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SUMMARY 

This report describes an evaluation of sodium-23 neutron cross 
section data carried out for the ENDF /B file. Data were evaluated from 
1 o-4 ev to 15 Mev for the following neutron reactions: total, elastic 
scattering including Legendre polynomial expansions of the angular de­
pendence, nonelastic, inelastic including resolved levels, (n, y), (n, p), 
(n, a), and (n, 2n), Graphs of the evaluated data are compared with 
experimental data in the report. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

In 1966, an evaluation of neutron cross sections for sodium was 
conducted for the ENDF/B data file, where sodium is Material Number 
1059. This report describes that evaluation, which was carried out as 
part of a cooperative effort by the Cross Section Evaluation Working Group 
(CSEWG), coordinated through the National Neutron Data Center at Brook­
haven National Laboratory under the sponsorship of the United States 
Atomic Energy Commission. References given in the CINDA index 
(EANDC-66U, July l, 1966) were considered in this evaluation as well 
as a few references as late as October, 1966. 

In this evaluation, the mass of sodium was taken as 22. 991 amu 
for a neutron mass of l. 008986 amu. The recommended resonance para­
meters are discussed in Chapter II. Chapters III and IV describe the 
recommended smooth cross sections and elastic scattering angular expan­
sions. Secondary energy distributions for inelastic scattering and (n, 2n) 
reactions are discussed in Chapter V and comparisons with other evalua­
tions are considered in Chapter VL In File 7 of ENDF/B, data are included 
for free gas thermal scattering law based on the BNL-325-recommended 
value of 3. 13 for the free atom cross section . 

Graphs comp_aring the evaluated and experimental data are included. 
The ENDF/B data file is available through the National Neutron Data Center 
at Brookhaven National Laboratory. 

This report supersedes the preliminary document, APDA Technical 
Memorandum No. 42, describing this evaluation.· 

1 
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II. RESONANCE PARAMETERS 

Measurements of the resonance parameters for sodium considered 
in this analysis are given in Table I. Other measurements, such as the 
detailed parameters of Hibdon 1 or Stelson,2 were not included in this 
evaluation. 

A. 2. 85 Kev RESONANCE 

For the 2. 85 kev resonance in Table I, the peak cross section o- 0 

is the largest value directly measured and not the theoretical height, and 
AE is the resolution quoted by the respective authors. The two most recent 
measurements of this resonance by Garg 3 and Moxon 4 are seen to disagree 
on the very important spin assignments; however, the resolutions in both 
experiments should be sufficient to distinguish between the theoretical peak 
heights of about 370 and 620 for J=l and J=2, respectively. Hibdon 1 s 1 

assignment of J=2 was made by a linear extrapolation to expected results 
for a smaller neutron energy spread than obtained experimentally. . 

Stephenson 5 has calculated a good fit to the experimental data avail­
able prior to the measurements of Moxon and Garg for a J= l spin assign­
ment using the BNL-325·-6 recommended parameters (rn =410 ev) and spin­
dependent scatter.ing radii. From measurements of the low energy coherent 
(Jc and total scattering cross sections (Jn, possible values for the nuclear 
scattering amplitudes, a+ for J=2 and a_ for J=l, can be obtained from 5 

. 2 
(J = 4 rr(A + l) ( g a 2 + g a 2) 

n . A + + - -
( l) 

2 2 
(J = 4TT(A+l) (g a - g a) 

c A + + - -

For o-n = 3. 4b and o-c = l. 55 b, 7 solutions of these equations are 
a+= .±6.21£ (£=fermi lo- 13cm), a_= ±l.38f,=and a+= +1.52£, a = +8.11£. 

The cross sections for each spin state in Equation 1· can be set equal. to the 
corresponding Breit-Wigner expressions evaluated atE= 0 to obtain 

2 'lfk 2 
g r 2 4~ g R r E 

4rrg a = o r n . o r r n o 

r r E 2 + r 2j4 E 2 ··+ r 2i4 
0 0 

2' 2 
4rrg a = 4'rrg R 

nr nr nr nr 

3 

2 + 4TT g R 
r r (2) 



TABLE I - EXFE3.IME:NTAL RESOl\-ANCE PA::t.AMETERS 

ER kev p_ _g_£ 
r ev (} 

A'E, ev J r , ev '(, o, ba:rns Other Ref , 

2.80 0 420 158 380 + [(I 200 8 

2. 85 + . 04 l 0 405 + 12 ~52 + 5 370 + 3 150 9 

2. 95 .., 0 220 138 3SO + ~5- 300 1 .... 

2.851 .., 
0 380 + 20 Z38 + 13 6CO + :>0 2 3 .... 

2.86+.01: 1 0 424 + 13 159 + 5 0.6 350 + 2..5 11 4 

2.85 0 .. 6 10 

7.6 10 

35. 5 10 

36 2rz "1\2 gr r ;r 
o n y = 21. 0 ev b 12 

2 2 = 60. ev b 35.39 2tr --?c o gr 13 n 

54. 1 3 1 750 656 1 

53.3 l 1 1700, 638 160 3 

54+ 1 2 1 1200 750 + 40 900 4 

53.4 10 

..,21C 2 = 21 ev b 12 54.0 ..... gr r 
o n '( 

r 
117. 8 10 

117.6 2: 2 13 211: ~ g. r = 170 ev b 
o n 

.,. ..., '. ., 
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where the subscripts r and nr indicate the resonant and nonresonant spin 
states, respectively. For r n/E

0 
< <1, there results 

a - R -r- r 

r 
o n 
2E 

0 

For J=l and r n=410 ev, R(J=l) = 5. 02 and R(J=2) = 6. 21 represent a solution. 
Stephenson 5 adjusts these values to R(J=l) = 5. 18f and R(J=2) = 5. 85f to ob­
tain an improved fit to the experimental data. For J=2 and r n=380 ev, 
R(J=2) = 6. 46f or 5. 42£ and R(J=l) = 8. 11£ represent solutions for the radii. 

For J=2 and r =380 ev, the value of gr is inconsistent with the other 
measurements for this resonance, suggesting the possibility of a smaller 
width for this resonance. In Figure 1, a comparison is made of calculated 
total cross sections for a J=2 resonance with r n=380 ev (R+ = 8. 11£, R_ = 
5. 42£) and r n = 285 ev (R+ = 8. 11£, R _ = 3. 93f). Figure 2 compares calcu­
lated values for J=l, r n =410 ev (R+ = 5. 85f, R_ = 5. 18f) 5 with experimental 
data. The radii used for the J=2 calculations are based on Equation 2. 

Good fits to the experimental data may be possible with assumptions 
of negative resonances and spin-independent radii; however, ne.gative 
resonances have not been examined in this evaluation. 

For a.J=2 spin assignment, the choice of r ~285 ev yields a better 
fit to the experimental data than r=380 ev. The measurements of Garg 3 
plotted in Figures 1 and 2 represent a selection from independent measure­
ments over the same energy range. Other measurements differ by about 
25%, although only one measurement-over the 2. 85 kev resonance is reported. 
Based on the uncertainties in the current measurements of the Columbia 
Group, 3 these measurements were not included in the final choice of the 
evaluated data. 

Based on the data of Good, 8 Lynn, 9 and Moxon, 4 a width of r n = 410 ev 
and a J=l spin assignment were selected for this evaluation. 

Moxon4 and Block 10 (Ref. 10 assumes_J=l, rn=410 ev) have obtained 
estimates of the capture width for the 2. 85 kev resonance. From measure­
ments of the capture yield, both authors have obtained a radiation width of 
0. 6 ev. They find, however, that the measured capture yield peaks below 
the resonance peak with a broad low energy tail extending to about 1 kev. 
An experimental or theoretical explanation for the asymmetry of the capture 
yield is not presently known. Use of the 0. 6 ev radiation width in the single 
level resonance formulae yields a 0 .. 0253 ev capture cross section and 
resonance integral considerably larger than present measurements. Scat­
tering resonance integrals (numerical integration of calculated cross section) 
and capture integrals calculated as 

5 



are given m Table II. 

I 
y 

= 
2 2· gr r 

2rr '?Co n y 
E r 

0 

TABLE II - CALCULATED AND EXPERIMENTAL 
RESONANCE INTEGRALS, barns 

Pararneters Scattering Absorption (Non 1 /v) 

E = 
0 2.85, J=1,rn =410, ry =0.336 

R(J=1) = 5. 18f, R(J=2) = 5. 85f 
72 0.069 

E = 2. 85, J=2, r n =380, ry =0. 219 108 0.075 .o 
R(J=2) = 5.425f,R(J=1) = 8.11£ 

Eo = 2.85,.J=2,rn =285, ry =0.293 86 0. 100 
R(J=2) = 3. 93f, R(J=l) = 8. 11£ 

.E = 2. 85, J=1, rn =410, ry =0. 60 72 0. 123 
0 

R(J=1) = 5. 18f, R(J=2) = 5. 85f 

E = 35. 4, J=3, rn =0. 55, ry =0.3 0.00060 
0 

E = 53. 5, 
0 

J=2, r n =1200, ry =0.4 0.00039 

l!.:xperiment 68 (Ref. 53, 5) 0. 075 + 0. 01 (Ref. 54) 
0. 070 + 0. 01 (Ref. 55) 

As noted by Lynn,9 one can assnme that the enti.r.e 0. 0253 ev capture 
cross section (0. 534 barns, Ref. 6) is due to the 2. 85 kev resonance to esti­
mate the radiation width. This procedure, which should represent an upper 
limit if the single level formula is adequate, yields a value of 0. 336 ev for 
the recommended·parameters. Use of this radiation width gives a resonance 
integral in good agreement with experiment (see Table II). The resonance 
integral·for the recommended parameters as obtained by numerical integra­
tion of the calculated capture eros s section from 0. 5 ev to 40. kev is 0. 313 
barns including the 1/v contribution and 0, 074 barns for the non-1/v integral. 

