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Fig. 1. Comparison of D, thermal desorption curves
in CuCrZr loaded at 120, 240, and 350°C.
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Fig. 2. Desorbed D, concentration as a function of
heating time (120°C loaded CuCrZr).
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Fig. 3. Desorbed D, concentration as a function of
heating time (240°C loaded CuCrZr).
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Fig. 4. Desorbed D, concentration as a function of

heating time (350°C loaded CuCrZr).
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Table 1. D, concentration of CuCrZr measured by
KAERI (Up to 900°C) and HYU (800°C)

Loading Temp. D, (wppm) D2 (wppm)
(°C) KAERI HYU
120 0.03 0.03
240 0.7 0.7
350 4.2 3.39
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