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Fig. 6-3 Comparison of summer 2011 and spring 2012 in ambient Fukushima Dai-ichi NPP
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Fig. 6-4 Histogram of summer 2011 and spring 2012 in North Ibaraki

Table 6-1 Analysis condition of in ambient Fukushima Dai-ichi NPP
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Fig. 6-5 Comparison of 41"/3™ in Fukushima (inside 80km from Fukushima Dai-ichi NPP)
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Fig. 6-6 Histogram of 3"/4™ in Fukushima (inside 80km from Fukushima Dai-ichi NPP)
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