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Fig. 1. (a) Fe-1.0% Cu. (a)Not-irradiated, (b) Irradiated with Fe ion.

Micro Vickers A% &3 ZA#} Feol &g ZFAA|FA] %S w, Hv=1240] A Feol&
ZAFollE Hv=29622 715}k o] AL Cu 4283 2ALATY Aoz 9 A

_83_



————————————————————————————————————————————————————— [AVEM A & 227 2]

olt}. o] 500CeA aging AlAH Cugs MEAZHS w, HWET7F Hv=189 HZ 2 A
Cu HZd 93 agvtozes 49T F 2SS ¢ 5 U2l
Fig. 2% 2zt 2188 8 x 107 e/em2 & ZAI F9] AL B@3 Agonh

Fig. 2. Microstructure of Fe 1.0%Cu sample. (a) Irradiatedwith Fe ion and high energy
electron. (b) Irradiated with high energy electron.
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Fig. 3. Defect density of irradiated samples with electron after Fe ion, ® and with only

electron, O.
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