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Comparison of surface rejections
of cold-rolled sheets

Table 2.

Relative surface ‘rejections
owing to scabs

LD-steel 0r63%*
0. H.-steel 1*00

Types of steel

*(Corrected index wvalue of 1.00
for O. H. steel
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Table 1. Ladle analysis of specimens (%)

Sheets C Si Mn P S
A 0°08 | 0°01 0°35 0°016 | 0°025
B 008 | 001 | 0°31 | o0-012| o0-031
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1: Before temper rolling.

9: 1 week aging after temper rolling reduction 2.0%.
14: 1 month aging after temper rolling reduction 0.89%.
17: 1 month aging after temper rolling reduction 2.09%.
22: 3 month aging after temper rolling reduction 0.8%.
25: 3 month aging after temper rolling reduction 2.09%.
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33: 3 month aging after temper rolling then benelling reductoin

2.0%.

Appearance of stretcher strains just
before breaking off in tensile test (dull finish).
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