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CHAPTER 10
SYSTEMATIC ERRORS IN ACTIVATION ANALYSIS

I. General Considerations

The activity induced in an element after an irradiation time ¢, can be
caleulated from equation (5.38), in the case of “simple activation”.
A more practical form of this equation is

o —0.69
R(t) = “ﬂ%ﬂ!b - exp( T,,f "’)] (10.1)

R{t2)f3.7 x 107 gives the aotivity in milliourie (mc). After a waiting
time ¢, the activity is obviously given by equation (5.37):

Rit, t) = R(ts) exp (—0.603 §/Ty,) (102)

In the case of more complex systems, including isomeric activation,
parent-daughter relationships, eto. equations .(5.44), (547), (5.52),
(5.53), {B.65), {5.66), (5.59), (5.60)... or their practical equivalents
should be used. In the above equations:

R = measured activity in ¢ps (R = zD, where D = disintegration
rate in dps); .

w = weight of the irradiated element in gram; (if a compound,
such as an oxide, is irradiated, its weight muat be multiplied
with the appropriate analytical conversion factor);

z = efficiency of the detector; '

6 = abundance of the activated nuclide (10% = 1);

A = atomioc weight of the irradiated element;

N4 = Avogadro’snumber = 6.023 x 10%%;

y = chemical yield {if the activity is counted after a chemical
separation);

T;y= half-life of the radionuclide formed;

ty and ¢ = irradiation and waiting time respectively; (expressed in
the same unit a8 T'y;4: 8, m, h...);

o = isotopic activation cross section. If only thermal activation
ocours (i.a. at the irradiation position the cadmium ratio of

Q 445



rxy

?

&f‘.:f‘ MLV LAY AUVLAYALIVS ANALLDLD
Y

the _.eclide is high, say 280), o = oy, (it can be proved that
oy = o (2200 mfs crosa section).

= neutron flux in n cm~? e~! (in most cases gy = Pruoon 88

normally at least 959, of the neutrons are thermal).

The exact nature of o, has been explained by Stoughton and
Halperin (1), For any nuclide the value of o,;, depends slightly
on ¢./py as well as on the thickness of the Cd-shield used to
determine oy,. The tabulated (n, y) cross sections (D. J. Hughes
{2); Appendix 1, Table 2) are in most cases for noutrons with
2200 m/s velocities, usually denoted by o, For most nuclides
o, approximates oy, very closely and can be substituted for
oy in neutron flux equations with only a small error. The
suthors described how oy, can be calculated if oy and some
experimental parameters are known.

If resonance activation is not negligible, ¢ is expressed in
terms of a “reactor cross section: v, g0 = g0y + (Pefpwl,
where I = total activation resonance integral for the
nuclide of interest (I = I’ + 0.44 a,, where the laiter term
is the 1fv contribution to the resonanca integral,) @, =
thermal flux (Maxwellian distribution); ¢, = epithermal or
resonance flux (dE{¥ component with a low-energy cut-off at
ca. 0.5 oV). In most cases ¢ = 1 {Table 10.1).

TABLE 10,1
g-values for some elements after H. Rose & al. (3)

Be, Al, Co, Zn, Mo, Cs, Pb, Na, V, Ni, Zr, Sn, Ta, Bi,
Mg, Fe, Cu, Nb, Te, Pt :g =1

Cd :g = 1.321

In :1g = 1.017

Sm:g = 1.620

Gd : ¢ = 0.803

Au:g = 1006

If a radionuclide is fermed by & (n, p) or (n, «) reaction in a
reactor, ¢ = ¢ and obviously ¢ = @ {n, p) or & (n, «), (see
Chapter 3; methods for determining the thermal, epithermal
and fast flux in a reactor are described in the same chapter).
If a radionuclide is formed by a (n, p), (n, «) or (n, 2n) reaction
during 14 MeV activation, ¢ = F (14 MeV flux) and ¢ =
O14 MeV.

"
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After counting the induced activity, equations (10.1) o ,‘ﬁ;)
allow in theory the caleulation of the weight w of the element present
in the sample. In the cass of “absolute” activation analysis this is
actually done. However, some parameters must be known, such as
the absolute value of the conventional thermal flux (acouracy +5%
according to Hughes}, the value of the cadmium ratio (this value being
either directly or indireotly required tc obtain the absolute value of the
thermal flux; acouracy estimated +%9, (1)), the irradiation time (this
factor being significant for short irradiation times, + 3%, (4),the half-life
(average error +29%,if0.56d < Ty, < 10d; +£3% if15d < T'yy <
60 d; +11%if 0. 5y < Ty, < 4y, with exceptions, of course, such
as %Co, +0.7% (4)); the decay schemes, including the ratio efy,
branching ratios, etc. {errors between 12 and 1509 (4)), the thermal
activation cross section (from +5 up to +309% for a large number of
(n, y) reactions (4)), the counter calibration (in the case of y counting
+1.5 to £4.5% (4)).

Fast neutron cross sections and average cross sections in & fission
neutron spectrum are even less well known and often differ by up to
a factor of 10.

In practice a relative method is normally followed which eliminates
the foregoing uncertainties inherent in the absolute method. A known
amount w; of the element to be determined is irradiated together with
the sample as a flux monitor {comparator). From the ratio of the
induced activities in the unknown semple (4;) and in the standard
(4,), the weight w; of the element of interest in the sample can be
readily calculated from

wyw, = Azl4, ©{10.3)

on condition that all the other parameters (6, z, o, p) are identical
and that the radionuclide is not formed from another nuclide in the
sample (interfering reactions). If this condition is not fulfilled, errors
are posaible, which will be discussed below.

II. Sources of Error. Using the Comparator Method
(A} AxoMarous I80TOPIO ABUNDANCES

Variations in the boron isotopic abundances with samples of different
origin as high as 3-49, have been reported by Thode e al. {5). This
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has an impuctant consequence in terms of the use of boron us &
standard in precise measurements of neutron capture cross sections,
since the 1°B content, on which these measurements are based, is not
rigorously constaat.

Measurements carried out by Thode (6) with sulfur from different
sources (native sulfur, pyrites, natural sulfates, hydrothermal sulfides,
eto.) also showed differences of approximatoly 49 in the 328/3383 ratio
and of 8% in 32§/%8, due to fractionations by physicochemical and
biochemical processes. Netural variations of several per cent in the
relative isotopic abundance of 4%Ca in samples of diverse geological
origin have Ycen found (7). Other elements which can have anomalous
isotopio ratios are Ar, Sr, Sn, Ba, Ce, Nd, Yb, Hf, Os, Tl, Pb and the
heavier elements (8).

Sautin (9) found that the isotopic abundance of }52Gd in a gadolinium
standard was different from that in s didymium sample, probably due
to fractionation on an ion-exchange column used for the purification
of the standard. Even if the fractionation is small for the natural iso-
topes as & whole, it can be relatively important if the activation
analysis is based on 183Gd, as *52Gd has a natural sbundance of 0.29%,
only. Indeed, an error of 50%, was observed if the results were compared
with analyses based upon *$°Gd or 41Tk,

Isotopic ratios of soms elements like U, Li, B have intentionally
been modified in recent years on a large scale, with the aim of preparing
samples enriched in certain isotopes. Besides the expensive enriched
mixtures, the depleted ones are also sold and often without adequate
warning that the product concerned is of o different isotopic composi-
tion. De Goeij et al. (10) measured Li isotope ratios in & number of
commercial preparations. Qut of 9 samples investigated, 4 had a
very abnormal isotopic composition. The results were 0.98 - 0.98 ~ 1.00
-0.98-0.87-1.16 (1.19)-1.44 (1.54)-2.53 (2.60)-2.94 for the
"Lif*Li ratio; the values Letween brackets were determined by activa-
tion analysis according to Born and Aumann (11) combined with
flame photometry; the other values by mass spectrometry. Another
typical example is uranium. This element can be determined by the
reaction *¥U(n, {)149Ba (suitable fission product) or by the reaction
290(n, y)®3°U £ 229Np, When the standard has the same isotopic
composition as the uranium in the sample, both methods will give
correct resulta,

1V, SYSTEMATIC ERRORS IN AOTIVATION ANALYSIS -, W}QH

(B) EBnors Duz To DIFFERENT FLUXES I¥ SAMPLES AND STANDARDS

The main source of error is due to the fact that standard and sample
are not exposed to the same neutron flux, i.e. ¢(s) # ¢(z).

(1) Neutron flux variations are possible as a function of time, For
that reason standards and samples are irradiated simultansously, or
an internal standard, as proposed by Lelisert ef al. (12), is used for
normalizing all the irradiations to the same flux.

(2) Of more importance than time stability are flux variations as &
function of irradiation position and for that reason standard and
samples are irradiated together in one irradiation can. In the large
core of a graphite-moderated reactor, the neutron flux varies slowly
with distance (max. ca. 0.5%/om), ensuring that the flux reaching the
sample and standard is the same {error <29). Near the reflector
however (highest “‘cadmiun ratio”) the flux may vary by as much as
2-3%/cm; as semple and standard may be separated by as much as a
few cm, considerable errors are possible. It is then necessary to make
sure that the sample and standard are as close together as poasible
(13,14). Difficulties with an inhomogeneous flux can be overcome by
irradiating the targets one after another and using a small flux monitor
attached to a fixed position in the irradiation can or “rabbit”, particu-
larly in the case of short irradiations.

In the case of more compact small-core water-moderated reactors,
still higher flux gradients are observed with distance from the core and
gradients of 10%/om are possible (15). To correct for flux gradients in
the material testing reactor BR-2, De Neve (18) surrounded samples
(A, B) and standards (I, II, IIT) in an aluminium block with cobalt
needles (1 to 6) as flux monitors (Figure 10.1).

From nos. 1,2 and 3 the average flux for sample A was caloulated,
from nos. 1, 3 and 4 the average flux for standard I, eto. Flux gradients
of 0 to 9%/em (average gradient 39, /em) were observed, as appears
from Table 10.2, where the therma! flux for the irradiation places 1 to
6 is given for three different irradiations.

Even in the case of an apparent low flux gradient, flux variations
are possible if strong neutron absorbers are placed near the activation
position. This can give rise to deep flux depressions and hence to a
steep unknown flux gradient in the aotivation tube (see further:
definition of flux perturbation, flux depression and self-absorption).
It is obvious, that ;... Will not be constaut for all the samples and
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: TABLE 10.2
Thermal flux for irradiation positions 1 to 6 (Fig. 10.1)
Flux monitor 4 =10h 4 = 18h t, =20h
1 0.92 x 101¢ 1.00 x 10 5.48 x 1012

2 0.95 1.00 5.45
3 0.93 0.98 5.90
4 0.83 — 5.72
b 0.93 1.08 5.28
[} 0.95 1.06 ' 5.14

0.5 ¢ x8 mm
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Fig. 10.1. Irradiation block which permits correction for flux gradienta (16}.
1-6: cobalt needle flux monitors; I-I11: standards; A-B: samplea.
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Fig. 10.2. Fast neutron flux pattern for & 14 MeV neutron generator: Axial
flux distribution (20). -

standards, if they are irrudiated at a reactor position, where the
cadmium ratic changes rapidly with the space coordinates.

Flux gradients are even more important in fast neutron activation
analysis. Experimental data are given by Lepetit (17), Mott (18) and
Kenna (19).

