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Conventlonal Skid
(Pusher type)

Conventlonal Skid
(walking beam type} (Walking beam type)

Ceramic.  Composite
metal

N
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New Skid

200mm

Fig.1 Comparison of design between conventional and
’ New Skid Button

Table 1 Comparison. of Specification between
Conventional and New Skid Button

Stress (kg/mm?)

Conventional Type New Type
Height (mm) 120~ 150 200
Compresslon . .
010~ 0.5 0.20

Heat Resistance |Ceramic: Composite

Materials
Altoy Metal Metal
J:120"x80%
1o QO : 200H x50%
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Time Ratio of Slab Contact with Skid Button
Fig. 2 Change in Skid Mark Ratio
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Fig. 3 Comparis

on of Skid Mark Ratio between

before and after Reconstraction
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