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Determination of the Charge and Mass Distribution in the Fission of 2*2CfT

E. Cheifetz,* J. B. Wilhelmy, R. C. Jared, and S. G. Thompson
Lawvence Radiation Labovatory, Univevsity of California, Bevkeley, California 94720
(Received 6 July 1971)

A new technique is presented for determining mass and charge distribution in fission. This
method is based on obtaining the independent yields of the even-even fission products from the
measured intensities of 2* —0* ground-state band transitions deexciting the prompt-fission
products. Transition intensities for members of ground-state bands in 36 even-even fission-
product nuclei have been used to determine the centroids (Z,) and widths (o) of the charge
distribution for eight chains of fission products with constant mass and also to determine the
centroids (Z,), widths (0,), and yields (Y;) of the mass distribution for 12 chains of fission
products with constant charge. The method has been applied to analyze the charge and mass
distributions of 2Cf spontaneous fission. The results when compared with the standard radio-
chemical and K x-ray technique give satisfactory agreement. The discrepancies which exist
are predominantly associated with regions influenced strongly by nuclear shells. Examples
are given relating the observed ground-state band transition intensities with other observed
fission variables such as kinetic energy release and neutron-evaporation systematics.

I. INTRODUCTION in fission. Much of the information has been ac-

quired through radiochemical isolation of specific

We present in this paper a new method which
has been used to determine the independent yields
of many of the fission products. The method is
based upon the measurement of the intensities of
the prompt transitions from the lowest 2* level to
the 0* ground states in even-even fission frag-
ments. These transitions have been identified in
36 of the highest independent-yield fission prod-
ucts in the spontaneous fission decay of 2°2Cf.}-3

For many years studies have been made to de-
termine the charge distribution of products formed

short-lived fission isotopes from which indepen-
dent and cumulative fission yields of several iso-
topes have been obtained (for a review of these re-
sults, see Wahl et al.). The limiting feature in
the radiochemical analysis is that the majority of
the high-yield prompt-fission products have very
short p-decay half-lives. This makes the isola-
tion of these isotopes quite difficult, and in gener-
al very little is known about their properties or
yields. Therefore, much of the data which have
been used to interpret the charge distribution have
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come from isotopes closer to 8 stability. These
isotopes have longer half-lives but have lower in-
dependent yields as fission products. Since the in-
terest is in the primary distribution at the time of
fission, this makes the interpretation more diffi-
cult.

Independent yields of isotopes of selected ele-
ments (e.g., krypton, rubidium, xenon, and cesi-
um) have also been determined through the use of
on-line mass separators.’ This very accurate
method is still limited to elements that are easy
to extract and ionize. Both the radiochemical and
isotopic mass-separation techniques deal with the
products in the time range of greater than 103 sec
after fission and cannot be used for correlations
of the yields with physical properties of the fission
process such as fragment kinetic energies and neu-
tron emission.

With the advent of the high-resolution solid-state
photon detectors, the prompt K x-ray spectra of
the fission products were studied extensively .t~
Information concerning the charge and mass dis-
tribution of the products have been deduced from
the measurements. This technique overcomes
one of the main radiochemical difficulties in that

/
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FIG. 1. General schematic representation of the exper-~
imental detector configuration. Detectors F1 (with elec-
trodeposited 2%2Cf) and F2 measured kinetic energies of
the fragments. Detectors y; and y, measured energies
of v rays and/or x rays. Four-parameter coincidence
studies (F1, F2, v, v,) Were used to establish transi-
tions associated with ground-state bands in even-even nu-
clei. Once these transitions were established they were
studied quantitatively (as reported in this paper) in a
three-parameter experiment (F1, F2, v,) which afforded
a higher efficiency of detection. The sources and detec-
tors indicated in the bottom of the figure were used for
external stabilization of the photon detectors.

the high-yield primary products are the ones that
are sampled. However, there are difficulties with
this approach in that what is desired are the yields
of the products, and what is measured are the
yields of the K x rays of the products. One, there-
fore, makes an assumption that the K x-ray yield
is proportional to the isotopic yield for any given
element. This a priori assumption is difficult to
justify because the low-energy transitions which
are presumably responsible for most of the x-ray
yield cannot be predicted. In fact the K x-ray
yield among the various elements produced in fis-
sion varies by a factor of over 100, and even the
differences between the K x-ray yields of adjacent
even Z elements are as large as a factor of 2

and could perhaps be larger if the K x-ray yields

20
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FIG, 2. A schematic representation of the ground-state
band deexcitation of a prompt even-even fission product.
The numbers associated with each transition are average

relative intensities observed in fission for the decay from
the indicated spin members of the ground-state band.
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were not already averaged over fragments with
even and odd neutron numbers. Such variations
could also be expected between isotopes of the
same element and would bias the determination of
the independent yield. A further complication is
in determining the dispersion of the charge and
mass distributions. To obtain these values an un-
folding procedure has to be employed which re-
moves the effects due to the relatively poor ex-
perimental resolution in the mass determination.

From our recent experimental studies of prompt-

fission y rays and from studies of John, Guy, and
Wesolowski!! on delayed y rays, we have been
able to identify and determine the intensities of 36
lines corresponding to the 2* - 0* ground-state
transitions of the highest independent-yield even-
even fission products. We shall show in the follow-
ing that from considerations involving the statisti-
cal nature of the deexcitation of the fragments and
the removal of their primary angular momentum,
the intensity of the 2* - 0" ground-state transitions
reflect the yield of the isotopes; thus, in this way
information can be obtained on the mass and
charge distribution of the primary products. This
method of determining the independent yields is
comparable to the x-ray method in that yields can
be correlated with other aspects of fission such as
neutron emission and kinetic energy release, and
it has a clear advantage over the x-ray method in
that the information is obtained directly without
having to unfold the large dispersion introduced by
the mass resolution and without the uncertainties
involving the x-ray yields.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

The ground-state band transitions in even-even
nuclei produced in the spontaneous fission of ?52Cf
have been identified utilizing a three- and four-pa-
rameter coincidence experiment in which the kinet-
ic energies of both fragments and their associated
v rays and K x rays were recorded. From the
measured kinetic energies it was possible to de-
termine the fragment masses, and from the K x
rays, their atomic numbers. The experimental
technique has been previously described,!~® and
we shall explain here only those aspects of the ex-
periment which are related to extraction of transi-
tion intensity values.

