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Abstract

This work was conducted to make the
reliable data and upgrade of nuclear analytical
techniques concerning the Domestic
Radioactivity Intercomparison (DRI) program for
environmental radioactivity monitoring of Jeju
from 1998 to 2004. Gross beta was determined
for filter paper and water, gamma was analyzed
for ®K and "Cs in soil and radioactivity
nuclides for the water and spectrum files.

The gross beta activity in the all samples
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except for water was showed good agreement
within the confidence intervals in 1998 and 1999.
Gamma nuclides in soil, water and spectrum
files got an excellent results except for some
nuclides. Finally, evaluation distribution was
estimated between 75.0 and 100% from 1998 to
2004,

Therefore, evaluation for this program made
to reliable data for environmental radioactivity
monitoring of Jeju area on the emergency
radiation accident.

Key words domestic radioactivity
intercomparison, gross beta, gamma nuclide, ”K,

137Cs, Jeju
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1. 3] A 2a A 43

FW WAl R 19973 %E A7z
ARG H7 g Yol Frdd FTu dzxFHAPA
gt FAYE, AW EESAHL WATEA ™
AT Zlg 2 =27 AlssdoldTa 5 2y o3
AT EA Y B QR YL Ee] FHFx
220, Table 1014 Hiuie} o] BEAMHYEe
Zotd)F AFESa, dve 2 YSrow, Mg £
e 3719 # AYE W, 8, EY 281
nt2HER S Yoz i

Y7} 7152 53 A(Acceptable), W(Acceptable
with  Warning), N(Not Acceptable), ND(Not
Detected) 22|31 FP(False Positive)Z H7131%
. F A¥E Low Middle Limit<A <Upper
Middle Limit2 #o{7]#e] £4 go] ofj$ ¢4
A Hrtd AE JdehdeE, 53 WE Lower
Limit< W<Low Middle Limit £+ Upper Middle
Limit<W < Upper Limit® &4 3to] c}A alg s}
ZI7b o3& A& deidd, W 53 N
N<Lower Limit ¥+ N>Upper Limit2 ¥4 3t
o] gAFHE T3 EMFH AP FHAQ

Table 1. Radionuclides and sample matrix for DRI

HEZ 4o g Y& 9uigd. 2ga #vdF
2HMEHR A$ NDe AA 29EY Ao ZA
e 9% g AdsuA £8 AL Ygyx, FP
AA 2HEY o] E43A gL HFL E
e RAAE 238t #dd RAE 9@

rlr

2
)

2. N8 AAE R £4

1) A e (Gross-B)

AN UHARE T7|H/F A4 9y
(GF/C 47mm, 2x)& 2H A8 2 planchetteo]
DAAND  F AAFY  wlgt F2H9FSr,
Amersham)€ H7l ¥ dag A59 B4 9
B¢} & wyoz AXYP background WE 4]
2, adx 43FY g EEFHL%S
Amersham)S 1 M A4te 2 g3 3Asie =
A B AMREE 1989E8H 2043 =742 8d
¢ Bl ugivh Pl we gHAREE AAMEY
gle] Ay AL sden, B A8 A% F
¢ FEHFA ¥ EAME 2HAB A planchetteo]
&0 F AZsAAt e a0y A9
low o/B counter(Canberra, USA)& A}43141v}.

. ) ) . Radioactivity
Radionuclide Sample matrix Sample preparation level Year
eve
airborne dust
collecting filter  spiking on filter low 1998-2004
Gross beta
(47 mm®)
water standard source + water low 1998-2004
soil field low 1998-2004
Gamma water spent fuel of nuclear power plant low and high  1998-2004
nuclide files used Gamma Spectrometry
gamma spectrum Data Evaluation Program of low 1998-2004
DOE/EML
*H water standard source + water low and high  1998-2004
soil field low 1998-2004
O5r
water standard source + water low 1998-2004
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2342 23% d 2AEAE EF ARE A
on, B AEE YA LALY AE F Y98
Az B A 5 g9 AFHFo] 5o
Qe EFLNY(Amersham)g H71g ¥ 1 M ¢
A JHN 1 st RAEAE AEE A
Azd EYH & AEE 4 199895 2004
dxzbal 8l FQt £ gkt B e EY
2 B AlgE A4 £7](diameter 50 mm, hight
70 mm ; Mizuho Chemical Co., Japan)el A9 =
olg} RAE #AUF H EAARER . 4
& ng=AzZety AEV4 dFFuiA
(EG&G Ortec, USA)2 T4 " ZolEFAE o
g3t ZAHsA 28 2HEY HdL "F
DOE/EML®  Gamma
Evaluation Programel A A% th4=9] AFA}
A UEs Xg3le F oY 2HAEYE 34
getdzis ol 42zt AdEz AF-E&E HAA
HA F 2HEYE AT 2HEHE AT E%
o AEd EGH E Al d8x 2¥9EY %4
& ey 248 =2 aWP(Aptec Co)d ol
&l A3,

