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A number of approaches have been proposed to estimate the exposure of non-human biota to ionizing
radiation. This paper reports an inter-comparison of the unweighted absorbed dose rates for the whole organism (compared as dose conversion 
coefficients, or DCCs) for both internal and external exposure, estimated by 11 of these approaches for selected organisms from the Reference Animals 
and Plants geometries as proposed by the International Commission on Radiological Protection. Inter-comparison results indicate that DCCs for internal 
exposure compare well between the different approaches, whereas variation is greater for external exposure DCCs. Where variation among internal DCCs 
is greatest, it is generally due to different daughter products being included in the DCC of the parent. In the case of external exposures, particularly to low-
energy b-emitters, variations are most likely to be due to different media densities being assumed. On a radionuclide-by-radionuclide basis, the different 
approaches tend to compare least favourably for 3H, 14C and the a-emitters. This is consistent with models with different source/target geometry 
assumptions showing maximum variability in output for the types of radiation having the lowest range across matter. The intercomparison demonstrated 
that all participating approaches to biota dose calculation are reasonably comparable, despite a range of different assumptions being made.
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