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Table 1. Results of determination for plutonium by TIMS-IDMS

Meas./Input

(san%fzn%r;%ike) 239/242 Input, Pu(ng) Measured, Pu(ng) " 100(%)
1 + 300 0.009377 0.035 0.038+0.0023 108.57
5+ 300 0.041336 0.175 0.182+0.0029 104
10 +300 0.075771 0.35 0.337+£0.0014 96.3
50 +300 0.365678 1.75 1.69+0.007 96.6
100 + 300 0.729422 3.42 3.50£0.011 102.3
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Fig. 1. Linearity in determination of plutonium according to blending ratio between sample and spike.
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Fig. 2. Sources of uncertainty components for the determination of Pu in radwastes by IDMS
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