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[1] The Fukushima Daiichi nuclear power plant accident
resulted in extensive radioactive contamination of the sur-
rounding forests. In this study, we analyzed fallout 137¢s,
134Cs, and "'l in rainwater, throughfall, and stemflow in
coniferous forest plantations immediately after the accident.
We show selective fractionation of the deposited radio-
nuclides by the forest canopy and contrasting transfer of
radiocesium and "*'I from the canopy to the forest floor in
association with precipitation. More than 60% of the total
deposited radiocesium remained in the canopy after 5 month
of the initial fallout, while marked penetration of the initially
deposited '1 through the canopy was observed. The half-
lives of '*”Cs absorbed in the cypress and cedar canopies were
calculated as 620 days and 890 days, respectively for the
period of 0—160 days. The transfer of the deposited radio-
cesium from the canopy to the forest floor was slow com-
pared with that of the spruce forest affected by fallout from
the Chernobyl nuclear reactor accident. Citation: Kato, H.,
Y. Onda, and T. Gomi (2012), Interception of the Fukushima
reactor accident-derived '¥’Cs, '**Cs and "*'I by coniferous
forest canopies, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, 120403, doi:10.1029/
2012GL052928.

1. Introduction

[2] The Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Plant (FDNPP)
accident occurred on March 12 and 14, 2011, after the Great
East Japan Earthquake on March 11, 2011. The accident
released high concentrations of nuclides into the atmosphere
[Butler, 2011; Chino et al., 2011]. Gamma-ray-emitting
radionuclides such as cesium-137 (**’Cs), cesium-134 (***Cs),
and iodine-131 (**'T) were diffused in the atmosphere [Amano
et al., 2012; Hirose, 2012] and widely deposited on ground
surfaces throughout northeast Japan (http://radioactivity.mext.
go.jp/en/).

[3] Radionuclides were highly dispersed in surrounding
forested areas, as 70% of the land area in Japan is covered by
forest; this is also true of Fukushima and the neighboring
prefectures. Most of the forested areas are covered by ever-
green conifers such as Japanese cypress (Chamaecyparis
obtusa) and cedar (Cryptomeria japonica) plantations [Onda
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et al., 2010]. Thus, to elucidate the behavior of the deposited
radionuclides in such forest plantationsis of key importance.

[4] In the vegetated areas, a fraction of the radionuclides
deposited on the vegetation was initially intercepted and
retained by the canopy [Hoffiman et al., 1995; Prohl and
Hoffman, 1996; Kinnersley et al., 1996, 1997] and then
transferred to the ground surface as a result of weathering
processes [Bunzl et al., 1989; Bonnett and Anderson, 1993;
Prohl, 2009]. In a spruce forest in Munich, Germany, which
was affected by the fallout of the Chernobyl accident-
derived radiocesium, the half-life of 134Cs absorbed in the
canopy was calculated as 90 days for the period 0-130 days
after the initial atmospheric deposition [Bunzl et al., 1989].
In contrast, the behavior of 'l in aquatic environments
depends on its chemical form [Muramatsu et al., 1987,
Uchida et al., 1989]. However, the interception and retention
characteristics of the deposited radionuclides by different
tree species, especially radioiodine, immediately after the
accidental fallout have not been understood.

[5] When and how the radionuclides on the forest canopy
were mobilized to the ground surface remains unknown. The
process and mechanisms of distribution and transfer of
deposited radionuclides are difficult to determine during the
crisis; however, these have critical implications for radiation
hygiene, decontamination and modeling biogeochemical
cycling. In this study, we report the initial behavior of the
1%7Cs, 13%Cs and "*'T deposited in cypress and cedar forests
immediately after the accidental release of radioactive
materials from the FDNPP.

2. Materials and Methods

[6] The study site was located in Tochigi Prefecture
150 km southwest of the FDNPP (Figure 1). The total
deposition of FDNPP-derived '*’Cs at the study site was
estimated to be less than 10,000 Bq m 2 based on the
results of an airborne monitoring survey by MEXT (http://
radioactivity.mext.go.jp/en/). The annual precipitation in
this area is 1270 mm, and the mean annual temperature is
14.2°C (data obtained from 2001 to 2010 at Yamakoshi,
the nearest national weather station). Experimental plots
were selected in Japanese cypress (Chamaecyparis obtusa)
and Japanese cedar (Cryptomeria japonica) forests in the
study site. The stand density of the 40-year-old cypress
forest was 2500/ha, whereas that of the 41-year-old cedar
forest was 1300/ha. The slope gradient for both plots was
30 degrees.

