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Fig. 1. Characteristic load—elongation curves of machine—made paper grades
in MD and CD. Load is expressed as elastic strain(ee = 6/E).V
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Fig. 2. Stress—strain curves for HwBKP refined at 1% consistency.
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Fig. 3. Stress—strain curves for SwWBKP refined at 1% consistency.
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Fig. 4. Effect of fines on the stress—strain curves for SwWBKP refined
at 1% consistency (400 ml CSF).
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Fig. 5. Effect of fines on the stress—strain curves for HwBKP refined
at 0.5% consistency (500 ml CSF).
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Fig. 6. Effect of refining consistency on the stress—strain curves for
HwBKP refined(300 ml CSF).
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Fig. 7. Effect of refining consistency on the stress—strain
curves for SWBKP refined (500 ml CSF).
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1. Niskanen, Kaarlo, Papermaking Science and Technology, Book 16. Paper
Physics, p. 160(1998).
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