14 MeV neutrons are produced by deuteron bombardment of a
tritiated titanium target (diameter 15 to 30 mm). Flux variations in
the samples are primarily due to geometrical factors. Op de Beeck (20)
caleulated the axial flux distribution as a function of the distance r
from the target and found agreement with experimental values deter-
mined by mesns of copper foils of 0.4 mm thickness (Figure 10.2).
The relative flux as a function of distance a across planes parallel to
target is presented in Figure 10.3, for any distance r normalizing to
F =1 (20).

From Figure 10.2 appears that at r = 10 mm an axia] displacement
of 1 mm corresponds to a flux variation of ca. 149 in the sample.
At r = 18 mm this value is ca. 8.5%,. Transversal displacements d can
also induce considerable errors, as appears from Figure 10.3. Similar
results were found by Girardi ef al. (21). Moreover, irregularities in the
described flux are possible due to scattering or to a nonuniformly loaded
or depleted target (19). :
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(3) Anoth. .actor that can ceuse variation of the flux within an

irradiation unit is neutron atienuation by different sample-packing
materials (14).

Flux (F)

Fig. 10.3. Fast neutron flux pattern for a 14 MeV neutron generator: Trana-
versal flux distribution (20),

(4) Attenuation of the neutron flux by the samples or standards
themselves makes the inside part less active than the outside. Thia
can directly be seen from Figure 10.4, where the induced specifia
activity in subsequent shells of an antimony sphere is represented as a
function of depth {22). Consequently, the specific activity will decreass
with the sample size, this being & measure for the neutron absorption
in the sample (viz. standard).

If this effect i3 different in stendards and samples, ¢(s) # p(z)
and equation (10.3) is again not valid. As appears from Figure 10.4
the shielding effect in antimony spheres depends on the neutron
spectrum. Whereas for & CR,, = 155 no shielding effect is observed,
it is very important. for a CR,, = 5.5, indicating resonance absorption
in 1318} and 3238b,

-
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Fig. 10.4. Bpecific activity of 118b and 1143b in subsequent layers of antimony
wpherea (22).

Some effects, causing (s} 7# p(z), are schematically shown in Figure
10.5.

(a) Definitions. As much confusion exists concerning self-absorption,
flux depression and flux perturbation, it can be useful to point out
the differences between these concopts (23). When an abeorber is



Ux ﬁ,,;:j NRULRIN AULLYATIUN ANALILIDID
.-!i-(‘;»

¥

Flux gradient Flux depression by strang
neulron cbsorber
[ 4
S X S X

Self absorplion in $londard Sélf‘ubso:piion in sample

Fig. 10.5. Neutron flux differences in standards and samples.

Placed in a diffusing medium, the neutron flux will be perturbated
ingide and outside the sample (Figure 10.6). In the vicinity of the
absorber a flix gradient exists such that the neutron flux decreuscs
towards the sample. This effect is called flux depression and is due to
the fact that neutrons which are absorbed in the sample are unable to
scatter back into the moderator so as to maintain a constant neutron
flux.

The neutron flux decreases inside the sample because neutrons are
removed by absorption. This effect is called self-absorption, The total
| effect of flux depression -+ self-absorption is called flux perturbation.
! If the unperturbated flux is represented by g, the average dux over the

(p =unperturbated flux
Qyi=average flux over the sample surface

P, 2average flux inside the sample

Fig. 10.6. Flux perturbation, flux depreasion and scli-absorption.

L L
hd
surface of the sample by ¢, and the average flux inside the san., . ’by
#av the three factors mentioned can be defined as follows:
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flux depression factor g /e
self-absorption factor ¢, /o,
flux perturbation factor @,/

For practical purposes in activation anslysis, a factor f will be defined
(equation (10.10)) which is only an estimate of the absorption effect. An
accurate theoretical treatmment of the three separate factors above is
indeed too difficult.

Several calculation and approximation methods to correct for
neutron shielding are described in the literature (24-29). In most
cases they are only valid if resonance absorption is negligible, i.e. that
the nuclide of interest has_a high cadmium ratio at the irradiation
position used (see further), If this condition is not fulfilled a distinction
must be made between two cases: (a) self-absorption in the standard
(one element) or (b) in the sample (more elements): the element being
determined is usually - though not always — present in a low enough
concentration for self-shielding effects to be negligible, even if it has a
very high absorption cross-section. Self shielding is thetefore only
likely when strongly absorbing major constituents occur in the matrix
or when the matrix itself has a high absorption cross section: in this
case the neutron absorption will influence the activity induced in the
trace constituents.

These problems are discussed in detail by Hegdahl (23, 30).

(b) Calculations sccording to Hegdahl (reactor activation). The
convention of Hogdahl will be followed in the next discussion, including
the simplification that most nuclides in reactor neutron activation
have absorption cross sections that follow the “ljv law™ (see Chapter
3). For 14-MeV neutrons: see section 1I, B, 3{b) of this chapter {remark).

(1) Calculation of tolal absorplion effecd. For these nuclides the re-
action rate per atom for a substance at high dilution or in very small
amounts, including both thermal and epithermal (but not fast*)
reactions can be written:

R = Ry, + Ry = ny¥900 + @ol = B%0%mctor (10.4)

*The contribution to the total (n, y) reaction rate, due to fission neutrons be-
ing negligible.
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where

Pe

Oronctor = Tg + ~—- (10.5)
Tt
ny, = neutron density for energies up to Cd cut-off {E,)
v, = 2200 ms?
o, = 2200 m a~! cross section
¢ = epicadmium flux (> Eyy)

1 MeV
I = the infinite dilute resonance integral = ‘[ o(E)

Eca
({ contains the “1/v-tail”’, the latter being 0.44 o,) (¢f. section V, C, 2
of Chapter 3).
The ratio ggfnyv, (0r @efpy,) can be determined by irvadiating appro-
priate monitors with and without cadmium cover, i.e. by determining
the cadmium ratio CR = (n,ve0, + @el)/ped (see Chapter 3).
The disintegration rate of the nuclides at the end of the irradiation
is given by

dE

1w
D= z 6N 4 Freuctor¥omn [1 — exp (= Adp)] (10.6)

assuming that there is no absorption effect.

If neutrons are absorbed by the substance, the above equations
must be modified, '

Resaction rate inside an irradiated sample:

R = Ry + R,
It can be shown that Rf, = #i,vee, (@, being the average thermal
neutron density inside of the sample, assuming a “lfv-law” for o,,,
up to Egy.

It is difficult to write down a general expression for R] es a function
of the reutron density inside a sample. It can, however, be written in
t};rms of an effective resonance integral /*7, defined by R! = g I*T.

ence:

B = ﬁ'th"n"n + 9"1 = "'u:”o“xm or (10'7)
where:
O cior = 0 + o I°T (10.8)
Ryp¥s
thus:
I w -
D= Z ON 4 a:gctor”o"'th (1 ~ exp (—ap)] (10.9)

[ 3
2
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From the ratio .D'/D a total “absorption” factor f can be deh...d for
the nuclide in question {(equations (10 9), (10.8))

crenelorﬁth Rl.h _ _1_ i_
f agm“l,h f R +!‘ (1 OR)fth + ch'
(10.10)

where OR = the cadmium ratio for the nuclide of interest, of which

the activity is measured;

fu = the thermal absorption factor, defined by iy ny, (= R/
Ry

fo = the epicadmium absorption factor, defined by I*/I.
(R,[R. in the empmcal approach of Reynolds and Mullins
(31)); R!/R, is desocibod as the average resonance flux
within the sample divided by that value, if the sa.mple
were absent, see equation (10.22).

If the neutron abaorp!uon is only due to a nuclide which is a main
constituent of & sample, the absorption factors f, f,, and f, are true
self-shielding factors. Noto that from equation (10.10) it appears that
the contribution of epithermal neutron absorption to the total absorp-
tion depends on the degree of thermalization of the neutrons, i.e. on the
cadmium ratio for the nuclide of interest (¢f. Figure 10.4).

(2) Thermal absorption, thermal flux enhancement and flux hardemng
The thermal absorption can be computed reasonably accurately using
equations given by Zweifel (26), on condition that §for < 0.1 (32).
Analogous relationships are formulated by other suthors (24-29). The
calculation of f,,, taking into account the neutron scattering is dis-
cussed by several authors (33-36), but will not be given here.

1
For a foil (slab):  fp =1 - 5(0.923 + ln;) (10.11)
where z = ¢/l (¢ = thickness of foil in om),

For a sphere: Sfpel-— -gz (10.12)

where z = 2rfl (r = radivs in cm).
A sample of powder or irregular pieces can be treated in terms of an

equivalent sphere.

4

For a wire (cylinder): Ja=1- 3% {10.13)

whers z = rfl (r = radius in cm).
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In these equations ! is the ahsorption mean free path in the sample,
defined by

1= ZNia'(i})j {10.14)

where Ny = density of ith nuclide (atoms. cm=3); =6.102386/4 where
the density & depends on the physical foim of the
sample. For a powder, the apparent density must be
taken;
o(P);= average absorption cross-section for ith nueclide. Assum.
ing a Maxwellian distribution for n({v), an approximate
valuo for o(3); is given by

203.6\1/2
al{P) = oy }—/-21'- (%) (10.15)

(¢f. section V, C, 1 of Chapter 3) -
where oo = 2200 m s~! absorption cross section for ith nuclide (sce
Appendix 1, Table 1);
T = Maxwellian temperature,

In the case of 1 absorbing nuclide, equation (10.14) is simplified to
I-! = No{7)

In the case of one element containing different nuclides, the same
simplification holds, where '

oft) = gy~ ——

2 T

&, being the average absorption cross section for the element, and N
the atom density of the element,

Reynolds and Mullins (31) observed that when an equal amount of
substance was irradiated as a solid or in solution, an enhancement of

the reaction rate of 5% for 1.5 ml and of 12% for 30 ml solutions
occurred. Hence:

LT (293.6)112,

R
R (10.16)
Rmtuuon
The proportionality factor f' is the product of two components:
the total absorption factor f, correcting for the finite dilution of the
solid sample and a, which takes into account the enhancement in

neutron density (a = 0.95 or 0.89 for respectively 1.5 ml and 30 ml
solution),

N 25 w
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This ellows the caloulation of the reaction rate at infinite dilution xR,
as follows:

B= 5}2& = 0Bygyon (10.17)

The effect of flux enhancement with increasing volume from intra.
sample neutron moderation and reflection has also been studied by
Johnson (37). .

The effect of “fux hardening” (slower neutrons being absorl?ed
more strongly than faster neutrons by nuclides whose oross-'sectlxon
follows the 1/v-law) was shown to be neglibible in most sctivation
analysea (38). .

It is essentisl to realize that the factor fy, will he.the same for .a.ll
constituents of a sample, at least for nuclides having & oy, whlc?x
follows the 1jv-law up to the Cd cut-off energy: fin can therefore be
called a thermal self-shielding factor, applicable both to standards n.nd
samples. . .

(3) Resomance absorption. In order to caloulate f; = I *Z/], acoording
to Hogdahl, both the infinitely diluted resonance integral I a.nd the
effective resonance integral I*f muat be known for the nuclide of
intercat, or at least the ratio I*%/I. ' -

{a) Standards (comparators) .