Until further analysis of the measurements of Moxon and Block can 
be made, a radiation width of 0. 336 is recommended and has been used in 
this analysis. (Note: Since this evaluation was completed; a measureriient 11 

has been reported yielding a radiation width of 0. 34 ev for a J=1 spin assign-
. ment and a capture yield consistent with expectations for a single level. ) 
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Included in Table II are resonance integrals for the data of Gar g. 3 

For this data, the radiation widths were obtained by fitting the 0. 0253 ev 
capture cross section of 0. 534 barns and the spin-dependent radii were 
obtained following the procedures of Stephens on. 5 

B. 35. 4 AND 53. 5 Kev RESONANCES 

For the 35 kev resonance, only integral measurements (LeRigoleur 12 

and Ribon 13 ) have been reported. Assuming that the angular momentum P. is 
greater than 0 and that the statistical factor g is 7/8, one can obtain the para­
meters given in Table III. These assumptions have been made in this study 
to permit an approximate description of the resonance while retaining the 
integral measurements of References 12 and 13. 

TABLE III - RECOMMENDED RESONANCE PARAMETERS 

Eo kev P. 
r ev r ev J n, y, Other 

' 
2.85 1 0 410.0 0.336 R(J=1) = 5. 18£, R(J=2) = 5. 85f 

35.4 3 >0 0.55 0.30 

53.5 2 1 1200.0 0.40 

Three measurements for the 54 kev resonance have yielded three· 
different spin assignments. For this analysis, the parameters of Moxon 4 
were selected. The capture integral of LeRigoleur 12 was used with the 
Moxon parameters to obtain an estimate for the radiation width of 0. 4 ev. 

C. USE OF THE RECOMMENDED PARAMETERS 

_ The recommended parameters are given in Table III., Present 
ENDF/B format restrictions do not permit use of spin-dependent radii. 

. For the ENDF/B parameters, a radius of 5. 278f was chosen to give a 
potenti,al scattering cross section of 3. 5 barns. 

These parameters, included in File 2 of the ENDF/B data, are to 
be used to calculate only the resonance absorption cross section which is 
additive to the smooth background cross section in File 3 of ENDF/B. The 
total scattering cross section is included in File 3 as calculated from the 
recommended parameters using the spin-dep~ndent radii. 

The absorption cross sections as calculated from the recommended 
parameters aQ_d the background cross section of File 3 are given in Figures 
1 and 3.· · 

7 
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III. SMOOTH CROSS SECTIONS 

In this chapter, the smooth eros s sections included in Files 3 and 
5 of the ENDF /B file are described. These include the total, elastic 
scattering, inelastic ,scattering, nonelastic, (n,y ), (n, p), (n,a. ), and 
(n, 2n) cross sections. 

A. TOTAL CROSS SECTION 

The general criteria used in the selection of the recommended total· 
cross section from the experim'ental data was to select the measurements 
with the best energy resolution when the accuracy of the measurements is 
comparable. However, at high energies (i.e., above about 3 Mev for sodium) 
elastic scattering does not dominate the total cross section and the prefer­
ence for the best resolution measurements was not always followed. Since 
the energy resolutions currently available for the nonelastic cross section 
measurements are considerably less than for the total cross section, non­
realistic oscillations may be obtained for the scattering cross section 
(difference between total and nonelastic cross sections) when relatively 
large nonelastic cross sections are subtracted from high-resolution total 
cross sections. For this reason, the best resolution measurements were 
not always selected for this evaluation above a few Mev. 

From lo- 3 to l. 5 ev, the total cross section is based principall~ on 
the data pf J oki 14 and is in agreement with the evaluations of Schmidt 1 

and Moorhead.16 Between 15 and 400 ev, the cross section was smoothly 
interpolated through the data of Hodgson 17 to agree with the value calcu­
lated from the resonance parameters of Table III at 400 ev. In this energy 
range, the recommended value is 5% to 10% higher than the calculated value. 
From 400 ev to 30 kev, the cross section is calculated from the 2. 85 kev 
parameters of Table III, using the spin-dependent radii of Stephenson. 5 

Between 30 and 100 kev, total cross sections calculated from the resonance 
parameters of Table III for the 35. 4 and 53. 5 kev resonances were added to 
a smooth background cross section extrapolated from 30 kev to the 100 kev 
measurements of Whalen. 18 The recommended cross section from 1 to 100 
kev is in agreement with the data of Lynn 9 from 1 to .12 kev and Merz­
backer 19 and Hibdon 1 near 40 kev, as shown in Figure 2, where the rec­
ommended curve·is compared with experimental data. From l. 5 ev to 65 
kev, the total c:ross section given in File 3 of the ENDF/B data does not 
include the capture cross section to be computed from resonance parame;ters. 

In theenergy·range be_tween 0.10 and 0. 65 Mev, Whalen18 has meas­
ured the total cross with an energy resolution of better than 1 kev and an 
accuracy of about 1 to 3%. The measurements of Stelson and Preston 2 in 

9 



this energy range have a resolution of 2. 5 kev and similar accuracy. The 
measurements of Garg 3 do not indicate comparable accuracy and were not 
considered in this evaluation. Langsford 20 has reported good res elution 
measurements; however, the result.s are only given as a graph of the exper­
imental data, and in this energy range the data cannot be obtained from the 
graph with an accuracy comparable to the measurements of Whalen. The 
recommended total cross section is based on the data of Whalen over the 
entire energy range of these measurements from 0. 10 to 0. 65 Mev. In 
Figures 4 and 5, the recommended curve is compared with the experimen­
tal data of Whalen 18 and Stelson.2 . In general, good agreement is found 
between these measurements. 

The measurements of Whalen show considerable structure in the 
cross. section although the resolution is not sufficient to clearly separate 
resonance structure from statistical fluctuations for the small oscillations 
in the data. The measurements do not appear to support the extremely 
high-level density indicated by the measurements reported by Hibdon, 1 
although a more careful analysis of Whalen's measurements is necessary 
for a confident conclusion. 

Figures 5 and 6 compare the experimental data and recommended 
total cross section betwee~ 0. 45 and 2. 2 Mev. From 0. 65 to 1. 0 Mev, the 
best measurements are those of Langs~ord20 (resolution, .6.E <2. 5 kev), 
Stelson2 (~E~3-5 kev), Vaughn2 1 (~E·~5 kev), and Adair22 (~E~20 kev). 
The data of Langsford 20 used in this study were obtained from a smooth 
curve drawn through the data points given in the figure of his report and are 
representative values oniy. A consistent trend found in the Langs!ord data 
is a shift to lower energies in the energy scale by up to 20 kev, relative to 
other measurements in the overlapping energy ranges. For this evaluation, 
an upward adjustment of 10 kev has been applied to the data and is included 
in the data points plotted in the figures. Up to 1. 0 Mev, the measurements 
are in general agreement except for differences in the energy scale. For 
this evaluation, the data of Langsford was selected between 0. 65 and 1. 0, 
based principally on its better resolution although the data of Stelson and 
Vaughn may be considered equally reliable. 

Between 1. 0 and 2. 6 Mev, 'Tieasurements include Langsford 20 

(~E :t2. 5 - 9 kev), Vaughn 21 (~E ~5 kev up to 1. 7 Mev), Deconninck 23 

(~E::t3. 5 Mev up to 2. 0 Mev), Towle and Gilboy24 (~E~15 kev) 1 Meier25 
(~E ~30 ke~). and LeroyZ6 (~E ~40-60 kev). These measurements are 
shown. in Figures 6 and 7. Although the data of Langsford, Vaughn, and 
Deconninck are of comparable resolution and accuracy, differences of up 
to about 20% are found between the measurements. Langsford's measure­
ments have better resolution than those of Vaughn over the energy range of 
Vaughn's data. A smooth curve through Langsford' s data was taken as the 
recommended curve between 1. 0 and 2. 6 Mev. The choice of the Langsford 
data over that of Deconninck was arbitrarily made on the basis of probable 

10 



greater accuracy and to permit continuity in the recommended data from 
0. 65 to 2. 6 Mev. 

Above 2. 6 Mev, the choice of a smooth curve through the data points 
given in the graph of Langsford becomes increasingly difficult due to the 
scatter of the data and the small scale of the graph. For this reason 
principally, Langsford's data were not used above 2. 6 Mev. 

Measurements between 2. 6 and 15 Mev have been reported by Calvi27 

(AE~10 kev) up to 5 Mev, Glasgow and Foster 2 8 (~E~30 to 200 kev), 
Leroy 2 6 (AE ~so· to 500 kev), and Fabiani 29 (AE ~1. 5 kev from 5. 4 to 7. 5 
Mev and then increasing to 15 kev at 8. 5 Mev) between 5. 4 and 8. 5 Mev. 
These data are graphed in Figures 7 and 8. Between 2. 6 and 5. 0 Mev, 
the recommended curve follows the data of Calvi. Although Calvi's mea­
surements have the best resolution of the measurements in this energy 
range, the data show l~ss structure than the data of Langsford. 2 0 

Above 5 Mev, the recommended data follows Glasgow and Foster 28 
to 15 Mev. The choice of the measurements of Glasgow over those of 
Fabiani 29 beteen 5. 4 and 8. 5 Mev was arbitrarily made to avoid the possi­
bility of introducing unrealistic structure in the scattering cross by sub­
tr~ction of the poor resolution and relatively large nonelastic cross section 
from the data of Fabiani. 

