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Oldshue–Rushton Column in Supercritical Fluid
Extraction

ANTERO LAITINEN* and JUHA KAUNISTO
VTT CHEMICAL TECHNOLOGY
P.O. BOX 1401, FIN-02044 VTT, FINLAND

ABSTRACT

The performance of a mechanically agitated Oldshue–Rushton column using car-
bon dioxide solvent at 10 MPa and 313 K to extract ethanol from aqueous feed was
investigated. The overall mass-transfer coefficient Koda, the height equivalent to a
theoretical stage (HETS), dispersed phase holdup, as well as the column capacity data
were measured as a function of solvent-to-feed ratio and rotor speed. The values of
overall mass transfer coefficient Koda generally ranged from 0.009 to 0.012 s21, and
the values of the HETS ranged from 0.44 to 0.74 m. The total throughput of the Old-
shue–Rushton column without agitation was approximately 68 m3?h21?m22, whereas
at 300 rpm the total throughput was approximately 48 m3?h21?m22.

INTRODUCTION

In recent years, utilization of gases in the supercritical state as a solvent in
countercurrent continuous extraction operations has received considerable in-
terest, particularly in the food and pharmaceutical industries due to several
reasons. Supercritical fluids, such as carbon dioxide, offer favorable solvent
properties in many extractions. Carbon dioxide in the supercritical state has a
liquidlike density, and its viscosity and diffusivity is intermediate between
those of liquidlike and gas-like values. Carbon dioxide is environmentally ac-
ceptable, nontoxic, nonflammable, and the second least expensive solvent af-
ter water (1). Additionally, separation of a gas-like solvent from a solute after
supercritical extraction is usually more simple and cost-effective than in con-
ventional liquid–liquid extraction operations.
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Several authors have tested their applications in spray, sieve tray, or packed
countercurrent supercritical extraction columns (2–14). In these studies the
columns, particularly packed supercritical extraction columns, have been
shown to be very efficient compared to conventional liquid–liquid extraction
columns (3). Spray columns have relatively high capacity, but the column ef-
ficiency is not as good as in packed columns. Although the packing increases
the overall column efficiency, the capacity of a spray column is greatly re-
duced if the column is packed (3). In high-pressure engineering, small-diam-
eter columns are desirable due to pressure vessel cost reasons. The diameter
of a packed column needs to be larger than in a spray column to maintain the
same capacity, which means that packed columns are usually more expensive
to construct than spray columns. One solution combining the high capacity of
spray columns and the high efficiency of packed columns could be a mechan-
ically agitated extraction column.

There have been very few systematic studies concerning mechanically agi-
tated extraction columns operated under supercritical conditions. However,
liquid carbon dioxide has been used in a Scheibel column to extract volatile
flavors from aqueous solutions (15). Further, a Karr-type reciprocating-plate
column has been used to extract ethanol and furfural from aqueous solutions
using supercritical carbon dioxide as a solvent (16). We recently tested a ro-
tating disk supercritical extraction column by extracting ethanol from aqueous
solution (17).

The purpose of this paper is to report mass-transfer efficiency and capacity
of a high-pressure bench-scale mechanically agitated Oldshue–Rushton type
supercritical extraction column.

EQUIPMENT AND EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES

The Oldshue-Rushton extraction column (Chematur Ecoplanning) used in
our experiments has 35 mm inside diameter and 2 m height. The highest oper-
ating pressure of the column is 40 MPa, and the maximum rotor speed in this
column is approximately 400 rpm. A special pressure compensating sealing
system was developed to lead the electrically driven agitator shaft through the
column head. The type of column introduced by Oldshue and Rushton (18) was
applied in this work. The Oldshue–Rushton column consists of a vertical shell,
in which the stator plates with a central opening are placed. Stator plates serve
to separate each compartment from its neighbor in the vertical direction. The
number of compartments in the column is 99. In each compartment there is an
impeller connected to the centrally placed agitator shaft. The Oldshue–Rush-
ton column geometry is summarized in Table 1. The calculation of the small-
est cross-sectional area is based on the stator plate opening diameter. A simpli-
fied flow diagram of the bench-scale experimental equipment is seen in Fig. 1.

