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Effect of chemical treatment of short fiber fraction of KOCC
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Table 1. Properties of fractionated stocks(100 mesh wire, 75 L accept)

Average Fiber Fines content(%) Ash content(%)
length(L(1), mm)
Inlet 1.15 24.40 19.50
Accept 0.31 90.46 35.44
Reject 1.16 10.00 447
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Table 2. Composition of stock and fines content

Fines content(%3)

Conventional Mixed stock 45.90
Short fraction 58.90

Cofloc 1
Long fraction 10.00
Short fraction 4811

Cofloc 2
Long fraction 38.83
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Fig. 1. LT value of handsheets with Fig. 2. LT value of handsheets treated
addition of C-PAM by coflocl method by different polymer addition methods
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Fig. 3. Retention after addition

of C-PAM
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