B; (n, v) CROSS SECTION 

The BNL-325 6 r~commended cross section of 0. 534 barns at 
0. 0253 ev has been used in this evaluation. A 1 I v behavior was assumed 
from .1o-3 to l. 5 ev. 

From l. 5 ev to 65 kev, the capture cross section is to be calculated 
from the recommended resonance parameters. Above 4.-5 kev, a smooth 
background cross section based on the measurements of LeRigoleur 12 has· 
been included in File 3 of the ENDF/B data and should be added to the values 
calculated from the resonance parameters. LeRigoleur' s results have been 
renormalized to the Li 10 (n, a.)T values of BNL-325 6 for this evaluation. 
The cross section calculated from resonance parameters as well. as the 
smooth background cross section is given in Figures 3 and 9. 

Above 0. 1 Mev, the measurements of Bame and Cubitt 30 were 
joined with the data of LeRigoleur. From 1 to 15 Mev, Menlove's 3 1 data 
were used for the recommended cross section. Figure 9 shows the cross 
section from 0. 1 to 15 Mev. 

C. INELASTIC SCATTERING CROSS SECTION 

The lowest level for inelastic scattering is at 0. 439 Mev followed by 
a level at 2. 078 Mev. In this evaluation, five additional resolved levels 
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have been included at 2. 393, 2. 641, 2.·705, 2. 983, and 3. 680 Mev. Up to 
4 Mev, the total inelastic cross section is based principally on measured 
values for the known levels. 

The best measurements for inelastic scattering from the 0. 439 Mev 
level have been obtained by Chien and Smith 32 up to l. 5 Mev, Towle and 
Gilboy 33 from 0. 5 to 2. 0 Mev, Lind and Day 34 to 3. 5 Mev, and Shipley 35 
to 4. 0 Mev. Chien and Smith 32 used time of flight techniques to perform 
differential, direct measurements of the inelastically scattered neutrons 
with a res elution of 10 kev. Towle and Gilboy performed direct measure­
ments at energies of 0. 98, l. 50, and 2. 515 Mev and obtained an excitation 
curve between 0. 5 and 2. 0 Mev with a resolution of 20 kev (normalized to 
the direct measurement at l. 50 Mev) by measurement of the 0. 44 Mev y- · 
ray. Angular distributions are reported by Chien 32 at L U, 1. Z, and l. 4 
Mev and by Towle at l. 0, l. 5 and 2. 515. Tl1t:: ui:!>tl·iLution~ ~how m.odcrntc 
but possibly significant deviations from symmetry a bout 90°, particularly 
in the 1. 4 Mev measurement of Chien. 

The experimental data for the 0. 439 Mev level are shown in Figure 
11. Considering resolution differences for the strong resonance structure, 
the measurements of Chien and Towle are in satisfactory agreement except 
between 1. 3 and 1. 5 Mev. Except for the lower value shown for Towle at 
0. 98 Mev, the measurements of Towle below l. 5 Mev are relative to his 
value at l. 5 Mev, while Chien's values are absolute measurements at each 
energy. If Towle's l. 5 Mev measurement were given a 10% to 15% reduc­
tion to obtain agreement with Chien's data at l. 5 Mev, the relative agree­
ment between these two measurements, allowing for resolution differences 
below 1. 3 Mev, would not be seriously altered and would be improved above 
l. 3 Mev. Other measurements for this level do not appear to be sufficiently 
accurate to resolve this discrepancy. Based principally on the sensitivity of 
Towle's measurements to the l. 5 Mev uncertainty, the data of Chien and 
Smith were selected for this evaluation up to 1. 5 Mev. 

The data of Towle and Gilboy were used from a.bove 1. 5 Mev to 2 
Mev, Lind and Day34 to 3. 5 Mev, and Shipley 35 to 4. 0 Mev. Lind mea­
sured the 0. 44 Mev y -ray cross section which mcludes cOfitl'ibutions frorn 
higher levels above 2. 1 Mev. The cross section for the 0. 439 Mev level 
was obtained by subtracting Lind 1 s measured cross section for production 
of a l. 61 Mev gamma (from excitation of the Z; 0'/~ Mev level) lrorn h1s 
measured value for the 0. 44 Mev gamma. The evaluated cross section is 
shown in Figure 11. 

Fur Lhe 2. 078 Mev level, the data of Freeman 3 6 were used to z·. !)5 
Mev and the Lind 34 data to 3. 5 Mev with extrapolation through the point 
of Towle 33 at 3. 97 Mev. In this case, the Lind data were taken as the sum 
of the measured values for production of the l. 61 and 2. 05 Mev gamma rays 
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or by assuming that the l. 61 Mev gamma accounts for 90%34 of the total 
cross section for the 2. 078 M·ev level. 

The Freeman 36 data were used for the 2. 393 level up to 3 Mev with 
the Lind 3 4 data to 3. 5 Mev with extrapolation through the Towle 33 point at 
3. 97 Mev. For this level, the decay scheme of Freeman which indicates 
75o/o decay directly to the ground state was used to extract the total level 
excitation from the 2. 37 Mev gamma production cross section of Lind. 32 

For the 2. 641 and 2. 983 level excitations, the data of Lind 34 were 
used for the evaluated cross section. Estimates of the cross sections for 
the 2. 705 and 3. 68 Mev levels were taken from Schmidt. 15 The resolved 
level cross sections are shown in Figures 11, 12, and 13. 

From 4 to 10 Mev, the evaluation of Schmidt 15 was used for the 
total inelastic c·ross section. This cross section is based on a smooth in­
terpolation from the 4 Mev values to an evaporation theory estimate of 
Williamson 37 above 8 Mev, which yields a maximum cross section of 
0. 93 barns at 7. 2 Mev. 

Two measurements at 14 Mev have been made. Martin 38. measured 
a value of 0. 463 + 0. 056 barns for the production of 0. 44 Mev gamma rays. 
Sukhanov 3 9 mea;ured the cross section for inelastically scattered neu­
trons· with final energies from 0. 6 to 4. 0 Mev as 0. 45± 0. l barns. Each 
of these measurements probably include a large fraction of the total in­
elastic cross section at 14 Mev. In this evaluation, an arbitrary linear· 
·extrapolation from 0. 8b~ 15 at 10 Mev to 0. 6b at 15 Mev was used. The 
total inelastic cross section from 2 to 15 Mev is given in Figure 14. 

' D. THRESHOLD REACTIONS 

Threshold reactions included in this evaluation are given in Table 
IV along with averages of the recommended cross sections over a Watts 
fission spectrum. 

Available experimental data for the (n, p) reaction are shown in Figure 
15. The recommended cross section is based on the data of Williamson 37 
from 4 to 5. 75 and 9 to 10 Mev, Bass 40 between 5. 75 and 9 Mev, and 
Picard 4l above 14 Mev. 

Cross section data for the (n,a. ) reaction are given in Figure 16. 
The. recommended cross section is based on Bass 40 from 6. 75 to 9. 0 
Mev and Wolfer 42 above 12 Mev with a smooth extrapolation between these 
data. 

The (n, 2n) cross section, data are shown in Figure 17. Included in 
this figure are the measurements of Menlove 43 which became available 
since this evaluation. The data of Liskien and Paulson 44 were selected 
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for this evaluation. However the measurements of Menlove now seem to 
confirm a lower value for the (n, 2n) cross section than selected for this 
evaluation. 

TABLE IV - THRESHOLD REACTIONS AND 
FISSION SPECTRUM AVERAGES 

Fission Spectruru 
Theoretical Averages, mb 

Reaction Q Threshold ExEeriment Calculated 

Na 23 (n, p)Ne 23 - 3.60 3.76 0. 7 (45) 1.3 
1.0 (46) 

Na 23 (n, a )F2 0 - 3.87 4.04 0.4 (45) 0.56 
0.47 (46) 

23 22 -12.41 1 ?., 96 0. 006(4..S) 0.0035 Na (n, 2n)Na 

E. NONELASTIC CROSS SECTION 

The nonelastic cross section was computed as the sum of the separ­
ately evaluated (n,y ), inelastic, and threshold reaction cross sections. Be­
low 0. 44 Mev, it is equal to the (ri,y) cross section. From 0. 44 to 4 Mev, 
the nonelastic cross section is approximately equal to the inelastic cross 
section as the capture cross section is less than one millibarn. Above 4 
Mev, l<'igure 14, the threshold reactions contribute significantly to the non­
elastic cross section. 

F. SCATTERING CROSS SECTION 

The elastic scattering cross section was obtained by subtracting the 
total nonelastic cross section, computed as a sum of its separately evaluated 
components, from the evaluated total cross section. The scattering cross 
section follows closely the structure of the total cross section particularly 
between l kev and about 2 Mev. Over the remainder of the energy range, 
the scattering eros s section is shown in Figures 2, 7, 8, and 3. 
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IV. ELASTIC SCATTERING ANGULAR EXPANSIONS 

Secondary angular distributions for elastic scattering were evaluated 
as Legendre polynomial expansions with the Legendre coefficients defined by 

do- ( 1-L• E) 
drl 

NL 

o- s (E) . L 2 P. + 1 f 
= 2 1r J 2 P. (E) p P. ( 1-L) 

P. =0 

where f
0 

(E) = 1. In this evaluation, coefficients for NL=9 have been ob­
tained in the center of mass coordinate system fro~ 0. 01 to 15 Mev. The 
CHAD code 47 was used to _calculate the Legendre coefficients and the average 
cosine of the scattering angle~ from the angular distributions. In most 
cases, the experimental data does not include values at 0° and 180° and the 
data wer'e ~xtrapolated to these angles before fitting the Legendre expansion. 
Similarly, when the experimental data were reported as Legendre coefficients, 
the angular distributions were reconstituted from the expansions, extrapolated 
smoothly to 0° and 180°, and the Legendre expansion was then recalculated. 

