A% QA 95 54

Ag4" . 24597
D AEAAGF) FFATA - 0 ARSI ANTE

AZZAPAA AgeE gH(AAE pulp 95, AR, filler FF, BF, = A £}
g, AP 5 9 AA(design), I A 22FR] Fol FIFS ‘i‘: o, w@dd 2%
(colloidal attractive) ¢1zbe thst H7bzle] o8] d&FS wer. ZAFTHAM €&
forming 9 9(71.4%), vacuum box(712%), suction couch(16718%), press section, dry
section o2 BERHD A2FHAd F4% formingd gL preforming length(T0.8%),
actual forming length(0.8714%)2 BF& & At N5 FANA formationo] 71 FE

H 2 preforming length2 AR FIAFT FF3AHL RHAste Fdoit. 221y design
speed BTt AR AL YA A 719 speedE ASAA AZse A7 e, 24
&5 9] AL headhox E&EA 89 TEAFoz dAstn o] HA preforming length
F9e vuaAY gl 2S¢/ Boh 282z Ao IS #Asted breast roll shaking
olu} forming G e EFiAte] mdo] wS F5A Ao

3104421‘5‘5 A k3l
A A Y S AR, WalstromJ—‘r OBlenes[Z]L Ingmanson 503, 4, 517 &
ol &, AA =AIIZAN BFHE E4EESG T HHAA AYsta 2FH vl
e Jreg £ dE AAE ALt Springer S[6]3 Pierssl7, 8]—‘5 DDJE W=
7] W A&7 £/ A 272 sl gqiAA dgde ATE 2 AY dA=5e
] M HAFgL g 24 skl Hrbstd o Springer 591 23 2ET
q AANE olgstd s ANz HdgHAFS HrtsAch ejd & AFelAM A
NZ¥ MDDA(Modified Dynamic Drainage Analyser)® #1829 &g dF& wXA &
T2 jar Z9H oS A 228 A3FTL AXsgn A dEAHE 271 A8 0.001
sece] A}AML REE FPth. 2 A 12 AF[20]dAME FH headbox A&l
specific filtration resistance® B+&4£%E &4 3l7] ¢3te] MDDAE AHg3td o, 43
88 MDDA®S A#E Fourdrinier paper machinedl A9 &4 simulation®] 7s&& E
At

+
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N
a
=3
=
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=
e
W
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i)
).
3
o
N
N
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OIDPFlmiSﬂLEE
A

B A= Ingmanson[3]¢ filtration 21-& A}&3te] specific filtration resistances
T3ttt AF4 ¥ 7171 MDDA(Modified Dynamic Drainage Analyser)E ©]-&3to] X3l



na 4844 g8 F£Pstd 2AHG. B dFo AHg¥ MDDAE wet endollM A5

=S Tot Y8 FAY MR ZAXelH, £ Britt Jarg2 25 Al I
239 2FEEEE 2AY & IEE AxHACD o8 F£HE Britt Jars®t #EHE
MDDAY A1Z+# stirring £ 589 ofygl E o] FYA|zke] Ao} =& micro processor®]
® BEA, fibers, h2 HFEZA Alole] HEAZLS AT & 9tk MDDAY ® ¢ & ol
ol hRE e Ayl v wE o], retention, drainage, drainage time/velocity, wet
web porosity, wet web drynessE #-& sampled] Wa] Ao 2AHE Aol £ AT
¥ pulp 5 SEL(Specific Edge Load, refiner barol Za& §3hHE Wststy 4H2 =
HNEAS HeA|F o, o] Hilod wWE @4-EAE Canadian standard freeness$} specific

=
filtration resistance® EA &3, @+-EAY 2834 E4S vl - EA45 A
2. o]23 W73

Filtration?] & wire®} low-vacuum boxd) A F &3} 7}t o) o8] B35 F S Alstes
1 A& 5™ Darcy’s Law® Kozeny-Carman 2 223 E # X501 Ingmanson[3]& ©] 4
o] cellulose fibere compressible matell thal AR&E & Yot R A filtrationol] T
12 13 2.

