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• Minimum requirement to think about difficult points and 
document results of evaluation.

• Most testing is straightforward

• Algorithm issues are addressed in Annex where a survey of 
issues which could be problematic are described.

• Effects from radon progeny as an interferent are addressed.

• No requirements are given on characterizing or using 
specified AMAD values for a progeny distribution in testing 
are given outside of stating they should follow typical 
operational conditions and allow the user to define this in a 
technical basis document.

• Latest changes were no more than word smithing and 
editorial



Conclusion

• Standard should probably be submitted for external review 
in its present format.

• Standard working group actively involved in the majority of 
this final version include;

Tom Kendrick, Robert Hayes, Morgan Cox, Tom Voss, 
David Baltz and special thanks to Phillip Jenkins


