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1.A &

AP ALEss ddE Do MR2E BUA, g8, 22 9 A4t FAL AXNA Hed,
o] W& HAZIA A& HL A dvbHU Wiy sy FHo EFsY I AxFUE U
82 33 AZANIE Wol 28F¥Y. B3 933 PyYoer Aok & DUPIC(Direct Use of
Spent PWR Fuel In CANDU Reactors, 3 - 42 94 #4d3F7)) HA89 A$ AXFTAY 2y
£ & ode] Ut B HdYMNE AzFAY deE 98 W4 wgoz Hug Fznz
544D ¥ o]F BAEGY FF VPN PYPog YARE AZnA oy, o)z J&Ee
PUANY, ¢F R 2Z2FAL ©E8 B AFHRA stgt B AFAME 7@ a7anVe
549 A¥EY d=xo] 9L X W5Y H2712 24, 220 £y, yRgy R 2o 2
F% g F2g 27), BAERY 43X, BAAY R AL7tEZY Fo Hofr F Fol AAYE njae=
Qo] diglM AT Jd¥e: dojA HA}AE ANOVA(Analysis of Variance)] 43 iy
o2 Ztzhe] ¢ixvt WEof nxlE= date Ay oidel F b olie Ul 2EgHe YEU:
Fike) QHMMNE 2NN,

249

NAR BT ZAEBIAZA 20%Y yttrda’t $# 8 yttria stabilized zirconia(YSZ, AMDRY146,
SULZER, Wohlen, Switzerland)®& A} g3ttt & =vl 712 Arg AE3ged, 272 Hest
Ne® Ard st Agsignt. PF2843 BEE 9% JAY =& Y3o Ay vdgd 23
280mme) FFHT5E AL EAS-IXE ANRD £§ FAQY £ £IRRDG. FHAUY Az
7t2 R A2 25cm, E°] 4cmel &AM graphite holderd o1 &2tdct AYzAd) wet 202 WA
1N B¢ £83Asle whEold AAAEL IANT X Ar 29719 g WA M8 A%
o ANEEW 9 £3BT AR BAYP) A (Leitz METALLUX 3) ¥ SEM(Jeol JSM 840A)€ ©)
439t YEE T MY ditd M2 dg A Fd 998 dodz MdAsS gdsgden, ojnix
4 AT Eg)o)(Mocha image analysis, Jandel Scientific)& o83l £X48 1 olFe BANE HYF
a4,
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Table 12 & =vl F8 80, AW WHELE 200Torrd AN H27tL o Hott 3 ¥ $LITFHY
AAE 44 Ar/Ha=120/20 £ /min ¥ 120710 ¢ /min, Zp=8cm R 4cmd] 2 Foz 31, 29 I7NE 3
FEo2 3t 339 NEAYS s A £LLE9 T 2(spheroidization) B& X ojt}, Y9
2E Z¥ANA 45w I #E 20 1 £E4AEN ey, £2y AV} 4% 444
e A23AY. E H2a F Hool2d #F%0] 28 244 £8FEY 2gtod 22 A2
ZRAME BARY AAI 5848 £4AEE FoME AT JeEUUY. Table 2& Table 19
ANOVARY ZHzolt, Ewe 37), #ARY 9, A2rt2 24 F9 HAFE JeUE A B, C
A 8gle] E¥For x: A3 A %S vxm Uvts 2Po] 999% VA AL
Vehd Rtk F AR CRUL 99%9 A eFoM Fid gag nlAn oen BRYIL B
FEg AU MY & Y& £E0] ¢ F 2980 YA F, 2HARSF Bt Ca9)
ZPHAL 9 & =FEAERT E 8L oD YL ¢ F AW F, A= CRYUF AL
ol wehN et w Bagle CARAT HEF}LAAIL e RE ¢ 4 AAH.  R-Squaregkol
¥ Holng A 717 899 AHde) ¢ 0% AX A FLL FE 2AYE ¢ 5 Ysed, Uy
2] 20%e 4823 £ 484 vlA 9dHR 29 98 89 UAE ¢ &+ YUY, 49AY B
zo] ¥ 9 o7l F i (omega-square: 0)€ wa’=0253, @a=0088, wc’=03192 vrelu A i)
A HA27ts Fo Hpefr 3€ UYERE Cad9 9%0) 4 32% AEE M4 %o dgez: A
8%, Bagl £22 IYAEI} EXY. F, £29 £FAEN 229 =Zrjd wE xo)rt e
W59 Duncand A& dtdch. -45met -90um, -75m -90ms ELNAE REFRE Aol7t Aoy,
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-45ms} -75um Atelele #4AT M2 Ho)7t gl A2 EAH °l AYxAdMe ~7511m °ltl-
o $U& AMgdE Af YAV AW #8AEY Aoje fleE ¢ &£ Ut 4 8U9 F
% FFe Aot At FUYE RUHY) ARG T AL & AH o 936%4 «‘Jﬂ#—éql*i B.S.?l
o] ¥ £EL A7k ANLn, 8ACE PI7% AAFETAM $Te A7) w A Y€ oA
. & Hed /%€ 3710A B¢ 44 ARHLE $3ANY & A& Ao AEHA