> i 2

il

AP - A dV
Q= —— = —
u - R, dt 1
Where
Q = flow rate, m'/s
4P = pressure across the fiber mat, Pa
¢ = fluid viscosity, N - s/m' = kg/(m * s)
A = cross section of the fiber mat, m'
R. = total drainage resistance, m '

(Rt = Rm + R, Rm = mat®] o3 A3 Ry = wire filter®l o#3})
dV/dt = drainage flow rate, m’/s

Total drainage resistance< flow pattern® stock composition®] <°]™, wire®t fiber
matel 98 F#E flowol e A FFo Folo2 filtration 22 ofehe} ot

dv __ Adp
dt R, +R,] 2

Fiber resistance (R @9 WA webolA A H fiber 27 SFR AT E 244



w
£ =
=
oo

mass of the fiber web, kg

specific filtration resistance, m/kg

Fol2 &7 toll tisl, webol A fibere] A

where :

(3

4)

C = concentration of fibers in the slurry, kg/m'

V = volume of slurry already drained, m'

agA FE FHdA, A 2)3)E Fatx zrEkststn AR R Y

At pCVSFR  uR,

AV T AZAP T AAP

Where :

(5)

4t = time interval to filtrate the volume 4V, s

4V =filtrate volume, m’

2 (5)7} fiber mat9} wireE E3 flowell dis] A 3tcld, accumulated volume Vo &
T2 At/AV B &9 graphit A Zolojor & Aoltt Ay Ay A 7L dHLE
SFR¥} wire resistance® AAtst=d AHSH AT A@AQUA SAHZ T o Fig. 19 Werdh
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7000
6000
E 5000 —
w
4000 e
g 0 > 25476288 + 44.34
= o000 y = 10254762.88x + 44.34|}
S oo [ R =097
o l !
0.0001 0.0002 0.0003 0.0004 0.0005 ©0.0006
Vi [Accumulated Volume, m']
Fig. 1. Example of SFR calculation.



Total drainage resistancet fiber mat basis weighte] &7}o] wel AydH ez Z713)
o o]u total drainage resistance: 2(6)3} Zt},

R, = SFR - BW + R, 6)

Where :
BW = basis weight of the fiber mat, kg/m’

3. 4334

TARAM FAQ A5 ARXFH A 54& H3t7] A Fig. 23 Zo] A=
" MDDA FA =& ofzfet 2}

(a) jare ¥ol& 15cm, diametert ||Lh' Dosage units

10cm, ¢F& FAHA7171 A4 05cm = g .

ool baffle)7t HARAT mA A5 gid% - Stirrer

@ (b) wireZ ¥4¥ sheet® ZAY + =T M L
AEZE jard wire Alold] gF& 1 F ring *&g}‘%%\&"

& AXF A £ E£9E& HAEA R g- V?l[i);Je

wet web?| FAE AFeA FAHE & Q0 =T oot c. Valve

EE 394 (¢) pneumatic valve®E

&atsl & AEr s A=A Qo

opening time¥} low flow resistanceE 4l !e. Pump I

f. Gauge
™, (d) vacuum vessel®] Z7]E 15 dm’ v d.
olH, (e) vacuum pump¥E vacuum v:gggT g. Recor der
vesseld] A& 2EFL 0~ 60 kPa 7432 & gy
48 F AA Heol Utk () vacuum L

gauges (g) chart recorder®} @AZ =] 9}
2. (h) Two dosage units® 4FF H7/M&
o2 H7/MAZE 0 sec T 8 (01 sec A
UE)7HA] Z2AAY. 2 &4 9329 drainage timeel (§) digital displayolld €= A4
T 0.00lsec °olth A YA v AEEE ]8T electrodesE Ao, T 7HE A
28l ch. Dosage unit, stirrer, bottom valve, digital display® (k) micro processore} <172

Hol FHEE AT

Fig. 2. Schematic illustration of the
Modified Dynamic Drainage Analyzer.

