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Figure 2.11  Nuclear ground-state charge distributions as measured for a sample of nuele
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Fig. 2.8. Difference in MeV between the measured value of B/A and the value
calculated with the empirical mass formula as a function of the number of protons
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Figure 9.4. The occurrence of magic numbers as demonstrated by the average excitation energ)
of the first excited state in doubly-even nuclei, as a function of neutron number N (taken from
Brussaard and Glaudemans 1977).
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Figure 7.13. Nuclear (liquid drop) masses and the deviations with respect to the nuclear data
and this, as a function of proton and neutron number. The shell closure effects are shown most
dramatically (adapted from Myers 1966).




