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Fig. 10. Stress-strain curves for M-28 specimens which were treated at various pressures.
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Fig. 11. Changes in the amounts of 7, ¢ and «
phases due to tensile testing on Fe-Mn
alloys treated at 1 atm and 35°5 kbar.
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Fig. 12. The equilibrium temperature (7o) for 7
2a, y’e or e’ transformations in Fe-
Mn alloys.
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