4.2 &

FE FH4Zv2 §83H0l ¥ YSZEWYY £€ R YHLUL ¥, ¥¢Y #8& AAAA R
A2zt 240 9% IA viidh (AU Y= FAYE J3} -Toum o) 2719 ¥ A4,
SRS EAE 9 27, BAAE £22 JHEY UE %€ vHeH, -Tom o3 U B¢
de Ax7tx 24, BAAY F9 €22 YAYEY 9%E VA
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Table 1. Sphercidization experiment with different size of the powder.

Condition Powder Size
(B0kW, 200Torr) replicate No. (-45um) replicate No. (-75 um) replicate No, (-90 um)
Geow (Zp. o] 1 2 3 [Avg. 1 2 3 |Ava. 1 2 3 Javg.
120720 8 l97.85/96.811 100 [98.22 | 99.26 | 98.34 | 96.22 |97.94 | 96.94 | 93.55 | 95.45 |95.31
120/10 8 [94.50]91.46] 88.89 [91.61 | 92.15 | 93.325 | 86.12 [89.72 | 83.33 | 87.93 | 89.19 [86.81
120/20 4 [98.17]96.75[97.59 97,50 [ 91.195 | 92,33 [93.195]92.24 | 89.69 | 79.63 | 91,57 [86.96
120/10 4 191.18190.12] 91.57 190.95 1 90.645 | 89.935 [88.705183.76 | 86.96 | 82.93 | 84.09 [84.86

Table 2. ANOVA result of the spheroidization experiment.

- General Linear Modsls Procedure
Dependent Variable: Splm‘oidiza!ion %

Source Sus of Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Mode) ll 685 87478055 62.62498005 8,48 0,000
Error 24 74093333 7. 40587222
Corrected Total 35 366 61571389

R-Square c.v, oot MSE Mean o roidization %

0, 794902 2.961976 2 T2137322 91 694444
Source DF Type 1 SS gg;« F Value Pr)F
A 2 235, 78453889 117.89 18.92 0.0001
B 1 8421121111 84, 21121111 11.37 0. 0025
AsB 2 31, 39840556 15, 69920278 2.12 0.1420
c 1 286. 23000278 286, 23000278 38.65 0, 0001
AsC 2 4, 25150556 2.12575278 0.29 0.7530
BsC 1 31, 24810000 31. 24810000 4.22 0.0510
AsBeC 2 15, 75101667 7. 87550833 1,06 0.3610

[

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test for variable: Spheroidization %
Alpha= 0.05 df= 24 MSE= 7,405872
Nusber of Means 2

o 3
Critical Range  2.293 2 408

Means with the sase letter are not ;&a\iﬂmzly different,
Mean

Duncan Grouping A
: 94,574 12 1
4 92.618 12 2
B 88,438 12 3
- T TEST PROCEDURE
Variable: Spheroidization %
c N Mean Std Dev Std Error Minisua Maximum

1 18 94, 69666667 4, 80492976 1.13253281 79. 63000000  100. 00000000
2 18 89, 05722222 3.32460313 0. 78361647 82, 93000000 94, 50000000

Variances T DF Prob>!T
Unequal 4.0949 0.2 0. 0003
Equal 4,0949 4.0 0. 0002
For HD: Varjances are equal, F' = 2, 09 DF = {17,17) Prob>F’ = 0,1368
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