In the case of nuclides responsible for the main absorption and tl:tus
for the removal of the neutrons, f, can be caleulated, e.g. when‘ dealing
with pure materials. However, even approximate computations are
laborious and lead not always to consistent results (39). Reasonably
simple analytical expressions are given by Chernik and Vornon (40} fora
single Breit-Wigner resonance i, without any correction for .Dopplar
effect. The first equation is the “‘narrow resonance” (N.R)-apprommo:?,
the second one the “narrow infinitely heavyabsorber” (N. R{A)-appron-
mation.

e By -1/3
(NR):_I(TE [1 + - f- 1 — e + 1)’] (10.18)

off -1/3
(NRIA): % = (1 + E‘%) | (10.19)
o), 8 (10.20)

B= ﬂ‘p’ wc’M
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where T', aL [ are the partial widths for gamma, respectively
neutron emission and I' = T, + '
8, 8 and Af: density, surface and mass of the lump
N': number of absorbing nuclides per cm?
or(Er): total cross section at maximum of resomance (Table
10.3)
potential scattering cross section = 4w R (B4 = radius
of the nuecleus),
Whether to use the NRI4 or NR approximation depends on whether
the practical width Io/(B,)fop]* is > or < than the maximum loss
in & collision of & neutron with energy E, (resonance energy) with a
nuclide of atomic number 4

et (]

For the NRIA approximation, f, = 1.1 J:7/I; (30), whereas for the
NR approximation f, = I!%I;. Some characteristic resonance para-
meters and material constants are given in Table 10.3.

If practically one resonance (I,) determines Ty (e, Y 0y ~ 1)
these calculations can lead to reasonably good results (e.g. In, Ag, Au).

If the contribution fiom many resomances must be taken into
account, the calculation becomes too complicated (41) to be of practical
interest in activation analyais.

In many cases it has no sense to have very “good” formulae, because
they canmot be applied to practical problems due to the fact that
accurate data are lacking (such as resonance integrals),

A very simple but different approach, which can therefore be recom-
mended in many cases, has been described by Reynolds and Mullins
(31) and is based upon data of self-shielding in cobalt (42). It was
assumed that for any absorber of resonance neutrons en “effective
thickness” ¢,; exists, such that

Uﬂ:

, _ dHs
el — ICoNco
where I; = resonance integral for element X

I¢, = resonancs integral for cobalt (65 b)

XNy = atom density of element X (atomsfem3) (in foil, powder...)

N, = atom density of cobalt (in foil, powder...)

¢ = thickness (cm) of foil, radius of wire, 23 of radius of

sphere.

¢ (10.21)

TABLE 10.3
Some characteristic Resonance Parameters and Matorial Constants (43)

8(g. em=9)

N (em=?)

elom.

Ilbu Iul. .

a (E,)
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By fitting empirical data on self-shielding of epicadmium neutrons
in cobalt (42), the equation for the “attenuation factor’ is:

TNy

Co*' Co

Je=~020logty = —028log ¢ {10.22)
where f; = ¢:%/@,, i.e. the average “resonance flux” in the sample
divided by this value if the sample were absent. This is equivaleat to
the approach of Hogdahl, where f, = I°"/I. Indeed at high dilution
R, = @4, thus;

R, = @ 0" (Hogdahl) = ¢:7I (Reymolds)
hence:
fo= RyRg=I*IT or &g,

Obvicusly equation (10.22) is inaccurate for ¢ =0 (f, - 1). Better
results are obtained in this case by taking the effective cross section
for the most important resonance as 1/10 the peak vulue and using
equations (10.11) to (10.13). Some characteristic resonance parameters
and material constants are given in Table 10.3.

The epithermal self-shielding factor can only be used to calculate
the effect of absorption of resonance neutrons on the activity induced
in the nuclides which are responsible for the main absorption of the
neutrons, as is the case for resonance self-shielding in the standards.

The effect of resonance self-shielding in standards can be avoided
by irradiation at a position where the flux ias well thermalized. As will
be shown further, the effect can be considered to be negligible if, for
the nuclide of interest, CR = 50 (Figure 10.4). Another possibility is
dilution of the standard in inert material. This is apparent from the
experimental data reported by Eastwood ef. al. {¢4), which are summa.
rized in Table 10.4.

TABLE 10.4
Self ghielding dats. for ccbalt and dilute cobalt alloys (44)

Wire diamester Cobalt content

(em) (mass %) Jttauw Ju
0.127 0.104 1.00 1.00
0,127 0.970 0.95 0.99
0.00264 160 0.81 0.9
0.02564 100 0.42 0.94
0.0835 100 0.32 0.38

1U. SYSTEMATIC ERRORS IN AOTIVATION ANALYSIS - -\.{\UJ

Some experimental and caloulated values of f,, (equations (10.11)-
(10.13)), f,s (equations (10.18), (10.19) or (10.22}), f (equation (10.10),
assuming a cadmium ratio for gold = 2.85) and f* (=0.85 f in 1.5 ml
solution or 0.89 f in 30 ml solution to correct for flux enhancement,
according to Reynolds and Mulling (31)) are given in Table 10.5.

Experimental data with powdered material were not checked by
calculation, because the apparent density of the po'wder was not given.
(b) Samples

In activation analysis of samples the picture is. usua.lly more com-
plicated. The effective resonance integral for the nuclide of interest
{e.g. minor or trace constituent) is often less than the dilute integral
(according to the terminology of Hegdahl), because of mneutron -
absorption by the matrix or by nuclides which make up the main
constituents of the sample. Usually J*¥ & I, but in some cases where

- the bulk materials have absorption peaks which coincide with resonance

peaks in the nuclide of interest, the effect of epithermal neutron absorp-
tion can be quite large. As an illustration Hogdahl considers I*¥ for
gold in samples of silver and cobalt {(main resonance peaks, see Table
10.3).

Even if the gold content in silver is & few ppm, J°f for gold will
decrease rapidly with sample size, a8 appears from Teble 10.6: I*7 for
gold in a silver sphere of only 48 mg is ca. 85%, lower than the dilute
I, which can cause errors in activation analysis of 2045%,

On the other hand, J*F for gold at 4.91 eV is only & few percent
lower than the dilute I in the case of 3%, gold in & cobalt sphere of 1 g
(resonance Co: 132 eV), because the resonances do not coincide.

It is very difficult to give general rules for caleulating I*7 in the
equation B, = @ I*¥ (30} for & specifio nuclide in a parficular sample,
because the caleulation will deperd on the nuclide of interest and on
the composition of the sample.

However, as already mentioned in the case of the standards, the
effect of epithermal absorption can be made insignificant by d.llutmg
the sample with an inert material oz, if this is not possible, by irradiat.
ing the sample in a proper reactor position, even if I°* £ I.

Assuming 0.5 < fi, < 1 and f, < 1, Hegdahl derives the following
expression (30):

2
S -tasgg (10.23)
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TABLE 10.5
Calculated and experimental valuea for fiy, f,, f and f * for “pure substances™ (standards) at an

irradiation position CR,, = 2.85
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i.e. if the OR of the nuclide of interest in the irradiation jwsition
used is > 50, the acouracy of the analysis will be practically unaffected
even by the existence of a serious absorplion of epithermal neutrons
by other constituents, as f,; & f (or fiBe/B <€ fiyRy/R). It can be
useful to expresa the cadmium ratio for any nuclide in terms of the
cadmium ratio for gold:

CR; =1+ (CR,, —~ 1) I:::
y AW

or

CR; = 1 + 16.8(CR,, — 1)5!—’ (10.24)

 Measured and calenlated values for resonance integrals are tabulated

by Drake (47) (Appendix 2, Table 1).

Example: (i) Consider a silver sphere; 19%Ay has a prominent resonance
peak at 5.1 eV. If-copper is a8 minor constituent in the silver, the
absorption of epithermal neutrons by the matrix will not seriously
affect the specific activity of copper, even at an irradiation position
where CR,, = 2.6 (or CB(**Cu) = 32, from equation {10.24}). This
follows from equation (10.23) and can be seen’in Table 10.6 (f(Cu) ~
fw)

(ii) Consider again a silver sphere, contsining gold as a minor
constituent, The resonance peaks of 1%Au (X, = 4.91 eV, ~879%, of
the total I) and of 19%°Ag (E, = 5.1 eV + many others) overlap con-

TABLE 10.6
Correciion factors for neutron shielding of copper and gold in silver sphares (30)
{a) OB, = 11,400
(b) OR, = 2.6

Weight Radiuz fiu (Ag) = JiCu)  fiCu)  f{Au}  f{Au)

(mg) (mm) fu (Ag,Au,Cu) LA S B )] {a) (b)
1020 0.58 0.88 097 088 058 017 0.88 0.0
48.38 1,01 0.31 0.05 0.81 082 014 081 0.56
158.6 1.53 0.74 093 074 075 0.2 074 052
704.3 2,54 0.62 080 0.62 083 0.0 0.82 0.42

* It was not necossary to caloulate £,(Cu) {see text), ss could be expected
from equation (10.23) that f (Cu) = fi.
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siderably and  ‘thermal neutron absorption by silver will have a
large influence on the specific activity of 1%¢Au, However, if the
irradiation is done at a place where CR,, is sufficiently high (e.g.
11,400, see Table 10.6) the effect is negligible and again J{An) ~
Jun(Au) = f(Ag).

If the sample cannot be diluted and/or if CR for the nuclide of
interest is not > 50, Je must be calculated. There are two possibilities:

(i) No overlapping of resonances ocecurs.

(ii) The main absorption resonances in the nuclide of intcrest overlap
practically completely with main resonances in the nuclides which
make up the main constituents in the sample.

Examples: (i) copper in silver.

Calculations are given by Hegdahl (23,30), but will not be repeated
here, as the f, value doces not influence f(Cu), sce above.
(ii): gold in silver,

Je was calculated as follows. As 1%7Au has its main resonance at
approximately the same neutron energy whers 9%Ag also has a
prominent peak, it is reasonable to assume that JST(Au) will decrease
at the same rate as It¥(Ag), i.e.

] eff eff Ieﬂ
(ﬁ-ﬂ) ~ (-1-) Further (:’1—) ~ (;‘) . (10.23)
Il Au Il Ag 11 Au Ilot Au

I8y ag can be calculated according to Chernick and Vernon (40)
if the resonance parameters are known (see Table 10.3; op = 4.7 b),
As Tor(By)op|¥? = 0.1525 {34,000/4.7)V/% = 12.95 eV; eince this is
more than AE,,; for neutrans of 5.1 eV, the NRIA approximation
must be followed, and 10% added to the caloulated value of I:%/J,.
By putting the approximate resonance parameters and the value
0.48065 x 5.86 x 10%* for the number of °%Ag nuclideafem3 (N) into
this equation, one gets

U3 ) ag = (1 + 1180 7)-1/2 . (10.26)

where r = radius of the sphere in em (S/2/ for a sphere = durr3f4nr?s =
3/8r). Only approximate calculations for I*f (the total resonance
integral) are possible as reliable data for all the resonance parameters
are lacking: consequently differences of 20-409%, for I,; between two
extreme values are found.

However, the difference between the corresponding f-values is only

l-'i;&

B e ML drm—m e mmeime- s aw e ma . .

