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Table 2 Immersion leakage results of upper and lower packer rubbers

2 A B /mm = At I 4/ om?®
B A /s J&J1/MPa
B AR fE T B 8 A B B AR R T B 5 A B
4.0 25 0 0 0 0
5.0 25 23.00 0 23.90 0
6.0 35 95. 00 75.48 186. 35 180. 32
7.0 25 166. 85 139. 04 272. 47 175.93
7.4 21 11.92 7.95 3.46 2.31
8.0 15 0 0 0 0
8.8 23 154. 93 139. 00 103. 84 65. 90
9.0 25 166. 85 139. 04 191. 39 124.57

5 ik

C) S I A R T 2 2% 80 T A P M BT 8 k4R A O =1 2 P ST A TR e MG T 8 S v it O o 7
RT3 2 SR 2k A R A B 48 1 3l 3 2 O e I M BOE RT3 A R A O I 2 5 S 8
A SR L 36 TR A et A B AT 35 15 i TE B

O BEMEHT BT BRI R A B SR A B — R A M I B R, b B 4 I BT LE T 5 B 48 e
7 2 fih DX SR BT DI TR 3/, B FRRARIR A o 5B 2R I fT LU T B B 48 M TR A s 0, 5 5 )7 A % B i
EE 8

(3) 35 i e 52 1 %5 TR N T s A e P B (R TR R 3007 3k, T S B 0 0 3R 2% AR 1 I TR o B TR A8
35 T A o R ) KB AR AL, ot R 25 T B L B G A A 4R A A
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