BRMIIVAM B &Y 00495 SHAIS S =27

ZHUHo| o= vXMAe MIIEME Ul
BHE, S, YBE, B, LB, YTy
SREEICH TR, SHYYD, SYHSHD", oD

Electrical Conductivity Comparison according to Measurement Methods.
Jeon Hong Kang, Kwang Min Yu, Han Jun Kim, Sang Ok Han’, Jong Suk Kim”, Kang Sik Park™
KRISS, Chungnam Univ.”, Hanbat Univ.”, Daeduck Univ.”"

Abstract
42 $BFAYS NRT AFR, A9, 27, A4, A7), TP, FEAY 5 A9 @
oA FEAAES 9o AMESa glon, 53 uAY FE&EAR dgiFd =HE EAe
FEN) 879D Ao BN 2 ATE Y AR 47 Exgdl 9 de 4
E5H3a e A Y SALEE 3o G FH I ¢4 wn —‘?‘-—13}9&“’1 ] =7
W ma B8 =& SAZETHE 05 %oy A=A dAsa Yev Aes: Y
E}tt.

Key Words : S &, MIIHMZ X, van der Pauw, 45Xt SHH d|HEA MIIMEE &3

1.M 2 of g HeE ol & WHezM v FFY FH
Wiol Figoz FHUIHA =HEE 2AY

2 d7elM Hed v A FEY AW = + = HlZ digital conductivity meter’} 2
g SN E IA 37MA9 4E&E5F HYPe dolt}, B3 SFFORMYA Wo| ALESIT Q)
2 ubFel 2 At AAe 4ux Yo s + HIAZ4 conductivity meterts 4FuE T
A AR Feel ARE FAL A F7 Ao o Mg £d¢ 3¢ FYASA 148 5 9
AN A7)e A4 FHS AFE 79 on olg]¥ conductivity meterE W37 ¢
= 9oz, FUAE van der Pauw &3dgo TAE FRAMUE o3 W@1~110 %IACS)7H
A 47 Al A BAR ASE AR @ gk G371 FEo) AgHE FUE L IF
¥l A% TR 2 HAM AdE FA nE $2Y ANEIE FBES I QA9
gt AFE it PHoith 1¥n e 4 AYH AFS nA 4 glon olo] wmaa A
719} 27k2) WY 2R AF AHFAE A8ed & NEAES] 2347 2ABYEE @2 Fg3A
A HEA 2AwAQ A Hvls) eddy current AFETY L5 FBLIAAL HEG Au 2

- 1191 -



2, A%, ANARA 1718 &F T FH4d
AN AHEHE AZ=dE& HEFES 2 HEAR
of WatA g FasA AT Yt o
2 d7e ANEdE FPMYA o0 FHH

kY

2. 8¢

H

1]

4
493 £A71&¢& vhband B A= FFA
FE 7T dde F AAdA Al Age
Z33%d A Fie WHoEA AR 493
Z2AAFY F2E 29 19 2o £2F A3 A}
48 AAL HZFo] FHZE WL F& 7
(Coppen)& AH&-3tith.

29 1 AZE 493 2R3

Azd AF9 T2 & 50 m %) 30 m 2
gz Az Zol(290 mn~500 mn)e} wa} ez
23 HEEF 91, 29 1M Hoixe 4% A
5 A¢ Be 7talFe AfF7t 25 EXFH A
g F AEE vhban)HEHZ AZsta FZolA B
EZ z3F3o AFE nHAEE Pt 28kx
A5 Co De AR 99 F AFHAA dALE
2437l Y Rez 45 °Zx 9 knife? H(F
30 m)e] & AFn A 2B A
of we #H$ Zol(£)e 2AHEE g =
Aol(£)ZAHAAN uEHE 2348 HUYF Folu
A2 HA4E FH3r] Adtd Ao Rl
280 2 knife W9l do] IF FEE 49
o dwtdez A & M5 H(Pinolt ut
(Bar) 22 392 7439 FH}/x v 53
o A Fgxst oA e d3e] Ak A AF
o] Aoz e YA AlHe FHAAN SHG
g AgAE oz SFAM Z2AF ol T
tzA vehty] gEe a9 dde] HrE &

