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Figure 3 — Xe-131m %difference (6 samples)

Passing all 4 required tests (false negative, false positive, %difference test &

zeta test for 100% of major nuclides/ratios) and the uncertainty ratio test Xer133% Difference
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Passing all 4 required tests (%odifference test & zeta test for 100% of major
nuclides/ratios), but not the uncertainty ratio test

Passing all 4 required tests (%difference test & zeta test for > 75% of major
nuclides/ratios), and the uncertainty ratio test

Passing all 4 required tests (%difference test & zeta test for > 75% of major
nuclides/ratios), failing the uncertainty ratio test

Passing three of the 4 required tests (%difference test & zeta test for > 75%
of major nuclides/ratios), but not failing the false negative test

Passing either %difference test or zeta test for > 75% of major
nuclides/ratios but failing either false positive test or 1 false negative test
Meeting none of the above mentioned conditions and/or

more than 1 false negative and/or 1 false negative, if the only nuclide in a

single sample

Conclusions and outlook

The proposed Xe-PTE scheme in principle works well
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Figure 4 — Xe-133 %difference (12 samples)
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Figure 5 — Xe-133m %difference (1 sample)
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