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Example 1: 192.194.195.196pt Measurements at ORELA

Measured (n,y) and "rotal
cross sections usmg ot .
isotopically- enmched
. ~samples. |
A(n.7) usmg-éébe at 40 m*
.. ..onFP7 a SORELA. ~
-~ - oy using ®Li~glags =
“~detector at 80 moon FP1
a1' GRELA e
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¥ Example 1: 192.194.195.19pt Measurements at ORELA
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" Example 1: 192.194,195,196p+ Measurements at ORELA
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i Example 1: 192.194,195,196p¢ Measurements at ORELA -
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~ Is There New Information in I, Distributions?
- Can v values constram model g e
parameters" '
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192,104,195,196p; & \waves
116,120g 5 waves
11612051 p waves
134136g 3 5 waves
134,136B4 p waves

R pr'opor"r'_'
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--partial ‘widths - (number' of -
'_'channels N)
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- Example 2: 47Sm(n,y) at LANSCE
" - Determining Resonance Spins in Odd-A Nuclides *
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. neufron capture on “7Sm- T s
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#@New Technique for Determining Spins from Multiplicities
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Ver'y few r'esonances mlsse‘d
“below 700-eV.
Spacmgs agree: wu1'h ngner
“and ‘Az gn L A I
“Two. Techmqhegused ‘ro = o
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