1860 LAITINEN AND KAUNISTO

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
1
:
0
9
 
2
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



ORDER                        REPRINTS

A high-pressure compressor (Nova Werke AG) was used to feed carbon
dioxide to the column, and a high-pressure piston pump (Lewa AG) was used
to pump the aqueous feed stream to the column. Two high-pressure turbine
flowmeters (EG&G Flow Technology, FTO-2NITWBLHC-5, maximum
pressure 40 MPa) placed in solvent and extract streams were used to measure
carbon dioxide flow rates. The pressure inside the column was automatically
controlled by a micrometering valve placed on the solvent stream after the
compressor, and the flow rate was controlled by another micrometering valve
placed on the extract stream. The window at the top of the column allowed us
the observation of the liquid level during the experiments.

SUPERCRITICAL FLUID EXTRACTION 1861

TABLE 1
Oldshue–Rushton Column Characteristics

Height of the column, mm 2000
Total agitated height, mm 1400
Column diameter, mm 35
Compartment height, mm 20
Stator plate opening diameter, mm 24
Smallest cross-sectional area, mm2 452
Number of compartments 99

FIG. 1 Experimental apparatus.
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The extraction temperature was 313 K and the pressure was 10 MPa in all
experiments. Carbon dioxide was not recycled during the experiments to
avoid the use of a preloaded solvent and to simplify the calculations. Conse-
quently, fresh carbon dioxide from the container was used in all experiments.
The column may be operated by using either feed or the solvent phase as a
continuous phase. In this work, the carbon dioxide phase was dispersed into
the continuous aqueous phase, which initially contained 10 wt% ethanol. The
aqueous feed was pumped to Compartment 84, and carbon dioxide solvent
flow was pumped to Compartment 14.

A typical experiment lasted approximately 4 hours. Measurements were
taken after steady state had been achieved as determined by constant raffinate
composition and steady flows. Samples were taken from the feed, raffinate,
and extract streams once every 20 minutes, beginning 2 hours after the start of
the experiment. Feed stream samples were taken from the pipeline after the
feed pump by opening the sample valve, and raffinate samples were taken
from the bottom of the column by opening the sample valve. According to the
phase equilibrium measurements by Lim et al. (11), raffinate stream contained
approximately 7.5 wt% carbon dioxide. This carbon dioxide was not col-
lected, instead it was allowed to evaporate before the sample bottles were
sealed. Extract stream samples were taken with a loop system placed on the
extract stream line. This system consists of a pipe with a known volume (1.5
mL) and valves at both ends of the pipe. When sampling, the loop valves were
opened so that the extract stream can flow to the loop. After a short period
(3–5 minutes) the loop valves were closed. The sample inside the loop was
slowly bubbled to water through a needle valve, and the loop was washed with
a small amount of water. The extract from the separator was also continuously
collected. The final extract samples were taken from the bottle containing all
the collected extract. Typical liquid sample volume was 10 mL. The concen-
tration deviations in the consecutive feed and raffinate samples were typically
within 2%. More information about the experimental procedure is available in
a recent paper (17).

The feed and raffinate flow rates were measured by weighing the feed and
raffinate tanks. The readings of the feed, raffinate, and carbon dioxide flow
rates were taken every 20 minutes. Calculated extract stream ethanol concen-
tration values based on the overall material balance were used to calculate
Koda and HETS values. Material balances were checked after each run. The
relative deviation of overall material balance around the column was within
1.5%. The relative deviations of ethanol balances around the column were typ-
ically within 9%.

