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o APAZE AEFS 5T ol&9 FUFE M B HLE e AAEo
B HAoH, 53] g8 AgEol ST ol dde it 2e B
FES MEsy B 2 2 AFES ¢=td AMHEHY A3 ok o)d aged F
AME F71H8ES HEAAA, 7R, FsA T SE2 bt ARkl ¢
g A8 glo, o] {7]}3E FollA Methyl Ethyl Ketone Peroxide(©]d} MEK-PO)
T FelA of 12008¢] AMzH A, EXFEqAHEFR Fu), o EAg A3}
Z3A, A5 2829 AU, 7taA o2 s8FHANA JHg Ho| AFEEO A o
EHQ f7)garsteA ol

3 MEK-POE ZEg AstAYds Al 7HAHEAZA 37l &) 4A Astst
o AZ3A dadt, EFEALS F7, M2 Fol 93t w9 Az, FAAGA,
e, A, TEREH HEFA a7t 293 44 e 9o F Jden), 23 o
AAZNE BHZ2F 59 @A) AT A2FH FolA doly njEe BEEo] &
42 Agol AFG wgoz RIAF LS doA AFT HIs 2ANE F o
MEK-POE I 84 9 &) DimethylphthalateZ 60%0]5t2 XA A 2= Qo

ol2]g MEK-POE AxHA, A%, $4 Tt AHE Al A - 2 @At His) $4
3al it o]2{g MEK-PORY I - ]9 AlnAlelE HW, oivtelA 1979~2001d A}
ol 5zd9} Apxr} HAE BARZF 1569, APGAIIL 557 o] AR, dRAME
HZ 1990~2001d Atololl 2179] #r|FAtsE B Ziatmst 2ASHTE. FuolA
£ 20009 89 Mg o AP W H(F)Q FHADZ AP 6%, 24 1999 QFAL
18t FHAET TAANIE @A A&EFHO o 609U B3 H3rt RAEH AFHe
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ERQANES ATFozA sta) 2 T Fe 9% 71z AgE AFHaz

o fo J}n

oo

2-1. A83A

MEK-PO©] CaZ} Fe& H7MANZAE ZAFo 2AHE 2alF 2o AP Hrte 347 9
& MCPVTS AALGZAE AR 13} Zow, o] FAe 74L& IA 7ME%, ZAR
R 7SR ol A4 7tERe Arjze FdFos FAHAA glow, AR
Wie Adse] e 9458 &7 2 3717} 160mm x 33mmEA E4 AZE 2HQA
Ao 2o LYY E71E AR Y FEEI MEK-POSY] AHAHY A
2 H37] AsiA WRol HE AFEE FHM ANEE FRE F UASF ok

a3 FAFE MEK-POS Hrtee 2452979 WHEEE 53e A% 229 9
go W ¢ Wi PSS FFY] AEA 2¥LHEY) iR NE 4

Photo 1. The picture of experimental apparatus.
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o] Chromel-Alumel Thermocouple (217 1.0 mm)& Axjsle] Wi 259 WIS 2R
ow, 4 FA37] A3 Kyowax] PGM 100KDE A48t £7HHQ sz =
A ¢ & =S A
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MEK-POo| Ca®} FeE Ztz} 1 wt%, 3 wt%, 5 wt%2] E33le] A3 A|2E 6mle &
gl Ao Y& Fo 487 URe Yy, €AY 229 ¥¥A a1 gl
AAEHY e A2YPEEY BAE ALY 22l wE AFERY ¢
<%0 WdstE FA37] Astd L7 AAE AR FAAND F AR EE
dASHA HAstA AAMS] dsAizith olF FAT dFHHY 2xo W/t dojud o
W3S #Esln, AV HY 29XE 13 S48 ¥ Az 3 3o 4E8E AA
a1 JRE 7Re] A F 139 HYS FR8A "ok

3.A9 9 uF

Fig. 1 53 MEK-PO9} CaZZS 1wth, Iwt%, SwthE 2z} H73k Aol el
U dEAE S EAF Aezx £4% MEK-PORTE Caol H7IEUL o). o ¥ E
$et -2 Yeidilon, Cadl Fx7) ol meta] FUQg e oAl A5dte A48
2338 e da '

Fig. 2= Fe 7ol @2 ZEtdATE Uetd RAoZA Feol ol 1wit%, Iwt,
Swi% F7hgtel whel vES7IUle] H ol EHdbE & 28.60kg/en7hA] F71EI o™, Feol &
Zo| FUIASFE BiHE 27 Aol #A vebytch
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Fig.l Pressure behavior of MEK-PO + Ca Fig. 2 Pressure behavior of MEK-PO + Fe
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1) MEK-PO©] CarZg& 1wth, 3wth, SwinE H71stAS o, T Uy 2zt 6.69kg/
crt, 7.04kg/er, 7.57kg/cnE VFERA AT

2) MEK-POll Fei&2& 1wt%, 3wth, Swi%E H716ldS o, HUZaygsyge 24z} 18.70kg/
o, 22.42kg/c’, 28.60kg/crE VERA R T}

3) MEK-PO°| Cai@g H7MIRE W AAH o2 MEK-PO fdnct o Zugeo
wopgom wi%rt Frhgtel wel uqrde] FrE i

4) MEK-PO) FeR2 @& H7I5tAS e AAHez FF4¢ Zugddaes ey
MEK-PO Rt} HjZ@atgo] golgom Feo] A7lFo] F7185+E Zuwqteol
F7hste AEE vl
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