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ABSTRACT

Evidence for tritium production in ted/D system under cathodic polarization is presented. A
comparison of the observed distribution and that calculated, based upon the conservation of mass,
leads to the conclusion that tritium is produced sporadically at an estimated rate 14 atbms
per second. The results of several runs are interpreted by employing the concept of an electrode/elec-
trolyte interphase and the accepted kinetics of hydrogen evolution. Observation of burst-like events
followed by longer periods of inactivity yield poor reproducibility when distributions are averaged
over the total time of electrolysis.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

An early report on the behavior of tRe/D- system, with atomic ratid)]/[ Pd] > 0.8, suggested
that fusion of deuterium atoms occurs within Bt lattice when the system is under prolonged
cathodic polarization(1). Among the observed behavior attributed to nuclear events, is the production
of tritium which, for a number of reasons, appears to be an appropriate topic for investigation: First, a
half century ago Oliphart al(2) reported that transmutation of deuterium into tritium and hydrogen
occurs when a perdeutero inorganic compoeryl, (ND4)>SOq, is bombarded with low energy deut-
erons. Second, a theoretical treatment concerning the occurrence of nuclear events when deuterium is
electrochemically compressed in condensed matter indicate that tritium production can argsd from
reaction in which the excited state®fe decays intd + p(3). Third, by simple mass balance argu-
ments, low rate production of tritium has been reported by, among others(49t Will5) whose
closed cell measurements make a compelling argument for excess tritium as a product of electrolysis.
Finally, the analytical methods for the determination of tritium content are now well developed.

Below, we present data on tritium content and its distribution recorded in the course of electrolysis,
in closed systems, of heavy water containing low level amounts of tritium. Our conclusions are based
on the applicability of a model that was constructed before the present controversy evolved(6). In the
course of charging thed- lattice with electrochemically generated deuterium, we have observed peri-
ods of detectable production of tritium. These periods occur sporadically and appear to be controlled,
to a degree, by the structure of the interphase.

2.0 EXPERIMENTAL

The experimental procedure employed follows closely that described previously(7). Here, we pro-
vide a short summary of cell design and operation, analytical method for tritium analysis, including
error estimates, and rationale for the manner in which the data are presented. We report data obtained
from two sets of experimentgiz., (i) electrolyte—gas phase tritium distribution recorded at about
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24 hour intervals with intermittent electrolyte additions using an arbitrarily selected cell current pro-
file and (ii) a three-phase distribution occurring within the time period required to reduce the initial
volume of electrolyte by half at priori selected constant cell current.

2.1 Electrolytic Cell; Current Profile

The electrochemical cell and recombiner are shown in Fig. 1. Each cell, with graduated wall to pro-
vide an additional check on the volume of electrolyte, was connected to a recombiner containing a
catalyst (supplied by Ciner, Inc.) of sufficiently large surface aceal,0cn?), to assure nearly
complete recombination of evolving gases. The workldg electrode was prepared as folloasa
3.0 cn? Cu-foil was wrapped around a glass rod, Fig. 1 — insert. Onto this foil a thin fikg whs
deposited from a cyanide bath. Although both metals act as an effective barrier for deuterium penetra-
tion, silver was added to provide a far better lattice match with the electrodepubitagler. The
Pd- electrodes of two vastly different surface morphologies were prepared; one with a smooth surface
by deposition from #d(NH;)2Chb — HO solution at low current densities followed by drying prior
to use, and the second with a mossy (dendritic) surface by electrodepositionFd®h & LiCl —

D>0 solution in the presence of evolving deuterium. The placement of the counter electrode, made of
a tightly coiledPt wire, assured uniform current distribution on the working electrode. The cells were
assembled in a dry box containing argon atmosphere.

The electrochemical charging of tRe- electrodes was under galvanostatic control by a power
source delivering constant current with 0.1 % ripple ( EC & C Par model 363 potentiostat/galvanos-
tat). The composition of electrolyte employed during charging is given in the respective figure cap-
tions. To increase the detection sensitivity, only heavy water with low tritium cooéek,dpm/ml
(supplied by Isotec, Inc.), was used.