The experimental setup from which the intensity
information has been obtained is shown in Fig. 1.
The 252Cf source was plated on one of the fragment
detectors (F1), and thus all transitions from the
fragment entering this detector having a lifetime
longer than the characteristic stopping time of fis-
sion fragments in solids (~10~!2 sec) appeared with-
out Doppler shifting and broadening. The y-ray

lines associated with fragments that were detected
by the second solid-state detector (F2), which was
separated from F1 by 8 mm, were sharp and un-
shifted if they were emitted after the fragment ar-
rived at F2 and were broadened and shifted when
they were emitted by the fragment in flight. The
ratios of the non-Doppler-shifted line intensities
associated with the fragments when they were
stopped in F1 and when they were stopped in F2,
corrected for the different geometrical efficien-
ies associated with detecting y rays from Fl and
F2 positions, were used to obtain information
about the half-life values of the transitions in the
region 0.2-2 nsec. Any transition with a lifetime
longer than 2 nsec was observed with essentially
equal intensity, whether the emitting fragment was
stopped in detector F1 or F2.

The y-decay scheme of a typical even-even fis-
sion product is shown in Fig. 2. Members of the
ground-state band decay by a cascade of E2 transi-
tions to lower-spin levels of the band. They are
fed by either the higher state in the ground-state
band or from many other states outside the ground-
state band. The energies of the levels of the
ground-state band are well fitted by the variable-
moment-of-inertia model*? systematics which re-
lates the energies of the 6*, 8%, 10*, etc., states
to the energies of the 4* and 2* states. These re-
lationships have been used to ascertain the identity
of the observed transitions and to make predictions
of the energies of transitions that have not been ob-
served because of the low intensity and complexity
of the spectra. Table I is a summary of the exper-
imental data and predictions related to the 2*, 4%,
6%, and 8* states of the ground-state band. Details
concerning the values in the table are given below.

1. Enevgies. The observed transition energies
of the 2*— 0%, 4*~2, 6*~4*, and 8"~ 6* transi-
tions are listed in the table and are accurate to
better than +0.5 keV for the cases which include a
decimal point and are accurate to within +1 keV
for the remainder of the data. Energy values giv-
en in parentheses are either predicted values de-
rived from the variable-moment-of-inertia system-
atics or energies of weakly observed transitions
which are in agreement with the variable-moment-
of-inertia systematics but which have not been
identified with certainty as belonging to the nu-
cleus in question. The uncertainty of the predict-
ed energy values can be as large as 50 keV. Pre-
dictions have been made only in the cases where
the energies of the 4* state (E4*) and the 2* state
(E2*) satisfy the relation E4*/E2*> 2.23.

2. Intensity. The intensity values represent the
total transition intensities, i.e., the intensity of
the observed y-ray corrected for electron conver-
sion and for emission of delayed components. The



|

AND THOMPSON

JARED,

WILHELMY,

CHEIFETZ,

L6
G9°0
(44
9°¢
+9 89°0 0008 9°0T

+9 80°T 791 g'L8

+9 80°0 0T 7y
g0
€0

61
g'e
9T
6°¢
6°6T

8°0T
§9°0

8%

€€
€T

9¢

€T

L0°0
I1°0

T€°0

LT°0

(099)

(699)

(196)
(¥€6)

(¥18)
(68L)
(018)
(L¥9)
(80L)

(599)
(L99)
(969)
(909)
(359)

(L89)
(079)

62°T

89" 0~

80°T
80°0

60°0

L0
92°0

6T'T

88°0
€01

19°0
LS°0

143}
(9g9)

L6T

STT
€01
(818)
(TL2)

(169)
£'6%9

(8°€%9)

(¥39)
1°928

(089)
(299)
(8°119)
0° 03¢
(299)

98%
6°L67

82'% L°SLY
63°T 6'LS%
€9°1 38%
GL 0~ 18¢
€1 L6%
L69
(869)

62°0 g LL9
¥ 0 0°88S
L8°0 L°028
<] 8°geg
L9°0 6°80%
56T 544
20T (3474
68

1€°% 8°08¢
67°2 1°89¢
L¥y

66°0 9°932¢
92'T 1°29¢
(008)

(008)

06°¢

250
g1
€'g

L0~

(89°0)

(18°0)
ST
20~
€0~

g€ 0

L8°0
87T
LL°0
L6°0
67°¢

76'1
9T°0
LE'€
LE°E
9%°0

eV 1
08T

€0
7€°0
18°0

L'6G¢
2'209
8'9L8
G°68¢
EIET

(#e11)
J0
(889)
8L3T
7.6
G°50S
0°88%

9'0%€
6°26¢€
8'8%¢
8'9€2
8'0%¢

4744

69¢
L TLT
€61
0°96%

6'1ST
L°3212
€621
G'G18
7'LE8

181
3 Blgyg
Xt
Xger
[ €731

SLger
196y
q3Lgg
8 PDozr
8 POgy

Pd gy
Pdyy;
3 Pda
L2 £33
=Y

M goy
p Mgor
O gy
O yo1
2 O g1

IZzo1

IZoo1
q1Zgg
e¥1Sgg
PR

1916

Eoﬂwmm\@soma Eowmmu\?oc aswmw\oé Smé aowmma\me A%a Eoﬂmwu\oé Sec Esmmw\.we Sovc mnSomH
o1838 POl /iy pueq 93838 I q I T I q I q
Ae1o@ -punoas woxj 9«8 F<9 Z<—% 02
PIoIL feI-X ¥

‘UOISS SNoeUBIUOdS JD 4, JO S3onpord uese-ueae jdwroxd Ul SUOHISUBL} PUB] ©18}S-PUNOLS Jo SOTYISUSIUL pue so1Sxouy ‘I A14dV.L



1917

DETERMINATION OF THE CHARGE AND MASS DISTRIBUTION...

