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Fig. 1. Concentration of Sr-90 in Various Parts of
the Food Web in a Small Lake Receiving
Low-level Atomic Wastes
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Table 1. Ranges of Acute Lethal Radiation Doses
for Adults of Various Groups (Krad)

Bacteria 4.5—735 (LDeo)
Blue green algae 400—1200 (LDyo)
Other algae 3—120 (LDso)
Protozoa ?—600 (LDso)
Molluscs 20—109  (LDso s0)
Crustaceans 1.5—56.6 (LDsoz0)
Fish 1.1-5.6

(LDso, 200

BUHE RS S M) EElov & L4 et
& Aolst k. dukd o2, KSR 4T AL
v RMEAR Sl MR BUREH, Z 144 BE
ulsh o] mE A Fol 5 ERT ¥ Fukste}, HHO
2R 22, BEERRAAE Afel vt MEIT 3
Betokz 2 4 gvh. mah, A EA Y bt A&
BZie DNAGES UAE #AA7 deid DNASL
Bol ¥ 5 RB¥i =3 AAG A2 Af, K
R RE e 58k (ploidy) &% A 7 glgo] 3
Fed, dudoz IN $alE 744 (haploid) A
7F 7bA Az E . {SEdke] $1% w5 BiilsE F
7Agteh ol AL fEEtkel F1¥ 75 S UMW (inter-
phase)ol A 2] BT dAAEAE st b 713
Av e BEFEAEA Aoz HHHG. 9

ol ot F& £ EMERS Rt Ao AuA
o2 E u vi$ Fostol. BEHRY ure wA 5
b AR S Ado] o] FolA WY MBS
a4 A, A4 =Z, 10,000 Cio r-#Hi#, %Coo
v WCsE RSt Ukl =2 A S w SRR
2 918 WEEMH(species diversity) o] Zraot BIER
el Wiyt Rz o 1D mal, WgtEe e
W& E — B ik (predator-pery) AA o & Fa3 4
B A3AAE H3A7 G @

HWERERS 7 2t e HEd B4td e S
WA B A&A oz e GE BEE = Bk
pge)l Jdedl, AAAAY dFE FE Ao
A3 BEAS G| AFEH skeh EMHERR
HAA g a34E HEWEAE K ol 2A st BE
& BB (lethal dose)ol et 319, B%E 30H o A
A 50% 7t #®IEsHE fRE, LDsossoo] o] ARg=c},
AL uieh 2o HIAKEL £HEY FF, H45
A 2 £yt BES e Fo W - B S
Soll =t HetA.

i giigel oat ¢ Fr17 B AL o

43
2 ohdet el WS A48 FAsdol 8]
W Fel o MBS FeE 9 Be wde Yok 1B

PR A%, SbE At $U% 9 g B
A QAL BaHREC] 94 wobol BTk W oA

< e HECAT BES 3 Ee] A2 Hygstd o

ofut7] W Fol k1 jstRel o AKS, WHRE ¥
Z7]7kel AAG Fol vErlE edl®, o F B

M E=E (late damage) &} 3o},

HIE 1Yo Fodd AR HstEs, FE EL
Beoz o3 §hEH, HEBNAH, 78, FEE 2 H&
ol o3 EHME 5o #tel EEM 8k Sl
Bonham Donaldson'”-&, oio]el fifd Tk 54
B 0.5~20R.day™1¢] BEEZ BHA2 F dF3xz
EIfFE BN WA 3FE J""—iﬁ}‘ﬁ“ﬁ] 0.5~
5.0 Reday(% ~355R)9 MBEEY A%, ool [
S WS mAE 9% 7‘1-4 AL 2ot, 10R-
day~'(F 8I0R) ol4<l A fol & BAfRpigoz A%
Hgel veve 43 E= A2 Aoz musch
BiCsoll A W25 = r-fo] BHE QAF ARy F3l
of #g ddHe AL, THE FIT AR
10mR-hr'~1R-hr1e] #REA(F ~500R)E  #E=
e A%, Falols ofF Aol flon bR
% HEE FAE F ARt By ch B K
sl o] 591 Physa heterostropha®l 7%, <F 24iHe]
AR % Qg 5 1R-hri(F 9 4,000R) ol A9
HEREZ 9 I8 ANAAA BHEN ZHE ARG £
A 2w, 10R-hrt o] Ao A= 2] 4do] Za =9l
t},