Spectrometry  Data
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A ASE BT A gol e 58 Bte
A" BFE Lob AW £ e AL oY,
2 A8 F$E 1998450 "N 533 1999
5322 g 4"k# e 2#HE
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T QA Aae &4 9 AMSHE 4719 &
2 5 AAME HHAMY x5 dAE Ao
AZdc =% AZ7ie a&ugel KCI& A4
e AS dEAEE & 9¥E Holx Ygste
U, B A8 Fee dAe ARGdAN EEAE
% ASAE ol du Pezt FAA ol 7]
&8rA QA Apolzt viebw7) wjZole} AtrEHh

Auel HAbEe AlBolA wasHE WEAE
Az F& glol FAdE Aoz WAY T
ZHE ¢ & g2y potassium¥ uranium F9

TAES vlasd F PAEE Fgez4 A
£EA ol FTE WY F UFEY T 2
S Y EAME I AJQ/ME gdse dd
obF 4% Aot 1Bz INEAN AE
E3a Hulel WAt FFH9) E& wHES KCI
T 22 HFARE AEdldxn FEY Aoy
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Aotaz

Table 32 19983 %€ 20043714 EY A8 5
OKs} ¥Cse] WAl ¥ERE BAMY AnE vy
Wtk EY A8 A YKt Csel BY @
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A Ae g B
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Table 2. Gross beta for the filter paper and water

Table 3. ®K and "'Cs analysis for the soil from

sample from 1998 to 2004 1998 to 2004
Year AY B” ¢ D" E’ F" Year A® BY ¢ DY E F"
filter 167 095 090-110 A¥ YK 292 298 098 090-1.10 A¥
1998 paper 1998
water 282 454 062 085-1.15 N" "Cs 283 294 088 090-110 A
filt 4 -
1090 o 133147091 090-L10 A g o2 %8057 0%-LI0 A
Ve paper \ Wes 535 534 100 090-110 A
water 1081 1399 077 085-115 W
filter K 189 198 095 080-120 A
) 0984 0965 102 090-1.10 A 2000
2000 paper s 130 130 1.00 090-1.10 A
e 0 “ -
water 222 196 113 0%-115 A YK 330 341 097 085-115 A
filter 2001
5 T . 0.90-1.10 A 147 o . -
W01 paper 10 LT3 10T 09071 Cs 316 316 100 090-110 A
water 437 444 098 085-115 A YK 185 191 097 085-115 A
) 2002
fiter 50 0477 098 090-1.10 A iCs 612 612 100 090-110 A
2002 paper -
water 366 396 092 085-1.15 A 2003 K 8% 819 106 08-L15 A
filter  _ Yics 391 402 097 090-110 A
0003 . (FH 0606 097 0.0-110 A
< paper WK 222 237 094 085-115 A
water 155 17.1 091 085-1.15 A 2004
e s 133 136 098 090-1.10 A
) 0875 0852 103 090-1.10 A , l _
2004 paper ? nuclides, " reported value (Bq/kg), ' reference
water 125 136 092 085-1.15 A Yalue (Bq/’()g). " thg ratio of B)to C, © confidence
interval, '’ evaluation result, ® acceptable.

a) b)

sample matrix, reported value (Bq/filter or
Baskg). © reference value (Bq/filter or Ba/kg),

“ the ratio of B to C, ' confidence interval,
evaluation result, * acceptable. ™ not acceptable,
acceptahle with warning.

