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Here, a quantitative error

Abstract
Several procedures and methods were used for the

Analyzed results show that the existing models can not meet the required

The periodic measurement of tritium concentration in urine is generally used for
analysis is made to evaluate that the state of arts models are satisfying the required

internal dosimetry from the tritium concentrations in urine.
limits if 30days measurement period is used. New procedure is proposed to meet the

internal dosimetry of workers.

error limits.



required error limit. Also, a constant intake model for chronic exposure is proposed.
The proposed constant intake model shows the better performance than the linear
interpolation model.
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Fig. 1. Calculate Average Tritium Concentrations (Measurement Period = 14days)
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Fig. 2. Relative Percent Error to Uniform Distribution model
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