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Simple analysis of the effect of farmland decontamination on the dose rate reduction

by 360-degree photos

Shuichiro YOSHIDA!

Abstract: The effect of decontamination of radiocesium
on the air dose rate reduction in farmlands depends on the
landscape around the observing point. This study aimed to
develop a simple method to estimate the reduction of dose
rate from the change in the field of view, or solid angle
of the contaminated landscape by decontamination around
the observing points. To validate the methods, the ratios of
the measured air dose rates after the decontamination work
to those before the work were calculated for the data pro-
vided by litate Village, Fukushima Pref. The change in the
fields of view of the contaminated landscape were analyzed
by taking a 360-degree photo at the observing points by the
village. In the analyses, main grounds of paddies were re-
garded as being subject to the decontamination, while the
bunds and slopes around the paddies and forests were not.
The virtual contaminated slopes and horizontal ground, in
which the dose rates had been simulated by 3-dimensional
particle transport code, were also used to test the applica-
bility of the methods.

The proposed method could predict the reduction rate of
air dose by the decontamination of the virtual slope and
horizontal ground. However, the application to the real
landscapes only partially succeeded. This is possibly be-
cause the horizontal and vertical distribution of radioce-
sium was not so uniform that the particular hotspot in the
view could affect the measured air dose rate although the
method assumes uniform distribution over the landscape in
the 360-degree photos.

Key Words : radioesium, accident of nuclear power sta-
tion, decontamination, solid angle, air dose rate
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HAHRTHICHET L. 2055, HEMCERL Ik
K BIERLBESME RS Y D2 1%, Ke—#
WKIREL, WP/l ¥ OKRRICBEI L7223, Bi
RHEMIRETIE, HPANDWKDIRZE L Z DD Iz
X 2OIEEICE D, RIAANOTHRENIHENIZAD LD o
7= (&R, 2016; Yoshida et al., 2019). Z ® X 5 % Baf
Pt o T MR Z2ENE, BRI Z vz
B 2KRFEREANDHEZ/NS L LD, — /T, KHE
PESR LT, MEtEEs v L I3 BHISSHMICE D
3 Zeichho. ZEHBESHRIESBEY O REEOH
Brs, BEtEes v o lE L-REOTELRHH
TR ILEFETIThh - (BREE, 2022). 2055,
BoR LT OHID BUD BREE, EMANOBITELZERL
T, FHEZDOEL (15cm EX FT) OV
> LNEEEDS 5000 Bq kg ! #2 - R ME X 3 BHITHEE T
3 ZeBEARr I (BMOKESR, 2013). 72, Hig
%1 EMOBERENN 20mSy X 2BFhBH 5 &

SN TEHEIRGEEEX I &, R ENEES —HT N
FEEFTD 5 20 km BN D TERIXIE 235, TRRIYR:

B IcfRE SN, ZhsionTiE, EAREO
B2 HRE L, R BN 2R HEE T D 2 1R
Ligole (BRIEA,2022). FHEAEHEEXIBICHEE S e
1o 5 RA R ELEREEAT (RO R ZER) o Bl
PRAE, 2016 FEEXTIFET LTV 5. SREANBRIMGEZR
B2 (2017) XU, FREHTO RO o 2Lt &
RA23uSvh ! THo=DicxfL, BREEIZ 1.1 uSv
h T IE R Lz &N, o% b, BR¥PIC XD 2
LT 53 WKL TWB. — 5T, ROV F
SRERIZOWTIE, L®$&mafaim&éhﬂ\m\.
Bz, KHEOEERE, KB OER, TS
LMD X 51, REOTHE GiVE) ZHIDES Z &
DEE L WER D DB, TNz LTH Y X—DfRE
BETHI. X512, FELLEBNZHKDO Y X —%E
PR OBERZ L, BREMTONRVEE, BEFELT
W% (Tajima et al., 2021). ZDFER, EMIOFRYHZE
RIRR RIS MAE T2 5%, 2 o B oo R IR e
KO EEEZ T 5. EMERZERREROHEE, D
TR2COERMEO 3 KT RGN 2HEBELT, 2
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DFERZ W THEMRIET R 2 — M2 T T Ul
ARETIE® 2. LA L, BMSEFHORBIE, ZHRE
KT EINTED, FIZIEBAROBERARDE, B,
R OEMPMEIC I D ERZ L, REREREIZOW
T, fERL, M, A, RO BERER I X DR
ERMRISGEWYEHZEZ NS, TDD, BOHL
DR B Z 21X, WhrRZHAEED > TLTHAATHE
THY, BRAEICL HEE TS, HEZINLHERD
EHEEZED 2 Z L ICERARD 5.

Z 2T, RFFETE, 2RI X 7 E2HWT, EHiRE
BRI SE O THF IR ZFELRR L, £ 25 5 BRI
DIEFHORTFAOL L EEHT 22212k, BREC
X 2R EORBIIREHE T 2B B FELIRET
5ZrZHME Lz, BRI, BEEREEND, &
FUCRERANICHIE LTV 2 BRI O 2RI ER D 7 —
X, ZXRuEEFE a2 — F (MCNP) 12X b ROz
MR ERPHBICHEIN TV R EF B REZ R L
LT, R T2FEOEHMEMGEL /.

2. Bk

21 gt e L7 —42 AR S RABEDELR
ERERR DS EIE R D 2011 £ 4 A 6 H2 5 28 1
[m], ANAND 20 Ko RMTEHIZ BT Tw 5 2= /HiRER
DF—=REGHONGR Y L. 207 =21, TEHOW
72 TBHIS B (BREEAT, 2023) ) & L TH O KR —LaR—
VTRBINTE. £, HIESABEOKRHIIZOWT
&, 2017 £ 6 H 15 H (REFEFHHFEEDL S 2287 HH)
2, BREER ORIEEBICHEITL T, BHlAICBNTER
Ek# X 2 (THETA SC, RICOH) 2 X 2 FEIH RO R
ZiTo7. IemS 3 EMBRREROFHMEFRUEE (A
m) L7 @RI RXI X, BERADEFEDOKHIR
ORI R Z —MDBEEITIND 5 X 5T, 360 AR
e HMIND. AEEOREEY + —< v FTIE, &¥
SNERHE, EEMBEREC X 2 2 Kot B
ENEGE LTRIEESNS.

