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List of Symbols and Abbreviations

0%o0 Permil deviation of the ratio of heavy isotope to light isotope from a
reference sample.

a.m.s.l. above mean sea level.

EC Electrical conductivity.

ppm part per million.

epm equivalent part per million.

WHO World Health Organization.

IAEA International Atomic Energy Agency.

EAEA Egyptian Atomic Energy Authority

Na% The division of sodium by the total cations in epm.
SAR Sodium Adsorption Ratio.

TDS Total Dissolved Solids.

TU Tritium Unit.

pmc percentage modern carbon.

GIS Geographic Information System.

CCME WQI Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment.
MPC Maximum Permissible Concentration.

ICRP International Commission on Radiation Protection.

NCRP National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements.
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