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Pulp Content TP4 Pulp Content TP6 -
(%) K T (%) K
(=) (Pa.s") (Pa.s) (=) (Pa.s®) (Pa.s)

11.8 0.88 0.02 0.01 10.6 0.50 0.65 0.14
14.2 0.86 0.06 . 004 12.2 0.43 0.92 0.17
17.7 0.65 0.43 0.15 17.5 0.22 4.70 0.45
19.3 0.59 0.84 0.24 21.5 017 - 8.98 0.75
225 0.53 1.21 0.30 23.7 0.17 146 1.22
25.3 048 242 0.50 26.4 0.08 - 273 1.73
28.8 0.50 3.67 0.83 30.7 0.12 395 . - 283
31.2 0.52 4.89 1.15 34.7 0.13 - 51.7 -3.76
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