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BT 7 1 0.975 2.5
LT 8 1 1.002 0.2
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KA KM AT T 5 T 8L EIE AT EE S BORAM B 7. A T IR SR R 2
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KRLVE I 5 K R A% B 4 2R B 77, GAHA BV LE R AN AR 1) B i s B 4 T () 4 2%
PRI B i 4= i 5 R B8 ), GAHA J7vAfE TRESUIRIR A Z WM A, 14 )R 2 fe
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ol 05 35 R AN E S BUE T LT 4.1

Bl 411 ZHEEERANNTHELNSHER (B, E, E, En, E, AR D, 5 REKE R
THtAh. WMEY. HFER. ATERMEMHREURAITERNEE)

B, =M 07510 A E S 80E S — BRI FE € £ 7. H,
MNAT TE W JE AR SE PR g M Il 0 N e S 8. B T 0 A m JL A
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AR W TR 4.2,

*42 BREXBEZESHEELR

BIEZ % L ELiES 1B IE4S 3] 1& 1E 22 51 (%)
T g% L L 55 % B & (MPa) 37.4 X103 35.0 X103 -6.37
R Bk 51 5L B (MPa) 226.6 X103 239.9X 103 5.88
M THI AR 34 M 455 L (M Pa) 68.6 X10° 81.5X10° 18.83
AT I8 AR B & (MPa) 46.4 X103 55.2 X103 18.89
NAT TR JE FE (m) 0.2 0.2 0.00

4.5 SRR

A A AZ IR Y — A E B A O R B I R A AN E S B B UL KB I
R AR LS S A P FE M . S5OR B, TR BRI PRI EAR Tl A Be it E T

52



TS S VAT

AL =AAHE S BB R4 R KT &M E, X rRE2 T K8 RN E IR
B TR, RE L TTIE R ATRRE LS. AMBIES RS HM
o, BRI 5 Y AE O J5 AN 8 2 5000 8 A0 IR B 2 75 88 o e 22 Y T I
B LRV LR MR, @B IE, G SH8N BN NT 20%, £F
JESER AN AR ZE Al R T DL . Ak, MR R EAME IR, A T IR E
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W46 VT I LA A A R OR Z B e /ME . Ak, SR AR ER R R E R A 15
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I, B SRR R R e, TR A R N R R 2 N S R, AR
T 305 ) R AR T RE S BUICVE SRR A5 R . B T 2 MRIE RS R, R
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wERESHAME R FE ARSI AN B SR N AR ERIERN EEERNZ —.
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MIRER—MARFANITEA N IWZE, ES5RFMATE . BEEFEMER,
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TR i 2502 & o L 5 (1) i B D, B — D RS M, 1) W
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