W, vhban)F el Fole AT Yol waky
AAEFAA(L)AA v REEe 237t 54 4%
Tl & 4FE WA HEZ YwrH o knife
edges ASHUE AH§3T 2 ATFAM A5
FHle 4 ART SHS st 7P T
AMegE Adstda, FHe g/t dndu As
o] d¥A Fol HEE dAA 7HFT 71E
Al&(Heo] 300 moxZE 30 mmx¥el 10 mm)e A7)
o] NEZAE UEsE 72(Cu), °Fd(Zn), Steel
T 3FF distd Hrlsdoh d¥¥FL =
20 T+l T, AHNEE 50 %oldte] =M 43
H3low, Age] A1g4® RE FH7|E AFAld
A Fste gl uet g9 AHI~4AHE F
Fatglth,. HA¥L dc current source (Fluke
5720A, 5725A, BEE: 0002 %) o] &35t Ash
BAS 43U NEE FEAZIL de 10 A
9] AFE 71§ % digital Voltmeter (Keithley
182, 1 w9 £3F)2 Al89 ¥, DA 7
Ztel ALE FAsAT. 2HE AFE AYFH
quFoez ZtFn 108 Aoz 108 wi3
o Age EFYLT, 2 HERE AT type
Adl ESx Hrld HBaHA £ AR A=
d ot ZHFE AY @& EUE AR)3)e
g =dE&g AdaFen, M7 uAge g
Hoz A (Do g3 Aatgch

b= R(4) M

o7, pE AR A8 A (p: uQ-cm), RS
2343(Q), A Nae daH(a), L& A4S
Az7t4 Co DY Ad(m)olH, AVHAEE(0)E
A (22X TR

1
o= (2)

g AV|AEEE WES 992 ek wo
E 4% TFl(Pure-Copper)? H7|HAEEE 100
%2 3o Jedn, %IACS @2 vehgE 4
ez L1l

A71A, ALHe= &4F T2 (Pure-Copper)2] H]
Ak 20 CTAA 1.7241 pQ -cmojt}.

- 1192 -



%IACS = (1T24L )10 ®

2.2 van der Pauw §37|&

van der Pauw Z#A7]&& A7) 3EFHI FF
Alge] disted ALz Hefe] A 2(50 mnx50 mmx10
mE TEDL AR Z ZAEY dAFe] AR
£ 0¥ 29 2& AAFTE AF}Y. AF5L
Aoz zdE £ UEE HAH AgY AV
d wi Ao FAe] BolF=F AU FH
dl 2AEdd T8 A3 A8= Fel(copper)E
ALgete] JEo| Z HEE 3o

29 2. A" van der Pauw

2943

ZAge AztEd 2HAFA MNEE ¥e £

g AFe nAHAIZL 27 39 (a)dllA
BozlE AAMY 13 2404 A/ E 7tAF2 v
FRE W] 37 49 A4 AGE F438A
A R,E F¥ch a2z 2& wdoz TY(b)
A 13 aAlole] AFE sMs)F I 29 3Abo]ol A
AL Z48d AY RpE Adgd. & <8R
van der Pauw ¥4 372 WA7&F A
o H&5%E Lampard® AiHEEH fFAMEI A
ke thg 2(4)eh 2oh2](31

1 _ _nd Rus+Rp
o Tz 7 @
o714, de Ag9 FA, ot A7 uAF

(MS/m), A#)& ratior = R4/Rpol 2&si 2
Hl-g gtel 1 %ulel lew 13 Zux BAY F
Al $ gl Aol ALES JivE AUY 21%
oA A}&3% dc current source$t voltmeterE A}
Fatgen SAYYLS T

