85— S 287

(286) 7r7u—Lh2Vv FULLI NI 54T % 0 —) )L g EoRIsE
SR B  HAFIER oAILEk WAE— MSREM ] C/A
RINBREBETE®» BESE BAES

BLERE AP AN @

1. #E

B EH RSO MEER: LTERAINS < Y Fur s vilild, #- 74 v FHFReE7rv7m— b
FREBB D, 7A7E— b2y FLas vl WTREEROEROEFHEI HENZRA 2 -
Y (A b= 2) BERT D, A b=y ZERORRESEEFRO< Y FLras-OBRERLRKBLCL
RERBOCMONT WD A, TOERD X # =X a3RETLBEIL TRV, FHTFA4 7
IV TEBEBRYERL, A bxy JERDOA =X LERALNR Lk TORBRRESE, 2=
s T A —AEAEEHATESE I AVGERLALIA BELVWRAKEDR RO b,

= 55 PASS REDUCTION 43.5%
2 RBER S sl
BB ol 24 X0 Fr 4 F I T i
(1) Bxsy FEERDIDEEREE~> FL & %
oS- EEOME Fig D t: 40:_
(2) 222 FpvF AR B OBEEREL O |
%% PR, = — vEEERED BK Fig. 2) R .

FRELLER, DTOC LHBWL D L% - 720
(a) EEAR< Y Fras-—FEREDL LER

1.0

1.5

MANDREL BAR. SPEED RATIO (VB /VR)

Fig.l Effect of the mandrel bar speed

WEEABICELL, ¥ Fvass—HE V) % on the roll force 152
. N #2 STAND s
FiEe - ArEBEREV) KELVWRIBRKEZR 5] s )
) S _ ROLL FORCE =~ _--% S
o, COBBRUIRBEERZER CHHETE 5 Z ol 8" n
- z
(b)) EEMBCRETEBRIBRSRNOFBEE = | 1 101
4 - P o [ #1STAND _- 83
BALDIKRED, BFRNCTL- THETEZE & 3B} - ™~ —] o
EHETEW, < F oS- MERRL L. T 2 30%/’3\ ~s | B
s b [72]
A UBEEREEBEL D KT 0T, #hgne 3 | NTERSTAND TENSION T~—{s ¢
T
Lo TEEMEY —FRHHAT L EHTE S, L T v PPN [
0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 =
REDUCTION OF #1 STAND’S ROLL SPEED
FROM STANDARD SPEED(%)
3. HBINTOEEMER Fig.2 Effect of roll speed of #1 stand on

BEO< s FLrIMEI8XEYy F7Aa7 e~ b roll force and inter—stand tension

IANTHD, 85, s 622 FTHERERIMLE 6.6 r Nodmin%l shell dimension
_ I 0.d.;146mm
FCbo BHERAERA2 Y FERTDE, = B 64| wis0mm
I length;23m

YEULAR—BE L. Figl IR LABRRERR
DT ENAEMAEF22 Yy FTRELTEEMEDR
rRT 2, FOB, HEF 22 v FREFEERS
ENEhrTLHE Fig2 WRLAEBREIZL Y EEAH
BOFLAXMBTHILEPTEDL, EEMREFig
3IREARTo ELVWRAREBDRESEDOLN S,

6.2 FWITHOUT ROLL SPEED CONTROLZ  000°
6.0 [ousngtes s
5.8 [

WITH ROLL SPEED CONTROL
PR R T KN WO GRS U S TR S S S R P NN B T |
5 10 15 20 25
DISTANCE FROM A TOP END(m)
Fig.3 Change in wall thickness
in longitudinal direction

0

WALL THICKNE SS(mm)

*1_