MDDAIME A5 FE8F EFES s &4 A 1000rpm, Ssec® mRYSAL &
ANZEE 30 secE AT &+ AT ]
AF=E 025 baro] 22 0.25 barg A

A
T
X Fourdrinier paper machined] s wire $1¢] it

ol
deta.
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4. Alg 9 Wy

EFA Ase vy A3d2E HZ(UKP), ¥W ad=ZE YT (NBKP, LBKP)E A&3
fdow m3P= Wzl= PFI Millel A4S 2000, 4000, 6000, 80008 =2 W3tel 1 bar ¢
g-g 333, 6.00 N/'mmZ ®¥3lsle] SEL #[11]5 B3 A H

Ne Ne

SEL'BSZLxNzéerxZSXN (N

Where :

SEL, Bs : specific edge load, refiner bar EAglo] 29X BsH{Ws/m)

Ne : refiner® =371 9% net power, effective refining power(kW)

L : cutting length (Km/rev) = £ X Zr X Zs

¢ : 1709 rotors} stator bar® HEZAo), WAHZF (km)

Zr : rotor bar o]®

Zs : stator bar o|u<

N : running speed(s™) = pm / 60
2 13718 AHESEA A
o] Z&ste] HE A &9
ol B2 ALEE A

L 2 938, =3 PFI Millel A} idle powers &
A& NeZ 3d¥a L g2 PFI Mille] +2EA4Y 78

i o

—
0.9 Table 1. Average SEL value of pulps
o 0.8 |
3 080 load | B SELx L
= o5t N/mm W- sec
g 0.70 | LBKP 3.33 0.641
o 0.6 [ 6.00 0.716
0.60 3.33 0.713
00 400 600 B0 NBKP =500 0789
PF] Mill, Revolutions UK 3.33 0.759
——LBKP(3.33) - - - LBKP(6.00) —A——NBKP(3.33) P 6.00 0.844
< X - NBKP(6.00) —¥—KP(3.33) - -@ - KP(6.00)

Fig. 3. SEL value as a function of revolutions
of PFI Mill for various pulps.

Disintegrator(Tappi method T205 om-83)olA & ¥ XE9 33l= PFI Mill(Tappi
method T248 cm-85, A& ¥ % = 10%)4A FHsqom, pulp B 8558 AF453
71(Kajjani FS$-100), WRV(Tappi Useful method UM 256), Canadian standard
freeness(Tappi method T227 om-92)2] CSF, MDDA< SFR(specific Filtration Resistance)
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2 A, HF oF 80 g/m e 2 A X (Formax II, Adirondack machine corp.) 3%t
233 242 29 % (Paprican Micro-scanner), ¥7)=(L&W Densometer), ¢! 27 =(L&W
Tearing tester), W% A% 2 (Scott Internal Bond Tester, Precision Scientific Petroleum
Instruments Company), ¢1#37%=(Testo Metric AX, M350-5kw), Zero Span(TS-100
PulMac) 5& ZZ 43

5. 243 %
el hE g5

LBKP, NBKP, UKPE PFI Mill¢] loadS ®¥3A# SEL @& ®EAZow, n3x ¥
5= 2000, 4000, 6000, 80003 & F+83sle] Bxo 554 S E4sAt. PFI Millel 34
o] we} CSF= M8 #AES Holu SFRE AFdH e A4#BAS EAth SELY F7}l
gl o =(CSF)9 9} A3(SFR)E & AolE B

