87— S 1100
(3€§3)=k > BY Ao R oo TE
- KBEREALEOAEL B5H—

JisNskm KBMSF OMA X BEE= EHF>
“RExs
Sk Mt LR ®|aRnExk HEREH

1. ¥E
RERKF T, WREMNEOSHILEENELTHE -8
ERBEY 275 (KBP2YAFL) HKBBILE, ¥ Aoxs 2200

. S z 300F VSB AW =r3q
LERBTERMO—DLULThy VAT Y7L ADOBRE £ 200] (SLAB 220x1256)
T, 2OBMBERBERALLN?, ABTRYA Iy r7L § 290 — N

£ 240t . .
AHORBERREL S0 TBBERET 2, E 220r "/P:EES Aw=179 mm%-‘x—\—_—’(:
2. FyIZE—vED . 200} (SLAB 220x1325)
TVAMEVSE HO ¥y 7 K-V BRIEBEFie. 1 WRT, Edoe 100 200 300

width (mm)

VSB TR o VEBRERKETTEDF v S E—rBaIMN
B, LA TREBLIEFHPRER LD, HhRYH—

Fig. 1 Dogbone profile

o.af

3
LS n:ZBRHERLTY 3, F
3. BETHXR ?3: 0.8}
TUAHOBETHREOVT, 2571, WEFTRTEEL § .,
K bOERE.2 WRT, WETHRER 5 TENROE, BET T, - Stab wiatn We
BHOREVEAT, RIS 0.7~0. 928K, Va—LETE EQ& v | v
k& EWZ &HHS, w T 200 300
4 . & . . i Wit.:lﬂ? reduction (n.\rn) )
_Eﬁ_ v Fig. 2 Efficiency of Width Reduction
Vo — iz & B AURIE T C RSB 4 + 2 HHA LI bress ves
BILO—RER -5 TW3H, Fig.3 RIS 7L AMHVSE # Teo1
SOBBENIFTHY, TUATREACL O #Mb45 ~p 5 ] (BT
53.5 "RHHLBLHEREE LTINS, ¥ g ol
5, zuy7u R ‘ 5‘0'
BRERER, VoLV XBETCRESE I/ oy 7o nBEL G 5 s 5 - =

{WkT 3 \: & Hin ‘,Q*LTP‘ 3M, Fig.d o2 v v 7n AHEB I Width deviation (mm) Width deviation (mm)
P 7PX®IEffmb’J§@KWEET?)‘IE{E%*LT% Fig. 3 Histgram of Width Deviation in Coil
70y 7 ARBRELL TN, ‘
6. BE 0.22}

KEP2YRAFLO—BRELTHT ¥4V V7L R OMR - &
AZEEL, MBORBHEELERZ L, FEECORIBY
REBY,

,:?Press Process ‘Online

Crop loss (%)
o
@
T

<$%Kﬁ> 0.14_ 11 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 B
1) RS ; &&M, 7319814, S369 Ao zen oz s 48
2) BRSO SRS TRERTE Fig.4 Change of Crop Loss

3) MO SARUETRETE

—364—