‘(1% "Jo¥) "p 2 preedirolg Aq UOTJOBOI WSy (d ¢ F)WSye; Y} UL OSTE PUNOF OXOM WISy, JO SOIBIS ,9 PUB “,F ‘.7 YL
* (0% *39Y) sadojosy Jo 279 oY} WIod] USYB] Udeq Sey ‘0dojosT 9[qe)s B ST YoIym ‘W§;q; JO PUBRY OFe)s-punods oYL ,
*(6€ "JoY) ‘@ o S10qUOSID WOIJ USYE} USSQ OABY PNje; UF PUBQ 918}S-Punods oY) Jo SeI81eus oYL
*sjuewSea] UoIssy pojeaedesun Jo Aeoop ¢ Suimor[o} (8¢ *Jo¥) ‘@ 2 AWSYIIM A POAISS]O USD] SBY 9Dyy; UT UOTIISUBI} L0~ 13 OYL y
*sxojeaedes ssew QUI[-UO SuIsn (L§ ‘JoY) [OUUODOIN puB ‘}1eqel, ‘uesie pue (9g ‘JoU) ‘' 2 I98BAIY Aq POPTIUSPI USS] OABY S03BIS b PUB ,Z OUL 1
*senbruyoe) uonesedes ssew SuIsn (9 “JOU) ‘P 2 I08BAIY Aq POAISSUO USS( SABY By Ul SUOHISURIY 40+ ,Z OYL y
*sonbruyoe] [BOTWAYO0IpRI SuIsh (GE *JoY) *» 2 PUBUUOIN AQ POTTIUSPI OSTE oIoM SOIB}S YL *JDygq JO UOISSTY smoouejuods
o1 Ul 938} ,9 OLIOWOSI 93 JO ABOSP 2987/ -¢ 9} PoAISsqo oyM (T *JoY) TISMOJoSOM puB ‘AndH ‘uyop Aq POIJTIUOPI USSQ 9ABY 9Xgg; UI SOBIS ,9 PUB ‘,F ‘.2 OUL (
*1ojeaedes ssBW OUI[-UO U® Sulsn (0Z *JoY) " 2 wiQiis3iod Aq pPolIIIUSPI U9S( OSTE SABY S9)e)S 9SOyl *sjuew Setj UoIssy FOgp WOJ
sfex A pakerep porpnis oym (T ‘JoY) HISMO[OSOM PUE ‘AnD ‘uyop AQ PORIIUSPI USS( OARY UOHISURL} 4§ < 49 OLIOWIOST SY} PUE 9L, JO S[OAS] 49 PUB “,F €,Z OUL ;
*I0jeIRdOS SSBW SUI[-UO Ue SUISn (PE “JoM) 17 o Hoa93 £q POYIIUSPT USS( OABY OLg; UL SOI8IS ,9 PUB ‘,§ ‘.7 YL q
*Iojeaedes sSSBW OUI[-UO UB Suisn (g *Jou) WipeH pue ‘SioqeSod ‘UIROBd Aq OS[e POIJIJUSPI USS] SABY PDgg; PUB PDgy; UT S0)€)S 9L g
‘UOT}OBDI Pd gy (¢ ‘D)pdy;; oW Sursn (63 *J94) ‘@ @ usyse) AQ POAISSCO USS] OSTE 9ABY Pdgy; 3O SO3BIS L7 PUR ,Z oYL
‘SOTISULIUL .0+ g O}
JO o1jBI 913 03 SuIpPI00o® s9d0JoST 9Y} 0} POUSISSE SIoM SOIJISUNUI oY) shy} ‘pojeredes oq 0} A810uUs UI 9SO[O 00} SI0M Yoy PUB Mg, UI SUOIHISURI} g ~—F OUL
Ny, (¢ )N, SUIsn (g€ “JoY) "7 40 usyseD Aq pue (1€ JOU) *p 2 UUBWIISH JO SI0M [BOTWISYOOIPBI SY) UI POIJIIUSpT USq 9ABY 4 g9 JO SOJEIS L, PUB 3 UL,
*(0g ‘394) "1 32 suaaqy £q OSTe pue ‘(6% "JoU) " 2 USISEBD AQ USOS USSY OS[B SABY Oz, JO SOIBIS POIIOXS L, PUB ,Z oYl ,
*1Zge(d ‘1)AZ g UOTIOROI O3 JUISN (82 *10¥) uuflg pue ‘Areog ‘irerd Aq punoj sem IZge U 42 IS OUL, g
*z0yeaedos SSEW OUI[-UO UE SuIsn (§ "JoYy) Ioyonod £q pouSisse Ueoq oABY ISy, PUB ISy UL SUOIIISUBL} .0 < .2 OUL ¢

+¥ £0°0 LL L0°0 9%¢ 01°0 2'85%2 ¥1°0 G291 ST 0< 8'gL WSgq;
+9 €00 G681 (zs€) L0"0~ 862 01’0 g PLT T°0< 9L d WSgey
. . 28% #80°0 e81 $0°0 0'28 o WShe;

+F 80'0 0012 5'8g 91’0 1'82¢ ¥2'0 L'E¥2 6€°0 7291 ¥ o< 8'3L PNjgp
+9 810°0 z8" 112 0g°0 1238 gg'0 £'L7e 16°0 1991 9'0< 6oL PNigp
44 ({247} L7688 ¥ 168 ST°0 08T u PNggy

2 g7 0 8T 69 S%°0 7' 9LE g9'0 47008 68’0 0°60¢2 86°0< 1'L6 90gq1
2 68°0 0T 9'09 (¥8%) 021 g'98g ¥8'1 1'662 1€'% L*8eT o
T8 (L€9) 18°0 €208 18°0 1 01% P01 9°86%2 Clo

L0 20 G L6¢ w ®Dpp1

T'8T (69%) (547] 690 geg 10'T 0" 18T By

718 9L°0 8' 0TS L8°T A {37 892 0° 188 09°¢ ¥ 66T By

(wotssty/%)  (oosu) (notss1y/;-0T) (uotss13/%) (A93) (wotss1y/%) (Asy) (wotssiy/%) (Aax) (uorss1y/%) (Asy) adogost

ojels preif (4% pueq 93818 I q I q I q I q
Lere -punoas woay 9«8 $—9 Z2—¥ 03
PISIA ABI=-X )

