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1. Qualitative XRF analysis of metal droplets etc. 
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2 - Qualitative XRF analys of , moulds 

late 1st Zn Zn,Sn 
M ?Cu 

Zn ( Pb) 
2623 c Cu Zn Sn (?Pb) Mostly Zn 
3203 
3204 C 1st M Cu Zn Mostly Zn 
5234 C 1st M Cu Zn Pb Pb,Zn 

Object Date 

C crucible M "" Military 
M mou 
T 


