FE BT B ) SR A
TR, B2 (8) FREN T o, Mo, i E
RE, Z AR A RSN H AR sR R E R 2R
Fem . (B2, 7£2 Hbrm It sSeie et i) @i A e
Frr, A n] DRSS B A5 e B 75 A FR Bk BN R A
frie X AT LU — AN BCEAELE P X A1 [0, 1779 R %,
[ B A 5 — AN A B AR R AE 1. [RIEAE 2R $R 4 1 m] BAAE
AEART AR Y R 1R 45 P 7 00T TR AR I RIS & . i,
MER (8) Fw,=0, w,=1, ZEEHEMRAS RN

5

(MBDoE-cost) MM A, B NREHREL, JFik
PERAS B NI S E N T — ARG 5. i, 4
o, B E N0, o BENIF, ZEIZEWSCNMBDOE-
PE, JRE#(5 B BB R FM RS AT, TR .
Fo,=0Hw,=18w,=1Ho,=00HEN T, RIRFEL
FRAANBHIR, fEo,=0Ho,=18w =1Hwo,=0H1FH
T, WHURUL, USRI RO R H AR, WnR AR
EZ AN BA MR TORRE M h iR, HiESE AR
HHE R E O H bR ek B LA B N T R N T
RO SIE SR A R A R, TEAE 2L i U ) BT A B
FESRIG T T ) R B T A PR T8 S AR SRR () B
WIWIGE D IR, 5 USich G I B ) /5 R B 2 21
TEANFEAS B R e T WA AT F R 29 5O i RAT A
() 4 A OSSR 52 o 12 BV A e B A4k 1) R BT 75
(RSB 18] 20 )9 JLRD B . Python (IR} 22115 % (SciPy)
B T 2k AR T B TR R G (ffF odeint T
FREDRARAG ) B (CSEAETHRISEES ). BT B B
FEAE A NumPy FEEAT . 437314 Nelder-Mead F1Jii
7 B /N Z IR FE TV AR R S A U R AR ) A e A 5

Yot

2.8. ZHIHFFL

P th 1 22 H br e e 9256 152 THRE 2248 7 A T ASE M 58
BT, %5 U= N 48 FBA R Z B R B) )%
BERIR A G BUR /AN IR 1 S0t 78 458 H
BN )R bR BB R TV

2.8.1. B Jy A

BAFIZ B (ethanol, E) 2 [A] [ lE4k 2 B DA 2K FF R
L. (ethyl benzoate, EB) NFEEr=Y), /K (water, W)
HEFE37], AT LLRINN:

180 - 1.8 -
¢ Trade-off points 16 & Trade-off points
160+ 6l
|} (WPE((PPEE’ stlEq)PE)z 14 [ n (WPE'((PPE)V y/cosl'(q)PE))
140 * (WPEH™), e (e) 15
o E'( (ncost 0st'( (ncost’
§120— ?E 1-0 *((W’” (<)p ()1"/(;0) (Cl)]
OF » €& (0,0.)=(1,
9 100} = Normalization 9 08 v
2 k7 or *
s 80} o s o6l
. ﬁ : (0,,0,) = (1,1)
60 04}
R o | (@,0,)=(0,1)
40+ 0.2}
* e 0 * e 0
20 L L ®* ¢ o fas (o] S L L LK x
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0 02 04 06 08 10

w"F (E-optimal MBDoE)

v"F (E-optimal MBDoE)

B2, pri i 92 ARSI W HE R s SOD BRI ISR . 2 IR IR 1 e LT3R/ F br 2 (A4 h i . MH— ARl (e ),
A5 AL A 1 0o, Al oy (AN TRMELSRAS T — NI A) Al 26 47 s XA B MR 40 1 )™ OB 6 T 15 B 4T v 1



BA+E—-EB+W (D)

2R NN N TE RS TSI 450 T IO AU vy 28 st
17« A€ T Hhm) 54810 RAF 2 BRSOV #8300
e BRARE ZET R BB, AR Iy B . BB R B AR
K2m, MRS T BA R —Fr M, 4t
T —41DAE.,

dc;

