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Fig 1. Influence of ch/TD
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Fig 2 Comparison of composition (Steel B)

Table 1. Comparison of composition (Steel A)

Oxapde e defect Devosit of TD nozzle \Mold powder
e e et [ T ERE)
MnO 6.3 7.8 1.6 21 22
Si0; 11.5 7.0 21 11.8 326
A020; | 495 68.8 67.1 | 457 | 110
TiO; 6.0 32 20 29 11
Ca0 | 94 17 36 | 141 | 332 ' ' el 401
;}:gers NaF | Na.F Photo 1. Comparison of microstructures
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