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1.1 AfEOEF=

ToEL, FhzarF—HotaBREZEAICHE > TE 0, ENHORILD
LI EEZZ TP T, Z207d), FFHTANF -2 EHEZ I AL F L
L CHEATBRFE 21T, AR L C & 2. 2011 FIC R4 L - Bt B iE B — 5
TFHRERFRZZERC, RPN AVF DbV inRIEINTE ., 2014 4

ICRIRIE L 7z = A F—HARGHE <13, FEREKFEEZTRERR VKT E L
T 208, KM, EML, RIFNREIVRE#EG ORAENE R AR L L
THETHFEEA~N—20 - FEHE LTUESTF AT [,

TAETI, 2010 4EiC 19.5% & o7z T AL F — BHGED, HHARKE K LI
6% ¥ T HiAA, OECD M¥LE 34 /7 Eh 2 7 H IR W oKHET, b JEE I H
Eoz~A4 v (26.7%), 4 207 (20.1%), #E (17.5%) & HEEL T b T
{, TANVF—DOFHERDOL AL EEEROMAELEDONT RS L IAHTH
5. 7z, R NFEEOE RIS, KT FEE~ DIRIEE D 2, ImRERRA A
PEHE EML T2 226 b, MEMRETAZHBL 2VEF T AL F—
BEBERMES T Lo TWw5s, 2030 FEEDO T AL ¥ — X, MEL 284
X — IR E L CEMIRRE T 326 G L RAT N Tw 3, BUFIR, ZoBox
ANF—HEEE 234% FCHlE LT 2L AL LTEY, TALF K
CHWTHETFHZ AL F—1320~22% & LT3 2.

Rz A F—%FMT 21C1L, JRFHFEEL T TRIZBEIF A 70 LT
N2 —#HOEFEEBHLETH 5 (Fig. TI). V7 VIkADORILIOIHE Y, v 7
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X
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H1

v OBUGR - B, R R, RSN T S 5. FEEICHA L AR i3
B LR Z Y TV TV 2 ABERS. BB LY T v T =
v L HUY) L TR L WEBREE (MOX BREL 21 Y | ¥ BT CHAM ST 2 7
NP =< EMENDZ A 70e, I vEID L, BOEME LN T
LR IREFRCHAMAT 294 7 Aup3b 5. {1 hlExo#EIRICE- T, Zh
D T CREMEFRREY 2334 L, BHEERE L ~ A2t U 72 0L - oy 2347
bz,

Uranium Ore

=0
e plrt Vellow cake/
g Pregnant liquor
Refining plant

Reprocessed Uranium U0, Gaiv et R

1
I_?IL‘ Reuse Recovered uranium and
plutonium
O Enrichment plant
richment plan
-~ | ]
dik -
| MOX fuel processing plant |
Reconverswn pIant
Nuclear power pI t

(light-water reactot
Uranium fuel
Assembly

| Uranium fuel processing plant |

Fig.1.1 Nuclear fuel cycle.

JRF JIHEEE D BRI PR FE A 3 2 UREBESEY 72 © e K, JRTFIREN B X
OB B % R 3 2 BRIC S, MR EMBFEET S, Cob TRAETLHE
Y D% 1L, KL~ EFEEY & TN B T R S LK v b T
H5. T, RRENRES —HFIFEEN ORI ICE T BEBERE MK
bODOEDOFE TRIACLXVORFERENAFEAE ST 2. &0 5
Bz OWEE (BUHEEA v v P ) ICEVIRDH B D 00, KEOBEEFEEY
DIMHREA v v b VIEREZ R Ly icny 32 2 L iddblofETcd 2.



1.1 AWROTER

1.1.1 BHUEEYODE L NN T EDBE

1.1.1.1 EBRMZBSMERZEYOSE LS HE

EFRH T 4B TAEA) DRURTEREREY O 38775 T, & 5 O R
HEBRICK o T Fig. MO XS IcHaHInsg [, BUHRRREL <235 ThH
R DR FH B 720 Il L NV DBEEY L LCHE I3 b 0P EERE
FELNAPMEL THRKEOLFALA R VD ICE L RVDFEREY) L L CHMHE
NZ2IDOREDDHL. TONFITHIE L TUGHEREDLY, 7 VT 7 vAvik
H Loy 5 & HITE LGy & S Iic b7z 5.

S
rd

- af HLW
g "y high level waste
§ L™ oy "y (deep geological disposal)
% P’y ¢ ¢ L 2 e Ny 'y
2 L2 L
5 * L
2 N 'l‘ L TR R A R R
L]
® L4
- % ILW
@ 4 (" intermediate level waste
s & (" ‘(intermediate depth disposal)
* (- *
2
£) LLW 8
& low level waste & (g
s Yy [ ‘(near surface disposal) /fEEEEEEEEESR
3 o
VSLW . oy
very short lived 3 ¥y My
waste ¢ Ny B
EEEE
(decay storage) “ EEEEnE
VLLW
*
- very low level waste
* (landfill disposal)
Ty Ny ey
llll:ll..lll.. EEEEEEEEEEEREN
EW
exempt waste
(exemption / clearance)
>N

Half-life

Fig.1.2 Conceptual illustration of the waste classification scheme[d].

1.1.1.2 #HAPEICEB U 2 EREYONE & WD A&

TOECIE, ERRBEEREREY Oy ik AT 2720, [RTFBORK
M CERL 17 4510 H 14 ABZERE) cs T, BEHEEEY O WM - Ly 0 #
ZJTHR LT, 22T, [REEEYIZ, 420K (BEEEEOFEA], K
SRR /MU D JF R, AB) 7 LB - Ly o JE R, ER & o A B IC D <



ERE NG
Tablel.l1 Classification of radioactive waste in Japan.
Fe e Nk TRCH P R ) 00 TR ALY (X 5y
o B L OV B b JE L5
PRI By 7 REE G T REIEIE L ~ LI IG
LT
MOX #4kt RO PEREEY) (TRU BegEty) | b ~Hufg sy
TR | (®
vV | K v 7 v ) KRIE (B L~
iR L JATIE U C i rp ~h
R L)
1 THTREEEE L ~ Lol | KEELS (L)
T | s [ e e
Frhs® | Y| & | BofeREL~rok | Rhe s Fas
G | g pep (12)
5| EEEE L Lo | ERHbR b LY T LSy
TN = (L3)

Tablel.2 Disposal methods depending on the classification of radioactive waste.

B PR Gy X 5y Wy 75 i
F-TEREEYMERY | FREES | MLy HF 300m & b FEVHE T
LGy
RWEEN S | AR TR LT
(L1) ForAe E o 2 RE (M
T 50~100m) ~®DULsy
BFEFEEEYIHERY | EEA | BMhey ML | v 2 ) -y FERT
5y (L2) 7o F M~ D WLy
EHbR b Ly | N IRESEY) &R ik
gy (L3) Hr SRR ALy

EheD KA O T T, Z 08 (RSEREY OB HERREIC X 281 <) 286
EThWKECE TR T2 ICEBERIAZET 20 EEN2 L v ) LI
F R CHEHYNICK 2TV, ZRNENO XK -5 2 2 &L S EE ]
LLTw3,

ZOEZERD LIC, JRTIRRED O FET 2 T FEEY 13 R A MR & T RE
L SVICIE U T E N5 (Table D). FREERL & ME I3 2 AR o 4 G5 2>
O ZEfE - VIR I WEEE L 72 58— TR IR & R LTI B AR L &
BTy 5 7= D %R - MBRRREEE DS T Cld a K RIERERZ L 20 hiE R b
W IR A D 5. B R I, U © U RER
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1018
1015 B L AUBSTEERY |
SHELS
| EL ~ L REIHEEY |
1012

TRUBEZEY)

FAEEY L &

SRIBRELS

A F 0 Maksilg, 74K E
SEHFE Yy sy

avyy—+F
SEAY
10° S b Lo F 5

ST 1 e 2R
& LTy
D RED
WNH D

10°

T 7 7 IS ERIERE [Ba/t]

103
103 10° 10° 1012 1015 1018 B
N—% « Y T RETERIERE [Ba/t] (6] ZITIcHmeE.

Fig.1.3 Concept of classification of radioactive waste depending on ra-

dioactivity in Japan.

