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Iγ, Iγ+c

On page 27 and 28



99Mo ββββ- decay (65.9 h) and 99Tc IT decay (6.0 h)
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Guideline followed: An example  



99Mo ββββ- decay (65.9 h)
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Guideline followed (another example): 135I B- DECAY (6.57 H) and 135XE IT DECAY (15.29 M)



Guideline not followed: An example 
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95Zr ββββ- decay (65.0 d) and 95Nb IT decay (3.61 d)



95Zr ββββ- decay (64.0 d):
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• Other examples (Iγ listing guideline is not followed):

• 85Y EC Decay (2.68 h) and 85Sr IT Decay (1.127 h)

• 111Sn EC Decay (35.3 m) and 111In IT Decay (7.7 min)

• 115Cd β- Decay (53.46 h) and 115In IT Decay (4.486 h)
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Possible reasons and need:
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• Often data listing remains the same as that of the previous evaluation

• Difficult to remember – since these cases are infrequent

• Most likely the rule was introduced between 1974 and 1986

• Need:

Better to fix the Iγ listing throughout the database as a special item                       

(horizontal fixing) 


