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Fig. 1. Effect of C120 on drainage time and permeability
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Fig. 2. Effect of C250S on drainage time and permeability
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Fig. 3. Effect of E150 on drainage time and permeability
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Fig. 4. Effect of HB330 on drainage time and permeability
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Table 1. Effect of Lignocels(C120, C250S) and grammage on drainage

time and permeability

Drainage time(s) Permeability (mbar)
Lignocel L.ignocel Grammage(g/m?) Grammage(g/m®)
grade |consistency(%)

160 300 400 160 300 400
Untreated 9.80 16.09 | 1739 | 17295 | 213.33 | 213.27
PAM 7.47 13.1 14.04 | 14898 | 190.17 | 19543
3 721 1233 | 1312 | 1453 | 183.23 | 18747
C120 6 6.63 1144 | 1252 | 1379 | 17593 | 182.33
9 6.13 1097 | 11.75 | 1303 | 17153 | 1776

3 6.71 1257 | 1325 | 139.7 | 1831 | 187.1
C250S8 6 6.69 1112 | 1243 | 1388 | 1754 | 1827
9 5.67 1055 | 1157 | 1253 [ 17257 | 17657
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