2.56+10
S o 2.0E+10 -
I a{g v
2] S 10 - s
c g [ ]
5 - .
@ o K3 -
8 25 D i -
H p= . .
2 5@
- 2 5 1EH9
d
szus®
L 1.0E408
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
PFI Mill, Revolutions PFI Wit1, Revolutions
—€——LBKP(3.33) - <Mk - LBKP(6.00) ———NBKP(3.33) ——LBP(3.33) - B - LEKP(6.00) —A—1EKP(3.33
- 3¢~ NBKP(6.00) —M—UKP{3.33) - -@ = (KP(6.00) % ~ NEP(6.00) —W—1KP(3.33) - -@ - LKP(6.00)

Fig. 4. Freeness as a function of revolutions Fig. 5. SFR as a function of revolutions
of PFI Mill. of PFI Mill.
X]E_Q] %‘)l: 'év\‘E":-C ]% Gc—';’ g ] pre— 2.5.6410
forming lengthdl A o] &4& Zx7|9FAZ 2060 )
© 2 vacuum box@ A|Ho] ¥F&£LEE HF gg - . -5 s
g4 A|7he.2 81928, Fourdrinier machine | § o hox T
wire$] ## WFEA 025 bar® Al ) Tl «
5.0.E+09 x ~
Hrretga 2 AT} CSFY EFAE " éx‘;&yé&\;‘.-‘
CSF9 ¥&oz wMshg AadA7 woru} O T e % w0 a0 s 0 6w
Freeness, CSF m¢
SFRZ} 27|g4AHE YLEF whet A
HHog WA 3, HZL4A0E pulp Fig. 6. Correlation between SFR and freeness.

P
R0l BAG H¥HA BAE s,
FBBAE IS ol Wxe| G4SAL SFRY B3zt AYHA VA AT
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1.6 25 1.6 25
' ®  Initial Drainage .
1.4 ’~ A 1.4 2 T A
\ & Final Orainage 20 R . * 20 ©
i 2 N om gl lg 2 . Lt &
£ ‘" = e a -
- 1.0 y = ‘8_633,(—0 5501 5 2] (s 1.0 e _ 5 2
2y ¥ 2 = 0.8601 =R e P Final Drainage =
28 o8 . cg 08 . bR A% = 0.9733 3
= ©» N P g 5 @ n . | ] =V o
=1 0.6 ’\\A [ Late W ) - o Efis 0.6 Ll A L n £
5 s ‘ by [l g = - B Initial Dratnage g
Z 0.4 = 0.4 L ¢ e
‘= y = 44899x" "% A "d. “. 5 E = ‘b A A Finat Drainage 5 ]
0.2 # = 0.8826 - YO Sl IF oo £
0.0 0 0.0 0
0 200 400 600 800 1.0.E+08 5.1.E409 1.0.E+10 1.5.E+10 2.0.E+10 2.5.E+10
Freeness, CSF m¢ SFR, m/kg
Fig. 7. Drainage time as a function of freeness. Fig. 8. Drainage time as a function of SFR.
1.8 2
o 18 LBKP, R® = 0.9521 _, ¢~ w 2
S -7 E 19
1.4 PR 3
£ a2 AR g 1
= . . .- NBKP nz=09149 > 5
g IPETE £
£ o8 nd I ST S
s . .m-Er- A P, R = 0.8535 a
S 06 L ce g 9 .
= > N
04 s 7 | |
E a2t 5
’ 0 100 20 300 400 500 600 700 800
0.0
1.0.E408  5.1.E409  1.0.E+10  1.5.E410  2.0.E410  2.5.€410 Freeness, CSF mt
SFR. m/kg ——LBP(3.33) - - - (BKP(6.00) —A—NBKP(3.33)
' ~ X+ NBKP(6.00) ——KP(3.33) - -@ - WKP(6.00)
[ o &P W NExP A uP 1

Fig. 9. Initial drainage time as a function of SFR.

L

ks
o

2

e 2agHe

MDDA® A 0.25bar 2
W, CSFelM s Ay ure
78 2o SEL #%
57h9%5E AzEs) B2He
3

A

3L
o

E
-]

o,

o]

£ 4+ 9
AP o F SFR(B & A

Fig. 10. Dryness after vacuum as a function of

freeness.