22 THREXROERET -2 DBIRGE

Fig. 112, ZEHMERORERNE(T — 20 FIEE
BERINTR Uz, FHTIcBR L TiE, Eilkd 5%
B E TOERMBMEROBERE(D S, HBITHERRD
ERLTWAEBRASBCEROIHL, ZoHiRoK
iRz BT ENZIVELT 2 2 ZBRANCEZS.
B34cs v 7Cs R, 2R 2N DERHNCHE - TR
T2 (WHERR) 25, ZHSIERS 2 =M ToRER
X, WRNARE HHEE Cs BEEDE X h# L .
AU, P34Cs & PBCs AT LV DRERED S 3
IAVF =R L ZeIERT S (5H,2015). &5
12, FEROEMBERROE N, RIFEOWHRZEICID
FHTEZ2ERTLDHLEDZ SN TED (eg.,
Sanada et al., 2018; Kato et al., 2018; Ando et al., 2018),
COBERERT =D, Kinase et al. (2017) 1%, EREE

W % F O TARIRIE 2 VR THIC R’ U 2B T LR 4
MRLTWS., 2D X57%, MHEHBEDAORE GRER
®) 13, FHRPFEOMRICHEET, REOKRVa Y
7V — MHFICHA, TEETEELVEHREIATY
% (Kakamu et al., 2012). Zhix, TizBWT, K
DR L ¥ HITHEEE > T AR A WCHERABE L,
H OB RSB K51k b Z e THHTE 3.
HIERD 5 EM DM ER O b 2R 2 Btk
BT 24561, ZOLIRBERBEMRERELET L
FRHWE Z e TRMEE R EEDPRLTES. L
ML, TOEIBETNME, RTRX—XNEL, BT
HBl, FHlD S 3EL DR L BRERI%ROZEL
BOERICHLTIE, DX &5 ¥R X
D, ZefiREOZ ER ZERIL /2.

D=—In(t)+Dy (1)

D 3ZERMRES (uSvh™), t 12011 E3 A 12 H%
OHHB: L7zt Z0HEfbE HE, Do I3EMTHZ. &
B, BERioF—&¥2 LTI, 201344 A 4 HLFED
bOEHHV, BREBRDOT—ZE LTIX, 20178 A 6
HETObDZHWE. HiEOERNCIIZEMFERL &
BT, FRAEMOARICET 2 ERBEHINALTVI0
T, FHEBRIETIDS, RECX2bDTHEZL%E, Z
DELRD S BB THER L. HESHAMIIBREELTT
by, T, BFEXZOEBRMEIC X b EMRERE
3. 207®, ELHEZED 270D T —2Hh 5
FEZHIRNIERA U, BREDT D7 N O AR % R
DT =X DAHEIHITFH L.

TGS A 2RO BREDTE T T % 72 DITIEHEA
WETH Y, FREBIMRERT & BRSE T ER T BT
2, ZOMOBARBEOHE RELSNOFE) v E
FNTLES. 22T, BB AREIREORL,
RYL e AREZRODEDS & 5 CHRBICMET % H
(BRFuRHICHY T 2) 2ED, MIMdhiick b Z2oH
DZERFREL DIMEME (Dyefore & Dafier) ZatHE LTz, #
LT, ThoDEZZERBEROEBEL AR LT, #i
‘ol Dafter/Dbeforc ZHEHEL.

23 2HNMBEET— X DR

23.1 @XREEEZ BV HMORBT LEROEE

SEARA T [sr] 225070 (2ER) OISR 47 [sr] THl-
A% THEF HERY) LERT L. BHROED 02
JE BB EERE LI LD OB NERETHD, Z
DIEWD IEFE R RICERI N TilREIh 3. OF
b, BBk N TV 2GR, BN OEFORE% Fig. 2
D X5 FE 1 ORI L, Bt ¢ (0< ¢ <27),
Mtz 0 (0<0<m) &3 2 FmEMEERICETL
72bDTH5. K bEo (¢, ) IKHEEIATWVSHE
As DF/NERITE, 2 DIEHFRIBEEERIC B W T HED
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Fig. 1 FREATRTOZEMBRROERBAER BRI X 280D ofgofl. GLE Mkl &

BEOHBEEZ T TNWE7D, 722k LHRZRT.)

Example of fixed-point monitoring result of dose rate before and after the decontamination work. (Sym-

bol >k’ denotes the periods in which the data were excluded because the dose rate was affected by snow
cover.)
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L\ S=HMADITHS

a b
Spic=S/sin@
° 3
» TT/2
TT } | T > (p
s 271

Fig. 2 270 AX 7 X2 AERBOLRE 20k miEk () AEORBIESR A R, (b) ERMHE
PR SN2 M EHE F O RBESR A

Capturing surrounding landscape by 360-degree camera and the projection method. (a) Capturing surrounding
landscape element A, (b) Landscape element A projected on the equidistant cylindrical coordinate system.

As/sin@ 7o TW5. ZDkoH, HY) i ORBFLEER KXo TERETE S (BRTOKFEHMOMEEM @; 1T
Y X, HROREY 72 % N, Y i oy 72 WIRIF L2 W).

% N;, i RS2 jFEHOY 7 L ofiBE (@), BEHE oMY (H) % BEICE 258 EEDAER %
0) L2k ZRLT, XOHTF2Y —ICHE L. a) KH - Mok
M Mo, b) MK, ) IKHBERERIERE - /KB DA, d) BEY,
Y sin6; 2) e REHREZHOILX T rarTF Ny y (LU
= f7vay) 2R), HRE 055, BB X

i=

4nN;
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Fig. 3 LHIRIAIC & 2 2505 HICE 2 FH BB O 78

Classification of surrounding landscape from a 360-degree photo based on the land use.