JEL RIS K o TUEE RGN ) T OF 2 J7 53578 % (Table T2). iU
HEFEEVOBSRERE L I X 5 Xy ofaz Figl3 ond. ¥ 7z, BKEBREY
BRI IS X o TR & N2 Y 0 5 HEEESEYIIE: o F 31 BT 2 B
CPFRk 27 4 8 A 31 HIE) & X ORKIERMIE, BRI E B O 47 o B B
T BT CER28 423 H 30 HIIE) TE® &1 5 T REREE o FIR{E %
Table T3 IC/RT.

e, d#id b v v 50 & LT, BESARFSER RS E N H AR T 1 i SE e FE b s
(JAEA) i€ 5\ CH 13BN (JPDR) OffR It wRELza v 7 ) — + FFes
Vo + vy FUsERERTbhTwa, &b ey MLSIcowTid, HA
JEIAR LIS o K L OV FE R R & v & — (HHREN 7 BTk 1<
HERFREIMTDODNL TV S, RBEELSICONTIE, HERTIETIEZE SR
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Tablel.3 Upper limit of radioactive concentration.

fichH R LIRiE (Bg/t)
it i L v ALy | b ey ML | SRR ALY
e - 100 ¥ 77 10 =%
36C1 - — 10 7 7
50Co 10 ¥4 1 =% -
63Nj - 1077 -
908y 10 A7 10 77 —~
9Te - 1¥7 100 7 7
1291 - - 177
137Cs 100 A 7 100 7 7 -
TV 7 7Rk . -
2 B - 107 100 %7

WA S R Y O BHIIC B 3 2 BT 7 — 4 TF 277 [6) 24T B i L 7228,
BRI REHEFEI T FRE > TEL T, WHEMICITE> TWhinw, HiIfFLSIC
DWW, Wt EELE X UVCRIEBEKEZERFRE > TIToTWEE AT
» 5.

1113 ZUT7I7vRELVI VT 7V XOBLHER

7 V)7 7 v A (clearance) 1%, JEH £ 72 13580 T T 2 fER% 1T 2 PN D S
TEVIE - Uik 2 BIHIRERE I X 2 BUNBRPIRE 2 H & L 2 KfE B 04k 2 & T
H25 . NIEFEICOWTHEL OWITREEABE L7207 ) F THITRE
DMER] 10 p Sv (—ERESE DV ix vy F U A TIHEM 1mSv) BEICR 2 X
SITTHEEIRE L v (2 VT IV AL L) BEREIN, RAKEICOWTIZ
HARAROGERAZZEL T2 I T 7V AL_ARKEEINS [§. ks ETIE,
JVTTVALRVL T TH S e E2MERT 5 & THEINR2 64402
(707 7 v RHIE). 2005 FICHESNEZRFIFOREEMCNT L2797 7V
A L)V % Table I 12, 2011 FFICHlE X v 7 v I THEE S O FEEY) I+
227077 vAL~)L% Table [ IC/RT (9, 0] v 7 v OhI LS D FEREY)
ICDWTIE, ZYVT 7 VALRABREINT S D DDHITTIZRED B Dl
EthoTwd, cng<ic, B cid, HARFRERASHFBEER, Hil
BHRNESHERE T HREHT 5 5o s —v v, JAEA JRR3 0=z v 27 Y —
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He =L

H 3R

Tablel.4 Clearance level for nuclear power plant[d, 00].

BHEYIE | BCHREIREE | BUREE | OHRERE | BURTEE | N RER
it (Ba/g) it (Bq/g) it (Bq/g)
H 100 63N 100 1291 0.01
e 1 557n 0.1 134y 0.1
361 1 990Gy 1 137Cs 0.1
41 Ca 100 94Nb 0.1 133Ba 0.1
463¢ 0.1 9% Nb 1 152Fy 0.1
5"Mn 0.1 PTe 1 154Ey 0.1
5Fe 1000 106Ry 0.1 160 1
*9Fe 1 108m A o 0.1 182 0.1
*8Co 1 HOmA o 0.1 239py 0.1
50Co 0.1 124y, 1 24lpy 10
59Nj 100 123mg 1 241 Am 0.1

Tablel.5 Clearance level for uranium processing plant[d, 00].

MEHEE ORI EEEIRIE (Ba/g)

282y 0.1
234U 1
235U 1
26y 10
238U 1

MRS, RIS ET SRR Y R — DB R EB VT IV RINTE
b, vIvolLiix%E<clk, JAEA NEIREE N+ 2 — (Y, Akt
VE=) OBV VT I VvAINTWS, RI IHFEYIICOVWCTEZ I T 7V A
HERXHLDODIZ VT 7 Vv AINT-EKEIZTTE R,

707 7 v ZAOHBMEE L L THB%ER (exemption) & W EZTTHD 5.
B DHIRE 7 3T RICRR T 2 8L < 2 IEF I/ X K, BIHIE B o 23 1E 41k
TEARVEACHE EOEEEZBEHA L2 &b EBOMELY X7 L itk
BARBETH D LEZONLEHAIC, T ORIEE 721347510 w» THIHI o8B B
RT3 v HEKEORED L Th B (1], KRIERABIED X 5 I
BRVEOD DR ENEYT 5.

X b, WEREKE TOFH B, AN 0K 5 X W IAEA K2 TR
N3 HAEEZ T 2 X 5 7 HANVRFEBUR R (naturally occurring radioactive
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F1=E ¢

material: NORM) 7z & OB FERCEHETE R Nd OLERL TH RIS
Vb D7 I, BRI (exclusion) & LCHLY Hbh 3 [1].

INboFE e, TAETIE, 2008 FICH I Nz EFIMERRICE T 5
[T T WIEEY) ] O T cB3 2 44 ¥ 7 4 v ] <, KT
RPORETIHEEYTH 2D 0D, BHEMEWE CHE I NIBED 5w [THUR
WY ¢ 7 W BEEY) (Non Radioactive waste: NR) | ICD W T, —f%FEFFERE
Ve RO Rz F 2L DEZBRINT,

112 77 VEEVMORFH

1121 77 VEEHOEZLZORRK
JRTHEEEERI2EICH]Y 071 Y 5 v FEEY QMBI D HEARR 72
FEricowT] 2] i<, NEFFfiskoEimicfiflan s v 7 vix, Z ok
L 7 VA S, BE, ki, BREE, R, BOPN TS o TR A% S
IN3. 0o DELRET S Midk D Eix - R It IS ERE R SR AT 5.
L DMEHEREY Y 7 VIREME WOt EhTE Y, RPEEROE £
SiTHs. WHAETE, VI VHEADRIEI LY 7 VIREE TOMEREL T -
T & 72 JAEA ©RE 0@, Hinfis X BB THZ2H 0, REINTHS
v 7 VEEYOYREIL 2000 F 7 LERETH 11 T4 TATH S5 (Fig. ).

70000
61060

60000
fm 50000
d
& 44125
# 20000
4
IN
., 30000
—
3
S 20000

8399
10000
-
77 viEkE Binih - MR RF T
AR BEE N TR AR ) E SR MEE

JRFNHHZE B S BFHEGE RS RS E% X VRE. 2015 FHTE.
Fig.1.4 Amount of uranium bearing waste in Japan.
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70000 64300
60000 2050FEEF CTREL-HBE5D
. [T EHREEYE] LHEX
S 50000
£ DIRIEICEEWFRET B [18F
m 77 = Parast = =
EHH 40000 BIEYE] OWMESTES.
8 31500
#F 30000
*
@ 20000
9800
10000 5600
Bz = -
0 [ —_—
<1 <1 1~10 10~100 100~1,000 1,000~10,000 10,000L4
ngeE ) HUEERE (Ba/e)

[1a] % 7¢1c .
Fig.1.5 Amount of waste generation until 2050(14].

2050 FEF CIKHEPETRET Z Y 7 VEEYORKIISETH 3 FEE RS
U020V 77 v ARGY (£8) oEBOREME S Fig. [H RS, HELY
BRI S Tt &7, 2000 F 7 LA EICHE 32 L &K 25 TARET 3.

1122 77 VEEYDUSIZEHITSRE

v IV EEUREEREY TH 5 Y T v EEEY (Uranium bearing waste) 13,
B ECRIETHE» O RKAE T 2 M EFEEY & 35010 THEL T3 (Table
). R HEESD 2000 FicH Lz [ 7 v BEEYLIRY 0 RN E 275
ILOWT] ILBWT, 77 VERFEIKETH 2720, BHEDREZRICISL T
I RTS B PLy OF 2 HAETE R E S hi [ —7 Tl
Bl Eh D IET BRI EREY & IR LY T 2 R DRI T
3 (13, FEE LT, UTO3AA%T 503 (1],

o VI vELIUZOTHRKIEI, HACHEET ZRHEVE TH 5 20 AR
TBCEHRE & o B 0 #

o VI VOFHIEIHVERT ZTHREMTH 27 FVIERT 28I ~D
X

o LMD CRABMEICHIFCE AW L 2T 2, RIIFEREHE 2
72 2 )T DRI N EE
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F1=E ¢

WA TR, v T VEEME WO BMA AR, v T v REY MO SRR E
e RISy ST B (15, 06, 17). HEFHRERER T, RIHEHIKET
b IR RIS A I I TR BEEY) & RIsk D Loy CLDHRETH D &I
EZ I RRLT WS [13)].