[7] Twenty throughfall collectors in a lattice-like pattern
were located in the experimental plot. Each throughfall
collector consisted of a 2-L bottle and a 13-cm-diameter
funnel. The throughfall collector was equipped with an
evaporation suppressor and shading film to prevent the
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Figure 1. Location of the study site and position of the
observation instruments in the experimental plots.

evaporation of water before sampling. Rainwater was also
sampled at an open site near the experimental plot to repre-
sent the atmospheric deposition flux of radionuclides at the
study site. Total rainwater in the collectors was measured
using a graduated cylinder after every rainfall event and
sampled in a polyethylene bottle. The bottles and funnels of
the collectors were washed with distilled water and wiped
after sampling.

[8] The radioactivity in the water samples was measured
using gamma-ray spectroscopy. Gamma-ray emissions at
energies of 604 keV ('**Cs), 636 keV (**'I), and 662 keV
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(**’Cs) were measured using a high-purity n-type germa-
nium coaxial gamma-ray detector (EGC25-195-R, Canberra-
Eurisys, Meriden, Connecticut, USA) coupled to an amplifier
(PSC822, Canberra-Eurisys) and a multichannel analyzer
(DSA1000, Canberra). The measurement system was cali-
brated using standard gamma sources with different sample
heights and was certified by the IAEA worldwide open
proficiency test for the determination of gamma-emitting
radionuclides (IAEA-CU-2006). All measurements of radio-
activities were corrected for the radioactive decay between
sample collection and radiation detection.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Rainfall, Throughfall, and Stemflow
During the Observation Period

[s9] The sampling period for each hydrological compart-
ment was from March 11 to August 19, 2011, and included
12 rainfall events ranging from 5.3 to 184 mm of total pre-
cipitation (Table 1). The throughfall rate (total throughfall
divided by total rainfall) in the cypress forest ranged from
0.50 to 0.81, with a mean of 0.71, whereas that in the cedar
forest ranged from 0.37 to 0.85, with a mean of 0.75. The
stemflow rates (total stemflow divided by total rainfall) for
the cypress and cedar forests ranged from 0.04 to 0.14 and
from 0.00 to 0.04, respectively. Therefore, 81.1% of the
rainfall in the cypress forest and 77.0% of that in the cedar
forest reached the ground surface via either throughfall
or stemflow.

3.2. Deposition of Radionuclides by Rainfall,
Throughfall, and Stemflow

[10] The atmospheric deposition of '*’Cs, '**Cs, and "'I
during the observation period was 8030 Bq m 2, 7510 Bq
m 2, and 29200 Bq m™?, respectively. The ranges of '*’Cs,
134Cs, and '*'I deposition during each observation period were
0.0-5420 Bq m ™2, 0.0-5150 Bq m 2, and 820-28400 Bq
m 2, respectively (Table 1). Of the total local fallout during
the observation period, 68% of '*’Cs and 97% of '*'I fallout
occurred as rainfall during the first sampling period March 11—
28. The deposition of radiocesium in rainfall decreased
exponentially over time, whereas that of '>'T became unde-
tectable after the second sampling period because of its short
half-life (8 days).

Table 1. Amount of Rainfall, Throughfall, Stemflow, and Radionuclides Fallout at Forest Floor During Each Sampling Period®

Total Amount (mm)

137Cs Deposition (Bq m~2)

134Cs Deposition (Bq m ) 31T Deposition (Bq m™~2)

