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ABSTRACT  The radiation stability of N — decanoylmorpholine used as novel extractant for U
(VI) from aqueous nitric acid medium was studied for the first time- The effects of radiation dose ,con~
centration of nitric acid and diluente on the distribution ratio of U(VI) were discussed. It was founded
that DMPHL has better radiation stability compared with TBP and the extraction abilities of the radiolytic
products for U(VI) were lowered than DMPHL -
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