2.2 Sampling Procedure; Tritium Analysis

The sampling procedure is illustrated in Fig. 2. A known volume of electrolyte and tritium content,
V(ty), is electrolyzed at a constant cell currentor a period offt = t, — {. During this time period
the electrolyte volume is reduced W8g(b) = iIMAt/2Fp. At time to, a sample is withdrawn, further
reducing the electrolyte volume Mg Typically, immediately after sampling, the electrolyte volume
is restored by addition of the electrolyte in the amoun, @) = 2Vs + V. After a few minutes (to
allow for mixing) a second sampM(ts), is removed for tritium analysis. Removal of a second sam-
ple, following the electrolyte addition, assures that the electrolyte volume and tritium content are
accurately known at the beginning of the next time interval. The sampling and addition procedures
were carried out without the interruption of the cell current flow. Occasionally samples were removed
without electrolyte addition.

Tritium content of the samples was measured by a liquid scintillation technique. In particoilar, 1
of sample is added to 10l of Fischer Scientific ScintiVerse E Universal LSC cocktail in a borosili-
cate vial. The prepared solutions were counted for 600 min in a Beckman LS 6000 LL scintillation
counter. This instrument reports counts per minute (cpm) and disintegration per minute (dpm) with a
20 error. To eliminate interference from chemiluminescence, all electrolyte samples were distilled to
dryness and the distillate was analyzed for tritium content. Samples collected in the recombiner
required no pretreatment.

The determination of the tritium content in the workifd} electrode is a two-step procedure,
namely the transfer of sorbed tritium into a liquid phase followed by scintillation counting. Two
methods were employed to accomplish this transfer: (i) by anodic oxidation of sorbed tritium and
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(ii) by the method described by Wt al (5) involving the dissolution of thed- electrode iraqua

regia. In the first case, the working electrode, while under cathodic overpotential, was rinsed by
flushing the cell witiNaCl— H,O solution to remove alD,O containing tritium and placing it under

the anodic overpotential of +O\bvs Ag/AgCleference. In the second case,Rlde electrode was
dissolved inaqua regiaand neutralized wit€aCQ;. As with the electrolyte samples, the resultant
solutions from both treatments were distilled to dryness, followed by scintillation counting of the dis-
tillate.

Error analysis included the assessment of the precision of measurements in (i) electrolyte volume,
(i) sampling/addition time intervals, (iii) constancy of cell current and (iv) tritium analysis. On the
basis of an extensive investigation(7), we concluded that the largest error, as indicated by the instru-
ment readout and determined by standard procedures, is in the tritium analysis. The typical error of
1.2 dpm is not the statistical error of counting but the cumulative uncertainty due to the propagation
of error determined by a procedure commonly employed in the presentation of experimental data.

2.3 Intraphase Tritium Distribution

In the presentation of data and the subsequent analysis, we assume the validity of the model of the
electrode-electrolyte interphase subject to restrictive conditions, of which one is the constancy of the
isotopic separation factor. As shown in (7), the time dependence of tritium content in an open cell,
operating galvanostatically with intermittent sampling, is given by Eq. (1)

t

ol 1) a() .
fO = Im(O) = rI™| e + j [m©) — ras ™" W

0

which, forq(t) = const= 0, we have Eq. (2)

s-1 sl
_ m(0) — r(i)t qa . [mO) - r
while, forq(t) = 0 it reduces to Eq. (3)
o S
f(t) — f(O)(W) @3)

wheref is the tritium mass fractiom) is the mass of the electrolyte phage,=iM,,/2F denotes the
rate of change associated with the passage of cell curegistthe rate at which tritium is added/re-
moved from the solution phase by whatever process including transport of tritium generated in the

bulk electrode, andis the isotopic separation factor. The isotopic separation factor is defined here as
s— (g—;) /(g—;) and should be inverted to conform to values usually cited in the literature. A thorough
g |

discussion of the derivation of the above equations can be found in (7).

3.0 DISCUSSION

The long term electrolysis in open cells, with accompanying addition and removal of electrolyte,
makes the determination of tritium production by total mass balance an unsuitable technique. This is
especially true, should the tritium production be either low level or intermittent, due to the
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propagation of error. We believe that a more appropriate procedure is based on the employment of the
separation factor derived from the experimentally determined tritium content in both liquid and gas-
eous phases. Assuming that the Faraday law is obeyed, therfatiin the gas phase is equal to the

ratio of the corresponding faradaic currentlp, and tritium production is indicated by the differ-

ence between the calculated and observed data. In what follows, we examine the structure of the
interphase, the origin and constancy of the isotopic separation factor and provide an interpretation of
experimental data.