Cypress Cedar Cypress Cedar Cypress Cedar Cypress Cedar

Sampling Period RF TF SF TF/RF TF SF TF/RF RF TF SF TF SF RF TF SF TF SF RF TF  SF TF  SF
2011/3/11-3/28 212 153 285 0.72 139 056 0.66 5420 434 185 389 125 5150 385 24.0 354 14.0 28400 19400 2470 13800 52
2011/3/28-4/1 924 742 0.73 080 567 - 0.61 1010 389 947 266 - 1010 327 534 231 - 821 nd.  nd  nd -
2011/4/1-4/13 527 2.62 021 050 193 - 037 400 180 36.0 901 - 359 189 309 768 - n.d. nd.  nd  nd -
2011/4/13-4/27 249 149 229 0.60 127 0.10 051 328 265 6.64 280 024 328 242 727 262 049 nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/4/27-5/20 542 345 738 0.64 361 099 0.67 345 483 nd 374 10.0 277 405 nd 370 4.68 nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/5/20-5/28 43.7 29.6 592 0.68 29.7 052 0.68 111 200 7.88 146 232 121 175 593 117 242 nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/5/28-5/30 64.6 44.0 7.65 0.68 455 128 0.70 712 137 nd 114 nd nd 141 212 112 nd nd nd.  nd nd nd
2011/5/30-6/13 313 223 266 0.71 20.1 0.10 0.64 270 234 nd 329 085 195 216 nd 295 0.80 nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/6/13-6/22  41.7 29.1 5.11 0.70 31.6 044 076 756 112 nd 202 189 68.6 922 nd 156 nd  nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/6/22-7/18 79.5 524 826 0.66 53.1 084 0.67 nd 328 40.7 414 nd nd 270 nd 357 nd nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/7/18-7/22 184 150 154 081 157 496 085 »nd 529 nd 141 nd nd 132 nd nd nd nd nd.  nd  nd nd
2011/7/22-8/19 159 112 112 070 131 568 083 nd 967 nd 325 nd nd nd nd 471 nd nd nd.  nd  nd nd

Total 719 514 70 071 539 15 0.75 8030 2910 119 2780 28 7510 2460 95 2380 22 29200 19400 2470 13800 527

“The values in the table were Rainfall (RF), the mean of 20 measuring points for throughfall (TF), and the mean of 5 samplers for stemflow (SF); n.d.

represents the deposition amount was below detection level.
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[11] Coniferous forests are known to be very efficient as
filters of airborne '*'I and radiocesium under condition of
dry deposition [e.g., Bunzl et al., 1989; Livens et al., 1992].
Bunzl et al. [1989] observed 20% higher radiocesium
deposition in a spruce forest compared to that in a nearby
grassland. On the other hand, Livens et al. [1992] reported
that the *'I present in the soil and vegetation samples
exceeds that in precipitation by about a factor of 3. However,
for atmospheric deposition after the Fukushima reactor
accident, many researchers estimated that most of the
Fukushima derived radionuclides which were transported
from the Fukushima Daiichi NPP by northeast wind
encountered a band of rain that caused wet deposition in the
Kanto district during March 15-16 and 21-23, 2011 [e.g.,
Hirose, 2012; Amano et al., 2012; Katata et al., 2012;
Srinivas et al., 2012; Terada et al., 2012]. For 1317 efficient
washout from the atmosphere by precipitation was revealed
for both the Chernobyl and Fukushima fallout by previous
studies [e.g., Aoyama et al., 1986, 1987; Ronneau et al.,
1967; Landis et al., 2012; Yang and Guo, 2012]. Thus, we
assumed that radiocesium and radioiodine were removed
from the atmosphere through a similar pathway and wet
precipitation was mainly responsible for their removal.

[12] The total deposition densities of '*’Cs, '**Cs, and *'I
by throughfall during the observation period was 2910,
2460, and 19400 Bq m 2 for the cypress forest, whereas the
respective values for the cedar forest were 2780, 2380, and
13800 Bq m 2. By contrast, the total >’Cs, '**Cs, and *'1
via stemflow was 119, 95, and 2470 Bq m ™~ for the cypress
forest and 28, 22, and 527 Bq m 2 for the cedar forest,
respectively. Although the total deposition densities of
radiocesium by throughfall varied for each sampling period,
throughfall showed the greatest total deposition densities of
radiocesium until the end of April. The radiocesium content
in stemflow was 1-2 order of magnitude smaller than that in
throughfall and was often undetectable. Although "*'I was
detected from all the throughfall and stemflow samples
collected on March 28, whereas it was not detected after
March 28 because of its short half-life (8 days). There was
an interval of 1 month (2 months at maximum) between
sample collection and radionuclide analysis, therefore a
delayed measurement can cause reduction of '*'I concentra-
tion below the detection level even if '*'I exists at the time of
sampling. The percentage of '*'I content in throughfall dur-
ing the first sampling period was 68% for the cypress and
49% for the cedar forest.