(b
a9 3. van der Pauw 71& 9% =34y

2.3 Eddy current method £H&7|=

0] eddy currentd] 9% ZAWY[4]L o
o Az YW g3 FRHE 7HHE o143}
t 2AVEE B dTFAE 259 ®ol AHEH
o e Fug 47 =d& F37](conductivity
meter, model : HOCKING 3000DL)& A}-& 3t
213t9] @AM ANEE A vHmHle] F
At E4L 717 AAY =AE BEANES
o] &3td gaing AT F #1034 FA8A
Bgte HAstn BEFE FPrid F g

3. £MATe g8

47] 374Xl EAYel ¢ ZHAHE E 1
of Yehden 4ga AWl g AHE 7]
o= YRE 05 %olste] BN ARG B
oz gtk @A e FRPE BT 05 %
oatel AREES Holm gomz ZRAe B
of weh o= WP ARGHE 2RAR sl
o 05 %9 ABE WY WelN ALY & UL
Aoz wuan @ AYBAIY Aze A
B2 2d4, 2470709 4% 5 254 24
azo] Z3ol Ae W Wk

=X A g (%IACS)
5 4922 {van der Pauw|Eddy current
Cu 101.7 1015 101.8
Zn 29.60 29.55 29.7
steel 2.275 2.268 225

E L Z3%Y & =48 2329

- 11938 -



azin 4719 =HE SAAAE N9 3
AAZE AYE SFZAY 2HdFoth £ 4
FolA 492 2 van der Pauw SAW Y %
ZRZANE BA3E AE9 F4H w A
gxd Avtd 4%S vHA €€ ¢ F AAdh
& ANg9 FAg dhxge 4 (NI @WANE
& F A=A FH@ol viAE FFol A9 A4
Holnz HEF 01 %olete Y 74Fo] 278
o zEn 493 SRy vy FEy &3
Yoz de ded doey HIE van der
Pauw %Y 2 eddy currentt}2jel &3 vy &2
A7l =H& £A71Y conductivity meterE ©o]
ALgEtE Yt 53 FHELEA T Hxn 2
At A8 5 e Fdol oy FUAHA
F718 IAel 8a7¥d adn EFREE type
Ast type BRUS HEsle Hrisiyen, o0 2
#& E 20 Vet B8E 9922 = type A,
Alge 54 2 B, 537] o] #¥xo & 4
F& "X 802 HAEHYOH, 40
dAsA #AEY AHPgerz 25 2 FHAHLQ
d 9% Ese: APt

Egx ZHEYE

249 433 |van der Pauw|Eddy current
type A| 01 % 01 % 0.1 %
AN | 02 % 01 % -
Z37| 01% 0.1 % 029 %
gy 00% | 03% 061 %

¥ 2 B3% gYrias

4.4 B

A=A E &4 N9 FA9 @A ua)
49 AY AYxd B JF& Fa Ude A
ez Ugygoed, &3 ANz FHle HEE 01
%olstel AUrtFo] adct T3 FF o
A9 =dE AR did A&HA Hrte} op&#
F71¢ Az did Hri: "asich A
e =18 2FAHE 498 YA 9% &
FARE J1EeR EHAYEE P YHESF
AEE 05 % olte] HAAA A=At A2
dE F2AABE7IHQY KRISSH dFste £4&
& A7) (conductivity meter)9t EFA|H sty

Hop Agd SHEgxe aygFde 273z
2 g7e YESAPYd o3 unmnedg F3
o Bg IFFY uPMu2E AFFE S

otdstA HAoh

Az 2o

f1] Dodd, C.V,, Deeds, W.E., and Luquire, JW.,
International Journal of Nondestructive Testing,
Vol. 1, p48, 1969.

[2] van der Pauw,” A method of measuring
specific resistivity and holl effect of discs of
arbitrary shape,” Philips Res. Rep., vol. 13, pp.
1-9, 1958

{31 "DC Conductivity Measurements in the van
der Pauw Geometry” Gert Rietveld, vol 52, 2003.
[4] AR.Jones,Sr, Eddy-Current Characterization
of Materials and Structure, ASTM STP 722,
American Society of Testing and Materials, pp.
94-118, 1981.

- 1194 -



