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Evaluation of Environmental Radiation Monitoring Capabilities

HUANG Guo-{u, YANG Wei-geng, ZHANG Yu, CHEN Xiao—iong, SHU Chang
(Zhejiang Environmental Radiation Monitoring Center, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310012, China)

Abstract: On the basis of preliminary statistical analysis, an evaluation system was proposed for improving

environmental radiation monitoring capabilities.

and emergency response at the provincial station level.

It would help fulfill tasks of environmental radiation monitoring
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System of radiation environmental quality monitoring
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Fig.2 System of supervision monitoring
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Fig.3  System of nuclear and radiological

emergency monitoring
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Table 1  Statistics of relative monitoring capability in 3 areas
00 45 <60% 60% —80% >80%
R S BRI o M 15 7 9
M s 21 5 5
1% 5 R N 2 10 9 12

(3) - SRR X ML I BE S0 - 25 ¥ 7 etk R A 13
Kgiit, >80% WA= A RERM R K
J5 7 HE i L S A 5 N A e A I A B e A i
FIT A 2 5t ] 6 S A 35 M 0 T 6 O A 5 M
INCENEI VNS RSN -9 D NERiZP Y $: 8
I~ A A TBUR AT W R A0 P 5 it ) L A A 85 M
TS5 6 SR, ARXS I I e )~ 2948 A& 2.

213 KM E 2 EEMENENFHESR T %

Table 2 Average of relative monitoring capability

of 13 categories %
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Fig.4 Statistics of relative monitoring capability

in major area
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Fig.5 Statistics of relative monitoring capability in

nuclear/nonnuclear provinces
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