Results comparing CW and S quick-change systems

1. Safety: Hydraulic CW quick couplers, unlike S quick couplers, basically meet the latest, relevant safety requirements without additional (fragile and
costly) systems. This is because the CW quick coupler features double safety in the form of a non-return valve and springs that keep the wedge retracted.

2. Construction height: The construction height of the quick coupler alone says nothing, the distance from the centre of the
dipperstick to the tip of the bucket blade is decisive for calculation the breakout and digging force. If this distance is
compared with buckets that have an identical inside (i.e. same volume and properties), it turns out that an average CW23 _ ’ | :
combination is several percent lower than a S60 combination. This is directly related to more retention of break-up and F ‘J}‘//ﬂ;%
digging power in the case of a CW system. The picture opposite shows an S60 quick coupler (red) and a CW3 quick coupler /”/"“”‘*’f“f A
(blue) on an, internally, identical bucket. This shows that a CW combination has a lower build height as the quick coupler is ‘
traditionally formed in between machine kinematics and bucket construction. {
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3. Digging angles: There are many differences between various brands and types of excavators in terms of tipping angle. N b
|

Unlike S systems are the angels of the CW quick couplers machine-dependently corrected. This means that with a CW \\\ \ \\ ‘
bucket, regardless of the brand and type of machine has virtually the same tilt-in and tilt-out angles. This is absolutely not the \*\\»\‘\{ \\':
case with an S-system, which means that depending on the machine according to many operators, the buckets do not open N&F B

or close sufficiently

4. Weight: Itis not just the weight of the quick coupler but the weight of the combination quick coupler + attachment that counts. An S quick coupler is lighter
than a CW quick coupler. This is because the CW quick coupler has coupling shafts and an S quick coupler has couplings hooks. In contrast, an S-
equipment piece has coupling shafts and a CW quick coupler has coupling hooks.

Looking at the overall combination, there is therefore virtually no difference in weight!

5. Price: CW systems are low-price systems. An average S60 system equipped with safety devices is around 60% more expensive to buy than a CW23
system. Looking at identical attachments, attachments with S-suspension are often also more expensive to buy. If one switches to an S-system and wants
to continue using existing CW attachments, the cost of a adapter or rebuild is also added!

6. Proven system: The CW system has been a proven and trusted system developed in and for the Benelux for decades.
In the Benelux, it is common to work with wide buckets, unlike in Scandinavia (origin S-system), where there are no buckets wider than 1.2m. For this

reason, a CW system is wider than an S-system, and forces are transferred better and more stably from machine to equipment in a CW system, which
benefits its lifespan!

7. Tiltrotators: Until recently there were significant advantages in the overall mounting height (Dipperstick - bucket blade) for an S-system “Sandwich”

compared to a CW-system. With the arrival of the Eurotilt, there is a compact “Sandwich” which in total mounting height (Dipperstick - bucket blade)
is comparable to the S-system.