DIREFEANDOFEDKIBIE TN T 20 73Y =l a) D
Ar L, BEOHIEREMDT, MEREADFGI/NI N
A7) =% d), e), ), MERNOFGHFREE b b
LT3 A73V— (REHEED HTORTLRVER
BUE) % b), o) & L7, HERMEE, BHEADE DALY
Ko tzlzh, FEICEATVRY., I 73Y -3
H#TITV, E{HULEY 7 7 =7 (Image J, National
Institute of Health, USA) 2 X W &2~ 27 LT, &
TV =G UEEZEID YT, ZOEBGE T F R MY
KTHAOLT, Zh2h OB HEREFHE L. R
HIDTERE S 7 3V — DRI EHE Pregore 1XTT 2 FR
RILOERE D 7 30 — DI R Poper DEIEEH
5 5HE R Patter/ Poefore & EFE L7z, Fig. 31%, #7573
V=30l TH B, BEED NHICEOWESABDAA
TWB3DIWE, I XSO=EMTH S, H{RA X —P T,
O OEENKE LN, BEO REHICHYS T
BEAD 0 1%, mIid TEWETHD, (2) o sind
HEFE0THS. 207D, BELETHEVHBEEZHDT
VT, HEFHAERICGEZZHEIEELS S, Lo,
ZDERIE, BHIRETHZ Z 2 BHL2RDT, a) D
AT =L

2.3.2 FREDILFA L ERREXRDORF
BRSBTS yiE, B EPLE T 25K
RICIRDS 2 SEIBUCTREIE T 2 U AR D & IS & % v 4R
ERLDDOEZDDOTHS. BRI SEHRTE 215%
A 2SDEE Yy ROFEIE, BHE L RREOMOE
BE ra [m] © 2 KB, BRI A OFFL S [m?]

WHBIT 5. BYE A OFEREER I, [Bqm 2] & L7z
Y&, ZOMEMAEENTOZEBRERIZKITITES Da
[uSvh='11%,

1
A5 3)

Dy o<

A

ZIT, BRICKZBEIBHELTVS. 7B, HEMN

RHEOAIZHMLTWS RETEUE, 3) KXok

W, B E TG 2 R S EARTE R L EE LTV

CTHIMD D, THE, HREDHEZIZEST, KM

WKHEATAEROMNERICKD, ZOFENEFED
TH5.

BREIRTHDLE Lz TOTERME A OIMAEA T T,
[sr] £ 3% & (Fig. 4a), B ERME % RS ERD,
BRI L ER L TWAEEITE,

o 24 )
¥70, BIA L GREZ S SNERITERE & 72T A3,
Ka [rad] (0 <ka < 7/2) DHFEITIE,

Sasink
T o A0 A 5)
ra
£oT,
IAIT
Dp o 22 (6)
sin Ka
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Contaminated
surface A ’

Fig. 4

Observation point

Surface of
Contaminated body

(a) 754¢H A OIfAfBE LT (b) BIHIA & IER L8 DEMIIBIFH.

(a) Solid angle of contaminated surface A, (b) Geometry of the observation point and contaminated soil layer.

Thbb, HRHA A OEMRERANOFEIL, TOHOD
B v SRS 203, KA A3 /2 [rad] 225K
& QB BBERMEICOWTIE, sinky DEDR 2R S
Lakw, Bz, BillEs» s B 27550, &5 h
HBHIZH-TH, BHEICHAD > TEILZLTWRIEEIZ
X, sinka 1 £ARES. LiL, @BHOKFEEN
m (B ZEHEmE) <, EhLAICHBETHE (B2,
HowiDUI Do 7ED EE), H2WIERELARNS
o ENH (BIZIX, PNRABDED SRR ZHED
RHAD 1T2WTIE, sinka 230 12D 728, Tl DA% L
{TH, ZOFHIFMEMNIKE N LT 5.

2 ETOMMIE, FRPRECHM L, ZOMHEE
Iy [Bqm 2] THREZ L 2REL LTE. LaL,
BREBPTEOBE, Bttt v 23 OEATH
WKW—EDRTLEBY BFHFoTHALTWS, FolL /)7
4 PBECBIARREERZOFAETIE, BEY—2
IR D 2 0MHICMZ, ZhHLEHNERICD %50
P, WELL~EOHESETLE-T-HEEL 2 LR
DHBMEINTWD. 7272, BUHRMTEHER I BV
TiE, HIREICE -2 %2 b OfEBEB 2 REL, H
RETOEREE L LENTADIEDBD % 2 DD 8T X —
RIZEDERT 2 ZeDELATORTWS 2 kifiA,
TREANDEHRD LD D HHEHBR TR NS L RE
LT, ZOZMiERYr OFEE# 2 % (Fig. 4b).

GHRE A 26 DES (RHD SRELL S FNSHIS) A
z[m] TH 2K P 5 SBHIAE TOEZBIHRO L EA
D@ PRRE 2 [m] 13,

/ Z
7 ==
sin K/

(7

LN T ORI L IRERIA [m™ gk &
T, WP DO DBEHRDBEER ¢p 13,

¢p = exp(—A7) (8)

—7, XEHD»SDEE z [m] TORSHMHELS T 2 DEE
% c(z) [Bqm™] ¥ L7=WE, ZDShiE i ta sy
WIZHES & U,

c(z) = coexp <;> )

Z T, ¢ [Bqm3]1&, HEERHETOMEE, Blm] 1%, +
BERANODHDIEB D BRTRIRXA—=XTH 5. (9)
K& P 2 SEIAICHAD S EHRO 18 N o @ FERE 7/
TKRI L,

c(Z) = coexp <—

z’sinKA,)
B
¥7, 9) RoDMERE LR, 3) KO Iy xfb
T3 LBEOHMEMEY D OEtEty Y L BEE (1 ¥
ANY MU IE, 9) K&k z=0~ FTHILT,

(10)

I = cof Y

L74%. KP Do DEMRERANDAS Dp 1%, HEMK
groAazEZ, (8) K& (10) XzHws &
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Fig. 5 MEMRK o LTEREOEE « OBIfR. &, BHlR
2 OERENCAD? S X7 MLV E BRI TA.

