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Evaluation of Stock Flocculation Phenomena Based

on Turbidity Measurement
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Fig. 1. Viscosity of Cationic PAM. Fig. 2. Cationic demand of Cationic
PAM.
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Fig. 3. Turbidity measurement equipment.
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Fig. 4. Data acquisition from the turbidity measurment.
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Fig. 6. Relative turbidity of stock as
a function of C-PAM2 dosage.
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Fig. 11. Relative turbidity of stock Fig. 12. Relative turbidity of stock

applied by microparticle(C-PAMI). applied by microparticle(C-PAM2).
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Fig. 13. Final RT of stock applied by Fig. 14. Final RT of stock applied by
microparticle(C-PAM1). microparticle(C-PAM2).
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