Below 0. 01 Mev, the angular distribution is isotropic in the center of 
mass system so that the fl.. are zero for P. greater than zero. From 0. 03 to 
0. 3 Mev, the data of Lane and Monahan 48 were used. From 0. 3 to 1. 5 Mev, 
the measurements of Chien and Smith 32 have better resolution (10 kev com­
pared to 25. kev) than the data of Lane 45 and has been corrected for multiple 
scattering, while the Lane data does not have this correction. As noted by 
Lane, the multiple scattering correction tends to increase the first two co­
efficients from about 0. 02 (corresponding to similar errors in iJ.) near 30. 
kev to about 0. l near 0. 8 Mev. In this evaluation the data of Chien 32 were 
used from 0. 3 to l. 5 Mev. 

From 1. 5 to 2. 2 Mev, angular measurements have been made by 
Elwyn 4 9 with a res olutio:ri of a bout 100 kev but uncorrected for inelastic or 
multiple scattering. The data are reported as graphs of the first three 
Legendre coefficients. In this evaluation, the relative behavior of the 
Elwyn data was used to extrapolate the coefficients obtained from the Chien 
data up to 2. 2 Mev. This procedure should yield a reasonable estimate of 
the energy dependence of ~ in this energyTange. 

Above 2. 2 Mev, the measurements of Towle and Gilboy 33 at 2. 52 
and 3. 97 Mev were used, along with the distributions calculated by· Moor­
head.16 Legendre coefficients for this data were obtained from Dr. Edward 
Pennington at Argonne National Laboratory. 

The experimental and evaluated data for ~ are given in Figure 18 and 
the first six Legendre coefficients are ·given in ~·igures !l) and'- 2.0. 
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V. SECONDARY ENERGY DISTRIBUTIONS 

A. INELASTIC SCATTERING 
\ 

For the resolved level inelastic scattering, the ENDF/B distribution 
LF=3, which prescribes a discrete energy loss, is used. Present ENDF/B 
secondary energy distributions do not include a distribution which would 
permit approximate inclusion of the additional energy loss due to the recoil 
energy of the target nucleus. As noted by Moorhead, 16 the recoil energy 
leads to about an 8%·lower final.neutron energy for sodium scattering than· 
obtained from the discrete energy loss alone. 

For the unresolved or statistical inelastic scattering, 1966 ENDF /B 
format restrictions limit the distribution to a~Maxwellian distribution with 
energy dependent nuclear temperature (LF=9) given by 

p (E 1 +-E) 
E• = --e 
e2 

-E 1 /8 

where 8 is the nuclear temperature. This distribution is derived from 
evaporation the()ry which is based on the assumption of a large number of 
closely spaced nuclear levels. As sodium has a relatively low level density, 
the application of evaporation theory is of doubtful validity. For this reason, 
it is felethat the most appropriate definition of the nuclear temperature 
w~uld be to app.roximate the average secondary energy (2 8 for Maxwellian). 
Using the recommended resolved level data, the average value of E 1 /Eat 
4 Mev is estimated as 0. 515. From the calculated cross sections of Moor­
head 16 at 5 Mev, E 1 /E is obtained as 0. 525. Based on these estimates of 
E 1 /E, the nuclear temperature for inelastic scattering was estimated at 1/4 
the energy at 4 and 5 Mev and to increase approximately asVE above 5 Mev. 

B. (n, 2n) REACTION 

For neutron energies just above the threshold energy for the (n, 2n) 
reactions, the maximum energy available for kinetic energy of the emitted 
neutrons is the excess energy above threshold. It is more likely that only 
about 0. 9 of the excess energy is available for kinetic energy. To estimate 
the nuclear temperature for a Maxwellian distribution, it is assumed that 
both emitted neutrons have the same energy and that the average energy of 
the emitted particles is 0. 8 of the maximum available energy. Then 

E• 
0. 8(E - ETH) 

2 e = = 
2 

e = 0. 2(E - ETH) 
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VI. COMPARISONS WITH OTHER EVALUATIONS 

A. PRIOR EVALUATIONS 

Among prior evaluations of sodium cross sections are those of the 
ELMOE 50 code library, Moorhead, 16 and Schmidt.15 The evaluation of 
Moorhead uses the Schmidt data extensively. Separate files are included 
in the ELMOE library tape (maximum energy of 3. 68 Mev) labeled BNL-
325 data and Hibdon-adjusted data, which differs from the BNL-325 data 
from 0. 066 to 0. 835 Mev. For the Hibdon data, a high level density of 
resonance structure is used, and it appears that even a broad energy aver­
age over the Hibdon structure would yield a larger cross section than ob­
tained in the other evaluations. For the 2. 85 kev resonance, the prevfous 
evaluations used the Hibdon data of Table I. Except for the resolved reso­
nances, the presently evaluated scattering cross section is in qualitative 
agreement with that of Moorhead although differences in energy resolution 
·;{re large and complicate comparison. 

From 0. 3 to 2. 0 Mev, the average cosine of the scattering angle in 
the present evaluation is about 10-20% larger than that of Moorhead and· 
Schmidt, which are based on the data of Reference 51. The sharp increase 
near 0. 7 Mev is present in all evaluations. 

The inelastic cross section is in good agreement with the previous 
evaluations except from 1. 35 to 1. 55 Mev, where the present data are 20% 
lower than that of Schmidt.15 Above 10 Mev, Moorhead 16 assumed a con­
stant value of 0. 8 barns compared to the extrapolation to 0. 6 barns at 15 
Mev for the present evaluation . 

. For the capture cross section, the most important differences be­
tween this evaluation and that of Schmidt are due to differences in the 2. 85 
kev resonance parameters. This evaluation includes parameters from the 
35. 4 and 53. 5 kev resonances while Schmidt gives a smooth extrapolation 
through these resonances at two to three times the smooth background of 
this study from 0. 01 to 0. 1 Mev. 

B. 1966 EVALUATION OF SCHMIDT 

In 1966, Schmidt 52 re-evaluated and ·updated his 1962 evaluation. 
This later evaluation was conducted concurrently with the present evalua­
tion and was not available. for consideration in the present study. Both 
evaluations are based on essentially the same experimental data except for 
a few later references used in the present evaluation. The principal dif­
ferences between these evaluations are discussed below. 
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1. Resonance Parameters and the Capture Cross Section 

Schmidt uses the parameters of Garg 3 for the 2. 85 kev reso­
nance with a radiation width of 0. 220 obtained by fitting the thermal cross 
section. For the 54 kev resonance, Schmidt uses the parameters of Hib­
don. 1 The measurements of Moxon, 4 which are heavily weighted in the 
present evaluation, were not published at the time of Schmidt 1 s evaluation. 

Schmidt 1 s capture cross section from 4 to 200 kev is based on 
the smooth capture data of LeRigoieur l2 while the present evaluation uses 
the capture integrals from LeRigoleur 1 s data combined with a renormalized 
cross section between resonances. Between resonances, the capture eros s 
section of the present study, although small, is about 30% greater than 
Schmidt 1 s evaluation. Above 0. 2 Mev, the capture cross sections are 
si.mi.l<\r. 

2. Total Cross Section 

Schmidt 1 s total cross section above 0. l Mev is based principally 
on the following references. Stelson and Preston,2 0. l to 0. 9 Mev; 
Vaughn, 21 0. 9 to 1. 7 Mev; Deconninck, 23 1. 7 to 2. 0 Mev; Langsford,20 
2. 0 to 4. 0 Mev,. Calvi, 27 4. 0 to 5. 4 Mev; Fabiani,29 5. 4 to 8. 5 Mev; and 
Glasgow 2 8 above 8. 5 Mev. Differences from this evaluation can be infe.rred 
from Figures 3 to 7. The data of Whalen 18 below 0. 65 Mev were not avail­
able to Schmidt at the time of his evaluation. 

3. Inelastic Scattering Cross Section 

·The inelastic scatte:t.'ing cross sections are in general agreetnenL 
with the following exceptions: between 1. 35 and 1. 55 Mev, Schmidt uses. 
the data of Towle 24 which is about 20% higher than the data of Chien and 
Smith 3Z used in this evaluation; Schmidt 1s cross section for the 2. 98 Mev 
level is based on the decay scheme of Endt and van der Leun 51 and is a 
factor· of two greater than the present evaluation; and above 10 Mev, the 
inelastic cross section of Schmidt decreases to a value of 0. 3 barns at 15 Mev 
-based on the caiculation of Williams on. 37 

4. Threshold Reactions 

Schmidt 1 s evaluation below 10 Mev for the (n, p) and (n,a ) re­
actions is based on the data of Williamson (see Figures 15 and 16) and is 
generally lower than the present evaluation in this energy range. The de­
tailed data of Bass 40 J.l.Sed in this evaluation was not published at the tiine 
of Schmidt 1s evaluation. 