3.3. Interception and Retention of Deposited
Radionuclides by the Forest Canopy

[13] Our detailed monitoring revealed that radionuclides
dispersed atmospherically after the accident behave differ-
ently depending on the individual radionuclide species. The
total deposition densities of '*’Cs, '**Cs and '*'I via rainfall,
throughfall, and stemflow were compared to assess the
interception fraction of the atmospherically deposited
radionuclides by the forest canopy. During the first rainfall
event between March 11 and March 28, the amount of
radiocesium that reached the forest floor did not exceed 10%
of the total deposited. In contrast, 75% and 49% of "'I
reached the forest floor by a combination of throughfall and
stemflow in the cypress and cedar stand, respectively. At the
end of the observation period, a simple budget calculation of
the deposited radionuclides revealed that 62.3 + 15.8%
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(cypress) and 65.0 £ 18.2% (cedar) of total deposited
radiocesium remained in the canopy 160 days after the
accident (Figure 2). By contrast, the interception of '*'I
differed between the tree species (25.1 £ 2.7% for the
cypress and 50.9 £ 7.4% for the cedar). Nevertheless,
interception of '*'I by the forest canopy was much lower
than that of radiocesium.

[14] The differing interception rates of 31 and radio-
cesium can be attributed to differences in the chemical
properties of radionuclides. Plant surfaces are negatively
charged [Keppel, 1966; Ertel et al., 1992], therefore, anionic
substances are not readily retained by the plant surface and
are rapidly removed from leaf surfaces during rainfall [e.g.,
Hoffman et al., 1995]. Similarly, the observed data in this
study indicated that cationic radiocesium has a higher
affinity to the forest canopy, whereas the deposited "'l
moved through the canopy via hydrological pathways with
rainwater.

[15] For the first sampling period of March 11-28, the
deposition of '*'T onto the forest floor for the cypress stand
(68.3 &+ 7.3%) was similar to the mean throughfall rate for
the corresponding time period g72.1%). Conversely, for the
cedar stand, the percentage of '*'I deposition (47 + 7.1%)
was much lower than the throughfall rate (65.6%). Although
the throughfall rates were similar, differences of up to 20%
for "*'T deposition onto the cypress and cedar forest floors
were observed. The reason for this remains unknown.

[16] It is possible that the deposited '*'T was not readily
retained by the plant surface and was being removed during
runoff [Hoffman et al, 1995], supporting the results
observed for the cypress stand in this study. The adsorption
characteristic of iodine to plant surfaces is associated with
the iodine form. Organic iodine, such as CH;l, has low
solubility in water and tends to penetrate plant bodies
[Muramatsu et al., 1987]. Therefore, the similarity in the
interception ratios for deposited '*'I and rainwater indicates
that the deposited '*'T was in soluble inorganic forms. It was
suggested that data on the initial interception of the depos-
ited "*'I can be used to estimate its chemical forms at the
time of deposition.

[17] Nevertheless, a higher interception rate of wet
deposited '*'I for the cedar forest suggests that the potential
for *'T uptake by leaves varies between the cypress and
cedar forest. Indeed it was reported by Schynowski and
Schwack [1996] that the iodine concentration of the leaf
cuticle of plants varies significantly with plant species. On
the other hand, Hoffinan et al. [1995] showed that the wash-
off of wet deposited '*'I on leaves is substantially reduced if
a period of drying occurs between subsequent rainfall
events. Therefore, further analysis is required to clarify the
influence of chemical form of the deposited '*'T and pre-
cipitation patterns during the first observation period, and
tree species on the chemical reactions and diffusions into
leaves and barks.

