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Abstract

The paper discusses the current situation and existing problems of off-site emergency evacuation
of nuclear power plants, analyzes the factors affecting the emergency evacuation of nuclear power
plants, and calculates and analyzes the public evacuation time and radiation dose value according
to the evacuation model. The results provide suggestions and references for nuclear accident emer-
gency evacuation plan making.
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Figure 1. Evacuation model for off-site emergency evacuation
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Tabel 2. Evacuation scenario parameters
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Figure 2. Individual radiation dose values under different evacuation scenarios
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