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L CLINKERS OF LOW TRICALCIUM ALUMINATE CONTENTS"*

M. Vargas Munoz, F.G. Garcia, M.G. Rodrigues and M.C.G. Vilchez
Cementos del Atlantico, S.A., Ctra. Sevilla-Malaga, km. 12
Apartado 65, 41500 Alcala de Guadeira, Seville, Spain

Your observations are very important.

a) In fact, for getting good statistical correlation, the specific variables are better than the more
general ones. One can even try to consider not only the particle size distribution but also the particle
shape.

b) Perhaps not, because the equation is very specific. It would only be applied to the specific
group of samples for which the weights and especially the intercept have been obtained .

¢) We are not expecting communality values of unity. This would be an "ideal" case. We gave
some reasons for which it is not so, but there are surely others ....

d) Maybe. In any case, we are obliged, for the moment, to interpret correctly any kind of
statistical parameters.

¢) Correct, especially if your data have a very narrow variability range.

*CCR 24(4), 776 (1994).
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