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Fig. 2. CV curves of LiCl-KCI-UCl3
at each reaction step
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Fig. 4. CV of LiCI-KCl-2wt%UCl3
at 0.1~0.6 V/s scan rate
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Fig. 3. Polarization curve/LiCl-KCl-2%UCl3
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Fig. 5. Dependence of peak current (peak Ic) on
square root of scan rate
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