Relationship between the correction factor o and inclination an-
gle k.

c(Z)9(Z)

DP°< rAz dZ,
(12)
7/ sinky
= Cp €Xp (W) dZI
T, ray+Z iy KWELWEAR LR, X5, H
A T 2 EH AN DEEBHR DTS Do 13,
Sar [
Dy o 2% [ e(o()a?
ra’ 0
(13)
_ DaeoB
~ sinka +AB
ZL7T, (1) X&b, (13) Kig,
1IN
Dy o A 14
A7 Sinky + A (14)
kb, (14) RooH
1
(15)

o= —F
sinky +AfS

&, BRSO AERDBRE (A 2 WS R TZRR
WTEBT %) DS HAZERMIREAN T THEEZMIES
LR TH . Fig. 5ITRTED, HHRm e BHHR D%
T Ky DIEEITNE B, a ZRELEEZLS.
2.4 =R E - FZBVWHEH OB
FRL OB HAERIC K B RN RO 5 a5l T ik

D, XDBELRHELHARNTYOREOREEL D DD
BT, =XRIEEGE 2 — FE AWkl o
g E 1T o 72, BRI, BRMERBNC X 2 ZERIfRER
DR RE S LTV 2B S (2017) OfFFTHER L,
B S o JE BRI SERR I IR DS % AKSE 72 TEF NS B4 2 B
R o0 ZOZEMRENDOFGEHEOMBRERL
7= Miller (1997) D 2 DDEH|Z LLEE DR GR L Lz,

241 MEDORRICL I EHBEDEREDHICH
B

BES (2017) X, FEOBERICH 2R O FRYHEFH
DZERIRER OIS Y D & 5 REEE KIET D%
LTT 5728, =XITHiiE 2 — K MCNP5 (X-5 Monte
Carlo Team, 2003) Z W /=M EROHEZIT - 7-.
ZDSB, KK T, Fig. 6 IRT XS5 EAANDH
it 600 m, fEHR} 30 FE D FEIRDIG—IZIHE RS L RHH
EEINCERET 25— GBRS (2017) O¥—i5%
r—2 (a) KOVWTHGET 3. &HEOMAEDE,
BAES (2017) OFEMEFICHIGX B 572012, FRYZ,
MO k225 D (=5, 10, 20, 40m) T (x A1
% 4600 m OREIET) Tbhd e L, BHlSE, Ak
T o0MHHE L (=0, 5, 10m), HERE,SDEE h
(=1m) ¥*L7 GEHRS (2017) @BV, IAl, IBI,
ICl £ LTUREANTVSIRM).

FREND T —212OoWT, Bl EFLE L3 K
TCDOMPERUCHIY) D PFERE R AT 2 Zric kb, RES
R Z ORRFOHE HAEREZFHE L. Oy 0
Mk, 8% 110R7.

koG L8RS (2017) OE (a) TiE, 3
cm JED Ag & CEREARYIE | ©2R5E pao = 240 kg
m3) LZDOFRD2em JED Ay B (HZIEEE pg = 990
kgm™3) DoRZERLERH D, BRETIE A) BOA
FERICMDEZ L NS D THS. MEOHEMERY -
D DR C, [Bqkg T 1ZHFEL L, P4Cs ¥ ¥Cs ottix
042:1 LTV, $MHEOBADRZER, 7RI
FLTWE. ZOREIC KD, HAEREY - D ORBEHE
(£ ¥ RYMY) ZBRBETD 73 % KRS 5. HiERmHIC
TRTCOMMEMEDFEEL, T T3 % DT 5
DTHIUZ, ZOHERETERT 2 y#7Lrz 2 (K
HIZAFT 2R FOED LLEZANF -2 ZDIKDK
MOMEHETERLZDD) b 73% KHPT5. LiL,
FRED & S REETE, HiF2 S0 vy HDERS QL
LRDBEENZDT, THEERTILENDS. L
DR EFRENE, EHEOMR, WBREE, KIOKET
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0(0, 0, 0): Observation point

z’ O’(Oa la_l)

Fig. 6 BRAIC & % 2R o B R DR D 72 o OARAERHE & FHE D 728 D HEEER.

*EES (2017) OFRETHW SR

Virtual slope and coordinate system for evaluating the effect of decontamination on dose rate reduction.
*This slope is same as that in IB1 and IC1 of Hemmi et al. (2017) .

% (FH5,2016) 23, WZEREEREREDAZ ZTIEIEE
LT, Ay BOMBEREE = 185m™ !, A\ @%Z A4
=1025m ' ¥ ¥3%. kB, yROTIAF—13 YCs
(7Ba™) @ 662 keV TRFEXHE (4Cs dF T xIL
FIZOWTHEIER & > THREREVIZRV.). &
VIO THTORED, 8) Risr 32k, FREE
ATORHEER T ICER T 2 5 2EHASTO y o7
AH Oy 1%, R EHHSOERE r & LT,

C 0.03
T R
r 0

(16)

0.05
y o |, exp{=003% ~ 14(z-0.03)}d

YRIND. AUE 1 TEIZ Ay BITH 2GS Y A
DHFEEBEE LB O, 52X, A BICH2iEHEE
VY LDHFEEREELILDbDTHS.

7, BERED y RO I LT Y 2R Oy 1F, Ay BHE
EITHLD BRI Y 72 5 DT,

C, 0.02
P, = gdl / exp(—A12)dz 17
r 0

&Iz,

INHDH D /Py ZEHTSL,075 8807, ko
T, BRI hLHEOERE Y2 OF5%, REIATY
BROWHAIDT5 % £ LTiHig 2z ickh, ZovFY

AHHELTOBBRBEFNREL T vic L. B, &
D Py /Py DfEIE, FIRDFREFBZED A >R MY DL
0.73 10Vl 72 o7-. ZOBEBL LTI, HETHHE
ELiZoTW53 Ay BOBEENIFEITNEL, A BrH
DGR LT Ag BTOREIIEL ALY S0
7o TH 5.

