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2. EBAX Table 1 chemical compositions of steels{wt.%)
B4 (2 Table.l |GRY & S WK O EEE Steel| C [Si|Mn|cu|Cr|Mo| V | Al [ Ni|B"| Ti|N*
AT, EEOMT oL 1 D A 10.087/0.21]0.92]0.25|0.60{0.51(0.034{0.075]1.98] —| — [17
B |0.0920.21/0.91/0.24[0.60{0.51]0.034]0.073[2.96| —| — |17
BET 5700, LEY A7 VAR (REN# C [0.098|0.20|0.99|0.24]0.58]0.50|0.0370.073[2.96 [ 10| — |21
B 1400°00cin AT 2 |l 4 7 vE B ( 1400 D |0.087/0.20/0.90|0.25|0.61(0.52|0.034|0.020/2.02| — | 0.011|16
+ 800~1200C) % i L 7 7%, /NEI CODIABR, i E |0.093/0.20{0.90]0.24]0.61]0.51]0.034|0.020[ 2.01] 7]0.010[18
) o -~ F 0.089]0.20{0.90(0.25(0.61]0.52(0.033(0.020({1.03| 8/0.011{18
ey ¢ M E—HBRELT - 7o G |0.100(0.22/0.93(0.25|0.62| 0.53(0.036| 0.0852.04| 7|0.014]15

3. ERER * ppm
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