1.1.23 77> O

24U, U B LU BU B RACHEL, REMOBAHETTETH 2. 2380 %
BULHE & 3 2 A RGN Y 7 v &5 (Fig. 1) L RREN, v, #1E < S

WEDRKEWLAIKD 222Rn kM 5. @HE, U RPPUOFHREME LT
T FEREE CrfE S % (Table [H).

Y 7 VA Tl 20Ra IO TR A o T 3 28, TR oMK 2 F 5 T
BT, SnNoORMI A EHBREING. 2070, 2Ra Lo THGEOHE
AR, BtHHEE2ES 2 (Fig. [H).

Tablel.6 Characters of natural uranium[Ig].

2 JR0H KIMFIELL | LUisRE | RAD 1gU DtdfrE
(v) (at%) (Bq/g) (Ba/g)
23417 | 2.455 x 10° 0.0054 2.3 x 108 1.2 x 104
235U | 7.038 x 108 0.7204 8.0 x 10* 5.7 x 102
238U | 4.468 x 10° 99.2742 1.2 x 10* 1.2 x 10%
1E+ % (H%)1Bq & LI=RAMEY S > DH) IBIESE
o 1E+0 ¢ . = U-234| (14 0.49Bq) &
= s T zoFHE
o} -~
ki U-238 (#)8]10.49Bq) & FDFRM%E
= - s ———
E 1 E—1 = // -
o% [ U-235 (#)#10.02Bq) & ZDFHIIE -
3 \ -
1E-2

1E+0 1E+1 1E+2 1E+3 1E+4 1E+5 1E+6 1E+7 ()

* U-234 [ U-238 DFBRIZIEIZA. DA SHFET S DL U-238 DRRRICHEVER
ENBLDEFBIRNE LT,

Fig.1.6 Time dependence for radioactivity of refined natural uranium[I9].
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FH1E P

—JE, R oBEle LTRSS AZY 7 VIR, BIEhiy T v
LT3 %, 2ov 7 voflid, RARoBHINAZY 7 v Ry, 2320,
23U, BOUBHBIT 5. —fle L, 12335 MW /t, BABERE 23 28 GWD/t ©
JRFF A L 72 t%, JAEA BBRELY A 2 v 22 R 9e ir i P 0L it 5% © P AL B
LThb, 0ERBLAEEREL =KoY 7 vREMAOERL 2, BB —
F ORIGEN2.2 TR L 7. 2 2 C, SR IC CHUB X T 5 20 4
BEREL TV Y I VEEMBES -0 20 FLHRELE. 7T VEMEADE
B3 Table DA ISR @Y TH B, £7z, 220, U3 b)Y v o R5c AL,
% DT HREEE > CFEET %5 (Fig. [R).

BN Y Z v DU AR D IR B AR (AR (X, v 7 YRR D& W T
<, OTe r EDMHHEAERY), 2" Np 2oy 7 vIitE b atE LiME X
HBPBIET 5.

ZOFE T, RADIEA» LEH IV 7 v %2 RKARY 7~ (Natural Ura-
nium: NU), 0L S Nz ERE 2K S B E 27 7 v &Y 7 v (Re-
WER DR E T2 200 20U DR ET
5. RARDPPUREIZ0.711wt% TH Y, chrx iz 2b0%iEiEY 7 v (En-
riched Uranium: EU), T2 b %%tV 7 v (Depleted Uranium: DU) & »
S, R oBELE LTI N DI 4wt% BED NU ® RU TH b, i
BIRE O FLERTE 13 Iwt% BRE DO RU & 72 3. i L cRET 4Ly 7 v iR
0.45% D NU # RU TH 5.

processed Uranium: RU) &\ 9,

Tablel.7 Weight ratio of uranium isotopes in reprocessed uranium.

HeARE HEt

(Ba/g) (wt%)
22U | 8.3 x 101 | 2.8 x 1078
233U | 3.6x10% | 1.7x 1077
24U | 2.3 x10% | 2.9 x 1072
25U | 8.0 x 10* 1.6
B6y | 2.4 x 108 0.47
28U | 1.2 x 104 98
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1.1.3 ARICET ZBRFRIME L OCBFIR

1.1.3.1 fEL ~LVEHEREY O BETEEREHEE 5k

W53 85 D R A RTAT CEYE & T B A%HE (R EEALER) IS 1, 7Y < i i, R
Yo Sl 2 & JERRIERIE CER T 5 C L SNEE AR BEHERER D 5. —Mkic,
HEALRE O R BE BRI IS 1, v 7Y v 2R IT W, KD EED 72 © D {LER
RATEE S EECTH 5 23, KREOFEEWICH L T 5 0 ZHEN TR, 207
O, FEATHEHEEE L LI IE N 2 (REH v T O EHL AT S O HIE R 2 5
%6 N0 2 P R U E Y E IR % F 2 0730 77 v ~ BREE CREEY) b o iU
BEREAHET 2RAT =V v 777 2— (SF) k7 &% o THETREAS v~ v
MY ERHEEFHG T 2 Tk ERA VLN TW B 20 22, 23, 4.

H AR S4TSR L OV BRI & v % — T, BEEMZ D
—IHH TH 3 BRI O RETBE I EE R 5\ C, HRAIE TR ©, FEREE S, BY
ST RE IR i 3 X OF SF B2 8H & T v 3 |23, 26, 27).

W1.1311 EHABEEF BEEERUT 2HTOEREY RERY) L, dHHEEF
RiE L CHURREIREAHET 2 Rk Th 5. iHEED L < 1X ORIGEN % &
D JFEFIFIRBER BRI X » CHERMICko b EE w2 [23). 727 L, Hiwsh
REPERATE 2RMFRRoNTEY, BEHLIC X 2753 <d i i1
LOVELEEEDO AR, EFOHRTHNEERAN =X LBELXVOCT IV FHAD
PIBAL A E B 23 E— & AR 2 EDOARICBEI NS,

W1.1312 FHBFEREE 7V ~RHUEIESD TH 25 BHNEEE Key %
) ORI X o F, MHIEREOREL —EHIHICH 2 & ZITHEM I N2 FIET
H5. WY YTV v 7 ETOACEIHIC X B BHBEREO i Z A L, F
B REIRE 2 K0 5. fil % DBEFEIRIC £ OIS REREE 2 5 2 5 720,
Loy D Rkl 5RO b1 5 KB RERZ IS L TIRED H 2 B A IR S
n 3 [23].
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M1.1313 SFiE HACKRELZERERY IV —T Lo Tri e b, 1L
EOMEIT, Yy~ MERES E (Key ) & #ENIE%E O FHBIBI 6% %
ko, Key O H v~ HIEFR R, OHAELEOREHTET 2 5ETH 5.
Fig. TA 11, v 7 VZ2LEahr L, HAEKETH 5 Ni & Key D °Co
D IETREIREE D oA & Ko 7205 [22]) 7R3, WE & b ICHHUER S i AR L, %
DRI D W T O NBERSFETH Y, v 7V oREKEICHER RV &2
Wz b, 9Ni & OCo OMEREIRE R T r y T B L, WA T — A TRIEMED
Ronz (Fig. mIm). 9Ni & 0Co 1%, £ A 7 =X & EHEGRAT N B
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Fig.1.9 Exaples of distribution characteristic of radionuclide concentra-
tion and composition ratio[27].
(a) Radioactivity concentration distribution of ®3Ni, (b) r adioactivity concentration

distribution of °°Co, (c) compostion ratio distribution (63Ni/6°Co).
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Fig.1.10 Scatter diagram for radioactivity concentration of ®*Ni and %°Co

on a logarithmic scale[27].
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Fig.2.1 Typical NU and RU spectra with Nal(T1) detectors on Q? system.
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Fig.2.3 Spectra of RU training data.
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Fig.2.5 Concept of SVM using kernel method.

max Zaz - = Z a’zajyzy] dla dj)

zgl

s.t. Zyiai = 0, 0< (673 <C (22)

ZIZT, ap W77 7VVaDREFEBTHS. C IFI AT AR LIFT
n, ~—VvoRHICII#T —2BAVALHEREZRTOOTH L. CHET
niEEmvizy, EMEVFIzZHC AT — 2 2BEICOT X5 L L, KIh
FMEWIRE, ==Y Y ORMIC T — 2B AVIAL T L ZFET 5.

2y EVIDEODOh -3, TYTAEEREEI -2 K(d;, d) =
exp(—v || di —d ||?) V. v iE, BRSO FEEa vy ta—LT 557
A—RTHD, v BRELRB Y dy DHA—F BHEESHL 570, ¥ H—
PRI Z—DEDBWZ, yBNELK bl di DI AN—F LHIEPBINL 25728
PR= PRI Z—DEHPRS.

xic, X (P CTERIND, RADOT — & d T 2REMED LN %5
FOEEXEAT 2. &k, D=0 0@ FHEREE 75 5.



