'81— 51089
669.891: 543.062

(439) AT VRIICLZMcb 0o B

FEXWEREMBEFT HBRE OMLHY BH % %5m %
ERFRH IFEE '
I ¥ =
ﬁE\ﬂﬂlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ\§iiﬁﬁﬁlﬂﬁ&tybﬁ??#ﬁh&hfh%oL#L\o.c?wr
a\Kﬁv##ks<w>bﬁvitxéﬁﬁimﬂmiio—orﬁotoxzaﬁ\:mo;oxﬁv*m

iﬁtﬁﬁb\ﬁ&l(ﬁﬁ?téﬁ&&ﬁhﬂbtoCo:t#&ﬂyrﬂvacléﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁatﬂtm
TRET S,

1 #RRUER

»>+Ava£16Osﬁﬁwxﬁv#oﬁﬁabr\1)mﬁ$&Wr#Bmﬁn‘z)aﬁﬁmo.§
AEWOEE. 3) FHERSNO SE&cHd EXbhoOr,
1)Eowf;o:m%th&hﬁﬁ?mrﬂﬁﬁﬂ\Fudl@Eﬁ?;ﬁEanx&&bwﬁﬁﬁEEt
tn\#9ﬂ77#ﬁXEwott\&wrﬁﬁonPHAEITcsﬁ&MénTwEC&#at\4»}#
EOBRIFELTHS. Thid. <A } ORBHICEN B NRLOADIEMA L LT 0a 005 B ST
NHRIEKBILD Cs 00 WAL ZWANA M EHAEL A—RHT1-THBRERDTEE L. r1g.1
EOXDIC~NN 2 EOERLEREE LA,
2) KOWT; CaRLONAMFEML . FRERIRML 0 OB TREBERDTHBE. Pig.21CRT L5
E2*Eim3ﬁto%ﬂfh@ﬁﬂ&l?lATi&kﬁ%xOlHOvAhSHMMekbfﬁﬁpﬁﬁf
SHERE (1)L, 0 ox1ae BROENT MSHEB(HFEL. TO MnS O Ca HEMTHEET IENE
(1) KA DPhBo CHEOMBRIRRAETHHNTRTS 5. A—HR
TRARI VWA REXDDPNIBHELTE . MEYORAOEC LS50 LH
xbhade
3) K2WT ; RERIE ( 400 o/s) TFMBMMEMN & ¢ b iELWEOBE RS » -,
RTHLEPLg SEARTISCRERBEL ERAO S~ 10 BTRNENE - q@@m)[uéa(ﬂsm
10 0B EBETH B0
i % = , ) 1.8 3.3

- _ | 03 (ppm)

AVYRY B30 FHOATYFOREEMTEL . Tavle. 1
RTLITUBRHETHMEZET. AV AV 2 X2 B oa HHETMEE Lo
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Fig.l. Contamination by abrasiwve belt,



