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Table

1. Test steels

Table 1 Test steels

Y. S. IT. S. | Elong.

N2 containing

HT80

| Chemical composition (%) %(kg;f/m- (kg/m
¢ si “Ma P s Other ' m»|  m] 9%
[ . i

§ .08 - | .32 | 610 L015 | L0199 N, 25 36 40
milldd steel* | ! ;

! |

. .15 .25 .99 | .013 | .006 |.26Cu,.5ICr 80 85 32

| ‘ .45Mo, . 04V

#900°CX1 hr. A.C. & 650°CX1 hr. A.C.
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