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electrons:  0.10331,(h,0) (1-1),
photons:  0.18941 ,(h,0) (1-2).
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Table 1 Constants used in equation (1)

Too A B C o B

Flux (cm? s sr’) 0.00723 17.61 0.1404 -7.069x10° 1.495 0.002018
Dose rate (nGy h™' sr7) 9.270 20.56 0.1386 —6.365x10° 1.427 0.001963

e+ 7 — kps) |
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Table 2 Constants used in equation (2)

Too D E L

Flux
Electron 0.00224 13 7 0.6495
Photon 0.0118 11 7 0.6530
Dose rate 3.38 11 7 0.7186
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Fig.1 depth dependence of dose rate
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Fig.2 Model dependence of angular flux
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Fig.3 Depth distribution of muon flux
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Fig.4 Depth distribution of vertical muon flux
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Fig.9 Depth profile of muon dose rate
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Table 3 Vertical flux ratio of rock to water
deduced from Bugaev et al. (1998)

Rock Water
Depth Flus Depth Flux Flux ratio

(hg/cm?) (/cm?2 s.51) {(m) (/cm?.s.sr) Rock/Water

20 2 30E-03 20 200E03 1.15

30 1 BOE-03 30 12003 125

40 1.10E-03 40 930E04 1.18

50 T70E04 50 630E04 122

60 6.00E04 60 470E04 128

70 470E04 70 370E04 127

80 3.70E04 80 280E04 132

90 3.00E04 90 230E04 130

100 240E04 100 2.00E04 120

200 6.30E05 200 HOoOE05 126

300 2HB0E05 300 2 00E-05 1.25

Mean 124
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