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Fig. 1 Relation between diameter of ver-
tical roll and vertical rolling energy.
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TORRYE DT 40 Fig. 2 Relation between diameter of vertical
CHEMERZBA B Lo, roll and width spread in horizontal rolling.
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Fig. 4 Relation between slab width and

vertical rolling torque.
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Fig. 3 Relation between slab width and
limit angle of bite.