BRI S STEREICAD D R 7 ML 2 TBERE D725 4
X, BSOS EED ZWE EEGICENR S &, Rk
D, RO a X BMERDELEZ HNDH, ZD5
WrClX, FrESEMEICR2720F R LRV,

242 RSO RABRICERICED ZKFLBL@ICES
I3RS DIERE L TDF5EEDOMEF

Miller (1997) &, ¥7Cs s tH3EHIHs8 i (R~
DR DL D ZRT NI X—% B=48gcm™!) LT
WRIGEOHI L 1 m T y 7LV XDREFED S DF
HxR/RLTW2 (Fig. 7). BHIS» S OE#E (RHEERE)
25 R LINOAEE ONLAR A P(R') 1,

1
wmq=2n<L—H> (18)
TRIN, WRICAD 2 KGRI OARAIE, FERiC
MY T2 2 PR T 2. ZhoRHBT2 22L&,
KEDHE D & 5 WZBEREDKEIILDB > T0WE e 25
DRRAEMRDBREHEOHEIF EHRICKD, LORERM
TEL20DPMEETE 5.
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Fig. 7 JABICIRAY % /K72 75340 & Bl & o Bk
Associated geometry of the contaminated horizontal ground
around the observation point.

IKFEEIZDWTIE, BHE S OFEEEDEIMZ Y,
B S BIERENCHEID D RZ ML T K %L X
378, #idhd (15) RTRINDZ a1ic X 2 FIEHNXNHE
TH3. a OEE, BESERE LD S E TOKE
HiEr R, BSOS XE ImE LT,

tanK:}? (19)
DR HFIE L 7=,
. BREIUVEE

3.1 FRRAHDEMOEZNRE LI-ZRIRERDE
BHHEBR DR

3.1.1 FRMEOBAIBIREIC L 3 EMBEERDE
TR LI-E6IC & BIREE

Table 1 1%, BHES (2017) 12 X 2 RAEORE DERGIZ
X LUT, FBREATROBEF SHED D &FHE U 7 24
BROMBR L, =Xtk a— FTEHE S22 MR
BROMEE GBRS,2017) ZHEKLZDOTHS. £
R, BRS (2017) OFMEMRLEHTHEHERICK S
EIL, DWEICIE R TWE D, HEEER-ALEN
L7278, ARIEREKEDDMEE 72> T3, 40 m BRGE
U721 (D =40 m) OZEFRER DMK R 2 RHE R (1=0
m) CHEIIT 27 —2TiE, BREHBORETL, Rim 2k
DHREFFD 100 % 1EL 725, ZD1, HELHERYLS
FHE XN =R E OMIREIX, TR 1BV TN
@ /Py TH 3 0.75 IHIET 2EIHE 0.25 IIFIFFL WV
B (242%) izoTW3. ZORDERS (2017) @
IR, 21 % TH 205, TRTOREIICHEDME
¥ LTHELTOW AR TORBEROMED, I
LizeEZ26N5.
COWMEEWDERL 72012, BRAEHOEA Sm Dy X

DZEMREDIKRR L HE L LT, BRETOEL LT
L DM FIEIC & 5 EEE Table 2 THHE L. BRYE
BoWoOEMoEEZ, BRS (2017) OFERHRLH
FHERICEI2HERROMT, ZrACEDALNR
oz, DED, BREENEE T 2 HE O KIIFIZLT
LT, ZEHBRERMENT 2 2% 2B RIIR
LTW3.

3.1.2 HAIROABEICERICH—ICIED B K FE4FR
HADOZEMIFERADOFTSZMBIF L 1-EHIC &L SEEE
Table 3 TiX, '37Cs 23 LB (RANDS
HDEBD ERTNRFIA—&Z B=48gem™) LTWVW3

Table 1 ZE#REROKFEROFRIED LB (AL %).
B =20tk o — FToREM GBRS (2017) 5 TE:
WP A HRICHE D < HEEME.

Comparison of reduction percentage of dose rate between the
calculation by MCNP-5 (Hemmii et al., 2017) and estimates by
field of view.

Upper columns with brackets: by MCNP-5 ; Lower columns:
by field of view.

RHE a2 & 8l FRYERDIE D (m)
FET O
(m) 5 10 20 40
0 (18 (19 (20) 2n
221 233 23.9 242
s 8.6) (12.0) (14.0) (16.0)
122 16.6 20.1 224
0 6.6) (9.4 (13.0) (16.0)

8.2 12.6 17.0 20.4

Table 2 FRIEARDIE D DI & 5, ZRFRER O KKK
D D=5m oDk ZrHEEL L) BNEEOHE. kB
=XEa— FTOFREME GERS (2017)) ; P il
HERICED S HEEME.

Comparison of reduction percentage ratios of dose rate by an
increase in decontamination area. Upper columns with brack-
ets: by MCNP-5 ; Lower columns: by field of view.

AR N0 & B FRGESDME D (m)
METOHHEE
(m) ) G5 10 20 40
(Reference)
o (1.00)  (1.06) (L.11) (1.17)
1.00 1.05 1.08 1.10
S (1.00)  (1.40) (1.63) (1.86)
1.00 1.36 1.65 1.84
" (1.00)  (1.42) (1.97) (2.42)
1.00 1.54 207 249
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Table 3 #H R DEMED & DFGEIE IS 5 .

Contribution ratio of surrounding zone around the observation point to the dose rate and field of view.