)
i)

Table 4% 199 %8 20043712 & N8 3
Al F e waly FEE BN ZAio|n,
20008 5ol = #F 98 AVEEY ARE 24
3 A7E JehRAT & g F Wils B2
A3} 2001958 200295 8 sle] HEL A3}
A 25 XA glo] Wl 43 Hrikd “A”
TS Wol A & Av #d AAT 2001

59l AS el MScz AR 2913t @y
a9, 2002dxels ZAviE S 0855 v/secd
122.1 keV& 0.107 v/sec?] 1365 keV F 749
WA g waste Yool HE HAEH HAT B
54+ 2017 161 Bg/kgl2 AUA7}F 1365 keV
o] #FE AR 2Aste WY WEojzn
Agdd. 2922 o8 7hx duxg WEde
#F ZA¢ Aoz e v39 FH 54 22

BAEE 2 nejdor € Aoz AzHc

Table 5& 19983 E] 20043742 AHMEY 7
d Fol T e AU FTY PAb: v
2 EAY Axolny, 1998d %ol 7]gde] ©E
BFTol 44 Bolde T FH BU§ 2HW
A7E Uit 2HEY #Hd F vAl: BEY 4
#1998 E e 2001 5o R HF LS Ao
a1 S B4 gol g $48A4 HiE ‘A
TEE Yol A3 + A+e ;L AUtk

19989 E 33 7199 RYY F$ e A3
® gRG Oa & @toz BAol Hglam, s
< 9F Bdg A Efoy, HEE AHE 7]
e AUelAE PCsd A¢ R R gho] ¥
A "9z, "PEust P Ag o934 Had
Rog wastd o2y R “Ce AS WA
PALFY 7l EE AE AFR] 2] g Eo
YAy BE7F AdYst gRen, Hose BM 8
2Oy HAPZL Az HFA B oo
HEol ¢ @ Aoz gAY, s A
t U4 2 4 2AdL Ala o st F
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Table 4. Radionuclide analysis for the water from
1999 to 2004

Table 4. To be continued

\rear Aal Bb) CU Ddl Ec) Ff)

Year A" BY CY DY E F*

'WCd 864 825 105 0.80-1.20 A¥
Co 0907 1.10 0.82 0.80-120 A
1999 “Co 442 462 096 0.80-1.20
s 560 554 1.01 0.80-1.20
K 163 171 095 0.80-1.20
'"Wcd 349 320 106 0.85-1.15
2000 “Co 352 342 1.03 0.80-1.20
(A "Co 264 253 1.04 0.85-1.15
WiCs 347 326 1.06 0.85-1.15

Mmag 123 121 1.02 0.80-1.20
Co 446 447 1.00 0.75-1.25
*Co 1850018300 1.01 0.90-1.10
¥Co 409 416 098 0.80-1.20
'Cr 808 839 0.96 0.80-1.20
BiCs 158 169 093 0.75-1.25
MiCs 125 121 1.03 0.80-1.20
“Mn 219 242 090 0.75-1.25
sp 127 133 095 0.75-1.25

o

B e e i e e o

mag 431 440 098 0.80-1.20
'®cd 105 976 1.08 0.85-1.15
Co 207 1.80 1.15 0.80-1.20
%¥Co 119 123 097 0.90-1.10
%Co 790 752 092 0.90-1.10
BiCs 840 837 1.00 0.90-1.10
#5h 241 231 1.04 085-1.15
Bgh 315 329 096 095-1.15 A
%Se 227 - - - FP"
Bmre - 321 - 080-1.20 ND’

2001

- N T e e e

%

"WCd 1020 1130 090 0.90-1.10
WCe 538 502 1.07 080-1.20
"Co 161 215 075 085-1.15
FCo 906 984 092 080-1.20
“Co 459 483 095 0.90-1.10
Wics 480 499 096 0.90-1.10
Sn 913 910 1.00 080-1.20
®Y 131 137 09 083115
“TAm 601 552 1.09 0.90-1.10
WCd 2670 2600 1.03 0.90-1.10
e  90.1 932 097 090-1.10
TCo 840 910 092 0.90-110
YCo H2 519 101 090-1.10
2003 P'Cr 471 478 099 0.90-1.10
Mics 5000 5120 088 0.90-1.10
BSh 648 651 100 0.90-1.10
Mon 292 298 098 0.90-1.10
BSr 235 251 094 0.90-1.10
MYy 597 607 093 0.90-1.10

2002

Homas 220 262 084 0.80-1.20
®Co 252 259 097 0.80-1.20
HCs 426 448 095 0.90-1.10
2004 YCs 378 402 094 0.90-1.10
Sh 437 426 103 0.90-1.10

N N A S N -

a}

nuclides,  reported value (Bq/kg), ' reference
value (Ba/kg), @ the ratio of B to C, © confidence
interval, I evaluation result, ® acceptable, b
false positive, " not detected.