LECORE:

3.5% even in an irradiation position where CR,, = 2.6, Cal. Jed
values for f, are given in Table 10.6. f,;, was calculated from equations
(10.12) and (10.14) assuming an alloy containing the average between
04% Ag, 1% Au and 5%, of elements with zero absorption cross section,
and 98%, Ag, 15 Auand 1%, Cu (! &= 0.0187,/7 em, where T' = 305°K
for OB,y = 2.6, and 7' = 340°K for OR,, = 11,400). f was caloulated
from equation (10.10). The copper content of the silver apherea can be
calculated from: _ .
Az Wwg ) .

1025 4, ~ w1 : (1027)
where w; is the weight of the copper standard (30 mg pellets). The
factor 1.025 corrects for self-shielding in the copper standard (f & 0.97).

The gold content can be calculated from . .

‘Ag w‘f
0974, w~ 4

where w; is the weight of the gold standard (10.50 and 75 pg gold
in 0.75 ml solution); the factor 0.97 correote for thermal enhansement
in the gold standard solutions. Good agreement was found between
resulta of activation analysis and classical analysis,

nl. Cu: act. anal. 1.03%,; classical analyais 1.079%,
Au: act. anal. 1.06%,; classical analysis 1.03%,

(10.28)

From Table 10.6 it is apparent that even for silver spheres, weighing
only 10 mg, errors of 129, for copper and 12—409%, for gold (depending
on the irradiation position) can be made, if no corrections are made.

Because the general complexity of the problem of caloulating the
effects of neutron absorption often prohibits an acourate theoretical
treatment, an analysis should, if poasible, he carried out by a method
which either eliminates or experimentully determines the absorption
effects. The above disoussion is, however, useful to design the analysi
80 as to minimize errors. :

Remark: In the case of absorption of a directed flux of monoenergetio
neuirons (e.g. 14 MaV neutrons from & small accelerator) the problem
is simpler. The attenuation process can, indeed, be expressed as a
simple exponential lnw. It is, however, important to use the appropriate
attenuation cosfficients, nl. the cross sections for effective removal of
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14 MeV neut. ., as indicated in Appendix 4, Table 5. The problem is
illustrated by an example, given in Chapter 7, section II, A.

(¢) Corrections

(1) Choice of meutron specirum. If the self-shielding is due to
resonance absorption only, the effect can be made negligible by irradiat-
ing in a well thermalized neutron spectrum (e.g. Figure 104). If a
thermal column is used, where the cadmium ratio for 13!8b or 3*33b is
large (> 50), antimony spheres weighing up to 100 mg can b irradiated
without introducing any errors due to absorption effects. At an
irradiation position where CR,, = 2.6 (CR '*'Sb = 2.08; CR '¥3¢b ==

1 . B sag —
i NG
TR
L \ \;\ﬁ\ --.,‘M"
N \ K ~\JNBs123,
09 1 RN
N
& 1\ | NBS132,
i \ \ [
N\ \ NBS153
\\ \
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Somple weight {mg)
Fig. 10.7. Influence of sample size on the noutron self-shielding {48).

&?

§5. 0
1.5) errors of 40%, can ocour with an antimony standard of 100 1 ﬁf:).

(2) Dilution meihod. If the sel-shielding is due to resonance or thermal
absorption, the effect can often be eliminated by using sufficiently
small samples. Some practical data for the influence of sample size on
the neutron shielding for different NBS steels, containing cobalt and
tungsten, are given in Figure 10.7 {48). Some elements have, however,
such large absorption cross sections, that £ will be significantly smaller
than unity, even for samples of leas than 10 mg (Ag, Au, Rh, Ir, In,
Hg, Cd,...). If such an element is the matrix material, the high oy,
value can be compensated for by a sufficiently low value of Nyor N
(atomsfcm?) (see for instance equations (10.11}-(10.13) in the case of
thermal absorption and equations (10.18)-(10.20) in the case of
resonance absorption), in other words, by diluting them with materials
which have low absorption cross seotions (water, graphite, lead
powder, sugar, Mg0, Ca0, A1,0,, 8i0, . ..). If large volumes of water
are used for dilution, flux enhancement must be taken into account
(32,37). The effect of diluting 8b,0, with graphite or lead is represented
in Figure 10.8 (CR,, = 5.5 at the irradiation position used).

For a total weight of 1 g, Sb,0, must be diluted with at least: 50

times its own weight of graphite to obtain a constant specifio activity
(22). . .
From Table 10.4 it appears that even for thick wires of a dilute
Co-Al slloy, thermal and resonsnce self-absorption are negligible. If
such an element is used as a standard, it is normally irradiated as &
dilute solution or & known quantity of that solution can be spotted on &
filter paper and dried (9).

Remark: The dilution method can eliminate self-absorption effects, but
it is atill possible that samples and standards are not exposed to the
same external neutzon flux, The difficulty of an inhomogeneous flux can
be overcome by irradiating the targets one after another and using a
small lux monitor attached to & fixed position in the irradiation can or
rabbit. In some cases an internal standard can be used (ses further),
not only for reactor, but also for 14 MeV neutron irrediation, where the
flux inhomogeneity can be an important source of error.

(3) Standard eddition method. It is not always possible to eliminate
self-absorption effects, particularly if the matrix has a high absorption
cross section. A typical example is the determination of impurities in
cobalt metal by Speecke and Maes (40). It is then simpler to design the
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cadmium ra..v for the isotope used in the determination is large (3> 50).
Then:
At ax4¢

Z;; bz

{19.30)

where 4; and 4 are the measured activities of a suitable radionuclide
of the element under investigation, at time ¢, in the sample containing
az + ¢ and bz mg of the element respectively; z is the concentration of
the element, which can be calculated as a, b and ¢ are known and as
4, A} and « (from equation 10.20) are measured. Note that the two
samples need not be irradiated in the same canor cven at the same time,
and that the correction factor « corrects for both inhomogeneities of
the neutron flux and for a different thermal neutron absorption in the
tavo gamples.

If the CR for the nuclide of interest is not 50, some specific
requirements must be added (23). Indeed, by using equations of the
same form as equation (10.9) one gets:

AfSt) a (“ffucmr) fiyn

AFSE) b\ Jau il

(10.31)
and o
A_‘ ax + ¢ ":fnclnr "l_ill_:
Ar b el i
Therefore, the condition which must be fulfilled is:
(a:eu;ctor) = oig::tor (10.33)
8t

kefl
reactor Creactor

(10.32)

From equation (10.8) and the definition of the cadmium ratio follows,
that this condition will be fulfilled (1°) if the absorption effect for
thermal neutrons is the same:

gy, = fify/nd, L.e. that the samples are approximately equal in
weight and in geometrical shape; (2°) if the OR for the two irradiation
positions is the same for the two samples: g¢fny,, = ¢¥/nd, ie. the
CR does not change rapidly with the space coordinates if the samples
are irradiated simultaneously and (3°) if I*f = I**® and I*%(St) =
I**"(St), i.e. that the isotope of the element of interest, of which thoe
induced activity is used in the determination, has no large resonance
peaks, so that its addition (c) does not change I*T or I*%(St) (53).

If this nuclide has peaks which overiap resonance peaks in the

U, BYSTEAMATIC ERRORE IN AQTIVATION ANALYSIS o ’)

nuclide used as internal standard or overlap resonance peaks iu the
nuclides which make up the main constituenta in the sample, restrio-
tions must be set to the amount ¢ of the element added (see above:
hypothetical example of determining gold in irom). In the above
references, the activities of tungsten, vanadium and manganese and
of the internal standards were counted in steel without chemical
separation. In the following example, the addition method is used
together with the internal standard method for the determination of
traces of iridium in ruthenium (54). Six ruthenium samples of 5§ mg,
containing ca. 0.04% of Ir, were irradiated in solution; to three samples
2.5 ug of Ir (i.e. 0.050%) was added prior to activation. After irradis-
tion, the ruthenium matrix was distilled and its activity used as an
internal standard., The iridium activity could be measured in the
residue without further chemical separations. Some data are given in_
Table 10.7. -

TABLE 10.7
Determination of Ir in commaercial Ru by the addition method
and using the 1#*Ru activity as an internal standard

Hoight 498 KoV

o, Ir Height 317 KsV  photopeak {1*Ru  Haeight 317 KoV
added  photopeak (1%3Ir) in distillate) {normalized)
0 11,500 12,650 (=1) 11,500

0 8,150 12,260 9,440

0 11,070 13,750 10,188
0.050 20,020 11,613 22,005
0.050 25,350 13,200 24,205
0.050 18,300 8,070 26,650

Another example (55) where the addition method and the internal
standard method are used togother is the determination of gold
(}%8Au measured, 411 KeV photopeak) in platinum after separation
of the gold activity from the sample, using ***Au (daughter of 1**PYt,
photopeaks at 158 and 208 KeV) as an internal standard. Counting is
carried out using a lead absorber to reduce pile up of the 1#*Au activity.

The ratio 1%%Au/1°%Au is directly proportional to the gold content
in platioum and is independent from flux inhomogeneities, from
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absorption . cts and even from different weight, different chemical
yield and different counting time (as T',(1%8Au) & T'y4(}9%Au)).
Some data are shown in Table 10.8.

TABLE 10,8
Measured net activities of 1%%Au (411 KeV} and
14y (208 KeV)

411 KeV
Counting 208 KeV 41l KoV ——m
Sample mg time {nat) {not) 208 KeV
Pt 54 0m 160,240 1,040 0.01123
Ptl 100 30m 202,052 3,446 0.01179
Pt 1+ 114 100 30m 279,088 7,316 0.02621
PPm Au
Pty 2 100 3m 23,249 0,754 0.4195
Pt2 100 3m 32,016 13,362 0.4174
Py 2 100 3m 32,764 14,738 0.4494
Pt 3 100 3m 32,222 11,649 0.3315
Pt3 ©100 dm 20,598 7,367 0.3577
Pt 3 100 3m 31,138 11,520 0.3700

From the sample with addition one finds that for 1 ppm of gold the
ratio 411 KeV/208 KeV is 0.01287, hence the gold content for samples
1,2 and 3 can be calculated to be 0.90, 32.8 and 27.7 ppm respeciively.

De Soete, De Neve and Hoste (56) described a y-spectrometric
determination of As in Ge (7As measured at 1.21 MeV), after chemical
separation of As,S, from the Ge-oxalate complex, using ?7As (daughter
of ""Ge measured at 0.246 MeV) as an internal standard. The ratio
"6As{?'As can better be determined by f-spectrometry, using a plastic
scintillator (Figure 6.19). The maximum B-energy for 7As is 0.700
MeV, for "*As 2.98 MeV, '

Remark: The addition method, the internal standard method and the
dilution method all suffer from two disadvantages:
(1) a really homogeneous mixture must be obtained for the method
to be valid (ideal situation: irradiation in solution);
(2) the manipulation of the samples prior to activation introduces
the possibility of contaminating the samples. This is particularly
dangerous in the case of trace analysis for common elements (Cu,

O
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|
Zn, As, .. .). In the case of minor constituent analysis (V, W, wa in
steel) or trace analysis for raver elements (Ir in Ru) this aspect
becomes less important.

The two disadvantages mentioned disappear if the specifio activity
of the element under investigation can be found from standard samples
of known content. For trace analysis this is however a difficult problem.
Wood (57) describes the determination of silicon in iron and steel
with 14 MeV neutrons, using *Mn (formed by (n, p) reaction on 3Fe)
as an internal standard. No silicon is added to determine the specific
activity of *%Al, but a series of NBS and BCS samples is used to
construct a calibration curve. The ratio 3%Al/**Mn is directly propor-
tional to the content of silicon and is independent from the flux, Again,
the internal standard is used to correct as well for neutron flux inhomo-
geneity, as for self-absorption. Routine analyses of silicon (~39%) in
magnetio steel, with a standard deviation of ca. 19, for a single deter.
mination, have recently been described. The net 3%Al and %$Mn
activities were counted using two single-channel analyzers (58).

