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Table 1. Mass change temperature for thermal
stability evaluation.

5% mass change |10% mass change
Temp.(C) Temp.(TC)
Epoxy 140.0 336.0
Epoxy+B4C 1387 336.0
E poxy
modified 264.0 341.3
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Table 2. Results of neutron shielding experiment.

Dose rate ]3:1?: Attenuation | Shieldin
Co(mSv/h|~ rate g rate
) CESYA ey |00
Epoxy 16446 | 1085.2 66.0 34.0
Epoxy+B4C | 1644.6 1081.2 65.7 34.3
Epoxy+
L Metal 2cm| 16446 | 10624 64.6 354
Epoxy+
M Metal 16446 | 1054.3 64.1 35.9
2cm
g apoxy> | 16446 | 10579 | 643 357
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Fig. 1. Shielding evaluation according to metals and
thickness of shielding material.
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