Z/E: VikCBA, Vi= 1,...,Ny
(E./10*)10" (10)
k=exp|lnA S

K, Co2 2B iR IR BE sz W IO 25K 1 il
M AAFR s v S SR I b m i BE s v, 2 55 i P o 4k
b B REG kR R EE R X (0 A 7 E
SHAIRT B SRR, Ho, TRKRMIEE; RZERE
IREMRHE R, @ IS, Wb T SEREM, B
B2 ZHAMS PG R R ) B R [38]. FTie e S T R
(1) 22 BRI A REE, AR BT IR A M i 7 — A 7 At
AL S5, o0 Lhin ARE, <10 [l gt A i1, BPe
=1[6,,60,]"=[In 4, Ex107]",

2.8.2. Hiw. BEAITTE

FAFIIE FE 1 112 30 3 /N A S 6 P A SRR i A1 B
NFZH R, KT B 2 B ARSI BT HE 42
M F BT RN L. YR PBRERS KM TiBlT
BF, AR AN S0 HH 0 I R AT BT AR RO A H R
[IBAFEB MR ASWRE. Kk, AL L —A4
Fy = [Cia, Cinl" FR MM EAEA . B Coa A1 Cr 1
BiRZENIESSMMBENASE, ¥WIERN0, brifkinz o
$190.03 mol-L " #10.01 mol-L™"; BIkxEfw 2 hl o =
[0.03 0.017",

SEAS U D& — AN LSRG WA & R s AT
S5 A O BB Dyl S = AR XA, X e S R IR SR T
(343~423 K), AHfi#f (7.5~30 pL-min ') FIBAIA
LR EECE, (0.9~1.55 mol-L™"), SB&E vt u) i it >R fig
A (2) 5 (60 FEAFED PN A K 1) S U6 Hff 7 A fFE 4%
1, SRAETRAS 2 NEL T I MBDOE-PE £ /72 MBDOE-
MO, B —ALEIES P 2 RVFET7AN L5, fE
MM DoE 7 E Wi T AW L. X2 N T ik
EFFUE R FHMBDOE Z Hi, ] DLX S 83T A5 5, FFEOR

WEAS S eSS . IX AN S0 1 26 A 43 A T =
413K, f=20 uL-min"', C™, = 1.5 mol-L ' fIT=393 K, /=
20 uL-min', Cj,=1.5mol-L™". SRJ5FRHAELZL Hirk
ESEER Tt B ANFEEARS IRIPE IR AR I 1422 TRk
B S AN SEES

TESERR B s T (LR R, anif R VR
GBI, RS RGME BRI BUR 2 L
REIR . G E S SN, A PAAE — R b v R X ok 4
1B, (ER UG IZAT 250 o I RE A ROk B A3 B A I, 8
AT UAFFAE— BT S 88 . O 1K M ME & &5 5 31 24 |1 e 7
o BTH IS SR IR SRR DR — AN SRR Bt ) R CRPAESE
Wt @ s — A e, 420 3). 5 A
(6) N =2), I, XA Gt eim ik
FESEAT AR, B ANSRIR T AT AR 1. HA) i,
XA RERIR T 7545258, (HAY 75 ZEAR eaA~
S BT . A T T B AT, e =[19.99
7.851 S EUE K 3 F 2 R AR A BISK (10) Aok AR Rk
TEANIE. IbASHE S0 KR BAI S E N . 15
KA R 1 A RSB E, A 53 7 48.0 x 10° s ' F17.85 x
10* J-mol ',

2.8.3. A R AL TEAl
FERAAS AT N BAT I B0 N 4% 1 3h 1 2 e o,
RBHREB e, HEKIIRRE, JFHICRERS
NEETHIE N T AR T S . Bk, 8 TF
fliplAs, LAfE N T IE BIRRAS A ROA R, IX %
LR TR E AL THE B2 RSP B R o sl S %
A G A R RO 8 I 2 R AEAT AT S 56 o e B O A4
BHE AR E 1Y), AR
g 'j;j())s'—CBAj - unit cost

l//}fOSt —

(1

o, o S8 B RS BT TR M ) A (7)) - Ch,
FEORN I )7 4 b P 3 B A PR BE SR B f RN C pa 43 90 R
BAFIEF N LR FE, FALRA Y1 mol BAR LA,
BRI RN59EE; (LET4ET0).