Oryness after Vacuum. %

1 =ZA F7kstA o AzxxEs ZA

SFRe] F7tell wet #HF
ANEFLES 7
3 QdEtE vacuum boxolA A F
FolA 22 press partd FYHE

Es BA H7 dEoit.

- 1.0E+08

5. 1E+09

1.0E4+10 1.5E+10 2.0e+10 2.56+10

O]t Specific Filtration Resistance, m/kg

——LBKP(3.33) ~ B ~ LBKP(6.00) —A—-NBKP(3.33}
-~ ~ NBKP{6.00) —M—UKP(3.33) - -@ - UKP(6.00)

oo

—_

Fig. 11. Dryness after vacuum as a function of

o]
2 specific filtering resistance.

AlZE
24 9

Az

AT Y e EEA 54

fiber saturation point(FSP, 41X 3l#)olstel AITSF
ol FQ3 34 §AHL JedYg. HFEFHe] BE 25~

WRV(water retention value)=
(imbibed water)S Y eEbin,
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35% (BT 28%) ol AAET e 900get 600go A 5=
a3 wat WRVE ZF718t9.0, CSFolA
T SEL g9 Z7tol uwa} LBKPYro] WRV7ZF Z7bslm

sttt

Table 2. Stock percentage
consistency at 900g and 600g

, 900¢g 600g
SFRe| M= LBKP$} UKPolA SEL# Z7bo] wet okt 2 Ve’agel 4801 | 3700
Max 59.91 51.45
7}d WRVE H . 53] NBKP= 71% @& WRV §X - - -
re g HAo. 53] SRUCEE S A Min | 40.45 | 29.64
g 2.
3.0 4.0
2.5 8.5
3.0 F
g 20 g s
= k]
1.5 2.0 -
§ § 1.5 Py
1.0 N
1.0
0.5 0.5
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
Freeness, CSF m¢ Freeness, CSF me
—~——LBKP(3.33) - M - LBKP(6)  —e—NBKP(3.33) |——1BKP(3.33) - M - LBKP(6)  —i—NBKP(3.33)
- =X - NBKP(6) —N—KP(3.33) - -@ ~ KP(6) = =X - NBKP(6) ~——KP(3.33) - -@ - KP(6)
Fig. 12. WRV at 900g as a function of freeness. Fig. 13. WRV at 600g as a function of freeness.
4.0
3.5
o o 3.0
g g 25
- 220
g g
1.0
0.5
1.00£408 5. 10E409 1.01E+10 1.51E+10 2.01E+10 2.51E+10 1,0E408 5.1€+09 1.0E410 1.5€+10 2.0E+10 2.56410
SFR, m/kg SFR, m/kg
——LBKP(3.33) - - - LBXP(6) ‘—t—NBKP(B.E)l —&—LBKP(3.33) - -& - LBKP(6) —k—NBKP(3.33)
- =X = NBKP(6) —d—UKP(3.33) - -@ = UKP(6) . X ~ NBKP(B)  ——=-UKP(3.33) - -@ - UKP(6)
Fig. 14. WRV at 900g as a function of SFR. Fig. 15. WRV at 600g as a function of SFR.
18
° 12 o
£ 10 T
. . 12
g 8 F o5
- 6} .
3 i 8
2 47 R
- 2r g 4
& 0 — - (2)
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 n 0 20 40 60 80 100
Tensile index, Nm/g Tensile Index, Nm/g
[—#—Tear_index(3.33N/mm) —#—Tear Index(6.00N/mn) | [—#—Tear_tndex(3.33N/m) —M—Tear Index(6.00N/m) |

Fig. 16. The relationship between tensile index

and tear index for LBKP.

