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PURPOSE: Develop a procedure on blind testing of dosimeter for method validation of the OSL Personnel Monitoring Service

(OPMS) and TLD Personnel Monitoring Service (TPMS)
SCOPE: In-house blind sampling of OSLD and TLD to validate the performance of both dosimetry systems
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SSDL Team irradiated the dosimeters. Irradiation

parameters are unknown to both staff of both |e
dosimeter system.

Conclusion

 Both dosimetry systems were within the acceptable range, hence,
performance testing of OPMS & TPMS showed promising result.

* PNRI-SSDL demonstrated its capacity to organize intercomparison
exercises that caters both OSLD and TLD.

* Impartiality was addressed by designation of an independent SSDL
Team.

 RPSS could locally provide and low-cost service on performance
testing for PMS providers in the Philippine

* For further improvement: uncertainty calculation, other radiation

PROCESSING OF DOSIMETERs | duality, etc.
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PMS Team processed the dosimeters after 24 hr

after irradiation following the normal routine.
Then, results were submitted to SSDL Team.

SSDL Team analyzed the result from dosimeter
system following the IAEA No. GSG-7.
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