Z YA(fallout) B2 A EAse= Ao
v @A 71 wzb713023)9 ofF g #4662
keV)E 2237] "o MU FE Hrisie
ol 8% WMAls AFo N BN glof tE
dzrsud AYE YYst F7] dFol 2AF3 n
?lEojo} 3 &Eld ozl Aol2 lEo Frtzt
g e oz modd "PEus} P e
= BNty WAy B4 AY ngo A B

a) 1}

nuclide=, reported value (Ba/kg). © reference
value (Ba/kg). ™ the ratio of B to C. ” confidence

Interval, " evaluation result, ®acceptable, "' not
acceptable.

ol A 29150 FesAo 199935 o] Fo
ALHo2 DRI #HAgozsy EMydol &4
5o} A=At

20014 5ol e 7Coo BA A MR go
Z22E dolv AFRE BAHNEY, o AR
Agel Hes uxdA Tl HEE YA
A2 wersig vl qiold, AW B Az
gy 2Aed gedol HPo: ZHetgE gl ¥
2 1221 keVe TCoz Bebgtid "Eust ™Eu
o] #art FHH FdFsE7] Wi oy B
$olliz 7ol & gol ¢& 1365 keVY HAE 7}

o

[N}



64 ZeE - FAAN - HRE

Table 5. Radionuclide analysis in the spectrum
file from 1998 to 2004

Year Aa) Bb) Cc) Dd) Ee) Fﬁ

Be 613 600 102 080-120 A®
“lce 0231 0180 1.28 080-1.20 W"
B - 0210 - 0.80-120 ND'
1998 “'Cs 0179 0180 099 097-1.15
(FAL ®Nb 0161 0.170 095 0.80-1.20
L) pp 473 510 093 0.80-1.20
"WRu 0137 0.140 098 0.80-1.20
'®Sh 0587 0520 1.13 0.80-1.20
0337 0350 096 0.80-1.20

390 400 098 0.72-1.08
299 300 100 080-1.20
115 120 095 097-1.15
826 830 100 0.80-1.20
134 130 1.03 0.80-1.20
607 600 101 0.80-1.20
393 - - -

¥ 942 - - -

1998
(FIS
S)

'"MCe 751 773 097 070-1.17
“Co 106 109 097 073-1.12
“Co 899 897 100 083-1.11
MCs 194 189 102 085-1.18
Wics 117 120 097 081-1.12
“Mn 548 600 091 080-1.10
Bsh 136 129 105 0.78-1.11

1999

s - e e R - = - S =

a) b}

nuclides, reported value (Bq/kg), © reference
value (Ba/kg), ¥ the ratio of B to C, © confidence
Interval, " evaluation result. ¥ acceptable, m
acceptable with warning, " not detected,  false
positive.

2

it

Baoprt
oj

ageg o dAbs BA4E deE Ak
M3 g2 Fgs #$FL wEe 93 e
E& 7ol H7] dEe] x&aAo] # Hof
ofob &2 & A&nA o EE AL A
SAE ol Alm HEZE @8 71 A A
ol7t ¥7] e ol& F HA Aol F8
o] EE, 24 YA Yo FEI AF
oiA glojuit #F WEE H&3 ¥ F7} A%

ey @2 4 F Adx2 A

R

o
e

o of

=
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Table 5. To be continued

Year Aa) Bb) Cc) Dd) Ee)

S

=

“lce 283 288
“Co 449 480
®Co 343 360
Bics 156 168
Wics 266 264
®Ey 107 99
Eu 148 156
Eu 688 7.20
'“sh 281 276
®Zn 124 132

098 0.80-1.20
094 075-1.25
095 075-1.25
0.93 0.80-1.20
1.01 0.80-1.20
1.08 0.75-1.25
09 080-1.20
09% 0.75-1.25
1.02 0.80-1.20
094 0.80-120

2000

P A A B e

%

“Co 411 252
%Co 147 151
%Cs 980 101
¥ics 311 299
BEu 921 835
BBy 267 284
YMn 120 117
BSh 237 225