3.1 Structure of the Interphase; Transport Paths

The thermodynamic structure of the electrode/electrolyte interphase was formulated by van Ryssel-
berghe(8). For the present purpose, we include the metal side and indicate only the relevant processes
that influence the magnitude as well as the constancy of the isotopic separation factor, Figs. 3a — 3c.
Irrespective of the operating rate determining step, species undergoing electrored@ction,
m=D,0, DTO, are in equilibrium with those in the bulk (b) electrolyte, cf) <> c®. Superscriptr(
refers to the location where the reactive species affect the rate through their electrochemical poten-
tials, ther- plane, Fig. 3a. The reaction product, in an adsorbed sfatis, in equilibrium with those
dissolved in the electrolyte®, and when its solubility limit is exceeded, gas bubbles, which also are
in equilibrium with the bulk electrolyte, are formed. The set of restrictive conditions that assures the
constancy of the separation factor is: (i) evolution reaction of hydrogen isotopes is independent of
each othern.e., i = ip +i; (ii) sufficiently high overpotentials are applied so that the reverse reactions
may be neglected; and (iii) system operates in a stationaryisatequilibria between various spe-
cies are established resultingdy,/dt = 0(9). Under these conditions, the tritium distribution occurs
via pathA whereby the cell curremts divided intoir andip and the hydrogen evolves from the elec-
trolyte phase at the- plane.

For the deuterium absorbing electrode material, the concept of the interphase must be extended to
include the metal side as indicated in Figs, 3b and 3c yritium is produced within the bulk elec-
trode and transferred to the electrolyte phase, it must be first brought to the adsorptioa plane (
plane). The constancy of tisefactor requires an equilibrium condition between species located
within the interphase while the applicability of Egs. (1) — (3) demands that all tritium bearing species
first enter the electrolyte phase., follow pathA, Fig. 3b. The latter condition requires the presence
of a chargedH; n = 1,2,3 species in the layer that interacts with th@D- ion. The existence of
such specieg.g, [T --- T]*.[D - - - T]*, [D - - - D]*, was postulated in our recent publication(10).
If, however, the conditions are such that transport to the electrolyte phase is preven®d, path
becomes operative, resulting in substantial enrichment of the gas phase, Fig. 3c.

3.2 Evaluation of the separation factor
The reaction path for the evolution of hydrogen isotopes, H, D, T, is the same and is given by Egs.

(1) = (m,

H,00 + & = H® + OH- (0
followed by either
H00 + H@ + & — HO + OH (n
or
H@ + H@ — HO (i)
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However, the reaction path for tritiated heavy water must be modifigdthe controlling discharge
step, Eq. (1), is split into two paths, Egs. (IV) and (V)

DTO" + & - D@ + OT (V)

and

DTOM + & — T® 4+ OD" V)

The same considerations apply when the rate determining step resides in either the Heyrovsky—
Horiuti path, Eq. (Il), or the Tafel path, Eq. (Ill).

A general form of an equation governing the charge transfer is

in=kncl) - f(6r) - expfy  $RT);n = Ee-E();n =D, T 4)

where thd(6,) function depends on the reaction path(9). Other symbols have their usual meaning.
The atomic ratio in the gas phaé&/cp)q, is the ratio of currents producifizp andDT, respectively.
To obtain this ratio it is necessary to write Eq. (1) for both curreetsir andip and take a quotient,

Eq. (5)

0/, 2kpcl) - £(0p) + kecf (6)

The factor of 2 in Eq. (5) appears becauseheolecules are produced hy and, on account of an
equal probability of paths, Eqgs (Ia) and (Ib), also include one half of those produige&diyheavy
water with low levels of tritiumegy >> cr and, if the Volmer path is the rate determining step, then
f(6,) = 1 —6p — 67 is equal for both reactions, yielding the distribution in the gas phase, Eq. (6),

(@), - e ®)
CD g 2 * kDC(Dr)

Theoretical considerations state that the isotopic separation factor is not affected by tritium con-
centration in the electrolyte, providing thegt >> cr(9). In writing Egs. (5) and (6), we ignore the
slight difference in the applied overpotentia,, we assume that the difference in the rest potentials
is insignificant.

