86— S 248
(248 ) mnABoRAARBRORE E WM B 1

e BT AT BARd wWAEH AmMEgE
BHE- ®FE H OKBE®WX

1. & 8
DEHOMBREAEBHR L. 2OSBENECELVRBABT 25, EFROBAIOHHO I L - Fi
WL BERPUEBROBRBESHAFHEZONE. SAVED ATV E, B bs L TCHORIEAEEEMNE I

B3 2B RHI D DBEFROBCHNEHB L CHEAABSMBHEARE (UFPM) 2B 0EIHEFT

BrBALTHD., 20MBBRBOBRERET 3,
2. PMORER L IESEE

i) RER :F-—-xtonBoBA.
WecBiEdxks, (H1)

i) BEMHEEE . AWEET Vo - ABEURHERS (M2) « £#RH
EHBLAHLHAPOBEMLDAZL. A& CRABTOBRESR R L1 0 ~
15chHinn, (H3)

i) RAPEBEE: PMTOC, Si, Mn, B3LTALORA2Y bou—nk
BERGEFHERASRN~~ 7Y vy 7 IBIOARMEEL,. BERHEFEEEOE
PHEC. A¢HFEORHEAERY, (H4iCop)

iv) REBBE: Si SV IFHOBS. BHEESELHTTOTCERT 3 LPME
BMRAyANTY) vy 7B ERHABMOGELv~rzd 5, (F5)

=54 Y F s —BIIOVEHYTRHO

o8

Variable cost index

[ ] uvtitities
{77/ Refractories
Others

Fig.1

RH Degasser  PM Process

Comparison of variadble cost between
RH Degasser and PM Process
( Steel: $541, Production; 30000 ton/month)
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8.3 Temperalure drop during treatment
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Fig. 4 Deviation of Carbon content
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Fig. 5 Relalion between {T.0) in CC-tundish
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