The holdup was measured by closing the column inlet and outlet valves and
measuring the time required for the carbon dioxide drops that entered the bot-
tom of the column to rise to the top of the column. This information combined
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with the solvent volumetric flow rate was used to calculate the dispersed phase
holdup. The method was adopted from Rathkamp et al. (3). Flooding was not
observed during the experiments because the automatically controlled raffi-
nate stream valve opened when the liquid level at the top of the column started
to rise. However, when the feed and solvent flow rates reached certain values,
the raffinate stream valve opened so much that the major part of the solvent
flow came out from the bottom of the column. At this point the column pres-
sure decreased rapidly and the column was no longer operable. This point was
used to describe the capacity of the column.

The aqueous ethanol samples were analyzed by a Perkin-Elmer 900 gas
chromatograph (GC) equipped with flame ionization detector (FID) and Pora-
pak Q column using n-butanol as an internal standard. One gram of liquid sam-
ple was weighed (Precisa 240 A), and a known amount of the internal standard
was added to the sample. Aqueous reference solutions containing different
ethanol concentrations and internal standard were made and run with the GC
to determine the response factors. The GC injections (0.5–1 mL) of liquid sam-
ples were repeated 2 or 3 times. The amount of ethanol in the samples was cal-
culated on the basis of the valid response factor.

Carbon dioxide (99.7%) was obtained from AGA, ethanol (99.5%) from
Primalco, and n-butanol (99.5%) from Merck. Ion-exchanged water was used
in the experiments.

CALCULATIONS

According to recent measurements (11), the distribution coefficient of
ethanol between supercritical CO2 and water measured at 10.1 MPa and 313
K for the dilute ternary carbon dioxide–ethanol–water system is approxi-
mately 0.12. This value was used in our calculations. The concept based on
overall transfer units was used to estimate the column efficiency and to calcu-
late the mass transfer coefficient. The calculation was based on the dispersed
carbon dioxide phase. The total agitated height Z of the differential extractor
is given by

Z 5 HTUodNTUod (1)

The number of transfer units (NTUod) and the height of a transfer unit (HTUod)
for the dispersed phase in the case of dilute solutions and an immiscible sol-
vent can be written as

NTUod 5 Ey1

y2

}
y*

d
2

y
y

} (2)

HTUod 5 Vd/Koda (3)
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where y is the weight fraction of solute in the dispersed extract phase, y* is 
the equilibrium value, Vd is the superficial velocity of the dispersed phase, 
Kod is the overall mass transfer coefficient based on the dispersed phase, 
and a is the interfacial area. As a matter in fact, the assumption of an 
immiscible solvent is not strictly valid, but for simplicity this assumption 
was made. The following relationship between the height equivalent of a the-
oretical stage (HETS) and height of a transfer unit (HTUod) can be written
(19):

HETS 5 }
E
ln
2

E
1

} HTUod (4)

where E is the extraction coefficient, defined as

E 5 m }
F
S

} (5)

where m is the distribution coefficient, S is the solvent mass flow rate, and F
is the feed mass flow rate. Slip velocity Vws describes the relative velocity of
the phases, and is defined as

Vws 5 }
Vw
h
d
} 1 }

1
Vw
2

c

h
} (6)

where Vwd and Vwc are the relative velocities of the dispersed and continuous
phases, respectively, through the smallest cross-sectional area, and h is the dis-
persed phase holdup.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Extraction Results

The extraction results are seen in Table 2. The aqueous feed initially con-
tained 10 wt% ethanol, and the raffinate stream contained 0.9–4.2 wt%
ethanol depending mainly on the solvent-to-feed ratio. Agitation slightly de-
creased the ethanol concentration in the raffinate from 1.3 to 0.9 wt% when
the highest solvent-to-feed ratio (S/F 5 14/1) was applied, whereas in the case
of a lower solvent-to-feed ratio agitation did not seem to decrease the ethanol
concentration in the raffinate stream. The ethanol concentration in the extract
was 82–91 wt%. Due to practical reasons the separator was operated at ap-
proximately 3.8 MPa and 279 K.
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TABLE 2
Oldshue–Rushton Column Mass Flow Rates and Ethanol Concentrations