Bl 23 BES £EAQ SddAz 33"
T vk EHKEIFIES ®Rad AU BEEGE
=, 3x1078Ci/Dell 2447 =& A4 A JHKEE]
A s, 1x107°~1x1075Ci/l19] *HEy =&
FRAA ] HEBEERS A ‘}*]7]"/}3 razt 9
o} 2 e E] Aol e e 23 A4 BR
BUERC A o fREo ﬁ%ﬁ’ciiq dAE e A
S g A, FE BEOE ALHoR PEEUASL
A% Bl A& AT+ ME F4T AFHA
A AANZAE 977 @l 58 AA ol

®

°1ﬂ P

2.3. MEH PEL £MEN

£ BGHERES 54 FE Y Al £4
A& d, g2 €48 £ MR A= DNA%G
Fol 24 =5 FHAALE AW AR £33 zdd
o} 2 EhEMRES] DNASFof £do] dofrt zefi
t RamsRsl a4l A%, o BES 8



44
s .
168 9 BARLEY
> =
3 [
g N ToMATO®
@ o MA I
& MOUSE N {predictad)
3 IO—-":
2 2 GUPPI
= =
u =
W C
- [
4 L
[s]
= @ @ Drosophila
5 Drosophila
£ 6%
= -
{ @ Neurospora
cioii SEAST
-9
[T 7R N N ATV ST A SR W E V1| B S I WA ARV
o0l ot 10 e

DNA PER HAPLOID GENOME (pg)

Fig. 2. Relation between Mutation Rate per rad
per Locus and the DNA Content per
Haploid Genome

AZ Agdch. RRBREL 29 204 2E v}
Zo] DNAEESH W43 A7} Yot 14

BEN g A A7 FE HEHIY 2
(Drosophila) 2 A5 Aoz o|Folzich AMAA
9] ZERBRE S Bte] ddlolQl Lebistes reticula-
tusE Aoz § AgdA Hxe AFHJ oW,
ojo] r-fiol MBEE FAAF A KT IFAAY
QEpamne 3 M(embryo)el el #AASSR
o}, 2

KEEYS] FETFTAA ] #EN B 27 A
T g uled "ol A E o (k.
coli), 2ste] 2 3 £& dAez 3o 92 ARE
o] &3t} <l F 37l et

o] DNASES INg A (haploid)® 0.4~4.4
pge & g zled, 2¥ 29 e AAA S o &3t
INB 883 1pgo 2 7S Wl Lebistes®] ZAMWR
Ao 7x10-%/rad/locuse 2 JojArt. o] ZEe Al
LebistesE dl o2 92 APA 9 U dez A%
oh 2 o] fElY BETHHY BE &F 1x10%] 2 3t
2, Bal(zygote) E RARWRAEL 7X107*/rad7t
B} oA BT PEFel 0.5rad¥d o] HES NN
£ 9 e RE RABEET B BHERT
HFe AAsd e o8 A HEEL 0.1%7 %
olgb& Al 4tel Hch. o] AL 7 FlojAgt, o] 3o
HETTAA ] BEN PES gz 95 A
°] Fa3}ch

ERBRE J] AEA J2e dFez oy
© A2z 2FHA, BFshs 2y #ETe Ad
o] (natural selection)z}= ghatg tA] 5o}, #H=2

dA" a8 A A4 A 15 1082

& BET G AdE A9d g8 23 4o
v R 2 2 9, RAMR BEHEY 57
€ 2 E2E BETO v E Sl svEs £E
Py BETFF&(gene pool)el] FAse] ARz 2
EmpEEe] B Eates 7aAn Aoz g4
€ ok

2.4. EHBAR

EpBe de HEA J 59 A9, HEHRd 93
Edeo 28y B A4S Bk Meyer %78
Drosophila(R)9) = 4 %3 £FHMHel 20, 100, 500R
o X-12¢ Bt 3 SUBOERAMAEY] SANES
A A%, e BEd ¥R AAE X-#d A
§ BaEHA g AAMe 2 gAuEst o3y u
& AL FAAFAD ALAE, HF A
< HEGOrad o)) J13-& @ e LES R
B0l ERHo] AAHFA. B30 ojRL S KEL
EA 57 A4E AF3td A g & £
A otz Addoz wAste <4 (spontaneous
mutation) 74A £ EF X5&% = Foz F4dr).
Horsky$} Laszlo® = #&#E3HQ Oedogonium cardia-
cumg Ao 2 3 A A o|Z L ARAAES cye
lohexiimideo] Sl&] A8l P& WAz olAL A
877 ol A FA ol FedHo dE A4
3t Aol

ol ot L HGHRIBME T FMES M K A
¥ oolel, Sl k¥ EHEE KEJAE
ofdth. wzd e HEEKE ALHoz AEFF A
|, Gambusia affinis($# &% 10.9rad-day 1) 2%,
frel W o HolAlt& %4, life cycleg #HA 3
o fgpe 44 FHAA © B @Al AAd
o} 3 oKiESs o] ¥Hel Physa heterostropha(EER
0.65rad-day1)¢] 7%, capsule AAEEL F4dt
capsule® &9 = Frhste] # 0] e A4HA
gor, oajdt AL £ BEFE AEHAY &
RS Aol FAHA Fech 3 ol e
zZ+ A EA = RS sbhdel diste EBENeE 9§
e AAY HelZ/lE det.