{5) Exirapolation method. The effect of self shielding is readily
demeonstrated by irradiating a series of samplea of varying weight and
containing the elemont of interest. After caloulating the concentration
of the element, without correcting for any absorption éffects, the
results are plotted versns sample weight. By extrapolation to zero
weight one obtains the content corrected for self-absorption. This
methed (59) does not require a manipulation of the samples prior to
irradiation. It is however obvious that the method requires & homo-
geneous neutron flux over the samples and the standards, because it
can only correct for self-absorption. This was also the case for all the
methods above, with the exception of the internal standard method.

The method must be used with precaution, as was pointed out by
Hogdahl (23). In Figure 10.9 the gold content in silver spheres of
different weight is plotted against the sample weight, without any
correction for neutron absorption: (a) after irradiation in & “thermal
column” (CR,, = 11,400) and (b) after irradiation in a “fast column”
(CR,, = 2.8). The values (o) were determined after correction (Table
10.6). Extrapolation of curve (a) can easily introduce errors of ca. 5%,
if data of samples down to 10 mg are available, and errors of ca. 20%
for samples down to 150 mg. ,

In the case of curve (b) the extrapolation method is quite inapplic-
able, because errors of ca. 409, are introduced, even if samples weighing
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only 10 mg are analyzed. It is practically impossible to analyze samples
so small that an acourate extrapolation can be performed.

Therefore, if the bulk part of the matrix has large resonance absorp-
tion peaks which averlap those of the isotope under investigation, the
method can only be used if the irradiations are carried out at & place
in the reactor where the cadmium ratio is Jarge { > 60). In this case the
contribution to the total induced activity due to epithermal neutrons
is small and the method must be combined with the first one (choice
of neutron spectrum). But even then the effect of thermal neutrons can
sometimes make it difficult to use this method, as very small samples
(e.g. 10 mg) must be analyzed.

{8) Other methods. (a) Neutron filtérs. If matrices with a high abscrp-

o o
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3 \
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\ \__-—-"___'—-—w—a
o'w \\
\
040 —— b
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i 1 1
o100 300 500 T
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Fig. 10.9. Concentration of Au in Ag-spheres. {a) without correcting for
absorption effecta (CR = 11,400), (b) without correcting for absorption effects
(OR = 2.8), (c) after correction for absorption effecta (sce Table 10.6) (23) (30).
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10. SYSTEMATIC ERRORS IN ACTIVATION ANALYSIS e
\
tion cross section are to be analyzed, as for instance cadmium, w is
also possible to avoid neutron shielding differences between the samples
and the standards by irradiating them in & sufficiently thick box or
foil of the matrix element (Cd in this example).

This method was followed by Baumggrtner (60) for the determination’
of chlorine in cadmium, The impurities will obviously only be activated
by neutrons which are not absorbed by the cadmium foil, hence the
sensitivity will decrease. However, the sensitivity is in many cases
sufficiently high, particularly if the activation is carried out in the
reactor core, even in the unfavourable case of resonance absorption of
thermal neutrons. Care must be taken to use no packing material,
such as polythene, after the “neutron filter”, to avoid secondary:
moderation. This method can also be used in the analysis of epithermal
resonance absorbers, such as gold, silver and indium. )

(b) Separation prior io agiivation. In some cases it is possible to
separate the matrix before irradiation, Urdégh ¢ al. (31) removed the
bulk of uranium from their samples by a specific paper chromato-
graphic method prior to activation: anitrio acid-ether mixture removes
the uranium (ca. 100 mg) which leaves the paper, while other cations
(Ag, Cr, Co, Fe, P, Cd) remain at the starting posiiion. This procedure
eliminates also the formation of high activities ‘due to the production
of #3%Np and of various fission products from uranium. These could
give rise to primary interference (see next section). Copper and molyb-
denum contamination was, however, observed.

If elements like Mo, Ru, Te... must be determined in wranium,
the matrix must be completely removed to avoid primary interference
(see further). A complete removal is, however, practically impossible
without losses of the elements to be determined. For that reason,
Pauly ¢ al. (62) used a combination of isotope dilution (to determine
the chemical yield of the preseparation) and activation analysis. As
the analysis is by isotope dilution, the separation does not need to be
quantitative and can be carried out 20 as to minimize the blank
correction. '

Another approach has been described by Mark ef al. (63) for the
determination of gold in sea water. The ncble metal is deposited on a
cathode of pyrolytic graphite; the lower end of the cathode is then cub
off and irradiated. This procedure eliminated the formation of high
3Na 4 3%C] activities, but introduced also the possibility of con-
taminating the samples from reagents, electrodes, etc. Correction can
R
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however eas. _ .o performed by a blank determination. Other examples
are given in Chapter 7, section I, H.

(C) INTERFERING NUCLEAR REACTIONS

Apart from self shielding for thermal or resonance neutrons in the
samples or in the comparators and failure to detect flux gradients at
the irradiation position, other nuclear sources of error must be con-
sidered, e.g. interference from primary and second order reactions.

1. Primary Reactions

(a) (n, p) and (n, a) reactions. As an (n, p) reaction on element Z + 1
or an (n, «) reaction on element Z 4 2 can give the same reaction pro-
duct ag an {n, y) reaction on element Z, it is cbvious that the presence
of elements Z + 1 or Z + 2 can interfere with the determination of
element Z. The same reactions induced in the next adjoining elements
may also interfere if they produce radionuclides which decay through
positron emission or electron capture to the activation products of
interest,

The interference will obviously be more or less serious, depending
on the relative concentrations of the target nuclides in the sample, on
the ratio fastfthermal flux and on the ratic of the cross sections
involved. Fortunately, the cross sections for (n, 1) and (n, «) reactions
are generally quite low compared to the (n, y) cross sections, so that
these reactions normally (not always) cause serious interference only
in the presence of macro-quantities of the interfering elements (i.e. the
interfering element is the matrix, or the eloment to be determined is
present in extremely low concentration and the interfering element is
a minor constituent). This interference will, of course, be less important
or even negligible if the irradiation is carried out in & well thermalized
neutron spectrum.

The importance of a primary interference can be estimated, if the
ratio thermalffast flux for the irradiation position and the values
oo(n, ¥) and &(n, p). .. for the nuclides concerned are known; ay(n, ¥)
is given in Appendix 1,* whereas &(n, p), 5(n, «) for a number of
nuclides is given in Appendix 3. For other cases, estimated &-values by

*Actually the value gpyctor = gog + (P, /1) must be used in the caloulations
(sco section I of this chapter).

6#
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Roy and Hawton (64) can be used. The calculation will be given ..c the
determination of copper in zino from measurementa of the $¢Cu activity,
for an irradiation position where ¢, = 4 x 103 and ¢ = 2.17 x 104°
n ¢m~% 8~1 (¢f. Chapter 3, section VI, B).

Reaction: $3Cu (n, ¥)*Cu, § = 0.601,0,(n,y) = 4.3 b, gy = ¢ x 1013,
A = 63.54 (at. weight).

Interfering reaction: $4Zn(n, p}*Cu, & = 0.489, &(n, p} = 39 mb,
@ = 2.17 x 1019, 4’ = 65.17.

The ratio of the %4Cu activities, produced respectively from 1 g of
natural zinc and 1 g of natural copper is given by (¢f. equation 10.1)

AG'$5(n, p)
A’0pyyo(n, v)

(see also Chapter 3, section V, C, 3b (6)). .

This means thet an apparent copper content of 350 ppm will be
found in copper-free zino, Mellish ¢ al. (65} measured an interference
equivalent to ca. 700 ppm after irradiation in the centre of BEFO.
Irradiation st the edge of the reactor reduced this error to ca. 1 ppm.
Gijbels (54) found in rhodium an apparent ruthenium content of 17
ppm, due to tho reaction 1**Rh (n, p)***Ru (¢ = 0.11 mb), by irradiat-
ing the samples in the isotope train of the BR-1 reactor {Mol, Belgium).
The cross section for the reaction 19%Ru(n, ¥)!%3Ru is 1.44 b,

The nuclear reaction **Fe(n, p)**Mn (7 = 0.93 mb) will interfere
with the determination of manganese in iron. Bouten (53) found that
the 5°Mn/**Fe activity ratio was 13, 5 and 0 for a cadmium ratio
(measured with gold) of 5, 40 and 150 respeoctively. Hence, the irradia-
tions were carried out in the reflector of the BR~1 reactor, to eliminate
spurious 5¥Mn activities.

The determination of vanadium in high-alloy steels containing
ohromium can be disturbed by the reaction ¥2Cr(n, p)5*V. Hoste (48)
caloulated an error of 1%, fur a chromium/vanadium ratio of 1000/1, if
irradiations were carried out near the reflector of BR-1 (OR,, = 280;
@ = 10" n om=3 5-1), This is normally negligible. In less favourable
conditions, however, the error can become quite important. In activa-
tion analysis with a cyclotron, where neutrona are produced with 26
MeV deuterons on & beryllium target and thermalized in a 20 cm
paraffin bloek, a chromium/vanadium ratio of 1000/l would give rise
to a 2209, error.

In & similar way, the reaction #?Al(n, «)*Na (& = 3.1 mb) gives &

= 3.50 x 10-¢ (10.34)
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spurious sodi..u activity equivalent to 81 ppm in the determination
of sodium (o, = 0.54 b) in aluminium (66).

For a thermal to fast flux ratio of 7.7, apparent concentrations for
zine and gallium in GeO, of 11.2 and 0.36 ppm respectively were
found from the reactions *Ge(n, 2)**"Zn and ":Ge(n, 1)?Ga.
Consequently it is impossible to determine directly Zn and Ga in
high purity germanium, if a completely thermalized neutron flux with
sufficient intensity is not available. Separation of the bulk of the ger-
manium prior to activation is then required (67).

Due to the interfering reaction 11°Cd(n, p)1°® Ag, silver cannot
directly be determined in CdS. Lux (68) used therefore an electro-
lytic separation before irradiation. The incrcased probability of
disturbing (n, p) or (n, «) reactions by fast noutrons, if activation is
carried out in high neutron fluxes (1-3 x 1014 n em~—2 5-1) is discussed
by Maslov (69) for a number of cases: *Na in Mg and Al, ¢2K in Se,
88Mn in Fe and Co, *Cu in Zn, *2Ga in Ge, #*Fe in Co and Ni, *%*Zn
in Ge, }1%"Ag in Cd, 4*Ca in Ti, and 32P in 8 and Cl. (See also Chapter 7,
section I, H),

The above considerations can also be applied to the inverse problem.
For the experimental determination of an average cross section in a
fission neutron spectrum, &(n, p), &(n, «}, the element Z concerned
must be free from elements Z-1 or Z-2, e.g. aluminium must be free
from sodium to determine the & of *?Al(n, «)*Na. The problem can,
however, partly be solved by irradiating the samples under cadmium,
to avoid thermal activation by the reaction *¥Na(n, y)*'Na. Epithermal
activation is then still possible, of course.