3.3 INTERPRETATION OF DATA

In what follows, we provide a qualitative description of the tritium distribution as determined from
the observed vs computed values of the D/Pd system under cathodic polarization. Following this, we
supplement the description with a quantitative assessment; particularly, we select for discussion three
aspectsyiz.,assessment of observed behavior, data analysis and the rate of tritium generation and,
finally, the location of tritium generating sites.

3.3.1 Qualitative Assessment

A qualitative assessment of tritium distribution between the electrolyte and gas phases resulting
from a prolonged evolution of deuterium generated by the electrolyBigdis given in Figs. 4—7.
The electrolyses were carried out under varying cell current profiles and composition of additives.
For convenience, changes in cell current, times of sampling and recombiner efficiency are indicated
in respective figures (axes\W ande;) while actual experimental data are provided in the appendix.
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Three distinct scenarios can be seen from the data: (i) prolonged electrolysis without tritium pro-
duction, (ii) sporadic tritium production with periods of inactivity wherein the isotopic separation fac-
tor is at or near the normal value for T/D systems throughout, and (iii) sporadic tritium production in
which selective enhancement of the gas phase tritium level occurs. For all times in some cases, and
for most time in all cases, there is good agreement between the calculated and observed tritium dis-
tribution, namely the experimental (solid line) and calculated (dashed line) fall within experimental
error (shaded area). Those instances where significant deviation between the observed and expected
concentration of tritium in both phases occurs indicates the periods of tritium production. In the fig-
ures, these regions are indicated by arreysn= 1, 2,3, 4.

The first scenario: Tritium distributions summarized in Figs. 4a and 4b serve as examples of the
absence of tritium production over tb@three weeks of duration of the electrolyses in solutions con-
taining different additives, thereby also serving as blank tests of the model calculation for different
charging profile. It is seen that the observed and calculated values are in good agreement.

The second scenario: In contrast, Figs. 5 and 6 show active periods of the type (ii) mentioned
above. In Fig. 5, one active period of approximately three days duration, (6/21 — 6/23), occurs 30
days after the initiation of charging. Figure 6a shows two active periods, (4/19 — 5/3, 5/19 and 5/21),
separated by 14 days of inactivity. In these instances the isotopic separation factor does not change
and the enrichment occurs in both the electrolyte and gas phases. The constancy of the isotopic sepa-
ration factors = 0.68+ 0.04, indicates that the reaction path for the cathodic charge transfer did not
change, either in the course of prolonged electrolysis or between runs and, that tritium generated dur-
ing the active periods first entered the electrolyte phase resulting in the isotopic distribution con-
trolled by the electrodic reaction. Evidently, the distribution of tritium between the phases follows
transportvia routeA, Fig. 3b, and the active period is therefore manifested by an increase in tritium
concentration in both phases.

The third scenario: The data summarized in Fig. 7 show an active period in which tritium enrich-
ment is limited to the gaseous phase only. This enrichment occurs shortly after the completion of the
co—deposition process and is subsequently followed by a period of inactivity. The time dependent tri-
tium concentration in the electrolyte agrees at all times with the computed valueswOd&7. This
selective enrichment of the gaseous phase suggests th8tipdtie method of transport. The return
to a normal distribution indicates a transition from @tio pathA. This behavior suggests that tri-
tium production occurs shortly after completion of the co—deposition process and is affected by the
morphology (mossy, dendritic) of the Pd- surface. The transition fromBptipathA implies an
active participation of the interphase region which, most likely, is attributed to the restructuring of the
electrode surface as well to the enhanced concentration of hydrogen isotopes within the interphase
region during the co—deposition process. A more detailed discussion of the dynamics of the inter-
phase in the course of codeposition is outside the scope of this communication. A detailed presenta-
tion of the restructuring processes can be found in ref. (11).

We wish to remark that the absence of tritium production, Figs. 4a and 4b, means only that within
the investigated period no activities were observed. It does not assure that they could not occur at
some later date, a position expressed also by Bennisged{i2).

3.3.2 Data Analysis; Quantitative Aspects

The essential difference between the method employed here and elsewhere(4) concerns selection of
the numerical value of the isotopic separation factor. This number is usually taken from the literature
and may, or may not, represent the kinetic and thermodynamic properties of the interphase pertinent
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to the experimental conditions. Here, the value okthactor is determined individually for each
experimental run by selecting that value which best fits the recorded data.

