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(#232) In this study, a corrosion resistance evaluation test using wet blasting was proposed. A
comparison was made with the salt spray test and the air exposure test, and the effectiveness of
the proposed method was evaluated.

As a result, the corrosion resistance evaluation test using the wet blast treatment showed the
same result as the air exposure test. It was also clarified that the test time can be shortened to 2
hours. From these results, it was shown that the corrosion resistance evaluation test using the wet

blast treatment is effective as an accelerated corrosion resistance evaluation test.
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