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Table 1.

Chemical eomposition

Sample| Chemical composition (wt%)

25Cr-19.5Ni~0.05 C-0.03N

18Cr-11Ni-2.6Mo—0.2N-(0.02C

24Cr~13.6Ni-0.8Mo~-28i—~0.25N-0.1C

QW >

24.5Cr-13Ni-0.8Mo-0.33N-0.03C

Heat Temp : 1250, 1200 C
Work Temp

(1150'C 1100'(?)
10507C,1000C
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Fig. 1. Effect of S on hot workability
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Fig.2. Effect of Ca on hot workability
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Fig.3. Relationship between § cal%
and PV value on hot workability



