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Fig. 1. Pore size distribution of papers from different

beaten pulps.”
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Fig. 2. Effect of freeness on the reflectivity.
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Fig. 4. Effect of HWBKP and SwBKP ratio on the reflectivity.
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Fig. 5. Effect of HWBKP and SwBKP ratio on the opacity
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Fig. 6. Effect of ash content of PCC(0.5:m) on the reflectivity.
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Fig. 7. Effect of ash content of PCC(1.0im) on the reflectivity.
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Fig. 8. Effect of ash content of PCC(1.4im) on the reflectivity.
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Fig. 10. Effect of ash content of PCC on the brightness.
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