20 



8 

. -
3 

XGARG 

9 
[!]LYNN 

J 1\ 

r n - 380 

Ill. 
I rJ" 

) ':'} 
1.1 }j ~ 

rn 285 

I 2 4 5 
10 0 10 1 

ENERGY, KEV 
FIG. 1 COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL TOTAL CROSS SECTIONS WITH CALCULATIONS FOR 

J = 2, 2.85 KEV RESONANCE 

Zl 



N 
N 

v - •: ---~ =q,- =f't"f· ! I '"' - " i !• ; · 
!IC<l' ;=f. 80 t-= l I 'I l~ ! ! ! I I I I ,•; 

70 
'¥,'1 = cj-='f c[ ! 1-·j ! ! I 1 i ~ : : • 

• " - t t +- '¥ :- :i:c{l i iii i .. 

, , ~ ::P=J- =n~c~ i~; -' ':~ ·· ·r'' .... 
--!-. I f=1-::J:: -~~- j1i·! 'r': .1: :J7: I' .. 

40 -- 40 f-- -·t-f- ·1--r-=t-+- -q-, t i ! ' ' I • j' • • 

X LYNN 9 t:j:::j:::\=A-+1=1 i1 tlf j:: ;ij'' ;:; . .. :: ·- .. 
'l+f -F!Ti' =~ ll I I fi ; : : : : . :: i I: 

"' [!) Gooo a ~=-~r--i~=,-= tf:f::± H= 1 :1!1 · i:-i ' ir!~':: ··· 
:::::::::::= =:=±= I=H=:::l .:8:--q:. ~ j ; ; . . .. : I: . 

.~!. GARG 3 -,-- '-- f- -~-+-- 1-:q.:,_; t+;t:J-;, : .. ::--

2 ¥ " i-i:.i-t-r In+ 1-tlil Fi .. ~: :1:" .:r , · · · .. , -
9 MERZBACHER 19 ,4= :-r:- 1-lH= mn ~~H :'1] jr.:: :rl H'! ·::i r--

111 1 II I II I l l I I I--- ~~ I !_-l ·n ll!'· .!)! -.~ 1 
'_'I·". l-...j-

--1- t-J-l .L +f- ·!~ ' 1-j 'T + '• f--
1 ~ ~-1-t--- --r-- " in t H-H 111~ _;: ·; :: : i; i 1 :~ 1· -1-

-
. II #:r==J. l+t-H I . 1 I~ ·:lo1-...;.l -+--i ;:_c~i ...::·o;:.:.' -t--;-;-:."·+! ~1 +'-1 --;-! -,--f--'-' L; :._,I'-+-' -'-i'-+~~-+---'f-+-:__:+--+--+---'..:+--
• - ·,em~ -r! - tt 1 a i •~*-•' -+--: ~'--.-+-t--.-

1 

+i ,
1+-'-+'--'-:--'-1+-+-i ,..,. :-+-....,r.--+-r+-+--:-+.,..--+-+-*=-

' f fft ,=j r ~ , lili 1'TA. it~, .l!ii;: '"i ,., 
~t' , _E'-l- ~ i ~~ -¥-j::fcj -f_j-:jtF±.~{ ~ :i!l ":! · · · · · ::1~~ 

'~-=' l~r--'T- · c_ =1= , ++ lf-Ji -"::- /-..: · · · -- - -·- ===: 
5 "~~~~~~~~~lt~~~~~~~~~~~t=~~~~~ , r--· ,, I .... ,. ,___.. _;f-'-'- -~::=f-~ ·:t:Jh-1:i}~ ·Ji . : ; : 'i:::: ·· =-====' 

- -+- f-- J....:J5-l=:t 1 ~-l=t-:: 1--1=1--:l r H -i .:r.j..:! ' : 1 i . I. . ; i ri- n:;~ . . ... - ---
' -r-r-+;r.. -j-l- 1=-+ =1-+--=t=J I~ '+I ++-r 11~ · · I . 11 L u-r- :; i · 

• , ---' , :.:~1:- - ~ t=-i t--=f-.8, 1 u i-1, r 1 l : : 1 • , ; ~ , • : ; ~ , . , , 1:: , :: 
2 -, 1- c:- C_ -1'-t:::f_"l~-- -1·-nr..l=il::r-! Hit ql: !:·:I ; fl.+' :i . 

=--J=~ 1-.::: ~-= 1- ~ .:\o ' L, L n-f.:i: J+~ :;1 · -~·1 lh i -ffn J-!,' 1 ;r-= 
-r -f-- r- · r-- --;-j LH+ 1ri 1ij· :- r ~11 -t--1--1 n·l1 ···rn '--!rt 

! -- -r-- IF t: -H Lj+j i:!j '1i_" •.. l':lFH11+ __ J~i ;;tt 
, //j ~1 ,_ _ . H tq . · ~ ::~· -- 1 ~ n~r -~r+ ~ ~ +IH-H+-trr-_-

l &t· ; _ _,_ + " . o~ -- i-1 Iii"'_"~' Jll•:'·! .. ·.'' t''_' IIi I " · -r- l g "1:~ ' - ! j·t-, , I •. I I , ~·. ·~ 

" .t 1 . ct l 8 -'-1'=§~ : "~ ;±j=+ li h : - ,, i' ·-·: .: -n,-:-tc 
-:l- ~ "' H-i t'l; ":i. . , ... _i -ttl::~ i !off!'~ 

6 - Lal.rP~ :': 1;· #ft iffl'l:f >1 j,~ 
- jil' ~ ii[ L! Hft#f!~ f:P ·· ====-: ' . 

~::=:, __ r-- 1=f n·~ .~- • , : f.LJ ::!:fi ::::::::.::: 
4 .,._ 1- 4 ~ kf-1"1 y ~ . 1" '1 

_ l-1- ml@ J:illn- t- 1-f --
h = r== _ _ · ~H.; ii'1 -t.l= - ll ' ==-

2 .- , __ "' ~-f 1 ln~-
--1-r-- - ~1 1 t r--

-- ~ 

1----
1-­
f-· I 

f--~ 

' 1 o' o ' 2 , • , • , , , 1 o' 1 ' 2 , • , , , , • 1 o' 2 

ENERGY) KEV 

FIG. 2 EVALUATED TOTAL CROSS SECTION, 1 TO 100 KEV 

' 



"' c .... 
.£ 

.. 

-.......... <T'Y Resonance 

"~ 
............ 

------------+------------~ 
.......... 

........... 
"- -

0.001 ~--~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~L----L~~~~~ 
0.01 0.1 10 100 1000 

ev 

FIG. 3 SCATTERING AND CAPTURE CROSS SECTIONS, 0.01 TO 1000 EV 



100 125 

' . 

X STELSON 2 

[!J ADAIR 22 

~WHALEN IB 

'7 LANGSFORD 20 

150 175 200 
ENERGY , .KEV 

225 250 275 300 

fiG. 4 TOTAL CROSS SECTION, 0.10 TO 0.45 MEV 

350 375 



X STELSON 2 

[!]ADAIR 22 

A WHALEN lS 

'\¥ LANGSFORD 20 

1:150 1:175 500 525 550 
ENERGY, KEV 

FIG. 5 TOTAL CROSS SECTION, 0.45 TO 0.80 MEV 

zs 

575 600 625 650 615 100 150 175 

H~~~--~ - - L t-
, 1-

±t t-

I 

-~ . 
'I 

aoo 

f-

f­
f-

t-

+-



r 'I' 
. I II I I I I I I 

X CALVI 27 

[!] LEROY 26 

~ STELSON 2 

'\V VAUGHN 21 

~ IDECONNINCK 23 

Z MEIER 25 

I ~ ADAIR 22 

~ TOWLE 24 

+ FABIANI 29 

>- FRETWURST 57 

lfiD -< GLASGOW 28 [Ill 
IIIII ,ru 

I * LANGSFORD 20 

I 

. . 

0.800 0.900 1.000 1.100 1.200 1.300 1.500 1.600 1.700 1.800 2.000 2.100 2.200 
ENERGY, MEV 

FIG. 6 TOTAL CROSS SECTION, 0.80 TO 2.20 MEV 

26 



.. '' 

X CALVI 27 

[!] LEROY 26 

~ STELSON 2 

'W VAUGHN 21 

~ IDECONNINCK 23 

z MEIER 25 

~ ADAIR 22 

+ TOWLE 24 

+ FABIANI 29 

>- FRETWURST 57 

-< GLASGOW 28 

* LANGSFORD 20 

2.200 2o'i00 2.600 2.800 3.000 3.200 3.'i00 3.600 3.800 lf.OQO 'io200 'io600 'i.BOO s.ooo 
ENERGY, MEV 

FIG. 7 TOTAL AND SCATTERING CROSS SECTION, 2.2 TO 5.0 MEV 



! ! I ~ I •• j • I I t i " . ' I I ;'.: :, : !i· .''. 
: ~.'+.-:-4'----'-1-'-'--+'-'-1 ;·_;_' 

y _ 
. . . ' . .. , 

X CALVI 27 

[!J .EROY 26 

<!. 'TELSON 2 

'1 'IAUGHN 21 

~ tOECONNINCK 23 

Z MEIER 25 

~ ~DAIR 22 

.. 'OWLE 2• 

-t FABIANI 29 

r 'RETWURST 57 

-{ •}LASGOW 28 ·:l! :•t: !I t :::i i 1 ', , ,• 

)I( .ANGSFORD 20 ; · 1 •!:; : :I: .,.·. :~! '-f; --+-:-:--:t:-'l :-,..J: :'t:---;t'~' d::-;-: tl+ i -f-:-:-±-:-l-:-:-c±--f-+-~ ,.:..:.;..;. f.;-:-'-- ~-:- ·-1-·4--lf-...,..,.--1--r-:+-~ 
~ :~~: :~ -lJJ~t~~ ... ll · ... ,,. ·· 1 !i~ ;:~: ~i!! ~;;: ·· :1.: i:ii ~~:!ill! ~!!I!;;; ;d: ::· .. . ~ . :, ;;:- ::i. ~;:·: i. :t .: ; :~ il!l !!~; ilil·G~~: .... iq 

'I 

:! 
• I ' , , ' • 

+ +~ 
·* . ., 

V I'---.. ....... ,,, ::! :::::;!'" .. -- -;· ;_ ,_ ~' .. , ·v: ~- -:-· _:_ - +--:-; :~~-':~-~.:_~:-!• --+--1---i--t--t----lf--~1-----'-:- ..... ·:.:_r:-~-P. -.,_;_~--+. V- S-•:A:..LTI .. E·R- ING- ' 1-·- .. -1---- _:__ ;--- ..... 