T AR SEIG Ik AR AS P 7 B ORI (A7,
T —MELT7E, SZERE T Z BT B R B
(FE S, R GEAH R 1) B S sl R S 28 Rt b kA7) 2
A SO B A AR IR TA) PP A1 HcE R T A 1A) DA
5E B B WSCBE BB D o 2 W BV 3y H BT AT S0 2H R, IX



LepfT PR S0 B A S b B IR AH ] ) S 56 AR A
Vi, PrEsSLIHE T 71 h, DIBIfRIABIRa . 7Rk
B, A7 minURE— IR, BEIRSER P A T~8 M FEAS,
o B AR TR R A EchE . dE I DL R AP ER, R R
(6] 7 5 s, DASRASAR 48 S0 50 % 11 A8 A B R S B e
i 1] 2k =

SRR Al BIA B RS e RS AT T IR ] . 7R D IR
o, DI 8] P F s v B A SR IR A B R A T
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INEETF3) RE BT HTR B SRR T S R] 0 B Al
R ZE AR AE R 22 . [ 2 i 0 RN BT R AR
ZRRER ZE R E AR W RS AR vE R 22
(AR /N T Bl B R Z2 (R b 22, T ] DAAS HY 4508
R s BRIk, FikE BT . XA,
R EEAEAT B TR] CE5 T S #3043 AT [ 25 1 A A4 A
1.5 RE R IR AR IR ED JEAERL, X2k BIR S &1
255 VE N [26].

W2 @ALIA BRI R AR EIA, 7Rk
PR, B LE IR R AR R, BT T LRSS
I 0] Ay i 7 AR 8 R S 56 2% AR N DR 2R IR R BB 2 o B N
1R B 5% B 75 B 1] 4] 52 0 o] 20 AN it o A 22 100 ek 4
SR AR IR BIFRAS B 7 BT (] 5 9258 26 A 2 M DR &,
A (12) FiR.

AT; v .
Tj:yl'T].j+’))2.f7vjzl?"'anpast (12)
J

Aorp, AR IR BRSBTS R s TN /20
T AT NEjIRSEE 55 j— 1RSI Z (A iR % VA
S NEZE RNy [l CRP R 2% T FTHPLC HURE 18] 2 [
IR IRLEAR R nq A2 2 A1 S50 R RS S50 1 B i
Yy, R E B RN S 4, S S iR R B B AR S &R
Guik BIFRAS Pl I RS BEAG OC . A8 FH B KSR Ak 1 07

7

%, FB A R EE R A 2 TR R A 1S
. ZEENMTHERNY =), 7] =[18.38, 1.83]".

3. £RMiYie

T EEA 1A SRR TS B .
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1E553.171 (MBDoE-PE) f1%53.27 (MBDoE-MO)
rhRiE 4

3.1. MBDoE-PE—— H T &53& 2 il 111#) MBDoE
KB T BT D250 S5 A A PAT BT SEE 1 4
N HH B 95% E S IX[A] (confidence interval, C1) 1)
SHAE TN . %5 1EW 4 NS HE TR %
T R R R T R[N (20 1. IR IR, EWRIRYIEA
SEEG S, S TH I E S B AR Y 2 H R e B SEAE
0" =[19.99 7.85]". X /R T BT AR A R 1) S — 5
o (B2, 95% BAS X IR ZHUb THA T 2 1 & [34],
KHSHATHE A M —TFRIR K. N T st
SHEAHMER BASE, R T B, B
RAFESEAG T A e N . AR — AN ST )
R A NI AT DR S 56 3R A5 S B TR R
PASEEG . SR, HR =N SEIRTE R AT B T2 568 5 58
S EATHER T k. R4 H T TR SLE
LB BLAE X 18] N 95% (2 B T -
MEERTTLLRE H, RS, SH5TH
A EE DR KB THE T WD SCE AN B S5
(R SIZBG A, S5 A B T Lh s IEMBDoE 5 £ H bk
MBDoE, VAHtSHifhiit. sLireER 1T 7R,