Sometimes the “interfering reaction" is used instead of the thermal
neutron reaction, if its sensitivity is better andfor tho radionuclide
formed is more easily detected. A typical example is the determination
of sulfur by the sensitive fast neutron reaction 3:8(n, p)’2P (%S:
8 = 95.0%; &(n, p) = 60 mb; 32P: T'y;, = 14.3 d) instead of 34S(n, y)**S
(38: 0 = 4.22%; o5 = 260 mb; ¥8: T/, = 87 d). Moreover, 38 is
& much weaker B-emitter (0.167 MeV) than 32P (1.701 MeV).

Similerly, %3¢ and *Sc are formed by (n, p} reactions on 4*#Tj and
43T and have half-lives of 44 h and 57 m respectively, whereas the
half-life of 51Ti, formed by (n, y) reaction on 5°T4, is 5.8 m only. The
latter isotope cannot be used for analysis if one must wait some time
after the end of the neutron irradiation, Sce also Chapter 7, section IV,
B.

N
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In fast neutron activation, interfering reactions are more impo..ant,
ag the crosa sections for the reactions concerned are of the same order
of magnitude. Consequently serious interference can be caused by the
presence of even amall amounts of another nuclide (other trace impurity).

Ezample: the presence of fluorine in a sample will interfere with the
determination of oxygen by the reaction 3¢O(n, p)!*N (o14:uv = 40
mb; & = 09.768%,), due to the formation of the same radionuclide
by the reaction *F(n, «}'*N (014 uev = 57 mb; 8 = 100%). The cross
seotions are of the same order of magnitude. Correction is posaible if the
fluorine concentration is determined by an independent reaction:
UF(n, p)'*0 (ouav = 135 mb, other references: 15 mb). 310 is
longer lived than 1N (20.4 s against 7.4 8) and can be determined after
the decay of 1SN.

It is worthwhile to note here, that in 14 MeV neutron activation
analysis of short-lived isotopes, interference from another element is
often possible, even if another radionuclide is formed other than in the
reaction of interest. In many cases short-lived radionuclides emit high
energy s or y's, making a specific determination difficult or even
impossible, High intensities of - or y-rays of lower energy can interfere
also by pile up in the detector and (or) counting equipment, The
presence of boron interferes with the determination of oxygen (**N:
y = 6.13 MeV + others; 7'y, = 7.4 5) by the reaction 12B(n, p)''Be
(*1B: § = 80.93%; o14Mwv = 3.2 mb; Ty, = 18.6 5) due to high
energy B-rays (11.56 and 9.3 MeV); errors of 100%, are reported for a
ratio boronfoxygen = 10/1 to 401 depending on experimental con-
ditions. Similarly, the determination of oxygen in selenium is disturbed
by the 5.4 and 6 MeV S-rays of $°As, formed by the reaction, %Se(n, p)-
$9As (%%Se: 8 = 49.829, on4xev = 13 mb; Ty, = 15 8). If the inter-
fering radionuclide has a half-life ;7.4 s, correction is possible by
two subsequent countings. The differensce is & measure for the 14N
activity.

{b) (n, f) reactions

Another primary interference reaction in thermal neutron activation
is the presence of fiassionable material. Even if only a small amount
of such a nuclide (***U for inatance) is present in & sample, it can cause
significant and often unexpected errors in the determination of many
elements in certain regions of the periodic table. Dams ({70) found
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serious intericrences from traces of uranium in the determination of
very low concentrations of molybdenum and tellurium in ZnSO,
solutions for industrial zine electrolysis, *3*U traces are also found in
HF, which is a by product of uranium diffusion plants. For a given U
content in the sample, the interference depends on the fission yield for
the radionuclide of interest and on the activation cross section and
isotopio abundance of the “corresponding” stable nuclide. Very un-
favourable cases are Mo, Te and Ce for instance. The interference can
be estimated in the following way. Assuming that 1 g of natural
uranium is present, the activity for a given isotope i from fission can
be celculated from

A;(n, f) = y;a(n, f)qamNASdAu (10.35)
where ofn, f} = the cross section of natural uranium for fission = 4.18b
Ay = atomie weight of natural uranium = 238.03

N, = Avogadro's number
8y =1 —exp (—Aty) where A = disintegration constant
for the isotope §
¥ = total fission yield for the isotops i.

For the (n, y) reaction, equation (10.1) must be used. For 1 g of the
element 2, one calculates

_ 4(n, y) = oln, y)0puNaSilAz ' (10.36)
The ratio 4(n, £){A(n, ¥) gives the interference:

Ayn, ) 4.18 w4,

interference = =
IHCHEIRES = Lila, ) T 23803 Go(n, 1)

(10.37)

Examples: 1Ce (y = 0.06; 6 = 0.88; o(n, y) = 0.31 b), interf. = 0.54
U430 (y = 0.057; 8 = 0.11; o(n, ¥} = 1 b), interf. = 1.26
MINd (y = 0.027; 6 = 0.17; ofn, y) = 2 b}, interf. = 0.20
138m (y = 0.0015; § = 0.20; ofn, y) = 140 b), interf. =
0.0001
Mo (y = 0.001; 8 = 0.24; o{n, y} = 0.3 b), interf. = 0.85.

From these data it follows that trace analysis for light rare earth ele.
ments (maximum fission yield) in minerals by neutron activation analy-
sis will be practically impossible, if uranium is present in the same
concentration range. For the heavy members of the group (lower Sssion
yield) the situation is less unfavourable (71).
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In practice, the importance of this interference for a given h..odpe

can be estimated by determining the uranium content of the samM

from the #3*Np activity, and then determining (or at least caleulating)
the activity of the radionuclide of interest, which should be formed
from that amount of uranium in the same experimental conditions. If
the interference is too high, it can even be better to separate uranium
from the sample prior to activation (see above).

A special case of primary interference can occur during the deter-
mination of bismuth in lead through the reaction 3**Bi(n, ¥)9Bi.
The 21°Bi activity (7', = 4.0 d) can also be present as a member of
the 2380 geries. Consequently, the mass-activity proportionality is not
maintained. This error can be estimated by determining the activity
of 219Bj (or its daughter $19Po) in lead without neutron activation (72).

2. Secondary Reaclions

Secondary reactions are induced by y-rays or charged particles
available from (n, y) or (n, p) and (n, «) reactions. These reactions are
seldom significant in reactor irradiations because the photons and
charged particles, created by reactor neutrons, have either too low an
energy or too low an intensity to be significant (73). Cuypers (74)
discussea the formation of 1*N in polyethylene by 14 MeV neutron
irradiation. By collision of 14 MeV neutrons with hydrogen atoms in the
sample, high-energy protons are formed, which interact with the carbon
and give the 13C(p, n)*N reaction (Q=2.26 MeV; 7';/y=10 m). The
same reaction limits the determination of nitrogen in hydrocarbons
by the reaction 14N(n, 2n)**N to concentrations greater than 0.1%, (75).

A theory which predicts the amount of 3N produced has been

" advanced (76) and might easily be extended to the case where oxygen

is also present when additional !*N is produced by the reaction
160(p, «)1’N. The theory states that the !*N production rate depends
on the proton flux, which is proportional to the product of hydrogen
density and proton-range, and on the carbon and oxygen concentration.
The N production also limits the determination of copper in lubricat-
ing oils, since 2Cu has the same half.life as 13N and since both radio-
nuclidea are positron emitters (77). Other secondary reactions initiated
by “knock.on” particles have been observed and even applied (79,80).
Aumann and Born (81) described a simple and rapid non-destructive
procedure for determining %0 abundances in hydrogen-containing
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substances ., rfla reaction **Q(p, n)'*F initiated by neutron-proton
recoil in a reactor. Reactions occurring in neutron irradiated samples
of water and organic compounds (C, H, O, N) are: *N(n, 2n)!3N;
13C(p, n)'N; C(p, y)**N; M0(p, «)1N; *N(p, a)!1C; 270(p, y)*F.
If the samples are enriched in deuterium the following reactions are
possible: 13C(d, n)3N; 13C(d, 2n)!*N; 140(d, )!°F and 280(d, 2n)*F.

3. Second Order Reaclions

Two types of second order reactions occur: those which enhance
the production of an activation product snd those which decreass its
“concentration”. Reactions of the first type usually occur when a
major constituent of the sample, or the matrix itself, and the trace
element have adjacent atomic numbers. In this case, activation pro-
ducts of the major constituent may decay to n stable isotope of the
trace element, adding to its concentration. Long irradiation times and
large reactor fluxes will greatly enhance the production of the trace
element. In section III, E, of Chapter 5 the theoretical aspect of the
problem has already been discussed. -

In equation (5.83) the number of interfering nuclides (4) was caﬁﬁ-
lated:

6.025 x 10224 izt . :
Nty = -___.A_..._‘ q,=ala,F,A,i}jlo. exp(—Ady)  (10.38)
1 -

where: 8, = isotopic abundance of nuclide (1) in element Z;

93 = isotopic abundance of nuclide (3) in element (Z + 1);
A,,4, = stomio weight of element (1), (3);
P = Preactor = Peactor neutron fux;

O1) T3 = Oreyetor = iB0tOpic activation cross section, expressed in
terms of a reactor cross section, thus including reson-
ance activation (see section I of this chapter).

The number of radioactive nuclei N}, formed by direct activation
of 1 ug of the element (Z + 1) or (Z — 1), which haa to be determined
in element Z can be calculated from equation (10.1):

, 6.025 x 10179
Nift) = — % [l —exp(-Ad)]  (10.30)
4++3

Hencs, the apparent concentration (in ppm) of the element (Z £ 1),
formed from element Z by second order reaction, can directly be

.

calenlated from the ratio N (N: *

fmd
W,F,A,A‘; Cyexp (—Adp)
1 -]
ppm(Z £ 1) = 7 5=

.
T —exp (=Ads) 10¢ (10.40)
From this equation appears that—in first approximation - the inter-
ference is proportional to the flux and to o,.

It can be shown by caleulation, that the final result is practically
independent from o4 (implicitly present in ), but that it is direotly
proportional to g,, 8o that resonance sctivation of nuclide (1) must be
included, whereas it can be omiited for nuclide (3). It can also he
shown that the apparent concentration is directly proportional to
@, 88 far as burn-up is negligible (e.g. A, = A, + go, & A), 80 that
numerical values for any flux can be deduced from the values given
in Table 10.9.

Some forty cases of second order interferences can be expected.
Ricei and Dyer (82) caloulated the interference for 23 cases as a function
of irradiation time. The above equations are tedious to solve by hand
and often lead to loss in significance in performing the summations
of the exponential terms C; exp (—Ayfp). To make the calculations, &
computer has to be programmed in an adequate computer code.
Simpler formulas can be derived in the following way: the number of
nuclei N, formod per sscond after an irradiation time #, i given by:

= B0 op s (haw ) (104D
3
The corresponding number of disintegrations of nuclei {(2) per second
is then given by AN, = Nlpa, [1 — exp (—A%)]. This also gives the
number of (stable) nuclei (3), formed per second assuming Fy = 1.
The total number of atoms (3), formed after an irradiation time ¢ is
calculated by integration of the last equation:

) " 1 —exp (=g
Ny(t) = J“’N. dip = Nigay |ty — ——-?3‘-")\‘—""’ (10.42)
0 3 o
If N,(ty) is expressed in ppm (Z £ 1) in the matrix (N? = 8,N)
this equation can be written as

PP (Z £ 1)(ts) = b1p0, 10%| £

b

_l-—exp (= Agds)]

(10.43)
. Ay -
4\5&"
For Tyg(2) >ty 1 — exp (=Agh) & A,t;,—--?' d e,
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Second order interference in PPb (P, = 10 nem—*8-1; ¢,/ = 1/10%)
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Dotermination
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100
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108

10¢

103

of

0.13

4 x 10-%

7 % 10~
2 x 10-%

P in 5i ("P)

800

12

Clin § (»Cl)

Eu in 8m {1*4Eu)

5
2.6 x 10-*

0.65

1.6 x 10-?