· .. : !\~A. : .... :.· .. : ·. · . .. ::· ' .. 

S.DOO S.500 6.1110 6.500 7.000 7.500 a.ooo a.500 a.ooo !1.500 10.1100 10.500 ll.IXJO 11.500 12.000 12.500 13. 000 13.500 1'1.000 
ENEAGY, MEV 

FIG. 8 TOTAL AND SCAnERING CROSS SECTION, 5.0 TO U .O MEV 

. . '. 

.... ::: :q 
'it• 'II 

1'1.500 15.000 



I I 
I I 
I \ 

/ I 
u 'Y Resonance J \ 

I /\ \ 
I I \ \ 

I I \ \ 
I I \ 

10.0 ,.----..-----r-----r----r-........, 

u'Y Resonance 

0.01 

0. 001 L----------11.....------'--------1-.....J 

35.38 35.42 52.5 54.5 
kev II '/\ \ 

o.o1 t--- 1 __ I _ \ _ \ =========+==~======================~ 
I 

/ u X l/10 \ 
/ 'Y \ Smooth x 10 

Total 

10 100 

kev 

FIG. 9 (n, yl CROSS SECTION, 1.0 TO 100.0 KEV 

29 



"' 0 -

I 

- ~-

1( -1 

.. 

• ' • 7 I • I 

X LERIGO LEUR 12 

1!1 BAME 30 

/!!, MENLU VE 43 

• - - • 
:ll.tml: 

1C 0 2 .. 7 ld 1 

ENEAG'f, MEV 

RG. 10 In, Y I CROSS SECTION, 1.0 TO 15 MEV 

. ' 



. . 
' ' 

TOTALINELASTIC _ 

X CHIEN 32 

[!] TOWLE 24 

/!::,. FREEMAN 36 

lj7 LIND 34 
0.4391/EV LEVEL 

<>iiPLEY 35 ~ 

"' - z CRANBI'RG 

~ GLAZKOV 

~ FREEMAN 36 

+ LIND 34 

)- TOWLE 24 

2. 078 MEV LEVEL 

O.'IDO 0.100 1.300 1.600 1oll00 2.800 3.100 '1.300 '1.600 
ENERGY, HEY 

FIG. 11 INELASTIC SCATIERING CROSS SECTIONS, 0.439, 2,.078 MEV LEVELS AND TOTAL INELASTIC 



-

~ 

.r 

X LIND 34 ,2.393 MEV LEVEL ,I I l 

36 
[!]FREEMAN 

& TOWLE 24 
I 

-2.705 MEV -
lEVEL -

~ 

~ 

-

I -- 'rJ'rJ 
I 

-

I 

~~ ~~ ~~ ~a ~~ ~~ ~a ~~ 
ENERGY, MEV 

FI.G. 12 INELASTIC SCATTERING CROSS SECTIONS, 2.393 AND 2.705 MEV LEVELS 

32 



Y-I~+THH~rrHH~+THH+++rHK++·H~H4+~~11++++HH4+-H-HH~- - - =~ 
1-++++-t-H--I--H-H--t-H+I--t-H-H-H-++t--t-H+I--+-++++-l-+++l--l--t--~+l-++-t-++~++-H1 -1-1--H __ -f --+ -- _ _ _ tt 

I I 1--t-+-+-I-H-I--1-+1-H--1-I--I--H- L ' - - - I H-- --'=±= 
f- -- t-' __ •1--H-+_ t - ----

I --t-1-t-+-t-+-H -1-H--H--t-H- 1--t-1-+-i-1-!-
-- 1 -~ .t i+ -lt­
:_.~= c=p -· l --1-+-+-1-++-t--~-1--1--t--H--1-H-++· --i--1--1-1-1-

1--1--t--H-++-H-1--H--t-+-1--1--t-H-++-1--1--t-+-1-~1-H-L -- - - ·l-1-+H-1-1-++-t--H--H- -- - 1-H-H-++H-+­
HH-H-++HH,·rrHH++++-HH++¥HHH+1+1--HH-H-~H' 4++~-t+ - - -~+++H~- r 
t--+-t++++-t--t-1-+HI--t-+-1--t-H--1--H-++-H-1++-t-++ 1-+1--H---1-+1-1-1--~+-l- 1-

1-H--H-++-t-H--H--t-t-1--1--t--H--i-1-1--1--t++~ - -++·-t--HH+++rH -rl- l~rH-I-I-H1~rl--l-l~ -++-l--l~+ 
HH-H--t-+HH-H-rrHH-t--H--H+rl--Hl-H-++1--H-1-1-H-~H--1--1- · -- -- -1--1--l-+H--~+-H-t-1-++1--11-+t-

--1--

H-1--H-++-H-1--H-~I-H-I-!-+-i-l-l-t-+-!-+~HI-I-++-ti--H-H--t-+-i--HH-I-I-I+-tl--i-I-H +-+-++-lH- --t+-t-+-1-H-t-1-+ H-1--l-+--

HH-H-++HH-H-rrHH++++•HH~HHHH++rHI-IH++-t~+ri--H-~+rHHH+I-+~t-+-HI-~++t-H+1-I--H-I-

H-l-!-+++-t--H-+-H•--I-t-l--l-++-t-H-+l-H-Il-I I-+++-H·-~+l--l-+++-t-H--I-++-I-t-+-l+++-ti-H-1+-tl-+-l--l-H--H-++H-+--t-+++1 

P+~~~~~~+Q+t~~~~+Q~~-+~-1+1--t-++~~~~--~-- ' 

X Ll N D 34 _ __ _ =f= 
(!] Ll N D 34 ' l - * 

I -t ~~ ± rj ++ - .w- - H±f+l- - - ·r L. · -r-~ --rr 
H+-i+t--1-1-,~ 1 1 r · ·- 1 J: '-t- : f--

1--H+-tl--i-1-1--H-++-t-+-H-1+-tl-++-tH-+ -IH-11~+·1-1-+- - - -
--H-t-+HH-1-1+-1-1--H-I+++H H-t-llltrHH--I--rH--i-I-H++1-

I- .,.~-fl--l-t-t-~- .. 1 • - -1-H--H--1 
HH-H--HI-HH-~~1--HI-r+l-++-1- -~Hf-H-+HH-t-

- -· l --1-+--1-+1~1~1 +-11-++-tH -
I I 

H++---H-I-t-+-::_-::=::::·l~:~-l- ~-i+~1J-I-+-1HH-I-I-!_++---Hf= --l-+-t-H---l-~F- .-.- ~ -~---1---H-l--t~~ -- - ----- ~-~- - - - ~[=j=l-=t~'= 
I I I I 

Hn!o.-t-1-·HI--1--1--t--H--t-+-1--1--t++++-ti--H--t--!-+-HH-+-+-1-+-- -<--1-f-+-I--H_ -+~r -H-t+I--H-1 . - = 
H:2!-l--l--++-t--I-I-+-HI-I-+++-I--H+++-HI-t-+-+!-·I-Hi- l-+-+++-1 1--!-t--1-++ I I :- 2. 983 MEV LEVEL -

T 

1--H-H-+++-++--H-rrl--t-I-H-+II-HI+""+++-I+ll-l1 __ _ _ -= -- --
-

3.680 Mf,Y LEVEL = - ~ - '- -

- - 1-+-1-1-+--1-- -1-1-+ -1-+--1--

3.100 3.500 3.900 ... 300 ... 700 S.lOQ 
ENERGY, MEV 

FIG. 13 INELASTIC SCATTERING CROSS SECTIONS, 2.641, 2.983, AND 3.680 MEV LEVELS 

33 



' ' 

s.ooo 6.000 7.000 a. 000 g. 000 10. 000 
ENERGY, HEV 

- ± 
FJ±tt ti­

=r'_ . - :~ u~ ~­
, -tJ+r-

JI_. ~I -- I-
I 

-,+­. -n· 1 

- I . - - -rrt- -p_ 
· lli~-~ p:r-@ 

- i . i . r- . :I H I tt+ t 1l' 
1- --f-IJli+t-l-r ljJI-,~~-i .n· 

I t . t-H-1- ~ I i -. : I I-+ r- ! ~ -t I ;...f ! . 
- l I ~- - - i l r±-·-! I Hj I j' I[ ! I i I I ' ' : 