(ponuzuo)) 1 ATAVL



1918 CHEIFETZ, WILHELMY, JARED, AND THOMPSON 4

intensities of the y-ray lines were obtained by fit-
ting the peaks in the y-ray spectra associated with
2-amu ranges of fragment masses and then sum-
ming the intensities of lines with the same energy
appearing in neighboring spectra. The fitting was
performed by using predetermined line shapes
and straight-line background according to the meth-
od of Routti and Prussin.!®* Some systematic er-
rors were possibly introduced by the arbitrary
choice of the straight-line background and by the
general complexity of the spectra Additional un-
certainties in the absolute intensities were caused
by the uncertainties in the exact distribution of the
252Cf source on the fission detector which was in
close proximity to the y-ray detector. Altogether
we estimate an uncertainty of 15% for y lines with
a yield of greater than 1%/fission and 25% for
lines with lesser intensity. These uncertainties
exceed the statistical errors associated with the
fitting procedure. Intensity values are also given
for some of the observed transitions, the assign-
ments for which, as 6*—4* and 8"~ 6%, are uncer-
tain (indicated by parentheses in the energy col-
umn). An underestimate of the transition intensi-
ties could occur in the cases where the half-life
values of the transitions are comparable to the
~10712 gec stopping time of the fragments in the
plated detector. In such cases a significant por-
tion of the decay was Doppler shifted and broad-
ened and thus was not included in the total inten-
sity values of Table I. Cases where the above-
mentioned situation could occur are associated
with the independent feeding of the 2* states in
1327¢ (974 keV), #*Te(1278 keV) and *Te (1134
or 688 keV), and '**Xe (1313 keV). No attempt
was made to correct the data of Table I for effects
associated with these very short half-life values.’
No definite assignments have been made for the
2%~ 0* in ¥%Te. The most intense y rays that
were present in the spectra and could be associat-
ed with this isotope were at energy 1134 keV with
an intensity of 0.68%/fission or 688 keV with 0.81%/
fission. The energies of either of these lines
could be in agreement with the systematic behav-
ior of the energies of the 2* states in this region,
and thus both mentioned intensity values were as-
sociated with *Te. :

3. Yield of K x rays. The yields of the K x rays
associated with the tabulated transitions of the
ground-state bands of the even-even fission prod-
ucts were calculated directly from the measured
or predicted y-ray energies and intensities using
the known K conversion coefficients. In the cases
where the 6*—4* and/or 8*— 6" transitions have
not been identified experimentally, the intensities
of these transitions have been assumed to be 45
and 20%, respectively, of the 2*— 0* transition in-

tensities. The uncertainties in the K x-ray yields
due to uncertainties in the predicted energies or
intensities are in general insignificant as these
transitions are usually of high energies and thus
have low contributions to the x-ray yield. The K
x-ray yields are given in units of 10™*/fission and
include all of the contributions of the delayed tran-
sitions with half-lives up to 3 usec. These values
can be corrected for any observation time by con-
sidering the contributions of the specific delayed
components in the decay.

4. Delayed component trvansitions: Information
is summarized on transitions of the ground-state
band that have or are fed by delayed components
of up to 3-usec lifetimes. The total intensity of
the delayed component (including a correction for
electron conversion) is given for the highest-spin
member of the ground-state band fed by the de-
layed decay. The data concerning delayed transi-
tions longer than 10 nsec are based on the results
of John, Guy, and Wesolowski.!' Their results,
however, are rather uncertain when the lifetimes
of the transitions are less than 10 nsec and there-
fore are not used in Table I. It should be noted
that the lifetimes of the 2*— 0* transitions for iso-
topes lighter than !5°Ce listed in Table I are less
than 2 nsec; these results are summarized in
Refs. 1-3.

III. VALIDITY OF THE PROPOSED METHOD

The basic underlying assumption of this work is
that the total intensities of the lowest 2%~ 0* ground
state observed in the pre-pB-decay ‘deexcitation of
the even-even fission products reflect to a high
degree of accuracy (5%) the total independent
yields of these isotopes. The evidence for the
validity of the assumption is summarized below.
(1) Some of the 2*— 0" transitions of the frag-
ments from spontaneous fission of 2%2Cf have been
observed with absolute intensities of more than
3%/fission, e.g., *Mo, 3.37%; °*Mo, 3.37%;
10Ry, 3.49%; *‘Ba, 3.60%. On the basis of radio-
chemical studies of the width of the distributions
of the independent yields of various mass chains
the most abundant single isotopes are expected to
be produced with a yield smaller than 3.5%/fission.
The fact that some 2*- 0* transitions associated
with the most abundantly produced single isotopes
are observed with such high yields indicates that
these transitions indeed represent most of the in-
dependent yields of the isotopes in question.

(2) Experiments measuring the ratio of the popu-
lation of isomeric levels in fission-product nu-
clei**® and those studying gross y-ray anisotro-
pies’® have determined that the magnitude of the
primary angular momentum of the fission prod-
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ucts is approximately 6-9 units of 7. Currently
we have performed a statistical analysis of the in-
tensities of transitions in ground-state bands of
the even-even products that has shown that 95-98%
of the isotopic yield will be represented as the

2*~ 0* ground-state band transition. Details of
these calculations will be presented elsewhere!”
but basically it is assumed that the primary fis-
sion products have an angular momentum distribu-
tion given by!® P(J)x (2J +1)exp[ - J(J +1)/B?],
where B is a parameter which represents approx-
imately the rms value of J +3. The primary frag-
ment deexcites by emission of neutrons and y rays.
For each transition the change in angular momen-
tum is determinedusing the procedure of Huizenga
and Vandenbosch,!® in which the statistical transi-
tion probabilities are taken to be proportional to
the availability of specific angular momentum
states in the nucleus. The nuclear spin distribu-
tion is given by a simple spin-dependent Fermi-
gas level-density formula

p(E, J)o< p(E)(2J +1)exp[-(J +3)2/20°],

in which o is the “spin-cutoff” parameter and has
been determined from analyses of other experi-
mental data'®!® to have a value of ~3, 4. Figure 3
presents an example of the results of these calcu-
lations and shows that very little of the deexcita-
tion process bypasses the 2*— 0* ground-state
band transition.

(3) The relative intensities of the members of the
ground-state band of the even-even fragments are
very similar to the relative intensities of the mem-
bers of the ground-state band of even-even prod-
ucts of (@, 2%) reactions,?°~?® ag indeed the angular
momentum of the primary products in both cases
is very similar. Unfortunately we are not aware
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FIG. 3. A plot of the calculated percentage of decays
of the prompt even-even fission products which do not
cascade through the 2*— (* ground-state transition as a

. function of a parameter B [~rms ¢/ +3)] which is related
to the average primary angular momentum of the fission
fragment.

of any study that compares accurately the 0* ground-
state transition intensity; however, in the work of
Lederer, Jaklevic, and Hollander® on y rays fol-
lowing (@, 2n) reactions in even ruthenium and
molybdenum nuclei the highest-intensity transi-
tion that was associated with a decay that fed the
0* ground state and bypassed the lowest 2* state
comprised 2.7% of the lowest 2*~ 0* ground-state
transition. Although this is not conclusive evi-
dence that no other y rays feed the 0* ground state,
this evidence could be used as an indication for

the validity of our assumption that the 2* state rep-
resents over 90% of the 0* yield. In general, un-
like the situation in B decay, very little feeding of
the second 2* state (that could decay directly to
the ground state) has been observed in (a, 2x) re-
actions leading to even-even products.

