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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of sample preparation
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Fig. 2 Relation between resection rate and
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Table 1 Comparison of analytical results of
g CR WY, BEHCTAANERBEZEH T conventional method and this method.(.n=5’ppm)
%gfﬁégﬁé Bﬁ;%b\ @Eﬁé}ﬁﬁ‘i‘ﬁ*ﬁ)ﬁ‘f%éi Conventional meth. This meth.
LERBLE. % ¢ % ¢
sECH N A 40.5 1.5 39.6 1.7
1) B &8, 71(1985)13 S1205 B| 3612 5.2 3615 5.1
o A 2398 4.7 2328 3.4
B 56.7 1.3 50.2 0.9
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