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Etfects of EMBR on flow velocity profiles
in the mold region ( lines : calculated after
Egs. 7-10)
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Fig.2 Etect of EMBR on flow velocity of liquid steel estimated
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1) 7kHo s L . 68(1982),5270 ,2) K5 :[[) ,68(1982) s920
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Concentration responses of sulfur in
solidified shells of various positions
of narrow faces against addition of
iron sulfide at about outlets of the
immersion nozzle