HREEEOHEFIIN T 2

URLHIP D5 EIE -
ERA [k | Wt 295 [ D KT B ¥(R)

FREEE R (m)

oz X B HIERD

Distance from (Miller, 1997) . . HEF AR
. o . Rate of field of view within the . .
the observation Contribution of the domain . . Field of view corrected
. distance R to that in the whole
point R (m) to dose rate . by o
contaminated ground W(R)
<1 19 % 29 % 19 %
< 2 42 % 55 % 40 %
< 4 65 % 76 % 62 %
<10 85 % 90 % 82 %
Table 4 IS TORRERTR D2 RMRER.
Dose rate at the observation points before and after the decontamination.
FRGewT BT s o
, - - BRI / AR
[F]55 Before the After the
. .. After/
No. decontamination decontamination
1 1 Before
(uSvh™) (uSvh—1
1 0.99 0.47 0.48
2 1.08 0.51 0.47
3 1.77 0.48 0.27
4 0.90 0.51 0.56
5 0.49 0.30 0.62
6 0.85 0.34 0.40
7 1.44 0.25 0.17
8 1.47 0.77 0.52
9 1.69 0.70 0.44
10 2.15 0.75 0.35
11 0.96 0.32 0.33
12 1.63 1.02 0.63
13 1.49 0.24 0.16
14 1.91 0.59 0.31
Ve 1.34 0.52 0.41
Mean

BAEDOHE 1 mTO Y7Ly XD S DEE R
RLTW2 (Miller, 1997). —75, Bl & OEEED R
L2 2 HHONAKA D, BRI RRDNRAIT D 2]
B, TROLBHFHERE, & 1 m OBHAICEBWT
AR LAERZ HHOETHE (Table 3) 1Z/RLz. a il
X BMIEZITOR VW E ZOHRE HHRIE, Miller (1997)
WHEARSEINCEWVEE o TW A, HEEHIFAZ 4 m
ECIRT 2, ZOMHEMINREEZ 17 % F2E, 10m %
TIET5E, 6% IZINE 5.

iz, Miller (1997) THEL TV 2 BUGEL > ¥ 4
DENER 2 INE L72RD o ZRKeDT, MEFEHERDH
EZfTo 725 A O %17 - 72 (Table 3 DfmAF]). il
Ex1T5 22L&, Miller (1997) O/RIEIZIEDW

oo TOZeps, BEREPBHAICH LERIL TV
e (BRIRCH D S ERR e GRE O 725 A0 90 FEH
LELIHENTWRHEE) 1K, TORELEETSZ
LT, BRGSO T HERIC L ) EMMEREBB X
ZHETEZZ2RLTWS. 2B, MEICX DI
HTE/NHE L 2o TWARE & LTlE, EEREMSND
BEROMEREBL TV ARVWEDEEZLNRS. 2D
WAL, TP XS RIEEOK Z R X T o R
PREL R LEEBICHNE 20, BHOERVAEL RS
HCTRICEDIKEL BolEZLNS.

2 HASABEDRBERREICLZFRAORETLE
LDETORER

Table 4 IZPRBHTTR D ZEMFRRR & Z DR (R
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Table5 773 —HOMRE AR L R OGLREHE SEROL (0 i2X 2fIERL).

Rate of field of view in each land use categories.

PR
Lo bash R g evLav 0F L
Farmland Forest Slopes Building  Flexible bag  Sky B R T et
i HEIRDRE 5 R ‘ atter/Frefore
Contamination Contamination Contamination FERRIE
No. removed remains remains
1 0.466 0.041 0.020 0.009 0.013 0.427 0.116
2 0.468 0.035 0.023 0.034 0.000 0.433 0.110
3 0.500 0.057 0.006 0.011 0.000 0.423 0.112
4 0.460 0.105 0.064 0.009 0.000 0.361 0.268
5 0.362 0.066 0.099 0.011 0.099 0.357 0.263
6 0.415 0.094 0.077 0.000 0.000 0.399 0.283
7 0.491 0.060 0.010 0.012 0.000 0.425 0.124
8 0.466 0.051 0.037 0.000 0.000 0.444 0.159
9 0.477 0.031 0.000 0.000 0.092 0.400 0.061
10 0.492 0.097 0.000 0.000 0.022 0.391 0.165
11 0.455 0.064 0.024 0.005 0.000 0.428 0.163
12 0.356 0.031 0.102 0.000 0.068 0.440 0.272
13 0.482 0.043 0.017 0.006 0.000 0.456 0.111
14 0.494 0.072 0.014 0.004 0.000 0412 0.149
e 0.456 0.061 0.035 0.007 0.021 0414 0.172
Mean . . . . . . .

BRAHT) Z/R U7z, BREEA VBRI Z il T w2 BRI,
20 B oD, TDSH 6 plE, THIFIFADEE ICE
Do TLE->TED, BRYIC X 28R EIHIES 2 DK
HTHo YW L. 2D, 14 mERFTOMRICL
7o BRAEBROZERMRERIL, FREFD 0.17 ~ 0.63 £, F
BT 041 FIE TR LTV,

Table 512, THFHAL 7TV - DHFLEEED
BEMRER L. B, ERTIRESINL2KKER
&, 182 ¥ LT Fig. A2-1 ~ 14 ITRL 7.

EREEANC X 2 EIIAIE, VTR BIIOEICET S
NTW3., 207, Bl 5 BEREZ RO TR o
B EERE, FETL D L@ o2 T, BRI
TOEREHEREZOBICIZ, 7L avili#Ed oh-ERto
— Rk & U TR SN TG 8@ D - 7.
ZD7LarofBEERE, No. 5, 9, 12 TZheEh,
99, 92, 6.8% THo/=. 7L avh@ErNDiL, Ik
EPTONTZRTH 2 2 IEHEPTED, Er TR
FRECIIR T E R o T2, T2, BRPRICIT TR
ZEFRERE D Z(IE No. 9 IS TIEERD sk h - /=,
ZDd, 7LaryPEDIZHREFICOVTIE, BRERTD
PR BIRIRE AR SR WZ IZ L. RICBEEREO
Bz L ay s b 2 HEFO RS, BRERNICIEKED

RIRRE T H - 72356, BRI X DRRIFEE L THS M
W27 ORT L@/ NHMELZZ2icks. LHL,
212 No. 5 Tl&, 71 2> O HEE 0.099 % R
AORMTIEmE LTINZ 2, BRERITROEREIOH
TFHERDIIE, 0263 2D, 7L arokRizh 3 EH
DRFOHETEERB LRV E (Table 2) & DX 0.04

EINE Do Tz,

Fig.8a &, BRAEHIBZOBHREORE SHEE DL
Watier/ Phetore & FRFER1H2 0D 225 B R D L Dygeer/Dpefore
IR L7250 TH 2. BHIOARHMIIFREIC X DER
WIERDPE D RPN T WD Z 8 BRE L HE DT
H3. FAELRNo. 6, 7, 131%, MEDO—HEIEL, %
7z, No. 3, 10, 11, 141, % HHERH 00/ N,
Z DM, KIEAE NG & 72 - 7.