In principle, the rate of tritium production is calculated by subtracting®drom either Eq. (1) or
Eq. (2). Taking as an example results plotted in Fig. 5, the difference between the observed and calcu-
lated tritium concentration in the electrolyte phase, on 6/22, is ca 4.0 dpm/ml. Tritium generation rates
are estimated by a curve fitting technique(9) or by computer modeling in which an arbitrarily selected
g- value is inserted into the experimental data and computer matched to obtain agreement with the
observed distribution throughout the duration of the experiment. A good agreement was recorded for
rate of tritium generation whem= 610; atoms/sec during period 6/21 — 6/22. This would indicate a
total production of 5.&10° tritium atoms.

An estimate of tritium production rate by a computer modeling technique is illustrated in Figs. 6a
and 6b. In particular, the computed tritium distribution, wjtt) = 0, and data tabulated in Table A - I,
is shown in Fig. 6a (solid circles) while the actual experimental distribution is shown by the open
circles. Using the previous argument, we identify two periods of tritium production, the first occur-
ring between 4/21 and 5/1 and the second starting on 5/18. The experiment was terminated on 5/21.
The results of computer modeling based on tritium production: on 42Bwith g, = 4103 at/sec
for At = 3.01610% min., on 5/18 withy, = 3103 at/sec. fort = 1.443103 min., on 5/19 wittgz =
7103 at/sec forit = 1.4210° min., and on 5/20 witly, = 3108 at/sec fordt = 1.48%10% min. are
shown in Fig. 6b. An excellent agreement with experimental distribution is evident with the total tri-
tium production of 1.810° atoms.

The data shown in Fig. 7 provide the evidence for tritium production through the enrichment of the
gas phase while retaining agreement between the computed and experimental point in the liquid
phase. Unfortunately no estimate of the total amount of tritium production can be reliably made
because of poor recombination efficiency. The poor efficiency means that the tritium content is, in
reality, substantially higher than indicated (due to the faster r&ag/0b vs that ofDT/Oy ).

3.3.3 Tritium Generation Sites

The question of the location of the generation site for tritium production during the electrolysis of
D-0O on aPd- electrode cannot be resolved by the method just described. Data in Figs 5 — 7 were
interpreted in terms of Egs. (1]3) As written, these equations ignore the tritium absorption by the
Pd- lattice and consequently, cannot provide any information concerning the location of the generat-
ing sites. However, this omission does not invalidate conclusions reached asdprg as.

As in the earlier work of Wilet al. (5), the resolution of this problem is sought by employing a
total mass balance which, in addition, requires the determination of tritium content in the bulk of the
Pd - electrode. The amount of tritium generated during several runs and its three-phase distribution is
tabulated in Table I. This table lists the experimental conditions, columns 1 — 5, the distribution of
tritium among the liquid, gas and bulk electrode, columns 6 - 8. A net increase in tritium content is
indicated in columns 9 and 10 as either gaidgmor in the number of tritium atoms produced in the
course of an experiment. The latter is calculated by the method described above.

Data assembled in Table | are in general agreement with results obtained under conditions of
intermittent sampling, Figs.47. Three conclusions can be made, however: First, the long time
between samplings obliterates the fine details of the behavior of the Pd/D system. For example,
on the basis of the mass balance, rows 1, 2 and 4, no statement can be made concerning production
of tritium or lack thereof, since the apparent change is much less than the analytical error and is,
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therefore, not significantly different from no change. Second, tritium production, if any, takes place
within, or in the close proximity of the interphase. Only wA¢H ions were added to the electrolyte,
was tritium detected in the bulk electrode. Third, electrolysis on dendritic surfaces (following the co—
deposition) favors transport of tritium to the gas phase viapath

4.0 Concluding Remarks

Because of the controversial nature of the Pd- lattice assisted nuclear events, we have refrained
from speculations and concentrated on presentation and interpretation of experimental data. We have
limited the discussion to one aspect only because the correlation with, for example, excess enthalpy
production, would require an on-line detection system sensitive enough to record the low level activ-
ity. In conclusion, we emphasize the following points:

1. Every effort was made to minimize analytical errors in the closed system. Although closed cells are
considered superior to closed system arrangements for the detection of tritium generation in electro-
Iytic cells, a closed cell, by design, represents an integrating system which may not be desirable if
you are ascertaining the nature of the tritium generation. In this communication, we have shown that
the cell/recombiner assembly and our experimental protocols yield results identical with those
obtained using closed cells. This is due to the fact that the greatest source of error in both experimen-
tal approaches is in the tritium content measurement itself and not in the electrolyte volume.