3.4. Dynamics of Deposited Radiocesium
in a Coniferous Forest

[18] After May, total deposition of radiocesium onto the
forest floor via throughfall and stemflow exceeded atmo-
spheric flux by rainfall. This suggests that leaching of radio-
cesium from the canopy (rather than accumulation) occurred
in the studied forests. This delayed deposition of radio-
nuclides under forest canopies with respect to atmospheric

30f6



L20403

KATO ET AL.: RADIONUCLIDE BEHAVIOR IN FOREST

L20403

Cypress Forest

Cedar Forest

< ¢
W L

Ramfall 8030 Bq/m

Cesium-137

290

i s

g
Bq/m2(36 2%)

lodine-131

(66 4%)

“Throughfall
00 Bq/mZ(47.3%)

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of '*’Cs, '**Cs, and '*'I deposition in rainwater, throughfall, and stemflow in the cypress and

cedar forests.

input has been reported in a Norway spruce forest [Bunzl
et al., 1989]. The Norway spruce stand, which was 85 years
old and had a stand density of 622/ha, was located in a flat
area 40 km northwest of Munich, Germany, where mean
annual precipitation was 800 mm. Total local '*’Cs deposi-
tion after the Chernobyl reactor acc1dent was 20 kBq m 2.
The initial interception rate for '*’Cs was 70% for atmo-
spheric deposition during April 27-30, 1986.

[19] The '*’Cs deposition at the forest floor occurring by
throughfall and stemflow was plotted against time after the
accidental release of radionuclides (Figure 3). Although the
level of radioactive contamination, tree species, and climatic
conditions differed between the cypress and cedar stands in
this study and those in the Norway spruce stand, temporal
changes in cumulative '*’Cs deposition at the forest floor
exhibited logarithmic increases in all cases. These data
indicate that in addition to the atmospheric input of radio-
nuclides, the radionuclides in the canopy were effectively
removed and transferred to forest floor over time.

[20] The half-life of '*’Cs absorbed in the canopy during
the observation period (160 days after the beginning of
radioactive fallout) was calculated as 620 days for the
cypress and 890 days for the cedar stand, whereas the
corresponding value for the Norwa ay spruce was roughly
100 days. The longer half-life of '*’Cs in the cypress and
cedar stands indicated that the removal of radionuclides
through absorption by the cypress and cedar stands was
slower than that by the Norway spruce stand.

[21] The total amount of radiocesium initially 1ntercepted
by the forest canopy was calculated as 5.0 kBq m ™2 for the

cypress stand (92% of total radiocesium fallout), 5.2 kBq
m for the cedar stand (93% of total fallout), and 14 kBq

2 for the Norway spruce stand (70% of total fallout).
Some fractions of retained radiocesium were readily
removed from the plant surface in association with rainfall;
however, the remaining radiocesium was strongly absorbed
by leaf, branch, and bark surfaces and was not leached from
the plant surface by rainwater [Rauret et al., 1994]. Never-
theless, leaf fall due to tree phenology and physical
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Figure 3. Deposition of radiocesium over time in conifer-
ous forest canopies.
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breakdown by heavy storms may accelerate radiocesium
transfer from the canopy to forest floor [e.g., Fesenko et al.,
2001].

4. Conclusion

[22] This study showed the selective fractionation of the
deposited radionuclides by a forest canopy and resulting
contrastive transfer of radiocesium and '*'T from the canopy
to forest floor via throughfall and stemflow. For the radio-
cesium, more than 60% of the total deposition remained in
the canopy 5 months after the accident, while the deposited
31T moved through the canopy via hydrological pathways
with rainwater. Although similar interception of radiocesium
was observed for the cypress and cedar forests, the inter-
ception of '*'I differed between the tree species (25.1% for
the cypress and 50.9% for the cedar). It was sug%ested that
data on the initial interception of the deposited °'I can be
used to estimate its chemical forms at the time of deposition,
however further analysis is required to clarify the influence
of chemical form of the deposited '*'I and tree species on the
potential for radionuclide uptake by leaves. In addition to
that, dry deposition on the forest and direct absorption of
gaseous and particulate radionuclides by natural surfaces
such as leaves, stems, and barks should be determined for
the precise determination of interception fraction of the
deposited radionuclides by the forest canopy.

[23] The high interception fraction of the deposited
radiocesium by coniferous canopies indicated that the can-
opy will act as a secondary source of radioactive contami-
nation of the forest floor. Furthermore, burning of the
contaminated wood (e.g., forest fire) can be a source of air
contamination by '*’Cs and '**Cs. Thinning of a forest can
be one of the possible ways to reduce contamination of the
forest ecosystems, however a governmental decontamina-
tion policy for forests excluding areas near residential zones
has not been decided because of low priority of the forest
decontamination, lack of storage spaces for the radioactive
waste, and limited information on distribution and transfer
of the deposited radionuclides in a forest environment. The
information in this paper is useful for direct measurement
and radioecological modeling understanding the behavior
of radiocesium and '*'I deposited over forest canopies in
the present and future. This will provide critical information
relative to the policy decision making and implementation of
effective decontamination measures in the contaminated
forests.