2.3 AT TIH 27

o
o
i
o
o <
_g?
(@)
E
(@)}
0
©
S
[ | | | |
4 -3 -2 —1 0
log(y)

Fig.2.6 Result of parameter survey of ~,C by grid search.
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ALU7zF 7 45954 1 (NU 469 £, RU485 1) OH VA RT bLT =X %
AL BRECHWET —Z0bA VYTV F VY ATHRAELRE R T LG 2RI
L72bDThs. THRCHEHINAEY I VORFICE>TNU £2I3RUICT~
MEFELTWwE, HY <A brT — X%, 495 F % v TICRE L 7.

SR TR ik 2 RT3 6 729, RICRTRILE G L 0E S 6 O 7T —
Z2di~ds xHEL 72X @)~ @D). FHEMHEEZBIEL =T — % (dy), FHEE
DYV TY — 27 2 BT 5720, FHEEONE L & o THMRLL 727 — %
(dy), AR P NOELEHRHFAT 27205 EDES % & > THIEL L 727 — £
(d3), FHEMED Y 7 wHEcoZ % X VT 2720, SHEO N EZ L v, X
LICZEDEDE & o THBILL 727 — % (dy), ZAL %I 5 72 0 FHED %5
LD, SHLIKZDENE L > THIELL 27— % (ds), HEUED A 70 WiEl T
DAL E X VAT 2720, FHMEONBOESZ LD, THLILZDE L L S
THEIL L 727 — % (dg) ZHERL 7=,

dy:FHEfEE BIEL L 72 b o

495
)
d pu— —_— 3-1
At Y
do: At BUE D MK A2 B L 72 o
| 495
og x;
dy={ — 8% (3.2)
\F)
ds:itBiE D=0 % BB L72d 0
494
Tiy1 — T
ds — (3.3)
{ Ziﬁ (%31 — @) }7;:1

dyFHBUE DN D Z# BIAL L 72 b D
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l l 494
og xi—i—l — 108 T;
d, = 3.4
: {Z;‘i‘i (log 7171 — log ) } &4
ds: 5 BEDE N DA R L2 D
9 493
Li42 — &Li41 — T4
ds — (3.5)
{E:ﬁﬁ(xﬂa——2%+1—ﬂ%)}k{
de:ZtBUEDNE D= DES R L 72 D
I 21 | e
ogxiio— 2logx;i 1 — logx;
ds = —qo7 = (3.6)
> iz1 (log @iy — 2logxipy —logw;) | .

3.3 ErFIE
331 RFOFJE

T —42+2y b 8§ b, EEEFLEZY Y T) V%2757 —FA Ty
7@ B0, 66] xHWT BROT—Z2 2L, Zhik TE#EEYVIEL T, #Hikzk
T —2+1y 1+ 8, Sy -+, Sp L LTHEKT 2. CoFirzail#irs—4
ty PR, V=P = FEMEFENZHEFKRDP LD EEEERH TS 2
%. Fig. BDIC/RL7ZOI, 7 —F (k) <, £FickoT Mo/ —Fic
RonFs., ZoORBEEHEVRL, /—FOT—2p3H—0 7 72N, Z
Nz, —F (0) LTIV MT, REREZTERI L. ZORERNIC,
R L 727 — 2 d Z AN LT, WD B WK —F DI~V EZDRERD
SRR LTS, o XLl ont T MoRERDZERERDOLEIRIC
XV IA%RTEET 5.

B o JRE AR O BARE 2K FIE %2 O~GIC R T,

D7 v XLIGELTE m HOF ¥ AV E 72 3MHY T 2> T, B &
DHFET — 2 DRUEAL L 725 B 20 e E 2 RIS R 2 5. BEY &
52 00fEDOHhIMEE L X WiHoEHE L, (B—1)xmfiHET 2 (Fig.
B2).

QY =FBOWMPEL Y, (B—1)x m iDL & W iffEdf % s 2.
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QY =R BOBWPEPRRKE B2 F v ANEZFIHYTI2FEL L E Wl
D E KD, DSt T3,

@DH5 7 —FIcBT 2T — 2 LQTRD IS L Z W E % L
LT, EADMMLD )/ = iZd 03, L7z, —FIiZonwTh, ZhZh
[FIERIC I Z 8 0 IR,

G/ —FCET2ET—42D27 725 NU £7213 RU ORICh>726, %
DO/ —FEKE/, —Fe L, piExiEw 2, &t/ — FI{TE &I
T—RDY T AEZDKIG /) — FORHs 7R L, FIVEMIT S,

DT, NU & RU OEWRFHIES Z 022 L Ex 505729, NU &
RU #0832 L2 wHofEfie LT, BEEd a0 PRz fvTwn 3,

@, OTEET AL T WHEIL, DO ¢t FHO/ —F ¢ O ¥ =FHK
GI(t) » oA DTALD ) — F~DHIERE D ¥ = RE GI(treft), GI(tRight) & D
XETHBBOIE AGI() BRAL B BFHE LEWHDOHAADETHY, V=
BB Z OB EEUToRX B2 , X BR) cHrn5.

GI(t)=1— Y p’ (3.7)
ye{NU, RU}
AGI (t) = GI (t) — (Press GI (tLeft) + PRight GI (tRight)) (3.8)

PLefts PRight 13, 2/ — FICBT 27 — 28N T 5, LEiZHO T
J—VFRET 2T 280EEGTHE. 5/ —F t BT 77% C 0FEHK
BEEp(Clt) X, 20/ —FIKET 27— 28K+ 22 72y={NU, RU} iC
B3 27— 2BoEHE& N, (t)/N(t) TRko b5,
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VRN TNIELE, M T ADERB DS MEOmKRERZIRL, 1138
DIEEM 7 7 RADERPL KRBTV EVAMYAEL REZ RS, 2F0, &
5/ —FD»H D/ — FICHIET 20 Y = REOBPESRKENIZL, LY
S DOMEREHL R, RIS HENRTE 2.

SIS DERFR UL, FHENCAE L T WRHEE 2 [BER 2 ALY 7 A —
£l LTI NZAEEED B 2720, FHIOF ¥ A LD VAR IXITDR W,
ko 7 v —% Fig. B3 WC/R L 7.

KIEHT T, HEHENTSEE R[64] 12 T/T\Ww, RF iIC2 W Tk R @ randomForest
2%y - — ¥ [67) © randomForest B % L 7=,

332 RETOFIE

27— X 954 H 1/3BE 2 HLIC, NU, RUZ#ZH# 150 #3300 o
F—R %5V ALCEE, KD O 654 5 THBIRE 2 FHE L 72 300 &, dy ~
ds DRI Z L 727 — 21 NU £ 7213 RU @ 2 5 2@ 2 et b, JgT —
eyt SEERT27-00F—22 Liz. Y D654 51%, d ~dg DF— X
DOHILEE% L C, RF OB REEREO 7 7 A LKL CIEELEEZ KD 5729
DF—xE LT

AgE iz, AT — 28 Xk o T, HBERER &S LT 2 Tk S
LT AT, ERTICHERE L 72 300 DT — &5, 2~300 £ (1~150 1) T
AT — 2 B a2 I, 2N hodlT — 2 8c, 50 B2, T — %
v P SETVEXLIERL, 7EEHEVEKELT, EEREZVFELL. £, il
WF—2evy b SHLT—FRFNFy FETCHY TV v ITEF— 28 B %3l
M7 —%%y b SOTFT— 2 LR, RERDOME L T =500, 7 v &XLITES
FrANVFEZIHLYTIFEOB m 2T _XTCOF v AV EIFMHY T 278D
fEE D F IR /495, V494, V493 XV m =22 L EE L 7=,




RF 7= 7 VIEZEY ¥ 7 L GO

%3

40

TUYIIOSR Y JO 1TRYD MO[]  €¢S1]

910A Ajuolew Aq sse|d 101pald

SOA
dleurwud
yoeas apou
ay3 saoq

9241 yoea 01 p eiep i1ndu|

sapou Jajysnep
OM] 01Ul dpou 3y1 }|ds

%

ules 1saysiy aya
UM Ploysadyl 1saq ayl did

MELEE

Jo JaquinN ON

%
ploysaJyy pasodoud yoea
JO uled uoljewJojul ayendjed elep paddesisyooq
3 9Y1 01 9241 € MOJD -
spjoysaJyi asodoud x
pue elep 3ujuies} wodj .«
ejep Suluiesy ayy wouy
wopued 1e sjpuueyd u 329|9S
4 so|dwes desisyjooq g meiq




3.4 MR EHE

41

34 MEREER

6 FEME O FTLI 71 X 3 IEE R % Fig. Bd~Fig. B Ic/nd. FHEMEO &K
AL T 25 (dy) 2%, TXRTCOHFKRICENT, FHOIEERIIMFHT 2
T — 2 B OBHNCEE IR L T 3. dy,ds,dy,ds TIE, 99% B LD IE
ZHELRY, NU T2 RU~ODBICHEMARRETH 5 2 L PR TE 2. R,
AHBUE © K E D #2257 % BURSAL 3 % 07k (dy) T, FIT — 2 8028 186 Ll BT,
EERPTRTL LY, 6 HEORILE T EO R TRl 2RI R L WZ 5.

o
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o
O
> o
Q 9
© o
5
q-
O o
<o
o
S | — Mean
------ Maximum
o """"""" - -
o i Minimum
O E—

| | | | |
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Number of training data

Fig.3.4 Accuracy with d;.
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Accurancy

Accurancy
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Fig.3.5 Accuracy with da.
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Fig.3.6 Accuracy with ds.
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------ Maximum
8_ ] Minimum
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Fig.3.7 Accuracy with d4.
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Fig.3.8 Accuracy with ds.
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Fig.3.9 Accuracy with dg.