152 153

1.63 085-1.15
097 090-1.10
097 090-1.10
1.04 090-1.10
110 085-1.15
094 090-1.10
1.03 090-1.10
1.05 0.90-1.10
099 085-1.15

2001

S7n

“Co 142 133

®Co 800 832

s 543 537

Wics 169 164

“Eu 458 446

Eu 148 153

*Mn 652 640

®sh 130 130 100 085-1.15
822 806 102 085-115

1.07 085-1.15
096 090-1.10
1.01 085-1.15
1.03 090-1.10
1.03 0.80-1.20
097 085-1.15
1.02 0.90-1.10

P A e e R T

®7n

) nuclides, ® reported value (Ba/kg),  reference
value (Ba/kg), ® the ratio of B to C, © confidence
Interval, " evaluation result, "acceptable, " ot

acceptable.

a

Y 97t

Table 6& 19979%E 20049744 8d ¥¢
DRIl #71¢ 934 ¥4 4 % %7t 2348 o
Bgich 199745 A& DRI Feiste] 20043
EAAe 7t Aog ‘Het USrg Asio] 4w
Y, ¥4 @ XS ¢ $5sA B
“A" $&°] HA A& DRI FeigozH
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Table 5. To be continued

BALA S BAE AS 2 BAF LARA
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Ag 198 & 75.0%2 4 ¥ A3g

Year A” B” c” D' E° F fou, Hads 100%74 b wetd, 1
Be 204 180 113 085-115 A¥ 2 AFAge §AWAE BAE AW NIEE
MlCe 241 245 098 090-1.10 A 8y 3g
Co 36t 400 090 085-1.15 A
®Co 288 300 09 090-110 A
BCs 134 146 092 090-1.10 A 2 o
YiCcs 226 225 100 090-110 A
2003 “Eu 829 830 100 080-110 A
L 125 130 096 090-1.10 A E z25E 19983 %€ 20043712 DRI %<
5py 555 600 093 090-1.10 A dld ATz fAWUALST BAIE A WA
®Nb 0594 0510 1.16 080-120 A A 71Ee] T8 A4 JHARE FHH A
‘“Ru 0499 0420 119 080-120 A At Wl PAbs ¥4 AaE Y
®Sh 247 245 101 090-1.10 A 9 Boldowd, 7tvl EMe EY A8 F YKo
®zn 101 110 092 085-115 A PiCs 28m &% 24MEY AY F A L AP
“'Ce 864 888 097 090-110 A WAL @ ZF ot
“Co 112 107 105 090-110 A Auel Wabs B4 e 199893 19999 B
®Co 116 115 101 090-110 A NEE Addne ZF AAE ¥ue gg 1
%Cs 698 768 091 090-110 A VL EY, B 1z 2¥9EY Hd F FopEHy
¥ics 135 134 101 090-110 A & 3 7he AF L A DE B oS ¢4
2004 "Eu 624 636 098 090-110 A & Hsle woch E Moz 1998W SN 2004
"Eu 220 216 102 090-110 A GE7xe #Hr7 Ade EITE 19984 ol
“Mn 906 883 102 090-110 A 750%0 4 RE Aol 100%7A F7h wske
®Nb 933 948 098 090-1.10 A 2322 YA oA 2R YA ok
Bsb 174 172 101 090-1.10 A We A=A BAWAS ZAS A9 VIS
®Zn 120 116 103 090-1.10 A 2 Hustd §44 AAHeZ WASS HAY
? nuclides, ™ reported value (Bq), © reference oy 5498 FYgsiac.
value (Bq), ¥ the ratio of B to C. © confidence
Interval, " evaluation result, l’acceptab]e.
Table 6. DRI evaluation for the all samples from 1998 to 2004
Year Number o:'o analysis Evaluation (%)
Gamma Gross B Sr *H Total A? wv N¢ ND? FP*
1998 18 2 - - 20 750 100 500 500 500
1999 14 2 - 1 17 938 625 - - -
2000 25 2 - 2 29 100 - - - -
2001 20 2 2 1 25 86.4 - 455 455 455
2002 19 2 2 1 24 95.2 - 476 - -
2003 26 2 2 - 30 100 - - - -
2004 18 2 - - 20 100 - - - -
» acceptable, b acceptable with warning, ¢ not acceptable, * not detected,

® false positive, notice :

reevaluation except for ™Sr and *H.
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