Ethanol Ethanol Ethanol
Feed Raffinate Solvent Extract Ethanol concentration concentration concentration Ethanol

stream stream stream stream Extract concentration in raffinate in solvent in extract concentration
flow rate flow rate flow rate flow rate collected in feed stream stream stream stream in extract

No. (kg/h) (kg/h) (kg/h) (kg/h) (kg/h) (wt%) (wt%) (wt%) (wt%) (wt%)

1 0.97 0.90 14.0 13.9 0.09 10 1.27 0 0.62 90
2 1.0 0.96 13.9 13.8 0.08 1.15 0.68 85
3 0.98 0.90 14.0 13.9 0.08 0.87 0.56 87
4 0.98 0.92 14.0 13.9 0.08 0.92 0.67 91
5 0.98 0.92 14.0 13.9 0.08 1.03 0.58 86
6 1.54 1.51 14.1 14.1 0.11 10 2.47 0 0.69 84
7 1.59 1.55 14.1 14.0 0.11 2.55 0.71 82
8 1.53 1.50 13.9 13.8 0.11 2.56 0.73 85
9 1.55 1.52 14.1 14.1 0.11 2.56 0.7 86

10 2.0 2.0 14.1 14.0 0.08 10 4.00 0 0.78 90
11 2.15 2.14 14.0 14.0 0.11 4.13 0.86 91
12 2.1 2.1 14.0 14.0 0.11 4.19 0.8 86
13 2.0 2.0 14.0 13.9 0.11 3.98 0.91 90
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Mass Transfer Efficiency

Mass transfer efficiency of the Olshue–Rushton column as a function of ro-
tor speed is seen in Table 3 and in Figs. 2 and 3. The values of Koda generally
range from 0.009 to 0.012 s21, and the values of HETS range from 0.44 to
0.74 m. Agitation increased column efficiency slightly at the highest solvent-
to-feed ratio (S/F5 14/1), whereas at a lower solvent-to-feed ratio agitation
did not enhance the mass transfer. According to Rathkamp et al. (3), in the car-
bon dioxide–ethanol–water system equilibrium is approached relatively eas-
ily in a column at low solvent-to-feed ratios. We therefore assume that this
was the reason why agitation did not enhance mass transfer in this work at low
solvent-to-feed ratios. Also, the relatively high solvent flow rate necessary to
extract ethanol from aqueous solutions already creates agitation inside the
small diameter column.

The values of Koda (3, 11) measured for spray and packed continuous coun-
tercurrent supercritical fluid extraction columns generally range from 0.006 to
0.04 s21 depending on the type of column, packing, and solvent-to-feed ratio.
Values of HETS for small-scale spray, packed, and sieve tray supercritical
fluid extraction columns have been measured (3–5, 9, 11). The reported HETS
values for spray, packed, and sieve tray columns are typically in the 0.2–0.5
m range. The values measured in our work for the Oldshue–Rushton column
are of the same order of magnitude as those measured for small-scale spray
and packed columns.

1866 LAITINEN AND KAUNISTO

TABLE 3
Mass Transfer in Oldshue–Rushton Column

Rotor
speed Koda HETS

No. S/F (rpm) (1/s 3 103) (m)

1 14/1 0 8.7 0.55
2 45 9.8 0.50
3 120 10.9 0.44
4 227 10.6 0.45
5 324 10.0 0.48
6 14/1.5 0 11.5 0.53
7 100 11.9 0.52
8 199 11.0 0.55
9 303 11.3 0.54

10 14/2 0 9.7 0.72
11 103 10.6 0.68
12 201 9.8 0.74
13 311 10.3 0.69
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SUPERCRITICAL FLUID EXTRACTION 1867

FIG. 2 Effect of agitation on overall mass-transfer coefficient Kod a. (s) S/F 5 14/2; (j) S/F
5 14/1.5; (d) S/F 5 14/1.