IV. RESULTS

A. Independent-Yield Distributions

The measured y-ray intensities were analyzed
by two separate methods to determine the fission-
product distributions. The first analysis was to
determine Z, (the most probable charge for each
mass chain) and o, (the standard deviation of this
distribution). The independent yields of the prod-
ucts, Y(Z,A), are assumed to have, for each
mass chain, a Gaussian distribution centered
about Z,:

Z+1/2
Y(Z,A)=L_1/2 %exp—[(Z—Zp)zﬂczz]dZ .

(1)
There are three parameters associated with this
distribution: Y(A), 0,, and Z,. The parameter
Y(A), the total mass-chain yield, has been mea-
sured independently®® by radiochemical techniques
and therefore is not a free parameter. The re-
maining two parameters can, in principle, be de-
termined by a least-squares-fitting procedure.
Since the distributions are relatively narrow and
the independent yields from the y-ray analysis are
only known for even-even isotopes, there were no
mass chains for which more than two independent
yields were found. Therefore Eq. (1) was analyt-
ically solved to give the values of Z, and o, for
eight mass chains (A =102, 106, 112, 136, 140, 144,
146, 154). A significant error may be present in
the number associated with the mass-chain 136 be-
cause of the expected short lifetime of 2* states.
The results are presented in Table II along with
the Z, values obtained from K x-ray studies of
Watson et al.? and those of Reisdorf et al.® The
errors quoted on Z, represent the propagation of
the statistical errors associated with the indepen-
dent yields. The fact that the 2* states may rep-
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resent only 90% of the independent yields and that
a systematic error of +10% may have been present
in the determination of absolute transition intensi-
ties has not been included. The average value of.
oz calculated from the individual o, values of Ta-
ble I by weighting each value with the square of
the reciprocal of the quoted uncertainty is o,
=0.595+0.011. It is clear from comparing the
spread of the values of 0, in Table II with G, that
some variation in the o, values among the various
mass chains occurs; however, this could be due
to a deviation of the actual distributions from the
a priorvi assumed Gaussian shapes. A value of

0, =0.56+ 0.06 has been deduced from the current
radiochemical data for fission of 2*°U,* which is in
good agreement with the presented average value
for 2%2Cf.

The second method used to analyze the data was
to determine information on the fission-product
distribution with respect to mass. In this repre-
sentation the data are analyzed for constant Z val-
ues. The formalism used to define the distribu-
tions is analogous to that used for the charge dis-
tribution:

A+l/2 Y(Z)
210,

Y(Z,A)=f

A=-1/2

exp-[(A -4, /20,%ldA

2)

Again the distribution was assumed to be Gaussian.
The three parameters are Y(Z) (the total prompt
yield of each element), o, (the standard deviation
of the distribution of individual isotopes for each
Z value), and A, (the mean of the mass distribu-
tion). They were determined by least-squares fit-
ting the measured independent yields to Eq. (2). In
a strict mathematical sense Egs. (1) and (2) can-
not, in general, both represent the distribution of
the products. However, to the accuracy of this
model, it is as a priori valid to assume that the
distribution is Gaussian in the constant Z plane as
in the constant A plane. Also the two representa-
tions agree closely in the region where the mass-
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yield distribution is flat. There were 10 isotopic
chains for which three or more yields were known.
For two chains, Z =38 and 48, we assumed the val-
ue of 0, to be the same as in the neighboring even
elements (assumed o, values are given in parenthe-
ses). No information was obtained for the Z =50
distribution since, as yet, the 2*— 0" transition in
the even-even nuclei has not been determined.
Table III is a summary of the values of 4,, 0,,
and Y(Z) as derived from the experimental points
and includes for comparison the A, values of
Watson et al.® and Reisdorf et al.,'® as well as

the yields that have been calculated by Reisdorf

et al. Also given are the total number of neutrons
derived from comparing the A, values of comple-
mentary elements and the values of the average
number of emitted neutrons as measured by Bow-
man et al.2” The errors presented in Table III
were calculated from the propagation of the esti-
mated uncertainties in the independent yields of
the even-even isotopes. It should be noted that
significant errors could have been introduced into
the determined values of 4,, Y, and o, by the iso-
topes which have 2" states with half-life values of
less than 1072 sec. This applies in particular to
8Zr, %°Te, 3*Te, %Te, and *°Xe. In the case of
134Te, the independent yield of that isotope could
be much higher, thus increasing the total elemen-
tal yield of tellurium and bringing its A, value
closer to mass 134.

Several self-consistency checks were made of
the results:

1. Neutvon emission. The average number of
neutrons emitted (7,,,,) was obtained subtracting
the sum of the A, values of complementary Z ele-
ments from 252, and compared with the number of
neutrons emitted from #2Cf, as obtained by Bow-
man ef al.*" This comparison has the drawback
that the latter measurements did not distinguish
atomic numbers of the emitting isotopes in any
given mass region; therefore, some significant
differences between our values of v, ,, and those of
Bowman et al.?” could exist due to odd-even ef-

TABLE II. Z, values of specific mass chains,

Yield 2 z, Z,
A z, o % /tission) Watson et al.b Reisdorf et al.©
102 40.72+0.06 0.631£0.064 4.25 40.6+0.3 40.7
106 42.24+0.31 0.646+0.015 6.20 42.5+0.1 42.3
112 44.91+0.11 0.829+0.253 3.65 45.4%0.2 45.1
136 53.00 £0.06 0.531+0.044 4.40 53.4
140 54.84 £0.04 0.477£0.028 6.32 54.4£0.2 54.7
144 56.27+0.09 0.666 +0.052 5.77 56.3+0.1 56.3
146 57.01+0.03 0.609+0.039 5.15 57.2+0.1 57.1
154 60.66 0,06 0.473+0.036 1.11 60.6

3 Reference 26,

b Reference 8.

¢ Reference 10.
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fects for example. As is evident from Table III
the agreement between 7, values derived from
our A, values and neutron measurements is reason-
ably good for the pairs of the more abundant ele-
ments (40, 58), (42, 56), and (44, 54). The dis-
agreement in the case (46, 52) could be due to the
probable systematic errors in measuring the
yields of the Z =52 isotopes. .

