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Present all nuclear power plants in Fukui prefecture are located at the bay side of Japan Sea coast. New
facilities may be planed to be at ocean side. The sea salt corrosion at the ocean side should be larger than it
at the bay side. We have the salt damage experimental yard at Awara sea coast and at Fukui city (about 15km
from coast) for the corrosion comparison study between Japan Sea coast and inland.

We confirm the amounts of sea salt aerosol vary among the season and year. The weight loss of specimen
inside of shelter without filter is higher than both of sheltered with filter and inland specimen. The weight
loss of specimen inside of shelter with filter is almost same as it of inland specimen. We confirmed the filter
which we used is sufficient capability to prevent corrosion. We confirmed the corrosion rate of both opened

specimen and sheltered specimen without filter increased after some periods,.
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Fig.1 Seasonable Variation of Sea Salt Aerosols
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Fig.2 Comparison between Sea Coast and Inland(1)
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Fig.3 Comparison between Sea Coast and Inland(2)
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Fig.4 Sea Salt Aerosols vs. Wind Speed
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Fig.8 Wind vs. Weight Loss
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