Fig. 17. The relationship between tensile

index and tear index for NBKP.
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AZZAEe} AEZAE BAE pulp TFH wet g F2EAE 2. SEL kol ==
UKPA M7 zto]l& B ow, SEL & F7te weh ¥ £83 S4& EA
25 2000
1800 X
2 f 1600 e
E g 1400 N
% 5 o \
o B .
E 5 ggg . LN N
0
00 0 & & 80 0 ° 0 e X M0 %0 K0Tm0
Freeness. CSF m¢
Tensile Index, Nm/g
——LBKP(3.33) - M - LBKP(6})  —l—NBKP(3.33)
[~#=Tear Incex(3.33N/mm) —Bk=Tear index(6.008/m) | - % - NBKP(B)  —W—UKP(3.33) - -@ - LKP(6) {
Fig. 18. The relationship between tensile  Fig. 19. Porosity as a function of freeness.

index and tear index for UKP.

ok 80 g/mez2 AZE Folo Fr|EE CSFET SFReIAM Md¥Hoz dxsigon,
& AVVAE AL & AU SEL &9 F7bel B % AAE pup R we
e 2x%E rgorn, UKP, NBKP, LBKP €22 SEL # 7k wet &2 7le7] #x
g nygrh
2000 300
e e 250 A o.eazf_
§_ 1200 g 200 ‘_?""
Z 1000 2 150 -0t camt
2 800 = - - -
5 e g 100 et et R = 0.5903
400 PP
200 50 _*." - O
° P
1,00E408 5.10E+09 1.01E+10 1.61E+10 2.01E410 2.51E+10 ¢
SFR. m/kg 1.00E+08 5. 10E+09 1.01E+10 1.51E+10 2.01E+10 2.5tE+10
=@ LBKP(3.33) - - = LBKP(6) —‘—NBKP(;:ml SFA. wiko
- X - NBKP(8)  —W—mUKP(3.33) - ~@ - UKR(6) @ L0KP(3.03) O LBKP(B) - - - -8 8 (LBKP(8)) - - ~ -1 @ (LBKP(3.33])

Fig. 20. Porosity as a function of SFR.

Fig. 21. Porosity as a function of SFR for LBKP.

2000 300
1800 o
o .
1600 . - a0 R = 0.9987
R =09787 - - =0.
g 1400 .- 8 200 -
“ 1200 L. a .
21000 o Z 150 .
8 800 2 R
e < .
& e00 § .© A% = 0.9747
00 5 I
200 . LT
0 o SRe--
1006408 5.10E408  1.01E+10  1.S1EHI0  2.01E+10  2.51E+10 1.006408  5.106409  1.01E+10  [.51E+10  2.0%E+10  2.51E+10
SFR, m/kg SFR, mikg
& NBKP(3.33) © NBKP(B) - - - -6 (NBKP(B)) ——— 0¥ (NBKP(3.30)) [ & UKP(3.33) O UKPIB) - - - -&N (UKP{)) ~ - - -6 ® (UKP(3.33))

Fig. 22. Porosity as a function of SFR for NBKP.
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Fig. 23. Porosity as a function of SFR for UKP.



AFATE BF AFIZ HEHSIERZ 80 g/me 7IFL2 B4 Ay AFAFE=
CSFole M¥d o2 SFRel Wslde 2adeel 4BdAS A + AU
210 210
190 .my e T TS EE S
g8 0t [ 2 ‘\’—_\. 8 1 (?"/' """"" X
x 50 | x ]
g ! g™ —B—(BP(3.3) - & - BP(6)
S w} —&—LBKP(3.33) - =X - LBKP(6) = 0F ——NBKP(3.33) = <X - NBKP(6)
& 1o r —&—NBKP(3.33) - -l - NBKP(6) § 10 —H—KP(3.33) - @ - KP(6)
T o} —H—UKP(3.33) - -@ - UKP(6) R
S 70 o - 5 70}
w X= « %« Y I . PPN R
s | X a3y ® l%—-—u——a@‘. < mw A A
30 - 20 . .
0 200 400 600 800 1.0.E408 5.1.E409 1.0.E+10 1.5.EH10 2.0.E+10 2.5.E+10)
Freeness, CSF me SFA, m/kg

Fig. 24. Formation index as a function of freeness. Fig. 25. Formation index as a function of SFR.