2. Yield of complementary elements. The fact
that charged-particle emission (aside from the two
fragments) is very rare in fission and can there-
fore be neglected for our discussion implies that
the yield of complementary elements should have
been equal. Only for two pairs out of five pre-
sented in Table III did the deviations between
yields of complementary pairs fall within 1 stan-
dard deviation of the estimated uncertainty. On
the basis of statistical considerations the expected
deviation between complementary pairs should be
12.1%, whereas the observed average deviation be-
tween such pairs was 19.9%. Again the short half-
life values of some of the 2* states might have
been responsible for underestimates of the yields
of elements 40, 52, and 54. Another possible rea-
son for the inconsistency of the yields of comple-
mentary fragments could be the failure of the a
priori assumption of a Gaussian function for
describing the independent yields of isotopes of a
mass chain or of an element. This subject and its
implications will be discussed later.

3. Yields of light and heavy fragments. The sum
of yields of the even-Z light fragments of Table III
was 45.1% and the value of the even-Z heavy frag-
ments was 45.2%. Both numbers should be rough-
ly 50%. Considering the facts that the independent
yields of the fragments were measured without
any predetermined normalization and that the eval-
uation of the yields depends upon including absolute
efficiency determination of the y-detection system
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and that perhaps up to 10% of the decays bypassed
the 2" states, the results can be considered as a
confirmation of the presented method.

4. Relationship of 04 and 05. The mass distribu-
tion in fission has a much larger width than the
charge distribution of any mass chain or the mass
distribution of isotopes of any given element;
therefore, G, and 0, should be approximately re-
lated by the post-neutron-charge-to-mass ratio
G,/0,~98/248=0.395. The value obtained for this
ratio was ¢,/5,=0.408+0.012 which is in good
agreement with the predicted value.

Comparison of the A4, values derived from the y-
ray intensities and the values derived by Watson
et al.® by the x-ray technique showed a clear devia-
tion at Z=54. The fact that the xenon fission pro-
ducts include the closed-shell region around ‘3%Xe
and the expected deformed region around *?Xe,
may have been responsible for emission of dispro-
portional numbers of K x rays from the heavier
xenon isotopes in the time range of Watson’s ex-
periment (100 nsec). If such a systematic varia-
tion in K x-ray yield occurs, the analysis of Wat-
son which assumes a constant yield of K x rays
per element would result in a derived value of A,
which is higher than the true experimental distri-
bution. Figure 4 shows the absolute value of the
deviation of the Z, values from equal charge divi-
sion in fission. The experimental points represent
pre-neutron-emission mass determinations and
were obtained using the average neutron distribu-
tions of Bowman e¢ al.?" The solid line in Fig. 4
is from the results of Watson et ¢l.® In compar-
ing our A, value with those of Reisdorf et al.°
good agreement was obtained in all the cases ex-
cept for Z=38 and Z=52. The disagreement in
the case of Z =52 could be associated with the er-
ror introduced into our evaluation of the A, value
by the very short half-life of the 2* state of *Te.

TABLE II. A, values derived from even-Z elements.

Watson et al.? Reisdorf et al.b

gtotal vmtal
Z  Points A, o4 (% /fission) A, A, Yield From A, exp.°©
38 2 94.60 £0.24 (1.376) 1.97+0.27 95.5 2.9+0.,1
40 3 100.77+0.,12 1.376+0.100 7.38+0.52 100.6+0.4 100.6 7.9+0.3
42 3 105.00+0.16 1.387+0.106 15.36+1.13 104.8+0.3 105.2 15.4+0.3
44 4 109.77+0.09 1.487+0.066 11.86+0.85 111.0:+0.4 109.6 13.6+0.2
46 3 114,10+£0.21  1.814+0.250 6.83+0.73 114.0+0.5 113.8 7.8+0.3
48 2 118.89+0.43 (1.814) 1.66+0.21
52 3 134.50+0.11 1,180+0.074 4.96 +0.32 133.9 7.8+0.3 3.40+0.24 4.2
54 3 138.45+0.13 1.581+0.152 9.63+0.70 139.4+0.3 138.5 13.6+0.2 3.78+0.16 3.9
56 4 143.29+0.08 1.610 +0.068 16.23+1.08 143.2+0.1 143.3 154+0.3 3.71+0.17 3.5
58 4 147.95+0.14 1.763+0.109 9.20+0.68 148.0+0.1 147.9 7.9+0.3 3.28+0.17 3.5
60 3 152.55+0.19 1.466+0.,175 240+0.26 152,5+0.3 152.5 2.9+0.1 4.85+0.31 4.1
62 3 158.569+2.92 2,783+1.269 1.08+0.99 155.0+0.5 156.9 1,13+0.06

2 Reference 8,

b Reference 10.

¢ Reference 27,
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FIG. 4. A plot of AZ vs the charge of the fission pro-
duct. The relationship for AZ is given on the ordinate
where Z represents the element number of the fission
product formed, py is the charge-to-mass ratio of 252Cf
(98/252), and A, is the pre-neutron-emission centroid
for the mass distribution of the element. The differ-
ences between the AZ values of complimentary light and
heavy fragment are indicative of the uncertainties in the
presented results (see text). The solid line represents
the results of Watson et al. (Ref. 8).

In the case of strontium (Z =38) we have observed
2*~ 0* transitions in two isotopes: ®Sr, 837.4 keV,
with a yield of 0.51%/fission; and %Sr, 815.5 keV,
with a yield of 0.34%/fission. Both the 2" - 0*
transitions had been identified through the 8 decay
of mass-separated rubidium isotopes by Chaumont
and Foucher.® The two transitions are very close
in energy; therefore, the determination of their
relative yield is essentially independent of any ef-
ficiency calibration procedure, and since they
have approximately the same yield, the determina-
tion of 4, is rather insensitive to the assumed val-
ue of 0,. Since 4, is somewhere between 94 and
96, a rough estimate of it can be obtained from a
simple average of the two independent yields which
gives A,=94.80 in agreement with the value de-
rived by fitting a Gaussian distribution to the ex-
perimental values.
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The basic hypothesis in determining the proper-
ties of the prompt-fission products distribution has
been that the independent yields could be represent-
ed by a simple Gaussian function. Statistical
checks can be performed to experimental data to
see if this is a valid assumption. The most com-
plete determinations of independent yields of spe-
cific elemental chains are for the rubidium and
cesium isotopes. Wahl ef «l.* have summarized
the independent yields of the 11 rubidium isotopes
and the 10 cesium isotopes that have been deter-
mined from the thermal-neutron-induced fission
of #35U. We have taken these data points and their
reported uncertainties and performed a weighted
least-squares fit to the functional distribution giv-
en in Eq. (2). Three cases have been considered
using different sets of the data. In the first case
.all data points were used in the fit. In the second
case the only points used were those which came
from a single experiment in which an on-line mass
separator was used to determine the independent
yields. These data points consisted of the most
abundant isotopes of the two elements considered
and were estimated to include over 95% of the ele-
mental yield. In the third case a fit was made
using only three values of the most abundant odd-
A isotopes, This approach simulates a situation
such as has been reported here in which only three
data points are known for each element. In this
case, to be consistent with our previous analysis,
we have assumed that the uncertainties in the
yields were +15% for isotopes having yields great-
er than 1%/fission and +25% for those with yields
less than 1%/fission. The obtained results for 4,,
0,4 and Y including their statistical uncertainties
(based on the validity of the Gaussian distribution)
are presented in Table IV for the three cases con-
sidered. Least-squares fitting of a Gaussian dis-
tribution to all of the rubidium yields gives a x®
value of 181. This very large value of ¥ gives a
level of significance to the fit of less than 10~3
which shows that the data are poorly represented
by the Gaussian assumption. Nevertheless, com-
parison of the 4,, 0,, and Y values of the fit of
three most abundant odd-A isotopes with the fit of