FIG. 3 Effect of agitation on HETS. (s) S/F 5 14/2; (j) S/F 5 14/1.5; (d) S/F 5 14/1.
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Column Capacity

The total throughput of the Oldshue–Rushton column calculated as feed
plus solvent flow rate divided by the smallest cross-sectional area of the col-
umn is seen in Fig. 4. Agitation seems to decrease the column capacity signif-
icantly. Without agitation the total throughput is approximately 68
m3?h21?m22, whereas at 300 rpm the total throughput is approximately 48
m3?h21?m22. Increased agitation decreases dispersed phase drop size, which
explains the decrease in column capacity. Flooding velocities for 25.4 mm di-
ameter spray and packed columns operated under supercritical conditions for
carbon dioxide–2-propanol–water system have been measured previously (3).
According to the authors, the packed column flooded at Vc 5 0.4 mm/s and
Vd 5 3.0 mm/s, whereas the spray column reached flooding at Vc 5 0.4 mm/s
and Vd 5 20.3 mm/s. In this work the capacity of the Oldshue–Rushton col-
umn without agitation was approximately Vc 5 5.0 mm/s and Vd 5 14.0
mm/s, and at 150 rpm the capacity was approximately at Vc 5 4.9 mm/s and
Vd 5 11.6 mm/s. Compared to conventional extraction systems, the capacity
of continuous countercurrent supercritical fluid extraction columns is higher,
most probably due to the larger density difference of the phases in supercriti-
cal fluid extraction. For example, the toluene/water system flooded in a me-

1868 LAITINEN AND KAUNISTO

FIG. 4 Effect of agitation on column total throughput.
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FIG. 5 Effect of agitation on dispersed phase holdup. (d) S/F 5 14/1; (j) S/F 5 14/1.5; (s)
S/F 5 14/2.

FIG. 6 Effect of agitation on slip velocity. (d) S/F 5 14/1; (j) S/F 5 14/1.5; (s) S/F 5 14/2.

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
1
:
0
9
 
2
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



ORDER                        REPRINTS

chanically agitated (200 rpm) Oldshue–Rushton column at approximately Vc

5 5.0 mm/s and Vd 5 4.5 mm/s (20).
The dispersed phase holdup in an Oldshue–Rushton column is seen in Fig.

5. The measured values are in the 0.12–0.16 range. As expected, all holdup
values increase with increasing rotor speed. The operating slip velocities are
seen in Fig. 6. All values decrease with increasing rotor speed because of in-
creasing holdup.

CONCLUSION

The performance of the Oldshue–Rushton column in supercritical fluid ex-
traction was investigated by using carbon dioxide at 10 MPa and 313 K as a
solvent to extract ethanol from aqueous feed. The values of the overall mass
transfer coefficient, Koda, and the height equivalent to a theoretical stage
(HETS) were in the same range as those measured for small-scale spray,
packed, and sieve tray columns. The capacity of the Oldshue–Rushton column
was significantly higher than measured for packed column, and approximately
equal to spray column capacity.

In high-pressure engineering it is desirable to construct small-diameter
columns due to equipment cost reasons. Mechanically agitated extraction
columns, such as the Oldshue–Rushton column, seem to combine the advan-
tages of high-capacity spray columns and high-efficiency packed columns, thus
allowing the construction of efficient small-diameter columns. This type of col-
umn could potentially be used in other processes, such as industrial reactions,
that take place continuously at high pressures and demand effective agitation.

NOTATION

a interfacial area (m2/m3)
E extraction coefficient 5 mS/F
F flow rate of feed (kg/h)
h dispersed phase holdup
HETS height equivalent to a theoretical stage (m)
HTUod height of a transfer unit based on the dispersed phase (m)
Kod overall mass transfer coefficient based on the dispersed phase

(m/s)
m distribution coefficient 5 concentration in solvent phase/concen-

tration in feed phase
NTUod number of transfer units based on the dispersed phase
S flow rate of the solvent (kg/h)
y weight fraction of solute in the dispersed phase
V superficial velocity (m/s)
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Vs slip velocity (m/s)
Z total agitated height of the column (m)

Subscripts

1 at the top of the column
2 at the bottom of the column
c continuous phase
d dispersed phase

Superscripts

* equilibrium value
– through smallest cross-sectional area

REFERENCES

1. D. J. Dixon and K. P. Johnston, “Supercritical Fluids,” in Kirk–Othmer Encyclopedia of
Chemical Technology, Vol. 23, 4th ed., Wiley, New York, NY, 1997, pp. 452–477.