300 HOFT — 2 ZHWT RF 2EITL72 L 20 Y ZRBOBPEOV-H %
M FE [6]] © Fig. BI0~Fig. BIT SRS, ZHE2WMo v d; & dy 1, 400
F x4 VBB (1600keV #HY) IWHAPEOREWF ¥ A H 5. Zh b ORI
HyTETE, 2RI T — 28 Cho fTEICH AN TIEERERMR Y, v I vER
Py ZVEEYIFN 7 LEDT X TIE, VI VHKROFEE LR -7 23/hE L
7m0, MR, 440 Fry 2RO MBI A Y, Ny 27 v v FHko v —
IBRESCRZS., X072, v 7 VvHKD Y =7 ST 400 FHUED F v 4
WP ERRE D OBHBIL, EFEROMES o E2bN S, d3,dy T
1%, 400 HEHLUBED F % AV DWMAPEDORZ WS DHRELh-THEY, EiHElls
TR0V ROEERZONE I Bbh o7z, EERS —FEHL
d, Ti, o EICHR, 511keV, 583keV 2 ¥ D RU CHAD T AL ¥ — v —
JAPECRADERRENE ZA203H 5720, )7k X W AHICIC U 7208k
D, EEFEREP LR EZLNS.

%72, Fig. B3I H T 2 dy DY = (RBOBPEDOTFH%E RS &, 50 F + A AAf
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T (200keV HHY) XV HiOE — 27 b EHETHZ LABL I edpbrsd,

ELTWZ M) Y LARHNET TR, FEXBRov—2sdnpBicfEbhTEsh,
HATCHETE L Tnwihd o/ [BEMNRIE AT XA -2 I Tn3,

Relative value of mean decrease Gini index
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| | | | | |
0 100 200 300 400 500
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Fig.3.10 Mean decrease in Gini index with d;.
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Relative value of mean decrease Gini index

Relative value of mean decrease Gini index
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Fig.3.11 Mean decrease in Gini index with ds.
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Fig.3.12 Mean decrease in Gini index with ds.
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Relative value of mean decrease Gini index
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Fig.3.13 Mean decrease in Gini index with dy.
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Fig.3.14 Mean decrease in Gini index with ds.
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35 #&&

VI VEEY R T LED 2 7 7 ANHEICOWT, KIBRIEN v <A <2 b
T — 2T 2% RF Q@A ATREM: 2 MGt L 72, R TiE2 27 2 6 O 7 —
Ky PICHNLTCTRF 2ETL, RERATLBGEEZRET L 72, ZofR, M
il % AL 3 2 77k, sHBUED #2072 Bkg(L 3 2 753k, sHBUED #2r D 740 2 Bl
AL T 2771k, FHEED N D A5 BIEAL T 2 J7 16D 4 M D776 <, 50 [HE
TTOFHDIEELRD 99% L EICINR L, 227 7 ADHEPEETH 5 2 L AR T
/- BRI, AHBUEO R R L Y, HitE D 2 B B S BT T R A — i W IEE R
Lotz ZoNETIE, T — 28 186 Ml Lot ¥, EEEITTRTI
I Y, 6 B ORTLE Y Eoh CREARRTLE T EE Vwx 5. SVM Iicki~,
T — 2 BB% L2200, RFETH 2 7 7 ARHNRETH B LE
biLd.
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377X\*EﬁT%
SVM & RF @43

41 ¥ES

BDE, ERETIER, VI VEEMN T LEDL O DEBGREN v <A b
NT =2 EHWSBICOWT SVM & RF O#HREE 2R L. chE T
DT TIX, VI voFICXY v I viifamko NU & EIUREHCHRT 2
RUD2 7 ZRICHEEL. RA—TEIPORELZFTLEHEDOH VAT b
NTF— R RFEBI L2 LT, HVBRIAINF DR, ©—27 % —
FRBEMEIH AL 2L E LT ICHFETEL L ER LT

RETIE, RBEOBEEVEBRICE VT3 27 FAULE~DHELIEZLND 20
INEFTONUBIVPRUD2 7 FRAICMA, Axvn—r—%0bv 7 v kiEHl
THRICAMPE LTRELEZIFV YV LEED N 7 LEHEDHHENREL, 377

SHFICOWT RE & SVM D MREE % 1T 5

42 BRT—X

JAEA NBlE+t v & — SIS E R o Fe /K AL TAR C 2k L 72 h IR % A
L 7oA —r —FRMIRCRELZEELOA SN T LAEDN
VRBARTZ PAT =R T, BEAKMHETETCRERELZN I L&, FBE
THWAET—=2LFE—THYH, V7 VvDORIFICX>TNU F 721k RUIC T XLff
FELTWwW2d0ThHD, HELE f2v0—7r—F%2BCER L 7ZIERO A
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MEWREIE2-0IfibnzboT, 2OKEHKIINUAZR—2LLTW3
LbDOD, TV T LL% LG, TableEN TR K I AL OZEMT — 2 2 d. {#
HE, 7HOIR_ALLELT, VLB EENTWENU %Z Ra &3 5.

Table4.1 Characteristics of uranium-bearing waste drums used for tests.

Class | Process Main com- | Moisture | Mean gross | Number of
ponent content weight” drums

NU Waste water | CaFs 50 % 195 kg 469
treatment

RU Waste water | CaFs 50 % 228 kg 485
treatment

Ra Dissolving of | SiOq 45 % 174 kg 83
yellow cake

“including drum weight

Q? system THUSFL7ZH v ~fA<27 AL F—%2D NU, RU X Ra 0l
Ml % Fig. B0 RS, 3 7 7 245ET, 234mPa i3k D 1001 keV, 766 keV &
25U 12k D 186 keV 28 b 2. RUD R P AT, TN TERINS
220, BSU o FHEETH 2 b ) 7 LRG| D 212Ph & 208T] 13k D 239 keV, 511
keV, 583 keV, 861 keV D' — 27 2l 515, RaDARZ ATk, 226Ra D+
HHRECH 5 214Pb & 2MBi fi3k D 352 keV, 609 keV, 1120 keV, 1765 keV @
v— 7 BERTE L. E7z, 2MPbh kD 242 keV, 295 keV IZOW T Y —7
PIHREIC IR TE RV DD, §)55~80 F ¥ A L OfiPHIC NU X W RU &
TR 2 TRIRBBIETE 5.
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Fig.4.1 Typical spectra of NU, RU and Ra with Nal(T1) detectors on Q? system.
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FA4E 377 APMICKT 5 SVM & RE D RETERED Hg

43 BrFiEEFIA
431 ANT—2DOFNETE

RF ~DANT—% d 1%, Q? system 226612 F v A (1~495 F v %
V) LEHEMEE R E CRE L it (U (ED) CHILE L2 D TH B.
SVM iIZ2WwT%h, NU & RU~D 27 7ANFHICE VT, FRELFEL 6
DFALEE TR LT — 2 8 A Z 2 %285 50 BI040 L, WKL 7z, 67#
FORTLETTE L X, 1) FHUE 2 Bigfl, 2) FHUE o 8 Blkgl, 3) §HEdE
D & B, 4) FHEIEO N D 25y % HikgAl, 5) FHBUE O 75 D 72 57 % Btk
b, 6) SHEMED WK D77y DD BT 2TTETH 5. FTHERLIEL 724
B, NU & RU~D 2 7 7 A5 LT, RF TOMRLFARIC, 4) FHED
WD BT 277 (@) T-FBEPRS L2 2L 2R L7272
¥, SVM T FERORTLEE % 1T - 72 (f# D =),

d = (xl,xg, e ,l'494)
1 1 494
S S R (4.1)
Zn:]_ (log U’rl+1 - log Un) n=1

22T, v, 3nHEHOF ¥ AN OEHEEEZRL, x, FHEL T NZZFHEIED
MDD E % KT

432 IEF—%

T — 2113, ANTF—%dicr 7 2EW y € {NU,RU,Ra} Z#latrbe
5. NU & RU~®D 27 7 Z50FICH 3 2 AR G EO IO, SVM Ti3& 727
F A5 M, it10 R CEEENLZEL, RF Tl 7 7 % 25 15, § 50 mfEE CcIE
BERPRE LT EARR b (Fig. B2). 20720, ZRERD 7 T 2
5 VAL EOF—2 %Yy TV IL, KBYDF—% (NU 444 5, RU
460 15, Ra 58 fi) TIEZXR %3 5.
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Fig.4.2 Variation in the mean of accuracies depending on the number of

training data.