R1 fELLMBDOE-PESR, WIHIRIE . S8 THIG ISt DU A B S8R i S8 A

Experiment Temperature (°C) Flowrate (uL-min")  Inlet conc. (mol-L™")  Parameter 1 ([9, + CI) Parameter 2 (@2 +CI) Cost (GBP)
E1 (factorial) 140.0 20.0 1.50 — — 0.0277
E2 (factorial) 120.0 20.0 1.50 20.05+11.85 7.87+4.11 0.0285
E3 (MBDoE-PE) 140.0 17.1 1.55 19.14 £ 7.03 7.56 £2.44 0.0279
E4 (MBDoE-PE) 114.4 7.50 1.55 22.29+3.03 8.65+1.05 0.0266
E5 (MBDoE-PE) 1143 7.50 1.55 20.47 £2.07 8.02+0.71 0.0238
E6 (MBDoE-PE) 115.8 7.50 1.55 19.87 £ 1.70 7.81+0.58 0.0239
E7 (MBDoE-PE) 140.0 15.4 1.55 19.75 £ 1.51 7.76 £0.52 0.0283

Conc.: concentration.
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TR D RIHE AR TT R GESHE2.57). f£K
g, Ko, Mo, #EERNT [ (8)], PLLEFRR
Probfg (WA H AR FSEEREED . 8 A E 73 Bl =4 1
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RILm L. 28455 72 HIFMBDoERE K. Wik2

0.050
= Trade-off points
—=— Pareto front
0.045 & Selected point
& 0.040}
o
€ 0.035}
0.030 2
|
0'025 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
w"E (E-optimal MBDoE)
(a)
0.027 = Trade-off points
—=— Pareto front
0024+ u 4 Selected point
o 00211 \
m
Qo
& 0.018
0.015F
n n
0.012

1.7 18 19 20 21 22 23
w"E (E-optimal MBDoE)
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» Trade-off points
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0.027 = Trade-off points
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w"E (E-optimal MBDoE)
(d)

3. #$MBDoE-MO H T- 5N sttt (a) HTPIANSEEG,  Hor g 2R A5 fe0 B AN i (5B 2 15 (b)) B8 =NS8R (o) SRDUANSIZEG:; (d) 27
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B AR R X — i, BAE X (A 56 FE Al v E A
Bl iRz El . K4 R, fEMBDOE-PEH, B2
Bth ORI A, B /NASH M AR LR X TR 2 e
SR A FE 58 L SAE 30IN iR Bl AT U R T AL S
AR S . 5SMBDoE-PEAHLL, fEMBDoE-MO
W, SEUGTHE P B B S A R, BAE X AR T .
E5MBDoE-MOAH L, #EMBDoE-PE H 2 $4f 118 1) ¢
¥ &, XHRPIMBDOE-PE 1] DL B AS it (it 1+ 2%
5 (a) /R T1X—ri. fH/x, MBDoE-PE#ITHI{E &

9

F & 925 EkMBDoE-MO # i i s2 8 il A = . S (b)
FLA T PR A T VR BE T AR AN S 56 1 AR
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REBREI AL T, 2 H AR SEUR B THHE L T DATE 23
SHAG TR B /MU A 7 TSR e R AT R R T %6
6 X PR T VA S R AR R GRJE . FOEAIN TR )
I AR AT T LR . FE ST I SR BE T T, PR
RAE S 2 B E RN . X8 B DA s
BT FHARF A B 5N VR B BB G, T i3 R i ik 2]
Fea 25 I 75 W) Vi) F e B B R 2K e o 9L JEE AR 98 32K 1) 90 A 7
MBDoE-PE HU#fE AT %, It (T=140 C)
MRS B (Riftist; £~ 17 pL-min ) 244 S51RIE

