87— S 1184

(446) =ELESERTHH-> 2HBBOEES 0BT

HASE® SMOTELMER OFhNBE HHEEE

1. & B

FAAREE

BEEEA~ORELUEHMR OBA LA, EBECKEEBEOME, S 7 VAMT RO EED
RN BERIN T2, COMHBEERRBCSI24BEROTRL LT12, RHIIKoEESZC

L B3FERL, BERCT - v 72T EE2BIET2H

BREPREENATOS, Lo LSS

NOMFECIIHBBEIAEN CHEOHMBBZIMAREL TH), MEILTLLI—FKLI,
ZTIT CNOBKEERFECIYBON ZFHEMOE ., Mk, BILCEOMBEACOCTHRAL .

2 EBAHE

BERAM CIIMESL R, AL BARRRUOBEREE R £ 13T
SEOHBERELH RO - MR 2 M Lz, T SI8E%: S
RBEIre—v— 72 Mome, $IBE L HBBE %2
e, ZKEOY - FEWMRZHERL 2, EBHEE LTI
BILEIROEREZ X Y R - ORHMEEE, REH~DF —
EVI/HIBROBEEP 6RO - QOBREHEHE, RUT — 7~
DNEEEXFHRCERL-OFEBERILLEK, ORHELRK,
BRURBUL 7 -"NEYeHEXBRCERE L -OFXEED
MEeEsBROFEEIT -2,

3 EBR#ER

(1) H1cHREHEER L HRBCEoNIEEREZRT, K
DESCHEEEM, ESMIHEEDOV IO VA TIZHE
BRI L T 5%, BB CSRECHET 2843508
ERTEFMLEN T, FLEBREEHZERLERD L1
ZDLONE L, OB - EH LRI HBTE 2,

(2) WULTF—-EvI/ETH-TH, BRECREEDD
- HRE, REETREEEwoad, £/ F Xk T REaR
DEEBCLVEPSRIVZEZEZILTLL—K L,

(3) H20X)cHERHROHBE LT — € Vv 7RO
BEORRRID-~FOBBECIWVRELSZ, 7YV I/ECk
BEHAERECIICOEARBARBHBML 2L EBS-HIB 2T T
BNy H b,

4 ®E

2% 1A LI SRR O FIBENE E B REMEE L L T, AR«
REBHIEOERZEENEE LA, BEROKESCHE
ABRAYH 2. COLDETMFCOOCTREERNCT —
v 7krBEAC 28000, BocREMBOLE
CROTIE EEEREZ TS REL T LEVWDH B,
SEXM 1) P, BE L8 70(1984) S1113

50 ./ -

% a0l o5 ° (GFe caotig |
- ]
41—’30 bead radius
£ ® R=0.25
o20 ® R=050
< © R=1.00
S10
(=%
&0 -
330 . onaioy]  §.
[, + 113.0
I
(2] L
EZO I )/o * 1

L o d
50@&/y . o]
-g’ 0 N N N i 01.6.7
030f (atloy] 1
@ ) ]
e
5200 o N 3
F1o (e8> .

O e e
o} 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Weight loss by forming (g/m?)
Fig. 1 Relation between weight loss
by forming and tape test value.
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Weight loss by forming (g/m?)
Fig. 2 Relation between weight loss
by forming and by tape test.




