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(a) Without bubbling

Liquid height H 223, 349 cm

Distance from pouring L 76.4.118.5 . 137.6 cm

streom to nozzle - e .

Liquid flow rate Q 150~—63.1 Vmin

Dam type overflow type dom, dmfble dom
reverse double dam, tripie dam

P particie {dply {210~ 297, 297—350,500~590um

(b) With bubbling

Liquid hetght H 349 cm

Distance from pouring streom

fo nozzie L 118.5 cm

Ratio of w to W B=w/W | 09I5

Liquid flow rate Q 11.5~66.6 1/min

Gas flow rate Qg 2.8~.507 NI/min

Gos chamber volume for

perforated plote Ve .18 em?

Dimensioniess porameter Nc 056

Dimensionless parameter Ny | 024~490

Py particle di (dply | 210—297 pm

Reduced scate of model : 1/263

Table 2. Relationship between polyethylen particle diometer and
Inclusion particle diometer calculated by Eq (12)

Polysthylen particie diometer [Inckaion porticle diometer |Shape foctor
(dp)y tum) (dpl (pm) K-l
Particls A 210 ~. 297 105 ~— 149 0.62
Particie 8 297 —~— 350 136 ~~ 161 0.66
Particie C 500 —~- 580 236 ~— 278 0.60
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Fig 2. Relationship between T and loge {1/(1-2)}.
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addition L on particle removal rate .
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