2. S. Peter and G. Brunner, “The Separation of Nonvolatile Substances by Means of Com-
pressed Gases in Countercurrent Processes,” Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl., 17, 746–750
(1978).

3. P. J. Rathkamp, J. L. Bravo, and J. R. Fair, “Evaluation of Packed Columns in Supercriti-
cal Extraction Processes,” Solv. Extr. Ion Exch., 5(3), 376–391 (1987).

4. R. J. Lahiere and J. R. Fair, “Mass Transfer Efficiencies of Column Contactors in Super-
critical Extraction Service,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 26(10), 2086–2092 (1987).

5. A. F. Seibert, D. G. Moosberg, J. L. Bravo, and K. P. Johnston, “Spray, Sieve Tray, and
Packed High Pressure Extraction Columns-Design and Analysis,” in Proceedings of the 1st
International Symposium on Supercritical Fluids, Nice, France, Société Francaise de
Chimie, Nice, France, 1988, pp. 561–570.

6. B. Czech and S. Peter, “Efficiency of Different Packings in Counter Current near Critical
Fluid Extraction,” in Proceedings of the 2nd International Symposium on High Pressure
Chemical Engineering, Erlangen, Germany, DECHEMA Chemische Technik und
Biotechnologie e.V., Frankfurt am Main, Germany, 1990, pp. 419–424.

7. A. B. de Haan and J. de Graauw, “Mass Transfer in Supercritical Extraction Columns with
Structural Packings for Hydrocarbon Processing,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 30(11),
2463–2470 (1991).

8. G. Brunner, Th. Malchow, K. Stürken, and Th. Gottschau, “Separation of Tocopherols
from Deodoriser Condensates by Countercurrent Extraction with Carbon Dioxide,” J. Su-
percrit. Fluids, 4, 72–80 (1991).

9. L. Bernard, A. Keller, D. Barth, and M. Perrut, “Separation of Ethanol from Aqueous So-
lutions by Supercritical Carbon Dioxide—Comparison between Simulations and Experi-
ments,” Ibid., 6(1), 9–14 (1993).

10. J. T. Meyer and G. Brunner, “Apparatus for Determination of Hydrodynamic Behaviour in
Counter Current Columns and Some Experimental Results,” in Proceedings of the 3rd In-
ternational Symposium on Supercritical Fluids, Strasbourg, France, I.N.P.L, Nancy,
France, 1994, pp. 217–222.

11. J. S. Lim, Y.-W. Lee, J.-D. Kim, and Y. Y. Lee, “Mass-Transfer and Hydraulic Character-
istics in Spray and Packed Extraction Columns for Supercritical Carbon
Dioxide–Ethanol–Water System,” J. Supercrit. Fluids, 8(2), 127–137 (1995).

SUPERCRITICAL FLUID EXTRACTION 1871

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
1
:
0
9
 
2
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



ORDER                        REPRINTS

12. P. C. Simões, H. A. Matos, P. J. Carmelo, E. G. de Azevedo, and M. Nunes da Ponte, “Mass
Transfer in Countercurrent Packed Column: Application to Supercritical CO2 Extraction
of Terpenes,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 34(2), 613–618 (1995).

13. M. Sato, M. Goto, M. Kondo, A. Kodama, and T. Hirose, “Countercurrent Extraction by
Supercritical Carbon Dioxide for the Fractionation of Citrus Oil,” in Proceedings of the 4th
International Symposium on Supercritical Fluids, Sendai, Japan, Takahashi Printing Co.,
Sendai, Japan, 1997, pp. 605–608.

14. Y. Nagase, T. Tada, N. Ikawa, and R. Fukuzato, “Development of New Process of Purifi-
cation and Concentration of Ethanol Solution Using Supercritical Carbon Dioxide,” Ibid.,
pp. 617–619.