433 RF OFIE

RF X, G2 %il7T—2%y bbb, JVELICEGZHFL YT v I L
T =2 CHBOINRT — 2y P ZHEKL, T ZnoilT—%%y biC
L, KRR Ok 72 ISt ©, RAICHIE 240 IR L, HREAR &R 3
RKRODFHET NV EER L CHET 2. HMOPERTIIOERE K28, &
MORERDL kA LD LICL>T, DEEELED 5 FETH 2 [BO, 6.
HY AR PAT =2 IGER T 2B0 M2 B2 TR EELZ S
iz,

SR TN 5 3 7 AR D 20D Y = fFEDERZ X @) I,
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EALA B FAIA~FIE L 72 & & oA AR @) 10RT. VBB EwIigE
MEOEWIREZRL, H—2 7 RIGEDK 20, Yo BOBIEIKE VI
EIROR WS D, kB, tid ) —F (DS OBFSEKL, trpn B
L W trigne BEHD FLO /) — F2RT

GI(t)=1- Z p(ylt)* (4.2)
y€{NU,RU,Ra}
AGI (t) = GI (t) — (PLeteGI (trett) + PRight GI (tRight)) (4.3)

PLefts PRight (&, EHDTHLD/ — FICEST 27 —28// —Ftic|@3 57—
sk oND, pylt) X, /—FtiKET 27 —28cxd22 72y icE
T% 7 — ZHOEE N,(t)/N(t) TRo b3,

37 7 ADHMPERDIESN % Fig. B3 1<, 7, s —%2%r—+
J—F (HES) CANT S, 7 —FtiesnT, 7—20FHn%2 7 v X LICH
BOELS, BALERFRI LI, Z0fEx, A HICHE~EZ 5. W~z 2%, B
D& EMEOTHREMEE L 2 WEEM L L, Y=o BVES -FREL RS
LEWiia & ng & OB EDEENBENEL T 2. ZDOFE n, TOENE 2,
IZOWT, qp EHIRLC T ESA ), — FiIcpd 3., B—27 721k T
D EFT, e TR R0t ) — R —Fe L, plEzIE» 2. 2 off
ExR THEEVEREL, TAROWEREERT S,

T ROREREIERL 7218, T RCORERCHENROTF—2d # AL,
TEBEVERI, — VD27 7 AD%ERIC K > THdT 5 (Fig. £4).
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434 SVM O F|E

SVM I, & — viBiko #E kL LT, Cortes & Vapnik IC X - THF X
NTz, 227 7 ZANED 0D T AT) XALTH S AR, HlllE, FRELZSH I L
72\,

SVM T ~ & 2 REHEREME %2 X @323) 1R d. nfdOFHER» 705 i
FHOIET — 2 d; &7 7 Ay, € {+1, -1} b > M HOIET — %€ v |
S={d}, #HwT, AMBIKQ () 2xRKICT S a %k 3.

M
max Qla) = Z ;= = Z ao5yy; K(di, dj)
=1 1,7=1
s.t. Zyiai =0, 0<o; <C (4.4)

T, 3777 vV a2 REFERTHY, CRIFET—2D~—2 v ~D
ANVIABDHEERTHET 27 XA—=2ThHs. h—3NE, 7V 7 NVEKEK
A—dn K (dij,d) =exp (=7 | di —d ||*) BT &b, yi&, AV RADPHEOD
FREIV I —ATEARTRA=RTHY, ¥ F— b7 X =D TN —F I
DILEHHET 2T A—2TH 3.

xic, X @D) TEXRIND, ANT =& d KT 2REMD LT 2358
DIEEEE AT 5 48, 6Y].

Zazyz (di,d) +b (4.5)
i€l

2T, BHEITWE, T —220B0oNEF R PRI Z—DIf vT v IR
ZRL, biZANATRIHTH 5.

DENROT -2 d &KX @D CANLREMD 2KkD5. D >07%b3
[+1], D< 0%z 1] o7 7RI NS. &, D=0 DB FH»HR
HE7%5.

37 TANDIGFHICKL, 2 77 ARHD SVM 220 F 5 LidTci i
W, %27 7 A58 D SVM & LT, One versus One (1 vs 1) &IN5 27277
2AFOnHT 5 (LT, SVM (1 vs 1)) & One versus Rest (1 vs R) &I
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3127 7RAEEYD7 T RICHET S5k (AT, SVM (1vsR)) 235 b,
W7D AT 5. KiFFFiIcH T, SVM (1vs1) Tix, NU & RU, NU &
Ra, RU & Ra i oW CHRIEM %KD, HIHERA L 722 REMIE TN 25
BT 222 7 2ADNFEMBEI LN 2 7 X %KD=, SVM (1 vs R) TIF, NU
LYo 52 (RU L Ra), RULEYVDZ 52 (NU & Ra) £ RasEhos
7% (NU & RU) ic20wT, JIfT—2obhs 7 2llor 7 2 % 1L, &
Efti%RD 72, 3MHZ I LIREMABRAICRDE 2 T 2% NHE TR LT,

435 RIT/NTA—X

REICBF 27— A2y 7B BEIIMT —22y b SOT— 28 LKL
L, 7YX LICEIFEOB m %X COFHOBO TR VA9 X b m =22
EL, WERODEET 2 Xy 7 —YDT7 74V MELY T =500 &L 7.

SVM icsF 3 4,C iIc2nwT, y=10"°~10°,C = 1072~10°> OHipi<T <7
A =B Y=L %f7o7z (Fig. BH). ZD T X=X % —~_ A4 Tl, Leave-One-
Out ZZZMEEE 29, 48] Z HWTC, =7 —FKz2KD, m/hNehb87 2 — 20D
AEbEERBEEANTA—RXE L, v = 0.001,C = 100 D& &, =7 —FH
0.00416 L F/he 7Y, 2D ~,C DA EGDLETSVM OEEH%Z{T 5 7.

TV LRI T 2% RF Cld7— b A7 v 7ECEHEKL Y
L,SVM Tk 20 E¥EHL, VDT — 220 HT 2L WIFEEZIEVIRL 7.
EEEE, 77 AL ICEMAEICL20BBER LT — 28/ _VD T —
ZECHEM L, #0RLEBIC X 3 IEERO VPO ZEN % Fig. B8~Fig. @R
IR, 6000 Bl 2 5 & IEEREBEDLE 729, # Y R L [EE 10000 [F<To
FERCHMEiT 2 2 & & L.

KGN X, HEHENTSEE RB4]) i TfTv, RF Tl randomForest »¥ v 77—
[67], SVM TiZel071 ¥y 7 —v B8] 2L 7. &k, 1EOZEET VO
Bk X N BEEITICH 2 2R X, RF T2 0.8, SVM (1 vs 1) Tix 1.1,
SVM (1vsR) Tiz1.0MeAavvwiIndduficafETE 7.
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Fig.4.5 Result of parameter survey for SVM. The dark area is the high
error rate area, and the white area is the low error rate area. The circle at
v =0.001, C' = 100 shows the lowest error rate, which is 0.00416.
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Fig.4.6 Variation in the mean of accuracies depending on repeat times ((a) NU).
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Fig.4.7 Variation in the mean of accuracies depending on repeat times ((b) RU).
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Fig.4.8 Variation in the mean of accuracies depending on repeat times ((c) Ra).
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4.4 HEREER

10000 [E1# V3B L 3 L 72 BR 0 IEE R 0 P {HE, bl FEHERE B X i/ M#
% Table B2 12, IEEX D04 % Fig. B9~Fig. BIN /R 3. 7z, T OO &
¥R, HHI AT LICESBEEZRELZV2HOBMETH LY 2 VT DR
ExITo72. ZOMEE, I _TCoKICEWT pEPIEENKE SR TR, &
BEND T,

NU ~O B FHIZ DWW TiE, SVM (1 vs 1) O IEEFE O FIEA 1.000 & &b E <,
fEHER 22 S SVM (1 vs 1) 288 b/ X w23, f/Milld RF @ 7528 0.016 B, NU
~DFTIE, SVM (1vs1) 3 LLIZRFOEELRRRWEEZ NS, RU~
DHBICOWTIE, RF & SVM (1 vs 1) OIEZFHEOHIMED 1.000 L&D E L,
fEHEfR 7213 RE b /NS otz $72, B/MED REB—FR 2> 72729, RU
~OGF T, REOIEZEENPRVWEEZEZOLNS. Ra~D 7 HITOWTlX, SVM
(1 vs R) DIEHFROH UL 0.993 & —FRE , BERED —F/NI 0, K
/MBI RE ©J52%0.028 B, Ra~04Hix, RF»L<IFESVM (1vsR) ©
EFEEPRWEFEzZONS, ULoRZE LD 2L, TableEI DY TH 5.

