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(Abstrac’ Objective Toanalyzes fye correfation hetween dry residual and tota] radioactivity nW aers M ethods
W e selected d ifferent waters in Suzhou © he studied The £ross apha and gross het actyvities 1 waters were measured with
mid— tickness rejative activitym etod associated wit the nomal] saurce of#! Am and h 8h Purity KC1bY usnga jow leve] al
Pha/ bet counting system mode] BH[21q Results  For he samples correjation heween dry residua] and &ross aJpha activi
tieswasmore statistically significant (P 1) than correfation heween d1y esua] and gross heta activities ( << B
0 05). Their corelation vaJueswere ) 517 ad( 435 respective]y (Concluspns The genera] rul,e the Jower the Otal dis
so]ve so]ds ( d1y resjdua] or conductivity vajues) the Jower he radijoactivi®y W e should standard ize he traditonajmethads of
water puriﬁcat'pp ain ng at the quant@tive elimnatm of he Presence in soluton of he radimuclides
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