Fig. 8b 1%, 5cm ORJE - DHI D ELD 12 X D ittt >
7 LD 90 % LD BRD NS K 5 REREDT (B =0.037
m) ZREL, ZORKD a FHEFEE% 1.0 Mgm3; (K
aEkERzZ 03m’m>? L LtEo YCs iconTto
RIREREEE) 2 W TKEAARE BREHE) D&
HIF S AEROLLZMIE LIZGEORRTH 2 OKHLSA
DEICOWVWTIE, ERPTHTH 3720, allk 3H1E
BFThRWV.). BRERO B OAMERE, HIDED %D
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Fig. 8 Watier/Phefore & Datter/Doetore DBIR. (@) BHIO A 7TV =2 SIERMNTERICREI ML LIREL2HE !

B—0, (b) BHDA T IV —DIHRD,

FRAHTOD 10 %5% 77 L T2 8ARE L 723546 - B= 0.048 m.

Relationship between Wyger/Phefore and Dagier/Doefore- (2) Contamination is assumed to be completely removed from the
farmland category: 8 — 0, (b) 10 % of contamination is assumed to remained in the farmland category: f= 0.048 m.

BttEE > Y 2 OERERITHELE T 2 10 % 2RI
HFET 2B, HELHERIC01 ZELLMEL LTHF
filiL7=. FAE A No. 6, 7, 131X, HER b HHED—BE
MEL, £72, No. 3, 10, 11, 141%, MEICEb—K
ErREE o/ UL, Zofix, KA L TKIERE
/NEHilli 2 7% o 7z

BIRRICEL I ZERMBRERDETR L REFTRIBOMR
HFLEXOBR

DR 2 HEN LT LT —RATIE, BREE D
RS EROEGD, ZEMREROKERIGEVEL &
2% 3ATHEERELE Z0Zehs, BRI ks
MR E OIRIRE 2 BRI OB RO HE S HRDOZ(L
PHTFHT 2 X, —EORERTRETIUIHEMNT
HBHLEAZS. —HT, 3.2 TRLEEBEOBBIZEN
T, ZOBBRPEDSNZG S HIUE, KRELHN
B EZRBD 572, THhSDEFNCOWTIE, Bl
Do REREONEDOFEDMEL{To TS, BHER
REDRONLB P> 5, A—BORFKZ R
DHERENDH B EZOLND. BRI, BREICED
BROEED 10 WIEETH 2 L IE L TV 2 Bk
RO AHEREMEDE Z 5N 5. R E S »OHI
X, ZEHERERONEGRIET L 7 — ZIOR S NTBRGE
BEOLE S DB > TV B, BREFNE S IZE, H
CETHHONGE L LTWBEBICET 3BHRTH -

T, BRADSBRESNIRH L 2 DR ER IR
SNTHREHISE VD D 255, RERFOPHERZEHLZ
EHRREACH BGER X, ThbDFGHELNS.
Fig. 1 QMR L BREFIZ O = MRER O, &
BEIRFZHETOT—X0AZTHVWTHH LD DTH
%. No. 8 ¥ No. 9 OZEffrEE DL BEEKEFIL
DI ETRLEDM Fig. 9 TH 3. Zh s DR
Ti&, ZZHFRREHRDLL Dafier/ Doetore 73, FEFHHRDLL
Watier/Ppefore 2* DR E L TEHEL TV 3.

No. 8 Ti&, FHiln 5 1860 HEKE L 7-tEHIC, ZERIfR
BROFHEGRIKTAALN S, K FEIE, HEERD
REAHETH 255, BRY: (1550 H) » 5 Z OR (1860
H) TTOETDOFLY FIE, ZORETRIED->T
W ehRFEZDL, Y% OBRGR A O 22 R
BRPEX IR TN T 2050 DFRKD D - 7= 2 & HRE
5.

No. 9 TiX, BEFE (2287 H) 04 LETOHD 5,
BB RREROE RN - THh, Z20% 2 EMICh
72D ZORATED LIRS T F U EASHNT WS,
ETREZ025uSvh ! TH 3. ZoETER, AR
PUTEBHDE LT, Table 4 TR L7-FRYsp 2 i
RBoro2LGI< b, BREATEEEE L U7 FREsE o 22T
B®RZ0.27 £/ Y, Table4 1Z/R L7z 0.42 & b KIEIZ/N
X3, BEFFEORSET, oMM, BRI
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Fig. 9 ZfIfREROEFBIARER ERERAIC X 2 81D,

Observed time change of dose rate at the monitoring point No. 8 and No. 9.

DRELEBRTO 7L a3y 0—BEEG L 2o T
Fend, —RHREORRICIE, HRto 7L arosMilciE
HtovraryzEE, HRTY» O OMSHRZEKST 2
Z2ITHRHTVWERZ D, ZO—RREICKZHED
EZbND.

PRAE D TR DR ERD, HE HER» S TR
NBMREHEANFL CEWERD D 5 JIZOWTIE, BR
BOMERICFICNEGRZIZA ST, FREUIEHR
HOEFEORESKICBWT, —KICeTRETLEL
Ezohie. FREMBZOZERERDIL L, HREEOW
B hHERDOLLOBICK Z 2Tl A S 2 REICOWT
BUTRDEIICEETE 3.