-t --- rsr+- - R U=f r ~f- ' l ~ ~ .fhl [-t~ i -i tL 
I - -' - . 1- - !j_ ~~- ~ t 

NONELASTIC 

INELASTIC 

± 
- r -

-~=4x H+-t--;-
- - . t±± 1-

: tl± . h-

u.ooo 12.000 13.000 

FIG. 14 TOTAL INELASTIC SCATIERING AND NONELASTIC CROSS SECTIONS, 5 TO 15 MEV 

. ' '' 



'l.OOO li.500 

X PICARD 41 

[!] ALLAN NUC PHY 24,274 (FROM BNL 325 SUP NO.2) 

~ BASS 40 

9 BASS 40 

~STRAIN 

Z WILLIAMSON 37 

~ PAUL 

~ KHURANA 

+ MUKHERJEE 

)- BORMANN 

s.ooo 5.500 s.ooo 
ENERGY, MEV 

6.500 

FIG. 15 (n, p) CROSS SECTION 

35 

7.000 7.500 a.ooo 8.500 9.000 9.500 10.000 10.500 11.000 u.soo 12.000 12.500 13.000 13.500 11i.500 15.000 



... 
"' 

S.IXIO 6.500 7.IXIO 

X PICARD 41 

[!) BASS 40 

/!; BASS 

'i1 STRAIN 

<!> WILLIAMSON 37 

Z WOLFER 42 

+ MUKHERJEE 

~ BORMANN 

+ BIZZEll 

7. Sill B.IXIO 
ENERGY, HEY 

B. Sill Q;.IXIQ 9.500 10.IXIO 10.500 lloiXIO 11.500 12.IXIO 12.SDD 13.IXIO 13.500 1'1.IXIO 1'1.500 1S.IXIO 

FIG. 16 ln,«l CROSS SECTION 



"'ll'll' 

>< LISKIEN 44 

I ~ MENLOVE 43 

~ WILLIAMSON 3 7 

~ PEARLSTEIN 

I 

-

' 

I 

-
I 

c 
I 

I 
I 

' 

-

I 

+-

1:2.000 1'i.OOO 16. 000 18.000 20.000 
ENERGY, MEV 

FIG. 17 (n, 2n) CROSS SECTION 

37 



"" "" 

I I n 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 I 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 1 I 9 I 

I
I , • r1 I ~ i- 1 r 1 1 1 1 i 1 , ' 111 ' r Iii 1 1111 tl 1 Ul' tV 1 l 1 , 11 I , 1 11 1 

11
1 -{ - t . !-- 1 , I , 1

1 
l 1 ~- ' ~1 ; 

1
• ~ 11 11 ' -tttr

1
-,. :''Ill:· ,, ,, '

1
1 i 1 ( 1 ; 11 

! •. ~ ,j -j ! l- 'I i d ,,1 11'! 1!!, 111 Jllli.,:,!l.-;~ H-it ;fll--! ·-. I ~ ; I I Jj 1 ljT, iii! ;j ::· ... i 1
·• • ';I 

jl,!,1:,·.
1

, 11 - 1 ·.''r· ,. 'Jj ~~ l'il! 'illli'''h,r-I''';''1J' i!illil_,l·q- _.- · · 11\;/ 1 .lj . ·· l_j-ll ·I~ - ·--~-··,·~~:, ,,1,, lti· L · ~..._~-j- !i ill •lillli~ l !f l!.l1iid!;·,. ir1 ji;I!J!;!;i:!- l _;- ,-, v, y :, ·j• f1!t]i'l!i]!l!i::t:~!;jl\:,·, ::;:· 
':i ,,,, rl _,- f ' I j .I I 'I! ~~·i ijlli' li1lt', iH: "!: l:llj',',;!. I ~" I ,1 1i 1. ~· \ - 'f\l i II n iii I .I·! lll'l llj'lli 11Lli ,::: il 1

,' 1
1
): '

1
1 .. , 'I I 

• . . I . i' ' I ' I , ' i I r ' I I' ' ' till' , ' ci :I '- ' -I >< I . ' ' , I I , ' '· I ' I I ' I - I 
1 , ~ 1, t ··l. 11 ~ 1 ~~ 11 ,,,;i; 1 .~ '\ : 1 - 1\ . v • :' ,.t 1. 1 ·~~ 1, . , , 1 • 1 

~~-' ~~,· .. ~1- I . -I-·, .i ' II' ·' ~,J!,·~:.- ~1:' , __ 'I i,; . i .: ~ - ~{ --,-: t:n''l/ ~~ .. , ,::, ::1 , .I, ', 'I' 
- I 1- ' I II I I., . , I . . •' I · . I I I ,_, . I I I I I ' 

' • 1 ,.i~\ · t j ~ t • I r t • I • : ~ L4 + 1 1 I .. • 1 I . l \ • ! i t 1; ' , ' l I 
-il. ,_ 

: i ·i 
I 

.. 
·I 

II 
; )1 f1' l , _1. '· - ~ ~1d,1 1· r i ! : . '... " !1

1
1
1
[ : 1 t/1 ~ l '!l' :} 

1 
: : 1 :I . !, ! ' · , : 

If I n •nn• 1 I I I I . ' ! I : I :Jl ~·- '\ I ~,~ : i/ ' I ''' i 
I,:· ,,, 

' !' 

lj'J i
1

1
1i! !,

1jij ! 
1
1 ! ', I 1 i 

1 

i ·f; ;; !)_J jjl: lf,:l 1 ll\:! ~ :1·i:!i 1 ~ AJI/ JI1 '1J! ::·1 ii:1 
r I ! j_; . .A\ 1; 1 ! i-..l.. i!ll il 1 ·~· 1'1 '111 ~ I 1J '" 1 

\I !I 

; llj I . 
I I I 

1- i I 

I i 11 
I. I !,,, i' :~,!_I" r' l----'~-· - ':........-+--..--¥-----.. I l( • I I i• j I : .. : . -- ~' , , , ·_ '\: :I ; I r: . , I ' I • '~. i, ', 

II :n ' --1 i · I· 1 1 / 1 :~ \ lf ;, 1'1· 1--! - ! ! 

I ' 

i I 
,, 
' 1[1; I ' I II III ' I ' 'I I;: !i . I'''·· ~ ' ! :I 'Iii! II 1'1 

i I
! l : I I ! '· I, I I i 't! II! I\ ; :, ,t; ! I l Ll; j! 

I t I, ' I .. . I !i •It I . ! i , . l' Ji l l .! 
1' II 

'JI! 
i!" i' I' I ; I I I : I I ! I ' j ' ' I ,' : :; l I 'I i!' ·, I 'l'l ;: i ' II ! I!: ; ,· ' ! I i 
ill' " I ~ ' ! : :I I 1' I I! II ' ,; :· I I :: I 

11
.' ; ill 

: 

nj-1 3 • 

ENERGY, MEV 
9 ld D 

FIG. 18 AVERAGE COSINE OF SCATTERING ANGLE, fj 

. ' . ' 

! 

I I 
,f •1 I' 

1 •· ,, .,, -,, 
:•'' 

i 1,' 

ii ~J. 

• ' 

I 

''I 

I 'l' 
·' I 

I o ' I i•<i 'i!lj .·,.,I, ,I 

I ' 
I' ,, 

I 
I 

'I I 111 1 
1 " : ,, , 

1

1 i i 1 
I ll ll 

• ld 1 



VJ 
..0 

1 ., .Y ")ll._ 

0.6 

0.5 

0.4 

0.3 

0.2 

0.1 

0 

t} ,t_ 

f / 

~ j~/ 
''J v 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

/ 

/ 
/-..,.-··.-

-0.05 ~----~~--~~--~~LL~------~----L--L~~~~LL ______ _L __ ~--~_L_L_L~U 

0.01 0.1 10 
Mev 

FIG. 19 LEGENDRE COEFFICIENTS f 1 TO f 3 



0.30 

0.25 

0.20 

0.15 

0.10 

0.05 

0 

- 0.025 
0.01 0.1 

'FIG. 20 LEGENDRE COEFFICIENTS f 4 TO f 6 

' ' ) :· I )" 

I 
f I 
5 I 

"' I 
I 

I 
I 

_·i 
I 

I 
/ /· 

_../ / / - / .~."':..-.-::::.. _____ ..,.,.,..-· 

10 



-·, 

-:~~ 

=' .-

LIST .OF REFERENCES 

l. Hibdon, C. T., Phy. Rev., 118, 514, 1960. 

2. Stelson, P., and Preston, W., Phy. Rev. 88, 1354, 1952. 

3. Garg, J. B., et al., Conference on the Study of Nuclear Structure 
with Neutrons, Antwerp, Belgium, 1965, and private communication. 

4. Moxon, M. C., and Pattendon, N. J., CN-23/27, IAEA Conference 
on Nuclear Data, Paris, France, 1966. 

5. Stephenson, T. E., BNL-961(T-401), 1965. 

6. Stehn, J. R., et al., BNL-325, 2nd ed., including Supplements I · 
( 1 9 6 0) and II ( 1 9 6 4). 

7. Ibid. 

8. Good, W. M., et al., Phy. Rev. 109, 926, 1958. 

9. Lynn, J. E., et al., Nuc. Phys . ..?_, 603, 1958. 

10. Block, R. C., Hockenbury, R. W., et al., IAEA Conference on 
. Nuclear Data, Paris, France, 1966, and private communication. 

11. Friesenhahn, S. J. , et al. , 11 Radiation Width of the .2. 85 Kev Level 
in 23 Na 11

, Second Conference on Neutron Cross Sections and Technology, 
Washington, D. C. , 1968. 

