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Fig.1. The designed electrostatic separator; (1) DC motor, (2) Nylon ribbon, (3) Woolen drum, (4) Rollers, (5) Place of
material tray, (6) Place of impurity tray
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Fig.2. A photograph of the fabricated electrostatic separator
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Table 1- Analysis of variance of the effect of the trial factors on separated impurity and stigma losses
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Fig.3. Mean comparison of different speeds, ribbon distances and times interaction effect on impurity separation
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