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Fig. 1. The efficiency of fines fractionation in an aspect of fines contents in OCC stock.
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Fig. 2. The effect of flotation stages on fines fractionation of OCC.
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Fig. 3. The effect of flotation stages on mean particle size of fractionated fines.
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Fig. 4. The effect of flotation consistencies and times on fines fractionation efficiency of OCC.
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Fig. 5. Fines fractionation efficiency of OCC flotation in terms of several additives.
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Fig. 6. The effect of cationic PAM and PPE as a fraction promoter.
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