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Acl/o vs. E for ~“Ag(n,tot.)
< R N [N I S S [ N E— —
7 L Ordinate scales are % relative
6— L standard deviation and barns.
5 — |
4— L Abscissa scales are energy (eV).
3 L
2 L
1 L
S P I S P B o e
10 10 10 10 10 10 QL Q Q 9 o
| | |
o - Q
@ <
— —
- m
O — — —h
S S
— — B
o
= >©
OH_ _Q
| | >
S
= o
O — — ~—
w
[N
o— —
a1
=
O —
I I I

Correlation Matrix

1.0 -1.0
0.8 -0.8
0.6 -0.6
0.4 -0.4
0.2 -0.2

0.0 0.0




Ac/o vs. E for 109Ag(n,e|.)
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Ac/o vs. E for ““Ag(n,inel.)
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Ac/o vs. E for 109Ag(n,2n)
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Ac/o vs. E

for 109Ag(n,y)
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