3. BWRT SAFRMD WK

EAR ETRY AS MBEe dF 33%cle B
62% 2] #ho] BHAR HHKE AAHG. 1,000MWe
S A AEKe) HEE 45m¥/secst A sHd 3
# 10°C Kii Lfel dlA"ch EHAHFHR(Once-



FEFHBES BISHEE—HE - NI - &35 - HEM . 45
through Cooling System)& 23 7%, ] Kifiol J: ,
‘.ll'IIHY T T T 11700 T 7T T
RE SHKE 5 F9 Koz KlistA =« 30 o TaRe .
BHAE F9 B BEESE ShEd A48 =e 24°
AR e® JFE 9 AA A =23 wda J4A 28k
o Fukaszde A9 wzd & Ly 55, 4 o:
23 Fe § . g FHaE, 00 2 MR mK S 26
% AHRM DR 5 WEM, Mk BEez 9w 8
B HEEn A4S LEmaoz A8 L 3|
E4g FAAG P "
3.1 £h%m BE gzr
L l]_'_]llllo 1 1 lAllllll 1 do i il
KB LGS sl MR - LBARe s 1o 1o o? 10*
22 EER 7o WHEERD.ODA D.OE kil TIME TO 59% MORTALITY {min)
0] J:?Er:{,fé}d] leE]— 7&5___3171] -““]"\:‘ ‘&rﬂ, ’31%9] M“?«ﬂ‘ Fig. 3. Time to Death of a Representative Aquatic
e o . foom - . ‘u Organism (Chinook salmoe fry) as a
K Eﬂft‘i&j ’i’?fﬂ tedson WA EE W Function of Exposure Temperature and
obAA =eh. R Hukd WA DO el i Acclimation Temperature. At times beyond
H4¢ A% HHARMKES T4 ¢ & A5 the lines A-B-C, there is indefinite sur-
= BmggRgE el =2ech. BEAE KRR A vival.
9 HP A =gate AR Ay A EiTH o] Al7tA WEEE AR (Cardinal temperature) 2}

71 A ol RER KEL W KEoE R <
Hz3td Bol AEA AY W, A% A AN =ERE
(Gas embolism) & §usl7lx Fhrh. 37

Efpdl = 247 RS RIS LRk LR o
T BEEE FEshe, Rl EiERe Fa 4
£ T8l A SA A B HEEE EA Y

8 2 \EEtd s A KESS. =3 4
AL sTHE BBREE o2k e
P = F& 29

el HiEhelA HkH EEol HWEE oAbt

ul, EHREHEY E’}Uﬁﬁﬁ@i FEE =, <l
Aoz AFEEEY A AAA Fef P

5E Epid s HETREE, RERE, £FH LR
EEA 280 REREEE ¥4 EH MREZRCG
= EFEEesd Agch ol d o f-2 BES
FRERT Yot REEL AAY gashd b

stedl o] EABEE & S8 WIS ke =
ZEA gt

EApas) soEelA dE LxE Ftmmel shedl,
ol HILWEE T4 —ET 2L oMu% Kol w2}
sty BOEEEES EpEs oy 25 A SH
gt=stel W 2ebd e AFa deld f¥e 27
3off mlupet ek

#EOEE BER(Le
A v, WEEL] o

| WiAT) > FERHel whet i
ol gk fidE 2 o] u] 8 g ol &

o] ghrel weh Debaleh w2 el —ER
Bl Al AR ARchE BT S A% 3

Aol A A¢d fiel Rtk U mm i

W el M) AL e A
Azl phFshep o nwww Wl D
Ak AR A4, WA TGSl A 22

ol wj o g 25°CHA R = Hodrpkel fubel Ak (21 D

BERr FolAly REFEE FAH3] WA =4 el T Al et KR MOUARE S ONE
Table 2. Fish Development and Growth Related to Temperature("C)

Species Spawning De\:&lofgyment Maximal growtht Optimum Lethal
Cod max. 14 10.0 ] 19.8—24. 4
Salmon max. 10 1—8 15—18 14—15 23
Rainbow trout 14—18 13 23—24
Carp 13—24 20—25 2732 35—37
Herring max. 5.5 18—24 19.5—24.7
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