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Standard Sources of High Energy y-ray

SHI Zong-ren, XU Kun, LI Li-hua
(China Institute of Atomic Energy . P.O. Box 275-20, Beijing 102413, China)

Abstract: The types and characteristics of standard sources of y-ray with energy >1.5 MeV
were introduced, especially standard sources of high energy y-ray which were from ther-
mal neutron radiation capture reaction and proton resonance radiation capture reaction.
How to determine their energy and emission probabilities, and the impact of Doppler
effect on the efficiencies were emphasized.
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