PRI X 2 0% 10000 MR T L7299 B, T—2 T L ICHENMEE - 72

Table4.2 Accuracy of each classification method.

Class Method Accuracy
Mean Median Standard Minimum
Deviation

RF 0.998 0.998 0.002 0.966
NU | SVM (1 vs1) | 1.000 1.000 0.001 0.950
SVM (1 vs R) | 0.983 0.983 0.019 0.845
RF 0.999 1.000 0.002 0.989
RU | SVM (1vs1) | 0.996 1.000 0.007 0.921
SVM (1 vs R) | 0.996 0.983 0.007 0.926
RF 0.978 0.983 0.025 0.845
Ra SVM (1vs 1) | 0.975 0.983 0.024 0.810
SVM (1 vs R) | 0.988 0.993 0.016 0.817
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Fig.4.9 Distribution of the classification accuracies. White dots show the

medians of accuracies, black boxes show the quantiles, and gray areas show

the densities of accuracies. ((a) NU)
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Fig.4.10
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Distribution of the classification accuracies. ((b) RU)
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(c) Ra

Fig.4.11 Distribution of the classification accuracies. ((c) Ra)

Table4.3 Evaluation of comparison with 3 methods.

Method NU RU Ra
RF A A B
SVM(1vs1l) A B C
SVM(1vsR) C C B

A: Excellent, B: Fair, C: Not good

BrBx, 1HU LR EHE o T —2De X 77 L% Fig. B12~Fig. 14
ICRT. TOERMTILTE, ANA2IIEERLT — 223 R LRSS
N, FEICE D1 LR BEOMARENRE T EE 26N 5. 1~250 BIFRHH L 78 -
Tt D X[, RF OB T — 2 BB X TR U T e Ro T b, — &
TO#DGFEL o7 —2DOREL, RF Tl 54 5, SVM (1vs 1) TiZ 110 5,
SVM (1vsR) Tld245 st 72 b, RF 8B Cd —FD %L, orqikict~
TELTHHETE2LEZLNS.
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Fig.4.12 Distribution of the number of misclassified times (excluding the
data that were not misclassified). The right top numbers show the total
number of data misclassified. ((a) RF)
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Fig.4.13 Distribution of the number of misclassified times. ((b) SVM (1 vs 1))
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Fig.4.14 Distribution of the number of misclassified times. ((¢) SVM (1 vs R))

—ETCOENMFEINET —ZICO0T, 3ETED LS RBERBRESH 2 2%~
v (Fig. BI5) 1R L7z, fEDHVELENMES WA T —&icik, FHECe
DS OMEI LR EN S & F 2, 100 B EESHE S N T — 21T VA
B, T—=RESHL .

3B TN L oo 72 D 13, ?2Ra @ TR K OMIT 2 v — 27 28
BENDET—2THo7z. 10 A NU » 5 Ra ISl EE R D, 842 Rapb
NU ICREDFHE e o 7= T — 2 IcRE\EMWER 20D OANEA L THi@EHE IX7H
KENGEET VIS TRV, SRIORE T T — 28D 7a 0572
72%, NU OFl#fiT — 2 odic AW iAA 7 226Ra o TGRSO M 72 v — 2

DWELRD > -5E1C, Ra2b NU HLLIINU 25 Ra lICENEI Nz EHE
Zbid.

T B © 42 fi 18 s b 22°Ra 0 TRk OMPB v — 7 3G Eh 5 T —
£C, 13 M2 NU 25 Raic, 525 Ra2b NU ICHSEE 2 -7z, SVM T
S L n o 2 A © 39 Sk X ORI B @ 42 fih 23 £k, RU 25 NU £ 72
ZRalCHENFEE o7z, TRHDTF —&1F, 1001 keV Y 3 2 F v F L 23t

*8 R 1 FICOWTIE RF T1HDA NU 5 RU ICHESEH I LA, HERD I CEBIER
HcH 5.
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SVM (1 vs 1) Legends

X «<——Area name

00 Number of misclassified data
for once

(AA) < Number of misclassified data
for 100 or more times

SVM (1 vs R) RF

Fig.4.15 Classification of misclassified data.

DARY AT —=RZICHARTHIC10 F ¥ A VEEY 7 P LCwiz (Fig. BI6).
SVM OiliiEld F ¥ ANV T XRTCEMHHT 5720, Fr A1y 7 b ORENRKRE L,
RF 37 VX LIGEAEF ¥ ANDHBEDERZMLD 720, Fr AL 7 DY
BRNEholzeE2bNS5. RF ORTHENHELE LB F © 5 M) b,
TE7_ADRU OFT — & 4 fldwvdnd 2320, 20 o rHkfiko v— 728
Wz, NU 2 RalCHDFELZEEZONS.

B O 1 ABLUHEEF © 1 £k, 2Ra 82%<, AR —22%
Bii7-729, Rarb RUICHESHEL-LHEINS, b, RF &£ SVM (1 vs
R) ICHl L CRANH L o /e 7T — X IIHFE L e o 72 (FHI Q). 35 B O FE
6, SUM CTEF ¥ ALy 7 FOEERH Y, Fric, SVUM (1 vs R) TIFEER
KEp o7z, MEOUECIXEMWICTA v T LI ETFrary 7 P
S, ABR—F ¥ ANT 7 bB3bosizHTH, RFTIE, Fx A2y 7 bcEgE
ENT, BT 2BV CEE LR L, AMBM T2 7 < icime
R EAT OB RO N,
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Fig.4.16 Example of shifted spectrum.
+ =
. a5
45 %

v 7 VEEY N 7 4 (NU 469 55, RU 485 5, Ra 83 fi) OKMHRE S v <
AR MPAVT—=Z2%FHWT, RFLSVM (1vs1 35X 1vsR) k3377
FOMERELLI 21T 572, SVM 0 liiE L, mHET v OME» S F v 2> 7 b
WEERZTCT W L Bbhr oz, SRIOIT — 2B D 7 d o 72 53 D IR

Il

+tHT 2221k, RECAXOVLRE LD EEZ T 2EAZRAZ BT 2,

i

®I3, BHAMEREAHECTO EEIC O TE 2 FL2ilT — 2 0EUT b &
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D
L
2
DTHETT 20D 5,
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5.1 ARIHFZDEE

KWfzecld, 77 vEREYF 7 4E% Nal (TD © v F L —v = R clllE
L7 BRE S v~ A7 b AT — 2 OMEE IC X 3 TR W CORET
L7, BWMEEED S b2 — vEliiTFiE e LTRELTERZ SVM & RF 277
VRMANRYZ PAT 2T 2 FERREL, RSO W TEHIEI L 2. AW
ROFiEEZ, FET 22000 HAOAXI AT -2 2HETL0HT, V7
VIEEY L 7 LEONEYCIEIRIL, BilE e Ay vz ar F -l oH
RIS DL LanE Wi HEAD 3.

BYIOBER L LT, 9, NEYO EED AT, & % 2 B EZRE O K
BEREDTTVEREVE 7 LEDH VIBARI PAVT—2% NU L RUD 22
T ANGHET 3BT TRE L7z, FOKUE T2 S RET 2T 7 v REEY)
FZ2LEHWTHDIH 120%lT—2& LT, SVGMORHET VEIERL 7.
O D955 HIconT, ERLEDEETACHELEZL IS, 45057 — 208
AT OoNT VATV EITE DR B>, 5B 1R, JTTO TRV
DEE - TE Y, 3L, BETFOEHICR S o 2 RFN R F DT RS n
TWwiz, LD T e SVM O3 ERTRIZE R o7 d DD VT BEARTICIZIE
LAAHTETCEY, NUL RUD2 7 7 A~DFFHICH L, SVM 23 H rJgE T
»HbHLEMERL .

i, FEDBFHICODWT, REFEOEHEZRN Lz, AvFF v RATHELEF
TLEERCTZY T VEEY N 7 L6 954 sICD W T 300 mEAIT —2 & LT
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95 F i

HYRRARY P AT — X ORI EN R 5 6 HEOT - &y FITHLT
RF AT L, Bl A i S 2 Bat L7z, 58 Y © 654 s CIEERE R L 724
R, FHBIEONE E L Y, Witk DA Z WL HILE T ES —FECIEERL 2 Y,
6 A O FTLE 7 ik o v CROE AR BB /5 iE & 7 o 72, SVM T, FifiT — £
3186 M % bEICR b b DD, RF Tb NU & RU DFEEY~ D/ JH A
BECH B & 2lEAL 7.

