COMPETITION DIGTAL IMAGING VS OCCHIO VS SIEVE

DIGITAL IMAGE ANALYZER COMPETETITOR SAMPLE 4 ANALYSIS AREA DIAMETER

RESULTS

e COMPETETIVE
>2800 0 100
2360-2800 05 100 MAKE DIGITAL
2000-2360 12 99.5
1700-2000 22 98.3 IMAGE ANALYZER
1400-1700 6.1 9.1
1180-1400 127 %0 PIXEL COUNTING
1000-1180 20.2 773 —— 304
850-1000 19.2 57.1
710-850 124 379 a3 (%l
600-710 6.2 255
500-600 a4 193
425-500 2.8 14.9
355-425 23 121
300-355 18 9.8
250-300 14 8
<250.0 6.60 6.6

OCCHIO ZEPHYR SAMPLE 4 ANALYSIS AREA DIAMETER

RESULTS OCCHIO

Range Volume% Cum.Vol% 120
>2800 0 100
2360-2800 0 100 100 |
2000-2360 0 100
1700-2000 0 100 20
1400-1700 1.98 100
1180-1400 1651  98.02 o
1000-1180 2032 8151
850-1000 1858 6119 0 /
710-850 1325 4261
600-710 74 2936
20 “—
500-600 616 2196
425-500 3.44 15.8 J \\.}!‘b.
355-425 277 1236 0 F ¢ —" o
300-355 177 959 S S K SR S R e S T e
250-300 1.99 7.82 TS TS TS WSS TS
<250 5.83 5.83 vy sy

DIGITAL IMAGE
ANALYZER
PIXEL COUNTING

=4—V\olun|

=@—Cum.Vol%

OCCHIO ZEPHYR SAMPLE 4 MAXIMUM INSCRIBED DISC DIAMETER

(um) Vol% Cum. Vol%

|

120
o 100 __—[RESULTS OCCHIO
2360-2800 0 100 |
2000-2360 o 100 e —y_ / DIGITAL IMAGE ANALYZER
1700-2000 0 100
1400-1700 3.08 100 80 ‘\ / MAX |NSCR|BED DlSC
1180-1400 3.21 96.92
1000-1180 695 9371 60 \ / — PARAMETER
01000 1053 87s w - J(FOR SIEVE CORRELATION)
710-850 20.56 76.23
600-710 21.12 55.67
500-600 9.19 34.55 20
425-500 574 2536 A’._//'
355-425 3.85 19.62 0+ T T T T — T T T T ——
300-355 3.39 15.77 LS SLLL L LLS LSS S
250300 275 1238 TS TS ST F S
<250 9.63 9.63 vy oy ¥

SONIC SIFTER SAMPLE 4 SIEVE ANALYSIS

—

SONIC SIFTER

Sieve Size % Volume %Vol. Cum. 120.00% /
16 5.40% 100.00% /
18 6.80%  94.60% 10000%
20 18.40%  87.80%
30  41.00%  69.40%
40  16.00%  28.40% 80.00%
50 10.00%  12.40%
fines 2.40%  2.40% 60.00% v
40.00% m
20.00% ‘—_/
0.00% . ; \

This shoould have been 12, 16 20 etc
NOT 16 18 ETC

16 18 20 30 40

50 fines

RESULTS USING
SIEVES

=—4—% Volume
~@—%Vol. Cum.

1.18 mm .850 mm 600 mm 425 mm

300 mm




