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Table 3. Effects of no-tilting method.

Items conventional method improved method
Time for analysis (min) 5.0 2.0
Reblowing heat ratio (9 1.8 0.3
Ar consumption (Nm3/T) 13.9 12.5
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T : mesurement of temperature by sublance
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Figl. Schematic diagram of conventional
and improved method.
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Fig 2. Schematic view of sublance probe
with pin-type sampler

Table 1. Comparison of [Ni) & (Cr)after
AQD tapping between conven-
tional and improved method.
(n = 100 heats )

i) Cr)
Conventional | x {L.L.+ 0.049% |L.L.+ 0.117%
me thod '] 0.042% 0.087%
Improved x |L.L.+ 0.048% (L.L.+ 0.120%
method o 0.043% 0.092%
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Fig 3. Change of no-tilting method
ratio.



