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Revision 2001-10-29
Third Research Co-ordination Meeting on
Fission Product Yield Data Required for Transmutation of Minor Actinide
Nuclear Waste

IAEA Headquarters, Vienna
29 October - 2 November 2001

AGENDA
1. Opening
1.1  Opening speech by A. Nichals (Head, Nuclear Data Section)
1.2 Introductory remarks, announcements by M. Lammer; election of Chairman
1.3 Adoption of Agenda, discussion of time schedule

2. Presentation of papers by participants
Listed below are the presentations by participants with titles of papersif | have received them
already, or according to their last presentations or titles of their Research Contract/Agreement

proposals. The presentations do not necessarily have to follow the order given below.

2.1 User requirements
F. Storrer: “Priority Nuclear Data Needs for Industrial Application”

2.2 Collection of literature, data compilation, data bases
H.O. Denschlag: “Measurements of Product Yields from Fission Reactions Induced by
High Energy Neutrons, Protons, Deuterons, Alpha-Particles, other Charged Particles and
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Photons. Collection of References’ - presented by |. Tsekhanovich.

R.W. Mills: Compilation of d-, t- and a-induced fission yield data
Compuiter file of compiled data.

Liu Tingjin: “Compilation of neutron-induced fission-product yields’

2.3 New experimental results
T. Ethvignot et a.: “Intermediate Energy Neutron-Induced Fission of Uranium: Product
Yields and Isomer Studies’
W. Younes et a.: “Transition from asymmetric to symmetric fission in the **U(n/f)
reaction” - presented by T. Ethvignot.
Presentations by F. Storrer and |. Tsekhanovich on recent measurements at the ILL
Grenoble using the Lohengrin facility.
S. Zhdanov: Development of a multi-modal approach to the description of fission product
yield data for actinides (title of research project proposal).

2.4 Evaluation
Liu Tingjin: “Evaluation of fission yield data for reference and minor actinides”’.
R.W. Mills: status of UKFY 3 evaluation, new developments.

2.5 Systematics of yield data, simple and empirical models
J. Katakura: “Study of Fission Product Yield Data at JAERI”.
A.C. Wahl: “Systematics of fission product yields’ - presented by |. Tsekhanovich.

2.6 Theoretical investigations
M. Duijvestijn et a.: “Nucleon induced fission at Intermediate Energies’.
A.A. Goverdovski: Evaluation of chain yield data for high-excitation fission of minor
actinides (title of research project proposal).
YuV. Kibkdo e d.: “Phenomenological model for fragment mass and charge
distributions in actinide nuclel fission”.
V. Madov: Emissive fission influence on the energy dependence of fission yields (title of
research project proposal).

3. Outlook
3.1 Development of an evaluation
Discussion and conclusions (should be included in the final publication): how can the
results of this CRP be used for the development of an actual evaluation; which/how much
research work would still be necessary.

3.2 Proposal for the future of this project

Discussion and conclusions on whether and how the project of this CRP can be

continued:

- Isit worthwhile and is there sufficient work within the proposed tasks to continue the
project as a CRP (= proposal of an extension of the CRP by another yea). In this case
ajustification would have to be formulated.

- Or would rather the continuation of the research in the frame of 2 or 3 individual
contracts be a feasible alternative (-> formulation of a recommendation).

- Or should we just publish what we have together with our conclusions from 3.1
above.

3.3 Final publication (CRP report)
Discussion of contents and arrangement of contributions; formulation of CRP
summary; schedule for finalization of contributions and assembly of
document.

44



