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The relative average number of neutrons per fission, 7, of several spontaneous fissioning nuclides has
been measured by making use of the coincidence between fission events and neutrons detected in a

LiI(Eu) crystal.

I. INTRODUCTION

INCE the total energy of fission is divided between
the kinetic energy of the fragments and the energy
lost during neutron and prompt gamma emission, it
has been of interest in understanding the fission process
to measure these several effects independently.

Determination of the average number of neutrons
per fission, #, depends ultimately on determining the
number of neutrons coming from a sample, and all the
problems usually associated with absolute neutron
counting are encountered. In addition, those neutrons
not connected with fission must be excluded or de-
termined accurately.

To avoid absolute standardization of a neutron
source, # for the spontaneous fission of Cf#% and Cm?**
was determined relative to a Bureau of Standards
Ra-Be neutron source,’* and all other numbers were
determined relative to one or the other of these values.

II. EXPERIMENTAL
A. Counting Equipment

The neutron counter consisted of a europium-acti-
vated lithium-iodide crystal mounted on a photo-
multiplier, and the fission counter was of the close
parallel-plate type. The neutron pulse was shaped, put
through a variable delay unit, and finally tested for
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Fi16. 1. Plot of 7 vs A, the mass number of a fissioning nuclide.

* This work was performed under the auspices of the U. S.
Atomic Energy Commission.
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coincidence with the pulse from the fission counter. The
fission pulse was treated in much the same manner.
The neutron and fission single events and the neutron-
fission coincidences were recorded on separate scalers.

Under normal operating conditions, the delay equip-
ment was adjusted so that the fission pulse was delayed
between 1 and 2 usec and was about 5 usec long. The
neutron pulse was kept as short as possible, or about
0.5 usec. The neutron detector was very insensitive to
gamma radiation and since a very small fraction of
fission associated gamma occurs between 1 and 10 usec,
delaying the fission pulse assures that observed coinci-
dences are with neutrons and not with gamma radiation.
To increase the probability of neutron detection, at
these late times, the counter was surrounded with
about 6 inches of paraffin which served as a neutron
moderator. To check chance-coincidence background,
the delays were reversed so that the recorded coincident
events were those which were with neutrons which
were detected before the fission event.

B. Results

Table I is a compilation of the data obtained from
several runs. Relative 7 is the average number of neu-
trons per fission times the neutron counter efficiency, e.
As long as e is very small compared to 1, es=c/f, where
¢/f is the ratio of coincidence events to fission events
measured during the same time interval. The accuracy
limits indicated in this table are standard deviations of
the total number of events observed. Each sample was
reprepared and repurified at least once during the course
of the experiments to insure against errors from im-
purities. The sum of all corrections to 7, including those
arising from chance coincidence, background, and
isotopic and chemical contamination, is less than 2.5,
in each case.

TABLE L. Values of 7 for several heavy-element nuclides.

Nuclide Relative ¥ X102 v

Cf262 0.70340.011 3.5240.16
Cm?2# 0.5214-0.008 2.6140.13
Cm*2 0.4644-0.006 2.334+0.11
Pu2 0.4514-0.024 2.324:0.16
Py 0.4184-0.014 2.09-40.11
Pu2s8 0.409-0.022 2.04+0.13
Pu28 0.38 +0.040 1.894-0.20
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AVERAGE NUMBER OF NEUTRONS PER FISSION

The 7 values for the various nuclides calculated from
the relative #’s in Table I are based on values for Cf2%2
and Cm?* of 3.5340.15 and 2.604-0.12, respectively.?
All these values are on the average about 79, lower
than those determined by Hicks ef al.,*5 who used the
7 value® of Pu? to determine the counting efficiency

4 Hicks, Ise, and Pyle, Phys. Rev. 98, 1521 (1955).

5 Hicks, Ise, and Pyle (to be published).
8 Diven, Taschek, Terrel, and Martin (to be published).
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of their neutron detector. This discrepancy arises from
the difference in neutron counting standardization, and
since Pu*® was determined relative to the » for the
thermal fission of U5 the discrepancy indicates a
difference in the Bureau of Standards neutron source
measurement and the U®% 5 measurement.

Figure 1 is a graphic presentation of these data, and
it is interesting to note the regular variation of # with
mass number.

PHYSICAL REVIEW

VOLUME 101,

NUMBER 6 MARCH 15, 1956

Neutron and Proton Densities in Nuclei*

LAWRENCE WILETS
Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, University of California, Los Alamos, New Mexico

(Received December 5, 1955)

A semiempirical investigation of neutron and proton densities in nuclei is made. Experimental values are
assumed for the nuclear radius, binding energy, surface energy, surface thickness, and symmetry energy.
It is found that the neutron and proton densities extend to approximately the same radius; these results
do not depend sensitively on the input data. The nuclear potential extends ~0.7X 1071 cm further than
the material radius. An estimate of <1004 Mev is given for nuclear compressibility.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE excellent experiments on electron scattering!
and on mu-meson spectroscopy? indicate for the
charge distribution a surface thickness of 2.2—2.5
X 10718 cm and an “equivalent’ radius of 1.243X 1013
cm. (An “equivalent” radius is the radius of a uniform
distribution which leads to the same energy for the
2p—1s transition in mu-mesonic atoms. The point
where the charge density falls to half its central density
is more like 1.14'3%107® cm.) Other experiments?
which depend upon the nuclear charge distribution do
not appear to be in disagreement with these results.
Experiments which measure the nuclear potential,?
however, quite generally lead to larger values for the
radius. Attempts to measure the neutron distribution?
(as opposed to the charge distribution) are hopeful,
but as yet inconclusive.

In a previous paper,* density distributions in nuclei
were calculated neglecting the Coulomb potential.
Assuming experimental values for the nuclear radius,
binding energy, surface energy, and surface thickness,
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the calculations yielded the following conclusions: (1)
The nuclear potential (at half-maximum) extends
~0.7%X1071® cm beyond the nuclear density. (2) The
nuclear compressibility is estimated to be 31004 Mev.

The present investigation is designed to examine
effects arising from the Coulomb potential. The primary
effect of the Coulomb potential is to increase the number
of neutrons relative to protons, through beta decay.
The variation in the potential through the nucleus is
also of consequence in fending to increase the relative
number of protons at the surface.

Johnson and Teller® have proposed that the distri-
bution of protons in the nucleus may lie within the
neutron distribution by as much as 1/3 to 1/2 of the
nuclear surface thickness. Their arguments are based
on two consequences of the Coulomb potential: (1)
Owing to the larger number of neutrons than protons,
the neutrons have, on the average, greater kinetic en-
ergy and will extend further than the protons. (2) The
Coulomb potential forms a barrier which inhibits
penetration of the proton wave functions into the
forbidden region. The effectiveness of these arguments
depends upon the approximate equality of the nuclear
potential for both neutrons and protons.

There are also factors which tend to counter the
Johnson-Teller effect. The nuclear symmetry energy
tends to resist separation of neutrons and protons, and
the decrease in the Coulomb potential toward the edge
of the nucleus tends to move protons closer to the
surface. The present investigation indicates that the

5 M. H. Johnson and E. Teller, Phys. Rev. 93, 357 (1954).