2. The evidence for tritium production is based on the difference between the computed and observed
concentration of tritium, the non-equilibrium distribution of tritium and the total mass balance. Only
accepted concepts and well established procedures lead us to the conclusions offered.

3. One of the characteristic features of the behavior of the Pd/D system is the sporadic nature of
“burst-like” tritium generation. Short times between samplings are necessary to facilitate the display
of the “burst-like” behavior. Such “burst-like” behavior would not be detectable using a closed cell
system.

4. Present data indicate that tritium production takes place within the interphase with the distribution
governed primarily by patA. A speculative argument can be presented to indicate that the generated
tritium is forced into the bulk electrode by conditions at the solution side of the interpltaaddi-

tion of AI3* ions, and that electrode surface morphology tends to affect the two-phase distribution,
e.g., dendritic surfaces tend to promote transport viaipath
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1 - Experimental cell and recombiner assembly (schematic)
a — Electrolytic cell;b — Recombiner
insert - detail of cell assembly

Fig. 2 - Sampling profile for constant cell current density

V(tp) initial volume (also, initial volume for any charging periodjt2) —volume after the passage of
chargeiAat; Vs - sample volumey, - volume addeds; - time of first samplingts - electrolyte addi-
tion time;t, - time of second sampling.

Fig. 3 - Structure of the interphase; tritium distribution paths

r - reaction site; a - adsorption site; e - charge transfer site; n - nucleation and gas evolution plane
3a - Fluxes on non-absorbing electradeip + it denote cell current and currents producing gaseous
deuterium and tritium

3b - Fluxes on absorbing electrode - path

3c- Fluxes on absorbing electrode - pBth

Fig. 4 - Two-phase tritium distributiors(= 0.71)

computed - dashed; experimental - solid line

Fig. 4a - Electrode: area —3.67 £rtu-Ag-Pd (deposited frold(NHg),Cl>

Electrolyte: 0.01 MPdCh- 0.3 M LiCI — D,O

Additive: 100 ppnmBeSQ in 0.1 MLi2SQy

Fig. 4b - Electrode: area3-cn¥; Cu-Ag-Pd (deposited fronPd(NHz),Cl>

Electrolyte: 0.3 MLIOD

Additive: 113ppm BO3

Cell current, electrode addition and recombining efficiency indicated by arrows along the time coordi-
nate (i,\4 ande, respectively)

Fig. 5 - Two-phase tritium distributions(= 0.71)

computed — dashed; experimental — solid lines

Electrode area: 2.&1?; Cu-Ag-Pd deposited fromd(NH3),Clo

Electrolyte: 2.6103 M PdChb — 0.31 MLICI

Additive: 200ppm MgCh

indicated: points of electrolyte addition; recombers efficiencies; cell cuymext

Fig. 6 - Two-phase tritium distributiqis = 0.63)

Electrode area: 2.dn?; Cu-Ag-Pddeposited fronPd(NHg),Clo
Electrolyte: 0.33 M.i>SQ; (50 ml)

Additive: 100ppm BeS§

indicated: cell current; recombining efficiency; electrolyte additions

Fig. 7 - Two-phase tritium distributigis = 0.67)*

Electrode: prepared by co-deposition

Electrolyte: 0.05 MPdCh + 0.6 M LICl

indicated: cell current; recombiner efficien&4O addition

*Note: thes-value computed using data of the last seven days
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APPENDIX

Experimental data relevant to the computation of tritium distribution, usin(BEare tabulated in
Tables A-1 through A-V. They are assembled to supplement the information provided in the respec-
tive figure captions.
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Table A-I: Inventory of Input Parameters for Figure 4a
Run: 26 Aug to 16 Sept 1993