A

WP AYAE CSFINE LBKPE 4% 402 NBKPS UKPE #21gds] 4
23

7t Qiiew, SFReIME a8z F7tetden, ¥ ARG WirAgHo F
A F7hstA

600 600
.=
- 500 L.
E . 500 T TS ERE R X
o 400 E-] .- ®
gs g, -t
<3 300 -
23 s
=< E =
-— = !
3 -z
3 100 -
> omc— | BKP(3.33) - 48 - LBKP(6)
0 3 —A—NBKP(3.33) - % - NBKP(6)
[ 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 memdi— KP(3.33) -« @ - KP(6)
Freeness, CSF mt
LBKP(3.33) - M - LBKP(6) NBRP(3.33) 1.00E+08 5.10£+09 1.01E+10 1.51E+10 2.01E410 2.51EX10
= =X - NBKP(6)  —=—IKP(3.33) - -@ - KP(6) SFR. n/kg
Fig. 26. Scott internal bond strength as a Fig. 27. Scott internal bond strength as a
function of freeness. function of SFR.

Fol9 =& CSFelAM e LBKPE H¥4 o2 NBKPY UKPE wM2Iddz Ja#
7b flew, SFRAIME 2aFHE ot os, ¥ vlaRxg FodM st F
3 F7t3kA

X

|

2

TEA(Tensile Energy Absorption):= CSFolA A AFAAEZ Roln UKPE A3}
SEL ol #Ae] 593 AFgE vy, a2y UKPYAA = £2 SEL gteollA 2 2

S B2Yth SFRYIME 2a¥e2 Frkste], UKPE Al¢jstn SEL kel @Al 3%
A%S 2yt 28y UKPAlAE CSFe 9ol &2 SEL golA £& 4%%& B

off K
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6.70 0.70
0.65 0651 . XA X"";'::;-'. ..... X
b Raladd
§ 0.60 E 0.60
0.5 S
z Z 055
g 050 g —+—BPR.3) - W - LBPE)
S S 0.5
0.45 —h—NBKP(3.33) - X% - NEKP(B)
—H—UP(3.33) - @ - UKP(B)
0.40 0.45
0 200 400 600 800
Freeness, CSF me 0.40
1.006408 5. 10EH09 1.01EH10 1.51E+10 2.01E410 2.51E+10)
——&—[BKP(3.33) = ~B ={BKP(6) —a—NBKP(3.33)
- ~X- =NBKP{6) ——JKP{3.33) =~ ~® ~UKP(6) SFR, m/kg
Fig. 28. Density as a function of freeness. Fig. 29. Density as a function of SFR.
0.40 0.40
0.35 o3 f - X
LR S Y O N I A [ AU
e oz 0.30 _‘?<‘ T e -
% om e 025 L.
< O = Lo
e oo o o m
0.10 = 0.15
0.05 0.10 —&—(BKP(3.33) - -W - LBKP(6)
0.00 ’ —A—NBKP(3.33) = =} = NBKP(6)
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 200 800 0.05 —H—UKP(3.33) = -@ = LKP(6)
Freeness, CSF m¢ ! 0.00
L8<P(3.33) - ¥ - LBKP(6) NBKP(3.33) 1.00£+08 5. 10E+09 1.01E+10 1.51E410 2.01E+10 2.51E+10
- X - NBKP(6) —¥—XP(3.33) - -@ -UKP(S)‘] SFR, m/kg
Fig. 30. TEA as a function of freeness. Fig. 31. TEA as a function of SFR.
Aee Ag=Ed AFAols ZSTS(Zero-span tensile strength)ol] F3S 2 A vl X9,
o] st 3H§ E1 fiber kinks9} crimps® HE HEo] J3FL ZA W=t 7AFH
Ha 32 FEoAe sglet A BEAA, ag AxA F£FH o HA#E