1.6 x 10-¢
5 x 10-1

Sc in Ca {44Sc)

Mn in Cr
Co in Fe

445 (M)
0.28 (M)

Eu in Gd (14Eu)

1.4 x 10~-?

3 x 10-3

$Mn)
19Co)

)

0.165 13.3 (M)

925

2.6 x 10-*

Tb in Gd (***Th)

4 x 10-*
0.75

—

Cu in Ni

35,700 (M)
0.75 (M)
123 (M)

7.6 x 10-%
0.71

17 lmLu)
'l.mLu)

#1Ta)
W)

Ho in Dy (1%Ho)
- Tm in Er (*Tm)

" Luin Yb

60

8 x 10-3
2 x 10-*

0.18
0.39

7 x 10~
1.2 x 10-2
5 x 10-4
2 % 10-¢
2 x 10-?
& » 10-8

G x 10-2

5 x 10-%

g

N N e

Lu in Hf (

1.6

1.6 x 10-*

0.4

1.8 x 10-¢
4 x 10-*

-

4.4

—

Ta in ¥f (

Win Re {

Rein W1

11 (D}

0.44
Hu0

3.2 % 10-%

4.6

5.2 »x 1C-*

-

“RC)

S8 He}
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1 x 10-%C)

5 (G}
13 (G)
3.8 (G)

1.2

5 x 101
4 x 10-¢
1.2 x 10-*

0.12

3.5 x 10-%

-

Irin Pt (‘"Ir)

Ir in Os (1*2Ir)
Ir in Qs (}*4Ir)
An in Pt (1940}

Re in W
Tl in Hg (**T1)

14
0.8

22

67 (M)
0.14 (M)

i.3 x 10-% 1.3 x ju-3

1.6 x 10-t
5 x 10—

0.7
1.1 x 10—

0.53

1.8 x 10—+
8 x 10—t
3.4 x 10-¢

1015),)
14gL)
149 5)
141Cp)

{*Y)

Yin Sr{
Sbin Sn

O s

La in Ba
Ce in La
Pr in Co (19Pr)

Sb in Sn

¢ Based cn Ricei and Dyer (82); (M): D. L. Massart (71); (D) R. Donove (16); (G) R. Gijbels {83).
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(10.44)

hence: .
ppm (Z £ 1)(%) = 0.6 x 108 &,p0,Ai% (parabola)

For Ty (2) € 4y, 1. — exp (—Adp) & 1, hence:
Ay —1
A

~ 10.81?01‘& (10.45)

ppm (Z + 1)(f) = O,p0y 10‘(
(straight line)

These very simple formulas give, of course, only approximate results
(order of magnitude), but they avoid laborious computer wark.

Another algorithm has been proposed for fast and acourate cal-
culations, without the need of a computer with high precision arith-
metic (89). A compilation of 65 cases, of interest for neutron activation
analysis, has been published (90,91).

Numerical data, taken from Ricci and Dyer (82), Massart (71}, -
De Neve (18) and Gijbels (83) are summarized in Table 10.9, assuming
w = 10!? n em~? 57! and ‘including resonance activation (for ¢ /ey,
& 1/10). As appears from Table 10.9, the second order interference is
negligible in most cases, although it can introduce considerable errors
(see, e.g. Re in W, Ho in Dy, Ir in Ox),

Moreover, it must be borne in mind that the table assumes & flux
of 102 n om~2 5! only. In the determination of As in transistor-
germanium ({~10 ppb As) at an irradiation of 10 t at 104 n om=%3-3,
an apparent content of 200 ppb will be found, i.e. & factor of 20 too
high. The interfering reaction may thus quite well limit the sensitivity
of the analysis. In some cases different caloulated values are tabulated,
e.g. for As in Ge. This is due to a different value for o, (Ricci 0.24 b;
De Neve 0.6 b). An experimental study of the second order inter.
ference by De Neve (16) indicated that the best agreement between
experiment and caloulation is obtained for o, = 0.48 b. Gijbels and
Hoste (83) mveshga.ted experimentally the second order reaction
19003(n, -y)““Os = 10Ir(n, y)'**Ir for irradiations of 1-10 days at a
flux of 4 x 10 n e¢m-% 8-, From the results an estimate of the
resonance activation integral for 19%0s could be made (no literature data
available). Normally, an experimental study of second order inter-
ference is only possible when starting from high purity materials, such
as transistor grade germanium (9 ppb As), purified osmium (<5 ppb Ir),
eto, Other experimental results have been deacribed (92).

In the above discussion, only reactiors of the general form (n, y) 8
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{n, y) or (n, y, £C, #* (n, y) were considered. Other reactions can also
interfere such as 1“D_y(n ¥)165Dy(n, y)14¢Dy & 1061, together with
184Dy(n, y)“‘Dy => 15Hg(n, v)14¢Ho,

A second type of second order reactions decreases the “concentration”
of the activation product. Tables to correct for the burn-up of a
radiosotivation product et high ﬂuxea were calculated by Maslov (08),

Some radionuclides produced by { -y) reactions having a high cross
section are 1%3Dy (5000 b), 1%%Au lgﬁOﬂ(} b}, 1%8L (2000 b), 1#2Ta
(17,000 b), 1C (200 b). The best known example ia ¥7An(n, y)*Au(n, y)
199 Au.

By applying the Bateman-Rubinson equation for transformations
in & neutron flux (see Chapter &) it can be shown that after an irradia.
tion of 30 h at & flux of 10 n cm~* s-1, 139, of the radicactive dis-
integrations in the gold sample occurs as 19°Au. Some experimental
results are given by El Guebeily (84). After an irradiation of 50 h at
1.1 x 10'* n cra~? 57! the experimental 19°Auf19%Au ratio was 1.72%,
For activation analysis purposes, there is little if any error introduced,
if the comparator method is nsed, since the same reaction occurs in the
comparator, If, however, the absolute assay method, or the “single
comparator method” of Girardi (85) is used, this effect must be con-
sidered,

TFinally, second order interference is not expected with fast neutrons,
since their interaction cross section is too small,

4. Primary Reactions Yielding Another Isolope of the
Element to be Determined

If cobalt is determined in nickel, not only *%Co is formed, but also
8Co from the reaction *Ni(n, p). Obviously, *9Co and 5%Co cannot
be separated by chemical means. Moreover, both radionuclides are
very long-lived. Having different y-energies, they can be measured
selectively. As for a given irradiation position (given ratio thermal/fast
flux) the ratio *°Cof**Co is directly proportional to the cobalt content
in nickel, no flux moenitoring is required, so that the above (n, p)
reaction is actually not an interference, but yields a help{ul internal
standard. For low cobalt contents, the irradiation is carried out in a
well thermalized uweutron flux, to avoid too unfavourable ‘°Co/“Co
activity ratios’ _(86).

ey
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For contents <0.1 ppm Co, interfarenco from the reaction *°Ni(s., o)
#Co is possible.

A second example is the determination of arsenic in germanium.
The nuclear reaction "%Ge(n, ¥)?"®Ge gives rise to 77As with & half-life
of 39 h (¢f. 7%Aa: 26 h). The 7$As/77As ratio in the radiochemically
separated arsenio fraction is again directly proportional to the arsenio
content in germanium. Henoe no corrections for flux variations or
chemical yield are necessary (see seotion II, B, 4o (4) of this chapter).
The main difficulty arises from the very high 7As activity as compared
to the low ?As activity (~10* at the 1 ppm As level). Consequently
the low-energy y- or S-radiation of 7As can interfere with the measure-
ment of ™As by pile up, both in y.spectrometric and B-spectrometrio
techniques, 8o that absorbers (0.5 om Pb and 270 mg. cm=* Al respec-
tively) must be used (56).

The same pile-up problem was found when determining gold {(1**Au)
in platinum, which gives rise to ths radioactive 2**Au daughter of
comparable half-life {54). At the 1 ppm gold level, the 1%Auf!**Au
ratio was also ~10%, A lead absorber (2.2 g. cm™~?) reduced strongly
the 1%%Au activity (tranamission ~18%, for 208 KeV, ~3%, for 158
KoV and X-ray), whereas the 411 KoV y-ray of 1*Au was reduced to
689, only, so that for 1 ppm the ratio 29*Au (168 or 208 KeV)/1*Au
(411 KeV) becomes ~150.

(D) DirrerExT CoUNTING EFFICIENCY

If the activated species is a pure S-emitter, it is normally counted
with an end window counter after carrier addition and precipitation,
If the B-energy is low, different problems arise, such as self absorption,
self scattering and backscattering, The precipitates must, therefore,
be in the same form and in the same geometrical condition and have
the same weight for standards and samples.

In the case of low energy y- or X-rays absorption is also poasible.

Ezample: If 19'0s is distilled and the distillate absorbed in a suitable
liquid, such as HBr, ite activity (65 KeV X-ray + 120 KeV y-ray)
cannob directly be compared with that of a standard in the same
volume of water,

Indeed, in Figure 10,10 the peak heights in the y-spectrum of 108
are represented as a function of 9, HBr for & liquid scurce of 100 ml,
The strong X-ray absorption is apparent (54).
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§ ’\ 125KeV Y-ray
2
-
3
o
65 Ke¥ X-ray
¢ &6 12 66 *AWHBr

Fig.10.10 Peak heights of 65keV X-ra i
q _ -ray and 120 keV +.ray (1#10s f
of % HPr in a liquid radioactive source of 100 ml. a ennfunction

A? shown in Chapter 7, the samples and the “standards” are auto-
matically counted in the same conditions, if an addition method iz

applied. Problems concerning the preparation of standards
discussed in Chapter 7. e are slo

(E) DEAD-TiME CORRECTIONS

1. General Considerations

If .the a:ct,ivity of the standard differs considerably from that of the
fraction, isolated from the sample, systematio errors are possible due

g
to different relative count losses. If possible, the activities for stas.. ds
and samples should be of the same order of magnitude. Correction is
however possible if the dead-time of the counting equipment is known.
The overall dead-time depends on the dead-time of the detectar, on the
finite time constant of the amplifier, on the pulse-shaping cirouits,
on the scaler, etc. Modern scalers are very fast, bandwidths of 2 MHz
are common. This means, in practice, that counting rates (statistical
bursta!) of ca. 10% countsjm are possible without losses as far as the
scaler is concerned. The couns losses for G.M. tubes, integral gamma.
countars and single-channel analyzers can be calculated uaing equa-
tions (6.20) to (6.24), on condition that the dead-time of the equipment
is known. A typical value for G.M. counting is 100 us/count and for
integral gamma counting 1-2 usfcount. In the latter case, & correction
of ca. 19/, may be required for 500,000 cpm or less. An average resolving
time of 10 psfcount is common for single-channel analyzers. Counting
rates should preferably not exceed ca. 500,000 cpm.