[24] Acknowledgments. The authors thank Y. Muramatsu (Gakush-
uin University) and Y. Takahashi (Hiroshima University) for their valuable
comments on this study. This research was supported by the Core Research
for Evolution Science and Technology program of the Japan Science and
Technology Agency.

[25] The Editor thanks the two anonymous reviewers.

References

Amano, H., et al. (2012), Radiation measurements in the Chiba Metropoli-
tan Area and radiological aspects of fallout from the Fukushima Dai-ichi
Nuclear Power Plants accident, J. Environ. Radioact., 111, 42-52,
doi:10.1016/j.jenvrad.2011.10.019.

Aoyama, M., K. Hirose, Y. Suzuki, H. Inoue, and Y. Sugimura (1986),
High level radioactive nuclides in Japan in May, Nature, 321, 819-820,
doi:10.1038/321819a0.

Aoyama, M., K. Hirose, and Y. Sugimura (1987), Deposition of gamma-
emitting nuclides in Japan after the reactor-IV accident at Chernobyl,
J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem., 116(2), 291-306, doi:10.1007/BF02035773.

KATO ET AL.: RADIONUCLIDE BEHAVIOR IN FOREST

L20403

Bonnett, P. J. P., and M. A. Anderson (1993), Radiocaesium dynamics in a
coniferous forest canopy: A mid-Wales case study, Sci. Total Environ.,
136, 259-2717, doi:10.1016/0048-9697(93)90314-V.

Bunzl, K., W. Schimmack, K. Kreutzer, and R. Schierl (1989), Interception
and retention of Chernobyl-derived '**Cs, '*’Cs and '®°Ru in a spruce
stand, Sci. Total Environ., 78, 77-87, doi:10.1016/0048-9697(89)
90023-5.

Butler, C. (2011), Radioactivity spreads in Japan, Nature, 471, 555556,
doi:10.1038/471555a.

Chino, M., H. Nakayama, H. Nagai, H. Terada, G. Katataf and H. Yamazawa
(2011), Preliminary estimation of release amounts of "*'I and '*’Cs acci-
dentally discharged from the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear power plant into
the atmosphere, J. Nucl. Sci. Technol., 48(7), 1129-1134, doi:10.1080/
18811248.2011.9711799.

Ertel, J., H. G. Paretzke, and H. Ziegler (1992), '*’Cs penetration by contact
exchange through isolated plant cuticles: cuticles as asymmetric transport
membranes, Plant Cell Environ., 15, 211-219, doi:10.1111/j.1365-
3040.1992.tb01475 x.

Fesenko, S. V., N. V. Soukhova, N. I. Sanzharova, R. Avila, S. I. Spiridonov,
D. Klein, E. Lucot, and P.-M. Badot (2001), Identification of processes
governing long-term accumulation of '*’Cs by forest trees following
the Chernobyl accident, Radiat. Environ. Biophys., 40, 105-113,
doi:10.1007/s004110100090.

Hirose, K. (2012), Fukushima Dai-ichi nuclear power plant accident: sum-
mary of regional radioactive deposition monitoring results, J. Environ.
Radioact., 111, 13-17, doi:10.1016/j.jenvrad.2011.09.003.

Hoffman, F. O., K. M. Thiessen, and R. M. Rael (1995), Comparison of
interception and initial retention of wet-deposited contaminants on leaves
of different vegetation types, Atmos. Environ., 29(15), 1771-1775,
doi:10.1016/1352-2310(95)00099-K.

Katata, G., M. Ota, H. Terada, M. Chino, and H. Nagai (2012), Atmo-
spheric discharge and dispersion of radionuclides during the Fukushima
Dai-ichi Nuclear Power Plant accident. Part I: Source term estimation
and local-scale atmospheric dispersion in early phase of the accident,
J. Environ. Radioact., 109, 103—113, doi:10.1016/j.jenvrad.2012.02.006.

Keppel, H. (1966), Cation exchange phenomena in plant leaves, in Isotopes
in Plant Nutrition and Physiology, pp. 329-345, Int. Atomic Energy
Agency, Vienna.

