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Fig. 1. Variations in interception factors of

the radionuclides with time of their
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Fig. 2. Percent of initial deposition that

remained in whole leaves at harvest.

application.
70 Table 1. Effects of a simulated precipitation on the
—e— %5 radicactivity levels in mature Chinese
--e-- 103Ry
607 | . .a. 134y I cabbage.
1 Chinese cabbage
_ Inner leaves
50 (inner ' " _ Percent of initial deposition(%)
Plant  Precipi-
art tation
40- N p asS r 193, B4
]
304 B
} Whole Simulated 311 54.0 534
: leaves
20 - No 81.8 82.5 80.2
10 L
| Inner Simulated 10.8 22.5 29.6
leaves
] — No 29.4 302 414
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Fig. 3. Percent of initial deposition that

remained in inner leaves at harvest.

Note : Foliar application of Rls was made 28 days
before harvest.
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Fig. 4. Concentrations of Sr isotopes in mature Fig. 5. Concentrations of Ru isotopes in mature
Chinese cabbage for the deposition of Chinese cabbage for the deposition of
1 Ba/m’® at different growth stages. 1 By/m’ at different growth stages.
0.07

—8—Cs, whole
—X—Cs, inner

0.06 4 | --m--134Cs, whole -
-~X~-- 1MCs, inner

0.05 A

0.04

0.03

A

o
]
g
i

0.01 H

ooobposp v+ -
60 50 40 30 20 10 0

Application time (days to harvest)

Fig. 6. Concentrations of Cs isotopes in mature
Chinese cabbage for the deposition of
1 Bg/m’® at different growth stages.
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