In many pulse height analyzers the resolving time is not constant
but depends on the shape of the spectrum being measured, partioularly
in the case of analog to digital conversion (A.D.C).

From equation (8.36) it follows that multichannel analyzers have an
average dead-time per recorded count givén by: .

r = ky + kgi,y (s/count) (10.46)

where k, is a constant due to memory cyele storage time (typically
10 psjcount), ky snother constant due to spacing between address
pulses {typically 0.5 psfcountfchannel) and f,, tho average channel
number, depending on the shapo of the spectrum:

n

fyy = L (channel) (10.47)

.

Yo

where ¢; is the number of counts recorded in channel s. When counting
in 200 channels, the average channel 4,, is generslly situated between
channel 20 and 100. Hence one can expect a r value between 20 and
80 usfcount, With fast analog to digital converters (100 MHz oscillator
frequency), 7 values of 3.5 psfcount for 123 channels and 13 psfcount
for 1024 channels can be obtained. Sometimes & fixed conversion time
is used, e.g. 20 psfcount.
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The total dead-time of a counting
DT = ¢’ (seconds) (10.48)

during a counting (clock) time CT depends or: 7 (shape of the spectrum)
and on the total number of counts ¢’ recorded.
The instantancous dead-time IDT is defined by

IDT = rR' (no dimension) (10.49)
where R’ is the observed counting rate (cps).
One defines a fractional dead-time FDT
FDT = DT|CT = (CT - LT)/CT {10.50)

where DT' = total dead time, OT = clock time and LT = total life
time. Similarly, a fractional life-time FLT = LT|CT can be defined.
The FDT (andfor the FLT), expressed in %, is indicated on a galvano-
meter for most multichannel analyzers.

The life-timer is an electronic circuit which stops the timer during
the pulse height analysis and memory storage and thus automatically
corrects for count losses (life-time mode of counting). Depending on
the instrument used, the life-time mode of counting may bein error
by ca. +1% at gross rates of ca. 400,000 cpm, by ca. +29, at gross
rates of ca. 600,000 cpm and by ca. +4%, at gross rates of 10% cpm.
This corresponds typically with fractional dead-times of ca: 20, 30 and
40%, (200 channels). The dead-time losses, caused by finite conversion
and storage time, can be substantially reduced if the analyzer contains
a temporary or buffer storage mechanism (87), but its caleulation
becomes more difficuit, particularly if the buffer is capable of storing
more than one signal.

This correction by counting during a longer clock time (CT = LT
. + DT) is obviously inadequate for short-lived radionuclides, which
decay during the counting: more counts are lost at the beginning of the
counting, than can be “recovered” at the end. Automatic correction
for short-lived radionuclides is only reasonable at low fractional
dead times and short counting times with regard to the half-life.

Three different cases can be distinguished (88):

counting a pure short-lived radionuclide;

counting a short-lived radionuclide in the presence of one or more

long-lived activities;
counting several short-lived radionuclides in the presence of one or
more long-lived activitiea.

Tl s

T —

-
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2. Counding a Pure Shori-lived Radionuclide

The general shape of the spectrum remains constant {1 radiolsotope),
hence r = constant. At any time 2, the relative counting rate loss is
given by the instantaneous dead time JDT {):

Ry — R'()

wH = 1PTW = B

(10.51)

where R(i) is the real number of pulsesfs presented for pulse height
analysis, and R'({) the observed counting rate (cps) at time £, Hence:
R()
I+ R0
where R(f) = RO exp {— Af). Equation (10.52} relates the real and the

effective counting rate at time ¢.
The {otal number of counts ¢’ recorded in a clock time CZ'is obvicusly

o o7 or _ Roexp (-X)
c =L R(t)dt=j.. Ty 008

Writing ! + R exp (—M) = u yields the aclution of this integral:
. 1 14+ 7R

=

W BT T ~Bexp (1. 0T)

R = (10.52)

(10.54)

or
1+ +R®
1+ rR%exp(—A.CT)

since the total dead time is. DT = +¢'. Further:

exp (Are') = = exp (A. DT) (10.55)

1+ 7R® = exp (\. DT) + +R%exp[~MCT — DT)]
Remembering that CT' — DT = LT and r = DT/c’, one finds for RO:

exp(A.DT) -1 L
“1—exp(=A.LT) DT

(10.58)

This exact equation allows us to caleulate the frue counting rate
RO at ¢ = {0 from the observed number of counts ¢', on condition that
CT and DT or LT (and )) are known.
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In Chapter . 1t is shown that, after a counting (clock) time CT =
LT, (assuming DT = 0) the true total numbecr of counts ¢ and the
true counting rate R° at ¢ = 0 are related by the equation:

\ R0 Ac

= 10.57
1 — exp (—A. LT) (1057)
From equations (10.58) and {10.57) it follows:
' .DT NOT — LT
° A © ) (10.58)

© exp(h.DT) =1 expNCT — LT)] —1

This exact formula allows one to calculate the true total number of
counts ¢ from ¢’, on condition that CT and LT (and A) are known.
LT is measured by the multichannel analyzer (in life-time mode of
counting) and the corresponding CT measured with a sirple chrono-
meter. A special set-up is described by Junod (88) where the multi-
channel is used in clock.time mode of counting, whereas LT is measured
by means of an exterior chronometer, which is operated by the life-
timer circuit. This method has the advantage that CT can be pre-
selected, e.g. 17"y/4, 2Ty/,,independent of the activity of the radioactive
source. _ _

Note: for long-lived radionuclides, i.e. CT(T;, <€ 1, equation {10.58)
is reduced to ¢'fc = 1. Hence, the lifs timer makes no error, due to the
decay of the measured isotope.

Example: CT = 2.50 m; LT = 2.25 m; DT = 0.25 m; further # DT

= DT{CT = 0.25/{2.50 = 109, {=average value of the instantaneous
dead time); T'y/g = 1 m, hence A = 0.693 m~1; T[T, = 2.50.
From equation (10.58) one calculates:
¢ 0.693 x 0.25

& exp(0.693 x 0.25) — 1

= 092

i.e. the result of the life-time mode of counting (¢") is too low by 89
(see also Figure 10.11: FDT = 10%, and CT(T,;, = 2.50).

Note: FDT can also be estimated by reading the “dead-time" galvano.
meter of the analyzer at time ¢ ~ CT/2. The correction of ¢’ can then
be performed using Figure 10.11. This figure is also useful to choose
& counting time which is sufficiently short to make no errors >z9, for
a given FDT.
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Fig. 10.11. Ratio of the observed number of sounts (¢') to true nuber of
counts (c} as a funotion of OT'T,;, when uaing the lifo-time mode of counting.
FDT = fractional dead-time (88). ' ’ n

3. Counting a Shor!-lived Radionuclide in the presence of One or
More Long-lived Radicactivities

For the same FDT, the error mede here will be smaller than in the
foregoing case. This can easily be understood, since in the extreme
case of & pure long-lived radionuclide, the life-timer makes no error -
due to decay. An exact treatment of this problem is given by Junod
(88). Only a simplificd discussion will be given here. Assuming DT = 0,
the total number of counts ¢, observed in a clock time OT = LT
should be

R ' ‘
c = T[l —exp (—=A. LT)] ‘ {10.57b)

In practice, however, DT > 0, hence one integrates from ¢ to OT,
but records only a fraction LT/OT, assuming that the dead-time is
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almost completely due to the long-lived species. Thus:

, R° _ LT .
¢ = [l —exp(—=A.CIY] il {10.59)
80 that:
_1—exp(=A. cTy LT

T 1—exp(—A.LT)CT (10.60)

g
[

Ezxample: The same example as above will be used, assuming however
that the dead time is completely due to the presence of a long lived
species. From equation (10.60) one calculates:

1 — exp (—0.693 x 2.5) 2.25
1 — exp (—0.693 x 2.25)2.50

¢
c

One remarks that the error made by the life-timer is somewhat smaller
. than for case 1, assuming the same FDT.

The counting of several short lived nuclides in the presence of
several long lived ones is discussed by Junod (88). A general approach
for calculating dead-time corrections with multichannel analyzers
has been desaiibed by Schonfeld (94) and Gavron (95). GSrner and
Hohnel (06) presented an automatic correction, uging one “corrector”
per radionuclide to be counted. -

(F) OteER ERRORS

Until now, only experimental errors due to nuclear phenomena
have been discussed. A second group of errors, which is not specific
for activation analysis, is due to analytical procedures. Some of them
will be mentioned.

1. Failure to Remove Surface Contaminants from the Sample

This may obviously be important when determining low oxygen
concentrations with 14 MeV neutrons in samples having a chemically

active surface, such as alkali metals, but also for Al, Ta, Nb, Cr, Pb,

Zn, ...
In the case of trace analysis for common elements by thermal

| )
activation, special care must be taken when preparing the sa f
before irradiation.

It should be borne in mird that often in & laboratory atmosphere
10! atoms of Fe, Cu, Zn, Pb, Ca, Mg, Al, 8i, .. . are present per om®
of air. The sample may also be contaminated with nuclides recoiling
from the container material due to the neutron capture process.
Possible contamination can be eliminated by etching the solid samples
after irradiation. These problems are discussed in Chapter 7.

After irradiation, radioactive contamination is poasible if the isotope
of interest is used in large quantities for other purposes.

2. Incomplele Exchange Between Carrier and Trace Element

A typical element where this problem occurs is iridium (93). The
chemical effects of nuclear reactions must also be considered (Szilard- -
Chalmers effect). The activated element may give rise to a variety
of chemical states and this can be important for irradiations of organio
molecules, stable complex ions or oxygenated enions, especially
for elements with s high electronegativity, such as the “metalloids”,
the noble metals or polyvalent elements in a high oxidation state.
The Szilard effect often involves & valency change (owering):
Au(III) —» Au, As(IIT) - As, Se(IV) — Se, Mn(VII) — Mn(IV), CI(VII)
— Cl-, . . . Difficulties can also ocour if carrier-free isotopes are formed,
e.g. 325(n, p)¥P, 1¥Te(n, y)3™Te L, 111, Starting from aqueous
solutions of TeO,, I=, 10, I,, 105 and I0; are formed.

Therefore, the radiochemical purification should include as first
step an oxidation-reduction cycle if the element has more than one
valency.

A false chemical yield determination will also ocour, if macro-
quantities of other (nonactive) components conteminato the final
precipitate of the trace impurity (determination of strontium in
calcium-rich samples). :

3. Insufficient Decontamination in the Chemical Procedures

If other elements are present in almost carrier-free concentrations,
they are readily adsorbed on the precipitate of the investigated element.
The radiochemical purity can mostly be checked by gammaspectro-
metry, particularly with a Ge(Li) detector, or by following the decay.
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The behaviou. . such interfering elements is easier to control by
adding “hold back” carriers,

4. Faully Preparation of “Comparctors”

In many cases, standards are used as dilute solutions. If such a
solution is not freshly prepared, adsorption of the element of interest
on the container walls (glass, pyrex, silica, polycthylene,...) is
possible. As & general rule, the diluted solutions should be prepared
just before use. i

Most of the above errors can be kept to a minimum by maintaining
high standards for laboratory techniques and for control of radio-
active contamination. These sources of error are normally within the
control of the analyst, except that, as ultimate sensitivity is approached,
the magnitude of the error increases rapidly.
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