12. LeRigoleur, C., et al., J. Nuc. Energy A/B 20, 67, 1966. 

13. Ribon, P., et al., CN-23/72, IAEA Conference on Nuclear Data, 
Paris, 1966. 

14. Joki, Miller, and Evans, Phy, Rev. 99, 1110, .1955, 

15. Schmidt, J. J., KF'K-120, Vol. II, 1962. 

16. Moorhead, T. P., AEEW R254, 1963. 

17. Hodgson, Sallager, and Bowey, Proc. Phy. Soc. (London), A65, 992, 
1952. 

18. Whalen, J., et al., ANL-7110 and .Private communication. 

41 



19. Merzbacker, Crutchfield, and,Newsom, Ann. Phys. ~. 195, 1959. 

20. Langsford, A. , et · al. , Conference on the Study of Nuclear Structure 
with Neutrons, Antwerp, Belgium, 1965. 

21. Vaughn, F. J., et al., Nuc. Sci. and Eng . .!1_, 325, 1963. 

22. Adair, R. K., et al, Phy. Rev. 75,. 1124, 1949. 

23. Deconninck, G., et al., EANDC(E) 49L, 1963. 

24. Towle, J. H., and Gilboy, W. B., .Nuc. Phy. g, 610, 1962. 

25. Meier, R., et al., Helv. Phy. Acta. ~. 450, 1953. 

26. Leroy, J. L., J. de Physique 24, 826, 1963; 

27. Calvi, G., et al., Nuc. Phy. 48, 408, 1963. 

28. Glasgow, D. W., and Foster, D. G., HW-73116, 1963. 

29. Fabiani, F., INFN/BE-65/9, 1965.' 

30. Bame, S. J., and Cubitt, R. L., Phy. Rev. 113, 256, 1959. 

31. Menlove, H. 0., CONF-660303, Vol. 2, 1966. 

3Z. Chien. J. P, , ancl Smith, A. B. , Nuc. Sci. & Eng .. ?.~:.> 500, 1966. 

33. Towle, et al., op. cit. 

34. Lind, D. A., and Day, R. B., Ann. of Phy. g, 485, 1961. 

35. Shipley, E. N., et al., Phy .. Rev. 115, 122, 1959. 

36. Freeman, J. M., and Montague, J. H., Nuc. Phy. 2_, 181, 1958. 

37. Williamson, C. F.; Phy'. Rov, 122, 1877, 1961. 

38. Martin, P. W., and Stewart, D. T., J. Nuc. Energy, A/B .!..2_, 447, 
1965. 

39. Sukhan6v, V. I., et al., English Sov. J. Atomic Energy.!.!_, 1044,' 
1962. 

40. Ba.ss, R. , et al. , EANDC (E) 66 V, 1966. 

41. Picard, Williamson, Nuc. Phy. 63; 673, 1965. 

42 

l. 



42. 

43. 
-, 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51. 
:•l 
c 

52. 

' C> 

' 53. 

54. 

55. 

56. 

57. 

Wolfer, Borman, Nuclear Data, Sec. Al, 146, 1966 

Menlove, H. 0., Phy. Rev. 163, 163, 1967. 

Liskien, H., and Paulson, A., Nuc. Phy. g,· 393, 1965. 

Hughes, D. J., Pile Neutron Research, Addison Wesley Publishing 
Co., Cambridge, Mass., 1953. 

Saeland, E., and Samsahl, K., JENER Report No. 23. 

B.e.rland, R. F., NAA-SR-11231, 1965. 

Lane, R., and Monahan, J., Phy. Rev. 118, 533, 1960. 

Elwyn, A. J. , et al. , Nuc. Phy. ~. 113, 1964 .. 

Raga, A. L., and Hummel, H. H., ANL-6805, 1964. 

Goldberg, M. D., et al., BNL-400, 2nd ed., Vol. ·r, 1962. 

Schmidt, J. J., KFK-120 (EANDC-E-35U), Part I, 1966. 

Harris, et al. , Phy. Rev . .2J., ll, 19 50 

Bauman, DP-817, 1963 

Dahlberg, Jerlow, and Johansson, J. Nuc. Ene.rgy A/B.!_±, 53, 1961 

Endt, P. M., and Vander Laun, C., Nuc. Phy. 34, l, 1962 

Fretwurst, E., EANDC(E), 49L, 1965. 

43 

,, 



• 

·.:, 

.. 
:;, 

DISTRIBUTION LIST 

USAEC - Chicago Operations Office 
Director, Contracts Division (2) 
G. H. Lee 

USAEC - Washington, ROT:' 
Director 
Asst. Director, Program Management 
Asst. Direct'or, Reactc;>r· :J::nginE!!_edng 
Asst. Director, Reactor Technology 
Asst. Director; Plant Engineering 
Asst. Director, NuCiear·safety 
Project Manager, LMEC 
Pr'oject Manage·r, F:FT.F 
Program Manager, ~LMFBR 
Liquid Metal Projects Brancl1 
Chern & Chern Separations Branch 
Reactor Physics Branch 
Fuels and Materials Branch 
Applications and Facilities Branch 
Components Branch 
Instrumentation and Control Branch 
Systems Engineering Branch 
Core Design Branch 
Fuel Handling Branch 
Special Technology Branch. 
Reactor Vessels Branch 

USAEC-RDT Site Representatives 
Site Representative, APDA 
Senior Site Representative, ANL 
Senior Site Representative, AI 
Acting Senior Site Representative, IdOO 

USAEC-DTIE 
R. L. Shannon (3) 

USAEC - New York Operations Office 
J. Diss1er 

USAEC - San Francisco Operations Office 
J. Holliday 

Director, LMFBR Program Office, ANL 
A. Amorosi 

Director, LMEC; AI 
R. W. Dickinson 

Aerojet - General Corporation 
H. Derow 

Argonne National Laboratory 
R. Bane · 
L. W. Fromm 
S. Greenberg 
L. J. Koch 
S. Lawroski 
M. Novick 
F. Smith 

v 

Atomics International 
R. Balent (2) 

. · S .. Golan 

Babcock & Wilcox Company 
(Box 1260, Lynchburg, Va 24505) 

M. W. Croft 

Babcock & Wilcox Company 
(Barberton, Ohio) 

P. B. Probert 

Baldwin- Lima-Hamilton Corp. 
(Industrial Equipment Div .•. Eddystone, Pa) 

J. G. Gaydos. · 
R. A. Tidball . 

Brookhaven National Laboratory 
0. E. Dwyer 
D. Gurinsky (2) 

. K. Hoffman 
t:: Klamut 
L. Newman 
A. Romano 

Combu·st-ion Engineering, Inc.­
(Box 500, Windsor, Conn) 

W. P. Staker 
W. H. Zinn 

General Electric Company 
{175 Curtner, San Jose, Calif 93125) 

K. P. Cohen (3) 

General Electric Company 
(31 0 DeGuigne, Sunnyvale, Calif 9408 6) 

A. Gibson. 

Gulf General Atomic, Div. of Gulf Oil Co. 
(San Diego, California) 

P·. Forte.s cue 

M. W. Kellogg Company 
(711 Third, New York, New York) 

E. W. Jesser 

Lew.is Flight Prop. Laboratory, NASA 
{21 000 Bro.okpark, Cleveland, Ohio) 

C. A. Barrett 

Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory . 
D. B. Hall (2) 
G. Waterbury 
W. R. Wykoff 

MSA Research Corporation 
{Callery, Pa 14024) 

C. H. Staub 



Nuclear Materials & Equipment Corp. 
(Apollo, Pennsylvania) 

Z. M. Shapiro 

Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
(Box X, Oak Ridge, Tennessee) 

F. L. Culler (2) 
J. H. Devan 
D. Gardiner 
J. White 

Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
(Dox Y, 011k Ridge, Tcnneaooo) 

R. E. MacPherson, Jr. 

PacHic Northwest L;;~.boratory, BMI 
E. Astley (5) 

Power Reactor Deveioprn~::nt C01npany 
(1911 First. Detroit, Michigan 48226) 

A. S. Griswold 

Southwest Atomic Energy Associates 
(Box 1'106, Shreveport, La 71102 

J. R. Welsh 

United Nuclear Corporation 
(Box 1583, New Haven, Conn) 

A. Slr·asser (2.) 

Westinghouse ElectriC'Corporation 
(Box 158, Madison, Pa 15663) 

J. C. R. Kelly, Jr. (2) 

W es tingho1.1S e F.lectric Corporation 
(Box 158, M:ldison, Pi! 15(d,1) 

C. A. Anderson 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
(Westinghouse Research Laborator.i.es 
Churchill Borough, Pittsburgh, 
Pem1sylvania 15235) 

E. Berky 

USAEC-UKAEA Exchange 
l.JKAE_A 
Reactor Group Headquarters 
Risley, Warringlun, La11cashirc 
England 

J. Stephens on ( 12) 

USAEC-EURATOM Exchange 
EURATOM 
53, Rue Belliard 
Brussels 4, Belgium 

A. deStordeur (10) 

CNEN 
Via Mazzini 2 
Bologna, Italy 

F. Pie ran toni ( 4) 

CEN Saclay 
Boite•Postale 2 
Gif-Sur- Yvette (Set 0) 

G. Vendryes {10) 
France· 

Kernforschungszentrum Karlsruhe 
7500 Karlsruhe, Germany 

w. Haefele (lO) 

.! 

·~ 

,. 