%I, NU, RUBX U IV Y LB EENFEEYICOWT, SVM & RF
FAMERE R G L 72, Z OfER, WINOHFIETH 7V v LAMBRICEETND
NU & 797 L0#ENEN% L, SVM BZEETAOWEDL L F v 41
FOREEZIRT I EPHBALE, S, RFIEF ¥y 2y 7 MK LT
ELDEHET IR TELDDOD, MEICEETNSMEIC X 23808
RADERD 5% OREE 72 5 72,

INSHDOFEEF, SVM 2656 N2 REMEL RF 2 6% 5N 3 L ikofEx L
D IR R BUERIIRILZ b > THFET 2 2 3T E, SFEOHBIY — A & LT
TE2., YLoOlETOHEEEIL, F 7 411000 A 72 ) BBRECTH 5 7=
», REDEEVOHFICH L TCHHTS 3.

D

S

N
oy
m

<
RN

5.2 SEOER

TBCSRHPE JFE BE ) D JLER S 18 5 OE S TR PE B SEM AL 03 35 C o R IC B3 T, BRSO
HECHRE R EOBIREA v R P UM ELE L 5. T _XTRLETTT S
TEBTERVED, JFF IR OBEILEE TSR, v~V Y OHEE R, &0
TAVCRELZBEEY O, £ X5 MBI TRE L ZFEEY RO L Vo
7=, REVORAERZRILE L2bORETHE. HYMARZ PAT—2
I F 7 LEICEEY PN S 0z RETH X, BEICHENARETH 5. FE
JEREWC T v <A P VT — 25 oGO N KEHK 7V — TERE 535
ZenTENE, REBRECHEH I Ty RN, LV RENZZET VX
iRttt 3 C L Wi TE B,

KM CTIT 27237 Z AT, T — 2% 7 v X LIGEALE -, BY <
VAT — 2 RS> TH Y P BEREELRED 2. FANCIIBT — 2205127
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RATF = ZRHNET — 2 2R T 2210 o TEVEVREEDOSENTE 3
EEZOLNS. T — X DREMLLENR T EOED i Z KD, T — %
AR T 2 kAL, ANEEBRET 2730 X A% ARSI —
2 DY % 3 2 A D B,

AWt o Fikid, FHEMICY 7 VEEWICRS F— RO A~ Doy
FICIGH T % 2. WFEMEESE 2 & F84 3 2 U EYE 72 &I oW T bl 28 AR
TES., £z, FANCHEHRA =7 PLOBWYEE 2 T2 2 LI X > T, FHAK
YWE ORAEITC R FIE T 2R~ OIS S HIfFc ¥ 3.
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{F8% A
SWRT — X DERRDDHT

B ERIC Lo TR, 7= 20RTBDHRVHBRVEGED H 5. BEHEX
RZMAVTF—ZIZHL, =a—F0py F7—27 CHEWFEEXE 3R TIE, X
TARMRILCEEI TS 2 L%\, T 2Tk, BRSO % F W TRITDHER
ICOWTHRE T 5. ER o cid, LTI OB A EMEZ FE, KEWIE
HEEFFOEAE X7 F VTR L2 H0 2 2 K3 % 28, 7).

BAZECTHWERARZ PATF—RICONWT, 207 — X OMHEAZIARZ 701
EWD AN E T 272, 14D AR P AT =2 %2 ERS N L, NU 469 £, RU
485 i, Ra 83 HICOWTHE LD DERT.

FRD NI X, FHEHENTSEE R64] OB AAR Ny 75— stats O
princomp L 72, 7, H—FVERTOHTICOWTIE, kernlab »¥ v 7 —
U [d] D kpea BEE V72, Ak, A—AMIiF 7 YT AERBEEEH W,
ST o = 101,10%,103,10%,10° & L7z, #$ % Fig. BI~Fig. B0 ic;7d. NU
ZFH, RUIIR, Raldmxe L Tcrmy L7,

FERT DI E = AN EDIHTD o = 10,102 B2 MEA ZRTH, oK
LRI oNT, ARV 2B/NELhoTw3, Fig. B H1) % PClvs PC3,
PC2 vs PC3 Tlx, NU, RU, RaBlE 7 72 icmprnT7ay P INT
W3, F7z, Fig. A ERD DT X o TERDICHET 2BOEF ¥ AL D
i (FHAa7) 2xd. PCLIZNUDRA~=2Z bA%RL, PC2, PC3 T, &
I 232U, 230U, U kD 2 =Z7 P A ZH - T3,



NRT — 2 DEKD T

[REZ N

74

¥0-9¢-

$0-9¢

S€0°0-

S20°0-

T (FOA~TOd) VOd Jo Hnsay  1'Y'81

¥0-9¢

¥0-9¢-

vOd

TOd

¥0-9T S0-99

0-9%

00+30

70-3%-

¥0-98-

§0-95-

S0-9S

¥0-9¢- 0-98-

¥0-3%



75

(0T =9) (€Dd~TDd) VO [PWY jo sy 'y 31]

0’0 ST'0 O0T'0 SO0 000 0T°0-
| | | | | | |

0T1°0 000 0T°0-

0c'o

€2d

2d e o ° °e

'0-

90 ¥'0 C¢0 00

12d

¢0 T1T0 00 TO-

€0




NRT — 2 DEKD T

[REZ N

76

0 <'0-

9'0

0T 00 0'T-

0'¢

" (0T =92) (FOI~TDd) VO [Py Jo ynsey €'V '31

90 ¥0

0

00 Zo0-

vOd

€2d

¢2d

TOd

0

00 ¢0- ¥0- 90-

¢0- 9'0-

0

00 ¥0-

7’0

80



77

" (0T =9) (FOI~TDd) VO [Py Jo ynsoy 7'V '31g

vOd

TOd

0'T-

0T S0 00



I A NRT — 2D FEED o

78

" (0T =9) (FOd~TDd) VO [Py Jo ynsey  §'V'31

vOd

¢2d

TOd




79

" (0T =9) (FOI~TDd) VO [Py Jo ynsey  9'V31g

H JeA ° . e | |#% see

MLm> o 000 oo

° oome oo

Z JeA

T JeA

S'T-

S0 S0-

S'T




80

itk A NRT — 20 FED 0

Relative value

PC4

v

PC3

[

1|

PC2
PC1

| | | | |
0 100 200 300 400

Channel

Fig.A.7 Principal component score (PC1~PC4) .
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WRT—XD_a2a—T )% b
7 — 7&K D058

ZZTCTE=a—InrFrv t 7=t opHzeilsr s, =2 -4y b
V=7 bld, MRHEEEL 2B = 2 —a v IR 2 R R 2 RS E R IR A
IRz —vEBEBETNTH D 28], Tk B TIT o 72 FW 2501 TRITHITR
L7z7 —xicxt L, #5638 Ri6d) OfFEHE# LA BNy 77— nnet % ffi 1]
IR EAT o Tz,
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o
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©
N
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Weight Decay
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Accuracy (Repeated Cross-Validation)
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Fig.B.1 Result of parameter survey for neural network.
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SHEEATOMNIC, 7V XLEALLEE 7 7 AT o007 —2 %2\, 1045
HIES WAL Z 10 MO/ VR L, milie N7 A —2 %k, ANELHIIE
DEICH BENT= v + A4, weight decay 25 1074 D & FIEELRN —FmL o
7 (Fig. ET).

NIRX =2 —_AFER 2, FAELFE DT — % T, 300 MY K
Lo L 72, IEZEE D54 % Table B & X U Fig. B2~Fig. B4 IC/R 7.

INOLOMRLY, BRSO EEHAL 2T 2L, =2 —F 4y P77 —
JICTHEL 7256, EEEBEWZ Enbd o7, NU, RU, Ra ~D5¥E T,
Za—InAy P —ZIFEL TV AERVnEEZOLND,

TableB.1 Accuracies of all class.

Accuracy
Class
Average Median Variance Minimum
NU 0.678 0.702 0.040 0.090
RU 0.896 0.951 0.017 0.041
Ra 0.794 0.810 0.012 0.069

Frequency
10 15 20 25 30 35

5
|

.
]
g

{ w w w w \
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

NU Accuracy

Fig.B.2 Distribution of NU accuracy by neural network.
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Fig.B.3 Distribution of RU accuracy by neural network.
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TableC.1 Result of cluster analysis for PCA (Cluster number 6) .

Estimated class
1 2 3 4 5 6
Original | Ra 0 0 5 0 0 |78
label NU | 166 | O 8 0 | 270 | 25
RU| O |18 | 15| 284 | O 0

TableC.2 Result of cluster analysis for PCA (Cluster number 3) .

Estimated class
1 2 3

Original | Ra 0 83 0
label NU | 0 | 148 | 321

RU | 485 | 0 0

TableC.3 Result of cluster analysis for kernel PCA (Cluster number 2) .

Estimated class

1 2

Original | Ra | 22 61
label NU | 415 54
RU | O 485
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