Electrolyte - volume: 24.82+0.01 ml
- composition: 0.01 M PdCl, + 0.3 M LiCl in D,0 with T= 18.2+1.2 dpm/ml
- additions: (a) 0.1 M Li,80, + 102 ppm Be (as BeS0,) in D,0 with T=18.2+1.2
dpm/ml (b) D,0 with T=18.2£1.2 dpm/ml
Separation factor s=0.71 _
Sampling volume V,;=1.60+0.01 ml

Sampling VmA | at/min € V, /ml Tritium dpm/ml
Date Electrolyte Gas
9-8 -5 1703 .49 9.08+0.02* | 19.2+1.2 13.8+1.1
-71.5 8280
-100 8732
9-9 -300 1463 .90 19.4+1.2 13.5+1.1
9-10 -500 1488 .96 15.14£0.02 % | 22.3%1.2 14.8+1.2
9-11 -600 1768 .92 21.1+1.2 14.6+1.2
9-12 -800 1414 93 18.17£0.02° | 21.2+1.2 14.5+£1.2
9-13 -900 1076 .96 21.4£12 16.3+1.2
9-14 -1000 1626 .90 18.1740.02° | 24.6+1.2 16.3£1.2
9-15 -1000 1449 1.00 23.6£1.2 16.2+1.2
9-16 -1000 1157 .83 25.0+1.2 17.4+1.2
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Table A-II: Inventory of Input Parameters for Figure 4b
Run: 4 Aug 1993 to 18 Aug 1993

Electrolyte - volume 24.80+0.01 ml
- composition 0.3 M LiOD + 133 ppm B (as B,0;) in D,0 with T=19.3+1.2 dpm/ml
- additions: 0.1 M LiOD + 50 ppm B in D,0 with T=19.0£1.2 dpm/ml
Separation Factor s=0.71 ‘
Sampling volume V,=1.60+0.01 ml

Sampling /mA | at/min €, V, /ml Tritium dpm/ml
Date Electrolyte Gas
8-8 -50 1421 .68 19.4+1.2 15.0£1.2

-100 4270

8-9 -200 1738 .65 12.11+0.02 | 19.8+1.2 15.7+1.2
8-10 -300 1315 91 20.0£1.2 13.8+1.2
8-11 -400 1442 1.00 19.7£1.2 13.6+1.2
8-12 -400 1593 1.00 12.11+0.02 | 22.2+1.2 15.5+1.2
8-14 -400 2460 .96 18.1740.02 | 22.6%+1.2 16.6£1.2
8-15 -600 1498 1.00 21.4x1.2 14.6£1.2
8-16 -800 1458 1.00 18.98+0.03 | 22.9+1.2 14.8+1.2
8-17 -1000 1668 1.00 20.3£1.2 14.8+1.2
8-18 -1000 1249 98 24.6%x1.2 15.8£1.2
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TABLE III-A: Inventory of Input Parameters for Figure 5
Run: 27 May 1993 to 26 June 1993

Electrolyte - volume: 24.84+0.01 ml
- composition: 0.0IM Pd Cl, + 0.314 M LiCl in D,0 with T=17.8+1.2 dpm/ml
- additions: 0.1 M LiCl + 200 ppm MgCl, in D,0 with T=17.0+1.2 dpm/ml
Separation factor s=0.71
Sampling volume V,= 1.58+0.01 ml

Sampling /mA | at/min €, V, /ml Tritium dpm/ml
Data Electrolyte Gas
6-7 -1 8612 17.7£1.2
-2 1645
-3 5546
6-14 -50 2947 .53 18.9+1.2 12.4£1.1
-100 7281
6-15 -200 1496 72 8.93+0.03 18.7£1.2 12.6+1.1
6-16 -200 1217 1.00 19.7£1.2 13.5+1.1
6-17 -300 1430 .83 8.93+0.03 20.0£1.2 13.1x1.1
6-19 -400 2801 .99 11.90+£0.03 | 20.5%1.2 12.7£1.1
6-21 -300 3282 .87 20.7£1.2 13.6£1.1
6-22 -300 1435 . 83 11.90+£0.03 | 25.3£1.2 17.6x+1.1
6-23 -500 1411 .96 25.2+1.2 17.8+1.1
6-24 -600 1366 98 17.87+£0.03 | 25.71.2 13.9+1].1
6-25 -800 1211 .99 20.8+1.2 12.5+1.1
6-26 -1000 1363 1.00 23.3%1.2 13.3£1.1
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Table IV-A: Inventory for Input Parameters for Figures 6a & 6b
Run: 15 Apr 1993 to 21 May 1993

