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The ECT(Edgewise crush resistance test) for Corrugated Board with Microflute
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Fig. 2. Edgewise crush resistance of specimens with different shape.
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Fig. 3. Edgewise crush resistance of specimens with different supporting method.
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Fig. 4. Effect of moving rate of plate and cutting method.

(a) Billerude cutter (b) Punch cutter

Fig. 5. Cross section of a board cut by Billerude type cutter and Punch type cutter.
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