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The Relation between the Factors of

Steelmaking Operation and Defects

of Heavy Plate, and the Controlling

Practice.

Takesi Tsukamoto, Yasuro Nagata,
Isao Tanaka and Yutaka Kibe.
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Fig. 1. Relation between the thickness of

heavy plates and rejected plates %.
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Fig. 2. Relation between [Si] in ladle and

the rejection 9, of heavy plates.
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Fig. 3. Relation between [Si] in a ladle and
the heavy deoxidized charge 9.
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On the Relation between Occurrence
Rate of Sand Marks and Composition
of Steels.
Yoshio Ishihara, Kohei Ando,
Dr. Kazuo Morviwaki and Kou Tasaka.
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Table 1. Grades of sand-mark-test. mm/cm?

Grades | A B | ¢ | D

Total sum of | ‘ i
sand-mark- | <0*5|0°5~0°9]|0*9~1"3| 1*3<
lengths

— 182 —"