AFETE, BRED S DEZRFROAEEZ S Z
cickb, HESER L EHEBEERLHEEOT TV
B3, BEEIIAHEFICA & Al b 2R ICFHF 5T 5. fi
Z43, DEREE ) oI B 2 EHR T & R WERED S D
R, AHA T v A4 v MR, HREHRE#EICB L
TEEREINS. LirL, FEDEHEEDHERIEH M
ROBFICHEET 2 22X, BREMIBLWTIEEZIC
K, ZOBRIRENEEZ NS, £/, AFETH

MALZBRS (2017) O Ial—>arT, TOHE
BERINTWSA, REFEAERIC X ZHUE & BHE RS
BZALNRP oI EFEZ D, RIS %4 VD3,
CIZTHBEIILTWS XS RKERREDRERAIZIR 5T
W3 EIEEZITW,

RFETE, BHAREAFEANORS MR YLD 7 4 —
A7 ME, THAHICESTFIRTOETEHELN S
ERRELTWS. ¥z, BTIROBEMELY Y LD
HRPBRBZEFDEWVICOWTIEEELTWRWL., 207
®», HEHSATRARFUCENEZ L LT, ZEHiiE
ANDHFENREL 22 X BRRENCER L0 f%E LT
WA, BREEDTRICK > TORWEEIZIE, HEF
HARDHH 6 OHEE X 2BRFANRIGERIC (BREwT%Z
BRI L ERHMEL) FHlish 2 fREMED H 5. JF
PRAEBIGBERERVAME, (LD X 5 RIERL TWRHEDIZ L,
IS DHETORE MY Y LD HE, KFEH DD
CHLDICERZEEZ NS, LEL, ZTOTHD,
AR & LEARZERFRERICN L YD LS5 ICEET 3D
M ERMNCHES 27200+ kiEHRIER VWD, T
DEVHEARL TV ENESPERT S Z I3 L.
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ZOMEIX, BEDOANSE LSO TV S HE DR
DRCEEZEMICHRIT 2 Z e LY, WS F
EORFRIZE BB RE V. 20, BERY L D
b TR OMELGEDEMBER LT 22, 1§
WAREMET 2221k, XD IEMERHEEDATEEC
KrrEZoN5. 2, =XotiEa—FE2HW3
BEREICBWTD, FETH . 7272, HLROEME
TR OUELEET 27405, RFEEERET 2 EHRH
HWINCR D, ko T, fBRAKICED, ERL OHEE
BA—HDEZ 52 VL ST 2 TRD, AFEZICH
T2 LETHEBETTANEHELFX 5.

4. Fo

BSK EIGIRDS, JRFEERL 2 B 1B, EHMcE
RTHPE L TWw 2 ZEMRERDO T -2k D, FREHiR
DERREROLEEET 2L 2 b, ToBRINCE
W L2 ANEED S, RERTZR OB DR
HEROEERB LT, ZhosoBRERAN. bt
T, BT 7 VRN K 2 M RIT U 7 ZRoTiE
A—RFIZEBYIal—Ya UEREBREOHESE
RIZX 2 HEEHRZ L L 7.

Z DR, UM mz1g7.

1. BREYEHER & FERRIARASHARE I XA T &, FRAES DU
Tty LA DRER (ZHHERNDERFTER)
AT HIUZ, FRIUC K 2 22 R E ORER Z B
QAR OBERIMOET HAROL D5 FRHT 2 2
EHARETH .

2. BIGTOHEED AP HERGER - JEPRIHR 2 )
ETDHIEIFMLL, 7, BGICXDBREEDK
BHEL >0 DRIFRICIEDG D 2720, FREITES
2R RO E, RO &H KD o IERE
PS5 70, BAUE PO BRI D IRBUIS
B9 2 BMOEHRPBLETDH 5.

BRERAS PN o0 Z2 T R B R OE B C D 2 RERE AR
KBWTE, SERNRSOEMRESR, =/ BRICI&E
BzlHbh EL ezl LTEHHLET.

3 1

AEOHR N 63 2 LENRZ bz (y.d) &

T3y, BHEEEAY L xyz BERIZBWT, 20
AR X,y +1,7 -1) RSN 3. Li%pH%z
FAEeREIR D H R, xyz FEEER T,

—600 <x <600 ;

T
y = 600cos <6> +1

(Ala: )
= 600si i h
= sin 6 —
—600 <x <600 ;
y=1 (Alb : JEH)
z=-—1
x = 600

(Alc : KEATH)

T
y=(z+1)cot (6) +1
T
—1 <z <600sin (6) -1

EH5Z22IEMNTES. F7, BRRE L IERIT DL
M,

—600 <x <600 ;

=D ﬂ I
y = Dcos 6 + 5
= Dsi n 1
= Sin g

rRING.
—F, xyz BERER D (x,y,2) 1%, Fig. 4 O X 5 7R
LR T,

(Ald : BRESEBELSY)

¢ = arccos ——— (A2)
X“+y
0= arccos; (A3)
Va2 +yi+ 72

eREIND. LoT, BHEAHOSTERX (Ala) ~ (Ald)
%z, (A2), (A3) KWcRAT 2z ickD, HEBOER
LR BERME, BREFOL T AEREICE L GE
0—0 FH _EICBUERNCHI S Z e AT E S (Fig. Al).
PIENE, £HMAH X T QR T BS54
S AR R E Lo e EG 2 EEAREBER TR L
b DM SR VWDT, REHRARORE HAER Py B &
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Fig. A1 REBRRMOME HERZEHHET 2 72D DIEHME
FERER AN DA D 2R 2R (D=10m; H=1m; [ =54
m DI5E DR,

Projected image of a virtual decontaminated slope captured by
a 360-degree camera on an equidistant cylindrical coordinate
system (D=10m; H =1m;/=5m).

LZFDWNENZ D 3 BRYSESORE 5 ER Py 1%, A (2)
RZEHWT, BEMICEHEINS.

iR 2

BRTIRE INL2RKKER (FEMMEFERICE S
FR) 1%, Fig. A2 Dilih TH 5.
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Fig. A2 BHRTRE SN 2RREH.

360-degree photos captured at the observation points.
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