TABLE IV, Gaussian fitting of known independent yields of rubidium and cesium products in thermal-neutron fission

of 235U_
Element Fit Points A, AA, gy Aoy Y AY
Rb All known cases 11 92.525+0,0037 1.290 +0.0037 11.48 +£0.22
Mass separated cases 9 92,279+0.,017 1.457+0.015 11,96 +£0.22
Isotopes 93, 95, 97 3 92,28 +0,11 145 £0.12 12.75+0.89
Cs All known cases 10 140.99 +0.031 1.364 +£0.007 11.26+0.38
Mass separated cases 7 141.07 +0.041 1417+0.027 10.97+0.43
Isotopes 139, 141, 143 3 140.95 +0.11 1.61 +0.15 13.03+0.86
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all the mass-separation values shows that reason-
able consistency with a range of 0.1in A4,, 0.2 in
0,4, and 20% in the total elemental yields is ob-
tained and thus for practical applications the actu-
al distribution can be estimated as a Gaussian if
the data points are taken in proximity to the center
of the distribution.

In the case of rubidium the inclusion of the two
shielded nuclei ®*Rb and ®**Rb which have negligible
yields compared to the other rubidium isotopes
causes a significant shift in the A4, value when the
yields are fitted by a Gaussian. In a strict mathe-
matical sense the Gaussian function fails to repre-
sent the distribution of the independent yields;
therefore, the errors quoted for A4,, 0,, and Y in
Tables II-IV are not realistic. This could perhaps
be the cause of the difficulties of the consistency
tests mentioned earlier, as uncertainties of 0.1 in
A,and 0.2 in 0, and 20% in the yields, are per-
haps inherent in the presented approach.

B. Yield of K X Rays

The K x-ray yields associated with the deexcita-
tion of the ground-state bands have been calculated
from the experimental and predicted values of the
intensities of the transitions and are summarized
in Table 1.287%! The yield of K x rays from an
even-even isotope will be dominated by internal
conversion of members of the ground-state band
when the energy of any of the transitions deexcit-
ing this band is less than ~300-400 keV. In the
other cases the non-ground-state band transitions
which have energies of ~800 keV will probably sub-
stantially contribute to the total K x-ray yield.

A summary of the K x-ray yields of even-Z ele-
ments produced in the spontaneous fission of 252Cf
is given in Table V. The K x-ray yields associat-
ed with only the ground-state bands of the isotopes
listed in Table I and with transitions having life-

times shorter than 3 usec are summarized in the
first column. The second column is the result of
the experiments of Watson ef al.® which required
the K x rays to be emitted within 100 nsec of fis-
sion. The third column contains the results of
Reisdorf et al.!° who measured the K x rays emit-
ted within about 1 nsec of fission.

In the case of tellurium the contribution of the
even isotopes exceeds the observed value report-
ed by Watson for the entire tellurium yield. This
is presumably because the K x rays are produced
predominantly from the conversion of the 6 -4
transition of '**Te. This state has a half-life of
160 nsec and thus not all the emitted K x rays
were observed by Watson. Apparently most of the
K x rays associated with tellurium fragments come
from %*Te and thus this is an example in which a
single transition can dominate the x-ray yield for
an entire element. In the cases of deformed frag-
ments such as zirconium, molybdenum, barium,
cerium, and neodymium, the decay within the
ground-state band of the even-even isotopes,
which goes via low-energy transitions with rela-
tively high conversion coefficients, accounts for
~25% of the K x-ray yields as observed by Watson.
In the cases of even-even nuclei having low conver-
sion coefficients associated with the ground-state
band transitions as is the case in ruthenium, pal-
ladium, and xenon, the odd isotopes apparently
contribute in much greater proportion to the K x-
ray yields, and therefore, apparently bias the dis-
tribution when it is assumed that all isotopes have
constant K x-ray yields.

C. Correlations Between Independent Yields
and Other Fission Properties

The fact that the production of specific isotopes
can be detected in most cases within 1 usec of the
fission event by the observation of the prompt ¢

TABLE V. K x-ray yields in units of 10~4/fission.

From ground-state

Total elemental K x-ray yield

Isotope bands of even-even 2 Watson et al.b Reisdorf et al. ©
35T 0.18 33.9 10.9
0ZT 40 128 60.8
oMo 82 278 152
4Ru 37 377 117
«Pd 7 150 52
15Cd 0.6 11
52 Te 92 33.4 . 18,7
saXe 174 153 77
seBa 80 445 227
s3Ce 139 460 225
qNd 56 283 255
gSm 74.7

2 Detection time: 0-3 usec.
b Detection time: 0—100 nsec (Ref. 8).

¢ Detection time: 0-1 nsec (Ref. 10).
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decay opens the possibilities of studying correla-
tions between independent yields of some fragments
and total kinetic energy of the fragments, neutron
emission, and production of various complemen-
tary fragments. As an example of the power of the
presented experimental method, two types of cor-
relations are presented. In the first the yields of
specific isotopes of ruthenium were correlated
with the total kinetic energy of the fragments.