Kinnersley, R. P., G. Shaw, J. N. B. Bell, M. J. Minski, and A. J. H. Goddard
(1996), Loss of particulate contaminants from plant canopies under wet
and dry conditions, Environ. Pollut., 91(2), 227-235, do0i:10.1016/0269-
7491(95)00047-X.

Kinnersley, R. P., A. J. H. Goddard, M. J. Minski, and G. Shaw (1997),
Interception of caesium-contaminated rain by vegetation, Atmos. Environ.,
31(8), 1137-1145, doi:10.1016/S1352-2310(96)00312-3.

Landis, J. D., N. T. Hamm, C. E. Renshaw, W. B. Dade, F. J. Magilligan,
and J. D. Gartner (2012), Surficial redistribution of fallout '*'iodine in
a small temperate catchment, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 109(11),
4064-4069.

Livens, F. R., D. Fowler, and A. D. Horrill (1992), Wet and dry deposition
of 311, 134Cs and '*’Cs at an upland site in northern England, J. Environ.
Radioact., 16, 243-254, doi:10.1016/0265-931X(92)90003-C.

Muramatsu, Y., M. Sumiya, and Y. Ohmomo (1987), lodine-131 and other
radionuclides in environmental samples collected from Ibaraki/Japan
after the Chernobyl accident, Sci. Total Environ., 67, 149-158,
doi:10.1016/0048-9697(87)90207-5.

Onda, Y., T. Gomi, S. Mizugaki, T. Nonoda, and R. Sidle (2010), An over-
view of the field and modeling studies on the effects of forest devastation
on flooding and environmental issues, Hydrol. Processes, 24, 527-534,
doi:10.1002/hyp.7548.

Prohl, G. (2009), Interception of dry and wet deposited radionuclides by
vegetation, J. Environ. Radioact., 100, 675-682, doi:10.1016/.
jenvrad.2008.10.006.

Prohl, G., and F. O. Hoffman (1996), Radionuclide interception and loss
processes in vegetation, Rep. 857, 66 pp., Int. Atomic Energy Agency,
Vienna.

Rauret, G., M. Llaurado, J. Tent, A. Rigol, L. H. Alegre, and M. J. Utrillas
(1994), Deposition on holm oak leaf surface of accidentally released
radionuclides, Sci. Total Environ., 157, 7-16, doi:10.1016/0048-9697
(94)90559-2.

Ronneau, C., J. Cara, and D. Apers (1967), The deposition of radionuclides
from Chernobyl to a forest in Belgium, Atmos. Environ., 21(6), 1467-1468,
doi:10.1016/0004-6981(67)90094-7.

Schynowski, F., and W. Schwack (1996), Photochemistry of parathion on
plant surfaces: relationship between photodecomposition and iodine
number of the plant, Chemosphere, 33, 2255-2262, do0i:10.1016/0045-
6535(96)00328-1.

Srinivas, C. V., R. Venkatesan, R. Baskaran, V. Rajagopal, and B. Venkatraman
(2012), Regional scale atmospheric dispersion simulation of accidental
release of radionuclides from Fukushima Dai-ichi reactor, Atmos. Environ.,
61, 66-84, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.06.082.

50f6



L20403 KATO ET AL.: RADIONUCLIDE BEHAVIOR IN FOREST L.20403

Terada, H., G. Katata, M. Chino, and H. Nagai (2012), Atmospheric dis- (in Japanese), Jpn. J. Health Phys., 24, 149-157, doi:10.5453/jhps.
charge and dispersion of radionuclides during the Fukushima Dai-ichi 24.149.
nuclear power plant accident. Part 1I: Verification of the source term and ~ Yang, W., and L. Guo (2012?, Depositional fluxes and residence time of
analysis of regional-scale atmospheric dispersion, J. Environ. Radioact., atmospheric radioiodine (*”'I) from the Fukushima accident, J. Environ.

112, 141-154, doi:10.1016/j.jenvrad.2012.05.023. Radioact., 113, 32-36, doi:10.1016/j jenvrad.2012.04.003.
Uchida, S., Y. Muramatsu, M. Sumiya, and Y. Ohmomo (1989), Transfer of
gaseous iodine (I,) from atmosphere to rice grains through dry deposition

6 of 6




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


