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Abstract - A more practice approach for the determination of monetary values of the unit
collective dose for intervention against long-term exposure following a nuclear accident was
proposed. In addition, the moretary values of the unit collective dose estimated from the
proposed approach were compared with those estimated from the previous model, which are
derived from assumptions of routine exposure and the same values are applied in a nuclear
accident without modification, using Korean economic data. The monetary values based on
the proposed approach showed a distinct difference depending on inequity in the distribution
of individual doses. The discounting rate was also an important factor in determination of
monetary values of the unit collective dose.
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