R2 AELLMBDOE-MOMZER, WRSRMERE . SEMTHRERG T LN T g i se e oA

Experiment Temperature (°C) Flowrate (uL-min ")  Inlet conc. (mol-L™")  Parameter 1 (@, + CI) Parameter 2 (8’2 +CI) Cost (GBP)
El (factorial) 140.0 20.0 1.50 — — 0.0277
E2 (factorial) 120.0 20.0 1.50 20.26 +11.93 7.95+4.14 0.0285
E3 (MBDoE-MO) 118.2 7.5 1.21 18.23 £4.27 7.29 + 1.46 0.0187
E4 (MBDoE-MO) 128.7 21.3 0.90 18.94 +3.49 7.49+1.19 0.0155
E5 (MBDoE-MO) 140.0 12.3 1.03 21.03+3.17 8.19+1.09 0.0169
E6 (MBDoE-MO) 140.0 14.3 1.07 21.51+3.08 8.37+1.07 0.0164
E7 (MBDoE-MO) 140.0 17.9 0.95 21.29+2.93 8.29 + 1.01 0.0147
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Nomenclature

Latin symbols

A
C
cr
C.out
E,
f
k

=

=

z ===

=1

~ Z

SR B

pre-exponential factor

concentration of species i

concentration of species i at the reactor inlet
concentration of species i at the reactor outlet
activation energy

volumetric flowrate

kinetic constant

number of designed experiments already per-
formed

number of experiments designed in one sequence
of MBDoE methods

number of differential and algebraic equations
constituting the model

number of upper bound variable in one sequence
of MBDoE-MO optimization problem

number of manipulated inputs

number of state variables

number of measured variables

number of design variables

number of model parameters

number of sampling points

ideal gas constant

time

temperature

flow velocity along the axial coordinate of reactor
volume of reactor

axial coordinate

Matrices and vectors

D

N, dimensional experimental design space that

bounds the admissible range of values of design

variables

f array of functions in kinetic model N, x 1

h set of relations between the measured response
variables y(7) and the state variables x(7)

H; observed Fisher information matrix from the i-th
performed experiment N, x N,

ﬁj predicted Fisher information matrix for the design
of j-th experiment N, X N,

tr array of sampling times N, < 1

u array of manipulated control inputs N, % 1

{79 parameter variance-covariance matrix Ny X N,

X array of state variables N, x 1

y array of measured output variables NV, x 1

y’ array of initial conditions of measured response
variables N, % 1

y array of model predictions for the measured
output variables N, x 1

0 array of model parameters N, x 1

0 maximum likelihood estimate of model
parameters N, % 1

0 array of true model parameters N, x 1

€ upper bound vector in MBDoE-MO optimization
problem N, x 1

) experimental design vector N, x 1

cost optimal experimental design vector for MBDoE-

cost problem N x N,

0" optimal experimental design vector for MBDoE-
PE problem N x N,

" optimal experimental design vector for MBDoE-
MO optimization problem N, x N x N,

T normalized objective vector from MBDoE-cost
problem N, x 1

y normalized objective vector from MBDoE-PE
problem N, x 1

Greek symbols

0, ith model parameter

é[ maximum likelihood estimate of the ith model
parameter

v; stoichiometric coefficient of the ith species

£ upper bound variable in MBDoE-MO optimiza-

tion problem



T, time to reach steady state in ith experiment

\% gradient operator

w, weight factor 1, used to select trade-off solutions
by acting on y*"

w, weight factor 2, used to select trade-off solutions
by acting on y*"

V15V parameters of empirical model for estimating time
to reach steady state

W' objective function in MBDoE-PE problem

cost objective function in MBDoE-cost problem

e normalized value of objective function in

MBDoE-PE problem
cost normalized value of objective function in

MBDoE-cost problem

Acronyms

BA benzoic acid

DAE differential and algebraic equation

DoE design of experiments

EB ethyl benzoate

FIM Fisher information matrix

MBDoE model-based design of experiments
MO multi-objective

PE parameter estimation

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online
at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2019.10.003.
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