Electrolyte - volume: 48.89+0.01 ml
- composition: 0.333 M Li,S0, + 100 ppm Be (as BeS0,) in D,0 with T=15.9+1.2
dpm/ml
- additions: (a) 0.1 M L1,S0, in D,0 with T=15.9+1.2 dpm/ml
(b) 0.1 M Li1,SO, + 100 ppm Be (as BeS0,) in D,0 with T=15 9+1.2
dpm/ml
(¢) D,0 with T=16.0+1.2 dpm/ml
Separation factor: s=0.63
Sampling volume V,=2.06+0.01 ml

TABLE IV-A: FIGURES 6A AND 6B

Sampling /mA | at/min €, V, /ml Tritium dpm/ml
Date Electrolyte Gas
4-19 -50 1212 .62

-100 4286 16.1£1.2 11.5+1.1
4-21 -100 2950 3 16.9+1.2 11.4£1.1
4-23 -100 3016 .83 18.7£1.2 11.0+1.1
4-30 -100 9845 .83 20.2%1.2 12.0+1.1
5-1 -200 1424 1.00 8.94+0.01 * | 20.8+1.2 12.0+1.1
5-3 -200 2977 .93 20.85+0.02 * 19.4x1.2 13.5£1.1
5-4 -400 1470 1.00 19.4£1.2 12.5£1.1
5-5 -400 1325 .87 21.4+12 12.5+1.1
5-6 -400 1487 .96 20.4£1.2 12.6+1.1
S5-7 -400 1524 .95 21.2+1.2 12.1£1.1
5-8 -400 1734 .98 19.88+0.02 * 242412 13.9+1.1
5-9 -400 1090 .98 20.1£1.2 12.5£1.1
5-10 -400 1667 1.00 21.0£1.2 12.8+1.1
5-11 -500 1396 1.00 23.83£0.02° |24.8+1.2 13.5+1.1
5-12 -500 1305 + .96 20.9£1.2 12.8+1.1
S-13 -500 1551 .99 23.0x1.2 13.2+1.1
5-14 -600 1194 1.00 25.34+0.02° 24.6x1.2 13.0x1.1
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5-15 -700 1450 1.00 21.8+12 | 13.0+1.1
5-16 -700 1543 94 224+12 | 12.4%1.1
5-17 -800 1622 1.00 |26.81£0.02° |24.1%12 |12.9+1.1
5-18 800 | 1355 1.00 23.0£1.2 | 13.841.1
5-19 -900 1442 .99 252412 | 143211
5-20 -900 1421 .96 | 10.450.01° |29.6£1.2 |16.1%1.1
5-21 -1000 1489 1.00 312¢1.2 | 16.121.1
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Table A-V: Inventory of Input Parameters for Figure 7
Run: 30 June 1993 to 19 July 1993

Electrolyte - volume: 24.71+0.01 ml
- composition: 0.053 M PdCl, + 0.602 M LiCl in D,0 with T= 17.9+1.2 dpm/ml
- additions: D,0 with 17.9+1.2 dpm/ml

Separation factor s=0.67 _
Sampling volume V,=1.58+0.01 ml

Sampling VmA | at/min €, V, /ml Tritium dpm/ml

Date Electrolyte Gas
7-6 -0.5 1392 18.1£1.2

-1 1432

-2 5862
7-9 -200 4227 .36 11.90+£0.03 | 19.5%1.2 19.2+1.2
7-11 -200 2848 78 20.4£1.2 15.9£1.2
7-12 -300 1476 .92 11.90+£0.03 | 20.8+1.2 14.4%1.2
7-13 -400 1406 .95 20.6+1.2 13.8+£1.1
7-14 -500 1515 .94 14.88+0.03 | 21.2+1.2 14.8+1.2
7-15 -600 1361 .98 21.3x1.2 14.2+1.2
7-16 -700 1421 1.00 21.3x1.2 14.9£1.2
7-17 -800 1329 .99 23.81+0.04 | 253+1.2 16.1£1.2
7-18 -900 1561 .99 24.4+12 159+1.2
7-19 -1000 1471 1.00 24312 14.4x1.2
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