stat Al etd ZSTSE FAAZITHIZ). 87t F7hdol wet ZSTSE F7hstt 944
#2388, LBKP9 NBKPYl A& SELFe] F7tgel] wet ZSTS7E Aasdte A
SFRe| 7% UKPoIA SEL#tol F71&4 % ZSTS7t S7hst it

to ok m\

oy 2o o
3 x oo
)

o e

180 175
N 175 o 170
H 170 E
= 165 - 165
4 160 =] 160 /TN T e aeemmman X
2g 155 = R S
2= 50 R -
g s 2 oM L gt
& g -
o 140 ": 145
) 135 @
N 5w — e (B(P(3.33) - = - LEKP(6)
4 —&—NBKP(3.33) =~ =X - NBKP(6)
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 E 135 WP(3.33) - . - KP(B)
Freeness, CSF mt 130
—e—(BKP(3.33) - -MF - LBKP(6) ——dk— NBKP{3.33} 1.006+08 5. 106408 1.01E+10 1.51E410 2.01E+10 2.51E+10)
[- > = NBKP(6) = KP(3.33) =~ -@ = UKP(6) SFR. m/kg
Fig. 32. Dry-sheet zero span tensile index Fig. 33. Dry-sheet zero span tensile
as a function of freeness. index as a function of SFR.
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6.4 &

Pulp #59¥ SEL(Specific Edge Load, refiner bardl dgl= R3)E Hsled dfe 1
AEA S WA Zow, o] W3 E}E B4 EA S Canadian standard freeness$}t specific
filtration resistance® A3l 3, €5EAY E84 SAS v - B4 A3 ofet 2

e Aze I
(1) natel ge g4ssy

- SEL] F7}el wtet 5 =(CSF)% Bl H A (SFR)S 2 #olE E?&E}.

- A8 5455 CSFE #7ishr] Aoy SFRA 27]€5AE
g2t APAReR BAS 23, AFLFANE pulp TFH FAC HFHY
ZhA W, FBBAE vl go} Hxeo §+542 SFRY A7t AHAHYA #
ARt

- Press partdl #5le AP AxEE MDDAS HFEHAINF A"
Fe T5S ¢ F UAH ol AdEFE FAHE CSF 547|2€ A
€ AT =AM gotetr] odes & F U

(2) nafB el BE B3

Jm

%

- 2 Add wet WRVE F7lstod, NBKPE 71 @& WRV FA& HAo

- WA= JEAE BAE pup FFHA @t e FEBAE 2. SEL gl wet
UKPAI AT ol BHow, SEL # 7t upal ¥ E83 S4& 2tk

- 718t S9AHEAY 28 B4

g 5 CSF SFR L] I
SFRE =2
= 2= 3 A3 X
1= A 4= A Sy EA pE—
21 g2 4 AP AA 271 B4
U Z SFROTA
289 N 287 A%y A
W EE uh 2 79 7] :NBKP/UKP ] H 37} =l
=
AR BA: & A Bx
o A & 2 A LBKP 297 o SFYL{ 12'1
¥t 2 7.3 A NBKP/UKP F23 F7t
TEA(Tensile
Energy A8 BA 2a#A
Absorption)
ZSTS(Zero-span 137} F7heke wel ZSTSE 7kt
tensile strength) AAF 28 FA
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(3) 2&

CSFE &40 wet 4adAr7t 2y SFRe 25A0H 712 A dAgds 4¥
BAE 7HAH, 2 o B4EL 2a8A S JHT SFRE AAFA YA #AH=
Ao A2EE 4 £ YA 222 vlAFHF(SFR)Y FAReR 2Xxd R 2

HHAEHE 228 4 9lo] CSFRT & 5439 AR 2L 4 AU
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