This was done by sorting the y-ray spectra into
both mass intervals and kinetic energy intervals
and summing the yields of the 2* - 0" transitions
of 1%Ru, !'°Ru, and *?Ru for each of three kinetic
energy intervals. The results are presented in
Table VI. The total energy release in fission for
the formation of any ruthenium isotope is approxi-
mately constant and can be considered as the sum
of a kinetic energy term and an internal excitation
energy term. Therefore the more neutron-defi-
cient isotope (*°®Ru) had originally higher internal
excitation energy and thus is correlated with a low-
er total kinetic energy. Conversely the neutron-
rich isotope (*!?Ru) had less internal excitation en-
ergy and is therefore correlated with the higher
kinetic energy release.

The second example concerns correlations be-
tween the yield of complementary fragments and
their total kinetic energy. This information was
derived from y-y coincidence data which was ob-
tained by placing a second y-ray detector behind
the fission-fragment detector F2 (see Fig. 1). The
correlations were studied for pairs of complemen-
tary even-even fragments in which one of the frag-
ments had a transition with a sufficiently long life-
time (over 0.5 nsec) so that a substantial part of
the y decay would occur after the fragment tra-
versed the distance between the detectors and was
stopped in the F2 detector. Thus a part of both the
2* - 0" transitions of complementary fragments ap-
peared non-Doppler-shifted and sharp. Figure 5
presents the yield of two complementary pairs of
prompt products (***Mo-'*Ba and '°°Mo-'*Ba) as
a function of the total kinetic energy release. By
identifying a pair of fragments, the total neutron
emission associated with the event is determined.

TABLE VI, Relative yield of even ruthenium isotopes
correlated with different intervals of the fragment total
kinetic energy in the spontaneous fission of 2%Cf, The
total fragment yield in the three kinetic energy intervals
was normalized to unity.

Total kinetic energy intervals in MeV

Isotope 150—179 180-190 191-210
18Ry 0.221 0.427 0.352
Ho0Ry 0.091 0.309 0.600
112Ry 0.015 0.230 0.755

I

Although the statistical uncertainties in the dis-
tributions are large because of background sub-
traction, it is evident that events with emission of
two neutrons (***Ba-'°Mo) are correlated with high-
er kinetic energy than events with four emitted neu-
trons (***Ba-'"Mo); furthermore, the difference

in the mean kinetic energy of the two distributions
is about 7 MeV /neutron which is in good agree-
ment with the value of 6.6 MeV /neutron that Bow-
man e? al.?” found for the variation of the total num-
ber of emitted neutrons as a function of total kinet-
ic energy of the fragments, and it is also in agree-
ment with the energy required for the emission of
two neutrons from the initial fragments, i.e., ~11
MeV in binding energy and 3 MeV in average neu-
tron kinetic energy.

The width of the presented distributions is rough-
ly 15 MeV [full width at half maximum (FWHM)]
with a large uncertainty. Since the kinetic energy
distribution should be narrow when the two emitted
fragments are known and consequently the total
number of emitted neutrons is determined, the
width therefore predominantly reflects the large
dispersion in the kinetic energy measurement of
this experiment. The effects that are inherent in
the fission process and would contribute to the
width, such as variation in neutron emission be-
tween the initial fragments, variation in neutron
kinetic energies, and variation in total y-ray ener-
gy, are presumably much smaller than the ob-
served width.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a new method for determin-
ing mass and charge distribution in fission. This
technique is based on the correlation of the intensi-
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FIG. 5. The dependence of the yield of pairs of com-
plementary fission products as a function of the total ki-
netic energy releasé. The pairs are Ba-1"Mo (repre-
sented by dots) and 44p, _106\o (represented by open cir-
cles). The pairs were measured by observing coinci-
dences of the specific vy rays.
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ties of transitions deexciting the ground-state
bands in even-even prompt-fission nuclei with the
independent yields of the isotopes. The principal
advantage is that the high-yield prompt-fission
products are sampled. This overcomes the pri-
mary limitation of the standard radiochemical
techniques which are usually not rapid enough to
chemically isolate the short-lived B-decaying nu-
clei. The chemical studies are often limited there-
fore to cumulative-yield determinations, thus,
much is lost about the details of the distribution.
The other method commonly used to determine fis-
sion yield distributions is based on K x-ray mea-
surements, and this analysis necessitates assump-
tions about absolute x-ray yields and mass-resolu-
tion considerations which we are able to avoid by
observing the prompt ground-state band y rays.
The primary disadvantages of the technique is that
it is currently limited to even-even isotopes, thus
only approximately one fourth of the isotopes are
available for analysis. This, of course, precludes
any information on odd-even effects in fission
yields.

Quantitative comparison of results of the various
methods gives satisfactory agreement in most re-
gions. The deviations exist in regions around nu-
clear shells (most notably the tellurium isotopes)
where assumptions dealing with both the K x-ray
yields and with the intensities of ground-state band
transitions are open to criticism.

By studying prompt y rays correlated with indi-
vidual fragments it is possible to extract addition-

al information relevant to the fission process. The

cited two examples of this are the correlations of
isotopic yields with kinetic energy release and the
simultaneous observation of complementary pairs
of products to extract information on energy dis-
tribution in the fissioning system.

To obtain the mass and charge distribution in fis-
sion we have used the experimentally determined

2% - 0" ground-state band transitions of even-even
isotopes produced in the spontaneous fission of
252Cf. This technique, however, would be applic-
able to any fissioning species for which the prompt
v rays could be measured. For most readily fis-
sionable nuclei, the same isotopes are produced
(in varying yields) as prompt-fission products.
Since now that the ground-state band-transitions
have been determined in the majority of the even-
even isotopes, it should be possible to obtain the
details of the mass distribution by measuring the
intensities of these transitions. In this case the
uncertainties in the determination of the mass dis-
tribution will be dependent on the accuracy with
which the intensities of the y transitions can be
measured. With continued improvement in detec-
tor resolution and with adequate efficiency calibra-
tion it should be possible to make such measure-
ments to an accuracy of ~5%. In this experiment
the intensities of the transitions were obtained
from the y-ray spectra which were associated with
measured mass intervals. At the present y-ray
energy resolution (1 keV FWHM at 100 keV) this
procedure is essential for obtaining intensities of
weak lines (less than about 1%/fission); however,
when one of the fragments is stopped immediately
in a solid and thus emits non-Doppler-shifted lines,
many of the intense lines (>1%/fission) can be ob-
served in the gross unsorted prompt y-ray spec-
trum.

In addition, however, there are still the funda-
mental limitations associated with the relative in-
tensity of the 2* - 0" transitions and with the as-
sumptions regarding the Gaussian distribution of
the fission products.
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