15. W. G. Schultz, T. H. Schultz, R. A. Carlson, and J. S. Hudson, “Pilot-Plant Extraction with
Liquid CO2,” Food Technol., 6, 32–37 (1974).

16. G. Bunzenberger and R. Marr, “Counter Current High Pressure Extraction in Aqueous Sys-
tems,” in Proceedings of the 1st International Symposium on Supercritical Fluids, Nice,
France, Société Francaise de Chimie, Nice, France, 1988, pp. 613–618.

17. A. Laitinen and J. Kaunisto, “Hydrodynamics and Mass Transfer in a Rotating Disk Su-
percritical Extraction Column,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 37(6), 2529–2534 (1998).

18. J. Oldshue and J. Rushton, “Continuous Extraction in a Multistage Mixer Column,” Chem.
Eng. Prog., 48(6), 297–306 (1952).

19. R. E. Treybal, Liquid Extraction, 2nd ed., McGraw-Hill, New York, NY, 1963, pp.
343–358.

20. S. Sankar, R. Phillips, and C. J. Mumford, “Characterization of Hydrodynamic Parameters
in Rotating and Oldshue–Rushton Columns. Hydrodynamic Modelling, Drop Size, Hold-
up and Flooding,” Can. J. Chem. Eng., 63, 701–709 (1985).

Received by editor June 10, 1998
Revision received September 1998

1872 LAITINEN AND KAUNISTO

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
1
:
0
9
 
2
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Order now!

 

Reprints of this article can also be ordered at

http://www.dekker.com/servlet/product/DOI/101081SS100100743

Request Permission or Order Reprints Instantly! 

Interested in copying and sharing this article? In most cases, U.S. Copyright 
Law requires that you get permission from the article’s rightsholder before 
using copyrighted content. 

All information and materials found in this article, including but not limited 
to text, trademarks, patents, logos, graphics and images (the "Materials"), are 
the copyrighted works and other forms of intellectual property of Marcel 
Dekker, Inc., or its licensors. All rights not expressly granted are reserved. 

Get permission to lawfully reproduce and distribute the Materials or order 
reprints quickly and painlessly. Simply click on the "Request 
Permission/Reprints Here" link below and follow the instructions. Visit the 
U.S. Copyright Office for information on Fair Use limitations of U.S. 
copyright law. Please refer to The Association of American Publishers’ 
(AAP) website for guidelines on Fair Use in the Classroom.

The Materials are for your personal use only and cannot be reformatted, 
reposted, resold or distributed by electronic means or otherwise without 
permission from Marcel Dekker, Inc. Marcel Dekker, Inc. grants you the 
limited right to display the Materials only on your personal computer or 
personal wireless device, and to copy and download single copies of such 
Materials provided that any copyright, trademark or other notice appearing 
on such Materials is also retained by, displayed, copied or downloaded as 
part of the Materials and is not removed or obscured, and provided you do 
not edit, modify, alter or enhance the Materials. Please refer to our Website 
User Agreement for more details. 

 

 

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
1
:
0
9
 
2
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1

http://www.copyright.gov/fls/fl102.html
http://www.publishers.org/conference/copyguide.cfm
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://s100.copyright.com/AppDispatchServlet?authorPreorderIndicator=N&pdfSource=Dekker&publication=SS&title=OldshueRushton+Column+in+Supercritical+Fluid+Extraction&offerIDValue=18&volumeNum=34&startPage=1859&isn=0149-6395&chapterNum=&publicationDate=06%2F22%2F1999&endPage=1872&contentID=10.1081%2FSS-100100743&issueNum=9&colorPagesNum=0&pdfStampDate=07%2F28%2F2003+11%3A34%3A56&publisherName=dekker&orderBeanReset=true&author=ANTERO+LAITINEN%2C+JUHA+KAUNISTO&mac=v5Ru8Y1NXYs9qiIUbzfD5g--

